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I think when we regard such statements in connection with this 
application to be relieved from this loss, or under circumstances of 
this kind, and remember the fact that this clerk had no connection 
or communication with the safe or its contents, we must either con- 
cede that his chief had no confidence in him or else we must concede 
that his chief used a little poetic license and drew with a pretty long 
bow when he put that clause into his affidavit. ~ But he says he was 
recommended to him by somebody else. That may be. Is the Gov- 
ernment to be made liable because this officer trusted to the recom- 
mendation of somebody else? The Government niade him a paymas- 
ter, trusting to his capacity and to his honesty and ability to discharge 
the duties of the office. I hope it will not be said that gentlemen 
are appointed paymasters with somebody else to run the office for 
them; or that they are so appointed with the expectation that some- 
body else is to run the office. When they give up their own preroga- 
tives, their own right of selection and appointment of their confiden- 
tial subordinates, that very moment they make themselves respon- 
sible for the action of their appointees, or else they must plead the 
“baby act,” and admit that they were not competent to dischargé 
the duties of their offices. 

Take another view of it. Here is a strange man, a man not per- 
sonally known to the paymaster or disbursing officer, who comes 
seeking a place. He is indorsed by a friend, and comes to secure a 
position, The disbursing officer says: very well; I have this posi- 
tion in my gift. You recommend this man; I do not know him; 
he is a stranger to me, and his character for fidelity and honesty is 
unknown tome. I shall appoint him, but will require, as tellers of 
banks are required, that you who are responsible for his appoint- 
ment and who recommend him, shall give to me the same pledge 
that I am myself teued to give fo the Government, a bond for the 
faithful discharge of the duties, and the proper care and disburse- 
ment of the money which I shall intrust to him. 

Ah! but it will said there is no law for that; there is no law 
authorizing such a bond. That there is no statute requiring a man 
who indorses another to give a bond, or 2 aman who has the 
appointing power to require as a condition of placing him in that 
position a bond for the faithful discharge of that obligation. That 
may be, but nevertheless he may require, as a condition precedent to 
conferring the appointment, a sufficient bond as a security for him- 
self, Such a bond, although it might not be a statutory bond, would 
be a bond, I opine, that would be held good as a common-law bond 
given on the condition that a trust be reposed and made to be in force 
upon the neglect to perform the duties of that trust. 

Now, there is still another objection to this bill which will be 
apparent, I think, to any gentleman who will read the report of this 
board of survey. And, by the way, I desire to call attention to this 
fact, that the robbery took place, it is supposed—and it is all guess- 
work—on the Ist day of April, 1876. It was discovered on the 3d 
day of April. The board of survey was not called until the next 
November. More than six months elapsed. The prisoner, who it 
was alleged and who confessed that he stole the money, was cap- 
tured and brought back on the 12th day of April, having been cap- 
tured in trying to escape across the plains into California, and he 
surrendered back $290 of the money. In his confession he admits 
the stealing of the whole of the money. He says that he stole it 
from time to time as he required its use. 

What is there to contradict the fact that he stole it from time to time? 
Not one single scintillaofevidence. Paymaster Maynadier swears that 
he counted his money on the 31st day of March, and that he balanced 
his books and his accounts at least once every week. Now, let us see 
how the facts tally with that statement. During the week endin 
March 31 there were paid into the pay office and placed in the safe 
of the paymaster, who is the recipient of that fund, the receipts from 
the sale of a deceased soldier’s effects amounting to one hundred and 
forty-eight dollars and some cents. I do not state the sum precisely, 
as I am speaking from memory ; but whether it be great or small that 
sum was paid in. Now, if the declaration of the paymaster be true, 
on the 3lst day of March he made a statement of ns accounts; he 
balanced his books; he then found he had in his possession $4,017 
when he should have had in his safe four thousand two hundred and 
some odd dollars, if no portion of the money had been abstracted. 
Now, if he examined his accounts carefully as a business man ought 
to have done he would have discovered that deficit. It is useless to 
say that that was another fund. It is supposed that the paymaster 
must be able to account for all his funds; and the balancing of his 
books shows that this fund was not taken up on his book. Hence 
it shows that he had received $148 which was not entered on his books, 
and $148 which was not in his safe-keeping; and he did not stop to 
inquire or-to ascertain what had become of it. He made no inquiry 
of hisclerk. He made no investigation. Now, what does that prove? 
That proves either that he did not use due diligence, or else it proves 
that he is in error when he says he made that careful statement of 
accounts, 

The board of survey, in order to present their finding in the best 
shape possible for them upon the facts before them, made such an 
assumption as Jack Bunsby did: “ First, if the wessel had gone down 
to the bottom of the sea, then the probability was the man would not 
vue back again; but if so be that the wessel had not gone down, 
then, perhaps, he might come back again.” So they assume, if Pay- 


master Maynadier did make the examination, he must haye made it 
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they might not be so glib.” 


by looking over littleslipsand counting packages and making memo- 
randa, and they think that is the ordinary way of making these 
statements; and if he did make his account and statement in that 
way, then the possibility might be, and perhaps the probability would 
be, that certain sums of money n abstracted from some ofthese 
packages. Ergo, the probability was as the possibility might be, that 
the thing might have been done about which there was no proof what- 
ever. Of course it requires another presumption, that the packages, 
sealed handsomely and marked, with the Government bands on them, 
had not been disturbed at all; and there possibly was something else 
which had deceived the paymaster when he looked over the money, 
and that is the line of argument that is adopted all the way through 
that finding of that board of survey to enable them to come to the 
conclusion that one of their distinguished fellow-officers ought to be 
excused by Congress from paying the money which his clerk stole. 

Now, if these gentlemen themselves represented the funds that were 
to be paid ak to Major Maynadier, if they were willing out of 
their own funds to reimburseevery brother officer on agcount of any 
feeling of comradeship, I should say it was very generous in them. 
But I think very little of the opinion of those who have nothing te 
do with the responsibility of opening the doors of the Treasury to 
these claims, when they quietly give us their opinion they think we 
ought to do it. 

Mr. STEELE. I wish to say but a very few words in this case. 
And I shall in the first po refer to the closing words of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] when he said, “if the men who 
were in favor of this claim had to pay it out of their own pockets 
That might apply to all legislation 
equally as well as it does in this case. If this is a just claim against 
this Government it should be paid, and I for one think it is. 

The whole case may be briefly stated. In 1861 Maynadier entered 
the Army. He served asa gallant soldier till June, 1864, when his 
time expired. He was appointed u paymaster in 1870, and not being 
familiar with the class of people competent to act as paymaster’s 
clerks and familiar with the law, he asked the Paymaster-General 
to nominate a man who was familiar with the law, and who was 
honest and trustworthy. The Paymaster-General was unable to do 
that; but other paymasters sitting by came to his relief and nomi- 
nated this man Chandler as a man in whom he could place entire 
confidence. 

As is nsual with officers entering the Army, he was sent to a very 
undesirable station. I have been there myself and have experienced 
the same inconveniences that Maynadier experienced. At that time 
it was necessary, in order to reach those posts, to have from twenty 
to twenty-six days’ ride in an ambulance, through the dustiest pos- 
sible conntry and in as hot a climate as we have on this continent. 

se Payimaster-General, under the orders of the Secretary of War, 
said: 

ing to the t distance of this office yon are required to keep on hand funds 
3 debe g 8 disbursements. 7 a N 

Now, that is unusual. The law requires where there is in any city 
or town adjacent a United States depository that the money shall be 
kept in said depository. The Government provides a safe for the 
sak KODE of this money. Maynadier, owing to his limited expe- 
rience and his overcare, I might say, probably, or on account of his 
due diligence and extraordinary care, instead of doing as most pay- 
masters do, giving the combination of his safe to his paymaster’s 
clerk, kept it within his own breast. The evidence shows that this 
man was tinkering and working at that lock. A telegraph operator 
heard this going on, but when he would go into the room the man 
would sit down, turning his back to the safe and seem to be reading. 
And I say right here, Chandler confessed to that after his arrest. 
On the night of the 31st of March this man Chandler succeeded in 
opening that safe for the first time. He abstracted the funds from 
it. The charge that Maynadier had allowed this fund to be taken 
at different times, so far as I can see in the evidence, is unfounded. 
There wus a $148 certificate that he should have taken up; but the 
funds were turned over to the paymaster’s clerk and a receipt taken, 
and the clerk omitted to take up these funds, co uently that 
clerk had in his possession this amount of $148 in addition to the 
amount he stole and went away with. But that was not abstracted 
from the safe. It never wasin thesafe. He kept it in his own pos- 
session. 

This man stole that money the same as any other thief. If he had 
blown the safe open and taken it it could be no greater offense in the 
eye of the law than it was, stolen in the manner in which he did 
commit the theft. The evidence shows that he ran away the same 
as any other thief; that he was arrested the 3 other thief; 
and that he was in charge of the United States marshal the same as 
any other thief; the evidence shows that he was brought back, 
and of all the funds stolen only $290 were found on the person of this 
thief, which amount was turned over to Maynadier. The evidence 
goes unusually far in this matter, and shows that Maynadier wanted 
to protect his honor, and rather than have it sup for an instant 
he had connived at this work he borrowed the money from his 
brother officers, or whoever it might have been; it must have beem 
from his brother officers or from the sutlers, because there were no 
other people there; he borrowed the money, put it on his accounts, 
and put it in the very safe this money had been taken away from. 

He reported this matter immediately to his bondsmen, and his 
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bondsmen said that he had done wrong, that they wanted the pay- 
master to give the money back to the different parties from whom he 
borrowed it, and to report the matter to the ury Department 
and they would stand by him: 

It is true that six years have,elapsed; but how many are there 
within the sound of my voice who were soldiers during the late war 
and have not yet had their accounts settled? The statute of limita- 
tions debarred him from going to the Court of Claims. He now comes 
to Congress the same as any other man having a just claim against 
the Government. z 

Major Maynadier asked that a board of officers of his peers be 
RS together to pass upon this claim. That was done; and those 
officers exonerate him in every particular. The statement which 
this man Chandler makes that the lock was imperfect, which state- 
ment was read by my colleague, [Mr. HOLMAN, I is discredited by the 
board of officers, who say that it is not true; that they do not place 
any credence in what the man saidin this respect; that the safe was 


just the same as all other safes which are provided for the use of- 


certain disbursing officers. 

Now, this being true, I can see a very good reason why this claim- 
ant should be relieved. And I can also see a very good reason why 
he should not be charged with being a broken-down politician. This 
thief Chandler, as I have said, was arrested the same as any other 
thief, and he escaped. The United States attorney of Arizona says: 

I saw the written confession made by Chandler, and heard a statement from his 
own lips, which convinced me beyond a doubt that he committed the offense for 
which he was in confinement. Aside from this, he informed me that it was his 
intention to plead guilty to the charge against him on his arraignment before the 
„handler was in confinement from the time he was captured until his escape, and 
I say again that his escape was due solely and only to the criminal negligence of 
the deputy marshal. 

That statement is signed by Everett B. Pomeroy, United States 
attorney, Arizona. Now this is the wholecase. This man Chandler 
stole this money and made away with all but $290 of it. Major May- 
nadier undertook to make it good and his bondsmen objected. This 
thief escaped punishment the same as any other thief who bas escaped 
punishment. 

Major Maynadier should not be held responsible for having been 
ordered to a post and to keep funds in a safe that could be easily 
opened, or that could be opened by the most skillful of robbers. I 
therefore hope that this bill as reported by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, after a careful examination of the case, will be passed 
by this House. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope the committee will now dispose of this case. 
We have been two days upon it. There are other bills on the Calen- 
dar which should be considered, and I hope the committee will now 
come to a vote on this bill. 

The committee rose informally and the Speaker resumed the chair. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House, by Mr. PRUDEN, his seeretary, who also 
informed the House that the President had approved and signed a 
bill and a joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 4754) to admit free of duty certain steam-plow 
machinery now at the port of San Francisco; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. um) to print certain eulogies delivered 
in Congress upon the late Michael P. O’Connor. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 


WILLIAM M. MAYNADIER. 


Mr. WHEELER. I desire simply to say that if no other gentle- 
man wishes to speak on this bill, then as a matter of defense of my- 
self I will state that what the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
BRAGG] has said is true; when this case was before the House on a 
previous occasion most of the reports from which extracts have been 
read were not then in the Hall library, and I then had had no oppor- 
tunity of seeing all the reports made by the Court of Claims. 

With the investigation which I had the opportunity of making I 
did not find, as I stated, any case where the Court of Claims had 
taken jurisdiction of a claim like this. 

I was right in my conclusion, but I admit that farther and more 
careful investigation proved that I was wrong in one position I 
had taken. I promptly corrected my error, and had all the adjudi- 
cated cases read from the Clerk’s desk, which showed to the House 
my error. While they showed that one view taken by me on the 
question of jurisdiction was not sustained by the rulings of the 
court, they nevertheless also showed that another ground was 
sustained, and the Hall case (ninth volume, page 273) conclusively 
shows that the Court of Claims has no jurisdiction of the case we 
are now considering. 

I beg my esteemed colleague on the Military Committee [Mr. 
BraGG ] to observe that none of the decisions which have been read 
show that the point I argued on a previous day has as yet been 
brought to the attention of the Court of Claims, and therefore has 
never been decided adversely to the view which I submitted to the 

House. What that tribunal will decree when the question is brought 
before it, is yet to be determined. 

It is always good policy in law to change front asa new phase of 
a case is developed by new facts or the discovery of new principles. 
On a former day it was asserted the Court of Claims had jurisdiction 
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to try this case, and the brunt of the argument was on that question. 
I endeavored to show that it did not have jurisdiction under the law, 
and my friends will admit my conclusion was correct. The same 
gentlemen have to-day argued on a different basis, and I have of 
necessity suited my remarks to meet the new phases presented. 

The distinguished and gallant soldier from Wisconsin, [Mr. BRAGG, ] 
who has illustrated his argument with a military phrase, will admit 
that this rule must of necessity be adopted in war. There most cer- 
nily = must change front to meet any new enemy who presents 

imself. 

I wish to disabuse this Committee of the Whole of any idea that 
there is any member of the Committee on Military Affairs who has a 
particle of personal interest in this case. I believe that not one mem- 
ber of that committee has any knowledge of the parties who are the 
claimants in this case and in the other cases before this House. They 
simply wantto have this case adjudicated in a proper manner. They 
have simply endeavored to lay the case with all the facts before the 
committee. 

I will quote three or four lines of law which I think are very appli- 
cable to this case. The gentleman from Wisconsin has spoken of how 
it wonld have been possible for Major Maynadier to have avoided 
this loss. Judge McLane, in 18 Howard, page 486, says: 

After a misfortune has happened it is easy to see how it might have been avoided. 
But this is not a mode of trying a case. 

And so I say that it is not a fair mode of trying this case. In vol- 
ume 4 of the Reports of the Court of Claims, page 506; this rule is 
laid down: 

To require that disbursing officers shall be gifted with prescience, or with 
power to use superhuman efforts so as to always avoid or prevent loss, would be 
to exact from mortals the exalted excellence of superior beings. 

Then the court lays down this rule in the Malone case, page 489: 

Officers should be bound to the ere of care and diligence that a careful, pru- 
dent man would require of his agent in the matter of private interest, or exorcise 
in his own affairs. 

We have taxed the time of the House to so present the law and 
facts that we may use this case as a precedent for future action. 

The Military Committee have now done their duty, and are relieved 
from further responsibility regarding this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to make an inquiry of my colleague, [Mr. 
STEELE, ] and to make my question intelligible I must read from this 
report : 

In evidence of this the board find that jor Maynadier received on the 7th of 
March $147.35 as effects of a deceased soldier, but Chandler neglected to charge him 
with the amount in that month, and 5 the balance which Major May- 
nadier reports to have been on hand in safe March 31, 1876, is $4,081.11, $147.35 short 
of the required amount. 

Now I want to ask my colleague how he reached the conclusion 
that the $147.35 had not been placed in the safe. 

Mr. STEELE. This money was in the hands of the clerk and never 
in the safe; and when the clerk ran away this deficiency was discov- 
ered and was afterward certified against the paymaster. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This paymaster knew of course that he had 
received $147.35 belonging to a deceased soldier; and if that money 
was not in the safe when he made the count on the 31st of March, 
that fact should have called his attention to the circumstance that 
these funds were being abstracted. 

I wish to put another inquiry to my colleague. This theft, if it 
was such, occurred about the beginning of April—from the Ist to the 
3d—and this embezzling clerk was captured on the 12th. I believe 
it is conceded that the body of this money, some three or four thou- 
sand dollars, was taken after the 31st of March; yet only $290 was 
found in the hands of the clerk when arrested. What bad become 
of this large sum of money in the meantime, between the 3d of April 
and the 12th? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. It is a part of the evidence that he 
was in the habit of gambling. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But if this man was addicted to the crime of 
gambling, that was a fact certainly likely to be known to the pay- 
master. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. It broke out spasmodically. [Laugh- 


or. J 

Mr. HOLMAN. The fact remains that this money, nearly 84, 000, 
was taken from time to time—not all at once; and the further fact 
remains that this paymaster, until he voluntarily paid this money, 
had a complete remedy in the Court of Claims. 

It is in vain for us to talk about establishing courts to adjudicate 
cases of this kind, if, after all, when these courts fail to find judg- 
ment for the claimant, or if the party declines to go into the proper 
tribunal established by us, the magnanimity of Congress is success- 
fully appealed to, and the claim passed here, I think this Commit- 
tee of the Whole should determine that where a party has had oppor- 
tunity to go into court and obtain ample and complete redress, there 
should be an end of the matter, and Congress should not enter upon 
a rehearing of the case. 

Mr. STEELE. I move that this bill be laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. e 

Mr. HOLMAN. If no other gentleman desires to be heard, I renew 
the motion which was adopted before by the Committee of the Whole; 
that the enacting clause of the bill he struck ont. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 31, noes 21, 
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Mr. HENDERSON. No quoram. - 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentlemen will not press that point. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I do not propose to give up the case on such 
a vote as that. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HENDERSON, and Mr. BRAGG were 
appointed. 

The Committee divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 52, noes 23. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I do not insist en a quorum. 

So the motion of Mr. HOLMAN was agreed to; and the bill was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with a recommendation that the 
enacting clause be struck out. 


MAJOR G. W. CANDEE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
182) for the relief of Major G. W. Candee. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, do., That there be paid to Major G. W. Candee, paymaster, United 
States Army, out of any money in the Treasury, the sum of $2,650, being the 
amount stolen from him at Fort Arbuckle, Indian Territory, in the fall of 1869, 
without fault or negligence on his part, and restored by him out of private funds. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the reading of the report. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The report has been read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The report was read at one time; but 1 believe 
it has not been read since the last reference of the bill to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. t 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that the report has been 
read in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SPARKS. The present Committee of the Whole has a right 
to hear the report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask when this report was read? 

The CHAIRMAN. On the 24th of February, as the Clerk informs 
the Chair. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But after that the bill was sent back to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and the report has never been read since. 

The CHAIRMAN, The report will be read, if there be no objection. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 182) 
for the relief of Major G. W. Candee, paymaster United States Anny, respectfully 
submit the following report: 

The committee having fully considered said bill. and all the facts upon which 
Major Candee bases his ap lication to C to be relieved from the loss sus- 
tained by him, report said bill back, and recommend its passage. 

The facts upon which this recommendation is-made are fully set forth in the 
reports of Major Candee and of the late Paymaster-General of the Army, General 
Benjamin Alvord, and in the testimonials of officers of high character in the Army, 
which are hereto annexed and made part of this report. 

The committee entertain no doubt of the high character for integrity and fidelity 
of Major Candee and his clerk, and that said loss was sustained without any fault 
or negligence of theirs, and believe that under the circumstances he should be 
relieved from the loss sustained by him. 

War DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, January 8, 1880. 

The Secretary of War has the honor to transmit to the House of Representa- 
tives, for the Committee on Military Affairs, copies of reports of Major G. W. 
Candee, paymaster, United States Army, and Brigadier-General Benjamin Alvord, 
Paymas er-General, United States Army, dated, respectively, December 29, 1879, 
and January 3, 1880, contaihing information called for under date of December 9, 
1879, by the Hon. BENJAMIN Le Frvee, snb-committee of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, in relation to the inclosed bill, House of Representatives No. 3049, for 
the relief of Major G. W. Candee. r 

ALEX. RAMSEY, 


Secretary of War. 
The SPEAKER of the House of Representatives. oie 


COMMITTEE OX MILITARY AFFAIRS, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, U. S., 
Washington, D. C., December 19, 1879. 


Sin: The accompanying bill (H. R. No. 3049) for the relief of Major G. W. Can- 
dee, paymaster, United State Army, is before the committee, and referred to me 
for examination and report 

I respectfully request the following information, viz: 

First. The military history of the officer. 

Second. Was there a want of reasonable care and diligence exercised by the 
barony Major Candee, while on disbursing duty at Fort Arbuckle, Indian 

erritory, at the time $2,650 was stolen from his safe 

Third. Is much consideration due Major Candee for his promptness in repair- 
ing the loss of the amount of money stolen? 

‘ourth. If no fault is attached to Major Candee, and his reputation is that of 
a faithful, industrious, and honorable paymaster, would the artment hold it to 
be an act af justice if the relief asked for in bill H. R. No. was granted! 
I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
BENJ. 8 


The Hon. ALEXANDER RAMSEY, 
Secretary of War, Washington, D. C. 


[Second indorsement.] 

WasnNorox, D. C., December 29, 1879. 

Respectfully returned to the Paymaster-General, inviting attention to the 
following report: 4 

November 15, 1869, I received orders from my immediate su or officer, Col- 
onel N. W. Brown, Assistant Paymaster-General, United St Army, which 
orders commanded me to leave my station, Fort Smith, Arkansas, and proceed on 
a disbursing tour in a prescri district, and pay the troops stationed therein. 
For the purpose I took with me $83,000 in paper currency of the United States, in 
ackages running from $100 to $5,000. At the Creek agency, Indian Territory. 

wo com es of the Tenth Cavalry werestationed. In paying the said comman 

T used $2,350 from a $5,000 kage, which amount paid was marked off the stra 
that secured the bills; the broken pack: I returned to the safe and placed it 


with the unbroken packages forming the ty layer; I locked the safe and put the 
key in my pocket, resumed my journey, Less 


ving at Fort Arbuckle, Indian Terri- 


tory, at four o'clock p. m. November 25, 1869. I accepted an invitation extended 
to me by Captain Joseph B. Rife, Sixth 2 to share his quarters during my 
temporary residence at the post. After luncheon arrangements were made to 
begin’ the payment of the troops. I unlocked and took from my safe several pack. 
8 N of money, locking my safe afterward ; my clerk assisted in the removing of 
the straps and placing the bills on the pay-table. When I ceased disbursing for 
the day I returned to the safe the amount of money left on the table. As 
I locked and took the key from the safe, my clerk, Lewis Candee, inquired if I 
remembered having assorted the broken $5,000 package. Lreplied I did not handle 
it. My clerk secured the straps that were taken from the packages of bills paid 
out. We retired to my sleeping apartment; my clerk looked over the straps ; the 
one belonging to the broken package was not among the number; the contents of 
the safe were removed, and no trace of the broken package en $2,650 
was to be found. On my return to my station, Fort Smith, Arkansas, I balanced 
my accounts and found a deficit of exactly $2,650. It is evident it had been taken 
from the safe soon after it was opened, and during the few minutes when my clerk 
and myself had our faces to the pay-table. arranging the bills in rows and piles of 
their respective denominations. The loss of the 92.650 being establish: my 
brother, who was then my clerk, insisted that Captain Rife was the thief. I mat- 
urally felt that he committed the act. as there was no other way for me to account 
for the loss, he being the only other occupant of the quarters des my brother 
and myself; yet it was a hard matter to charge the officer, whose hospitality I was 
accepting, as being the thief, when I did not detect him in the actofap reed 
the money. In obedience to instructions, my brother went to Richfield. inois, 
and obtained from my father $2,650, to make good the loss, which amount was 
deposited with the assistant treasurerof the United Statesat Saint Louis, Missouri. 

It is the unanimous opinion of the officers stationed at Fort Arbuckle at the 
time that Captain Rife was the person who abstracted the $2,650, which belief ia 
strengthened by a later act of Captain Joseph B. Rife. While commanding an 
escort for Major David Taylor, paymaster, United States Army, he took from Major 
Taylor's pocket during the night, while he was asleep, the 2 his safe, a 
it, and stole from the only remaining $10,000 a package of $1,000, which theft later 
he acknowledged, and paid back the amount by draft drawn on his brother in 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. At this time Cap Rife was forced to resign on 
account of serious charges then a pease, aside from the theft of the $1,000. There 
can be no question; it is plain he aj priated the $2,650. 

“ I feel as though I am in no manner deserving of reprebension, and that the 
desired relief should be granted, as the loss occurred through no fault of my own. 

“G. W. CANDEE, 
“ Paymaster, United States Army.“ 


[Third indorsement.] 
PAYMASTER-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 


January 3, 1880. 

Respectfully returned to the honorable Secretary of War. 

As to the military history of Major George W. Candee, paymaster, he was first 
appointed an additional paymaster February 23, 1864, and was mustered out Jan- 
nary 15, 1866. He wus afterward appointed a paymaster in the Army January 17, 
1867, under the eighteenth section of act of July 28, 1866, which required the vacan- 
cies to be selected from those who had served as additional paymasters. His being 
selected for reappointment. exhibits his standing during the war; and his entire 
course since has been confirmatory of the high character he has always held for 
probity, vigilance, and intelligent disc e of his duties. Thus I doubt not the 
affidavits presented by himself and his clerk, Lewis Candee, his brother, deserved 
to be treated with entire respect. His averment as to his care, caution, and dili- 
gence on the occasion referred to should have great ht. His brother, Lewis 
Candee, several years clerk to him, stands high in character. 

No report of this transaction was made to office. or Candee no doubt 
refrained from making such report and applied at once to his father for the money 
to replace the amount, under the supposi that the loss must be promptly made 
up in order to maintain his record. 

I think that consideration is due this officer for his prompt restitution. The 
claim he has for legislation in this case is not absolute but in proportion to his long 
and fgithful service to the Government. 

In private life a rich bank often makes good to a painstaking, faithful teller 
an amount unluckily paid or lost, when there is unmistakable evidence of high 
character and fidelity, though the act of the bank must be one not at all founded 
on legal 5 = Hae pes . re the ee in the spirit of 

nerosity and g policy toward an ortunate em 5 
5 7 PENJ. ALVORD, 


Paymaster-General, U. S. Army. 
APPENDIX. 
DETROIT, MICHIGAN, August 22, 1881. 

I certify that during the years 1866, 1867, 1868, and a portion of 1869, I was in 
command of the ts of Fort Gibson, Indian Territory, and Fort Smith, Arkan- 
sas. Paymaster George W. Candee was the district pa ter, and I always con- 
sidered him as being a man of great probity, and ex ingly correct as aman, and 
also as a Government disbursing officer. 1874, 1875, 1876, 1877, 1878, and 1879 I 
was in command of Fort Randall. Dakota. Major Candee was the district pay- 
master, aud until ordered to Washington paid my post with great arit 
always considered him a good man, and faithful in the performance of his o! 
duties. His brother, Mr. Louis Candee, who has always been his clerk, is uni- 
versally respected for his correct habits and great business capacity. I have always 
considered him as being both intelligent and reliable. Being familiar with their 
method of doing business, and the very great care taken by them in looking after 
the public funds while making payments, aoe Tae Seas that his — of 


funds in 1869 was not due to any neglect on a 
PINKNEY LUGENBEEL, 
Colonel Fifth Regiment United States Infantry. 
War Drranruxxr. 
OFFICE oF THE CHIEF SIGNAL-OFFICER, 
Washington, D. O., August 19, 1881. 
Mon; Having been informed that you contemplate applying to the next 
Congress for relief on account of money stolen from your safe at Fort Arbuckle, 
Indian Territory, in 1869, I desire to state that I was stationed in that military 
department, serving upon various duties, as district commander, post commander, 
and as superintendent of Indian affairs, during the time you were on duty there, 
and, having excellent opportunities for observing your conduct at that time, I take 
t pleasure in thus testifying to your high character for integrity, sobriety, and 
iscretion, and the careful and prompt performance of every daty devolving upon 


ou. 
7 I sincerely hope that your ene for relief may be successful, and you 
are at liberty to make such use of this letter as you may desire. 
Very truly, yours, 
HAZEN, 


W. B. 
Brigadier and Brevet Major-General, Chief Signal- Oficer, E. &. A, 
Major G. W. CANDER, 8 = ee 
Paymaster, United States Army. 
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392 FRANKLIN STREET, BUFFALO, N. V., Avgust 13, 1881. 
I have the honor to state that I have known Major G. W. Candee for a number 


(ten or more) of years, se! a part of the time in the same Sopa taan with him. 
I can testify to his promptness and correctness in business affairs, and his courage 
and perseverance in traveling over lonely and perilous routes in the Indian country, 
and to his general high standing as an officer and a gentleman. I firmly believe 
Major Candee’s loss was from causes unavoidable in a frontier country. 
D. S. STANLEY, 
Colonel Twenty-second Infantry, Brevet Major-General. 


Camp on WHITE River, COLORADO, 
August 17, 1881. 
your friends that the bill will pass for 
Those who have known you for so long 
ve the strongest assurances of your unimpeachable recti- 
your various important duties you have won their highest 


CoLoxet: It is earnestly hoped by all 
your relief which is now before Congress. 
a time in the Army can 
tude and integrity, and 
respect and esteem. 

Very truly, yours, 
1 a n i MOORE 
ajor Si egiment ‘antry, U. S. A. 
Colonel G. W. 8 V. S. A., 


ashington, D. C. 


HEADQUARTERS TWENTIETH INFANTRY, 
Fort Brown, Texas, August 28, 1881. 

I have known Major G. W. Candee, paymaster, United States Army, for the 
past nine years. During the year 1873 he paid the troops at Fort Randall, Dakota, 
and while I exercised command at that t. During the years 1874 and 1875, 
while I held the ition of inspector of the military department of Dakota, I 
inspected his official accounts. Since 1876 I have not met him, as our stations have 
been widely apart. My knowledge of MajorCandee’s official transactions has been 
quite intimate, and I believe him to be a gentleman of 23 — character and strict 
integrity. His clerk and brother, Lewis Candee, I also know well, he having been 
present and given assistance at the numerous inspections which I made of Major 
Candee's accounts. He is honest, diligent, and faithful in the 5 18 

3. S. OTIS, 
Colonel Twentieth Infantry, Commanding. 

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state the reasons why I 
shall oppose the passage of this bill. First, because it seems to me 
from the report that Major Candee did not exercise proper care in 
the custody and control of this public money; secondly, because of 
the time that has elapsed since the loss occurred before claim was 
made, 

I find from reading the report that in November, 1869, Major 
Candee took $83,000 with which to pay off certain troops in the West. 
At the first station at which he stopped he paid $2,350 from a five- 
thousand dollar package, leaving in the broken package the amount 
of $2,650. He then returned the rakan pects tothe safeand went 
to his next station, Fort Arbuckle, and there arranged to pay off the 
troops. In his report he states: 

I unlocked and took from my safe several packages of money, locking my safe 
after ward. 

Subsequently, in the same report, he states: 


It is evident it had been taken from the saf* soon after it was opened, and during 
the few minutes when my clerk and myself had our faces to the pay-table arrang- 
ing the bills in rows and piles of their respective denominations, 

Now, it id gg Mr. Chairman, this paymaster was at hisguar- 
ters surrounded by a crowd, not at night, but in broad daylight, 
opened his safe and took out a certain amount of money, that which 
would be necessary for the payment of troops at that post. He says 
in his statement over his own signature he thereafter locked the safe, 
and subsequently in his report he says that while his back was turned 
to the safe, and while the door was open, showing he did not lock 
the safe immediately, this money was abstracted. It was not taken 
in the night-time, the safe was not burglarized, no defaulting clerk 
came to relieve him of his fands, but it was in broad daylight, when 
he and his clerk were present, that this money was taken. 

It seems to me very clear if we reimburse officers who allow public 
funds to be abstracted under such circumstances we are but reward- 
ing carelessness and putting a premium on neglect of duty. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, it appears this money was abstracted in 
November, 1869, and for a panoe of twelve years this gentleman has 
slept on his rights. Now, for the first time, as I understand the facts, 
he comes before Cong and asks for this relief. For six years he 
had his remedy in the Court of Claims, and he saw fit rather to neg- 
lect the opportunity he had to prosecute his claim in a court where, 
if he had any rights at all, he would have received what he was 
entitled to, and to wait until the witnesses were perhaps dead, or until 
it was impossible to ascertain the facts, and then come to Congress 
and ask this money should be donated to him. 

Under these circumstances, it seems to me, this claimant is not 
entitled to the money which he seeks at our hands. In the first place 
he did not exereise proper care and diligence, and in the second place 
he waited too lon fore asking relief 

Mr. HENDE N. Mr. Chairman, I desire to oceupy but a few 
moments in the consideration of this bill. When referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs we found there a report which had been 
made by the same committee in the Forty-sixth Congress. I am not 
now able to state whether this officer ever made application before 
that time or not, but I believe he did not do so. 

I understand these to be the facts. George W. Candee is a man of 
very high character as an officer. He has received and disbursed 
large sums of money, traveling upon the frontier and to distant and 
sometimes even dangerous posts of duty with the large amount of 
money which has been confided to his hands, and this is the only 


instance in which that officer ever suffered any loss. I take it for 

ranted there can be do doubt about his honesty and no doubt abont 
his integrity. If, however, he was careless, as stated by the gentle- 
man from New York, if he did not exercise due diligence and care 
in the custody of the public funds intrusted to him, he ought not 
to be relieved by this House. I would not ask the committee to 
recommend that he be relieved if he did not exercise due care and 
diligence. 

And I say, Mr. Chairman; in regard to our public officers, as I said 
before, I would even require a kigh de of diligence on the part 
of public officers in the performance of their duty. The conduct of 
this officer, the great length of time he held the office of paymaster, 
the large sums of money which he disbursed and paid out as such 
paymaster, traveling, as I have said, to remote and sometimes dan- 
gerous posts for the purpose of performing his duty, and not having 
met any loss until this, is all in favor of his character for diligence in 
the discharge of his duty. 

Now, sir, what is the evidence? It is very brief. My friend says 
he was careless, or he did not exercise proper diligence in the per- 
formance of his duty. He says there was nobody present; that the 
door was open, and he thinks he was careless, and this money was 
lost through carelessness, 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the facts in regard to the matter are that this 
man had accepted the hospitality of a brother officer of the Army 
and was sharing that hospitality at the time this loss occurred. It 
does seem to me that it would involve an extraordinary degree of 
diligence on his part to require him to suspect that an officer of the 
Army, an officer of rank and standing in the Army and who had a 

ood character previous to that time, would have required watching. 

‘ow, Major Candee took this money, broke open a package of $5,000, 
and took out $2,350, as stated by my friend from New York, leaving 
$2,650 untouched ; and he took the wrapper which had been upon the 
package and marked it, showing that this sum $2,350 had been taken 
out. That money was put in his safe; and while he was there per- 
forming his duty, undoubtedly in a manner which was clandestine 
a brother officer of the Army abstracted the sum of $2,650; and of 
course he did not see it done, and because he did not observe the 
abstraction at that time then are we to say that he did not exercise 
proper care and proper diligence? Why, Mr. Chairman, I do nat 
understand how a man could very well be engaged in performing the 
duty which this officer swore he was performing with his clerk at 
that time, and yet be engaged in the occupation of watching a 
brother oflicer who certainly could never have been suspected of being 
a thief. It seems to me that this officer lost this money under cir- 
cumstances where any reasonable or prudent man might have lost 
it. I cannot for the life of me see how it can be otherwise than that 
any prudent or reasonable man, any man exercising proper dili- 
gence and proper care of his funds, might have lost the meney in the 
same way and under the same circumstances Major Candee lost this 
money. 

Now, so much as to that, and it is all I desire to say upon that 
branch of the subject. I say, Mi Chairman, that this officer has 
been recognized as a man who stands high and as a gentleman of 
position and character in the Army, Now, in regard to the time that 
this took place. The evidence in this case shows that Major Candee, 
supposing himself liable for the loss of this money, immediately, 
when the fact became known that it was lost, dispatched his brother 
from the place he then was and got the money from his father and 
deposited it in the sub-treasury at Saint Louis, Missouri, for the 
express purpose of keeping his record free from any stain and his 
character free from the shadow of reproach. Believing himself to be 
responsible for the money, he made the amount good at once, He 
showed himself not only a diligent man in the care and custody of 
the money, but a man diligent in keeping the record of his own 
character free from stain or blemish after fhe robbery. Now, as to 
the time. This officer states that he did not even know that he could 
have a board of review; but, as my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG ] 
says, it is possible that the action of this House in passing some 
claim of this kind did suggest to him the possibility of getting 
relief from Congress. And, Mr. Chairman, I wish we 5 make 
a rule here, a rule which we could follow and which would not be 
partial to one and unjust to another, but a rule which would relieve 
uniformly in all cases where relief was proper to be bestowed. And 
yet, sir, it is very difficult to establish a rule which shall determine 
exactly what constitutes due care and diligence. I would like to 
see that established and thereby fix a rule to govern all such cases. 
But I have seen cases since I have been a member of this House 
where the claim for loss has been allowed on testimony not near 
so strong as this or the one rejected by the committee but a few 
moments ago, and I want this committee to consider carefully this 
question: Is it proper to relieve officers from such losses under aay 
circumstances when moneys have been intrusted to their care? Is 
it proper to relieve postmasters who have lost -stamps, which 
they are required to keepin quantities sufficient to supply the de- 
mands or necessities of the public, when such stamps aro stolen 
which the law requires them to keep? Is it right to relieve them in 
such cases? This House has uniformly said that it would relieve 
all proper eases; that it would extend relief where it was shown 


that due diligence had been used in the care or custody of Govern- 
ment property. That principle has been acted upon fort 


he six years 


1882. 
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that I have been amember of this body. They have always relieved 
men when due diligence was shown. 
I think the weakest pointin the case of Major Maynadier, which has 
been just en ge of, was that he had the right to select his own con- 
r 


fidential clerk ; and yet we relieved, in my own recollection, the col- 
lector of internal revenue at Lonisville, Kentucky, in a case where 
he had the right to appoint his own deputy, and where the law 
authorized him to take a bond for his security, from the loss of a large 
amount of money. Still, in that case we relieved this officer for money 
stolen by his deputy, when he had the right to protect himself by a 
bond. There are other cases to which I might refer covering the 
same ground, and therefore I say, Mr. Chairman, there is a possibil- 
ity of our doing injustice in some of these cases which come before 
us for consideration, after we ourselves have established the prece- 
dent of relieving men in cases where they were allowed by law to 
protect themselves by exacting a bond from their subordinates. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say that I have no personal ac- 
quaintance with Major Candee or with Major Maynadier. I do not 
know either officer, and prefer that I should not know either; and 
I do not care what the committee does with this bill; but let us be 
careful, if we now adopt this policy here, that we observe it in the 
future when other cases come up; for I know there are many cases 
that could be cited within my own connection with the House of 
Representatives where relief has been given when the claim was not 
so strong nor so strongly fortified as these cases. 

With these remarks, if the committee desire to strike out the enact- 
ing clanse of this bill let them do so; but I, for one, do not agree with 
them, and do not believe in doing so that we are dealing out even- 
handbd justice, 

Mr. BRAGG. I a with my colleague on the committee, the 
gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. HENDERSON, ] that there have been a 
sreat many bad precedents as well as good precedents established by 

Jongress. But each committee is responsible for its own acts and 
must act upon its own judgment. And because some other committee 
may have done what onght not to be done in our judgment, we 
ought not to follow in the same rut because some other committee 
has preceded us in that rut. 

I knew nothing of Major Cundee except from a casnal personal 
acquaintance, I know of hisreputation among those who know him 
as being a gentleman of high character and one upon whose name, 
officially or otherwise, I would be the very last to cast the shadow 
of areproach; but that does not necessarily lead me to the conclusion 
because he asks, twelve years after an alleged loss of money, that 
Congress shall make that money good to him that I must vote for it. 
I must vote on his case upon the facts that he presents to the com- 
mittee for its consideration. And I would desire that the committee 
should be uniform in its action. We have already expressed our 
opinion npon the merits of a case that comes here fortified by an 
atñdavit, fortified by a report of a board of survey, which is the mili- 
tary tribunal to ascertain all the facts connected with a loss under 
circumstances of this kind, and the committee have decided adversely 
to the allowance of such a claim. Now, what are we asked to do? 
We are asked to make an allowance of a claim that comes here 
without a single affidavit to support it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, The report shows affidavits were made. 

Mr. BRAGG. The report of the Committee on Military Affairs 
contains simply statements and certificates of character without a 
single affidavit attached to the report, and without showing that one 
was ever presented to the committee. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The report of the Paymaster-General shows 
that affidavits were made. 

Mr. BRAGG. The report of the Paymaster-General states that he 
saw an aftidavit made by the brother of the officer who now asks 
this claim to be allowed. But in returning the official papers which 
are to support this claim no such affidavit is presented; and perhaps 
we might be authorized to say that that might be a slip of the pen 
of our friendly Paymaster-General when he made that certificate, 
because it would be difficult for us to presume that a case that was 
presented for allowance to Congress should have all of the testimony 
that was to support it left out, so that we should have to rely merely 
upon a letter of the Paymaster-General, who knew nothing of the 
facts, to sapp the place of the evidence which otherwise it was in 
the power of the claimant to furnish in support of his claim. 

The statement of Major Candee is a statement not verified by oath. 
The statement of Major Candee does not show that he knew when 
he lost the money. The time when he lost the money in his own 
statement is fixed by guess. He does not know of any time that he 
lost it. He lost it when he and his clerks sat with their backs to 
an open safe, arranging the bills in piles ready to make the pay- 
ments. But whether if was so stolen he does not know. Neither 
did be discover that it had been stolen until some time subsequent 
to thut. Who stole it he does not know; but it seems to me to be 
assumed that it was stolen by a captain of the United States Army. 
Why should it be so assumed? Why, because at some subsequent 
time, which is not stated by anybody, that same captain stole other 
money. Ergo he must have been the man who stole this money. 
There is no proof to show that he was in a position where he could 
have reached the funds, There is no proof here to show that the 
clerk himself did not steal the money except the certificate that he 
wasa man of reputed good character and integrity. So we are asked 


to pass this claim upon the declaration of the party that he lost the 
money, not knowing when he lost it. But he thinks he must have 
lost it at a particular time, and that somebody must have stolen it, 
because at some other time that same man stole money, Therefore 
we are to draw an inference and conyict Captain Rife of larceny 
because Major Candee does not see how else he could have lost the 
money. 

If we were proceeding to try Captain Rife on the statement here 
that it was the unanimous opinion of the officers at some later period 
in the history of Captain Rife that he was the man that was guilty, 
I would like to know how such a declaration as that would be re- 
ceived by a jury of which my distinguished colleague, the gentle- 
man from Illinois, was foreman, as evidence to convict Captain Rife 
or anybody else. 

The truth is, this is the case of a man who lost his money without 
knowing when or how he lost it, and he applies to Congress hoping 
that in a sentimental mood Congress will return to him a loss he has 
quietly submitted to since it took place in 1869; that this loss will be 
made good to him, as General Alvord says, out of the kindness and 
generosity of onr hearts. 

My friend from Illinois asks what greater eure could Major Candee 
have used? How could he be expected, he says in substance, facing 
one way at the money table arranging his money and his bills, to be 
able to keep his eye on his safe to see that no money was abstracted 
from it? I can answer my friend, and I think the answer is entirely 
satisfactory, that when he left his safe he should have left his safe, 
if he left his money remaining in it, locked, and not unlocked, with 
the door open, subject to pilfering by any person who might be pass- 
ing by while he was attending to his business at the pay-table in 
another part of the room. It is stated in the declaration of the 
claimant himself, that that was the only time known to him when 
a larceny could have taken place, when the safe door was open, and 
while he with his back and his clerk with his back to the safe were 
engaged in arranging the money by denominations and packages 
relative to the payments to be made. 

In my judgment this case is not nearly as strong as the one which 
was presented a short time since by my friend and colleague on the 
Committee on Military Affairs, the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
WHEELER, J the case of Major Maynadier; and yet the Committee 
of the Whole in that case decided to strike out the enacting clause 
of the bill. Now, acting upon the suggestion of my distinguished 
colleague, the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, that the 
action of the committee should be uniform, I move that the enacting 
clause of this bill be stricken out. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. BRAGG. Certainly ; I withdraw for the present the motion 
to strike out. 

Mr. HENDERSON, The gentleman from Wisconsin says that here 
is an officer appealing to Congress for relief in a case where he does 
not even know how he lost his money, If the gentleman from Wis- 
consin had read the report carefully he would have seen in the report 
made by the Paymaster-General in the Army that the affidavits of 
Major Candee and his brother accompanied the statement; and the 
Paymaster-General refers to it. The Paymaster-General says: 

I doubt not the affidavits presented by himself and his clerk, Lewis Candee, his 
brother, deserved to be treated with entire respect. 

Those are the affidavits which accompanied the report made by 
Major Candee to the Paymaster-General. 

Mr. BRAGG. Let me make a suggestion to my friend. Is it not 
rather reflecting upon the judgment of the Committee on Military 
Affairs to say that it was reported by a letter to it that certain evi- 
dence or aflidavits exist in some Department of the Government 
relative to the loss of this money, and the committee omitted to call 
for those affidavits? > 

Mr. HENDERSON. I think the committee was perfectly satisfied 
in regard to the statement, so far as that is concerned. I think the 
affidavits were all with the committees which have examined this 
case ; but the papers are not here. I looked for them, but was una- 
ble 55 find them. But that there were such papers I have no doubt 
at all. 

I adopted the report made in this ease by a member of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs of the last Con „ and who is now a 
member of this House. I believe this bill has passed the Senate, 
and is now on the Speaker’s table. So far as that is concerned I do 
not think there is any reason to doubt that the money was taken 
from Major Candee, 

I only rose at this time for the purpose of stating that this officer 
tells exactly what he did with his money, and that he then locked 
his safe, proceeded on his journey, and z 85 he got to Fort Arbuckle 
he, the next day, the 26th of November, his saſe not having been dis- 
turbed in any way, and still being locked, unlocked the safe and pro- 
ceeded with the discharge of his duty. He says that after taking out 
the money he did lock the safe. So that part of the statement of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] does not seem to be in 
accordance with the report. 

Mr. BRAGG. This is what Major Candee says: 

It is evident it [the money] had been taken from the safe soon after it was 
3 and during the few minutes when my clerk and myself had our faces to 


i pay-tabie arranging the bills in rows and piles of their respective denomina- 
1008. 
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Mr. HENDERSON. Yes; but he says also: 


I unlocked and took from my safe several packages of money, locking my safe 
afterward. 

Mr. BRAGG. But not at that time. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes, 

Mr. BRAGG. Then that would demonstrate that the money was 
not taken from the safe at that time. I move that the enacting 
clause of this bill be stricken out. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 57, 
noes 9. 

So (no farther count being called for) the motion to strike out the 
enacting clause was ag 


SAMUEL W. DABNEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3547) anthorizing Samuel W. Dabney, United States consul at Fayal, 
to accept a gold medal from the French Republic, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That Samuel W. Dabney, United States consul at Fayal, be, 
and is hereby, authorized to accept from the President of the French Republic a 
life-saving testimonial gold medal for gallantry in rescuing four seamen of the 
French bark Jacques Couer, wrecked at Fayal on the night of November 30, 1880. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 


CAPTORS OF THE RAM ALBEMARLE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
676) to refer the claims of the captors of the ram Albemurle to the 
Court of Claims. 

Mr. ROBESON. The gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Har- 
RIS, ] the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, who has this 
bill in charge, is absent on pubio duty, and has requested me to ask 
unanimous consent that it be passed over informally, to retain its 
place on the Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


SABIN TROWBRIDGE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2036) for the relief of Sabin Trowbridge. 

The*bill was read, as follows: 

Be itenacted, de., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, directed 
to place to the credit of the Post-Office fund the sum of $214; and the Auditor of the 
‘Treasury for the Post-Office Department is hereby directed to credit Sabin Trow- 
bridge $214 in his account as eee at Lee Center, Illinois, being for post- 
5 stolen from said office without fault or neglect on the part of said post- 
master. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inasmuch as we have passed a general law cover- 
ing all claims of this character, I hope the gentleman reporting this 
bill will move that it be laid aside to be reported to the House and 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. BROWNE. In the interest of economy I move to strike out 
the enacting clause. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I hope the gentleman will not do that, because 
it might 8 the claim before the Department. 

Mr. BROWNE. I do it in order to save discussion. That will be 
the result any way 

Mr. HENDERSON. I am willing that this bill be reported back to 
the House with the recommendation that it lie upon the table without 
W I make that motion. 

he motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWNE. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Did the Chair 
recognize the motion I made to strike out the enacting clause ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand that the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] had the floor. 


HENRY MULLEN. ° 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1399) for the relief of Henry Mullen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be itenacted, de., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, anthor- 
ized and directed to allow Henry Mallen, postmaster at Columbia, Pennsylvania, 
a credit in the settlement of his account of $1,464.26, the same being the amount 
of 3 postal funds, and E stolen by burglars from the oftice 
safe, by blowing up the same, on the night of April 30, 1880, without any fault or 
negligence on the part of said postmaster. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The case to which this bill refers is covered by 
oe general bill, which has passed both Houses and gone to the Presi- 

ent, 

A MEMBER. It is not signed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But it will undoubtedly be approved ; it passed 
both Houses unanimously. It covers this case precisely. As soon as 
that bill is returned with the signature of the President. it is my in- 
tention to move a resolution that the Clerk be authorized to transfer 
the papers in all cases of this kind from the House to the Postmaster- 
General. As this case is covered by that general bill, I suggest that 
it = reported to the House with a recommendation that it lie on the 
table, 

Mr. TAYLOR. I think there may be some mistake in regard to the 
statement of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. SPRINGER.) This bill 
includes postal funds, and the bill recently passed does not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the bill be again read. 

The Clerk again read the bill. 

Mr. TAYLOR. This case would not come under the general bill. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I think there is a clause in this bill that is not 
in the generallaw. “Postal funds” is the phrase, I believe. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I suggest that the report be read in this 
case and the bill considered. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1399) for 
the relief of Henry Mullen, have had the same under consideration, and beg leave 
to submit the 3 report: 

On the night of April 30 1880, burglars forcibly entered the post-office at Colum- 
bia, Pennsylvania, and stole therefrom $1,464.26, consisting of postal-money funds, 
postal , and postage-stamps. 

These funds and property were locked in a safe furnished by the Post-Office 
Department for the use of the office at Columbia. The safe was blown open with 
gunpowder by, as the proof shows, expert b 

eae Mullen was the postmaster at Columbia, and exercised all practicable cau- 
tion in the care of the funds of the office. Of this the proof is satisfactory, and 
that the robbery was without fault on his part. 

A The committee therefore report back the bill, with the recommendation that it 
o pass. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I move that this bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a recommendation that it pass. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I had sup d that since the action on the gen- 
eral bill all these special bills would be reported to the House and 
laid on the table. 

Mr. TAYLOR. It will be remembered that in the general bill this 
item of postal funds was, against the protest of some of us, omitted. 
Why any one in the House should wish to pass the bill after that 
omission Ido not know; for every case involving postal funds, as 
nearly all these cases do, is still left to trouble the House just as 
much as before. A portion of the money in this case was postal 
funds, and therefore the case would not be covered by the general 
bill to which the gentleman from Indiana refers. 

r. HOLMAN, Will the gentleman from Ohio state what is coy- 
ered by that general bill? It covers posta, 


tamps, I believe. 
Mr. TAYLOR. : 


It covers every kind of funds except those called 
technical] tal funds; I mean to say money-order funds. 

Mr. HO I suggest to the gentleman from Ohio that if there 
is such a defect in that general bill it ought to be corrected at once. 
The intention undoubtedly was—— 

Mr. TAYLOR. The attention of the House was called to the fact 
at the time. 

Mr. MILLS. And ‘postal funds” was struek out. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There seems to be no reason for the discrimina- 
tion. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I suggest that the passage of the general bill 
does not oust the jurisdiction of this House. If we are satisfied this 
claim ought to be allowed we had better pass this bill, because really 
the general bill is not yet in force. The President hasnot signed it. 


Mr. HOLMAN. But he probably will. 
A MEMBER. He has signed it. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I should be very glad if the general bill covered 


this claim, for the reason that the gentleman reporting this bill 
has not thought pea r to furnish the House with any data what- 
ever upon which the Committee of the Whole can intelligently act. 
The statements of the report are so general as to furnish us no 
information whatever. I have seldom had occasion to examine a 
report that consulted brevity socompletely. Generally it is deemed 
important the House should know upon what data the committee 
reporting the bill has acted. Here there are no affidavits, no state- 
ments from the Post-Office Department—simply the conclusion, very 
briefly expressed, of the committee. I submit to my friend from 
Ohio, [Mr. TAxLon, I who made the report in this case, that he can 
scarcely ask the Committee of the Whole to pass a bill of this kind 
without some data upon which to base its judgment. There is noth- 
ing in the report indicating the character of the testimony, whether 
by affidavit or letter, or statement from the Post-Office Department, 
or investigations by officials of that Department. We have simply 
the conclusion of the committee reporting the bill. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, the papers in this case consist of 
the affidavits of the party, and I think other persons, showing very 
clearly the manner in which the loss occurred, with the amount of 
the loss in detail. There is also the report of the special agent show- 
ing the results of his examination. No case concerning post-offices 
more satisfactory in every detail and every fact than this, I might 
perhaps say none equally so, has come under the eye of the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

It was my own personal fault, because I had not time or did not 
think of the matter. I did no more than say in this report, as I orig- 
inally made it, what was the result of all this evidence, The papers, 
however, are on file and will show what I have stated. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I hope the gentleman will have the report of this 
epoca agent read. He will perceive there is nothing but mere con- 
clusions stated in the report, 

Mr. PEELLE. In order that there may be no misunderstanding 
when we come to consider the Private Calendar in the future I desire 
to explain the bill which will be reported as having been signed to- 
day or to-morrow and become a law. That bill simply includes 
postage-stamps, envelopes, newspaper wrappers, postal cards, and 
money-order funds; nothing more. The reason why the committee 


did not report the bill to include postal funds was because we did 
not think it wise to furnish an opportunity for a possible defaulting 
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ot big fire, whereas 
monev-order funds can always be ascertained by the reports which 
are required to be made, and postal cards and stamps can be ascer- 
tained by virtue of the requisition required to be made at the end 
of each quarter. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Please state what postal funds technically are. 

Mr. PEELLE. As I understand postal funds it means funds which 
are recieved from the sale of stamps, newspaper wrappers, and box- 
rents—everything in a word except money-order funds, 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. My attention has been called 
to this matter on other occasions by the action of the different 
branches of Congress on bills of a character like this, and I have 
found in many instances Congress has refused to pay back money 
which was taken under circumstances like the present, although the 
claimant asserted the money was the proceeds of the sales of postage- 
stamps. The policy of Congress has seemed to be it would be unsafe 
to go into an allowance of moneys which-might be taken, because, 
us we all know, in many instances the postmaster is a storekeeper, 
and mingles, or it may be assumed he does, the funds of his office 
with the funds of his store. It would be difficult to prove the precise 
property he could recover*the value of. The rule has been general, 
in cases of this kind, Congress did not allow for the loss of money, 
although it was claimed that money came from the sales of stamps 
and cards. Whether it is just or not, I make the statement so we 
may understand it. 

Mr. TAYLOR. That is not correct, so far as this Congress is con- 
cerned, for they have acted differently several times. And again, 
in this very case the postmaster was so careful and the transaction 
was so open and plain, there was no doubt left in the minds of the 
committee but this ought to be paid. I suggest, regardless of what 
the law is already passed, or whether it is a law or not, this bill may 
be acted on without injury to any interest. And therefore I move 
it be laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommenda- 
tion it do pass. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report of the special agent be read. Gen- 
tlemen will see there is substantially nothing in this report. If he 
has the report of the special agent let it be read. 

Mr. TAYLOR. The gentleman from Pennsylvania who introduced 
the bill will dispose of the matter, as I am so hoarse to-day I cannot 
speak to be heard. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, In this matter, Mr. Chairman, in 
relation to the postmaster at Columbia in my district, I will say that 
the case was thoroughly investigated at the last session and received 
a favorable report. The Postmaster-General sent a special agent to 
Columbia who made a full and exhaustive report of the facts. It has 
been ascertained the burglars were arrested and are now confined 
in jail at Easton. Requisition was sent to the keeper of that jail 
that as soon as the term of their imprisonment expired notification 
should be given, and they would be then arrested and tried for this 
burglary in Columbia. They have not as yet served out the term of 
their present imprisonment. The burglary was an ingenious one, and 
the safe was a good one. It was furnished by the Government. The 
postmaster exercised, as the report shows, the utmost care and dili- 
gence. The fault is not to be traced in any way to him. 

The facts were very carefully reported and no difficulty was had on 
the part of the committee in making their report, which they did 
unanimously at the last session of Con as well as at this, 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. State how large a portion of 
this sum of $1,464.26 was cash and how much stamps. 

Mr. ATHERTON. We would like to hear over here as well as on 
the other side what is going on. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I desire to say I am informed 
by the committee that the affidavit showing the distribution of this 
will be here in a moment; that it has been sent for in the committee- 


room. 

Mr. ATHERTON. What is understood to be the difference between 
postal-money funds and poet funds? Why are those terms used ? 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. All that appears in the evidence. 

Mr. ATHERTON. Will the chairman tell us what is the differ- 
ence between postal funds and postal-money funds? 

Mr. TAYLOR. It has been stated already. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. There is no difficulty about it. All 
these funds belong to the Government. That was the fact that was 
ascertained beyond all question by the agent sent there by the Post- 
Office Department to investigate the loss. 

Mr. ATHERTON. May that not be a question? Ifthe postmaster, 
for instance, sells a certain amount of postage-stamps 84 the money 
received from their sale is stolen from the office in connection with 
other things, might it not be a question as to who the money be- 
longed to? How are you to tell when a sum of money is stolen what 
portion of it belonged to the Government and what part belonged 
to the postmaster himself? 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. That must be done by the agent. 
We must rely upon him, He has the testimony of the postmaster; 
he has the testimony of the witnesses to the fact. He is sent there 
by the Department with instructions to make a full and careful 
investigation, He goes and makes his report upon evidence which 
is accessible. Of course you cannot go, nor can I go to ascertain the 
facts. Iwasnotpresent. I must take the evidence that is presented. 
No one here was present at that examination; but we have here the 


postmaster to cover up his losses in case of bur; 
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report of an officer who was sent there by the Department, who, after 
making a careful and full investigation and taking testimony upon 
the subject, submits a fu ead to the Government which eventually 
comes to the House, and by the House is referred to the committee, 
Now, two committees have acted upon this report; and the bill which 
has been presented is the result of the report made by the special 
agent of the Post-Office Department. That evidence we are com- 
pelled to rely upon. 

Mr. ATHERTON. I should like to rely upon the record of facts, 
which should be contained in the report of the committee. Now 
what are the facts which they have found, but which they do not 
lay before the House? It seems to me that the criticism made upon 
the report of the committee is an e ver one, and also that 
reports in this form should not be presented. You present here no - 
evidence for the action of this Committee of the Whole House. You 
present simply the conclusion at which your committee has arrived. 
The House acting as in Committee of the Whole might want to act 
in reference to the facts presented to the committee in the first in- 
stance, and not upon the conclusions arrived at by the committee 
itself. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, Let me say I did not make the re- 
port. I simply introduced a general bill. The report came from the 
committee, That general bill is in accordance 

Mr. ATHERTON, What I was going to suggest to the chairman 
of the committee, and what would seem to meet the approbation of 
the House, is that the bill should be recommitted to the committee 
for this reason, that a portion of the substance of the bill is covered 
by the general law. As I understand it the postage-stamps are em- 
braced in the general law, and a portion of the loss here incurred. 
Now, that item could be well left out of the report ak ebro and 
let it be covered by the general law; and then we could ascertain 
how much of this amount was money-order funds, if that is a dis- 
tinct fund from the postage funds. Then, too, let the committee 
state on what evidence they acted; what facts they had before them, 
and how they were enabled to arrive at that conclusion. I now give 
notice that I shall at the proper time, if in order, move to recommit 
this bill to the committee. 

Mr. SPARKS. I apprehend the gentleman from Ohio is mistaken, 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania is not the chairman of the com- 
mittee, but simply introduced the bill. 

Mr. ATHERTON. Pardon me, then; I was mistaken. 

Mr. SPARKS. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TayLor]‘reported 
the bill, and he can probably give the information required. 

Mr. ATHERTON. But it should be in the report. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. The report shows their conclusion, 
based on the evidence. 

Mr. ATHERTON. The committee should incorporate in their re- 
port something of the facts on which they base their conclusion. 
We are not snpposed to know what was in the mind of the committee. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Iwill state to my colleague from Ohio that it is not 
in the mind of the committee alone, but in the affidavits on file which 
are a part of the case, to which he can turn and from which these 
facts will be ascertained as well as from the report. Now, this evi- 
dence is accessible. It has been called for and I suppose it is here. 
If not it will be in a moment. The report of the officer and the affi- 
davits and evidence obtained by the officer sent there by the Depart- 
ment are the facts suggested in the report on which the committee 
acted, That evidence will be here directly. 

Mr. ATHERTON. Then I would suggest that this bill be passed 
over informally for the present or recommitted. The Committee s£ 
the Whole House should have the facts, and I hope there will be » » 
objection to recommitting the bill. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, I move that it be passed over for 
the present informally. 

Mr, CAMP. I desire to suggest to the gentleman from Ohio that 
it is not an unusual thing for the committees of this House to report 
their conclusions without embodying the evidence upon which they 
are founded. That is certainly the case with the Committee on 
Elections. It presents its conclusions to the House, and action is 
taken upon that report in that form. The committees receive the 
evidence and consider the facts which are presented, and report their 
conclusions to the House; and it is rather an unusual thing for the 
committees to report the evidence to the House. They arrive at 
certain conclusions from the evidence, and it is upon that we have 
to act. 

I desire to suggest further to the gentleman from Ohio, asit is pro- 
posed to have this case postponed, because there is another bill pend- 
ing which may some time become a law if it is not to-day, that it 
may become a law or it may not become a law. If the President 
signs it, this general bill to which he refers will become a law. If 
he does not sign it, or if he chooses to veto it, it may or may not be- 
come a law. But it is not the law to-day, and is not applicable to 
the present case, 

Mr. ATHERTON. Let me correct the gentleman from New York; 
as I understand it, the bill is already signed by the President and is 
a law. 

Mr. CAMP. Then the gentleman hasinformation which I was not 
in possession of, I was mistaken. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I understand it has been signed to-day. 

Mr. ATHERTON, So Ihave understood. 


2024 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 17, 


Mr. CAMP. Possibly it has been signed. Iwas notaware of the 
fact. The gentleman has been a little previous and ascertained the 


fact in advance of me. 
fact officially. 

Now, we have the report of this committee, showin 
reached by them upon the facts submitted to them, and it seems to 
me that should be sufficient, and certainly there is no reason why 
we should not take action upon the bill in view of that report. 
There is no reason for delaying action upon it. 

Mr. ATHERTON. Let me ask the gentleman a question. Is it not 
true that the committee will not exhibit the report and evidence 
which record the facts upon which they found their conclusions ? 

Now, I do not pretend that it was necessary to report all the evi- 
dence, but to report the facts that they find with some reference to 
the evidence upon which they found them is usual, and the thing 
which the House ought to require and which every committee ought 
to give heed to in their reports, in my opinion. And I think that is 
neglected in this report in a way that is peculiar, and in a way you 
would not see followed in many reports of committees. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Let me suggest that this mat- 
ter be passed over for the moment and that we take the next case 
until the papers are here. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. Oh, no; let us pass this over for 
the present and go on with the next bill on the Calendar. 

The motion that the committee rise was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker haying resumed 
the chair, Mr. Rion reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar had had under consideration sundry bills 
and had directed him to report the same back to the House with 
various recommendations. 


SESSION FOR DEBATE, 


Mr. ATHERTON, I move that when the House adjourns it be till 
to-morrow with the understanding that the session of to-morrow 
shall be for debate only on the Chinese bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that that is in order 
as a motion. 

Mr. ATHERTON. Then I ask that that order be made by unani- 
mous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimons con- 
sent that on to-morrow no business shall be in order except debate 
on the bill (S. No. 71) to execute certain treaty stipulations relating 
to Chinese. Is there objection? [After a panse.] The Chair hears 
none, and such will be considered the order for to-morrow. 


MAJOR W. M. MAYNADIER, 


The SPEAKER. The first business reported from the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar is the bill (H. R. No. 
670) for the relief of Major William M. Maynadier. This bill is 
reported by the committee with the recommendation that the 
enacting clause be stricken out, which amounts under the rules to 
u rejection of the bill. 

Mr. BRAGG. I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question having been ordered, the 
first question to be submitted is on the recommendation of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, which is that the bill be rejected, that 
being the effect of the motion adopted in the committee. 

The question Lene g taken, it was decided in the affirmative, and 
the bill was rejected. 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MAJOR G. W. CANDEE. 


The next business from the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 182) for the relief of Major 
G. W. Candee, reported with the recommendation that the enact- 
ing clause be stricken out. 

. BRAGG. I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the o 
of the recommendation was concurred in, and the bill was rejected. 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SAMUEL W. DABNEY. 

The next business from the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 3547) authorizing Samuel 
W. Dabney, United States consul at Fayal, to accept a gold medal 
om the French Republic, reported with the recommendation that 
it do pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, and 
being engrossed it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


SABIN TROWBRIDGE. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2036) for the 
relief of Sabin Trowbridge, reported with the recommendation that 
it do lie on the table without prejudice. 

The question being taken, the recommendation of the Committee 
of the Whole House was concurred in. 


At any rate, however, we do not know that 


the result 


ration there- 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of 
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 1514) appropriating $100,000 for continuing the 
work on Davis’ Island dam. 

Mr. WEST, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 4698) to create two additional land districts, and 
to change the boundaries of the Watertown land district, in the Ter- 
ritory of Dakota. 

REGULATION OF STEAM VESSELS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, Paid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of War, with an inclosure, recommending 
an amendment to section 4412, Revised Statutes, title 52, relating to 
the regulation of steam vessels; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

OSAGE INDIAN LANDS IN KANSAS, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the Honse the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with 


accompanying papers, covering the action of the Osage Indians declining to ac- 
cede to the terms of the act of 3, 1881, reducing the price of their nods in 
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SUFFERERS BY MISSISSIPPI OVERFLOW. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, in response to a House resolution request ing an estimate 
of the number of persons made destitute by the overflow of the Mis- 
sissippi and its tributaries, and the time during which the necessity 
for giving them aid will continue; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

IOWA AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House memorial] and joint res- 
olutions of the General Assembly of the State of Iowa in relation to 
the investment of the endowment fund of the Iowa Agricultural Col- 
lege ; which were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Mr. DUNNELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported, 
as asubstitute for House bill No. 4281, a bill (H. R. No. 5237) to amend 
the laws relating to internal revenue, and for other purposes ; which 
was read a first and second time, recommitted to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

1 JOHN KANE. 

Mr. KING, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5238) 
for the relief of John Kane; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SPEDIE B. EGGLESTON. 

Mr. RAY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5239) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Spedie B. Eggleston; which was read a 
first and second time, refe to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to he printed. 

CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 5240) to authorize the Secretary of War to furnish a condemned 
cannon for the use of McLean Post No. 16 of the Grand Army of the 
Republic; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MOHAMMED KAHN, OR JOHN AMMAHOE, 

Mr. RANNEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5241) prenna pension to Mohammed Kahn, otherwise John Am- 
mahoe; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN AMMAHAIE, OR AMMAHE. 

Mr. RANNEY also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (II. R. 
No. 5242) explanatory of an act directing the Second Auditor to settle 
the pay and bounty of John Ammahaie, or Ammahe, passed June 30, 
1876; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER. 


Mr. BUCKNER. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the 
further consideration of Senate bill No. 308, to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri River at the most accessible 
point within five miles above the city of Saint Charles, Missouri. I 
will say there is a slight amendment pro by the Committee on 
Claims of this House, and with that amendment the committee 
unanimously recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. WASHBURN. This bill was referred tothe Committee on Com 
merce of this House, and has been reported back unanimously with 
a recommendation that it be passed. It embraces all the features 
which have been put in other bridge bills. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. 
Secretary of War? 

Mr. WASHBURN. It does. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And does it contain a provision in regard to the 
transportation of the mails ? 

Mr. PAGE. It does. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole Honse on 
the state of the Union was discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill, and the same was brought before the House. 

The bill is as follows: s 


Beit enacted, dc., That the Saint Louis, Hannibal and Keokuk Railroad Com- 
any, a corporation organized under the laws of the State of Missouri, be, and is 
ereby, authorized to construct and maintain a bridge and approaches thereto over 

the Missouri River at the most accessible point within five miles above the city 

of Saint Charles, in the county of Saint Charles, and State of Missouri. Said 

bridge shall be constructed to provide for the passage of railway trains, and, at 

the option of the corporation by which it may be built, may be used for the pus- 

sage of wagons and vehicles of all kinds, for the transit of animals, aud for foot- 

388 for such reasonable rates of toll as may be approved from time to time 
y the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 2. That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitations shall 
be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known as a post-route, upon 
which also no higher charge shall be made for the transmission over the same of the 
mails, the troops, and the munitions of war of the United States than the rate per 
mile paid for the transportation over the railroad or public highways leading to the 
nae — ; and it shall enjoy the rights and privileges of other post- roads in the 

nited States, 

Sec. 3. That if said bridge shall be made with unbroken and continuons spans, 
the spans thereof shall not be less than three hundred feet in length in the clear, 
and the main s shall be over the main channel of the river. The lowest part of 
the superstructure of said bridge shall be at least fifty feet above extreme high- 
water mark, as understood at the pointof location, and the bridge shall be at right 
angles to, and its piers parallel with, the current of the river: Provided, That if 
the same shall be constructed as a draw-bridge, the draw or pivot shall be over the 
main channel of the river at an accessible point, and the spans shall not be less than 
one hundred and sixty feet in length in the clear, and the piers of said bridge shall 
be e with, and the bridge itself at right angles to, the current of the river, 
and the spans shall not be less than ten feet above extreme high-water mark, as 
understood at the point of location, to the lowest part of the su tructure of said 
bridge: Provided, also, That said draw shall be opened promptly by said company, 
upon reasonable signal, for 3 boats; and said company or corporation 
shall maintain, at its own be rows rom sunset till sunrise, snch lights or other 
signals on said bridge as the Light-House Board shall prescribe. No bridge shall 
be erected or maintained under the authority of this act which shall at sny time 
substantially or materially obstruct the free navigation of said river; and if any 
bridge erected under such authority shall, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, 
obstruct such navigation, he is hereby authorized to cause such change or altera- 
tion of said bridge to be made as will effectually obviate such obstraction ; and all 
such alterations shall be made and all such obstructions be removed at the expense 
of the owner or owners of said bridge; and in case of any litigation arising from 
any obstruction or alleged obstruction to the free navigation of said river, caused 
or alleged to be caused by said bridge, the case may be brought in the district court 
of the United States of the State of Missouri in which any portion of said obstruc- 
tion or bridge may be located; Provided further, That nothing in this act shall be 
so construed as to repeal or modify any of the provisions of law now existing in 
reference to the protection of the navigation of rivers, or to exempt this bridge from 
the operation of the same. 

Src. 4. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shall have 
and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of railway 
trains or cars over the same, and over the approaches thereto, upon payment of a 
reasonable compensation for such use; and in case the owner or owners of said 
bridge and the several railroad companies, or any one of them, desiring such use shall 
fail to agree upon the sum or sums to be „and upon rules and conditions to 
which each shall conform in using said bridge, all matters at issue between them 
shall be decided by the Secretary of War upon a hearing of the allegations aud 
proofs of the parties. 

Sec. 5. That any bridge anthorized to be constructed under this act shall be 
built and located under and subject to such ropu for the security of navi- 
gation of said river as the Secretary of War s ribe; and to secure that 
object the said company or beg peapea shall submit to the Secretary of War, for his 
examination and approval, a design and drawings of the bridge, and a map of the 
location, giving, for the space of one mile above and one mile below the proposed 
location, the topography of the banks of the river, the shore-lines of high and low 
water, the direction and strength of the currents at all stages, and the soundings, 
accurately showing the bed of the stream, 
bridges, and shall furnish such other information as may be reqnired for a full and 
satisfactory understanding of the subject; and until the said plan and location of 
the bridge are e y the Secretary of War the bridge shall not be built; 
avd should any change be made in the plan of said — 1 progress of 
construction, such change shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of War. 

Sec, 6. That the right to alter, amend, or re this act is hereby expressly 
reserved ; and the right to require any changes in said structure, or its entire re- 
moval, at the expense of the owners thereof, whenever Congress shall decide that 
the public interest requires it, is also expressly reserved. 


The SPEAKER. The Committee on Commerce of the House recom- 
mend an amendment, which will be read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In section 2 of the bill, after the words“ United States,” insert the words or 
for passengers or freight passing over said bridge. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was then ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. BUCKNER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PRINTING OF A BILL. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask unanimous consent for an order of the 
House to print, as it passed the Senate, the bill (S. No. 861) now on 
the Speaker's table, to provide for a commission on the swhject of 


Does it place the work under the charge of the 


the location of any other bridge or 


the aleoholic liquor traffic. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
PLATTSBURGH RESERVATION, NEW YORK. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speak- 


er’s table for consideration at this time Senate bill No. 650, to authorize 
the Secretary of War to release a right of way across lands of the 
United States at Plattsburgh, New York. I desire to have this bill 
passed in lien of House bill No. 2128 for the same purpose. It merely 
grants a temporary right of way to a railroad company across the 
reservation at Plattsburgh. A bill of a similar character was re- 
pornea favorably to this House during the last Congress, and has 

een reported favorably to the House during this Congress. It is a 
matter of consequence that it be passed soon. 

Mr. SPARKS. If itis the bill if think it is, it has been examined 
by two committees, one of the last House and one of this House, 

There was no objection, and the bill was taken from the Speaker’s 
table and read a first and second time. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of War be authorized and empowered, in 
his discretion, and on such conditions and restrictions as he may think necessary to 
protect the interests of the United States, to release to the Chateaugay Railroad 
ern yl for railroad purposes only, a right of way not exceeding four rods in 
width over and along the northerly side of the lands of the United States in Platts- 
burgh, Clinton County, New York, and extending from the Saranac River to the 
depot ds of said company, u distance of about rods, or so much thereof 
as said company may require for said purpose. 

a HOLMAN. There is a blank in this bill which should be 
filled, 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move to insert the word “eighteen,” if that is 
sufficient. 

Mr. CAMP. Make it “thirty.” 

Mr. HISCOCK. Very well, I move to amend by filling the blank 
with the word “ thirty.” 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I desire to call the attention 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] and the committee 
having charge of this bill to the fact that there is in it no provision 
like one which is common to bills of this character, applicable to 
military reservations, reserving to Congress the right to amend or 
repeal this act in future if necessary. I know such provision as that 
was in the bill applicable to the grounds of the Springfield Armory. 
Such a provision may be important, and it is one common to bills of 
this character. 

Mr. HISCOCK. This right is given at the will of the Government 
under any circumstances. It grants the right, subject to be retaken 
at any time. 

75755 ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. That does not appear by the 
ill. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Thisis a subject the House is not familiar with, 
and I ask why should not the matter be left discretionary with the 
Secretary of War? 

Mr. HISCOC K. It is so left. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the first part of the bill be read again. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_ Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of War be authorized and empowered, in 
his discretion, aud on such conditions and restrictious—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is sufficient. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask that the blank in the bill be filled by the 
insertion of “one hundred and thirty” instead of “thirty.” The 
House bill is here, and one hundred and thirty rods is the distance. 

Mr, DAVIS, of Illinois. The report of the Committee on Military 
Affairs recommends the insertion of “one hundred and thirty.” 

The SPEAKER. Ifthere be no objection the amendment suggested 
will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly, 

The billas amended was ordered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. HISCOCK moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pasen; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

ble. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JAMES H. OWEN. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, by nnanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 5243) for the relief of James H. Owen; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted, 

To Mr. Prescorr indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family 
and important business; and 

To Mr. Le Fryre, for one week, on account of important business. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. STRAIT, by unauimous consent, obtained leave for the with- 
drawal of papers in the case of L. P. Fluke, there having been no 
adverse report. 

Mr. BROWNE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS FOR TO-MORROW. 

Mr. PAGE, I ask unanimous consent that the order made a few 
moments ago that to-morrow be set apart for debate on the Chinese 
ep Saye bill be so changed as that the bill shall be considered, 
and if the debate should be exhausted the previous question may be 
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called to-morrow night. I desire this for the purpose of having mem- 
bers present. To come here and debate a question of this kind to 
empty benches is not desired b 3 who wish to speak. We 
want it understood that if the debate should be exhausted to-morrow 
the previous question may be called on the bill. 

Mr. BAYNE. I object. 

Mr. SPARKS. I donot think the proposition is understood. The 
desire is simply to move the previous question, but that no vote be 
taken to-morrow. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order.” ] 

Mr. CONVERSE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I under- 
stand that the form of the order adopted a while ago was, that no 
business whatever should be done in the House to-morrow except 
debate on the Chinese question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understood. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Wasthe intention to make it so broad as that? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understood, 

Mr. CONVERSE. There may be petitions to be presented, or other 
important business. 

e SPEAKER. The mere 5 of petitions through the 
box would not be excluded under the order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But there can be no request for unanimous con- 
sent to make anything a special order. 

Mr. BROWNE, I insist on my motion to adjourn. 

The motion was a, l to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
iwenty-seven minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: The petition of A. R. Fergus and 122 others and 
of Jos. S. Taylor and 43 others, ex-soldiers, non-residents of the 
twenty-third Congressional district of Pennsylvania, for the passage 
of the bill to establish a soldiers’ home at Erie, Peunsylvania—sey- 
erally to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the resolutions adopted at a meeting of the citizens of Phila- 
delphia, asking the President and Congress to enter a protest against 
the inhuman treatment of the Hebrew race in Russia—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Maimed Soldiers’ Association of Philadel- 
phia, Pennsylvania, praying that an increase of pension be granted 
to soldiers or sailors of the late war who lost a leg or an arm while 
in the line of duty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BERRY; The petition of citizens of Sonoma and other coun- 
ties in California, praying Congress for legislation to regulate charges 
for railway transportation—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: The resolutions adopted at a meeting of citi- 
zens of Philadelphia on March 4, 182, asking Congress to enter public 
protest against the inhuman treatment of the Jews in Russia—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BREWER: The petition of manufacturers of pottery ware, 
protesting against placing a duty on boracic acid—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUCK: The petition of Frederick W. Sprague, for legisla- 
tion for the suppression of polygamy—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petition of citizens of Crawford County 
und of citizens of Sioux County, in the State of Iowa, asking that 
the same encouragement be given to the building ef railroad bridges 
across the Missouri River, between Iowa and Nebraska, above Omaha, 
as below that city—severally to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CASWELL: The petition of Hon. C. C. Washburn and 
others, officers of the State Historical Society of Wisconsin, praying 
for the adoption of measures for the celebration of the anniversary 
of the discovery of the mouth of the Mississippi River—to the Com- 
mittee on the Lib 3 

By Mr. DAWES: The petition of S. J. Hathaway and others, citi- 
zens of Marietta, Ohio, for legislation to authorize the issue of frac- 
tional currency—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. DE MOTTE: The petition of Eliza A. Baron and 67 citizens 
of Logansport, Indiana, praying the granting of a pension to the 
said Eliza A. Baron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of F. N. Goodrich and 40 others, 
citizens of Minnesota, for legislation for the suppression of polyg- 
amy—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: The resolutions adopted at a meeting of 
citizens of Philadelphia, relative to the treatment of Jews by the 
Russian Government—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. S. S. FARWELL: The petition of G. W. Kelsall, of Jack- 
son County, Iowa, in favor of the passage of the bill granting pen- 
sions to soldiers and sailors of the late war who were confined in 
confederate prisons—to the Committee on the Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. HERNDON: The petition of Hannah J. Jones, for relief— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KLOTZ: The petition of 40 ex-soldiers, residents of Monroe 
County, Pennsylvania, for the passage of the billto establish a sol- 
nae home at Erie, Pennsylyania—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 
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By Mr. LACEY: The petition of the cigar manufacturers of the 
third Congressional district of Michigan, asking a reduction of tho 
tax on cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, memorial of the tobacco manufacturers of Detroit, Michigan, 
protesting against any change in the tax on tobacco—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of George Thompson, George T. Venn, and D. J. 
Willson, of Jackson, Michigan, asking increase of pay to letter-car- 
riers in cities of population of less than 75,000—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of 600 citizens of Calhoun County, Michigan, for 
legislation forthe suppression of polygamy—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: The petition of citizens of East Liverpool, 
Ohio, engaged in the manufacture of pottery ware, protesting against 
the passage of the bill imposing a duty on boracic acid—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOORE: Papers relating to the claim of Enoch Taylor— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Julian Bedford—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOREY: Theaffidayit of Ed. B. Wright and others, in sup- 
port of the claim for pension of Amanda Stokes—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of James K. Blackburn, for increase of pension— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of H. P. Courtier, relating to the pension claim 
of Francis Orebangh—to the same cemmittee. 

By Mr. MORSE: Tho por nons of H. O. Bailey and others, of Mary 
Holmes and others, of Robert C. Mackay and others, and of Lucia 
M. Watson, praying for the passage of the French spoliation claims 
bill—severally to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PHELPS: Memorial of the letter-carriers of New Haven, 
Connecticut, asking the same pay as carriers in larger cities—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PRESCOTT: Papers relating to the pension claim of Will- 
iam T. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. S. ROBINSON: Papers relating to the claim of E. D. 
Wheeler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WM. G. THOMPSON: Memorial and joint resolution of 
the Legislature of Iowa relative to the investment of the endowment 
fund of the Agricultural College of lowa—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of the Iowa Prisoners of War Association, for 
the passage of the Bliss bill granting pensions to all soldiers and 
sailors of the late war who were confined in confederate prisons—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS UPDEGRAFF: The petition of the Iowa Pris- 
oners of War Association, for the passage of the Bliss bill granting 
pensions to all soldiers and sailors of the late war who were con- 
fined in confederate prisons—to the same committee. 

By Mr. VANCE: Papers relating to the claim of Julia A. Duncan 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Hill Gowdy, for relief—to the same com- 
mittee, 

Also, paper of Mrs. Harriet de la Palm Baker, heir of Lieutenant- 
Colonel Frederick H. Weissenfels, and of the heirs of Brigadier- 
General Wiliam Thompson—severally to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claims of Septimus Brown and of Lott 
W. Crocker—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLITS: The petitions of H. N. Gardiner and 73 others, 
of New York City; of Mrs. H. P. Smith and 33 others, of New York 
City; of E. Trumbull Lee and 37 others, of New York City; and of 
F. L. Upham and 280 others, of Boston, Massachusetts, for legisla- 
tion for the suppression of polygamy—severally to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON: The petition of Z. T. Woodyard, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, March 18, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. POWER. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House, adopted on yester- 
day, the session of this day will be devoted exclusively to ahate 
upon the bill (S. No. 71) to execute certain treaty stipulations relat- 
ing to Chinese. Under the order, the Chair holds that the reading 


of the Journal at this time is dispensed with, and the House pro- 
ceeds at once to the consideration of the bill just named. 

Mr. SPEER. Mr. Speaker, when the House adjourned on Thurs- 
day last my colleague [Mr. BLOUNT] had just yielded to me, having 
I have an hour also in my own 
I state this because, in addition to discussing the question 


consumed half an hour of his time. 
right. 
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mye, I purpose to yield before taking my seat to several other 
‘ntlemen. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand that the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. SPEER] has more time than the half hour 
yielded to him by his colleague, [Mr. BLOUNT. 

Mr. SPEER. The Recorp will show (and I desire to ask the at- 
tention of the gentleman from California, [Mr. PacuEco, ] as he will, I 
think, bear out my statement) that according to the understanding I 
was to be recognized in my own right after my colleague had con- 
cluded; and Mr. BLOUNT yielded to me a half hour, That is true, 
is it not? I am therefore entitled to the floor for an hour and a half. 

Mr. PACHECO. I will suggest to the gentleman from Georgia, 
from the fact of there being so many who are interested in this great 
question, and who also desire to address the House on the subject, 
claiming as he does one hour in his own right, he will consider that 
as sufficient time under the circumstances, for it would be hardl 
fair toclaim more than an hour when the time for debate is so limited. 

Mr. SPEER. I did not understand what the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia says. 

Mr. PACHECO. If I understand the gentleman rightly it was to 
this effect, that he claims more than one hour—in other words, in 
addition to the half hour yielded to him by his colleague the other 
day, he states he is also entitled to an hour in his own right, making 
in all an hour and a half in time he will occupy on this day, whic 
has been devoted to debate on this question. 

Mr. SPEER. Thegentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] yielded 
to me for half an hour, he having an hour and having consumed halt 
of it, yielded the 7 4 time to me; and in addition I am entitled 
te an hour in my own right. k 

Mr. PACHECO. Iunderstand the géntleman correctly, then. He 
claims or wants to occupy an hour and a half. Isay it will hardly 
be good policy under the circumstances, from the fact there are so 
maffy interested and who would like to speak on this question. In 
other words, this question should not be prolonged ; and I think my 
colleagne in charge of the bill indicated the other day he would like 
to call the previous question to-day, or if not to-day, then as soon as 

ossible, 
8 The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that it is unusual in 
the beginning of a speech, unless by unanimous consent of the House, 
for a gentleman to be recognized as occupying the floor for an hour 
and a half. 

Mr. SPEER. I do not ask to be recognized for an hour and a half. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman wishes to be recognized in his 
own right, the Chair will do so. 

Mr. SPEER. Very well; I will proceed with that understanding. 
I only wanted to know, as several gentlemen have asked me to yield 
to them with the understanding of my indisputable right from the 
record to an hour and a half. If Iam recognized in my own right 
I will not insist on the additional half hour, 

Mr. PACHECO. I suggest to the gentleman from Georgia, that 
having in his own right a full hour and the privilege to print, I do 
think be should not insist, under the circumstances, on a longer time. 

Mr. MOORE, There are quite a number of gentlemen who wish 
to speak on this question, and if the gentleman from Georgia is to 
take an hour and a half and the previous question is to be called 
at three o’clock, then many of them wilt be cut off from any oppor- 
tunity of doing so, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia is willing to accom- 
modate himself to an hour in his own right, to which the Chair 
recognized him. 

Mr. MOORE. I shall be content with forty minutes myself. 

The SPEAKER, The previous question cannot be called to-day at 
any hour. 

Mr. VALENTINE, I understand the Chair recognizes the gentle- 
man from Georgia to one hour in hisown right. On Thursday I un- 
derstood the next gentleman to be recognized was Mr, CARPENTER, of 
Iowa, and theu Mr. Davis, of Illinois. 

The SPEAKER, That is a matter the Chair will arrange during 
toe Cay The gentleman from Georgia is now recognized in his own 
right. 

Mr. SPEER. In the statement made by the Chair with regard to 
the subject on which the House is engaged to-day it was clearly made 
to appear that this session is for the consideration of the Chinese 
bill. And notwithstanding it is a session for debate only, it is not 
one of those rather amusing occasions when gentlemen come here to 
deliver to a small audience of members and a large audience of pages 
and doorkeepers the lucubrations which they have prepared for 
sueh spare moments of relaxation. This is a serious debate of a most 
serious pending question, and when the House adjourned on Thurs- 
day last I had the floor for the purpose of its discussion. 

In the contest of America with the Chinese we have no unequal 
adversary. I have been much impressed with the remark made by 
an opponent of this bill. It was stated by a distinguished Georgian 
during the progress of the debate that in the negotiation of this 
treaty the Americans were fairly matched by the Chinese diploma- 


tists. It gives me pleasure to agree with the statement of my honored 
frien-1, and it may not be disputed that“ the little brown man” who 
so excites the affectionate interest of Joaquin Miller and other sen- 
Indeed the genius of another 


timentalists is a born diplomatist. 
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poet of the far West has been exerted to idealize this trait of the 


Chinese character : 


nd in e is n.— 
That for ws that 8 
And for tricks that are vain 
The heathen Chinee is peculiar. 
Which the same I would rise to explain." 


We might as well disabuse our minds of the impression, if it exists, 
that we are dealing with an adversary like the noble red man or any 
other untutored savage or child of the forest. On the contrary, we 
are dealing with the representatives of an old and powerful civiliza- 
tion, of a renowned empire, which Gibbon tells us was the seat of the 
arts, of opulence, and of despotism when Europe was covered by the 

primeval forests and inhabited by savages clad in the skins of wild 

ABİS, 

This bill, as I take it, is a measure of self-defense; and no other 
defensive measure which will engage the attention of the present 
Congress is of more importance, Peace, sir, hath its victories, and 
the passage of this bill will be one of those victories of peace which 
will be hailed by the acclamations of an almost unanimous people. 

I do not doubt the conscientiousness of gentlemen who differ with 
me in this statement, and I am happy to recognize the great ability 
of some of the opponents of this bill. And, Mr, Beye, were it not 
for the strength of my own convictions I would led perhaps to 
doubt the justice of my own conclusions and yield, as I am disposed 
to do ordinarily, to the opinions of some of these distinguished o 
ponents of the measure. I listened, sir, with interest, indeed wit 
enthnsiasm, to the eloquence of my honored friend from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Rien, j whom I do not see in his seat; and also to the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. TAYLOR, ] who was scarcely 
surpassed by him in his sonorous and ringing periods, But eloquence 
and culture is one thing, and fact and common sense and reason and 
the common judgment of mankind are other and perhaps quite dif- 
ferent things. When we weigh in the seale the unanimous verdict 
of the entire people who have known these Chinese since 1850 with 
the serene light of the eloquence of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, or with the metaphysical subtlety of the gentleman from Obio, 
we have no doubt as to which way the beam will turn. 

What is the treaty? What was the old law? What were the mis- 
chiefs, and what the remedy? The law was the Burlingame treaty, 
which provided, (and I read from page 167 of this report and article 
6 of the treaty :) 

Citizens of the United States visiting or Bevery | in Ching shall enjoy the same 
ee immunities, or exemptions in respect to travel or residence as may there 

enjoyed by the citizens or subjects of the moat favored nation, and reci y 
Chinese subjects visiting or residing in the United States shall enjoy the same 
privileges, immunities, and exemptions in respect to travel or residence as may 
there be enjoyed by the citizens or subjects of the most favored nation. But 
nothing herein contained shall be held to confer naturalization upon citizens of the 
United States in China, nor upon the subjects of China in the United States. 

That was the old law; what was the mischief? Under the provis- 
ions of that law our Pacific States were deluged with the surplus 
tide of Asiatic civilization, and it became necessary for this Govern- 
ment, by additional negotiation, to pees its own people. What 
was the treaty which was negotiated? Article 1 provides: 

Whenever in the opinion of the Government of the United States the coming of 
Chinese laborers to the United States, or their residence therein, affects or threat- 
ens to affect the interests of that country, or to endanger the good order of the said 
country or of any locality within the territory thereof, the Government of China 
agrees that the Government of the United States may regulate, limit, or suspend 
such coming or residence, but may not absolutely prohibit it. 

Now, sir, I confess that I am not able to give a diplomatie con- 
struction to this, because I am not a diplomatist; but if the word 
suspend“ means suspend, this bill is in literal accordance with the 
treaty. And we are at no loss for evidence to show that that was the 
purpose of the commissioners, They went there for the purpose of 
controlling the subject of Chinese immigration to this country and 

lacing it entirely under the discretion of the United States author- 
ities, 

I read, sir, from the dispatch of the American commissioners, 
Messrs, Trescott, Engle, and Swift, on this subject: 

Without going into a detailed history of the negotiations, which has been fur- 
nished to the Department from time to time in onr former dispatches, we may say 
that the Chinese Government submitted a scheme which provided: 

First. That the immigration should be “regulated” by the Government of the 
United States, such iy or eae however, to be communicated to the Chinese Gov- 
ernment for approval before going into effect. 

Second. That “artisans” should not be included among Chinese laborers, 

Third. That the regulation should apply only to Chinese laborers in the employ 
of American citizens. 

Fourth, That if the regulation should extend to the limitation or sus 


sion of 
such immigration, the limitation in point of numbers or the suspension in point of 
time should be specific. 

As to the second and third points of this scheme it is unnecessary to repeat the 
obvious reasons why they could not even be taken into consideration. 

At this point in the discussion we deemed it best to say that while the details of 
the treaty and its language were matters in which we would gladly consult the 
preferences of the Chinese Government, we could not consent to any settlement 
which did not recognize the entire discretion of the United States in dealing with 
this subject. We thought that any regulations to be matter of joint arrangement 
would only raise new questions, and that the administration of any dairy joint 
257 would in practice prove unsatisfactory, Besides which they conld 
only be of force in Chinese ports, and would be ess in regard either to Hong- 
Kong or Singapore. We thought that the simplest, the directest, and the only 
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efficient 


paa was to give the control of the subject to the Government of the 
United States. 
We therefore communicated to the Chinese commissioners that we would con- 


sent to strike out the word “ prohibit” 
“ regulate, limit, or sus) „being satisfied that these words covered the power 
to devise and enforce all necessary and p: r legislation. 

Upon their acceptance of this propudition we consented to such variation of 
the phraseology of the articles as they desired. You will observe that this lan- 
guage imposes no conditions upon the retion of the United States. 

This, sir, is contemporaneous evidence. It is in the nature of what 
the lawyers call res geste, and serves to interpret the treaty. But 
gentlemen say a suspension of twenty years is unreasonable and that 
the suspension must not be unreasonable. “ 

I maintain, sir, that it is not unreasonable, and that the very pon 
pose of this treaty was to enable the United States to control the 
subject and acquire the right to suspend, at their discretion, this 
immigration. Twenty years, sir, is a short period in the life of a 
nation, especially an empire like that of China, which had all of its 
complete civilization, perhaps, when Moses came down from Mount 
Sinai with the tables of the law; and which certainly was an old 
and renowned empire with all its modern powe unnumbered cen- 
turies before Christopher Columbus, with adventurous spirit, sailed 
into unknown seas in quest of unknown lands and discovered the 
terra incognita which these almond-eyed gentlemen are now so anx- 
ious to populate. 

I think this bill is right, and is in accordance with the spirit of the 
treaty. But suppose it be true—suppose that in some respect or in 
some spirit it is a violation of the treaty. Sir, there are reasons 
which would induce me to vote for the bill, and which would con- 
trol my vote, even if it violated the treaty. Whatare they? They 
are found in that old maxim, Salus populi suprema lex ; the safety of 
the people is the supreme law. Self-preservation, it has been fre- 
quently said during the progress of this debate, is the first law of 
nature; and this truism is quite as applicable to nations as to indi- 
viduals, 

And what do we see when we look at the condition of facts on 
which gentlemen must pass by their votes in the consideration of 
this bili? We see that three States of the American Republic, our 
brothers in blood, our kindred, bound to us by every tie of consan- 
guinity and mutual interest and destiny, come before ns and unani- 
mously appeal to the representatives of the American people to relieve 
them from this Asiatic invasion, We seethat the Chinese are coming 
in at a rate of 1,000 per month more than they go out. We see that 
last year there came into California more than 15,000 of these strange 
people, and that in the first three months of this year 6,000 have 
sailed through the Golden Gate and landed upon our shores, 

Mr. DAWES. Do I understand the gentleman to say that about 
one thousand a month is the excess of immigration over emigration? 

Mr. SPEER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAWES. That is about twelve thousand a year? 

Mr. SPEER. Yes, sir; that is the statement of statisticians. 

Mr. DAWES. I am very much obliged to the gentleman. That 
is the first statement I think we have heard on that point in the dis- 
cussion, 

Mr. SPEER. I shall be happy to give the gentleman any knowl- 
edge I have peek by a rather attentive study of this question. 
Of course that percentage is variable; because last year there were 
more than 18,000 that came to California, although the number who 
left might make the percentage accurate us stated. 

The numbers of the Chinese people are estimated all the way from 
three hundred and sixty millions to four hundred and fifty millions. 
We are fifty millions. It is true, sir, that the growth of this country 
has been marvelous, that the three millions of people “armed in the 
holy cause of liberty” of whom Patrick Henry spoke have increased 
to now more than fifty millions. But what is the strength of the 
numbers of the American as compared with the strength of the pop- 
ulation of China which the opponents of this bill would permit to 
come to our shores e y without let or hinderance? Sir, if 
every man, woman, and child in this world were in a procession every 
3 woman, and child would be one of the Chinese. That is 
the statement of statistics, and I presume it is accurate. 

And the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. TAYLOR] says that this bill is 
unnecessary, and being unnecessary is extremely dangerous, and 
therefore he will vote against it. Why is it unnecessary? The gen- 
tleman takes upon himself the burden of proving his statement. 
The proof and the declarations of the people are all the other way. 
The honorable gentleman concedes, with a frankness which I will 
be glad to imitate, that he does not know a great deal about the Chi- 
nese. But he says that he presumes he knows as much about them 
as anybody else who has spoken on this subject. Now, I think that 
is a, an extreme statement, wena no doubt entirely conscien- 
tious. How can the gentleman from Ohio know as much about these 
people as the gentleman from California [Mr. PAGE] who has lived 
among them, as he states, for thirty years? And is his opinion, to 
which I concede that he is entitled, to have no weight on the mind 
of the Honse in making up its final judgment upon this subject of 
the concurrent opinions of every Representative so far as I know 
from the Pacific coast? Every one of the Representatives and Sen- 
ators here calls for the passage of this bill. take it that if every 
Representative and Senator from Ohio called for the passage of a 
bill except the gentleman Eimself he would be willing to attach a 
great deal of weight to the opinion of his zolleagues. 


vided they would accept the words 


Well, sir, we all stand here in entire equality before the law. The 
object of representative government, as I understand, is primarily 
that the people may sone up to Congress men who represent their 
necessities and interests, who know their conditions and whoare qual- 
ified to speak intelligently to the national councils on such subjects. 
And here is presented the spectacle of every Representative and every 
Senator from the Pacific coast asking in unmistakable demand for 
the passage of this bill. For my part, sir, I should be very slow to 
refuse a demand made with such unanimity of opinion and enforced 
by so much intelligence and ability. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the gentleman allow me 

Mr. SPEER. I cannot yield. As I understand, the gentleman has 
views on this subject which I trust he will advance in his own time, 
and I am sure he can do itin a much more foreible manner than by 
thrusting them into the body of my s h. 

Sir, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLOR] says that the China- 
man does not cheapen labor. Well, all I have to say is, that is the 
gentleman’s theory. The evidence is to the contrary, the sworn 
testimony of witnesses who have the full opportunity of knowing 
the facts. I read, sir, from the testimony of one of those witnesses, 
page 19 of the report of the joint special committee : 

How does their employment affect our white laborers? We answer, and this is 
the burden of our arraignment, * * * it drives them tostarvation; it is a com- 
petition that they cannot undertake. The white race, owing to centuries of 
physical treatment, is incom t to enter upon the race. The man who labors 
in our streets aud city and in our country has been, as have his fathers for gen- 
erations before him, fed on meat and bread. He demands meat and bread to 
maintain bis physical strength and his existence. Meat and bread command more 
money than labor will pay for at Chinese rates in any place in America, and espe 
cially in California. * * The American laborer has other matters that he 
ear not set aside. He has a wife. The Chinaman is an adult male who has no 
wife, no family, no child. * Sixty thousand of these le live in six or 
seven blocks of this city. If 60,000 adult male laborers could take their place we 
would have 60,000 Christian white workingmen. According to the statistics 
tive age to every adult male laborer—we would have five times 60,000, which 
would be 300,000 additional white people to build over our peninsula, to extend our 
city, to extend our trade and our commerce to all the ramitications of our business. 

Again, sir, this evidence goes to show that the Chinese cheap labor 
has driven out the Americans entirely and all other laborers from a 
great many lucrative occupations. And I say I oppose the sworn 
testimony of witnesses to the theories of gentlemen, theories no doubt 
very fine and very eloquently expressed; but here are the facts, and 
when the House comes to make up its verdict on this great cause it 
should paos upon the facts. 

But the gentleman rather defends the Chinese from the charge of 
any special degree of vicious immorality. I should be very loth 
indeed to retail to this House the evidence of witnesses showing the 
Chinese character as represented by that portion of their po ulation 
that comes to our country. It is sufficient to say that it aliy bears 
out the eloquent language of Bayard Taylor, and I oppose the testi- 
mony of one Taylor to the testimony of the other. e one admits 
that he knows but little about the Chinese character; the other was 
a renowned traveler who visited China and other countries. He was 
aman of keen powers of observation and perception, and for his emi- 
nent abilities is classed among the more distinguished of the littéra- 
teurs of America. Because of his ability and his understanding of 
foreign questions he was appointed to represent our country, after 
this book was written, at the court of the greatest empire of Europe. 
What says Bayard Taylor in regard to the Chinese? 

It is my deliberate opinion that the Chinese are morally the most debased 
ple on tha. face of the ae Forms of vice which in other countries are tly 
named are in China so common that they excite no comment among the natives. 
They constitute the surface-level, and below them there are deeps on deeps of depray- 
ity so shocking and horrible that their character cannot even be hinted. There are 
some dark shadows in human nature which we naturally shrink from penetrating, 
and I made no ee to collect information of this kind; but there was enough 
in the things which I could not avoid seeing and hearing, which are brought al- 
most daily to the notice of every, foreign dent, to inspire me with a powerful 
aversion to the Chinese race. Their touch is pollution, and, harsh as the opinion 
e anon to our own race ds that they should not be allowed to 
settle on our soil 


That is the testimony of an intelligent and conscientious observer 
who knew these people in their own homes. 

I believe there are something over 140,000 Chinamen in California ; 
exactly how many I do not know. Of that nomber only about 4,000 
are females. The testimony of those who know the Chinese at home 
and who know these people in California demonstrates the fact that 
these Chinese women are of the lowest and most abandoned char- 
acter, The testimony of one of the witnesses, a detective who spent 
eight years of his life in China, was to the effect that the Chinese 
are in the habit of selling their female children for about $5 each, 
to be reared in the most infamous brothels for the most infamous 
purposes. 

Yet these are the people who are to be welcomed to our shores 
upon the plea that the good Book tells us to go into all the nations of 
the world and preach the gospel to every creature. Ah! but the 
good Book does not tell us to bring all the creatures of the world 
here so as to preach to them. You cannot cheat the Almighty in 
that way. 

And the testimony of Mr. Taylor and other witnesses who have 
been to China goes to show that the efforts of missionaries there 
have been attended with a very poor degree of success. In his 
India, China, and Japan Mr. Taylor says: 

Notwithstanding the efforts of many zealous and devoted missionaries who 
have been sent to China, the number of genuine converts is very limited. The 
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Chinese nation appears to be so thoroughly passive that it is not even receptive. 
A sort of listless curiosity leads them to fill the chapels of the missionaries and 
to gather in crowds around those who preach in public places; bat when the ex- 
hortation is finished away they go without the least ripple of new thought in tho 
stagnant waters of their minds. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLOR] made one statement which 
I am sure was made unadvisedly. Ihave not the RECORD before me 
just at this moment, but I think I can quote him correctly. He said 
that the Chinese in California do not have an opportunity of gettin 
water free of cost; they bave to purchase and transport it. An 
then he says: . 

But I venture to say that. in my belief, considering their circumstances, they are 
more cleanly in their personal habits than any equal number of laboring people in 
the country. 

Now, I do not know how the bad Californians treat these poor Chi- 
nese; I cannot venture to speak positively on that point. But let 
me show the House what the Chinese are in their own home where, 
since twenty-six hundred years before Christ, they have had every- 
thing their own way? What does Bayard Taylor say ? 

A Chinese city is the greatest of all abominations, and one ceases to wonder at 
the physical deformity or the monstrous forms of licentiousness which are to be 
found among the lower classes of the natives when he has seen the manner in 
which they live. 

And yet the gentleman from Ohio says they are as cleanly as any 
equal number of our own workingmen. As I said, this statement 
must have been made without thought. The gentleman said that 
his speech was unpremeditated, and this statement of his certainly 
was unpremeditated. I read again from Bayard Taylor: 


We now take a street which strikes into the heart of the city— 
This isin Shanghai, one of the greatest Chinese cities— 
We now take a street which strikes into the heart of the city, and set out for 


the famous Tea Gardens.“ The pavement is of rough. stones, slippery with 
mud, and on one side of the street is a ditch filled with black, stagnant slime, from 
which arises the fonlest smell. Porters, carrying buckets of offal, brush past us; 


public cloaca stand open at the corners, and the clothes and persons of the un- 
wasbed laborers and beggars distil a reeking compound of still more disagreeable 
exhalations. Coleridge says of Cologne: 
I counted two and seventy stenches, 
All well defined—and several stinks ;" 


but Shanghai. in its horrid foulness, would be flattered by such a description. I 
never go within its walls but with a shudder, and the taint of its contaminating 
atmosphere seems to hang about me like a garment long after I have left them. 


That isthe Chinaman in his own home. They may treat him very 
badly in California and prevent him from being as clean as he is in 
China. But see what he is in China. Yet my friend from Ohio says 
that he is as clean as any equal number of the laborers of this coun- 
try anywhere. 

do not think that the distinguished and eloquent gentleman in- 
tended to pat such an imputation on the workingmen of America. 
Sir, they are the bone and sinew of the land. It is no statement of 
the demagogue when I say that they built up our country’s pros- 
perity in time of peace, and in time of war, on the picket line, on 
the march, in the deadly retreat, in the heroic advance, on the fiery 
crest of battle everywhere they fight our country’s battles and 
achieve its victories. And I say they are no more like these misera- 
ble Chinamen than ‘‘I to Hereules or Hyperion to a satyr.” 

Sir, the benefits of the emigration of the people of Europe to our 
shores are incalculable, and I was astonished on the day before yester 
day to hear two gentlemen, both of whom happened to be from New 
e who intimated pretty broadly we were getting too much 

f that sort of emigration. If the people of those States are troubled 
with these sturdy emigrants, send them to the South. They will find 
hearty and cordial welcome from the hospitable people of our genial 
clime. We have many alluring attractions there. We have the 
advantage of an old civilization, railroads, telegraphs, churches, 
schools, colleges, a refined and well-ordered society with a growin 
tolerance of opinion, a growing liberality of sentiment. And wit 
all of these advantages we have the almost untouched resources of 
frontier States, millions of acres of fertile land as yet uncleared, 

at forest wealth in yellow pine and other valuable timber, pro- 
uctiveness of agricultural and mineral treasure, inexhaustible water- 
power, and a matchless climate. Sir, no portion of our common 
country offers such rare inducements to the emigrant; but, sir, we 
have no room there for the Chinese. 

A great deal has been said about the Irish emigrant and the Ger- 
man emigrant during the pigs of this debate. Do they suggest 
no distinction from the cooly? It is extremely unjust to the gen- 
erous, quick-witted, gallant son of Erin to even compare him to the 
brethren of Ah Sin with his “smile that is childlike and bland.” 

The Irishman will rise to positions of dignity and honor in time of 
peace; but he is much more likely to come to the front in time of 
war. He is the countryman of Shiel, of O’Connell, of Emmet, of 
Curran, of Grattan, and Tom Moore, and I believe also of Sheridan; 
I mean the orator, although I think I have seen a Lientenant-Gen- 
eral in our own Army of that name with features unmistakably Mile- 
sian. 

And our German population, with its quick appreciation of the 
character of our institutions and its devotion to those principles of 
independence and free government which underlie them, their in- 
dustry and frugality—is there any parallel between the German and 


the Chinaman? Not so, Mr. Speaker. 
Laureate of England— 
Better fifty years of Europe than a cycle of Cathay. 


And I say that when gentlemen advance further and as an argument 
why the Chinese should be admitted to this country without limita- 
tion or restriction say that the colored man belongs to an inferior 
race, but has become a good citizen, ergo the Chinese will also, let 
me tell gentlemen, whatever has been said to the contrary, that the 
colored man is, in every element of manhood, fur superior to the China- 
man, 
1 do not know the Chinese; but I do know the colored people from 
my infancy. I come from a country where they have been known 
for more than a hundred years. A typical negro is infinitely su- 
perior to a typical Chinaman in all the characteristics of a kindly 
manhood, if the evidence of witnesses and the experience of trav- 
elers with regard to the latter be entitled to belief. The negro 
is deeply emotional; the Chinaman is as cold as one of his ugly 
stone idols. The negro is sympathetic and kind-hearted; the Chi- 
naman callous and indifferent. The negro is susceptible to the 
kindly influences, to poetry and yes tee ; but the eloquence even 
of the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLOR] would have 
no influence on the phlegmatic Mongolian. The negro is intensely 
religious in his nature. Perhaps sometimes he backslides, as the 
best of us do; but he can be converted again. The Chinaman has 
no love of God whatever; his religion is the fear of the devil. Bay- 
ard Taylor tells us that the Chinaman “manages to propitiate his 
neglected satans by a terrific thumping of tom-toms and fizzle and 
splutter of fire-works, and with a fearful din of gongs and long hol- 
low bamboos which emit shrieks that make your nerves quiver. I 
doubt,“ said he, “if the word harmony is to be found in the Chinese 
language. Not even the sense of a rythm could be extracted from 
the dreadful discord, but each instrument of torture raved in its own 
way, regardless of the others.“ What must be the nature of those 
who delight in such sounds? 
Sir, does not the myriad-minded magician, the master of the human 
heart, tell us that— 
The man that hath not music in himself, 
Nor is not mov d with concord of sweet sounds, 
Is fit for treasons, stratagems, spoils: 
The motions of his spirit are dull as night, 
And his affections dark as Erebus. 
Let no such man be trusted. 
Sir, no people on the earth havea sweeter sense of music than the 
colored poopie of our South-land, Their simple melodies are sweet 
to the sonl like the memory of joys that are gone. In the moonlit 
Sabbath nights at my home in Georgia I have listened to them as in 
congregation they sang the old familiar hymns of Watts and Wesley; 
and as the notes of praise and thanksgiving died away on the soft 
Southern air, I have wondered if more triumphal and melodious 
strains were ever raised in the temple in Jerusalem of old. 
Sir, you will never see the spectacle of the entire South rising up 
e. the negro as you see the entire West rising up against the 
Chinaman. 
The people of the Pacific slope have done all they could to rid 
themselves of this inenbus and this evil. They have legislated as 
States; they have pleaded with the Supreme Court; they have sup- 
plicated relief at your hands, and now in the supreme moment of 
the issue you are called upon to stand shoulder to shoulder with your 
blood and your civilization. 
And I, sir, am not the first Georgian who has believed that in the 
struggles of the Caucasian race with these hordes of Asia “ blood is 
thicker than water.” In the year 1859, in one of England’s wars with 
China, a large fleet of junks bore down on a portion of the British 
sailors and had them at their mercy, Commodore Josiah Tatnall, a 
nativeof Georgia, then commanding our East Indian squadron, seeing 
the distress and peril of his brethren in blood, though alien in coun- 
try, declared, with all the ardor of his gallant nature, that“ blood is 
thicker than water.” Steaming down upon the Chinese, he towed 
the British reserves into action, and in that won the victory for the 
mother country. His conduct was a violation of neutrality and a 
violation of treaties; but it met with the approval of the civilized 
world, and it received the verbal approbation of the then Presideut 
of the United States. 
Mr. Speaker, I have but a word more to say. I maintain that it 
is the duty of the American Congress to protect the home life of the 
laboring-men of our country. They are the foundation of our society. 
What matters it to us if we gather large stores of treasure and be- 
come as wealthy as Crœsus himself if the masses of this country are 
miserable, unhappy, ground down by competition with pauper labor 
of Asia? Sir, in the eloquent language of Goldsmith— 
III fares the land, to hastening ills a prey, 
Where wealth accumulates, and men decay. 
Princes and lords may flourish, or may fade, 

A breath can make them asa breath has made ; 
But a bold peasantry, their country's pride, 
When once destroy d, can never be supplied. 

(Applause. ] 

I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
TONERI 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, I am relnctant to encroach upon the 
time of the House with reniarks upon what I considera foregone con- 


Who will not say with the 
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clusion. 
cases where I feel they are not need But I feel much more reluc- 
tant to sit by and hear uncalled-for sentiment brought into a discus- 
sion of so practical a nature without entering my protest, much more 
diffident at allowing gross inconsistencies to pass unchallenged. 

The question before the House is, in my opinion, a simple one. It 
can be summed up in one word: shall we protect our labor, or shall 
we allow it to be degraded to the cooly standard? This is what we 
are to decide upon: whether we shall afford protection to our labor- 
ers, or whether we will be content to protect capital only, and leave 
labor out of consideration. There is no question of principle; there 
is no question of sentiment ; the question is solely and simply relative 
to the price of labor. 

The cooly system is a system of slavery; Chinese labor is brought 
here by companies for a certain sum per capita. It comes to perform 
certain work, to secure certain pay, and finally to return home so 
much the richer, It comes in the interest of those who are obliged 
to employ labor. It comes to aid those who have mines to work, or 
railroads to build, or factories to be manned, or labor of any sort to 
be done. It is bought and brought by capital to increase the profits 
of capital; itisa wage-saving, CCC 
bought and worked in the interest of capital. Thetool itself—the Chi- 
naman- is the passive instrument in hands of masters. He sells 
himself from home, from friends, from family, to further the selfish 
scheme of his employer. He places himself in the hands of his pur- 
chaser. He comes, he toils, he suffers without ceasing ; he serves out 
his time threefold, as did Jacob of the olden time. e returns with 
whatever pay he can get from his greedy lord. While here his only 
care is to spend nothing, his constant dream to leave. His rice, ra 
and clothes are with him. These are his items of expenditure, an 
cost him almost nothing. Finally he goes home rejoicing in the act. 
He does not want to stay; none want to have him stay; all parties 
are glad when he goes. He does not come like other immigrants, 
fleeing from oppression, but voluntarily comes to be oppressed. This 
is not a country of his adoption. He refuses citizenship and scorns 
a grave in this land of liberty. He does not come with his wife and 
children to find a permanent home, but expressly for the purpose of 
taking back to his wife and children some of the comforts of which 
he has deprived our citizens. Not like the European immigrant, 
who brings us wealth and a love of liberty, he comes to take wealth 
away, By to stamp upon labor the servile characteristics of his race. 
These are the facts. 
matter of such a sort? 

Sir, I will not enter into the sentiment of such a proceeding. I 
will not discuss our country’s being free toall. I will not ask whether 
she is exclusive or inclusive. But, sir, I wish to call attention to 
the fact that she may be free to all men, or she may be issuing invita- 
tions to all men to come and settle in her borders, and yet be con- 
sistently averse to allow premeditated spoiliation by any man. 

1l wish to ask the House if there are any other things which she 
allows to come here and carry off her gold but men; if there are any 
other machines for cheapening products which she invites to come 
in duty free? There is not one. No country cansend us any of her 
goods to be sold to the disadvantage of our producers. No country 
can bring the products of its looms and workshops to compete with 
ours in home markets. No land can encroach upon our manufactur- 
ers or deprive them of their profits. No foreign competition can 
reduce their rate of gain. China, that land of poverty and wealth, 
that miracle of cheapness, ean send all her labor to grind down 
American wages, while the products of capital can come no nearer 
ours than a 50 per cent. tariff will allow. I do not discuss tariff; I 
do not discuss equal rights; I do not discuss American citizenship. 
But when I hear Republicans who will g to the polls shouting pro- 
tection for American industries; when I hear the men who boast of 
their kind patronage and fatherly protection to American labor; 
when 1 hear these men protest against a bill looking to the expul- 
sion of pauper labor fromour midst; when I hear them sound the 
trumpet of the cooly system and the principle of freedom together ; 
when I see them attempting to deprive the American laborer of his 
employment by introducing a class of “‘helots;” when I see them 
trying to drive our native-born and adopted citizens from their voca- 
2 OF the aid of mercenaries; when I see them advocating protec- 
tion and at the same time importing labor machines free of duty, I 
can neither doubt their inconsistency nor trust their disinterested- 
ness. 

The strongest instinct of the human race is self- preservation. The 
next, love of offspring. When you ask men to cut off the comforts 
of their homes, to decrease the advantages their children enjoy, to 
go out and work in competition with a pauper or aslave, to welcome 
to their land of comfort and civilization a heathen coming to re- 
duce them to his level; when you ask this in the name of liberty and 
aqual rights you profane their names. 

Liberty and equal rights are liberty and equal rights of men, not 
of slaves, not of coolies. The freedom of an eating, drinking, opium- 
smoking, working automaton is not the freedom which our citizens 
enjoy. The rights of a well-worked machine are not their rights ; 
they have higher rights and broader liberties, and they use thee, 
They have the chance of education and of promotion; they have the 
liberty of self-protection against injustice, Ask them to weigh these 
rights, these liberties, these advantages against the hypocritical sen- 


I am diffident about making any professions of opinion in 
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timent which would leave their lives one bitter, ceaseless struggle 
with starvation, and I am confident the veil will be torn from the 
idol, and the philanthropic schemer, unmasked, will stand out in his 
trne colors. My vote shall go toward closing the gap between capi- 
tal and labor on the American continent. This gap Ya become too 
broad already. Iamin favorofany measnre that will ameliorate and 
elevate labor, and I shall vote for this bill on that principle. 

Mr. SPEER. I yield the residue of my time to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, [Mr. DEUSTER. ] 

Mr. DEUSTER. Mr. Speaker, I have given the discussion upon 
this important subject careful attention. I vote for this bill after 
thoroughly considering its merits from the peculiar stand-point of 
one himself the son of an adopted citizen of this country. 

While the very foundation of ourGovernment rests upon that grand 
declaration of human rights“ that all men are created equal” and 
that “ they are endowed by their Creator with certain inalienable 
rights, among which are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness,” 
yet I believe that we can and ought to recognize no claim upon human 
society or any form of civil government as valid which does not rest 
upon the just principle of a corresponding duty discharged as a proper 
return for the demands made upon human society. 

This Republic owes its marvelous growth, its wonderful develo 
ment, its pre-eminence among the nations of our modern times largely 
to the influx of immigration from the Old World, an immigration 
totally different from that which found its way to the Pacific coast 
from Asia. The European immigrant, akin in race to the popula- 
tion of the American colonies which were originally settled by Euro- 
peans, became then, and still becomes, an indistinguishable part of 
our population. He adopts American customs, and, what is more, 
American ideas and love of personal liberty ; he assimilates with and 
disappears entirely oe the native-born, making all that is worth 
preserving of American life and thought the sacred heritage of his 
own children. The school-house, the workshop, the avenues of com- 
merce become the scene of this peaceful transformation of kindred 
elements into a harmonious body that bids fair to establish in due 
time the most powerful, the most enlightened, the most progressive 
nation upon the face of the earth. But not so with the Chinese im- 
migration, past, present, or future. The Chinaman does not inquire 
into our liberal ideas as underlying the American system of govern- 
ment; he doesnot mean to become a willing contributor to the sup- 
port of our publieschools; he has no desire to build a home and raise 
a family among us, nor would it be desirable, politically, socially, or 
morally, that he should do so, because he does not change his social 
and political views so as to conform to the enlarged sphere of think- 
ing afforded him by our system of popular government and social 
life; even his bones go back to his native country. 

The advent of the Chinese to this country, in my opinion, partakes 
more of the character of a peaceful subversion, a possession of con- 
quered territory by paid and hired armies of submissive laborers 
owing allegiance solely to a foreign power, and regardless of the 
future or prospects of the beautiful territory temporarily oceupied 
by them. If it is not that, then perhaps it might better be styled 
simple slavery in another less revolting form. Negro slavery took 
precisely the same beginning. It was claimed that slavery was a 
divine institution—that the negro would do the labor no white man 
could endure, The blacks were at first brought only in small num- 
hers. ‘Twenty yearsago there were three millions of enslaved human 
beings within the territory of the United States, and it cost thou- 
sands of millions of treasure and irreparable losses of valuable lives 
to make slavery a thing of the past. It proved the greatest curse 
that had ever blighted this fair land. Let us learn something from 
the history of the past. Every maimed soldier we meet, every widow 
who mourns her husband, every mother whose heart aches and whose 
eyes grow dim when she thinks of the dear child she has lost in that 
fearful struggle, repeats the sad lesson to us. Let us stamp this 
threatening danger out of existence before it can grow large enough 
to require more serious measures for its suppression. 

Were it in my power to do so, I would not only check this kind of 
unhealthy development of our resources, but also that which has 
begun to make inroads upon our public domains in another direc- 
tion—the accumulation of large tracts of land in the hands of for- 
eign owners who have no other interest at heart than that of exacting 
the greatest ible profit in the shortest time from their possessions 
here. I would even erect an impassable barrier to all and every 
kind of immigration which did not of itself clearly evidence the in- 
tent of becoming thoroughly absorbed by, and of giving up its indi- 
viduality to our character as a nation and a republic. Our system 
of government can be perpetuated only if the spirit pervading it is 
imparted to the generations growing up in our midst and coming 
after us when we are gone; but this cannot be done if we grant that 
any class of population come into or be fostered in our midst which 
does not implicitly surrender its objectionable features for the sake 
of becoming one and inseparable with the people of the United States. 

Another important consideration prompts me to give this measure 
my support. Half-starved workmen all over the civilized world look 


with longing eyes toward the United States, where their colaborers 
have not only secured due recognition of their human rights, but 
are also enabled in most parts of our extensive territory to offer their 
families an endurable existence by their opportunities to earn fair, 
living wages. 
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But Chinese immigration had and has for one of its avowed objects 
the supply of labor at the most advantageous price to the employer, 
and this is possible only because, as has been admitted upon this 
floor, the Chinese laborer will take whatever he can get, and can 
live in his way comfortably upon what would cause staryation among 
our own laborers. In my humble epinion we should not even tacitly 
recognize the principle of “work obtained from the laborer at the 
cheapest rate possible.” It was this very sentiment which the late 
President Gartield, in denouncing the Morey letter during the last 
Presidential campaign, referred to when he said: Its brutal senti- 
ments I have never expressed nor entertained.” We should rather 
proclaim it as a sound maxim of our political economy that“ what- 
ever benefits the largest number of individuals will benefit in the 
end the whole country,” and should insist upon a fair price for labor 
as one of the main levers to raise the standard of common prosperity. 
Again: No voice is raised against the immigration from across the 
Atlantic because we feel ourselves akin to the people who thus come 
to our shores. They are the offspring of the nations from which the 
founders of the Republic, its defenders, and heroes sprang. They 
are not only of our race, but allied in moral and religious sentiments, 
in the degree of culture attained. Though they speak in different 
tongues, yet many of the master-minds of their countrymen have 
become known and dear and their grand works familiar to us through 
translation and quotation. We need to go but a few steps to find 
ourselves in the midst of one of the finest collections of literary 
treasures, the library of Congress—a collection justly considered one 
of the ornaments of the capital of the United States. Its shelves are 
crowded with the productions, in many languages, of the best thinkers 
of modern and olden times, of all civilized lands, furnishing feasts 
to brain and soul for us and those who shall come after us. There 
you will find the German author, the French, the Spanish, the Italian, 
side by side with the works of the Englishman and the American. 
Their works have become the common property of the cultured people 
of all nations, because genius is recognized and welcomed in every 
civilized land; and while we admire the genius of the German and 
the Frenchman and the Italian and the Spaniard, they in turn pay 
homage to American genius and loftiness of thought. It is not only 
for the higher wages, the broader acres, the hope of riches and wealth 
alone that our European kinsmen come hither, but—what is of far 
aater value to us as a people, to the true philanthropist, and to the 
uture of all mankind—they are attracted by our liberal form of gov- 
ernment, a government of the people, by the people, and for the people; 
a government in which, with all its shortcomings, they see, neyer- 
theless, the brilliant realization of the hopes and thoughts of the 
most advanced teachers of 5 ideas among the writers of 
all lands, and the benefits of which they wish to secure, not ouly for 
themselves, but for their posterity also. This, above all others even, 
is the object of the European immigrant in his pilgrimage to the 
New World; and when he leaves his old home, with its fond recol- 
lections, its hallowed associations, its consecrated graves, with aching 
heart, he does so with the firm resolve to build a new home in the 
far-away country to which he goes, and to love and cherish that 
land of his adoption in which he hopes to meet the realization of 
his highest ideals, Let buta single generation pass away, and their 
children have become 8 and indistinguishable from those 
of their neighbors and fellow-eitizens whose ancestors may have 
lived here for a century or even longer. 
Not so with the Chinese. The Chinaman is not fleeing to our hos- 
itable shores to seek the wgis of our protection. There are no po- 
itical refugees from China, nor social or religious migrations like 
those of the Puritans to New England, the Huguenots to the South, 
like the German, Irish, or other patriots of Europe to the United 
States, or the persecuted, shamefully treated Israelites of Russia, 
who flee for safety, seeking an asylum and new home. The China- 
man is neither socially, morally, nor politically fit to assimilate with 
us. If the tendency of modern civilization is at all worth preserv- 
ing, it must gradually absorb the best ingredients found among all 
nations to be striving for the foremost places in the ranks of human 
progres; otherwise it will be in constant danger of being swamped 

y the masses still straggling in its lower stratas. No element of 
strength that I can conceive of can be filtered from that immigration 
for our political or social advancement; its admitted object is “work” 
alone. But all possible benefits or advantages of their work to us or 
themselves sink into utter insignificance in comparison with our sac- 
rifice, should we accept and proclaim it as a recognized principle that 
the territory of the United States is free vantage gronnd for any, not 
coming here to take their place by our side as the exponents of a re- 
publican form of government, as the standard-bearers of popular 
liberty, but only to grab all that bounteous nature will permit them 
to scrape together by indefatigable, endless work, and then leave the 
hospitable country as the ranger leaves the grazing ground that his 
herds have roamed over, I, for my part, would much rather put up 
with the occasional abuse of his free time by one workman or an- 
other than to see all his fellow-workmen condemned to that spirit- 
deadening, endless drudgery that knows neither beginning nor end- 
ing—that would make him, our brother and equal, a mere piece of 
automatic machinery. It is the glory of our great modern inventive 
genius that it has, by the introduction of labor-saving machinery, 


enabled us to do the work of a thousand million men, while yet re- 
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lieving those who operate with them at least for a part of the time 
otherwise needed for hard work, and, what is more, thus requiring 
less physical strain than formerly, and affording thereby their active, 
thinking minds the food for its sustenance and work otherwise ne- 
cessary to support over-taxed limbs and muscles, I even hope, Mr. 
Speaker, the day may not be far distant when it shall be considered 
pee as inhuman to exact more than a third of the day for manual 
abor from our workman as it now would be considered reprehensible 
to inflict physical suffering upon him. 

From these convictions alone, and with malice toward none, I 
record my vote for this bill, 

(During the delivery of the foregoing remarks, when Mr, DEUsTER'S 
time had expired, 

Mr. WILLIS said: As my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. DEUSTER] 
is the only adopted citizen who has yet addressed the House on this 
subject, I ask unanimous consent that his time be extended. 

There was no objection, and Mr. DEUSTER resumed and concluded 
his remarks. ] . 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask unanimous consent that another of our 
foreign-born citizens, the gentleman from Wisconsin, [Mr. GUEN- 
THER, ] be allowed five minutes to speak on this question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin will proceed. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KASSON. Before the gentleman from Wisconsin proceeds, I 
ask that an order may be made for the printing of a proposed amend- 
ment which I hold in my hand. 

Mr. PAGE. That is not inorder now. No business is in order to- 
day except debate on this subject. The gentleman from Towa [Mr. 
KASSON ] will have plenty of time to offer his amendment before the 
previous question is called; but under the order of the House no 
business of any kind can be doue to-day. 

Mr. KASSON. Would the printing of this amendment be such 
business as is inhibited by the order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the request is not 
in order. The printing can be ordered at another time. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in Writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 
who also announced that the President had approved and signed the 
bill (II. R. No. 3251) anthorizing the Postmaster-General to adjust 
certain claims of postmasters for loss by burglary, fire, or other un- 
avoidable casualty. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION, 


Mr. GUENTHER. Mr. Speaker, it is with great reluctance that I 
will occupy the time of this House for even a few minutes only. 
But when I consider the importance of the pending bill, after I have 
listened to the serious opposition it has received, after I have seen 
the diversity of opinion, so eloquently expressed by | Ree on 
this floor, after I have heard the impressive language of thought and 
calm judgment which does credit to the head and the expression of 
sentiments that do honor to the heart; after I have witnessed the 
spectacle of so many conflicting ideas in the press and by individuals, 
I deem it my duty to define my position and give the reasons for my 
vote on this bill. I belong to that large class of American citizens 
who were born in a foreign land. I came to this country when I 
was nearly twenty-one years of age. The thousands and millions of 
my countrymen who like myself emigrated to these hospitable shores, 
who crossed the ocean to seek a home in free America, came to bet- 
ter their condition, social, financial, and political. They left behind 
them all that was near and deat to them, to here enjoy the blessings 
of free institutions and to become American citizens in every sense 
which the word implies. 

When my German countrymen leave their old homes in fatherland 
they sever all their former connections; they sell their property ; 
they take their wives and children along; they leave for good. Ane 
while with sorrow in their hearts they part from the ancient burghs 
and villages, with their tender recollections and the dreams of happy 
childhood, yet, as over the brim of the western horizon rises the 
longed-for “land of the free,” they joyfully greet the majestic though 
benigu Columbia, the goddess of liberty, who smiles a welcome to ull 
who come in good faith. They are willing toearn their daily bread in 
the sweat of their brow, yet unwilling that the fruits of their labors 
should perpetuate the monarchical institutions of Europe. They ex- 
beet to remain in this Country and to become a part of our body-pol- 
itie—their children become, as they do, true N patriotic citizens of 
this free and great Republic. They cherish our free institutions ; 
they try to learn our common language; they endeavor to make 
themselves familiar with the spirit of our public affairs; they are 
willing to share its responsibilities, ready to defend this Union iu 
time of danger; willing, if necessary, to sacrifice their all, their 
lives, upon the shrine of their adopted country, and are proud to 
enjoy the high privileges of American citizenship. And the same is 
true of the Irish, the Dane, the Norwegian, the Swede, the English— 
of all Caucasians. 

Mr. Speaker, I would be entitled to be scorned by all men were I 
to advocate the restriction of such immigration; were I to aid by my 
vote to shut the doors of the country of my choice, of this grand tem- 
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ple of human rights, of equality, of justice against the oppressed of 
any nation, race, or color who come here to breathe the pure, healthy, 
ag So air of freedom and of La Goria 


But, Mr. Speaker, the importation of Chinamen, as carried on for 
many years, is not immigration. Immigration must be voluntary. 
These Chinese laborers come here almost exclusively under a con- 
tract. They are imported for the sole purpose of underbidding our 
American workmen; they come here for no other but mercenary rea- 
sons; their presence in this country does not elevate even themselves 
is conducive to the degration of American labor; their habits of life, 
which they never change, enable them to live on wages where our 
workmen would starve; their presence is demoralizing in more than 
one sense; they do not want to become citizens of this country, which 
they dislike; they will net even allow their bones to be buried here. 

Mr. Speaker, were my own German countrymen to come here with 
such intentions, with such ideas, with such motives, under such cir- 
cumstances, for such purposes as these Mongolians do, I would vote 
to exclude them from this country. While I would be glad to have 
the pending bill amended, while I would vote to strike out the six- 
teenth section, while I would like to limit the time to ten years, I will, 
rather than not pass any restrictive bill at all, vote in favor of the 
bill as it now reads. ; 

Mr. KASSON. I was misunderstood in my request by the gentle- 
man from California. Ido not desire to offer the amendments at this 
time, but only that the pending bill may be printed with these pro- 
posed amendments. I ask for the reprinting of the Chinese immi- 
gration bill. This is not business. I ask it be done by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. PAGE, I have no objection to the reprinting of the bill and 


amendments. 
The Chair hears no objection, and it 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
is ordered accordingly. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I will now yield thirty minutes of my time to 
the gentleman from California, [Mr. BERAY] i 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker, this question has been examined so 
thoroughly, there has been so much discussion on it, both in this 
Congress and in Congresses pah that all that has been said and 
perhaps all that will be said during this session is simply a restate- 
ment of argument heretofore made. 

This is an act to enforce certain treaty stipulations with this Chi- 
nese people; but, sir, we of California regard it as an act to protect 
the laboring interests of our country. It was so held and regarded 
in California, and that is the object of the agitation which has been 
going on for the last twenty years. In the outset, though, permit 
me to say I am free to confess this measure does not fully meet the 
views of the Pacifie coast people. Neither can any legislation be 
formulated under the treaty to accomplish what that people know to 
be the best interests of that State and know to be the best interests 
of the entire country. They have attained this knowledge through 
an experience of thirty years. They have come to understand the 
Chinese character. That experience has thoroughly demonstrated 
to that people that the best interests of our country would not only 
be subserved by prohibiting or suspending the immigration of the 
Chinese, but, if it were possible, even to remove those who are there 
now on that coast. 

A careful examination of this measure leads me to the conclusion 
thatit does not fully comprehend all of the advantages, few as they 
are, that we might claim under this treaty. 

I had purposed to offer an amendment to the bill, but upon con- 
sultation with friends I deemed it best not to do so. Were an amend- 
ment adopted it would necessitate the bill being returned to the 
Senate, to there again run the gauntlet, The amendment I proposed 
was to add a new section, couched in these words: 

All Chinese subjects who come to the United States as teachers, students, mer- 
chants, or from curiosity, together with their body and household servyants— 

I emphasize that— 
who, after having come within the jurisdiction of the United States, shall cease 
to pursue the profession, avocation, or occupation under which they proceeded 
to fie United States, and shall become laborers, shall thereafter forfeit the rights 
and privileges of residents, and such other rights and privileges in the United 
Stutes as are ed to them under the treaty, and the presence of any such Chi- 
nese in the United States shall be deemed in violation of law. Itshall be the duty 
of the United States marshal in the district in which any such Chinese shall be 
found in violation of this act to remove the same from within the jurisdiction 
of the United States in the manner provided in section 14 of this act. 

Now, it may be claimed that this ground is already covered by the 
bill; but in that regard I must differ with gentlemen. I think it is 
not. I believe that some such amendment is absolutely necessary 
to fully protect our people from the importation of cooly laborers 
into our country. But any relief, even temporary, will be welcome. 

An examination of the first article of the treaty with China, with 
which gentlemen are all familiar, and which I shall not read, shows 
that the Government of China in its graciousness has consented 
under certain conditions or contingencies that our Government may 
regulate, limit, or suspend the coming or residence here of her sub- 
jects who may come to the United States in the capacity of laborers. 
Our legislation can only affect those who come as laborers, avowedly 
so, for the purpose of engaging in common or skilled labor. We 
claim, Mr. S er, that the contingency has already arisen. The 


opponents of this bill claim on the other hand that there is no such 
necessity, and that the contingency has not arisen. 


But to proceed to show the purpose and object of the amendment 
I had contemplated offering to this bill. Now, the second article of 
this treaty reads as follows: 


Chinese subjects, whether proceeding to the United States as teachers, students, 
merchants, or from curiosity, together with their body and household servants. 
and Chinese laborers who are now in the United States shall be allowed to go and 
come of their own free will and accord, and shall be accorded all the rights, priv- 
ileges, immunities, and exemptions which are accorded to the citizens and subjects 
of the most favored nation. 


By examination of this article it will be seen that all the subjects 
of China, with the exception of those she denominates laborers—and 
China is to select the ones that she denominatesas laborers—with that 
exception, all othersare privileged to come here upon terms of equal- 
ity accorded to the most favored nation. The teacher, the student, 
the merchant, the curiosity hunter, with such a retinue of body and 
household servants as they may see fit to bring with them may come, 
and come without let or hinderance, and under this treaty may take 
up their residence among us, and without objection remain as long 
as they shall see fit to remain. This is a point to which I wish to 
ask special attention. 

Now, sir, we on the Pacific coast are familiar with the character 
of the Chinese. We understand his nature; we are thoroughly 
familiar with him; we know that cupidity is a characteristic strongly 
developed; we know his absolute want of truth, honesty, and fair- 
dealing; and for this reason I feel satisfied after looking into this 
matter that many of the privile classes will come to this country 
bringing with them a large retinue of body or household servants, 
and immediately thereafter enter them into some of the fields of labor 
or traffie, or becoming quasi-merchant manufacturers and surround 
themselves with additional servants or slaves, which in reality they 
are, as workmen entering into some department of industry now 
under Chinese domination on the Pacific coast. The people will 
thereby be enabled to come, as now to some extent, as laborers and 
enter into conflict with our own people. 

There is nothing in the treaty to prevent its being done, nor is 
there any remedy in the bill if it shall be done. The bill leaves it 
with China to say which of her subjects shall be permitted to come 
here under the provisions of the treaty, and which shall be excluded ; 
and if for want of vigilance on the part of the Chinese Government, 
or if by the cupidity, negligence, or dishonesty of officials they ob- 
tain a certificate of the privileged class and shall come to our shores, 
and land here as of that privileged class, and then afterward enter 
the field of labor, there is, in my judgment, no remedy provided in 
this bill. Or, to make a stronger case, if those who are privilege: 
to come here under the treaty shall find themselves unsuccessful in 
the avocations they desire to pursue, either as teachers, students, 
merchants, or travelers, and turn their attention to labor, I ask, 
where is the remedy? I max be told that the numbers thus added 
to the Chinese laborers in California would be small. I answer that 
is yet to be determined, and well may suspicion be aroused in the 
minds of those who understand the Chinese character. 

Hence, sir, while gentlemen declaim upon the severity of this bill, 
I undertake to say to them that the people who understand the Chi- 
nese character know that it is absolutely necessary to throw around 
this measure every safeguard that it is possible to do in order to pre- 
vent the Chinamen from taking advantage of the law and landing 
in our country and entering the field of labor. So, sir, if it is shown 
that any indefinite number can be added to our laborers by taking 
advantage of the proposed law, it shows a defect and a necessity of 
some such amendment. But, Mr. Speaker, I shall not offer an amend- 
ment, bat will simply content myself with having pointed out what 
I believe to be a defect. 

My fears are aroused that all or a large number of the population 
of China will come to be either doctors, teachers, students, or mer- 
chants, and under that privilege land upon our shores. Our people 
upon the Pacific coast are demanding legislation. We have come 
here to-day to ask this Congress to hex our demands. They are 
willing to accept anything that promises to even partially shut the 
flood-gates against that never-ceasing stream of Asiatic vassals now 
pouring into our State. 

The treaty I am aware is not a subject of discussion to-day. But, 
sir, I cannot refrain from expressing that just indignation the peo- 
ple of California foel at the failure of the treaty. While stipulating 
to prevent others from coming to our shores, to open up a way by 
which we might sooner or later be relieved from the presence of those 
who are there now, we feel, California does, as a sovereign State of 
this Union, that our people were entitled to receive such relief; that 
such action and such action alone would fill the measure of that 

olden rule, “Do unto others as you would have them do unto you.” 
The Pacific coast people feel that the Government had no right to 
fasten by treaty stipulations upon that fair State the blight that has 
hung over her like a pall almost from the day of her admission into 
the Union. This injustice is more keenly felt by the remembrance 
of that long, heroic, and manly struggle that she has made for years 
to relieve herself and her posterity from the incubus that is press- 
ing her laboring people down to a condition of servitude. 

The history of the Chinaman in all countries as well as California 
shows that he is characteristically gregarious. Every country to 
which he goes he inhabits in colonies; he only spreads out as he 
takes possession of eyery field of labor or industry into which he 
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enters. He is an invader. He does not spread all over in all parts 
of the country as other people do. 

San Francisco, then, by this treaty and California are to be the 
headquarters of the Chinese colonies in the United States—a pest 
forever. I kuow itisclaimed by some who have never been brought 
face to face with the class of Chinese who have been imported by 
the Six Compunies in San Francisco that no harm can arise from their 
presence among us. For the information of all such, I say the time 
for setting up that claim is past. Stubborn facts have dissipated 
“ll duch ideas, 

I have collected here some statistics, which I will print with my 
remarks, to show that the Chinaman has taken possession of almost 
every field of industry. It has been stated that the entire boot and 
shoe manufacture in San Francisco, withrare exceptions, is now under 
the control of Chinamen; that the industry of the manufacture of 
slippers is entirely in the hands of Chinamen; and that in the manu- 
facture of clothing there are 8,500 Chinese tailors employed and only 
1,000 white men; that in the manufacture of cigars, &., they have 
taken entire possession. These statistics that I have gathered here 
show the Chinaman has entered every field of industry. It will be 
seen, Mr. Speaker, from the stubborn facts presented that the yellow 
serpent is twining its coils about the industries of the Pacific coast. 
These are lamentable facts that force conviction not unmingled with 
sorrow that the American laborer on the Pacific coast, and every- 
where else where Chinese competitive labor does or will exist, will 
ultimately be forced to the wall. 

And here permit me to say that the very strength and foundation 
and beauty of our national and social systems lie and center in the 
stability aud welfare of the American home, Wherein, let me ask, 
does this race, alien in thought, civilization, and religion, contribute 
to the happiness and prosperity of our people or the strength of our 
institutions? The Chinaman brings with him a civilization, if such 
it cau be called, antagonistic to ours. He has no habits, no man- 
ners, customs, tastes, language, or education, in common with us. 
He enters our doors imbued with no feelings of that holiest of insti- 
tutions, the family circle. He erects within our borders his temples, 
dedicated to a religion and to a deity whom the Godof our civiliza- 
tion abhors. The two races are antagonistic; the two civilizations, 
the Christian and the pagan, are wholly incompatible and can never 
exist together. 

Mr. Speaker, in the 1 Congress, when I had the honor to 
address this House upon this same subject, I asserted then that the 
great body of the Chinese in California were really slaves. I now 
reiterate it. I now repeat it, and say that this was conclusively 
shown by an investigation made through a committee of California 
senators, also by a committee of United States Senators, and later 
by a committee raised in the Forty-sixth Congress. Each of those 
committees made elaborate reports, and those investigations, to the 
mind of any unprejudiced man who will read that testimony, devel- 
oped the fact that the Chinese in California are in a condition of 
servitude. There has been cited here, or quoted from, a report of Mr. 
Bailey, our consul at Shanghai, which was laid before the Forty-sixth 
Congress, showing the strength of the family relation in China that 
holds the Chinese down to a condition of servitude. Mr. Bailey in 
transmitting that document transmitted several inclosures, among 
which was a decision, or rather a laying down, of the law by the 
chief-justice, Sir John Small, when certain Chinamen were brought 
before him who had been convicted of violating the English law that 
prevailed at Hong-Kong in reference to the slave trade. There is 
the decision of that judge stating that the law had been persistently 
violated, and that slavery did exist and had existed, notwithstand- 
ing the English law prevailed. 

e (Mr. Bailey) also transmitted an inclosure in the form of a 
petition from all the Chinese gentry of Hong-Kong, asking the judge 
not to radically enforce the law, for if he did so it would destroy all 
their domestic associations. They therefore petitioned the judge 
for the sake of humanity to mitigate the sentence and not to pun- 
ish them to the full extent of the 5 $ 

That is also very clearly explained by another inclosure in the 
form of an editorial from the Hong-Kong Daily Press of October 7, 
1879, which I ask the Clerk to } 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The remarks of the chief-justice yesterday in passing sentence on the prisoners 
convicted of trafticking in dren will be read with general interest. They are un- 
doubtedly entitled to the earnest attention of all members of the community, and 
will no donbt receive it. Sir John Smale lays down the law on the subject, and 
a most emphatically that slavery has never been tolerated in Hong- 

ong; the law against it has always existed, but has not been enforced. 0 
draws attention to the fact that subsequent to the royal proclamations constituting 
Hong-Kong a crown colony with a legislative council, an ordinance to define the 
law relating to slavery was but was disallowed by the Queen, and on the 
24th January, 1845, a proclamation was issued, saying: Whereas the acts of the 
British Parliament for the abolition of the slave trade and for the abolition of 
slavery extend by their own proper force and authority to Hong-Kong, this is 
to apprise all persons of the same, and to give notice that these acts will been- 
forced by all her majesty’s officers, civil and military, within this colony." The 
chief.justice considers that this disposes of the argument deduced from the first 
proclamation inviting the Chinese to settle here, and promising them the free ex- 
ercise of their religious rites, ceremonies, and social customs. He goes on to ar, 
that Chinese slavery as it de facto exists in Hong-Kong cannot be considered a 
Chinese custom which can be brought within the intent and meaning of either of 
the clamations of 1841, and quotes from the law of China to show that it has no 


U sanction there, But it cannot be doubted that it exists in every part of the 
empire in practice if pot inlaw. It was only the other day thatan imperial decree 
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was solicited by Tso Tsung-tang, the viceroy of Kansuh, condemning the children 
and relatives of the late ameer of Kashgaria, some to slavery and others to a worse 
fate. We could quote from several of the best writers on China and Chinese cus- 
toms to show that slavery is a recognized institution of China, but this fact will 
hardly be contested, we imagine, when it is so patent to all who know anyt of 
the social customs of the Central Kingdom, Tiis indeed recognized in the Chi- 
nese law quoted by the chief-justice. ; 

Mr. BERRY. The reading of that extract shows the facts so con- 
clusively that no man will gainsay that slavery is an institution of 
China. Mr. Bailey, our consul, thoroughly examined the question, 
and in his report he has formulated some reasons to show his conclu- 
sion that slavery does exist there. I have had this extract read to 
the House for the purpose of showing that it is this slave class that 
is being shipped to our country; the lowest and vilest of China’s 
teeming millions, steeped in degradation and in superstition. Lask, 
gentlemen, if this is a desirable population to add to ours? Is it not 
such a population that by every consideration we are bound to 
exclude from our land, and to refuse to permit the coming here of 
this moral contamination which brings death? An examination of 
this question will show alsó that this system of slavery is transplanted 
to our country, this family law which authorizes a father to mo 
or to sell his child, which authority is transferable if the head of the 
family makes the transfer, this class comes to our country, and that 
system is maintained here and is of such strength that it defies our 
laws. To-day in the State of California there is a government within 
a government, The Chinese companies enforce their laws in this 
country in defiance of our laws. We have every reason to believe, 
if we have not positive testimony, that the death penalty is enforced. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Does the gentleman mean to say 
that these Chinese companies enforce their laws in California? 

Mr. BERRY. I say that they enforce their own Chinese laws. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. In California? 

Mr. BERRY. In California. They even go so far as to compel 
every one of these slaves to fulfill his contract to the letter. Further- 
more, if they violate any of the regulations of these companies they 
are, no doubt, even put to death. 

Mr. PAGE. Will my colleague allow me to ask him one question? 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. PAGE. Is it not true, and shown in the testimony, that no 
Chinaman belonging to one of these Six Chinese Companies can leave 
California on any Pacific mail-steamship without a permit from one 
of the Six Companies? 

Mr. BERRY. It is established that they cannot leave to return to 
their own country without a permit. They are treated as if they 
were nothing but cattle; that is the experience of every man who 
has been among them. 

I have been often compelled to hire Chinese because I could obtain 
no other labor. I never negotiated with the Chinaman himself; I 
went to his owner and made the contract with the owner or agent. 
It is this class which is being brought here to enter into competi- 
tion with our laboring classes. It is this which has produced the 
agitation that has brought about the condition of affairs which has 
led California e to ruise her voice against the evil, which 
has stimulated our representatives from that coast to press with all 
their energies measures of relief. 

I propose now to have read a short extract to show the hopeless- 
ness of white labor contending with the labor of these Chinese. 
slaves. It has been stated here that there was no such thing as 
cheap labor in California. In a measure there is no such thing as 
real low wages in California. But the Chinaman is there ready to 
take whatever wages we have to pay, and he always suce in 
getting it. 

I cannot better formulate the contest that is going on there be- 
tween the white laborers and the Chinese than to have read a short 
extract which I clipped from the San Francisco Bulletin of the 8th 
of the present month. It is from an editorial in that paper, and I 
ask the Clerk to read it for the purpose of showing the nature of the 
contest now going on there, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

From the usnal ony of view the white man is far superior to the Chinaman, 
and in California there is no deterioration of the race. He has more enduran 
more wuscle, more brains, more skill, more courage than the Mongol. But for 
that he cannot make the fight which the latter puts up. If continued he has to 
retire disastrously from the field. What he has to contend against is cheap oe 
cheap lodging, cheap clothing. cheap religion, and noincumbrance. It is beef 
poetoes against rice and garbage, the neat and comfortable cottage against a bunk 
n a human hive, modern clothing against a cheap blouse, churches and school. 
houses against a hideous idol placated with bits of paper, a man with a wife and 
children against an interloper without tie of any kind. 

This is the sort of conthict to which the Caucasian is fuvited. The mere state- 
ment of the conditions shows that he could not long maintain it. He has to retire 
beaten, because he is an American, needing the comforts by which an American 
is surrounded; becanse he is a man of fumily, with many, perhaps, depending on 
him, and because he has an expensive Government and an expensive church to 
support. The highest illustration of how the contest is proceeding is found in the 
fact that the free Chinaman on the outside can successfully compete with convict 
labor—that is to say, the Chinaman can support himself, in his way, and make 
money on the sum which it costs the State to fol. clothe. lodge, and guard its crim- 
inals. As a consequence he can make articles for less than they can. This is a 
proposition which, if successfully grasped by the eastern mind, would bring the 
controversy to a close. If we were to take the workers of our own race. feed, house, 
and clothe them after the manner usnal iu this country, and pay them no wages, 
the Chinaman would be able to tarn out cheaper work. 

Mr. BERRY. Now, Mr. Speaker, it is this slave class, living as 
there described, that gur workingmen have to contend with. Our 
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citizens cannot compete with those people without meeting them on 
their own plane; they must become serfs and sink to their level, 
which means contenting themselves with a mere existence, . 
the family relations, and being strangers to home and all that home 
means under our civilization. Having no families to kappor, as 
that article states, the Chinaman can, always nnderwork the white 
laborer. Hence, whenever the supply of labor exceeds the demand, 
the white . classes are displaced. As has been properly 
stated, if those in slavery have many wants they are not gratified ; 
hen+s we naturally express ourselves by saying that they have but 
few wants, and practice the closest economy. Certainly the Chinese 
do this; they are compelled to do so in this condition of bondage. 
Hence the Chinaman’s plodding industry and cheapness of living 
under every circumstance defy competition. 

Again, it was argued here by some gentleman that although the 
Chinaman takes our money to China he leaves its value behind. 
Now, sir, it has been very correctly estimated that these people are 
shipping from the Pacific coast not less than $8,000,000 per annum. 
Whatever the amount may be, it is that much lost to our people. I 
assert that these Chinese immigrants create no wealth which would 
not be created were they excluded. If the labor they perform was 
performed by our own or a kindred people, the profits of that labor 
would be invested at home—would add to our national wealth and 

greatness. Does any gentleman undertake to say that our country 
is as well off with oA Tabor performed by a class of people who are 
transmitting all their earnings away from our country ? 
it be in California! 

Mr. Speaker, I see my time is about to expire, and I ask unanimous 
consent to proceed. 

Mr. CARPENTER. With the understanding that the additional 
time shall not come out of my time. 

Several MEMBERS. Certainly not. 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope the gentleman from California [Mr. 
BERRY] will be allowed to proceed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. CARPENTER] has fifteen minutes of his time left. 

Mr. PAGE. Lask unanimous consent that my colleague may be 
allowed to conclude his remarks, the additional time not to be taken 
out of the time of the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. Before that is agreed to, I desire 
i know how much additional time the gentleman from California 

esires. 

Mr. BERRY. I can conclude in twenty minutes. 

Mr, WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I have no objection. 

Mr. BERRY. I will be as brief as I can. 

I was speaking of the evil consequences resulting from this servile 
competition with our free labor; and in this connection I wish to 
repeat that the central idea of our institutions is the elevation and 
dignity of labor. The laborer of our country must be sufficiently 
paid to enable him to support himself and family, to educate his chil- 
dren, and to qualify himself to act understandingly his part in this 
republican Government. This I assert he cannot do when brought 
into competition with this servile labor; and if our American laborer 
is to be subjected to this competition the time is fast approachin 
when he must be driven from all the lovely associations of the life 
of an independent citizen, and dragged down to a life of serfdom, 
degradation, want, and misery. 

The people of the Pacific coast understand this proposition, Busi- 
ness men in every department of industry understand, the working- 
men understand that this labor of the Chinese is not competition, 
but substitution. Our American laborers find themselves being qui- 
etly, almost imperceptibly, supplanted. We are here claiming pro- 
tection for the American laborer upon the Pacific coast, and let me 
say to the protectionist, if your principles are worth anything at all, 
they demand the protection of labor. The policy upon which the 

Republican party is now running this Government is one of protec- 
tion. Yon are clamoring for that doctrine and insisting that it is the 
true principle of political economy, and at the same time you are 
levying a tax upon every article of consumption that enters into the 
poor laborer’s A A As he purchases with his labor everything 
that he consumes, (for that is all he has to purchase with,) the taxa- 
tion of articles of consumption is that much added to the cost of his 
living. So that if he is left unprotected, while he is taxed from the 
cradle to the grave, and at the same time you protect others, this 
imposition ceases to be taxation and becomes robbery. 

entlemen have claimed that this bill is a violation of the treaty. 
It must be remembered that this treaty grew out of the sad condi- 
tion of things on the Pacific coast whose people were continually 
memorializing this Government for relief from this accursed blight. 
But even this partial measure—this treaty that permits us to have 
partial relief—came not until our fair city San Francisco had been 
shaken from center to circumference by a labor agitation. 

To be brief, I will state that the fundamental proposition in this 
whole question is that you cannot introduce Chinese labor without 
introducing Chinese conditions. You understand what the Chinese 
conditions are. Hence our objection to the unrestricted immigra- 
tion of this class. We find that the Irishman, the Englishman, and 
the members of all the Cancasian races fust become Americans; they 
are absorbed into our population; but the Chinaman is unimpressi- 
ble; he is a Chinaman forever. 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, this is no new question. As I said in the out- 
set, the evils complained of by the people of the Pacific coast from 
this cause have been urged upon every Congress for the last twelve 
years, either in theshape of petitions from the people, memorials from 
the Legislatures of the Pacific States, or through the introduction of 
measures of relief by representatives from that section. Our com- 
plaints have been unceasingly held up to the view of the country, 
and our appeals for relief have been so persistent that for twelve 
years past our demands have been voiced in the platforms of the two 

at parties of this country. You understand what the language 
of the Republican platform is. It reads thus: r 


Since the authority to regulate immigration and intercourse between the United 
States and foreign nations rests with the Congress of the United States and the 
ees Posey a power, the Republican party, regarding the unrestricted immigra- 
tion of the Chiuese as a matter of grave concernment, under the exercise of both 
these powers, would limit and restrict that immigration by the enactment of such 
just, humane, and reasonable laws and treaties as will produce tliat result. 


It was thus, sirs, that the Republican party at Chicago answered 
our demands in their platform and the Democratic platform at Cin- 
cinnati answered the demands of the Pacific coast in that unmis- 
takable language ‘‘that there shall be no more Chinese immigra- 
tion except for travel, education, and foreign commerce, and therein 
carefully guarded.” 

Now, sir, I wish to say that both parties are pledged to this legis- 
lation. However much gentlemen may try to avoid it they are 
nevertheless pledged. Every gentleman who gave his adhesion to 
either of those parties is pledged to this legislation, and the treaty 
was negotiated for the very purpose of this legislation. 

I wish to remind gentlemen who are here now that the only objec- 
tion they urged when the fifteen-passenger bill was under considera- 
tion was, it was in violation of the treaty. That has been removed 
and now we ask pontono to come forward and redeem their pledges, 
and not to go back on their statements made heretofore. Some gentle- 
men, however, notwithstanding all the facts which have been arrayed 
from time to time showing the evil effects of the presence of the 
Chinese, are still unwilling to believe they are an undesirable people 
to have among us. To all such I would say the judgment ef the 
Pacific coast is worth something, and the united testimony of a peo- 
ple who have had thirty years of experience certainly should be worth 
something. You cannot doubt as to what is their 3 on this 

uestion, Although some few have tried to make themselves believe 
this opposition to the Chinese was the outgrowth of sandlotism and 
demagogism, yet for the sake of common intelligence 1 hope they aro 
few. 

Such unanimity of opinion on any proposition such as exists attotig 
the people of the Pacific coast in regard to the evils growing out of 
Chinese immigration I undertake to say never existed in any com- 
munity of equal numbers in the history of the world; its parallel 
cannot be found. I will not recite the unanimity as exp by the 
vote of California and of Nevada; that has been stated to you time 
and again. Out of 160,000 votes in California, only 88d ex a 
willingness for that people to come to our shores. In Nev: out of 
17,000 or 18,000, less than 100 expressed the same opinion. That 
unanimity still exists, 

But a few days ago, on our entire coast, that people closed their 
doors, their workshops, their places of business, left their homes and 
factories and assembled in every town and hamlet in solemn mass- 
meeting to implore this Con to pass this bill. Their voice comes 
to us as that of one man. Their eyes are turned now longingly to 
this Capitol of the nation, as they wait with trembling anxiety for 
our action at this time. Evening and morning the hearts of that 
noble people who have stood guard at the Golden Gate on eur west- 
ern shores as a Spartan band Battling against the horde of oriental 
invaders in defense of their homes and firesides, go out in fervent 
prayer to the God of nations that our action this day may preserve 
to them and their posterity that fair land. 

This unanimous and active opposition to the presence of the Chi- 
nese is so extraordinary that it can butarrestattention, Especially 
is this true when it is remembered that we are truly a cosmopoli- 
tan people of all tongues and from all lands. We are of every shade 
of religion and politics; our views and opinions apon every other 
proposition are almost as varied as the localities from whence we 
came. Upon this one question we are a unit. There is a reason for 
this, and but one reason, and that is we find ourselves confronted. 
by one common danger. The Chinaman has invaded our land, he 
has pitched his tent at the door and laid siege to every industry im 
our State, and notwithstanding our every effort we find we are being: 
steadily supplanted and being driven back. 

Sentimentalists may theorize and preach the doctrine of “one 
common fatherheod of God and brotherhood of mankind,” and philau- 
thropists may discuss in glowing terms of duty and religion, but it- 
is allsounding brass and a tinkling cymbal when addressed to a peo- 
ple who know by woful experience that the Chinaman is dead to 
every sentiment of our religion and civilization, and whose only god 
is greed. So true is this that a short residence among them is suffi- 
cient to transform the strictest “God and morality” man that ever 
graced New England soil, that portion of our country noted for iis, 
upright and religious People, into a bitter and extreine opponent of 
Chinese immigration. Why, sir, I notice in the papers which gave 


an accormt of the great auti-Chinese demonstration in San Francisco 
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a few days ago that a son of New England addressed one of the 
meetings held in that city in this language: 

We refuse to admit that we are the victims of a senseless race gh, prs We 
are ourselves from the East—from New England, from Eastern, Central, and 
Southern States—and we bronght with us the somone g gel Mp became and prepos- 
sessions entertained there. y have we all changed! Why are we now so unan- 
imously of one opinion? Seven years ago I came to this country fully determined 
to stand up for the Chinese and to favor Chinese immigration upon the broad plat- 
form of welcoming the downtrodden of earth. But I found Chinese immigration 
was a curse to this people. We have a right to demand that our fellow-citizens of 
the East shall recognize our sincerity, and that we shall not be assumed to have 
lost our moral sense by coming here. 


It is ever thus as with this honest New Englander, fully imbued with 
sentiments of his native land and his soul reaching out after the 
downtrodden of all the earth, anxious to welcome them to this land. 
He had but to be brought face to face with this people and be sub- 
jected to the unequal contest, to have but a short lesson in the con- 
vineing school o 5 when his sentimentality and ideas of 
universal brotherh were dissipated as the morning dew. 

Mr. Speaker, it is the presence of the Chinese now upon the Pacific 
coast that has kept away thousands of the Caucasian race, who 
would have gathered to our shores and helped us to rear in that fair 
land a civilization embracing the best features and eliminating the 
most objectionable features of the advanced civilization of the nine- 
teenth century. Sir, go among the poor and laboring of our country 
here in the East, where fewer avenues are open to them to better 
their condition than in times past, and ascertain what influences 
their action to remain while casting their eyes to the great West 
where they may transplant themselves and families and in time rise 
into ease and competency. Why is it that they shun California and 
Oregon and the Pacific coast? They have heard the story of our 
wonder-land. In imagination they have viewed our exhaustless 
mines of gold and silver, our pog mountains, our broad and fertile 
valleys, our waving fields of golden grain, our vine-clad hills, our 
fruitfal valleys, and they amg to come to our suniy shores and 
well in that land of fruits and flowers. But, ah! they have learned 
too truly that this most fruitful spot of this grand continent is occu- 
pied by the leprous Mongolian, who has taken possession of the field 
of labor in whieh the largest part of every country must engage, 
and they turn from us to other places, unwilling that their posterity 
shall be bronght to the unequal struggle that grows ont of the radi- 
cal difference between the oriental and occidental civilization. 

I assert, sir, we have every reason to believe that had it not been 
for the Chinese in California, to-day, instead of less than nine hun- 
dred thousand population we woul have had two million. Oregon 
would have double ber present numbers, and the entire Pacific coast 
would have been at this time enjoying a de; of prosperity diffi- 
cult now to conceive—far above anythin 3 exhibited in 
this land—a marvel of the century. ut, sir, we are properly 
shunned by the white laborer; he who develops the resources of 
our country, who dots the land all over with happy homes and fami- 
lies; the men who erect factories, build churches, found colleges and 
institutions of learning; who develop the arts and sciences; who 
foster commerce ; in whose wake spring up towns and cities as if by 
magic; and who lay broad and deep with firm foundations all our 
national prosperity and the advanced civilization of the American 
continent. The German, the Frenchman, the Irishman, the English- 
man, and Scandinavian, who leave their homes and native land to 
cast their lots with us in this land of freedom, have also learned that 
the Asiatic pests are planted upon the Pacific coast, and they shun 
our States as they would the deadly upas. 

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, being firm in the belief that the time 
is fast approaching in which that mawkish sentimentality that now 
pervades our people in As fers to the yen Aa all races and all peo- 
ple will be laid aside, and that intelligent discrimination will be ex- 
ercised in the well-defined principles of homogeneity, believing that 
the time will soon come when nosuch inefficient treaty as that recently 
negotiated with China will be permitted to stand, believing that the 
time will soon come when the great American people will see the 
injustice done to California and to Pacific States by fastening upon 
them more than a hundred thousand heathen slaves and retrace their 
policy, and say to China, “recall your slaves ;” believing, sir, that the 
necessity for such action will soon be made manifest, in behalf of the 
people of California I ask for the passage of this bill. I ask it, sir, in 
order that we may receive even the s relief that may be obtained 
under this treaty, thereby staying, so far as its provisions will allow, 
this exhaust less stream of yellow plague. For, consider but a moment 
that if what statisticians record be true, at least one-third of the 

ulation of the globe are devotees of Confucius. Millions, then, can 
spared from that too-oft famine-stricken land. And should they 
be ever clothed with the right of American citizenship—which God 
forbid—it will be but a question of time when the light of Christianity 
will be obscured in the gloom of heathen darkness. 
r. CARPENTER. I will yield fifteen minutes of my time to the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. MOORE. ] 

Mr. MOORE, Mr. 8 this is a great question, a question not 
for a day’s discussion, but a question for all time. Let us dissociate 
it carefully from every idea connected with its resultant effects 
upon the next election. I am impelled by an earnest conviction of 


what seems to me to be a pressing patriotic duty to vote against the 
bill now under discussion, and for some of the following reasons: 


The question of singling out by name a particular nation, and that 
nation, too, one of the oldest, largest, most docile, peaceable, and least 
meddlesome of all the nations of the earth, and prohibiting by the 
most stringent and cruel legislation its citizens from coming like 
others at will into the United States, is an international question so 
far-reaching in its scope and consequences as to demand, it seems to 
me, very cautions, careful, and deliberate consideration. 

I have listened with deep interest not only to the edifying dis- 
cussions in this House, but have read also with much pleasure the 
recent very able arguments delivered both for and against the meas- 
ure by distinguished and honorable Senators in the other end of 
this Capitol, and cannot avoid, after careful and earnest inquiry, 
the expression of a serious donbt about the wisdom and expediency 
of its adoption. 

The establishment of such a precedent by the United States, the 
recognized champion of human rights—the nation of all others in 
the world whose chief pride and glory it has been to truly boast of 
being known and recognized everywhere as the home of the free, 
the asylum for the oppressed, the land where all men, of all climes 
all colors, all conditions, all nationalities, are welcome to come and 
go at will, controlled only by, and amenable only to, wise and be- 
neficent laws, applying equally and alike to the people of every 
class—is one that does so much violence to my own sense of justice 
that I cannot, under any stress of evident passion, consent to aid 
in establishing it; and which, if established, I believe would be 
fraught only with mischief that would constantly return to torment 
us in the future. 

As an obscure, though earnest member, therefore, of the great 
national Republican party, a party that has won all its magnificent 
achievements upon the heaven-inspired principle of “equal and exact 
justice to all men;” and as a member of a party who have for the 
last generation shouted ourselves hoarse for the fixing of this prin- 
ciple in the very framework and foundations of our grand political 
structure, I confess to an utter incapacity to see how we, on this side 
of the House, can reconcile a vote for this dangerous bill with any 
principle of Republican consistency. 

Most of the arguments urged in favor of this bill by gentlemen 
who seem anxious for its passage impress me as being puerile, flimsy, 
and unworthy of serious consideration. 

My distinguished friend from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] says that 
some of the immigrants coming to this country from China bring 
loathsome diseases with them, and he seemed to lay great stress u 
this as a powerful argument in favor of the passage of this bill. 
Assuming that some of them do bring with them foul physical infirmi- 
ties, is this a good reason why a great government like ours should, 
by the most rigorous laws, single out by name and bring under the 
ban of exclusion a whole nation of people? Do not many, very many, 
Enropean immigrants come among us suffering from loathsome dis- 
eases? Is a physical disease more dangerous to the stability of our 
institutions when it exists among us in the person of an Asiatic 
rather than a European immigrant? 

Another apparently favorite argument of the honorable gentleman 
was that of all the eighty thousand population now on the Pacific 
slope they have not a dozen wives among them. I would gladly 
give my distinguished friend the benefit of this convincing argument 
if he had not already only a few minutes before himself neutralized 
its efficacy by voting for the exclusion of some of our own native- 
born American white citizens—Mormons—solely because they were 
too much married. It seems difficult to satisfy my friend upon this 
very delicate subject. 

Another one of his arguments is that they are an economical people, 
and can probably live on a less expenditure of money than any other 
people upon the earth. . Now, I respectfully submit that this does not 
earry to my view that force and effectiveness evidently intended to 
be lodged in the public mind, but has the very opposite effect in sug- 
gesting from this proscribed people at least one example that the 
extravagances of our own race might find great profit in emulating. 

These arguments tend in no manner to convince my judgment, 
although aided greatly by that natural desire stimulated in my Ameri- 
can heart by sympathetic preferences for our own people. Can it be 
possible that a vation so old, so civilized, that has had a successful and 
stable government in existence ever since and even before the laws 
written upon the tablets of stone by Moses himself, can be composed 
of such dangerous savages as claimed by the honorable gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. SPEER?] Noothernation hasshownsuch stability. 
Whatisthe cause ofit? They haveevidently more to commend them 
than the honorable gentleman is disposed to give them credit fer. 
They must certainly possess something worthy of commendation. 

The strongest argument, as J think, that has yet been urged dur- 
ing this discussion in favor of the bill is that made by the late Presi- 
dent Garfield aud re-echoed yesterday by the honorable gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Wiks.) But even that was more or less 
specious, and was urged, it will be remembered, at a time when ex- 
travagant bids were being made by both great political parties for 
the vote of California, which was then expected to decide the Presi- 
dency. 

I do not mean to convey the impression that the same arguments 
might not and would not have been made under any other eireum- 
stances; but I do mean to say that all men partake more or zess of 
the selfish imperfections of each, and that the time and place and 


circumstances are always considerations which should properly enter 

into the human mind in an endeavor to reach any conclusion. - 
The honorable gentleman from Georgia also says there never will 
come a time when the white people of the South, with any degree 
of unanimity of view, will object to the negro race. I am glad to 
hear this from so high a source. I respectfully submit, however, 
that he may forget that there has been a time when that was not the 
case. But I am reminded that it was before the gront Republican 
them citizens and 


party, in spite of Democratic opposition, made 
voters. 

The estimate in round numbers of Chinese in this country is about 
one hundred thousand, or about one to every five hundred of our popu- 
lation. Now, at this rate is there any likelihood that our country 
will be speedily overrun or its interests endangered by this condition 
of things? If hereafter danger should come from Chinese immigra- 
tion there will be ample time and means to avert it. I cannot bring 
myself to realize the fears of our timid and frightened friends who see 
in every Chinese pigtail a political dynamite. The peril to our insti- 
tutions does not seem to me half so imminent as our alarmed and 
unduly excited Pacific coast friends would have us believe. 

But there are grave As gee aoe ee bound up in the considera- 
tion of this bill. Suppose we adopt it and open up again the vexed 
question of color, for this, while not being the ostensible nor probably 
the original purpose, will yet be the practical result. “How long, in 
such an event, will it be before the rights of certain classes of our own 
native-born citizens would be attacked and invaded? The precedent 
that this bill establishes will certainly justify such future action, and 
there are those who are to-day secretly rejoicing at this wedge which, 
be assured, Mr. Speaker, will be vigorously mauled by them whenever 
it shall have made even a trifling lodgment in the great question of 
colored citizenship. 

In order to illustrate, I ask the Clerk to read the recent colloquy 
between two distinguished Senators while pam a discussion of this 
bill; and Idoso because it discovers clearly the workings of a strong 
mind already evidently looking in the direction suggested. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


Mr. Dawes. The Senator from Mississippi said yesterday : 

And now, Mr. President, before I take my seat I wish to congratulate the Seu 
ators from the Pacific States on the skill "— 

That is the first thing— 

“and moderation "— 

Which is very commendable— ; 
with which they have discussed the relations of the American people with this 
inferior race, For once, sir, this subject been. discussed in a calm and philo- 
sophical spirit without exciting sectional animosities or rekindling the passions 
33 by past contests an sions. The time may come—it is not here 
now—when the relations of another race to American citizenship must be, as all 
other questions ought to be, discussed in the like spirit.” 

Just as these Senators have discussed the Chinese question: 

In the meantime, while discharging our duty freely in educating that race 
into a proper discharge of their duties as American citizens, advancing them to 
their full capacity, it will also be our duty to observe with care and impartiality 
the experiment of African Bar gp No man shall strive harder than I will to 
make The experiment successful, and no man will be more rejoiced if in the end it 
shall be all that those who initiated it shall desire. All that I ask for the white 
people of the South on this subject is what I am willing to grant, and I believe a 
majority of this body is willing to grant to the white people of the Pacifie States.” 

What I ask for the white poopie of Mississippi is what we are granting to the 
white people of the Pacific States— 

„That their testimony, their experience, and their judgment shall not be dis- 
credited in a mute er so deeply affecting their welfare. 

»The Constitution was ordai and established by white men, as they them- 
selves declared in its preamble ‘to secure the blessings of liberty to themselves 
(ourselves) and their (our) posterity,” and I cannot deubt that this great pledge 
thus solemnly given will be as fully redeemed in favor of the white people of the 
South, should occasion for action arise, as I intend on my part and on their behalf 
to redeem it this — a favor of the white people of the Pacific States, by my vote 
to protect them against a degrading and destructive association with the inferior 
race now threatening to overrun them.” 4 

Sir, that is the logic of the bill. The time may come.” It is not safe to sayit 
has come now, but the time may come.” 

Mr. GEORGE. That is the wrong word, to say it is not safe. That seems to im- 
ply that I would say so if I had what the gentleman imputed to me a few moments 


ago—the cou to say it. 
— 5 Dawes. If the Benator understood me as intimating that he nsed that 
Word 


Mr. GEORGE. You said ' it was not safe to say it had come now.“ 

Mr. Dawes. Yes, sir; it is not safe. 

Mr. GEORGE. I said the time had not come now, not from any considerations of 
safety or policy, but I simply announced an existing fact, that it had not come 
now. 

Mr. Dawes. I quoted the Senator, not to intimate that the Senator would fail 
in his duty, as he indicates it there, to contribute all in his power to make African 
citizenship a success. I do not impute any such thing. I do not impute to the 
Senator any desire that African citizenship in his State shall fail. I donotintend 
to do the Senator any injustice, or to leave him dissatisfied with anything, save 
what be has himself said. 

Mr. GEORGE. I am perfectly content to rest upon what I have said. 

Mr. Dawes. Of that I know the Senator will not be dissatisfied. I mean to say 
that the Senator says “the time may come;” and I am willing to add, if the Sena- 
tor desires it, that he hopes it never will come; but when, in the opinion of his 
people, it has come 8 

r. GEORGE. I think the gentleman imputes to me there an opinion not ex- 
pressed. Idid not say that the coming of the time was to be determined by the 
opinions of the le of Mississippi 

know pe —.— Senator did mean in what he said. 


Mr. DAWES. onld like to 


Mr. Guonak. I meant exactly what . 
Mr. Dawes. So I sup 
Mr. GEORGE. I will read that part of uy remarks: . 
* The time may come”— 
Not “will "— 
it is not here now—when the relations of another race to American citizenship 
must be, as all other questions ought to be. d 


in the like spirit.“ 
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There is nothing there to suggest that I make the peop.e of Mississippi or of 
the South the arbiters of the time. 

Mr. Hoar. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me to ask him if he did not 
say when he uttered his speech but it will come; and whether that is not to 
that extent an erroneous report in the Rxconb of what he actually uttered ? 

Mr. GEORGE. It is a verbatim report. 

Mr. Hoar. Lask the question for my own satisfaction. Did not the Senator from 
3 when he said the time bas not arrived. utter the words, but it will 
come!” I saw the manuscript, I will state to the Senator, which was in the pos- 
session of the Reporter. Perhaps I am stating from an entirely erroneous recol- 
lection, but I thought he said but it will come.“ 

Mr. GEORGE. I said “ it may come.” 

Mr. Hoar. Very well; the Senator undoubtedly states it correctly. 


Mr. PAGE. I ask the gentleman to yield to me to have read, as 
bearing on the question, the remarks of a great leader of the Repub- 
lican party. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Whose speech? 

Mr. PAGE. The speech of Abraham Lincoln. 

Mr. MOORE. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. PAGE. I ask the Clerk to read what I have marked. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Iwill say, then, that I am not nor ever have been in favor of bringing about 
in any way the social and political equality of the white and black races; that I 
am not nor ever have been in favor of making voters or jurors of negroes, nor of 
qualifying them to hold office, or intermarry with the white people; I will say, 
in addition to this, that there is a physical difference between the white and black 
races which I believe will forever iorbid the two races living together on terms of 
social and political equality. Aud inasmuch as they cannot so live, while they do 
remain together there must be the Dea of superior and inferior, and I, as much 
8 other man, am in favor of having the superior position assigned to the 
white race. 


Mr. MOORE. What date was that? 

Mr. PAGE. Eighteen hundred and fifty-nine. 

Mr. MOORE. The year before he was elected the first time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Criticism of what has been said 
in the Senate is, under the rules ofthe House, out of order. But as 
the gentleman has been permitted to go on without check on that 
account, I ask that the Cle>k also read the remarks of Senator JONES, 
a prominent cf piace and of Senator MILLER, another prominent 
Republican. If that is done I am walling to have the gentleman’s 
quotations go into tie RECORD without objection. 

Mr. REED. Had we not better reprint the RECORD and have a 
second edition? I think we might as well if the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Illinois is ag to. 

Mr. MOORE. Iam quite willing Senator MILLER’S or any other 
Senator’s speech may go into mine if it be pertinent to the question 
we are 5 8 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Let the remarks of Senator JoNES 
and the remarks of Senator MILLER be also quoted in this connection, 
and then I will have no objection. [Cries of “Oh, no!“ ] Then 1 
make the point of order that the gentleman from Tennessee is not in 
order in referring to the proceedings of the Senate. If the gentle- 
man is willing to quote Senator Jones and Senator MILLER on the 
same point, then I am willing to withdraw the point of erder. 

Mr. MOORE. I hope I will be permitted to proceed in my own 
way in the few minutes remaining to me. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I will withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I must insist on the fact that the gentleman 
under the rales has no right to comment on whatis said in the other 
House. Lask that the rule be read. 

Mr. MOORE. I withhold any further comment, and will proceed 
with my remarks. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not object to the gentleman’s quoting, but 
I do object to criticisms on what has taken place in the other Hass, 

Mr. MOORE. It will be seen, Mr. Speaker, that the distinguished 
Senator from Mississippi has hopes reaching far beyond the direct 
effects of this bill, and that the reason for his support of it—logically 
deduced—is that he may, at a later period, consistently expect the 
friends of this bill to return to him, as a quid pro quo, their votes 
when he shall call for them to help him *‘ test the question of African 
citizenship” in the United States. 

Now, if this is not a fair and rational interpretation of the honor- 
able Senator’s position, it will be interesting to the country to have 
him explain what is. It involves national consequences of sufficient 
importance to warrant ventilation. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish I could rid myself of the firmly fixed impression 
that the original and most bitter opposition to these Asiatic immi- 
grants comes from other immi ts from Euro countries, men 
who are themselves sharers in the benign blessings that they would 
deny to these Chinese. Has not the opposition which has now grown 
to the maddened proportions claimed by friends of the bill been 
inspired chiefly by these European immigrants and fanned at times 
to tever-heat by blatherskites, Dennis Kearneys, and other sand-lot 
agrarians? These are 1 worthy to be answered, and their 
truthful answering will lend much weight to the conclusions reachetl 
thereunder. All the indications that have come to some of us in the 
more remote places from that section point unmistakably to intin- 
ences inspired and controlled wholly by pees and prejudice. The 
government of a great nation cannot afford, undersympathetic appeals 
from sister communities, inspired wey by these ignoble ar; ents, 
to enact rigorous, stringent, and cruel laws permanently aifecting a 
greus nation of people. I believe it to be the duty of a wise legis- 

ater to aid in creating, fostering, and directing a liberal, compre- 
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hensive, and patriotic public sentiment among the people of his 
country, rather than to follow in a blind and submissive way the 
unreasoning and often bitter prejudices and passions, engendered 
throngh ignorant and superstitious, though well-intentioned, masses 
of unlettered populations. 

Great stress is laid by some of the advocates of this bill upon the 
fact that poverty and prostitution are the characteristics of many of 
the Chinese immigrants; and there is a degree of force in the argu- 
ment. But why not apply it to the many European immigrants also? 
There are certainly very large numbers of that class possessing the 
same peculiarities, and that they do not apply it is of itself alone 
one of the most eloquent arguments to prove the existence of the 
passion and prejudice to which we ascribe the chief opposition to 
these people. But these vices are not uliar to either Asiatic or 

{uropean immigrants. They and similar vices deplorably exist in 
many of our large cities among our own native population. Let 
uny curious inquirer take a horse-car on any day in the year and 
pass along the great thoroughfare from the Fifth Avenue Hotel to 
the Astor House in New York City, and unless he deliberately shuts 
his eyes he will discover in many places along that route unmistak- 
able evidences of shameless prostitution flaunting its brazen ensigns 
from many an open window. I doubt not but similar scenes might 
he witnessed in San Francisco, Chicago, New Orleans, and other Amer- 
ican cities, if vigorous search were made, and possibly even in Wash- 
ington City. Now,nobody is ready to defend this deplorable fact, 
but I only state it in order to show the weakness of the argument 
when our friends undertake to use it exclusively against these poor 
Chinese, But passing over all these trivial arguments of poverty 
und prostitution and pig-tails, let us come to the broader view and 
one to be looked at in the glare of an enlarged and enlightened states- 
manship. 

It has been but a few years since the whole country was ringing 
with the pæans sung in praise of the distinguished New Englander 
who opened up the far eastern doors that had hitherto been locked to 
all commercial intercourse with our nation. From the results of that 
joyously hailed enterprise we are but just now beginnag to reach 
the e from which many are hopefully looking for the be- 
ginning of great national profit. Shall we now unceremoniously 
slam this open door back in their friendly faces? I do not think it 
would be an act of wise statesmanship, and must decline to aid. 
These people are consumers of what we so plentifully grow and 
manufacture. Is it not to our interest, to put it upon no higher 

und, to cultivate friendly and intimate commercial relations? 

hey number four hundred million of people, and will furnish a 
magnificent and prolific source of profit to our agricultural, manu- 
facturing, and mechanical producers in the years that are to come. 

We may not at present feel the special necessity for their friend- 
ship and their trade. But we are rapidly growing. It will not, in all 
probability, be a very long time before the natural increase in our 
already prodigious productions will cause us to begin to cast about for 
fields into which we can profitably send our surplus wealth. Shall we 
wantonly offend and fence out this grand field? This is not the policy 
which has heretofore brought peace, prosperity, and good-fellowship 
to us from all the other nations. Why, then, act so rashlyf The 
policy adopted by the passage of this bill will be, cannot but be, 
received aud accepted by the Chinese nation as one of hostility. It 
will be the first formidable step in the creation of a hostile public 
seutiment, that shall not only have the tendency to put a stop to pres- 
ent commercial intercourse between them and us, but will tend also to 
erect a permanent barrier against those future business relations that 
the rapidly expanding interests of our country so wisely demand we 
should cultivate. I cannot be made to believe that it is a wise step 
now to deliberately make this, one of the oldest and largest of the 
nations of the earth, an exception to our universal policy of peace, 
amity, and free intercourse, particularly when we do so, as will plainly 
appear to others, substantially because of the one question of color. 
That question we had hoped was forever settled. Our good Dem- 
ocratic friends who used to brandish such terrible threats above the 
heads of our devoted lovers of liberty in the event of the abolition 
of slavery are now as happy as the veriest Greeleyite or Garrisonian. 
Our accomplished and cultivated white daughters have not married 
“ big buck niggers,” as was innocently predicted ; and the fragrant 
slavery rose, which under the magical and potent power of the great 
national Republican party has been transformed into American citi- 
zenship, still continues to smell just as sweet as it did seventeen 
years ago. 

No, no, Mr. Speaker, most of us have gone all through this question 
before. Let us not do any act that will tend in any way to reopen 
the question. Let us do no violence to the genius, the spirit, and 
the traditions of our dear old Government that have won for it the 
very front seat in the great theater of the world. 

I do not mean to contravene the right, the power, or even the duty 
of this Government, under certain necessary conditions, to regulate, 
restrict, and even go so far as to prohibit foreign immigration, But 
all such legislation should not, in specific terms, in my opinion, be 
made to apply with cruel force to a particular nation, making it 
thereby a conspicuous and reproachful exception to all the others of 
the earth. The inexpediency and absolute injustice of such a policy 
ai PE to me so flagrant as to demand my most earnest oppositign. 
t others do as they may, therefore, as for me I do not intend to 


permit what appears to me to be the passionate clamors of a tempo- 

rarily maddened locality to influence my humble vote for a measure 

that is franght, as I believe, with imminent peril to the best interests 

of my country. 

pie following proceedings occurred before the close of Mr. Moorr’s 
ch: 

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The geutleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HOUK. The time of other gentlemen has been extended, and 

I hope there will be no objection to allowing my colleague to pro- 

ceed until his remarks have been concluded. 

Mr. PAGE. I hope that will be done. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. Moore then concluded his speech. ] 

Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. Speaker, though I am a member of the 
committee that reported the bill for which the measure now under 
consideration is a substitute, I had not intended to make any remarks 
upon the question at issue, but merely express my judgment of it in 
the vote which I shall give against it. 

But when the bill which came from the Senate and which was sub- 
stituted for the bill reported by the House committee, which is even 
more objectionable to my mind than the House bill, came before the 
House, I resolved, if I could find an opportunity, to express two or threo 
of the reasons which induce me tooppose the measure. And I desire to 
premise the few remarks—and they shall be brief—which I intend to 
make by saying that upon this question I have sought to reconsider 
my original convictions. I have sought to do this because I have 
entertained during my short service in this House the most friendly 
and fraternal feeling for the gentleman from California who intro- 
duced this bill, and who is working with such energy and zeal to ac- 
complish his purpose in getting the House to pass it. Ihave sought 
to do this for another reason, because I have known and I know now 
that ninety-nine hundredths of the people of California, where the 
larger number of these people whom this bill proposes to proscribe 
are located, are in favor of it. 

For these reasons I have thought that it became me as a representa- 
tive of a portion of the American people, that it became me as a cit- 
izen of the United States, that it became me asa man to at least take 
the sober second thonght before I determined upon my course in re- 
gard to it. But the more I have thought upon it the deeper are my 
convictions that it ought not to become a law. And I desire to state 
three at least of the reasons why I think so. 

Let me say here that if this bill provided that all criminals of this 
race should be excluded from our ports, if it provided for the exclusion 
of paupers from our ports, if it provided for the exclusion of those 
persons who do not come here voluntarily, by their own will, and for 
their own purposes—if these were the features of the bill and the 
8 features of the bill, I probably should give it my support. 

ut these are exactly the classes which this bill does not mean. This 
bill means freemen, men that have a will of theirown, men that have 
purposes of their own, men that propose to go where they will and 
sell their labor for the highest price that they can obtain for it. 

What is this bili? Its first section provides: 

That from and after the expiration of ninety days next after the e of 
this act, and until the expiration of twenty years next after the passage of this 
act, the coming of Chinese laborers to the United States be, and the Paneta hereby, 
suspended. 

The second section provides that any master of any vessel who shall 
bring any Chinese laborer into this country and land him in any of 
the ports of the United States shall be subject to a fine and impris- 
onment fora term not exceeding one year. 

Then there occur several sections which provide the degrading 
system of passports; which it is proposed that the classes that are 
excepted from the operation of this bill shall have fastened to them 
in all their travels through the United States. Whether they are 
students, whether they are traveling for pleasure in this country, 
for observation or what not, they are to travel and live under this 
discriminating and degrading system of passports. 

Then section 11 provides: 

That every vessel whose master shall knowingly violate any of the provisions ot 
this act shall be deemed forfeited to the United States, Ko. 

Section 13 provides a fine and imprisonment for the Chinaman him- 
self who shall come. 

Section 14 provides— 

That no Chinese shall be permitted to enter the United States by land without 
producing to the proper officer of customs the certificate herein required, &. 

And it provides a fine and imprisonment if that provision is con- 
travened. 

Mr. PAGE. I would like, with the permission of the gentleman 
from Iowa, to interrupt him by and by; or now, if it does not inter- 
rupt the gentleman, I would like to ask him a question. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I am willing the gentleman should ask any 
question he chooses, but I would like it should not come out of my 
time. 

Mr. PAGE. It shall not come ont of the gentleman's time. Lask 
the gentleman if every American citizen traveling abroad does not 
require to have a passport from the State Department. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Certainly he does. 

Mr. PAGE. And I ask further if the provision of the bill requir- 


8 


ing passports and registration is not necessitated by the terms of the 
| treaty, which provides that Chinese residing in the United States in 
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November, 1880, may leave the United States, go back to China, and 
return to this country; andif a system of passports is not absolutely 
necessary to distinguish those who resided here at the making of the 


treaty? 

Mr CARPENTER. I believe that is undoubtedly so. But I be- 
lieve there is no nation on earth where American citizens, native or 
naturalized, if they went there and lived for a term of years, as many 
of our ple, for example, go to Germany as students, are subjected 
to the 8 and degrading system of passports such as is 
provided by this bill. 

The seventeenth and last section provides: 


That the words Chinese laborers,” wherever used in this act, shall be con- 
= to mean both skilled and unskilled laborers and Chinese employed in min- 


That takes in everybody. Now I am opposed to this bill. I am 
opposed to this bill in the first place because I believe it violates 
our treaty obligations to these people; I am opposed to it in the 
second place because I believe it is unnecessary; and I am opposed 
to it in the third place because if it were necessary the provisions of 
this bill are unnecessarily harsh and oppressive. 

What is the language of this treaty? Let me read: 

Whenever, in the opinion of the Government of the United States, the coming 
of Chinese laborers to the United States or their residence affects, or threatens to 
affect, the interests of that country or to endanger the good order of the said coun- 
try, or of any locality within the territory thereof, the Government, &. 

Now let mecall your attention in connection with this, Mr. Speaker, 
toa few figures, found not only in the census report, but found on 
page 27 of the American Almanac. Since the year 1855, twenty-seven 
years, the total number of Chinese who have come to the United States 
amount to the sum of 232,283. Twenty-seven years of immigration 
to the United States of this people, proposed under this bill to be 
proscribed, have amounted tothe barè sum of two hundred and thirty- 
two thousand and a few odd hundreds. The census of 1880 found 
but one hundred and five thousand and a few odd hundred in the 
entire country. Tell me, will you, in the light of this treaty, and 
in the presence of fifty millions of people, that these people, going 
and coming, where it has taken twenty-seven years to leave one hun- 
dred and five thousand of them in the country, that their residence 
therein ‘‘ affects or threatens to affect the interests of the country or to 
endanger the good order of the said country or of any locality within 
the territory thereof;” unless it may be the sand-lots of San Fran- 
cisco. I desire to call attention to a few of these figures in detail, 
because they are instructive. In 1878, 8,468 Chinese came to this coun- 
try; in 1879,9,129 came; in 1880,7,011 came, less than in either of the 
two preceding years. The number that have come since then I do 
not have; but it is supposed during the first half of the year 1881 
about five thousand came tothe United States. Tell me, in the light 
of these figures, that these men, coming and going, anywhere or in 
any locality in these United States, endanger the peace and good order 
of the country and affect the interests of this country. 

There is another thing connected with this treaty to which I desire 
to call attention. The limitation or suspension— 

Shall be reasonable, and shall apply only to Chinese who shall go to the United 
States, &c. 

The limitation or suspension shall be “reasonable.” What does 
the word suspension“ mean? It means to stop for the time being. 
Twenty years is two-thirds of the life of a generation. Is it reason- 
able in the light of this treaty, or is it reasonable in the light of even 
the life-time of a living nation? 

But this law is unnecessary, because, as I have shown you, as com- 
pared with the population of this conntry these Chinese who come 
and go are as a drop in the bucket. I venture this assertion that the 
one hundred thousand Chinese now in the United States, if they could 
be set down in Iowa, which I have the honor in part to represent, 
could be employed on the farms, on the railroads, building, in the 
homes and in the mines of Iowa, and not a single laborer now em- 
ployed would be displaced from his avocation, and not a half-penny 
would be taken from the wages of any one man. 

Heaven knows that I would not do anything to degrade labor in 
America. I believe in dear labor. I believe that every nation which 
has dear labor and not cheap labor is the most prosperous and the 
most happy; that the country affording the most remunerative em- 
ployment to its ak is the greatest among nations. I would not 
degrade labor. And it seems to me that these few men coming and 
going can hardly degrade labor anywhere. 

In the next place, even if this bill was necessary its provisions are 
unnecessarily harsh and oppressive. I think I have said enough to 
show that this statement is true. {stand here upon its truth to-day 
and will continue so to stand. 

Now, to illustrate and bring it home to you. Only three or four 
days ago, over in the other end of the Capitol, a man was confirmed 
upon the nomination of the President of the United States as min- 
ister to China. Now, suppose, for the sake of argument, that that 
minister goes there, and in the presence of the officers of the Gov- 
ernment of China presents the congratulations of the President of 
the United States and of our people, the compliments of this conn- 
try and the good wishes of this great Republic of fifty millions speak- 
ing through its President and its minister. I hardly think he would 
cap the climax of sarcasm by calling the attention of the officials of 
China to a bill recently passed by the American Congress as an evi- 


dence of the good will and good wishes of the people of this country 
and of this Government. 

I will not detain the House much longer. This bill will become a 
law; or, the bill will pass, I do not know whether it will become a 
law or not. It will pass this House; I know that. I know that I 
speak for a lost cause. 

But I want to make a prophesy here and now: that within ten 
years from this date, yes, before 1890, the men who are advocating 
this measure will be back here—I hope they will be back here; it 
is probable that I will not be here—they will be back here advocating 
itsrepeal, There will be a reaction on this subject. Common sense, 
and not prejudice, will then prevail. 

There is one other matter to which I desire to call attention, and 
which I had very nearly forgotten. I refer to our commercial rela- 
tions 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
pired. 

Mr. DEERING. 
clude his remarks, 

Mr. PAGE. I hope there will be no objection. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Theyare not of any very great value any way, 
but I desire to call the attention of my friends from California to cer- 
tain facts. In 1878 there were exported from California to China 
209,611 barrels of flour, and in 1879 there were exported 235,78) 
barrels. In 1878 there were exported of quicksilver 20,445 flasks, 
and in 1879, 36,696 flasks. And the reports show that this commerce 
is continually increasing. 

Now, let me say a word or two to our friends on the other side of 
the House, who will almost unanimously vote for this bill. I want 
to state one fact to them connected with this commercial question. 
There were sent to China from our ports in 1874, 2,630 bales of drill- 
ing and 1,135 bales of sheeting. In 1877 there were sent 19,612 bales 
of drilling and 14,461 bales of sheeting. I call the special atten- 
tion of gentlemen on the other side of the House to this increasing 
and profitable commerce. It is a commerce for which their constit- 
uents furnish the raw materials. Now, do gentlemen believe that 
this commerce will continue, that our commercial relations, as 
they have existed heretofore with that country, with all its increas- 
ing possibilities, will continue, if we here in our capacity as repre- 
sentatives of the American people throw into the face of the govern- 
ment with whose people we are anxious to maintain peaceful rela- 
tions and mutual trade a measure so unwarranted and unfraternal 
as this bill? ; 

I do not know that I have anything more to say. 

Mr. PAGE. As the gentleman is about to take his seat, I would 
like to ask him one question. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Certainly. 

Mr. PAGE. The gentleman a referred to our commercial rela- 
tions and the effect which this bill might have npon the commerce 
between the United States and China. Does he not believe that we 
have business men on the Pacific coast who, while they desire to pro- 
tect the commerce of the Pacific coast, the trade in wheat and other 
materials sent to China, still regard the presence of that people here 
as far more dangerous to our civilization and the interests of that 
State than all the commerce between California and China is worth ? 
And does he not know another fact, that the balance of trade with 
China is largely agaiust us; that we import from China more than 
we export to that country? And does not the gentleman also know 
that when this treaty was made to which he has referred, another 
treaty was made at the same time forextending the commerce between 
that country and this? There is no demand on the part of the 
Chinese Government that their cooly slaves shall be allowed to immi- 
grate here in order that commercial relations between the two conn- 
tries may be encouraged. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The treaty was not made in the light of this 
bill. 

Mr. PAGE. 
missioners. 

Mr. CARPENTER. This bill was not before the commissioners. 

Mr. PAGE, But the treaty which permitted the bill to be passed 
was before the same commissioners. 

Mr. CARPENTER. That is exactly the point. 
not in accordance with the provisions of the treaty. 

Mr. PAGE. In what respect? 

Mr. CARPENTER. I have tried to show. 

Mr. PAGE. The question of reasonable limitation and restriction 
is one that certainly must be left to the law-making power. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I take the floor to 
state briefly the reasons which will control my vote on this bill. I 
am not indifferent to the exceptional situation or the embarrassments 
of the people on the Pacifie slope. I sympathize with them in that 
embarrassment. Iam besought by letters from the best of friends 
there to vote for this bill, as I presume others are. But after all 
the n I have been able to give it I find it impossible to 
comply. 

1 . the bill violates the fundamental traditions of our Gov- 
ernment; and to do this, in order to rectify a local and temporary 
evil, is, in my judgment, like drawing blood from the human body 
to quench its thirst. I know it is said that this is mere sentiment 


The time of the gentleman has ex- 


I hope that my colleague will be allowed to con- 


It was made at the same time and by the same com- 


I say this bill is 
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against sense—the romance of the imagination against the practical 
affairs of life—the play of the emotions against the sounder maxims 
of the law. But I am not disturbed by that, sir. I do not forget that 
for the last thirty years and more all who have stood for the vital 
issues of the time have been graciously treated to the same re- 
minders; yet how many of these despised sentimentalists have been 
compelled to take the back track—to explain their record or depre- 
cate their action? 

What is sentiment but feeling fortified by truth and logic? And 
thus fortified, is it not the impelling power of nations as it is of men? 
Logic without feeling is dead. It is non-logic, for it leaves out of the 
major premise the emotions of humanity ; but feeling, springing from 
the principles of justice and right, is the life-growth of the world. 
Sentiment in the mental world is like electricity in the physical. 
Unobstructed it flows on unseen; but obstruct it and it will upheave 
empires and shake continents. Solid old England—unimaginative, 
oppressive, and cruel at times—has been exceedingly sentimental in 
her day. A writer in an eastern journal has said: 


The Englishman, hard-headed and realistic as he is usually called, has waged 
more wars for mere “ sentiment” than any race upon earth. The abstract names 
which move continental nations—‘‘ glory,” ‘ nationality,” “federation,” “ terri- 
torial extension "—pass by him like the wind. But the picture of a harmless Ger- 
man bookseller murdered in a French prison strengthened his arm against Na 
leon. The vision of helpless Turks mown down by red-hot shot at Sinope hurled 
him headlong at the throat of Nicholas. The thought of two inoffensive travelers 
pining in a filthy dungeon sent him to hew his way through the mountains of Abys- 
sinia, and a few vivid sketches of Cossack marauders burning and slaying among 
the peaceful Roumelian villages will do more to spur him on than any flourish 
about Russian aggrandizement " and the balance of power." 


Mr. Speaker, if sentiment can thus burn under the sturdy waist- 
coat of stolid “John Bull,” what must it not be in the blazing breast 
of Brother Jonathan?” Whatever it may be, sir, it is not dead 
yet, and it will never do to defy it. 

Yet this bill, in my 1 does violate and defy the very 
fundamental idea out of which the American Republic sprang, and 
from which it draws its life and strength and hopes of perpetu- 
ity and domination in the world. What isit? Itis this: that no 
obstacle to the free enjoyment of its blessings shall ever be inter- 
posed which the humblest of God’s creatures by his own efforts may 
not overcome if he will. Now, there are three things which no man by 
his effort can overcome. What are they? The place of his birth, 
the color of his eyes or skin, the race to which he belongs. To found 
a bill on any one of these should be sufficient to defeat it, yet this 
bill embraces them all. Parties have been formed on each of these 
issues, and each in its turn has gone to dissolution and decay. 

Mr. Speaker, the earlier days of my boyhood were spent near the 
line of the Erie Canal in the grand old State of New York, and among 
my earliest recollections were the first emigrants of those days taking 
steerage passage on the slow-moving canal-boats. They were from 
the humblest, the poorest, and most ignorant class of the Old World. 
They were filthy, some were vermin-eaten, and all were repulsive in 
porsona appearance, They settled by themselves and were known 

vy their settlement as“ China Town” is known to-day. I remem- 
ber how alive prejudice was, and how bitter and relentless, I re- 
member the oaths applied to them, which cannot be repeated here, 
and the coarse epithets by which they were classed as “Irish and 
Dutch cattle ” and “Swede and Swiss and Norwegian hogs.” But 
among the fortunate things of my life I count it the most fortunate 
that it has so happened that no word, act, or vote of mine has ever 
indorsed the doctrine that any man made in the image of his God 
shall be proseribed for the pee of his birth. They were humble 
and they were ignorant and repulsive, but they were honest, tem- 
perate, and industrious, and the greatest glory of our country is that 
the second generation of these same men are among its brightest 
jewels to-day. 

I remember, further, when a young man in Rochester, New York, 
what the excitement against foreigners was there, as others remember 
it elsewhere, when even boys of the age of sixteen years, mad with 
prejudice and blind with passion, paced the streets with loaded 
revolvers, ready at the least incitement to shoot men down on account 
of their nationality. But prejudice yielded to reason then; why 
should it not now ? 

Our German friends, my colleagues and friends as I am proud to 
call them, who have just spoken from the honest y of their hearts and 
the sincerity of their convictions, what will they say, while we are 
standing upon this bill, of the persecutions in Russia, the conscrip- 
tions in Germany, the oppression and tyranny in Ireland? Is it after 
all our race, or our nationality alone? I speak only for myself, but 
I say there is no man anywhere on God’s footstool who is honest, 
who pays his taxes and obeys the laws, who shall ever be proscribed 
by my vote until by some act of his he forfeits his rights asa citizen 
or as a man. 

Put into the bill any reasonable restrictions and conditions, how- 
ever severe; provide for the exclusion of the vicious, the criminal 
the profligate, the dissolute; go further, and provide exceptiona 
remedies for exceptional emergencies; require that Chinamen shall 
learn our language, adopt our dress, attend our schools, conform to 
onr manners and customs, become freeholders, and live in families, 
give bonds to remain in the country for a fixed period, or anything 
within the bounds of reason, and I will vote for the bill, however 
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unskilled laborer, however intelligent, honest, industrious, frugal, 
and thrifty he may be, eannot come for a period of 8 1 6 years, a 
period, mark you, Mr. Speaker, which measures out the life of most 
of the men on this floor, I cannot vote for it. 

I cannot vote for it for another reason. I believe it to be in the 
very teeth of the spirit, if not the letter, of the treaty itself. It vio- 
lates every principle of good faith, in my judgment, involved in the 
negotiations. It transforms the treaty into a delusion and a snare. 
The first article of the treaty which has been so often repeated pro- 
vides that suspension of immigration shall be“ reasonable ;” it shall 
not be “absolutely prohibitory.” Twenty years is an unreasonable 
time. 

Suppose our commissioner had proposed to insert in this treaty 
the provision that the “suspension of immigration shall be reason- 
able and not for a longer period than twenty years.” Does any- 
body suppose this treaty could have been made with that clause in 
it? Men negotiate treaties not only for succeeding generations but 
for their own; and when personal privileges are involved is it rea- 
sonable or are we to be told that the very men who were negotiating 
this treaty for China, middle-aged or farther advanced, representing 
the generation on the stage of action with them, intended to put any- 
thing into the treaty by which they and their fellows for two-thi 
of a generation would be prohibited from entering the United States; 
that they consented to this; and in the next breath turned round and 
said this must be “reasonable,” it must not be“ prohibitory?” Is 
this a reasonable construction of the treaty? It must be if this bill 
is to stand on it. But did not the Republican party, we are asked, 
agree to regulate and restrict Chinese immigration? Yes, perhaps 
it did. But did it agree to prohibit it? And if it did, I desire to 
inquire, good-naturedly, how the Golden State met her part of the 
agreement? 

Mr. PAGE. Will my friend permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. Certainly. 

Mr. PAGE. I did not exactly catch his 1 and I hope he 
will repeat it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I said if it was an agreement how 
in the last election did the Golden State perform her part? I did not 
think it was an agreement to prohibit Chinese immigration. 

Mr. PAGE. The gentleman says if it was an agreement that Cali- 
fornia did not stand by her agreement. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I did not say that, but I asked 
you how it was? 

Mr. PAGE. How did she stand by her agreement? Why, sir, had 
it not been for the Morey letter—although it was denounced by our 
late President and most of the people, yet there were enough who 
believed he might entertain the same sentiments the gentleman is 
now enunciating on this floor and which induced them to vote against 
our candidate on that ground—bad it not been for that Morey letter 
the three Pacific States would haye gone in solid column for the 
Republican candidate. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. Unquestionably, but were the doc- 
trines of the Morey letter inserted in the Republican platform? 

Mr. PAGE. The doctrines of the Morey letter are nothing more 
than this: that we should bay labor wherever we can get it the cheap- 
est and that the treaty should not be abrogated until the labor mar- 
ket should have been supplied. I leave it to any member on this 
floor whether there is any sentiment in that letter which has not been 
repeated by my friend from Wisconsin here to-day. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. And I gladly leave that to gentle- 
men on the floor and to the country. The Morey letter was published 
inthe RECORD the other day. I cannot well yield further now tomy 
friend from California. My speech will stand in the Rxconb, and let 

entlemen and the conntry judge whether California was justified 
in her blind, must I say bigoted, prejadice to strike down the best 
defenders of labor and freedom in this country on the mere impulse 
of the hour. [Applanse. ] 

Mr. PAGE. Let me say that prior to the election the President had 
vetoed a bill which was mtended for their relief, and they were smart- 
ing then under what they believed to be an infliction of a wrong by 
Congress and the President of the United States in refusing to give 
them that relief which a million of people had petitioned for. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I dislike to say it, Mr. Speaker, 
but my sentiment in regard to this bill compels me to express the 
hope that as one President vetoed the other, so may another President 
vetothis. [Applanse.] And it is out of no unkinduess to my friend 
Isayit. Iwas intending to say more by way of pleasantry and joke 
than with any earnestness or feeling that it seems to me the Repub- 
lican party would have to keep its agreement with California some- 
thing as Abraham Lincoln kept his with his boy Tad. 

It was said (and I shall have to use a little more of my time which 
I had promised to others) that on a trip to Mount Vernon Tad was 
cavorting around on the boat, making a great deal of noise and con- 
fusion, when his father said to him, Now, Tad, if you will sit down 
and keep still I will give you a dollar when we reach Mount Vernon.” 
Tad accepted quickly and remained quiet for a period of about five 
minutes, when he began, if possible, to be more boisteronsthan ever. 
Boylike, as soon as the boat tonched the landing he went to his father 
and wanted his dollar. It is said Mr. Lincoln, with a most quizzical 
look, put his hand into his pocket and said,“ Well, Tad, I will keep 


harsh these conditions may seem. But when you say the skilled and | my part of the agreement anyhow.” ([Laughter.] 
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That is the only way we could have kept our part of the agree- 
ment with California. But that all aside, Mr. Speaker, I attach no 
importance to it whatever. But the idea that the Republican party, 
fit to dominate and govern this country, can turn aside for a tem- 
porary purpose, disregard fundamental principles, and enter into 
special agreements to carry elections, I repudiate in toto. I have 
said, and I again repeat, that this is not a question of agreement at 
all, or rather I should say it was more the enunciation of a p to 
regulate and restrict and not an agreement to prohibit. The question 
of bargain and sale can never enter into it in any manner. Ifthe prin- 
ciple is a sound one it should be maintained. If it is not a sound one 
it cannot be too speedily rejected. I believe ah reer and restric- 
tion of this Chinese immigration in a reasonable way is right and 

roper; but its absolute prohibition is fundamentally wrong, and 

‘or that reason I cannot vote for it. 

There is a Christian sentiment in this country, Mr. Speaker, which 
it will never do to disregard. Men may say that missionary work 
is a failure. But those engaged in it do not believe this. They peril 
all that man can il in faith and works to convert the heathen. 
It has been the highest and holiest ambition of some of the best men 
and best women who ever lived to be missionaries to China. For 

ears people have contributed Sabbath after Sabbath in ali the 
Christian churches of their means to carry forward the work. Can 
Republicans afford to say to all these, Go on; sacrifice, suffer, con- 
vert the heathen ; but ‘however Christian, intelligent, and worthy 
you make them, for twenty years, you shall bring none of the results 
of your labors to America?” 

state on the authority of the Hawaiian minister that in those 
islands Chinese laborers have erected a Protestant church at a cost 
of from $10,000 to $20,000 which they freely attend and support at 
their own expense. 

The broad Pacific is the theater of commerce, toward which this 
country now turns her eyes. There future conflicts must come. There 
great nations will struggle for the trade of the East. Is it good 

licy to practice bad faith toward an empire which has been our 
frien and which counts its millions and may put mighty war ships 
on the sea? This bill may become a law, but in its enforcement and 
the injustice which must come froin it popular sympathy will be 
excited, popular indignation will be aroused, and that which was 
meant to bring peace may bring, and I think will bring, only con- 
fusion and defeat. 

But, Mr. Speaker, we are told that San Francisco has vice, squalor, 
and crime. So, too, has New York City. But San Francisco has been 
stirred and threatened by riot. So, too, has New York. Furthermore, 
the riots of San Francisco have never risen so high as to menace the 

of the nation, as has been the case in New York. Those of 
New York have not only menaced the national peace, but the per- 
petuity of the nation at large. Yet who has ever come here and in- 
voked the powers of Congress to remove the squalor, the vice, and 
crime from New York City? Itis said that the presence of one hun- 
dred thousand Chinese on the Pacific slope menaces a nation of fifty 
million people. How? By cheap living aud continuous labor! But 
other millions are liable to come. How does the fact stand upon 
the books? How does it appear to-day? You had seven hundred 
thousand European immi ts landed upon our shores last year, 
and twenty thousand from China, while ten thousand returned, leuv- 
ing a net gain of ten thousand from China. 

n the last ten years the 4, peer of this country has increased 
at the rate of one hundred and ten to one from China. As has been 
stated by an eminent gentleman elsewhere, all the Chinese in this 
country amount in the aggregate to but one in five hundred of our 
population—and remember it is the nation at large that is concerned 
in this policy. Look at the above increase and say how long it will 
take to overthrow our institutions. Lookup at that gallery. You will 
see there the representatives of a race which in ten years increased 
in this country in the proportion of twenty-four to one of the China- 
men. 

The elevation and the honor of labor or the prejudice of race! 
Which shall prevail? Who has not read learned homilies, listened 
to able speeches, perused the profoundest treatises on the conflict of 
races, building the exclusive Caucasian nation on the “thick skull” 
and “crooked shin-bone” of the African? Were not these disserta- 
tions learned, wise, ethnological, and scientific, and, above all, patro- 
nizing? But the weight of the structure crushed that skull and 
crumbled those bones. The Caucasian nation was never builded, 
and it never can be, and never will be, on this continent, Mr, Speaker, 
until you blot the stars of freedom from our banner and cover our 
country with the black pall of race prejudice and proscription. [Ap- 


plause. 

Mr. PAGE. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin yield to me fora 
moment in order that I may send to the Clerk’s desk and have read 
the concluding portion of his late speech in the House on the polyg- 


gs hg 
. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. What is the question of the gen- 
tleman from California? 

Mr. PAGE. I have asked the gentleman to allow his speech, the 
concluding sentences of it, on the polygamy bill to be read from the 
Clerk’s desk in connection with his present remarks. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I do not consent. 


My speech is 


` 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 18, 


in the RECORD, and when I want to make it again I will make it 
2 (Laughter. ] 


now yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
SKINNER. ] 
After a pause, 
Mr. WILLIAMS said: Isee the gentleman from California [Mr. 


PAGE] is making merry over some supposed discrepancy between 
the concluding paragraph of my speech on the polygamy billand this 
one. If he thinks there is anything in that speech inconsistent with 
what I have uttered to-day I will not only consent but will myself 
ask permission to insert it in my present speech. If my speech to-day 
favors in the remotest degree or would not prohibit polygamy then I 
will take it right back. 

Mr. PAGE. I would like in response to the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin to say that I do not find in the concluding paragraph of his speech 
on the polygamy question anything which is in accordance with what 
he has said to-day ; and I would like to have it read. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I join the gentleman in the request 
to have it read. 

The Clerk read the concluding paragraph of the speech delivered 
by Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, on the 13th March 1882, as follows: 

I repeat, that while I would persecute no individual, and wonld allow the widest 
liberty of conscience, and would protect every son of Adam in the free enjoyment 
of his religious belief, and while by. any method known to the law I would shield 
and foster the Potos of honest toil and relieve against the anomalies and em- 
barrassments of an abnormal condition of society, at this bold pretense of religious 
belief 1 would walk to the utmost verge of the Constitation to smite it down; and 
I would say to oriental msm, upholding these customs and demands. Thus 
far, and no farther. Where the clear waters of the Pacific lave the pure sands of 
our western shore, there thou shalt pause in the presence of the nation’s power 
and before the Christian civilization of this noon-lay of the world. [Applanse.] 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. Now put that into your bill and 
I will vote for it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SKINNER. Mr. Speaker, none can be so ungenerous as to cast 
a suspicion of a doubt upon the sincerity of the motives which actu- 
ate the genial gentleman from California to press this measure, nor 
can any fail to admire the zeal and earnestness which he manifests 
in serving what his people no doubt judge to be the best interests of 
his great State. Were those qualities to be the only standard by 
which this bill is to be judged, the Chinese would go” by a large 
majorit y- 

But there are other considerations which must be met, other ques- 
tions to be asked, other arguments to be discussed. No doubt there 
can many very plausible arguments be urged in favor of this bill— 
they have been urged, and its friends consider in their zeal that those 
arguments are almost unanswerable It cannot be expected that 
limited time will allow an extended examination of these arguments, 
but I desire at least to state some of the reasons which decide me 
to vote against this measure. The demand for this extraordinary 
legislation seems to be sectional ; it seems to arise from a local preja- 
dice which has arisen in a certain section of our country, and to that 
extent, and no more, does it deserve to be considered a national 
question. 

No person can doubt that the people of the Pacific slope are in ear- 
nest in this matter, but it is still an open question whether the issue 
is therefore one of a national character. While plausible arguments 
may be admitted in favor of this plan of relief, they are in the light 
of a local sentiment; for no argument can bring the measure within 
the traditional spirit of our institutions. For more than a century 
and a century of wonderful progress and development—it has been 
our boast that the doors of our Republic have stood wide open to all 
comers. While it has been the home of the brave” it is onr pride 
that it has been the land of the free.” All we have ever asked, all 
we do ask, all we can ask is that those who do come to our shores— 
whether because they admire our institutions, because they can bet- 
ter their financial condition, or find our conntry an asylum for the 
oppressed—all we can ask is that they shall obey our laws, whether 
they are Christian or Pagan, whether they become citizens or not. 

As a result, ours has become the most homogeneous of nations; we 
have among us representatives from almost every land nnder the 
sun. As another result of this liberal spirit, we have enlarged the 
work of onr 7 by creating Chinese professorships ; we encour- 
age Chinese pupils to attend our schools, and this policy, if liberally 
carried out, will do more to settle the vexed question of Chinese im- 
migration than the passage of any restrictive measure. We can 
teach them, we can make teachers of them, we can show them what 
education can do, and it is proved that we can Christianize them, 
We have Chinese ministers at this very seat of Government, duly 
accredited to their country; we open our doors to them as the repre- 
sentatives of China and the Chinese, and we accept their hospitality 
with as much formality and apparent pleasure as that of the repre- 
sentatives of the fairest and greatest of English speaking nations. 

Can we consistently say to China, We will accept your repre- 
sentatives at our seat of government; we will place them on a social 
level with ourselves, and all who come among us; we will encour- 
age commercial relations with yonr empire; we will ask you to re- 
ceive our merchants and our people who visit your country for 
pleasure or to grow rich in great commercial transactions. But 
your people, those who are crowded in their homes and desire to 
come here to earn a living for the labor which they are willing to do; 
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your people who have heard of our broad acres, and our as Baten 
tries, and desire to come here for a small share of the liberty of 
which we boast; your people must stay at home! Can we say these 
things? Can we place such a law upon our statute-books and then 
ask hina to continue her commercial relations with us, valuable 
alike as they are to both nations? Are wesure that such legislation 
as this bill proposes will not react against us? Is it safe to act in 
such a spirit toward a nation with which we have so recently made 
atreaty? Is it not possible that in less than twenty years after such 
a bill became law we would be condemning ourselves as cowards for 
this very action? Can we expect to ask all and give e 
Ours is one of the most sympathetic nations in the world. Our 
ple sympathize with the oppressed or down-trodden in every land. 
zvery act of injustice to any people excites the warm sympathy of 
our liberty-loving masses. It is only a few weeks since a sentiment 
almost national in its character was expressed against the Russian 
edict directing the banishment of the Jews. This action did not vio- 
late the peculiar form of government which exists in Russia, but it 
is contrary to the principles of our common humanity and directly 
antagonistic to the spirit of our free institutions. Consequently to 
the common mind of the country it will appear little more unjust and 
unreasonable for Russia to say to the Jews, “ You must go” than for 
this great country of ours to say to the Chinese laborer “ You must 
not come.” 

The inalienable right of all men to“ life, liberty, and the pursuit of 
happiness” is one of the fundamental ideas upon which our boasted 
enlighteument is built, and a million lives were sacrificed to enforce 
the doctrine that hereafter neither“ race, color, nor previous condi- 
tion of servitude” should be made a bar to the enjoyment of all rights 
by allmen. This measure of exclusion is in direct conflict with 
these broad principles, and its enactment may not only bring re- 
proach upon our nation, but it will proclaim to the world that 
fifty million free, enlightened people, boasting of their religion and 
their liberty, are afraid of one hundred thousand Chinese laborers, 
and pro to erect a Chinese wall on the western slope to prevent 
further immigration. 

The question of morality or immorality of these people has noth- 
ing to do with the principles of the bill itself. If the Chinese are im- 
moral, what then? Are we to judge those who come to us by a moral 
standard? Ifso, whereand by what standard shall we draw the line? 
Shall our officersstand on the docks as theforeign ships land and ask 
each emigrant his religion? Will he ask him if he belongs to a 
church, and, if so, which one? And if not, will he join one? No; 
the question of morality cannot be atest. Throw our churches open 
to them as freely as our shores and give them an opportunity to be 
Christianized. 

We have just put the seal of legislative condemnation upon one of 
the pernicious practices of the Mormon Church, but have we legis- 
lated against Mormon immigration? No such legislation has been 
suggested, and yet more Mormons than Chinese come to our country 
every year. We hear nothing said about shutting the gates to these 
subtle enemies of our country, whose false religion is a stench upon 
us—we hear nothing said against the people of any other land ander 
the sun. We ask no law which shall prevent the Irishmen, Scotch- 
men, Englishmen, Germans, Frenchmen, Russians, or Turks, even the 
Hottentots and Bushmen, from coming to America in ship-loads, but 
not a Chinese laborer, not one. 

And what is all this attempt to base this bill upon the labor issue ? 
We cannot regulate the labor question by any such legislation as 
this. It is complained that their labor is too cheap. Who complains? 
Do his fellow-laborers, who in America are the best paid laborers in 
the world? Does the labor of the Chinaman bring what it is worth! 
But the proof is that they make faithful, honest servants, at good 
prices, and. save what they earn. In that respect they set a good 
example. They do not loaf; they donot get into our jails, or prisons ; 
they are temperate. Perhaps if they were less so it would be better 
for them. Perhaps they might gain a peace by fighting for it. 

It must be remembered that anything which tends to cheapen labor 
excites the wrath of those who combine in trades unions to regu- 
late and enforce prices. Is it not the same spirit which persecutes 
the Chinese laborers as they go east to find work in our factories, 
that only a few years since mobbed and burned the mowing and 
the reaping machines which were sent tothe western prairies? Why 
not legislate against the mowers and reapers, and against the sewing- 
machines on the ground that they ruin and cheapen labor? It is 
simply because mek help to develop the country and make more labor 
necessary and profitable. And this is what Chinese labor has done 
upon the Pacifie Railroad and will do in other directions, 

If the claim had been distinctly proved that the existence of the 
Chinese in California prevented the settlement there of enlightened 
people in that State, Í would hesitate to vote against it. But Cali- 
fornia has a climate and other attraetions which enable her to defy 
China so far as undue immigration goes. She and her sister States 
are drawing the best life from the East, and she is constantly build- 
ing herself up . in wealth, and in all that makes a State. 
The gentleman from California [Mr. PAGE] tells us that societies 


formed to encourage immigration report that laborers will not come 
to California because they have to compete with Chinese cheap labor, 
But the State keeps right on growing in spite of this, and the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] very properly alludes to 


he four 


RECORD—HOUSE. 2041 


States of California, Oregon Nevada, and Colorado as the “‘ four pro- 
gressive young giants of our western civilization” It is true they 
are, and have become such steadily and rapidly, and in spite of 
„Chinese cheap labor.” : 

The following table shows the increase of population in those 
States in the past ten years, and proves that Colorado stands first 
among all the States in her percentage of growth, Oregon fourth, 
California seventh, and Nevada eighth. Thisis a splendid showing 
for four of the youngest States in the Union : 
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The action of politieal parties has been frequently alluded to in 
this discussion, and we have heard quotations from both political 
platforms. The following seems to be the state of the case: 

1. The Republican platform of 1880 contained an anti-Chinese 
plank, and its candidate for President indorsed that plank very 
specifically and satisfactorily in his letter of acceptance. 

2. The Democratic platform, in the same year, contained a similar 
plank, declaring against Chinese immigration, but the Democratic 
candidate for President failed to allude to the matter in any way. 

The result was that California and Nevada, seeing the Republican 
party and its candidate . against Chinese immigration, 
and the Democratic candidate for President refusing to commit him- 
self to an indorsement of the platform, cast their electoral votes for 
the Democratic candidate. 

The fact is, platforms, as the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLOR] 
hassaid, aresentiments. They control campaigns and direct the feel- 
ings of men in heated times, but they do not bind in cool, calm action. 
The gentleman from California has seen that illustrated a hundred 
times. I do not say it is right. Parties should be honest first in their 
professions and square their actions with promises. But do they! 
As against the platforms of 1880, let us look at the Republican plat- 
form of 1868 and see if that does not better illustrate the principle 
upon which our Government was founded. Paragraph 11 reads: 

Foreign immigration, which in the past has added so much to the wealth, de- 
velopment of the resources, and increase of power of this Republic, the asylum of 
the oppressed of all nations, should be fostered and encouraged by a liberal and 
just policy. 

In view of what this nation had passed throngh up to that time, 
does not the platform of 1868 sound more patriotic, more just? And 
should we not as a nation strive to be fair and just and patriotic 
before we are politic? Platforms sometimes contain more politics 
than principle; words are leaves, but action is fruit. 

If such legislation is once begun, who can tell where the principle 
of exclusion willend? To-day it is the Mongolian, to-morrow it may 
be the Celt, next week it may be the German; and where is the end? 

The safe way, the true way is to let the door stand open; we can- 
not close it 10 one and open it to another. That is not freedom. 
Our vast fields and undeveloped resources invite the laborers of the 
world. Let them come; let them cultivate our farms, dig in our 
mines, build our railroads, become our servants if they will. We 
can safely trust to the dignity and justice and efficiency of our laws 
and the restoring power of public opinion to preserve our institn- 
tions from any harm. Westward the course of empire takes its 
way.” It long since reached and blessed California and her sister 
States, and the same enterprise which they have invited and at- 
tracted to their borders will by its enlightenment protect against 
any adverse Mongolian influences. 

In conclusion, it may be justly said that “the two facts“ upon 
which this proposed exclusion is founded are these: first, the fact 
that he is a Chinaman; secondly, the fact that he isa laborer. The 
bill, therefore, is fraught with the double iniquity of being a pro- 
scription on the ground of race anda proscription on the ground of 
labor as an employment. In both aspects it is entirely un-American 
and unjust. It is throwing a blot upon our declarations that we are 
a liberty-loving people. This bill has no other basis than injustice 
to a race, and no measure can stand which has no better right to 
live. Every measure of legislation to commend itself to the respect 
of the werld must have a foundation otherwise than in a false senti- 
ment. 

There must be an underlying principle of right npon whieh a bill 
must be founded if it is to live. If we pass a bill for the relief of 
sufferers by the flood, it has its basis in mercy. A bill to pay the 
pensions of our soldiers is founded upon patriotism; a bill to grant 
an allowance to the widow of a dead President has its foundation in 
a sense of justice. But what is the underlying principle of this bill? 
Is it mercy? Hardly. Is it patriotism? Read the Declaration of 
Independence and the fifteenth amendment. Is it justice? If so, 
Jotos to whom? The broadyprinciple which should underlie legis- 

ation of this character is entirely wanting, and that is the principle 


of humanity. The solid rock upon which we have built up our prog 


ress is entirely wanting in this bill, and as we love humanity, as we 
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believe that every man, whether he be white, black, red, or almond- 
colored, was created by one Almighty Being and in His own image, 
so we mnst believe every man has a soul that can judge between 
right and wrong, and is entitled to all the rights which that human 
form and that hnman heart guarantees to all that wear them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ur- 
DEGRAFF ] is recognized. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFP, of Ohio. I yield twenty minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. BRUMM. ] x 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, in the discussion of this question we 
find that sentiment has taken a very prominent part. Those whe are 
opposed to this bill have opposed it principally, and I may say 
almost entirely, upon that one word, sentiment. The great trouble 
with most people who become sentimental is that they are not prac- 
tical. Now I want to give you a little idea of sentiment from the 

great founder of our civilization, Jesus Christ, the Son of God. In 
lis Sermon on the Mount he said: 

But I say unto you, that ye resist not evil: but whosoever shall smite thee on thy 
right cheek, turn to him the other also. 

And if any man will sue thee at the law, and take away thy coat, let him have 
thy cloak also. 

‘And whosoever shall compel thee to go a mile, go with him twain. 

Which of these sentimental gentlemen is ready te turn his other 
cheek? Which of them is ready to gire his cloak also? Which of 
them is ready to go the second mile 

But I say unto you. 

Says the Lord 
love your enemies, bless them that curse you, do good to them that hate you, and 
pray for them which despitefully use you, and persecute you. 

So much for the sentimental part of this sermon. 
does He say? 

And if thy right eye offend thee, pluck it out, and cast it from thee : for it is prof- 
itable for thee that one of thy members should perish, and not that thy whole body 
should be cast into hell. 

And if thy right hand offend thee, cut it off, and cast it from thee: for it is prof- 


itable for thee that one of thy members should perish, and not that thy whole 
body should be cast into hell. 


He says farther: 

Give not that which is holy unto the dogs, neither cast ye your pearls before 
swine, lest they trample them under their feet, turn again and rend you. 

Again: 

Not every one that saith unto me, Lord, Lord, shall enter into the Kingdom of 
Heaven, but he who doeth the will of my Father which is in Heaven. 

Now, I ask you sentimental gentlemen to take not only a part of 
this sentiment but take it all. Be practical when you attempt to 
talk about justice. These are sentiments which stand above and 
beyond any of your conventional sentimentality. They are senti- 
ments which men should strive after. They are high standards 
which we should hope to reach. But in our efforts to reach them 
we must be practical, and look at matters as they are, and not as 
we would wish them to be, Let us strive for them, but deal with 
facts as we find them. Let us be as sentimental, as we can, but 
remember that when thine eye offends thee pluck it out and cast it 
away. Give not your holy things to the dogs who cannot appreciate 
them; cast not your pearls before swine, who trample them under 
foot; neither admit into your Kingdom of Heaven those who cor- 
rupt and destroy, though they do say, humanity! humanity!! 

Why, Mr. Speaker, government has two principal elements within 
it. One is that divine element which Paul speaks of when he says 
„Submit yourselves to the higher powers, for the powers that be are 
of God.“ And then Peter tells you, “Submit yourselves to every 
ordinance of man.” The one is the divine theory; the other the 
practical utilization of that theory ; and it becomes the duty of states- 
inen to look at these questions practically. In all governments the 
first and great object of statesmen should be to do the greatest amount 
of good to the greatest number, and whatever becomes necessary for 
the defense of that government itself, though it may do some wrong, 
some injustice to an individual, it becomes the duty of the statesmen 
to have the government first protect itself. wey sir, there never 
was a law passed that restricted a man of any rights that did not do 
injustice from a high moral stand-point., The law which makes the 
division between your lot and mine is an unjust one from this general 
high stand-point. The law that enables the government to put its 
hand in my pocket and say I must contribute my mite that the whole 
may live is, in the broad sentimental idea, an unjust law. Who will 
contend that the special laws restricting the privileges of married 
women and minor children are not in Street violation of the doc- 
trine of equal rights, or upon what high moral ground can you jus- 
tify our statutes of limitation or bankrupt acts. Yet I submit that 
none of the gentlemen are sufficiently sentimental to say that these 
laws should all be repealed. And why? Because self-protection 
says that you must deprive some of all rights and all of some rights 
that the whole may live together in peace and harmony, in union and 
in strength. Sentiment is a glorious thing to talk about, but facts are 
what we have to legislate upon. 

They talk about the tradition of this Government of ours. They 
tell us that the tradition of the last hundred years has been that equal 
rights shall be granted to all men. O, would to God it had been the 
tradition of this country! But I say that the doctrine of the Decla- 
ration of Independence that equal rights shall be granted to all men, 


Now, what else 


while grand in sentiment, yet in its practical operation has in many in- 
stances been more honored in the breach than in its observance. 
What equal rights had this Government granted to the negroes in the 
South until the emancipation proclamation of the martyred Lincoln! 
What equal rights are you granting to-day when you are giving spe- 
cial privileges, granting special rights to corporations as against the 
interests of the rest of humanity under this Government! These 
are things which we should aim at, but which our tradition shows 
have not been carried out. Modern statesmanship unfortunately 
looks too much upon one side of all these questions. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Rice] started out with 
the idea that he was opposed to this bill froman ‘‘ economical stand- 

int and for commercial reasons.“ Let me say that the great trouble 

as been with our modern statesmen that they have only looked at 
the commercial value of almost every law which they have passed, 
and paid but little attention to their moral effect. They lose sight of 
the rights and conditions of the individual, and sink everything for 
what they term economical and commercial relations. Why, sir, let 
us examine their own proposition, i. e., ‘‘ we will lose our commerce.” 
Well, what have we tolose? Why, the commerce is and always has 
been in their favor. They will deal with every nation just asit will 
be to their advantage, without regard to the number of their people 
that may emigrate to this country. How many Chinese emigrate to 
England or to other countries of Europe? Not any. These are all 
countries that are very goed to emigrate from, but none emigrate to 
them. Although England has treated her worse than any other 
nation, and by a most unholy and unjust war has forced her to par- 
take of her deadly poison, yet this t Celestial Empire licks the 
hand that smote her, and gives the bulk of her commerce to her great- 
est persecutor. Gentlemen need not fear that such a nation will 
withhold its commerce merely because we place wholesome restric- 
tions on their immigration, 

Iam not afraid that the Chinaman will not trade with us as long 
as we make it pay for him to do so. But it is said that they consume 
our surplus. Yet we consume much more of theirs than they do of 
ours, for, as stated before, the trade is largely in their favor; besides, 
if we had 100,000 Europeans here ee of the 100,000 Chinamen, 
they, with their families, would amount to at least half a million 
people, and I submit that this half a million people would consume 
more than our entire exportation to China, 

The fact is that the Chinaman consumes very little; he spends less, 
and invests nothing. Therein is the great difference between the 
Chinese laborer and other laborers and the machinery which gentle- 
men delight so much to talk about. 

Machinery not only produces but it consumes labor; and machin- 
ery not only consumes labor but it helps to distribute labor. The 
Chinaman distributes nothing. He eats and lives almost on shad- 
ows, hoards whatever he earns in order to carry it back to his own 
country. I disagree with gentlemen who say that men who spend 
their money are not the better men of our land. I contend that the 
man who spends his money or invests it either in necessaries of life 
or luxuries, and pays his debts, is a better and more useful member 
of society than the one who hoards it. 

Mr. WHITE. Is it not the fact that the Chinaman buys chickens 
and potatoes and everything else that an American buys, when he 
has money to buy with? 

Mr. BRUMM. Statisties show that as a rule a Chinaman will live 
on that which an ordinary baby would starve on. 

Mr. WHITE. Is not the gentleman drawing on his imagination 
for his facts? I have ä through some of the Pacific States 
and I have never seen that. 

Mr. BRUMM. Well, assume that they do buy some things; they 
buy that which they eat and wear. But will the gentleman tell me 
that they spend their money in improving the land? 

Mr. WHITE. That is the trouble; they do not spend their money 
in gambling hells and such places, 

Mr. BRUMM. I am not speaking of blacklegs. I am speaking 
of Chinamen investing their money in N improvements. i 
am speaking of Chinamen doing that which will employ other labor. 
That is the point I make. Machinery does that which brings about 
the employment of other labor. A Chinaman never employs any- 
body; they invest in nothing. They take all they have earned back 
to their own country. That is the difference from an economical 
stand-point, 

Mr. WHITE. I do not wish to interrupt the gentleman ; but I 
would like to ask him if that isso. We want light on this subject. 
Is it true that the Chinaman lives on air and takes everything he 
can get back to China? 

Mr. BRUMM. That is so as a rule. 

Mr. WHITE. Does he not leave the result of his labor in this 
country? Does he not have to live while in this country! 

Mr. BRUMM. Certainly he does. He has to live, but does he sup- 
prt a family here? Does he have a wife and child to live with him !? 

oes he spend money for chickens and potatoes to feed his wife and 
little ones, like the Irishman, the German, the Swede, the Norwegian, 
the Dane, the Welsh, English, or the Scotch? 

He purchases food only to fill his own hungry maw. He has no 
family alongside of him to help him consume these commercial pro- 
ducts which gentlemen desire to get rid of. 

Mr. WHITE. If the gentleman will allow me again. 
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Mr. BRUMM, If it is not to come out of my time. 
Mr. WHITE. Not at all; I will make it up to the gentleman out 
of my time. $ 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BRUMM., For a question. 
Mr. WHITE. The gentleman has said that the Chinaman does 
not bring his wife and children here ; that he does not live like other 
ople. I would like the gentleman to state whether this is not the 
act, that while the Chinaman is here he gives us as little trouble 
as, or not more trouble than, this class of sand-lot complainers who 
make so much noise about the matter? And if this Mongolian had 
a vote in his hand, woald there not be as many defenders of him as 
there are for the class of vagabonds that complain of and persecute 


m 

Mr. BRUMM. Iam not going to be led off, in the discussion of 
this subject, to answer questions which have been asked and an- 
swered time and time again. I know nothing about sandlotism; 
I know nothing about your hoodlums. I only know that they are 
flesh of our fesh, bone of our bone, blood of our blood, and I believe 
they will pass current with the ordinary Caucasian race. I know 
there is some virtue at least among them, and I have yet to hear of 
the first virtue that may be attributed to the coolies of China. 

Mr. WHITE. I am sorry the gentleman has used that word. Does 
this bill deal simply with coolies ? 

Mr. BRUMM. That is as I understand it. Coolies, laborers, and 
slaves in China are one and the same. 

Mr. WHITE. Iam sorry that the gentleman does not seem to 
comprehend the bill. 

Mr.BRUMM. That is merely a difference of opinion. The machin- 
ery of our country and theinventive genius of the American mechanic 
and laborer have never yet debauched the sanctumsanctorum of our 
homes. The machinery and inventive genius of the American mind 
have never yet entered into the holy of holies and contaminated the 
families of our people. From that we need have no fear. 

Again, I contend that with the Chinaman there can be no such 
thing as reciprocity, no such thing as political affiliation, no such 
thing as assimilation. Gentlemen on this floor ask the question,“ Do 
you object to the Chinaman because he cannot marry into our fami- 

ies?” I say no; the affiliation and assimilation that I speak of are 

political and commercial affiliation and assimilation. With them it 
is impossible. They never change, they never progress. They have 
been a civilized nation, ay, more so than they are now, some thou- 
sands of years ago, They are our very antipodes. They pull their 
saw instead of pushing it; they pull their plane in place of pushing 
it; they use white where we use black. They are the very opposite 
of our people in all things. More, they so differ in language, they 
have such a system of dialects that no Englishman can learn the Chi- 
nese language in all its branches. This may appear to be a wild 
statement, but I repeat, no Englishman can learn the Chinese lan- 
guage in allits aspects. Let me read a few extracts from the Nine- 
teenth Century under the title, The Book Language of China,” by 
Herbert A. Giles: 

Chinese is often used collectively of the written and spoken languages of China, 
as f there existed between these two distins 1branches of study the same relation 
that we know to exist between written and spoken French. But the language of 
Chinese speech is never written down totidem verbis. The result of such a process 
would in Chinese eyes be simply ludicrous, not to mention that for much of the 
patois of China there are no corresponding characters, in which cases it would be 
of course impossible. When a Chinaman sits down to write, say the evidence of 
a witness in a court of justice, he does not pat on paper what the man actually 
says, but translates as he goes along the colloquial into the book language. A 
foreigner may learn either or both. Stanislas Julien, who never came to China, 
was an accomplished scholar of the written language, though ignorant of the col- 
loquial ; and many residents at the various treaty ports are able to converse fluently 
in the local dialects while totally unable to read a single character. 


* 


There are at least five strongly marked dialects, differing so widely one from 
another as to make them practically, though not really, five separate languages. 
Natives who speak only their own dialect are as unintelligible to their fellow-coun- 
trymen who do not know that dialect as an Englishman and a Russian are 
3 unintelligible if neither happens to be acquainted with the language of 

ether. 

* * „ * * * * 


Pekingese is now regarded as the best mandarin,” whereas in former days, 
when ee intent the capital, the dialect spoken in and around that city was 
taken as the otlicial model Both would be nown to an inhabitant of Canton, 

* * * 


* = * * 

It is admitted on all sides that the written language of China requires nothing 
short of the devoted energies of a life-time. 

And I maintain that one of the reasons perhaps why our mission- 
aries have been so unsuccessful in bringing these heathens to God 
is because they cannot learn their language; you cannot translate 
the word of God into Chinese so that the Chinese people may see its 
beauty, grandeur, and truth. 

I will not oceupy time by reading further, but it is here stated in 
substance that to learn the Chinese language, they having no alpha- 
bet, you mnst learn from six to ten thousand characters before you 
can write it; and then, unless yon are well acquainted with the tradi- 
tions and history of China, ne back thousands of years, you may 
write the book-language, and still not make yourself intelligible. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. BRUMM. I hope I may be granted a little more time. 

Mr. WHITE. I am down for an hour, and I hope that the Chair 
will give the gentleman a part of my time, as he allowed me to inter- 
rupt him. 


Mr. BRUMM. Iam obliged to the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BRUMM. But, Mr. Speaker, to be consistent with the plat- 
forms of the Republican, Democratic, or Greenback parties in the 
last Presidential election, every man on this floor must vote for this 
bill. The gentlemen occupying the opposite position have taken 
grounds that they certainly cannot maintain. The gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. TAYLOR, ] in making a very able speech, said that it was 
unnecessary to pass this bill, that all we need is simply to let the Chi- 
nese alone; that, as to the 100,000 who are here, we shall have no 
dealings with them, shall not employ them, but shall practically 
leave them to starve and rot. That, sir, is a fair specimen of the 
kind of philanthropy these very sentimental gentlemen who oppose 
this bill offer to us. Let them alone,” i. e., let them die; ‘‘ your 
billisunnecessary.” And yet this bill does not disturb those China- 
men that are already here. It does not say the Chinese must go, it 
only says that certain objectionable elements of the Chinese shall not 
come. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Rick] improved on that 
somewhat. He said “labor is only crowded up by them to a higher 
level;” they keep the lower stratum. The Chinese keep the lower 
stratum. ‘Then you mean that there shall be strata and caste under 
this Government; then pr mean that you have a nationality that 
you acknowledge must keep the lower stratum. Upon this lower 
stratum you build two other strata. What are they? You have the 
negro; he is here; you cannot put him below the Chinaman; he is 
a citizen and a voter; he is the superior of the Chinaman in almost 
every respect. You have him as the middle stratum, and then you 
have these sentimentalists on the upper stratum, Oh, sir, that is 
the protection that the wolf would give to the lamb; that is the 
charity that you would give to the doves by relieving them from the 
hawk and then handing them over to the tender mercies of the vul- 
ture. You would have these Chinamen here for commercial reasons 
only, that you may make of them the footstool for the higher orders 
of this Republic, and yet the tradition that you champion so well is 
founded on the eternal truth that “all men are created equal.” Now 
let me ask you, sir, where is your consistency ? Here you have given 
away your case; you have thrown it to the four winds when you 
tell us that you will introduce into this Republic these different 
social grades, like the patricians, the plebeians, and the slaves ot 
Rome. You have killed your argument when you attempt to brin 
into this Republic the soldier of Greece and the helot of Sparta, an 
to sandwich between them the so-called freedman. 

But, gentlemen, I want you to consider this question in all ear- 
nestness. I believe in sentiment; I believe in the doctrine of equal 
rights; but I would rather there were a wall of impenetrable fire 
built around the Chinese Empire than that the admission of China- 
men into this Republic of ours should establish caste and classifica- 
tions of society based upon blood and nationality. 

Mr. Speaker, that means an ‘irrepressible conflict” in this country; 
it means that you are to have the Mongolian, the African, the Can- 
casian, and what little is left of the Indian clearly classified. It means 
that you will open the door in the West for the Mongolian and close 
the door in the East for the Caucasian. Every Chinaman in this 
country to-day is a substitute for and has kept out one honest Ger- 
man, Irishman, Welshman, Englishman, or other Caucasian. 

The tide of immigration comes from the Caucasian race just in 
proportion as inducements are offered to it. The tide of immigra- 
tion comes here just in proportion as you will pay wages better than 
they can earn in their own country. The tide of immigration from 
the Caucasian race will stop just so soon as you get down to this 
lower stratum of Mongolian slave labor. Sir, let the Celestial Em- 

ire remove the brand of slavery from Chinese labor and there will 

e no clamor for this bill. 

Gentlemen, I speak seriously and with feeling on this subject. I 
speak on this gernes from the bottom of my 8 I speak of it 
in the name of humanity. I speak of it on that high ground which 
will enable us to do equal and exact justice to all men. 

Now, what is the objection to this bill? There is not one gen- 
tleman who spoke on the other side of this question that has not 
acknowledged that Chinese immigration is an evil; not one of them; 
they only pick flaws in the bill. They tell us they are willing it 
shall be suspended for a time. They tell us they are willing to vote 
for this bill if we will only make it suit their ideas in very immate- 
ep omy Gentlemen, even an imperfect law is better than no law 
at all. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill does not exclude the Chinaman from this 
country. This bill does not interfere with that heaven-born princi- 
ple that opens our gates to all humanity. This bill simply says you 
shall not import lecherous, idolatrous laborers, and that covers every 
man in China wholabors. These laborers are of the lower class. In 
China labor is degraded by being enslaved. We say that you shall 
not bring in that slave element to degrade us. It does not strike at 
any principle; it only discriminates so far as we in our judgment 
believe is necessary for our protection. 

l tell you, the pioneers of the West, who have spoken upon this 
subject almost as a unit, and who possess as good judgment as yon 
or I, are entitled to some respect, and therefore I deem it rather pre- 
sumptuous for us to say they are not right, they being upon the spot 
and knowing all about it. As to those who wish to bring them here 
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and put them ona lower stratum, or who wish to have those who are 
here stay, I have no unkind word. I believe they think they are 
right, but in my judgment, gentlemen, you are wrong, and for yon I 
can only say, Lord, forgive them, for they know not what they 
do.” 

They have spoken of the tradition of the Republican party; now 
let me give them my version of the tradition of that party on this 
subject. 

The Republican party owes its birth to its opposition to the African 
slave trade. It grew to manhood by antagonizing the fugitive slave 
law of 1850 and the farther extension of slavery. into the Territories 
and free States, and arrived at the zenith of its glory when it eman- 
cipated the African slave and clothed him in the panoply of citizen- 
ship. Will that party now sound its death-knell by favoring Mon- 
golian slave trade underthe supervision of the six Chinese companies, 
have it extended to all our free States and Territories, and ingraft 
the hellish despotism of China onour free institutions? Sir, the only 
substantial difference in the African slavery of the past and the Chi- 
nese slavery of the present is, that the masters of the former were 
citizens of our country who lived here and were interested in our in- 
stitutions, while the masters of the latter are alien heathens living 
abroad, having no interest in our institutions, and who are incapable 
of comprehending our civilization. 

Moreover, Mr. Speaker, the tradition of my country on this point, as 
I understand it, is, that this isan asylum for the downtrodden and op- 
pressed of all nations who honestly seek refuge from the tyranny and 
persecution of other lands; not a mere temporary harbor for paupers 
and mammon-worshippers to auchor in. The tradition of the nation, 
as I have been taught from my infancy, is, that we extend a hearty wel- 
come to all nations and kindred of men, bidding them come in good 
faith, with their wives and children to partake of all the blessings of 
our free institutions, make homes among us and become part and par- 
cel of us; but not to create a pandemonium for lecherous concubines, 
prostitutes, and lepers to revel in. The tradition of this t Re- 
public on this point that I am most proud of is, that the lovers of 
civil and religious liberty the world over may feast with us at the 
sacred altar of equal rights to all men, but that the sancity of our 
temple shall not polluted by the introduction of caste, nor again 
be blighted by the curse of slavery. 

Sir, I care not whether the dependent condition of these Chinese 
immigrants be yoluntary or involuntary. It matters not to me 
whether they are wedded to bondage by the superstition of Brahmin- 
ism, chained to slavery under the inexorable laws of Buddhism, or 
whether they are shackled to their mythological gods under the iron 
heel of patriarchal despotism. 

Now, one word in conclusion. That there is danger you have all 
admitted; there is not a man on this floor who has spoken on either 
side who has not admitted this fact. We only differ as to methods. 
We only differ as to the construction of words, and the only two 
phrases we materially differ on are these, “ reasonable” and“ twenty 
years.” That is substantially all. I submit with all candor to you, 
gentlemen, all this fight rests on these two phrases, reasonable,“ 
as 5 is found in the treaty, and “twenty years,” as it is found in this 
bill. 

There is a danger, you say. Oh, sir, an ounce of prevention is 
much better than a pound of cure. If there is a danger, let us avert it 
here. Let us say now this bill shall pass as it is, and if in a few 
years you find the danger is past, you can easily have it repealed. 
Rather let the benefit of doubt as to this danger be in behalf of our 
country than in behalf of the Mongolian. 

Gentlemen, it is much better that we should not kill the goons 
that lays the golden egg but retain one spot at least where liberty 
shall be maintained. We had better run no risk when our country 
is, as you all say, threatened with great danger. Wehad better solve 
the problem of life here, and for that purpose protect our own Gov- 
ernment. We had better first give it a full and thorough test here, 
with what we have, and then if there is anything to spare, I am will- 
ing every bit of it shall go to China and the rest of the world. 

On the religious aspect of the question, or from a religious stand- 
point, I want to say only a word. It is true we are bound to preach 
the gospel to the heathen. We are to take the Bible and preach it 
to all mankind; but, Mr. Speaker, that does not say that we shall 
admit them to come and destroy the printing-press upon which we 
make it. America stands to-day solving the great problemof life as 
to whether man is capable of governing himself. That problem is 
being worked out in this country. All nations are looking to America, 
watching with eager anxiety to see how we progress in this direction. 
The lamp of liberty lit by us is sending its refulgent rays all over 
the world, yea, even unto the Chinese. The Chinaman is getting 
the benefit of it, and China is being bettered by our example. She 
is drawing inspiration from us, and advancing by the light of our 
civilization. I beg of you, gentlemen, run no risk, lest you finally 
extinguish that light. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. McCLURE. Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as it is now nearly five 
o'clock, if it be the will of the House I would prefer not to begin my 
remarks to-night. 


Mr, WISE, of Virginia. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
fifty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and other papers were laid on the Clerk’s 
desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CARLISLE: Papers relating to the claim of Josiah Shea- 
kle—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CASWELL: The petition of C. P. Chapman and others, 
officers of the Wisconsin militia, praying for the passage of a law 
regulating the militia of the United States—to the Committee on 
the Militia. 

By Mr. CRAPO: The petitions of Joseph C. Delano and others 
and of K. R. Price and others, of New Bedford, Massachusetts, for 
the passage of the French spoliation claims bill—severally to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HOUK: The petition of Aaron Griffith, of Roane County, 
Tennessee, for compensation for services rendered during the late 
rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of C. B. Norton, asking Con to 
purchase 2,000 copies of his work on American Inventions in Breech- 
Loading Small-Arms and Heavy Ordnance—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

Also, the petitions of Henry R. Dalton and others and of Jane R. 
Wenzel and Anna M. Lincoln, praying for the passage of the French 
spoliation claims bill—severally to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MOSGROVE: The petition of Dr. Mary E. Walker, nray- 
ing for the 8 of an act granting her “a paid-up pension of 
87,000“ —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, RANNEY: The petition of Sarah W. Pickering and others, 
in favor of the passage of the French spoliation claims bill—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. REED: The petition of Sarah L. Clark and others, heirs 
of Captain Thomas Brown, and of Anna P. Fairfield and others, for 
the passage of the French spoliation claims bill—severally to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. JOHN B. RICE: The petition of A. C. Baldwin, of Tiffin, 
2 for an extension of patent No. 45544—to the Committee on 

atents. 

By Mr. RITCHIE: The petition of 122 citizens of Heni y County, 
Ohio, to regulate interstate commerce and prevent exto tions and 
discriminations by railway companies and other common “arriers— 
to the Committee on Commerce, 

By. Mr. WILLIAM G. THOMPSON: The joint resolution of the 
Legislature of Iowa, asking that the President be authorized to 
direct the Attorney-General to commence suit on behalf of the United 
3 to set aside patents on barbed wire to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. R. W. TOWNSHEND: The petition of Samuel M. Nally, for 
relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Sarah J. Benton, 
widow of James Benton, late Company I, Sixty-third Regiment Illi- 
nois Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. T. UPDEGRAFF: The petition of James Owens and 
others, citizens of New York, for the passage of the bill granting pen 
sions to all soldiers and sailors of the late war who were confined in 
confederate prisons—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WARD: The petition and resolutions of a mass-meeting of 
citizens of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, relative to the treatment of 
the Jewish citizens of the Russian Empire—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WATSON: The petition of J. R. Campbell and Isabel R. 
Lay, relative to French spoliation claims—to the same committee. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, March 20, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
Tee Jone of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 
roved. 

5 EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting reports of S. T. Abert, 
United States civil engineer, of examinations of certain rivers in 
Virginia, made in compliance with the river and harbor act of March 
3 1881; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, aud 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a list of the clerks and other persons 
employed in the several bureaus of the Department, with remarks on 
their services, &c.; which, on motion of Mr. KELLOGG, was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting reports from the General Land Office 
in answer to a resolution of the 6th of January, concerning the selec- 
tion of swamp lands in Florida; which, on motion of Mr. JONES, of 
Florida, was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 


1882. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


2045 


tion from the secretary ef the Smithsonian Institution, transmitting 
the annual report of the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution for 1881; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


COURT OF APPEALS, 


Mr. GARLAND. I wish to give notice, under instruction from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, that to-morrow week, after the expira- 
tion of the morning hour, I shall call up the bill (S. No. 420) to estab- 
lish a court of appeals, In view of its very t importance and 
the pressure upon the Congress of the United States for action in this 
matter, I shall ask the Senate then to take up the bill for considera- 
tion and consider it until itis disposed of. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. GARLAND presented a petition of citizens of Clay, Drew, and 
other counties in Arkansas, praying for legislation that will relieve 
the sufferers by the Mississippi overflow; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. TELLER peeve tes a petition of citizens of Idaho Territory, 
praying for legislation restoring the public lands in that region to 
pre-emption and homestead settlement ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. s 

Mr. JONAS presented a petition of citizens of Terre Bonne Parish, 
Louisiana, and a petition of the grand jury of Terre Bonne Parish, 
Louisiana, praying that Congress give favorable consideration to 
the recommendations of the Mississippi River commission; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Improvement of the Missis- 
sippi River and Tributaries. 

Mr, BLAIR presented the petition of Weymouth Bean, of New 
Hampshire, praying to be granted a pension on account of the serv- 
ices of his two sons, late of Company H, Twelfth New Hampshire 
Volunteers; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of citizens of Mount Carmel, IIli- 
nois, praying for legislation regulating charges for railroad trans- 
portation; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Chicago, Illinois, in 
favor of the bill for the protection of immigrants; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Isaac Osborne, late a bugler in 
the First Indiana Heavy Artillery, praying to be allowed a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of General E. B. Hamilton, J. V. Car- 
ter, and others, citizens of. Quincy, Ilinois, anda petition of letter- 
carriers of Bloomington, Illinois, praying for an amendment to what 
is known as the letter-carriers’ Bill ; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He aeo pereon ied a petition signed by reproser ai voo of the Min- 
nesota militia, embracing every uniformed company of the State, 
praying for additional legislation for the uniformed militia of ihe 

pace States; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of officers of the Twenty-first Regiment 
of United States Infantry, praying for the passage of a bill for the 
compulsory retirement of officers of the Army at the age of sixty-two ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military ‘Affairs, 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a memorial of the Maritime 
Association of the Port of New York, in favor of the permanent 
| ase psy of the Signal Corps of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON. I present a memorial and joint resolution of the 
General Assembly of the State of Iowa, in relation to the investment 
of the endowment fund of the Iowa Agricultural College. Lask that 
the memorial 1755 be spread upon the record. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would state that he pre- 
sented a similar memorial last week, as did also the colleague of the 
Senator from Iowa, [Mr. MCDILL, j and the memorial was then printed 
in the RECORD, 

Mr. ALLISON. I am very much obliged to the Chair for the 
information. To what committee was the memorial referred ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. First to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and then the reference was changed to the Committee on 
Finance, because it was supposed to be a matter that should be in 
the hands of the Finanee Committee. 

Mr. ALLISON, It is a matter of some importance. 

Mr. MORRILL. The memorial should be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. 

Mr, ALLISON. The Senator from Vermont suggests that it should 
go to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. SHE The whole question relates to the proper mode 
of investing funds. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 
= SHERMAN, I suppose it ought to go tothe Committee on 

inance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair referred the former 
memorial to the Committee on Public Lands in the first instance, but 
upon the suggestion of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN J—and 
the Chair thought he was right—the reference was changed to the 
Committee on Finance, 


Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 
The ee ce whe tempore, 
the Committee on an 


The memorial will be referred to 
oe, 


Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of sundry citizens of Andovor, 
Vermont, praying that there may be enacted ‘‘a Federal statuto 
which will compel railroad corporations and their agents and all 
common carriers upon them to perform their duties to the public of 
furnishing all reasonable facilities for travel and transportation for 
a certain prescribed, reasonable, and just tax or toll; ” which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. ALDRICH presented resolutions of the city council of New- 
port, Rhode Island, the memorial of A. H. Littlefield and 152 others, 
citizens of Rhode Island, and the memorial of the Providence Board 
of Trade, in favor of the establishment of a life-saving station at 
Brenton’s Point, Rhode Island; which were ordered to lie on the 


ble. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of citizens of Kansas, praying 
for legislation for the suppression of polygamy ; which was referr zi 
to the Committee on the Judieiary. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave two petitions here, one addressed to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and the other a communication in form addressed 
to me from a gentleman who desires a pension. I ask leave to pre- 
sent them as petitions, addressed to Congress, and that they have 
an appropriate reference. Otherwise they would have to be retarned 
to the petitioners. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They were designed as petitions ? 

Mr. HOAR. They were designed as petitions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then they will be regarded as 
petitions, and so indorsed. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Joseph P. Ingram, of Russell 
County, Alabama, praying to be reimbursed for certain property 
destroyed and taken by the Army of the United States in the year 
1865; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of Samuel S. Hall, late a private in 
Company B, Fifth Massachusetts Volunteer Militia, praying to be 
granted a pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

Mr. PENDLETON presented a memorial of the National Tobacco 
Association, in favor of the abolition of export stamps, and also 
other changes in regard to the exportation of tobacco by rail, and 
relating to fees paid to inspectors of export tobacco; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the convention of the National 
Tobacco Association, protesting against the passage of what is 
known as the free leaf-tobacco bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. BROWN. I present a petition of a large number of the most 
influential citizens of the city of Albany, in the State of Georgia, 
praying for an increased appropriation to improve the harbor and 
ehannel of the Savannah River at Savannah, so as to accommodate 
the large and growing commerce of that place. I move the refer- 
ence of the petition to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HALE. I am instructed by the Committee on Appropriations, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 4222) making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1883, and for other purposes, to report it with amend- 
ments. I give notice that to-morrow, at half past one, I shall ask 
the Senate to take up the bill, with a view of pushing it through to 
an early passage. 

Mr. AL ISON, Iam directed by the Committee on Appropriations, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 3830) making appropria- 
tions for the consular and diplomatic service of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes, to report 
it favorably with sundry amendments, which I ask may be printed ; 
and I will say to the Senate that immediately after the completion 
of the West Point Military Academy bill to-morrow I shall desire to 
take this bill up. 

Mr. ROLLINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (8. No. 102) to provide a 
building for the use of the United States circuit and district courts 
and post-office at Erie, Pennsylvania, reported it with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, from the Committee on Territories, to whom the 
subject was referred, submitted a report accompanied by a bill (8. 
No. 1514) to enable the people of the Territory of Dakota to form a 
constitution and State government, and for the admission of the 
State into the Union on an equal footing with the original States. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Inasmuch as the bill is of et importance to 
a large number of people of that Territory, and also to the United 
States, I shall, at as early a day as practicable, try to call it up for 
action. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 680) to quiet title of settlers on the Des 
Moines River lands, in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes, 
a ptt it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 685) to shorten the period required in home- 
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steading public lands to two years, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 4 : ¢ i 

He also, from the same committee, reported a bill (S. No. 1515) 
to shorten the time required to acquire homesteads on the public 
domain; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. McDILL, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1105) to create an additional land district in 
the State of Nebraska, and the bill (S. No. 1423) to create an addi- 
tional land district in the State of Nebraska, reported a bill (S. No. 
1531) to create two additional land districts in the State of Nebraska; 
which was read twice by its title. > 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MORRILL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1516) for the relief of the heir of Constan- 
tino Brumidi; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimons consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1517) to define the routes of steam 
railroads entering into and within the city of Washington, District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes; Which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. LOGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1518) for the relief of Arno Voss: which was 

\read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1519) granting a pension to Darius A. Dow; which 
wasread twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1520) granting a pension to Ann Lally; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1521) recognizing Elias J. Beziner as enrolling 
officer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1522) for the relief of Parmenas T. Turnley ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, (by request.) asked and, by unani- 
mous consent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1523) to pro- 
vide for the reimbursement of costs and expenses in certain judicial 
proceedings, and for the relief of George C. Ellison; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ACKSON (by request) asked and, by unanimons consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1524) for the relief of James 
White and the legal representatives of William White, deceased; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. ALDRICH asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1525) for the relief of Washington L. Parvin 
and Henry A. Greene; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1526) forthe relief of Wolff 
& Brown; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. No, 2.) to amend section 4233 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, in relation to danger signals; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


SUEZ MARITIME CANAL. 


Mr. MILLER, of California, submitted -the following resolution ; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to furnish for the use.of 


the Senate such information as has been collected by the Bureau of Navigation 
relating to the maritime canal at Suez. 


REIMBURSEMENT TO SENATOR BUTLER. 


Mr. HOAR. Lask consent to call up the Senate resolution reported 
by me from the Committee on Privileges and Elections on the 17th 
of March to reimburse to Mr. BUTLER the expenses incurred by him 
in defending his title to a seat in the Senate. 

The resolution was read the second time, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate the sum 
of $3,500 to M. C. BUTLER, a Senator from the State of South Carolina, in reim- 
bursement of expenses necessarily incurred by him in defense of his title to his 
seat, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the resolution. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to ask the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections whether there are any precedents to 
authorize such a payment? Has there ever been such an allowance 
made to any person whose right to a seat in the Senate was con- 
tested? 

Mr. HOAR. The pending resolution, and the one which follows 


it, to make an allowance to the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. KEL- 
LOGG, ] allow the Senators named a portion of the expenses, not by 
any means the whole, which they were obliged to incur in conduct- 
ing a controversy which involved not merely the ordinary title to a 
seat in the Senate, but invelved the existence of two rival claimants 
to be the duly organized State Legislatures and governments of their 
respective States. Those Senators would have been derelict to a 
public duty if they had failed to defend to the best of their ability 
what they deemed, and what the Senate held to be, a public right. 
They were cases very peculiar in their character, involving a strug- 

le (such cases as it is to be hoped never will recur in American his- 

ory) between two contending parties for the possession of the forces 


*| of their States. 


As to Mr. BUTLER, the Committee on Privileges and Elections took 
judicial notice of the very long, protracted, and expensive contro- 
versy which arose in regard to his seat, The Senate allowed the 
unsuccessful competitor of Mr. BUTLER the sum of $10,000 for con- 
ducting the other side of the same controversy, on an itemized ac- 
count, I think, furnished by him. Mr. BUTLER certifies that this is 
only a portion of his expenditures for counsel fees, printing, stenog- 
rapher, and taking testimony, 

n answer to the Kae question of the Senator from Delaware, I 
desire to say that the House of Representatives has, in numerous 
instances, made such allowance, under peculiar circumstances, to 
versons Whose title to their seats was vindicated ; and in two recent 
instances the Senate has united with the House in passing acts of 
Congress, in one of which there were some eight or ten old cases 
which had occurred several years before in former Congresses, where 
the Senate passed an act allowing to the persons to whom the seats 
were awarded, under these special circumstances, the expense of vin- 
dicating their title. 

It seems to us that if it is just to allow to the ursuccessful man, 
the man who turned out to be in the wrong, his expenses, the Senator 
who, in addition to the ordinary duties of his place is obliged to con- 
dnet this vexatious and hostile controversy and who turns out to be 
in the right, a fortiori ought to have some such allowance. 

Mr. MORGAN, 1 call the attention of the Senator from Delaware 
to the fact that an allowance was made by the Senate to Mr. Sykes, 
who was an unsuccessful contestant for a seat here, who came, at 
the instance of the State of Alabama, to contest the seat of Mr. 
Spencer. s 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I desire to ask the Senator who 
reported the resolntion whether the Senators named, who were con- 
testants, (for two are concerned, I understand, one resolution follow- 
ing the other,) were paid from the date of their election, thereby 
going back perhaps a year or two, at the time they were admitted to 
seats 

Mr. HOAR. I think all these expenditures, certainly largely, were 
incurred by Mr. BuTLER after he took his seat. He took his seat 
on a prima facie case, and then his title to the seat was attacked by 
a gentleman named Corbin. The greater part of Mr. BUTLER’s con- 
test was while he was holding the seat. Of course he had his pay 
from the beginning of the Congress, 

Mr. ALLISON. This is an allowance in addition to his regular pay ? 

Mr. HOAR. It is in addition to his regular pay. 

Mr. HARRIS. I would ask the Senator from Massachusetts if the 
resolution is simply to cover the actual expenses incurred ? 

Mr. HOAR. And it covers only a portion of those. 

Mr. HARRIS. Butnothing is included in the resolution except the 
actual expenses incurred ? 

Mr. HOAR. Nothing except actual expenses for counsel fees, wit- 
nesses, steno; 7 8 and printing. 

Mr. GARL I wish to ask the Senator from Massachusetts if 
the Senate did not vote Mr. Corbin his allowance for expenses, 

Mr. HOAR. I have already stated that it did. This resolution is 
followed by another in favor of Mr. KELLOGG for abont nine thousand 
dollars. The Senate awarded Mr, Corbin $10,000 for his expenditure 
in conducting the other side of a controversy in which Mr. BUTLER is 
only allowed 83,500 for actual expenses. We awarded Mr. Spofford 
$17,000 for conducting the other side of the controversy in the Louisi- 
ana contested case ; the sum awarded to Mr. KELLOGG is a little over 


000. 
Mr. GARLAND. This aetion is warranted by the precedents stated 
and also the case of Mr. Segar, which I voted for myself some time 


ago. 

Si SAULSBURY. I will say to the Senator from Arkansas that 
there is no doubt but what the expenses of contestants have always 
been allowed, and sometimes allowances are made which more than 
cover their expenses. That is not the point which I raised. The 
point I raise is whether a sitting member whose seat had been con- 
tested has ever been allowed any of the expenses to which he was sub- 
jected by reason of the contest made against his right to hold the 
seat? I do not say but what there is just as much justice iu allowing 
the sitting member whose right has been contested his expenses as 
in allowing the contestant the expenses which he has incurred, but 
I inquired simply whether we are making a new case, or whether we 
are following a precedent in passing this resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senate, last winter or the winter before lust, I 


forget which, went back and passed an act of Congress allowiug to 
sitting members of the House for a period covering some eight or ten 
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years their expenses in vindicating the title to their seats. Iam not 
aware that there is any instance in which a Senator, a sitting mem- 
ber, has been allowed his expenses until this one; but in addition to 
the cases standing upon the same principle with the precedent in 
regard to members of the House of Representatives, on which the 
Senate by a very large majority passed its judgment, these are peculiar 
cases. It is not the ordinary question, whether a Senator's creden- 
tials are in form, or whether the governor had a right to make an 
appointment to a vacancy occurring in the beginning of the term, as 
in the case of Mr. Bell, of New Hampshire. This was a case which 
required these Senators to summon witnesses and to prove as facts, 
at a distance from their own States where the facts existed, a large 
number of controverted points which involved the title of a certain 
body claiming to be the Btate Legislature to hold the government of 
the State. They are peculiar cases, and if we should put upon a poor 
man the expense which, as a matter of public duty, these Senators 
have been obliged to incur, the claim of a title to a seat in the Senate 
would have involved the ruin of the persons vindicated. 

The resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REIMBURSEMENT TO SENATOR KELLOGG. 

Mr. HOAR. I now call up the resolution which follows the one 
just passed. 

The following resolution, reported by Mr. Hoar, from the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, on the 17th instant, was read the 
second time: 

Resolved, That soars De Per. out of the contingent fund of the Senate the sum 


of $9,550 to WILLIAM KELLOGG, a Senator from the State of Louisiana, in 
rapes eel of expenses necessarily incurred by him in defense of his title to 
seat. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the resolution. 

The resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. JoHN 
BAILEY, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had receded from 
its second amendment to the joint resolution (S. R. No. 49) making 
a further appropriation to relieve the sufferers by the overflow of 
the Mississippi River and its tributaries. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, 
on the 17th eee approvod and signed the act (S. No. 491) for the 
relief of Henry P. Rolfe. 

THE CALENDAR. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first bill on the Calendar will 
now be called under the Anthony rule. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. President, the rule upon the execution of 
which we are about to enter has worked I think very well this ses- 
sion, and has cleared the Calendar of a number of unobjected cases 
by which it was burdened. It is the only chance that the poor Cal- 
endar has, for the attempt to get up bills spasmodically consumes 
more time in deciding upon the order of business than is occupied in 
transacting the business after it has been decided which shall have 
the preference. I think, with a little extension of the time under that 
rule, weshall be able to go through the Calendar now, and once again 
this session. Therefore, I move that the rule be amended by extend- 
ing the time from half past one to two o’clock. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves that the Anthony rule be amended so as to extend the time 
for the consideration of bills under it from half-past one to two 
o’clock. 

Mr. FERRY. I hope the Senate will concur in that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will concur, undoubtedly. 

Mr. FERRY. Not only is it a fair way of reaching the bills on the 
Calendar but the bills go over to the House and lie on the Speaker's 
table, and time is required for action there. They may have to re- 
main till the closing days of the session, and it is very important 
that they shall reach the House as early as possible. I trust the 
amendment will be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pee tempore. The question ison the amendment 
of the Senator from Rhode Island extending the time. [Puttingthe 
question.] The time is unanimously extended, and the rule thus 
amended will be enforced, including to-day. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I give notice that Ishall feelit my duty to insist, 
so far as I can, upon the observance of the rule, and shall object to 
the introduction of any business whatever that conflicts with it, 
until after two o’clock; and I see by the approving looks of my 
friend from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] that I all have his support 
in so doing. I trust that the Senate will not, as it can do, by a ma- 
jority vote, lay the rule aside to take up anything whatever. Appro- 
priation bills or bills of pressing impertance of course always have 
the preference, but the rule will not interfere with their considera- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will not have the preference 
during the time covered by the Anthony rule. 

Mr. ALLISON, There may be a pressure to pass an appropriation 


bill out of its order, I will state to the Chair. However, such bills 

are not likely to interfere. 

3 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It must bea very great pressure to 
0 50. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I wish to call the attention of the 
mover of the rule and of the Chair to another thing which I think 
will forward the business very much; that is, if the Chair will insist 
on the five-minute limitation and the rule that a Senator shall speak 
but once on a question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair always endeavors to 
enforce that part of the rule, but the Senate overrules him by grant- 
ing unanimous consent to proceed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I will say that I believe the Chair 
does endeavor to enforce it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Virginia 
the other day suggested that unanimous consent be granted at tho 
very time the Chair was trying to enforce the five-minute rule. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I have no doubt of that. It is a 
courtesy to extend the time, and we all perhaps do wrong in that 
respect, and it would be well if the attention of the Senate was called 
to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will endeavor to enforce 
the rule, and will do so when Senators do not give unanimous con- 
sent to a Senator proceeding beyond the time allowed. 

COINAGE AND CURRENCY. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask unanimous consent to make a statement. 
On Friday last, for the first time during this session, I was absent 
from the Senate, and the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Brown] with reference to gold and silver circulation 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. I simply want to put on 
record the fact that if I had been present I should have voted against 
the reference, believing that the Senate is fully advised upon that 
question. 

LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 

The bill (II. R. No. 1049) to promote the efficiency of the Life-Say- 
ing Service and to encourage the saving of life from shipwreck was 
announced as first in order upon the Calendar, and the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, resumed its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. When the bill was up on Friday it 
was read about half through. Is it the pleasure of the Senate that 
the bill shall be reread, or shall the reading begin at the point where 
the Chief Clerk was interrupted in the reading on Friday last? 

Mr. SHERMAN. As it is a bill involving very large amounts I 
should like to have it read from the beginning. 

The Acting Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. The Committee on Commerce have recommended 
the adoption of one amendment, embracing two new sections, as 
section 7 and section 8. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The sections proposed to be inserted 
will be read. 

The ACTING Secretary. After section 6, the Committee on Com- 
merce propose to insert, as section 7: 

That if any keeper or member of a crew of a life-saving ox life-boat station shall bo 
so disabled by reason of any wound or injury received or disease contracted in the 
3 rvice in the line ot duty as to unfit him for the performance of duty, 
such disability to be determined in such manner as shall be prescribed in the reg- 
ulations of the service, he shall be continued upon the rolls of the service and 
entitled to receive his full pay during the continuance of such disability, not to 
exceed the period of one year, unless the general superintendent shall recommend, 
— a statement of facts, the extension of the period through a portion or the 
whole of another year, and said recommendation receive the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury as just and reasonable; but in no case thal said disabled 
eer or member of a crew be continued upon the rolls or receive pay for a longer 
period than two years. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ithink the title ofthe bill generally aids very much 
in its passage; and if this bill had nothing in it except the title we 
should all be in favor of it, although it is to be remarked that this 
Government of ours is the onl vernment in the world that under- 
takes to establish a system of life-saving service like this. It has 
grown up in the last twenty years. I wish Senators to under- 
stand the importance of this bill not only in the subject-matter but 
in the amount involved. 

This bill adds to 3 system of life-saving stations, now 
numbering one hundred and ninety-four, thirty-four, at a cost of 
$170,000, the cost of each being about five thousand dollars. It also 
adds to the expense of our Life-Saving Service over $200,000 per 
annum in addition to the cost for buildings. Then it adds a system 
of qualified pensions to all epee injured in this service. It adds 
to the pay of the keepers of the stations, nearly doubles it in some 
cases. In other words, the present pay is $400 a year, and this allows 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay $800 a year, or as much less as he 
thinks is right. The pay of the superintendents of the different 
stations, of which there are nine or ten, is raised from $1,000 to $2,500 
in some cases, or ranging from $1,500 up to $2,500. 

Thus, the increased expense under this bill will make the Iife-sav- 
ing establishment, once a very trifling matter, become an annual 
expenditure of about three-quarters of a million of dollars, and like 
the Light-House Board and the Coast Survey and the other human- 
itarian branches of the civil service, it is constantly increasing, 
because no one likes to oppose a bill with so taking a title. 

The amendinent now proposed by the Committee on Commerce is 
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a qualified pension, and it seems to me that there is a good stopping- 
place. The House bill contains all the items of increase that I have 
referred to, but the Senate Committee on Commerce propose to add 
to them a system of pensions. I think that it is faulty. I do not 
see that it is recommended by the Department. I believe that it is 
designed by my honorable friend from Michigan, If any class of 
persons in the public service should be put upon the pension list, 
probably they ought to be; but if Senators will read the printed 
amendment in the bill they will see that this is totally unlike an 
other system of pensions that has ever been devised that I know of : 

Sec. 7. That if any keeper or member of a crew of a life-saving or life-boat 
station shall be so disabled by reason of any wound or injury received or disease 
contracted in the Life-Saving Service in the line of duty as to unfit him for the 

formance of duty, such disability to be determined in such manner as shall 

prescribed in the regulations of the service, he shall be continued upon the rolls 

of the service and entitled to receive his full pay during the continuance of such 
disability. 

Without doing any service for a period of time not exceeding in 
the whole two years, so that by possibility this may almost double 
at times the number of persons drawing pay from the life-saving fund. 
It is difficult to tell how many might be included, A temporary 
injury, however slight, which would disable a man from the perform- 
ance of his duty would entitle him to this pension. The persons 
employed in this service are sailors or men accustomed to this kind 
of fardship, men accustomed to the vicissitudes of this kind of life. 
They receive pay for the time they are employed, a pretty liberal 
compensation, This bill gives to fishermen and persons employed in 
this service a very liberal compensation. It seems to me we had 
better stop there and not go further and add this qualified pension. 

Sir, nothing is so unpleasant as to standin the way of any propo- 
sition made in a bill of this kind, but the expenses of our Government 
in all branches are now increasing at a very rapid ratio. All the serv- 
ices performed for the Government now must be paid for at the high- 
est rate of wages in civil life, and sometimes a good deal higher. The 
pay that is proposed by this bill to be given to a superintendent of 
a life-saving station, a man who may be a man of very moderate in- 
formation, though a good, fair business man, is increased to $2,500 a 
year, when there can be no difficulty in getting them at a thousand 
dollars or less. In addition to the salary they also get their ex- 
penses while actually employed in the public service. It seems to 
ine that this bill goes too far, and that under a taking title we are 
saddling the Treasury with an unnecessary expense, and especially 
this new system of pensions seems to be an experiment that we had 
better postpone to some other day. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, I regret very much that the Senator 
from Ohio who, while he was himself Secretary of the Treasury, con- 
tributed so much by his recommendations and by his superintendence 
of the management of this very valuable service to its success until 
to-day it stands first among those of all nations of the earth as a sys- 
tem of life-saving, should oppose this proposition. I do not know 
whether it is not the rule that economy comes where a man fails to 
have the disposition of the money. It would look so; I hope not, 
however. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The Senator gives a very flattering exhibit of 
what I did. I hope it is true; but we did it on about one-half of 
what is proposed by this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will announce that 
interruptions are not to be taken out of a Senator's time. 

Mr. CONGER. I hoped the Chair would take them ont of the 
time if hecould with consistency. ThenI must keep tothe subject. 
The addition to the Life-Saving Service by this bill is about one hun- 
dred and fifty thousand dollars for the building of the new life sta- 
tions; and it will take about three years to use that $150,000, or 
$50,000 a year. ‘There has been urged upon Congress by members of 
the House and by members of the Senate the addition of some twenty- 
five or thirty more stations—imperatively urged ; but the committee 
thought and the superintendent of this service thonght that it must 
be extended gradually; that along our 10,500 miles of sea-coast to be 
protected those places where the record had shown the greatest num- 
ber of shipwrecks, the greatest loss of life, and the greatest amount 
of property lost, should first receive the attention of Congress, and 
that has been sought in this bill very carefully. 

I have not time in the five minutes allotted to me, though I have 
the facts and data before me, to show the Senate what a wonderful 
effect this system has had from year to year in the increased pres- 
ervation of life and property. Every year there has been a diminu- 
tion of the loss of life and of the loss of property since 1874, when 
this system was more perfectly organized, up to the present time. 
Although the number of casualties has increased year by year, the 
loss of life has greatly diminished until, in some of the years, it has 
amounted to a mere trifle. I find in the Boston Journal of January 
19 this statement: 


The London Times reports that there were 2,039 actual shipwrecks throughout 
the world last year, and that the estimated value of the poet: y lost reached the 
enormons total of $1,400,000,000—the property owned in the United Kingdom and 
the colonies being valued at $900,000,000. As compared with the previous year 
there was an increase of 359 in the number of wrecks and an increase of about 
$500,000,000 in the value of property lost, the year having been an exceptional one 
for gales and storms and for the loss of vessels of large tonnage, with cargoes of 
exceptional value. The number of British steamers lost was 171; sailing vessels, 
857; foreign steamers, 56. The total loss of life was 4,134. 8 hundred and 
twenty-six vessels were actually lost off the coasts of the United Kingdom, which 
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is almost double the number thus lost in the previous year. One hundred vessels 
of all flags sank through collisions; and the total of the cargoes swallowed up by 
the sea was nearly one million tons. During the closing week of the year there were 
53 actual wrecks, an increase of 19 over the returns for the corresponding week of 
1880. The following table shows the aggregate losses for the last five years: 


Now, look at the result here, as shown by the last report of our 
Life-Saving Service : 


A still more remarkable exhibit is found in the followin 
same as the one above, be that it is confined to our own 


table, which is the 
omain, the disasters 


ocourring at sea and in foreign waters being excluded: 
reals? [3] fe | ER 
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1, 808 19, 255 “650 | Aslto 29.62 Aslto 2.78 
1. 525 2,688 *215| As 1 to 68.85 As 1 to 4.84 
1.581 20, 327 509 As 1 to 50.9% As 1 to 3.83 
1,571 21, 898 *237 | Aslto 92.40 As 1 to 6.63 
1, 883 28, 128 *187 | As 1 to 150. 42 | As 1 to 10, 07 
1, 655 25, 881 "280 As 1 to 92.43 | Asito 5.91 


* This number is exclusive of lives lost where vessels suffered no damage. 

Thus it appears that upon the coasts and rivers of the United States the loss of 
life has descended, since the fiscal year ending June 30, 1876, from 1 out of every 
29.62 persons on board vessels suffering disaster to 1 out of every 92.43 persons, and 
from 1 ont of every 2.78 such vessels to 1 out of every 5.91; a redaction of 67.95 per 
cent. in the one case and 52.96 per cent. in the other. 

It will be seen that the regular diminution in the ratios from year to year is twice 
interrupted ; first, in the fiscal year 1877-78, and again in the last fiscal year. In 
the first instance the interruption is owing to the exceptionally calamitous disasters 
to the steamers Huron and 8 on the North Carolina coast, in which 183 per- 
sons perished. It is shown in another part of this report that in one case the Life- 
Saving Service was inoperative and in the other crippled, from causes explained, 
In the second instance, the increase is chiefly due to the wreck of the steamer 
Alpena, in a terrific storm in the middle of Lake Michigan, on October 16, 1880, by 
which 60 lives were lost. If this number be deducted from the 280 lives lost during 
the year, the ratio of lives lost to the number of persons on board vessels would be 
as 1 to 117.37, and the ratio of lives lost to the number of casualties as 1 to 7.52, and 
the re; r diminution would be nearly constant. The percentage of reduction 
would be 74.76 in the one case, and 63.03 in the other. It will hence be seen, upon 
examination of the above tables, that the reduction in the loss of life has been 
wholly in the United States, and this must be due entirely to the life-saving effort, 
inasmuch as there has been no material reduction in the number of casualties or in 
the number of persons exposed to peril. 

Sir, this service has sayed of property to the owners of it, and it is 
mostly in the coasting trade, more than $16,000,000 in seven years. 
The most that is asked here, with all these enlargements, is to have 
a service which will cost, when fully organized, $600,000 a year. It 
now costs $450,000. Now, one word in regard to the civil pension 
feature. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator's time has expired. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I hope the Senator from Michigan will be 
allowed to proceed. This is a very important question, and I ask 
unanimous consent that he may go on and give further facts in 
relation to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan may 
proceed by unanimous consent. [“ Go on!“ 

Mr. CONGER. Ithank the Senate for the permission. I will not 
detain them by anything more than the statement of what I consider 
necessary in order to have this matter understood. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. May I ask the Senator if he makes provision 
in this bill for additional pay to the surfmen; and if not, why not? 

Mr. CONGER. This bill does not touch that point. There is no 
limitation on the pay of the surfmen in any of our laws except the 
amount appropriated by Congress. It can be increased, and has 
been increased under the law from $40 to $45 for the last two months 
of what is called the more N season of the year, without 
any further provision of law; and if Congress makes sufficient appro- 
priation, it can be increased during the whole time or during the more 
dangerous time. 

This bill makes bat a small increase of the salaries of the super- 
intendents of the stations, although my friend from Ohio says it is 
very great. If he will get the law and compare it with this bill he 
will find that it is not so. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Michi- 
gan how much his bill will increase the annual expenditure of the 
Life-Saving Service if the bill shall become a law. 

Mr. CONGER. I was just stating that the present expenditure 
is about four hundred and fifty thousand dollars. The additional 
expenditure will be about one hundred and fifty thousand dollars, 
making the total annual expenditure when these statious are all built 
about six hundred thousand dollars. 
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Mr.SHERMAN. Thatisin addition tothe building of the stations, 


which will cost $5,000 each. 

Mr. HARRIS. How many buildings are included ? 

Mr. CONGER. The annual expenditure for carrying on the serv- 
ice, as I said, will be if this bill passes, after the stations are built, 
about one hundred and fifty thousand dollars a year more than 
it is now, making about six hundred thousand dollars a year for the 
general expenditure. There are thirty-four stations provided for, 
thirty-two of which are life-saving stations and two are merely 
houses of refuge on the Florida coast where shipwrecked persons can 
go for safety in an uninhabited region, The expenditure for these 
statiens will be a little less than $5,000 each. Of course they will 
not need renewal for a large number of years, so that that contin- 
gency is not taken into account in considering what will be the 
annual expenditare hereafter. This is an increase, then, of annual 
expenditure of about one hundred and fifty thousand dollars, with 
an addition of thirty-two life-saving stations distributed along this 
whole 10,500 miles of coast on the two oceans, the Gulf, and the great 
lakes, distributed to those places where the record of the last eight 
years has shown that the greatest number of shipwrecks have 
occurred and are likely to occur, 

Now, if the Senate will bear with me a moment, I want to say a 
word about the quasi-pension, as it is called. It was avery difficult 
matter for the committee and for myself, who joined with the officers 
of the Department in preparing this bill, to determine what to rec- 
ommend to the House and to the Senate in the way of pensions. 
There are innumerable petitions and memorials from all parts of the 
country asking that pensions be granted to the families of surfmen 
who have lost their lives in saving the lives of others. Congress has 
responded liberally to such petitions in all cases that have heretofore 
occurred, and has acted without hesitation and pensioned exactly the 
class of cases that this bill provides for whenever they have occurred, 
as in the wreck of the Huron, on the lakes, 

I am oneof those who have been opposed, and still feel opposed, to a 

eneral civil-service pension list. The provisions which are sought to 
125 put in by the Senate Committee on Commerce were not put in 
the first bill which I introduced into the Senate, because we were 
unable to determine just what was best in the nature of a recom- 
pense or a pension. The Senate bill was introduced in the House, 
and passed as it was introduced here and as the Committee on Com- 
merce of the Senate had approved it. By the time it came here from 
the House, however, we had a; on this quasi-pension list, if it 
may be so called. The principle of this I may state in a word. 

Disliking to introduce a civil-service pension list proper into our 
eountry, it was thought in p ing these two sections that we would 
make it a part of the contract when these men were hired that if they 
were disabled in the service on these sand-beaches and rocky coasts 
along this whole 10,500 miles, far remote from settlement and from 
habitations in many cases, they should not be turned into the woods 
-or onto the sands without any money or any provision. There is no 
provision for them in hospitals; there is no provision for them any- 
where. They are off in the most exposed and desolate places on 8 
footstool, and we felt that ef ought to have some knowledge 
‘beforehand that if they had their limbs broken or were injured in sav- 
ing the lives of others they should not be turned out like dogs to die; 
and yet we did not like a civil-service pension list st in this 
way. Therefore we make this provision in the contract: “If you 
are injured, if you are disabled in the service so that you cannot 
arn your money, you shall stay on the list and draw the pay while 
the disability continues, or for one year from the time it oceurs; and 
if on proof given to the Department you satisfy the Secretary cf the 
Treasury that the disability continues, your pay may still continue 
for such time as the e lasts, but not to exceed two years inall.“ 

Here I want to say that the next section, section 8, which has not 
vet been read, is the other part of this same 
that if a man be killed, if he loses his life in this service, his widow 
and his children under sixteen years of age shall together have pro- 
portionately his pay for two years. As fast as the children pass the 
‘sixteenth year, as in other pensions, it shall go to the widow and the 
remaining children, if there be any. 

This is not a civil-service pension. It is in the least objectionable 
form that I could devise or that our committee could recommend, to 
avoid on the one hand introducing the entering-wedge in this case 
of a civil-service pension list, to which many are opposed, and at the 
same time do justice to those gallant men who risk their lives every 
time there is a shipwreck to save the lives of their fellow-citizens, 
and give them some encouragement that if they are brave and val- 
iant, if their limbs are broken or they are disabled, they shall still 
be cared for by this Government, and that if they lose their lives 
their wives and their children shall at least have a temporary sup- 
port. That is all there is in these two sections. I think they will 
commend themselves to the sense of justice, of humanity, and of 
right of every Senator here; and what if they do cost something ? 
There have been hundreds and thousands of lives saved. The in- 

Jury to the surfmen where pensions would be required have been 
very infrequent. Out of the whole number employed, I think only 
twenty-eight in all during the last seven years could have claimed 
the benefit of this amendment for themselves or for their families, as 
near as I have been abe to observe. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the Senator's 


time has expired. 

Mr. CONGER. I apologize for speaking so long. I had intended 
before this bill came up regularly to present the views of the com- 
mittee and my own in more extended remarks, so as to answer in 
advance what might be the questioning of gentlemen who have not 
given it as much attention as the committee have. 

Mr. FERRY. I understand that at the suggestion of the Senator 
from New Jersey unlimited time was given to my colleague. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not so understand. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not desire to take a moment more than is 
necessary to answer the questions put. 

Mr. FERRY. Then, Mr. President, I take the floor in my own 
behalf, and will yield to my colleague if he desires. 

Mr. CONGER. I want to say but a word further. I have a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury indorsing the recom- 
mendations of the Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service, Mr. 
Kimball, in which he recommends the adoption of these two sec- 
tions and the other provisions of the act. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 8, 1882. 

Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 6th 
instant, inclosing Senate bill 1, to promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving Serv- 
ice,” with a request for such recommendations and suggestions thereon as may 
seem proper to me. 

In reply I inclose, for the consideration of the committee, a yof a letter 
from the general superintendent of the service bearing upon the sect and em- 
bodying the information I would offer, which was called forth by reference to him 
for report of a communication the Hon. Amos TOWNSEND, of the Committee 
on Commerce of the House of Representatives. addressed to me, with a request 
similar to aw. in regard to House bills 1049 and 1037, which have the pated kon 
as Senate 5 

Senate bill 1, inclosed with your communication, is herewith returned, and 
House bills 1049 and 1037, referred to, are also transmitted. 

eee CHAS. J. FO 
. LGER, Secretary. 
Hon. DA D; Conger, S, 40 


rman of sub-committee of Committee on Commerce, 
United States Senate. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE oF GENERAL SUPERINTENDENT 
UxrrRD States Lire-Savine SERVICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 4, 1882. 

Sin: I have the honor to ee ad our reference for report of the letter of 
Hon. Amos Towxsxxb, of the House o Re resentatives, chairman of a sub-com- 
mittee of the Committee on Commerce, the 28th ultimo, inclosing, with a 

for rrecommendations and suggestions, House bills 1037 and 1049, each 
ill to | pier the efficiency of the Life-Saving Service and to encour- 
from shipwreck," 
Mr. TOWNSEND, differ — in their provisions, 
gen about the same. A careful comparison of the two 
me to the conviction that the enactmentof House bill 1049 would better pro- 
mote the interests of the service, and upon the provisions of this bill I have the 
honor to present the following considerations : 

Section 1 provides for the establishment of certain specified stations upon the 
sea and lake coasts. All the places named are dangerous localities and in my judg- 
ment require this form of pronation in the interests of commerce and prg 
The annual reports of the Life-Saving Service havo heretofore recommended the 
establishment of nearly all the stations indicated and fully stated the reasons there- 
for. I would recommend, however, an amendment to this section, ding fora 
station about three miles southwesterly from Hatteras Inlet, another dangerous 
maignbertoed. by the insertion of the words one about three miles southwest of 

Inlet,“ in line 23, after the word “twenty-two.” The corresponding sec- 
tion in bill 1037 fora station at or near the falls of the Ohio River opposite 
Louisville, Kentucky. A station was built and put in operation here last year 
under authority of a special act of Congress at its — se 

Section 2 in each bill is substantially the same, differing only in 
The provision for the discontinuance of stations is ustified by the well-known fact 
ms — produced either by natural or artificial means, are constantly taking 
fo 


hrascology. 


ê coast, re: in some instances stations unnecessary which were 
rmerly of use. A similar provision, based upon the same consideration, already 
exists in reference tolight-houses. I would suggest, however, that an amendment 
to the section might J ig eye be made by striking out after the word “ whenever," 
e 3, the remainder of the line, and lines 4, 5, and 6, and inserting in their stead 

the words“ in his ju ent.“ 
Section 3 provides for the transfer of equipments and supplies from one station 
— rags as the interests of the service may require and its propriety would seem 

obvious. 

Section 4 provides that district superintendents shall be 3 officers and 
ving proper bonds, and pro; to 
on and adjust it with reference to their duties an respon- 


tary of the Treasur. 
in the section woul 


sums ranging from $10,000 to $50,000. 'The proposed increase will still leave them 
considerably lower in the scale of compensation than other officers of the Govern- 
ment of the same grade whose burdens are much lighter. 

Iwould suggest that this section be amended by the insertion in line 4, after the 
word require,“ of the following words: and shall have the powers and perform 
the duties of inspectors of customs.“ The reason for this amendment is that while 
some of the 5 are clothed with this authority, the others, by prob- 
ably accidental omission in the acts creating these offices, do not have it conferred 
upon them. All the superintendents should have the power in order to enable 
them to protect the revenue when vessels having dutiable goods on board are 
wrecked within their jurisdiction. 
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I would also suggest that the section be amended by the insertion, after line 22, 
of the following paragraph: For the seventh district, embracing the eastern coast 
of Florida, $1 r annum: the reason for the amendment g that the bill 
emits to mention this district, which I think had betterappear, although no change 
in the compensation of the 5 is proposed, the present rate being 
deemed ovate adequate to the light duties performed, no crews being employed in 
his province. 

Section 5 authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to fix the annual compensa- 
tion of the keepers of stations at such rates as he may consider just and proper, 
not to exceed $800 per annum. To leave the rate of compensation of these officers 
to the discretion of the Secretary within certain limits seems to me prudent, for 
the reason that their duties and responsibilities are pare being in some cases 
hardly beyond those of custodians and should carry no higher recompense than 
that attaching in equity to thenature and degree of the employment. In the great 
number of cases, however, the keepers are paid on a scale so low, 3 tho 
seriousness and value of their charge, that their compensation has come to be 
publicly considered as an absurdity, and almost an indignity, and there is every rea- 
son why It should beangmented. ‘These men are professional experts in surfmanshi 
and wreck-craft, and to this proficiency have added all the acquisition and experi- 
ence of the trained life-saver. It is unquestionable that the skill, bravery, and 
fidelity they have brought to the performance of their duty have contributed in 
an immense de, to the great success which has given the service the high rank 
it occupies with commercial and maritime men and with the people at large. In 
addition to their terrible duty on occasions of shipwreck they are charged with 
the selection and government of their skilled crews; the conduct of the patrols of 
the beachesat nightand during stormy weather, never to be neglected or slighted ; 
the care of the stations and their equipments and furniture; and the custody, in 
revenue interests and those of owners, of all property wrecks being within the 
scope of their action, They are, in a word, answerable for all life and property in 
peril upon wrecked or endangered yessels abreast of their beaches, and, like the 
erews, they stake health and ‘hazard life and limb in the struggles involved inthe 
tasks of rescue. It is a matter of statistical record that while the loss of life from 
marine disaster has increased steadily for several years in the world at large, it 
has with an equal steadiness during the same period decreased year after year 
upon the coast of this country, until the difference has reached the amazin, 
figure of a diminution of 75 per cent., although the number of disasters has no 
diminished and the number of persons imperiled has been constantly 
larger; and this immense reduction of mortality, which cannot be referred to 
anything but the Life-Saving Service, must be mainly credited to the direct action 
of These kee ers, aided by their crews. In return, their recompense has been no 
more than per annum, or thirty-three dollars and a fraction per month. From 
this pittance they have also been required to ist on themselves, no rations or any 
other allowance being provided them. Aside from the inequity of this paltry 
reward is the plain fact that it has become no longer 8 to retain these men 
in the service or to fill their places when they go if the rate of pay be not raised 
nearer the standard of fairness and reason, Already there have been many resig- 
nations received from all parts of the coast, and only private official solicitation has 
prevented many more, which are certain to take place the — season, unless 
a juster compensation is accorded. In one district it is learned that every k * 
intends leaving the service the coming spring on account of the meagerness of the 

y. In another a station has been closed, because neither keeper nor crew could 
te found for it at the rates offered. In the same district a station has for a lon, 
time been in charge of the crew only, no person being found to assume the chie 
responsibility far a recompense so small. These instances are given as indicative 
of the situation of the service in respect to this valuable corps of officers, upon 
whom its efliciency so largely depends, and also of the consequences which impend 
npon the failure of pine to adequately provide for their compensation. 

The bill specially under notice makes no reference to the compensation of the 
crews, for the reason, it fs |g na that the restriction which has heretofore 
limited it to $40 per month has been removed and the matter left in accordance 
with the terms of the act of June 18, 1878, to the eral superintendent of the 
service, who can now pay the men a proper rate of wages upon the simple con- 
dition of an adequate appropriation, which it is not believed Con, fail to 
make. In view, therefore, of the v. g rates of wages which these men could 
command outside of: the service in different years and in different localities as the 
times change, it is considered better, both in respect to . that 
the matter should be left in this way, rather than that the rate be fixed at the sum 

roposed by the other bill (H. R. 1037) or any other definite amount which might 
unreasonably high at one time and place and unreasonably low at another. 

Neither does the proposition in bill 1037 to give one month's extra pay to keep- 
ers and crews whenever they perform particularly gallant service at wrecks com- 
mend itself to my judgment. Itis considered thatif the compensation of the k 
ers is fixed upon the scale proposed by bill 1049, and if the pay of crews is made 
in accordance with liberal current rates of wages, that the sums ought 
to bea full equivalent for the service rendered. It is considered, moreover, thata 
contingent extra allowance might prove an active incentive to exagge of 
service, deceptions, falsitications, and frauds of various descriptions, with the aim 
of obtaining the provided reward, besides breeding unwholesome rivalries between 
the crews, envy of those who had gained the prize, discontent in claimants with 
superiors in office who had decided against them, and many forms of demoraliza- 
tion. 

Section 6 provides that the stations on the Pacific coast may be opened d 
such portion of the year as the general superintendent may deem 5 an 
is an n pey riate provision in view of the fact that section 5 of the act of June 
18, 1878, limits the time during which the stations upon the sea-coast may be manned 
for service to the period embraced between September and May, whereas on some 
parts of this coast there is equal need of station relief during other portions of the 


r. 
Y Section 7 provides for the award to say panion entitled to receive, under exist- 
ing law, a second medal, of an additional of the same metal, suitably inscribed, 
to be attached to the medal he already possesses. The object being to avoid the 
multiplication of awards of medals to the same individuals commends itself to 
both good taste and economy. The last paragraph of this section, authorizing the 
bestowal upon certain persons of such tokens as are customarily awarded in ac- 
knowledgment of the services of masters and crews of foreign vessels in rescuin; 
American crews from shipwreck, evidently merely proposes to place our own ci 
izens upon an equal footing with foreigners, in whose behalf a small appropriation 
is annually made in the consular and diplomatic act. 

Section 8, providing that the appointment of keepers and crews shall be made 
solely with reference to fitness, and without reference to political or party affilia- 
tion, I deem to be a provision of gesi importance. The Life-Saving Service is 
eminently a service of experts, and expert knowledge and training are in a greater 
or less d requisite in the qualification of its every officer and employé. This 
is pre-eminently the case in nce to station-keepers and crews, whose purel 

fessional skill is the prime factor in effecting rescues, and the highest 3 

ce in which is absolutely indispensable if the service is to maintain its present 
efficiency and its superior rank among institutions of the kind. The issues being 
those of life and death—the hazards of shipwreek being deadly, and the deliver- 
ance of those on board simply a matter of ity tadhe exigency—it is as much 
a necessity that the life-saver shall be the tof his kind as it is that the sur- 
n called in to perform a capital on shall be the best procurable, siapo 

ica ought no more to be in question in the one case than in the other. To limit 
the requirement to one of ple professional fitness is thereforo an inexorable 
eondition of the success of the service, and every other consideration tending in 


the least to bias the choice in the selection of the men should be rigidly excluded. 
This has been the policy of the service ever since the establishment of the pres- 
ent system in 1871, con: by the apparent sentiment of Congress as = 
in the report of the committee p g the bill for its present organization, and 
the speeches attending op ag and to the firmness and consistency with which 
ithas been pursued, more to any other one thing, is attributable, inmy judg- 
ment, the acknowledged unprecedented success which has attended the operation 
of the service. Its maintenance has not been effected without considerable difti- 
culty, owing to the constant efforts of unthinking persons to secure places in the 
service for other than the men best qualified, though oftentimes unexceptionable in 
every otherway. Theseefforts have been continued notwithstanding the repeated 
announcement of this policy in the annual rts of the service and its publica- 
tion and indorsement by journals of every political complexion to an extent which 
it would seem should have made it a matter of the widest public knowledge and 
approval. Should the compensation of the keepers and crews be incre there 
is every reason to anticipate a continuance of these etforts with still greater en- 
ergy and persistency, inasmuch as the added pecuniary value of the positions 
would furnish a stronger motive for obtaining 3 of them. Such a barrier 
against these endeavors as this section of the bill pro; would therefore seem 
visable, if only to save the time of the officers of the service from constantly 
besetting importunities, which cannot in the nature of the case be other than 
resisted. When the law expressly places the matter beyond question, it is pre- 
sumable these efforts will cease. At any rate, the law will furnish the decisive 
answer in every case 

The bill 1037 contains an additional section providing pensions for the widows 
and orphans of members of crews who e by reason of wounds or injuries 
received or disease contracted in the line of duty in the Life-Saving Service. 
There are two or three ag en bills pending in Congress and now before the ap- 
propriate committees in both Houses which cover this need, and apply also to 
cases of disability incurred by the men in the discharge of duty. As members of 
live-saving crews who lose their lives or become disabled in the effort to save citi- 
zeus from destruction are essentially in the 8 of the soldiers and sailors 
who brave the same fate in the public defense, and are equally in the public serv- 
ice, it cannot be seen why they are not as fully entitled to the benefit of the pen- 
sion laws. Their admission to these benefits is, in my opinion, as advisable as it 
would be just, but if objections to such a course of action are developed, which 
can be considered e eee I would recommend, as a measure less open per- 
haps to question, to be inserted in the bill as an amendment, sections 7 and 8 of 
Senate bill No. 1, introduced by Mr. Concer, as amended and recommitted to the 
Committee on Commerce in the Senate January 19, 1882, a copy of which Linch 
and which aims to secure a result somewhat similar to that which would be effect 
by a pension act, although in my judgment less desirable. 

The two bills, H. R. Nos. 1037 and 1049, are herewith returned. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 

S. J. KIMBALL, 
General Superintendent. 
Hon. CHARLES J. FOLGER, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. FERRY. I understood my colleague to say that the expense 
that will occur under this bill will aggregate about three hundred 
thousand dollars; that is to say, $150,000 annually, with an expend- 
iture of $150,000 to establish certain additional stations beyond the 
number now existing. I was very sorry to hear the remarks that 
were made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] at my left, and 
if he had any personal observation of the peril which is incident to 
life on the water Ithink he would have withheld the words which he 
pasgan uttered. 

e proposition here is to increase the salary of the superintend- 
ents of life-saving districts from $1,000 in many cases to $2,000, and 
I think the maximum allowed in any case is $2,500, Any one havin 
any experience upon the water or in the employment of seamen and 
masters of steamers and vessels knows that the salary paid to the 
master of an ordinary inland craft is about a thousand dollars a year, 
where he has command of a single vessel, and say from six to seven 
lives on board his vessel. Then, in the case of steamers carrying pas- 
sengers, the crew amounting to some twenty lives, and carrying from 
three hundred to four hundred passengers, oe pay of the master of 
such a steamer is $1,500, and in some cases $2,000. This is a proposi- 
tion to give $2,000 in some cases, and in a few others $2,500 to a 
superintendent of a district covering not only one life-saving station 
but a half dozen within that district, really conserving the lives of 
all who are engaged on the inland lakes or on the coast bordering 
that district. 

If I had the time I could give a great many instances within my 
own observation. I can state a case which I observed myself, where- 
a large steamer went ashore upon the coast of Lake a eee and 
by the superhuman efforts of the superintendent ef the life-saving 
station and his crew eighteen out of thirty-five were sayed. Then 
there are numerous cases where individuals have distinguished them- 
selves in saving life, so much so that their conduct has attracted the 
admiration of the Treasury Department, and I would say to the ex- 
Secretary here at my left, that the head of the Life-Saving Bureau in. 
the Treasury Department has already dispensed medals as premiums 
for the distinguished service of different individuals in saving life. 

Now, what is life compared to money? You pension men for 
defending your country, the ship of state. You give those who are 
maimed pensions, and where their lives are lost you give their widows 
pensions because their husbands defended your country. Here are- 
men who are defending ships embodying citizens of state, and you 
withhold this pittance which only continues, as my colleague eke 
stated, for two years. 

Isay the cases are parallel. Any method by which we can pre- 
serve life, to say nothing of property, eught to command the atten- 
tion and votes of the Senate and of Congress, To ask aman to take 
his life in his hand and peril himself in a storm at sea to save life at 
the re of $1,000 ought to bring the blush to every cheek in. 
this Chamber. When I witnessed two years ago a steamer go down 
with all its passengers and crew, I pledged myself then that if there 
was ever an opportunity I would vote that there might be life-saving 
stations at every point along the coast where they might save life.. 
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It is not a question of pro 


Y; it is a question of life not only, but 


of the livesof those presenthere. I frequently cross Lake Michi; 


gan 

other Senators may uently cross the inland lakes and the sea; an 

we are 175 pet to provide for the safety of those who traverse the 

waters on the decks of ships and vessels. As my colleague has aptly 

stated, thousands of lives have been saved since the ina tion of 

this service. Lf that be a fact, which I donot doubt, then we should 
ive all the money this bill asks for to perfect the system and save 
ife and save property. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I cannot see for my part how 
any Senator in this Chamber can withhold his support to a bill so 
meritorious as this. Perhaps my opportunities have been better 
than those of most Senators to witness the bravery, the courage, the 
self-sacrifice of these life-saving men along the New Jersey coast. 
Our coast perhaps is the most dangerous of any along the Atlantic 
seaboard. Very many vessels are annually lost, but now very few 
lives are lost on that coast. About one year ago Isaw a vessel come 
on shore during a very severe storm, a large vessel of some eight or 
nine hundred tons. Fourteen persons were on board the ship, includ- 
ing three children. It happened to be near one of the life-saving sta- 
tions; and never have I seen such bravery on the part of any men 
on earth. The surf was running very high. The surfmen of the 
life-saving station pushed overboard their boats, and for two long 
hours, notwithstanding the loss of two surf-boats, they sought to 
reach the vessel. Finally, by firing a line over the ship, they were 
enabled to float their life-car, and by means of the life-car every soul 
on board the ship was saved. The three children came on shore as 
safely in the life-caras though they were riding inacarriage. Were 
it not for this life-saving station, and for the vigilance, the bravery, 
and the courage of these men at that station, every soul on board the 
ship would have been lost. To stay on the ship would have been 
death to them; to attempt to reach the shore without the aid fur- 
nished by the station would have been equally death. 

Now, sir, there have been during the past year I think some fifteen 
or twenty wrecks upon the Jersey shore alone, and I think I can say 
safely that there have not been five lives lost of all the souls on board 
thoseships. Thesesurfmen are only paid about forty dollars a month, 
and it isa very insufficient pay for a man to risk his life and his health, 
peers y leaving a family to the cold and cruel mercies of an unfeeling 
World. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator from New Jersey permit me to in- 
terrupt him a moment? I have been looking this bill through with 
some care to ascertain where, if at all, in its words is found any desig- 
nation of the pay of the crews of these life-saving stations, 

Mr. McPH N. I understand from the Senator from Michigan 
that that is left to the Department, dependent entirely on the amount 
of the appropriation e by Congress, and I ho e Senator from 
Michigan, when the appropriation bill comes before the Senate, will 
be very watchful to see that there is a sufficient appropriation of 
mgt ed made to suitably pay the surfmen, and I will gladly join him 
in that. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iwanted to see if Icould notstimulate the Senator 
from New Jersey so that his sympathy would go out, not to the men 
who are the brigadier-generals of this corps, but to the men who do 
the service, and I want him to tell me why we should pay $2,500 to 
the man who commands a district, and does not run the risk, and 
provide no pay at all for the man who does run the risk. 

Mr. McPHERSON. IfI can have time, I should like to answer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Interruptions in a five-minute speech 
ought not to be permitted. 

r. MCPHERSON. We have one superintendent, so to speak, on 
the whole coast of New Jersey. He hasa long extended coast reach- 
ing from Sandy Hook to Cape May, with a large number of life-say- 
ing stations. It requires a man of tact, a man of ability, a man who 
can select the surfmen at the different stations and do it intelligently. 
A second-rate man is not qualified for such a post. You cannot edu- 
cate a man in one week or scarcely in one year so as to perform that 
duty and perform it well. He must be a surfman himself; he must 
know all about the appliances necessary to a successful administra- 
tion of the affairs of this department; and I can say that so far as 
our experience in New Jersey is concerned we have a most excellent 
. who would be able to earn not only $2,500 a year but 
a large sum in addition to that in almost any other department of 
activity. 

The PRESIDENT o tempore. The Senator's time is up. 

Mr. MORGAN. President, I am very warmly in favor of the 
Life-Saving Service and am satisfied it deserves wails of Congress, but 
I think we are venturing a good way when we go as far as this pro- 
vision goes; we are opening a door which I think we shall find it 
difficult hereafter to close, and we shall be called on probably to in- 
elude other ms who risk their lives in the service of the * 
ment of the United States. I refer now especially to keepers of light- 
houses, They are men whose lives are ex to the dangers oft the 
ocean for the protection of the navigation and commerce of our 
country. Very often they are cast away, and we seem to take no cog- 
nizance of them or make any provision for them or their widows or 
children. We shall soon, ifthis example is set, be called on to enter 
on the business of sioning those men. Then there are the men 
who attend our mails on the rapid trains throughout the country. 


Those men travel at the risk of their lives night and day continually, 


and I think there are more men who are put in jeopardy by the rail- 
way, mail service than by the Life-Saving Service. e, there is 
nothing so heroic in conducting the mail over a railway as there is 
in rescuing life from shipwreck in a storm. There is something about 
that which addresses itself to our sense of romance; it arouses the 
poetry in our nature, but in our enthusiasm for brave and heroic 

eeds we should not lose ion of all our senses on this question. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I appeal to the Senator if it is exactly fair to 
make a parallel to this case that of a man traveling on a railroad 
train. The Senator places himself on a railroad train whenever he 
wishes to go from here to Alabama; he does it voluntarily, but he 
does not place himself upon a boat to go out to a ship in asurf run- 
ning mountain high for the purpose of saving life. 

Mr. MORGAN. If I should be destroyed in traveling from Ala- 
bama to Washington on account of my service as a Senater here, I 
should not Spa the Government to pension my family, Lam will- 
ing to serye the Government of the United States for the pay I get, 
for the honor of the station ; and that is taken into consideration at 
the time I enlist in the service ofthe United States, if I may use that 
expression. So it is with the man who enlists in the Life-Saving 
Service; so with the man who enlists in the postal service os any 
other service—he takes all that into consideration, This is the com- 
mencement of a eivil-pension list, and I confess that I am wary and 
cautious and rather difficult to be convinced in reference to any step 
we are asked to take in that direction. 

Here are revenue collectors who risls their lives and are killed in 
some parts of the country, almost every day, beingshot down. Their 
families do not expect to be pensioned; they are in a very danger- 
ous service. It will not do to establish the principle that every em- 
ployé of the Government of the United States who puts his life at 
stake by the nature of his employment is therefore to be pensioned. 
We do not pension ordinary seamen who go down on our commercial 
ssn There are a great many persons who have equal claim on 
us for a pension with those in the Life-Saving Service, they having 
entered into an extra-hazardous business by their own consert, on 
account of the emoluments frequently. I find we have no difficulty 
in recruiting the Life-Saving Service. If Senators would point out 
any difficulty of that kind the argument would have some point in 
it, that we should offer this as an inducement to get competent, effi- 
cient, and trained men to go into the Life-Saving Servite; but we 
pare no such difficulty, and I confess I am very reluctant to open this 

oor. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I heartily agree with all that has 
been said about the heroism of these men who go out in boats to 
rescue the lives of persons who have been wrecked on the coast; but 
unfortunately for this bill, so far as my vote is concerned, I do not 
find anything in their behalf in its terms. I find here that the See- 
retary of the Treasury is authorized to fix their compensation, and 
there is a very careful provision that he shall not fix it at over $800 
a year. As I understand it, the men who do this work are not to 
receive under any circumstances more than $800 a year. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The keeper of the station is not one of the men 
who go ont in that way. The surfmen are paid from $40 to$45 a 
month. 

Mr. PLUMB. I was going on to say that the next class of men in 
merit, or perhaps I might say the class of men who exceed*those in 
merit, are not provided for at all. The Senator from Ohio says they 
receive $40 or $45 a month. Now, if the Senator from New Jersey 
had expended some of his sympathy on them in on effort to increase 
their salary and to show to the Senate that they were 3 
compensated for the risk they run, I should have been willi 
{oin with him in increasing their compensation. But I find that we 

aye added more than twice to the of a class of men who do 
none of this work at all, and that in the wake, so to speak, of the 
commendation of the men who do the serviee and get no extra pay, 
we are expected to vote $109,000 extra salaries per annum to ac 
of men who do none of it. This bill raises the ananpi the super- 
intendents of life-saving stations more than double, and we have not 
even mentioned the en except as they have been mentioned in 
speeches. The bill does not contain a reference to them.at all. 

ere is the element of sympathy that the Senator from Michigan 
and the Senator from New Jersey desire to invoke? 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator will remember that there is 1 
in the law as it is now to prevent any amount of money pene pai 
to the surfmen. There is no need of any provision for them in this 
bill. All that is needed is an additional appropriation so that they 
can be paid, which I hope the Senator will assist in getting. 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, and if the Senator would have applied his 
skill, industry, and knowledge to the further consideration of that 
subject, he would have been able to see what is equally true, that 
there is nothing to prevent the appropriation bill from containing 
an increase of to these superintendents as well. 

Mr. FERRY. Their pay is fixed by law. j 

Mr. PLUMB. But they do not get any more than is appropriated. 
They get the amount that is appropriated. 

Mr, FERRY. But they would have a claim against the Govern- 
ment if the appropriaties was not equal to the pay fixed by law. 

Mr. MCP: N. Of course the tion is that the surfmen 
shall have additional pay by means of an additional a) tion. 

Mr. PLUMB. We have a law fixing the salary of one and 
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sixty-odd Indian agents, and Congress every year fails to appropriate 
tanks: than two-thirds of that amount. The fact is that the amount 
of the appropriation settles the salary for the year, notwithstandin 
there may be a law saying that a man shall have more, because tha 
after all depends on the legislative will. If it is necessary to do any- 
thing for the particularly meritorious class of people who risk their 
lives, their health, and everything they have got in this extraordinary 
and hazardous service, they ought to be decorated by at least a men- 
tion in this bill; they ought not to be subordinated to a class of men 
who are getting much larger salaries and whose salaries are jE gi co 
to be doubled here for no reason that I have heard mentioned. ere 
has been no single reason offered why a superintendent of the Life- 
Saving Service, who simply witnesses what is going on around him 
and — no part, should have his salary doubled and more than 
doubled as it is in many cases in this bill. 

Mr. FERRY. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas per- 
mit the interruption ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FERRY. Asthe Senator does not seem familiar with the prac- 
tice, I will state to him that it becomes the duty of the superintend- 
ent to train all these men. He has to visit his whole district, every 
life-saving station, and train them both in calm and in storm; and 
the pay of the subordinates is governed by their value as exhibited 
in the practice. If the superintendency is inefficient, then the service 
of the saving of life is also inefficient. 

The Senator has said that it makes but little difference what we 
fix as a salary if we do not appropriate the money. I ask him, if we 
fix a salary at $2,500 and do not appropriate the amount, has not the 
person holding the place a claim on the Government for the amount 
until it is ap ropriated ? 

Mr. PLU 5. A claim so shadowy that he cannot maintain it. 

Mr. FERRY. He can go into the Court of Claims and maintain it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Not atall; the last expression of the legislative will 
in regard to salaries governs. If those who have in charge this bill 
will come to me with an argument in favor of increasing the pay of 
the surfmen and put them into the bill and say they ll have a cer- 
tain fixed salary, and then putthe salary of this class where it ought 
to be at a reasonable amount, it is all right; I will vote for it; but 
to go to work and raise the of these men to the amount of more 
than a thousand dollars a year, more than doubling it, and not make 
any mention at all in the bill of the class whose merit is expected to 
carry the bill through Congress, is not fair. 

Mr. FERRY. If the Senator will allow me, I want to state a fact 
that will illustrate 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I think Iam entitled to interpose. 

Mr. FERRY. One word. I simply want to illustrate the point 
that the Senator from Kansas—— 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I ask that the rule be enferced. 

Mr. FERRY. The Senator from Kansas lives in an interior 


State 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan is out 
of order. 

Mr. FERRY. Does the Senator from Wisconsin object to my being 
heard 7 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a second speaking by the Sen- 
ator on this subject. He cannot proceed unless by unanimous con- 


sent. 

Mr. FERRY. I do not want to resort to parliamentary tactics, as 
I can do, and make a motion by which I can spek ; but I desire to 
state simply a fact, that a superintendent lost his life within the old 
district represented by my colleague—a Mr. Sawyer, the superinten- 
dent of the life-saving station on e Huron—in an endeavor to save 
the lives of those imperiled. In the discharge of his duty he lost his 
life. I ooi wanted to state that as a case where a superintendent 
in the disc arge of his duty did peril his life, and he has the charge 
of all under him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Benator is out òf order. 

1 I am out of order, and I sit down. I have accom- 

ished my purpose. 
N Mr. MILLER, of New York. Mr. President, I deem the measures 
pro by this bill entirely proper. Those who have at all studied 
the le Service of this country know that its efficiency depends 
upon the ability and integrity of the rel ape i The superin- 
tendents of this service must be ski seamen. They are taken 
frequently from the maritime service; they uently have been 
masters or captains of Morani and the Salay which the Government 
has heretofore been paying them is not sufficient to retain them in 
the service. A large number of the superintendents have given notice 
to the Department that they would resign unless their salaries were 
made commensurate with their labors; and, in view of this, it was 
thought by the committee that a salary of $2,500 for a man who was 
able to take charge of a number of life-saving stations extending 
ever seven hundred miles of coast, and having a large number of 
kepen and surfmen under him, was not at all too large. 

The sympathy of the Senator from Kansas for the surfmen may be 
all right, but the committee had the whol® subject under consider- 
ation, and their htt ae for the surfman is quite as great as that 
of the Senator himself. This bill certainly does not provide any- 
thing fer him; but, under the law as it now stands, the Secretary of 


the Treasury can make the pay of the surfman whatever he thinks 
proper. It is only limited by the e ecg which Congress may 
make, and as the Senator is himself upon the Appropriaiions Com- 
mittee he can see to it that such a sum be appropriated as will enable 
the Secretary of the Treasury to advance the wages of the surfmen 
from $40 or $45 a month to $60, or $75, or $100, if he sees fit. 

The Department has recommended 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York has but 
five minutes. Does be consent to be interrupted ? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. PLUMB. Does he not think it would be better under the cir- 
cumstances to give to the men who render this heroic service, and 
whose service has been made the Try oe in favor of the passage 
of this bill, a specific salary, which should not be within the discre- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury or anybody else? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I will give the reasons for not so 
fixing it. The service varies. Upon some portions of our coast it 
requires the constant attendance of the s en; on other portions 
of the coast it requires only a portion of their time; and upon some 
portions of our coast, upon the inland lakes, they are only in service 
during a few months of the year; and it has been found necessary 
by the Department and by the general superintendent of this service 
that he should have the power to regulate the wages in proportion 

“to the risk the men take, and in proportion to the amount of time 
they give to the work; and therefore I believe it is a wise discretion 
to leave it in the power of the Secretary of the Treasury to regulate 
the pay of the s en in accordance with the duties which they per- 
form. But, as I said before, if the Senate wants to express its sym- 
pathy or its regard for the brave service of these men, it has only to 
put a sufficient sum into the appropriation bill, and I will guarantee 
that the Secretary of the Treasury, aided by the superintendent of 
this service, will see that it is properly distributed among the men. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can move an amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. McPHERSON. My amendment is to section 5. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first question is on the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I should like to offer the amendment, not to 
have it considered at present, but that the Senate may understand 
exactly my object in o eigen a I find that some Senators object to 
the pension clause, as it is called, or to the idea of pay without actual 
service, as reported by the committee. Ifthe pay of the surfmen 
could be increased to a point consistent with the service they ren- 
der, I think then we could very easily do away with the pension. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is not in order in 
speaking now. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then I will simply give notice that in section 
5, line 6, after the words per annum,” I propose to insert at the 
proper time: 


And the compensation of surfmen shall be $60 per month while employed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is first on the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That raises a new question, I would say to the 
Senator from New Jersey. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment is not now in 
order. It is not proposed now; notice enlyisgiven of it. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the committee. Senator from New 
Jersey does not raise any new question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I supposed he was offering an amendment to the 
amendment, 

Mr. ALLISON. I think, Mr. President, it is rather singular that 
the Committee on Commerce did not take into account more seri- 
ously the sngeeation now made by the Senator from New Jersey as to 
the price to be paid per month to the surfmen. This is an old ques- 
tion in certain quarters, I know. The law now is that the en 
shall not be paid to exceed 840 a month, and yet this bill, which 
undertakes to make more liberal provisions for the Life-Saving Serv- 
ice, proposes nothing whatever with reference to the surfmen, who 
do really the dangerous service on our coasts. But I want to say to 
the Senator from New Jersey that I think it will be an exceedingly 
dangerous thing to undertake to increase the pay of the surfmen 
from $40 to $60 per month, as he now proposes; and I have no doubt 
the Committee on Commerce did not put anything in this bill with 
reference to the surfmen because they knew that it would not be a 
wise thing to increase 15 largely by law the pay of surfmen. We 
had this very question before the Committee on eed Sd atta two 
years ago, as I remember, when we sought to pay the surfmen $45 a 
month, and the then Superintendent of the Li 8 Service said 
to us that the service could not afford to pay that sum to surfmen. 

I do not know what the aim and purpose of this bill is. I can see 
but one real p in it, and that is an increase of compensation of 
the several superintendents. If there is any other positive thing in 
e Committee on 


this bill I should be glad to have some member of 
Commerce tell me what it is. 

Mr. McPHERSON. 
surfmen ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Because surfmen can be employed, as we have 


Why is it dangerous to increase the pay of 
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heen told over and over again in the Committee on Appropriations, 
for $40 a month, men who are willing and perfectly ads to perform 
this service. t is the reason. 

Mr. CONGER. Does the Senator ask for an answer? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido. 

Mr. CONGER. He says the only object of this bill is to increase 
compensation. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not say that. Isay I should like to know 
what additional purpose there is in this bill except an increase of the 
compensation of superintendents. 

Mr. CONGER. It is to make thirty-four new stations, as we have 
made new stations every year since the service was reorganized. 
That is one thing. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; that is one thing. Now, I will say in 
reply to the Senator from Michigan that there has not been a year 
since this Life-Saving Service was 5 aon that we have not in- 
creased the stations. And who is to be the judge of what stations 
shall be established? Evidently the head of the Life-Saving Serv- 
ice. We have every y year, year after year, in our appropriation bills 
provided a sum for additional life-saving stations, so that it is not 
necessary to enumerate the stations in a bill like this. In this very 
bill it is provided that stations may be abolished; it gives to the 
superintendent of this service the right to abolish stations wherever 
he may choose, and every station to-day in existence is astation that 
has been Bary there by the action of the superintendent, and not 
by the order of the law. Am I mistaken in that? 

Mr. CON GER. The Senator is mistaken, positively. 

Mr. ALLISON. I may be in reference to a few of them. 

Mr. CONGER. They have been authorized by law. The particu- 
lar spot, a mile this way or that, has been left to the discretion of 
the head of the service. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have over and over again appropriated lump 
sums for life-saving stations to be organized by the Superintendent 
of the Life-Saving Service. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator from Iowa 


is up. 

Mr. DAWES. . Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I have nothing more to say at present. I shall 
have before the bill passes, 

Mr. DAWES. I am surprised at the character of this bill. I 
thought nothing could be more certain than that there was absolute 
need for increasing the pay of the surfmen at life-saving stations. 
No man can appreciate more than I do the value of those stations to 
commerce and to the preservation of life upon the coast, but it is 
attributable entirely, or almost entirely, to the efficiency of the surf. 
men. They are the men who take their lives in their hands and 
accomplish all that is accomplished, and I do not know from what 
information the Senator from Iowa speaks when he says that no 
increase of their compensation is needed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I sey answer that was the report made to us 
by the Superintendent of this Life-Saving Service. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not think he deserves any increase of compen- 
sution if he made that remark, for it must be that he is totally igno- 
rant of what the surfmen do and to what they expose themselves and 
what they sacrifice in order to preserve life on the ocean. If the Sen- 
ator from Iowa will visit them in person, I venture to say he will 
come to a different conclusion, The main purpose of this bill is to 
increase the compensation of the superintendents at Boston, at New 
York, and at safe and elegant places of residence, while men upon 
the coast and in the bie of the storm, and the danger of constant 
exposure and peril of it, are to be pushed into and held in the service 
at the rate of $40 a month, and no one of the Committee on Com- 
merce has a word to say or a provision to make for them in a bill 
which they entitle a bill to improve the efficiency of the Life-Saving 
Service. Iam rised. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over until to-morrow, 
the hour of two o’clock having arrived. 

Mr. McMILLAN, I think the Senator from Massachusetts had 
better examine this bill by to-morrow. 

Mr. DAWES. I will try to do so. 

Mr. CONGER. And I think the Senator ought, if he was attend- 
ing to his duty, to have heard several Senators say that the reason 
there was no provision made for surfmen was that already the law 
authorized [“Order! Order!“ 

Tue PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan is out 
ol order. The hour of two e’clock has arrived, and the Chair is lay- 
ing before the Senate its unfinished business. 

Mr. CON GER. The Chair interrupted me in a very interesting 
and efficient remark, [laughter, ] but I will excuse him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has gone over until to- 
morrow. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I should like to ask 


TARIFF AND TAX COMMISSION. 


_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
its unfinished business, being the bill (S. No. 22) to provide for the 
appointment of a commission to investigate the question of the tariff 
and internal-reyenue laws, upon which the Senator from Kentucky 
Mr. Beck ] is entitled to the floor. 


Mr. SAUNDERS. I should like to ask consent of the Senator from 
Delaware, [Mr. BAYARD,] who has charge of this bill, and of the 
Senate, to take up a bill that is designed to amend an act that was 
passed a year ago. It will take, I think, but a short time, and it is 
a very important bill. 

The PRESIDENT pe tempore. TheChair will inform the Senator 
from Nebraska that he will have to ask tho indulgence of the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky who is entitled to the floor. The Senator from 
Delaware cannot help him. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I intended also to ask the consent of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, of course. 

The N pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
consent 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator from Kentucky has the floor, and has 
mas TN to the Senate his desire to be heard on the pending bill. 

. SAUNDERS. Then I ask the Senator from Kentucky if he 
will allow me a few minutes’ time for a bill which is very important 
to an Indian tribe, more important to them than to whites. It will 
take a very short time. It was before the Senate a few days ago and 
has been discussed sufficiently, I think. 

Mr. BECK. I prefer to proceed with my remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky is 
entitled to the floor. ; 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Do I understand that the Senator from Ken- 
tucky declines to yield ? 

Mr. BECK. Ido not think I have a right to yield under the cir- 
cumstances, The tariff-commission bill is regularly up, and I am 
not ing it at all. I have no authority to give way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has announced that the 
Senator from Kentucky is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. en I give notice that after the Senator from 
Kentucky has spoken I shall ask that the bill I refer to be taken up. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator from Nebraska spoke to me a while 
ago in regard to getting up a measure in which he feels great interest. 
It is an exceedingly e thing to have the consideration of a 
measure made to depend upon the personal feeling of any member. 
I have no other sentiment than that of absolute courtesy toward the 
Senator; but I am here placed in charge of a bill of considerable 

ublie importance, and upon that the Senator from Kentucky hav- 
ing taken the floor on Fri last is desirous now of addressing the 
Senate. I therefore say to the Senator from Nebraska that it would 
be well not to press his bill now. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I am not proposing to press it now. Iam only 
giving notice that after the Senator from Kentucky is through I shall 
ap to the Senate—— 

. BAYARD. I am desirous to conduct the business of this body 
upon the an Sa basis of personal convenience and courtesy to all. 
I recognize the Senator’s desire to pass his bill, but he ought not to 
choose this very morning when a Senator is assigned the floor on 
another subject. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, when the Senate adjourned on Friday 
last J was seeking to reply to the speech of the Senator from Ver- 
mont, [Mr. MokRILL. ] I had intended before his speech was made 
to reply to the speech of the Senator from Maine, [Mr. Fryr,] made 
obviously from his frequent references, partly at least, in response 
to mine of January 10; but I had almost determined to waive any 
reply to that, because I desired to have a vote upon the bill. When 
the bin was called up some days ago by the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. BAYARD] the Senator from Vermont appealed to its friends to 
stand by him. I then said: 


The Senator from Vermont 8 4 only to those who are friends of the tariff 
commission to vote to take up the bill. He will meet with a very earnest e 
from some of us who are very much opposed to his tariff commission. We 
to take it up, because we k the Senate and the House ought to deal prompt! 
with that qasin unless the postponement of all reform in tariff taxation, whic 
I think is desired by the men who are now protected, is to bo granted. 


That was all I had said up to that time since the 10th day of Jan- 
uary in regard to the tariff or the commission bill, and I have been 
ready to vote upon it from that time till now, urging consideration 
of it whenever I could, voting to take it up whenever there was 
an opportunity, willing to forego any debate if necessary to have a! 
vote; but the Senator from Vermont in a long written speech, care- 
fully 8 for no other purpose that I can see after ing it 
over in the RECORD yesterday morning, because it was withheld for 
a day so that I could not see it until yesterday, seems to devote all his 
energies and all his power of wit and sarcasm not to answer the 
facts and ar, ents I presented, but to scoff and sneer at me and at 
the presentation I had made of these great questions in the speech I 
made on the 10th day of January last, and to insist that I was daily 
hammering away on this subject, and that my occupation would be 
gone if it was disposed of. I did not feel that I ought to remain 
silent and allow these things to be said without at least calling atten- 
tion to facts. 

When he presented his elaborate argument last December, I gave 
notice that Teoaia answer him as soon as I had an r and 
I did answer him. I answered him fairly, met is arguments 


esire 


squarely, endeavored to refute them, and presented my own views, 
as I thought, and as I believe the country thinks, clearly and deco- 
rously, as they ought to be presented to the Senate, not obtrud- 
ing myself daily, as is suggested, nor making myself offensively 
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rominent on the subject, In preparing his answer, the Senator 
* over two months, and he 8 with a so-called re ly. 


I ask, was it a reply in any sense to the ents I made? Ian- 
swerno. He had announced in his speech in mber, among other 
things, and he had argued to show that removal of burdens, striking 


down of protection, inaugurating revenue reform—free trade, as he 
called it—had been the ruin of all the countries which had ever 
attempted it. He had lauded protection for protection’s sake, even 
up to the point where we have it now, as being absolutely necessary 
for the well-being of the people of the country, and went so far as 
to say that in England, where they had at last inaugurated free 
trade, it was producing great disasters. This is the language he 
used, I only give a specimen: 

Free trade, it is found, grinds labor to the bone, and forces it to fly, with muscles 
V A Shor and chronicall exposed to bad harvests, is 
now threatened with Bron 888 competition, od ritish manufactures also 
seem almost as destitute of sunshine as their agriculture. 

He sought by bold and reckless assertions like that to impress on 
the people of this country that ever since England abandoned the 
theory and practice of 3 ever since they renounced the 
doctrines maiutained in the grand Augustan age, which he described 
so glowingly, extending from Queen e down through the reigns 
of the Georges from the time when free trade was established, that 
people had had no prosperity ; he insisted that they were now desirous 
to return to the old system of protection and would return to it, and 
that speedily, to save themselves from poverty and want; he insisted 
that ail the other nations were returning to it, and he earnestly 
endeavored to make the people of this country believe that if the 
desired to prosper they too would maintain the present system of high 
protective tarifftaxation. I answered him; I showed to the Senate 
and the country from the statistics of British commerce, from the 
facts and arguments presented to the people of England by Mr. Glad- 
stone, and from the speeches of Mr. Bright, that their commerce had 
quadrupled, that the wages of their laborers had doubled, that they 
had increased ten million in population within the era of free trade. 
I showed by the reports of the American consuls that they were pay- 
ing as high wages in Manchester in the cotton-mills as our manu- 
facturers are paying, certainly anywhere outside of Massachusetts, 
and about as much as they are paying there. I showed that they 
were flourishing and not starving under free trade by the testimony 
of the living statesmen of England and America; and how did the 
Senator answer my presentation of facts after two months of study 
and preparation? Does he deny them? Does he fortify or attempt 
to sustain any of the statements he had made that starvation and 
degradation of labor had followed free trade? No; he answers in a 
way utterly unworthy of him, in the following miserable personal 
taant: 

The Senator seemed to exult in asserting the superiority of Great Britain, and 
lauded without stint her power, ber gallantry, her prowess, her increase of popula- 
tion, her well-fed and well-paid operatives—all as the crowning result of free trade. 

Now, sir, it appears to be n forthwith to show that the Senator is wholly 
mistaken, or we may lose all of our English, Scotch, and Irish fellow-citizens. If 
they cannot be satisfied that his statements are comparatively worthless or ab- 
surdly wrong, it is to be feared the logic of his argument may compel some hitherto 
contented millions to return to their original allegiance under Queen Victoria, in- 
cluding three of our fellow Senators, all of whom we so highly esteem and whose 
presence, as I think, decorates American institutions, 

Is that an answer to the argument I presented in refutation of his 
unfounded assertions—the suggestion that it would be better for the 
country if I and two or three other Senators were out of the Senate 
and thatif I had stated the truth men should be sent back to England 
or to the place where they were born? Did I not tell the truth to 
the Senate? Did I not present the facts? Did I not prove that his 
charges against free trade were false? Does he not confess that the 
facts as I stated them were unanswerable, when he condescends to 
miserable demagogy like that? Sir, I might as well argue that it 
would have been better for the American people if men who adyo- 
cate and maintain the policy he does to. enrich a few at the expense 
of all had never been born at all. Hundreds, yes, thousands of mill- 
ions, perhaps, have been paid out of the pockets of all this people to 
maintain a protective system and enrich favored classes. He com- 
pared my course to the action of Mrs. Partington in contending with 
the ocean. Perhaps I may be as foolish as she was in contending 
with the great Bessemer steel corporations, with the great protected 
monopolies of this country, with all their wealth and all their power, 
and with the power they have to disseminate the speeches that he 
boasts have been so widely circulated; but I am able to take a 
broom and sweep out the slops that he has thrown into this Senate. 
Why, sir, if her boy Isaac had answered an argument such as I 
made, in the way the Senator from Vermont answered it, she would 
have laid him over her knee and spanked him because he had no more 
sense, [Laughter.] Is that the way for a distinguished leader of 
a party and a policy to answer arguments? Is it manly to seek to 
belittle and laugh or sneer down a Senator when he cannot answer 
the facts presented? ‘The arguments I made and the facts I stated 
were either true or false, Iwas not seeking to laud England. Iwas 
seeking to show that his position, that free trade had destroyed all 
the rights and liberties and comforts of that people, was absolutely 
untrue, and I proved it by the leading statesmen of England, and by 
the documentary evidence of this country, and no amount of slang 
or personal sneers can wipe out the record. He never referred to or 


attempted to deny one item of all that testimony after two months 
of study and e be He said that I caused his speech to be 
extensively circulated all over Kentucky and elsewhere. I have no 
doubt there will be 100,000 copies of the one he has just made sent 
out again and circulated, as perhaps the other was, by the great tariff- 
protected monopolists. I haveno such means of 8 the public 
ear as that, but I have the right to speak on the floor of the Senate 
and place the facts on the records of the country. 

Sir, his flings at me are not arguments that will address themselves 
to thinking men in times when men are required to think. I say here 
now that for a written effort, carefully prepared as an answer to facts, 
outside of the mere sarcasm, outside of the mere personality, outside 
of some little style, in which incidents and allusions and tropes and 
figures are somewhat handsomely flung together, there is as little of 
hal, Sap in the Senator's effort the other day that will commend itself 
tothe American people as in any speech that has ever been delivered 
on the floor of the Senate. Listen to this as a specimen: 

We have no prohibitory duties, except those upon obscene articles. 


When he knows that the farmers of this country, indeed all men 
who desire to buy aship abroad to carry their produce to the markets 
of the world where that produce is 8 to go, are absolutely pro- 
hibited from buying a ship anywhere abroad at any price, although 
the protected manufacturer can buy all his machinery anywhere in 
the world wherever he can buy it cheapest in any market in any 
country, in the face of that fact, known to every man, the Senator 
stands on this floor and declares that we have no prahibitory duties 
except those upon obscence articles! Is a ship an obscene article? 
Is it not one of the t instrumentalities by which commerce is 
carried on, one as indispensable to reach the markets of the world 
as the railways and the turnpikes are in the interior of the country 
to reach from one portion of it to another? And yet the Senator 
would have the people believe, and the protected monopolists will 
doubtless spread it over the country for him, that there is no prohi- 
bition against the purchase of a ship. I have heretofore discussed 
that question and have done all I could to remedy that wrong, and 
shall continue to do so, but I will not now repeat the arguments I 
have made, as I am not now trying to make a speech. I seek only 
to repel unjust attacks. I have shown heretofore by official docu- 
ments that we are paying foreign nations $130,000,000 a year for 
carrying our commerce, and that of all the 400 great steamships that 
leave the port of New York for the ports on the other side of the 
Atlantic there is not one that carries the American flag; and yet in 
his 8 h of December and now the Senator has never once ven 
tured to allude to that great humiliating fact except incidentally the 
other day by saying that we had saved the ship of state while we 
had lost our shipping. I will speak of that directly. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] made the same suggestion. 
The Senator from Vermont knows that his pet protective tariff crushes 
everything that is connected with shipping and all the trade car- 
ried on in ships. It more than all else has driven our shipping from 
the seas; the war had hardly anything appreciable to 3 with it, 
though that ch is even now Se to be repeated, as some 
excuse or pretense has to be made, the fact of our degradation on the 
high seas being too patent to be denied. 

gain the Senator from Vermont said: 

We have no prohibitory duties, except those on obscene articles, and none which 
forbid foreigners to send their goods and wares into our markets if they will pay 
the duties im upon them bylaw; and we do not, like barbarians, Darter the 
products of American labor for ein products, but sell for cash what we have to 
spare, and buy for cash what we n 

If there ever was so much absurdity concentrated into a few lines, 
I have never seen it. Foreigners, he says, pay the taxation upon the 
imported goods consumed here! When the farmer takes a load of 
wheat or cotton abroad and sells it for $100,000, and is offered all he 
wants to buy with the proceeds for $60,000, but cannot bring it home 
unless he pays $40,000 more as duty, and therefore declines to buy, 
but goes to New England and pays $95,000 for the same articles he 
was offered at $60,000, is the foreigner paying the $35,000 difference ? 
Or if he buys at $60,000 abroad and pays $40,000 tax for the privi- 
ledge, is not that a tax upon the products of the labor of the man 
who sent the exports abroad? It is too plain a proposition to argue 
in this presence; and yet that is the argument of the Senator, and 
many plain people are made to believe that the tax is imposed on the 
foreigner. 

Again he says—and it is amazingly absurd: 

We do not, like barbarians, barter the products of American labor for foreign 
products. 

Why, sir, that is all there is in commerce; in trade and traffic of 
all sorts, at home and abroad; that is what we do with each other, 
that is the way in which internal trade is carried on, either directly 
orindirectly. I ama lawyer, you are a farmer; I have to take what 
you have, or you cannot otherwise pay me for my work. When I 
send a cargo of anything anywhere, abroad in the markets of the 
world, I have to deal with people who have something to sell; I need 
their products, we exchange, and both are benefited by the swap. 
There can be no continuous trade for any length of time if money 
alone is the factor in exchange, and yet the Senator from Vermont 
says that all the commerce that is now carried on all over the world, 
and the idea upon which it is carried on, and on which alone it is 
carried on, is barbarous; that we have to sell for cash and then buy 
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what we need with cash. That is, we expect other people to take 


all that we have to sell and we are to take n that they have; 
the money must be brought home, and double prices paid to the pro- 
tective monopolists here. Why 1 Because we have protective and 

rohibitory dation preyenting men from buying with their own pro- 

uce, ormoney which they have received for their produce. aoe dea 
like a free, fair exchange of labor for labor, or product for product, is 
barbarous according to the ideas of the Senator. There must be no 
trade with foreigners. That is prohibited by a protective tariff, im- 
posed by the Senator from Vermont and maintained by him and others 
whoindorse him, a tariff which makes our people pay an average of 
45 per cent. more than articles are worth in open market, and the Sena- 
tor calls that high civilization. He reg: it as the very essence of 
barbarism to allow an American citizen to buy where he can buy 
cheapest, and do with his own property what he thinks best, while 
he compels him to sell what he produces in the open markets of the 
world in competition with those from whom he will not allow him 
to buy what he needs and must get somewhere at some price. 

That is the style of argument the Senator indulges in, and perhaps 
that was the strongest point in his speech outside of the mere per- 
sonal flings at myself. The Senator rose to explain his meaning the 
other day, when I was showing how grotesque it was for him as a 
leading Senator perky to advise farmers to m raising so much 

roduce on their farms, because they got as much for alittle as they 

id for a great deal. Hetold themin mber, “ When things are 
scarce they bring high prices; do not raise so much grain, cotton, or 
provisions; turn to something else ; become manufacturers, so we can 
protect you.” I said that was an absurd proposition, when I spoke 
in January, and I repeat it now. I repeated it the other day. Is 
there any statesmanship in maintaining that it is better that a bushel 
of wheat should bring $20 to the man who raises it, because it is so 
extremely scarce, than that he should produce it abundantly and be 
able to sell 20 bushels for $1 a bushel, and get $20 for the 20 bushels 
instead of $20 forthe one bushel? Limited products and high prices 
is the doctrine of the protectionist. If the scarcity and starvation 
theory is to prevail, what becomes of the consumer? What becomes 
of the man who makes his living by working for wages, whose wages 
are his only capital, and the only use he can make of his hard-earned 
and meager capital is to buy what those wages will bring? What is 
to become of the vast agricultural exports with which alone we can 
buy abroad the things that produce revenue? To-day our manufact- 
urers furnish less than 10 per cent. of our exports, although the 
Senator insists that they furnish more. I think I could show conclu- 
sively that there is not 10 per cent. of our immense exports of manu- 
factured articles. But, to return. When the Senator interrupted 
me the other day, what did he say? 

Mr. Morrge. I presume the Senator does not mean to misstate any argument 
or suggestion I made. 

Mr. Beck. No; perhaps the Senator was authorized to say that I was intensely 
stupid for saying that I did not understand it. That is the only way I understand 

$ Me Monntzli. The only suggestion I made there was that large crops of wheat 
inevitably exhausted the soil; and looking forward to the time when the 8 
would be peopled by twice or thrice or quadruple the number we now have, I 
not think it was good policy for us to exhaust our soil and send the crop abroad. 
I wanted to have it reserved for our own consumption. 

Think of that from a leading Republican statesman! What is 
to ge abroad if the produce of onr farms are not allowed-to go? 
The manufactarer will not sell his products at foreign prices; 90 
per cent, of all the exports we now send abroad are agricultural 
products; out of a total of over $800,000,000, iron and steel manu- 
factures of all sorts furnish, say, $14,700,000; cotton manufactures, 
about $10,000,000; woolen manufactures, nothing; silk manufact- 
ures, nothing. The protected manufacturer can or will send little 
or nothing into the markets of the world because the very demand 
for protection is based upon the assumption that he cannot manu- 
facture as cheaply as other people, and cannot sell in open market, 
even at home, in competition with other people, therefore he must 
have a tax imposed by the Government on all the people and all 
their products to support his industry in order to enable it to live ; 
of course he cannot send his products abroad, and does not propose 
to do so, And now the Senator, in order to prevent farm products 
from being exported and revenue from imports from being received, 
is looking to the time when we shall double our population, some 
twenty-five or fifty years hence, when this generation has passed 
away; and he insists that we must save our soil for our children and 
grandchildren, as though we were wasting it now, when less than 
10 per cent, of it is in cultivation yet. With a continent under our 
control with a territory larger by far than all Europe outside of Rus- 
sia, with only fifty million people on it, he insists that we are pro- 
ducing and selling too much. If that is nota more grotesque not to 
say absurd answer than even his original proposition, I must confess 
my stupidity, for I fail to see it in any other light. 

The whole theory of the Senator from Vermont when you get at 
it is the starvation, dog in the manger theory. I suppose if he 
lived,in Cincinnati, where my friend [Mr. PENDLETON] does, he 
would think it a godsend if the Ohio River should dry up and re- 
main dry all but about one or two weeks in the year, so that men 
producing coal could bring only a few thousand bushels of coal down 


it . and sell them for $5 a bushel instead of bringing down 
the millions that float down that stream now and are sold for ten 


cents, because for less coal the producer Ree ae as much money, 
though Cincinnati might starve by having a famine. He does 
not care for that. That would be the Senator’s idea of statesman- 
ship, ially if he was the coal dealer and could buy it low. But 
I must hurry on to other things. I willlook back incidentally from 
time to time, as I think of it, to his last speech, which he seems to 
think ought to annihilate me, and the protectionist press will doubt- 
less say it does. I must pay attention to some other things. 

I said I would call attention to the Bessemer steel trade as a speci- 
men of protection to show who does in fact pay the tariff tax. The 
Senator says foreigners pay it. I know of no better case to illustrate 
the fallacy of that position than the Bessemer steel monopoly, Ihave 
before me the report of the census, made up by their own secretary. 
They had him 9 to make up the census report on their indus- 
tries. The special agent of the census was, I repeat, the secretary of 
the American Iron and Steel Association, and of course he has made 
it up in order to give them the best showing he ibly could. By 
the way, that is pretty good evidence of the kind of men they would 
have on the Senator's tariff commission. In order to present advan- 
tageously the statistics of the iron and steel production of the United 
States, James M. Swank, secretary of the American Iron and Steel 
Association, was selected as special agent of the census to make such 
report as would make the very best showing for his side of the case, 
and the Senator from Vermont is anxious that his tariff commission 
should be made up with much cireumspection”—I quote his lan- 
guage: 

After deliberate consideration, by just and friendly hands, and not by ill-informed 
and reckless revolutionists. 

He desires gentlemen like Mr. Swank to make up these reports, to 
take care that the protected industry does not suffer and that there 
is nothing said or done to prejudice it by reckless, revolutionary free 
traders. That is in a line, too, with the propositions made by all of 
them. I showed when I e before that in Chicago, when the pro- 
tectionists met to perfect their combinations, the so-called convention 
solemnly declared : 

That the American people intend hereafter to keep this market for themselves : 
that the tariff must be protective. 

Just as Mr. Morrell avowed, “ We must keep what we raise at 
home and reserve it for our own consumption.” When they met in 
New York, and by the way the Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER] 
I N presided over that body, and made a speech in which he 
said: 

We plant ourselves on 8 as a matter of fact. The professors tell us 
that free trade is perfect in theory, but it cannot be applied to us. 

And when that body, no doubt presided over ably by the distin- 

ished Senator, took action, what did they do? They passed the 

ollowing unanimously : 

Resolved by the national tarif convention now assembled in New York City, That 
the chief aim and purpose of a tariff on all foreign-made fabrics, and all raw ma- 
terials not produced or existing in this country, is for the protection of American 
labor, and to enable our man turers through a tariff to pay higher wages to 
American workingmen— 

Does that look as though the foreign importer paid the tax, as the 
Senator from Vermont says he dient 
than they would be able todo were they forced to compete with unprotected for- 
eign workingmen where labor is iperized, and where laborers fave not the 
civil, reli s, or political rights that our wor! en bey ay 

Resolved, That the protection of our labor in preference to the labor of any other 
Sauny is the cardinal pares of every sound protectionist, and is now, as it was in 
1789, the first and chief duty of our Government. 

And to carry that out their leading organ, the Protectionist, a 
very able paper by the way, in the interest of this Bessemer steel 
and other associations, announces—or perhaps it was the American; 
I wish I had them here now to read their articles—that the manu- 
facturers could very easily prevent apy oe from being done here; 
that the average member of Cones is easily frightened, and co 
without trouble be prevented from making any change, but they 
are willing to agree to the Morrill commission, provided the men who 


are placed on it are men of their own, and gentlemen like Mr. Swank 
5 3 This is the language of the Protectionist of the 31st of 
ecember : 


A free-trader would be as much out of place upon the tariff commission as an 


opponent of capital punishment upon a jury in a State where death is the penalty 
for murder. 


Is there any reason why David A. Wells, or Phillpot, or J. S. Moore 
and they might have added any of the professors in all the colleges 
except one in Pennsylvania— 
should not be as ineligible to a seat on the tariff commission as a person refusing 
to swear fealty to the Constitution of the United States to a seat in Congress 

Mr. Swank’s selection on the Census Bureau shows what it means, 
and-yet the Senator from Vermont opened his speech the other day, 
in almost the first line of it, by announcing that— 

The charge fli tly made that the id o 
eee, fi . —— to 8 pet tte ey e n 

What does he mean by that language? Is the Protectionist, the 
organ of his special friends, a slanderer when it announces that men 
of as high character as Dayid A. Wells, or Mr. Phillpot of Iowa, or 
J. S. Moore, perhaps the ablest men in the country, all free-traders, 
or any revenue-tariff man who is called worse than a free-trader by 
the Senator from Maine, and is regarded as being exactly on a par 
with him by the Senator from Vermont, have more right to sit on the 
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ences commission than a man who cannot take the oath required 
— Constitution has to sit in Congress or to sit upon a jury when 
he is opposed to capital punishment in a case where the punish- 
ment imposed by law is death, Who is slandering the President? 
Are these organs of the Republican party slan g him, or does 
the Senator consider that these are the just and friendly hands who 
must make up this commission and act with due deliberation? Ido 
not know which he means; but if the organs of his party are correct, 
then the commission will be made up of the class of men to whom I 
have alluded. Mr. Swank, as I have said, made up the United States 
statistics of the Bessemer steel 8 I have them before me in 
the official report. What does that report show? It shows very clear- 
ly who pays the tariff tax on imported and that the whole tax on 

e domestic product is paid by the home consumer. The price of Bes- 
semer steel in 1880 and all the previous Pee shows that England’s 

rice on board ship, with all freight and all costs 7 was always 
Jast about the tariff tax less than the amount it sold for in the Amer- 
ican market, except from the years 1873 to 1878, when everything 
was going to destruction here and men were selling their products 
for what they could get. In all the years when a natural legitimate 
business was being carried on the whole tax im by the tariff 
was always added to the foreign cost when the home purchaser 
bought them. The cost in 1880 on board an English ship, with all 
expenses of inland transportation paid, with the goods free on board, 
was on the average $31.53 a ton; the American selling . on the 
average during all that year was $67.50 a ton, or $35.95 more than 
it was on the English ship, “ free on board,” showing that the $28 a 
ten and all the freight and all the cost of transportation was added 
to it when sold to the American consumer. Hon. David A. Wells pre- 
sents it thus: 

And how much does the tax at t amount to annually! Let us see. The 
domestic production of steel rails for the year 1880 was 954,460 net tons ; the importa- 
tions were 158,230 tons, indicating a domestic r for the yearof 1,112,690 
tons. The average prices of the American product for the 1880 were $67.50. 
The average prices of Bessemer rails in Great Britain for the same period were 
between £6 and £7, or from $30 to $35. It is, therefore, clear that the full pound 
of flesh—$28 per ton—which the tariff allows was taken on all the Bessemer rails 
bought and used in the United States during the year 1880, and that this increment 
of price in consequence—which was a tax oh domestic consumption—amounted in 
the ag to $31,155,320. Thirty-one millions of dollars! Truly a big sum. 
A sum so large that the mind is unable to take its measure except by instituting 
comparisons, or finding out how much the same number of dollars will buy of some 
other commodities. 

Again, the bulletin that appeared the other day shows that the 
present cost of Bessemer steel rails on board ships at the English 

orts free of all charges is $30.30, the American price is $57.50, the 

ifference $27.20, showing that the $28 tax is still maintained less 80 
cents. 

Now, Ishould like to know how the foreigners pay that tariff tax. 
The men who own Bessemer steel rails abroad are willing to sell them 
at $30.30; that is their price. They sell them to Canada; they sell 
them to Mexico; they sell them to everybody at $30.30 a ton on ship- 
beard, and are glad to get that price. But the American citizen who 
builds railroads pays 857.50 for them to the home manufacturer. 
Surely the tax comes ont of him. We constructed 12,000 miles last 
year, or very near it. I say this because the Post-Office Department 
tells us—andwe passed the Post-Office bill on that statement—that it 
will put the mails on 12,000 miles of additional new railway during the 
year. Who paid that $28 difference on each ton ? The men who con- 
structed railroads all over the United States paid that much more 
than anybody else in the world paid for the same article. Of course 
they did. The question naturally follows, How do they get their 
money back? In order to make interest on their investment in the 
railroad paying $2,400 a mile, for 100 tons to the mile is about the 
quantity required, they have to pay $2,800 a mile tax to home man- 
ufacturers for steel rails alone. Of course they charge that much 


more upon all the freight and all the passengers that are carried or 
travel on their lines, 80 
last. 

The next question is, Who gets the benefit of the tariff tax? Mr. 
Swank shows it all in his report. The capital and business of the 
Bessemer steel rail companies for the year 1880 are thus given: 
$20, 975, 909 


that the men who use the roads pay it at 


Amount of capital, real and personal, invested in the business 


// ĩ ² AA ³˙ mA A A E T E 
Cost of material 5 Sis ea 
Making labor and material cos. 41, 757, 277 
The value of the products when sold wass. 55, 805, 210 
Deduct capital and labor 4„„„%%„%ũjĩ„ 41, 757, 277 
And it leaves a net profit oqggqꝶꝶꝶ cece cee seen scenes 14, 047, 933 


Or 66.9 per cent. profit upon their capital, and the pay of labor, 
$4,930,000, is 8.8 per cent; 8.8 per cent. labor, 66.9 per cent. profit 
to the capitalist. Mr. Swank tries to show that there are some 
places where they have not made money, as in Virginia and else- 
where. But, if I am not mistaken, he charges them with the orig- 
inal investment in the plantand everything else, and gives no credit 
for that as being worth anything. Some of the old establishments 
are in fact making far more than 66 per cent. profit; that is the 
average of all, good and bad, those doing well and those making 
nothing, taken together. 

Taking the figures and facts presented officially by the secretary 


of their own association, and will any gentleman contend that any 
part of that tariff tax of $28 a ton is either paid by the foreigner or 
that the laborer gets anything like a reasonable share of the pro- 
tection which, it is assumed, was imposed for his benefit? There 
would be some 2 as I said the other day, in the argument, some 
excuse, if you like, for the tax, if the laborer was getting anything 
like a reasonable share of the protection. Youunderstand the clamor 
is made all the time that we are to protect the laborer, that we must 
protect the American laborer, give him the benefit of churches and 
schools and education and all the great advantages that nobody else 
in the world has. If that $28 per ton tax, on which the capitalist 
has made 66 per cent. profit and the laborer has been getting starv- 
ation wages, was divided so as to give 6 per cent. upon the capital 
invested, and then an equal division between the men who did the 
labor and the men who furnished the capital, the money thus given 
as a bonus by the United States, the $28 a ton thus taken out of 
your pockets and mine as a tax upon everything that we wear, and 
everything that we use, and almost everything that we touch, then 
there might be some semblance of justice in i but no part of it 
goes to labor except this much: that when the protected capitalists 
are making such enormous profits they will rush their business as 
fast as they can, in order to get all that is possible into market and 
prevent any competition from abroad, by supplying all demands just 
inside of the true value with the tax added, and they will pay high 
prices for a time for labor in order to help them fill their contracts, 
they always retaining the lion’s share of all the profit of that labor, 
even at the time when they are forcing the prices of labor up in order 
to get ten times the profit that any farmer or unprotected business 
man makes on his capital. But do they care for labor or its wages ? 
Let me look at some facts on that subject. 

I ve Senators will all read the lecture delivered by David A. 
Wells before the Brooklyn Reform Club on the 8th of February, 1882. 
in which he furnished much valuable information. I have not had 
a chance to verify his statements, but I have no doubt of the cor- 
rectness of all of them. He says: 

orkingmen of New Jersey are alive to the fact that this is not fair treat- 
ment. On January 25, 1882, Mr. Hill, a Representative from that State, presented 
in the House of Representatives a petition signed by nearly 3,000 workingmen and 
others interested in the mining of iron ore, which stated that “during and within 
the past ten months, ending October 31, 1881, 724,210 tons of iron ore have been 
s to this : Bact rene repre! ae a s Eei whole State = 
m; 0 same period a nominal cen 0 ‘ears mune 
of this ore was shipped as ballast, no freight being paid.” * 

The petition demands from Congress farther protection. The 
further statement is made by Mr. Wells, upon authority which I have 
no doubt is good, that nearly 350,000 tons of the iron, the steel, and 
the other materials necessary to make the Bessemer rails, on which 
they have a protection of $28 a ton, were imported from #reign coun- 
tries, of course at the lowest possible rate they could get them, not 
to aid American workmen but for the very purpose of ayoiding pur- 
chasing the products of American workmen, because they Sold get 
the material out of which they made their Bessemer rails which gavo 
them this 66 per cent. profit at lower rates in Spain, in Scotland 
in England, and elsewhere. Of course American workmen cannot 
pay ei iron or anything else for the same wages other people work 

or, having to pay the prices they are compelled to for everything 
they wear and everything they use. Do the Bessemer steel monopo- 
lists think of protecting American industry when they are buyin 
material abroad in the cheapest market they can find? No; an 
when the people of the United States were required to furnish sub- 
sidies of land and money to build railroads to the Pacific Ocean, the 
Union and Central Pacific and the Northern and Southern Pacific, 
Congress, at the demand of these capitalists, put in some or all of the 
bills a provision that the rails used should be made of American iron. 
These men brought ore from abroad, made it into steel rails, and re- 
ceived the bounty of $28 a ton on it, notwithstanding they imported 
the material. Whenever they can hire a man, whether he is a Chi- 
naman oranything else, if they can get him to work for five cents a da 
cheaper than an American mechanic will work they will hire him, if 
the American workman has to go out in the cold with his family and 
starve. Of course they will. 

Lest I forget it, let me say now that I am glad the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] is in his seat. As I said the other day, I had 
been advised by men who live in the city of Detroit, and work in 
the establishments there, that men of Windsor, Canada, not only 
come into the city of Detroit and work in the manufacturing estab- 
lishments, paying a dollar or so a month for crossing the ferry in the 
moning and returning at night to go back where they get their ` 
honses for $6 a month rent, while the man in Detroit pays $12; they 
EN blankets for $2 when he pays $4; they buy clothing for about 
half the price he pays, and live cheaper in every respect. Hence 
men who are living in Detroit, feeling that they are not protected in 
their labor, while every manufacturer is protected in his capital, are 
complaining, and many of them are not only revenue reformers, but 
absolute free-traders, as trade in labor is free, while little else is. 
The Senator from Ohio LMr. SHERMAN] said to me on this point the 
other day: 

I should like to ask my friend. as I have been at Windsor and Detroit, if Wind- 
sor has so tan advan over Detroit in mam and in economy of 


grea’ ufactures 
living, &c., as he states, why is it that Windsor is a small, insignificant town, of 
no importance, while Detroit is a rapidly-growing city? 
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I would not have been surprised with the ideas of the Senator from 
Vermont that foreigners pay all the tariff tax, and that it is barba- 
rous to trade with people or to take what they have got or to take 
anything but money when you trade with them, if he had asked a 
question like that; it would have been in the line of the argument 
he made; but I did think the Senator from Ohio would not have 
asked such a question. The Senator from Ohio I assume spoke on 
the impulse of the moment; but he must see at once why a Bessemer 
steel manufacturing establishment should not move out of Detroit 
over to Windsor. If it meved over to Windsor it would have to com- 
pete absolutely on free and equal terms with 8 English Bessemer 
steel manufacturing establishment without one dollar of protection. 
Ifit remains in Detroit it has $28 a ton bonus from the people of the 
United States levied by taxation upon us all to go into the pockets 
of these men and to give them their 66 per cent. dividend after pay- 
ing all expenses. Why should such an establishment or any other 
rotected concern move out of Detroit’? But the laboring-man, who 
has nothing but his hands to earn his bread, goes where he can get 
the highest wa and the men who are protected to the amount of 
91 per cent. can afford to pay more than if they did not have 91 
cent. protection. The labor of his hands being all the laborer 
got, he goes where he can genre: most, and when he makes the money, 
of course he goes back to his humble home where it is cheaper to live 
and where he can buy the necessaries of life for the least money. 

There weuld be nothing at Windsor at all, perhaps, but for the 
fact that men can live cheaper there; that is the complaint that men 
living in Detroit made to me, and it is legitimate. Windsor is an 
insignificant town; it would be nothing at all perhaps but for that 
fact, There are, of course, thousands of workmen who cannot go 
anywhere except where they have homes; they have their home in 
Detroit. The drayman must be with his horse; the common laborer 
must be where his work is. House servants are needed at night. 
Mechanics feel that their employers are putting up the price of 
everything they use; they are arrested for smuggling if they go from 
Detroit to Windsor and buy what they want and bring it here, but 
the other men living with absolute free trade between them have 
the advantage over them, and they see and understand what this 
protection means; they know that the foreigner does not pay the 
market price here. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Ido not think the Senator from Kentucky exactly 
comprehended my question. If the statement he makes is correct, 
why is it that the laborer does not go from Detroit over to Canada to 
live? I am told that probably there are not fifty people who do 
what he says. 

Mr. BECK, There are a thousand reasons why they do not; but 
a great many do, as I am advised. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Iam told also, in regard to the blankets the Sen- 
ator refers to that are sold so cheap in Windsor, that they are shoddy 
blankets, no doubt sold at $2, while on our side they et a good blanket 
made of good cloth worth twice as much as the fanket over there. 
Besides that, why is it that a whole horde of laborers from Canada 
are streaming over into Michigan and go westward ? 

Mr. BECK. I did not yield for as h. Everybody knows that 
the same blanket costs nearly double here that it does anywhere else. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Theemigration, Iam told, was about ninety thou- 
sand last year, 

Mr. BECK. And still more remarkable is the announcement of the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] the other day that three hundred 
French Canadians had streamed over into Maine—— 

Mr. FRYE. Three thousand. 

Mr. BECK. The RECORD shows that you said three hundred, but 
call it three thousand going into Maine, and after making money 
they went back where they came from. They pursued exactly the 
same course that the men at Windsor do. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The reason is because by going into Maine they 
received a great many advantages they would not get in Canada. 
The laborer was better paid, and he had facilities of schools, educa- 
tion, and various things he could not have in Canada. It was very 
natural they should come over, and the wonder is they did not stay. 
I doubt whether very many of them went back. 

Mr. BECK. They went over to Maine, of course, because the Sen- 
ator said they did. Iwas about to answer him the other evening 
by saying that I wondered whether anybody ever did go to Maine, 
because I find this to be the fact, that twenty years ago Maine had 
628,000 people, 5 to the census of 1800 and she has only 
7 855 now. She had absolutely 20,000 less in 1870 than she had in 
1860. 

I invite the attention of Senators to the following exhibit, showing 
the growth of certain agricultural districts: 


Population by States and Territories. 


State or Territory. 


The lesson of that exhibit is that people are not streaming into 
those corners where there is 8 but they are going to the t 
agricultural regions where by the policy of the Government one hun- 
dred and sixty acres of land are given for nothing to every man who 
will come here from any part of Asia, Europe, Africa, or America, and 
he can have one hundred and si acres more as a pre-emption, pro- 
vided he can take theiron-clad oath and does not come from Alaba 
Virginia, or some place in the South, and that he can have still one 
hundred and sixty acres more if he will plant forty acres with willows 
or cottonwood or something else that he can do in a few days. Then 
. ask me,“ Why do people come to this country; why are 

ey here if they are afraid of protection?” They come in spite of pro- 
tection when lands are given to them for nothing, and when every boy 
in the family the moment he is twenty-one can take his own homestead 
and bis on 1 and his own tree claim. England, Ireland, 
and Scotland all put together have but 121,000 square miles, while the 

t State of Texas has 276,000, being nearly as lar ge as England, Ire- 
and, Scotland, and France put together, and witt a land system that 
gives people all these Manny gnc can live under ar y tariff. The Sena- 
tor from Vermont and all his men cannot keep them away when they 
can raise wheat and meat and bread and live comfortably in spite of 
all that protection can do. They know that neither they nor their 
children could ever become land owners in other countries, and all 
men desire to be the owners of their own homes. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Kentucky, as he seems to have been investigating the census of 1870 
to the fact that in 1870 the census showed that there were 500,000 
Canadians in the United States, and when he states that they went 
to the agricultural States he is not supported by the census. 

Mr. BECK. I did not say that the Canadians went to the agri- 
cultural States. I said the people of all the world went there and 
became producers of agricultural products. 

Mr. TELLER, The census shows that there were twenty times 
as many Canadians in Massachusetts as there were in Texas, with 
all its great agricultural capacity; and the census further shows, 
that the great bulk of those Canadians came over to the United 
States and settled in the manufacturing States and not in the agri- 
cultural States. 

Mr. BECK. I was speaking of the people ofthe world. That only 
illustrates that there is no protection to the American laborer against 
foreign labor. The Canadian thinks he can make more money in 
manufacturing establishments that are protected 70 and 100 per 
cent., and he comes and underworks.the American workman, and he 
goes back after he has made a little money, and that is the reason 
why there were fewer people in Maine in 1870 than in 1860, and why 
there is very little increase now. 

Mr. TELLER. There are more Canadians in the United States 
now than in 1870. 

Mr. BECK. Very likely; and as long as you have your high protec- 
tive tariff men who work for small wages will come and drive out the 
men who are accustomed to have more, and men who are better off 
will go to the Western Territories and settle where they can raise 
their own wheat and corn and meat and take care of their families. 
The Chinese would probably soon drive out the Canadians. 

I was just about to read from a speech made the other day by a 
very distinguished English gentleman, Dr. Lyon Playfair, who had 
visited some of these cotton manufacturing establishments, and he 
corroborated just what is said by the Senator from Colorado. He 
says: 

In one factory, spinning No. 13 yarn, I found 68 per cent. of French Canadians, 
13 per cent. of Irish, and only 19 per cent. of Americans. 

That is no doubt true; and if theycould get Chinese in Massachu- 
setts and in New at aon (and perhaps they will if they can man- 
age to defeat the bill that 8 nate the other day or get the 
President to veto it) you will find 90 per cent. of Chinamen, and 
the Canadians will be driven out. Cheap labor always drives ont 
better labor. The manufacturer, with all his protection and with 
all his pretenses of great desire to maintain American labor, is sure 
to take the cheapest whereyer he can get it, no matter where it comes 
from, whether from Canada, from China, or anywhere else. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Kentucky a question for 
the purpose of understanding his proposition ? 

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. Do I understand the honorable Senator to affirm that 
the Canadian labor or the Irish labor, which he quotes as existing 
so largely in Massachusetts, ever displaced from profitable employ- 
ment a single American laborer ? 

Mr. BECK. I can only answer that there are 68 per cent. of Cana- 
dians and 13 per cent. of Irish, who displaced, at least from that estab- 
lishment, so many American laborers. I have no doubt the Ameri- 
cans found employment somewhere else. I think very many of the 
men who had formerly worked in those establishments went to 
Dakota and to Minnesota and elsewhere and established themselves 
on farms and did the best they could. Ihave nodoubt they did well 
by so doing. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say to the Senator from Kentucky, if he 
will permit me, that my belief is that the native American labor of 
Massachusetts has increased in pro rity, in wealth, in social con- 
dition, in everythihg which makes life comfortable pari passu with 
the introduction of the Irish and Canadian labor to which he refers. 

Mr. BECK. I am not arguing that question at all. 
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Mr. HOAR. But the Senator made the statement. 

Mr. BECK. I have in my hand the Sentinel of last Friday, pub- 
lished in Lawrence, Massachusetts, which tells a very different tale. 
The writer of its two leading editorials seems to be well advised. 
He speaks of the reduction of w: from 90 to 68 cents, and of the 
strikes that are going on there use of that reduction; of the 
enormous dividends to stockholders and the starvation wages paid 
to laborers; of the destructive effect ot whereas on labor, but I 
will not go into that. Strikes and difficulties occur everywhere 
once in a while. Having spoken of Bessemer steel, I desire to call 
attention to another protected industry, and only one, and that 
briefly, as I am not going to make a speech on the general tariff 
question to-day. I rose, mainly, to answer the Senator from Ver- 
mont, [Mr. MORRILL. ] 

It is shown by the census relative to the silk manufacture, in which 
the constituents of my friend from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] 
are very much interested, that the capital invested in silk is $18,899,- 
500; the labor is $9,107,825; the material is $22,371,300; the product 
is $40,975,281. Deduct the labor and material, $31,479,125, and the 
net product is $9,496,150, or 50.2 per cent. upon the capital, while 
the labor employed gets 22.2 per cent. of the product. Twenty-two 
and two-tenths per cent. is paid for labor and 50,2 per cent. on the 
capital, as shown by the census. We now allow all the raw silks, 
which is one-half the value, to be imported duty free, yet levy a tax 
of 60 per cent. upon the finished products, whether it is on the poor 
man who has a button sewed on, or the rich who wear the fine silks, 
or the poor who use inferior or mixed goods and ribbons. Anything 
that has 25 per cent. in value of silk in it pays 60 per cent., to enable 
those people to make 50 per cent., and the amount of revenue received 
from it amounts, in my judgment, to less than one-half of what it 
would be if reduced from 60 per cent. to 40 per cent. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Why does not the Senator go on and state 
what proportion of the silks used in this country is manufactured in 
the country ? 

Mr. BECK. Simply because that has been in all the statistical 
reports, and haying made other speeches on the subject, I do not 
propose to go into the discussion of details again. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I think that would naturally follow the state- 
ment made by the Senator to-day. 

Mr. BECK. When the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] was upon 
the floor some time ago he seemed to take great pains to refer to 
what the Senator from Kentucky LMr. Beck] had said.” While 
he brought in the Senator from Texas [Mr. Cox] and my colleague 
(Mr. WILLIAMS] and others, from time to time commenting upon 
them, all through his s h he seemed to consider me as an object 
requiring a great deal of attention. Among other things he said that 
the Democratic party ‘‘ has denounced a protective tariff as ‘robbery,’ 
as ‘plunder,’ as ‘a system of swindling,’ as ‘a means by which to 
make the rich richer and the poor poorer,’ as a specter grim and 

hastly, which takes its place at the head of every poor man’s break- 

ast table, which scowls at him every time he lights his pipe; and 
yet, sir, right in the teeth of these savage denunciations, fidelity to 
truth compels me to declare that I am a protectionist from principle, 
If there was no public debt, no interest to pay, no pension list, no 
Army and no Navy to support, I stil should oppose free trade and 
its twin sister, ‘ tariff for revenue only,’ and favor protective duties.” 

The Senator from Massachusetts uur. Dawes] the other day sub- 
stantially announced the same doctrine. He thought that nobody 
but a few wrong-headed men like myself were opposed to the prin- 
ciple of protection; and the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] 
seemed to think I would appeal in vain to any respectable portion 
even of the Democratic party if I sought to drive them away from 
what he called protection. The Senator from Maine, [Mr. Fryer, ] 
however, was bolder than most of the men who have spoken on that 
subject. He met the issue fairly. He did not see anything even 
plausible in the idea suggested by the Senator from Vermont: that 
the foreigner paid the tax. Oh, no; he knew better than that. He 
said in the speech that I hold in my hand that— 

If they undertook to raise the revenue by duties upon manufactured articles, 
those duties would 8 be so low as not only to enable the foreign manufact- 
urer to compete with ours but to undersell him, so as to induce large importations 
and realize great revenues. ‘The only way open to us for a continuance of employ- 
ment would be a reduction in the wages o rig os Ori T have had some experi- 
ence on the House Committee on Ways and Means, and know what my Demo- 
cratic friends mean by a tariff for revenne only.” 

That is the pretty fair admission that the tariff is kept up toa aign 
point in order to make the home-made goods sell higher to enable the 
men whoemploy labor to pay higher wages because of the higher price 
they can exact on account of the tariff tax. Again he said: 

But the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BRECK] announces to the Senate that the 
party is progressive; that he is not for free trade, but for a tariff for ravenue only,” 
and during the late Presidential campaign, when his party was being driven to the 
Wall on this issue, prominent Democrats in New England declared the same, as- 

the people that they were no free-traders ; that they surely would dono harm 
to the laborers, and had no purpose to crush our manufactures. Are they sincere 
in this! Who ever heard one of them declare in favor of protection? 

I have listened to many discussions of the tariff within the last ten years in Con- 

s, and the animosity of the Democratic leaders toward protection has never 
m concealed. 

He proceeded to give a great many instances to illustrate that idea. 
Again, on page 16, the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] said: 

Can we compete with Europe, paying wages on the average not over half as high 


as ours, in the manufacture of cotton, wool, silk, iron, steel, and wood, when the 


perfected article represents from 80 to 90 cent. of labor, without degrading our 
workmen and cutting down their wget 


All these are concessions at least that the tax is added to the home 
cost in order te keep up prices, and the pretense is held out that it is 


all done for the benefit of the workmen. True, he forgets himself at 
one point and falls into the absurdity that foreigners pay the tax. 
That is perhaps the view he urges on the stump. He said: 

The Republican party, on the contrary, declares that the mill shall be ertcted, 
the machinery built, and the workmen employed without any reduction of w. $ 
How will they accomplish this? piy by saying to the Manchester Eee 
232 A attacmaking hie goods eae 
ernmen 0) ou if us 
This is a protective ai 7 F 5 

Most of tlie suggestions of the Senator from Maine, however, dif- 
fering from those of the Senator from Vermont, proceed upon the 
true theory that the tariff is a tax, and he announces that he would 
impose it for protection if there was no revenue needed, if there was 
no Army, no Navy, no pension-list, that he would protect just as the 
Bessemer steel men are protected, even to the point of prohibition, 
I suppose, if necessary for protection. He thus makes and presents 
fairly the issue that exists and will be met everywhere between the 
protectionists and the Democratic party. It is an issue I for one 
accept without claiming, as the Senator from Vermont insinuated, 
that I spoke for any other Democrat than myself. I am no party 
leader and do not seek to be; every Democrat here knows that. 

The Senator from Vermont seemed to regret very much that I made 
protection or a revenue tariff a party question. It has always been 
a party question. We havealways asserted, and assert now, and are 
sustained by all the courts of the country in the assertion, that tax- 
ation levied for protection is unconstitutional, null and void, and that 
revenue is all that the Government of the United States and all that 
the Congress of the United States has a right to look to in the imposi- 
tion of taxes under the Constitution. The incidental protection that 
manufacturers may get in a legitimate effort to raise revenue is the 
only protection that Congress can lawfully afford them. I will read 
what the Supreme Court says in that regard as the best illustration of 
the principle. In the case of the Loan Association vs. Topeka, in 20 
Wallace, 657, Judge Miller delivering the opinion of the court, stated 
the doctrine in language that has been repeated over and over again, 
but it will bear repetition. An attempt was made to tax the people 
of the city of Topeka under the authority given by an act of the 
Legislature so as toissue one hundred bonds of $1,000 each to estab- 
lish the King Wrought-Iron Bridge Manufacturing and Iron Works 
Company of Topeka, and to aid in enco ing that company iu estab- 
lishing and operating bridge shops in said city in pursuance of an 
act of the Legislature, which had plenary power, certainly as much 
power as the Con of the United States has under the limited 

wer given in the Constitution, which is to lay and collect taxes, 

uties, imposts, and excises, to pay the debts and provide for the 
common defense and general welfare of the United States. Certainly 
the power of the 8 that imposed the tax is as broad as the 
power we have, as all power not granted is reserved in the Constitu- 
tion to the States and the people. The people of Topeka refused to 
pay the interest upon the bonds. Suit was brought. The case came 
to the Supreme Court of the United States, and Judge Miller, in deliv- 
ering the opinion of the eourt, uses this language: 

The power to tax is, therefore, the strongest, the most pervading of all the powers 
of the 8 reaching directly or indirectly to all classes of the people. It 
was said by Chief-Justice in the case of McCulloch vs, The State of 
Maryland, that the power to tax is the power to 9 A neces espe er ied of 
the truth of the 8 is seen in the fact that the existing tax of 10 
cent. imposed by the United States on the circulation of all other banks than 
the national banks, drove out of existence every State bank of circulation within 
a year or two after its passage. This power can as readily be employed e 
one class of individuals and in favor of another, so as to ruin the one class and give 
unlimited wealth and prosperity to the other, if there is no implied limitation of 
the uses for which the power may be exercised. 

To lay with one hand the power of the government on the property of the citizen, 
and with the other to bestow it upon favored individuals to aid private enterprises 
and build private fortunes, is none the less arobbery because it is done under the 
forms of law and is called taxation. This is not legislation. It is a decree under 
legislative forms. 

Nor is it taxation. 


rt of our Gov- 
to ours in cost. 


A “tax,” says Webster's Dictionary, is a rate or sum of 
money assessed on the pereon or property of a citizen by government for the use 
of the nation or state.“ Taxes are burdens or e es imposed by the Legisla- 
ture upon persons or property to raise money for public pu 8.” 

Coulter, J., in Northern Liberties vs. Saint John's Church, says, very forcibly, 
I think the common mind has everywhere taken in the understanding that taxes 
are a public imposition, levied by authority of the government for the purpose of 
carrying on the government in all its machinery and operations—that they are im- 


posed for a public purpose.“ 

Tn that case he calls attention to a very large number of authori- 
ties. Judge Miller says further: 

Ifit be said that a benefit results to the local public of a town by establishing 
manufactures, the same may be said of any other business or pursuit which em- 
ploys capital or labor. The merchant, the mechanio, the innkeeper, the banker, 
the builder, the steamboat owner, are equally promoters of the public good, and 
equally deserving the aid of the citizens by forced contributions. No line can be 
drawn in favor of the manufacturer which would not open the voffers of the pub- 
lic Treasury to the importunities of two-thirds of the business men of the city or 
town. 

I understood this morning that the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
3 desires to be heard upon this branch of the question; 
therefore I was not going to allude toit further. However, I do not 
see him in his seat, therefore I will refer to another authority, The 
Supreme Court refer with approbation to cases decided from the 
State of Maine, embracing exactly the same principle, that whether 
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taxation is in the form of a direct tax or in any other form, it makes 
no difference whenever property may be seized or levied on to en- 


force payment of the burden im on property, it is as much a 
tax in one form as in another, and all the argument of the Senator 
from Maine admits that the tariff is a tax. But when it is imposed 
for revenue purposes I a that it is constitutional; when it is laid 
for protection I insist it is unconstitutional, null and void. In that 
I am fully sustained by the very able opinions by all the judges of 
the State of Maine delivering opinions seriatim when questions were 
propounded to them by the State Legislature to this effect. (See 
58 Maine Reports, pages 590, &c.) 

Has the Legislature authority under the Constitution to T laws enabling 
towns, by gifts of money or loans of bonds, to assist individuals or corporations to 
establish or carry on manufacturing of various kinds, within or without the limits 
of said towns! 

The judges took up the question submitted tothem, Among other 
things, the three judges who signed the first opinion, Chief-Justice 
Appleton, Judge Walton, and Judge Danforth, used language some 
of which I will read. They said: 

Taxes are the enforced proportional contribution of each citizen and of his 
estate, levied by the authority of the State for the support of government and for 
all public needs. They are the property of the citizen, taken from the citizen by 
the government, and they are to be disposed of by it. 

* * + * * 


* * 


There is nothing of a public nature any more entitling the manufacturer to pub- 
lie gifts than the sailor, the mechanic, the lumberman, or the farmer. Our gov- 
ernment is based upon equality of rights. All honest employments are honorable. 
The State cannot rightfully discriminate among ovcu for a discrimination 
in favor of one branch of industry is a discrimination adverse to all other branches. 
The State is equally to protect all, giving no undue advantages or special and 
exclusive preferences to any. 

That opinion of the judges of Maine is a complete answer to the 
argument made by the Senator from Maine, which was that if there 
was no revenue required, no pension list, no Army, no Navy, he would 
still protect manufacturers, and he would exact taxes by legislation 
from the mass of the people for the benefit of private parties, in order 
to protect them so that they might carry on their business; that he 
would still give them subsidy or bounty money as freely as he would 
impose taxes to supply revenues to the Government. ‘Therein he is 
clearly wrong. The judges in Maine proceed to say: 

No publio exigency can mire private spoliation for the private benefits of 
favored individuals, Ifthe citizen is protected in his property by the constitution 
against the public, much more is he against private rapacity. 

Congress has only to make one more turn of the protection wheel 
and make the tax for the benefit of the Bessemer steel monopoly 
absolutely prohibitive. Will any Senator here say that if the Con- 
gress of the United States shall pass an act saying that “in order 
to encourage Daniel J. Morrell and his eleven associates,” who are 
already protected by a patent against all the people of the United 
States, “‘ we will prohibit the introduction of foreign Bessemer steel 
rails into the United States,” that there is a court in the United 
States which would not declare that act unconstitutional? Yet we 
have very nearly doneit. The chances are that it will soon become 
a prohibitory tax at $28 a ton. Again the court say: $ 

If it were proj to pass an act enabling the inhabitants of the several towns 
by vote to transfer the farms, or the horses, or oxen, or a part thereof, from the 
rightful owner or owners to some manufacturer whom the majority might select, 
the monstrousness of such proposed legislation would be transparent. But the 
mode by which property would be taken from one or many and given to another 
or others can make no difference in the und ivg principle. It is the taking that 
constitutes the wrong, no matter how taken. Whether the cow or ox be taken from 
the unwilling owner and gen to a manufacturer, or the gift be of the money ob- 
tained by a sale made by the collector, or 5 the 3 of the tax to avoid such 
sale, does not and cannot change the principle. In either case the cow or the ox 
or the value thereof ia taken from the owner and is given away by others without 
the owner's consent. If a part of one's estate may be given away, another and 
another portion may upon the same principle be given away, until all is gone. 
What is this but manifest and undisguised spoliation ? 

Each of the other judges gave substantially the same opinion, in 
different language of course, but each of them pronounced it legis- 
lative robbery, theirlanguage being quite asdenunciatory asany used 
on this floor by any of us, Judge Dickerson uses this language: 

What claim has manufacturing to such preference over other branches of in- 
dustry, commerce, trade, agriculture, and the mechanic arts? These are honor- 
able and beneficial pursuits, and the constitution of this State will be searched in 
vain to find any powers given to the Legislature to authorize towns and cities to 
discriminate against these employments and in favor of manufacturing, in the 
matter of taxation. If municipal corporations may assess a tax upon their citizens 
by authority of law to encourage one, it may each and all the branches of neces- 
sary industry; and the question is reduced to this: Has the Legislature the con- 
stitutional authority to authorize the towns and cities in this State to tax their 
inhabitants for the purpose of aiding, establishing, or carrying on, not only manu- 
facturing, properly so called, but also farming, ship-building, trading, inn-keeping, 
printing, banking, insurance, and any other branch of beneficial industry? 

When another case came up soon afterward, which is reported in 
60 Maine, „Allen rs. Inhabitants of Jay,’ the chief-justice decided 
a similar question. The authorities, under an act of the Legislature, 
had attempted to grant aid to a manufacturing company or to a 
saw-mill that was about to be established. The judge said in that 
case: 

Taxation, by the very meaning of the term, implies the raisingof money for pub- 
lic uses, and excludes the raising if for private objects and purposes. I concede,” 
says Black. C. J., in Sharpless vs. Mayor, 21 Pennsylvania, 167, that a law author- 
izing taxation for any other than public pi ses is void.” A tax,” remarks 
Greon, C. J., in Camden va. Allen, 2 Dutch., 839, “is an impost levied by authority 


of government upon its citizens or subjects for the support of the State. 
“No authority or even dictam can be found,” observes Dillon, C. J., in Han- 


son vs. Vernon, 27 Iowa, 28, which asserts that there can be any legitimate tax- 
ation when the money to be raised does not go into the public 5 
destined for the use of the government or some of the governmental divisiens of 


e y 
If there is any pro; about which there is an entire and uniform weight of 
ndicial authority, itis that taxes are to be imposed for the use of the of the 
tate in the varied and manifold pu of government, and not for private 
objects or the s benefit of individuals. Taxation originates from and is 
imposed by and for the State. 


* * * * — 


* * 

The idea seems to be that thereby capital would be created. But such is not 
the case. Capital is the eget hp! ag earnings ready for productive employment. 
The bonds of a town may enable the holder to obtain money by their transfer, as 
he might do by that of kg 4 note. But no capital is thereby created. It is 
only a transfer of capital from one kind of business to another. 

* * * * * * * 

The industry of each man and woman engaged in productive employment is of 
“benefit” to the town in which such industry is employed. can be pred- 
icated of all useful labor, of all productive industry. But — S all useful labor, 
all productive industry conduces to the public benefit, does it follow that the 
poopie ha to be taxed for the benefit of one man or of one special kind of manu- 

acturing 


* * * > * 


* — 
The sailor, the farmer, the mechanic, the lumberman are equally entitled to the 
aid of coerced loans to enable them to carry on their business with Messrs. 
Hutehins & Lane. Our Government is based on lity of right. The State can 

not discriminate among occupations, for a di tion in favor of one is a dis- 
crimination adverse to all others. While the State is bound to protect all, it ceases 
to give that just protection when it affords undue advantages, or gives special and 
exclusive preferences to particular individuals and particular and special indus- 
tries at the cost and charge of the rest of the community. 


* * * * * * * 


Where is the @ifference between the coerced contribution of the tax-gatherer 
to be loaned to individuals for their benefit and those of the conqueror from the 
inhabitants of the conquered territory? 


Mr. FRYE. Allow me to ask the Senator from Kentucky whether 
those were cases where towns had voted to exempt certain capital 
invested in them from taxation ? 

Mr. BECK. It was to give them a bonus in the shape of bonds for 
establishing manufacturing interests among them. 

Mr. FRYE. Done by a vote of the town 

Mr. BECK. Done by an act of the Legislature authorizing the 
town to doit, and the town acted in strict accordance with the act of 
the Legislature, the Legislature having at least as much power and 
perhaps greater power than the Congress of the United States under 
the provisions of the Constitution. The cases were all decided on 
the ground that the acts‘of the Legislature were unconstitutional, 
that the power was never conferred on any legislative body any- 
where to take away the property of one man and give it to another, 
and it was an illegal taxation because it was not for the general 
good. I ask the Senator from Maine if instead of $28 a ton on Bes- 
semer steel Congress should pass a law reciting that whereas these 
manufacturing companies were private interests of great benefit to 
the United States, therefore the importation of Bessemer steel should 
be prohibited in order to protect them, would not that act be uncon- 
stitutional? 

Mr. FRYE. I do not understand that that principle affects the 
tariff at all; but I want to ask the Senator from Kentucky 

Mr. BECK. Be kind enough to answer my question. Can Con- 
gress pass a prohibitive tariff to protect Mr. Morrell or the Bessemer 
steel manufacturers ? 

Mr. FRYE. Certainly Congress can now put a rate of duty upon 
Bessemer steel. 

Mr. BECK. The question is a very simple one. The Senator has 
said that he is for protection, regardless of revenue, if there was no 
Army, no Navy, no pension-list. Can Congress pass a law expressly 
prohibiting Bessemer steel from entering into the United States in 
order to protect the Bessemer Steel Company ? 

Mr. FRYE. Congress ca.. undoubtedly pass a law to raise revenue 
from any source. 

Mr. BECK. But the Senator, regardless of revenue and without 
revenue, favors protection as a principle. That is the issue between 
him and me. Oh, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] need 
not trouble the Senator from Maine. I hope he will allow him to 
answer in his own way. That is the issue he made, and I want an 
answer, if he likes; if he does not, all right. 

Mr. FRYE. It has been done; but I wish to ask the Senator from 
Kentucky a question. 

Mr. BECK. My question has not been answered, and until it is I 
shall not answerany other question. Whenever the Senator answers 
that question I will answer any other. I deny the constitutional 
power to do what the Senator from Maine avows in his speech he 
wants to do. 

Mr. FRYE. Did not James Madison do it? 

Mr. BECK. I am not asking what James Madison did; I am 
asking what the Senator from Maine believes the Constitution author- 
izes in the face of the decisions I have read. No, Mr. President, there 
is no use wrangling if the Senator does not care to answer. He will 
not answer, I see. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator answer me a question? 

Mr. BECK. After the Senator has answered mine. He cannot 
adopt the so-called Yankee plan with me (I do not want to do it 
with him) of answering one question by asking another. The ques- 
tion is whether we can lay a pronibivive duty for protection. The 
Senator knows we cannot, although his argument is that way, and 
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a failure to answer that is not answered by asking me whatever he. 


might desire to ask. 

is said by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] and by 
others that Mr. Clay was a protectionist and that Jackson was a pro- 
tectionist. The Senator from Vermont in his speech alluded to the 
principles of Jackson which he said I was abandoning. This is what 
the Senator from Vermont said: 
. comuiry, ts larger Pattalioas than, over hare 

4 pi of the co A r 

fore, will cling to the old Lag of Satine’ Manner ex Jackson. 

Why, sir, in 1842, when Mr. Clay was defending the compromise 
tariff of 1832, under which the duties were to be brought down to 
the uniform rate of 20 per cent., and Mr. Calhoun was attacking him 
on the floor of this House, this is the language of Mr. Clay relative 
to General Jackson’s position : 

If the compromise act had not been adopted the whole system of protection 
would have been swept by the board by the eee influence of the illus- 
trious man then at the head of the ment (General Jackson) at the very 
next session after its enactment. 

I suppose Mr. Clay knew what General Jackson's views were, and 
he avowed on the floor of the Senate, in answer to Mr. Calhoun, 
that he stood by that compromise act and sought to maintain it 
because every symptom of protection and over Gre that looked 
like protection, even incidentally, would have n swept away by 
the preponderating influence of General Jackson at the very next 
session after this compromise act was passed but for the compromise, 
I hope General Jackson will not be again quoted as a protectionist. 
I will read what Mr. Clay proceeded to say in that delte, since he 
is quoted as a protectionist per se. Mr. Clay said: 

regard operation of this it was a t mistake to say that an 
postion a the . Sea had resulted from it. er rodas 
contributed to this result, and it was to be attributed to the experiments which 
had been made upon the currency. The embarrassments were also to be attrib- 
uted to the action of the States, which, by plunging into schemes of internal im- 
provement, had contracted debts abroad, and thereby given a false and fictitious 
2 to the prosperity of the country; and, when their bonds depreciated, 

e evils under which they now suffered, as a consequence, ensued. As to the 

va said that it was his purpose, as long as he should 


promise, he had al 
socal Hèn in the Senate, to tain that the “Pag woe! emg se of the act papoa be 
ran revenne 


carried out faithfully and honestly; and if in pro 
for an economical istration of the Government they could at the same time 
afford incidental protection, he would be happy if both of these objects could be 
accomplished, x ? 

That was the position of Mr. Clay, and that is the position which 
has been taken by the Democratic party so far as I know, laying a 
tariff only for revenue, but taking care that none of the great indus- 
tries of the country shall be overthrown while thatis done. Again, 
Mr. Clay during those debates, (for I have run them over in the last 
few days,) in still further discussing the subject, said: 

As far as he could go he would, and that was, not to lay duties for protection 
alone, but in laying duties for revenue to supply the Government with means, to 
lay them so as to afford incidental protection. He would therefore say to the 


nds of protection, lay aside all attempts beyond this standard, and look to that 
which is attainable and practicable. 


+ > * * * * * 
There was, he said, one common ground on which all parties could unite—that 
of providing an adequate revenue for the administration of the Government. 

f in doing this incidental protection can be afforded to home industry, he 
invoked every patriot to unite in effecting that object. 

That is as far as Mr. Clay went in that great debate. It never 
entered his head to legislate in the direction the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. FRYE] said he would go, regardless of revenue, regardless of 
pensions of the Army and the Navy and all, being a protectionist 
per se and from pave e I desire to say one other thing about the 
speech of the Senator from Maine, and in that I will also allude to the 
statements lately made by the Senator from Vermont. The Senator 
from Maine took occasion to say: 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Buck] compels me to consider briefly the 
A swelled and fully occupied,” for he declares with emphasis thatthe war 
had nothing to do with the destruction of our commerce, that protection is answer- 
able for it—a most amazing assertion in the light of history. 

Again he says: 

We lost our carrying trade by the war, and have not taken the first step since 
the war closed to recover it. Now, pray, what had the protective tariff todo with 
it? How could it affect it other than by reducing our exports and imports? But 
it has not reduced them. They have nm surely and steadily increas from 
$687,192,254 in 1800, until last year they reached the enormous sum of $1,613,770, 633. 

No, Mr. Senator, not protection, but war did the mischief; folly and cowardice 
have prevented all reparation. 

The Senator from Vermont following in that same line, after avoid- 
ing all I had said in January upon that subject, said in his speech the 
other day: 

When we temporarily lost our shipping on the high seas we saved forever the 
sup of 3 Ai e do not forget the ~~ = — 5 our losses now 
rest. not so much upon our wayward sister ” as upon auxiliary 
the trafficker in free ships, which dealt the untimely blow. 


I prefer, in answer to these assertions, to read a little authority on 
that subject, which perhaps will be accepted as more reliable than 
anything I may say, from a very distinguished former Senator from 
New England, Senator Cragin, who I believe was at that time chair- 
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs, and who made a speech on 
the floor of the Senate on the 6th day of February, 1873, in which he 
exposed all the false pretenses of the war having destroyed our ship- 
ping and lost us the carrying trade. There were losses, of course, by 
the war, there were losses in everything; there were, according to 


power, 


„000,000,000 of property de- 
tful mragaga: owever, our 
ranch of industry. 


the estimates of the best e e ee 
stroyed on both sides during that frig 
shipping lost less in ee than any other 


Mr. in, of New Hampshire, treats it thus: 


In the total of foreign, American, and British ships entering the ports of the 
United States from Great Britain in 1860, we held in American vessels 71 per cent., 
and this in 1871 had fallen to 19 per cent. 

Our former average of 71 per cent. in the total of both direct and indirect carry- 
iny uais of 1860 is now reduced to 15 per cent. 

o what is this ruinous decline in the 5 bog trade upon the ocean, which in 
1860-61 was the most prosperous in the world’s Pm to be charged? Is it the 
result of the four years’ war from 1861 to 1865? Let us see. When the first battle 
of that war was fought in 1861— 


In the month of July, the registered and enrolled tonnage of the United 


OREN WR. (GIMID). 6c05 os cancinnetencca4tanencenthhat chs noekek kasi en enn 539, 813 
In July, 1865, when the war was ended, the registered and enrolled ton- 

TIAGO WES (LOM) F< ooo n y . T EET 5, 096, 781 

Showing a decrease of only, (tons) 443, 032 


The States that had seceded, Virginia, the Carolinas, Louisiana, 
and other States, owned n of that tonnage, which made 
up the 5,539,000 tons, and theirs was all lost, so that the adhering 
States had in fact more tonnage at the close of the war than they 
owned before the war, leaving out what was owned by Virginia, 
Louisiana, and the Carolinas when the war began. Said Mr. 


Cragin: 
This seems to be the t decrease that can be charged to the war, for in 
July, 1870, sage ae è ending of the war, the total registered and enrolled 


443,032 tons were ay iy the whole loss and number is but little more 
than the product of a single year’s former buildin: en ean cee ae 
causes of decay and wreck. Arete fact, and they demon- 


From that day to this we have gone from bad to worse. Nine 
years have passed since Mr. Cragin made that speech, and we are 
more humiliated, more degraded as carriers on the ocean to-day than 
we were then. Yet nine years after the war closed, in 1873, Mr. 
Cragin, a Republican Senator on this floor, thus demonstrated what 
all the talk amounted to—the false claim, I was about to say—that 
the Senator from Vermont throws in here about our erring sister 
States, that he regrets having to bring up, being at the bottom of all 
the mischief when we temporarily lost our shipping upon the high 
seas, but saved the ship of state forever. We temporarily lost it like 
we temporarily . — the higli 8 tariff to guard against the 
internal-revenue taxes which had been removed twelve years ago, 
and yet now impose and maintain a protective tariff more offensive 
and oppressive than ever, with reduced debt and enormous surplus. 
Still the beneficiaries under the tariff are more clamorous for protec- 
tion than they ever were before. Mr. Cragin went on to say: 

In 1861 our piers ied rege the following: in foreign trade, known as regis- 
tered 8 2,642,628 tons ; in coast wise trade, known as enrolled and licensed 
tonnage, 2,897,185 tons. The official returns of 1871 show that we now have in the 
foreign trade a registered tonnage of only 1,425,142 tons; in the coastwise or en- 
rolled and licen: tonnage, 2,857,465 tons, thus showing a loss in the registered 
tonnage of 1,217,486 tons, and in the enrolled or 18 tonnage a loss of 39,720 
tons. But, sir, there is a greater loss than thus appears— : 

And here is where some of the false appearances of commercial 
power are exhibited— 
barges and canal-boats have been classed with the coastwise or enrolled and 
licensed tonnage. They are no more entitled to such classification than are the 
boats of a ship, or railway cars, or wagons; they are the mere accessories of ton- 

. No distinct or separate account of this appears in the official returns 
of 1860-01 further than 371 of such barges and boats were built in that year. This, 
at the average of tons now shown by the whole number ef 8,786 of such boats, 
aggregating 908,815 tons, and the average of the number built in 1871, would give 
a tonnage of 383,276 tons for 1860-61. 

That was never done before, and never done in any other count 
than this. In order to pretend that our tonnage had not fallen off, 
the den the flat-boats that go down the Ohio River with coal are 
charged as part of the tonn.: of the United States, and there were 
bills here a few years ago, which I have voted to prevent the passa 
of, by which the effort was made to count the tonnage of every coal- 
boat, every flat-boat that floats on the Kentucky River, where, for 
example, the boat, a mere temporary flat, would land at Frankfort, 
and have to be broken up and sold for timber because it could not 
be taken up-stream again. This was to be enrolled as tonnage in 
order to make it appear that we had some tonnage left. Mr. Cragin 
further said: 

Mr. President, the losses we have sustained, the humiliation on the ocean to 
which we are reduced, have been caused, not by the superior power of any nation, 
but by our own careless neglect to use that new element which controls commerce— 
cheap transportation by the means of iron s ps. 

I have argued that question so fully before that I only thought it 
necessary to supplement what I have before said by reading what the 
then Senator from New Hampshire said. I think it settles forever 
the fact that there is no propriety or justice in charging the war 
with any more than is necessary. The truth is bad enough as to 
other things 

One other thing, and I believe I am done. 
Maine [Mr, FRYE] said in his speech: 

Th of this country beyond that of any other demands protection against 
the cheap labor of Europe, for the laborer here has — duties, and 


The Senator from 


necessities unknown there. His wages can never go down to theirs without abso- 
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Inte destruction to him and imminent danger to the Republic. The large majority 
of our men mast earn their bread by the sweat of the brow. Under our titution 
they are the Government. How can hun men govern? How can a half-paid, 
hali-fed, half-educated citizen rightly and intelligently understand and perform the 
duties of citizenship? He must have good food, wes of it, clothing, school- 
houses for his children, comforts for his home, and a fair chance to improve his 
condition. To this end I ene pees him against competition with the half- 
paid laborers of European countries who have never 2 his privileges, expe- 
rienced his comforts, shared his duties and respo: ies, to whom his very 
necessities would seem luxuries. 


That is very well said, but the question at last returns, how are 
you going to do it? Who are American laborers? Is not every man 
who labors upon a farm an American laborer, and as much entitled 
to protection as a man who works in a Bessemer steel factory? Is 
not every girl who sweeps out your room, or the woman who cooks 
your food, as much an American laborer as the person who works in 
a Bessemer steel manufacturing establishment? Are not all the men 
employed in building railroad tracks and machinery, and who do 
farm labor, and who build houses, make bricks, or do everything 
else outside of factories, American laborers? And yet where do the 
peue of their labor go? Are they protected against foreign pauper 

abor? On the contrary, by the very necessity of the situation (and 
it is growing more and more so every year) are nun not compelled 
to sell their products and invest their capital, whether it is labor or 
supplies, in strong competition with the pauper labor of the world? 
Is not the man who raises wheat in Dakota and has tosend it abroad, 
(for 36 per cent. of all the wheat raised in this country has to go 
abroad, and the 1 price controls the price of the whole crop,) 
must he not sell and buy in direct competition with all the pauper 
labor of Europe? This is true not only in all that he produces but 
in all that he uses or consumes, since what he uses or consumes must 
be paid for with what he produces. Fe per cent. of all the cot- 
ton raised in the United States goes abroad, and everybody admits 
that the price in Liverpool controls the price in New Orleans? Are 
not all the laborers connected with the great cotton-growing inter- 
ests competing with all the pauper laborersof the world? and many 
of them are very poor and needy people. Who does the Senator mean 
when he talks about the American laborer? Is he not requiring 
those people and their employés who send off their wheat, their cot- 
ton, their provisions, and other food supplies, 90 per cent. abroad of 
all goods that are exported, tg sell as cheaply as any . 

r will sell the same article fn the same market, and yet not allow- 
ing our citizen to buy what the people there are willing to give him 
in exchange for the things that he sells, as all other people are 
allowed to do, but 8 to demand money, and come home 
and pay 50 per cent. more than what he gets is worth to the Bessemer 
steel cia ener and a few other protected industries? Is that pro- 
tection to American labor in any large or broad sense? Is it not 
confiscation under the forms of law ? 

The Senator from Maine went on further and told the Senate of the 
bad effects protection had on England when she pursued the re- 
strictive poney he now advocates here. He differed from the Sena- 
tor from Vermont, who regarded the policy of England from the days 
of Queen Anne down through the Georges as her golden age, until 
the Cobden Club appeared and by their devilish malignity struck 
down gh industry, according to the assertions, unsupported it 
is true, of the Senator from Vermont. The Senator from Maine takes 
a different view of it. He says: 


For centuries land was the most earnest, vigorous, and determined cham- 
commerce 
e-ruising, ber 


of Ireland by one blow of 8 laws, repressed 

ee her manufactares, made her the waste of to-day. She attempted 

the same rôle in America; forbade the exportation of her products to any coun- 
trade into bottoms ; 

law “ that none of the Amer- 


lost the brightest jewel from her 


That is all true; it is all worthy of careful consideration as a lesson 
and a warning, and it was because the men of England had sense 
enough, from 1840 to 1846, to strike down all these outrageous restric- 
tions and reverse that miserable pulicy that England sprang upon 
her feet. I think that I proved that in January, notwithstanding 
the laudation of the English Augustan age of corruption and restric- 
tion by the Senator from Vermont. Ionly repeat now that she never 
did spring upon her feet until she had reversed all that policy. 

I wish to read some extracts from a letter written by Mr. Jefferson 
to Mr. Edmund Randolph, dated December 16, 1783, when the first 
news of adefinitive treaty of peace with England was received; it 
Was written while he was in Annapolis, then the seat of government. 
In this letter he wrote with great apparent approval of the proposition 
made by the American commissioners at the definitive treaty of peace 
for free trade with England in these words: 


The definitive treaty had been received by the President some time and a joint 
letter from our ministers. This gave us an account of the various 8 
efinitive 


em. 


and steps taken on both sides inthe negotiation which preceded 
treaty. Mr, Hartley was the British Deguiiatar with America. He was well dis- 
„but his zeal for systems friendly to us constantly exceeded his powers to 
ministers proposed a free tercourse 5 of 


A to them. Our 
the British dominions and the United 


uce of the United States should be admitted 
of Great Britain into the United States, 


that the unmannfactured 

to Great Britain and the man 

and that we should be allowed to carry our own produce to the West Indies. On 

being N pene Ao wora, he had no authority to conclude upon these articles, 
even us. 


The inference is irresistible from his letter that if England would 
have consented to allow absolute free trade between the two coun- 
tries it would have been accepted by the American commissioners at 
once. Mr. Clay, in the discussion from which I read a little while 
ago, in referring to this same matter, reviewed the doctrines of pro- 
tection and of free trade: 

He said if free trade could be made universal he would subscribe to it at once; 
but as long as other nations acted on the protective system, he should continue in 
favor of this country taking care of its own industry in preference to fostering that 
of foreign nations. He adverted to the excessive discriminating duties imposed 
by England on herimports for the protection of her manufactures, and to the corn 
laws for the protection of her agriculture, excluding by the new sliding scale the 

stuffs which it was the interest of this coantry to exchange with her for her 
manufactures upon terms of free trade. 

The compromise act had been of a protective character till the last two years, 
and the effect had been that not only modified protection of that act, but the 
effects of the high protective system of 1828 had been. as predicted by the advocates 
of the American system at the time, that the consumers in the end, by means of 
this protection, were supplied more abundantly and on cheaper terms with pro- 
tected articles than they had before been with the fo: articles. He did not 
know of a single exception to the rule. Nota single prediction of the friends of 


the American been falsified. 
stem of England, and referred to Allison’ 


system 
He again adverted to the protective s, s 
work on LE papra to show that the ultimate object aimed at by Great Britainis 
on clime on 


to rely sole her own empire, stretching over every sea and to every 
the habitable globe, for not only the consumption of her manufactures but for 
the mee À of tho raw materials, independent of every other nation. Her com- 
merce with foreign countries she will continue as long as she can ; but when an 
interruption takes place she will have her own Šg in every portion of the 

or her exclusive consumers and for her supplies of material. What her 


After adverting to what Allison, in his history of England, said 
about the working population of En land, and how they were op- 
pressed, he p: ed to 2558 that if they could ever 89 
to fair terms in trading with us he, Mr. Clay, was a free- er. Mr. 
President, during and after the war of the Revolution, during all the 
years up to 1 when Mr. Clay and other American statesmen were 
grapplin with these questions, seeking as best they could to keep our 
trade and commerce abreast of England, the poliey of Great Britain 
was to keep up her restrictive policy, and so long as she did it the 
United States were almost compelled to retaliate, as England refused 
to take our agricultural and other products. But times have changed; 
now the English people understand our power and our capacity. i 
read some time ago a speech made by Dr. Lyon Playfair, a distin- 
guished gentleman, in which he made it very evident that he under- 
stands us, our capabilities, and our manifest destiny. Dr. Playfair 
said to his audience: . 


cotton. 
was affected by the protective duties on these . I need scarcely point 
advantages which the United States possess as a 8 


the climate and 
mation. 


and silver, an educat le with remark: 

conditions which render the United States the foremost nation in the 
world in industrial en Half a ts go r shores; emi- 
. too, of full productive value, the unp: g 


merican 
is that the conditions for the — Fog 
er growing manufactures, nursed by protective tariffs, ya 
wido of territories from the Atlantic to the Pacific; but they are 
8 tive tariffs from other countries. There is little reci ty in 
their trade. When the United States buy 7 in gold are 
sent to balance the transaction; while in our trade with we return our 
commodities in exchange. 
* * 


* * * 4 


The duties exclude cheap cloths, and thus raise the price of clothing all round 
upon the workingman. ‘There is y an attempt at an export trade, for the 
value of e including carpets, was between fifty — get G ä 
sterling; whi gland e in value, above twenty one-half ns. 
In fact, even under the the imports of wool and its products into the United 
States are nearly twenty times the value of the exports. The effect of the tariff 


upon iron enters into all industry; for as coal is the source of power, so is iron the 
material for strength. The subject is so wide that I restrict myself to the effect 
upon rails and shipping. 

* * + * * * 


* 
The effect of the tariff is to raise the . of steel in a single line of rails by 
from two to three thousand dollars per and double that amount for renewals. 
As 60,000 miles have been laid down since 1865, and as 15,000 miles are at present 
under contract, it is obvious that a heavy cost has been put upon the tofthe 
country by this protection price. If it were not for this, food could be sent to this 
country at lower rates than at present. In fact, the western farmer has always to 
pay two 9 to Europe—a full freight for his corn and an empty one back, be- 
cause the ff prevents a return eargo, Notwithstanding this, the development 
of railways in America is so great that one day's wage of a workingman in Bos- 
ton will pay for moving his whole pane supply of corn and meat from Chicago, a 
distance of a thousand miles. But the inj us effect of the increased cost of iron 
is chiefly seen in the effect on shipping. which it has pràcti destroyed. “Go 
to the ocean,” thundered Webster 814, and his countrymen followed his advice 
with wooden ships of excellent construction and great speed. But now, as ships 
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has dwindled away. Of the six hundred 
ic, I doubt whether six carry the stars and 
groas Aerian pao a 
cent. of ons sd Laue ers hand 
tax on iron, because it raises the 


are built of ae American 
eee e w traverse the 
stri the little om of Sweden beats the 
— AS shi owns 19 
cent. In 


nion. You will y understand that a nation with such splendid resources 
for expansion may carry on a policy which would ruin a smaller country in amuch 
less time. 

* * * * à = * 

The workingmen, excellent and well-educated as they are. still share the delu- 
sion that protection and high wages aresynonymons terms. Undoubtedly they are 
in apparent wages, and these largely raise the coat of production; but they cer- 
tainly are not in purchasing powers. Factories are growing, as the time must 
inevitably come when they pass the capacity for home demand, then the enormous 
supply of labor, by nataral growth and by immigration, must, when that labor is 
conned to domestic markets, reduce wages and limit employment. 

The protectionists press for an increased army and a new — . and these are 
bare into which any quantity of surplus can be thrown. [Laughter and cheers.] 

the mercantile community, ashamed at having lost their shipping, wish to cover 

the seas with merchant ships under the ican flag. This can only be done in 

one of two ways. First, by a bounty system, which I deem to be too foolish for 

adoption ; second, by allowing Americans to buy steamers abroad, introduce them 

free of duties, and hoist the American flag. 
> * * * * 

England has a compensation in the protective policy of the United States. That 

ley’ keeps out of the world a nation which 8 ocherwiesbe a great competitor 

mall neutral markets. In spite of it we send annually to the United States twenty- 
five millions of manufactured s, and they return to us less than three millions. 
It is the greatest delusion to pont to the great nation be the seas as an example 
ofsuccessful commercial policy. I believe ultimately when the United States shake 
off the trammels of their protective system that they will become the greatest manu- 
facturing country of the world; but this consummation is very distant, becanse the 
endless ovis which cover a country like weeds where protection prevails will retard 
progress fOr generations. 

Dr. Playfair gives the trade with China, Japan, Mexico, and South 
America, and shows how absurdly small all our manufacturing pro- 
ducts are in the world’s markets, simply because we are maintaining 
a protective tariff that excludes us from all the great open markets, 
and impose such a price on everything that our laborers use that 
they cannot live and work at the same prices that other people work 
for, and therefore we have surrendered to England the trade of the 
world in order to enrich a few men at home. The extracts I have 
read show that other people understand our policy and its effects as 
well as we do and look at it a good deal more squarely than our pro- 
tected monopolists allow our people to do. Mr. President, having 
said this much, which is a good deal more than I intended to sa 
when I rose, I will not trouble the Senate much longer; but I t 
sometime or other before this discussion is over I will offer some- 
thing like the following resolution as a substitute for the measure 
now pending: 

Resolved, Thatin the ppa of the Senate all taxes and customs duties imposed 
by the United States under the laws now in force for the collection of duties on im- 
ports from foreign countries should be subject to a discount of at least 10 per cent. 


after the 30th day of June, 1882, and after the 30th day of June, 1883, all said taxes 
and PUp should be subject to a further discount of not less than 10 cent; and 


that duties ought to be abolished ; that laws to that effect 
hould at t. resent session, if no general revision can be had. 
“oe , That the Committee on Finance of the Senate is hereby author- 
ized and directed to sit during the recess, and, either through sub- co ittees or 
oth ittee may deem „ summon before them such persons as 


„as the commi best, 
they may think likely to give information as to what changes in tariff 


think and all 


ittee or su 


Snrely, Mr. President, now, when the money received by the man- 
ufacturers for their products is gold, or as good as gold, and when, 
up to eight years ago, they objected to reductions mainly because they 
had to fake money that was at a discount, when it is admitted that 
most of the tariff taxes are entirely too high on any fair or even decent 

retense, if this Congress can do no better it ought to do as Congress 

id in 1872, reduce the tariff taxes from the Ist of July, before this ses- 
sion of Congress adjourns, at least 10 per cent., e par cent. more 
on the Ist of July, 1683, unless upon investigation e by our Com- 
mittee on Finance and the committee of the House during the recess 
some injustice may be done by the further reduction; then let the last 
reduction be modified as to articles and industries likely to be injured ; 
all can stand the first 10 per cent. reduction. f 

The idea of maintaining a tariff of popr ton on Bessemer rails, and 
holding on toa protective tariff of from 90 to 100 por cent. upon a coarse 
blanket, while a fine blanket pays only 60; indeed, keeping a tariff 


upon the thousands of things the people need and must have up to any- 
thing like the rate now imposed is simply absurd and palpably unjust 
and oppressive. Í 

I received a letter from a very intelligent manufacturer in Dela- 


ware the other day as to the purchasing power of wages here and in 
England and as to the price of have it now in my hand, 
but will not trouble the Senate further to-day. There is one remark- 
able and instructive statement made in it—indeed it is throughout 
one of the most intelligent letters I ever read. He sends a number 
of specimens of cloth with the prices marked on them; double width, 
all wool, worth in New York or any other place in the United States 
$1.10 a yard; cloth which, to use my correspondent’s expression, 
would“ go off like hot cakes” at $1.10 a yard, that may be bought 
in London for 1s. 11d., or 50 cents a yard, and are offered to him at that 
rice. I have all the samples before me, with the prices marked. 
hat is about bait 12. eee of difference in cost of most of the woolen 
oods now offered, because of this protective tariff. That of course 
oubles up, so far as woolens are concerned, the cost to every laborer 
and to every one the cost of all these indispensable things, Yet the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. SLATER] showed the other day by a series 
of statistics which cannot be disputed that before there was any tariff 
imposed on wool the farmer got as much or more for his wool product 
than he does now. It is absurd to talk about protecting wool when 
many of the cloths we need cannot be made without bringing foreign 
wools into the country. Thirty-odd million dollars of woolen goods 
are now imported. Why can we not make them here? Simply be- 
cause our manufacturers cannot afford to pay the tax imposed on 
their raw material. 

I have no object in speaking against protection to wool. My only 
son is in Wyoming on a ranch Hemme cpt d I have a brother living 
in Nebraska who is a cattle-raiser. I never could see why my son, 
for example, and others like him, should have 35 or 40 per cent. pro- 
tection on his wool, while my brother and others similarly employed 
should have to sell cattle at English or French prices, and sell them 
in competition with so-called paupers, when both the sheep and cat- 
tle are fed by the same grass, warmed by the same sun, and drink 
out of the same stream. There is no sense in it, except to protect a 
few woolen manufacturers and increase the home prices of their pro- 
ducts; the whole system is vicious. I beg pardon for detaining the 
Senate so — a 

Mr. MORRILL, Mr. President, I do not design to occupy the floor 
more than afew moments, The Senator from Kentucky, [ Mr. BECK, ] 
as usual, repeats a good many of his facts from one J. S. Moore. He 
has read so deeply Mr. Moore that I amreminded of the fact that when 
some animals are fed on madder it will change the very color of their 
bones. I fear if you were to examine my friend from Kentucky you 
will find his very bones colored by J. 8. y aree 

The Senator from Kentucky referred to ships and shipping as 
being prohibited by the tariff. That Senatorhas served on the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means of the House and on the Committee on 
Finance of the Senate, and he ought to have known that no tariff 
ever embraces the subject of shi From the foundation of the Goy- 
ernment, in the laws of 1789, ships that were then owned by Ameri- 
can citizens, and those which should be thereafter built and manned 
by two-thirds of American seamen, were the only ships that were to 
be registered as American ships. The tariff never has touched, and 
probably never will touch, upon the subject of ships. 

The Senator, I am sorry to see, appeared somewhat irritable, and 
referred to what he thonght Dame artington ought to do with me 
for the introduction of some arguments which I had presented, and, 
I xf pi rather slangily referred to the duty which ought to be 
imposed upon Dame Partington of spanking me. I do not think 
Dame Partington would inflict that kind of punishment upon the 
Senator from Kentu for making his argument in relation to the 

rohibitory tariff duties upon ships. I think she would be more 
ikely to use the punishment, formerly much in vogue in district 
schools, of making naughty boys sit among the girls. 

The Senator was pl to refer to some statements of mine in 
relation to the overproduction of cotton and grain. It was only the 
simple argument of a division of labor, or not to have all of our coun- 
try devoted to one singleindustry. I had specially referred to Texas, 
and reminded the Senate that in my judgment it would be better for 
that State and for the entire South that there should not be an over- 

roduction of cotton; that something else should be brought forth 
m the South instead of cotton. So in relation to wheat and other 
grain. It is perfectly manifest that the market for our agricultural 
roductions in the t extent is now found in this country at 
ome. I desire that there shall be.a sort of equilibrium kept up, so 
that all branches of industry oy be profitably pursued by men, or, 
as General Jackson said, as would bring the manufacturer alongside 


of the farmer, If the industries of agriculture are not prosperons, 


t duty was placed upon 
to its then value, it was not too much. It is too 
the manufacturers will be very willing to have it 
From that time to this 


steel, e 
much now, an 
reduced; but it was not too much then. 
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unquestionably it has been an 3 to the country, because if 
Bessemer steel had not been established in this country and exten- 
sively manufactured we should have had to pay much more than the 
present duty upon the present price for the foreign supply. There 
is no sort of question about that. By the duty we have reduced the 
cost of it more than one-half. 

Then, again, if it is so profitable a business, it should be remem- 
bered that it is not a monopoly. Why do not the iron men of Ken- 
tucky and of Tennessee go into the business and make this large 
protit which the Senator represents the manufacturers to be making, 
which, however, I understand are not entirely well founded. I 
know, at least I have been so told, that several of these large estab- 
lishments worked for fiveorsix years without making asingle dollar of 
dividend upon their sapitan but for the last five or six years they 
have been making money. I shall be perfectly willing to be one to 
assist in properly reducing the duty. But, Mr. President, I do not 
intend to occupy the time of the Senate any further on this subject. 
The Senator from Kentucky has occupied a large amount more of 
time than I have in the discussion, and I am quite content with the 
record so far as he has made it or as far as I have made it. 

Mr, HAWLEY. In order to consider this question fairly and sat- 
isfactorily I would like to ask re one or two questions of the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky. I have a little difficulty in discovering his true 

osition. I see that he criticises with a good deal of severity some 

eatures of the existing tariff. So do I; but I should be glad to 
know what sort of tariff would suit him. That he has not told us. 
Perhaps we can approximate an understanding upon this question 
if he will tell me what nation has now the tariff which he best likes. 
Will the Senator from Kentucky oblige me by telling which general 
system of customs duties in the world is the best? 

Mr. BECK. The system that confines it to revenue closest and 
imposes the fewest burdens upon its people. I want to answer a 
little farther, that I intended to make some remarks about the strict- 
ures made by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] on the Demo- 
cratic tariff, but I concluded that it was not worth while. Iwill furnish 
the Senator with a speech I made on the 10th of January, and in the 
marked portions of the speech he will see exactly what I would 
desire. I have nothing to add and nothing to take back from that 
statement. 

Mr. HAWLEY. My object was to get at an actual existing tariff 
somewhere which the Senator thought was approximately correct. 
The British tariff is nominally free trade, but the policy of Great 
Britain is very far from being non-protective. It is probably the 
most fiercely protective government in the world. I was not sure 
whether the Senator would say that Turkey or Portugal or Great 
Britain best suited him. It is exceedingly difficult to argue with a 
gentleman who confines himself to criticisms upon that which he 
acknowledges to be in its details defective, but sets forth no system 
of his own for this country, nor will he select the system adopted in 
any other country as being worthy of imitation even. I was in 
hopes I would get something that would enable me to answer him 
more effectively, but I will take another opportunity. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President. 

Mr. MORGAN, Will the Senator from Arkansas yield to me? 

Mr. GARLAND. I yield to the Senator from Alabama, but I will 
ask him to give way for a motion to go into executive session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Alabama 
wish to take the floor ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama will be 
recognized when the consideration of the bill is resumed. 

Mr. GARLAND. , I move to proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 

Mr. HAMPTON, Pending the motion ofthe Senator from Arkansas, 
I wish to make an announcement. I have been uested by m 
colleague [Mr. BUTLER] to say that he is detained at home by Bad 
ous illness in his family. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the followi 
message from the President of the United States; which was refi 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate of the United States: 


ernment 
Konsa piara I TEn oT Ea a report on the subject from the 
State, w ts accompanying papers. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 20, 1882. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. No. 327) 
for the relief of John W. Humphrey ; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. No. 17) to extend the northern boundary 


of the State of Nebraska; and it was thereupon signed by the Presi- 
dent pro tempore. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1527) to provide for the payment to Arvah 
Hopkins of the rent of certain property in Tallahassee, Florida, for 
the use of the Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims, 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1528) to secure their lands to actual settlers under 
entry by pre-emption, homestead, or private entry, or otherwise; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1529) to amend section 1417 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relating to the Navy; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SAUNDERS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1530) restoring to the pension-roll the name 
of Major D. Williams; which was read twice by its title, and, together 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

NORTHERN NEW YORK JUDICIAL DISTRICT. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York. Lask the consent of the Senator from 
Arkansas to withhold his motion for a moment, so that I may call up 
House bill No. 4439, which was considered by his committee and 
amended. It will take but a moment. 

Mr. GARLAND. Very well. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 4439) to amend the Revised 

tatutes of the United States establishing the times, places, and pro- 
visions for holding terms of the district and circuit courts in the 
northern district of New York. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 15, after the word “ ap- 
pointment,” to strike out“ and notice thereof.” 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. It is desired to change the amend- 
ments, and the change has been agreed to by the Senator who has 
the bill in charge, the Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. GARLAND,] It 
was a clerical error, anyhow. It is desired to strike out in line 19 
all after the word held“ down to line 20, leaving the rest of the 
amendment to stand. I therefore move that those words be stricken 
out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That has not been reached yet. 
The first amendment is in line 15, to strike out“ and notice thereof.” 

The amendment was a to. 

The next amendment was, after the word “ be,” in line 16, to strike 
out “given in such manner as said judge shall determine,” and insert: 


Made by notice of at least twent, published in the State paper of New 
York and one ety ox st Ser- at the place where said court is to be held; 
enti a eran el only for the trial of issues of fact arising within said 
county. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. It is desired to amend that by strik- 
ing out: 

—— said term shall be held only for the trial of issues of fact arising within said 
county. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I noticed in the reading of the bill—I did not 
attend to it very closely—that it referred to “ that ph of the 
Revised Shey RE Girvan soand so. Itseems to me that the sec- 
tion of the Re Statutes and the paragraph should be defined 
better than that. 

Mr. GARLAND. It is covered in the previous part of the bill and 
referred to 1 - 

Mr. ANTHONY. Very well. 

Mr. ALLISON. I see a provision in this bill which authorizes the 
judge to fix the time and place of holding court. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The adjourned terms only. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is there not a provision in the bill which author- 
izes him to sit at peas not specially named in the statute ? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. No, sir. We name the places, but he 
may take his choice between two or three named. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were conc in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. GARLAND. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business, After one hour and eleven minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (atfive o’clock 
and twenty-nine minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 
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MONDAY, March 20, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. POWER. : 
The Journals of the proceedings of Friday and Saturday were read 
and approved. . 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. ROSECRANS, for three days, on account of sickness; 
To Mr. COLERICK, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his fam- 


il . 
10 Mr. PETTIBONE, for one week, on account of sickness in his 
pung and ; i 
To Mr. Dawes, for one day, on account of important business. 
LABOR TROUBLES, NEBRASKA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the 
accompanying documents, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the House of Representatives : 

In response to the resolution of the House of Representatives, adopted March 
16, 1882, in which the President is requested, if not incompatible with the public 
interests, to furnish to the House all the facts before him at the time he author- 
ized the sending or 5 of troops or 3 of the United States 
in the State of Nebraska during the present month, to er With his reasons 
therefor, I have the honor to state that the employment of forees of the 
United States, as to which it is understood that information is desired by the 
House of Representatives, was authorized on the 10th instant, and that the 
facts before me at that time are set forth in — communications, dated 
the 9th and 10ta instant, froma the governor ct she of Nebraska and Brigadier- 
1 commanding the Department of the Platte, of which copies are 
herewith submitted. 

For the further information of the House of tatives, I transmit copies 
of telegraphic correspondence, had on the 9th, 1 and llth instant, between the 
Secretary of War and the governor of Nebraska and the Secre! Warand the 
Lieutenant-General of the Army, of which the instructions by my direction 
for the employment of the military forces upon the application of the governor of 


Nebraska are a part. 
pers it will be seen that the authori 


From these to employ troops was eve 
upon the application of the 8 of Nebraska, in order to protect the State 
against scares fo Remona instructions in compliance with the 

en! 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 18, 1882. 

GENEVA AWARD. 

Mr. REED. I desire to offer the resolution which I send to the 
desk for unanimous consent, the objection made the other day hav- 
ing been withdrawn. 

e Clerk read as follows: 
court of commis- 


Alal claims, ted mone; 
of the Geneva award, ima e a e bd the Oanwhins of coe Wine 
considered in the in the fourth Tuesday of March, and 
thereafter from day to day until finally disposed of, not to interfere with revenue 
and general appropriation bills. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. [I object. 
J. W. PETTIT. 
Mr. WARD. I ask unanimons consent to offer for consideration at 


this time the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be authorized and directed to place 
n his messenger roll the name of J. W. Pettit until otherwise ordered by this 
House, ami that be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Where does this resolution come from? 

Mr. WARD. I introduce the resolution, and ask unanimous con- 
sent for its Bin consideration, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iobject. Let it go to the Committee on Accounts. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 

SUFFERERS BY MISSISSIPPI RIVER OVERFLOW. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I am instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to report back the Senate joint resolution (S. R. No. 49) making 
a further appropriation to relieve the sufferers by the overflow of the 
Mississippi River and its tributaries. The Senate has concurred in 
the amendment of the House appropriating in the aggregate $150,000 
for the sufferers from the overflow of the Mississippi. The Senate 
refuses to concur in the amendment that a certain amount might be 
expended on the levees. I am directed by the Committee on Appro- 
priations to move that the House recede from that amendment. I 
make that motion and call the previous question. [Mr. ATKINS 
rose. J. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. ATKINS. ] 

Mr. ATKINS. I desire to make a statement. I promised the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana [Mr. ROBERTSON] the other day—I did it on 
my own volition—that when this bill was returned to this House he 
should have a little time; that I would get time from the chairman 
of the committee and yield it to him. Now, if the gentleman from 
Louisiana wants a little time, I hope the gentleman from New York 
will yield him just five minutes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will yield to the gentleman five minutes, and 
give notice that is all the time I will yield. 
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F I want ten minutes, but may not oceupy more 
ve. 

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman from New 
York yield ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iyield to the gentleman from Louisiana five min- 
utes. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I desire simply, Mr. Speaker, to explain my 
connection with this amendment to the Senate joint resolution. 
When that joint resolution came to the House the amount appropri- 
ated in it was $100,000. I had previously introduced a bill appropri- 
ating $500,000, leaving it discretionary with the Secretary of War, 
under the supervision of the Mississippi River commission, to expen 
a portion of that fund in preventing further destitution by the over- 
flow and breaking of levees and to employ the destitute in that work. 

Now, sir, while I was not prompted to do so by a dispatch which 
I received from the governor of the State of Louisiana, I had simply 
anticipated that dispatch in offering the bill. It was as follows: 


BATON ROUGE, LOUISIANA, March 13, 1882. 
Hon. E. W. ROBERTSON, Washington, D. C.: 


With reference to Barrow's dispatch, would suggest an appropriation for the 
levee would be preferable to ther res og Maia 
S. D. McENERY, Governor. 


Shortly afterward I received another dispatch from the president 
of the police jury of the parish of West Baton Rouge, as follows: 


Port ALLEN, LOUISIANA, March 13, 1882. 
Hon. E. W. ROBERTSON, Washington, D. O.: 
Our situation simply desperate. River is brimful and even with top of our 
and still rising at the rate of two and a half inches in twenty-four hours. 
and merchants of Néw Orleans, not sufficient; our ex- 
rapidly dwindling down. 
it not better for Congress to help now with N and let us keep eight p parishes 


or sixty thousan tressed 
Twenty thousand do may avert this threatened 


C. J. BARROW. 
I subsequently received the following dispatch from the governor 


of the State: 
EXECUTIVE OFFICE, BATON ROUGE, ee 


arch 14, 1882. 
Hon. E. W. Rozertsox, Washington, D. O.: 


day. Had su 
here for lower 


S. D. McENERY. 


When the bill I offered was referred to the Committee on Levees 
and Improvements of the Mississippi River and this joint resolution 
came from the Senate I got the floor and obtained permission te 
the reference of the bill to the Committee on Appropriations. 
I a h before that committee, and upon that hearing, in 
connection with my coll e of the third Congressional district, 
(Mr. DARRELL, ] the Committee on Appropriations amended the bill 

000, and made the further amend- 


by increasing the e 850, 

ment to the effect that the Secretary of War should e da part of 
this fund in employing the sufferers from the overflow in working on 
the levees to prevent her disaster from crevasses. 


I desire to say the question was only debated for thirty minutes, 
allowed not to the friends, but, except in one instance, to the op 
nents of the measure. And after the matter had been put before the 
House, by a vote of 120 to 4 it adopted that amendment and sent it 
to the Senate. But for some reason or other a change has come over 
the spirit of the dreams of this House. 

The joint resolution now comes back from the Senate, and for some 
reason or other, unknown to me, and on which | have no right to com- 
ment, the Senate struck out that amendment, concurring, however, 
in increasing the appropriation $50,000, the object of which, in put- 
ting it on as an amendment to the Senate joint resolution, was to give 
the Secre of War an opportunity to relieve these people by pre- 
venting further devastations and overflow; and now to concur in 
striking out our amendment will be to force upon us the necessity of 
giving large additional appropriations to relieve the sufferers by the 
overflow, constantly increasing in number by additional breaks and 
crevasses. I do not propose to argue the merits of the question. I 
do not desire to say that this Government can commit itself to any 
policy in building the levees of the Mississippi River. But I do insist 
that this Government has for the last forty years committed itself to 
that proposition. Ido say that the records of this Congress will show 
that from 1849 to the present time Congress has repeatedly made 
appropriations looking to the sole proposition of reclaiming the Delta 
ofthe Mississippi from overflow. When the survey of the Mississippi 
Delta was Gree it was done under an appropriation of Conero 
passed the 30th June, 1850, appropriating $50,000, and continued for 
ten years to make the necessary topographical and other surveys for 
the p of presenting some plans to the Government of the United 


States for reclamation from inundation of the Delta of the Mississippi, 
without any other object than to build levees, and thereby protect the 
alluvial delta from inundation, and Humphriesand Abbott soreported 
in their great work on the Physics and 
River. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. CAMP. I rise toa question of order. 


ydraulics of the Mississippi 


I in common with other 
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gentlemen in this portion of the House have been 


trying to ascertain 
what question is before the House, and the confusion has been such 
we have been unable to do so. z 

The SPEAKER. It is the fault of members. Conversation, al- 
esa in a low tone of voice, amounts to a disturbance that prevents 


gentlemen from hi “ 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] moves that the House 
recede from the amendment which was not concurred in by the Sen- 
ate, and upon that motion he demands the previous question. The 
Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the close of the resolution, after the word “tributaries,” add the following 


"And the 8 authorized to bomen . 
dang of 5 ate break ofthe eat 3 e doet 
hom rations on account - 

tion . Giver Provided, 


The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the motion that the Honse recede from its amendment to the Senate 
joint resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. HISCOCK moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SALE OF LEAF TOBACCO. é 


Mr. KELLEY, by unanimous consent, presented the ROTE 
memorial; which was ordered to be 18 in the RECORD, an 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives : N 
The convention of the National Tobacco Association, assem ashington, 
enters its solemn protest against the passage of ony free leaf. tobacco bill.’ 


uires no tion to fit for consumption, as is 
known by the use of natural-leaf tobacco in all tobacco- and as 
is evidenced by the large exportation of leaf tobacco to foreign countries for direct 
« ion 
In all E n where tobacco is taxed, the most extreme measures are 
oea — use of untaxed leaf tobacco, as being necessary for collection 
e revenue. 
S In view of these facts when the proposition was first made in Congress to im- 
pose an internal duty on tobacco, manufacturers earnestly labored to that 
octnhny hers Are IBS IOT ELISE IDRE ODDS ho raa ACET era MA be disas- 
trons to ir ess. 
Dealers and growers of leaf represented that such a course would 3 in- 
the — ans 
em 


© compe- 
been made mtly strict to 


accomplish 
It was found, howevér, to be defective, and for two or three years the sale 
various ways of leaf tobacco for consumption had reached large ons. 
peration for the revenue and the 


To check this injurious o. 
the 


law was to require through a license the tof an 
‘an en e 


spread the culture of tobacco 


and country stores without the payment of any tax. 
‘This course would be dess La fos afactarers of tebaced end algara: well 
as to dealers in leaf and manufactured s 

IE oaa Do eqenlly thinona d0 S1 Pindis ahi Platis Wha sen On ged in rais- 
ing tobacco for in quantity to manufacturers, as their sales and p: obtained 
are in direct p: to the man demand. 

We are . the natural tobacco districts can view 
this measure, so well cal 
and we invoke their aid and 


i 5 are content = 2 
aired, pro we are protected ment of that 
Butit you determine to make to free for consumption, we respectfully 


restric! with 
result in practical confiscation of the capital 9 manufacturers, leaf-grow- 
i tured would deprive thousands 


And Simply that the 
people of a few districts where they raise sufficient tobacco to supply their own 
of 


sides thatit will not justify saloons ie A Chandiing 
it justify a 
it, shall be able to this tna ta comedian with tax- ` 
Weare tly alarmed at menace so long and persistently held over sak 
this “ free-leaf bill,” and feel that we should be relieved from further anxiety 
su z 
We certainly e mot responsible é the tax on tobsoto, and abali rejoice when 
itis no more. We have FFF. believe 


that you will now place us in a 227... to ates: or 
that You will bring TT — of 
e 5 

We therefore, relying upon your sense of justice, den reer en- 


earnest! 
treat you to make no c in the law relating to the sale of tobacco until you 
are ready to abolish the entire tax and make the traffic and saleof tobacco free as is 


that of other products. 
GEO. W. HELME, President. 
JOHN W. WOODSIDE, Secretary. 
WASHINGTON, March 16, 1882. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I call for the regular order. 
Mr. HAWK. I ask consent to offer a resolution of inquiry. 
Mr. SPRINGER. That can come in under the call of States. 
Mr. HAWK. I think not. 


The SPEAKER. According to the practice of the House, resolu- 
XIII 130 
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tions of inquiry are in order during the call of States and Territories 
for the introduction of bills, &c. e regular order being called for, 
this being Monday, the first business in order is the call of States and 
Territories for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions for ref- 
erence to their sppropriate committees. Under this call memorials 
and resolutions of State and Territorial Legislatures and also reso- 
lutions calling for executive information are in order for reference. 


WILLIAM T. ASBELL. 

Mr. GUNTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5244) for the relief of 
William T. Asbell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 

PAY OF OFFICERS OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. MILES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5245) to regulate the pa 
of certain officers of the Navy; which was read a first and secon 
„ to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MATTHEW SMITH. 

Mr. PHELPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5246) providing for the 
rerating of the pension of Matthew Smith; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER C. TWINING. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5247) renewing and 
extending the letters-patent for the manufacture of ice heretofore 
issued to Alexander C. Twining, of New Haven, in the State of Con- 
necticut; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

ARVAH HOPKINS. 

Mr. DAVIDSON (by ye e introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5248) to 
provide for the payment of Arvah Hopkins of the rent of certain prop- 
erty in T. „Florida, for the use of the Army; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ANN LALLY. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, (by Tequest,) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5249) granting a pension to Ann Lally; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

= DARIUS A. DOW. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5250) grant- 
ing a pension to Darius A. Dow; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HENRY WINEMILLER. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5251) 
granting an increase of pension to Henry Winemiller ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered-to be printed. 

ISHAM C. TAYLOR. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5252) for the relief of Isham C. Taylor; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

NANCY J. DUTTON. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5253) granting a pension toNaney J. Dutton; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


RATCLIFFE M. HARRELSON. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5254) granting a pension to Ratcliffe M. ; Which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

AGRICULTURAL REPORT FOR 1880. 


Mr. HAWK submitted the following preamble and resolution; 
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture: 


Agriculture, 
in order for the accom ent of the benefit to the ture of the 
— n 


the and 
Whereas almost a eee the report of the Commissioner for 1880 
F ose for whose benefit the same has been prepared : 


fore, 
Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture be, and they are hereby, instructed 
to inquire of the Commissioner of A ture and the Pu Pari st en rt 
to the House the cause of the delay ae — delivering the report of the 
r of Agriculture for 1880, that such remedies may be applied by Con- 
gress as shall appear to be necessary. 5 
ELIAS J. BEYMER. 


Mr. HENDERSON sees) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5255) 
to 3 Elias J. Beymer as an enrolling officer; which was 
read a and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A. REDMAN. 


Mr. THOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5256) granting a pen- 
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sion to John A. Redman; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
EDWARD J. OSBORNE. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5257) granting a 
pension to Edward J. Osborne; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JAMES H. JONES. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5258) granting a 
pension to James H. Jones; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to he 
printed. 

LOUIS J, SACRISTE. 

Mr. PAYSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5259) to reinstate Louis 
J. Sacriste to the United States y with the rank held by him 
when honorably disc and to place him on the retired list ; 
which wasread a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LIEUTENANT WILLIAM F. KENAGA. 


Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5260) granting a 
pension to Lieutenant William F. Kenaga; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. ; 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5261) to amend title 
57 (pensions) of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 

Mr. SPRINGER introduced a pane resolution (H. R. No. 171) to 
provide for the printing of certain public documents for the use of 
the two Houses of Congress; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODS. 


Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (H. R. No, 5262) to amend section 
5 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to 
immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other ses,” 
approved June 10, 1880; which was read a first and second time, 
pe ie to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 
WILHELM LIETYKE. . 
Mr. ORTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5263) for the relief of Wil- 
helm Lietyke; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ISAAC N. OSBORN. . 

Mr. ORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5264) granting a pen- 
sion to Isaac N. Osborn; which was read a first and second 0, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM C. SMITH. 

Mr. ORTH also introduced a Dill (H. R. No. 5265) to remove the 
ch. of desertion from the military record of William C. Smith; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

- GEORGE W. BUNKER. ` 

Mr. PIERCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5266) granting a pension 
to George W. Bunker ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALFRED HEDBERG, 


Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5267) for the relief of 
Alfred Hedberg; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LIEUTENANT JAMES s. GRUBB. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5268) to give differ- 
ence of pay to Lieutenant James S. Grubb; which was read a first 
‘and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF FEMALE NURSES. 

Mr. HOLMAN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5269) to 
provide for the payment of female nurses who served during the late 
war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CANCELLATION OF PATENTS. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Iowa, presented a joint resolution of the 
Legislature of the State of Iowa, asking general legislation to au- 
thorize and require suits to be brought by the United States to can- 
cel patents issued inadvertently, or void for want of novelty ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


MARION T. ANDERSON. 


Mr. HEPBURN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5270) 
granting an increase of pension to Marion T. Anderson; which was 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ALEXANDER M. PROCTOR. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5271) for 
the relief of Alexander M. Proctor; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES. 

Mr. CARPENTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5272) to amend the 
act donating public lands to the several States and Territories which 
may provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic 
arts; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CARPENTER also presented a memorial keta joint resolution 
of the Legislature of the State of Iowa, asking for a modification of 
the law in relation to the investment of the funds of agricultural 
colleges; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRIETTA HARMAN, 


Mr. KNOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5273) for the relief of 
Henrietta Harman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


REDUCTION OF NAVAL EXPENSES. 


Mr. KNOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5274) to promote the 
efficiency of the Navy and to reduce the expenses thereof; which 
was a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPORTED IRON ORE. 

Mr, CARLISLE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5275) 
in relation to the duties on iron ore imported into the United States 
from the Dominion of Canada; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. $ 

HENRY F. SCHRADER. 

Mr. CARLISLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5276) for the re- 
lief of Henry F. Schrader; which was read a first and second time, 
ee e to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ALLEN BRADSHAW. 

Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5277) for the relief 
of Allen Bradshaw ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


A. DRAIN. 


Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5278) for the 
relief of A. Drain; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SUFFERERS BY MISSISSIPPI OVERFLOW. 


Mr. KING introduced a jone resolution (H. R. No. 172) appro- 
prann $500,000 for the relief of the sufferers by the present over- 
ow of the Mississippi and its tributaries; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I ask to prosen a resolution providing for a 
night session of the House, and inviting the members of the Missis- 
spp commission and others—— 

he SPEAKER. That would not be in order under this call. It 
is a resolution relating to an evening session of the House, and is a 
change of the rules. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I shallask for its consideration, then, at the 
proper time. 

CONTRACTION OF THE CURRENCY. 

Mr. LADD introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 173) to pre- 
vent a contraction of the volume of the currency ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY 8. WELCH. 
Mr. CHAPMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5279) for the relief of 


S. Welch; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


KELITA SUIT. 


Mr. CHAPMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5280) for the re- 
lief of Kelita Suit; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committeee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WAR CLAIMS. 


Mr. URNER introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read a first and second time, refe to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. No. pont for the relief of Jeremiah C. Cramer ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 5282) for the relief of James McCauley ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 5283) for the relief of John Hagan ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 5284) fer the relief of Henry Hurley; 
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A bin (H. R. No. 5285) for the relief of Benjamin Routzahn ; : WILLIAM B. ELDRIDGE, 
A bill (H. R. No. 5286) for the relief of Lewis A. Knode; Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, (by request,) introduced a bill (H. 
A bill (H. R. No. 5287) for the relief of Thomas Bevans ; R. No. 5309) for the relief of William B. Eldridge ; which was read a 
A bill (H. R. No. 5288) for the relief of William Matthews ; first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
A bill (H. R. No. 5289 for the relief of Samuel J. Piper; Ț and ordered to be printed. 
A bill (H. R. No: 5290) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah r. 
A bill (H R. No. 5291) for the relief of Mrs. Bridget Knott ; MAJOR ROBERT LIVISGETON: : 
A bill (H. R. No. 5292) for the relief of T. W. Stonestreet ; Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
A bill (H. R. No. 5293) for the relief of William Boyer; 5310) granting an inerease of pension to Major Robert Livingston; 
A bill . R. No. 5294) for the relief of Jacob H. Grove; which was read a first and second time, referred to Committee on 
A bill (H. R. No. 5295) for the relief of B. F. Rohrback; Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
A bill l. R. No. 5296) for the relief of William T. Gittings; IMPROVEMENT OF RIVER CHAMPLAIN, NEW YORK. 
A bill . R. No. 5297 for the relief of George W. Beall; and Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
A bill (H. R. No. 5298) for the relief of Samuel Reel. 5311) for the survey of the river Champlain, in the county of Clinton, 


‘ JOHN DWYER. 
Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5299) 
ting an increase of paon to John Dwyer; which was read a 
t and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CONTRACTS UNDER WAR DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. REED introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5300) to amend chapter 58 
of volume 20 of the United States Statutes at e, relating to con- 
tracts under the War Department; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. ' 

HANNAH HUTCHINS. 

Mr. REED also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5301) gansi a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Hannah Hutchins; which was read a t and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SOLDIERS’ MONUMENT, WATERVILLE, MAINE, 

Mr. LINDSEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5302) to donate four 
Parrott guns to the citizens of Waterville, Maine; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed, 


COMMANDER JOHN N. QUACKENBUSH. 


Mr. CRAPO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5303) to confirm the status 
of John N. Quackenbush, a commander in the United States Navy; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS, LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 


Mr. CRAPO also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 174) for 
printing the report of the Life-Saving Service; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered 
to be printed. ; 

INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Mr. HUBBELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5304) to reduce inter- 
nal revenue; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 


Mr. WILLITS introduced a bill 8 R. No. 5305) to amend section 
1204 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MONUMENT TO THOMAS JEFFERSON. 

Mr. MANNING introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 175) 
viding for the erection of amonument over the grave of Thomas Jef- 
ferson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 


LEWIS LOE. 


Mr. BURROWS, of Missonri, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5306) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to rerate the pension of 
Lewis Loe; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RAILROAD SUBSIDY LANDS, 

Mr. CASSIDY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5307) to provide for the 
survey of lands within railroad subsidy limits; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SURETIES ON OFFICIAL BONDS. 

Mr. CAMP introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5308) to enable corpora- 
tions to become sureties on official bonds; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WASHINGTON’S HEADQUARTERS, NEWBURGH, NEW YORK. 

Mr. BEACH introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 176) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to erect at eee headquarters 
in the city of Newburgh, New York, a memorial column, and to aid 
in defraying the expenses of the centennial celebration to be held at 
that city in the year 1883; which was read a first and second time. 


referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 


State of New York, for the improvement of its navigation; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


MARGARET G. HALPINE. 


Mr. HUTCHINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5312) granting a pem- 
sion to Margaret G. Halpine; which wasread a first and second time, 
ese to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

KADY BROWNELL, 

Mr. COX, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5313) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Kady Brownell; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. ; 

CHAPLAINS IN THE ARMY. 


Mr. McCOOK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5314) to te the 
appointment, assignment, and duties of chaplains in the y, and 
for other p ; which was read a first and second time, referred. 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


P. H. DOYLE. 


Mr. HARDY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5315) for the relief of P: 
H. Doyle; which was read a and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF HON. FERNANDO WOOD. 


Mr. HARDY also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 177) in 
favor of the legal representatives of the late Hon. Fernando Wood, 
of New York; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

J. WASHINGTON BRANK. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5316) to place J. Wash- 
ington Brank on the muster-rolls of ye pg AE. Second North 
Carolina Mounted Infantry ; which was a and second time, 
oe to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be- 
printed. 

FRANK LOGSDON. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5317) for 
the relief of Frank on; which was read a and second time, 
Le ne to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
Pp 

FERDINAND W. HAACK. 

Mr. McKINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5318) granting apen- 
sion to Ferdinand W. Haack; which wasread a first and second time, 
re to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
prin 

JULIUS u. CARRINGTON. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5319) for 
the relief of Julius M. Carrington; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. a 

JOHN F. HOWELL, 

Mr. LEEDOM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5320) granting a pen- 
sion to John F. Howell; which was read a first and second 
San ei to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LADIES’ SOLDIERS’ MONUMENT SOCIETY OF PORTSMOUTH, OHIO, 

Mr. NEAL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5321) to authorize the Seo- 
retary of War to donate to the Ladies’ Soldiers’ Monument Society 
of Portsmouth, Ohio, four condemned cannon; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

C. W. JAMES. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5322) for the relief of 
C. W. James; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN DOYL. 

Mr. MOREY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5323) for the relief of 
John Doyl; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back 
Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH OWENS. 
Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5324) granting a 
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nsion and arrearages to Elizabeth Owens; which was read a first 
And second time, ee to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MARY I. HANNAFORD. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5325) granting a 
pension to Mary I. Hannaford; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

INDUSTRIAL AND SCIENTIFIC EDUCATION. 

Mr. KELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5326) te promote indus- 
trial and scientific education; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ANNIE M. GUNNERMAN. 

Mr. ERRETT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5327) for the relief of 
Annie M. Gunnerman; which was a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, 

PATTERSON T. CAMPBELL. 
Mr. WATSON introduced a bill a R. No. 5328) authorizing the 
ayment of bounty to Patterson T. Campbell; which was read a 
t and second time, referred to the Select Committee on the Pay- 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM H. SLATER, 


Mr. KLOTZ introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5329) for the relief of 
William H. Slater; which was a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF DRAFTED MEN. 


Mr. MOSGROVE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5330) to amend an 
act entitled “An act for the relief of certain men,” approved 
February 28, 1867; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE 8, HENNIGH. 

Mr. MOSGROVE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5331) grantin, 
a pension to George 8. Hennigh; which was read a first and secon: 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SAMUEL M. COLLINS. 

Mr. O'NEILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5332) for the relief of 
Samuel M. Collins; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES 8. GRUBBS, 

Mr. HARMER (by est) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5333) grant- 
ing additional pay to James S. Grubbs; which was read atirst and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN SLEVIN. 

Mr. HARMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5334) granting a 
pension to John Slevin; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

i BRIDGET LEAFFY. 
Mr. HARMER. also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5335) granting a 


pension to Bridget Leaffy ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the ittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to- 
printed. 


PENSIONS. 

Mr. ATKINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5336) amending section 
4716 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed, 

JAMES M. M'KAMEY, 

Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5337) for the relief of James 
M. McKamey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER COOPER. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5338) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Peter C r, deceased ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. MABRY, 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5339) for the relief of 
George W. Mabry ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM HUBB. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5340) for the relief of 
William Hubb; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RUPERT G. HILL. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5341) for the relief of 
Rupert G. Hill; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRIETTA HARMAN, 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5342) for the relief of 
Henrietta Harman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HARTFORD MATHERLY, 

Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5343) granting a pen- 
sion to Hartford Matherly, of Warren County, Tennessee; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. Moss. 

Mr. MOORE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5344) to correct the mili- 
tary record of George W. Moss; Which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ATLANTIC AND MISSISSIPPI RIVER CANAL. 

Mr. TUCKER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5345) to in- 
corporate the Atlantic and Mississippi River Canal Company; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

CHIEF CLERK OF STATE DEPARTMENT, : 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5346) amending section 
201 of the Revised Statutes so as to increase the salary of the chief 
clerk of the State Department; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

TAYLOR WOODYARD. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5347) granting a 
pension to Taylor Woodyard; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM s. SPRATT. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5348) granting a 
pension to William S. Spratt; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SAMUEL x. RIGGS. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5349) granting a 

nsion to Samuel M. Riggs; which was read a first and second 

ime, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 
ROSE WELSH. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5350) granting a 
pension to Rose Welsh; which was read a first and second time, 
iar to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
U . : 

WESLEY COLEMAN, 

Mr, WILSON also introduced a bill (H R. No. 5351) for the relief 
of Wesley Coleman ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELECTIONS IN WEST VIRGINIA. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5352) to amend the 
laws with reference to elections in West Virginia; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. . 

SAVINGS DEPOSITORIES. 

Mr. HUMPHREY 8 a memorial of the Legislature of the 
tate of Wisconsin, for Government depositories for the savings of 
the industrial classes ; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads and ordered to be printed. 

METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH, NEW CREEK, WEST VIRGINIA. 

Mr. HOGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5353) for the relief of the 
trustees of the Methodist Epi al Church at New Creek, West Vir- 
ginia ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

COURT OF APPEALS. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, presented a joint resolution of the 
Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, in favor of the passage of the 
bill to establish a court of appeals; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL KANE. 

Mr. DEUSTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5354) for the relief of 
Michael Kane; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN SCHOOL, YUMA, ARIZONA. 


Mr. OURAY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5355) to provide for the 
establishment and maintenance of an Indian school at Yuma, in 
Yuma County, Arizona, and to make an appropriation therefor; which 
was read a first and second time, refe) to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ITHMAR ©, WHIPPLE. 

Mr. POST introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5356) for the relief of Ithmar 
C. Whipple; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
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COMPENSATION OF WYOMING LEGISLATURE, 


Mr. POST also presented a joint resolution and memorial of the 
Legislative Assembly of P praying for an increase 


of compensation; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed, 
LIEUTENANT FREDERICK SCHWATKA. 


Mr. POST also 3 a 8 e e and N hg! of the 
Legislative Assembly of Wyo ‘erritory, prayi or the passa 
of the bill for the relief of Lieutenant Frederick 1 which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COMPENSATION OF LEGISLATIVE OFFICERS OF WYOMING. 


Mr. POST also presented a joint resolution and memorial of the 
Legislative Assembly of Wyoming Territory, praying for increased 
compensation for the officers of the sixth Legislative Assembly; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


printed. 
H. C. SANDERS AND OTHERS. 

Mr. POST also presented a joint resolution and memorials of the 
Legislative Assembly of Wyoming Territory, praying for the relief of 
H. C. Sanders, Frederick Nelson, and Thomas Kane; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


RESTORATION OF A REGIMENTAL FLAG. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 178) 
authorizing and requiring the Secretary of War to deliver to the One 
hundred and eighth Ohio Volunteer Infantry Association the blue 
regimental flag which belonged to said regiment and which is now 
in the custody of the Secretary of War; which was read a first and 

, second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 
NORAH WALSH. 

Mr. CHALMERS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5357) for the relief of 
Norah Walsh; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALFRED SMITH. 

Mr. CHALMERS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5358) for the 
relief of Alfred Smith; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CESSION OF TERRITORY TO STATE OF MISSOURI. 


Mr. FORD presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Missa, asking for cession of territory from Nemaha 
County, in the State of Nebraska, to the State of Missouri; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CHARLES M. CUNNINGHAM. 

Mr. ANDERSON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5359) 
for the relief of Charles M. Cunningham; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ALBERT H. SMITH. 

Mr. ANDERSON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5360) for the relief of Albert H. Smith; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 


Mr. ANDERSON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5361) to establish a board of commissioners of interstate commerce ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

LAND-GRANT RAILROAD, 

Mr. DARRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5362) to open to pub- 
lie and homestead entry certain lands conditionally granted to aid 
in the construction of railroads; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A. JAMES PARK. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5363) for the 
relief of A. James Park, assignee of William H. Whiteside; which 
was reada first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. : 

REFUGIO M. BOWLER. 

Mr. JONES, of. Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5364 
for the relief of Refugio M. Bowler, administratrix; which was rea 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN Hl. GRAY. 

Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5365) granting a pension 
to John H. Gray; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MONUMENT TO FRANCIS SCOTT KEY. 


Mr. URNER presented joint resolution of the General Assembly of 
Maryland in relation to the erection of a monument to the memory 
of Francis Scott Key, author of the Star Spangled Banner; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Library. 


PURCHASE OF ELASTIC SETTEES. 


Mr. DUNNELL praen concurrent resolution for the purchase 
of the thirty-two elastic settees now in the Rotunda of the Capitol; 
which was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 


“GREER COUNTY, TEXAS. 


Mr. UPSON. Lask by unanimous consent to present a petition relat- 
ing to the territory in ute between the United States and Texas, 
I do this in behalf of the Texas veterans, and as it contains matters 
of public 8 I ask it be printed in the Recorp. It isa 

tition of Texas veterans asking the disputed territory of Greer 

ounty, Texas, be ceded to the State of Te: one-half for the benefit 
of the Texas veterans and one-half for schoo 

There was no objection, and it was refe: to the Committee on 
the Territories, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD. 

The paper is as follows: 

Petition of Texas veterans, asking that the disputed territory of Greer County be 
' ceded to the State of Texas, one-half for the benefit of the Texas veterans and 
one-half for school purposes. 
To the honorable Congress of the United States: 
ned veterans and widows of veterans of the late 
Sam Houston 


who under the leadership of H achieved 
the independence of Texas, represents to your honorable body that the 
ture of Texas, at its last Ah act granting a land 


surviving signers of the declaration of Texas independence and to the surviving 

widows ot such soldiers and e. This act declares that the said cer- 
— toha certificates upon ar 4 public domain 

> all other acts in conftict. 

ous to the of this act, the 


and patented, as in other cases, 
The tition 
appropriated and set apart for sale all the vacant lands of the Pan- 


Legislature 


handle country, together with many other vacant lands in different portions of 
the — the proceeds to be spplied, one-half to ed and the 
other half to the payment of the State debt, thus leaving very li of the vacant 
domain on which our certificates, or 7 certificates, could be located. 

Notwithstanding it was the evident intention of the slatare that the vet- 
eran certificates d be located on any of the public domain of the State of 
7 ener executive officers of the government that they could not be 
oc 


within the reservations, because the 2 could not repeal the pe 
visions of a pre-existing law without referring to such law in express terms. The 
effect of this decision waa to render the certificates almost valueless in the market, 
and some of us who could ob the necessaries of life for the time being without 
sacrificing our certificates determined to locate them in Greer County, which is in 
dispute between the United States and Texas. 
ccording to the laws of Texas, the public domain embraced in the territorial 
limits of the county of Greer has been appropriated * one-half thereof for public 
free schools for the education of children in Texas without reference to race or 
color, and the other half for the payment of the State debt. If the decision of 
the State officers, to which allusion has been made, is correct, our locations in 


Greer County will be deemed and of no force and effi We therefore 
res tfully ap to the justice o honorable body to protect us in our title. 
reasons hereinafter men we ask that you will, with as little delay as 
practicable, an act relinquishing your claim to the territory embraced within 
the limits of Greer County to the State of Texas, upon condition that one-half 
the county be approp for the benefit of the veterans and the other half for 
educational pu: 
The reason why we ask the relinquishment to be made to Texas is because we 
honestly believe that the territory belongs to the State of Texas, 


In our opinion there can be no question but that the North Fork is the main 
Red River, because it is at all times a bold ranni 


ion of the A bead 
own River. 5 2 

ebruary, 1819, 

xpress terms. After it strikes 

the. Rio Roxo of Nachitoches, or Red River,” it then follows “the course of the 

Rio Roxo westward to the d of longitade 100 west from London and 23 from 

Washington; then crossing the said River and thence by a line due 


north to the Arkansas,” K. “The whole being as down in Melish’s 
map _ = United States, published at Philadelphia, improved to the Ist of Janu- 
ary, 1818.“ 

Th cording to this map the one-hundredth degree of longitnde intersects Red 
River a considerable distance below the junction of the two branches. Conse- 
quently, both forks of Red River would belong to Spain, according to the strict 
wording of the treaty. 


Captain Marcy, in his exploration of the — Red River, in 1852, the 
one-hundredth of longitude about six m below the junction of the pra: 
cipal branches. (See Exploration of the Red River of by Randolph B. 
RN; published by order of the United States Senate, in 1853, page 19.) At the 
time this astronomical survey was made the river was at a high stage, ha seven 
feet of water in the chamnel. Captain Sinto B. McClellan, who established the 
point of intersection of the one-hundredth of longitade with Red River, 

the river up to the junction of the Ke. -que-ho-no and beyond. He 
reported both streams as being a tly about the same size. Captain Marc 
speaks of the North Fork as Red River. page 15 he says: Red 
directly t h the western extremity of the c (Wichita Mountains) 
different in character at the mouth of Creek from what it is below the 
Junction of the Ke-che-ah-qne-ho-no." 
It appears that the only claim the United States has to this territory is set forth 


in are made by the er of the General Land to the honorable 
Secretary of the Interior, dated 10th of May, 1877. (See official report of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land for 1877, pages 75 


in the month of April, 1859, th 
Affairs, dated 13th of October, 1857, in direct conflict with the act of ap- 


proved June 5, 1858, (United States Statutes, volume 11, page 310,) w) makes 
it the duty of a joint commission on cd agian United States and the State of 
Texas to perform the labors of establishing lines, ks, 


erecting landmarks, &c. 

‘The report further states that the * joint commissioners on the part of the United 
States and the State of Texas pi to the fleld in May or June, 1860, and com- 
menced work from the point where the one-hundredth meridian crossed the Cana- 
dian River; they retraced the meridian line established by Messrs. Brown and 
Jones, in 1859, as aforesaid, and prolonged it farther north to the intersection of 
36° 30 of north latitude or the northeast corner of the State of 


5 Spon ree 
determining the jurisdiction over said territory west of the North Fork of Red 
+ River to be within the United States.” 
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Thisis in direct conflict with the statements of both In 1 1 
to a note from the Texas T, 9th of June, 1860, invi the Uni 
States commissioner to join him in tracing the one-hundredth from the 
Canadian to Red River, the United States edas ws: Tour 
note of yesterday is received. answer to your purposes therein set forth Ihave 
to state that the one-hundredth was determined, run, and marked last 


2, remark of 

l therefore, according to my instructions, 

take up the line at the point above referred to comp! the survey 
and demarkation of that part of the boundary yet unfinished." 

Upon the refusal of the United States commissioner to co-operate, the Texas 

r took up the one-hundredth meridian on the Canadian River and traced 

it to the North Fork or main Red River, where he established the monument re- 

quired by law, and this is the only monument ever erected any Red River by 

any boundary go ion. : 

The United States, b yof 

Greer from the Indian dis- 

guiz- 


nprejudiced mind 
Lh karmii should. 


certain conditions 


any u 


be 
The reason why we ask the relinquishment to be made upon 
is, that we believe the State owes tothe and present as well as tothe 
rising and future generations. Texas has already givena princely domain of upward 
of 50,000,000 of acres to educational purposes, to shared alike, without distinction 
of race or color. While the old soldiers and widows of soldiers whose valor and 
blood acquired it all are permitted to drag outa miserable existence, many of them 
Shao goon 8 of life, too old and decrepit to work, too 88 

8 too 4 
our ettention is called to Greer County as affording a L po gs of relief, 
we are reminded that if we succeed in obtaining the cession of the territory for 
ere State there is au old law on the statute-books devoting it to the benefit of the 


ture which, owing to our biennial sessions of the ture, cannot 
be repealed in time to afford us the necessary relief. Hence we ask you to make 
relin t upon the conditions mentioned, believing that it will meet the 


the nishmen 
full and — approval of the government and people of Texas. 

In conclusion, we be; 3 not in a spirit of b ocio, that our vio- 
maintenance of the independence of Texas through ten 
years fe made the occasion that added immense possessions and 
wealth to the United States, and the Congress, even if Texas have no right to the 


territory in question, in recompense, can well affgrd to smooth our ragged path- 
way to the loresfter by ding the disputed dender in the manner lndionted. 


e, F. W. JOHNSON, 
President Texas Veteran ‘Association, 
JNO. M. SWISHER, 
And one hundred others. 


IMPROVEMENT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. ROBERTSON, by unanimous consent, presented a resolution 
riba a night session of the House, and inviting members of the 
ippi River commission and others to appear and explain the 
plan of improving the Mississippi River . 
Which was referred to the Committee on 
of the Mississippi River. 


TEXAS NORTHERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT, . 

Mr. WELLBORN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5366) changing the 
timo of holding courts iu the northern judicial district of Texas; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. REED. If the call of States, for the introduction of bills and 
resolutions is concluded, I will now move to suspend the rules and pass 
the following resolution—— 

The SPEAKER. The regular call is over, but the Chair is now 
receiving bills from gentlemen who were not in when their States 
were called. 


by said commission ; 
vees and Improvements 


RAILROADS ENTERING WASHINGTON, 
Mr. PHELPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5367) to define the rontes 
of steam entering the city of Washington, and for other 
urposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Dotes on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


FIRST AUDITOR, 

Mr. DEUSTER presented a resolution in relation to the First Auditor 
of the Treasury; which was referred to the Select Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

GOVERNMENT DEPOSITORIES., 

Mr. GUENTHER presented the memorial of the Legislature of the 

State of Wisconsin for the establishment of Government depositories 


for the savings of the industrial classes; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


MARY F. M’KEEVER. 


Mr. KASSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5368) for the relief of 
Mary F. McKeever, widow of the late Commodore McKeever; which 
was fead a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


POST-OFFICE SAVINGS BANK. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Speaker, I ask, by unanimous consent, to 
prosent; at this time, memorial of the Newark Female Charitable 
ngs! of Newark, New Jersey, in favor of the establishment of 


ce savings banks. It is one of the most ancient charitable 


stitutions in the United States, almost one hundred years old. I 


ask, by unanimous consent, that it be printed in the RECORD, and 


referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
The memorial is as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and the House of Representatives in Congress: 


May it please honorable bod e gor p. ting the Newark 
Female Charitable Society, tpeerporssed in 1803, an 1 charities of 
the city in volun: service by a N of representative women for nearly 
s su following : 

motion of thrift among the labecing classes and the poor is among 
the leading objects of this society. 

That the institutions established by local 8 such as our savings banks 
and co-operative societies, do not adequately proni e for the very small be; 

1. 3 are essential to encourage in the classes under our obser- 
on care, 

That, in the opinion of this society, the moral advantages of a uniform system 
Grita aar argy smallest savings are as a eae as the more immediate results 

— gg resources of the popula‘ every additional depositor becom- 
ing 3 7 5 in the conservation of the institutions and the observance of the 
ws of the country. 

That for this an the security and great facilities offered by the post-office, as a 
branch of the Government, present peculiar advantages at a minimum of expense. 
Such a system, as your honorable body is aware, has been in operation in Great 
Britain and Canada for with great success. 

That for these and reasons not necessary to present your memorialista ro- 
spectfully urge on your honorable body the importance of eslablishing at an early 
any a proper system of post-office savings banks, as suggested by the ent im 

recent message. 

By unanimous vote and order of the board, 

Mus. J. HOWARD SMITH, 


President Newark Female Charitable * and Cor. Sec. tem., 
49 New St., Newark, V. J., March 16, 1882. 
ENROLLED BILL. 
Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled an act (8. 


rted 
o. 17) 


to extend the northern boundary of the State of Nebraska; when 


the Speaker signed the same. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of their cler 
announced that the Senate had passed, without amendment, a b 
and joint resolutions of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2736) authorizing the sale of certain logs cut by 
the Indians of the Menomonee reservation in Wisconsin ; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 130) granting the use of articles, tents, 
Ko., at the soldiers’ reunion to be held at Grand Island, Nebraska, 
in the month of August, 1882; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 132) gig the use of articles, 
tents, &c., at the encampment of the Grand Army of the 3 
of icant e of Pennsylvania on the battle-field of Gettysburgh 
in July, . 

The message also announced the passage, with amendments, of bills 
of the House of the following titles; in which amendments the con- 
eurrence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

A bill (H. R. Ne. 3208) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense and for the armament thereof for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes; and 


A bill (H. R. No. 3548) making appropriations for the serviee of 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, 
and for other purposes. 

The m also announced the 


ee of joint resolutions and 
bills of the Senate of the following titles; in which the concurrence 


of the House of Representatives was requested: ` 

A joint resolution (S. No. 37) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
supply artillery and camp equipage to soldiers and sailors’ reunion at 
F gros Kansas ; 

joint resolution (S. No. 42) granting to the State of Indiana the use 
of tents on the occasion of an encampment of State troops to be held 
in said State during the year 1882; 

A bill (S. No. 101) for the relief of G. W. Thompson and others; 

A bill 8 No. 156) for the relief of Major Jacob E. Burbank; 

x K bill (S. No. 240) granting an increase of pension to Henry Straw- 
ridge: 

A bill (S. No. 361) for a public building at Frankfort, Kentucky ; 

A bill (S. No. 373) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 

urchase lands adjacent to the custom-house of the city of Provi- 

ence, Rhode Island; 

A bill (S. No. 526) for the relief of Louisa Bainbridge Hoff; 

z a b 8 No. 699) granting increase of pension to St. Clair A. Mul- 
olland ; 

A bill (S. No. 731) appropriating money for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a suitable building for a post-office and other 
Government offices in the city of Minneapolis, Minnesota ; | 

A bill (S. No. 857) for the relief of sufferers by the loss of the Gov- J| 
enment steamer J. Don Cameron ; 1 

A bill (S. No. 889) to provide for the erection of a public building 
in Jefferson City, State of Missouri; L 

A bill (8. No. 911) to provide for the erection of a pobio building 
for the nse of the United States courts, post-office, and other Govern- 
ment offices in the city of Carson City, State of Nevada ; 

A bill (S. No. 1034) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ei the city of Concord, in the State of New Hampshire ; 

bill (S. No. 1047) to poik the selling and advertising of lottery 
tickets in the District of Columbia ; 


| 
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A bill (S. No. 1048) to amend section No. 1682 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States ; 
A bill (S. No. 1061) to provide 


for the erection of a public build- 
ing in the city of Au Maine; and. 1 
bill (S. No. 1383) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Montpelier, Vermont. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. MCKENZIE, by unanimous consent, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files of the House of Representatives 
copies of papers in the case of the General Don Carlos Buell court 
of inquiry, to be sent to the war record office. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. ‘This being the third Monday in the month, the 
Chair will recognize gentlemen for motions to suspend the rules 
under instructions from the several eommittees of the House. Under 
the practice already adopted the Chair will proceed with the call of 
committees where it left off on the third Monday of last month. 
The first committee under the call would be the Committee on War 
Claims, 

TAXES, ETC., DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. NEAL. Iam authorized by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia to move to suspend the rnles and place upon its passage 
the bill (H. R. No. 5031) for the assessment and collection of taxes 
and licenses in the District of Columbia, and for other p 8 

Mr. COX, of New York. I would like to ask my friend 8 Ohio 
whether this bill proposes to impose a tax upon commercial travelers, 
agents, &c.? 

. NEAL. If the gentleman will listen to the reading of the bill 
he will ascertain its provisions. > 

Mr. COX, of New York. I shall demand a second upon that motion, 
as I would like to be heard upon this bill. 

Mr. NEAL. I ask unanimous consent that the motion to suspend 
the rules may be 9 as seconded. 

There being no objection, the motion to suspend the rules was 
seconded. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The time occupied in the reading of the bill will 
not be regarded as a portion of the time allowed for debate. 

Mr. RANDALL. No; we are entitled to have every bill on which 
we are called to vote read in the House. 

The SPEAKER. Nobody disputes that right. 


The bill was read at length. It is as follows: 


Be it enacted, de, That real and ee Ree ene assessed for taxation, 
licenses, and taxes upon collateral Tohon distributive shares, and legacies 
shall be imposed, and all taxes and licenses be collected in manner following: 

CHAPTER I. 
DEFINITIONS AND PROPERTY TO BE TAXED. 


” and land“ shall be held to mean and in- 
out in town lots or o 


The bill will be 


city, or town stock, 85 
tion by the laws of the United States, the capital stock of pon, Beary ted com- 
tu money 

rers, mechanics, or tradesmen ; 

all tangible property not included in the definition of real estate; all interest, 


shares, or proportions in all ships or other vessels; all wharf structures, and 
other buildings located in streets or on other sgt ee aged of the United States. 
JJ) 0 
or corporations, excep exemp A 

shall 3 valued. * 

See. 4. The following e shall be exempt from taxation: 

First. The property of the United States, of the District, and of foreign govern- 
ments held for legation purposes. 

Second. The Corcoran Art Gallery, with the works of art contained therein, 

institution and used therewith. 


and all real estate now owned by sai 

Third. The Soldiers’ Home property and the Louise Home. 

Fourth. All church property held and used exclusively for religious worship, 
together with the parsonages connected therewith and used exclusively as the 
homes for the ministers in charge of and officiating at such churches. All property, 

and personal, used, or the rents, issues, and profits of which are used exclu- 
sively for the endowment or support of institutions for the free education of youth, 
80 7. So such property is so used, 

Fifth. All lands used exclusively as cemeteries, or grounds for bu the 
dead, 8 such as are held by an n, company, or corporation, with a view 
to profit or for the purpose of speculating in the sale thereof. 

ixth. Homes for the reformation of offenders, alms-honses, buildings belong- 
ing to institutions of purely public charity, and conducted without charge to in- 
mates, and without a view to profit or income. 

Seventh. Household property not over the value of $300. 

Eighth. Personal 2 8 of non-residents, brought into the District for tem- 
‘porary purposes, and not to remain for a e. of one year, if taxed elsewhere. 

Sec. 5. Lands held under a lease for a term prostina fourteen years shall be 
considered, for purposes of taxation, as the property of the lessees, and shall be 
assessed in their name, 

Cuarter II. 


ASSESSING REAL ESTATE. 


Src. 6. All real property shall be assessed in the name of the owner, trustees, 
or guardian thereof. All undivided real property of a deceased person may be as- 
sessed in the name of such deceased person until the same is divided according to 
law, or has otherwise into the possession of some other person. And real 

NA the own ip of which is unknown, shall be “owner un- 


Sec. 7. Real property shall be assessed and valued in the year 1982, and every 
third year thereafter, as herein provided. -i > 


ce. 


the time prescribed, the ap 
sonaa 1 forthwith appoint another suitable person, Who shall qualify as above 
pro 


Sec. 9. The commissioners shall 


situate therein, and, as far as may be known, the owner thereof, and also 
kuck blank, forms, books, surveys, and ts as may be necessary for a systematic 
we 7 of the property to 
EC. 10. 


to the number of the 
5 55 or superficial feet in each 

„ 11. Each assessor shall, in 1 ac 
sources of information in his reach, de as nearly as practicable, the true 
value of each separate tract or lot of real property in his Arulet in lawful money, 
and he shall 5 estimate the value of all N any tract or lot, 


and shall note the same in his gehen which be carried out as part of the 
yane of such tract or lot, and he shall also return the dimensions to each tract or 


t. 

Sec. 12. Each assessor shall, on or before the first Monday of July, 1882, and 
8 third year thereafter, make out and deliver to the commissioners a return 
in tabular form, contained in a book to be furnished him by said commissioners, 
of the ownership, amount, description, and value of the real property subject to 
be listed for taxation in his district. He shall also enter in a se lista - 
nent description of all property exempt from taxation under the 
title, together with the ee and use of the same, and 
turn the true value thereof. real properat, the ownership of which is not 
known, shall be returned, as to ownership, “unknown.” 

SEC. 13. Every assessor who shall refuse or knowingly neglect to perform any 
duty enjoined on him i7 law, or who shall consent to, or connive at, any evasion 
of the provisions of this chapter, whereby 3 uired to be assessed 
shall be unlawfully exempt, or the valuation ti entered at less than its true 
value, shall, on conviction thereof, be liable to a fine not exceeding $200 for each 
offense, which may be collected from his bond aforesaid. 

Sec. 14. Each assessor shall be entitled to receive fer each day necessarily em- 
peres m the performance of his duties, the sum of $4, for period not exceeding 

t; ys. 

Sic. 13. The collector, auditor, and three qudicious freeholders, to be appointed 
by the commissioners, shall com a board of pees of the real property, 
and they shall convene at an office, to be provided by the commissioners, on 
first Monday of September, 1882, and every third Popa th „ They shall 
each take an oath fairly and impartially to equalize the value of the real property 
according tolaw. Any four of them d the auditor 
shall act as clerk and keep a fall and accurate 
orders. They shall immediately proceed to 
said by the assessors, so that each tract shall be entered upon the tax-list at ite 
true value in money; and for this pu they shall hear page ein rapes as may 
be made in respect of said 8 and in determining them they may raise 
the valuations of such tracts or lots as, in their opinion, may have been pa Bkone 
below their true value, and reduce the valuation of such as they may believe te 
have been returned above their true valne to such sum as, in their opinion, may 
be the true value thereof; but they shall not reduce the value of the 
real property below the aggregate value thereof as made and returned by said 


assessor. 
Src. 16. The three freeholders appointed, as aforesaid, members of said board of 
alization, 


tion. 
SEC. 17. The valuation of the real Arbe, made and equalized as aforesaid 
shall constitute the basis of taxation for the next succeeding period of three years, 
and until another valuation is made according to law. 


Carrer III. 
THE LISTING OF PERSONAL PROPERTY. 


Sec. 18. Every person of full age and of sound mind shall, when 5 the 
2 officer, list at its true value in money the personal property o which he is 

6 owner, all moneys in his possession, and all moneys ted subject to his 
order, whether as owner or as agent, attorney, or on account of ae: other pe: 
company, or corporation whatsoever. The property of every ward shall be fisted 
by opira) of every minor child, idiot, or lunatic having no by his 
father, if living; if dead, by the person having the property in charge. 

Sro. 19. The commissioners shall, on or before the first Monday of April of the 

1882, and every year thereafter, divide the District into convenient sub-dis- 
Mete for the listing of personal property mentioned in the p section, se 
that the entire District may be assessed in a period of twenty days, and shall ap- 
point a suitable person as assessor for each of said sub-districts; each appointee 
shall, within five days after being duly notified of said hg Seong | K bond. 
with security to the acceptance of the commissioners, in the sum o! 000, that 
he will well, faithfully, and im y discharge all the duties devolved upon him 
by law. and shall moreover take an oath of otlice. If any person so appointed 
shall fail to give bond, or take the oath within the time aforesaid, his appointment 
shall be void, and the commissioners shall, without delay, appoint some other 
suitable person to assess such sub-district; and the person so appointed shall 
qualify as aforesaid. 

Sec. 20. Said commissioners shall, on or before the third Monday of April, au- 
nually, furnish, at the expense of the District, to said assessors so as afi ap- 
pointed and qualified, blank inventories, in convenient form, sufficient in number 
to meet the requirements of this chapter, arran in proper form and with suit- 
able interrogatories therefor. And said blanks shall be so arranged and formulated 
as to require, under oath, and in answer to the interrogatories therein set down, full 
information to be given by the person or corporation to be taxed of the classes im 
gross and the amount of each of his property, and the value by such classes, 
and such further information as will enable the assessor to assess all such property 
at its full value. 

Sec. 21. The assessor shall deliver such blank inventories, or cause the same te 
be delivered in hand to, or left at the usual place of abode or business of, eve 
person and corporation in their respective sub-districts, who are required to l 
property under any of the provisions of this chapter; and each person or corpora- 
tion, upon receiving such blanks, shall, within five days thereafter, answer, in 
writing, in said inventories, the interro: ries in said inventory set down 
contained, and shall otherwise properly fill out said inventory, and subscribe, and 
make oath to the same before said assessor, or other person authorized to admin- 
ister oaths, so that the same may and shall furnish full and eorrect information of all 
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such matters in said inven: and by the interrogatories therein set down, 
See in phat task canard g eaid kaminat phoi v rotaco ag pens reie cavenaes 


The listing of the pro of a corporation shall be made by the president, secre- 
tary, her officer thereof. Any person who is called upon to list 
bal that said is exe: proverty 


t because of its being 
neverthel 


Sec, 23. If any person or officer of any corporation s! willfully omit to make, 
deliver, and return such inventory, or to answer any . therein, as by 
this chapter required, or shall e any false answer or sta 
relation to his property for which he is taxable, or shall refuse to v 
under oath, the assessor shall ascertain as nearly as may be, amount 
and value of the property for which in his opinion he is le to be taxed, and for 
this the assessor may examine on oath any m whom he may su 
to have Knowledge thereof, and make due return of all property, with its value, 
that =. may have reason to believe any such person or corporation has subject to 
be tax 


in the business of buying merchandise for the 


SEC. 24. Ev 2 engaged 
of selling e same, or of brin or receiving merchandise in the District 
for th 


0 of being sold, shall be held a merchant; and when he shall make 
out and deliver to the assessor a statement of his other personal p ty, which 
pter required to make out and deliver, he shall also state the value 


b the average value of 
wf time daria the — 


president, secretary, 
stock is held shall make such return. 
Sec. 27. The capital stock of all other a} Sergey not exempt by any of the 
rovisions of this chapter shall be returned to the assessor at its true value 
the cashier, president, secretary, or other principal officer thereof, but from 
such valuation be first deducted the appraised value of any property in the 
District which may be 3 taxed it said corporation. 
tion issuing the same s be liable for the tax thereon, 


Gor wig ies eee Serpe taavat a 
SEC. com i or person corpora’ ler any law 
of the United bri banking purposes who shall keep an office or other 
of business, and engage in the business of lending money, antje money on de- 
posit, bu and ballion, bills of exchange, myer bonds, ks, or other 
evidences o! ebtedness, with a view to profit, shall be deemed a bank or banker 
within the meaning of this ter; and such banks and bankers shall annu- 
ally, on or before the first Monday of May, make out and retnrn to the treasurer, 
oath of the owner or princ: manager thereof, a statement se forth— 
First. The average amount of notes and bills receivable discounted or pur- 
chased in the course of business by such bank or banker, and considered good and 
collectable. 


Second. The average amounts of accounts receivable. 

Third. The average amount of cash and cash items in possession or in transit. 

Fourth. The average amounts of all kinds of stocks, bonds, or other evidences 
of indebtedness held as an investment, or in any way representing assets. 

Fifth. The average amount of real estate at its assessed value, describing the 


same. 
Sixth. The average amoant of deposits. 
Seventh. The average amount of accounts payable, exclusive of current deposit 


ts. 
hth. The amount of capital paid in or employed in such banking business, 
t er with the 5 nal interest each shareholder or 


shall 
deduct the te sum of the fi sixth, and seventh items, and the remainder 
thus obtained shall be entered u e books of the collector in the name of such 
bank or banker, and shall be 9 to taxation the same as is provided ſor other 


Sec. 29. T 


of an insurance com duly incorporated, the princi 
beyond the District of Columbia, shali Devas to the 
treasurer, in the month of April, 3 the amount of gross receipts of his 
less the losses paid by him in the District during the next Banas — year. 


e remainder shall be entered upon the tax list and be subject to taxation as 
other 8 
Sec. 31. companies whose principal offices are located nd the Dis- 


included ap 
vements thereon made by said companies, the tracks which may be laid in any 


com using 
lighting of the streets, avenues, alleys. and ground: 
so be laid, under the direction and control of the commissioners: Provided. 


the inventory of property: for taxation above provided for, by sickness or absence, 
and U fi he may, at any time before 
theassessment of taxes thereon, make, verify, and file with the treasurer the proper 
inven „but in such case, before the treasurer shall receive the same, the per- 
son g it must add to the ordinary afidavit the further statement that his 
failure to give to the assessor the required inventory was occasioned by bis absence 
or sickness; and on the filing of such inventory the treasurer s! correct the 


the assessor. 
Sec. 33. At the time of the lists of personal property the assessor shall 


take a list of all real property which shall have become subject to taxation, and is 


not on the tax-list, and affix a value thereon, according to the rules prescribed for 
real estate; and he shall make return of all new structares of over $100 
in value, the value of which shall not have been included in the valuation of the 
land on which such structures have been e 8 tract or lot of 
land on which each of such structures has been erected, and the value which has 
been added to any such lot or tract by reason of such structure, and the treasurer 
shall add such valuation to the assessment made on such tract or lot; and in the 
case of the destruction of any structure from any cause, over $100 in value, the 
value of which has been included in any former valuation of the tract or lot on 
which it is situate, the assessor shall determine and make return how mnch less 
valuable such lot or tract is by reason of such destruction, and the treasurer shall 
. the same from the valuation of such tract or lot as it stands upon the 
sts. 
Sec. 34. Each assessor shall, on or before the second Monday of May, annually, 
make out and deliver to the auditor, in tabular form and alphabetical order, a list 


any roperty, moneys, credits, or investments shall 
placing — riate 


of the several sj 


umns accurately added up, and 
in every case in which any person whose daty it is to list any property aball have 
re! or neglected to list the same when called upon for that purpose, or to take 


be the case. He sh 
property which he shall have received from persons required to list the same, and 
also those prepared by himself, in alphabetical order, and the auditor shall care- 
fully preserve the same in his office. 

Sec. 35. Upon making return to the auditor as aforesaid, the assessor shall take 
and subscribe an oath that he has presented to each person in his sub-district a 
blank inventory, and required such person to list all his personal property required 
by law to be listed for taxation; that the return is the same made by the person it 

urports to be; that in every case where the assessor has made return he has 
yep diligently, by the best means in his power, to ascertain the items and value 
of the mal property, and that a full with the value thereof, is set forth in 
said return; that in no case did he knowingly omit to demand of any n a state- 
ment of the description and value of the personal property, and that he has re- 
tarned all the original inventories to the treasurer. 

Seo. 36. When the assessors shall have returned the lists and inventories afore- 
said, as above provided, to said auditor, he shall notify the commissioners, and 
thereupon the said commissioners shall appoint four discreet persons, residents of 
the District, who, together with the «uditor, shall constitute a board for the equal- 
ization of personal property. Said board shall meet at an office, to be provided 
therefor by said commissioners, on the Monday succeeding their said appointment, 
and shall close their session on or before the third Monday thereafter. Said board 
shall have power to equalize the value of wager property and moneys; they 
shall hear om and when any person refused to list his property, or to 
swear to such inventory, and they may have reason to believe that the retarn made 
by the assessor of such person's 1 below the real amount thereof, or that 
it is valued below its true value in money, they may make such additions thereto 
as may seem to them just and proper; and where any person has listed hia prop- 
erty and verified the inventory thereof, and they have reason to suspect the same 
is not a true inventory of his and the value thereof, they may summon 
such person to appear before them on a day named in the summons, and shall on 
such day examine him under oath, touching his property and the value thereof ; 
and may also summon and examine under oath such other person as to them may 
seem advisable; and upon such examination they may make such additions to the 

roperty and the valuation thereof as to a majority of the board may seem to be 
Jast; but they shall not reduce either the property or the valuation. Said board 
of equalization shall, before entering upon the discharge of their duties as afore- 
said, take an oath faithfully and impartially to eqnalize the property and discharge 
such other duties as may be required of them by law. 

Sec. 37. In every case where a person, company, or corporation shall refuse or 
neglect to make return of property as herein provided for, or shall refuse to swear 
to such return, the treasurer after the of equalization shall have com- 
pleted their labors, add te the amount returned or ascertained 50 por cent. of such 
amount, and the amount so increased shall be the basis of taxation. 

Src. 38. Any president, cashier, secretary, or other officer of any national bank 
or other incorporated company, any banker, or any agent of any nee com- 
pa whose p pal office is beyond the limits of the District, who shall refuse 

o list and make return of the capital stock of any such bank or other in- 
co company, or of the capital of any corporated bank or banker, or 
receipts of any such insurance company, as they are required by the pro- 
visions of this chapter, shall be guilty of a 3 and on conviction thereot 
shall be confined in the jail of the District for any period not exceeding thirty days, 
and be fined in any sum not exceeding $500. 

Sec. 39. If any person summoned to ap) before any assessor or board of equal- 
ization to give testimony, as in this ti 8 tor, shall ay or refuse to 
appear, or shall refuse to answer any question that may be put to touching the 
matter under examination, without good and sufficient excuse therefor, he shall 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be confined 
in the jail of the District for a period not exceeding twenty days, and be liable ta 
a fine not exceeding $100. 


Cnarrkx IV. 
COLLECTION OF TAXES. 


Sec. 40. The lien for taxes shall attach to all real property subject to such taxes- 
on the first Monday of May annually, and shall continue until such taxes are paid. 
All personal perty pan bes to taxation shall be liable to be seized and sold for 
taxes; pad the AOSA property of any d person shall be liable, in the 
hands of any executor or administrator, for any tax due on the same by any tes- 
tator or intestate. 

Sec. 41. Any taxes assessed on any shares of stock, or the value thereof, of an 
national bank or other incorporated company, shall be and remain a lien upon suc 
shares from the first Monday of May of each year until such taxes are paid, and 
the president, cashier, or other N ofticer of all such corporations shall an- 
nually on the Ist day of November pay to the collector the tax imposed upon the 
shares of capital stock of such corporations for the previous year without refer- 
ence to the place of residence of the stockholders thereof. 

Sec, 42. The taxes assessed upon the capital of any unincorporated bank or 
banking association shall be and remain a lien thereon and the property thereof 
from the first Monday of May in each year, and in case of non-payment thereof at 
the time required by law b: e owner or shareholder, and after notice thereof by 
the collector, it shall be unlawfal for the manager or other officer of such bank or 
banking association to transfer, or t to transferred, the interest or any 
portion thereof owned by such defi g owner or shareholder until all the taxes 


thereon, a page with costs. penalties, and delinquencies, shall be in full, and 
no dividends shall be paid to such owner or shareholder until payment in full is 
made. Any such bank or banking association shall pay to the collector the taxes 


that may be assessed npon its capital, if the sbareholders thereof fail to make such 
payment, and may deduct the same from dividends on any such shares, or charge 


1882. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 2073 


the same to the account current of any such shareholder, without reference to the 
place of residence of any such shareholder. 

Sud. 43. If the taxes inst any insurance company whose principal 
office is located beyond the t remain un for a of twenty da 
after tlie time provided by law for the payment thereof. it shall be unlawful for 
any such insurance company to do any ness in the District until such taxes 
and penalties are fully paid, and any person who may pretend to act as agent for 
any such defaulting company shall be guilty of a anor, and, on conviction 
thereof, shall be fined in any sum not exceeding $500. 


TIME OF PAYMENT. 


Sec. 44. One-half of the tax levied annually real and personal property 
shall become due and payable on the Ist day of November in each year, and the 
et eho) of such tax shall become due and payable on the Ist day of May next 

ollo 4 

SEC. 18 — 8 of ag ares = feng of the duplicate s 1 

shall give notice for one week, ¥ andy: oe ished e 
pea x — ` tne half of the tax an- 
taxed shall not be paid before the 
ent shall thereupon be in arrears 
ment; TCC 
penalt; 1 cent. u amount a liko penalty on the firs y 
f oak . mouth until yment pg «facade ; and if 
said installment shall not be paid before the Ist day of June, in the next succeed- 
ing year, together with the one-half of said original tax due before said Ist day of 
last one-half of such tax; the 


by, chapter. 
SEC. 46. Lareina of the time fixed in the ing section for the 
be the duty of the collector to distrain and sell at public 
auction, upon five days’ notice, in some new 


rty has an whatever, the said 
judge shall order him to surrender up the p Soe to A g piai Ag to be used estan 


tachment and garnishment a pany defaulting person 
be assessed, and . 5 
as in other cases of attachment. All suits under the provisions of 


tin the name of the District of Columbia, and 
District attorney as part of his official duties. 

SEC. 49. Every shall be liable to pay tax for land of which he may stand 
seized for life, by courtesy, in dower, or by a husband in right of his wife, or may 
have care of as a ian, executor, agent, or attorney, having funds of the prin- 
cipal in his hands. And each person so holding lands shall pay the tax which may 
be assessed thereon each and every 2 

Sec. 50. 1 m who shall be seized of lands as tenant by courtesy or in 


dower, or who s be seized of lands for life, or in right of his wife, neg- 
reach eee shall be sold for the payment of the 
taxes, an 


shall not within one year thereafter redeem the same according to law, 
such person shall forfeit to the next entitled to said lands in remainder of 
reversion, all the estate which he, so lecting as aforesaid, may have in said 
lands, And the remainder-man or — may redeem the said lands in the 
same manner that other lands may be redeemed which have been sold for taxes. 
Sec. 51. Any person having a lien upon real roperty may pay the taxes thereon, 
in so far as they are a lien upon such real estate, and the taxes so paid shall oper- 
ate as a lien Ten such real estate, paramount to all other liens. Any pao muy 
in wi eee beng! ght andy Ale endl gr eee E , ma: 
Arah aod shall thareby sequire a lies upon Snok 
oa? ine pg paramount to all other liens, and which he may enforce in any man- 
provid real estate. 


5 err pi fp del upon execution or other order of a court 

e , or is in an: D 
tion, thè court may order all taxes an nalties which are liens upon such real 
a pa peanae the proceeds of the sale by the marshal, trustee, or other 


ofticer sellin same. 

Seo. 53. Upon the delivery of the duplicate of assessment by the auditor to the 
collector, he shall ¢ collector with the grand a anurognte of all the taxes 
assessed under any of the provisions of this title, and t him from time to 
time with such collections as may be made and paid over. Upon the final settle- 
ment of the said collector he be credited only with such taxes uncollected as 
he may certify to in writing upon said duplicate, and v by his oath he was un- 
able to collect for the following reasons: first, because the party against whom 
the tax is assessed had no property to distrain; second, because he had left the 
District, leaving no property subject to distraint. 


CHAPTER V. 
DELINQUENT SALES, 


Sec. 54. It shall be the duty of the collector of taxes in said District to prepare 
a complete list of all taxes on real copesty u which the same are levied, in ar- 
rears on the Ist day of July annually, nding all taxes due to the late corpora- 
tions of . City, Georgetown, levy court, and the District of Columbia; 
and he shall, within fifteen days thereafter, publish the same, with a notice of sale, 
ina iphiet, of which not less than 5,000 copies shall be printed for circulation ; 
and it shall be the duty of said collector of taxes to give notice, by ad in 
the regular issue of two daily newspapers published in said District twice a week 
for three sucesssive weeks, that pamphlet has been printed, and that a cop: 
thereof will be delivered to any taxpayer applying therefor at the office of sai 
tax-collector; and that if the taxes dne, together with the ties and costs that 
may haveaccrued thereon, shall not be paid prior to the day named for sale, the 
property will be sold by the said collector at public auction at the office of said 
collector in the city of Washington, on the first Tnesday of October following, and 
each secular day thereafter, until all is sold, at a fixed hour, between the hours of 
ten o'clock in the forenoon and four o'clock in the afternoon of said days, to the 
highest bidder or bidders. 

Src. 55. The said pamphlet shall be printed and bound at the Government Print- 
ing Office, and furnished to the commissioners at 5 per cent. above the actual cost 
thereof. A charge of twenty cents shall be made upon each lot and tract adver- 


tised, to defray the expenses of printing said pamphlet and of advertising said 


Sec. 56. Upon the day specified aforesaid, the collector shall proceed to sell any 
and all y upon which such taxes remain unpaid, and continue to sell the 
5 rey. — day until all the real property as aforesaid shall have been 

rought to auction. 

Sec. 57. Immediately after the close of the sale, S pe payment of the purchase 
money, he shall issue to the purchaser a certificate of sale, and out of the proceeds 

shall be paid to treas- 
urer of the shall paid over to the owner of the 
p y; and if the propel shall not be redeemed by the owner thereof within 
two years from the day of sale Py parent to the collector of said District, for the 
use of the legal holder of the certificate, of the amount for which it was sold at 
such sale, and 15 per cent. per annum thereon, a deed therefor shall be given by 
the commissioners, or their successors in office, to the purchaser at the tax sale 
or the assignee of such certificate, which deed shall be admitted and held to be 
pay Jacie evidence of a good and perfect title in fee-simple to any property 
bought at any sale herein au ; and all p: prior to said deed sh: 
be to have been regular until the contrary be proved. 
58. Before the commissioners shall execute such deed the holder of the cer- 
tificate of sale shall present to said commissioners a notice, duly verified by the 
affidavit of the person who has served the same, that said was served at 


CCC 

the person in of F. ane eee ence ETY A 

erty be occu; F 
residen! 


bo a resident of the District, Tg opin igs koerier ics Henk. ee 

which notice shall state the date of sale, the name of the the amount 
due for taxes, interest, and penalties, a description of the , and the date 
of the expiration of the time for redemption, when if not paid a deed will be ap- 
pos for. If such y be unoccupied, and the owner is a non-resi- 

ent of the District, having no agent or attorney 

whom such notice may be served, service gow Be made by the publication in some 
Derape apa rinted in said District of said n 

week for 


of 
orb 
„together with the cost of the necessary affidavit, shall be added to- 


the purchaser of any real at any sale hereafter made 
for delinquent taxes due to the werent 0 the, ‘District of Columbia, or the 


archase 
at any time after a deed for said real 
7... tay peal oar pE EREA to said pı 
as now provided by law, be entitled to 
real p: in the same manner as land) 


ment, levy, or collection of the tax or taxes for w. 
made, or in the sale or in any of the proceedin 
raon or 


if any tax-deed shall be defeated by reason of any irregularity whatever, then the 

court, in enterin; I, . Into court to be 

ap- 

ti owners to recover to taxation, 2 

l te og uit shall depend 

e jes the to the pro; ins le u 

District of Columbia, s the: validity of such tax-title be permitted to be ques- 

tioned on the ground of any irregularity in any of the proceed prior to said 

tax-deed, unless the party denying the validity thereof shall first pay into court 

the full amount of the tax or taxes, penalties and costs described in such tax-deed, 
her with interest accrued prior to said deed and interest upon said fall amount 


m a tax-deed from the 


at the rate of 10 cent. per annum from the date of said deed; and if said tax- 
title shall be held to be invalid, the amount so paid in slfall be adjud; and paid 
over to the holder of said tax-title. But the provisions of this shall not 


apply to cases in which the party denying the validity of the tax-deed shall rest 
such denial on the grounds e: that the property was not subject to taxation or 
that the taxes were paid before the sale. 

Sec. 61. Minors and other persons under legal disabilities,- except married 
women, shall be permitted to redeem any such tracts or lots so sold at delinquent 
sale from the purchaser thereof or his assignee within one year after the minor 
may arrive at full age, or after the removal of such legal disability, on payment of 
the purchase money with 10 per cent. per annum interest . all costs 
necessarily in all taxes and assessments that have been paid thereon 
by the purchaser or his assigns between the day of sale and the day on which the 
purchaser at tax sale obtained possession, with 10 per cent. per annum interest 
upon such taxes and assessments. 

CHAPTER VI. 
FORFEITED LANDS. 5 ; 
Sec. 62. No property advertised as provided in section 172 shall be sold npon any 
bids not sufficient to meet the amounts of tax, penalty, and costs; and in case the 
highest bid upon any property is not sufficient to meet the taxes, penalty, and 
costs thereon, said property, shall thereupon be bid off by the said joners, 
or their successors in office, in the name of the District of Columbia; but the prop- 
erty so bid off shall not be exempted from assessment and taxation, but shall be 
assessed and taxed as other property; and if within two years thereafter such pro- 
perty is not redeemed by the owner or owners thereof, by the payment of the 
, penalties, and costs due at the time of the offer of the sale, and that may 
have accrned after that date, and 10 per cent. per annum thereon, or if any prop- 
erty, two years after having been so bid off at any such sale in the name of the 
District is not or has not been so redeemed as aforesaid, . hereto- 
fore bid off at any sale whatever under any law in the name of trict is not 
or has not been redeemed as aforesaid, within oe next after the passage of 
this act, then in either case the same shall be held forfeited to the District, and 


thenceforth all the right, title, claim, and interest of the former owner shall be 


considered as transferred to and vested in the District, to be of as may 
be by law provided. And all such lands shall be kept upon the tax-list and the taxes 
thereon regularly assessed until the same shall have been legally of. But 
if the former owner shall, at any time before the District may have of the 


same, pay to the collector all the taxes, penalties, and costs for which the same 
the District shall, in 
and said 
re-entered upon the tax-list in the name of the former owner. 
, on or before the first ese of 

or- 
costs, and. interest due or 


may have been sold and which have since accrued th 

such case, relinquish to such former owner all claim to such land or lot. 

land or lot shall 
Sec. 63. The collector of taxes shall annually, 

November, prepare a list of all lands which may have been so as afi 

feited and not redeemed, with all the taxes, 
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assessed thereon, and cause the same to be ted and distributed in pamphlet 
‘form, with notice of sale, as is provided for publication of sale of delinquent 
Yands in section 180. He shall give notice by ad g in two newspapers 

ited and of circulation in the that so many of tracts and 


y suc penal and interest, each secular day 
therea: between the hours of ten o'clock a. m. and four o'clock p. m. And he 
shall upon said day and each secular day thereafter, between the hours aforesaid, 
mt to sell all said tracts and lots to the highest bidder, selling them se 
rately in the order in which they are arran; in said pamphlet, whether the 
amount so bid be sufficient to pay the taxes, penalties, costs, and interest or not. 
And upon the payment of the amount so bid the commissioners shall execute to 
“the purchaser a deed for the same, which shall be held prima facie to convey a 
N and indefeasible title in fee simple, in law and equity, and the proceeds of 
-said sale, after the payment of the taxes, penalties, interest, and costs, and in ex- 
voss thereof, be paid over by said commissioners to the former owner of the 
8 so sold, upon demand thereof, the said commissioners taking a receipt 
Provided, That 
pe 


taxes, 


herefor: minors and other persons under! disability shall 
rmitted 


Sent. 
paid thereon by the purchaser or his assigns between the day of sale and the day 
‘on which the purchaser at tax-sale obtained possession, with 10 per cent. per an- 
num interest upon such taxes and assessment: Provided further, If the purchaser 
obtain ion of the property the pany redeeming shall not be required to 
pay either taxes or interest from the date of such ion. 

EC. 64. On or before the first Monday of November, 1882, tho collector shall pre- 
pare a list of all lands which may have been bid off at any tax-sale, under any law 
authorizing such sales, at a period more than two Ae prior to said first Monda 
of November, and shall proceed to advertise and dispose of the same as is providec 
zu the preceding section for the sale of forfeited lands; and all the provisions of 
the preceding section as to the sale, execution of deed, character of the title ac- 

«quired, and redemption upon the removal of disabilities shall be applicable to sales 
made hereunder. 

Sec, 65. Any person who may purchase lands under the provisions of the last 
two prema seetions, may recover possession in any of the modes provided by 
law for recovering the possession of real estate in the District, and the deed, exe- 
-euted by the commissioners, shall be prima facie evidence of his title and right of 

He may also have the benefit of all the laws relating to the partition 
of real estate in the District. 

Sc. 66. No court, nor any jndge thereof, shall allow any injunction or other 
restraining order whatever on behalf of any person, company, or corporation to 
restrain or prevent any ofticer from the proper discharge of any of the duties de- 
volved upon him by any of the provisions of this title, nor from the collection of 
any taxes upon any property, real or persoual, by. the proper officer thereof, either 
by distress or in any mode pen by law. ny person who may feel himself 
. Feber by reason of any of the acts or doings of any person under the provisions 
` is title shall, nevertheless, pay all taxes levied upon or against his 
roperty, or that which he may control, as herein por ded for, under protest, and 
— may institute legal proceedings against the District to recover back the 
same. And in suits now pending in any court of the District on behalf of any per- 
-son, company, or corporation, in which the collection of taxes is enjoined or re- 
strained, or any officer is oe meg: from the discharge of any duty devolved 7 7 5 
Him by any laws of the District for the assessment and collection of taxes, it is 
hereby made the duty of the court, or the judge thereof, in which any of such suits 
may be g. on motion of the attorney for the District, who shall appear in the 
ase and conduct the same to final trial and judgment, to advance such suits upon 
their respective dockets ahead of all other cases, except © al causes, and to 
Sause the same to be finally disposed of without any unnecessary delay. 


Cuarrsr VII. 
LICENSE TAXES. 


Sere. 67, Every person engaged in, or who is about to engage in, any trade, 
‘business, profession, occupation, or calling, for which a license tax is imposed by 
«the provisions of this act shall, at the time prescribed for procuring the same, or 
before engaging in business, make applica don to the collector of taxes for this 
Distri shall give, under oath or affirmation, if so required by said collector, 
such information as may be desired by him. ‘The collector shall then, upon com- 
pliance with all the provisions of this act, and upon the receipt of the amount of 
money by law to paid therefor, issue his certificate thereof. Every 
license sball state the name of the person to whom granted, the number of the 
8 the street, or location of the house if it be not upon a street, where it 
is to carry on such trade, business, 8 occupation, or calling, when 
the same has an established location, and the kind of business for which it is re- 

mired, and shall be signed by the auditor and impressed with the seal of his office. 
Tisas may be transferred to persons to continue the same business in the same 
house, or to remove the place of busin under the same tions as the orig- 
inal license. All transfers shall be certified by the collector of taxes for the Dis- 


SEC. 68. In every case where more than one of the pursuits or occupations here- 
inafter described shall be pursued or carried on in the same place, by the same 
person, at the same time, except as hereinafter provided, the license shall be paid 
for each, according to the rates severally prescribed. 

Sec, 69. It shall be the duty of every person who is required by the provisions 
of this act to have a license to keep the same at all times displayed in a conspicu- 
ous position in his place of business, and if he has no place of business to exhibit 
the same on demand of the proper officer; and it is hereby made the duty of the 
major of ponos to see that no person required by this act to have a license shall be 
engaged in business without the proper license, and he is hereby authorized to 
<lose up any place of business which may be found open and doing business with- 
out a license, as provided by this law. 

Sec. 70. All licenses for peddlers and commercial agents shall date from the Ist 
day of April of each year and expire on the 31st day of March following; all licenses 
for carts, wagons, drays, hacks, carriages, cabs, omnibuses, and street-cars shall date 
from the Ist day of July of each year and expire on the 30th day of June following; 
and all other annual licenses shall date from the ist day of November of each year 
and expire on the 31st day of October e ay > And the license of every person 
liable for license-tax after the ist day of April, July, or November, aforesaid, shall 
date from the first of the month in which the liability began, and payment shall 
be made for a proportionate amount to the end of the license year. 

Sec. 71. Commercial agents shall pay $100 annually. Every person whose busi- 
ness it is to sell or offer for sale, or solicit orders for sale of, goods, wares, or mer- 
chandise, by sample, catalogue, or 88 whether owner or agent, shall be 

as a commercial agent: Provided, That manufacturers or their agents 
exclusively their own manufactures shall not be held to be commercial 
agents within the meaning of this section. 

Sec, 72. Insurance psa shall pay annually $50. Every person whose business, 
it is to act as — for any life, accident, fire, or plate-glass insurance company, 
the cipal office of which company is located beyond the District of Columbia, 

be re; as an insurance agent: Provided, That where one person is agent 
for more than one company a license of $50 shall be paid for each company: And 
provided her, That authorized insurance agents may employ solicitors of insur- 


ance for n n he may be hereby authorized to act for without obtain - 


an addi 
73. Tel h companies shall 
pols tn ase ia the re end ohall 
prescribed b; commissioners of 


ay annually $250 and $1 on each telegraph 

t and umber all sach poles in the manner 
bed — 4 the e District. Telephone companies shall 

3 #100, and hereafter no more or tional h or telephone poles 

be erected within the limits of the cities of Wash or Georgetown. 

Src. 74. Auctioneers shall pay $100 annually and a quarterly tax on receipta 
ers a of one-fourth of 1 per cent., except sales made by order or decree of any 
co 

Sec, 75. Wholesale dealers in distilled or fermented liquors, wines, or cordials 
shall pay $200 CONN vided, This license shall not authorize any person to 
sell fermented or distalled liquors, wines, or cordials in less quantity than one pint, 
nor to be drnnk upon the where 

Sec. 76. Wholesale dealers in malt liquors alone shall pay $100 annually. All per- 
sons not licensed as brewers e in botth e, r, porter, or other malt 
liquors, or who sell the same in kegs or barrels, or supply it to dealers in bottles, 
shall be deemed wholesale dealers in malt liquors. 

Sec. 77. Every person engaged in the business of manufacturing brewed or malt 
liquors for sale shall pay $100; if a larger quantity than 5,000 barrels be manufact- 

Sub. 48, Every anne RN the busi f distillin, facturing for 

EC. 78. Every person en n the business o or manufactu 
sale spirituons 8 liquors shall pay $200 pemean E 
Ae 79. Rectifiers shall pay $50 annually in addition to the license as wholesale 
er. 
Sec. 80. The proprietors of bar-rooms, sample-rooms, and tippling-houses shall 
y $250 annually, and of beer-saloons $100 annually. Srey K pap where malt 
iquors only are sold to be drunk on the premises shall be rega: as a beer. saloon. 
any place where distilled or fermented liquors, wines, or cordials are sold to be 
drunk on the premises shall be ruled as a bar-room, sample-room, or tipp ` 
house; and it shall be the duty of the proprietor of every such place to deposit 
with the collector the amount of his license-fee, with his application for license, 
and also present the written permission of a ority of the persons owning real 
estate, and a majority of the residents keeping house on the side of the square 
where it is desired to locate such business, and of the side of the square fronting 
opposite the same, which poraini with the signatures attached, shall be cer- 
tified to by the collector of taxes; and such license shall not be issued until ap- 
proved by the commissioners: Provided, however, That where, during the year, 
no complaint has been made against the proprietor of any such place on the part 
of the property-holders and residents, such 3 shall not be required to file 
every year with his application for license such a written permission of persons 
owning real estate and residents; but if such complaint has been made, pro- 
prietor shall obtain anew the written sonsent of such owners of real estate and 
residents as is herein reqnired of him. And no spirituous, vinous, or malt liquors 
shall be sold except in compliance with the provisions of this title, nor to minora 
nor jntoxicated ns, nor on Sunday, nor shall any bar or other place where 
liquors are usually sold be open on Sunday during any part of the day or pipes 
Sec. 81. The proprietors of billiard, telle, and Jenny Lind tables, and shuffle- 


boards kept for public hire or pe. shal pay $10 annually for each table or board ; 
and such table or board kept in connection with any other business shall be con- 
strued as kept for hire or 1 


Sud. 82. Proprietors of bowling alleys shall pay annually $10 for each alley. 
Sxo. 83. Proprietors of pistol or shooting galleries shall pay annually Aar 


Sec. 84. Proprietors of grounds used for horse-racing or tournaments shall bo 
mired to pay $10 day when used. 

EC. 85. Junk-dealers shall pay #40 3 Every person whose business it 

is to buy and sell old iron, second-hand clothing, or like old material, shall be 


deemed a junk-dealer. 

Sec, 86. The proprietors of circuses shall pay $200 for each week, or $100 per day. 
Every building, tent, space, or area where feats of horsemanship, or aero . 
opori or theatrical performances ag eset to or being a pert shcrest are exhib- 
i shall be re, ed as a circus. Exhibitions of wild an shall pay $25 per 
werk or part thereof: Provided, That the proprietors of circuses vin 
as such shall not be required to obtain a license for exhibiting wild animals. 

Sec, 87. 5 of theaters shall pay annually $150: Provided, That license 
may be ted for theatrical performances for one week on the payment of $20. 
Every edifice used for the p of dramatio, ue or other represen 
plays, or performances of burlesque, for admission to which entrance-money is 
received, but not including halls rented or occasionally used for concerts or lectures, 
shall be rded as a theater. 

Sec. 88. The proprietors of variety theaters shall pay $500 annually: Provided, 
That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to include a license for the 
sale of liquors; Provided, further, That a license may be granted for one week on 
the payment of $25. 

Sec. 89, Proprietors of skating-rinks shall pay annually $100. 

Src. 90. The managers of concerts, exhibitions, lectures, fairs, balls, and of all 
other entertainments and amusements for gain, not otherwise eriumerated, or gamos 
of any kind where an admiasion fee is charged, shall pay for each day $5 or $15 per 
week: Provided, That any lecturer giving a series of two or more lectures shall 
be entitled to a reduction of one-half from the above rates: And provided further, 
That no license shall be required for exhibitions forreligious, educational, or char- 


table purposes, nor for lectures upon science. morality, or religion, whenever the 
commissioners of the District shall authorize the same to be held without such 


Src. 91. The proprietors of carts, wagons, and drays, shall pay annually as fol- 
lows: For 8 drawn by two or more horses, $5; drawn by one horse, $3; for 
carts, $2.50; drays, $2.50: Provided, That no license shall be required for carts and 
wagons used genie ler’ i on a farm or garden, or for bringing farm or garden pro- 
duce to market, and not kept for hire. 

Sec. 92. The proprietors of vehicles for transporting passengers for hire shall 
pay annually as follows: For two-horse vehicles, $10; one-horse vehicles, $5; for 

er vehicles, capable of carrying ten passengers or more at one time, $10. 
Sec. 93. Pawnbrokers shall pay annually $300. Every person whose business it 
is to take or receive, by way of pledge, pawn, or exchange, any merchandise, or 
any kind of person: n tever, as security for the repayment of money 
lent or advanced thereon, sl be regarded as a pawnbroker. 

Src. 94. Peddlers shall pay $50 annually. Any person who may offer for sale, 
from house to house, fancy goods, hardware, notions, toys, and similar articles 
and goods, delivered at the time of sale, shall be regarded as a peddler: Provided, 
That persons engaged in such business whose capital invested or the value of 
whose stock of merchandise shall not exceed $10 shall not be required to obtain a 
license, provided such person obtains the written permission of the commissioners. 

Sec. 95. Every on liable to a license tax who shall fail to pay the same be- 
fore engaging in the business for which the license may be required, shall, in 
addition to the license tax imposed, pay a fine of not less than $5 nor more than 
$50 for each offense, unless otherwise 3 provided in this chapter, to be 
im and collected as other fines are collected. 

ne. 96. Any willful and corrupt falre swearing or affirming by mr perma be- 
fore any officer of this District empowered to administer oaths and affirmations, 
to any material fact in any matter relating to the assessment or collection of taxes 
or licenses imposed by the provisions of this act, shall be deemed perjury, and 
shall be punished in the manner prescribed by law for such offense. 
rovisions of this chapter shall be 
dition thereto his license shall be 


Src. 97. Any person violating any of the 
linble to a fine not exceeding $200, and in 


1882. 
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ked. And it is hereby made the special duty of the ce department to 
on T 


arrest and bri ‘ore the 
. provisions of this chapter, see that they are duly prosecuted to 
final trial and judgment. 
CHAPTER VIII. 


COLLATERAL INHERITANCES, DISTRIBUTIVE SHARES, AND LEGACIES. 


Sec. 98. All estates, real and personal, from any person who may die 
seized and thereof, being in this District, or any our of such estate or 
interest therein transferred by deed, gift, or sale, made or intended 


t. 

to take effect in possession after the death of the grantor, bargainor, devisor, or 
donor to any person, in trust or otherwise, other than for the use of the father or 
mother, wile or children, and other lineal descendants of the grantor, bargainor, 
devisor, donor, or intestate, shall be subject to a tax of a 2 cent. on every $100 
of the value of such estates; and all executors and a trutors shall epi te 
disc ed from liability for the amount of such tax, the ae. of which they 
may be charged with, by paying the same as herein directed: Provided, That no 
estate which may be valued at a less sum than $500 shall be subject to the tax 
imposed by this section: And wided further, That the said tax shall not be 
2 to — deeds, or devises for purely charitable purposes. 

99. Every executor or administrator, before he pays any legacy or makes 
ene of any estate liable to the said tax, shall pay to the register of willa 


Sec. 100. When any species =< ey other than money or real estate shall be 
subject to said tax the same shall be paid on the appraised value thereof as returned 
by the executor or administrator of such estate in his inventory and appraisement 

ereof; every such executor or rs) have power, under the 
order of the court having jurisdiction thereof, to sell, if necessary, so much of said 
property as will enable to pay said tax. 

Sxo. 101. Every executor or administrator shall, within twelve months from the 
dato of his q cation as such, pay said tax, unless further time is given him by 
the court having jurisdiction of the settlement of estates, and on failure to do so 
shall forfeit all commissions, 

Sxc. 102. In all cases where real estate is subject to the tax the court shall cause 
the same to be valued by the 8 appointed to appraise the personal estate, 
should there be any; if not, then the court shall duly appoint appraisers for the 
same. All such appraisers shall make return thereof, n atin. yaw in thea 

t of estates of persons who die intestate, and such executors and admin- 
rs shall make return thereof in their inventories, as required by law in ref- 
erence to other 8 

Sec. 103. The amount of such taxes shall be a lien upon the said real estate from 
the death of the decedent until the same shall be paid. 

Sec. 104. The executor or administrator shall collect the same fromthe 
liable to pay said tax, or their legal representatives, within one year from the date 
of administration, and pay the same to the er of wills; and if the said parties 
shall neglect or fail to pay the same within that time, the court shall order the ex- 
eoutor or administrator to sell for cash so much of said real estate as may be neces- 
serg to pay said tax and all the expenses of said sale, inch the commissions 
of the executor or administrator thereon ; and after the report of said sale, the con- 
firmation thereof, and the payment of the purchase-money, the executor or admin- 
istrator may execute a valid deed for the estate sold, but not before. 

SEC. 105. Whenever any estate of a decedent shall be subject to this tax, and 
there be a life-estate or an interest for a term of years, or a contingent interest 
given to one party, and the remainder, or reversionary interest, to another, the 
court in which administration is granted shall determine equitably, at such time 
asit may think proper, the fi oar each party thus interested shall pay of 
said tax, . of said court shall be final and c ive. Every such 
party shall pay to the register of wills his 8 Said tax within thirty days 
after the date of such determination; and if any such 8 neglector rale bra b 
pay the several proportions so decreed by the court within said period of thirty 

ys from the date of said decree, the court shall order and direct the executor or 
administrator to sell all the right, title, and interest of such party in and to said 
estate or property, or so much thereof as the court may deem necessary to pay his 

sai 


proportion o tax and all 3 of sale. 

SEC. 106, The bond of any such executor or administrator shall be liable for all 
money he may receive for taxes as herein provided. 

Sec. 107. If any executor oradministrator shall fail to perform all and singular 
the duties imposed upon him by this 13 his administration may be revoked, 
and his bond shall subject to all liability incurred by reason of his failure. 
Administrators de bonis non shall have the same powers be saet te the same 
duties, under the provisions of this chapter, as executors and istrators. 

SEC. 108. Where no administration is had for a period of ninety days upon an 
estate subject to said tax, upon complaint of the register of wills or collector of 
taxes the court shall issue a citation for the parties entitled to inistration to 
show cause why they do not so administer; and upon the h of said citation 
the court shall order said parties entitled by law to administer, in the order pre- 
sented by law, to administer upon said estate, within a time to be fixed by the 

not exceeding thirty days; and upon their failure or neglect, respectively, 
so to do, the court shall grant administration to some other proper person. 

Sec. 109. In all cases where application is made to the court or register of wills 
for letters testamentary or of administration, the court o ister, as the case may 
be, shall inquire of the person making the application whether he knows or believes 
that there is any real estate liable to this tax, and the answer of said applicant 
shall be given under oath. 

Sec. 110. The register of wills shall give to the | en ying the said tax dupli- 
cate receipts for the same, one of which shall be forwarded by said person to the 
treasurer, to be by him preserved, and certified copies thereof shall be evidence in 
suits 95 772 the bond of said register, 

Sec. 111. The register of wills shall pay over mouthly to the treasurer all taxes 
collected by him under the e of this chapter and take his receipt therefor. 

Sec. 112. All acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby repealed, 
and no license taxes shall be imposed other than herein provided for, excepting 
that now authorized by law upon dogs, the law in relation to which shall not be 
affected by any of the provisions of this act. And this act shall take effect from 
and after its passage. 


x 17 55 NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say but a few words on this 
Mr. RANDALL. I would like to have some portion of the time 

„ and will take it now if it will suit the gentleman from 
10. 

Mr. NEAL. I will say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that 
I should like to spend about fiye minutes in stating what changes 
the committee have thought proper to incorporate in this bill. 

Mr. RANDALL, I have no objection to the gentleman’s proceed- 
ing at this time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman from Ohio will permit me, I 
will suggest to him that he control the fifteen minutes in favor of 
the bill, and allow the 8 from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
to control the rest of the time. 


Mr. NEAL. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will first ee 
from ao 1 LMr. Cox, ] inasmuch as he ed 
upon the 

Ar. COX, of New York I shall only consume a few moments, but 
do not desire to take the floor if the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
prefers to proceed now. 

Mr. DALL. Ionly want two or three minutes. I shall not 
consume much time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, then, to control the time on that side of the question. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no desire to control the time, and am en- 
tirely wang: that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] shall 
control it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, then, will reco; the gentleman 
from Ohio, after which the gentleman from New York will be rec- 


. NEAL. It will be observed that this isa bill providing “for 
the assessment and collection of taxes and licenses in the District of 
Columbia.” Itis about as perfect as we can make it after having 
given to it months of study and consideration. 

The reasons why it seems to me imperatively necessary that this 
bill should become a law, I will very briefly state. The value of the 
real estate assessed for taxation in July last in the District amounted 
to $90,000,000; the personal ptoperty to a little over $10,000,000. 
The taxes assessed were $1,311,000 on real estate, on which there were 
delinquencies to the amount of $243,000; nearly 20 per cent. of the 
taxes npon real estate are delinquent. 

I hold in my hand the printed list of delinquencies for this year. 
There are over 8,000 tracts of land in the District upon which the 
taxes have not been paid. Why? Because of the inefficiency and 
crudeness of the laws providing for the collection of the same. 

This bill was considered by the House on the evening of the 23d of 
February last, when we had under consideration House bill No. 1295, 
and all the provisions that are embodied in this bill were then agreed 
to by the House, except those which I will now mention, 

On page 3, line 11, after the following words: 


Exempt from taxation all church property held and used exclusively for reli- 
gious purposes— 

There has been inserted the following : 

Together with the parsonages connected therewith and used exclusi the 
Tounin fox the MINIERAS th charge Of sued allidinking AY GAH chusches. me: fe 

That exempts parsonages which are occupied by the ministers of 
the respective churches from taxation. 

On page 15, section 31, the following additional words have been 
inserted, after the word “railroads,” in line 10: 
all railroad com . steam shall provide for 


And 
the ligh of the streets, avenues, alleys, an unds h which their tracks 
laid, under the direction and control of the ners. 


Kos is a provision which has been taken from another section of 
the code. 

On page 40, section 71, the license fee for commercial agents is 
reduced 5 8200 to 8100, and a proviso inserted excluding from 
the operation of that section manufacturers or their agents selling 
exclusively their own manufactures. 

The ninety-fifth section, which provides for a penalty against any 
person violating the provisions of the license law, is also taken from 
another section of the code. 

Section 112 is the repealing clause. 

Those are all the changes, with two or three verbal amendments, that 
were made upon title 3, “Taxation,” in House bill No. 1295 from what 
it was as agreed to by the House in the consideration of it on the 
23d Febrnary. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. May I ask the gentleman from Ohie 
a question? 

. NEAL. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I would like to ask the gentleman 
two questions. On page 3, school property is taxed except that used 
for the free education of youth.” Under that wording would there 
not be a tax levied on any eleemosynary institution which 
a tuition fee, although that tuition fee might simply be a means of 
carrying on an institution not intended for the purposes of gain? 

Mr. NEAL. It ap tomenot. It might be susceptible of that 
construction, but I should not think of so interpreting it. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I desire to ask the gentleman an- 
other question. Insection 73, you tax telephone companies $100, and 
then say: 

And hereafter no more or additional telegraph or telephone poles shall be erected 
within the limits of the cities of Washington or Georgetown. 

Why do you wish to give a monopoly to the present lines ? 

Mr. NEAL. If I had my way there would be no telephone or tel- 
egrapb poles in the cities of Washington or Georgetown. I do not 
know that this poren gives any monopoly. There are now four 
or five independent telegraph companies which have all the facilities 
that ought to be accorded to them. In this city these telephone and 
telegraph poles are huge nuisances, if I may use the expression. 


ntleman 
6 second 


They mar the beauty and magnificence of this city, and they ought 
not to be permitted to be any farther extended. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
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NEAL] if he was exactly correct in stating to the House that all the 
sections of this bill were approved by the House at the time it con- 
sidered on a former evening the District code bill; whether there was 
not a motion pending, on which the House had not acted, to strike 
out section 74 and other sections of the bill? 

Mr. NEAL. I will come to the license clause ina moment. The 

rinciples of taxation inyolved in this bill are threefold. In the 

Årst place, we tax real and personal property at its true value in 
money. Inthe second place, we tax by license such occupations and 
trades as require the surveillance of the police. 

Now, to answer the question of the gentleman from Maine, [ Mr. 
DINGLEY.] When we were considering the District code bill and 
had reached the question of licensing the manufacture and sale of 
intoxicating liquors in its various forms and branches a motion was 

made to strike out all that portion of the bill and prohibit the sale 
of liquor in the District of Columbia. The House did not act upon 
that motion, and the Committee on the District of Columbia were of 
opinion that however wise such action might be in the future it was 
not practicable at this time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. So there was no action taken by the House? 

Mr. NEAL. I said there was no action taken by the House on that 
proposition. As I said in the outset, the popa assessed for taxa- 
tion in this District arpal estate, in round numbers, 8 
sonal property about eleven millions of dollars, and banks and bankers 
nothing. In other words, under the 5 of the law as it now 
stands, national banks and private banking establishments pay no 
revenue whatever to the District of Columbia, while they are of all 
the property in the District the best able to pay their proportionate 
burden of taxation. 

I do not desire to take up any further of my time now, and will 
yield for the present. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I called for a second on this motion to 
suspend the rules and pass this bill, because I thought a bill of this 
magnitude, consisting of half a hundred printed pages, and taxing 
nearly 200,000 people and over $20,000,000 in the District of Columbia, 
ought not to be considered in a debate of only half an hour, I 
thought such consideration was a farce or a caricature of legisla- 
tion. If gentlemen say they cannot get any other time, or that 
Congress will not come together to consider District of Columbia 
matters, there is a remedy, and a remedy which perhaps might well 

be applied on both sides of the House. Our Calendars are choked 
up with bills with which the Federal Co has no concern. 
This bill now before the House taxes everything in the District, 
literally from the cradle to the grave, from a circus to a Catholic 
school, from a shuffle-board to a university. I know it taxes some 
things that ought to be taxed, and which heretofore have escaped 
taxation ; but it taxes where it should not. This House ought to 
consider maturely a bill of this nature, for from this District go out 
many examples as to the mode and principles connected with taxa- 
tion in the States. 

Look at the seventy-first section of this bill. In the District there 
is now levied a tax upon commercial agents of $200; so that the com- 
mercial oga can scarcely afford to come to Washington with a 
sample of his goods, or if he does come here he is pursued by the 
espionage of your District officials. It is so I know in some of the 
States. I think three of the States now continue this heavy taxation 
on what are called drummers or commercial agents. 

Now, why has not this matter been uprooted altogether here in 
the District? Members on both sides of the House haye received 
remonstrances against this mode of taxation. Why does this com- 
mittee come here and discriminate in favor of manufacturers and 
their agents and against others! 

Mr. NEAL. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. COX, of New York. Certainly, 

Mr. NE Simply because, if the gentleman is aware of it, the 
Supreme Court has decided that manufacturers cannot be made liable 
to that license. 

Mr. COX, of New York. And for a reason, if not a constitu- 
tional reason, a reason of expediency. None of the men living in this 
country outside of this District, which pays half the expenses of this 
District, should be subjected to this detective system, this system of 
taxing every man except the monopolists of the District who have 
goods to sell, and who want to stop the trade from Baltimore, New 
York, Boston, and other large cities, 

I have letters of complaint in my desk from men who are manu- 
facturers, and whose agents come here, stating how they were treated. 
Not merely in Richmond and in certain States where this tax exists, 
though it is now being abolished everywhere, but in this District, the 
capital of our country, this infamous system goes on. We cannot 
debate it, we cannot amend it; we have to take the bad and the good 
in this bill without discrimination. 

I am in favor, and always have said that I was in favor in this 
House, of having a full debate with opportunity for amendment on 
bills of a moneyed nature. It is oyat of our privilege under the 
Constitution. We have so amended the rules as to give only fifteen 


minutes for and fifteen minutes against bills of this nature, which, 
a8 I said before, is a caricature on the business of making laws for 
the people. 
I now yield to the ee from Pennsylvania, [Mr. RANDALL. 
. I desire to warn the House of the impropriety o 


Mr. RANDALL 


paang such a bill as this in the way proposed. There are objec- 
tionable features in this bill; yet we are not given, under the plan 
pro , an oppor aury to move amendments to the bill. 

This bill reaches the property interests of all the property holders 
in this District. My particular objection, and the one that impresses 
me most at this time, is that it taxes education ; it in effect will de- 
stroy the usefulness of such institutions as the Columbia College, 
controlled by the Baptists, the Georgetown College, eee ede Ue 
the Catholics, and other like institutions. 

I am not certain whether it reaches charitable institutions or not. 
From the rapid reading of the bill I was not able to determine 
whether it taxes those institutions or not. 

Moreover, the bill provides that officers of the Federal Government 
having control of public buildings shall be considered the owners 
thereof for the purpose of consenting to the granting of liquor licenses. 

Mr. NEAL. I want to correct the gentleman. : e 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam willing to be corrected. 

Mr. NEAL. That provision has been struck out. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam very glad to hear it. It removes one of my 
9 to this measure. But the other objections are insurmount- 
able. I said a moment ago I was not certain whether this bill af- 
fected charitable institutions or not. Perhaps the gentleman from 
Ohio, who is familiar with the phraseology of the bill and its effect, 
can answer whether charitable institutions are subjected to taxation 
under this bill. 

Mr. NEAL. Homes for the reformation of offenders, almshouses, 
buildings belonging to institutions of purely publie charity, con- 
ducted without charge to the inmates and without a view to profit 
or income, are exempt. 

Mr. RANDALL, Very well; then the bill certainly does subject 
to taxation some charitable institutions. Yet we are powerless to 
amend it. We must take it as a whole or not at all. I hope, there- 
fore, that the motion to suspend the rules and pass this bill in its 
present farm will not be a to. I for one am entirely willing to 
vote to assign a day for the consideration of the bill, when it shall 
be open to full discussion with opportunity for the offering of amend- 
ments. 

If I have any time left I desire to yield it to the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. HamMonp. ] 

Mr. COX, of New York. I thought I was controlling the time. 

Mr. RANDALL, I was entitled to five minutes and have occupied 
only about three. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] was not 
controllin my five minutes. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Certainly not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair ized the gentleman from New 
York as controlling the fifteen minutes of debate on his side. There 
are seyen and one-half minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. RANDALL. I believe I occupied but three minutes of my five. 
I desire to yield the residue to the gentleman from Georgia, or, if he 
does not desire it, to the gentleman from West Virginia, [Mr. WiL- 
SON. J : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia is recognized. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. In the two minntes assigned to me 
I desire only to say that in my opinion the gentleman who reports 
this bill is mistaken in 3 that under the fourth section an 
eleemosynary institution whose sole purpose is educational, aud yet 
as a part of the means of education ean a tuition fee, is exempt 
from taxation. I believe that under this bill such institutions will 
necessarily be taxed, because they are not schools for free education, 
being compelled to charge those whom they educate a tuition fee. 
Believing that such institutions would be taxed under this bill, and 
DEORE reasons which I have no time to give, I am opposed to the 

ill. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from West Virginia, [Mr. WILSON. ] 

Mr. WILSON. I am opposa to the passage of this bill under a 
suspension of the rules. It is unwise and improper to rush roogi 
the House this important bill upon a suspension of the rules. For 
years past educational institutions of this city (under Republican 
and Democratie administrations alike,) not a je to be entirely self- 
sustaining, have been exempt from taxation. It is now proposed to 
depart from that wise policy and subject them to taxation. To do 
this may drive many of these institutions entirely out of existence. 
In ‘April, 1880, my friend from Georgia, [Mr. BLount,] when a bill 
somewhat similar to this was pending, offered an amendment, which 
was adopted, exempting schoo property. from taxation. 

Mr. S. er, I am so hoarse y as to be unable to discuss this 

uestion, andl yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from 
rgia, [Mr. 3 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. peaks I desire to say that the portion of this 
bill in relation to schools is the same as the District code bill of the 
House in the last Congress, with Senate amendments, This House 
at that time by a large vote struck ont a provision taxing educa- 
tional institutions in this District. To illustrate the operation of 
this bill, (for I must be very brief,) I will take the case of the How- 
ard University. Congress appropriated about half a million of dollars 
for the purpose of starting t institution. It is now staggerin 
under financial embarrassment, and we are appropriating about fif- 
teen thousand dollars annually to help it out. Yet this bill proposes 
to tax that institution when already it can scarcely sustain itself. 
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So with the college in Georgetown and various similar institutions 
which will be taxed under this bill. I ask why should this be 
done? 

I am perfectly willing to give free schools to the people; I am per- 
feetly willing to vote money for that purpose; but, while buildin 
up the free-school system, why should we break down private schoo 
by virtually taxing such institutions out of existence? Sucha meas- 
ure is unjust; and this House ought not to consent to it. This pro- 
vision certainly needs to be amended; and there are various other 
propositions equally objectionable. 

As has been urged by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. RANDALL, ] it is wron 
to ask this House to pass, under a suspension of the rules, a bill o 
fifty-one pages affecting this District in many vital particulars. Such 
a measure should not be passed without fair opportunity to amend 
it, and various amendments have been indicated in the consideration 
of the District code. : 

I would with pleasure unite in adopting a proposition to fix a day 
for the consideration of this measure. I know it contains much that 
is good ; it is important that it should be considered ; and if the gen- 
tleman from Ohio wants time for its consideration the House will 

ive him all the time he asks; but he should be willing to give the 
ouse time to examine and to amend the provisions here proposed. 

Mr. COX, of New York. How much time have I remaining 

The SPEAKER. One minute and a half. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I yield that time to my colleague, [Mr. 
8 

Mr. SKINNER. Mr. Speaker, a minute and a half is long enough 
to condemn a certain principle which is in this bill, and that is tax- 
ing any man representing any manufacturing industry, or indeed any 
— — industry, who comes here to sell his goods like an honest man. 
This should be a free city, whether it is or not, and we, as represent- 
atives of the people acting for the District of Columbia, should not 
build a Chinese wall around it and say that the representatives of 
large commercial houses in certain sections of the United States shall 
not come here unless they pay a yearly license—a yearly license that 
is “ played at” and ‘‘tricked over” in this city, as it is every day, 
and evaded, as it is every day. I say every Representative who re- 
sides outside of the District of Columbia should not vote for any such 
principle as that. y 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask by unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that 
the debate on this important bill be extended for fifteen minutes on 
either side. . 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made on both sides of the House. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I propose now to answer the objections 
as well as I can in the brief time given to me which have been made 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, the gentleman from New York, 
and the gentleman from Georgia. I want to say to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania and the gentleman from New York and the 

entleman from Georgia that if they had been here on the night of 
the 23d day of February last, as they should have been, to discharge 
their quy as members of this House, they would have had ample 
time for the discussion of every provision of this bill, and the reason 
they have not had it is because they were otherwise engaged and 
not here present in the House doing their duty as honest and faith- 
ful members. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I call the gentleman to order. As a 
member of the Committee on Appropriations I have leave to sit dur- 
11 od e of the House without the gentleman's permission. 

aughter. 

Mr. NEAL. If the gentleman chooses to absent himself from the 
House he cannot complain that he had no time to discuss the pro- 
visions of this bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. If there was no quorum here present why did 
not the 8 have a call of the House? 

Mr. COX, of New York. Let me tell the gentleman from Ohio he 
should pity Sa good measures before he attempts to lecture the mem- 
bers of the House. I wish to non Sees to the gentleman from Ohio, 
whom I represented when I was here from the State of Ohio, in my 
young and callow days. [Laughter.] 

Mr. NEAL, I do not yield to the gentleman from New York. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, there is nothing right or fair in these gentlemen 
coming here and undertaking to lecture the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia because it has availed itself of the only means 
that these abominable rules gave it for the pu of considering 
business essential to the we and prosperity of this District. 
(Mr. or pada ys rose.] I do not yield to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi. : 

Mr. MANNING. It is only proper, Mr. Speaker, that I should say 
there were quite as many members absent on the other side of the 
House as there were on this side of the House. 

Mr. NEAL. It is not to that side of the House I speak. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Then turn your face the other way. 
traigan] 

Mr. NEAL. It is because they come here and complain they have 
not had time to consider this business, when in point of fact every 
opportanity was given them to consider and move amendments to 
the provisions of bill. 

Mr. MANNING. Gentlemen on your own side raised the point of 


no quorum being present, and stopped the further consideration of 
this business, 

Mr. NEAL, Ido not see that has anything to do with it. The 
fact was, Mr. Speaker, that there were only thirty or forty members 
present when this bill was up for consideration during the eveni 
sessions, There is no excuse for the gentleman from New York an 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania saying they have not had time to 
consider this bill. None whatever, sir; for there was plenty of time 
for them to consider it if they were here. 

The gentleman from Georgia says it taxes Howard University. If 
Howard University is not an institution of free education under the 

rovisions of this bill, then, in the opinion of the Committee on the 
istrict of Columbia, it ought to be taxed. 

In regard to the question of commercial agents it is true that this 
bill imposes a tax of $100. The law to-day imposes a tax of $200. 
It is for the gentlemen who are opposed to that provision of the bill 
to say whether or not they are willing their commercial agents shall 
pay § 100 under this bill or $200 under the law as it is. 

d I should like to inquire, if this is such an obnoxious measure, 
how it happened that no gentleman on this floor has introduced any 
measure whatever looking to the repeal of that license law. How 
does it happen that the gentleman from New York on my right [ Mr. 
SKINNER] and the gentleman from New York on my left, [Mr. Cox,] 
who are here representing, as they do, the few commercial agents in 
their State, when we have been in session for four months have not 
taken any steps to repeal that obnoxious license tax? 

One more word. This is a matter, Mr. Speaker, in which I have 
no personalinterest. I have pre this bill because I believe, and 
know, the present laws of this District are defective. The very fact 
that there are between eight or ten thousand pieces of land delin- 
quent of tax as represented in this book in a city of 150,000 1 is 
of itself sufficient and conclusive evidence there should some 
amendments of the law. 

If the provisions of this bill are not satisfactory to every gentle- 
man upon the floor, ought the bill to fail 1 on that account? 
The Senate are yet to consider it, and in the ate they can have 
under their rules not only careful consideration in the committee, 
but a full and free discussion of its provisions in that body, which 
we cannot have in this House. 

Mr. WILSON. Will the gentleman not be willing to withdraw 
the bill now and set aside some day for its consideration ? 

Mr. NEAL. The Committee on the District of Columbia have in- 
structed me to do exactly what I haye done. I have no authority to 
pursue a.different course. I now ask the House to suspend therules 
and pass the bill; and on that I ask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 94, nays 98, not 
voting 100; as follows: 


YEAS—04. 
Aldrich, Errett, Marsh, Shultz, 
Barr, Farwell, Chas. B. MoClure, Smith, A. Herr 
Belford, x Farwell, SewellS. McKinley, Smith, Dietrich C 
Bingham, Fisher, Miles, Stone, 
Browne, Garrison, Morey, Thomas, 
Buck, Geddes, Neal, Thompson, Wm, G 
Butterworth, Grout, Norcress, ‘Townsend, 
Calkins, Hall, O'Neill, ler, 
Camp, Hammond, John Parker, pdegraff, J. T 
arpenter. Haseltine, yeon, ner, 
Caswell 3 . ee 
aswe en ey, an Voor! 
k, Ray, 2 Wadsworth, 
Converse, Hubbell, Rice, John B Walker, 
po, Humphrey, Rice, Theron W. 
Jones, George W. Rich, Washburn, 
Davis, George R. Jones, Phineas Ritchie, Watson, 
„ Jorgensen, beson, Webber, 
DeM Kasson, Robinson, Geo. D. Willi 
De ; Kelley, „James S. Wise, D. 
Do Koi 0 ise, Morgan R. 
Dunnell Lacey, Scranton 
Dwight, Lewis, Sherwin, 
NAYS—98. 
Dibble. Honk, 
Armfield, breil, House. Shackelford, 
$ 4 Hutehins, onton, 
Belmont, Ermentrout, Ji ingleton, Jas. W. 
Blackburn Evins, Jones, James K. Singleton, Otho R. 
1 Finley, K kinner, 
Blount, Flower, Knott, Sparks, 
A —— Ladd, Speer, 
‘orney, Leedom, ringer, 
Buchanan, Fros Manning, Si 
Caldwell, Fulkerson, 
Carlisle, Gibson, McCoid, Tucker, 
Chalmers, Gunter, 0, Turner, Henry G. 
Chapman, 2 N. J Me Millin, Turner, Oscar 
y, y. Upson, 
Clark, Haskell, Money, Valentino, 
Clements, 7 Moore, Vance, 
Cobb, Hepburn, Morse, Warner, 
k, Herndon, M ve, Wellborn, 
Cox, Samuel S. Hewitt, Abram S. Muldrow, W. 
x, William R. Hewitt, G. W. urch Whitthorne, 
Cravens, Hoblitzell, Mutchier, Ulis. 
Davidson, Hoge, Phelps, Wilson. 
Davis, Lowndes H. H n. Phister, 
Deuster, Hooker, Randall, 
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NOT VOTING—100. 

Aiken, Cullen, Lindsey, Ross, 
Allen, Curtin, ral Ryan, 
Atherton, Cutts, 3 
Atkins, Dawes, Mason. e, 
Barbour, Dugro, McCook, Shallenberger 
Beltzhoo Ellis, M À Smith, 5 Hyatt 

T, 8 . 

~ xe Morrison, Speos g. 

Blac! „ „ 
Black Guenther, Nolan, 
ee e a Harmer, Orth, Strai 
Brewer, Harris, Henry 8. Pacheco, Talbott, 
Brumm, Hazelton, Page, Taylor, 
Buckner, Heilman, Pierce, . B. 
Burrows, Julius C. Herbert, Pettibone, Townshend, R. W. 
Burrows, Jos. H Pound, Van Aernam, 
Cabell, Horr, Prescott, Wait, 
Campbell, Hubbs, 2 Wheeler, 
Cannon, Jadwin, ite, 
Colerick, Joyce, Rice, William W. Williams, Chas. G 
Content King, ewer moa ane Thomas 
— rg ia Robinson, Wm. E. Wood, Walter A. 
Culberson, Le Fevre, oung. 


7 . 

So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the motion to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill was not agreed to. 
The following pairs were announced : 
. PIERCE with Mr. BARBOUR., 
. GODSHALK with Mr. Dunn. 

Smiru, of Illinois, with Mr. BUCKNER. 

. BOWMAN with Mr. ALLEN. 
. CULBERSON with Mr, LINDSEY. 
SHELLEY with Mr. PRESCOTT. 
MARTIN with Mr. JADWIN. 
. VAN AERNAM with Mr. SCOVILLE. 
. YouNG with Mr. LE Frevre. 
. HARDENBERGH with Mr. HILL. 
. HEILMAN with Mr. KLOTZ. 
. Mason with Mr. LATHAM. 
Corrs with Mr. MANNING. 
. MCKENZIE with Mr. HAZELTON. 
RICHARDSON, of New York, with Mr. RICHARDSON, of South 
Carolina. 

Mr, CoLERICK with Mr. BREWER. 
MoRRISON with Mr, STEELE. : 
MILLER with Mr. TOWNSHEND of Illinois, 
. SHALLENBERGER with Mr. ROSECRANS. 
ATHERTON with Mr. DAWES. 
. CORNELL with Mr. NOLAN. 
. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. RYAN. 
PAGE with Mr. REAGAN. 
. WILLIAMS, of Alabama, with Mr. JOYCE. 
. ATKINS with Mr. CANNON. 
. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. BAYNE. 
. SMITH, of Illinois. I am announced as being paired with Mr. 
Buckner. This isa mistake. That pair expired several days ago, 
and I have voted on this bill. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I move to dispense with the reading 
of the names. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object. 

The result of the vote was then announced. as above recorded, 


JOHN W. HUMPHREY. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, just before the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia was called the Committee on 
War Claims was called, and I then sought the floor and addressed the 

er, but he failed to hear me and recognized the gentleman from 
Ohio, T now rise to inquire if I may not be reco; ized and exercise 
the right which was denied me inadvertently at that time. I under- 
stand since, the reason was that the chairman of the Committee on 
War Claims had informed the Speaker that the committee had noth- 


ing to present to-day. 

ihe SPEAKER, The Chair will state that it did not hear the gen- 
tleman from Iowa address the Chair, but is satisfied that it is true 
as stated by the gentleman. Unless there be objection the Chair will 
now recognize the gentleman to make his motion. 

There was no objection, 

Mr. UPDEG F, of Iowa. I am instructed by the Committee 
on War Claims to ask a nsion of the rules, and take from the 
Private Calendar the bill (H. R. No. 327) for the relief of John W. 
Humphrey and pass the same. 

The SP. . The bill will be read. 

_. The bill was read. It is as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the j accounting officer of the United States Treas- 
ury be, and hereby is, auth and ired to pay, out of any money in the 
‘Treasury not otherwise app: iated, to John W. hrey, of Iowa, the sum of 
$1,260, for board and trans tion of recruits for the y in the year 1862. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand a second with a view of having an 
explanation of the bill. 

e demand for the s msion of the rules was seconded. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Iowa. Just one moment, Mr. Speaker, in 

explanatien of this bill. 
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Mr. CAMP. Cannot the in this case be read without in- 
terfering with the time allowed for debate ? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Iowa. I have a short report here, but can 
tell the substance of it in a moment. This is a bill to pay to Jobn W. 
Humphrey the sum of $1,260 for money expended by him in the recruit- 
ing service of the United States in the year 1863. The facts are these, 
as shown by the evidence before the Committes on War Claims, that 
he was employed by Captain Washington, a recruiting officer, in 1863 
to bring in recruits for the re Army. He did so, and paid $1,260 
expenses in taking them to the rendezvous at Dubuque, for which 
he has never received any compensation. Captain Washington was 
there and receivedthem. He audited the account, and it was 1 
that $1,260 were due this claimant for expenses. Captain Washing- 
ton at that time was not in funds, and it was agreed that the amount 
should be paid as soon as he could draw it from the Treasury. Cap- 
bse lore, e a few days afterward was ordered unexpectedly to 
the front, and was there killed in battle, so that he was never able to 
make this payment. 

The officers of the Government could not pay the claim because 
there were no vouchers given. The sub-committee made inquiry of 
Hon. W. B. ALLISON, now United States Senator from Iowa, who 
was at that time with the rank of colonel aid on the staff of Governor 
Kirkwood. He says he had personal knowledge of the facts and cir- 
cumstances and knows the statement I have made here to be correct, 
and evidence other than the evidence of Senator ALLISON shows it 
to be true and correct. : 

Furthermore the claimant says he has been since 1865 at various 
times endeavoring to have the claim audited and that no Department 
could audit the claim for the reason of the lack of vouchers, and that 
lack was occasioned by the unexpected order to the front andsudden 
death of Captain Washington, under whose supervision these ex- 
penses were incurred. 

I may say further, that this claim passed the War Claims Commit- 
tee unanimously, and no member of the committee had any doubt 
then of its absolute correctness; nor can there be any doubt. 

Mr. CAMP. I desire to ask the gentleman from Iowa a question. 
What evidence is there of the expenditure of this money by the 
claimant ? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFYF, ef Iowa. 
a himself and of two of the recruits who were with him all the 

0. 

Mr. CAMP. Is it a sworn statement? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFY, of Iowa. Les, sir; it is a sworn statement. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the gentle- 
man from Iowa to suspend the rules and pass the bill just read. 

The question being taken the rules were suspended (two-thirds 
voting in favor thereof) and the bill was passed. 


ACCOMMODATIONS FOR CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY. 


The Select Committee on Additional Accommodations for Con- 
gressional Library having been called, 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, moved that the rules be suspended, 
and that the following resolution be adopted : 

Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be 


the construction of a building for the tion of 
and that said bill be made the special order for Wednesday, April 12, 1882, after 
the morning hour, and from day to day thereafter until disposed of, not to interfere 
with revenue or general appropriation bills. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Imust oppose this unless the resolution excepts 
also the bill which is y a special order for referring private 
claims to the Court of Claims. I will notagree to anything that will 
antagonize that special order. 

The SPEAKER. It would not displace another special order of 
higher privilege. 

. SPRINGER. But it aight be used to antagonize that special 
order when reached for consideration. When we reach the question 
of taking up ial orders you can antagonize one special order with 
another, both being in order. 

The SPEAKER. The House can antagonize them. The House 
by a majority can antagonize anything. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Not unless it be a special order. The bill in 
charge of the gentleman from Massachusetts, unless made a special 
order, could not be used to antagonize the special order to which I 
have referred, because it would be still on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair is of opinion that the House, 
when a special order comes up, might on motion postpone the con- 
sideration of even a ‘ial order, 

Mr, SPRINGER. t is true. But at present, as I understand, 
but one other special order has been made, that, namely, for the con- 
sideration of the Chinese bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not particularly considered the 
question. It supposes that if there were two special orders they 
Poma come up in the order in which they were made, being of equal 

rivile 
7 Mr. 
subject, 

. RANDALL, The practice is to let them come up in the order 
in which they have been made, 

The SPEAKER. That would be the opinion of the Chair as at 
present advised. 


OUSE. I would like to know if there is any rule on that 


There is the evidence of the claim- ~ 
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Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I am willing to make this agree- 
ment, that this bill shall not conflict with other special orders already 


made. 
Mr SPRINGER. Say that it shall not antagonize existing special 


orders. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. Very well. 

The resolution was accordingly modified by the addition of the 
words ‘‘not to antagonize existing special orders.” 

The question being taken on suspending the rules and adopting 
the resolution as modified, there were—ayes 102, noes 16. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Imakethe point that a quorum has not voted. 

The SPEAKER. The point being made that a quorum has not 
voted, the Chair will order tellers, and appoint the gentleman from 
Kentucky, Mr. BLACKBURN, and the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
Mr. RICE. 


The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 137, noes 


12. 
So the rules were suspended (two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof) and the resolution as modified was adopt 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The call having reached the Committee on Elections, 
Mr. MCLANE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. CALKINS. I desire to ask unanimous consent to allow the 


Committee on Elections to be called first on the next Monday when | th. 


motions by committees to nd the rules will be in order. I do 
not want that it shall go to the bottom of the list, and ask unani- 
mous consent that the Committee on Elections may not lose its 
place by giving way to the Committee on Ways and Means now. 

Mr, BAND We cannot agree to that. If the Committee on 
Elections are not ready they lose their chance. 

Mr. McLANE. I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

TARIFF COMMISSION, 

Mr. KELLEY. I am instructed by the Committee on Ways and 
Means to move that the rules be suspended, and that the resolution 
which I send to the desk be adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That House bill No. 2315, to provide for the a; . 
tariff as Te 


tment of a commis- 
the Committee on 
ouse resolves itself 


as the special order until disposed of. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Would it be in order to have a second of this? 

The SPEAKER. It would. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to hear the resolution read again. 

The resolution was again S 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to suspend the rules and adopt the 
resolution which has been read. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I would ask the gentleman from Pennsyl 
vania if that is the unanimous report of his committee? 

Mr. GOX of New York, All sid to it? 

Mr. of New York. sides a oi 

Mr KELLEY. Yes, sir. sa 

Mr. RANDALL. There were some absentees from the committee 
when this bill was agreed upon. 

Mr. KELLEY. So far as I know, there was but one member of the 
committee absent, and I have conversed with him on the subject 


since, 
Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to make an inquiry of the gentleman from 
P lvania. How long do the Committee on Ways and Means 
the discussion and consideration of this bill will take ? 
og Fs KELLEY. The committee will have no disposition to restrict 
debate. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I demand a second, for the purpose of having this 


explained. 

Mr. KASSON. I think that is not necessary. Let the gentleman 
from Pe lvania be permitted to make his statement. 

Mr. KELLEY. The Committee on Ways and Means have no desire 
to restrict debate—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Or amendment? 

Mr. KELLEY. And will be ready for the question whenever the 
House will feel the time has come for it. But there will be no at- 
tempt made to restrict debate. 

Mr. MILLS. How about amendments? Will there be any restric- 
tion on amendments? 

Mr. KUNNA. I wish to ask this question: If this resolution be 
adopted, and unrestricted debate be allowed, would not that exclude 
the consideration of all the general appropriation bills? 

Mr. RANDALL. Modify the resolution so that it will not. 

Mr. KENNA. I hope it will be so modified as to allow a majority 
of the House to take up and act on appropriation bills. 

Mr. KELLEY. The bill shall not antagonize appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution does not so state. 

Mr. KASSON. I may state that some time ago an understanding 
existed between the Committee on Ways and Means and the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, or between myself as ing one bill 
and the chairman of the Committee on b that when 
certain bills of that committee then pen ing were disposed of, he 
would inte no objection to going on with this bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That was not an understanding between the 
two committees. 


Mr. KASSON. It was an understanding 
the Committee on Appropriations and myself at the time there was 
a question about going on with this bill; and, I added, I should al- 
ways endeavor to accommodate the public business as between the 


between the chairman of 


two committees by a voluntary arrangement. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not know what action the Committee on 
Ways and Means may have taken in that direction, but I am sure 
the Committee on Appropriations has made no agreement to allow 
its general appropriation bills to be excluded from consideration by 
such a process as is proposed in this resolution. 

Mr. KASSON. I did not state that the committees had come to an 
agreement, and I do not know that that would have had much more 
force than when the gentlemen in charge of the ve measures 
endeavored to come to an understanding. And I will only say if this 
is granted there will be an effort to accommodate both branches of 
the public business. If the Committee on Appropriations think it 
important at any time to proceed with one of their bills it will not 


be 8 

Mr. HISCOCK. If this resolution shall be adopted, as I under- 
stand it, it will be in the power of the House by a majority vote at 
any time to take up an appropriation bill as against this bill. 

Mr. N. On a question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution by its terms does not provide for 


at. 
Mr. ROBESON. It will always be in the power of the House at 
any time before going into Committee of the Whole to close debate 


on the 8 

Mr. KENNA. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. KELLEY. Iam willing that the resolution shall be so modi- 
fied as to provide that this measure shall not antagonize any of the 
3 appropriation bills. 

5, ALL. That is ent. 
Mr. MCLANE. Do not modify your resolution at all; you can 
it as it is. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I am willing to let the resolution stand as it is, 
with the understanding that a majority of the House at any time cam 
take . bill as against this bill. 

Mr. . That is preferable. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from New 
York that it is in doubt whether that power would be in the House 
under the resolution in the form in which it was presented. The 
resolution provides for making the tarifi-commission bill a s 
order, and it =e be fairly construed to take precedence of general 
appropriation bi 

8 Then I move to add the words “but the House may 
by a majority vote? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Is this resolution amendable f 

The SPEAKER. It is not amendable by motion; and it is not 
debatable except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOUSE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to insert in his resolution that it shall not antagonize any 
special order already made. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Iam opposed to any amendment. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. There is so much confusion that mem- 
bers on this side of the House do not understand the proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has been trying to secure order. 

Mr. COX, of New York. There seems to be an understanding or 
an attempt to come to some understanding. For one I tried to find. 
out by an inquiry of my friend from Pennsylvania we: KELLEY}: 
whether this resolution came with unanimity from the Committee- 
on Ways and Means, and there seems to be some difficulty about it. 

Mr. KELLEY. One member of the committee was absent. 

Mr. COX, of New York. If the consideration of this tariff- eom- 
mission business comes up without say power to amend by makin 
some revision of the tariff, I know of but one alternative; the bili 
has either to be beaten or carried. If carried it defeats all revision 
of the tariff, and if beaten we are in the same bad predicament, Æ 
"in BLACKBURN, I desire to make a pari 

T. JKBURN. I desire to make a parliamen inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. ai Somme et 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And I trust the House will permit me to pre- 
face it by a single sentence; which is that I am sure nobody here is- 
trying to take any unfair advantage of any one else. 

I want the Chair to answer, as I am sure it will do, and that 
frankly, and I do not think I will be found wanting in disagreement: 
from it, whether if the resolution as offered now is passed it will not 
put it beyond the power of this House to antagonize this tariff-com- 
mission bill at any time with any general pS keh esc bill, or any 
other measure that may come up, and leave the House with no power 
over it in the world, except that suggested by the gentleman from 
New Jersey, [Mr. ROBESON, ] which is to close debate upon it, which. 
the House may of all things least want to do. 

Mr. KASSON, I have stated to the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations that if unanimous censent is given to treat it as a part 
of the resolution I would offer a proviso that the House might by a 
majority vote poora with general appropriation bills at any time. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Leaving this commission bill in abeyance,- 


wherever it might be at the time? 
I think there will be no objection to that. 


Mr. KASSON, 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. I am satisfied with that. 


Mr. HISCOCK.: That is satisfactory. Allen, Duan, Manning, Ross, 

Mr. MULDROW. I would like to make a parliamentary inquiry. arom 5 — Martin. Ryan, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. "| Belford. Godshalk — Seovilio; 

Mr. MULDROW. It is whether, when this bill comes up for con- | Beltzhoover, Hammond, John Morrison, Shallenberger, 
sideration under this order, it will be open for amendment? Black, Hardenbergh Mosgrove, S : 

Mr. RANDALL. You cannot prevent it. Blanchard, . Moulton, Smith, J. Hyatt 


The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot answer that question. 

Mr. MULDROW. Before we are called upon to vote upon this 
question of consideration we ought to know w ether, when this tariff- 
commission bill is being considered, it will be open for amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to state whether it will be 
or not. 

Mr. RANDALL. The very object of considering a bill in Commit- 
tee of the Whole is that it may be open to debate and amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call for the reading of the resolution as it now 


stands. 
The SPEAKER. The 5 from Pennsylvania submits a 
resolution, and has asked to modify it. The Clerk will read it as 


Dugro, Lord, Rosecrans, Young. 
So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the resolution of Mr. KELLEY 


was opter 
The following additional pair was announced : 


to be modified. 
e Clerk read as follows: Mr. PHISTER with Mr. POUND. 
Resolved, That House bill No. 2315, to provide for the a tmentof a commis- | Mr. KLOTZ. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from 
sion to investigate the question of the tariff, as repor ed by the Committee on | Indiana, [Mr. HEILMAN, ] but knowing that if present he would vote 


t ay,” I have voted the same way. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. KENNA. Imove that the House adjourn. [Cries of “Ok, no af 
Well, if gentlemen desire to go on with business a while lenger, 


Ways and 3233 be 

into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and to continue as a spe- 

- cial order until disposed of, not to antagonize the general appropriation bills. 
The SPEAKER. The question edt the motion to suspend the 


rules and adopt the resolution as 
The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 


103, noes 37. ith 3 ion. 
Mr. COX, of New York. I make the point that no quorum has 1 renew the motion. 
voted. Th i i i 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr, KELLEY, and Mr. Cox of New York, 2 ur, EOR Aa PEE fae A 


were appointed. Mr. A S. I call for the yeas and nays. 


Mr. EY. Suppose we have the yeas and nays. The yeas and nays were ordered. 
4 COX, of New York. It is too late now; tellers have been| The eee wes taken; and there were—yeas 54, nays 117, v't 
ordered. ting 121; 2 ? 
Ihe House again divided; and the tellers reported that there were 7S a Se anpi E 
House, 


-ayes 130, noes 17. 
Mr. COX, of New York, and Mr. SPRINGER called for the yeas and 


na’ 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 154, nays 58, not 
voting 80; as follows: 


Aldrich, Dwight, King, Russell, 
Anderson, Ermentrout, Klotz, 
Sherwin, 


Evins, 
Bayne, Farwell, Chas. B. Marsh, kinner, 
Farwell, Sewell S. McClure, Smith, A. Herr 
Fisher, McCoid, 


Flower, 
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Wood, Walter A. 


Pettibone, Scales, Thompson, Wm. G. Young. 
Phelps, Scoville, mer, 

Phister, Shackelford, Van Aernam, 

Pound, Shallen er, Wadsworth, 


So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. WHITTHORNE, 

Mr, Warr with Mr. KENNA. 

Mr, CASWELL with Mr. Evans. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. McLane with Mr. URNER. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Has the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Knorr] voted ? 

The SPEAKER. He has not. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Then I withdraw my vote. I 
believe it was his wish that I should pair with him. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER. The next committee is the Committee on the 
Judiciary. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. 


REED. z 

Mr. ApRINGER. I move that the House take a recess until half 
past seven o’clock this evening. 

Mr. ROBESON. If the gentleman will make it eleven o’clock to- 
morrow morning, we will to it 

Mr. PAGE. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] has the floor. 

The SPEAKER. e Chair recognized the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. ROBESON. Is the motion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] amendable? If so, I will move to insert “eleven o’clock 
io-morrow morning” instead of “ half past seven o’clock this even- 
ing.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine was recognized, and 
until his motion has been submitted the gentleman from Illinois is 
not in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is it in order to move that when the House 
udjourns to-day it be to meet on Wednesday next! 

The SPEAKER. It is when the gentleman is recognized for that 
purpose. 

GENEVA AWARD. 

Mr. REED. I move to suspend the rules and adopt the following 
resolution : 

Resolved, That House bill 4197, re-establishing the court of commissioners of 
Alabama claims, for the distribution of the unappropriated moneys of the Geneva 
award, be taken from the Committee of the Whole and be considered in the House 
2s in Committee on the fourth Tuesday of March, and then from day to day until 
finally disposed of, not to interfere with the revenue and general appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Maine, under instructions from the Committee on the Judiciary, moves 
to suspend the rules and adopt the resolution just read. 

Mr. REED. Under the unanimous instructions of the committee, 
und I hope 1 will be given for a hearing, which is all the 
resolution asks. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

‘The House divided; and there were—ayes 28, noes 80. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, only sixteen voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The Honse divided, and there were—ayes 25, noes 102. 

The SPEAKER. Not a sufficient number. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Tellers ou the yeas and nays. 

Fene were ordered; and Mr. REED and Mr. SPRINGER were ap- 
pointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellersreported—ayes 36, noes 89. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered, more than one-fifth of those 
present having voted in favor thereof. 

The roll was called; and there were—yeas 50, nays 101, not voting 
141; as follows: 


YEAS—50. 
Armfield, Cravens, Hewitt, G. W. Smith, A. Herr 
Atkins, Davis, Lowndes H. Holman, Sparks, 
Belmont, Deuster, Hooker, Springer, 
Blackburn, Dibble, House, 
Bland, Dibrell, Hu Turner, Henry G. 
Blount, Dowd, Jones, James K. Turner, Oscar 
Bragg, Evins, om, Upson, - 
Buchanan, Finley, i Warner, 
Cabell, Forney, Money, Wellborn, 
Clark, Hardy, Muldrow, Williams, Thomas 
Clements, te Mutchler, Willis. 
ook, erndon, A 
Cox, William R. Hewitt, Abram 8. Singleton, Otho R. 
NAYS—101. 
Aldrich, Brumm, Camp, Caswell, 
Anderson, Buck, Candler, Chace, 
Barr, Buckner, Cannon, Converse, 
Bingham, Butterworth, Carpenter, Crapo, 
Briggs, Cassidy, Cullen, 
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Fisher, d Rice, M. Wait. 
Ford, h, Rice, William W. Walker, 
m, McClure, Ritchie, Ward, 
Grout, MeCoid, Ro Watson, 
Guenther, McKinley, Robinson, James 8. Webber, 
Hammond, N. J. Miles, Williams, Chas. G 
Harris Miller, Sherwin, its, 
Haseltine, i Wilson. 
Morey, Smith, Dietrich C. 
Hawk, eal, x 
Henderson, Norcross, Stone, 
NOT VOTING—141. 
Aiken, Dugro, Lindsey, Scoville, 
a Dunn, Lord, Scranton, 
erton, Ellis, Manning, Shackelford, 
Barbour, Flower, Martin, Shallenberger, 
Bayne, Frost, Mason, Shelley, 
Fulkerson, Matson, Shultz, 
Belford, Geddes, McCook, Simonton, 
Beltzhoover, George, McKenzie, Singleton, Jas. W. 
Berry, Gibson, McLane, J. Hyatt 
5 , e 
Gunter, wee 
Bliss, Hall, Morse, Steele, 
Bowman, Hammond, John aa reh Stephens, 
Brewer, Hardenbergh, Moulton, 4 
Browne, er, Murch, Strait, 
Burrows, Julius C. Harris, Henry S. Nolan, Talbott, 
Panona: Jos. H. Hazelton, Oates, Ea al vm. G 
well. eilman, Orth, jompson, Wm. 
Campbell, Herbert, Paul, U 
Carlisle, Pierce, rner, 
Chalmers, Hoblitzell, Pettibone, Vance, 
Chapman. Hoge, Phel; Van Aernam, 
Clardy, Horr, Phister, 
Cobb, Hubbs, Pound, ‘Washburn, 
Goler ge es Heere Wr Prescott, — — 
rn ones, Bongan eeler, 
Cox, Samuel S gooo. racks = $ D 
n, enna, ichardson, Whitthorne, 
Crowley, Ketcham, Richardson, Jno.8. Wise, George D. 
Culberson, King, Robertson, Wool B R. 
5 Klo Robinson, Geo. W. Benjamin 
Cutts, Knott, Robinson, Wm. E von W. A. 
Davidson, . Ross, 
Dawes, Le Fevre, Ryan, 
g, wis, Scales, 
So the House refused to AEN 
During the roll-call the following additional pairs were announced 


from the Clerk’s desk : 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. SINGLETON of Mississippi. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, with Mr. KNOTT. 

Mr. BAYNE with Mr. Harris of New Jersey. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, moved by unanimous consent to dis- 
pense with the reading of the names. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object. > 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion to Paapua 
the rules and adopt the resolution which has been read by the Clerk. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 95, no 1. 

Mr. SPARKS. No quorum., 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I move that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us take a recess. 

Mr. REED. I suggest to gentlemen on the other side we take a 
recess until eleven o’clock to-morrow. The matter which I am en- 
deavoring to bring before the House has been before at least six Con- 

and never was unanimous consent to set down a time for 
consideration refused before. If we can get a vote of the House on 
the subject we can dispose of it so far as setting down the time is 
concerned, 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. 

Mr. BLAND. There is no merit in the bill over others. 

Mr. REED. I suggest we take a recess till eleven o’clock to-mor- 
row morning. 

Mr. SPARKS, I object. 4 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints the gentleman from Maine, 
Mr. REED, and the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. SPARKS, as tellers. 

Mr. BLAND. Pending that I move the House do now adjourn, 

The SPEAKER. The tellers will take their places. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 93, no 1, 

Mr. SPARKS. No quorum has voted, 

Mr. BLAND. I move the House adjourn. 

Mr. ROBESON. I make the point of order that only one dilatory 
motion is in order pending amotion to suspend the rules, and that 
has been voted down. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. We have been vo on another special order. 

The SPEAKER. On a motion to suspend the rules one motion to 


ose eia is in order. 5 
. SPARKS. We have just now voted on the motion to suspend 
the rules. 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. Imake the further point, it having been de- 


veloped there is no quorum, only two motions are in order, that there 
be a call of the House, and to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The motion fora call of the House is in order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam not making the motion. 

Mr. TUCKER. And the motion to adjourn also. 

Mr. SPARKS. Imadethe point of order that there was no quorum 
on the last vote 

Mr. ROBESON. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. SPARKS, And the motion for a call of the House or a motion 
to adjourn are the only motions in order. 

Mr. ROBESON. The motion of the gentleman from Maine to sus- 
pend the rules is before the House, and pending that motion but one 
dilatory motion can be entertained. That motion has been made and 
voted down. Now no other dilatory motion can be entertained. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Nomotion isin order until this Houseis found 
with a quorum except toadjourn or for a call of the House. As long 
as it is without a quorum it is no House to transact any business. 

Mr. ROBESON. The only dilatory motion admissible under the 
rules having been disposed of, the question now recurs on the motion 
of the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. SPARKS. On the motion to s nd the rules the fact was 
developed that there was no quorum. Now that point is made, and 
the only motion in order when that fact is exhibited is the motion for 
a call of the House, or the motion 3 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will paragraph 8 of Rule XVI. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pending the motion to suspend the rules, the Speaker may entertain one mo- 
tion that the Houseadjourn; but after the result thereon is announced, he shall not 
entertain any other tory motion until the vote is taken on suspension. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I admit that, Mr. Speaker; but I would ask 
the Chair now to cause the Clerk to read the rule which declares that 
if the House finds itself without a quorum the only motions in order 
are the motions that the House adjourn, and for a call of the House. 

Mr. KASSON. I would ask the gentleman from Kentucky, in view 
of the lateness of the hour, that he allow a vote to be taken on the 
motion for a recess 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
to call attention to the rule to which he refers, and which would in 
his judgment prevent any further action. Even if the House is found 
without a quorum, unquestionably a call of the House or a motion 
to adjourn would still be in order. The Chair does not remember 
any rule which would prohibit that. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I submit to the decision of the Chair, with all 
deference, if the Chair decides that this is a House when there is no 
quorum present. Now, that fact was develo by the last vote, 
and until we have a House no motion would in order. The fact 
that there is no oe present was shown by the vote just taken. 

The SPEAKER. That fact will be determined by the call of the 
House. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. That was not shown by the last roll- 
call. The last record made shows that there was a quorum present. 

Mr. CAMP. I move a call of the House. 

Mr. KASSON. Let me again ask the gentleman from Kentucky, 
in view of the lateness of the hour, and in view of the fact that noth- 
ing unusual is proposed, if he will not waive the question of a quo- 
rum and submit to a vote of the House on a . 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Now? 

Mr. KASSON. Yes, now. 


2 — BLACKBURN. I cannot do that for the reason that this is no 
ouse. 
Mr. KASSON. The call of the roll developed the fact that a quo- 


rum was present; and enough members are present, as shown by the 
last vote, to take a recess. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Not enough to take a recess—enough to ad- 
journ but not for a recess. There is no House present. 

Mr. REED. There is a quorum present. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The record shows that there is not a quorum, 
and I stand upon that. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Kentucky does not stand upon 
the record. Iwas one of the tellers, and the gentleman did not pass 
between the tellers. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman from Maine has no right to 
know who passed between the tellers, 

Mr. REED. thal ig aan from Maine thinks he has the right. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have the right to accept the declaration of 
the Chair. That declaration showed that no quorum had voted, and 
that being true, this is no House. 

Mr. REED. A quorum is present. 

Mr. SPARKS, The Chair did announce the vote, as I understand. 
The point was made that no quorum had voted. Now, what is next 
to be done? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. A callof the House, 

Mr. SPARKS. Or a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. No. 

The SPEAKER. The House was dividing upon the question sub- 
mitted by the motion of the gentleman from Maine. 

[Cries of “ Regular order!“ 

Mr. SPARKS. And the Speaker announced the vote. $ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And announced that no quorum had voted. 
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Mr. SPEAKER. No; because on that the point was made that 
there was no quorum. 

Mr. SPAR But the Chair announced that vote before I could 
make the point of a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. the Chair announced the vote as submitted by 
the tellers. 

Mr. SPARKS. And the point was made that no quorum had voted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I rise to a parliamentary 1 A 

Mr. CAMP. I insist upon the motion for a call of the House. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Did not the Chair announce the number vot- 
ing in the affirmative and one in the negative, and then go on to 
announce that there was no quorum voting? 

The SPEAKER. Upon the point being made, the Chair held that 
there was no quorum voting. But that did not determine anything 
except that no quorum had voted upon that question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And consequently no House was here. I 
stand upon that. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. 
by a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER. It is absolutely certain, as stated by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, that there is no House, so far as that particular 
vote is concerned. There was no quorum upon that vote, but thero 
is a quorum present. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There is only one way to determine that point, 
when there is no quorum present, and that is by a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the motion for a call 
of the House. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have not made the motion. 

Mr. REED. I move that there be a call of the House. 

A call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named 
members failed to answer: 


The only way to develop the fact is 


Aiken, Deering, Marsh, ton, 
Allen, Deuster, Martin, Shackelford, 
Atherton Dugro, Shallenberger, 
Barbour, Dunn, McCoo! Shultz, 
Bayne, Ellis, McK: Simonton, 
Beach, Frost, McLane, Singleton, Jas. W. 
Belford, Fulkerson, Mills, Singleton, Otho R. 
Beltzhoover 8 —.— f 5 th, J. Hyatt 
— 3 sorge, orrison, peer. 
Black, Gibson’ Morse, Steele, 
Blanchard, Godshalk, Mi vo, Stephens, 
Bliss, Guenther, Moulton, 8 + 
Blount, Gunter, Muldrow, 
Bowman, Hammond, John NM. Talbott, 
Brewer, Hammond, N. J. Mui x Taylor, 
Browne, Hardenbergh, Nolan, Thompson, P. B. 
Burrows, Jos. H. er, Oates, Thompson, Wm. G. 
Butterworth. Harris, Henry 8. Orth. Updegraff, Thomas 
Caldwell. Hazelton, Page, Urner, 
Campbell, Heilman, Paul, Vance, 
Carlisle, Herbert, Pierce, Van Aernam, 
et ae E 
4 0 ashburn, 

Colerick, oge, Phister, Wellborn, 
Cornell, Hooker, Pound, West, 
8 8. 5 3 * Prescott, bo bri 

0 m, ones, White, 
Convene Joyce, Reet on, D. P. Whitthorne, 
Crowley, Ketel Richardson, Jno. S. Wise, George D. 
Culberson, King, Robertson, Wise, Morgan R. 
Curtin, Klotz, Robinson, Wm. E. Wood, B. 
Cu Knott, Rosecrans, Wood, Walter A. 

Latham, Young. 
S E Seal 
vis, Lowndes A 
wes, ing, Scoville, 


The SPEAKER. The Doorkee 
names of absentees will be call 
be offered. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. 
BLOUNT, has suddenly been called away to the bedside of our sick 
colleague, Mr. BLACK. 

The SPEAKER. The names of members not answering will now 
be called in their order for excuses. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the names of members who had not 
answered, 

Mr. AIKEN. No excuse offered. 

Mr. ALLEN. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Mr, ALLEN is very sick and unable to be here. 
I move that he be excused. 

The motion was nona to. 

Mr. ATHERTON. No excuse offered. 

Mr. BARBOUR. 

Mr. CABELL. Mr. BARBOUR has been sick for some days. I move 
that he be-excused. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. BAYNE. No excuse offered. 

Mr. Brach. No excuse offered. 

Mr. BELFORD. No excuse offered. 

Mr. ree of Pennsylvania. Hasmy colleague [Mr. BAYNE] been 
excusec 

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Bayne left the House within the past twenty 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. If no motion is offered the call of absentees for 
excuses will pro 


r will now close the doors, and the 
in order that excuses, if any, may 
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Mr. BELTZHOOVER. 

Mr. CAMP. I am informed that Mr. BELTZHOOVER has gone home 
because of the serious illness of his wife. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. BerrzHOOVER has leave of absence by order 
ofthe House. 

Mr. Berry. No excuse offered. 

Mr. BLACK. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. BLACK is seriously sick. I move 
that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. No excuse offered. 

Mr. Bliss. No excuse offered. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I have already stated the excuse for 
Mr. BLOUNT'S absence, and move that he be excused. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. BLOUNT has been here during the day. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I stated that he has been called away 
to the bedside of our sick colleague, Mr. BLACK. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I know that the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] went out a few moments ago on receiving a 
message from Mrs. Black. 

The motion that Mr. BLOUNT be excused was agreed to. 

Mr. BOWMAN. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I movethat Mr. BOWMAN be excused 
on account of illness. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BREWER. 

Mr. ROBESON. Mr. Brewer, I believe, is absent on leave. 

The SPEAKER. That is correet. 

. BROWNE. No excuse offered. 

. JOSEPH H. BURROWS. No excuse offered. 
. BUTTERWORTH. No excuse offered. 

. CALDWELL, No excuse offered. 

. CAMPBELL. No excuse offered. 

. CARLISLE. No excuse offered. 

. CHALMERS. No excuse offered. 

. CLarDy. No excuse offered. . 
. COLERICK. 

. BRIGGS. Mr. COLERICK has been called home on account of 
sickness in his family. 

The SPEAKER. . COLERICK is absent on leave. 

Mr. CORNELL. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I believe Mr. CORNELL is absent by leave of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. That is correct. 

Mr. SAMUEL S. Cox. No excuse offered. 

. Mr. CoviIncTon. No excuse offered. 


Mr. Cravens. No excuse offered. 
Mr. CROWLEY. No excuse offered. 


Mr. CULBERSON. No excuse offered. 

Mr. Curtry. No excuse offered. 

Mr. Curts. 

Mr. McCOID. Mr. Currts is absent on business, and is also sick. 
He went home to take depositions in his contest. I move that he be 
excused. 

The SPEAKER. He is absent on leave, is he not? 

Mr. McCOID. I do not know. 

Mr. DUNNELL. It is known Mr. Currs has been sick during the 
entire session. 

The motion that Mr. Corrs be excused was agreed to. 

Mr. DARRELL. No excuse offered. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. FINLEY. I ask that my colleague, Mr. Davipson, be ex- 
cused. He is suffering from a very painful sore throat. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. DAVIDSON has been here during the day. 

Mr. FINLEY. That is true; but I know he is afraid to be out in 
the night air lest he should suffer from inflammation of the throat. 

Mr. BRAGG. If general indisposition is to be received as an ex- 
euas I move that further proceedings under the call be dispensed 
with. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to excusing Mr. DAVIDSON? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] 
moves to dispense with all further proceedings under the call. 

Mr. ROBESON. Why? 

Mr. BRAGG. For fear that if it proceeds it will create such an 
epidemic that we cannot do any business in Congress for the next 
two weeks. 

The motion to dispense with all further proceedings under the 
call was not agreed to. 

Mr. Lownves H. Davis. No excuse offered 
. DAWES. 

. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. Mr. Dawes is absent on leave. 
. DEERING. No excuse offered. 

. DEUSTER. No excuse offered. 

. Duero. No excuse offered. 

. DUNN. k 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. My colleague, Mr. DUNN, has been sick 
as especially cautioned him 
move that he be excused. 


for some weeks past, and his physician 
against exposure to night air. ï 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to excusing Mr. DUNN, of 
Arkansas? 

Mr. REED. I object. ¢ 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the 8 
from Arkansas, [Mr. 2 that his colleague [Mr. DuNN] be 
excused on account of ill health. 

The motion was a to. 

. ELLIS. No excuse offered. 

. Frost. No excuse offered. 

. FULKERSON. No excuse offered. 

. GEDDES. No excuse offered. 

. GEORGE. No excuse offered. 

. Grpson. No excuse offered. 

. GODSHALKE. 

. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Mr. GoDSHALK has been sick for 
some three weeks, and is not now in his seat. I move that he be 
excused. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. GUENTHER. No excuse offered. 

Mr. Gunter. No excuse offered. 

Mr. JohN HAMMOND, No excuse offered. 

Mr. N. J. HAMMOND. 

Mr. ROBESON. Just before leaving the Hall, Mr. HAMMOND, of 
Georgia, told me that he was too ill to remain here. He told me that 
he had been sitting up with his sick colleague [Mr. BLACK] many 
nights and was really too ill to remain here. I move that he be 
excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH. 

Mr. CRAPO. I think Mr. HARDENBERGH is absent by leave of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. That will be noted. 

Mr. HARMER. No excuse offered. 

Mr. Henry S. Harris. No excuse offered. 

Mr. HAZELTON. No excuse offered. 

Mr. Herman. No excuse offered. 

Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. SHELLEY. Mycolleague, Mr. HERBERT, is absent on account 
of sickness in his famil y. I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. No excuse offered. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. No excuse offered. 

Mr. HOGE. 

Mr. KENNA. My colleague, Mr. HOGE, was here to-day, but for 
three or four days, until to-day, he has been undér the treatment of 
a physician, and, by his advice, has not been out of his room at all 
until to-day. I move that he be excused. 

The motion was a d to. 

Mr. HOOKER. No excuse offered. 

Mr. JADWIN. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Japwiy, I believe, is absent by leave of the 
House. 

Mr. GEORGE W. JoNES. No excuse offered. 

Mr. JOYCE. 

Mr. TYLER. I move that my coll o be excused. He is absent 
on account of sickness to-day, and is paired. 


The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. KETCHAM. No excuse offered. 


. King. No excuse offered. 
. KLOTZ. No excuse offered. 
. Knorr. No excuse offered. 
. LATHAM. 
. DOWD. I think Mr. LATHAM is absent on leave. 
. LE FEVRE. 
. COBB. I think Mr. Lz FEVRE is absent on leave. 

The SPEAKER. He is absent on leave. 

Mr. LINDSEY. 

Mr. REED. My colleague, Mr. LINDSEY, is sick and confined te 
his bed. I move that he be excused. 

The motion was to. 


Mr. MANNING. No excuse offered. 
Mr. Marsu. No excuse offered. 
Mr. Martin. No excuse offered. 


. Mason. No excuse offered. 
. McCoox. No excuse offered. 
. RANDALL. I ask to be excused from further attendanee to- 
day. If I can come back I will. 
There was no objection. 

Mr. BLACKBURN My colleague, Mr. MCKENZIE, as is well 
Mr. B * Š y co ©, > as we 
known to many members of this House, has for months past been in- 
disposed so that he has not been able fully to discharge the duties 
deyolyed upon him. I move that he be excused. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. McLane. No excuse offered. 
Mr. Mitts. No excuse offered. 

Mr. MOREY. No excuse offered. 
Mr. Morrison. No excuse offered. 
Mr. Morse. No excuse offered. 

Mr. MosGrove. No excuse offered. 
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Mr. Mouton. No excuse offered. 

Mr. Mutprow. No excuse offered. 

Mr. Munch. No excuse offered. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. No excuse offered. 

Mr. NOLAN. No excuse offered. 

Mr. OATES. 

Mr. SHELLEY. My colleague [Mr. OATES] is absent by leave of 
the House. 

Mr. ORTH. 

Mr. CALKINS. I ask that my colleague [Mr. ORTH] be excused. 
He left the House to-day with a very sore ti t, and was unable to 
be here. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. Pace. No excuse offered. 

Mr. Paul. No excuse offered. 

Mr. PEIRCE. 

Mr. CALKINS. I move that my colleague, Mr. PEIRCE, be ex- 
cused. He has been sick for a long time, and is not able to be out 
now. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. No excuse offered. 

Mr. PHELPS. No excuse offered. 

Mr. PHISTER. No excuse offered. 

Mr. Pounp. No excuse offered. 

Mr. Prescotr. No excuse offered. 

Mr. REAGAN. 

Mr. LORD. I move that Mr. REAGAN be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. Davip P. RICHARDSON. No excuse offered. 

Mr. JOHN S. RICHARDSON. No excuse offered. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. No excuse offered. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. ROBINSON. No excuse offered. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from California [Mr. Rosecrans] 
is absent on account of sickness. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair to-day, at his request, submitted an 
8 for leave of absence on account of sickness, which was 

ranted. 
E Mr. Ross. No excuse offered. 

Mr. Ryan. No excuse offered. 

Mr. SCALES. : 

Me ARMFIELD. I move that my colleage, Mr. SCALES, be ex- 
cused. 

The motion was d to. 

Mr. SCOVILLE. No excuse offered. 

Mr. SCRANTON. No excuse offered. 

Mr. SHACKELFORD. No excuse offered. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. SHALLENBERGER has leave of absence. 

Mr. SHULTZ. No excuse offered. 

Mr. SImoxTON. No excuse offered. 

Mr. James W. SINGLETON. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that my 8 Mr. SINGLETON, be 
pee 15 is a very aged man and om goes out at night. 

aughter. À 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. OTHO R. SINGLETON. No excuse offered. 

Mr. J. Hyarr SMITH. No excuse offered. 

Mr. SPEER. No excuse offered. 

Mr. STEELE. No excuse offered. 

Mr, STEPHENS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Imovethat Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, be excused. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. 

Mr, WATSON. I ask that Mr. STOCKSLAGER be excused. He was 
here until an hour ago, but has been suffering from neuralgia and was 


obli to leave the House. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. STRAIT. 


Mr. DUNNELL. Is not Mr. STRAIT absent on leave ? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand that he has leave 
of absence. 
Mr. DUNNELL. That is all I have to say. 
Mr. TALBOTT. No excuse offered. 
. TAYLOR. No excuse offered. 
. P. B. THOMPSON. No excuse offered. 
. WILLIAM G. THOMPSON. No excuse offered. 
. THOMAS UPDEGRAFF. No excuse offered. 
. URNER. No excuse offered. 
. VANCE. No excuse offered. 
. VAN AERNAM. 
. HISCOCK. My colleague, Mr. VAN AERNAM, is absent on leave. 
. WADSWORTH. No excuse offered. 
. WASHBURN. No excuse offered. 
WELLBORN. No excuse offered. 
. West. No excuse offered. 
WHEELER. No excuse offered. 
Warre. No excuse offered. 
WHITTHORNE. No excuse offered. : 
. GEORGE D. WISE. No excuse offered. 


Mr. MorGan R. WISE. No excuse offered. 

Mr. BENJAMIN Woop. No excuse offered. 

Mr. WALTER A. Woop. No excuse offered. 

Mr. Younc. No excuse offered. 

Mr. REED. I move that the members for whom no sufficient ex- 
cuse has been made and who are absent without leave, be arrested 
by the Sergeant-at-Arms and brought in custody to the bar of the 


ouse. 

Mr. SPRINGER. State it from the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. It has not been reduced to writing. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask that it be reduced to writing. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine will reduce it to 
writing. : 

Mr. PARKER. I move that Mr. ScRANTON, of Pennsylvania, be 
excused, as he is crippled. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LEWIS. I movethat Mr. BLANCHARD be excused on account 
of sickness. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. THOMAS. Did Mr. Hawk answer the call? 

The SPEAKER. He did. 

Mr. LEEDOM. I move that my colleague, Mr. ATHERTON, who 
has been sick for several days, be excused. 

The motion was a d to. 

Mr. REED. I submit the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and bring to the bar of 
the House such of its members as are absent without leave and for whom no 
suflicient excuse has been made. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HASELTIINE. I move that all further proceedings under the 
call be dispensed with. 

Mr. CAMP. I make the point that is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. It is in order. x 

Mr. HASKELL. That cannot be put before the House until a 
report has been made from the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

he SPEAKER. The motion is in order. 

Mr. HASKELL. Not until some absentee has been placed before 
the bar of the House by the Sergeant-at-Arms in execution of the 
order of the House. It is not in order until that order has been 
executed in part at least. 

The SPEAKER. Since the last motion to dispense with all further 
proceedings under the call other business has intervened, and, be- 
sides, since then a quorum has appeared on a call of the roll, and 
therefore the motion of the gentleman from Missouri is in order. 

Mr. CAMP. I desire to state why, in my opinion, the motion is 
not in order. It is not in order under clause 8, Rule XVI, Which pro- 
vides that pending a motion to suspend the rules the Chair may en- 
tertain one motion that the House adjourn, but after the result 
thereon is announced he shall not entertain any other dilatory motion 
till the vote is taken on suspension. This is a dilatory motion under 
that clause of the rule which says that no dilatory motion shall be 
entertained till the vote on suspension has been announced. I sub- 
mit, therefore, the motion is not now in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Wehave taken the vote on suspension of the rules. 

Mr. CAMP. We have not yet. 

The SPEAKER. The . of the rule which has been quoted 
by the gentleman from New York relates to dilatory motions pend- 
ing the taking of the vote on the ension of the rules. This 
might be a motion to expedite taking that vote by dispensing with 
further proceedings under the call. The Chair could not construe 
this as a dilatory motion to preyent coming to a vote on the motion 
of the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr.CAMP. Permit me one additional suggestion. Under the rules 
one motion to adjourn only is in order. Isubmit, by parity of reason- 
ing, oniy one motion to dispense with proceeđings under the call is 
in order. 

The SPEAKER. We are now proceeding under the ordinary rules, 

RTA BLACKBURN. The Chair is supported by a number of pre- 
cedents. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 36, noes 43. 


So the motion was 80 cet to. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. Mr. S er, I left home at ten o’clock 
this morning, and then I left some of my family sick, and Ihave been 
uneasy all day on that account, and now I ask for leave of absence 
for a few hours. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FLOWER. This seems to be a great waste of time, and there- 
fore I move that all further proceedings under the call be dispensed 
with and we resolve ourselves into Committee of the Whole to dis- 
cuss the tariff-commission bill. I understand there are some two 
hundred speeches to be delivered on that bill, and it seems to me the 
quicker we get at it the better will the country be pleased. 

Mr. CAMP. That is not in order; but I move by unanimous con- 
sent that if the gentleman from New York has a speech to deliver he 
be permitted to fo so, [rangen] 


e SPEAKER. The point of order is sustained. 


The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar of the House, having in 
custody, under its order, 


. WHEELER. 
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The SPEAKER. Mr. WHEELER, 
at of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to 
offer 

Mr. WHEELER. I left the House to attend business I regarded 


you have been absent from the 


as important with a lawyer having char of a case in which I am 
interested connected with the business of the House, and as he was 
ill I had to go to his house to see him. 

Mr. CALKINS. The honorable gentleman and myself had some 
little meeting down South some years ago conducted on a fair basis, 
and I move he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Speaker, I have just received a note stating 
that my coll e [Mr. Brack] is probably dying, and I ask leave 
of absence on that account. 

There was no objection, and leave of absence was granted accord- 


ingly. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar of the House, having in 
custody, under its order, Mr. PAGE. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. PAGE, you have been absent from the sitting 
of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. PAGE. I was not sent for, and was not brought here hy th 
assistant sergeant-at-arms. I was across at my dinner : 

Ee of Louder!“ 

r. HASKELL. Turn over a new page and we will excuse you. 

Caughts | 

Mr. PAGE. I hope the House will be in order, and if the gentle- 
man from Kansas does not keep order that he will be put under 
arrest. [Laughter.] I have no other excuse to offer. I came back 
of my own volition, as soon as I heard that there was a call of the 
House. I was not arrested, and as soon as I ascertained that the 
House was in session I came back. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I move that the gentleman be excused if he is 
not acquainted with the rules. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I move that my colleague be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BRAGG. If in order, I move that the Republican members 
of the House be permitted now to assemble together into caucus, 


according to pre ous arrangement. [Laughter. 
The SPE The Chair sustains the point of order upon that 
motion. 


Mr. BRAGG. I knew that they were generally out of order when 
8 80 go into caucus, but I do not know whether the Chair would so 
hold. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar of the House, having in 
custody 3 to its order, Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. j 

The SPEAKER. Mr. THOMPSON, you have been absent from the 
oe of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to 
offer 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, but recently I learned 
for the first time that I was absent without the leave of the House. 
I returned to the House of my own accord, and was ae in my seat 
when the Sergeant-at-Arms came to my seat and notified me of the 
action of the Tos [Cries of Louder!“ 

Mr. ATKINS. We cannot hear what the gentleman is saying. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. If you will come right down here I 
will whisper in your ear. [Langhter.] I was not under arrest. I 
was in the House when the Sergeant-at-Arms took me into custody. 
aoe SPEAKER. The gentleman was not present at the call of the 

ouse, 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman, then, was reported as absent with- 
out leave, and was included in an order of the House to be brought 
to the bar of the House with other absent members. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. That is true. I was absent without 
leave at that time. I went for my dinner, and have no other excuses 
under the sun, and deserve any punishment in your power to inflict. 
I am perfectly willing to take it, if every other scape-goat who left 
without order or leave of the House has to stand the same racket. 
[Laughter and applause. ] ; 

Mr. ATKINS. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar of the House, having in 
custody, in obedience to its order, Mr. MARSH. 

TheSPEAKER. Mr. MarsuH, you have been absent from the sitting 
of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. MARSH. Well, sir, I believe I have no excuse whatever. 
[Cries of“ Louder!“ 

Mr. MILLER. We cannot hear a word that is being said. 

Mr. MARSH. If we can have order, Mr. Speaker, I will try to 
answer the question of the Chair. 

The SP. R. The Chair will try to preserve order. 

Mr. MARSH. In answer to the guon of the Speaker, I wish to 
state that I have no valid excuse for my absence. I remained here 
until nearly six o’clock. I supp ib. 

Mr. COOK. You went off, then, on a supposition? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MARSH. I went off on a supposition to get my dinner. 
soon as I got my dinner I returned to the House. 

Mr. ROBESON. I move the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was agreed to 


The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar of the House, having in 
custody, in obedience to its order, Mr. D 


ARRELL. 


The SPEAKER. Mr. D you have been absent from the 
sheng of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to 
offer 

Mr. DARRELL. I desire to state, Mr. er, that my usual din- 
ner hour is about half past five o’clock. I went to my home about a 
square from the Capitol, and after dinner, finding the House still in 
session, I came back voluntarily and got to the door about the time 
it was closed, and of course I was ruled out. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms 3 at the bar of the House, having in 
oustody, aes: to its order, Mr. GIBSON. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. GIBSON, you have been absent from the sit- 
et the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

. GIBSON. I left the House, I thought on the eve of mop ad 
ment, in a very orderly condition; I went home to get my dinner, 
and returned to attend my committee, and to my amazement found 
my brother members still in session. I am sorry I was absent. 

Ir. VAN VOORHIS. Inasmuch as the gentleman left the Honse 
in an orderly condition, I move that his excuse be accepted. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Speaker, I move that leave be given to all the 
members of the House who answered to their names to go to their 
dinners, and that those who have been to dinner be required to 
remain and hold the fort until the others return. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Imake the point of order upon that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BRAGG. I would like to know under which rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not always bound to assign reasons. 

Mr, BRAGG. It is easier sometimes to render judgments than to 
give reasons. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair recognizes that. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar of the House, having 
in custody, in obedience to its order, Mr. WHITE, Mr. GUENTHER, 
and Mr. GEORGE. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. WHITE, you have been absent from the sit- 
ba the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, I was requested by my colleague to 
pair with him for the evening, and, supposing the House would 
adjourn in a few moments, went to dinner, and immediately after 
returned, but would not have come back only for the fact that it 
was understood that we were to have a caucus to-night. I supposed 
it was time for that to begin, and came back for that reason. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio. I move thatthe gentlemen be excused. 


The motion was are. to. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. GuENTHER, you have been absent from the 
Sung of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to 
offer 

Mr. GUENTHER. Mr. Speaker, I am fortunately the possessor of 
a wife and chi!!! 

Mr. VAN VO )RHIS. I move that he be allowed to make his ex- 
cuse in Germal . 

Mr. GUENTHER. And they are not used to my being absent after 
six o’clock. Therefore I paired with my colleague, [Mr. DEUSTER, ] 
in order to give my family an opportunity to go to dinner. That is 
all the excuse I have to offer. 

— WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I move that my colleague be ex- 
cused, 


The motion was 1 to. 

The SPEAKER. r. GEORGE, you have been absent from the sit- 
ting of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

r. GEORGE. Mr. ef ape our committee cools der meeting this 
evening, I, being quite hungry, went to my dinner before the com- 
mittee met. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. What committee. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FLOWER. I move the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that my colleague, 
Mr. DEERING, is quite unwell, and I ask that he be excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. HASKELL in the chair.) Is there 
consent to excuse the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DEERING] on 
account of sickness ? 

There was no objection, and the motion was a to. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Speaker, I move that my colleague, Mr. DEUS- 
TER, be excused. Iam not aware of any good reason for asking to 
excuse him except that this is the lenten season, and gentlemen of 
devotional tendencies would like to have some time to attend to such 
services, 

I suggested this for the reason that the Chair, I supposed, would 
remember that this is the lenten season, but as I see that the Chair 
does not appreciate it, perhaps there are some members of thè House 
who may understand what it is, and I address myself to them. 
[Laughter.] Therefore I move that he be excused, as I have no 
doubt he is engaged in devotional exercises, such as at this season we 
should all engage in. 

The SPEARER pro tempore. The Chair does not understand the 
gentleman as pressing his motion. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms ap at the bar of the Honse, having in 
enstody, in obedience to its order, Mr. URNER and Mr. SHULTZ. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. URNER, you have been absent 
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from the sitting of the House without its leave. What excuse have 

ou to offer? 
7 Mr. URNER. I have to say, Mr. Speaker, that I was paired with 
my colleague, [Mr. McLane, J and I expected an important member 
of my family down on the train and went to the depot expecting to 
meet her. I came back to the House voluntarily, and was arrested 
in trying to come in. I found the doors were barred against me. 

Mr. MOKINLEY. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. SHULTZ, you have been absent 
from the sitting of the House without its leave. What excuse have 

ou to offer ? 
7 Mr. SHULTZ. Mr. Speaker, I retired from the House about half 
past five o’clock, my usual time for dinner. I regret very much my 
absence; but I made my return here without the notice of the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms. I came voluntarily when I found the House was in 
session, 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move that my colleague be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. TAR. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar of the House, having in 
custody, under its order, Mr. MANNING and Mr. RYAN. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. MANNING, you have been absent 
from the sitting of the House without its leave. What excuse have 
you to offer? 

Mr. MANNING. I left the House this evening about half past 
four o’clock, being paired with Mr. Cutts, of Iowa. Not being able 
to vote and not feeling that I could render any service, I retired. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I move that the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. RYAN, you have been absent from 
the sitting of the House without its leave. What excuse have you 
to offer? 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I was pend j left the House before 
the adjournment, aie came here voluntarily to attend the session of 
the House. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I move that my colleague be excused. 

Mr. CALKINS. I rise toa question of order. I ask that members 
be required to take their seats that we may hear the excuses which 
8 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order is well taken. 
When the House is in order business will proceed. 

Mr. MILLER. I move that the excuse offered by the gentleman 
from Kansas be accepted. 

The motion was to. 

The Sergeant-at- sopoae at the bar of the House, having 
in custody, under its order, Mr. KLOTZ. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. KLOTZ, you have been absent 
from the sittings of the House without its leave. What excuse have 
you to offer? š 

Mr. KLOTZ, (speaking in German.) Iam paired with Mr. HEIL- 
MAN, of Indiana, who has gone to New York, and in his absence I 
could not vote, and having an engagement with a constitnent, under 
those circumstances I went to fulfill that engagement, 

I move that the gentleman from Pennsylvania be 


agreed to. 


excused, 

The motion was 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar of the House, having in 
custody, under its orders, Mr. AIKEN, Mr. CAMPBELL, and Mr. BEACH. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. AIKEN, you have been absent 
from the sittings of the House without its leave. What excuse have 
you to offer? 

Mr. AIKEN. I have no excuse to offer, except that my health is 
such that I do not care to remain out after night. When night-fall 
came on I went home, where I believe I ought to have staid. 

Mr. CAMP. I move that the gentleman from South Carolina be 
excused, 

The motion was agreed to, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. CAMPBELL, you have been absent 
from the sittings of the House without its leave. What excuse have 
you to offer? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I left here about six o’clock, presuming the 
House was about to adjourn. 

Mr, CAMP. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was a to. 

The SPEAKER tempore. Mr. BEACH, you have been absent 
from the sittings of the House without its leave. What excuse have 
you to offer? 

Mr. BEACH. I left the House at the time the motion to adjourn 
was pending under the supposition that the motion would prevail. 
I went to my hotel and took my dinner, and upon my danghter call- 
ing my attention to the fact that the Capitol was illuminated I im- 
monay returned here. I trust my excuse will be accepted by the 

ouse, 

m TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I move that the gentleman be ex- 


cused. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar of the House, having in 
custody, under its order, Mr. VANCE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. VANCE, you have been absent from 


oe sens of the House without its leave. What excuse have you 
o offer 
Mr. VANCE, Mr. 5 7 I do not know that I have any excuse 


that is very serious, 
upon the poe of voting for the Geneva award bill. 
when I left, the House was goin, 

still in session I have return 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. CAMP. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar of the House, having in 
custody, under its order, Mr. Morse. s 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. MORSE, you have been absent 
from the sittings of the House without its leave. Whatexcuse have 
you to offer? = 

Mr. MORSE. I was not aware the House was in session when I 
left the Capitol. When I learned that it was in session I returned 
without having been arrested by any one. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was peroo to. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I desire tosay that the joint Republican caucus 
which was called for this evening is postponed until to-morrow even- 
ing at eight o’clock. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar of the House, havingin 
custody, under its order, Mr. WEST. 


went to get a little supper and to meditate 
I thought, 
to adjourn, but finding that it was 
and am now here for the night. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. WEST, you have been absent from 
the eee of the House without its leave. What excuse have you 
to offer 


Mr. WEST. Mr. Speaker, I left the House about five o’clock with 
the idea of going to get some dinner. I supposed, when 1 left, the 
yo was about to adjourn; otherwise I should have remained 

ere, 

Mr. DWIGHT. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar of the House, having in 
custody, under its order, Mr. PAUL. 

The SPEAKER protempors. Mr. PAUL, you have been absent from 
the 8 of the House without its leave. What excuse have you 
to offer 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, [had an important engagement on busi- 
ness connected with the House, business in which my constituents 
and all the poor of Virginia are interested, and I thought that un- 
less I attended to it perhaps the place that now knows me might 
know me no more forever. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. 
cused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar of the House, having in 
custody, under its order, Mr. MOULTON. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. MOULTON, you have been absent 
from the sittings of the House without its leave. What excuse have 
you to offer? 

Mr. MOULTON. Mr. Speaker, heretofore I have had a very high 
respect for the sense of this House. Ihad no idea that on an inclem- 
ent night like this the House would so far disregard the rules of 
health as to sit here. This accounts for my absence. I was relying 
upon the godd sense of the House. 

Mr. REED. I move that the gentleman be excused after such 
reliance as that. [Laughter.] 

The motion was to. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar of the House, having in 
custody, under its order, Mr. JONES, of Texas. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. JoNES, you have been absent 
from the sitting of the House without its leave. What excuse have 
you to offer? 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. I am afraid my excuse is a rather poor one. 
Having voted upon the call of the yeas and nays on the resolution 
in regard to the tariff-commission bill, and supposing that would be 
the last business the House would attempt to-day, the hour being 
late and my dinner-time arrived, I went to dinner. It is a rather 

oor excuse, I know. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MARSH. I move that further proceedings under the call be 
dispensed with. 

The motion was not agreed to, there being—ayes 24, noes 58. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask to be excused from further at- 
tendance on the House to-night. I have been out of bed only a few 
days, having been ill with rheumatic fever; I am now suffering very 
greatly with rheumatism, and my throat is so sore I can scarcely 
speak. I hope the House will excuse me, 

Mr. DUNNELL. I move the gentleman be excused. 

There being no objection, the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave of absence 
for the remainder of the evening. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama asks 
leave of absence for the remainder of the evening. 


Several MEMBERS. Why! 
No reason is stated to the Chair. Is 


I move that the gentleman be ex- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
there objection ? 
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Mr. CAMP, I object, unless there is some good reason given. 
The Sergeant-at- ego at the bar of the House, having in 
custody, under its order, Mr. Davis of Missouri, Mr. CURTIN, and 


Mr. CLARDY 

The SPEAKER e tempore. Mr. Davis, you have been absent 
from the sitting of the House without its leave. What excuse have 
you to offer? 


to make except that 


Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri. I have no apolo; 
i have 


I did not know the House was in session; otherwise I woul 
been here, as I have always been in the past. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I move the gentleman be excused. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pe tempore. Mr. CURTIN, you have been absent 
from the ne of the House without its leave. What excuse have 
ou to offer 
s Mr. CURTIN. I have been confined to my house all day with sore 
throat. 8 
Mr. McKINLEY. I move the gentleman be excused. 
The motion was agreed to 


The SPEAKER tempore. Mr. CLARDY, you have been absent 
from the sitting of the House without its leave. What excuse have 
you to offer ? 


Mr. CLARDY. I was in the House until about half past five 
o’clock, when, thinking the House was about to adjourn, (and I 
believe it ought to have ourned about that ak I went to m 
hotel and got my dinner. I have now returned and am prep: 
to pass the evening here. > 

Mr. CLARK. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

hs mouan vae: a; to. 1 A 

0 Fee E ə bar of the House, havin 
7 . KETCHAM : E 


in custody, under its order, 6 

The SPEAKER W eats Mr. KETCHAM, you have been absent 
from pet of the House without its leave. Whatexcuse have 
you to offer 

Mr. KETCHAM, I remained here until about five o’clock, the 
usual hour of adjournment—— [Cries of Louder!“ 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I move that my coll © be excused. 

The 8 being taken, there were ayes 26, noes not counted. 

Mr. VALENTINE. [I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. VAN Vooruis and Mr. VALENTINE 
were appointed. 

The Honse divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 35, noes 3. 

So the motion of Mr. VAN VoorRHIS was agreed to. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms ap at the bar of the House, having in 
custody, under its order, Mr. SMITH of New York, Mr. SHACKELFORD, 
and Mr. RoBERTSON. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr, SmitH, of New York, you have 
been absent from the sitting of the House without its leave. What 
excuse haye you to offer? 

Mr. WAIT. To save time cannot these gentlemen be excused in 
platoons. anghen, 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. I would say, Mr. S. 
the first time in my Congressional experience I 
arrest. [Lau zonal I say it in great deference to the authority of 
the House. feel I am a prisoner in the hands of my friends. 
[Laughter. ] I look upon it as an imprisonment of love. Ilook upon 
it as a token of the regard of the House. [Laughter.] I apologize 
most humbly for the fact my absence has suspended the action of 
the Congress of the United States. [Laughter.] I promise here- 
after I will be more faithful to my duty. 

But gravely, Mr. Speaker, the reason for my absence was sickness. 
I have nothing more to say and I submit myself to the courtesy and 
authority of the House. 

Mr. BEACH. I move that my colleague be excused. 

Mr. KLOTZ. I move he be fined 820. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CALKINS. I move to make it $10. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I rise to debate the proposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Chair has recognized the pro 
sition of the gentleman’s coll e, that the 8 from New 
York be excused. The other motions the Chair decides to be out of 
order as not germane to the subject. 

The 7 was put, and it was decided the negative had it. 

Mr. OTZ. I insist on my motion. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I rise to a point of order. There is 
a gentleman in the rear of this Hall who I heard some time ago using 
another language from the one he is using now. I cannot under- 
stand by what process under the rules of this House this gentleman 
is now allowed to make a motion in a different tongue from that in 
which he made his excuse. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. KLOTZ. I will explain. 

Mr. KLOTZ continued to address the House in German, amid great 


laughter. 

e SPEAKER pro tem The Chair has already ruled the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania out of order. A division has been asked 
on the motion that the gentleman from New York be excused. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 40, noes none. 


So the motion was agreed to; and Mr. SMITH, of New York, was 


er, that it is 
ave been under 


excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. SHACKELFORD, you have been ab- 
sent from the sitting of House without its leave. What excuse 
have you to offer? 


Mr. SHACKELFORD. I have none to offer. Iam at the mercy 
of the House. 
Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I move that my colleague be ex- 


cused. 

The motion was to. 

The SPEAKER pe sapere Mr. ROBERTSON, you have been absent 
from io miting of the House without its leave. What excuse have 
you to offer 

Mr. ROBERTSON, (speaking in French.) Mr. Speaker, my confi- 
dence in the 3 of this House has 8 y abused. We 
have some big men in this House. My friend from New Jersey, [ Mr. 
ROBESON, J 1 the Republican side of the House, and my 
friend from Kentucky, [Mr. BLACKBURN, ] representing the Demo- 
cratic side, undertook to make an ent which I thought was 
binding on the rest of us small-fry. About five o’clock this evenin 
after the motion to 22 had been voted down, the t Repub- 
lican leader, the gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. ROBESON, ] ir 
whom I had placed my confidence, made a proposition to oa 
recess till eleven o’clock to-morrow morning. I was standing near 
one leader, [ Mr. 3 who said he accepted the proposition. 
I said “ That settles it,” and I took my hat and went to dinner. 

Now, I have been grossly deceived in placing my confidence in these 
self-constituted leaders, It is only another evidence of the truth, 
Put not your trust in princes,” coe 

Mr. SKINNER. I make the point that the Chinese bill is not now 
under consideration. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. GIBSON. I move that my colleague be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE. I move that Mr. HERNDON be excused from further 
attendance on account of sickness, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIS, I ask, by unanimous consent, my colleague, Mr. 
TURNER, also be excused. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. WILLIS. I make the motion he be excused, and h the 
Chair will exercise his usual judgment in counting. [Laughter.] 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 10, noes 40. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. REED. I move that all further proceedings under the call be 
dispensed with. 

he motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bi reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill an Pen res- 
olutions of the yoy titles ; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 2736) authorizing the sale of certain logs cut by 
the Indians of the Menomonee reservation, in Wisconsin. 

Joint resolution (S. R. No. 49) making a further appropriation to 
relieve the sufferers by the overflow of the Mississippi River and its 
tributaries. 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 130) granting the tise of articles, tents, 
&c., at the soldiers’ reunion to be held at Grand Island, Nebraska, 
in the month of August, 1882. 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 132) granting the use of articles, tents, 
&c., at the encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic of the 
Department of Pennsylvania on the battle-field of Gettysburgh, in 
July, 1882. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. REED. I now demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. It is on the motion to suspend the rules and 
adopt the resolution. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. REED. That is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. Pending this motion to suspend the rules one mo- 
tion to adjourn has been voted down, and that is all that is allowed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Has any business intervened since that motion 
was made? 

The SPEAKER. Business has intervened. 

Mr. REED. I call for the question. 

The SPEAKER. The rule, the Chair will state, is very imperative 
upon this subject. 5 

Mr. BLACKBURN. This, the Chair will observe, is a new motion. 

The SPEAKER. It is a new motion, and only one motion can be 
entertained. The other motion was voted down. 

Mr. REED. I called for the regular order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Chair will observe, as I have stated, that 
this is, however, a new motion. 

Mr. REED. The Speaker is not authorized to entertain the motion. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The motion was pending. This is not a renewal 
of the motion. The Chair will again cause the rule to be read. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I desire to be heard on the point of 


order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pe a motion to suspend the rules, the may entertain one motion 
that the House adjourn, but after the result m is announced he shall not 
entertain any other dilatory motion till the vote is taken on suspension. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Now, the point of order is this, that the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules for the purpose indicated was made. In 
the prosecution of an effort to obtain a vote on that motion the fact 


EE gee hee Meee CULT ] My eter tig ee 


CONGRESSIONAL 


2088 


RECORD—HOUSE. Marcu 20, 


was disclosed that the House was without a quorum. A motion was 
then made for a call of the House, which was ordered and had. After 
proceeding for awhile under the call the motion was made to dispense 
with further 8 that call, which motion was agreed 
to. Assuredly during t time no other motion was left pending 
before this House. The gentleman from Maine now takes the floor 
and makes a motion which, although couched in the same language 
as the former motion, is in reality a new motion, having abandoned 
the prosecution of the motion which was before the House when he 
moved to dispense with further proceedings under the call. 

Mr. REED. I do not think it n to reply to the remarks of 
the gentleman from Kentucky 1 5 the point of order. I called for 
the regular order, and thereupon the Speaker put the proper question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I call for a decision 7 0 the point of order to 
which the gentleman from Maine seems unable to . 

The SPEAKER. Upon the point of order made by the gentleman 
from Kentucky, the Chair desires to say that the gentleman from 
Maine, after proceedings under the call of the House had been dis- 
pensed with, called up the motion which was to suspend the rules 
and adopt the resolution which was read by the Clerk. That motion 
had been submitted to the House, and pending the consideration of 
it a motion was made that the House A which was lost. The 
Chair now holds that the motion of the gentleman from Maine has 
been pending ever since it was first stated to the House; that all the 
intervening business in connection with the call of the House has 
been business that was merely incident to the fact that a quorum 
did not vote. That the motion has been pending all the time, and 
the difficulty about announcing the result was that a quorum did 
not vote. The motion having been pending, and one motion havin 
been made to adjourn and voted down, the Chair holds that the 
motion to adjourn is not now in order, and therefore overrules the 

oint of order. The question is on the motion of the gentleman from 
Maine to suspend the rules and adopt the resolution. 

The question being taken, on a division by sound the Speaker 

stated that in the opinion of the Chair the “ayes” had it. 


Mr. SPARKS. hat is the motion ? 
The SPEAKER, The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Maine, [Mr. REED, I to suspend the rules and adopt the resolu- 


tion which has been , fixing a day for the consideration of the 
bill providing for the distribution of the Geneva award. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let us have a division. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 92, noes 1. 

Mr. SPARKS and Mr. BLACKBURN made the point that a quo- 
rum had not voted. - 

The SPEAKER. A quorum not having voted, the Chair appoints 
as tellers the gentleman from Maine, Mr. REED, and the gentleman 
from Kentucky, Mr. BLACKBURN. 

The House divided, and the tellers reported ayes 114. 

Pending the announcement of the negative vote, 

Mr. BLAND. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLAND. Has there not been a vote on the proposition of the 
gentleman from Maine, and is it not time the vote was announced by 
the Chair? There has been a vote on the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Maine and that has been announced by the Chair, and 
having been announced to the House I claim it is in order to move 
to adjourn, because under the rules we have had a vote on that prop- 
osition. 

The SPEAKER. The vote has not been completed. The tellers 
are still in their places waiting for a quorum to vote. 

Mr. SPARKS. big? ao they not vote, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. That is an inquiry which should be addressed to 
the gentlemen not voting. 

Mr. BLAND. Irise to make a parliamentary inquiry. Itisclaimed 
that no quorum has voted. I want to know if this House is to re- 
main in session until next July before a motion can be made for 

journment, unless a quorum votes on this proposition ? 

e SPEAKER. The House has already voted down a motion to 

journ | this question. 

fr. CAMP. make the point of order that it is not in order to 
— a parliamentary inquiry to the Chair while the House is 
viding. 

Mr. HOUSE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. It is this: When 
can this House adjourn under the rulings of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER. That is a matter in the power of the House. 

Mr. HOUSE. The Chair rules, as I understand, that a motion to 
1 is not in order, and we cannot adjourn without a motion. 

e SPEAKER. The pending question has to be disposed of first, 
and it is in the power of the House to dispose of that question. When 
that is disposed of a motion to adjourn is in order. 

Mr. C . Isubmit to the Chair that while the House is divid- 
iog theas arliamentary inquiries are not in order. 

e SPEAKER. They relate to the very matter of the division, 
one Mags e 5 man 

> 5 r. er, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. 83 will state it. eee 

Mr. MOORE. I wish to inquire if there be no way by which the 
Representatives of the American people in Con assembled can 
transact the business for which we aresent here? I confess it seems 
to me we have been and are now enacting a very broad farce. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point. 


Mr. MOORE. I am trying to find out the point. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLAND. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. One at a time. 

Mr. MOORE. Lam trying to find out how we may proceed ta- 
bly and decently in the performance of the public business. I, for 
one, am ashamed of the action of this House, and I protest against it. 

Mr. BLAND. There is no voting at present between the tellers. 
Gentlemen are in the aisles and crowding around the tellers so that 
we cannot even see the tellers. The House is in utter confusion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri makes the point 
of order that the Houseis notinorder. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. Gentlemen who are surrounding the tellers will be seated. 

Mr. BLAND. I wish to make a further parliamentary inquiry. 
It is this: How long will the Chair presume to hold the House under 
a vote when no vote is being had, and gentlemen are conversing all 
around, I demand a vote. Members have the right to have a vote 
and to have something decided. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the House is dividing and 
no quorum has yet been reported. The point of order is made that 
no Ng rs has voted, and it is for the House to solve that question. 

. BLAND. My question is, how long will the Chair refuse any 
motion to adjourn and keep the House here, while gentlemen remain 
around the tellers without voting? 

The SPEAKER. It is not for the Chair to determine that. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I ask the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND] if he voted. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum has not yet voted. The Chair thinks 
pa yesh is present, and requests members to vote on one side or 
the other. 

Mr. SPARKS. I rise to a point of order. It is, that there is no 
order in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. HOUSE. I make the point of order that gentlemen should 
take their seats. We cannot get to the tellers to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. FLOWER. I move that the poll be now closed. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order. Gentlemen are 
requested to vote. 

Mr. KENNA. I rise to ask whether it be in order to take the vote 
on the . by yeas and nays? 

The SPEA It is, if the House shall so order. 

Mr. KENNA. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ROBESON. I rise to oe pales of order, and ask that the first 
paragraph of Rule VIII be Mx object is to bring my friends on 
the otherside of the House toa distinct appreciation of their situation. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will nat the paragraph of Rule VIII 
indicated by the gentleman from New Jersey. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Every member shall be present within the Hall of the House during its sittings, 
unless excused or n ly B rege ; and shall vote on each 7 — — put, un- 
less on mocion made before ion or the commencement of the roll-call, and de- 
cided without debate, he shall be excused, or unless he has a direct, personal, or 
pecuniary interest in the event of such question. 

Mr. ROBESON. I desire now, Mr. Speaker, the attention of my 
friends on the other side of the House to the demand of the rule 
which they themselves made. 

Mr. SPARKS. And which gentlemen on the other side of the 
House in the last Congress invariably violated. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia Mr. [KENNA] 
demands tne yeas and nays. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays there were—ayes 


27, noes 102. 
The SPEAKER. More than one-fifth having voted in the affirm- 
ative, the yeas and nays are ordered. 

Mr. SPARKS. What has become of the tellers? 

The SPEAKER. The tellers are relieved. The House by a con- 
stitutional vote has ordered the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 106, nays 5, not 
voting 181; as follows: 


YEAS—106. 
Aike: Tre ih, Robinson, James 8. 
Aldrich, Farwell, Chas. B. McClure, Russell, 
Anderson, Farwell, Sewell S. MeCoid, 
Barr, Fisher, McKinley, Shultz, 
B Garrison, Miles, kinner, 
Briggs, George, Miller, Smith, J. Hyatt 
rusm, Grou: Moore, Spaulding, 
Buck, Hall, Morey, Spooner, 
B Julius C. Harris, Benj. W. Morse, mpson, Wm. G. 
Calkins, Haseltine, Moulton, 
Camp, Haskell, Neal, Townsend, Amos 
Cam bell, Henderson, No Tucker, 
Candler, Hepburn, O'Neill, onee 
Cannon, k, Pacheco, alentine, 
Carpenter, Horr, Parker, Van Horn, 
Caswell, ouk, Payson, Van Voorhis, 
Chace, Hubbell, Peelle, Wait, 
Converse, Hubbs, Ranney, Walker, 
x Humphrey, Ray, haha 
Cc Jaco! Reed, Washburn, 
Baris 8 * Jones, Phineas Rice, SES a 8 
eorge enna, ice, eron est, 
De Motte, Lacey, ce, W. Wiliams, Chas. G. 
5) = 
ey, ey, 
Dunnell, Lewis, beson, 
Dwight, Lord, Robinson, Geo. D. 
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NAYS—5. ‘ 
= Paul, Smith, A. Herr Warner. 
Jones, George 
3 NOT VOTING—181. 
Allen, Davis, Lowndes H. Jorgensen, Scoville, 
Armfield, Dawes, Joyce, Scranton, 
Atherton. Deering, Kasson, Shackelford, 
Atkins, muster, Kelley, Shallenberger, 
Barbour, ble, Ketcham, Saa h 
Ba Dibrell, King, Simonton, 
Belford, f Kio Singleton, Jas. W. 
Belmon Dugro, Knott, Singleton, Otho R. 
ee Te Terz Snark, 
g evre, 
Black Ermentrout, Lindsey, 3 
Blackburn, 3 Manning, ger, 
Blanchard, Finley, Martin, Steele, 
Flower, Mason, Stephens, 
Ford, Matson, Si er, 
Blount, Forney, McCook Stone, 
Bowman, F McKenzie, Strait, 
Bragg, Fulkerson, McLane, Talbott, 
Brewer, es, MeMillin, Taylor, 
PORON Gibson, —— Roger Q. omas. aie 
uchanan, oney, Thompson, 5 
Buekner, Guenther, MAAA, Townshend, R. W. 
Burrows, Jos. H. Gunter, Mı Turner, Henry G. 
Butterworth, fiammond, John — wW, aur an 
0 zabell, pat . 
5 Hardenbergh, Mehler, Upped 
arlisle, yı olan, pson, 
Cassidy, Harmer, Oates, rner, 
Chalmers, Harris, Henry 8. Orth, Vance, 
Chapman, teh, Pofre, Van Aernam, 
Clardy, Hawk, P. ‘Wadsworth, 
Clark, Hazelton, Pettibone, Watson, 
Clements, Heilman, 3 5 — Wellborn, 
bb, Herbert, P ` Wheeler, 
Colerick, Herndon, Pound, a 
Cook, Hewitt, Abram S. Prescott, Whi rn 
ell, Hewitt, G. W. Randall, Williams, mas 
Lor, Willam R. — Hoblitael, D.P. Wise, George D 
x 0 n rge D. 
Covington, Hoge, Richardson, Ino. S. Wise, Morgan R. 
Cravens, H bertson, ood, Benjamin 
Crowley, Hooker, Robinson, Wm. E. Wood, Walter A. 
Cull n, House, i Young. 
© 4 Hutchins, Ross, 
Cu Jad Ryan, 
Da 5 Jones, James K. Scales, 


During the roll-call 
Mr. WHITE said: I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHITE. I am paired with my colleague, [Mr. CALDWELL. ] 
I desire to know whether it would be in order for me to vote now to 
make a quorum ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that all matters regarding 
pairs are with the members themselves. If the terms of the pair 

Mr. WHITE. There were no terms about it. We simply paired 
for the day, thinking there would be an adjournment soon. 

ite SPEAKER. Gentlemen must decide such matters for them- 
. selves, 

After the second call of the roll, 

Mr. PAGE said: Iam paired with Mr. REAGAN, of Texas; but I 
am at liberty to vote to make a quorum, and if my vote is necessary 
for that purpose I will vote. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I am’ paired with Mr. KNOTT, 
of Kentucky. Mr. Knorr and myself are members of the Committee 
on the Judiciary, which committee unanimously agreed that the 
motion to suspend the rules might be made in the House. I have 
therefore voted, because the House lacked a quorum of voters, and 
I do not think I have been guilty of any breach of the understand- 
ing in that particular. 

8 NIN G. I did not vote when my name was called, because 
I am paired with Mr. Cutts, of Iowa; but I do not think it would 
be infringing the pair for me to vote. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am not disposed to make a point of order 
against my friend from Mississippi, but if he will reflect a moment 
he will see that he is not entitled to vote. 

Mr. MANNING. Iam; there is nothing to restrain me from voting 
but the pair. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Except the rule which prevents any one from 
voting after the second call of the roll. 

Mr. ROBESON. Can it not be done by unanimous consent? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The rule forbids the Speaker from entertain- 


ing a request to vote. 
a MANNIN G. Iam not doing my duty perhaps by declining to 
vote. 
Mr. RYAN. Would it make a quorum? 
Mr. MANNING. Perhaps it would not make any difference. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I will not object. 
The following additional pairs were announced : 
. HAWK with Mr. DIBRELL. 
. WATSON with Mr. MUTCHLER. 
RANDALL with Mr. HOLMAN. 
. TURNER, of Kentucky, with Mr. Smrra, of Ilinois. 
LEEDOM with Mr. MOREY. 
Mr. Onru with Mr. WELLBORN. 
Mr. DEUSTER with Mr. GUENTHER. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 


PEPEE 


* 3 I make the point of order that no quorum 
vo 
The SPEAKER. The point of order is made that no quorum has 


voted. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. And now I &sk permission to submit a motion 


that this House adjourn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to call the attention of the Chair 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to be heard upon the 
gorren of the right to l the motion to adjourn at this 
time 

Mr. SPRINGER. If there is any doubt about the right to submit 
the motion I would like to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will read from the Constitution of the United 


States: 

A peg so o each [House] shall constitute a quorum to do business; but a 
smaller number may adjourn from day to day, and may be authorized to compel the 
attendance of absent members, in such manner, and under such penalties, as each 
House may provide. 


Now, it appearing from this vote that there is no quorum present, 
under the Constitution the“ smaller number” than a quoram which 
is present may adjourn from day to day; but we can donothing else 
under the Constitution than to adjourn from day to day, or to send 
for absent members. We have sent for absent members, have com- 
pelled the attendance of as many as we can obtain, and still a quo- 
rum does not appear. Therefore the Constitution says we may 


soour from day to 7 
Ir. BLACKBURN . Ifthe Chairis in doubt, or will indulge me for 
a moment, I want to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I desire as tersely as I may to present to the 
House the reasons I have for holding that a motion to adjourn is now 
in order. They are these: there are but three processes known to 
this House by which it may be determined whether a quorum to do 
business is present or not. One is by the Speakers count. If that 
should not prove satisfactory, then a count by tellers may be demand- 
ed, and that passes the count from the Speaker to the jurisdiction of 
the House. 

If the count by tellers is not satisfactory, then the yeas and nays 
may be had, which is another procedure of the House and not within 
the scope of the Speaker’s jurisdiction. These three processes are 
the only ones known to this or any other deliberative body by which 
to determine whether in the purview of the Constitution there is a 
sufficient number of members present to do business. Now, I insist 
sir, that these three processes have been exhausted. The Speaker 
has made his count and reported that no quorum was here ready to 
vote. The count by tellers has been had, and it failed to develo 
a quorum according to the report made by the tellers. The yeas an 
nays have been ordered and the call has been had; it shows that no 
quorum is here. 

Now, I say, Mr. Speaker, that under the adjudications of your pre- 
decessors, with an unbroken chain of precedents as well under the 
operation of this system of rules as that which preceded it, we stand 
here committed to the declaration that if a motion to adjourn is not 
now in order, neither is a motion for a call of the Honse; and if a 
motion to adjourn is not now in order, then I will not say that the 
ruling of the Chair, which has not yet been made, will be the cause 
of it, but I will say that with more than fifteen members, with more 
than one hundred members as shown by the countand the roll-call, this 
House has been robbed of its power to adjourn at all. If a motion 
to adjourn is not in order now, ¢ motion fora call of the House is not 
in order now; and I ask the Chair to tell me what motion beneath 
God’s sun is in order when this House finds itself without a quorum, 
except it be one of these two motions? 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Perpetual motion. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman’s tongue represents the subject 
of hisremark. What will you do now unless you move a call of the 
House? And if you say a call of the House is in order, pray tell me 
under what rule or decision of any Speaker you can find shelter or 
justification for that position except that provision of the rule which 
says that when the House finds itself without a quorum it may either 
adjourn or order a call of the House. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I rise to a point of order. It is that the 
8 from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] is not now in the 

ouse, The call of the roll which has just been had shows that he 
is not here. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, The point I make on the gentleman from 
New York is that he ought to be parliamentarian enough to know 
that neither this Speaker nor any that have preceded him is allowed 
to entertain two points of order at the same time. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order made by the gentleman from 
New York is not sustained. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. We all know perfectly well that there are 
one hundred and sixty members of this House present. The men 


ntleman. 


who complain that they want to adjourn are those who do not vote, 
Now, they have no right to violate their own rule, for this rule was 
made by a Democratic House. They violate their own rule which 
requires them to vote; they say they will not vote, and then they 
ask the Speaker to violate another rule and let them move to 


ourn. 
. SPRINGER. The rule under which the Speaker has heretofore 


2090 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. Maron 20, 


held that the motion to adjourn was not in order is clause 8 of Rule 
XVI, which says: 

Pendin; tion to the rules, the ki 
a the Honea aoan, bet afver the yovult hereon le 

That is, on the motion to adjourn— 

He shall not entertain any other dilatory motion till the vote is taken on sus- 
pension. 

Now, the House has taken a vote on suspension, and that vote 
showed that there was no quorum present. e vote was completed 
by the roll-call, and the rule was satisfied when the vote on suspen- 
sion was taken. That vote having developed the fact that no quorum 
was present, the House is brought to another part of our Rules, laid 
down in the Manual on page 337. 

Mr. ROBESON. Read it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam going to read it: 

Where less than a quorum is t a motion to take a recess is not in order; 
and no motion is in order except for a call or to adjourn. 

Mr. ROBESON. What rule is that? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Thatis the decision of Speakers of the House laid 
down in the Manual, referring to Journals of the first session of the 
Twenty-ninth Congress, page 356; the second session of the Twenty- 
ninth Congress, page 343; and the second session of the Thirty-sec- 


ond Con page 388. 

Mr. ROBESON. Is there any such ruling in the second session of 
the Forty-sixth Congress ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. On pages 188 and 199 of the Manual the same 
. is By rags Again it was decided in a ruling which will be 
found i e Journal of the first session of the Twenty-third Con- 
gress, page 651, that— 

A motion to adjourn may be repeated, although no question has been put or 
decided since the former motion, but there must ieee been some — busi- 
ness. 


may entertain one motion 
announced— 


There has been some intervening business in this case. 

A MEMBER. From what is the gentleman reading? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am reading from the rules of this House as 
they existed at the second session of the Forty-sixth Congress. I 
have cited the decisions of Speakers of this House made upon rules 
precisely similar to those we now have. 

The rule for a suspension of the rules does not apply when there is 
no quorum present, because the House cannot do business in the 
absence of a quorum. We are therefore remitted to the provision of 
the Constitution which says that when the House finds itself with- 
out a quorum it may adjourn from day to day or compel the attend- 
ance of absent members. Now, if under the Constitution, findin 
ourselves without a quorum, we may adjourn from day to day, 
should like the Speaker to tell us how we can adjourn unless he 
entertains a motion to that effect? 

Mr. ROBESON obtained the floor. 

Mr. BLAND. Before the gentleman proceeds I desire to make a 
suggestion for him to answer. It is this: suppose, under the motion 
to suspend the rules it is developed no quorum is present on account 
of the House excusing members because of sickness, and who cannot 
be brought here, thus leaving the House without a quorum and with 
no possibility of obtaining one at present, is it possible this House 
must remain in session until those gentlemen recover and come here 
and make a quorum? In other words, if we find now that we have 
excused so many members to-night on account of sickness of gen- 
tlemen who are absent and without whose presence we cannot have 
a quorum, are we to remain in session until they recover and come 
here to make a quorum? Or if they remain sick until next July are 
those who are here to remain here until the others can return? No 
gentleman has the right to assume a quorum is present unless the 
roll-call shows it to be present. 

The SPEAKER. The roll-call shows one hundred and seventy- 
eight members are present. 

. BLAND. I put that as a question for the gentleman from 
New Jersey and the Speaker to answer. Suppose by the roll-call 
there is no quorum, will the Speaker say there is a quorum? Will 
he say no motion to adjourn is in order until sick members have 
returned? Such an absurdity cannot be recognized. 

Mr. ROBESON. Mr. Speaker, it is a fact which no man will deny 
as a fact that there is a quorum now present. 

Mr. HOUSE. How do you know there is? 

Mr. ROBESON. The gentleman who questions it will not deny it 
asaman. It is also a fact by the rules which were made under the 
direction of my friend from Kentucky, who is now leading the move- 
ment to obstruct public business. 

Mr. ATKINS. That is the gentleman’s opinion only. 

Mr. BLAND. How is the Speaker to determine whether a quorum 
is present or not. The rule provides how the et of a quorum 
shall be determined, and the Speaker has no right to say a quorum is 
present when the roll-call shows it is not. He sets himself above the 


rules. 

Mr. ROBESON. Give me a chance. It has been revealed by every 
process which the rules provide for ultimately determining the ques- 
tion of a gueron here that there is a quorum present. 

Mr. ATKINS. No official quorum is present, 

Mr. ROBESON. On the last call of 
to their names, 


e House a quorum answered 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Suppose they have left. 


Mr. ROBESON. They have not left. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. How do you know it? 

Mr. ROBESON. The gentleman from Kentucky will agree with 
me that a quorum still remains here. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not. 

Mr. ATKINS. Bop that to be true, what then? 

Mr. ROBESON. it be true, then, under the rules which were 
made by gentlemen on the other side of the House in the second ses- 
sion of the Forty-sixth Congress, it is provided that every member 
shall vote on every question unless he has a personal or pecuniary 


interest. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. ROBESON. Directly I will allow every gentleman to ask me 
a question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I know the gentleman’s co . 

Mr. ROBESON. By another rule of that same code, which was 
reported by my friend, who I see has now risen to his feet to a ques- 
tion—by another rule of that same code it is provided that pending 
a motion to suspend the rules there shall be but one dilatory motion, 
a motion to adjourn. 

Now, I bring the gentleman face to face with his own rules. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has read us various decis- 
ions from the Journal which show in other times and under other 
codes and by other procedures other motions to adjourn were possi- 
ble. The Constitution itself says, I admit, that a majority is a quo- 
rum for the transaction of business, but a less number may adjourn, 
and the same clause provides they may make the rules for their own 
procedure, governing and providi g the processes by which they 
will adjourn, and I say that under the rules which they. have made 
they have, if the rules amount to anything, built up a barrier not 
only against adjournment but against the privilege which the Con- 
stitution gives them and against common sense. 

And it is no argument for the gentlemen to say when they rise here 
that it is foolish to say that we cannot adjourn, because how are you 
going to get out of the scrape. Why, you ought to have thought of 
that when you made your rules, and you ought to think of it now, 
when you insist on maintaining them, and when you refuse to vote. 
The remedy is within the hands of the gentlemenoverthere. Every 
man knows it. All they have to do is to obey Rule VIII, and when 
their names are called answer yes or no. We seek to bind the con- 
science of no man. We do not ask them to vote for any proposition. 
We do not ask them todo anything they do not want to do. Weask 
them to put themselves on record against the thing, if they desire to 
put themselves on record against it. 

But they sit in their seats and refuse to vote, in violation of every 
proposition of reason or of logic, and then complain of the result of 
their Own dereliction of duty. 

Mr. BRAGG. [Irise to a point of order. Icall the gentleman from 
New Jersey to order. He is not speaking. to the point of order raised 
by himself. I also call him to order because he no right, under 
pretense of speaking to the point of order, to deliver a lecture to 
this side of the House which he has in times past denominated as 
Bourbon, but who show to-night that they are not Bourbon in fol- 
lowing the precedent of the last Congress under the leadership of 
the distinguished gentleman from New 1 himself. 

Mr. ROBESON. But, Mr. er, What I say is that the remedy 
is with the gentlemen themselves. It is a principle of equity law, 
and of criminal] law as well, that no man can complain of his own 
wrong. No man can insist upon sitting here, and then complain that 
he is kept here; no man can refuse to take the road out of this mat- 
ter when the road is plain and open; no man can refuse to follow 
that path which is not only a matter of duty but a matter of con- 
venience, and then ee age that he is held here by other gentlemen. 

With these few simple remarks, [laughter and applause, ] without 
expecting to soften the heart or influence the mind of my friend 
from Illinois, or to instruct the understanding of my friend from 
Indiana, or yet to produce the remotest effect upon the intellect of 
my friend from Kentucky, who, I know, imagines himself to-night 
like Fitz James with his back against a rock, ready to stand if 
the whole world come against him, I have no expectation of affecting 
in any way any of these gentlemen. But I hope by this plain pre- 
sentation of the facts of the case to make some impression upon 
those gentlemen who sit opponit to me, whose patriotism I do not 
question, whose good sense I acknowledge, and who know.it is their 
duty to be about the transaction of the public business of this House, 
and who I know also feel that they have been placed, in a moment 
of passion or pride, a moment of heat or excitement, in a false posi- 
tion, and one which they should be willing to surrender. I say to 
these gentlemen, come out of it like men; turn your backs upon your 
folly; stand up before the American people as men, and haye the 
courage, when yon feel you are wrong, to come out plainly and 
pai eile e it like men. > 

5 KBURN. Mr. Speaker, it is not my purpose by any- 
thing that I may say upon the discussion of this point of order to 
encourage anybody on either side of the House to a tion of 
this contest here which does not seem to be fraugh’ 
amount of 
is com 


t with any great 
ood. It is fair to presume that the American Con 
of reasonable, rational, and intelligent men. If there 


1882. CONGRESSIONAL 


be any method that is alike equally fair to both sides of the House 
by which differences can be adjustod, I protest here, and will by my 
voice and vote, that I am an advocate for its adoption. 

But I did not believe, and I do not now believe, that the majority 
side of this House had a right under the rules of the House to take 
this particular measure from among other measures and make it a 
special order, discriminating thereby against other bills which in my 
Lang pr were more important and more deserving of consideration 
than this. 

As tothe gentleman’s criticism upon the system ofrules under which 
the House has been and is being governed, Ido not wince, but simply 
remind the House and the country that I, by accident probably, was 
selected to report that system of rules to this House for adoption. I 
am not here to apologize for those ste but Iam here to defend them, 
and I claim, what will be acknowledged by all conscientious men who 
take pains to examine the matter, that this night’s procedure illus- 
trates their value. 

But will it not commend this system ofrules to the gentleman from 
New Jersey and to gentlemen upon that side of the House if I remind 
them that it was not my system, that it was not a Democratic commit- 
tee’s system? It was not a Democratic House’s system, but 1 
constructed, matured, and indorsed alike by Republican and o- 
craticmembersof the Forty-sixth Congress. Itwasasystemadopted 
by the present distinguished Senator from the State of Maine, [ Mr. 
FRYE ;] and there are gentlemen on that side of the House as well 
as on this who will, I imagine, think no worse of the rules of the House 
adopted at that time when I remind them that they were supported, 
defended, indorsed, and adopted by the late distinguished President 
of the United States. ` 

Mr. ROBESON. Pardon me; the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam not done—— 

Mr. ROBESON. They were not adopted by him. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, On the contrary, if the gentleman from New 
Jersey will permit me, that system of rules, and this very portion of 
it which the majority of the Committee on Rules in a report now 
pending seek to repeal, received the support of both Mr. Garfield 
and Mr. FRYE. But if the gentleman will allow me to make an 
argumentum ad hominem—— 

Mr. ROBESON. Certainly. You cannot offend me. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I would like to ask the gentleman if, 
in his judgment, it goes further toward commending these rules to 
that side of the House when I tell him that this of rules was 
accepted by himself not only once but twice ? e gentleman from 
New Jersey not y accepted them and lived under them without 
complaint during the Forty-sixth Con but he accepted them 
when his party was in a majority and controlled the p: i in 
this body, and yet made that system of rules the rules of this House. 
Now, I asked the gentleman when he was on the floor to let me ask 

him a question, which he politely 8 to do before he coneluded, 
and which with equal politeness he forgot to allow me to do. 

Mr. ROBESON, I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I know my friend from New Jersey forgot it. 
But, Mr. Speaker, Ido not want any ruling from the Chair which will 
prove embarrassing in the future to the present or to any succeeding 
occupant of that distinguished place. I do not want party feeling, 
for there can be no party feeling, I imagine, about this bill. There 
is not politics in it, nor religion, nor polygamy. It simply proposes 
to take from the Federal Treasury, in round numbers, some ten mill- 
ions of dollars to distribute among men whom I do not believe to be 
entitled to a cent, There can be no politics here, and I do not want 

arty feeling. I do not want that on this question party lines shall 
be drawn between the sides of this House so as to result in creating 
such an intensity of feeling as shall even bias or control in one atom 
the ruling of the Speaker. 

I insist upon the point of order that is pending upon my motion 
that this House do now adjourn. It is useless for the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. RoBEson] to tell us about Rule VIII, that re- 
quires every member to be in this House and to vote when his name 
is called, unless he shall be excused by a vote of the House, and that 
before the roll-call is begun, or unless he has a personal or pecuniary 
interest in the result of the vote. It is useless to tell us that. 

There is no need of the gentleman assuring us that a quorum is 
here, The gentleman is a lawyer and adorns the profession that he 
has embraced. He knows, not only as a parliamentarian but as a 
lawyer, that it requires not a strict construction, but an honest, 
sensible, plain construction of the rule to find that in order to ascer- 
tain there is a quorum present the record of this House must show 
it. The gentleman has no right to count. The gentleman has no 
right to say that because a call of the House showed a quorum pres- 
ent, and the doors were see ee e openad, there must of neces- 
sity be a quorum five minutes afterward. The count of the Speaker 
has shown the absence of a quorum; the vote by tellers confirmed 
that, and the call of the yeas and nays has established it. 

Planting ourselyes upon the record and speaking from it wé say 
there is not a quorum here. Will you have a quorum here? I do 
not mean to threaten. I opened what I had to say by protesting a 
purpose to a . There is no quorum here of record and will not be 
untilthe motion made by the | Sites eye from Maine [Mr. REED 
is withdraw? and terms are submitted for unanimous approval an 


agreedu pon or until the Chair shall rule that when the record 
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shows more than a hundred members present instead of fifteen they 
have the constitutional power to adjourn. That is what we have 
to come to. 

Mr. ROBESON. I trust the gentleman will pardon me if I forgot 
to answer any question on his part. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I knew the gentleman did not intend to. 

Mr. ROBESON. And I know he will believe me when I iy was 
not because I was not willing to answer any question he might put. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam sure of that. 

Mr. ROBESON. With regard to the making of the rules and to 
votes for them, I speak from the record when I say that neither my- 
self nor any considerable number on this side of the House nor the 
lamented late President voted for any of those rules, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. He spoke for them on the floor. 

Mr. ROBESON. I alsospoke on the floor in behalf of certain prin- 
ciples embodied in those rules, 

. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman from New Jersey permit me 
to ask him one question ? 

Mr. ROBESON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Did not your side adopt those rules this session! 

Mr. ROBESON. We adopted them with the ene of reporting 
alterations at any time, and we have reported those alterations. 

Mr. REED. Inasmuch as we are in a condition to confess our sins 
I will say in answer to the gentleman from Tennessee that we did. 

Mr. ROBESON. We adopted the rules and we desired to alter 

em. 


Now, I do not want to say anything more, but if the gentleman 
from Kentucky has a proposition which is a fair one for the recon- 
ciling of our differences, and shall address it to the gentleman from 


Maine, (Mr. REED, ] who represents our side of the House, and if he 
will make it without declaring either his will or his power to kee 
this House without a quorum until his terms are submitted to, I think 
we will be willing to liste n to any such proposition. 

Mr. Hewitt, of New York, rose. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the gentleman from New York allow me 
to make a su, tion ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. More than three hours ago by that clock, at 
the solicitation of the gentleman from New York, whose time I am 
am now trenching on, speaking for myself and disclaiming to speak 
for anybody else, I did assent to accept the making of this bill a 

ial order for the 13th day of April, believing that that was fair and 
that it would meet the views of the other side. I do not believe that 
under a strict construction of the proposition I am even bound, so 
far as my own vote is concerned, to its observance now; for it was 
not accepted, but rejected, and the fight has gone on. But in the 
abandon of good faith, going as far as the furthest can go, I have 
stood ready from then until now to agree to that for myself—I have 
no right to bind any others. 

Mr. HE , of New York. I ask unanimous consent to submit 
a proposition, which I hope will be acceptable to both sides of the 


ouse. 

The SPEAKER. Unless objection is made the proposition of the 
gentleman will be submitted. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I propose that the gentleman from 
Maine shall accept certain modifications which I have attached to 
his resolution, and which had better be read from the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Clerk read the resolution as proposed to be modified, as follows: 

Resolved, That House bill No. 4197, re-establishing the court of commissioners 
of Alabama claims and for the distribution of the una) priated moneys of the 
Geneva award, be taken from the Committee of the ole and be considered in 
the House as in committee on April 11, and thence from day to day until finally 
disposed of, but not to interfere with the revenue and general appropriation bills, 
the tariff-commission bill, and the bill referring private claims to the Court of 


Mr. BLAND. And let it be added, provided two-thirds of the 
House to it at that time. 

Mr. HOUSE. I inquire of the gentleman from New York whether 
he did not submit that proposition to gentlemen of the other side of 
the House three hours with only two days’ difference ? 

Mr. REED. I know the gentleman from New York will not say so. 

Mr. HOUSE. With the difference only of the 13th of April instead 
of the 11th. 

Mr. REED. He did submit the proposition for the 13th of April 
instead of the 11th. I was unwilling at that time to accept it, for 
I did not believe that the Democratic party would put itself in the 
position that it has; but now that it has chosen to do so, I am 
obliged to accept the proposition, and I will accept it. 

Mr. HOUSE. We did not think you would put yourselves in the 
position you have. 

Mr. REED. Iaccept the proposition, and also accept the position 
we have put ourselves in. 

Mr. KENNA. I want to suggest to both the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. HEWITT] and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] that 
there be added to the resolution as now pending a further clause pro- 
viding for any other special orders than those named. There are 
some special orders which we do not wish to be displaced. 

Mr. REED. I deem that it is fair to me under the circumstances 
that I should state that the time that was fixed for the consideration 
of this bill, in the resolution I originally offered, was fixed after 


2092 


consultation and by agreement with every individual on the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary who o the bill as presented by the 
majority of the committee. I 80 iye them a long time, beyond 
what was absolutely necessary, in order to treat them fairly. 

When I got into the House I found myself face to face with certain 
other gentlemen who felt themselves not bound by the implied un- 
derstanding which I had with the only persons whom I then knew 
as opponents of the bill, and who, under the rules of the House, were 
intrusted with the major part of the opposition to it. Finding my- 
self in that position, and unable to obtain a quorum on account of 
what I think was an unfortunate dragging of politics into this quos 
tion, I find myself now obliged to submit to the proposition which 
has been presented to me. 

I do deem that we have not been treated right in regard to this 


matter. But that is an affair about which I have no right to com- 
plain of gentlemen here present. 
Mr. BLACKBURN, The gentleman from Maine I am sure will 


make by way of statement; that it is 
within the scope of his personal knowledge that some of us at least, 
and so far as I know all of us other than the Democratic members of 
the Committee on the Judiciary, were in absolute ignorance of any 
arrangement such as he describes to us, and such as he had a perfect 
right to obtain and rely upon, until after the issue had been joined 
here upon this bill to-night. 

Consequently, I am sure that he does not mean to hold us, I mean 
those of us who were not parties to the agreement, and who were 
never advised of it, and never heard of it—— 

Mr. REED. I assent to that proposition. At the same time I am 
bound to say, in clearance of my that I think that after I had 
informed the gentlemen of that situation the right thing would have 
been for them to have assented to the agreement made by the able 
gentlemen of the other side on the Committee on the Judiciary, one 
of whom was the chairman of that committee in the last Congress. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. We do not question their ability. 

Mr. REED, That is all I have to say about that. I desire to put 
myself right with the community which I stand facing now upon 
this subject. I feel that under the circustances perfect fairness has 
not been accorded me, because I allowed five weeks to the opponents 
of this bill beyond what there was any actual necessity for, in order 
3 fair; and then three weeks more has now been ex- 
to from me. I cannot help myself, and the consequence is that 
I submit to it. But I feel it is right and fair and just to say this 
much, and I say it without any personal reflection upon any gentle- 
man I see before me. 

Mr. BRAGG. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRAGG. My point of order is that there was a motion pend- 
ing before this House to adjourn. Upon that motion a point of order 
was made. That point of order has been submitted to the Speaker 
for his decision. That motion is still pending, and that point of 
order is still pending and undecided, whether the motion to adjourn 
could by reason of the paragraph in the rules be submitted. 

Before unanimous consent will be given to this proceeding, I desire 
that that point of order shall be decided, and until that decision is 
made I shall interpose an objection to this proceeding. 

Mr. REED. I have no objection to that point of order being de- 
cided. I desire further to say that in saying what I have said I assent 
entirely to what the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN 
has said about his position in the matter just as he states it. Ithin 
it is due to him that Ishould say so. 

Mr. SPARKS. 1 will statethat there are others interested in this 
besides the gentleman from Kentucky; and I want to ask the gen- 
tleman from Maine this question, whether or not every member of 
the committee belonging on this side has not concurred with him 
here to-night ? : 

Mr. REED. He has. 

Mr. SPARKS. Well, they did not commit me or any other gen- 
tleman. They have lived up to every engagement they made with 
the gentleman from Maine, 

Mr. REED. I have only explained my idea of what in entire 
fairness should have been done. Every other gentleman has a right 
to his opinion; and I do not question it. 

Mr. SPARKS, To end all this matter, I hope that unanimous con- 
ne will be given to the proposition of the gentleman from New 

ork. 

Mr. REED. I make no reflection on any other gentleman. Ihave 
simply set my own conscience right. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky submitted a point 
of order which is undisposed of. The Chair will state that pending 
the diseussion of that point of order the gentleman from New York, 
by unanimons consent, submitted a proposition intended to solve 
the present difficulty between the two sides of the House, and by 
reason of the interposition of that proposition the decision or farther 
discussion of the point of order made by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky was suspended. The Chair thinks that it is late to make a 
poins of order against the proposition of the gentleman from New 

k But the Chair has no objection to deciding the point of 
order. 

Mr. BRAGG. I donot think that unanimous consent was ever 
called for, I understood the Speaker to say that two things were 


corroborate the Magoen on 
is 
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necessary—tmanimonus consent of the House and the consent of the 
gentleman from Maine. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did so state. 

Mr. BRAGG. The resolution was then read to the House; and 
then came the colloquy between these gentlemen with regard to their 
agreement. 

The SPEAKER. But no objection was made. 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir; there was no objection to that; but the 
moment this question reached that point, I made the objection that 
there was a point of order still pending against the consideration of 
the motion to adjourn. 


The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Kentucky presses his point 
of order it will be decided. 
Mr. BLAND. I want to be understood in this matter. The mo- 


ment the proposition of the gentleman from New York was read I said 
I could not agree to it unless it provided that two-thirds of the House 
at the time contemplated should agree to consider the proposition. 
I never assented to the proposition, but did object to it. 

TheSPEAKER, The Chairremembers the gentleman’s statement. 

Mr. BRAGG. I think I can solve the question by moving that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The same question of order, as the Chair under- 
stands, is made br that. If gentlemen insist upon haying the mat- 
ter disposed of, the Chair will have no hesitation in ruling upon the 
question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I trust we may at least ascertain whether the 
proposition submitted by the gentleman from New Vork can be agreed 
to; if so, I am in favor of adopting it. i 

The SPEAKER. Individual gentlemen have aright to ask that a 
proposition to submit a motion shall be disposed of, and the Chair is 
quite willing to rule upon the point at this time. The poins of order 
is made that it is the duty of the Chair at this stage of the proceed- 
ings, under the motion of the gentleman from Maine, to entertain a 
motion to adjourn. The Chair will state that since the making of 
the motion by the gentleman from Maine to suspend the rules and to 
adopt the resolution which has been read to the House a motion to 
adjourn was made, was entertained, and voted down. The question 
now is whether at this stage, operating under the rules of the House, 
the Chair is called upon to entertain another motion to adjourn. 

The Chair holds that ever since the motion was made by the gen- 
tleman from Maine and submitted to the House it has been pending, 
eee call of the House and the proceedings under it. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] submits that by virtue 
of the Constitution certain motions are in order. . The Chair will 
remind the House that under section 5 of the first article of the Con- 
stitution the House is authorized “ to determine the rules of its pro- 
ceedings.” In this case the Chair thinks the House has made its own 
rules; and the only duty incumbent upon the Chair is to give those 
rules construction. 

The Chair might state that most, if not all, of the precedents cited 
relate to a condition of things and a state of business not similar to 
that now presented. The ordinary rule is to entertain at any time 
a motion to adjourn, and, other business having intervened, another 
motion to adjourn, and so on indefinitely. ere is, however, no 
rule declaring absolutely that under all circumstances when the 
House discloses by its own vote only that there is no quorum, a 
motion for a call of the House or to adjourn is in order, It does 
not follow from any rule or precedent that this is true when we are 
operating under a rule such as has been read here to-day—the rule 
embodied in paragraph 8, of Rule XVI. 

That rule is imperative in its terms, and authorizes the Chair to 
entertain a motion to adjourn, and then prohibits the making of that 
motion again and all other dilatory motions. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Until when? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will come to that. Until, as the rule 
provides, a vote is had on that motion. Attempts to take a vote, 
either on a division, by tellers, or by yeas and nays, is not the vote 
that is intended by thatrule. A vote announced by tellers, disclos- 
ing a granm has not voted, does not determine the fact whether 
there is a quorum or not. . : 

The Chair will state, although the question does not arise, that if 
it were disclosed by a call of the House, though we were operating 
under this rule which applies when there is a motion to suspend the 
rules—if it were disclosed by a call of the House there was no quorum 
present, then the rule would not apply, there being in fact no quorum 
present, and the motion to bah ea might be made. But in the ab- 
sence of a call of the House disclosing that fact the Chair is bound 
to hold the rule means exactly what it says, that there shall be but 
one motion to adjourn pending a motion to suspend the rnles—one 
motion until after the vote is taken. 

Gentlemen complain it would leave the House powerless to adjourn. 
The Chair will state that it is within the power of the House to have 
a call of the House to disclose whether or not there isa quorum. If 
there is a quorum, then the only answer the Chair need make to that 
is, the House has the power to vote if gentlemen will obey the rules 
made by the House; and having had a vote on the pending question, 
then a motion to adjourn will be in order. 

The Chair holds that it is not now in order to make a motion to 
adjourn, it having been disclosed by the last call of the House there 
was a much larger number present than a quorum. And the Chair 
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will state it has now no doubt there is within the bar of the House 
at this time much more than a quorum. That fact has been ascer- 
tained by a count of the House. 

The motion to adjourn is not in order. 

Mr. BRAGG. Let me make a parliamentary inquiry. Theroll-call 
having been made, if that vote is not completed on that roll-call does 
it not remain before the House as an unfinished roll-call? And when 


the rule provides that after a roll-call has been made and the call of | Martin 


the absentees or those not voting has been made, that the Chair shall 
not permit any member to vote thereafter, does itnot leave this House 
in the condition under the ruling of the Chair with an incomplete roll- 
call which by the rules of the House never can be completed ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is mistaken, in the opinion of the 
Chair. While that is an imperfect vote and not a completed one, a 
call of the Honse is in order, and after a call of the House has been 
had or dispensed with that vote could again be taken—taken de novo. 
There is no difficulty in getting out of that. 

Mr. HOUSE. I desire to appeal from the decision of the Chair; 
and on that I demand the yeas and nays. I want it to go on record. 

Mr. CAMP. I move that the appeal be laid upon the table. Itis 
not debatable. 

Mr. BLAND. I askthe Chair whether, under this ruling, it is pro- 
posed to keep this House in session against the protest of gentlemen 
who say they cannot and will not vote ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has frequently stated it is within the 
power of the House to vote, and then the motion to adjourn is in 
order. [Mr. BLAND rose. Cries of ‘‘Order!”] The question is on 
the motion to lay upon the table the appeal from the decision of the 
Chair. 

Mr. SPARKS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. The motion to 
adjourn is the motion the Chair overrules? 

e SPEAKER. The Chair did not entertain it. 

Mr. SPARKS. Refuses to entertain it. 

The SPEAKER. And on that au appeal is taken. The question 
now is on the motion to lay the appeal upon the table. 

Mr. HOUSE. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We want you to go upon the record, and it will 
take you a long time to get off the record. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I am suffering with a violent cold 
and sore throat, andI wish to be excused from the remainder of this 
day’s session. I am really ill. . 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 79, nays 42, not 
voting 171; as follows: 


YEAS—79. 
Anderson, Farwell, Sewell S. Ladd, Ritchie, 
Barr, Fisher, Lewis, Robeson, 
Bingham, E A Kia, Robinson, James 8. 
Briggs, row Russell, 
Guenther, Miller, Sherwin, 
Buck, i Moore, Skinner, 
Calkins, Harris, Benj. W. Morey, Smith, J. Hyatt 
Camp, Haseltine, Neal, ding, 
Candler, Haskell, Norcross, § er, 
Carpenter, Hepburn, Parker, ompson, Wim. G. 
Casw Pa mer, 
Chace, Horr, Payson, Tner, 
Crapo, Houk, Peelle, Valentine, 
1 in: George R. Hunphte Ra; zi Van Vorbis, 
4 umphrey, y an Voo: 
De Motte, Aee gh Reed, Walker, 
Dezendorf, Jones, George W. Rice, John B. Webber, 
Dingley, Jones, Phineas Rice, Theron M. Williams, Chas. G. 
D Jorgensen, Rice, William W. Willits. 
Errett, Lacey, Rich, 
NAYS—42. 
Aiken, Clardy, Hatch, Shackelford, 
Armfield, Clark, Hewitt, Abram 8. r, 
Atkins, Cobb, H 
Beach, 8 Hn Tucker, 
Belmont, Cox, William R. Kenna, Turner, Henry G. 
Blackburn, Davis, Lowndes H. Leedom, L. 
Dibble, Marsh, ance, 
Bragg, Dowa, Warner, 
Buchanan, Ermentrout, Mei Wheeler. 
Cabell, Gunter, Moulton, 
Chapman, Hardy, Robertson, 
NOT VOTING—171 
Aldrich, Campbell, Deuster, Harden! 
J ee a ae 
arlisie, „ 
„ Cassidy, Dare. Hawk, 
Bayne, Chalmers, Dwight, ton, 
Clements, Ellis, Heilman, 
Beltzhoover, Colerick, Henderson, 
rry, Converse, Farwell, Chas. B. Herl 
Blac rnell, ey, Herndo; 
Blanchard, Cox, Samuel 8. Flower, witt, G. W. 
0 n, Forney, 
es: 5 Frost, Hoblitzell, 
wman, wiley, Fulkerson, 
Brewer, 88 i EP ali 
Browne, Curtin, Geddes, H 
Buckner, Cu Hubbs, 
„Julius C. fy Gibson. Jadwin, 


God, 
Butterworth, Dawes, Hammond, John Joyce, 
Caldwell, Deering, Hammond, N. J. Kasson, 


Kelley, March, Scales 
Ketcham, Mutchler. Scoville, ‘Turner, 

A s Nolan, Soranton, U J. T. 
Klotz. Oates, Shallenberger, a Thomas 
Knott, ONeill, Shelley, an Kernam, 
Latham, Orth, Shultz, Wadsworth, 

Le Fevre, Pacheco, Simonton, Wait, 


Singleton, Jas. W. Ward, 
Singleton, Otho R. Washburn, 


Manning, Pe 


in, Pettibone, Smith, A. Herr Watson, 
Mason, Phelps, Smith, Dietrich C. Wellborn, 
McClure, Phister, Sparks, W. 
McCook, Pound, Speer, White, 

enzie, Prescott, Steele, sa 
McKinley, Randall, Stephens, Williams, Thomas 
McLain, Reagan, Stockslager, Willis, 
Miles, Richardson, D. P. Stone, Wilson. 
Mills, Richardson, Jno. S. Strait, Wise, George D. 
Money, Robinson, Geo. D. Talbott, Woe Ban R. 
eee Robinson, Wm. E. Taylor, W. Benjamin 
Morse, Rosecrans, ‘Thomas, Wood, Walter A. 
Mosgrove, Ross, Thompson, P. B. Young. 

ul 5 Ryan, Townsend, Amos 


So the motion to lay onthe table the appeal from the decision of 
the Chair was a 0. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Evins with Mr. MILES. ` 

Mr. SHULTZ with Mr. SPARKS. 

Mr. MCKINLEY with Mr. WILLIS. 

Mr. WILLIAus, of Alabama, with Mr. Burrows, of Michigan. 

Mr. SKINNER with Mr. FLOWER. 

Mr. FORNEY with Mr. WAIT. 

On motion of Mr. CAMP, by unanimous consent, the reading cf 
the names was dispensed with. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker 

Mr SPRINGER. I make the point of order that no quorum has 
voted. 

- Mr. HASKELL. It is too late. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the point is made too late. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How, ifthe Chair will inform me, can it be too 
late? Itis proposed by less than a quorum to change a rule of this 
House. I make the point of order that a rule of the House cannot 
be 1 8 7 by the votes of a minority of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes that; but the question now 
is Whether the point of order was made in tinie. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Chair will certainly not refuse to recognize 
the point of order that no quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois makes a statement 
which is undoubtedly true, but the Chair thinks that he was not in 
time in making the point. The gentleman from Massachusetts had 
risen, for what purpose the Chair does not know, and was recog- 
nized by the Chair before the point of order was made by the gen. 
tleman from Illinois, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I made the point of order as soon as I heard the 
Chair announce the result of the vote. 

Mr. HOUSE. The point of order was made by two or three gen- 
tlemen here. . 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee state that 
he rose in his place and made the point of order? The Chair will 
recognize the point as made by the gentleman, if he claims that he 
made it in time. 3 

Mr. HOUSE. I did not rise from my seat; but the gentleman from 
Illinois did, and several gentlemen around me did. 

Mr. HASKELL. The gentleman did not rise at all, as he admits, 
to make the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Illinois states that when 
the vote was announced, and before the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts was recognized, he rose from his seat and made the point of 
order, the Chair would certainly recognize his right to do so, and 
hold that the point was made in time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I was standing on my feet at the time. I had 
not taken my seat. As soon as I could do so, after hearing the an- 
nouncement of the vote, I made the point of order that there was 
no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair leaves it entirely to the gentleman to 
state. The Chair did not hear the statement of the gentleman at all. 
Another gentleman had risen and claimed the floor, and was recog- 
nized by the Chair for another purpose. If, however, the gentleman 
from ln ois makes the statement that he rose in time and claimed 
the right to make the point of order, the Chair will take no advan- 
meee the 8 but will recognize him for that purpose. 

. HASKELL. I desire to ask the gentleman from Illinois a 
question, for I, with five or six other gentlemen on this side, was 
waiting for such a point to be raised. my eyes upon the lips of 
the gentleman from Illinois, and I want him to state that he rose 
and addressed the Chair before the Chair recognized the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. Now, if the gentleman om Illinois will say 
that, I haveno objection to the point of order being recognized. 

The SPEAKER. That is a question for the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. HASKELL, That is what I want. 

Mr. HOUSE. There cannot be any question about it; four or five 
8 rose here and said no quorum” as soon as the vote was 
announced. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear any gentleman make the 
point at all until the gentleman from Illinois made it. The Chair 


states again that if the gentleman claims that he made the point in 
time, the Chair will recognize him for that p . The Chair will 
take his statement as he would the statement of any other gentle- 
man, withont any dispute, and recognize him as having risen m time 
and made the point. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will state further, Mr. Speaker, that I made 
the point of order immediately after the announcement of the vote. 
I was on nty feet and observed that several poneo sitting near 
me made the point of order, but the Chair did not seem to recognize 
them, or paid no attention to them. Iimmediately walked down the 
aisle making the point of order. In the mean time the Chair was 
turning to the gentleman from Massachusetts and recognized him ; 
but I supposed the Chair would recognize some of the gentlemen 
making the point. When I found he did not recognize any of them, 
I added my voice to theirs and made the point of order at that time. 
I proceeded, as other gentlemen had done, to make the point that 
no quorum had voted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state for its own protection that 
it noticed the gentlemen upon the right, and no gentleman rose and 
made the point so far as the Chair heard. 

Mr. VAN HORN. The Chair is right as to that. 

The SPEAKER. Perbaps the gentlemen in their seats had some 
conversation that was not h by the Chair. The Chair recog- 
nized the only gentleman who sought to address it. But the Chair 
returns to what it has said, and that is, that if the gentleman from 
Illinois, or any other gentleman, will state that he rose to his feet 
and sought, as soon as the vote was announced, to make the point, 
the Chair will treat the point as made, and recognize it now. 

Mr. HOUSE. I did not rise to my feet, but several gentlemen, 
myself among the number, did make the point that there was no 

uorum. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] was on his 
eet. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee, then, does not 
claim he made the point within the rule? 

Mr. HOUSE. I did not rise to my feet, but the point was made in 
an audible tone the Speaker might have heard t there was no 

uorum by several gentlemen, myself among the number. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee, no doubt, with 
others was saying something, but the Chair did not hear any gentle- 
man make the point until the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. SPRINGER] 
walked down the aisle. 

The point of order is made that no quorum has voted on this ques- 
tion. 

Mr. VAN HORN. Who makes that point of order? 

The SPEAKER. The point of order having been made that a 
quorum has not voted, the gentleman from New York, Mr. Camp, 
and 575 gentleman from Illinois, Mr. SPRINGER, will take their places 
as tellers. 

Mr. HASKELL. Irise to a point of order. If we are to be bound 
by these rules let us be bound by them. I submit that the gentle- 
man from IIlinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has not yet said he made his 
point of order before the Chair recognized the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Ricr.] I ask under the rule that the gentleman 
from Illinois shall make that statement. 

Mr. BLAND. Does the gentleman claim the Speaker can immedi- 
ately recognize some gentleman on the other side and cut off gentle- 
men on this side from making the point of order? I heard the gen- 
tleman from Illinois make the point of order, and the Speaker has 
no right to recognize some other gentleman and cut off a gentleman 
from making the point of order as to a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is unnecessarily 
excited about this matter. The Chair has no desire other than to 
allow a liberal application of the rule in this case. 

Mr. HASKELL. I do not desire to question anybody, and I dis- 
tinctly stated I would not question anybody. Butit has been 
apon th sides that we should have an absolutely literal enforcement 
of the rule. 

Mr. BLAND. I put the question again 

The SPEAKER. One at a time. 

Mr. HASKELL. I want to state my proposition distinctly and 
clearly. I sat here with four or five other gentlemen, watching that 
side of the House as I am now looking at them. Prominent in ay 
eyes was the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. SpPRINGER.] All I 
now—I question no man—but what I want is to have some gentle- 
man stand upon this floor and state that he addressed the Chair 
before the Chair recognized the gentleman from Massachusetts, and 
made the point as to a quorum. No man has so stated thus far. I 
want that to be stated by somebody. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Franr] 
states he was on his feet at the time, and he states, as a member o 
this House, that as soon as the Chair announced the vote he made 
the point that there was no quorum. The Chair, although not hear- 
ing that, is still bound to take the gentleman’s statement. 

r. HASKELL. Certainly. Idid not know he had made any 
such statement. 
Nr. HORR. I do not think he can make such a statement. 

Mr. RYAN. That is right, if the gentleman from Dlinois makes 
that statement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has made the state- 


ment, and the Chair thinks it is not proper for either the Chair or 
other members to question the statement made by a member. 

Mr. ATKINS. 1 the Chair will allow me, I would state to the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] that the fact he did not hear 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] make the point is no 
evidence he did not; because he said he did not hear any gentleman 
say there was no quorum. I said there was no quorum, and I said it 
long before the gentleman from Massachusetts was recognized by the 
Chair. But it is due to truth to add I did not make tho poit in a 
parliamentary sense. I did not intend it should be enforced. But 
there are gentlemen on that side of the House who heard me dis- 
tinctly say there was no quorum. Therefore the fact of the gentle- 
man from Kansas not having heard the gentleman from Illinois make 
the point is no evidence that he did not. 

Mr. SPRINGER rose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there should be no difficulty 
about this—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to make my own statement in my own 


way. 

The- SPEAKER. The Chair has disposed of this by recognizing 
the point of order made by the gentleman from Illinois. The Chair 
thinks there is no necessity for the gentleman making any further 
statement. 0 

Mr. CLARK. I think the gentleman from IIIinois should be 
allowed to make his statement. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has taken his statement. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know that; but the gentleman from Kansas 
seems to think there is some mistake about this. I never said I made 
the point of order before the Chair recognized the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. I said I made it when the Chair announced the 
result. [Cries of “ Regular order!” ' 

The SPEAKER. Objection is eto the gentleman from Illinois 
proceeding. The gentleman’s right will be protected. 

Mr. SP GER. When the Chair announced the result I made 
the point that there was no quo: but I saw the Chair turn awa 
and I immediately reiterated the point and insisted on being heard, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair heard the gentleman from Illinois after 
he had 5 the gentleman from Massachusetts, but not be- 


fore. But the Chair thinks there need be no controversy over that. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I heard the point of order made by half a dozen 
gentlemen. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s statement is taken by the Chair. 
There is no occasion for any controversy about the matter. The 
last vote was by yeas and nays on the motion to lay on the table the 
appeal from the decision of the Chair. The point of order is made 
by the gentleman from Illinois that no quorum voted on that motion. 

Mr. REED. I move that there be a call of the House. 

The motion was to, upon a division—ayes 58, noes 23. 

The roll was called; and the following members failed to answer 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Dugro, Martin, Shultz, 
* Dwight, Matso’ Singleton, Jas. W 
erton, m, eton, Jas. W. 
Barbour, Ellis, McClure, in Otho R. 
Bayne, Finley, McCook, 8 A. Herr 
‘ord, Fisher, McKenzie, Smith, Dietrich C. 
Beltzhoover, Flower, McKinley, Sparks, 
. sre 
Blac Fulkerson, Mills, Stephens, 
Geddes, Money, Stockslager, 
George, Mo: Stone, 
Blount, Gil Morse, Strait, 
Bowman, God: M Talbott, 
Brewer, John Moulton, Taylor, 
—.— Hardenbergh, 5 Th P. B. 
er. en ompson, 
Burrows, Julius C. Harmer, Aatchler, T 
Jos. Harris, Henry 8. Nolan, Townshend, R. W. 
Caldwell Haselton, SNe, Dpdegrag J.T. 
Campbell, Heilman, Orth, Updegraff, 
Carlisle, H Pacheco, ance, 
Cassidy, Herbert, P. Van Aernam, 
Chalm Herndo Petree, W. 
Clements, Hewitt, G. W. Pettibone, Wai 
Corel,” Phister, V 
Cornell, Hoblitzell, P 3 Wash! 7 
Cox, Samuel 8. Hi Pound, Wellborn, 
Ho! Prescott, White, 
Cravens, Hooker, Randall, Whitthorne, 
Crowley, Jad 5 Willis, 
Culberson, Jones, James K. Richardson, D. P. Wilson, 
orgensen, Ric Jno. 8. Wise, 
Cui Joyce, Robinson, Wm. E. Wise, Mo: R. 
Davidson, n. Wood, 
Dawes, Kelley, Ross, Wood, Walter A. 
7 25 
De M Lai ©, 
z Le Scranton, 
Dibrell, Lindsey, x 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now call the names of those whe 
have not answered on this call. 


Mr. DUNNELL. I move that those members who were excused 
on the former call of the House be considered as excused on this call. 
The SPEAKER. The roll of members not answering will be read 
by the Clerk, and such gentlemen as were excused for the day will 
unquestionably be re; ed as excused on this call. Those gentle- 
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men who were excused only after having been brought into the House 


by the Sergeant-at-Arms will not be re; 

Mr. DUNNELL. 
House. 

The SPEAKER. Those who are absent on leave will of course be 
considered as excused. 

Mr. DUNNELL., I think the Chair does not understand me. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state his motion again. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I desire simply to avoid going throngh with 
excuses for members who were reported as sick. 

The SPEAKER. They are excused for the day, as the Chair 
understunds, and that would excuse them for this call. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I desire to ask that Mr. Warr, of Connecti- 
cut, be excused. He is an old man, over seventy years of age, and 
remained here to-night until eleven o’clock, when he was obliged to 
leave the Hall. 

There was no objection, and Mr. Warr was excused. 

Mr, TUCKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. CURTIN, 
left the House a short time since and requested me to ask that he be 
excused on account of indisposition. 

There was no objection, and Mr. CURTIN was excused. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I move that my colleague, Mr. DEUSTER, be 
excused. He has been quite unwell for more than a week. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk informs the Chair that the gentleman 
has already been excused for the day. 

Mr. HASELTINE. I ask to have all members excused; they are 
getting sick. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I ask that my colleague, Mr. Hawk, be 
excused. 

There was no objection, 

Mr. LEWIS. I ask that Mr. BLANCHARD be excused on this call. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is excused for the day. 

Mr. WALKER. Iask that ay colleague, Mr. SCRANTON, be excused. 

The SPEAKER. That gentleman has been excused for the day. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I ask that my colleague, Mr. RYAN, be excused, 
and also that Ibe excused. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen are present. 

Mr. SKINNER. Task that my colleague, Mr. FLOWER, beexcused. 
He left here about an hour ago, saying that he was sick. 

Mr. MILLER. I object. And I give notice that from this time 
on I will object to excusing any one. 

Many MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. MILLER. Yes, I will. 

Mr. HASELTINE. Iunderstand that my colleague from Missouri, 
Mr. Burrows, is sick. I ask unanimous consent he be excused. 

Mr. MILLER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now call the names of absentees. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the names of absentees as appearing 
on the call of the roll. 

Mr. CAMP. I move that the doors be closed and that the Sergeant- 
at-Arms take into custody and bring to the bar of the House such of 
its menberi as are now absent without leave and have not been 
excused. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that under the order of the 
Chair the doors have already been closed. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. 1 i oves that the absentees be sent for. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Pending that, I ask that the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Hewrrr] be excused. He left a while ago, saying 
that he felt ill. He has not been well all day. 

Mr. MILLER. I object. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I move that he be excused. 

Mr. REED. We had come to a substantial conclusion in re; 
to the matter which was in dispute; and I submit that under the 
circumstances we may as well carry out the understanding. I sug- 
gest, as a method of doing it, that we now adjourn, with the under- 
standing that immediately after the reading of the Journal to-morrow 
a vote shall be taken upon the proposition which I made, as modi- 
fied by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Hewirr.] I submit 
= is a way out of the difficulty that it is worth while for us to 
take. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. SPRINGER. [I object. 

Mr. BRAGG. I presume that under the decision already announced 
by the Speaker he is not authorized to entertain a motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman could not have been listeni 
when the opinion was kiven by the Chair, for the Chair expressly 
stated that if by a call of the House it appeared there was no quorum, 
it would then entertain a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. BRAGG. Then I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. ATKINS. Irise to a parliamen ing > 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman include in his motion the under- 
standing I have sugges ? 

Mr. ATKINS. I desire to ask the effect of the motion made by the 
gentleman from Maine. Does he ask for unanimous consent that the 
vote shall be taken to-morrow ? 

Mr. REED. By a two-thirds vote the same as of this day. 

Mr. ROBESON. The same vote as is now required. 

Mr. ATKINS. And gentlemen have the same privileges they have 
5 ey moment; if they desire to withhold ir votes they can 
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Mr. REED. Certainly. 


ed as excused on this call. 
I mean those who are absent by leave of the 


Mr. ATKINS. I have no objection, and I hope the gentleman from 
IIlinois will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. KENNA. No gentleman can want to spend the whole night 
here when nothing more can be gained. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the Chair entertain the motion to adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. On the call of the House only 131 members 
answered to their names, and as no quorum appeared, the Chair, as 
already stated in his opinion, holds it would be in order to entertain 
the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. With that decision of the Chair that the motion 
to adjourn is in order, no quorum having appeared on the call of the 
House, and the House not havin decided on the appeal from the 
decision of the Chair, I have no objection to withdraw my objection 
to the proposition of the gentleman from Maine, if I understand it. 
I hope the gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REED. My proposition is that we shall adjourn now, and by 
unanimous consent shall take up, after the reading of the Journal 
to-morrow, my proposition to suspend the rules as modified by the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Hewrrr,] and have a vote thereon. 

Mr. KENNA. The same as if it were to-day? 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition is that, by unanimous consent, 
to-morrow after the reading of the Journal, the motion of the gèr- 
tleman from Maine to suspend the rules as modified by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Hewitt] shall again be in order. theve 
objection ? 

r. KENNA. The same as Monday. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered mensch gu 

And then, on motion of Mr. REED, (at twelve o’clock and thirty- 
eight minutes, a. m. Tuesday, March 21,) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other 
the Clerk’s Ia moder the rule, and referred as 

By Mr. ANDERSON : The petition of Ellis County, of 769 citizens 
of Lincoln County, and of citizens of Osborn County, Kansas, for 
legislation to compel the Kansas Pacific Railway Company to pay 
costs of survey and to take patents to granted lands—severally to 
the Committee on Pacific roads. 

By Mr. ATKINS: The petition of Richardson K. Baird, for an in- 
crease of pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition for a post-road from Lebanon to Mount- 
ain Grove, in the State of Missouri—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BLISS: The petition of ex-soldiers and sailors of New Jer- 
sey and of 133 soldiers and sailors of New York, indorsed by General 
. T. Sherman and General O. O. Howard, praying for the passa; 
of the Bliss bill, granting E pepe to all soldiers and sailors of the 
late war who were confined in confederate prisons—to the Committee 

on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. H. BURROWS: The petition of T. P. Toner and others, 
of Livingston County, Missouri, for an vb ay epee for strength- 
ening Grand River and increasing the fall in the same—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petition of citizens of Boone, Calhoun, 
Story, and Ida Counties, Iowa, praying for the passage of the Bliss 
bill, granting pensions to all soldiers and sailors of the late war who 
were confined in confederate prisons—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Ida County, Iowa, praying that 
the same encouragement may be given to the building of railroad 
bridges north of ihk and between Iowa and Nebraska as has 
been given south of that city—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Memorial of the mayor and aldermen of the 
sity of Brunswick, Georgia, relative to the improvement of the har- 
bor at that place—to the same committee. 

By Mr. S. S. COX: The petition of merchants and ship-owners of 
New York City, for the improvement of Sandy Hook bar of the port 
of New York—to the same committee, 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of letter-carriers of Nashville, 
Tennessee, for equalization of salaries—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. : 

By Mr. FISHER: The petition of David Funk, for an increase of 


pa rs were laidon 
‘ollows: 


g | pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. FULKERSON: The petition of Mrs. Ann Lyons, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GUNTER: 52 7755 relating to the Indian depredation claims 
of H. C. Bridgman, William Zigler, William T. Asbell, Norris Haver, 
and Courtney Holmes—to the Committee on Indian irs. 

By Mr. JOHN HAMMOND: Papers containing additional evidence 
in the claim of the Housed Company—to the Select Committee on the 
Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. HOUK: The petition of Marcos ich, for relief-—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of the Grand Rapids — — Com- 
pany and others, against any increase of the duty imposed upon low 
e . IRE the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of T. K. Black and others, members of the Nu 
tional Consumers’ and Dealers’ Sugar Association, for a reduction vi 
the duty on sugar—to the same committee. 
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tition of the Globe Tobacco Company and other to- 


Also, the 
bacco man 
the present tax on tobacco until it can 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of George W. Woodward and others, for legisla- 
tion to regulate rates for travel and transportation on railroads— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Leopold & Austrian, vessel-owners, and others 
interested in the business and shipping of Lake Superior, for the es- 
tablishment of a harbor of refuge at Grand Marais, in the State of 
Michigan—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: Memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, 
for the establishment of a mail-route in that State—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MANNING: Papers relating to the claim of M. W. Young 
and of Thomas P. Young—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCOID: The petition of J. W. Hugel, for relief—to the 
Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Richard Middleton—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: The petition of workingmen of Macungie, 
Pennsylvania, for the passage of the bill fixing the rates of duty on 
manufactures of iron, steel, &c.—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. OURY: The petition of James R. Tully, M. D., and others, 
relative to the treatment of Indian tribes—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: The 8 of Albira Trent, for a pension 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL: The resolutions relative to the treatment of 
the Hebrews in Russia, adopted at a meeting of citizens of Philadel- 
phia, held March 4, 1882—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RANNEY: The remonstrance of the Boston and Arizona 
Smelting and Reduction Company against the confirmation of a 
so-called Mexican land grant, designated as the San Juan de los 
Boquillos y Nogales—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. REED: The petition of T. H. Haskell and others, of Cape 
Elizabeth, Maine, asking that a pension be granted to Dolly Graf- 
fam—to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay. 

By Mr. JOHN B. RICE: Memorial of citizens of Tremont, Ohio, 
in opposition to the adoption of the French metric system—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. J. 8. ROBINSON: Paper relating to the claim of Sarah 
Jane Cameron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: The petition of honorably discharged soldiers 
of Luzerne County, Pennsylvania, for the passage of the bill to es- 
tablish a soldiers’ home at Erie, Pennsylvania—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: Paper relating to the pension claim of David 
Sents—to the Committee on „ : 

By Mr. WILLIAM G. THOMPSON: The petitions of 410 citizens of 
Poweshiek County, Iowa, for legislation forthe suppression of polyg- 
amy—severally to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TYLER: The petition of P. R. Carleton and 12 others, cit- 
izens of Andover, Vermont, for legislation to regulate interstate 
commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. UPSON: Papers relating to the claim of Edmund E. 
Schreiner—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: The petitions of 140 citizens of Clarendon, 
of 200 citizens of Orleans County, of 70 citizens of Barre, Orleans 
County, and of 140 citizens of Orleans County, in the State of New 
York, for the repeal of the law which permits alcoholic spirits to be 
used in the manufacture of vinegar without tax—severally to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. WAIT: The petition of citizens of New London County 
Connecticut, for the improvement of Mystic River, in the State of 
Connecticut—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WEBBER: The petition of 93 citizens of Michigan, rela- 
tive to the use of alcoholic spirits in the manufacture of vinegar—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLITS: The petition of Alfred C. DuBois and 40 others, 
of Hillsdale County, Michigan, relative to the use of alcoholic spirits 
in the manufacture of vinegar—to the same committee. 
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TUESDAY, March 21, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the 
following enrolled bill and joint resolutions; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2736) authorizing the sale of certain logs cut by 
the Indians of the Menomonee reservation in Wisconsin; 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 49) making a further appropriation 


to relieve the sufferers by the overflow of the Mississippi River and 
its tributaries ; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 130) granting the use of articles, tents, 
Ko., at the soldiers’ reunion to be held at Grand Island, Nebraska, 
in the month of August, 1882; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 132) granting the nse of articles, tents, 
&c., at the encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic of the 
Department of Pennsylvania on the battle-field of Gettysburgh, in 
July, 1882. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. No. 327) for the relief of John W. Humphrey, re- 
ceived yesterday from the House of Representatives, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. GEORGE. I present a memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Mississippi, earnestly urging action of Congress in aid of 
rebuilding the levees of the Mississippi. Lask that it may be printed 
in the RECORD. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on the Improvement 
of the Mississippi River and its Tributaries, and ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 

OFFICE OF SECRETARY or STATE, 
Jackson, Mississy 

I, Henry C. Myers, secretary of state, do certify the memorial hereto attached. 
addressed to the and House of Representatives of the Congress of the Uni 
States, is a true and correct copy of the original now on file in this office. 

Given under my hand and a seal of the State of Mississippi, hereunto 
affixed, this 9th day of March, 1882. 

(SEAL.] HENRY C. MYERS, Secretary of State. 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 

of the United States in Congress assembled : 

The undersi, who have beenappointed by a resolution of the slature of 
the State of Mississippi to prepare and submit to Congress a memorial upon the 
subject of levees in the State of Mississippi, and to solicit aid to repair the breaks 
occasioned by the present flood, as well as to urge upon the national Legislature 
the great importance of a common and intelligent levee system, to embrace the 
entire valley of the re River, at least from Cairoto New Orleans, respect- 
fully submit the following facts: 

rior to the year 1858, what is known as the Yazoo Delta in the State of Mis- 
mini, and comprising not less than ten thousand snare miles, was a wilderness, 
with here and there upan and near the banks of the Mississippi River a plantation, 
protected in part by the owner and in part by local taxation in the county. - 
adequate as was the protection thus offered, so fertile was the soil and so inviting 
was the prospect, that this delta began to rapidly fill up with the cotton planters 
of that time, who soon demanded and received at the hands of the Legislature of 
the State, in 1858, an intelligeſt and well-conceived levee system, which embraced 
the whole of this territory, but which was supported by local taxation, which, 
though then burdensome, was cheerfully borne in consideration of the immense 
advantages derived from it; and since that time the people of this delta, by means 
of local taxation, have been fighting the inundations of the Mississippi River, and 
have received, except during the war, when all taxation and work was suspended, 
almost complete protection. 

The system of levees thus inaugurated was, by the want of renewal occasioned 
by the war and the military operations of that period, destroyed, and in 1865 the 

azoo Delta was, as to overflow, remitted to its ene condition. 

In 1865 and in 1871 several levee boards, supported by local taxation, were organ- 
ized for the protection of these alluvial lesda, and by enormous local taxation, 
amounting to the present time, in the aggregate, which includes the payment of a 
debt contracted for levee pu prior to the war, to not less than $6,000,000, again 
secured almost complete protection. 

Under this condition of affairs population has flowed in and zoly increased, 
and new area has been added to the cultivated districts until it is rapidly beconun 
the most wealthy, as it is the most desirable of all sections in our State for the cul- 
tivation and production of cotton. 

The present unprecedented flood, which far surpasses in magnitude anything 
heretofore known, and which will ees not ocew jie weir within a generation, 
has swept away a large portion of the work constructed and maintained at such 
enormous cost to the people of the delta, and an overflow has come upon them, not 
only unheard of in its proportions, but in the disasters and distresses occasioned 
by it, and unless national aid can be secured these breaks in our levees must be 
repaired at great cost by a people already disheartened and impoverished by over- 


flow. 
Your memorialists ee rec and acknowledge the aid extended by 
to meet the ediate wants of the destitute and poorer classes of our 
poor: o in the delta, but they earnestly urge upon the attention of Congress the 
portance of rebui , as soon as the present high water subsides, the breaks 


in our levees, in order that a recurrence of these ters and distresses later in 


The result would be that a generous Government would be 
feed a destitute le at a cost probabl 

them protection and enable them in the 
for themselves. 

So much for the immediate necessities of the delta poo memorialists would say ; 
but they would fall short of their duty if they did not urge npon the consideration 
of Congress the great importance of a national levee system, devised and made 

fect from the experience of the t one, which, while affording complete pro- 
tion to the fertile s valley of the Mississippi, would also aid in improving the 
0 


again called upon to 
exceeding what it would take to give 
ture, as they have in the past, to provide 


nav m and in exten and ine commerce of that t river. 
Toon eee having now —.— the duty imposed 5 respect- 
fully submit the subject to om and generosity o 5 7 
V. B. WADDELL, 


Ohmn. Com. on part Senate, 
W. H. FITZGERALD, 
WARREN COWAN, 

Senate Committee. 
W. W. STONE, 


Chmn. Oom. on part House, 
THOMAS J. Woon, 


p House Committee. 
Adopted by house * March 9, 1882. 


II. II. TISON, Speaker of House. 
Adopted by the senate March 9, 1882. 
R. O. REYNOLDS, President of the Senate. 
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Mr. GEORGE. I present a petition of citizens of Washington 
County, A e now overflowed, praying for Con ional aid 
i building the levees of the Mississippi, which I ask may also be 
printed in the RECORD. 9 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can be printed in the RECORD if 
there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 


The petition was referred to the Committee on the Improvement 
of the Mississippi River and its Tributaries, and ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America: 


Your memorialists, the citizens of Washington County, in the State of Missis- 
sippi, assembled in public meeting, e ees for your consideration their 
memorial asking for immediate and efficient aid 5 shattered system 
of levees hitherto protecting the Yazoo Delta from inundation. 

It would be unnecessary to set forth in detail the present pitiable condition of 
that section. The public prints have already spread through the land the tale of 
woe, of privation, destitution, starvation, homes destroyed, hopes blasted, com- 
merce and industry prostrated, and a people looking on in silent agony as the piti- 
less flood sweeps on and over what was but a few weeks ago one of the fairest por- 
tions of our common country. And although the ingenuity of able reporters and 
correspondents has been taxed to the utmost in this — they have presented 
put a faint outline of the cendition of spay really existing, The national — 
lature, ever ready to respond to the call of suffering humanity, at the first wail of 


distress generously appropriated a part of the national treasure to the purchase of 
food for the sufferers. le this may, and possibly will, be of some service, its 
effect 


be purely temporary. It may for a few days appease the pangs of hun- 
ger, but it will do „ restoring the courage and energies of a people 
now paralyzed more by the outlook for the future than by the horrors of the pres- 
ent. 

It is not so much food and e tide them over the present disaster that 
our people need as it is an assurance that immediate steps be taken to prevent 
its annual recurrence, and to enable them by their own industry to repair the re- 
verses and losses of the hour. Out of the abundant resources which we have been 
enabled to gather in the past decade of comparative immunity we believe that un- 
aided we could pass through the present season with — vely little of actual 
starvation. But when we turn our eyes to the future see our system of levees 
built at so great cost rent into fragments, the breaches continually widening and 
deepening, the country unable to respond in taxes for their immediate repair, the 
waters and again ee th the crevasses with each annual of the 
river, and each time ex its work of destruction, the stoutest hearts among 
us quail, our energies are 7 confidence is destroyed, credit lost, and dum 
despair sits in the place of confident and courageous hope. Give to the inundated 
district the assurance that the national T will at once come to its aid inthe 
lace to hope, to 
and active vital 3 


Mississ the 
banks 4 ing the highest 


bayous and lakes, they be 
land were occupied 


acres of cultiva 


was d by which the property of the whole del 
ithe construction and maintenance of levees, and a board of levee commissioners 
for the purpose of protecting with the revenue thus raised the 

entire alluvial country. 

The of this law, and the immediate and efficient action of the board or- 
ganized under it, gave an immense impetus to the settlement and development of 

delta. Population flowed in, and land heretofore considered worth] 

because of the certainty of annual overflow, was redeemed from the 
ness to ivated plantations. The production of the delta was immensel: 
creased, At great cost, and within eig teen months, a system of levees affo: 
comparative immunity was constru from Tennessee to the mouth of the Yazoo 
River. The war, with the cessation of the taxes and the abandonment of work by 
the board consequent thereon, together with the destruction of the levees by the 
national forces in military operations, left us, in so far as protection from overflow 
was concerned, almost in a state of nature. The levee system of the delta was a 
wreck; but a struggle for existence had to be w ; levees were n 
existence; cotton was at fabulous prices, In 1865 the riparian counties, inch 
more than one-half the river front between the mouth of the Yazoo and the Ten- 
nessee line, and a few years later the remainder of the riparian counties, a second 


time inaugurated by legislative enactment the levee system, again supported by 
taxation upon the f 


was levied, in addition to a tax on land, and this at a tans wien & tax of $12 per 
‘bale was required from us at the hands of the National Government. With the as. 
surance thus again given of protection from overflow the fertility of our soil and 

mial immi The recently en. 


to 
ng 


sought the alluvial lands, bate to 
manded for protection, because the re 


N has 3 more rapidly and increased in 
ulation in a ratio most an er portion of the South. The cap- 
of the North and t had just turned its attention our way. Great railroad 
corporations were about to net-work gur delta with their beneficent highways of 
commerce; great manufacturing com ies were about to seat th ves in the 
heart of thecotton belt. Then comes the disaster of 1882. 8 are no longer 
able to farnish the revenue with which to repair the damage. The whole sh, a) 
is submerged, and the sie ae which the tax for levees is laid will not be pro- 
duced the current year. The breaks will remain open, and in 1883, and an- 
nually thereafter, will come the floods, sweeping away costly levee-work still stand- 
ing and further disabling our population. ‘Thousands in the lowest lands will seek 
other homes; year by year our ee, willincrease, our towns and cities dwindle 
into landing places, and finally the delta revert to its original state. A few plant- 
ers will oecupy the extremely high lands, making nei; hood combinations for 
protection against excessive floods. The residue of country, with its fertile 
soil and almost tropical sun, will ly become a wilderness. It is this 
prospect which alarms and disheartens hag he: our courage, and makes cowards 
ot us all. But it is not alone the dwellers e alluvial lands who are interested 
in this matter. The commerce of the whole country is deeply concerned init. The 
Yazoo Delta, with its thirteen counties and 4,000,000 acres of arable land devoted 
almost exclusively to the culture of cotton, draws its supplies of oye pea! flour, 
oats, hay, mules, 8 implements, and wooden - Ware from the Northwest, 
its merchandise manufactured goods from the East, and its whisky and tobacco 
from the Middle States. For these sections of the Union it is a customer whose 
consumption now amounts to many millions of dollars, and will go on increasin; 
if the consequences of the existing disaster can be speedjly retrieved, but the di- 
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than 


mensions of whose trade will dwindle into the thousands should the retrogression 
which we think certain in the absence of your aid ensue. 

Commerce and navigation are so intimately blended that it is difficult to separate 
the effect upon the one from that upon the other. That the occurrence con- 
tinuance of crevasses such as now exist serious! impas and interfere with the 
navigation of the Mississippi River can hardly at this day be disputed. 
of flood, as at the ent, steamers are unable to make their re; landings, to 
deliver their freights or their mails. Trade between the delta and other sections 
of the Union ceases, and their freights are diminished. They navigate a wild 
waste of waters, with land-marks and object points swept away or submerged, 


and in murky, bad weather are in constant danger of grounding on the submerged 
banks or | g their way in overflowed cotton and corn fields. Timber is swept 


from the banks and lodged permanently in the bed of the river, to become danger- 
ous to vessels as the water recedes in the shape of snags. The trouble becomes 
serious, too, in low water. Then will be found below and in the vicinity of each 
crevasse a deposit in the bed of the river, lessening its depth, and making its 
navigation cult, uncertain, and dangerous, 

We earnestly press upon your consideration all of these important interests. We 
confidently assert that speedy and efficient action upon your part, the immediate 
appropriation of a sum sufficient to at once repair and make stronger and better 
the shattered levees of the Yazoo Delta, willnot only restore the confidence, en: Y 
and pluck of that country, but will redound a hundredfold to the benefit of 
commerce and business of at least one-third of our whole 8 

What your memorialists ask is not aid to mitigate the 1 — of E ers 
hour; these we can stand; but it is aid in the shape of preven paid will 
give us hope for the future; aid that shall preclude the of naked and 
starving thousands from again calling upon the national Treasury for clothing and 
for food; aid that will bein fact but a loan at usurious interest, and that will speed- 
ily be returned a hundredfold into the Treasury of the nation. 


Mr. BROWN presented a petition of citizens of Americus, Georgia, 
praying for an adequate appropriation for the improvement of the 

arbor of the city of Savannah; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin 
in favor of Government depositories for the savings of the industrial 
classes; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, in 
favor of the establishment of a mail-route from Independence, in the 
county of Trempealeau, to Gilmanton, in the county of Buffalo, and 
the establishment of a tri-weekly mail service; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the pe mre of Wisconsin, in 
favor of the establishment of a mail route between the city of Lan- 
caster and the village of Cassville, in Grant County, Wisconsin; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Wiscon- 
sin, in favor of an early settlement of the claim of the State of Wis- 
consin against the United States for swamp and overflowed lands; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. y 

Mr. CALL. I present the petition of a large number of citizens 
of Florida residing on the Gulf coast, praying Congress to enact such 
legislation as will enable them to have mail facilities, representing 
that there is a large commercial interest on the coast of Florida, 
composed of vessels eng ed in 5 and other fishing, and that 
through the action of the Post-Office Department they are deprived 
of all mail facilities. I move the reference of the petition to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ADMISSION OF DAKOTA. 

Mr. HALE. I present the memorial of N. T. Palmer and others, 
remonstrating against the admission of Dakota as a State. I wish 
to say that the remonstrance discloses a remarkable condition of 
affairs in Dakota. In 1872 the county of Yankton, one of the large 
counties in that Territory, under an act of the Legislative Assembly, 
sought for by the poopie of that county, issued bonds to the amount 
of 200 000 to aid in the construction of the Dakota Southern Rail- 
road. The bonds having been issued, they were put upon the mar- 
ket, accompanied by representations of the leading men in the Ter- 
ritory as to their being sound and good, and they were taken by 

ple all over the United States, representing many different States. 

he road was built; the people of the Territory have got the benefit 

of it. It is the only road going into Yankton County, is running at 
this day, and everybody there is receiving the benefit of it. 

After paying interest for a short time the county repudiated its 
obligations and declined to pay, and the bondholders were thrown 
intothe courts. They passed through all the stages of litigation in 
the Territory and in the United States court and made outtheir case, 
and were awarded judgment, upon which the inhabitants or officials 
of the Territory invoked the action of the Dakota Legislature to aid 
them in their repudiation, and the Legislative Assembly of Dakota 
at once proceeded to pass different acts operating in favor of this 
Su soto by the county. Among other things, the protest shows 
that— 

After said Yankton e fob defeated in its attempt at repudiation through 
the courts, it applied to the Legislature of Dakota Territory for assistance in its 
efforts to accomplish repudiation, which assistance was promptly granted by the 

am 


of all the acts sought for by Yankton Conny Tha the acts so 

was one that repealed the law theretofore in the Territory, which 
authorized a levy u the property of the county for the 8 of any judg- 
ment obtained against the county. (See Session Laws of Dakota for 1881, page 


enabling the county commissioners to effect an imme- 
diate determination of otficial powers by a in the office of 
the county clerk. (See Session Laws of Dakota of page 219.) 

The operation of this act was that when a mandamus was issued 
to the county officers in favor of the creditors they at once filed their 


.) 
Another act was 
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tions with the county clerk, and there was no board for the 
writ to operate upon. 

The circumstances are all recited in the memorial. The remon- 
strants, hailing, as I have said, from different States in the Union, 
wind up their protest as follows, in which I heartily concur: 

view of these facts, titioners bee Sap submit that the le of 
Dakota have not yet 8 capable of ee ee 
- by Federalsupervision, and that, inasmuch as your petitioners invested their money 
upon their faith in the act of Congress, they have a right to expect that your hon- 
orable bodies will see to it that the people of this Territory are not to be encour- 
aged in their efforts at repudiation, and your petitioners therefore do most respect- 
fully protest against the admission of Dakota as a State at the present time. 

I ask that the memorial be laid on the table and printed; and I 
give notice that whenever the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. l 
shall call up the bill for the admission of Dakota as a State, I wil 
seek to offer an amendment providing that it shall not be admitted 
as a State until its record is cleared of this repudiation 

Mr. McMILLAN. I should like to ask the Senator where that pro- 
test comes from? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator can have the names read if he chooses, 

Mr. McMILLAN. [should like the Senator to state where it comes 
from, and whether it is a printed document, and where it was pre- 

ared. 

a Mr. HALE. Iwill say to the Senator from Minnesota that I have 
received letters from individuals whom I know to be of the first re- 
sponsibility, some of whose names are upon this protest and others 
who are not. The memorial is signed by the Frst National Bank of 
Brunswick, Maine; A, H. Merryman, of Brunswick, Maine; the 
Pejepscot National Bank of Brunswick, Maine; J. F. Whitney, of 
9 Maine; John S. Wallace, chaplain United States Navy, 
Annapolis, Maryland; Benjamin F. Emerson, of Nashua, New Hamp- 
shire; the Municipal Trust Company (limited) of London, England, 
by 8. W. Packard,its attorney; Hettie B. Darlington, of West Ches- 
ter, Pennsylvania; William P. Marshall, of West Chester, Pennsyl- 
vania; Eben Newton, of Canfield, Ohio, attorney for Mrs. Eliza Jen- 
nings, holding $34,000 of the bonds; William C. Scranton, of Utica, 
New York, and so on. I will read no further because I do not want 
to take up so much time of the morning hour. 

Mr. McMILLAN, Are those printed signatures? 

My. HALE. It is a printed document, 

Mr. McMILLAN. The whole paper is printed! 


Mr. HALE. Les, sir. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Where does it purport to come from? 

Mr. HALE. I can tell the gentleman that my information came 
from very respectable ee in the State of Maine, who have suf- 
fered by losses upon these bonds, and whom I am bound to say I am 
trying to represent here. 

. McMILLAN. Is the Senator throu; 


h? 

Mr. HALE. I was only answering the Senators questions. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Before this protest is referred, I wish to say that 
a great many financiers in the East have been accustomed to look to 
the West for places of investment for their money at very and 
usurious rates, and whenever anything occurs to interfere with the 
prompt and unhesitating collection of their debt the first thing is to 
refer to repudiation in the West, I give the Senator notice that in 
regard to this protest and in regard to Dakota generally, she can be 
vindicated from any assaults of money-lenders in the East who seek 
to blemish her reputation. 

Mr. HALE. Now let me say—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no question for debate 
before the Senate. 

Fim HALE. I have moved that the memorial be printed and lie on 

e table, 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, When a Senator presents a penon 
or memorial he is permitted to make a short statement of the con- 
tents, and then it is referred or laid on the table, as the case may be. 

Mr. HALE. I only wish to say to the Senator that I have made 
no attack on the West; I have not alluded to the West; I believe 
in it as much as he does. The Senator from Minnesota need not be 
sensitive about this matter. If he disputes the facts as I have stated 
them here, let him bring in his proof; but I believe the facts to be 

ust as stated, I amin favor of the admission of Dakota as a State, 
ut I want her record to be purged before she comes in, and so far 
as my humble powers go I mean that it shall be done. 

Mr. McMILLAN, en she comes in it will be with as honorable 
a record as any other State in the Union came in with. * 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This debate is out of order on the 
3 of a petition. It was commenced out of order by the 

nator from Maine in a long speech. 

Mr. HALE. Lask that the memorial be laid on the table, the bill 
for the admission of Dakota having been already reported from the 
Committee on Territories. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, I only wish to say, by the consent of the Sen- 
ate, inasmuch as this matter has been talked of a great deal, that I 
know nothing personally about it; but good men, men who are in 
office in the Territory of Dakota, deny that there has been any impo- 
sition palmed off or tried to be palmed off by any of the people or 
officers of that Territory. When the proper time comes I think we 
shall be able to answer all that has been said by the Senator from 
Maine and give satisfaction on the subject. 

Mr. WINDOM. I want to say a single word, and that is, that the 


Senate should suspend judgment upon this question until both sides 


have been heard. The Senator from Maine has made a Toriy olab- 
orate statement, not one word of which have Iever heard of before, 
although a near neighbor to Dakota. If all he says is true, then I 
agree with him, but I apprehend that there is an explanation of this 
matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be printed and 
laid on the table, no point being raised on its reception. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. McDILL, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. No. 1432) abolishing the military reservation of 
Fort Abercrombie, in the State of Minnesota, and authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to have the lands embraced therein made 
subject to homestead and pre-emption entry and sale the same as 
other public lands, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

r. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1385) for the relief of William A. Courtenay, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 1320) for the relief of C. M. Wilcox, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the. 
Committee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance, to. 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 5221) to amend section 3066 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to report it without 
amendment. Asthesame committee reported an identical bill, which 
is the first bill in order on the Calendar, and it is merely to give an 
opportunity to other officers than justices of the peace to issue war- 
rants in the city of New York where such warrants are required, I 
will ask to have the bill acted upon at once, 

Mr. TELLER. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iwill merely say that heretofore it has been usual 
to allow the Committee on Finance when reporting any general bill 
to have it acted upon. For many, many years the committee have 
had that privilege, but I do not insist upon it. 

Mr. TELLER. When a bill is reported from the committee with- 
out having been printed? 

Mr. MORRILL. This bill has been printed, and is also identical 
with a bill which is now on the 8 

Mr. HOAR. What is the bill? 

Mr. MORRILL. It is simply to give other officers than justices of 
the peace in the city of New York the opportunity to issue warrants 
in customs cases. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not like to make small criticisms or hypereriti- 
cisms; but one great security of legislation is the knowledge by the 
poopie ee legislation. Every Senator has his attention called 

efects in bills, or needed amendments, or objections to bills, or 
arguments in their fayor, by persons who learn from the press that 
the bills are before Con . Now, a bill like this one, where the- 
title merely states that it is to amend a certain section of the Revised 
Statutes, when reported by its title conveys no information to the 

ublic whatever. It seems to me there ought to be a rule of the 

nate prohibiting the reporting of a bill . with a title which 

shall 1 to the public information of the subject to which 
it relates. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will merely say in reply te the Senator from 
Massachusetts that a similar bill was repo from the Committee 
on Finance as long ago as February 1, and it is now the first bill on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. But whe can know to what it relates when the title 
merely states that it is to amend a section of the Revised Statutes? 
heed PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no question before the 

nate. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not object to the present consideration of the 
bill from any desire to embarrass the committee, but I do think that 
it is an exceedingly bad method of proceeding for a committee to come 
in here and report a bill and immediately ask to take it up. No op- 
portunity is given for examination; and if the Committee on Financo- 
are entitled to do it, then every other committee of the Senate ought 
to have the same privilege. The Committee on Finance has no special. 
rights, and I gave notice the other day that I intended to object to 
the present consideration of a bill in all such cases. 

e PRESIDENT tempore. The bill goes on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 1301) granting an increase of pension to George Gans, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1313) granting a pension to Samuel Horner, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered. 
to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
82 No. 1218) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Frederick A. 

arlick, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 


Objection being made, the bill will 
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) granting a pension to George C. Quick. 
ill was read sor og 4 
be printed. 

r. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom wasreferred 
the bill (H. R. No, 1017) ting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. Ordway, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MAXEY. I am instracted by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 470) to place Colonel 
John H. King, Ninth Infantry, brevet major-general United States 
Army, upon the retired list of the Army, to submit an adverse report 
thereon, and move the indefinite postponement of the bill. I beg to 
state on behalf of the committee that the committee recognizes the 
gallant and distinguished services of Colonel King; but after ve 
mature deliberation on this question the committee has concluded, 
and I believe without a dissenting voice, that it would be unwise 
and unsafe to depart from the law in this and like cases by special 
legislation. 

The report was ordered to be printed; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1118) granting a pension to Levi H. Naron, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1302) granting a pension to John W. Hayes, submitted an 
adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. ON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was recommitted the bill (S. No. 296) for the relief of Dr. A. Sidney 
Tebbs, reported it with an amendment. 

5 5 She bart Eis ee) conte on Pensions, 125 . re- 
erred the bi . No. granting a pension to Horace S. Spear, 
eaten an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be 

rinted, 

= He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 243) to increase the pension of Henry Binnamon, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. TELLER, kon the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re 
ferred the petition of John Johnson, praying for arrears of pension, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed, and the committee were discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 139) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of William J. Budd, deceased, reported adversely thereon; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 2491) for the relief of Anna M. Marshall, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 1206) granting a pension to Mrs. Kate L. Usher, submitted 
an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Mili irs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1337) for the relief of Alfred Pleasonton, 
reported adversely thereon ; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. tithe st public lands for the relief of 
certain citizens of the United States, asked to be di from 
its farther consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. ROLLINS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, submitted 
the views of the minority of the committee on the bill (S. No. bee | 
for the relief of Edward ows; which were ordered to be prin 
with the report of the committee in the case. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1533) confirming certain 
rights on the Chippewa River heretofore granted by the Legislature 
of the State of Wisconsin; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JOHNSTON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1534) for the relief of Ann Green and Ma- 
ria Bohrer, heirs-at-law ef Lieutenant-Colonel Uriah Forrest; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1535) for the relief of Charles A. Sibley, 
guardian of Lloyd M. Stevens; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying petition and papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military 

Mr. FRYE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1536) to incorporate The National Railway 
Company; which was read twice by its title. 
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Mr. FRYE. I introduce this bill by request, but I have examined 
it and it commends itself to my 8 It provides for a new 
route between here and New York City, and it involves no assist- 
ance from the United States Government except the right. 
the reference of the bill to the Committee on Railroads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1537) to amend the statutes in rela- 
tion to patents; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Patents. 

Mr, FARLEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1538) to provide for the transfer of certain 
Government property in the Territory of Arizona from the War 
Department to the Interior Department for Indian school purposes ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Mili Affairs. 

He asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1539) for the relief of William Franklin Grounds ; 
yen was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

Mr. COKE (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1540) for the relief of S. E. Ogden; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CALL (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1541) for the relief of Isaac E. 
Palmer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1542) for the relief of James 
Arkell and Penama Smith; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1543) for the relief of James Arkell, Benjamin 
Smith, and Adam Smith; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1544) for the erection of a publie building at 
Brooklyn, New York, for use as a post-office and United States court, 
and for the accommodation of United States internal-revenue offi- 
cials, and for other Government purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1545) for the relief of Josiah Elkins; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1546) to increase the pension of George W. 
Bausman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1547) relating to affidavits in land entries; which 
3 twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 

n 

Mr. PENDLETON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave tointroduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 54) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States AAM ‘or the elee- 
tion of certain officers by the people; which was reat twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrench- 
ment. 


I move 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. ALDRICH, it was 


Ordered, That the in the case of William Herbert, 
States Infan 


Eleventh United nfantry, be withdra 


sergeant Com B. 
ren trate the teat the Hemme and 


referred to the Committee 

On motion of Mr. FERRY, it was 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the bill (S. No. 1220) for the relief of the 
heirs of Albert Towle be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

k PAPERS RETURNED TO THE HOUSE. 

On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 

Ordered, That the from the House of resentatives to the bill 
(H. ober 989) for the relief of Earnest Rabie tp returned to the Hoses of Rep- 
resentatives. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION, 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution ; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if in his judgment not le 
with the public interest, to communicate to the Senate the instructiens given in 
the early part of the year 1880 to Mr. F. Seward, then minister te China, 

Chinese and a m cation of existing treaties relating 
thereto, 3 ence between Mr. Seward and the Department of State 
su 


THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Isubmit the following order, and as it relates to 
the convenience of Senators, I ask for its present consideration : 

Ordered, That the superintendent of the folding-room deliver hereafter to the 
Secretary of the Senate twenty bbb 
each session of for use in the Senate Library, and that he supply addi- 
k volumes of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD so far as may be 


¢ 
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dere are but ten copies of the RECORD now supplied to the Senate 
Library, and these are oorun a out; and in order to supply 
en o 


Senators the Librarian has iged to borrow of the Librarian 
of the House Library, where they have a hundred sets. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 

rder. 
8 The order was agreed to. 
COINAGE OF GOLD AND SILVER. 

Mr. TELLER submitted the following resolutions; which were 

ordered to lie on the table and be printed : 


Resolved, That the experience of mankind has demonstrated the necessity of the 

nse of both gold and sliver as circulating medium; that the destruction of the 

money faculty of silver is in the interest of a few only and not calculated to bene- 
reat mass of mankind. 


fit th 
5 That it is the duty of the United States Government to provide a 


ved, 
min capsa ual to the annual domestic production of gold and silver, so 
that the hol ders of bullion may freely convert the same into money without em- 
barrassing delay. z 


ALBERT H. EMERY. 


ive notice that on Friday next, after the 
up the bill (S. No. 111) for the relief of 


Mr. FAIR. I wish to 
morning hour, I shall ca 
Albert H. Emery. 

LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being no further morning 
business the Senate resumes the consideration of the first bill on the 
Calendar under the Anthony rule. : 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. No. 1049) to promote the efficiency of the 
Life-Saving Service, and to encourage the saving of life from ship- 
wreck, the pending question being on the following amendment, 
reported by the Committee on Commerce as section 7: 

or member of a crew ofa life-saving or life-boat station shall 
be bo disable 8 ot — wound or injury received or disease contracted in 
the . in the line of duty as to unfit him for the performance of 
duty, such disability to be determined in such manner as shall be prescribed in 
the regulations of the service, he shall be continued upon the rolls of the service 
and entitled to receive his full pay — 2. the continuance of such disability, not 
to exceed the period of one , unless the general superintendent shall recom- 
mend, u a statement of facts, the extension of the period through a portion or 
the ine ot another year, said recommendation receive the iS SPROTI of the 
Secretary of the as just as reasonable; but in no case said disabled 
keeper or member of a crew be continued upon the rollsor receive pay for a longer 
— two years. 

The question being put on the amendment, a division was called 
for; and the ayes were 25. ‘ 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is manifestly not a quorum voting, and I 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and taken. 

Mr. ILIE k, of New York. I am paired with the Senator from 
Maryland, [Mr. Groome,] but I do not understand this to be a 
pelitical question, and I have therefore voted. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I am requested by the Senator from Arkansas 
[ Me. GARLAND] to say that he is paired with the Senator from Ver- 
mont, [Mr. EDMUNDS. ] vr 8 7 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am paired on political questions with the Sen- 
ator from Maryland, [Mr. GoRMAN,] but with the understanding 
that I should vote upon this bill. 

The-result was announced—yeas 35, nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS—35. 
Aldri Davis of Illinois, Jonas, 080m, 
33 Farley, Jones of Florida, Rollins, 
Ba: Ferry, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
Blair, Frye, 
Call, Hampton, Me Slater, 
Cameron of Pa., Harrie, McPherso: Teller, 
Cameron of Wis., Hawle: Miller of Cal. Walker, 
Coke, Hill of Colorado, Miller of N. Y., Windom. 
Conger, Johnston, Mitchell, 
NAYS—20. 

À Davis of W. Va., Jackson, Pendleton, 
a Fair, McDill, hi 
Gone, H Morgat om 
Cockrell, Hoar, Morrill,” Van Wyck. 

ABSENT—21. 
Butler, Grover, Lapham, Vest 
Dawes, ale, 6, Voorhees, 
Edmunds, Hill of Georgia, Plat Williams. 
Garland, 8, Plumb, 
Gorman, Kellogg, Saunders, 
Groome, 7 Vance, 

So the amendment was a to. 


The next amendment reported by the Committee on Commerce was 
to insert as section 8 the following: 


That if any keeper or member of a crew of a life-saving or life-boat station shall 
hereafter die by reason of any wound or injury received or disease contracted in 
the Life-Saving Service in the line of duty, leaving a widow, or a child or children 
under sixteen years of age, such widow and child or children shall be entitled to 
receive, in equal een during a period of two years, under such regulations as 
the Secretary of Treasury may prescribe, the same amoun piablo uarterly, 
as far as practicable, that the husband or father would be enti o receive as ps 
if he were alive and continued in the service: Provided, That if the widow s al 


the said two years, the payment of the portion of such child shall cease to be paid 
to such child from the date on which such age shall be attained, but shall be added 
to the amount to be paid to the remaining beneficiaries, if there be any. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I rise for the purpose of asking the committee 
who have reported this bill if they will not consent to strike out sec- 
tion 8. I am very anxious for the success of this bill. It necessarily 
goes back to the House of Representatives to concur in our amend- 
ments, and I very much fear that this section is ingrafting into our 
laws a system of civil pensions which the Congress of the United 
States are not exactly prepared to do. 

Jam willing to do anything that may be necessary to aid the life- 
saving stations and the Life-Saving Service, but I fear that we shall 
have trouble in passing the eighth section of the bill. We have pro- 
vided in section 7 that if a member of a crew is disabled he shall 
receive compensation during the time of his disability up to one 
year, and, in fact, for two years if the disability should continue for 
that length of time. Then the proposed eighth section provides for 
a pension to be given to the families of those who die by reason of 
wounds or injuries contracted in the service. Would it not be bet- 
ter, I anpes to the committee, to adopt the amendment that I offered 
to the bill yesterday, increasing the pay of the surfmen? Thecom- 

nsation of $40 a month isentirely insufficient to secure , faith- 

„and competent men for such hazardous service. -Unless those 
employed as surfmen have been practically 8 they are of 
no conceivable use or benefit to the service. I think the pay should 
be increased to at least $60 per month, for they are nly employed 
six or seven months in the year at furthest on most of the stations, 
and that is during the inclement season and during the period of the 
year when the exposure is the greatest. 

Now, if we strik 6 out the eighth section, or refuse to to the 
committee’s amendment inserting the eighth section, and if then the 
Senate will permit a sum to be fixed in the bill which seems to be 
adequate and proper by declaring that the surfmen shall receive a 
compensation of not less than $60 a month, I think there would be 
a very great amelioration of the present condition ; and at the same 
time we should do away with those features of the bill which seem 
not to be exactly right, or at least not generally acceptable. 

Mr, CONGER. I stated yesterday, President, and I repeat 
again to-day, that under the laws now in force there is no limitation, 
except the retion of the Department having charge of this serv- 
ice, to the pay of surfmen. 

ber paved RSON. Will the Senator yield to me then one mo- 
ment 

Mr. CONGER. Not out of my five minutes. Let me finish. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Why does not the Department give over $45? 
Mr. CONGER. I have here a certified copy of the law approved 
June 18, 1878, which has never been repealed, which has been mod- 


ified in two appropriation bills by limiting those appropriations for 
those particular years to the payment of surfmen not to exceed $40 
a month, I said that yesterday; but after I had said it it was con- 
tradicted by ie og of this body more experienced and more versed 
in the law than I am, but unfortunately mistaken in that regard. 
Section 7 of the act of June 18, 1878, says: 

Sec. 7. That it shall be the ~~. of the general superintendent to supervise the 
organization and government of the employés of the service; SOTTA taal 
regulations therefor as may be n ; to fix the number compensation of 
surfmen to be employed at the several pi A Pract within the provisions of law. 

That is,“ within the appropriations.” That is the law to-day. Last 
me under that law, there being no restriction in the appropriation 

ill of last year to $40 a month, the Secretary of the Treasury in- 
creased the compensation of surfmen to $45; and it is now at that 
rate. He e it to $50, to $60, to $1,000, as far as the law is 
concerned, e complaint has not been that the surfmen are not 
paid enough. The keepers, who are captains of the boat's crew and 
responsible for all its management, sharing in the perils, with all the 
responsibilities, have been paid heretofore only $400 a year, $33.33} 
a month, while surfmen, the men that they employ, have received 
$40 and $45. The length of time they are employed is in the discre- 
tion of the Department, too. There was an evident propriety in 
increasing the pay of these captains of the boats, and therefore the 
discretion in this bill is fiver that the Department may increase 
their pay according to the needs of each station not to exceed $800 
in any case; but thereisnolimitationastosurfmen. In some places 
they ought to have a great deal more than in others if we contrast 
the danger and the labor and the constant peril and exposure at the 
different stations. I have no objection to limiting it to $50 or $60 a 
month. I think these men have come to be regarded as saviors by 
all the people of the country who travel on boats. They have been 
wonderfully successful in saving the lives of our citizens. There is 
scarcely any compensation that we would not give to the man who 
saved our life or the lives of our friends or of our citizens; but there 
has been no complaint before the committee among all the memorials 
and all the petitions showing the necessity of an increase of what 
the law now allows except that there should be a larger appropria- 
tion to enable the Department to exercise its discretion; but in 
regard to the keepers and in regard to the superintendents there have 
come complaints from all over the country continuously. 

Now, one word more. What these surfmen desire, what they plead 
with this Congress to give them, what they have asked for years, is 
that which our committee propose in these amendments. ere isa 


1882. 
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letter which was written by the Senator from Ohio when he was 
Secretary of the Treasury to Speaker RANDALL in regard to the abso- 
lute necessity of providing that men who are disabled while in serv- 
ice op these stations should be provided for, and thatif their lives are 


lost some support for their families should be provided. That is 
what they want. That letter speaks well for that Senator’s heart, 
and Congress would have done well if it had heeded it when it was 
written and provided for them as we provide for them in this bill. 
The two sections pro as amendments to this bill by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce furnish that which the surfmen, the laborers 
exposed to the danger, ask Congress to favor them with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. COKE. I move that the Senator have leave to proceed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it the unanimous wish of the Sen- 
ate that the Senator from Michigan shall proceed? 

Mr. CONGER. I do not wish more time; I have said all I care to 


say. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey is out 
of order; he has already spoken on this question. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I should like some Senator to give me a 
reason why a man who has lost his life in the service of his country or 
in obedience to its laws should not have his wife and children taken 
care of after his death. I venture tosay that no Senator can give such 
a reason. There is every ground of public policy and of right which 
demands it. To say that the country is not able to pay, and for Sen- 
ators to express a fear of a civil service pension, is no argument at all. 

Why, sir, in Florida we have 1,400 miles of sea-coast. Within two 
years a vessel was stranded upon that coast and some fifty or sixty 
valuable lives were lost, among them a distinguished officer of the 
Army of the United States, aie upon duty to some distant point 
of the country. If there been a life-station there that loss would 
not have occurred. It was in the immediate vicinity of the shore. 
There are few years in which there are not something like one hun- 
dred lives lost, and millions of dollars of property, for the want of 
this service. 

Now, sir, I undertake to say that there is no proposition that is 
clearer than that if one of these men having a family should, by ex- 
posure, lose his life in obedience to the laws for the service of all, all 
should pay for it by compensating his widow. It is no compensation 
and it is no inducement to a man to give his life to any public serv- 
ice that he gets present remuneration for it. All governments and 
all times have affirmed the propriety of the principle contained in 
this amendment: that when a man dies his family should be taken 
care of by those for whom he sacrifices his life. The country is amply 
able to doit. I think it is idle to say that this country, with its 
vast resources, cannot support the wives and children of the poor 
surfmen who lose their lives in the preservation of the property of 
the country and the lives of the people in obedience to the public law. 

But, Mr. President, a word in regard to the compensation of the 
superintendents of this service. A proposition was made yesterday 
that the surfman should be paid more than now. I think he ought 
to be paid $45, $50, $60, $70, or $80, according to his merit; but it 
does not follow because a man is courageous, because he goes into 
the surf and saves life, that he is adequate to superintend a station. 
The committee have proposed in this bill a thousand dollars a year 
for the superintendent of the seven hundred miles of sea-coast who 
has charge of the service on the coast of Florida. Sir, yon cannot get 
aman of business capacity, you cannot get a man of the moral quali- 
ties requisite to command the number of men needed there, for that 
amount of money. Five thousand dollars would be well expended 
to have an efficient, capable, earnest man, with a high sense of duty, 
engaged upon that service on that coast, and I shall move at the 
appropriate time for an increase of that $1,000. It is entirely insuffi- 
cient. 

The difficulty of the bill is that it does not 9 half 80 
much as it ought to do, and that the service is not half as efficient as 
it ought to be. Itis within my knowledge that a thousand human 
beings have lost their lives in vessels, large and small, wrecked upon 
the coast of Florida, in those terrible gales that occur every two or 
three years, within the period of my life-time. 

I support this bill and support it most heartily. I only regret that 
its provisions are not more ample and that the appropriations are 
net larger. There is no service in this Government that is more val- 
uable and that contributes more to the preservation of life and prop- 
erty than the Life-Saving Service. 

Mr. FERRY. I heartily concur in the benefits provided in the 
eighth section, but I desire to call the attention of my colleague to 
an omission, I think, here in not including the widows and children 
of the superintendents in case of death, Why are they excluded? 

Mr. CONGER. Because they do not put their lives necessarily in 
exposure to peril. They live and perform their duties in traveling a 
thousand, or twelve hundred, or five thousand miles, and teaching the 
men, but they are not exposed to actual peril, necessarily, The com- 
mand is not that they shall go out on the ocean among the breakers 
and risk their lives. They see that the system is well organized and 
that the men do their duty; but these other men are exposed to 
actual peril constantly in the performance of their duties. 

Mr. FERRY. I remind my colleague of the fact that it becomes 
necessary frequently for the superintendent to lead the way in train- 


a, Sr crews, and I alsó remind him of the fact that a superintendent 
a own vicinity lost his life in this very service, Superintendent 
yer. 

Mr. CON GER. Two superintendents have lost their lives, not 
because there was a necessity that they should e themselves to 
peril, but they were passing in boats from one station to another and 
the storm overtook them; they were not in the act of saving life; 
but they were pensioned by Congress because they were in the dis- 


charge of duty. When these special cases arise Congress never fails 
to do justice. ` 
Mr. FERRY. Istate as coming under my own observation, in a 


harbor near my own city, that the superintendent went with a crew 
himself. It seemed to be necessary. There was alittle hesitation, 
the storm being so great, and the superintendent wasjhere and went 
with the crew, leading them; and in such a case, if he should lose 
his life, the benefits of this section would not accrue to his widow. 
I call the attention of the committee to that. 

Another thing: it seems to me that the lengoage here would ex- 
clude the widows and children of the crews if they die in the service 
by drowning without receiving wounds or injuries. This applies to 
wounds or injuries in the service, but not to loss of life by drown- 
ing. Why do not the committee insert “in service or” after the first 
word “ of,” in line 3, so that it may include men who die. For in- 
stance, they are liable to be drowned, naturally without wounds or 
diseases, in their attempt to rescue life. I think they ought to be 
included. I offer that amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. We had an idea that the drowning of these men 
would result from some kind of injury in the service 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
CoNnGER] is out of order. 

Mr. CONGER. The statement I made was very practical, how- 


ever, 
The PRESIDENT re tempore. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. 


8 can p poso amendment. K 
Mr. FERRY. I move in line 3, section 8, to insert after “of” the 
words ‘‘ service or.“ 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, in opposing the amendment offered 
by the Committee on Commerce I think that I should state the reasons 
for that opposition in brief. 

We are getting to be altogether too liberal with other people’s 
money; we are reaching that point when it may be very questionable 
whether or not we are faithful trustees, A few days ago a distin- 
guished citizen of the country, a man who has rendered conspicuous 
service, was lifted out of civil life by the action of the Senate, he 
having voluntarily gone back into civil life, and placed on the retired 
list of the Army at an expense to the people of the United States of 
about $13,000 a year. I voted against that because it was an enter- 
ing-wedge to taking up every distinguished man who had rendered 
service and who had friends who were sufficient to put him throngh 
to place him 3 on the list as a pensioner at a high rate at 
the expense of the people. i 

Again, day after day come in bills here to increase the amount 
allowed to pensioners on some special ground that that particular 
case ought to have more pay than is allowed by the general law, and 
we in a spirit of gush go ahead and grant it. 

Again, day after day there come before the Military Committee 
applications of men who went out of the Army, who rendered good 
service beyond doubt, and who are seeking to be put back with a view 
of going on the retired listand thus to become high pensioners upon 
the Government. Now, why should this tindina be adopted? These 
men go into this service with a full knowledge of all the risks and 
dangers they take, and get pay accordingly. If this principle be 
sapian why not apply it in like manner to marshals and deputy mar- 
shals? They in the discharge of their duty are killed not infrequently, 
and why not pension their widows? Internal-revenue officers are 
killed, and why not pension their widows? Railway mail servants, 
route agents, mail messengers, and so on, are often broken up in sery- 
ice. Whynot pension their wives? And when aman has grown old 
in the civil service and is no longer able to work, like old man Marr 
in the Post-Office Department, why not take that man who has served 
forty or fifty years and pnt him upon the retired list? If you dothat, 
what practically do you have? You have that great English civil pen- 
sion list which would break down this people, and it is best to begin 
at the beginning and oppose all these things. Jean understand how 

ou can talk about the surfmen, the danger of the surf, and the 

ravery of these men in saving life; Ia to all that; but it is better 
for us to discharge our duty faithfully to the people, and, in my judg- 
ment, we should begin at the beginning and resist all these appea 
to 8 agona justice. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I feel bound to dissent entirely from 
the views expressed by the Senator from Florida, [Mr. CALL. I The 
Senator from Florida assumes it to be the duty of the United States 
to provide for any man a pension who comes into the public service, 
the civil service of the Government, and provide for his family if his 
life is lost in that service. I think no doctrine could be stated that 
is wilder, that is further from the correct principles of the adminis- 
tration of this Government, or further from the pon of Congress. 
We have nothing to do with providing pensions for civil officers who 


voluntarily enter into the service of the United States Government, 
and who are always anxious to get into that service. 


They go into 
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that service with a full of all that may be encoun- 
tered; they are volunteers in that service, not for the sake of patri- 
otism, not to serve a country that may be invaded by hostile forces 
or whose liberties may be tened, but for the mere sake of pri- 
vateemolument and gain, for the sake of rendering that sort of serv- 
ice in which they have experience and avoiding some other that 
they do not like quite so well. These men are usually very well paid; 
and if there is any difficulty about the amount of pay, I am willing 
to raise it; but I cannot subscribe to the doctrine, that it is any part 
of the duty of the United States Government to provide against the 
casualty or loss of life on the part of its civil employés. 

1 called attention yesterday to the keepers of e to those 
men who follow our mails on the fast trains night and day to take 
care of them at the peril of their lives. Now, look at another class 
of citizens who exhibit I think as broad a humanity, as much heroism 
us any other class that can be referred to, those men who protect 
our homes against fire in the night and in the day, the men who 
rescue from burning buildings women and children, sometimes by the 
hundred at atime. Who has ever thought of coming to the Con- 

of the United States to ask us to pension the firemen through- 

out the United States? It is true that they are not in the service 

of the Government of the United States, except in the District of 

Columbia; but who has ever thought here of introducing a bill to 

yension the firemen of the District of Columbia who may become 

njured, or to pension the families of those who lose their lives in 
rescuing persons from the danger of conflagration ? 

The principle, Mr. President, is all wrong, and as the Senator from 
Texas well said, it is driving the wedge only a little deeper which after 
a while will inflict upon this Government a civil pension-list whose 
burdens the taxpayers of this country will be unable to stand up 
under. We are fast converting our Government anyhow into a sort 
of hospital of refuge; we are fast inviting men to come here for the 
sake of getting higher pay than they can get anywhere else, and 
after they have served the Government, if they meet with some 
casualty in the course of that service we are held to the doctrine 
that we must pension them. Sir, I cannot subscribe to this doc- 
trine; I shall contend against it on every occasion when it may be 
presented, and no halo of romance can be thrown upon any subject 
at all in connection with the civil service of the United States Gov- 
ernment which will induce me to violate the principles upon which 
we gaghs to act and my duty as a Senator here in giving opposition 
to such bills. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CALL. I should be very glad if the Senator from Alabama 
would state to the Senate the difference in principle, not in fact, 
between a pension to a soldier and a pension to a man who has become 
disabled or lost his life in the Life-Saving Service. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have never felt myself called upon to defend any 

nsion law, even for soldiers who defend their conntry against a 

oreign foe or against an internal foe. I have felt called upon, 
however, to favor a pension bill for the soldiers of the Mexican war, 
who at our invitation went abroad and brought forward a a sa 
that was about as valuable to us as all the rest of our territory. They 
have endowed our country in a way which I think demands some 
reciprocity on our part. They stand upon peculiar grounds, in my 
estimation. I therefore do not feel called upon now to defend the 
cag a of.any pension bill except for the veterans of our Mexican 
war, for I believe it is the duty of every man to defend his own home, 
his own fireside, his own country, and his own flag at the peril of his 
life, without any extraordinary reward. I believe that to be a sound 
principle of government. 

However, the cases are not parallel. The distinction has always 
been drawn, and drawn palpably, between the military and naval 
service of the Government in time of war and its civil servicein time 
of peace, where men voluntarily enter that service for the mere sake 
ef private emolument; while in the other case they enter in on the 

atriotie motive of rendering to the country the service that is its 
due. The motive that influences the men is different in the different 
cases; and the power that we haye to compel them to serve the 
Government also makes a difference. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
CALL] asked the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] a very per- 
tinent question, and it is to that particular question that I desire to 
say a few words. 

1 must enter my most earnest protest against the step now about to 
be taken. It is to pension civil employés ofthe Government. The dis- 
tinctionebetween pensioning soldiers and sailors and civil employés 
is well recognized in the fundamental laws and organization of this 
country. The soldiers and sailors are compelled and can be taken by 
the strong arm of the Government to serve in positions of great dan- 
ger and of great hardship at the price fixed by the Government; not 
at an agreed price, but at a price fixed by the Government, and that 
price often much lower than they could receive in civil employment; 
and because the Government has the right and power, and exercises 
that power, to take citizens from private life and put them in the 
Army and in the Navy at a small salary, the Government says to 
them, the people of the country say to them, “If in this dangerous 
service you are injured or disabled, we will allow you a pension, a 
remuneration,” 
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duties. There is the distinction, Mr. President. In every civil em- 
ployment in this Government the honor of the position and the salary 
are intended by the people as the full equivalent for all services and 
duties and risks and rs. I tell you, Mr. President, the people 
of this country, who are the only sovereigns and whose servant every 
civil employé is, will not Jostify their servants in placing themselves 
above their masters, their employers. It is directly inimical to the 
very system of government under which we live. 

Now, Mr. President, why pension these persons? Here isa United 
States marshal that is required to go and arrest an offender against 
the laws of the Government, and he is killed; are his family to be 
pensioned ? Here is a sheriff of a county in a State who, in attempt- 
ing to enforce the criminal process of the State, loses his life; are his 
family to be pensioned ? 

Mr. President, all these civil employments are taken voluntarily; 
no man is compelled to take them; they are songht after; they are 
taken eagerly; and they are taken with a distinct understandin, 
with the people, the VAA DATATE, that the honor of the position an 
the compensation allowed by law are the full equivalents of all duties 
to bo performed and of all risks to be assumed. There is no more 
justice in pensioning this class of persons than in pensioning United 
States marshals or their deputies, or in pensioning railroad employés, 
or pensioning faithful employés in the various departments of the 
Government; and it is only the first step to pensioning civil em- 
ployés of the Government, against which Y enter my protest. 

Mr. CALL. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri a ques- 
tion. The Senator from Missouri says that—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator from Mis- 
souri has expired, and therefore he is not privileged to answer a ques- 
tion; and the Senator from Florida has already spoken. 

Mr. VOORHEES, The illustrations which have been given by the 
Senator from Alabama and the Senator from Missouri as to the appli- 
cation of this principle to other persons in the service of the Govern- 
ment fail when you come to examine them fora moment. The Sen- 
ator from Missouri says you might as well pension a United States 
marshal who gets rig led in executing a process of the courts, or 
his family if he gets killed. The Senator forgets that ninety-nine 
hundredths of the duties of United States marshals have no dan- 
ger in them at all. More than nine-tenths of the marshal’s time is 
spent in perfect security; more than nine-tenths of his duties call 
for no risk whatever. So in regard to railroad employés. Now and 
then there is danger in running railroads, but the | portion of 
the time there is no risk and no casualty. The service, however, that 
these parties are engaged in is eee RETEF all the time; there 
is not a moment of security; on the contrary, the very terms em- 
ployed in the law show what it is—the Life-Saving Service. It is 
only when life is imperiled that these men are called upon to act. 
It is the critical moment of danger that governs their duty. Their 
8 is a constant peril. Why, sir, it has been said, and said 
truly, that in the midst of life we are in death” all the time. We 
all have our risks here; but is that a parallel to the service which is 
nothing but risk and is made for the purpose of rescuing other peo- 
ple from actual and imminent danger: 

Mr. President, I shall vote for this measure with pleasure, and I 
answer the Senator from Missouri by saying that I have no fear of 
condemnation by the people of India the north end of which 
State is washed by the angry waters of Lake Michigan, in sight of 
whose shores ships go down ; and one of the provisions of this bill is 
for a . station on that coast, And if some daring man, im- 

eriling his life to save some sinking vessel or some drownin, 
individual, becomes disabled and crippled for life, the people of 
Indiana will not begrudge him the small pittance that is given by 
this bill; and further, if in the attempt to rescue drowning men, 
women, and children he loses his life represent a people who will 
take care of his family gladly, and I would not represent a people 
who would not vote to take care of them. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, I am as indisposed as any- 
body to create a civil pension list, but I do not think that this bill 
comes within the principle of a civil pension list, socalled. Ithink 
that the principle opposed by the Senator from Alabama and the Sen- 
ator from Missouri is essential to the efficiency of this service, and it is 
upon that ground that I shall vote for it; not out of tenderness alto- 

ether to the individuals employed in this branch of the service, but 
in order to render the service itself efficient for the public good. I 
shalllook, therefore, tothe interests of the public in voting for this bill, 
just as much as my friend from Missouri will in voting against it. 
I think, sir, that the interests of the American public are involved 
in giving this security to the individuals engaged in this service; 
and why do I say so? As the Senator from Indiana has well stated, 
it is a business involving continual risk and hazard of an extraordi- 
nary character. It oftentimes happens that by the daring act of a 
single man a vast multitude of lives may besaved. How often does 
it happen that when an individual feels resting upon his shoulders 
the responsibilities of a fumily, knowing that in the event of his 
death that family is to be left destitute upon the charities of a cold, 
unfeeling world, that man, brave as he may be if other respects, 
willing to risk life on a principle of honor as much as any human 
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being, may, when he comes to calculate upon the condition of his im- 
poverished family, be unwilling to leave them in that destitute situa- 
tion and decline to incur the risk that may be necessary to eave the 
lives of imperiled passengers on the high seas, whereas if he knows 
that his family is provided for in the event of his loss he may be 
willing to put in operation all his bravery and his daring, and say, 
„will make any risk for the salvation of these people. 

This is the principle upon which the pilot law is based. In nearly 
every State in the Union the pilots enjoy privileges that are not 
* accorded to other people. For instance, a ship coming into many 
harbors of the United States is required to pay half-rates of pilotage, 
whether any service is performed for the vessel or not; although she 
may never be boarded she is required to contribute a certain sum of 
money in order to snstain this useful and e class of men who 
constantly expose themselves to danger for the protection of the gen- 
eral commerce, and no service is performed at all. So, too, as to the 
support of hospitals. These are services of an exceptional character, 
and this provision to be made for the families of the sufferer in case 
he lose his life, and for himself in case he is crippled, is, in my judg- 
ment, essential to the efficiency of the service, and upon that ground 
I shall vote for this provision of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Michigan (Mr. Ferry] to the amendment of the 
‘Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FERRY. I desire to add the word “perilous” before “service” 
in my amendment, so as to insert “ perilous service or” after of,“ in 
line 3, so as to read: 

That if any keeper or member of a crew of a life-saving or life-boat station shall 
hereafter die by reason of perilous service or any wound or injury received, &e. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce as amended. 

5 Mr. PLUMB. I move in line 16 to strike ont two“ and insert 
one.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 

Mr. PLUMB. In section 7? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That section has been agreed to. 
‘The amendment pending is proposed as section 8. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move, fhen, in line 7, of section 8, to strike out 
„two years,” and insert one year,” so as to read: 

During a period of one year, &c. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas to the amendment of the committee. 

The question being put, a division was called for, and the ayes 
were 20. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to state to the Senate that I am informed 
that from 1871 until this time the number of lives lost among the 
. and turfmen has been twenty-four. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent the Senator 
may proceed. 

Mr. CONGER. No, sir; I have not spoken on this amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is correct ; this is a 
new question; the Senator is in order. 

Mr. CONGER. I supposed I was entitled to speak on this amend- 
ment. The number has been, as I have stated, twenty-four lives 
lost from 1871 until this time, covering fully ten years. Suppose the 
Government should pay, if the number should be at about the rate 
it has been, to five or ten widows and children this pittance for a year, 
who wants to strike off the additional year for the widow and chil- 
-dren of a man dying to save your life or mine or that of your friend? 
I wanted the yeas and nays on that to see who will so vote. 

Mr. President, if a great magnate of this land dies a 6 pension 
is given to his widow. If one member of the House or of the Senate 
dies there is no hesitation in voting the remainder of the year’s sal- 
ary, or two years’ salary, the five or the ten thousand dollars, to the 
widow of the distinguished member of this House or the other. But 
if it comes to giving a pittance to the widow of a man who dies to 
save life, it is to be pnt down. I felt ashamed of myself when I put 
into the bill a limitation of two years. God knows I felt that it was 
a little, mean, paltry kind of business in response to the demand all 
over the country for some protection to these families, and I did not 
believe that anybody could be meaner than I was in putting it at 
two years by proposing to put it at one year. [Laughter.] But I 
may be more sensitive than other gentlemen on that subject. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I do not rise to defend myself against 
the imputation that Iam meaner than the Senator from Michigan. 
If I am very much meaner, I have no doubt that fact is generally 
understood, because it would be a meanness of such monumental 
character that it could not be hidden under a bushel. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. President, when I come to deal with a question of this 
kind, I want to deal with it with some sense of responsibility; I 
want to understand exactly what I am doing, and, as far as I can 
state it, I desire that the Senate also may, if it will receive instrue- 
tion from me, understand what it is doing. I am perfectly willing 
to accept the statement as true that twenty-four men have lost their 
lives in this servite, but I claim some credit that yesterday I suc- 
ceeded in preventing this bill going through without the class of 


There is no two“ in line 16. 


pespia whom it was professedly designed to benefit being mentioned 
it at all. The Senate may remember that when n Ward 
delivered his lecture on“ Babes in the Wood” he prefaced it with 
the statement that, probably, they might have heard the snbject of 
the lecture before that evening, and, therefore, it was a subject he 
would not gointo. The surfmen were not mentioned in this bill at 
all, and as the Senator from Michigan, having charge of this bill, 
sought to get in the wake of the surfmen a lot of men whose 


he was multiplying by two and a half, I think he is not entitled to 


reproach for not having had the surfmen named as parties. 
ix men last year were killed in the railway mail service of the 
United States, and over fifty more were seriously injured. Now, it 


is said that they were doing prosy work, that they did not go out to 


save anybody’s life; but I understand readily that whenever we do 
a thing of this kind the principle is of very wide application, and 
the principle applies to a persons who lose their lives in the serv- 
ice of the Government, whether it be in the saving of life or in the 
preservation of life or in carrying on any of the governmental oper- 
ations that they are called on to do. If we are coming to that, let 
us come to it understandingly. But it seems to me that when we 
come to startin upon this business we might do it a little maturel 
and see how the end is going to work, and I am willing to apply it 
one year, even if I am called mean for so doing. 

I think, Mr. President, if those who now exploit the merits of these 
surfmen, who until this bill were entitled to but $40 per month, 
would take off some of the extra compensation they have put on to 
the salary of superintendents who never before were entitled to over 
a thousand dollars a year, perhaps we could get along with the 
money these people get that they are not entitled to by any rule of 
fairness to support the surfmen and their families as long as this bill 
provides that they shall be supported. I am willing therefore myself, 
in view of the record which I huve made in favor of these people, 
and the fact that I have animated the feelings of those who have 
advocated this bill until they are now willing to say they are in 
fayor of the surfmen, to vote as one of their original friends to limit 
this to one year. 

The 775 and nays were taken. 

Mr. SLATER. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
GROVER] is detained from the Senate by illness, 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 
Allison, Davis of W. Va., Maxey, Sherman, 
Beck. Farley. x Slater, 
Brown, Garland, Platt, Van Wyck, 
Camden, Hampton, Plumb, Walker. 
Coke, Jackson, ers, 
NAYS—30. 

Aldrich, Ferry, McDil, Rollins, 
Anthony, Rye McMillan, Sewell, 
Bayard, MePherson, Teller, 

£ Harrison, Miller of N. Y Vance, 

Hawley, Mitchell, oorhees, 
Cameron of Wis., Hoar, j Williams, 
nger, Jones of Florida, Pendleton, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
ABSENT—24. 

Butler, Gorman, Johnston 
Cameron of Pa., Groome, Jonas, Miller of Cal., 
Davis of Illinois, Grover > A 

unds, = — Colorado, yeah Sie er, 
Fair, o rgia, Lapham, es 
C TES, Ingalls, Logan, 


So the amendment to the amendment was not agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 


ment of the committee as amended on the motion of the Senator from 


Michigan, [Mr. Frrry.] 
Mr. HARRIS called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered; 
and being taken, resulted—yeas 31, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—31. 


Aldrich, Ferry, Jones of Florida, Ransom, 
Anthory, Frye, Jones of Nevada, Rollins, 
Bayard, Hale, Logan, Sawyer, 
Blair, Harrison, McMillan, Sewell, 
Call, NT McPherson, Teller, 
Cameron of Wis., Hill of Colorado, Miller of N. Y.. Vance, 

ger, Hoar, Mitchell, Voorhees. 
Dawes, Johnston, Morrill, 

NAYS—27 
Allison Farley. Maxey Saunders, 
5 Garland, Morgan, Sherman, 
Brown, George, Pendleton, Slater, 
Camden Hampton, Platt, Van Wyck, 
Cockrell x Plumb, Walker, 
Coke, Jackson, Pugh, Williams. 
Davis of Illinois. McDill, Saulsbury 
ABSENT—1i8. 

Butler, Gorman, Jonas, Miller of Cal., 
Cameron of Pa., Groome, Kellogg, Ves 
Davis of W. Va., Grover, Lamar, Windom. 
Edmunds, Hill of Georgia, La 
Fair, Ingalls, 


So the amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee amendments are 


disposed of. 


~ 
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Mr. SEWELL and Mr. McPHERSON addressed the Chair, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from New Jersey on the 


9 erated 
. MCPHERSON. I now offer my amendment. 

Mr. SEWELL. I desire to offer an amendment to the fifth section, 
covering the payment of the crews. I observe in the bill that the 


pay of the superintendents—— 

Mr, McPHERSON. That was exactly the amendment I offered 
8 
Mr. SEWELL, I yield to my colleague. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I ask that my amendment be read. Š 

The ACTING SECRETARY. At the end of section 5, it is proposed 
to add ‘‘and the compensation of surfmen shall be $60 per month 
while employed.” 

Mr. Mc. RSON. I offered this amendment 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. ppd Zaa the floor? 

Mr. SEWELL. I understand my colleague made this motion yes- 
terday when I was not present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was not then in order, but he 
gave notice that he would offer it. 

Mr. SEWELL. I yield to him. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The reason I offer this amendment is to fix 
absolutely the AR of the surfmen. I understand from the honor- 
able Senator from Michi that it is now left entirely to the option 
of the Secretary of the 8 subject, however, to the amount 
of money appropriated by Congress for the purpose; If the compen- 
sation is fixed by law, an appropriation sufficient to cover the 
amount will be necessary; but if a sufficient appropriation were 
made as the law now stands, we have no guarantee whatever that 
the Secretary of the Treasury will see fit to pay the compensation 
n to employ suitable men. I know of one life-saving sta- 
tion on the coast of New Jersey, the most ee one in the whole 
range of coast from its location. I speak of the one at Sandy Hook. 
The Government owns about five miles of the sandy beach from Sandy 
Hook down along the coast. In the summer season we have an 
abundance of mosquitos there, because the Government has never 
improved the property, and it is in a most deplorable condition. In 
the winter the crew at that station is more exposed to the inclem- 
ency of the season than on almost any other portion of the coast. It 
is where the vessels arrive for and depart from the port of New Yerk, 
at the Narrows; it is the most important station, use the com- 
merce of the country is more important and extensive there than at 
any other point. Iam told by the superintendent at that station 
that it has been impossible for him to secure copel surfmen at 
the compensation given by the Government, and I think to-day I may 
safely say that the crew at that station is not full 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of two o’clock havin 
arrived the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, whic 
is Senate bill No. 22, and the Life-Saving Service bill goes over until 
to-morrow. Upon the unfinished business the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MorGan] is entitled to the floor, 

Mr.McPHERSON, May Lask unanimous consent to finish the Life- 
Saving bill? It will take but a few moments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unanimous consent of course can 
continue the bill. i 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It will only take a few moments to dispose of 
it. I think we can finish it in ten minutes. 

Mr. BROWN. There are at least a dozen amendments to be offered. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from New Jersey will have unani- 
mous consent to finish his speech. It is rather hard to have a five- 
minutes’ s h broken in half and cut in the middle between two 
days. I ask that the Senator have leave to finish his remarks. 

Ar. McPHERSON. I thank the Senator from Massachusetts; but 
if the bill be postponed until to-morrow, I prefer to close my remarks 
to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey can 
have the floor to-morrow. It will be anew case entirely to-morrow, 
and he will have five minutes then. 

Mr. HALE. Lask unanimous consent to take up the West Point 
appropriation bill for passage. I have no belief that it will take 
much time, and it is desirable of course that we should get the ap- 

ropriation bills out of the way. I ask the Senator from Alabama 
to ield for that 9 sa 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama has the 
floor. Does he yield to the Senator from Maine ? 

Mr. MORG I have no objection, with the consent of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware, [Mr. BAYARD, I to yield the floor to the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE] to consider the West Point APRONEANOE 
bill, if I can have the floor at the conclusion of that bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
80N] also gave notice that on the conclusion of the Military Acad- 
emy bill he would ask leave to take up another appropriation bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Iowa insist upon taking up 
the other appropriation bill to-day? 

Mr. ALLISON . Ishall be 2 very much by the wishes of 
the Senator from Alabama. it is his preference to go on to-day 
rather than to-morrow, I shall, of course, yield to him and allow 
him to finish his remarks to-day; otherwise I shall be glad to have 
both these appropriation bills out of the way. I will do whatever 
the Senator from Alabama desires. 


Mr. MORGAN, I shall ask to be heard after the Military Academy 


bill is 2 

Tks PRESIDENT i tempore. If there be no objection, the request 
of the Senator from Maine will be granted and the unfinished busi- 
ness laid aside informally. The Senator from Alabama will be recog- 
nized as soon as the Mili Academy bill is through. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will say to the Senator from Iowa that I have 
reasons, which I geer notto mention, why I would rather say what 
I have to say to-day. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. There is unanimous consent to take 
up the Military Academy appropriation bill. Before it is proceeded 
with, however, the Chair asks indulgence to lay before the Senate 
an amendment of the House of Representatives to a Senate bill. 

Mr. HALE. Very well. 


r RAILROAD AT PLATTSBURGH. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 650) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of War to release a right of way across lands of 
the United States at Plattsburgh, New York, which was to insert in 
line 8, after the word about,“ the words ‘‘ one hundred and thirty.” 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask that that be considered at once and the 
amendment concurred in. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I move that the Senate concur in 
the amendment of the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey has 
asked that this bill be considered now. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection if it gives rise to no debate, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the question is on the motion 
that the Senate concur with the House of Representatives in the 
amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No, a making = pan takon for the support of 
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and 
for other porpora; 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask the Senator from Maine to allow me to call 
up a bill reported this morning from the Committee on Finance of 
considerable public importance, and have it passed. The Commit- 
tee on Finance repo: more than a month ago the same bill in the 
identical language, and it is merely to provide for an omission in the 
present statutes which only allow warrants to be issued by justices 
of the peace, and there are no such officers in the city of New York. 

Mr. E. I hold the floor by the courtesy and kindness of the 
Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORRILL. If it takes a moment of debate I will not ask it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihad sup d there could be no business before 
the Senate so important as the bill of the Senator from Vermont in 
respect to the tariff, and I therefore propose to antagonize that bill 
now with any other that may come before the Senate. 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not make the request. 

Mr. HALE. Let the reading of the bill proceed. 

The Acting Secretary proceeded to read Honse bill No. 4222, report- 
ed by the Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. ANTHONY in the chair.) The 
amendments of the Committee on Appropriations will be considered 
y they are reached in the reading of the bill, if there be no objec- 

ion. 

The first amendment was, in line 82, to increase the appropriation 
fox clerk to treasurer” from $1,000 to $1,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 140, to insert: 

For construction of ponton train, $3,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 195, to insert: 

For contingencies for Superintendent of the Academy, $1,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 205, to insert: 

For swimming-bath for use and instruction of cadets, $5,000. 

The amendment was a d to. 

The next amendment was, in line 216, after the word“ cadet-bar- 
racks,” to insert “and for laying the same;” and in the same line to 
strike out three“ and insert four; “ so as to make the clause read: 

For new twelve-inch water-main from water-house to sally-port of cadet-bar- 
racks, and for laying the same, $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


TARIFF AND TAX COMMISSION. 


Mr. BAYARD. I call for the regular order, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. he regular order is called for, 


being the bill (S. No. 22) to provide for the appointment of a com- 
mission to investigate the question of the tariff and internal-revenue 
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laws, on which the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] is entitled 


to the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the wide serge taken by the Sena- 
tor from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] in his ches on this bill shows 
that it was his purpose to open the di on of the whole subject of 
the tariff, as well in its great outlines as in its details, The gauge 
has been taken up, and enough has been said to cgnvince the country 
that the Senate is as competent to revise the as it was to enact 
it, without the aid of a commission of experts or doctrinaires. 

Indeed, I do not see how it can now be urged that the Senate of the 
United States through its committees or that the two Houses 2 AA 
a joint committee will not be able to give as thorough and as suecess- 
ful attention to all the details of the reduetion and modification of 
the tariff as they were able to give to the several enactments which 
have resulted in the present system. ane 1 

One of the most hurtful defects in the existing tariff is that it im- 
poses both ad valorem and specific duties, at rates purely arbitrary, 
upon a t number and variety of articles. The number of taxed 
articles is 2,000 or upward. Complaint is made from every quarter 
against this feature of the present system, and this fact may lead 
us, or force us, as I hope it will, into a general and speedy revision 
of the tariff. 3 

The complaints of the manufacturers against the tariff on machin- 
ery, wool, sugar, dye-stuffs, e esya a great variety of other arti- 
cles which are necessary to their business are as lond and persistent 
as are the protestations of all classes of consumers in respect of the 
heavy duties on manufactured articles. l MD. 

No single interest in the country is satisfied with the tariff in all 
respects, None of them would probably oppose a general reduction 
on all imports, unless it may be the sugar, rice, and wool growers, 
and the manufacturers of steel rails, and of a few other articles. 
They have a market at home that requires a supply far beyond their 
power to produce these articles, and their income from the tariff is 
2 clear profit, extorted by law from their customers, the people at 

arge. 

E few days since I was in conversation with an eminent woolen 
mannfacturer from the State of Massachusetts, who is a statesman 
and politician as well as a manufacturer. He informed me that he 
had been engaged for twenty-five years in the manufacture of wool; 
that he had made some money out of it in spite of the oppressive 
bearing of the tariff upon that industry. He stated that after pay- 
ing a duty of 30 per cent. upon the wools that were necessary in his 
business. 1 5 an additional ad valorem duty, I believe, of 10 per 
cent., when he came to wash out those wools there was 60 per cent. 
loss on the material on which he had paid duty. He stated that this 
loss had so far embarrassed wool manufacturing in the United States 
as that we haye not only as a pome lost many millions of money 
which we otherwise would have gathered from our exports to forei 
countries, but that we had transferred from the smaller establish- 
ments in the West and in the South the manufacture of wools into 
the hands of those larger capitalists who could depend upon their 
profit upon a very broad field of custom to command what it was 
necessary that they should have, large accumulations of money to 
secure success. 

It is stated that of goods manufactured in the United States nearly 
one-fifth in value, including cotton and cotton goods, are exported 
to foreign markets. I desire to call attention to this fact because 
it is all that isneeded to prove the necessity of a revision and reduc- 
tion of the tariff in many of its leading features, and of its rearrange- 
ment to suit a new condition into which we have grown by the force 
of ourrapidly increasing strength in population and capital, in spite 
of a tariff system which is repressive of its effects upon every industry. 

From 1872 to 1876 the learned pundits who devote themselves to 
the business of divining causes and reasons for public evils and gen- 
eral distress as far removed as possible from the teachings of plain 
common sense and actual experience were declaiming against over- 

roduction as the cause of the prostration of every business interest 
in our country. The bankruptcy of tens of thousands of commercial 
men, manufacturers, and producers; the labor strikes in all the 
Northern States, which led to riot and manslaughter and the . 
of cities by infuriated mobs; the choking of the highways wit. 
homeless tramps, begging their bread or taking it by force; the 
starvation of women and children in the midst of extraordinary 
abundance, all were accounted for by these wise theorists upon the 
idea N overproduction had ruined the country and starved the 
eople. 
x; Doubtless there was overproduction, Not that the world did not 
need what we produced, or was not willing te pay for it at a fair 
rice, but that other countries could undersell us in all foreign mar- 
ets, and we were confined, therefore, to our home market. Our peo- 
ple had suddenly encountered a financial panic at home which caused 
our money circulation to retire into the coffers of the capitalists. 
prostrated all credit on the instant, and left us no means beyond 
mere barter to effect the ango of one production for another 
even within our own borders. Having no people with whom we 


could trade but those of our own country, and these being prostrated 
by this finaneial calamity, we could not reach the wealth of other 
countries to relieve the financial poverty of our own, and so we suf- 
fered from the plethora of abundance. 

But, Mr. President, if we had then had the means to have trans- 
ferred this superabundance of our productions, both agricultural 


and manufacturing, to the markets of foreign countries and there 
could have competed with those who enter those markets with us, 
the reverses we sustained in our financial condition from 1872 to 1876- 
would have been perfectly relieved against; and, sir, it is pitiful to 


think how much we lost and how much we could have saved if our 
tariff system had permitted-us to seek the markets of the world upon 
terms on which we could compete with other countries. 

The production of too much for home consumption is an evilagainst, 
which we are constantly warned as the one fatal folly which we must 
be careful to avoid. e Senator from Vermont, [Mr. MORRILL, ] 
who is facile princeps in the lead of all living American protectionists, 
sends a note of marame ta the cotton-growers of the South and the 
wheat-growers of the West that they must cease this extravagant 
production for puke consumption at the peril of glutting the home 
market with a surfeit of raw material for the supply of bread and 
clothing, and causing a calamitous decline of prices at home and 
abroad andthe ultimate transferof the cream of their rich soil across. 
the ocean in the form of cotton and i His fears are in vain as 
to the exhaustion of the country with cotton crops, 

Thatis a matress which is not quite well understood. It e Set 
by many that wer of the South to produce cotton depends upon 
some peculiar quality of our soil, whereas the truthis that it depends 
almost exclusively upon the meteorology of the South. The Senator 
from Georgia who is now listening to my remarks [Mr. BROWN ] very 
well knows that an eminent agriculturist in Georgia, by various ex- 
periments which he made in the growth of cotton, has demonstrated 
that the old worn-out fields in rgia that have been abandoned 
twenty, thirty, or forty years are just as capable of produeing full 
crops of cotton of the very best quality as they ever were in their 
5 state, and even more so; that the meteorology of the South 
enables us to grow the plant with the aid of fertilizers, which we 
can easily make at home, to any de of abundance that we choose ; 
and the fact has been established now beyond all future question 
that in the South we shall continue to make as mach cotton as we 
desire to bestow labor in the cultivation of. Our inheritance in that 
particular can never be taken from us; and to my mind itis a source 
of great gratification that the southern planters of cotton, through 
their industry and skill, can renew the life of the South whenever 
and as often as they please. 

The Senator from Vermont seems to be alarmed at the thought 
that a superabundance of cotton will so decrease the price that it 
will be impossible for us to send any cotton goods abroad in compe- 
tition with England. He would 7 jase enough of cotton made to 
give the monopoly of manufactures to the American spinners, and just 
enough of grain grown to supply our own wants. 

We have the virtual monopoly of the cotton production of the 
world for the supply of the greatmanufacturing nations, and the Sen- 
ator seems to crave the power to convertall of it into fabrics under the 
protection of a high tariff. He would thus transfer the benefits of 
that monopoly from the producer to the spinner. He would run up 
the price of food supplies in England so that the cost of manufact- 
uring there will be advanced to rates that will enable us to compete 
with the English spinners abroad, while we are supplying our own 
people with all the goods they need at the enhanced price of the tariff 

uty added to the cost of production. 

But I return to the fact that, with all the disadvantages under 
which we labor, we still are able to export one-fifth, in value, of 
the goods we manufacture. Can this fact be explained on any other 
reasoning than that we have so far outgrown the repressive effects 
of our own tariff that we can pay all that it adds to the cost of every- 
thing that enters into the manufacture ef goods, and still sell in for- 
5 at prices fixed by the cheaper system of manufactures. 
in England? 


Ihave seen no attempt made at any other solution of this problem 
I will take it for granted that the proposition is an unanswerable 
one until some gentleman ventures on an ar; ent against it. 

The extraordinary increase of our N of our productions 
in every field of labor, of the yield of our mines in the baser as well 
as in the precious metals, of our lines of railway, equaling 10,000 
miles in a single year, and connecting the remotest districts with the 
sea-board; the monthly addition to our circulating medium of the 
immense redemption of our bonds and the withdrawal of these vast 
sums from investments where they were non-productive; the con- 
sequent comparative increase in value of manufacturing property, 
even at a low percentage of dividends, and the genius of our people 
for active and adventurous enterprise, have swept us by an irresisti- 
ble force far out and beyond the demands of our home market into- 
open and active competition with the whole world. 

Yes, sir; even as the waters of the great Mississippi, when the 
watersheds have poured out their floods into that channel, have burst 
the bounds which art had erected for their confinement and swept. 
over the country, deluging hundreds of miles of land, so have Amer- 
ican enterprise, American capital, American genius at last broken 
the bounds that artifice had erected around them for their confine- 
ment, and have spread themselves by the very force of their vitality 
and energy throughout the whole world, realizing for us a market in 
the commerce of the world equal to one-fifth of the actual manufact- 
ures annually made in the United States. 

The genius and taste and skill and enterprise of our manufacturers 
are important elements in the success of this wonderful and novel 
movement; but if they were left untrammeled what might we not 
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expect at an early od as the fruit of a policy which would open 
to them the e the world on a wolln ot equality with the 
manufacturers of other countries? I claim that this exportation of 
20 per cent. of our manufactures establishes the fact that what we 
most need in our present condition to enrich all classes in the United 
States is only a fair ee to vi-it the nations that are pur- 
chasers of goods, with better and cheaper productions than any other 
nation that is a seller of man s. It is unquestionably 
true that the bulk of all foreign trade is and must be mere barter. 
There is no cash trade with foreign countries beyond the sums neces- 
ret tosettle balances. Exchange drawn against shipments of exports 
and imports does all the rest. we export $100,000,000 of goods in 
exchange for the same amount of imports at a profit of $5,000,000, 
we are ten times as rich by the operation as we would be if we 
exchanged $10,000,000 at a profit of $5,000,000. 

Our home market is not equal to the demands of our producing and 
manufacturing classes and to the capital which is seeking employ- 
ment in these remunerative industries. We must enlarge the field 
of our traffic or stop the business of manufacturing just where it is 
and prevent its further increase. We must yield into the hands of 
the existing manufacturers an entire monopoly of the whole market 
and what they can get also from foreign trade, or else we must take 
such measures as may be advisable to extend the area of our trade 
throughout the known world, barbarous as well as civilized. 3 

It is not my porpora to enter into the discussion of the compara- 
tive burdens of our tariff laws Ton the people of different sections 
or classes in our own country. e debate on this subject has been 
able, instructive, and conclusive, and I will not attempt to amplify it. 
I desire to call attention to the effect of our system upon our for- 
eign trade, and to show if I can that it is eutting us off from this 
source of national and individual wealth which is now indispensable 
to our prosperity. That we have outgrown the home market and 
must seek markets abroad if we would continue to prosper. The 
South and the West have as yet but few manufactories as compared 
with the Eastern and Middle States, while they abound in iron, coal 
and timber, and the Southern States have the monopoly of cotton and 
almost the monopoly of sugar grown at home. 

For the supply of our own home market, by which I mean the 
market that is nearest the locality of production, we have a natural 
protective tariff which should enable us to use profitably as much 
capital as is now invested in the Eastern and Middle States in the 
mannfacture of iron and steel, cotton and sugar, and to enter into 
successful competition even with the long-established factories in 
those States if not with the outside world. I refer, of course, to the 
fact that by means for converting these great staples in the fields or at 
the mines where they are obtained we will save the transportation of 
the raw materials to distant points where they are to be converted 
into commercial fabries of a higher grade and value; the return of 
them to our home markets at a large additional cost for transpor- 
tation and insurance, and the saving of interest on the cost of the 
material from the time it is produ until it is so returned and sold. 

A still more important item in the savings to us under this natural 
protective tariff is in the loss and damage to our oo by haul- 
ing them back and forth over long distances. Iron ores and iron in 
pigs from their great weight as compared with their value, cannot 

transported with advantage to distant points to be converted into 
useful fabrics or into steel; and this is still more palpably true of 
-coal and timber. Cotton is injured in its staple every time it is com- 
pressed into packages, and the most careful and expensive handling 
cannot protect it from serious loss in value from transportation. 
The best-informed southern manufacturers estimate the advantages 
to them from these causes over the manufacturers of the Eastern 
States at not less than 12 per cent. on their entire investment in cot- 
ton manufactnres. They claim also that the advantages of a mild 
and healthful climate with cheap power, whether water or steam, 
cheap fuel and building material are largely in their favor. 

It must be mainly, if not 3 due to these advantages that 
they are able in almost every well-conducted cotton factory in the 
South to earn annual dividends of 18 per cent. in the larger num- 
ber of instances, and seldom less than 12 per cent. upon their invest- 
ments. The supply of coal to the steamers of the Gulf of Mexico 
and of the Atlantic ocean south of Cape Hatteras will come from 
the nearest coal-fields where steaming-coal can be had. This 
industry will have no need of any other than the protection of nature 
for its development into the highest importance. In Alabama and 
‘Tennessee, when the prices of provisions and labor are normal, iron 
of excellent quality has often been made at $9 per ton, with a fair 
profit to the producer. This iron sells at from $20 to $35 per ton in 
the Middle States to manufacturers of car-wheels and other railroad 
findings and rails. This is cheaper than iron of good quality can 
be produced anywhere in this world except in Siberia. There is no 
part of the world where an iron furnace has ever yet been established 
where good iron can be made at a cost to the producer of $9 per ton, 
unless it may be in Tennessee, part of Georgia, and Alabama. 

In Alabama, Tennessee, and soraik we are as near to the home 
market and the Mexican and Pacific markets as are the iron pro- 
ducers and manufacturers of Michigan, Ohio, and Pennsylvania. 
Indeed, we are nearer to the very heart of the t demand for the 
building of railways, and for their findings, and for their equipment 
than are the iron producers and manufacturers of Michigan, Ohio, 
and Pennsylvania 
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We can better afford to give up protection than they can. They 
could better afford to give it up than we could except for one fact, 
which is common to man urers in the South, including the 
refining of sugars, and that is the great and leading fact that well- 
established and! ly capitalized manufactories with the accessory 
advantages of a valuable good-will in business, and a reputation for 
making goods of superior e can use the protection of the tariff 
so as to enable them to un ll usin the home market of the South, 
and thereby prevent our young industries from getting on their feet. 
They can prevent us from coming into competition with those that 
have reserves of capital, the fruit of the protection by which 
they Were built up when they were young and weak. 

We are younger sons if not children born out of season as to the 
distribution of this rich patrimony. A tariff that has so built up the 
manufactures of the Eastern States as to enable them to send annu- 
ally to foreign markets in competition with free-trade England 
cotton manufactures to the value of $261,267,133, iron and steal 
manufactures to the value of $16,608,398, and manufactures of wood 
to the value of $18,600,312, is not likely so to build us up in the South 
and West as to enable us to compete with the older establishments 
of the Eastern States. 

They can easily employ the tariff as a means of fencing out the 
competition of foreign manufacturers with themselves in our home 
markets, and under that cover they can as easily monopolize that 
market and smother out our efforts to establish man tories to 
compete with them. One private banker with a million dollars cap- 
ital might as well undertake to compete with the 2,132 national 
banks with $463,821,985 of capital, he paying 10 per cent. on his 
circulation and they paying 14 per cent., as for the young manu- 
facturing industries of the South to attempt to compete with estab- 
lishments of fifty or more years standing, with their invested capital 
of untold millions, and their owne: of machine shops, while we 
are to pay 20 per cent. tariff on all the machinery we must use in our 
new adventure in order to get a start. 

Nothing can protect us against this power but the natural protec- 
tion to which I have adverted, which brings us nearer to the con- 
sumer than are the Eastern States, and saves the hauling, insurance, 
interest and loss in the value of the material in its transportation 
to the Eastern States, and the return to us in the form of manufact- 
ured articles. Itis r all the cost of transportation, and the other 
advantages to which I have already alluded, of manufacturing on 
the ground where the raw material is produced, that enables us to 
turn a spindle or start a loom in the South. We gain nothing in the 
prices of our productions from the tariff, while we are stifled by it 
in our efforts to set on foot our infant manufactories. 

The power given by the tariff to the existing large establishments 
to exush out such enterprises as are beginning to be established is 
proven by the shutting up of the steel works in Missouri, in order 
to keep up the prices of steel under the protection of the tariff, in 
the home mene N the prices of steel rails in England, with the 
full premium of the tariff added. It is also proven by many other 
facts, some of which I read from the State Leader, a newspaper 
published at Des Moines, Iowa, in its issue of the 16th instant, as 
follows: 

In 1867, when the present high duties were laid on woolen goods, we had over 
100 woolen mills in Iowa. In 1870 they had dwindled to 85. In 1875 they had 
dwindled to 45. In 1880 only 31 could be found. In the mean time the shee, us- 

dwindled to one-third its former ms. The Davenport Gazette 
says: As long as 1868, when the Gazette was ep eerie As o then med- 
itated increase of duty on wool and was advocating free- e principles, the then 
owner of the Davenport Woolen Mills, the late Joseph Shields, told the writer of 
these lines that he would welcome the abolition of the entire tariff. Mr. Shields 
added, that were he able to buy his own machinery, his long wools, his dye-stuffs, 
acids, &., untaxed, as did his English competitors, he id make woolen goods 
in Iowa and undersell the English in their own markets.“ 

That is a far western State and a very new one, and mark how, 
after the tariff on wools and machinery was enacted, these enterprises 
that had so fair a start in 1870 dwindled down to almost nothing in 
1880. The article then takes up another industry and shows how it 
is loaded with the burden of an unwise and unnecessary tariff: 

So much for one great industry. A still ter industry, and one of the most 
important in the country, is the shoe and leather manufacture. We have a private 
letter from a tanner and currier in Salem, Massachusetts, who says his industry is 
injured by the tariff, and that this country under free trade could export leather 

s in immense quantities. And only the other day the Boot and Shoe and 
eather Association held its annual meeting, and several strong speeches were made 
favoring free trade in that industry. One of these s; hes was made by the vice- 
resident of the association, Mr. J. W. Oakley, of the firm of Walker. Oakley & 
Jo. The other speakers were H. J. McFarland, of M. D. Wells & Co., E. Engle, 
of Grey, Clark & Engle, Mr. Clark, of Short, Clark & Co. Indeed, the sentiment 
of the meeting see to be opposed to any 8 to the leather e 
The remarks were very interesting. They all desired a foreign market. r. 
Engle, for instance, who makes a specialty of calfskins, and has to compete with 
the French article, said he believed in cheap leather, so that the shoe manufacturer 
could build up a foreign trade which would give him a steady market for all the 
leather he could finish. 

I am not arguing this measure, I repeat, with reference to the bur- 
dens which the tariff may inflict upon any section of this country or 
any particular class of individuals in the country who are consum- 
ers, but lam arguing it with reference to the necessity which now 
seems to be incumbent and apparent, that in order to have further 
prosperity in our manufacturing industries we must seek larger and 
better markets abroad through the world. Iam arguing in behalf 
of the manufacturers for the reduction of the tariff, and not merely 
in behalf of the consumers. The consumers have been so ably rep- 
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resented on the floor of the Senate in the various arguments which 
have been made in this debate that I find it entirely unne! to 
make tke slightest allusion to their case in order to enforce the 
necessity for a reduction of the tariff. 

I will mention also one instance that came under my observation 
in Alabama. The present governor of that State, who is a man of 
enterprise, and other gentlemen, were associated together in an estab- 
lishment at Helena, Alabama, for the manufacture of cotton ties, 
They had their coal within three hundred yards of their puddling fur- 
naces for the purpose of the manufacture of bar iron from which they 
wrought theirstrapiron. Large foundries were near Helena, and all 
the iron necessary and of the best quality at the lowest prices could 
be obtained near at hand to enable these gentlemen to proceedin the 
manufacture of an article of universal demand in the South, and one 
that brings cash whenever it is delivered. Governor Cobb wrote me 
that the fate of his enterprise, in which $100,000 wasinvested, andin 
which they had about three years of very prosperous employment, 
depended upon a decision to be made by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury upon the construction of our statute as to the duties im upon 
strap iron or rolled sheet iron, It turned out that the decision of the 
Secretary of the Treasury left him under the protection of 40 per cent. 
ad valorem upon his Reena, and he wrote to me that he could 
not get along. I replied to him and expressed my amazement that 
an establishment which had gone on for three years successfully and 
made money, and had enlarged its capacity several times, should all 
at once come to a standstill under the protection of a 40 per cent. ad 
valorem tariff upon its productions, and I asked him for an explana- 
tion. He said the explanation was that a large combination had 
been formed in Pittsburgh who had obtained certain patents. By 
the way, Governor Cobb himself had a patent, and manufactured 
under his own patent, and a very good one it was. In order to get 
the control of the market this combination had thrown or threatened 
to throw an immense production of cotton ties upon the market in 
-order to break prices down, so that the small producers could not 
possibly compere with them. 

Mr. BAYARD. A monopoly. 

Mr. MORGAN. A monopoly; and it is the power to create a 
monopoly through the extraordinary burdens of this tariff that 
makes it weigh so onerously upon all the industries of the country, 
and at last is visiting its calamities upon the larger manufacturers 
themselves. They are constantly expressing the wish that Congress 
would reduce the tariff. 

A high protective tariff certainly enables the people of any coun- 
try to build up establishments for the manufacture of their own 
productions, but when they are so built up and capitalized as to en- 
able them to supply fully the people who are taxed for their sup- 
port, and also to make a large surplus for export to other countries, 
a high tariff only enables the manufactories so built up to crush out 
all home competitors, and to monopolize the business of manufact- 
uring. That is the condition in which we find ourselves at this 
moment of time. 

On these premises I assume that we have reached a point in this 
country where a high protective tariff ceases to encourage new manu- 
facturing enterprises; when it only increases the power of the exist- 
ing factories to keep down those that are endeavoring to get a start; 
when American enterprise has outstripped the demands of the home 
market, and is looking anxiously abroad over the world for open and 
free markets. 

I also assume, upon the premises I have stated, that our mannfact- 
uring interests now need protection against the effects of our exor- 
bitant and unjust tariff more than they have ever needed the tribute 
wrung from all other interests in this country to build them up into 
their present vast power and proportions. also assume, on these 

remises, that the material interests of all consumers in the United 

tates, whether they . to the manufacturing elass or to all 
other classes, will be greatly benefited by a large reduction of the 
average percentage of the tariff, and that the revenues will be 
largely increased by enabling our people with their productions to 
purchase mere, consume more, and enjoy more of the productions of 
their own country and of all other countries. 

I have thought it necessary to say this much in the effort to estab- 
lish the truth of a theory with reference to our own tariff which will 
be a safe and reliable guide to us in the great work for which recent 
events admonish us we must begin to prepare, of extending our trade 
on terms of just and friendly and wise reciprocity with Mexico, our 
sister republic and next-door neighbor. 

I now ask the Secretary to read the resolution which I introduced 
in the Senate recently on the subject of reciprocal trade with Mexico. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives concurring,) That the increas- 
ing commercial intercourse between the 1 Mexico and of the United States, 
and the relations of friendship and good-will between the two great republics now 
so happily existing and so gratifying to the people of both countries, make it proper 
that the trade and commerce of the two countries, whether on overland routes or 
by sea in the ships owned by citizens of either country, should be regulated by a 
treaty of reciprocity mutually advantageous to both countries. 

Mr. MORGAN. We have here presented for our immediate con- 
sideration a very important and delicate question as to the terms on 
which our trade with Mexico shall be conducted, Within the period 
of two years the capitals of Mexico and the United States will be 


within five or six da 
lies will be engag 
association with each other. 


travel by rail, and the le of the two repub- 
in the most active ude aaa the most cordial 
It requires much constraint of feeling 
on my part, to enable me to take a dispassionate view of this great 
event, and of the measnres necessary and proper to be taken for its 


happy inauguration. I have looked forward to the complete re- 
esta . of the entente cordiale between Mexico and the United 
States with so much of earnest and hopeful solicitude that I cannot 
repress my gratitude to God that I have been permitted to witness 
the beginning of its final consummation. Nothing but good, it seems 
to me, can result from opening a highway from the heart of one na- 
tion to the heart of the other, over which the people of both can 
move freely and with safety and mutual advantage to realize all the 
benefits of an era of good will and mutual confidence, 

The rapidity of this new movement has been almost startling. 
When I first had the honor of a place in the Senate, in the Forty-fi 
Congress, our relations with Mexico were disturbed and even threat- 
ening. A committee of the House of Representatives, phd Mr. 
Sleicher, of Texas, had just completed an elaborate investigation and 
report touching several subjects of vem raged between Mexico and 
the United States, prominent among which were those of smuggling 
through the Zona Libra; raids upon property and life across the 
borders; the pursuit of marauders from one country into the other 
by the national soldiery of each; the defects of the treaties of extra- 
dition; a feeling of distrust and jealousy by the people ef each nation 
toward the other who lived near the borders; an almost total sus- 
pension of over-land trade and intercourse, and a revival of the spirit 
of animosity which naturally grew out of the war of 1846. At that 
time it seemed to be an almost hopeless task to reconcile or dissipate 
these unhappy conditions of the public sentiment. 

It was my pleasing duty to make a plea for Mexico before the Sen- 
ate, and to find that, however imperfectly it was presented, it was 
responded to here and in Mexico with the most gratifying expressions 
of approval and concurrence. 

The wise and patriotic government of General Diaz, in Mexico, 
aided here fF able representation of Mexican opinion and policy 
with which M. Zamacona has so deeply impressed the people of the 
United States, has removed almost the last vestige of jealousy and 
distrust from the minds of the people of both countries, and we see 
each other „no longer as through a glass darkly, but face to face.” 

I regret to turn aside from contemplating the pleasing future that 
seems to rise to view, to command our attention and to fascinate us 
with its bright and alluring promises, when the beautiful land of 
Mexico shail invite us with generous h itality to visit it in peace 
and cordial friendship, and when we s reciprocate fully every 
kindly sentiment and act toward the people of Mexico; but some 
other occasion may be more appropriate for alluding to these pleas- 
ing topics. 

tet — has 11,000,000 of population, of whom 3,000,000 are of Span- 
ish origin, 4,000,000 are of mixed Spanish and Indian blood, and 
4,000,000 are of pure Indian blood. 

The Spaniard has made hismark on every civilized country and in 
every century since his nation had a distinctive organization. He 
needs no eulogist and scarcely seems to need a historian to record 
the annals of his wonderful course among the great nations of the 
world. 

Juarez was a true type of the Indians of Mexico in their capacity 
for great and heroic enterprise and for the power of government in 
military and civil affairs when the requirements of duty call them 
into action. Every Indian in Mexico, of Aztec or Toltec origin, isa 
man who supports himself by some form of useful employment. 
They are fond of agricultural pursuits and are careful and expert 
herdsmen. Their capacity for manufactures and the management of 
machinery is far above that of most nations of uneducated people. 
They are faithful and patient laborers, and have shown great apti- 
tude in the construction of eres fy including stonework on bridges 
and culverts. They are a frugal and economical ple, and are 
seldom found in the sort of squalor and filth which is so common to 
the lower classes in our large cities. 

Whatever else Spanish viceroys in Mexico may have done to abuse 
and break down the pride of the great Aztec family, it is beyond dis- 
eee that they entirely supplanted their native dialect with the 

panish language, and so opened to them a door of access to the 
arts, sciences, and knowledge of the laws of a higher civilization, 
and they converted them from a faith that led them to the most 
revolting human sacrifices to the mild and happy condition of a 
Christian people. 

We have converted but few of our Indians to our language or relig- 
ious faith. The Mexican Indians are in a high and true sense an 
enlightened and God-fearing and God-loving people. We need have 
no fear that they will do their part well and faithfully in building 
up the coming power of the North American continent, and in cast- 
ing the light of its splendid achievements upon the Latin-Americans 
in the Southern American continent. In many respects they will be 
our successful rivals, and in some we shall learn from them lessons 
ot wisdom. S 

These 11,000,000 people are to ns almost like new comers on this 
continent, with whom we are to have the closest relations. They 
differ with us only in origin and language. There is nothing between 
us that is naturally repellant; nothing that would interrupt the mosi 
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friendly relations. Their devotion to the doctrines we so proudly 
boast of as eur national heritage, the right and capacity of the | pes 
for free, elective self-government is as conspicuous as ours. pro- 
portion to numbers they have shed as much blood for the defense of 
republican government against the alleged divine Tigh ef kings as 
we have, and almost as much for the suppression of domestic revolt 
against constituted authority. They deserve our respect, our confi- 
dence, our sympathy, our perfect compliance with treaty obligations, 
our true friendship, our support against conquest or subjugation b 
foreign powers, our liberal reciprocity in trade and in transit throug: 
our country, and in every matter of security of persons and property, 
and, above all, our favor and regard sincerely bestowed upon them 
as our sister, republic. 

If Mexico and the United States are animated, as they should be, 
by the mutual regard which the coincidence of our institutions, the 
true interests of our people, and a just regard for each other natu- 
rally tend to inspire, we should have little difficulty in so adjusting 
our trade,relations as to bring great prosperity to both countries. 

No two countries could be more dependent upon, or more urgent 2 
to each other than Mexico and the United States. The go bul 
of the productions of each country are entirely diferent from those 
of the other, and their industries, therefore, are less in competition 
than are those of any other two nations on any continent. 

Mexico seems to have but little coal or other fuel, and is therefore 
not likely to become a great manufacturing country. If her exorbitant 
tariff is levied with a view to the encouragement of manufactures, she 
will find in the end, as has been already demonstrated, that it will be 
a very costly experiment without any ae hn advantage to her 
people. No country of equal area can excel Mexico in the production 
of sheep, cattle, and horses, sugar, coffee, cocoa, cinchona, tropical 
fruits, grapes, hemp, jute, fine tobacco, dye-woods, cochineal, orna- 
mental woods, copper, cinnabar, gold, and silver; but these are only 
the leading productions, Wheat, corn, barley, beans, all descriptions 
of edible plants, sweet potatoes, and mellons grow there in great 
abundance. The untold millions of tribute she has paid for nearly 
three centuries are a sufficient proof of her vast resources of wealth. 


Certainly the United States have nowhere in the whole world such | 


an inviting field for commercial enterprise as that which is separated 
from our borders by an invisible line for a distance of two thousand 
miles or more. 

Railroads built with American capital, under liberal and generous 
concessions to our people, are rapidly penetrating the center of Mexi- 
can wealth. Two roads concenter at Laredo, from Corpus Christi 
and San Antonio, and a third is being built from El Paso south. All 
these will reach the city of Mexico, and their extension to the 
Pacific Ocean will soon be accomplished. So that we must lose no 
time in preparing to meet the demands of this sudden and most happy 
turn in affairs in the way that our people and the Mexican people 
have the right to expect. 

Mr. MAXEY. In connection with that, I would state to the Sen- 
ator from Alabama that the completion of the railroad bridge across 
the Rio Grande was recently duly celebrated by the two countries. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is u fact which I was not aware of, but cer- 
tainly I am very happy to hear it. 

What are the difficulties in the war of our opening a trade with 
Mexico of $100,000,000 a year in the value of the exports and imports 
of both countries? The answer is that there are none that our mer- 
chants and bankers and railroad men cannot remove readily and 
without difficulty, except the two legislative obstructions created by 
the acts of Congress in each country, namely, the high tariff of the 
United States which prevents our merchants and manufacturers from 
selling to the Mexicans, while England is in the market to undersell 
them, and the higher and more burdensome tariff of Mexico, which 

ts it out of the power of Mexicans to purchase what they need 

m any country or from the few manufacturers, and one railroad 
company there, who enjoy a monopoly that would crush any country. 

The railroad from Vera Cruz to the City of Mexico is 293 miles long. 
The following is the rate of charges on passengers and goods for that 
short distance, and is a memorandum which I received from a gentle- 
man who is a member of the Mexican legation in Washington: 

There are in the Mexican Railroad three different kinds of È omgi re cars. The 
price of a ticket is, between Vera Cruz and the city of Mexico: t-class, $16; 
second-class, $12.50 penosa, $7.25. The company distinguishes three different 

as : 
in bottles, foreign carpets, sulphur, almonds, acids, alabaster, national 
and foreign cotton, fore, ng looking- dry fruits, all kind of fancy goods, 
lamps, . 5 silk, foreign hats, foreign tobacco, tea, wine in bottles, &c. 

Second. in barrels, domestic alcohol, sugar, hemp, domestic carpets, cacao, 
coffee, domestic wax, beer in bottles, chocolate, — — bread and biscuits, 


domestic saddles, domestic hats and bonnets, sirups, agricultural machines, 
forega chose, domestic tobacco, wine in „Kc. 
. Steel, sand, trees, plants, coke, ice, soaps, brick, marble, mineral stones, 
domestic cheese, &c., domestic farniture, rails, seeds. 
The duties are as follows: 
reei Foreign goods. 
From Vera Cruz to Mexico. Per ton.* 
GOODE 5 oa tcc lsdpasercens sr asenebsenegescrouar tes secon tes 6 05 
Second-class goods —— —) kw —kꝛ.E. —EUPUME—Pü! 2 — %s 18 
Third-clags gd. ee e 54 82 
* 1,000 kilograms. 


National goods. 


From Vera Cruz to Mexico. 


Tho carriages of four wheels pay $60.36 per ton. 


I sup that those fi, would very much astonish some of our 
railroad men in the United States. That railroad has been as indis- 
pensable to Mexico as the Mississippi River is to New Orlean*. It 
was a matter of impossibility for the Mexican Government to con- 
duct her foreign traffic so as to keep a respectable pace with the 
other nations of the earth unless she had a railroad from Vera Cruz 
to the city of Mexico. She made concessions which were not only 
very valuable to that company but which were enormously burden- 
some to the Government of Mexico, in order to get this road. It was 
endowed with rights and PONS by the concession under which it 
was built that have made it almost as strong as the government in 
the matter of the control of the price of goods shi over it. The 
mere oe of this road for transportation, together with its power 
to control men through favoritism and discriminations, create a 
heavier burden on commerce than Mexico ought, in justice to its 

le, to impose for the support of the government upon the value 
of the exports and imports from Vera Cruz. 

I am much afraid that Mexico, in her fidelity to her supposed 
engagements, has involved herself in toils eyen more f and 
harder to break than those in which we have been en ed by the 
case of Dartmouth College. 

It is curious to note how we have attempted to induce trade from 
Mexico by means of a large free list, and how utterly we have failed 
in the endeavor, 

Our free list embraces 332 classes of goods in which there are a still 
larger number of distinct articles, many of which are 1 in 
Mexico, while the Mexican free list only embraces the following 63 
distinct articles: 

ARTICLES EXEMPT FROM IMPORT DUTY. 
[Article 16 of the customs tariff of January 1, 1872.) 


Anvils, silversmiths', (“ Tases.") 

Armament for the national guard of the states, provided that their exemption 
be asked for, from the executive, by the governors of the union, with the con- 
sent of their respective legislatures. 

boats, and vessels of all classes and forms in their nature and for sale, 
or ve br introduction for navigating the bays, lakes, canals, and rivers of the 
re ©. 


ks, 9 bound or unbound, with the exception of those specified in the 
eighteenth article of this tariff.* 
B 8 1 fractory: 
rie and clay, re > 
Coal of all kinda. 
Coin, legal, of silver or gold, of all nations. 
Coins, cabinets of, ancient and modern. 
Crucibles of evr material and size. 
8 b JJV J 
“orn exce se cena,” W cen W. 
Designs and els of machinery, build: og monumente ko ahin or vessels. 
Fire-engines and common pumps of all kinds, and for frrigation and 
other purposes. 
Sones ay 
o 8 
Tose and matches for mining purposes. 
a and vegetables, fresh, with exception of those specified. 
uano. 
Honses of wood or iron, complete. 8 
Hoes, machetes,” (common, without ee ee sickles, rakes, harrows 
bs = shovels, picks, and pick-axes for agricul purposes.t 
ce. 


(See timber.) 
Machi and a ofe kind adapted to industrial t 
ing and the arts and sciences, with their separateand — parts and 
Loose pieces of machinery or apparatus, whether 
iron, and steel for railways. 


Railway-cars, coaches, and us. 
Salt, 8 imported through Paso del Norte. 


Saltpoter. 

Scientific instruments. 

Slate for roofing and floors. 

Staves and h for barrels. 

Steel crowbars for mines. 

Sulphate of copper. 

Mineralogical and geological collections and those of all branches of natural his- 


Telegraph wire, the destination of which must be accredited at the maritime cus- 
tom-houses by the respective parties interested. e 


ure, 
pieces. 
Rails, 


* ions.—Books bound in 1 tortoise-shi pi! as vel- 
t. 


ell, i 
logram, gross weight. 


vet, or all of these materials, which pay $1.15 per kilo; 
t Axes and hatchets are not included, but pay 10 cents per 


1882. 


Tubing of all classes, materials, and dimensions.* 
; A printing, lotter · gussets, spaces, lines, vignettes, and every kind of printing 
etter. 

Timber, common, for buil , Shingles for roofing, and staves for casks. 

Type, wooden, and other materials for lithography. 

Vaccine matter. 

Wheelbarrows, hand, of one and two wheels. 

Wire of iron and steel, for carding, from No. 26 upward. 

Nore.—By Sgn ore decrees the following articles have also been declared free 
of im duties. ey come with the same or apart therefrom and are included 
in this 8 Those articles of which 8 be made, distinet 
from the ery or apparatus, such as bar and hoop iron, cloth, woolen, or other 
stufis, and tanned or untanned leather, even when they come jointly with the ma- 
chinery, shall be subject to the payment of duties, in accordance with the rates of 
the present tariff : t 
45 aps, geograph ical and topographical, nautical charts, and terrestrial and celes- 
0 — A 

Marble, in the h and in slabs, of all dimensions, for floors or pavement. 

Masts, yards, and anchors for large or small vessels. 

Metals, prarain, in bars or dust. 

Natural history, ens of, for museums and cabinets. 

Oars for boats and barges. 

Oats, in grain or in the straw. 

Oil, seal and whale, and whalebone. t 

Patterns and models or molds for thearts. 


8 of soda, exempt from November 1. 1878. 
ers 


By the seventeenth article of the tariff it is stated that not 
5 from duties established in the preceding article, respec: 
specitied therein, they shall appear on the ship's manifest and separa’ 
with the names of the and of their value, subject to a fine 
of not less than $5 nor more $100, in case of default. 8 

In 1881 we exported to Mexico $11,171,238, which is about equal to 
81 to avery inhabitant. We im from Mexico $8,317,802. In 
all, $19,489,040. This is, indeed, a beggarly account of trade with 
our nearest neighbor considering how much we are in need of their 

roductions and they of ours, and how immensely this sum could be 
increased if the people were permitted to trade with each other. 
Still the entire trade of Mexico with foreign countries in 1880 was 
$60,701,558, our trade being about one-third of the entire sum. The 
debt of Mexico, per capita, is $42.63. The annual expenditure, per 
capita, is 82.68. Annual imports, per capita, are $3.13, and annual 
exports are $3.41. Her revenues from all sources are $17,811,125. 
Her total expenditures, of which nearly the entire sum is for the 
current support of the government, are $03,198,918, Lea a bal- 
anceof VV usted 
her revenue. This is a bad showing for a rich country, but it is the 
showing that we would have had to present in our own case but for 
the enormous influx of population, and but for the vast area of rich 
land with which we have been able to tempt ox oye to our shores, 
and but for the superabundance of wealth which has been diffused by 
the t agricultural and mineral power of this country. 

Fifty-seven per cent. of the revenues of Mexico from customs duties 
is derived from the tariff on cotton goods. That is a very large per- 
centage; and it will be observed when I read a 28 of the report of 
Mr. Romero, the present minister resident at this Government from 
Mexico, that that 57 per cent. has been held to by the Mexican Goy- 
ernment in the vain hope that they would be able, in a country where 
they have but little fuel to make steam and but little water pre 
to build up manufacturing industries in competition with the United 
States and with England. I would not say one word to repress the 
spirit or enthusiasm of Mexico in 8 up all these manufactur- 
ing industries in her own borders, but when she comes to count the 
cost of it and to compare her ability to produce articles which no 
ot her part of this continent can produce with the meager sum of money 
which possibly she might make by entering largely into manufact- 
ares, it will be readily discovered that Mexico has been observing a 
system which has nearly destroyed her financial power. 

M. Romero, in an able report, made on the 15th January, 1879, to 
the Mexican department of state for the finances and public credit, 
in reply to a report made by Mr. Foster, our former minister to Mex- 
ico, to merchants in Chicago, reviews in a most interesting and lucid 
way the whole subject of the relations of the United States and Mex- 
ico. Iwill read his résumé so far as it relates to the operations of the 
Mexican tariff and its effect on smuggling, which, by the way, is one 
of the most serious difficulties that we have to deal with in the mat- 
ter of arranging our tariff and trade relations with the Government 
of Mexico. Mr. Romeroin this report, which has been prepared with 
much care, and I must add with great ability, sums up his argument 
in several propositions, which I will read: 

From what has been stated up to this point with relation to the contraband car- 
vied on in Mexico, the Stowe facts appear to be demonstrated: 

1. That in consequence of the great facilities Mexico presents for contraband, 


plied to bedsteads, cots, and 
valorem. 
machinery shall be free of duty, other- 


* Except thin tubing of brass or iron, that can be ap: 
‘other uses; as in this case it shall pay 55 cent. 

Leather. 3 coming united with 
wise it shall pay 55 per cent. ad valorem. 

t Since dec not free of duty, and pays 10 cents per kilogram, net weight. 

§ Excepting those specified in the tariff, such as rice, caeao, coffee, wheat, pots: 
toes, onions, , Which shall pay the rates fix provided — are not dec 

and in this case dò not exceed pounds. 


tor the benefit of agriculture, 
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from the extended and unpopulated character of its frontiers and coasts, this has 
always been doneona scale, and greater in former periods thanin the present. 

2. That the amount of sm * done in Mexico can be estimated, approxi- 
mately, at from $3,000,000 to $4,000, annum, which comes to represent a con- 
siderable part of the import duties collected in the country. 

3. That the high rates of import duties recovered in Mexico is one of the p - 
ciple incentives to the smuggling of certain goods, because it offers large profits. 

4. That the revolutions and tumuits that Mexico has suffered are another 
great incentive to contraband, and that the latter has come, in some cases, to pe 
mote disturbances on the Pacific const with no other design than to favor the ille- 
gal importation of foreign —.— 

5. That in spite of the determination of the constituted governments to repress 
the contraband, occasioned by the revolution in some cases, like that which oc- 
curred in Mazatlan in January, 1872, the payment of duties could not be effected, 
anda peg rey reel eee of foreign 28 entered withont paying import duties. 
either to the federal treasury or to the revolutionists of the Plan of La Noria. 

6. That one of the means that have been found to avoid contraband is the efficient 
vigilance over foreign in transit through the republic, to be assured, whether 
they have paid or not their import dues, but that this measure has the inconven- 
ience that it establishes onerous restrictions for interior commerce. 

7. That long periods having elapsed—from 1867 to date—in which the country 
has enjoyed peace, the incentive to contraband which disturbances offer has, there- 
fore, during those periods, ceased to obtain. 

8. That the reduction of 7 duties on articles which now aay, high, offers 

ve difficulties in practice, above all. because it would paralyze for some months 
0 8 of importation, and the state of the Mexican treasury does not per- 
mit it to be exposed to that paralyzation. 

9. That for the abatement of duties, to be effective, it would be necessary to 
remove all incentives to contraband, and for this the quotas of importation would 
have to be reduced to such a degree that the danger will be run of obtaining less 
revenue from them than now, which is another danger of grave import for the 
country in the difficult circumstances of its treasury, for it must be borne in mind 
— the import duties represent at present two-thirds of the proceeds of the fed- 


rents. 

10. That a considerable reduction of import duties on articles of larger consum 
tion in Mexico, and particularly on the cotton fabrics, would probably 
bring with it grave injuries to the manufacturers of those articles, established in 
the country, which it 

e national 


12. That b; eee circumstances the foreign importers in Mexico resist equall 
the redhietion o import duties on foreign goods, which constitutes another dim. 
t. 


culty to carrying it ou 

The people of Mexico want a reduction of the tariff, they demand 
it at the hands of the government, and on one occasion forced the 

vernment into a consideration of their demand; but the few, and 
they only are a few, cotton manufacturers of Mexico who manufact- 
ure merely the cheapest and plainest goods it is possible to make 
upon a loom, interposed their objection, their caveat, against any 
reduction of the tariff for the benefit of the whole country, because it 
might possibly 1 an industry that it seems impossible to put 
into operation in Mexico with any degree of prosperity. 


and 
ele for the development of its commerce with the United States; above all, if it 
is taken into account that the greater part of the contraband is done through our 
United States frontier. 

14, That, if the North American merchants who trade with Mexico carry on 
smuggling, they have more facilities than the 2 for g it out, from the 
circumstance of being able to make of the froni e two countries a 
basis of 5 and if they do not do it there are many articles whose duties 
are Fer pt w and with which they could carry on a without fear of con- 
tra 5 


15. That tions of forei, high duty being made b; 
en ee ees fle fret it ute yng oats 
ewise. 
16. That even though it were not possible for North American merchants to 
on trade in these goods, there are many other articles, some of which are 
uced cheaply and of good quality, which have relatively low duties and respect- 
which contraband can be no hin: ce, 

7. That the United States has such advantageous conditions for commerce 
with Mexico over European nations that they can compete easily with them in 
the articles im: in contraban wend tn legitimate trade as > 

18. That the proximity of the United States to Mexico, the circumstance of 2 
materials and mfac arti eir 


ducing prime some man cles, the ection of 
and the accumulation of large capital gives to the United States great 
advanti tomake of Mexico the natural market for their manufactures. 

19. T there: the inconveniences mentioned in the report, and espe- 
cially those which refer to the oon carried on in Mexico. are not sufficient 
to im the development of commerce between the two countries, if thereisany 
inten on the part of the United States to further that commerce, 


It is proper to observe, in order to give full force to this résumé of 
the report of Mr. Romero, that he was not then, I believe, in official 
connection with the government, but having been formerly minister 
to this Government, and being well informed of the relations be- 
tween the peopleof the United States and the people of Mexico, both 
i t of trade and amity, he thought that it was necessary to 
ly in this formal way to the report of which I have made mention, 
ich our minister, Mr. Foster, took the apy J of making to some 
merchants in Chicago after the exposition in the city of Mexico, at 
which Chicago was largely represented. In that report Mr, Foster 
undertook to argue that the pa le of Mexico were not in a condi- 
tion to receive the peeple of the United States upon terms of justice 
and equality in respect of their mutual trade relations. 

This report of Mr. Romero’sis a showing of facts which the Govern- 
ment of the United States owes to itself as a matter of duty and honor 
to inquire into. If contraband smuggling into Mexico from the 
United States, to the extent of three or four millions a year, has been 
going on, is it not time that this Government had stretched out its 
powerful hand to punish and repress the men who are carrying on 
this illegitimate traffic? The first step to be taken is an honest and 
faithful administration of our own laws upon our own people to pre- 
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vent them from carrying, without duty, goods the duties on which 
would amount to so large a sum into the Republic of Mexico. 

Mr. Romero, however, presents our relations with Mexico in a true 
light, and I am glad to know that he is again the accredited minis- 
ter to our Government, understanding, as he has always done since 
he first came among us to represent the Government of Mexico, the 
mutual feeling of friendship between the people of the United States 
who control this Government and the people of Mexico who control 
that government, and that it is a feeling of true, cordial, honest, and 
sincere friendship. His comments upon his own tariff system and 
the inquiries which he puts in his résumé of this discussion address 
themselves with great force to us at this period of time in respect of 
our duty to so modify our tariff regulations as to enable our manu- 
facturers and our merchants to trade with the Government and people 
of Mexico upon terms at least of equality with other governments. 
The fifteenth proposition presented by Mr. Romero contains the ques- 
tion that we must answer, namely : 


That legal importations of foreign goods paying high duty being made by Euro- 
pean merchant, it is not 3 why United: States ental eens cannot do like- 
wise. 


Mr. Romero cannot understand it, but I dare say there is not a 
Senator on this floor who does not understand it. It is perfectly 
well understood that in order to keep the 0 of the manu- 
facturing business in the hands of those men who have already large 
establishments and large accumulations of capital, and to fence out 
from the home market all the people of wealth who desire to trade 
with us, so as to monopolize the market of 50,000,000 of people, we 
have in our tariff put such trammels upon our manufacturers and 
upon our merchants as that they are unable even to visit the neigh- 
boring nation of Mexico, and there to trade in competition with 
Great Britain, which has to cross the Atlantic, a distance of more 
than 4,000 miles, before she reaches the shores of Mexico. 

Our answer is that our own tariff compels us to manufacture at 
such high prices for machinery and raw materials, and for acids, oils, 
and dye-woods and dye-stuffs, and a thousand other things that enter 
into the cost of our manufactured goods, that we cannot afford to 
make goods at prices that enable us to compete with countries which 
give a wise and proper protection to their manufacturers and consum- 
ers. I Will lay 7 585 e Senate a table prepared by an able and most 
industrious statistician connected with the Department of State, which 
ie a complete comparative statement ofthe tariffs of Mexico and the 
United States. Task leave to print, as part of my remarks, the entire 
table, as I conceive it to be very valuable to our merchants and 
legislators at this time. [See page 2111.] 

tt shows the very remarkable difference that exists in the views of 
the Mexican Government and of our Government in respect of the 
details of a protective tariff. They seem to be aiming at the same 
points that have been secured by our tariff: first, to protect their 
industries; next, to derive revenue. They give up all the revenue 
that is necessary to meet the demands of a few cotton manufactur- 
ing industries for protection, and in giving up that revenue they 
have so impoverished themselves that they have an annual deficit of 
$5,000,000, or thereabouts. Yet I dare say one great freight train of 
the Pennsylvania Central Railroad can haul the entire cotton manu- 
factures of Mexico made within the last year. Never was there such a 
sad failure, and yet, as Mr. Romero says, it is impossible for the gov- 
ernment to persuade the protected manufacturers of Mexico to yield 
the tariff, they being too powerful for the government to control 
them, We should have been very much in the same condition if our 
people had not neag out over the western plains and farms, and if 
they had not waked up first the politician of this country and then 
the manufacturers to a willingness to make some concessions in favor 
of the consumers, ] i 

The curious discrepancies in the tariffs of two neighboring coun- 
tries will at once display the necessity of an earnest effort to final 
greater harmony of action and a wiser and more just system, by 
negotiation with Mexico. 

ur first duty is, however, to reform our own tariff so that all 
classes in the United States can deal with all classes in Mexico on 
terms that will enable us to have the largest and freest interchange 
of productions of every kind. We cannot get the trade of Mexico 
until we have reduced our tariff so that we can sell cheap goods to 
Mexicans. If we approach Mexico with a wise and just proposition 
for reciprocal trade, she will abandon her timorous policy of an 
exorbitant tariff and her fears of a few manufacturers, and will learn 
from us the lesson that the true way to enable her people to — 
their government is to enrich them by permitting them to barter their 
productions with foreign countries, and to pay with them, and not 
with money alone, fora large and generous consumption of the fruits 
of the toil of the people of the whole world. Mexico attempts to 
keep her gold and silver coin and bullion at home by an export duty 
of 8 per cent. on coin and an embargo on bullion. The result is 
that exchange on New York in the City of Mexico to-day is 18 per 
cent. 

My friend, Mr. Rodrigues, whois a member of the Mexican honse of 
representatives, and who arrived yesterday, informed me that in 
order to bring with him the means to pay his expenses to the United 
States he had to pay 18 per cent. for exchange on New York, and 
that our national paper currency is at a pen um of 10 per cent. in 
Mexico. Here isa chance for the national banks, which I suppose they 
will improve. Now, the idea that a country with which we will be 
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within five days’ communication within two years, and which we 
can now reach by the Vera Cruz and Galveston line in eight days, 
should be selling exchange on New York at 18 per cent. premium is 
novel and perplexing. Ido not know whether to call it absurd or 
whether to say that it is alarming. It is alarming when we view it 
in connection with the tariff and financial condition of Mexico, and 
it certainly is very enticing to speculators in exchange. What has 
produced that? Nothing but the effort of the Government of Mex- 
ico to prevent the exportation of bullion by an act of prohibition, 
and of coin by a levy of an export tariff duty of 8 per cent. on all 

old and silver exported, and the want of revenue to support pub- 
ic credit, It is a remarkable tribute to the credit of the United 
States Government that the notes of our national banks go to Xex- 
ico and there find a premium of 10 per cent, over their own gold and 
silver coin. It was in reference to this fact that I made the observa- 
tion that as soon as we had railway communication with Mexico, 
and themerchants and bankers were permitted to do it, they would 
very soon remove these embarrassments from Mexican trade, and 
open to us and to them a door of future prosperity in Mexico, which 
will yield both nations a harvest of abundance, the value of which 
we can scarcely imagine now. 

But we have something else to do, and Mexico has something else 
to do. Wemustremodel our tariffso that our manufacturers and mer- 
chants can go there upon terms of fair equality with the rest of the 
world, and then Mexico must allow her people to become consumers 
and exchangers of productions, and so enrich themselves that they 
can afford to support their government. 

J have not undertaken to present in detail the defects of our tariff 
system, or the N of it toward different classes of people in the 
United States. I have attempted to show that it is an incubus on our 
foreign trade which we should remove or modify as a first step in 
the direction of liberal reciprocal trade relations with Mexico. 

If we will begin at home with a example, when we get to 
Mexico we shall have credit for sincerity and good sense which will 
commend us to their respect and confidence. We can now arrange 
a good and mutually advantageous treaty of trade and commerce with 
Mexico, and it is a duty we owe to them and ourselves under the new 
order of things now being inaugurated. 

Reciprocity is based on the duties that belong to the power which 
the two leading republics in the western hemisphere possesses, and 
must exert to make North and South America the equals at least 
in civilization, in production, in manufactures, and commerce with 
the eastern hemisphere. The task is not impossible, and its accom- 

lishment will be more rapid than the most enthusiastic American 
is now prepared to believe. It is not an idle or vainglorions boast 
even now to assert that in the great aggregate the civilization of 
the western is in advance of that of the eastern hemisphere. 

There is one grand fact underlying this statement which suffi- 
ciently accounts for its truth-a fact that does not exist in the east- 
ern hemisphere and will not exist there, it is to be feared, for many 
centuries to come—which is that every nation in the western hemi- 
sphere, except Patagonia, is Christian. The rulers of the earth must 
bow to the supremacy of this grand truth, while every human being 
in the American hemisphere feels its influence in government, in 
society, in all the labors of life, and in his personal rights and liber- 
ties. On the Christianity of the American governments rests their 
systems of laws, international and domestic, the liberties they 
secure, the justice they dispense, the freedom of opinion and action 
they guarantee, the Dro orhon they give to personal liberty, and 
the wonderful growth in population, in strength, and prosperity 
which they all enjoy in such great measure. ile more than one- 
half the people in the eastern hemisphere are under governments 
opposed to Christianity, on this hemisphere, from Greenland to Pata- 
gonia, eve organized overnment, except that last named, recog- 
nizes the Christjan pats as the foundation of all social and govern- 
mental duty. Government on this hemisphere is social law crystal- 
lized and formulated into positive regulation and laws, which are 
made conformable to the genius of the social organization they are 
designed to protect. Four centuries ago the Christian nations entered 
this grand field of enterprise and at once dedicated this hemisphere 
as the home of Christian civilization, and not for a moment has that 
ordinance been reversed. 

In that time we have added more to the productions, manufact- 
ures, and commerce of the world, in proportion to our population, 
than any people have eyer done. We are only beginning our work, 
but we are free from the impediments which have so checked the 
progress of the nations of the East. Our governments are all free 
and Christian, while in Europe, Asia, and Africa, there are great 
nations of pagans and infidels, and some of enormous population 
that are in utter barbarism. Of the thirteen leading governments 
in this hemisphere all but three are republics with written con- 
stitutions. e Empire of Brazil is a constitutional monarchy of 
the most liberal type, and Canada, British Honduras, and Guiana 
are but nominally under the crown of Great Britain. The rulin 
powers in this hemisphere are the English and Latin races; and o 
these the United States and Mexico in North America and Brazil in 


South America are by far the most influential. 

Mexico, from her position on the two oceans, as well as from tho 
strength of her political system, must lead the Latin nations of Amer- 
ica in their future career; while the United States, for like reasons, 
must also lead the Anglo-American nations, 
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And the question that remains to be decided is, whether these 
Christian nations shall emulate each other in a generous rivalry in 
exten and maintaining the blessings of free constitutional gov- 
ernment throughout the western hemisphere, or whether they shall 
be forever embroiled in a strife for the mastery of one over the other 
and over neighboring powers. 

The wide expanses of the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans separate 
them from the eastern hemisphere and leave to them the uninter- 
rupted opportunity of developing the powers of this western hemi- 
sphere aad of building it up into a splendid rivalry with the former 
rulers of the entire world. Shall we accept this noble mission and 
direct our efforts and powers to the consolidation of our influence so 
as to become the competitors of the eastern hemisphere, or shall we 
assume toward each other an attitude of greed for domination or of 
suspicion or hate, and waste our energies and wealth in petty strifes 
for aggrandizement? The people of these two powerful republics, 
each supported by others whose ruling people are of the English or 
Latin races, at this time find themselves in the presence of opportu- 
nities for doing good to mankind which have never before offered. 
Nothing but a perverse spirit of suspicion or hate can now prevent 
them from engaging heartily in this noble work. The hour has 
struck when Mexico and the United States must cast their sabers 
into the sea and strike hands in an eternal covenant of peace and 
reciprocal confidence and support. 

Upon the precise question involved in the bill which is now pend- 
ing before the Senate, I have only to say that when a similar ques- 
tion was before the Senate in the Forty-sixth Congress I moved that 
the commission to whom this question is to be confided should con- 
sist of equal numbers of the House of Representatives and of the 
Senate. That proposition was voted down by a small majority. I 
then moved an amendment, something similar to that of the honor- 
able Senator from Ar Mr. GARLAND, ] that a committee of 
three from each House, I believe, and three from the outer world 
should be selected, to whom this subject should be intrusted, and 
that was voted down. I then voted for a commission almost in the 
terms of the present bill. At that time there was a hope that we 
should be able to have an early consideration of the tariff question. 
At this time there is very little hope that voting for this commission 
in any of its forms will bring the tariff earlier into consideration. 
The truth is this, in reference to the House of Representatives and 
the Senate, that they are reluctant tomove for the relief of the country 
in the direction of a repeal or a modification of the tariff until they 
are goaded to it by the people, It is a question which popular sen- 
timent must control, and which must be argued at la before the 
people; upon which they must express decided and distinctive opin- 
ions before either the Senate or House of Representatives will ever take 
the courage to engage in its proper discussion and determination. 

I therefore prefer that we should make our appeal at once to the 
people of the United States, and for my part I should do it with the 
most perfect confidence that they will understand the main bearin 
of this question thoroughly, and that they will demand that all the 
classes of people in this Government so far as may be shall enjoy its 
benefits with an ie seine of its burdens. 

I would vote forthe commission proposed rather than vote for none, 
but I prefer to vote for it later in the session. I shall vote for the 
propongan of the Senator from Arkansas as an amendment to the 

ill, if no otheramendment is offered which I think has a preference 
over it, m purpose being to draw this whole subject into discussion 
and also that the two Houses of Congress shall have some such con- 
trol over the report of the commission as that they can compel that 
a report be made, and when it is made that it will bring the subject 
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Sey by the consent of the two Houses, to each House for consider- 
ation. 

As matters stand, the Senate can originate no bill in respect of 
revenue, We therefore have a very slight power over this question 
until the House has first acted. e have to wait upon the action 
of the Committee on Ways and Means of the House of Representatives 
to be entitled to consider this question under the constructions that 
I believe are most generally placed upon our constitutional power. 
I therefore desire, and have always desired, that when a commis- 
sion is organized it shall consist of members of the two Houses, and 
that the members of each House on the commission shall have the 
right to report directly to the House from which it was drawn the 
conclusions of the commission, so as to bring the matter, sub judice, 
in the Senate in order that we may act upon it in some intelligent 
and definite way. 

If it is the purpose of the honorable Senator from Vermont to delay, 
as he has been charged with having such a purpose, the matter of the 
readjustment of the tariff, that purpose has been well encouraged by 
the manner in which this bill has been dealt with heretefore, allowing 
it to hang on as a subject of debate since last December. If we 
should at last reach a point where nothing is left for us to do or to 
consider during this session in respect to the tariff but to organize 
a commission to inquire into it, perhaps I may get my consent to 
vote for this bill at that time; but I carnestly trust that those gen- 
tlemen who actually desire a revision of the tariff will push the 
measure to the front, and that it will be determined as soon as prac- 
ticable whether the Congress of the United States intends to inter- 
vene in its legislative authority to correct a tariff which bears so 
heavily upon various important interests of this country, and upon 
Done more heavily than upon the manufacturing interests them- 
selves. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I should like to suggest to the Senator that I 
have offered an amendment by way of a substitute for the bill, which 
provides for the appointment of a joint committee of the two Houses 
to make the same investigation that it is proposed the commission to 
be appointed under the bill shall make. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator will also bear in mind that two years 
ago a tariff-commission bill was passed by the Senate. If that bill 
had been allowed to become a law we should have had a report last 
December, which would have made a second tariff-commission bill 
entirely e and unnecessary. It is this continual talking 
of doing a thing and never beginning it, of proposing to execute a 
journey and never setting out upon it, that has been the cause of so 
much misunderstanding and of so much loss, in my judgment, to the 
country. It is important that the Senate, if they propose to have a 
commission at all, should authorize it at once. 

Mr. MORGAN. It was when the Senator was absent from the 
Chamber, I believe, that I referred to that fact, and to the fact that. 
Thad voted for a commission at the last Con ; and I would cheer- 
fully vote for it now if this great length of time had not elapsed, in: 
which there has beon a period of entire inaction, I am gettin 
impatient on this subject and desire that it shall be speeded wit 
all possible diligence. 


APPENDIX. f 
[From advance sheets of Hill's Tariffs of the World.] 
Area of Mexico, 743,048 square miles; population, 9,391,371. 
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Comparative table of the tariffs of Mexico and the United States. 
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Comparative table of the tariffs of Mexico and the United States—Continued. 


United States 


Mexican 
Articles. rates. equivalents. 


4 6. 
Barley, ©. 
Basins, ea 35 p. o. 


Baskets: 
Except gold or 
Willow, wood, 


BR 
IS pg ppp 
o 


8888 


Beams: 
For scales, iron, brass, &c........-.--..-----.--- 
Poles, iron, brass, 
Bedsteads: 


wes 
speje 


RE 


P 
ep 


p 
i 


: 
1 4 
E 
$ 
i 


D 


BE 
9 2 


ts: 
With buckles 
mixture 


! 


58 


` 


2 9 ppe 


ti 


SERES GAS 


7 


5 Py Ty 
ppop 


et SSE 
582 

8 

8 


Y 
e pee e BB 
E 
Wy 


RRS ssä 


S 
5 5 pp 


= 


ppp ppp p 


Boots: 
Tanned hides, dozen „ 
Calf-skin or patent leather, dozen 

Boot-hooks 

Bosoms: 


G sos pyp 
22229 


7 


ppap 


Bugles, brass 
“Brabantes, linen or hemp, plain meter. 
Brabantes, linen = hemp, pl'n, 12-30 thr'ds, 


889 9999 


88 DN 
8 


ee 


ap 
Hin 
£ f 50 


i 


EEEE 
7 


y or sngar-cane, bottl 
Brandy or sugar-cane, 


Z 
999995 
FF 


SESS KVDHABRBEBSRSSBSLS RSSSSRRARKRRSS SES BHR N 


S N 


Pppp 


Mexican! United States 
rates. | equivalents. 


E AE EE ten A E E T EA 190 85 
Metal, gilt and plated -.. 3 . 35 
A —— —E . 20. c00 3⁵ 


Busts: 


ed 
Covered with webs, not silk 


S SMS? PPP 


SSSsss RSsses 


B sees esse SEP 


A 


22777 
MRE 
878 


FE 
E 


SN 
es eee 


Serres ppp 
N 

8 

e 


peesasas 
3 


BS 
Py S's 
oo 


3 
Fo 


-| 22 and 20 p. e. 
22 and 20 p. 0 
-| 25 p. o. 
Gilt and plated......... 35 p. o. 
Not gilt and plate! 88o 35 p. o. 
ases: 
Dressing, gilt and plate... 35 p. o. 
Dressing, S gilt — plated. 35 = 0. 
Liquor 2. <--.-+eccens-ns 35 P. o. 
Cigar, van 3 N = P. c. 
, gold or silver plated, 0. 
C a ETES A RT $ $1.40 and 35 p. o. 


epee 


SSS BRS 
pyy weds 


peppa 


1882. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Comparative table of the tariffs of Mexico and the United States—Continued. 


Mexican United States 
Articles. equivalents. | Articles. 
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cane in sheets it 
1ͤůꝑ— 
Leafs 
Gold; ande — $1.50 per pound. 
fine in leaves to 11 ctm. 1800 leaves -| 45 p. c. 
Silver, imitation 22-26. 2.225.022.0255 26202 35 p. o. 
Leggins for fen eing. As per material. 
Lenses of one glaasꝶ 200 10 P. c. 
| Lifting hooks, of iron or brass 4190 85 p. o. 
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Articles. valents. =] Articles. rates. equivalents, 
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United States Mexican] United States 
Articles. equivalents. Articles. rates. equivalents. 

Pomade: Per kilo. Seeds: Ter kilo. 
PUREED AT IE ER E TT ENSA 86c p. c. ici 200. Free. 
Medicinal l 7 P. o. : ; 200. to 60c. p. bus. 

Porte-monnaies: 35 p. 0. 

p. o. 
: S Per bushel. W i 
„„ Sc. per bus oolen, plain 
Woolen, — 
Bw Z FE 

J V 20 p. c. i SETERS 

TCT00000¼ↄ¼T—TTTP 25 p. c. Shell, man 
T ‘or skin Fi RS ee Bar Ro UP Ga I RA 50 Pp. c. Shirts: 
nn 990. 50 p. e. Catton, tene 

Presses, copying, iron 190 35 p. 0. Woolen, stockinet - 

Prints: Silk, stockinet 3 
Cotton, 30 threads in warp...-... .--- sq. meter..| 16 35 p. o. 5 ite, adults 3 
Cotton, less than 30 threads in warp..sq. meter. - 144 35 Pp. C. Cotton, white, children's 35 p. o. 

Pnileys: Cotton, fine, for adults 35 P. ©. 
Irro m4 ñ%7' 35 p. o. Cotton, fine, for children 35 P. c. 
Brass 35 p. c. Linen, white, for adults 40 P. o. 

Punches, for sewing 45 p. c. Linen, white, for children 40 P. o. 

Purses As per material. Linen, colored, for adults 40 P. o. 

Poles and iron fastenings .. s 20 P. c. Linen, for children 40 15 0. 

Quin ino Free. B san aas $1.10 and 

TTS EAA AA A E T ES 50 p. c. (Chemise) for ladies, cotton. 35 p. o. 

Razors: (Chemise) for children, cotton. 35 p. o. 
With handles, horn -| 35 p. e. (Chemise) for ladies, linen, plain d 40 p. o. 

oe handles, ivory -| 35 p. o. a (Chemise) for ladies, linen, embroidered..dozen.. 40 p. o. 
bs: oes: 

Cotton, prints, 26 threads. -square meter.. 35 p. o. Of woolen yarn, net $1.10 and 35 p. 0. 
Cotton, prints, 38 threads -square meter. 35 p. c. Of leather 35 p. o. 
Cotton, prints, 44 threads 35 p. e. of oa ladi 35 p. c. 
Linen, prints, 26 threads 40 p.c Of silk, ladies’. 60 P. o. 
Linen, prints, 38 threads 40 p. c. of children, leath 

Linen, prints, 64 threads 40 p. o. Of silk, children's. 60 p. o. 
Wool, prints, 26 threads $1.10 and 35 p. e 

Wool, prints, 38 threads -square meter 51.10 and 35 p. c. Of silk, other 60 p. © 
Silk, prints, 26 threads --Square meter 60 p. c. Shot, lend 35 p. ©. 
Silk, prints, $8 threads square meter -| 60 p. o. | Shovels...... 35 p. 0. 
Silk, prints, 64 thre ads square meter.. 60 p. c. Sie ves, wire ee ee see eee renee 5o. and 
Mixed prints, 26 threads square meter 35 p. c. Silk: 

Cotton and linen, 38 threads square meter. 35 p. e. nn e Eae SR FERRA Free. 
Cotton and linen, 64 8 Square meter.. Raw Free. 
Silk and cotton, 26 threads. .........-...-...--... 50 p. . 35 p. o. 
Silk and cotton, 38 threads $ -| 50 p. c. 50 p. o. 
Silk and cotton, 64 threads 22.42 2 50 p. c. 

Reps, woolen -Square meter. 1.10 and 35 p. c. 35 p. o. 

Resius 2222 115} 35 P. © 

Ribbons: 35 p. 0. 

35 p. o. 20 P. ©. 
Line 40 p. 0. 40 P. ©. 
7 -| 1.10 and 35 p. o. 
Silk 60 p. e. 
50 p. o. 
1.10 and 35 p. c. 
5}. 
35 P. c. 
40 p. c. 
35 p. c. 
35 P. c. 
35 p. e. 
35 P. c. 
Free. 
50 p.e 
35 p. o. 
$2 per gallon. 
$2 ei gallon. 35 p. 
Rushlights for candle-scree: 35 p. o. 35 P; 
Sacks, ready-made 40 p. o. 4 0 
35 p. o. 1.10 
35 P. o. 40 p. 
Free. 40 p. 
Free. 3310. 
Free. S 
$3 p. bbl—66e. p. Ib. S 
8c. per 100 Ibs. ` = p. o. 
t p-e 
Atrophine 20 p. o. $2 per gallon. 
Pain 20 p. o. 
Sulphates 20 P. o. 20 P. o. 
Strychnine 20 p. o. 20 P. o. 

Sardines 4. to 15 c. per box. 

Sarsaparilla Free. p. o. 

Sausages. ... -| Free and 35 p. e. p- o. 

Sauces .-.aeesserneennsne 35 p. e. p- o. 

Scales, of iron 35 p. o. P. c. 

Scarfs, for neck: P. o. 
Cotton ——————— 30. P- o. 
Wool, plain +| $1.10 and 35 p. c. 
fifo twilledd $1.10 and 35 p. c. 

F 

Woolen, embruidered A $1.10 and 35 p. o. 
Woolen, embroidered with silk 40 %% $1.10 and 35 p. c. 
Canton er ßPPBPꝶUU 22.2 ee eee eens ee eee eee 00 p. © 

Scissors: 

Steele 860 45 p. o. 

More than 14 centimeter 1290 45 Pp. o. 
Cas t- steel, all sizes 45 P. o. 

Sconces, 35 p. e. 

Screens 35 P. o. 

Screws: 

% ² rA AAA OGharaae 5łe. to 2430. Stays, (corsets: ) 
Brass 120. 35 p. C. Cotton, for children. 
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Mexican] United States Mexican United States 
Articles. rates. equivalents. | Articles. rates. equivalents, 
Stays (corsets) —Continned. Per kilo. Per kilo. Tor kilo, 
Cotton, for ladies dozen $6....... per dozen. L E AEA AEH eee eo As per material, 
Linen, for ladies dozen * --| $2 per dozen. Umbrellas: 
Linen, for children $2 per dozen. 
Woolen, for children 2 per dozen, 
Woolen, for ladies $3 per dozen. 
Steel -2--- 60. 5e to 45 p. c. 
Manufactures, no 24 45 p. c. 
Tinder-boxes. 43e 45 p. c. 
Steels, butcher - 29¢ 45 P. o. 
Steelyards, 290 45 p. e. 
Steps for coaches 196 35 p. o. 
types 600 20 P. 0 
Sticks: 
Canosa, plan „ 860 Free to 35 p. 0. 
Gold or silver handle 13 p.c...| Free to 35 p. c- 
toc . 
81.76. 35 p. c. 
-dozen..| 660 35 p. c. Vessels for medicines, (vials). 
C 0 22 81.76. . 40 p. e. Vests, woolen stockings, & 
Linen, children's. z. is enn dozen 66e. 40 p. e. r . 
Woolen, adults. dozen . I. 76. . . $1.10 and 35 p. e. Vinegar: 
Woolen, children's $1.10 and 35 p. ©. P/ o A E TOA Ol e 100. per gallon. 
Silk, &e. p- e. B AEE ITAS S T -| 56. 10. per gallon. 
p.c. Visors, leather for caps 35 p. o. 
Wafers: 
Ordinary a Free and 20 p. c 
Gum -15....| Free and 20 p. c. 
. T i > p p- 0. Washers, iron 35 p. 0. 
Strings, all kinds, for musical instruments. 5 Free and 35 p.c. || Waters: 
0 „ 5 S --| 35 p. © Medicinal do. per qt. & 25 p. o. 
Strych nino ji $1 and $1.50 per oz. Mineral, artificial and natural 3 3e. per qt, & 25 p. c. 
rat „„ „ „„ „„ 444 4 4 „4 4 4 ‘Watches 25 P. c. 
Su 2 Wax: 
r S ETR 100 50. to 9c. White or yellow „ Gs 
lle. Virgin „ 0. 
ing 8. 
According to basis. Whalebone : 
35 p. c. to 45 p. c. /// —A——A—A—— ss 5 p. c. 
As per material. Unmanufactured ............... 3 -| Free. 
Wheat, excepting for seed, to 115 ks 20%. per bushel. 
5e. per gal. and 25 Wheels: 
P. C. of same. 35 p. o. 
25 P. 0. 
W p. o. As per material. 
2 1-50. 92 k 
20 P. o. -| $2 per gallon. 
Free -| $2 per aflon. 
35 to 45 p. © Wicks: 
For lamps 85 p. 0. 
35 p. o. For tind x P 3 p. o. 
96 P. c. Warn for candles e 180 85 p. 0. 
35 p. c. Willow: 
40 p. e. Mannfactnred .............. 35 p. o. 
-| 40 p. e. For furnituros aA 35 p. e. 
40 p. ©. Winders-yarn, ordinary 35 p. o. 
40 P. c. Wine: 
40 P. e. E En a T ATTA A T A TAN E $1 per dozen. 
40 p. o. Claret, in barrels. 5 40% per gallon. 
-| $1.10 to 35 p. 0. White, in glass K val -| $1 per dozen. 
60 P. c. White, in barrels ..- ae -| 400 per gallon. 
/// ͤ—— . ͤ—— andesdeeeh ons 40 p. c. 
35 p. o. Wire: 
35 P. o. Galvanized, iron and stece .. de and 15 p. c. 
Galvanized, for fences. -| 640 and 15 p. ©- 
Free Copper OTTE 5 and 15 P. c. 
-| BO p. o. For instruments 45 p. o. 
5 1-5e. Flat, for metal not gilded - ---| 546. and 20 p. c. 
35 p. o. Fat, r embedded 4 p. e. and 5e. ad- 
35 p. c. ditional. 
35 p. o. . E E N E 8 45 p. c. und 5 c. ad- 
25 P. © ditional. 
Covered, for crinolines . ...............-. .------- 130:.-55. 19g and 10 p. c. 
Wood: 
Te. Wüunnsterene ste aatennssecueas onnaa . 25 Pp. o. 
$1.10. Fine 810.56 0. 
-| $1.10 and int. rev. 50. Free. 
51.10. 
Wing -| 620 e a PUTTE E ee eee EE E W a 22t027 &3to10p.c. 
Manufactured cigars 81. $5. 50 35 to 40 p. c. 
GG Ab 81. 85. 50 Wrenches, of iron, brass, or copper 5 
Tongs, h 35 p. c. Woolen goods, not elsewhere enumerated... ....... -| $1.10 and 35 p. c. 
‘Tools, iron, for mechauicecs . Free if effects, or || Yarns: 
35 p. o. c 450. 

Tooth-picks. As per material. Gi Leh © 
Tow, hemp Zarapes, (blankets :) 
Toys, all kind 50 p. o. Cotton, striped 25 Pp. 0. 
Traps for anim: 35 and 45 p. c. Wool, striped $1.10 and 35 p. e. 
Trays, all sizes 35 and 40 p. c. Wool, mixed.. $1.10 and 35 p. c- 
Trimmings Wool, imitatio: 

Wen 35 p. o. Cotton and wool.. -| $1.19 and 85 p. e. 

Welten -| $1.10 and 35 p. o. With mixture of cotton and wool. square meter.. -| $1.10 and 35 p. ©. 

A = =n -| 60 p. e. Cotton and wool mixed, imitation.square meter. 50... $1.10 and % p. c. 

Silk, ornamentedꝶꝶ . 55 -| 60 p. . Wool and silk -................... square meter. $1.10 and 35 p. c. 
Trunks: Zine: 

Alla 35 p. o. Eaa a ATE :?ö?' * p. o. 

n a PONESE E AE A T TE SE N N 35 P. c. / TT—T— ., ĩ»ͤ——— se 50. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President Mr. VAN WIC E. I will yield if I do not lose my right to tlie 


Mr. SAWYER. If the Senator from Nebraska will yield to me for | floor. 
one moment, I should like to ask the Senate to take up Honse bill Mr. BAYARD. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND ] is 
No. 4440. It is a bridge bill which is a matter of a good deal of | prepared to address the Senate on the subject of the tariff commis- 
importance, and which passed the House unanimously. sion, but does not feel in good health this afternoon. It is proposed 
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that he shall proceed to-morrow. Therefore I agree that the regu- 
lar order may be laid aside informally for the purpose of taking up 
the bill suggested by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. 
Van Wyck] has taken the floor upon the tariff-commission bill, and 
wants to speak now. i : 

Mr. BAYARD. I beg pardon; I thought he was asking that his 
friend from Wisconsin be allowed to have a bill passed, to which I 
have no objection. i 

Mr. VAN WYCK. IfI do not lose my privilege on the pending 
bill, I am willing to yield to the Senator from Wisconsin, ; 

Mr. BAYARD. I want it understood, whether my friend yields 
or not, that the pending bill is only to be laid aside informally. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to say to the Senator from Nebraska 
that the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill is ready to be 
acted upon, and if the Senate will stay in session until five o’clock I 
would be glad to go on with that bill to-night; otherwise I shall ask 
him to give way at two o’clock to-morrow, if he defers his remarks 
until that time. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I am perfectly willing to give way to any 
necessary legislation; only I want it understood that I do not lose 
my right to speak upon this bill. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent the bill 
indicated by the Senator from Wisconsin can be taken up, and when 
the tariff-commission bill is again before the Senate the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] will be entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SAWYER. Lask the Senator from Nebraska to yield to me 
for one moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska has 
yielded. It is the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] who is now 
su ting that au appropriation bill be taken up. 

fi. ALLISON. Then Jam afraid the burden is upon me. I should 
be glad to go on with the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill 
to-night, but the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. abt a appesi to 
me, and the colleague of the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. SAUNDERS ] 
also appeals to me, instead 9 to his own colleague, so that 
I shall give way for these small bills to be considered now. 

BRIDGE BETWEEN WABASHA AND REED’S LANDING. 


Mr. SAWYER. I ask that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. No. 4440) to establish a railway bridge across the 
Mississippi River extending from a point between Wabasha and 
Reed’s Landing, in Minnesota, to a point below the mouth of the 
Chippewa River, in Wisconsin. 

Mr. BAYARD. That displaces the tariff-commission bill inform- 
ally, it is understood ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Of course. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
this day approved and signed the joint resolution (S. R. No. 49) mak- 
ing a further appropriation to relieve the sufferers by the overflow 
of the Mississippi River and its tributaries, 

OTOE AND MISSOURIA RESERVATION. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I ask my colleague if he will yield to me to 
allow me to call up Senate bill No. 930? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
the Senate to take up a bill the title of which will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the title of the bill (S. No. 930) to amend 
an act entitled “An act to provide for the sale of the remainder of 
the reservation of the confederated Otoe and Missouria tribes of 
Indians in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, and for other pur- 
poses,” a rover March 3, 1881. 

Mr. HO. R. My colleague is not present, and he took some part 
in the consideration of that bill before. I object till my colleague 
comes in, and then the Senator can renew his request. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I wish to suggest that a report was made this 
morning from the Committee on Public Lands in regard to the Fort 
Abercrombie military reservation, recommending the passage of the 
bill on that subject, and I ask that that bill be taken up now and 
acted upon by the Senate. It is a matter of public interest. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
objects to the request of the Senator from Nebraska, and the Senator 
from Minnesota now moves to take up a bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I have no sort of knowledge of the bill of the Senator 
from Nebraska, but my colleague, I know, took an interest in it, and 
he can be here in a few minutes and then the request can be renewed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the mean time the Senator from 
Minnesota asks the Senate to take up a bill. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. We have sent for the Senator from Massachu- 


tts. 
Mr. McMILLAN. The bill I refer to can be passed before he comes 


. 


Bê 


FORT ABERCROMBIE RESERVATION. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
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proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 1432) abolishing the military 
reservation of Fort Abercrombie, in the State of Minnesota, and 
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to have the lands embraced 
therein made subject to homestead and pre-emption entry and sale 
the same as other public lands. 

Mr. COCKRE I should like to ask a question. I see that the 
bill affects a military reservation and has never been before the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. I should like to know from what com- 
mittee the bill is reported and what is the status of the reservation? 

Mr. McMILLAN. This bill was reported from the Committee on 
Public Lands by the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. MeDLL.] The reserva- 
tion has been abandoned for many years as a military reservation 
and has been transferred to the Interior Department. The portion 
embraced in this bill is but one-half of the original reservation, the 
other half of the reservation being 1 the Territory of 
Dakota, and that portion of it having been surveyed and made sub- 
ject to the laws of the United States regulating public lands prior 
to this time. This merely takes the other half of the reservation, 
which has been abandoned for years and has been in charge of the 
Interior 1 5 8 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is an amendment of the Com- 
mitteee on Public Lands, which will be reported. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. In line 6, after the words “ subject to,” 
it is proposed to insert “town site;” so as to read: 

And the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to have the lands em- 


braced therein made subject to town site, homestead, and pre-emption entry and 
sale the same as other p land. iy 0 z y, 


The amendment was to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
OTOE AND MISSOURIA RESERVATION. 


Mr. SAUNDERS. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] 
has arrived in the Chamber, and I should like to proceed now with 
the bill I referred to before. 

The 55 tempore. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
the Senate to p to the consideration of the bill (S. No. 930) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the sale of the remain- 
der of the reservation of the confederated Otoe and Missouria tribes 
of Indians in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, and for other pur- 

ses,” approved March 3, 1881. The bill has been considered as in 

ommittes of the Whole, and the amendments of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs have been adopted. If there be no objection the bill 
is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole again. 

Mr. DAWES. One of the committee’s amendments was to strike 
out a section. Was that adopted! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was adopted. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. One section has not been adopted, I think, that 
is the fourth section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary informs the Chair 
that the amendment striking ont the fourth section was adopted in 
Committee of the Whole. The bill is still open to amendment in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DAWES. I presume by unanimous consent the vote adopting 
that amendment may be reconsidered. The Senator from Nebraska 
has no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem Another vote can be taken on it 
in the Senate, and that probably would be the easiest way. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Did I understand the Chair to say that amend- 
ments were now in order to this bill ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAWES. It requires unanimous consent to take up the bill. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. It does. 

Mr. DAWES. Unless that section can be restored, I shall object 
The PRESIDENT pro 1 I f 

e NT pro tem t requires a ority of the Sen- 
ate to decide whether the bill can ha taken ain x 

Mr. SAUNDERS. We will take the vote. 

Mr. DAWES. I understand it requires unanimous consent to take 
the bill ne 

Mr. VAN WYCK. That has been granted, I understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There can be an objection and then 
a vote must be taken, and in that case a majority can decide to take 


it up. 

Mr. DAWES. I have no doubt the Senate will not concur in the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question can be decided in the 
Senate. So far as the Committee of the Whole is concerned it has 


passed, but in the Senate the Senator from Massachusetts can move 
to non-coneur. 

Mr. DAWES. Is the bill still in Committee of the Whole ? 

The PRESIDENT tempore. It is. 

Mr. DAWES. Is it in order to move to reconsider the vote by 


which that amendment was adopted! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. DAWES. I make that motion. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I think the Senator from Nebraska had bet- 
ter agree to the motion if he wants to pass his bill. 
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Mr. HOAR. I understood that the unanimons consent was to the 
whole thing. This has not passed beyond the Committee of the 
Whole, and the unanimous consent was that the bill might be taken 
up and that particular amendment be considered as not made. That 
is agreed to by both sides. K 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Iam perfectly willing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was the understanding a few 


* ago. 
Ir. SAUNDERS. I am willing by general consent that another 
vote may be taken on that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the reconsideration of the 
vote may be regarded as had and the section restored, The Chair 
will pas the question on reconsidering the vote agreeing to the 
amendment striking out the fourth section. 

The reconsideration was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Now the question is on the amend- 
ment striking out the section. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Now let the Secretary read that section. 

The Acting Secretary read section 4, as follows: 


That if any member of the said confederated tribes residing at the date of the 
aforesaid act of March 3, 1881, upon any of the lands authorized to be sold by 
said act, and who has made valuable improvements thereon, shall elect to remain 
on the lands now occupied by him or her, the Secretary of the Interior shall cause 
a patent to issue to the person so 3 one hundred and sixty acres of 
land, to include his or her improvements: sec That the lands acquired by 
any Indian under the provisions of this section shall not be subject to alienation, 
lease, or incumbrance, either by voluntary conveyance by the grantee or his heirs, 
or by the judgment, order, or decree of any court, or subject to taxation of any 
character, but shall remain inalienable and not subject to taxation, lien, or incum- 
brance for the period of —— years, which restriction shall be incorporated in the 
patent. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs to strike out the section just read. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. The reasons that were given for striking out 
this section may be readily stated. 

First, there was some little doubt in the mind of the committee as 
to what power and right Con had to control taxes in a State on 
lands that the United States had disposed of and turned over to the 
State. 

Secondly, what had more potency with me than anything else was 
the fact that these Indians were gone, that there is only one full- 
blood Indian on this reservation, and that is a woman married to 
a white man, and she is the only person who can avail herself of the 
privileges of this purchase. If my friend from Massachusetts insists 
upon it I will allow the amendment to fall and the section to stand 
as it was. 

Lam assured by the very best authority that she is the only Indian 
in that reservation, of that tribe, or within two hundred or three 
hundred miles of there, or that ever expects to be near there; and 
the question with me was whether we ought to legislate for this 
white man, for it is virtually for him, the right to his wife to have 
the property there for twenty-five years without any taxation or any 
power to collect any debts or anything from the party, because it is 
not to be subject to alienation, or taxation, or judgment, or decree 
of court, so that he would have for twenty-five years a right there 
that we do not give to the white people. If the Senate sees fit to 
vote down this amendment and allow that right I shall have no 
objection whatever. 

r. DAWES. I do not know that it is worth while to take up the 
time of the Senate as the Senator consents to have the section remain. 
There are very good reasons for the section remaining, in my opinion. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Will the Senator from Massachusetts be kind 
enough toexplain the reasons? This section ignores the constitution 
and laws of the State of Nebraska, and I should like the Senator to 
give some reason why the Senate should do that thing. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, the land belonged to the United 
States, and the United States have granted it in the second instance 
to these Indians. The United States now propose to remove these 
Indians to the Indian Territory. They have promised them hereto- 
fore that if they desired it they might have allotted to each one of 
them one hundred and sixty acres of this land. And now some of 
them want to go, nevertheless, to the Indian Territory to join their 
brethren there. The Senators from Nebraska think they all want to 
go, and I have no doubt they honestly think they all want to go. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. The Senator will allow me to say they have 
already gone. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Nebraska says they have already 
gone. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. We know it. 

Mr. DAWES. If they have gone, this section will have no opera- 
tion atall. If they have not gone, it seems to me eminently proper 
that those who desire to stay, having had the enacting promise of 
Congress that they might stay, under these circumstances should not 
be deprived of that right. Then what would be their condition? 
They would be allotted land in severalty and in fee; but an Indian 
allotted land in severalty and in fee without any restriction as to 
alienation or taxation would be served with the chaff without the 
substance, and would be worse off than if he had not been deluded 
with the idea that he got something. It would go for a gallon of 
whisky before three days passed after this bill became a law. There- 
fore some restriction upon his right to alienate the land should be 
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affixed. It has been affixed as to all other tribes and all other 
reservations. 

There is another restriction, and that is as to taxation. That is 
precisely the same and in precisely the same words as is applied to 
all the reservations that have been parceled out by allotment in all 
the new States, Iowa, Kansas, and Nebraska, hitherto, and is a res- 
ervation in some form, I do not know exactly what, or a right on the 
part of the General Government reserved when the States were ad- 
mitted into the Union. It is an adopted principle which has been 
applied in all of these States. I do not know why at this particular 
point and in reference to these particular Indians there should be an 
exception. That is my opposition to the striking out of this section. 

I have no doubt the Senators from Nebraska are honest in their 
belief that all of the Indians have gone, and if the fact proves that 
they have all gone the section will have no operation; but if itshould 
turn out, as has been the case in reference to a great many other 
Indians, that we have been mistaken about it and that there are a 
considerable number of these Indians who desire to take their land 
in severalty and enjoy their homes and become citizens of Nebraska 
and absorbed into the ganara population of that State, it seems to 
me wise to pnt upon them the same restrictions, and no others, as 
have been put upon all bills of allotment. The Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. SLATER] a few aay ago got a bill through for the same pur- 

jose as to the Umatilla Indians, with thesame provision exactly, and 

do not see why it should be excepted from this bill at this time. 
It was a discussion abont the question of taxation which caused a 
majority of the committee to think it just as well (acting upon the 
belief of the Senators from Nebraska that there were no Indians 
there) to strike ont the section; but I think it ought to be retained. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. We know in relation to this matter what the 
facts are, and of course we are not trying to deceive the Senate in 
relation to these Indians. This bill is simply an amendment to an act 
that was passed over a year ago for the same purpose of purchasing 
these lands and removing the Indians into the Indian Territory. 
That act was found defective, and this bill was prepared mainly at 
the Department of the Interior to cover the defects in that. I 
said, I care but little about this matter, but in order to perfect the 
section if it shonld be adopted I move to fill the blank in line 15 
with the word“ twenty-five;” so that it will read: 

And not subject to taxation, lien, or incumbrance for the period of twenty-five 

‘ears. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to filling the 
blank with “twenty-five” as proposed? The Chair hears none, and 
the blank is so filled. Now the question is on the amendment strik- 
ing out the section. * 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I leave it to the Senate to say whether the sec- 
tion shall be stricken out or not. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Nebraska complains that the 
land is exempt from taxation. Two years ago the Senator was a 
member of the Committee on Indian Affairs as he now is, and he 
reported a bill to locate the Ute Indians in Colorado on several million 
acres of land; and he not only reported in favor of exempting the 
land from taxation, but of exempting likewise all the personal prop. 
erty those Indians might ever acquire. The land should not be sold 
for twenty-five years, and daring all that time it should pay no taxes, 
and whatever they might uire in the mean time should pay no 
taxes. That was the bill he then favored. He defended that on the 
floor of the Senate; he voted for that bill; and now when the appli- 
cation is made to Nebraska, it is a very astonishing and singular pro- 
vision! I 1 7 that he will take the medicine that he dealt out to 
Colorado without making a very wry face. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I Sy want to say that that was applicable to a 
division of the landsin severalty to the Indians which cost them noth- 
ing; but this is a tract of land that is to be sold for not less than 
$2.50 per acre. It is entirely a different aine The land is to be 
sold and the money to be deposited to the credit of the Indians by 
the Interior Department. 

Mr. DAWES. This does not apply to that to be sold, but to that 
still occupied by the Indians. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Therefore it does not apply at all to the bill 
that the Senator from Colorado alludes to or the principle as I un- 
derstand that was involved in that bill. It provided for dividing 
the lands up in severalty among the Indians. P only yield this matter 
because I know it will affect no person except one, and I do not care, 
so far as I am concerned, whether he is affected or not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, on the 3d of March, 1881, a law 
was passed which is now proposed to be amended by this bill, and I 
find that this bill which is now before the Senate originated in the 
Interior Department, was prepared by the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, transmitted to the Secretary of the Interior, from him to the 
President, and by the President to Congress. I simply desire, in 
order to show the necessity for the retention of this clause of the bill, 
to read what the Commissioner of Indian Affairs said on the 20th day 
of December, 1881. This is addressed to the Secretary of the Interior: 

Sin; Referring to Department letter of December 10, 1881, in the matter of the 
sale of the Otoe and Missouria reservation in Nebraska and sas, under the act 
of March 3 last, I have the honor to transmit herewith a draft of a bill providing 
— — 5 amendment of the act referred to as the necessities of the case seem to 


No provision is made in said act for expenses incident thereto, nor for the ap- 
praisement and sale of the valuable improvements upon the said reservation belong- 
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i t or to bers of the confederated tribes who desire to 
3 their t tribe to thal new home in the Indian Territory. Neither is there 
any proper protection provided forsuch as having in good faith made selection and 
3 of toate on their reservation, and p) valuable improvements thereon, 
desire to remain in the enjoyment of them. 

That is what the Commissioner of Indian Affairs says, and he cer- 
tainly onght to know something about where these Indians are. I 
hope the amendment will not prevail. 1 

The PRESIDENT 2 tempore. The question is on the amendment 
to strike from the bill the fourth section. 

The amendment was rejected. ae 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ihave an amendment to propose, which is prob- 
ably more important now since this section has been retained in the 
bill, because if a porian of this Indian tribe remain there it is very 
proper that the educational schools should remain, and I have drawn 
this amendment, which was suggested by my predecessor, Mr. Pad- 
dock, who resides in the neighborhood of this tribe and knows as to 
the condition of these buildin At his suggestion I have drawn this 
amendment, which I have submitted to the chairman and the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and it meets their approbation. At the end 
of section 2 I propose to add: 

Provided also, That the school-honse erected on said reservation for the use and 
benefit of said confederated tribes, together with such of the agency buildings as 
may be required for such P and the tract of land on which they are situ- 
ated, not exceeding three hun and twenty acres in extent, with the consent. 
of said Indians, given in open council, shall be reserved and set apart by the United 
States for an a school, which is hereby authorized to be there estab- 
lished, for the education of Indian youths of the reservation tribe in agricultural 
and the other useful sciences and arts, and for such buildings as any missiona’ 
society may erect for religious and educational pu under such rules an 
9 as to the management of the same as the Secretary of the Interior, 
with the approval of the President, may prescribe. 


That meets with the approbation of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senators are not mistaken when they say 
that there are no Indians at this reservation, this is all wrong. We 
do not want to establish an Indian school at a point where there are 
no Indians; and this land will be tied up. I think the amendment 
had better be rejected. It is putting on to a small bill a very large 
subject. There is a bill already here, prepared by the Senator from 
Massachusetts, that looks to a general system of Indian education, 
and this will perhaps interfere with it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs does not think this will interfere with it by any means. If 
the Senator from Missouri is correct and the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs is correct, that it is necessary to preserve and protect homes 
for those Indians of these confederated tribes who may remain there, 
in violation of the constitution and laws of the State in which they 
live, if the Commissioner of Indian Affairs so thinks and the Senate 
concurs with him in opinion that that should be done—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will my good friend from Nebraska please tell 
us how this bill violates the constitution and laws of the State of 
Nebraska? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. That constitution provides that all property 
within the State shall be alike subject to taxation. 

Mr. TELLER. That does not apply to Indian lands. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. This land passes from out of the hands of the 
General Government; and do you mean to say that the Government 
of the United Statesin giving patents either to Indians or others 
when the lands are sold can prevent the State taxing them? The 
very moment you break up the tribal relation when you put the land 
of this Indian tribe in the market and sell it, and when you pledge 
yourselves to the Indians for the amount realized and the payment 
of interest on it, then this becomes land in severalty; and whether 
you sell it and issue patents, or the Indian retains his right in sev- 
eralty, (which is the same as a patent from the United States,) that 
moment, whether it goes to an Indian in full blood or a half-breed 
or a white trader who marries a half-breed or a full-blood, that very 
moment he becomes the owner in severalty, the same as you or I if 
we take a patent from the United States. But when you undertake 
to do that you are met by the constitution and laws of the State of 
Nebraska, which poras that all property in the State shall be 
equally taxed, and hence it is that I pada tho suggestion I did. The 
Senator from Missouri falls back on the letter of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, who states that the right of the Indians should be 
reserved to make homes there, homes in severalty, to assimilate with 
the population, and to be exempt from taxation. 

Now, it is a matter of but little moment. I have done this at the 
suggestion of my predecessor. I have introduced this amendment 
which provides that the buildings which have been used for school 
oa glows may be continued to be used forschool purposes in the future. 

f it should be that we are correct and the Commissioner is wrong, 
and the Senate is wrong, if the Indians al] go, then as a matter of 
course these buildings will be subject to the control of Congress. If 
it should be, on the other hand, that these Indians have gone and 
choose to come back and avail themselves of the benefits which Con- 

gives them they may come back and be a portion of the people 
of Nebraska, and have all the protection which Nebraska and its laws 
can give them and still be exempt from the burdens of taxation. If 
the Indians of these confederated tribes in their new home choose to 
come back and avail themselves of the benefits which Congress gives 
them in this bill, then we think it competent and proper that Congress 


should extend to them the advantages of schools in the school-build- 
ing erected there for them, and they should have the benefits of the 
education which my friend, the chairman of the conimittee, is so 
anxious shonld be given to other eg and missionary societies 


who desire to go there and erect chapels for the Indian youths who 
may choose to avail themselves of their benefits, should be allowed 
this opportunity. You must adopt one theory or theother. If they 
are gone, then the Government has no title to this land; if they stay 
or come back, let them reap the rewards of this provision which the 
bounty of Con chooses to give them. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I hope my good friend from Nebraska did not 
understand me as expressing any opinion about whether the Indians 
were there or not. I simply read what the Commissioner of Indiaa 
Affairs said. I do not know whether the Indians are there or not. 

Mr. McDILL. I should like to ask the Senator from Nebraska a 
question. I feel puzzled on this amendment how to vote. I under- 
stand there is only one Indian woman there, and she is married to a 
white man. It seems to me that the proposition to set apart so much 
for her education is extremely liberal. I want to ask the Senator 
from Nebraska if he does not think he is calling fora good deal when 
he proposes to have an agricultural school and a chapel and a lot of 
ground of three hundred and twenty acres set apart for the benefit 
of this one woman! 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I think it is a good deal; but it is no more than 
we have already done by the vote just taken. We have given them 
Jand in severalty. How many of them will turn up under the shield 
of relationship to this trader I do not know; but you have given 
them at the expense of the State of Nebraska a good deal to-day, 
and now all I ask by this amendment is to give them something that 
you have a right to give them, These buildings belong to them, 
and the land belongs A them. Now, give them something you L por: 
sess; do not give them what does not Teine to you, but give them 
what you have a right to give them. You have given them what 
does not belong to you, and you have pro to them a part of the 
laws and the constitution of the State of Nebraska; now give them 
what you have got; give them a little land and school-house, for 
that belongs to you to give. You have violated the laws and con- 
stitution of Nebraska for the squaw of an Indian trader. Now, you 
violate no law and no rule of generosity to the Indians by giving 
them what you have a right to give them. Then there is no harm 
done. If they stay and enjoy it, all well; if they are enticed back 
and enjoy it, all well; if they do not, it belongs where it is left, under 
the 5 of your Secretary of the Interior and the President of 
the United States, 3 $ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
pro by the Senator from Nebraska, [Mr. Van WYCK. ] 

The amendment was agreed to—ayes 35, noes not counted. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

YAQUINA COLLECTION DISTRICT. 


Mr. SLATER. I ask the Senate to give consent to the taking up 
of the bill (S. No. 1290) to amend sections 2586 and 2587 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the bill be read, reserving the right to object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read; and there being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the title be amended. 

Mr. SLATER. The bill only affects one district. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill to amend sections 2586 
and 2587 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, creating the 
collection district of Yaquina in the State of Oregon.” 

TIMBER ON WISCONSIN INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I move that the Senate take up 
the bill (S. No. 864) to confirm certain instructions given by the 
Department of the Interior to the Indian agent at Green Bay agency, 
in the State of Wisconsin, and to legalize the acts done and permitted 
by said Indian agent pursuant thereto. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

RECOMMITTAL OF A BILL. 

Mr. LOGAN. Tam instructed by the Committee on Military Affairs 
to move that the bill (S. No. 1116) for the relief of Harlow L. Street 
be recommitted to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

GEORGIA JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 

Mr. BROWN. I ask the Senate to take up House bill No. 124, 

which I think will take but a moment. It is a bill to give to each 


of the two judicial districts in Georgia a judge, clerk, and marshal. 
d the judge is in very 
omumittee have unanimously recom- 


It is the period now for holding our courts, an 
bad health. The Judiciary 
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mended the passage of the bill. Isuppose there will be no question 
abont it. F 

The bill (H. R. No. 124) to establish distinct United States conrts, 
with distinct officers, in the horthern and southern judicial districts 
of the State of Georgia, and define their jurisdiction and powers, 
was considered as in 5 of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and to insert: 

That hereafter there shall be for each of the two judicial districts in the State of 


Georgia a judge, district attorney, marshal, and clerk, to be appointed, commis- 
sioned, and removed as provided by law for other such officers; but the otlicers 


now acting in said places in both said districts shall continue to act until their 
places s! be filled anata to law. 
Src. 2. That the district ju office for both said districts shall be 


ige now holdin; 


assigned to and hereafter e district judge for the southern district in said 


State. 
Sec. 3. That the President of the United States, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, shall appoint for the northern district in said State a district 
ndge, who shall have all the powers and perform all the duties held and performed 
y the other district judges of the courts of the United States, and shall reeeive a 
salary of $3,500 a year. And the President of the United States, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, shall appoint a district attorney and marshal of 
said southern district, and when the term of the present ct attorney and 
marshal hereby assigned to the northern district shall expire the President of the 
United States, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, shall appoint a 
district attorney and marshal for said northern district, with the same powers and 
duties as in other cases, and with the same compensation and emoluments as are 
provided for the district attorney and marshal by existing laws for said districts. 
The amendment was to. 
Mr. ALLISON. I should like to have this bill explained briefly. 
Does this bill create a new judge in Georgia? 
Mr. BROWN. There are two judicial districts in Georgia at pres- 
ent, and one judge has been holding court for both. The business has 


wn so voluminous and extensive that it is absolutely necessary to 


ave eos eg 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would inform the Sena- 
tor from Iowa that the Committee on the Judiciary unanimously 
instructed the Senator from Arkansas to report this substitute. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make noobjection. Ionly wanted to call atten- 
tion to it because my State is suffering in the same way. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill to establish distinct 
United States courts, with distinct officers, in the northern and south- 
ern judicial districts of the State of Georgia.” 


PRIVATE ARMED BRIG GENERAL ARMSTRONG. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. I move to take up the bill (S. No. 185) for the 
relief of the captain, owners, officers, and crew of the late United 
States private armed brig General Armstrong, their heirs, executors, 
administrators, or assigns. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That has been on the Calendar long years. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON] who 
reported the bill can explain it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem Isit the pleasure of the Senate that 
this bill be taken up? [“ No!“ “No!”] 

Mr. GARLAND. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was a to; and (at four o’clock and forty-eight 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, March 21, 1882. 


The House met at twelyeo’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. POWER. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. MURCH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal priv- 
ilege. The Evening Critic, a newspaper published in this city, in 
its edition of yesterday contains the following language which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

The Washington gas monopoly has “ silent influences“ which seem to close the 
mouths of the Congressmen. The latest instance is in the case of Hon. THOMP- 
son H, MURCH, who, at the last session, proposed “ to investigate,” but has kept 
an ominous silence during this Con; - Do the handsome drop-lights of the com- 
pani ornament the rooms of the Maine Congressman; or are the exigencies of the 
campaign for Congress at large being considered ! 

Mr. MURCH. Now, Mr. Speaker, while I and no donbt many 
others have seen in the Critic during the last two weeks a number 
of paragraphs in relation to the Washington Gaslight Company, I 
st a it had abundant testimony to make good its statements 
without 3 by innuendo or open charge to place any member of 
this House in the attitude of being susceptible to the “silent influ- 


ences” of any corporation, more especial Ya corporation which has 


been the subject of so much newspaper criticism as the Washington 
Gaslight Company. While the Critic may be pursuing its investiga- 
tions with an earnest desire to correct a great eyil, 


am unwilling 


to have my acts as a member of this House thus brought in question, 
and I utterly repudiate the covert attack made upon me in its 
columns, and will briefly as facts will permit state the reasons that 
have impelled me to submit at this time the resolutions that I shall 
now offer, and to show that instead of being corrupted by drop-lamps 
or the contingency of an election at large in the State of Maine, I 
have been conscientiously doing my duty with results that are far 
more convincing than attained by the Critic in its investigation of 
this subject. z 

In the Forty-sixth Congress I introduced the 3 resolution, 
which passed the House, and which I will ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas itis currently 8 that persons connected as stockholders or other- 
wise with the Washington light Company are attempting to influence members 
of this Con in matters pertaining to the lighting of the public buildings and 
the city, and that such persons are using opportunities arising out of their official 
connettion with Congress for such purpose: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Washington ight Company is hereby directed aud re- 
quired to farnish this House ediately with a list of the stockholders of said 
company, which shall include the names of each stockholder and the number of 
shares held by each at the present time; also all names of stockholders of record 
at any time during the six months last past, and that the same be verified under 
oath by an officer of the said — 

Resolved, That the treasurer of the Washington Gaslight Company is hereby 
at bere to furnish to this House immediately a statement of the amount of the cap- 
ital stock of the said company and a statement of every dividend which has been de- 
clared by the said company, whether the same has been maile in shares, scrip, or 
cash. or in any other manner whatsoever, and that such statement shall include 
an account of the cash and all cash resources or assets on hand or held by the said 
company at the present time. 

Mr. MURCH. In response to that resolution a communication was 
sent, one part of it signed by Mr. B. H. Bartol, president of the 
Washington Gaslight Company, and the other part by Mr. C. C. 
Glover, its treasurer. These two letters form Miscellaneous Document 
No. 15, Forty-sixth Congress, third session. I havea copy of it here, 
and I assert that a document more clearly intended to becloud and 
conceal the facts demanded by Congress was never written or printed. 
It is one of the most adroit specimens of the use of language to con- 
ceal facts ever presented to either House; but I have analyzed these 
letters of Mr. Bartol and Mr. Glover, upon the theory presented by 
the Critic, and the result is that I am satisfied it isour duty, as the 
only legislators for the District of Columbia, and the creatorsof this 
monster gas monopoly that is robbing the Government and this Dis- 
trict, to interfere and protect them. 

In opening his letter Mr. Glover tells us that the Washington Gas- 
light Company was organized in July, 1848, without telling us how 
much the capital stock was, or how much of the stock was paid in, 
though we find further on that the capital stock when the company 
8 was $500,000, but whether it was all paid in or not we are no- 
where informed. For the present I shall assume that it was. That 
is $20 in money in 1848 and 1849 for each of the 25,000 shares of the 
company’s stock. 

The second and third paragraphs of Mr. Glover's letter show that 
from January, 1850, to August, 1868, a period of eighteen years, 154} 
per cent., $772,500 in cash, was paid to the fortunate holders of the 
stock of the Washington Gas Company. 

Mr. Glover says these dividends average 7.6 per cent., which 
would not be too large a return for the money invested. But Mr. 
Glover forgets himself. In the next paragraph (5) he says: 

November 1, 1868, the cash cost of the works exceeded $1,000,000, while the capi- 
tal stock was but $500,000. The company having, by act of Congress approved 
March 24, 1866, obtained the authority to increase the capital stock to $1,000,000, 
the directors at this time issned to each of the then stockholders as many addi- 
tional shares of stock as they then held. This was considered to be but just and 
right, as the earnings of the company, beyond dividends paid, had been invested 
in increasing the value of the works. 

As there had been but $500,000 cash capital paid in, it would have 
been plain, even if Mr. Glover had not said so, that the earnings of 
the company, beyond dividends, had been invested in increasing 
the value of the works. Mr. Glover says the cash cost of the 
works exceeded $1,000,000;” how much the excess was we are left to 
find from Mr. Bartol's letter, who says page 1, “the cost of the 
works then was $1,170,056;” so that the “earnings beyond divi- 
dends” invested is the difference between $1,170,056 and the $500,000 

id-up capital of the company ; that is, $670,056. Add this to the 
$752,500 paid in dividends and the earnings of this company for 18} 
years on $1,442,556, an average of $77,956.10 or 15.51 per cent. per 
annum. 

The next paragraph of Mr. Glover's letter gives the dividends from 
1868 to February, 1831, and reads as follows: 

In February, 1869, 5 per cent. was paid; 10 t. aid in May, and 5 
cont. in August of that year, KKK 
in August of that year. In February, 1871, 5 per cent. was paid; 5 per cent. was 
paid in April, and 5 per cent. in Augustof that year. In Feb 1872, 5 per cent. 
was paid; 5 = cent. was in May, and 5 per cent. was paid in Angust of that 

ear. In February, 1873, ô per cent. was paid; 10 cent. was paid in May, and 
per cent. was paid in August of that year. In Feb , 1874, 5 per po 0 was 
paid, and 50 cent. was paid in Angas of that year. in February, 1875, 5 per 
cent. was paid ; r cent. was paid in May, and 10 cent. was in August 
of that year. In ebruary, 1876, 5 per cent. was paid; 10 per cent. was in 
August, and 50 per cent. was paid in October of that year. In February, 1877, 5 
per cent, ‘wen peal 5 per cent. was paid in May, and 5 per cent. was paid in August 
n Fe i paid in 


of that year. b , 1878, 5 per cent. was paid, and 10 per cent. was 
e of that year. In February, 1879, Sines: was paid ; 5 per cent. was paid 
in June, and 5 per cent. was paid in Au of that In February, 1880, 5 per 


cent. was paid; 5 cent. was paid in June, and r cent. was paid in Augast 
of that year. tn Poucuary, C pa > 


2122 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. Marcu 21, 


As Mr. Glover failed to tell the amount of dividends paid each 


year, wrote the paragraph in the very singular way it is written 
probably to prevent telling it, let me, in a much less space, say just 
what Mr. Glover ought to have said: dividends for 1869, 20 per cent.; 
for 1870, 10 per cent.; in 1871, 15 per cent.; in 1872, 15 per cent.; in 
1873, 20 per cent.; in 1874, 55 per cent.; in 1875, 20 per cent. ; in 
1876, 65 per cent.; in 1877, 15 per cent.; in 1878, 15 per cent.; in 
1879, 15 per cent.; in 1880, 15 per cent., and in February, 1881, 5 per 
cent. 

But Mr. Glover does not tell us upon what amount of stock these 
dividends were paid, and to read his letter the inference would be 
that these dividends were upon the original capital stock of the com- 
pany, $500,000. An examination of Mr. Bartol’s letter in connection 
with Mr. Glover's enables us to arrive at the truth, which these gen- 
tlemen have studiously endeavored to conceal. 

Their gas company’s stock was increased to $1,000,000 November 1, 
1868, (see Glover's letter,) and to $1,500,000 in June, 1872, and to 
$2,000,000 November 15, 1876. (See Bartol’s letter, paragraph 2, page 
2.) With these facts we can see how much the company paid as not 
stated by Mr. Glover. 


Year. Dividends. Money paid. 


Capital stock, $1,000,000. 
20 per cent. $200, 000 
10 per cent. 100, 000 
15 per cent. 150, 000 
10 per cent. 100, 000 
55 per cent. 550, 000 
Capital stock, $1,500,000. y 
1872, (August) 5 per cent, 75, 000 
1873... pien 20 0 cent. 300, 000 
1874. 55 per cent. 825, 000 
1875. 20 per cent. 300, 000 
I ĩ K E Be pe 65 per cent. 975, 000 
Total in four and a half years 165 per cent. 2, 475, 000 
Capital stock, $2,000,000. 7 
15 per cent. 800, 000 
15 per cent. 300, 000 
15 per cent, 200, 000 
15 per cent. 300, 000 
5 per cent. 100, 000 


For three years and four months on $1,000,000 the company paid 
55 per cent., $550,000 in cash on $500,000 capital, for Mr. Glover ad- 
mits that the first increase of stock was “ water“ —35.3 per cent. per 
annum. 

Mr. Bartol says in his letter: 


In accordance with the terms of this act. $500,000 was allotted among the then 
stockholders in proportion to the number of shares held by each. Said stock was 
called scrip stock, bec: it was to be paid for in installments when called. 

When the last installment was paid, the scrip certificates were called in and 
canceled and capital stock certificates issued in their place; the sum of $20 had 
been in money on each scrip share, and the capital stock shares represented 
the same amount. In this manner the capital stock was increased from $1,000,000 
to $1,500,000. ` 

This in allusion to the act of May, 1872, which allowed the company 
to increase its capital stock to $2,000,000. You will observe the 
$500,000 scrip stock “ was allotted among the then stockholders in 
proportion to the number of shares held by each;” that is, the man 
who held two shares of capital stock received one share of scrip stock. 
Of course the $500,000 was issued as soon after the passage of the act 
as practicable, say in July. Then from August, 1872, to October, 
1876, 165 per cent., $2,475,000, was paid in dividends on $1,500,000. 
That is 40 per cent. a year on the increased capital, 120 per cent. 
per annum on the only money ever pag in by the stockholders. 

“November 15, 1876,” says Mr. Bartol, “ another allotment of 
$500,000 of scrip stock was made in the same manner as the first 
allotment;” that is, “to the then stockholders, in proportion to the 
stock held by each;” each person holding three shares of stock re- 
ceived one share of scrip stock, and from this date the dividends 
were upon $2,000,000 stock. 

For the four years from February, 1877, to January, 1881, 15 per 
cent. on $2,000,000 was paid each year; that is, $300,000, or 60 per 
cent, per annum on the original amount paid in. 

Now, look carefully at the language of Mr. Bartol. He endeavors 
to lead us to the belief that when the stock was raised from $1,000,000 
to $1,500,000 and from that sum to $2,000,000 the parties to whom 
the stock was allotted paid their money for it in installments. He 
is careful not to assert that they paid it. He said “the sum of $20 
had been paid in money on each share” before the stock was issued. 
How was it paid and who paid it? Mr. Glover answers the ques- 
tion to any one who will read between the lines of his letter and 
find out what Mr. Glover does not want to tell. 

In July, 1872, the scrip shares were issued, in August of that year 


a5 per cent. dividend was paid, and in the year 1873 20 per cent. 

was paid—that is $375,000, while in 1874, a year of t depression, 

55 per cent., or $825,000, was paid in dividends. In the eighteen years 

of profusion and plenty that preceded Black Friday the gas compan 

pa its stockholders „000, and in the year of depression whic 
ollowed it paid them $825,000. 

Does any reasonable man believe that the difference in the expendi- 
tures and receipts justify this difference in dividends? Of course 
not. How, then, account for it? By the very pleasant process of 
reason and induction. 

The money received in 1872 and 1873, instead of being paid out as 
dividends, was withheld to pay the installments on the scrip stock 
issued. As soon as this was paid up a tremendous dividend of 55 per 
cent. was paid. 

And this process was repeated. Congress had authorized an in- 
crease to $2,000,000. Three hundred thousand dollars had been allot- 
ted and paid, and it was determined to make another allotment. 
Twenty per cent. dividend was paid in 1875 and 65 per cent. paid in 
1876. Think of it, $975,000 dividends paid in one year. Nearly 200 
per cent, on the original capital stock. Then an additional $500,000 
of stock was issued, and the dividends reduced to 15 per cent. per 
annum, at which figure they have been kept that the scrip stock 
might be paid for, and for other reasons which will be shown. 

The analysis of these letters affords a convincing proof that not a 
dollar has ever been paid into the capital stock of this gas company 
except the original $500,000. 

Now for “‘ the other reasons” why the dividends have been kept 
at15 pa cent. per annum, 9 is, however, 60 per cent. per annum 
on all the money ever paid in.) In 1877 there was a general belief 
that water-gas could be made cheaply, and the subject of electrical 
lighting began to be discussed. And Mr. Bartol tells us in his letter 
tha 


Under these circumstances the board of directors of this company have deemed 
it a duty to the stockholders they ce avr to prepare for this contingency, and 
er. have retained and invested a balance of $650,000 to be held in reserve to 
enable the company to make such additions to their works as will allow them to 
reduce the price of gas to its lowest potak both for illuminating and fuel purposes, 
in — that a very large increase of consumption may compensate them for the 
outlay. 


Besides which duplicate works were built, costing we are not in- 
formed how much. This $650,000 is part of the earnings of the com- 
pany, and is entitled to be classed as dividends, as would also the 
duplicate works. 

Now, sir, let me recapitulate what this company has done, what 
money it invested, and what it has received. X Amy believe that 
not one dollar has ever been paid into the capital stock of the com- 
pany except the original subscription, and I think I have demon- 
strated this to the satisfaction of every one here; so that I assume 
that there is an investment of 8500, 000. I pro to give Mr. Bartol 
the benefit of every direct assertion he has made, and will admit that 
only $375,000 of the last $500,000 of serip shares has been paid for. I 
have here a city paper which quotes Washington Gas Company 
stock at $40, serip stock, $32; and we can, through the information 
derived from this document and this paper, arrive approximately at 
the sum realized from the investment of § „000: 

Value of works (see Mr. Bartol's letter $1, 860, 735 
Value of duplicate works (estimated—see ---- 250, 000 
Value of 75,000 shares of stock, at $40 
Value of 25,000 shares of scrip stock, at $32 
Cash dividends from 1850 to Tees 3 

Cash dividends from 1869 to 1872 
Cash dividends from 1872 to 1876.... sees 
Cash dividends from 1877 to 188 lll 


Deduct cash capital paid iz 2 
e x A A 


These figures show a profit of $334,116 to the gas company for each 
year of its existence from January 1, 1850, to January 1, 1881. That 
is 66.8 per cent. per annum. I believe this is correct. The report 
made in response to the resolution that was adopted in the Forty- 
sixth Congress was intended to deceive Congress, who made this 
corporation and gave it power to extort from the people, and we 
should now interfere to curb its blood-sucking tendencies or abolish 
it. If I am mistaken there is one way, and only one way, for the 
company to prove it, and that is by the examination which I now 


pro 

It the Washington Gaslight Company has been honest in its deal- 
= with Congress it would not fear the examination. If, as I 
believe and assert, it has been deceiving while it was robbing the 
people, then it will fear and endeavor to prevent investigation. 

[During the delivery of Mr. Murcn’s personal explanation the fol- 
lowing pro ings occurred : 

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the gen- 
tleman from Maine is not discussing a question of privilege. 

Mr. MURCH. Iam . myself against the charges made 
in the Critic, a newspaper published in this city, and I hold that it 


is a privileged question and I have a right to defend myself against 
the attacks of that paper. 

The SPEAKER. The Uhair will state that it has listened to the 
charge as made in the paper as read, and it is of the opinion that 


1882. 
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the gentleman has a right to take the floor on a question of privilees. 
The Chair is equally certain, however, that it does not extend to the 
gentleman from Maine the right to go into a review of the history 
of the company that is refe to; that it does not involve his right to 
criticise anybody outside of the charge directly made against him- 
self; that this question of privilege extends only to the right of the 
member taking the floor and making any explanation or denial he 
may please to make. ‘The Chair cannot draw any very fine distinc- 
tion, and perhaps the House could not, but the gentleman must con- 
tine himself to the matter of the charge against himself and not 
extend his remarks into a review of the history of the company re- 
ferred to. To allow this to run into a general debate would violate 
the privileges of the House. 

Mr. REED. Perhaps it would be satisfactory to my colleague to 
have the remaining portion of his remarks printed. 

Mr. MURCH. But I have a resolution to offer. I wish, however, 
just now, to say a word in reply to the remarks of the Chair. I am 
charged with having attempted an investigation during the last Con- 

ress and with having been silenced by influences which implied drop- 
A s and contingent funds for election purposes. But if the House 
thinks I cannot go into the matter, of course I must desist, 

The SPEAKER. To the extent n to make denial of the 
charge contained in the newspaper referred to, the Chair holds the 
gentleman is entirely in order. ] 

Mr. MURCH. I now offer the following preamble and resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas certain cha: have a in the public estioning the in. 
tegri of members of this House 3 with 1 Falation in the ieterest of 
the 


ashington Gaslight Company, and also alleging 
means have been to to 


ginally granted by 
the cost of the works, expenses 

toa; pipes, labor, &c.; the outlay and 
dividends, whether of stock, scrip, or 
cash, or increased value o works, roperty, or assets, The said committee shall 
House the names of all stockholders in said 
company at the date of their report; and shall inquire into the offers to Supply or 
cost, 


rsons 1 or at a nom 
within ten years previous to sueh report, 3 of 
or stockhold 


period ; 
paid each year by the District government and by the Government of the United 
Bates for gas 9 by said company; the amount of gas consumed by É vite en 
District ee 8; the 
amount and value of coke, naphtha, tar, or other products of gas-making, pro- 
duced and used or sold b 


gress pe 
or the District Bat ry or the Departments of the executive in this city, to- 


ber, 1883, as possible. 

Mr. CAMP. I object to the consideration of that resolution, and 
submit that it is not a privileged question. I have no objection, 
however, to its being referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. MURCH. [ask for its immediate consideration. 

Mr. CAMP. I object to it. 

Mr. MURCH. I do not think the gentleman’s objection can pre- 
vent my introducing the resolution. It is well known committees of 
investigation have been formed in this House on newspaper charges, 
notably so under Mr. Speaker Blaine, and I hold the preamble recites 
a question of privilege. 

Mr. CAMP. I submit this resolution does not propose to investi- 
gate the charges made in a newspaper article but to investigate the 
gas company. It is nota privileged resolution. It can only come 
in by unanimons consent, and I object to its introduction. 

Mr. COBB. I trust the gentleman from New York will withdraw 
his objection. I have no doubt that resolution will draw out a state 
of facts that will be alarming and astonishing to every gentleman in 
this House. 

Mr. CAMP. I object to its consideration now. 

Mr. COBB. This is a very important matter. 

Mr. ROBESON. It is not a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from sine Ute Munch] sub- 
mits the resolution which has been read. Is there unanimous consent 
for its present consideration ? 

Mr. HAZELTON. There is not. 

Mr. CAMP. I object. 

Mr. MURCH. I ask that the resolution be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Mannfactures. 

Mr. CAMP. Let it be referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. MURCH. No, sir; I desire it shall go to the Committee on 
Manufactures. 

Mr. ROBESON. I object, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it should go to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MURCH. It relates to the manufacture of gas, and should 
go to the Committee on Manufactures, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was of opinion the resolution related 


largely to the conduct of certain persons connected with the com- 
pany and not at all with the method of manufacturing gas, The 
rule relating to the Committee on the District of Columbia is so broad 
as to require everything connected with the District of every char- 
acter to be referred to that committee. The Chair thinks that is the 
appropriate committee. 

2 penis Is it not in order to move to refer to another com- 
mittee 

Mr. ROBESON. Task if the resolution, having been objected to, is 
now before the House? 

The SPEAKER. It is not before the House for consideration, 
The Ho use is considering the question of reference, The Chair would 
hold, under the rules, the resolution should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. REED. I ask for a vote on the proposition which I made yes- 
terday, as modified vy the gentleman from New York, [Mr. HEWITT, ] 
in accordance with the unanimous consent given last night. 

The SPEAKER. Before that the Chair, in the absence of objec- 
tion, will submit certain personal requests of members. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By nnanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WEST, for two weeks, on account of important business. 

To Mr. MosGRove, until Monday next, on account of sickness in 
his family and very se ar a business. 

To Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio, for ten days, from and after the 22d 
instant, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BENJAMIN Woop indefinitely, on account of serious ill- 
ness, 

CORRECTION. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I desire to correct the Journal read this 
morning. On the tariff-commission proposition I voted “no” and I 
am not recorded as voting. 

The SPEAKER, The 5 statement will be taken and the 
Journal will be corrected, 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I desire, further, to state that my agg Se 
[Mr. PETTIBONE] was paired with Mr. HERBERT, of Alabama. t 
pair was not announced yesterday. 


GENEVA AWARD. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine, [Mr. REED, I in accord- 
ance with the order of the House made on yesterday, by unanimous 
consent, now moves that the rules be suspended, and that the reso- 
lution which the Clerk will read be adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That House bill No. 4197, re-establishing the court of commissioners 
of Alabama claims, and for the distribution of the unappropriated moneys of the 
Geneva award, be taken from the Committee of the Whole and considered in the 
House as in committee on April 11, and thence from day to day until finally dis- 
posed of, but not to interfere with the revenue and general appropriation bills the 
tariff-commission bill, and the bill referring private claims to the Court of C 

TheSPEAKER. The question ison suspending the rules and adopt- 
ing the resolution which has been read. 

. SPRINGER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays there were—ayes 38, 
noes 105. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the whole vote) the 
yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 163, nays 55, not 
voting 74; as follows: 


YEAS—163. 

Aiken, Crapo, a Benj. W S 
Aldrich, Cullen, Haseltine, McClure, 
Anderson, Davis, George R. Haskell, Cook, 
Barr, Dawes, Hawk, McKinley, 
Bayne, Deering, Hazelton, McLane, 

‘ord, De Motte. Henderson, Miles, 
Berry, Dezendorf, Hepbi Miller, 
Bing ‘ Dingley, Hewitt, Abram S. Money, 
Bragg, Dowd, Hewitt, G. W. Moore, 
Brewer, Dugro, k, Morey, 
Briggs, Dunnell, Horr, M è, 
Browne, Dwight, Houk, Moulton, 
Bru Ermentrout, Hubbell, Muldrow, 
Buck, Errett, Humphrey, Murch, 
Buckner, Farwell, Chas. B. Jacobs, Mutchler, 
Burrows, Julius C. Farwell, Sewell 8. Jones, George W. Neal, 
Burrows, Jos. H. Finley, Jones, Phineas Noreross, 
Butterworth, Fisher, Jorgensen, O'Neill, 
Calkins, Flower, Kasso Orth, 
Camp, Fo Kelley, Pacheco, 
Campbell, Fulkerson, Kenna, Page, 
= er, 3 — 33 5 
Zarpenter, eorge, Kno on, 
Cassidy, Guen A Lacey, Peelle, 
Casw Ladd, Phelps, 
— — fp fe pa 

verse, ammond, N. J. g. 

er, „ ey, 
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Shallenberger, Thompson, Wm.G. W: 
Ray, i =p 75 Wash 
Rice, John B. Shultz, 0 atson, 
Rice, Theron M. gleton, Jas. W. Townshend, R. W. Webber, 
Rice, William W. Skinner. cker, West, 
Rich Smith, Dietrich C. Tyler, ite, 
Ritchie, Spaulding, pdegraff, J. T. Williams, Chas. G 
Robeson, Speer, Updegratf, Thomas Willits, 
Robinson, Geo. D. Spooner, rner, ilson, 
Robinson, James S. Strait. Valentine, Wise, George D. 
R albott, Van Horn, Wise, Mo R. 
Ryan, Taylor, ait, Wood, Walter A. 
Scranton, omas, Walker, 
NAYS—55. 
Armfield, Curtin, Holman, Smith, A. Herr 
lackburn, Davidson, Hooker, Sparks, 
H Davis, Lowndes H. Ho Springer, 
Deuster, Hu 3, Stockslager, 
Blount, Dibble Jones, James K. Thompson, P. B 
Buchanan, Dibrell, atson, Turner, Henry G 
Caldwell Evins, McKenzie, er, O% 
Chalmers, Forney, MeMillin, Vance, 
Chapman, Geddes, s, Warner, 
Clardy, Gunter, Phister, Wellborn, 
Clark, pa Robertson, Whitthorne, 
k, Harris, Henry 8 Shackelford, Williams, Thomas 
Covington, Hatch, Simonton, Willis. 
Cravens, Hoblitzell. Singleton, Otho R. 
NOT VOTING—“4. 
Allen, Culberson, Klotz, Robinson, Wm. E. 
Atherton, Cutts. Latham, Rosecrans, 
Atl Darrell, Leedom, Ross, 
Barbour, Dunn, Le Fevre, Scales, 
Beach, Ellis, Lindsey, Scoville, 
Belmont, Frost, Lord, Shelley. 
Beltzhoover, Gibson, Mason, Smith, J. Hyatt 
Black, Godshalk, McCoid, Steele, 
Bliss, Grout, Morrison, Stephens, 
Bowman, Hardenbergh, Morse, Stone, 
Cabell, Heilman, Nolan, Upson, 
Cannon, Herbert, Oates, Van Aernam, 
Carlisle, Herndon, Parker, Van Voorhis, 
C Hill, Peirce, Wadsworth, 
Clements, Hoge, Pettibone, Wheeler, 
Colerick, Hubbs, Prescott, Wood, Benjamin 
Cox, Samuel S. Jadwin, a nm Young. 
Cox, William R. Joyce, Rie! ‘ardson, D. P. 
Crowley, King, Richardson, Jno. 8. 


So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were suspended 
and the resolution was adopted. 

The following pairs were announced : 

Mr. PEIRCE with Mr. BARBOUR. 

. BOWMAN with Mr. ALLEN. 
. GODSHALK with Mr, Dunn. 
. SMITA, of Illinois, with Mr. BUCKNER. 
. CULBERSON with Mr. LINDSEY. 
. Van AERNAM with Mr. SCOVILLE. 
. YOUNG with Mr. LE Fevre. 
. Mason with Mr. LATHAM, 
. RICHARDSON, of New York, with Mr. RICHARDSON, of South 
Carolina. 
Mr. CORNELL with Mr. NOLAN. 
. HEILMAN with Mr, KLOTZ. 
Brach with Mr. VAN VooRHIS. 
. SHELLEY with Mr. PRESCOTT. 
. HERBERT with Mr. PETTIBONE. 
. McCook with Mr. KING. ` 
. MORRISON with Mr, STEELE. 
. Cutts with Mr. MANNING. 
. OATES with Mr. JOYCE. 
. Ross with Mr. JADWIN. 
. CANNON with Mr. ATKINS. 
. BLOUNT with Mr. RICE of Massachusetts. 
. HILL with Mr. HARDENBERGH. 

r. McCOOK. Iam paired with the gentleman from Louisiana, 
Mr. KING, on political questions. Not regarding this as a political 
question, I have voted. 

Mr. HEILMAN, (having voted.) I was paired with Mr. KLOrz, of 
Pennsylvania, until I should return to this city. As he is not here 
this morning I will withdraw my vote. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS, (having voted.) I am paired with my col- 
league, Mr. Brach, except when my vote is n to make a 
groon It not being necessary on this question at this time, I with- 

raw my vote, 

Mr. MURCH. I desire to state that I am recorded as not having 
voted last night on the resolution of my colleague, Mr. REED. I was 
affected with severe neuralgic pains in my head and left the Hall 
abont half-past four o’clock yesterday afternoon, Had I been pres- 
ent I would have voted for that resolution. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, I am paired with Mr. BLOUNT, with 
the right to vote on this question, and I have therefore voted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask unanimons consent that the reading of the 
names be dispensed with. 

Mr. B . I object. 

The names of those voting were then read by the Clerk, and the 
result of the vote was announced as above stated. 
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NATIONAL BANKING ASSOCIATIONS. 


Mr. CRAPO. Lask unanimous consent to submit for consideration 
and adoption at this time the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


That House bill No. 4167, to enable national bankin, 
extend their corporate existence, be taken from the House Cale: and made the 
special order for the 15th day of April next, after the morning hour, and from day 
to day until disposed of, not to antagonize general appropriation and revenue bills. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I object. 

Mr. BLAND. I object. 

Mr. KENNA. Everybody objects to that. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the resolution is not be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. PAGE. I call for the regular order. 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT, NO. 4. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that it has a commn- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury in relation to the fourth 
number of the statistical abstract of the United States prepared by 
the Treasury Department and transmitted to the House some time 
since. It was referred by the House to the Committee on Printing. 
The Chair is informed that it has been usual to refer such communi- 
cations to the Committee on Ways and Means and at the same time 
order them to be printed. If there is no objection the change of 
— will be made and the document will be ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Committee on Printing has already con- 
sidered the matter, and we are of the opinion that a sufficient num- 
ber of these documents has already been printed, and that there is no 
necessity for printing additional copies. 

Mr. RANDALL. Has the usual number been printed ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that it has never been 
printed by order of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is a general law requiring it to be printed. 

Mr. KASSON. The Committee on Ways and Means are prepared 
to request that the document be printed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the Chair will permit the matter to lie over 
until to-morrow, I will in the mean time examine the law on the sub- 


ect. 

Mr. RANDALL, I sug that the document be referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means with power to order the printing if 
they deem it necessary. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion thatthe gentleman from 
IIlinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has in view not this document but the ordi- 
n asert of the expenditures of the Department. 

SPRINGER. I have examined this very document carefully, 
and from that examination it is my impression that the printing has 
already been ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL. These reports from the Statistical Bureau, under 
the charge of Mr, Nimmo, are of great interest not only to members 
i 8 but to the whole country. I think this printing is very 

esirable. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the communication from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, that the House may understand what this 
document is. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


associations to 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
March 17, 1882. 
Sin: On the 25th of January last this Department transmitted to the House of 
Representatives the fourth number of the Statistical Abstractof the United States, 
8 by this Department. The information contained therein is of value, and 
have the honor to respectfully suggest that the volume be printed at as early a 


day as may be practicable. 
Very respectfally, CHARLES J. 8 
Hon. J. WARREN KEIFER, vt 
Speaker House of Representatives. 
Mr. RANDALL. If I am correctly informed, similar documents 


have been heretofore presented to the House. 

The SPEAKER. There have been three preceding ones. 

Mr. RANDALL, Thisdocument should certainly follow the same 
course as the previous ones. 

To DERA R. The Chair is informed that this has not been 
printed. 

Mr. KASSON. The action proposed by the Chair is what I know 
from previous action of the Committee on Ways and Means weuld 
be desired by them ; that is, that the document be referred to that 
committee and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The three preceding volumes of similar character 
to this have all been referred to the Committee on Ways and Means 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the cost of printing in this case would exceed 
$500 I presume the law would require that the question of printing 
should be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand this to be the annual report of 
statistics of commerce, from the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that this would not como 
within the rule relating to printing merely for the House, because 


the law requires these documents to be printed. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I ask that the title of the document be read 


again. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The fourth number of the Statistical Abstract of the United States, prepared by 
the Treasury Department. 

Mr. DUNNELL. No such document as that is embraced in the 
general law. j 

The SPEAKER. Unless it is covered by general terms, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand, however, that this document con- 
tains the message of the President of the United States and the accom- 
panying statistics. 

Mr, KASSON. There can be no question, I think, as to the pro- 
priety and necessity of this printing. i 

Mr. SPRINGER. If this matter be allowed to go over until to- 
morrow the Committee on Printing will examine and report upon it. 

Mr. KASSON. We only ask that the usual number be printed. 
The committee can make examination as to the question of printing 
any additional number. 

Mr. SPRINGER. From the examination I made, I was of the opin- 
ion that the usual number had already been printed. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has been informed from the printing 
office that no copies of this have been printed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The delay of one day will not make any differ- 
ence in this matter; therefore I object to the change of reference to- 
day. To-morrow I shall be able to state definitely whether I am 
mistaken in my present impression, based on my previous examina- 
tion of this subject. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection attention will be again 
called to the subject to-morrow. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CASWELL. I ask that the bill making be riations for the 
postal service for the year ending June 30, 1883, which is now on 
the A a table with Senate amendments, be taken up and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and that the bill as 
amended, with the amendments numbered, be printed. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, I desire, under Rule XX, to 
reserve at this time points of order on all Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. It will be time enough to do that when the bill 
is reported back. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I think that for abundance of 
caution I will reserve points of order at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can make points of order when 
the Committee on Appropriations report the bill back. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, The Chair will allow me to 
say, it has once been ruled that if points of order are not made or re- 
served before the committee takes the bill it is doubtful whether 
they will bein season afterward. I will not ask that the amendments 
be read now, but am content to reserve points of order so that our 
rights may be saved. 

he SPEAKER. Is there objection to taking this appropriation 
bill from the Speaker's table, referring it, with the Senate amend- 
ments, to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordering it printed 
with the amendments? The Chair hears no objection, and it is so 
prooton The gentleman from Massachusetts reserves all points of 
order. : 
SUFFERERS BY MISSISSIPPI OVERFLOW. 


Mr. GIBSON. I ask unanimons consent to have read a telegram 
from the commissioners who are distributing in the State of Louisiana 
the relief yoted by Congress to the sufferers by the overflow. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Orrick RELIEF COMMISSIONERS, 
(194 Gravier Street,) 
New Orleans, March 20, 1882. 

GENTLEMEN: As the special commissioners appointed by the governor to dis- 
tribute the rations. provided by the General Government, we beg leave to place 
before ta a statement of the facts so that you may, in tly co-operate with 
us in giving relief to our people. At the outset of the waters, as is always the 
case when a calamity threatens a people, pri Ca rations were circ 
which tended to create. doubis as to the extent of ngers which threatened 
our State; but as crevasses followed in quick succession, covering territory which 
it was hopea would escape, everybody was confirmed in the opinion that super- 
human efforts would be required and that in many localities di and in some 
5 would ensue, whereupon our worthy governor promptly applied for 
relief. 

To date we haye received 216,000 rations of bread and bacon, and have issued and 
shipped to 21,966 applicants rations for fifteen days, commencing 14th instant, 
amounting to 329,000 pounds of flour and meal and 161,000 — of bacon. We 
are using the utmost precaution to have the issues ete ee ied as intended by the 
Government. Our supplies are entirely exhausted by ay's shipments to Madi- 
son Parish. We have now before us additional demands for fully 300. 000 rations; 
and the calls are increasing daily from the inundated parishes which can most read- 
ily communicate with us; and we know of many remote sections whence further 
calls must soon come to us. The tier of parishes 8 on tlie 5 from 
Carroll down to Point Conpée, are in respect to the bottom lands, with here and 
there a few exceptions, submerged, the waters panin through the tiers as cre- 
vasses, forcing themselves down into Concordia from the rear and seeking an exit 
to the Mississippi, while the waters from the Point Coupée crevasses, combining 
at about False River with the Mo: za and Scott crevasses, in the same parish, 
are sweeping: dewn the interior parishes, and have made their appearance on the 
hi hienas A Saint Martin, Saint Mary, Terre Bonne, Assumption, and a portion 
of La Fourche. 

The Ouachita section, interspersed with various streams which are now at full 
tide, is becoming daily aig! dag and cries for relief are pouring down to us be- 
yond our ability to supply. The lower La Fourche section has been subjected to 
various crevasses upon which labor has been assiduously applied with the result of 
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closing almost all the breaches except one, the Pittman, about midway between 
the Beaux and Lock east bank, and one about fifteen miles below 
which must inevitably ruin many poor le on the banksand in theinterior. This 
morning we learn of breaks at Platonyille, east bank of Bayou La Fourche, and one 
on the east bank of the Mississippi nearly opposite Donaldsonville; and et dan- 
gerous points are pie ax bys to us between Baton Rouge and this place. The 
portion of the river from this place down is suffering crevasses which occurred 
on the Fleitas Story and Live Oaks, places in Plaquemine Parish, the second of 
which must inundate Saint Bernard Parish and reduce to distress many persons in 
that section. Even the Red River Valley is being seriously hurt by the swelling 
of the Red River and connecting streams. En résumé, jt cei ly appears that the 
entire State, excepting the western tier and Florida parishes, must be very seri- 
ously affected, involving in many instances starvation, if relief is not afforded. 
Every day earnest and sincere 5 made to us for rations for man and beast. 
To specify particularly what is needed to save from starvation is absolutely im- 
3 because we have not got the data required, but you may rest assured the 
evastation is at shee ar hy and will require te avert a calamity the lib- 
eral and generous hand of the Government, for though relief be given now, it will 
be only momentary, for these er will be in greater need thirty days hence than 
now. Should it be deemed wise to furnish supplies commensurate with the needs 
of man and beast, we have to request you to urge that a Government officer be de- 
tailed to make the distribution, to whom will be ore ves 2 co-operation. 


ISAAC SCHENCK, 
LOUIS BUSH, 
- Commissioners for Louisiana. 
To the SENATORS AND REPRESENTATIVES of Louisiana. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PAGE. [I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for 
reports. 
. PAGE. I move that the morning hour for reports of commit- 
tees be dispensed with. 
The motion was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 


CONTESTED ELECTION CASES. 


Mr. CALKINS. I desire to give notice that on Saturday next 
unless something which I do not now know should intervene, IS 
call up for consideration the contested election case of Campbell vs. 
Cannon; also the case with reference to the seat claimed by Mr. 
Ball, as Delegate from Alaska. 

Mr. KENNA. There is a special order for next Saturday. 

Mr. CALKINS. I wish to say further that with the present feel- 
ing of the committee I do not know that any discussion will take 
place on either case, except in the Alaska case by the claimant him- 
self. In the other case I do not suppose that much discussion will 
be indulged unless members so notify me between this time and next 
Saturday. 

Mr. ANDERSON. There is a special order for next Saturday. 

Mr. COX, of New York. When does the gentleman from Califor- 
nia [Mr. PAGE] propose to have a vote taken on the Chinese bill? 

Mr. PAGE. want to give the largest latitude to debate; but I 
give notice that if agreeable to both sides of the House I shall call 
the previous question at three o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I see no objection to that. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Ilinois. I hope my friend from California 
will not call the previous question until he has allowed further oppor- 
tunity for debate. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from California simply gives 
notice. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to understand whether there are to 
be any votes during the rest of to-day, or whether the time is to be 
occupied exclusively in debate. I suggest that this had better be 
understood before the debate begins. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to state except as indicated 
by the gentleman from California, [Mr. PAGE. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I ask by unanimous consent the remainder 
of this day be ocenpied in debate only on the Chinese bill. 

Mr. KASSON. I object to that. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I shall feel myself called upon to object to 
unanimons consent. 

Mr. HOOKER. I call for the regular order of business. 


D. T. KIRBY. 


On motion of Mr. CLARDY, by unanimous consent, leave was 
granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers 
in the case of D. T. Kirby. 


GEORGE W. TAYLOR. 


On motion of Mr. PAUL, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 
for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers accom- 
panying a bill for the relief of George W. Taylor. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. KENNA. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to the fact that the gentleman from Iowa does not 
object to this day being devoted to the discussion of the Chinese bill, 
but only asks in addition that members may have the opportunity 
to offer amendments, not that they shall be voted on to-day, but that 
they shall be offered and considered as pending. 

Mr. KASSON. That is all I desire; that members may have the 
opportunity during the day of suggesting amendments to the bill. 

r. RANDALL. Iam willing to assent to that proposition if it is 
confined exclusively to amendments to the Chinese bill. 

Mr. McLANE, I object to anything but the regular order of busi- 
ness. 


2125 


2126 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. Maron 21, 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 2 
TheSPEAKER. The regular order is the further consideration of 
the bill (S. No. 71) to execute certain treaty 8 relating to 


Chinese; on which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCCLURE] is enti- 
tled to the floor. 

Mr. McCLURE. Mr. Speaker, I confess, and I confess it without 
compunction, that I have often been charmed, especially on the 
Fourth of July, with the grandeur of the idea that our shores are open 
to all the races of mankind, from the Esquimaux to the Patagonian, 
from the Mongolian to the South Sea Islander—in fact, that we area 
sort of continental menagerie of nationalities, asort of an ethnological 
animal show, in which all the races of men, mixed and unmixed, pure 
and mongrel, Christian and pagan, civilized and barbarous, warlike 
and unwarlike, monogamous and polygamons, black and white, yel- 
low and red, dwell together in peace and harmony. To such a zoolog- 
ical paradise of the races some of the e of this body invite 
the American people in the name of sentiment. In contemplatin 
this poetic idea, ecstatic emotions are likely to be kindled in one’s 
breast. But it is all poetry and no reality. 

The American courts have refused to recognize the doctrine of ex- 
patriation as applied to the acts of our own citizens, and if there is 
any recognition of this doctrine on our part it is in treaties negotiated 
since 1867. I propose to discuss this 8 briefly, not from the 
stand-point of sentiment, not from any lofty pinnacle of aerial moral- 
ity, but from the unpoetie stand-point of common sense. 

And the first question to be settled is, have we the right to sus- 
pend Chinese immigration as contemplated in the bill? 

By the code of public law, old as civilization, every nation has a 
right to allow or disallow the immigration of foreigners. This right 
is inherent in the sovereignty and territorial jurisdiction of every 
independent power. In addition to this right of international law, 
we have secured an express right by treaty with China to regulate, 
to limit, and to suspend Chinese immigration. The only qualifica- 
tion in the treaty is that the limitation, regulation, or suspension 
shall be reasonable. What are twenty years in the chronology of 
the Chinese Empire, which is older than the pyramids of Egypt, from 
whose summit twenty centuries looked down upon the French when 
they fought, three-quarters of a century ago, a battle under their 
shadow? Inthe computation of time twenty years in the history of 
the Chinese Empire is but as a day. 

Christianity has been arraigned on this floor by opponents of this 
measure, because of its failure to reclaim from original sin 100,000 
coolies on the Pacific coast. They might as well arraign American 
institutions for their failure to Americanize them. Christianity 
needs no defense here or elsewhere. It is amply able to take care of 
itself in the conflict with Asiatic paganism or any other form of reli- 

ious delusion existing on earth. hile American institutions may 

ye powerless to implant in the heart of a Chinaman a sentiment of 
liberty, no man will doubt the ability of the American people to 
maintain and defend constitutional government on this continent. 

But some gentlemen argue that China will take umbrage at this 
measure, mod thereface our commercial interests in that direction 
will be put in great jeopardy. Now there are two answers to this 
ar ent: first, we simply enforce a right guaranteed to us by 
solemn treaty stipulations which can afford no just cause for um- 
brage on the part of China; and, secondly, the Chinese merchants 
above all merchants in the world, are incited by cupidity and will 
trade in whatever quarter of the globe they can trade to the test 
advantage. Why, Mr. Speaker, twenty years ago England and France 
at the point of the bayonet extorted a treaty from China, and yet 
that act of war and inyasion did not compromise in the least the 
commercial interests of those two great and enlightened powers, 

But other gentlemen apprehend far more serious results than the 
interruption of friendly commercial relations with China. They 
fancy that if Chinese immigration is cut off desolation will over- 
spread the Pacific States; that civilization will stand still; that 
material growth will be arrested; that the loccmotive will cease to 
scream in the Sacramento Valley; that the wheat fields will go un- 
tilled; that the grape and peach and apricot will rot unplucked on 
their stems; that the grizzly bear, descending from his mountain 
home, will prey upon the unguarded flocks; and the people of the 
Pacific States, in the course of a year or two, in general mass meet- 
ings, will be pounding at the doors of this House, headed by an ex- 
Congressman of the name of Pack, demanding in thunder-tones the 
repeal of this iniquitous, un-Christian, un-American, inhuman, and 
diabolical act. hile that would be a most singular solution of this 
problem, I, for one, would be perfectly willing to send the gentlemen 
who indulge in these sad auguries as a deputation to the Golden Gate 
to welcome with eloquence and song and flowers and the roar of 
artillery and the blaze of bonfires the returning “heathen Chinee.” 

But to return from this digression. In my judgment, the only ques- 
tion at issue is the question of expediency. Is it expedient to sus- 
pend Chinese immigration, at the present juncture, in the manner pro 

in the bill? And that brings me to the main proposition. 

hat is the situation of affairs? Confronting California on tho west, 
with the ocean between, lies the empire of China, It extends from 
east to west, from the Sea of Japan on the one side almost to the Cas- 
pian on the other, over seventy de of opatan; and from north 
to south ov^r thirty-five degrees of latitude. It was old when Alex- 
ander stop] ed his victorious troops on the banks of the Ganges. Its 


silks were ex to sale in the luxurious cities of the Roman Empire 
when the Christian era began. Its civilization is pre-eminently 
marked by dogged conservatism. The Chinaman of twenty centu- 
ries ago is unquestionably the Chinaman of to-day. The operations 
of time, of climate, of foreign conquest, of emigration have made no 
visible impression upon his rooted national characteristics. He is 
original, immovable, and inveterate in the preservation of his race 
distinctions. He never amalgamates. 

But what I desire to invite the attention of this House to is, not 
the f er of Chinese civilization, not the territorial magnitude 
of the Chinese Empire, not the variety of its physical geography, 
but to its redundant and enormous 1 The official census 
taken in 1812 announced the population of China to be 360,000,000 
souls. Nor is there the slightest warrant to impeach the accuracy 
of that census. Population in that vast empire multiplies with sig- 
nal vigor, and if unholy methods were not employed to repress it it 
would speedily outgrow the means of subsistence. The population 
of China, according to the best estimates, is to-day 450,000,000 souls. 

That overgrown population in a great empire, where the resources 
of subsistence are now pressed to the utmost, is peculiarly exposed to 
the vicissitudes of famine, of epidemic, of foreign war, of civil con- 
vulsion ; for the internal repose of China has frequently been broken 
by civil strife, which has forced considerable bodies of the insur- 

ents to seek refuge in the neighboring countries. Considering, there- 
ore, China as it is, its overgrown population, its proximity to the 
Pacific States—for steam navigation has brought Canton nearer to 
San Francisco than Nashville was to Washington City in the admin- 
istration of Andrew Jackson—I say considering China as it is, it is 
no exaggeration to declare that the Pacific States are liable at any 
moment to a numerous, and therefore dangerous, irruption of Mon- 
golians. These dangers, it is true, are merely conjectural. But there 
is no occasion to venture on the domain of speculation, for the - 
ple of California are menaced by real dangers in the shape of the 
steady growth of Chinese immigration. Since 1854 over one hun- 
dred thousand adult Chinamen have established themselves on the 
Pacific coast. They comeand go. The parent colony, however, con- 
stantly grows in size. Alien in manners, servile in labor, pagan in 
religion, they are fundamentally un-American. 

Onr civilization,which is the most potent in the world in blotting 
out race distinctions and amalgamating nationalities, is utterly pow- 
erless to efface in a single aspect the primeval national characteristics 
of the Chinaman, He is literally iron-clad to the genius of our insti- 
tutions. Heis the same unadulterated Mongolian on the banks of the 
Sacramento River as he is on the Hoang Ho. He is the same big- 
oted pagan, after twenty-five years’ residence under thespires of San 
Francisco, as he is apong the joss houses of Canton, He is the same 
unbending Asiatic, whether toiling on the Union Pacific or under 
the shadow of the twallof China. His national characteristics, 
his physical life, his very vices, enable him to underbid and drive 
out white labor by unequal and injurious competition. 

I will not stop to specify the inequality of this competition. It is 
sufficient to affirm, in general terms, that wherever Mongolian labor 
goes in sufficient force, there white labor inevitably succumbs, No 
other result is possible. In the light of these facts, I therefore assert 
that the Caucasians and the Mongolians cannot dwell together much 
longer in peace on the Pacific coast. 

It has been asserted that the Pacific States would in the end be- 
come all Cancasian or all Mongolian. I believe that language has 
been ascribed to the late Senator Morton. I doubt very much 
whether he ever used it. If he did, it was a most inexplicable in- 
advertence. The man who declares on the floor of this House or on 
the floor of the Senate that the race in whose veins flows the blood 
of Cromwell, of Hampden, of Burke, of Washington, of Webster, of 
Lincoln will surrender the Pacific States to Mongolian ascendency 
— punen the history of American people from a most fallacious 

nd-point, 

This aam is not the question of possible Mongolian ascendency 
in the Pacific States. That is not the danger. It lies in another 
direction. -For twelve years the ple of California have remon- 
strated inst the continuance of this evil. Year after year they 
have besieged this House with their petitions. Their conduct has 
been manly, and their patience most admirable. 

The danger is, that if Congress should continue to disregard the 
just expostulations of the Pacific States, the headstrong element in 
those States, and there are headstrong elements in all communities, 
despairing of national succor, giving rein to their passions; may 
undertake to redress their own grievances in their own way. ap- 
prehend that is the real danger that impends over the future. 

Race collisions are coeval with race diversities. The same causes 
that will provoke a breach of the peace in Massachusetts, or New 
York, or Connecticut, will provoke a breach of the peace in Califor- 
nia, or Oregon, or Nevada. But such a solution of this difficulty 
would be discreditable to the American people and a stain upon onr 
national honor. 

Now is the time to settle this question, and to settle it peaceably 
and fairly. To procrastinate its solution will only aggravate the 
evils that may surround it in the future, and possibly invite public 
dishonor, ifnot calamity. To trifle with an evil is simply to invig- 


orate it. 
Take polygamy as an example. Singular as it may appear, that 
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social distemper was propagated in the north temperate zone, where 
climate and public opinion are at war with the polygamous habit, 


by a man of New Englandorigin. Pursuing substantially the forty- 
second degree of north latitude, driven out of New York, driven out 
of Ohio, driven out of Illinois, driven out of Missouri by local exas- 
ration, Mormonism finally barricaded itself in the wilderness, and, 
y the national delinquency, was permitted to overspread and occupy 
a great Territory. And now to tear out by the roots this carnal mon- 
strosity of the Sierra Nevadas, to overthrow this nasty aggregation 
of lascivious outlaws, and to manumit a great Territory from the 
iron grip of an audacious gang of sacerdotal libertines, requires the 
utmost exertion of the arm of the national power, backed by the 
angry protests of public opinion from all sections of the country. 
much for trifling with an evil. Yet the assertion will hardly be 
challen that the dignity of white labor is in far greater danger in 
the Pacific States from Asiatic competition than the monogamic in- 
stitution of the American people is from the practice of polygamy in 
Utah. Both are evils of great moment, and this House has done its 
part in striking down the one, and the nation expects it to do its 
part in settling the other. > 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that national valor is the firmest bulwark 
of national liberty. No people, ancient or modern, ever acquired, 
enjoyed, or defended constitutional liberty without being endowed 
in the highest degree with the virtue of martial courage. Cowartios 
and liberty are repugnant. Valor and democracy are inseparable. 
To be free is to be brave; and to be brave is, in the end, to be free. 

The Chinese people are notoriously unwarlike. The fact that, in 
1860, a mere handful of Euro s, in a battle under the walls of 
Peking, dispersed, almost without bloodshed, the military power of 
an empire of 450,000,000 inhabitants, warrants the use of a term of 
description far less urbane than that of unwarlike. But in animad- 
verting on this capital and notorious vice of Chinese nationality, I 
desire to employ very soft Jan ets 

Suppose that we had 450,000,000 inhabitants in the United States, 
and in order to protect our northern frontier from the incursions of the 
Canadians we should build with incredible labor a stone wall from 
New Brunswick across the continent to Vancouver Island; suppose 
that in addition to this, in order to protect our southwestern frontier 
from the depredations of the Mexican greasers, we should build a stone 
wall from the Gulf of Mexico along the Rio Grande frontier up to 
El Paso; with such stupendous monuments of national pusillanimity, 
how long would constitutional government subsist in this country ? 
If the northern people had been molded of such material, the gen- 
tlemen on the other side of this Chamber, in the late civil war, would 
have watered their cavalry horses in Lake Erie and bivouacked 
their infantry in the parks of New York City in about thirty days. 

When the Roman people, under Marcus Antoninus, built a stone 
wall along the Dacian frontier to protect the empire from the irrup- 
tions of the Germans, they proclaimed the decay of their national 
valor as well as the de tion of their national character. 

The immigrants who are pouring to our shores to-day, from west- 
ern Europe and the British Isles, are the descendants of those fierce 
nations who broke through that Dacian barrier, forced the passage 
of the Rhine and the Danube, and overrun with invincible seps a 
sinking empire. These representatives of the great Teutonic, Celtic, 
and Scandinavian families come here to become American citizens in 
every sense of the word. Instead of corrupting, they enrich our 
blood. Instead of impoverishing, they corroborate our martial vir- 
tues, They renounce allegiance to all other governments and swear 
allegiance to the United States of America, and as a rule they keep 
their oaths. 

Confessedly, t as is our capacity to absorb these kindred na- 
tionalities it is likely to be taxed to the utmost in the near future. 
The immigration to our shores from Parepa duning the last year ap- 
1 the magnitude of an exodus. is incoming tide of popu- 

ation is more likely to augment than diminish in volume. 

The condition of Europe; the gigantic military establishments 
kept up by European states in time of peace; the incessant wars 
they have waged and are likely to wage; the enormous debts they 
have piled up; the change in their monetary standard from gold 
and silver to gold alone, which has rendered the burden of these 
debts almost intolerable; the unhappy and restless condition of the 
Irish peasantry; these and other causes are likely to impel upon our 
shores in the near fature growing masses of the European people. 

Undoubtedly, we have a problem from that section, but that prob- 
lem is easily solved, because the immigrants coming to us from that 

uarter become homogeneous with organic aptitude and preposses- 
sion. 

But ff you add to the problem on the Atlantic front the problem 
on the Pacific front, the problem of unrestricted Chinese immigra- 
tion, of Mongolian invasion, (for it will in time amount to an inva- 
sion if not arrested,) you will complicate in a large degree the diffi- 
culties that may surround this country in the visible future. 

The sound policy of this bill is maintainable on other grounds, 
The United States have already become a mighty power. Our ter- 
ritory is washed on the east and the west by two oceans, and extends 
from north to south, from Cleveland to New Orleans, over twelve 
hundred miles. Our population is now over fifty millions. The 
next Federal census may announce it to be seventy-five millions. 
Our pursuits are multifarious and our interests at times conflicting, 


if not antagonistic. The ship-building States have a grievance, as 
has the whole country, in the decay of our commercial marine. 
That grievance should, if possible, be redressed. Massachusetts 
and Connecticut and New York and Pennsylvania and Ohio have an 
interest in the protection of our domestic manufactures not precisely 
reciprocated by Kansas and Nebraska and Iowa and Minnesota, yet 
we stand by a protective tariff, because it is advantageous to Ameri- 
can labor. Louisiana hasan interest in the production of sugar, and 
we protect the interests of Louisiana, Texas has an occasional 
ievance in the depredation of the cattle-thieves that infest the 
Fiaxtoan side of the Rio Grande. To redress her grievances and to 
protect her cattle from rapine, let the saber of our 
sary, gleam along the whole Rio Grande front. 

Our western Territories have grievances in the hostile operations 
of the Indians, a race of men who, from Pocahontas to Sitting Bull, 
have displayed the same national habits of perfidy, of cruelty, and of 
barbarism, and yet we protect our growing Territories by the Army 
and by the expenditure of national treasure. The whole people havea 
grievance in the existence of polygamy in Utah; therefore we tear 
it out by the roots. The people in the Mississippi Valley have an 
appalling and wide-spread grievance at the present time. The Mis- 
sissippi River, swollen by the lawless floods of its numerous tribu- 
taries, rioting in the intemperance of unbridled power, sweeping 
over the 1 restraints of man, has carried destruction along the 
wide pathway of its mad floods. I am a citizen of Ohio, and I might 
look upon that calamity as pertaining simply to the people of the 
Mississippi Valley. On the contrary, my heart goes out to those 
homeless families who huddle on the broken levees of that imperial 
but riotous stream. I applaud the most generous exertions of the 
national power in relieving their temporary distress, and hope to be 
able to applaud its wise superintendence in so bridling the Missis- 
sippi River, so circumscribing it to fixed boundaries as to limit, as 
far as it isin human power to limit, its opportunities to inflict ca- 
lamity on the strong-armed and stout-hearted people who dwell in 
its magnificent basin. 

The people of Nevada, of California, of Oregon, have a grievance 
in the continuance of Chinese immigration. They have demanded 
of this House year after year the redress of this grievance. Shall 
the people of New York or Massachusetts or Connecticut set them- 
selves up in judgment upon the people of California and Nevada and 
Oregon and pronounce their grievances imaginary and untenable? 
Let their just complaint be answered, for it is by the prompt eradi- 
cation of 8 evils such as the people of the Pacitic States 
now complain of that the prosperity, the order, and the repose of all 
the States are subserved, the foundations of the Union strengthened, 
and the love of the American people drawn to the flag. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I insist that the Republican party is 
now committed, and has been committed since its organization, to 
the principal object of this bill—the preservation of the dignity and 
freedom of labor, It fought its first great battle in 1856 upon that 
issue; it stood by the same colors in 1860, when it elected Abraham 
Lincoln; it espoused the cause of Kansas when that “ virgin Terri- 
tory was being forced to the hateful embraces of slavery ;” it made 
labor honorable all over this country; it wrote in golden letters upon 
the statute book a liberal homestead law; it protected American 
manufactures and American labor by wise tariff legislation. All 
along its line it has espoused the cause of labor. Shall it now turn 
its back upon its old battle-flag, upon its old war cries, upon its 
latest national platform, as, mere clap-trap, and be recreant to its 
high trust? As a protectionist, as a Republican, I stand by the 
white labor of the Pacific States against the dishonorable compe- 
tition of cooly labor, and I can vote for this bill with a clear con- 
science. e 

I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. BAYNE. ] 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I have very hastily gathered some 
thoughts upon this subject, not knowing until yesterday afternoon 
that I would have an opportunity to speak. For that Le be pid I 
am indebted to the courtesy of my friend from Ohio [Mr. MCCLURE] 
who has just addressed the House. 

It is well known that a bill to restrict Chinese immigration was 

assed by both Houses of the Forty-sixth Con, but was vetoed 

y President Hayes on the ground that its provisions were in conflict 
with the then existing treaty between the Chinese Empire and the 
United States, and known asthe Burlingame treaty. President Hayes 
recognized the unrestricted immigration of the Chinese as an evil, 
and the country is indebted to his administration for the negotiation 
of a treaty with China which authorizes Congress to regulate, limit, 
or suspend that immigration. 

The bill under consideration is intended to carry into operation 
the provisions of the new treaty. If it becomes a law the importa- 
tion of cooly labor will be 8 after ninety days, and for the 
pogot of twenty years. The Chinese who are now in the United 

tates, and those who may be accredited as diplomatic representa- 
tives of that government to the United States, and such Chinese as 
may come for mercantile purposes, or for the purpose of acquiring 
education, or to travel, will not be precluded from coming and con- 
rae peeps mich objects. 

The bill has evoked a discussion in both the Senate and the House 
which reflects great credit, in my judgment, upon both its friends 


vons, if neces- 
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and its opponents. It presents no ordinary problem, and it is well 
ee. there should be brought rot Rie upon its solution ali 
the reasons which logic and experience can ma: 1. 

The stand-points from which this measure is viewed by its sup- 
porters and opponents are largely and essentially different. The 
people, the institutions, and the territory of the United States are 
the elements which form the stand-point of the former; this entire 
planet is scarcely sufficient to form the stand-point of the latter. It 
is but natural that widely varying conclusions should be reached by 
processes quite logical from postulates so entirely unlike. Those 
who oppose this bill argue that our bill of rights has fastened upon 
our country and its institutions the duty of receiving and affording 
asylum for all people who may choose to come to it. By couplin 
with this hypothesis the theory of the universal brotherhood o 
man, a convenient way is at once found to the conclusion that the 
bill should be defeated. 

These are, concisely stated, the materials ont of which the whole 
warp and woof of the arguments against this bill are woven. The 
sentimental colorings, so neatly depicted by the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. TAYLOR, ] may please those with «esthetic predilections, 
like the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Morse, | but they will 
fail to attract the admiration of those who look into the philosophy 
of things for the course that it is wisest to pursue. Eloquent allu- 
sions to our national traditions may captivate those who look to the 
past for their inspiration, but they will have but little influence on 
those who are compelled to deal with the stern realities of the present, 
which is the lot of the t masses of the 1 

But ure our national traditions, our bill of rights, our system of 

overnment, antagonistic to the exclusion of the Chinese? the 
Bill before us violate these principles? I think it doesnot. When this 
continent was first settled, and during the whole period of its history 
from that time until about twenty-five years ago, it was never dreamed 
that the people of Asia would be likely to immigrate into it. It was 
perfectly known that the people of Europe had come, were coming, 
and would come. Now, constitutions and laws are construed in the 
light of the circumstances which surrounded them at the time of their 
formation, They are the products of their environment, and it is an 
invariable rule of construction that they were made with reference 
to that environment. The history of our country shows that there 
were three kinds of people here when the Constitution and the first 
set of laws enacted thereunder were formed, white people, native- 
born, and of different European nationalities; Africans, who were 
mostly held as slaves, and the aborigines or Indians, 

Now, the best denotation of the en of our Government as to 
who should and who should not become a part of the body-politic 
is the naturalization laws. These laws extended an invitation to 
all who could take the benefit of them to come to the United States 
and make it their home. By parity of reason they did not welcome 
those whom they excluded from such privileges. The laws passed 
in 1802, 1804, 1816, and 1824, are still in force and unchanged, ex- 
cepting as I shall hereafter point out, and under them none but free 
white 8 could become citizens of the United States. In 1870, 
after the fifteenth amendment to the Constitution had been ratified, 
they were extended to ‘aliens of African nativity and to persons of 
African descent.” This just atonement for the crime of human slav- 
ja é was a fitting sequel to the preservation of our national unity. 

ow, sir, at no time from the beginning of our Government to the 
resent could a Mongolian become a citizen of the United States. 
hen the traditions we speak of were sup to be active princi- 
ples the Constitution and laws I have spoken of were formed, and 
the courts have decided that the laws enacted in pursuance of that 
Constitution do not admit the Mongolian to citizenship. The fact 
is that the opponents of this measure have deduced most of their 
conclusions from the beautiful aureole which envelops our Goddess 
of Liberty, and seem unwilling to heed her oracles, which are plainly 
enough written in the Constitution and the laws. 

New, what is the other aspect of this controversy? Having come 
down from the cerulean heights where the opponents of this meas- 
ure delight to linger, let us examine the problem from a practical, 
concrete, common-sense, yes, and a philosophical point of view. 

The people of the United States are intelligent, industrious, and 
generous. They have a splendid domain, a vast accumulation of 
wealth, and an excellent system of government. They are organized 
into u nation of unrivaled capacity and power. ‘Their interests are 
mutual and interdependent, and the general prosperity and happiness 
are the combined resultants of the individual efforts which they 
make in the struggle for existence, In no other country of the world 
is the effort to be and to do beset with fewer difficulties or attended 
with greater triumphs. Their civilization is marvelously progres- 
sive. They are not selfish. They invite and welcome those who will 
come and assimilate with them; those who flee from oppression and 
seek freedom; those, in a word, who desire to become good citizens. 

The people of the United States, fortunately and necessarily, fol- 
low a great variety of occupations. The wise and judicious enforce- 
ment of protection by the Goverument has stimulated and encour- 
aged all kinds of industry. The people are nearly all workmen. 
The farmers, manufacturers, merchants, professional men, producers. 
and the skilled and unskilled workingmen, with their wives an 
children, form the t bulk of the population. The distribution 
of labor is, on the whole, equal and just, and no class has the power 


to impose upon any other class. Intellectual and moral culture is 
attainable and, I may say, is attained by every boy and girl in the 
land. In a word, the civilization of the United States is highly 
developed, and every year and every day is adding potency to the 
forces that are promoting that development. 

„With such power, and such resources, and such capacity, what 
reason have we to fear the Chinese or anybody else?” say the oppo- 
nents of this bill. I reply, “ Disease will kill the strongest man.” 
The social organism is no more exempt from the attacks of disease 
than the individual organism. The healthful activity of the social 
functions is just as essential to the well-being of a people as is the 
natural activity of the functions of a man to his health and comfort. 
The law of the distribution of the labor of a society regulates and 
controls the social functions of that society, and the adaptation of 
the parts to each other and the harmonious working of the entire 
system are not the result of sudden ca but they are the result of 
long, long years of slow growth. Now, whatever affects injuriously 
any one of these functions hurts the entire society. By that test let 
us judge the coming and the doings of the Chinese. In the able 
speech of Senator MILLER, of California, I find the following: 

The more intelligent Chinese, who had learned the art and business in which 
they had been rigs vod de began a co-operative system of Chinese manufacture, 

id numerous factories sprung up, carried on wholly by Chinese in competition 
with their old employers. Chinese proprietors impo: laborers from China, 
who came under contracts for a term of years, as they all come, and worked out 
their passage money at the wages paid in China, $3 or $4 per month. For example, 
I will cite the manofacture of boots and shoes. The numberof boot and shoe fac- 
tories now in San Francisco is sixty. The number caried on by white proprietors 
is twelve. The number carried pa Chinese is forty-eight. Tre nun r of slip- 
pe factories is any, all carried on by Chinese. The number of Chinese employed 

making boots, shoes, &c., is 5,700 ; number of white people so employed is 1,100. 

After a brief colloquy with Senator Hoar, he says: 

The statistics of the manufacture of cigars in San Francisco are still more sug- 
estive. This business was formerly carried on exclusively by white people, many 
undreds finding steady and lucrative employment in that trade. I have here the 

certified statement from the office of the collector of internal revenue at San 
Francisco, showing the number of white people and Chinese, appar employed 
eee of November last in the manufacture of cigars, Thestatement is as 


Number of white men employed ! 493 
Number of white women employecdavſſe .. 170 

7777. ̃⅛ UIT—é—x! ˙— ˙ 1I1ꝓA—ꝓ—ꝓ———B dese Eo ATAR AEREAS EE 663 
Number of Ciiinese emploeqꝶ . 5.182 


The facts of this statement were carefully ascertained by three deputy collect- 
ors. The San Francisco Assembly of Trades certify that there are 8.265 Chinese 
employed in laundries. It is a well-known fact that white women who formerly 
did this work have been quite driven out of that employment. The same authority 
certifies that the number of Chinese now emplo: in the manufacture of clothing 
in San Francisco is 7,510, and the number of whites so employed is 1,000. In many 
industries the Chinese have entirely supplanted the whitelaborers, and thousands 
of our white people have quit California and sought immunity from this grinding 
competition in other and better-favored regions. 

These facts show that the Chinese in San Francisco have almost 
wholly supplanted our own people in certain classes of skilled and 
unskilled work and manufactures. They have appropriated mostly 
the occupations which can least endure severe competition. They 
drive out the poor women as well as the strong men. They can sub- 
sist on less than one-half of what our people must have to live. It 
is said that it does not cost a Chinaman more than eight or ten cents 
a day to live. 

Now, who will contend that such disturbances of our economic 
conditions are not a social malady? Who will argue that driving 
our own people out of their occupations and their homes is not the 
destruction of social functions which the law of the distribution of 
labor had matured? Who will assert that the presence of such a 
8 is not a constant menace to the peace and happiness of our 

e 

There are phases of the moral degradation of the Chinese which 
are too revolting to describe. The temptations which they place in 
the way of our youth, and the consequences that too fre- 
quently ensue, may not be spoken here. Not recognizing the mar- 
nage relation, having but little if any for the obligations of an 
oath, indifferent to all things except the accumulation of money, 
persistent in debased habits and modes of life, their influence on our 
civilizauon would only tend to its corruption and decay. 

The population of China is variously estimated at from 350,000,000 
to 450,000,000. There are now in the United States about 125,000 
about 75,000 of whom are in California. With what disfavor and 
apprehension they are regarded by the people of California may be 
deduced from the vote of the people of that State in 1879, when the 
question of Chinese immigration was submitted to the people. The 
vote was 883 for, and 154,638 against this immigration. similar 
vote was taken in Nevada with the result of 183 for, and 17,250 against 
this immigration. 

Now, to my mind these votes are very significant. The people of 
California and Nevada are as good and patriotic as the people of the 
other States, of the Union. They have churches, school-houses, libra- 
ries, and newspapers, and there is no reason, it seems to me, why their 
judgment should not be considered just. I must think that they have 
a better right to say what ought to be done than the people of any 
other State, because they are the sufferers. It seems to me to be little 
short of presumption for those who have no cause of complaint against 
the Chinese because they are not brought into contact with them, 
to say to the people of the Pacific States You must endure this evil 
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whether you like it or not.“ Gentlemen, put yourselves in the place 
of the people of California, and then arrive at a conclusion as to what 


ought to be done. Some of the gentlemen who oppose this measure 
have ungenerously intimated that if the Chinese had votes no such 
measure would be pressed. It is scarcely fair to impugn the motives 
of those who favor this bill, who live thousands of miles away, and 
whom the votes of the Chinese could in no way affect. It is a bad 
and an irritating cause which requires such advocacy, and I venture 
to say that the 8 of the advocates are not wholly free from 
doubt as to the tenability of their position. I might retort, too, if 
I were so inclined, that if these same gentlemen had to work in Cali- 
fornia at $30, or $40, or $50 per month, instead of $5,000 a year and 
mileage in the city of Washington, they would not be so devoted to 
the opinions they now have. 

The dignity of American labor, that great source of our wealth, 
must be vigilantly guarded ag inst all attacks. The purity of our 
civilization must be preserved. The welfare and happiness of our 
own people should never be lost sight of. These objects will be oe 
moted by this bill. I think it will pass and become alaw. If it fail, 
or if, after the lapse of ten or twenty years it shall not be revived, 
the wisdom of those who favor it now and of those who may seek to 
revive it will not be doubted by the generations that will follow. 

In every land where the Chinese have gained a foothold they have 
ultimately conquered it, not by the force of arms, but by the in- 


sidious methods of supplanting the 8 whose domain they have 
invaded. Four hundred millions o poopie are a dangerous rival. 
He is a wise man who will not overlook this fact. 


Believing that this is a just and ne measure, and that it is 
consistent with the treaty, I shall vote for it as it is. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of their clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the amendment of the House 
of Representatives to the bill (8. No. 650) to authorize the Secre 
of War to release a right of way across the lands of the Uni 
States at Plattsburgh, New York. 

Also, that the Senate had passed with amendments bills of the House 


of the following titles, in which amendments the concurrence of the- 


House of 5 was requested, namely: 

A bill (H. R. No. 4222) making appropriations for the support of 
ay Military 3 for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for 
other pu ; ang 

A bill (H. R. No. 4439) to amend the Revised Statutes of the United 
States establishing the times, places, and provisions for holding terms 
of the district and circuit courts in the northern district of New York. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION, 


Mr. SCRANTON. It has not been my intention to ask a hearing 
npon this subject, already so ably and thoroughly debated. I am, 
however, in receipt of a request from the workingmen of my district to 
express their opposition to Chinese immigration and their sympathy 
with brother workmen on the Pacific slope. At a convention of 
representatives of operatives from the collieries in my district, held 
at Pittston on Saturday, their views were expressed in the follow- 


ing telegram: 
£ Pittston, PENNSYLVANIA, March 18. 


We, the representatives of the miners and laborers of the Luzerne and Lacka- 
wanna coal regions of Pennsylvania, assembled at Pittston this 18th day of March, 
ac bpd resolve that we heartily co-operate with our brother workmen on the 

o slope in restricting the immigration of Chinese labor to our shores, and as 
constituents of Hon. J. A. SCRANTON, we tfully ask that he express the same 
as being the sense of the people of these fields. 

P. MOONEY, 


Chairman Committee on 

Hon. JOSEPH A. SCRANTON, 

House of Representatives, Washington. 

The body sending this message represents 30,000 workingmen, two- 
thirds of whom toll in peril and darkness underground. They pro- 
duce one-third of the entire anthracite coal tonnage 
and I beartheir m to you for consideration and in evidence that 
the eye of labor all over the land is upon our deliberations and scru- 
tinizing our acts. 

Mr. Speaker, the district from which I come is distinctively a labor 
district, the great industrial center of Northeastern Pennsylvania, 
and from one end of it to the other is almost a continuous line of col- 
lieries, with furnaces, forges, founderies, and mills ablaze in iron and 
steel manufacture. These miners, mine laborers, mill hands, mechan- 
ies, and all classes of daily toilers at manual labor are a thrifty, in- 
telligent, law-abiding, patriotic people. They advocate and uphold 
the rights and dignity of labor and are tenacious and jealous of its 
power and prerogatives. They believe in the American system of pro- 
tection, and look to Con to stand between them and the pauper 
labor of ke Ag Claiming protection for their own labor, they are 
consistent in demanding the same privilege for that of their fellows 
less favorably situated. Their brotherhood girdles the continent and 
their sympathies are with their fellow-man upon the Pacific slope. 
2 believe America is for the Caucasian race, and accepting the 
results of the rebellion recognize the African as a co-laborer and 
citizen. Not so with the Mongolian; for him they have no affiliation 
nor welcome, and I but yoice their sentiments in these expressions 
and would illy represent them did Inot embrace this opportunity to 
vote against unrestricted Chiuese immigration. 


of this country, 
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But, Mr. Speaker, while I propose to support the bill under con- 
sideration, I shall vote for it more cheerfully if the period of its lim- 
itation is reduced from tweuty to ten years. With a majority of the 
Republican membership, if not indeed of that of the whole House, I 
2 to the gentleman in charge of the measure [Mr. PAGE] to 
make this concession to our convictions of honest dealing, justice, 
and national faith, under existing treaties with China. I appeal for 
this amendment to the 8 of this bill as a Republican desirous 
of preserving and fulfilling the traditions and tenets of the Repub- 
lican party, and of exemplifying our faithful adherence to the 
Chinese plank in the National Republican platform of 1880. 

The treaty ratified last year with the Empire of China empowers 
the United States to“ regulate, limit, or suspend” Chinese 2 
tion, but not to “ er rohibit it.“ I quote further: “The 
limitation or suspension sha reasonable, and shall apply only to 
Chinese who may go to the United States as laborers, other classes 
not being included in the limitations.” I submit, sir, that a period 
of twenty years in this connection is nota reasonable time, and if 
enacted as a law will entail upon us as a people, not only the stigma 
of broken faith, but will subject us to retaliation disastrous in its 
consequences to our commercial interests, a matter of considerable 
importance, not to mention an estoppel to all American effort for the 
evangelization of that benighted pagan empire. 

Twenty y sir, is the epoch of a generation. It is equivalent 
to abrogation of the treaty not yet a year old. Twenty years may 
not be too long for our national welfare to close our ports against 
Mongolian pauper labor; half a century, one hundred y: forever, 
may ultimately become our wisest policy. Let us leave this part of 
the problem to the future, and for the present fix a single decade 
for the trial. Thus, while giving the Pacific slope the relief it needs 
and which all are ready to grant, still keep within reasonable bounds 
of our recent compact with the Celestial Empire. Other modifica- 
tions are s , but this single one will, I am confident, bring 
to bee bill a support equal to that given the anti-polygamy act last 
week, 

This is not an age of sentiment, but of practical, common-sense 
utilitarianism. In staying Chinese immigration for, say, the next ten 
years, we but avail ourselves of terms to which China has consented, 
and may still expect our trade with that empire to continue and in- 
crease. During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881, it reached nearly 
$28,000,000, having doubled since the adoption of the Burlingame 
treaty thirteen years ago. Let the Chinese go, if you will, but let 
them go decently and in order, as becomes the great nation we claim 
to be. Let the Chinese go, but let us preserve our plighted faith in- 
violate before the nations of the earth. This is not only right, it is 
wise policy. By any other course we not only degrade ourselves in 
the eyes of the world, but are false to our consciences and blind to 
our commercial interests, for by such action we shall forfeit to Eng- 
land, France, and other commercial nations the valuable trade whic 
ap of persistent effort have opened to usin China, Let the bill 

amended to ten years, and thus avoid any protests for violation 
jaa i oe eheti red th f Nimrod, the migh 
pre- amio time, during the reign of Ni the mighty con- 
guor, “the whole earth was of one 5 and of me ad 
n the land of Shinar (Babylonia) was undertaken the building of a 
tower, “ whose top may 8 unto heaven.“ The Lord sent upon them 
confusion of tongues, and scattered them abroad upon the face of the 
earth. What shall be the future of America when assimilation of all 
races, colors, and creeds upon the globe is expected within her borders ? 
Shall we continue a free, Christian r the dawn of millenium; 
or shall we sink into a second Babel 


A MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, his Secretary, who also 
announced to the House that the President had approved and signed 


bills of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1514) appropriating $100,000 for continuing the 
work on Davis Island dam; BA 

A bill (H. R. No. 4283) for the relief of Susan Marshall Massie. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise to address the 
House in forgetfulness of the fact that the question under considera- 
tion has been ee in almost if not quite every light in which 
it is capable of being presented. All the facts have been collated 
and every view presented that those facts suggested. In the kaleid- 
oscope we constantly view the same particles and colors, yet at each 
turn they present a different form and 5 thus producing 
new 3 So I may in my presentation of facts in connec- 
tion with this question so arrange them as to call into existence 
new impressions and new thoughts. 

I am not entirely clear that the title of this bill correctly describes 
its purpose. While favoring the bill most earnestly, at least in its 
p and ultimate objects, I am yet inclined to believe that it 
ought not to be described asa bill to ont and into effect certain 
treaty stipulations with the Chinese. e provisions of this bill are 
rather permitted by the treaty stipulation than enjoined by its terms. 

BILL AND TREATY STIPULATIONS SHOULD BE WELL CONSIDERED. 
I desire the House to consider well whether the bill is in its terms 
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obnoxious to the stipulations of the treaty between our Government 
and the Government of China. I do not think, Mr. Speaker, that 


any one here will seriously question that this Republic, of all the 
nations, can least afford to violate even the spirit of a solemn compact 
made with another nation, because this is a Government of the 
people, and we have appealed to the whole world to judge us and 
our institutions according to our bearing in the matter of adherence 
to right principles in the discharge of every publie and private duty. 
And whatever might be tolerated in another nation the strength 
prosperity, and endurance of which does not, as in our own, depend 
upon the integrity, the intelligence, and virtue of the people, it is 
clear to my mind that this nation cannot afford to do that which looks 
even in the direction of the violation of any single treaty obligation. 

I am persuaded, sir, that the clause of this bill which provides for 

the suspension of Chinese immigration for a period of twenty years 
certainly to the farthest limit of the letter of the treaty, and 
i greatly fear something beyond its spirit; and hence I would vote 
for a reduction of the term of years during which the suspension of 
this immigration may be enforced. For I submit, looking at it asa 
lawyer and from a legal stand-point, that the clause of the bill which 
suspends the immigration for twenty years is in fact and result a pro- 
hibition, and therefore is obnoxious to the clause of the treaty which 
rovides that the immigration shall not be wholly prohibi And 
Feubmit to my friends from the Pacific coast who are with spirit 
and energy urging the passage of the bill in the ultimate purpose of 
which they are so deeply interested that the modification proposed 
will not militate against thesuccessful accomplishment of the results 
sought to be attained by its provisions, and I therefore hope they 
will agree to the modification proposed, so that it may conform 
clearly to the letter and spirit of our treaty stipulations. 
A NEW DEPARTURE IN OUR POLICY. 

The consideration of this bill, Mr. Speaker, has claimed the atten- 
tion of the House for some time, and well it might, for the world is 
looking on. This is a new departure for the young Republic. This 
bill seeks to assert a right the existence of which is denied by 
honorable gentlemen upon this floor. It seeks to recognize a prin- 
oipo the soundness of which is seriously questioned by gentlemen 
whose judgment is entitled to credit and respect. It seeks to in- 
augurate a policy which is different from anything we have known 
in the history of our country. The wisdom of inaugurating such a 

licy is also seriously doubted by honorable gentlemen upon this 
gentlemen whose patriotism, learning, and thorough devotion 
to the right cannot be questioned. 

IMMIGRATION OF CHINESE LABORERS BALEFUL. 

I have already adverted to the fact, Mr. Speaker, that in my judg- 
ment this bill does, in effect, violate, in one respect at least, the 
spirit of the treaty between this Government and China, and hence 
it requires, as I have suggested, some modifications of that provision. 
I desire, however, to go to the uttermost limit to which we may go, 
but still keeping within the spirit of that treaty, to the accomplish- 
ment of what is sought by this measure, i. e., the prevention of 
immigration to the United States of those persons who are denomi- 
na in this bill as Chinese laborers. And I say this in the firm 
conviction that that immigration and the presence of these people 
among us is baleful in the highest degree. Now, is it baleful; is it 
injurious; is it degrading; or is it an element we might 1 
desire to welcome to our midst? Is it an element we would seek to 
introduce into our moral, social, and political organism for any pur- 
pose? 

Mr. Speaker, I have asked the question, is this influence baleful 
is it injurious to our moral, our social, our political TO DEREI 1 
do not propose to examine all the testimony submitted to this House 
and to the country to establish that it is baleful and damaging in 
its influence and effect, and that in an eminent d I will call 
as witnesses the intelligent population of California, and they have 
borne their testimony fully and clearly and unmistakably in this 
behalf. What is the testimony of California? When the question 
was submitted to that people whether in point of fact the influence 
of the immigration sought to be suspended was baleful, whether it 
should be done away with, what was the response? One hundred and 
fifty-four thousand voters of that State answered in the affirmative. 
There were 883 who ibly entertained a contrary opinion. In 
Nevada there were 17,259 voters who asserted by voice and vote the 
influence of the Chinese laborers among us was injurious to our moral, 
social, and political well-being. There were 183 persons in Nevada 
who thought otherwise. 

FEELING AGAINST CHINESE IMMIGRATION NOT MERELY RACE PREJUDICE. 
Now, it cannot be said 171,259 in those two States acted merel 
from race prejudice, such as that described by my honorable col- 
league from Ohio, [ Mr. TAYLOR.}] Very far from it. They have a 
secret ballot there. There was nothing to restrain the philanthropy 
of which my friend speaks. There was nothing to prevent the asser- 
tion of that Christianity which he says actuates him in his opposition 
to this bill. No one was constrained by force of public opinion to 
disregard his honest convictions. Each citizen could vote his senti- 
ments without restraint, for the ballot was secret. They did not vote 
viva voce. The judgment of that people, expressed as indicated, was 
that the presence of these immigrants in its influence was at war with 
the well-being of the people of this country, and that it is an influ- 


ence that should not be increased or extended, but should be de- 
stroyed, in the interest of our free institutions, and those entitled te 
the protection they were intended to afford. 

Now, if I could examine carefully and critically the 1,066 voters of 
the Pacific coast who are imp: with the idea that Chinese immi- 
gration is in itself a desirable and delectable thing, I suspect I 
would find among them gentlemen not prompted in their action by 
the philanthropic motives and the spirit of Christianity which in- 
spired the utterances of certain gentlemen upon this floor in opposi- 
tion to this bill. I apprehend I would find among them many who 
were making money out of the bone and muscle of this servile race 
and who were not specially enlisted in the cause of Christianity, whose 
lives were not wholly dedicated to that enlarged philanthropy which 
seeks the of all, but who were interested rather in the shekels 
they could coin out of the labor of these heathen toilers. It is not 
impossible, Mr. Speaker, I might find among them also a few, a very 
few, of those 8 who are philanthropists in the abstract, 
whose 3 is of that kind which e struggling human- 
ity at home and reaches across an ocean to find proper subjects of its 
care. 

THE ENTIRE PEOPLE OF THE PACIFIC COAST PROTEST AGAINST IT. 

I have little patience with that kind of Christianity which leaves 
a struggling and neglected mass of our own countrymen at home and 
searches in far-off India and China for fields of lubor and deserving 
objects for its solicitude and care. But the testimony of men who 
speak from their.own careful observation and long experience in 
California, Nevada, and the western slope where these ple abound, 
and not from the inspiration merely of a devotion to philanthropy in 
the abstract, men who speak from full and ample personal knowl- 
sage of the effects of contact with these immigrants upon our social, 
political, and moralorganisms, testify unanimously that this influence 
is de ed and degrading and that the hoped-for good to the Chi- 
nese is small compared to the evil resulting to our own people, the 
free, independent laborers of the western coast. 

BOTH THE GREAT POLITICAL PARTIES ARE COMMITTED TO THE OBJECT AND PUR- 
POSE OF THIS BILL. 

What else? We are not confined to this testimony at all. The 
Democratic party, through its delegates, in national convention as- 
sembled in 1880, prompted by what motive you please, voicing Dem- 
ocratic thought and pu declared this influence corrupt and cor- 
rupting and that the Chinese should not have lot or part among us. 
Beyond that the Republican convention at Chicago, the same year, 
adopted a resolution in spirit pananong Sho urposes of the bill now 
under consideration, in these words—it y been read in your 
presence, but I will read it again: 

Since the authority to regulate immigration and intercourse between the United 
States and foreign nations rest with Congress, or with the United States and its 
treaty-making power, the ublican party, regarding the unrestricted immigra- 
tion of the Chinese as an evil of great magnitude, invokes the exercise of these 
peon to restram and limit the imm tion by the enactment of such just, 

umane, and reasonable provisions as produce that result. 

Here is the solemn declaration of the great Republican party con- 
firming the testimony of California, Nevada, and the Pacific coast, 
and enjoining upon Congress the duty of providing by law to miti- 
gate and do away with the evil; and we are to-day responding to 
that instruction. 

JAMES A. GARFIELD CHAMPIONED THE PRINCIPLES OF THIS MEASURE. 


And beyond that James A. Garfield, voicing the best thoughts of 
his party and of his time, voicing the humanity of the country, voie- 
ing the convictions of its religious people, voicing the practical phi- 
lanthropy of the nation, dec in regard to this immigration, in 

age too plain to be mistaken, and under conditions which places 
its import beyond doubt, that it was evil, and an evil that should not 
be tolerated among us. And you will bear me witness that there was 
but one response to his utterance, and that was that James A. Gar- 
field was right. 

Mr. MORSE. Then he dodged the issue after all. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friendismistaken. James A. Garfield 
did not know how to dodge any issue, nor how to shirk any respon- 
sibility, and I will show you in a moment that six years before he 
entertained similar sentiments. 

Mr. MORSE. The record shows he did not vote for the previous 
anti-Chinese bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, (to Mr. Morse.) My dear friend, of course 
it did not occur to you with your political convictions and associa- 
tions that it was possible for any man to be controlled in his vote by 
a scrupulous regard for the stipulations of a treaty between his own 
country and another nation. 1 do not wonder, sir, that the gentle- 
man is unable to understand why James A. Garfield refused to vote 
for a bill the provisions of which violated a solemn compact between 
his own country and another. Possibly he belongs to a party that 
are strangers to the observance of the obligation of solemn compacts. 
But here is what James A. Garfield said in his letter accepting the 
Republican nomination for the Presidency : 

The material interests of this country, the traditions of its settlement, and the 
sentiment of our people have led the Government to offer the widest hospitalit yto 
immigrants who seek our shores for new and happier homes, willing to share the 
burdens as well as the benefits of our society, and Seay that their posterity 


shall become an undistinguishable part of our population. The recent movement 
of the Chinese to our Pacific coast partakes but little of the qualities of such im 


tion, either in its purposes or iis results. It is too much like an importation te 
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be welcomed withont restriction; too much like an invasion to be looked upon 
without solicitude. We cannot consent to allow any form of servile labor to be 
introduced amoug us under the guise of immigration. Recognizing the gravity of 
this subject the present administration, rant ne by Congress, has sent to China 
a commission of distinguished citizens for the purpose of securing such a modifi- 
cation of the existing treaty as will prevent the evils likely to arise from the pres- 
ent situation. It is confidently believed that these diplomatic negotiations will be 
successful without the loss of commercial intercourse between the two powers, 
bh 3 a great increase of reciprocal trade and the enlargement of our 
markets. 

And he also said, and here we have his ju ent as to whether 
Chinese immigration is an evil or not, whether itsinfluences are evil 
or not: 

Should these efforts fail it will be the duty of Congress to mitigate the evils 
already felt and prevent their increase by such restrictions as without violence or 
injustice will place upon a sure foundation the peace of our communities and the 
freedom and dignity of labor. 

Now my friend says that James A. Garfield dodged the vote upon 
this question. I shall refer tothat further along. But, voicing the 
sentiment of fifty millions of people, he expressed the opinion that 
it was the duty of this Congress to provide for mitigating and doing 
away with this evil influence. Such was his judgment, and such is 
the deliberate judgment expressed in conventions and by yotes at 
the polls of the people of this country. 


BILL CONSISTANT WITH PRACTICAL PHILANTHROPY AND CHRISTIANITY. 


We are told by certain 8 upon this floor, gentlemen who 
assume to be the sons of Levi and to be priests unto us to guide us 
in the way of truth and righteousness—we are told by them that the 
provisions of this bill are against the spirit of our free institutions ; 
that they are at war with true philanthropy; that they are at war 
with the spirit of the age; that they are at war with our Christian 
civilization, Is that so? I want to say to this House that never 
down to this hour have I been prompted to lift my voice or cast my 
vote for any measure that would deny to any human being the rights 
and privileges and immunities before the law which I claim for my- 
self and for my children. And yet I give my heart and my vote to 
this measure, believing as I do that it isin the cause of true philan- 
thropy, that it is in the cause and interest of free institutions, that 
it is in the interest of a practical Christianity, thongh possibly not 
consonant with that impractical Chritianity which looks to the end 
but does not consider wisely of the means to that end. It may not 
be consonant with the ideas of those Christians who would build 
altars, but would not protect them nor the yotaries who worship. 
It is consonant with that Christianity which is practical in its pur- 
poses and means, and which would not permit its advocates to stand 
idly by while the civil institutions which must be its shield and 
protection are overthrown by having the sources of their strength 
and excellence corrupted and destroyed. 

There is such a thing as impractical Christianity, or rather, imprac- 
ticable Christians; men who deal with ideal rather than existing 
conditions, Doubtless it is our mission on earth to make free and to 
civilize and Christianize the world. But I hope we will not commit 
suicide in the attempt. I hope it may not be written on the tomb of 
this Republic,“ Here restsa brave and generous people who lost their 
own liberties in attempting to give freedom to all the world.” 


THE MORAL, SOCIAL, AND POLITICAL WELL-BEING OF OUR OWN PEOPLE TO BE 
FIRST CONSIDERED. 


As a question of abstract right may we restrict this immigration? 
Why sir, we may if we please quarantine against leprosy. e may 
stop the leper at our shore and send him from whence he came. Is it 


possible that the leprosy which whitens the skin may be guarded 
against and that which is worse, the leprosy of the heart, may not be 
turned away from us? Better a thousand immigrants whose skins 
are white as Miriam’s with leprosy, than one hundred whose moral 
natures are rotted with disease. 

I agree with my honorable colleague from Ohio, [Mr. TAYLOR, ] or 
rather let me say I know as little as he does what part of God's great 
ocean these people may of right sail upon. I do not know or affect 
to know. But I think, in defense of ourselves, we may safely insist 
that wherever the Chinaman sails he must sail in his own boat, par- 
ticularly if there is not room enough in ours to admit him with safety 
to our own people. 

We are cited to the fact that it wassaid upon the mount: ‘‘Of one 
blood hath He created all the nations of the earth.” So itis; and 
it is said as well: “and He fixed the bounds of their habitations.” 
And I beg to insist, at least, that we shall observe the bounds fixed 
for the habitations of those people, so far as our own well-being 

uires it. 

t is said that in advocating this bill we war against Christianity. 
I admit that we seem at least to deny to those peuple the rights and 
privileges which we claim for ourselves and children. Have we a 
right to do so if our own proper protection requires it? It isan im- 
portant question. It is A tages to ourselves and important to our 
children that this be rightly decided. And, speaking upon a ques- 
tion of such importance, I sometimes feel as if I would desire to have 
it whispered in my ear, as it was in the ear of one of old: “And I will 
be with thee, and with thy mouth, and teach thee what thou shalt 
say. 

CHINESE WILL NOT AND CANNOT ASSIMILATE WITH US. 

I oppose the immigration of a class whose presence is inimical to 

the healthful growth of our institutions, whose presence wars against 


our system of Christianity, whose manners, customs, beliefs, and 
practices war against our system of poyan tending as they do 
to taint and caren the supports which uphold that Government. 
That these people do not assimilate iscertain; that they could not is 
equally clear tomy mind. My honored colleague says our laws for- 
bidit. No, sir; they cannot assimilate with us, not because of any 
law traced upon our statute-book, but because of a law traced by 
the finger of the Deity, alaw which this House cannot repeal nor pro- 
vide against. Why, sir, in thirty years among us, there is not an 
approach to asssimilation. What of your statutes? Could your 
statutes prevent assimilation with the irish people, with the Scotch 
people, with the French, with the English, with the Germans, with 
the Poles, with the Scandinavians? No, sir; you could not. Even 
though you forbid it by law, and even though you put shackles upon 
their limbs, still wonld they not only be with us but of us. Ve 
are the children of their loins; we are their brethren; they are of 
our civilization, of our Christianity, nay, they are bone of our bone 
and flesh of our flesh, and assimilation would take place in spite of 
ay law upon our statute-book, for it is in the order and fitness of 
things. 
S HEALTHFUL COOLY ASSIMILATION OUT OF THE QUESTION. 


But the testimony in regard to the Chinese is that they do not 
assimilate with us because it is not in their nature. They have those 
peculiar properties and characteristics intensified by being trans- 
mitted through forty centuries, from father to son and from mother 
to her offspring, which render assimilation impossible. These pecu- 
liarities are largely the result of the Chinese observing the maxims 
of Confucius, to walk in trodden paths, until their very natures, 
their instincts, and all their feelings are as widely different from our 
own as it is possible to conceive of, and so widely and radically dif- 
ferent as to render healthfal assimilation out of the question, There 
might be degrading amalgamation, but no elevating and ennobling 
assimilation. And so far as the statute is concerned, you might as 
well hope to compel by law the assimilation of oil and water. We 
all know as a matter of fact and of logic and philosophy that we 
cannot combine and unite with a lower race of people without lower- 
ing the average of our own social, physical, and moral being. Is 
there any doubt about that? Not the slightest; it is not in logie 
that there can be any doubt about it. We find it impossible to lift 
them wholly up to us, stripping them of those qualities of mind and 
morals which are baleful, e must, if we meet at all, find that point 
of meeting somewhere between the level of our own condition and 
that of theirs. 

The object, the purpose of this bill is not to limit the field of phi- 
lanthropic labor, but to maintain a basis from which to labor and to 

rotect the fruits of such labor to our country and to our children. 
The practical Christian will not find his opportunities to do good 
abridged by this bill, but he will feel that the results of his efforts 
are protected and his means of usefulness increased. 

My honorable friend may say that these people thrive in our midst 
by their industry. 

Mr. ery: DLER. Will the gentleman allow me to answer his 
question 

3 No; for you would be sure to make a 
speech. 

Mr. CANDLER, I will not; I will only answer your question. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. CANDLER. You said substantially that we could not have 
relations with a race below us without sinking down to its standard. 
The whole history of Christian civilization is that we lift up the 
downtrodden and Saree and elevate the barbarian to our standard. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, That does not disprove my proposition, or 
show thatmy statement is incorrect. The question here is as to giving 
Christianity an opportunity to assert itself in accomplishing what 
my friend suggests. The history of the world proves no such thing 
as the gentleman asserts, in practical results. The history of the 
world does prove that when you combine one race elevated, enlight- 
ened, and refined, with another which is degraded and depraved, the 

eneral average, as to morals, manners, social and moral qualities in 
fhe new combination, is below the average of the superior race which 
forms a factor of the combination of the two races, and that there- 
fore a combination or amalgamation of such elements is not a desir- 
able means of building up the cause of Christianity. 


PROTECTION AGAINST CONTACT AND COMPETITION WITH SERVILE LABOR. 


But the purpose sought by this bill is not to de 6 any one; it 
is to protect our own people from the influence and contact of serv- 
ile labor; from contact of men without ambition, without an end 
or aim beyond securing sufficient means to live after the manner of 
their ancestors in China. Wholly lacking in the elements which 
are characteristic of our own people; and of a purer and more en- 
nobling system of civilization, and association with whom is calcu- 
lated to degrade those of our race. 

And not only do we seek to prevent that association, but beyond 
that, as my honorable friend from California [Mr. PAGE] has said, 
we seek to prevent our own free, independent laborers from bei 
brought into competition withservilelabor. And it is known of 
men that this has been the mission of the Republican party on the 
earth—to dignify labor and to ennoble and elevate the laborer. 
Whether it has been any part of the mission of another great party, 
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possibly we need not inquire too zealously. The record of that other 


party is made up. I need not stop now to search it. It is said that 
this bill is in the special interest of the Irish le of San Francisco 
and of the Pacific coast. So be it, if you wi t is said that it is in 


the interest of the German laborer of that coast. So be it, if you 
will. I insist that it is in the interest of the free and independent 
laborers of this country everywhere, and I am not disturbed if its 
provisions shall especially bless that class of our yeomanry who have 
contributed so largely to the material, the moral, and the intellectual 
growth of our country as the classes mentioned have done. 
DEMOCRATIC PARTY ON COMPETITION OF FREE WITH SERVILE LABOR. 
Now, so far as our Democratic brethren are concerned, they are 
under no obligation, by reason of their creed or practice in regard 
to labor, to vote for this bill. And I will say to our Irish friends, 
who form the bone and sinew of that party, and are by its leaders 
regarded as their voting machinery, so to speak, that I am not aware 
that they are under any special obligations to the Democratic party 
for this somewhat spasmodic effort to relieve them from the influence 
of servile labor. It is within the memory of even our boys here that 
that party was quite satisfied to have the Irish, the German, the 
Scandinavian laborer work in the fields of Kansas side by side, and 
in the furrows of her soil, with wretches brought from the shambles, 
and upon whose limbs were shackles and manacles. The whole voice 
and vote of that party was to have it so. I am glad that they have 
come to realize the importance of freeing the laborers of this country 
from contact with servile labor. 
REPUBLICAN PARTY ON PROTECTION FRM COREA AND COMPETITION WITH SERVILE 
R. 


Another thing, the Republican party, as I have said, are bound to 
carry out the spirit at least of the provisions of this bill, and to pro- 
tect our own people from the d ing influences of servile labor 
and also to remove from them the ig ge and degrading competition 
which that labor proda Nay, „ § er, we of the Republi- 
can party are not only in Tavor of protecting American laborers from 
the unjust competition of Chinese labor in California, but we favor 
affording that protection, whether the servile or pauper laborer 
works in California or in Cuba, or elsewhere on the earth. So far as 
competition with such labor is concerned it is a matter of no conse- 
quence to the laborers of this country whether the articles produced 
by such labor be put upon our markets from shops in California or 
Canada or Cuba, the effect being the same in the absence of protec- 
tive legislation and in the presence and under the influence of dem- 
ocratic free trade. 

MORE DEMOCRATIC DOCTRINE ON COMPETITION WITH SERVILE AND PAUPER LABOR. 

Our Democratic brethren differ from us in this: if the competition is 
removed from the Shope in San Francisco to shops in Canada they are 
quite content, — the effect on the interest of the laborer here is 

recisely the same. In fact, the freight from Canada being less than 

rom the Pacific coast, the competition in the Canada shops would 
be more destructive than if it was confined to the shops on the Pa- 
cific coast. Suppose millions of Chinese should locate along your Can- 
ada border and in the neighboring island of Cuba and the islands adja- 
cent, and open their shops there, manufacture their cigars and their 
shoes, &c., living on rice and turning out the 3 of their shops 
cheaply and footing. our markets with ed cheap goods, and 
thus empty our own factories and force our mechanics into idleness, 
thus taking the bread out of the mouths of our own laborers and 
their children, what would our Democratic friends say to that kind 
of competition? It is not in their creed or their practice to protect 
the American laborer from that kind of competition. They protect 
him only when his competitor works within the domain of our 


Republic. We protect the American laborer when he is brought in 
Safa competition with degraded, servile, or pauper labor, whereyer 
on the earth it may be, whether in San Francisco, Montreal, Cuba, 


Quebec, or Canton. And this marks the distinction in this behalf 
between the two great political parties. 
FREE AND SERVILE LABOR INCOMPATIBLE. 

It has been said on this floor that if these men were clothed with 
the ballot there would be no voice lifted against them. That is a 
great, a grievous mistake. For one I should lift my voice very 
promptly against them. The necessity for their removal and for the 
removal of their contaminating influences would be ter then than 
now by all odds. I can ily guess what ticket they would vote 
if they were clothed with the ballot. [Laughter.] I should advo- 
cate with great earnestness their removal to prevent that political 
degradation and corruption which would jeopardize the security of 
our institutions. I am told by my honorable friend upon the right 
[Mr. TAYLOR] that these men in our midst pow fat. So does the 

asitical mistletoe grow fat; but it saps and kills the source of its 


tness. 

I am told that these people are industrious. So are the locustsin- 
dustrious. They leave your fields a waste; the others leave in their 
trail a moral desert which is more dangerous to the well-being of 
this people. I am told that we should be reconciled to the immigra- 
tion of these people, because they contribute to our material pros- 
perity, our material wealth. I doubt not they do. We are pointed 
to the fact that they build railroads and reclaim waste lands. Beit 
so. How long since our people were convinced that this Republic 
rests upon golden pillars and finds its security in the strength therein ? 


I oppose 

ao 0 oli al degradati hi 
oes an political de, on which ma 

we not feel concerned touching the social 

exerted by contact with this servile, corrupt people? Let me ask, 


the immigration of these Chinese not more on account of 
eir labor than for the moral degradation which 
attend it. Why may 


and moral influences 


as pertinent to that question, another. t was the hope and 
expectation of our fathers in regard to the Republic and its free insti- 
tutions? Did they cherish the hope and belief that we would find our 
security in our material prosperity, our wealth and power? Not at 
all. If they bore witness certainly to any cherished hope or convic- 
tion, it was that their sons would rightly apprehend the true sources 
of strength to maintain our free institutions. 


CAN MATERIAL PROSPERITY TAKE THE PLACE OF INTELLIGENCE AND VIRTUE? 


They assured us that our liberties would find their best defense 
and surest protection in the purity of the hearts of the people, in 
their virtue and intelligence. Sir, can it be doubted that this 
Republic will find greater security in a pure heart than a strong arm? 
Will gold and material Prosperity take the place of virtue and intel- 
ligence among our citizens? Certainly not. I am op to the 
introduction in our midst of any influence which tends to debase 
man’s moral nature, since in the purity and the ennobling of that 
nature my conntry finds its surest protection against the corruption 
which debases and the debasement which is the swift harbinger of 
ruin. Hence my protest through this bill against taking into onr 
political and social organism incongruous elements, in the vain ho 
that we may Christianize and es te them. Weare having trouble 
enough with the baleful influences with which we have to deal at 
this time; is it wise to ia ere the problem by the introduction 
of a still more troublesome factor ? 

ERADICATE THE EVIL WHILE IT is PRACTICABLE TO DO 60. 


But some of my friends here assert that there are only 100,000 of 
these Chinese and we need not feel concerned; even if it be true 
that their influence is what we describe it to be, yet 100,000 is com- 
paratively afew. Strange argument; that because the disease has 
not permeated our whole system with its withering and blighting 
effect we shall not car to cure it! In other words, because we 
can at this time successfully eradicate the evil we shall not do so! 
The converse of the proposition is, that when we cannot deal with 
it, when it is too mighty, when its corrupt and corrupting influences 
have permeated our whole system, then we may deal with it; deal 
with it when it is too late, instead of dealing with it while we can. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McKINLEY. Iask unanimous consent that the time of my 
colleague [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] be extended. 

Mr. PAGE, Until he finishes his speech. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. would have no objection to 
extending the time of the gentleman, but I understand that some gen- 
tlemen who registered their names early on the list at the Speaker's 
desk have been displaced in favor of members of the committee who 
at first had no intention to make speeches. As political discussion 
has been bronght into this question by gentlemen on the other side, 
while it has been refrained from on the Democratic side, I must in 
justice to this side of the House (if a vote is to be taken to-morrow 
at three o’clock) object to any extension of time on the other side until 
we have had a fair opportunity to meet these insinuations and false 
imputations upon the Democratic side. 

Mr. PAGE. Let me say to my friend from Illinois [Mr. Town- 
SHEND ] that the previous question will not be called until both sides 
of the House are satisfied; until gentlemen on both sides have had 
a fair deat ane to speak in their own time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, With that understanding I have 
no objection to extending the time of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. BROWNE. Ido not intend to object, but as discussion has 
been so far largely onthe part of those who are in favor of the passuge 
of this bill, it will be on condition that the same time shall be accorded 
to those who are op to the bill in the event they shall desire it. 

Mr. PAGE. If any gentleman opposa tothe passage of any bill 
wishes to have his time extended for the discussion of this question 
I hope the House will give him all the time he wants. 

Mr. BUTTERWOR I have only a word more to say beyond 
what I have already said. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has been extended by unan- 
imous consent, and he will proceed. 

BILL DEFENSIBLE AS A MEANS FOR PROTECTING OUR MORAL, SOCIAL, AND POLITI- 
CAL ORGANISMS FROM CORRUPTION AND DECAY. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, and I want but a few min- 
utes and then I will yield the floor, and it is with a view to direct 
the attention of the House and the country to the special reason which 
prompts me to support this bill. It is that I desire to remove far from 
us all the influences that would tend to corrupt the source of politi- 
cal power in this Republic, which is the people; from the people it 
springs, and when that source of power is corrupted the Government 
itself mes corrupt. I say here, sir, that every influence, from 
whatsoever quarter it may come, however it may assert itself, which 
tends to corrupt, to degrade, to demoralize the well-spring of gov- 
ernmental power in this country tends to the destruction of our free 
institutions, and he is no friend of freedom and its cause who hesi- 
tates in using every means which his conscience and intelligence ap- 
proves to abate such influences. I cannot be wrong about this. 
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How constantly gentlemen recur to the matter of our material 
rosperity, which they say is universal, and to which these people 
ave contributed. Grant it all, and are we therefore, in the midst 


of wealth and power, estopped to plead for purity and virtue and to 
urge that influences which corrupt the one and undermine the other 
shall be cast out? Do gentlemen forget that in the midst of material 

rosperity such as ours the greatest nations of the earth have fallen? 
tt was not the want of material prosperity that led to the fall of the 
Roman Empire. It was the decay of civic virtue. It was not the 
want of material prosperity, it was not the want of intelligence, that 
led to the destruction of Athenian greatness. It was the decay of 
civic virtue. 

I have to say to gentlemen of the House and to the country, let 
no one indulge the hope that our institutions are safe simply use 
of the devotion of our people to freedom and to country. These are 
in the main instincts, ennobling instincts I grant you, but instincts 
not common alone to men, and, unless they are supplemented and 
guided and controlled by virtue and intelligence they are quite as 
adinirable in the brute as in man. ` 

Why, Mr. Speaker, better the decay of our material prosperity than 
the blight of our civic virtue. We could endure the one; we could 
not survive the other and be free. My study of history and my ob- 
servation of the signs of our own times induce me to be less afraid 
of the leprosy of the flesh which but destroys the body, than that 
which corrupts and de; es man’s moral nature, and thus unfits 
him for the duties of citizenship in this country. Isit not manifest 
that we have enough to contend with now that tends to corrupt the 
social and political morals of our ple? Shall our philanthropy 
so complicate the social and political problem that the knowledge 
and virtue of even such statesmen as oppose the pending bill cannot 
solve it? Not with my consent. To found our hopes of future secu- 
rity upon our wealth and power is indeed of the earth earthy, and 
not in harmony with the pure spirit which inspired the honorable 
gentlemen from Massachusetts and Ohio. 

WEALTH AXD POWER NOT THE BEST AND SAFEST GUARDIANS OF FREE INSTITU- 
TIONS. 

Our fathers never entertained the idea for one moment that the 
strength of the Republic they established was to be found in the 
richness of her mines, in the length and depth of her rivers, or the 
fertility of her soil; but, on the contrary, they have borne frequent 
testimony, as I have before remarked, that it rested upon man’s 
moral nature, his religious nature, and upon his intellectual develop- 
ment. That security would be found in the purifying and ennoblin 
of his nature, in the careful and devout study of his duty an 
accountability to God, in the cultivation of his intellectual faculties. 
This they commend to us as the surest and in fact only means of 
preserving the institutions and liberties which they secured and 
transmitted to us, and therefore churches and free schools abound 
in our land; free schools that all the children of the land may become 
wise in their day and generation to judge of men and measures, that 
they may not be misled by demagogues, that they may trace the his- 
tory of other times and other nations and other republics, and thus 
become fitted to guide their own Republic far away from the rocks 
and 5 upon which the ancient republics were dashed and de- 
stroyed. 

7 WEALTH AND EDUCATION TO BE CONTROLLED BY VIRTUE. 

But education is not enough. The fathers entertained the belief 
that the well-being of the Republic required that among the people 
intelligence and education should be the handmaids of virtue and 
under its guidance and control. Theinfluence resulting from wisdom, 
leavened by virtue, would prompt us not to oppress the Mongolian, 
but it would certainly not restrain us from protecting ourselves 
against the effects of his becoming a part of our social and politi- 
cal ae What I urge is not prompted by a feeling of hate 
tow: the Chinese. It occurs to me if we are at sea in a boat, and 
other voyagers on the same sea are pleased to seek comfort by climb- 
ing into ours, we are permitted to determine whether their coming in 
is consistent with our own aN, and we 1 and must act on our 
own judgment in the matter, and they must abide that judgment. 

Mr. Speaker, the moral, religious, and philanthropic mee of this 
question has been referred to here. Permit me for a single moment 
to call attention to a single utterance of my honorable 3 
LMr. TAYLOR, I who so worthily fills the seat formerly occupied by 
the late distinguished statesman who was our President. He says 
that we seem to forget or neglect to observe that we are enjoined to 
go into all the earth and preach the gospel to every creature. I am 
13 willing that we shall go, but I am unwilling that the 

eathen shall come here if the harm to us is paramount to the good 
to them. Iam unwilling, in order to give play to an impracticable 
philanthropy, to open wide the flood-gates through which will pour 
-a constant stream of degraded and degrading humanity, at least 
until I find our own people so purified in their morality and ele- 
vated in their virtue, and: so established and fixed in their Christi- 
anity that the influence of such a flood-tide of debasing leaven 
cannot affect perceptibly their condition. 
GARFIELD, THE GREAT LABORER, TRUE TO THE CAUSE OF LABOR. 

I wish here to refer for a moment to the sentiments of James A. Gar- 
field, as expressed in his utterances upon this floor in 1878, touching 
the obligation of a nation to take care of those of its own household. 


The sentiments then expressed are consonant with those contained 
in his letter of acceptance, and in the Republican platform. The 


question arose in a ussion on the tariff, between the honorable 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] and Mr, Garfield. 

Mr. TUCKER had been, in the interest of free trade, indulging in a 
philanthropic view of the relations of men and of nations. Mr. Gar- 
field said, (see thirty-first volume CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Appen- 
dix, page 292:) 

The gentleman from Virginia . TUCKER] is too good a logician not to see that 
the 8 he advocates can 7 be realized in a state of universal peace and 
brotherhood among the nations; for, in developing his plan, he says: 

“Commerce, Mr. Chairman, links all mankind in one common brotherhood of 
mutual dependence and interests, and thus creates that unity of our race which 
makes the resources of all the property of each and every member. We cannot if 
we would, and should not if we could, remain isolated and alone. Men under the 
benign intlnence of Christianity yearn for intercourse, for the interchange of 
thought and the products of thought, as a means of a common progress toward a 
nobler civilization.” 

Mr. Chairman, I cannot believe this. 


He refers here to the tariff system. 
Mr. Garfield continuing quotes Mr. TUCKER, as follows: 


I cannot believe this is acco: to the divine plan. Christianity bids us seek 
in communion with our brethren o race and clime the bi they can 
afford us, and to bestow in return upon them those with which our new con t 
is destined to fill the world. 


Mr. Garfield said in reply : 


This I admit is a grand conception, a beautiful vision of the time when all the 
nations shall dwell in peace; when all will be, as it were, one nation, each furnish- 
ing to the others what they cannot 3 p poscas, and all working harmo- 
niously together in the millennium of ` the kingdoms of the world should 
become the kingdom of the Prince of Peace then I admit that universal free trade 
ought to pre But that blessed era is yet too remote to be made the basis of 
the practical 1 tion of to-day. Weare not yet members of ‘‘the parliament of 
man, the federation of the world.” For the present the world is divided into sep- 
arate nationalities, and that other divine command still applies to our situation, 
“He n not for his own household has denied the faith, and is worse 
than an infidel, ” and until better era arrives patriotism must supply the place 
of universal brotherhood. For 5 present, Gortachakoff can do more good to the 


world by taking care of Russia, the Bismarck can accomplish more for his 
era by being, as heis, German core and promoting the welfare of the German 
Empire. eld take care of England, and McMakon of France, and let 


for his own nation to promote prosperity, justice, and peace all will have done more 
12 med — 35 than if all had attempted to be cosmopolitans rather than patriots. 
pplause. 


“HE THAT PROVIDETH NOT FOR HIS OWN HOUSEHOLD HATH DENIED THE FAITH.” 


Thus, we observe that Garfield, while recognizing the precepts of 
divine inspiration, to which gentlemen have called our attention, 
yet insisted that that other divine command which condemns him that 
provideth not for his own household as worse than the infidel, is still 
operating and should influence our lives and conduct, and under its 
authority I still insist that our first duty is to those of our own 
national household. And in obedience to its authority I favor this 
bill; and I do it in the interest of religion, the purity of our national 
morality, the purity of our social system, the purity of our political 
system, the dignity and independence of labor and the laborer, the 
exaltation of the citizen by virtue of his citizenship. 

OUR YOUNG REPUBLIC NOT A PEST HOUSE OR A PENAL COLONY. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have only this to say totoina aur religious 
obligations to the nations of the earth. If the time s ever come 
in the history of this country when our moral and intellectual growth 
shall keep pace, step by step, with our material prosperity ; when 
we shall be freed from the vices and corruption that threaten the 
destruction of our political system—then, and not till then, will I 
consent to the experiment of civilizing, humanizing, Christianizing, 
and enlightening the heathen of the earth by taking them into our 
midst. But until then I say to them, We ask not to abide in your 
tents, nor shall you in ours.” Not with my consent shall the young 
Republic be made the pest-house for all the world, or a penal colony 
for all the nations of the earth. 

I am aware that my friend here suggests that the Chinese are 
cleaner in person than our own laborers. I submit to him that he 
would scarcely be willing to stand up among the hardy laborers in 
his own district and say such a thing. His philanthropy has even 
washed and scrubbed those heathen and made them cleaner than the 
hardy toilers of his own neighborhood, our kinsmen. 

OPPONENTS OF THIS BILL NOT LOGICAL 

He intimates that they are an industrious, cleanly, moral people, 
and therefore ought to be desirable; and yet at the end of his argu- 
ment he gave all the ripened fruits of his philanthropy away. For 
he says at once, turning to my honored friend from California, [Mr. 
PAGE, ] “do not imagine that I desire to encourage the immigration of 
these people; I do not.” Why not, if our purpose or mission upon 
earth is to humanize and Christianize them by bringing them into our 
midst; why not? What of your philanthropy that it is so accom- 
ee What becomes of your Christianity? He follows that by 
saying “I deplore their presence, and wish they were not amous us.” 
What an adjustable 5 thropy! What a variable Christianity! 
What becomes of the charmed . of civilization which inspired 
my friend to appeal so patheti yo the better angel in our nature 
on behalf of these copper-celored brethren, when he can say I de- 

lore their presence among us?” Pregnant of the spirit of the civil- 
ization of the nineteenth cent and the leaven of righteousness, 


he can yet exclaim, I deplore the presence of these heathen.” It 
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is an awkward position. If they are what he described them to be, 
they are a desirable people to be among us; if not, they are not. 
But he deplores their presence, and that for a reason, and that rea- 
son is the degrading influence it exerts on our people, and further 
because he knows t presence tends to corrupt the fountain from 
whence flows all power and authority in this nation, the people; and 
anything which tends to that I am entirely and unalterably opposed 
to. 


LET THE SOURCES OF OUR STRENGTH BE KEPT PURE. 

Thave detained the House longer than I intended. I have only 

further to say I am willing for one as an advocate of this bill to sup- 

ort such amendments as will keep it in perfect harmony with the 
etter and spirit of the treaty. I feel that a reduction of the term 
to n years would do that. But I would not go beyond that. 
For, as I said, this young Republic is tho last nation on earth that 
should appear before the world as having disregarded the slightest 
of her obligations. To this hour she has not blurred her escutcheon 
in the sligtost by violating a single obligation she has taken upon 
her, nor would I have her do it now. But I would have her rid our 
people of a pest, that the sources of our strength, our happiness, our 
P rity, may be kept nnpolluted and secure. [Applause. ] 

I the House for its indulgence, 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, had not expected to speak in ref- 
erence to this bill until I had examined the treaties we had formed 
with the Chinese, and the provisions of this bill. I feel greatly in- 
clined to go with the gentlemen from the Pacific coast, representing 
the States lining the Pacific coast, on this question, because it is a 
question, Mr, Speaker, in which they and their interests are pecu- 
liarly involyed. And it is with great reluctance, and indeed with 
diffidence in regard to my own judgment, that I oppose what they 
seem to regard as essential to the welfare of the States on our Pacific 
coast. 

Some years ago I voted for a bill which proposed to regulate and 
restrict Chinees immigration, while a member of this House, and I 
am willing now to vote for a bill which shall clothe our Government 
by the power of its legislation with a right to limit and to regulate 
Chinese immigration if we shall think it necessary. But I am op- 
posed, Mr. Speaker, upon principle, to violating any treaty obliga- 
tion into which we enter with any people. I have stood, sir, upon 
this floor since it has been my fortune to be a member of Congress, 
and have persistently insisted that the treaty obligations of the 
Government of the United States with the aboriginal tribes that in- 
habited this territory before our ancestors came here should be ful- 
filled in good faith according to the terms of the treaty. And Iam 
unwilling to see any measure of legislation adopted in this country 
which shall be adopted in violation of the spirit and the letter of a 
solemn treaty obligation you have made with these people. I shall 
therefore, when the proper time comes, move to limit this suspension 
of Chinese immigration to ten years instead of the twenty years 
proposed in this bill. And I shall propose that because I believe 
that in the next decade we will be able to learn how far it is the 
interest of this country aud the duty of this country to prevent this 
immigration. 

I do not belong to the class of gentlemen represented by my friend 
from Ohio, [Mr. BUTTERWORTH, ] who have lost faith in the power of 
our country to extend its civilization, its laws, its morals, its high 
sense of dutyeverywhere. We have had, Mr. Speaker,a very solemn 
test of the power of American civilization. You tell me that the 
Chinamen who come here are ignorant and stee in vice, incur- 
able, not to be reached even by the great Gospel dispensation of the 
common Master of the whole human race. I do not believe it. I 
Lam not prepared, and I hope this House is not prepared, to say that 
that Mongolian nationality which embraces in China four hundred 
and thirty-four millions of the human race, and in Japan thirty-nine 
millions of the human race, I am not prepared to say, as an American 
citizen and as a Congressman in the United States Congress, that 
the power of civilization and religion cannot reach these people. 

y, sir, what have you been doing? In the century of your na- 
tional existence which you have just passed, from the primary pare & 
which you made with these aie down to the very last treaty whic 
they made with you, witnessing on their part the most singular mod- 
eration ever shown by any nation in treating with another; in the 
whole history of your national existence for a century, you have been 
trying to break down what you call the Chinese walls, within which 
they have excluded themselves from the rest of mankind. And just. 
Mr. Speaker, as you have accomplished this, just as you have opened 
the ports of China to your trade, just as you have opened the ports 
of Japan to your trade, just as you have sent your missionaries bear- 
ing the olive-branch of peace and good will to all mankind, you pro- 
pose now to adopt the very policy which for a century you have 
attempted by your diplomacy to break down in China and Japan. 
Wonderful history of a wonderful people! 

I say, sir, I do not believe in restricting the power of American 
civilization to plant its standard like the cross of Christ wherever the 
human race exists, of whatever color and of whatever langnage. 
[Applause.] I have said that we have had a severe test of this; and 
we have had it, sir, with reference to these people whom we have 
with us here. More than a century ago ays Seas speaking in the 
unmeaning gibberish of the Guinea negro. y were brought here 
by the agency of northern people. They were taken from the wild 
jungles of Africa, where the camelopard and the tiger bounded in 
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the vast amphitheater of his native land. They were brought here 
and settled in the inhospitable region of New England. They were 
found unsuited to that cold and intemperate climate, and that same 
philanthropy, Yeon by that overruling Providence“ which shapes 
our ends, rongh-hew them how we will,” transplanted them to the 
slumbering savannahs of the flower-scented South. There they took 
root and grew and flourished and waxed strong under that patri- 
archal institution which I am now about to hear for the first time 
recognized in its large and intelligent beneficence and philanthropy. 
In contact with the Caucasian race, those slaves, at the expiration 
of a century from the time they were first brought here, all at once, 
as Minerva sprung from the thigh of Jove, armed cap-a-pie to con- 
tend with the animals of the forest and to proclaim her triumph 
so this people, ignorant, uneducated, uneducable as it was thought, 
unreligious as it was thought, far more pagan than the Chinese, at 
the expiration of one century, when the manacles were stricken from 
their limbs by the proclamation of Mr. Lincoln and the results of the 
war, they sprung at once into the arena flaming with the intelligence 
of the nineteenth century. They have occupied your pulpits and 
your school-houses and your halls of legislation, and have even been 
5 by a seri ee Senator in the other end of the Capi- 
tol, while a full-fledged African spoke in the very citadel of libert 

at Boston to the descendents of the men who fought at Bunker Hil 

I am not afraid, therefore, when I see the results upon the colored 
people, when I see the intelligence they have attained, when I see 
their religious feelings, (for they are an eminently religious people,) 
when I see the wisdom and prudence which they manifested during 
the war of the rebellion, as you term it, and which they have mani- 
fested since—I am not afraid, are you, gentlemen, that your civiliza- 
tion and your 7 8 to plant the cross of Christ and the principles 
of liberty shall find in the oldest nation of the world a people in- 
1 of appreciating them? 

have said that I want to observe the treaties with these people. 
I have said that they have exhibited most wonderful patience. It 
is within the memory, no doubt, of my distinguished friend from 
California, [Mr. PAGE, ] to whom I give all credit for the earnest- 
ness and zeal and the patriotism by which I have no doubt he is 
influenced—but it is within his memory, no doubt, that when this 
Chinese wall had been broken down in China and J apan, when the 
pors of that country had been opened to our commerce and ours had 
een opened to theirs—it is no doubt within his memory that when 
Mr. Burlingame, who with Mr. Seward negotiated the treaty of 1868, 
returned to the shores of the Pacific coast and landed in the great 
city of San Francisco, upon that beautiful bay where the evening 
sun throws its light in magnificent splendor upon the Golden Gate 
of California, no ovation was ever paid to any man in American his- 
tory greater than that which California paid to Mr. Burlingame. 
You had by that treaty opened up relations, commercial relations, 
with the oldest nation on the globe. Yon had secured to your min- 
isters of the Gospel, bearing the banner of Christ in theirhands, the 
right to plant it everywhere in China, and you had given to the 
Chinaman the same rights here. The nation looked upon it as a con- 
summation of diplomatic skill and power which had never before 
been manifested by any people. 

Shall we turn around now when we have thus opened to the com- 
merce of America, the civilization of America, and the religion ot 
our people, this great empire of the East; shall we now turn around 
and build up a high Chinese wall on the California coast, and say 
to these people, as did the inhabitants of Kansas and Topeka when 
the negroes went in there from the South too numerous for their 
peers ae we to say as they did: “ We want no more paupers here?” 

s that what you are going to say to China? Is that your idea on 
the subject? Is that your notion about it? Discussing this bill as 
we are, almost within RIE of the great minister from that empire, 
the oldest in the world, shall we turn these people back? Shall we 
in the emphatic language of Mr. Morton, that leader of the Republi- 
can party, that man of wonderful power and might, who ruled the 
party in the Senate and controlled and mastered it in the country; 
when he went to California to investigate this great question, an 
8 and made his report to the Senate, he said, “‘ Are you going 

take a step a century backward? Are you going to adopt in Amer- 
ica the very principie which in all the light of your civilization you 
have labored to break down in China?” That was the argument 
that he addressed to the Senate in the memorable report which he 
made, Isay it would be going back upon the history of this country 
to undertake now to declare that we will exclude these people. Ex- 
clude them if you will, but do not do it upon a false oak: 

What is the evidence as to what these people are? Sir, their civil- 
ization, their magnificent position in arts, in science, in politics, in 
everything that makes a nation great, had been attained by them 
hundreds of years before your nationality ever had an existence, 

Now, should we turn our backs against the oldest people in the world 
because they are yellow-skinned and almond-eyed? I thought we had 
a civilization like our religion, that found no limit save that which 
the grand charity and noble dispensation of the Master of the Universe 
zave it; that, like the sunshine and the air, it went wherever the 
1 8 race went and planted the cross by the side of the human foot- 
step, whether in a savage or a civilized land. [Applause. ] 

Mr, Speaker, we must respect our treaty obligations with this - 
ple. Here are treaties which they never asked us to make, but which 


we asked them to make—begged and implored them to make. They 
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never wanted Chinamen to come to this country. They never de- 
sired that the Chinese should emigrate. They never sought treaty 
relations with but we sought treaty relations with them. We 
sought them against a prejudice which at one time we thought we 
should never be able to overcome, because it had existed among that 
people for centuries, extending back across the to the time of 
Confucius; and far beyond the time of Confucius the august empire 
extends until its origin is lost in the twilight of fable. This people 
never asked you to make treaties with them. You sought them; 
you sent your plenipotentiaries; you asked that their ports should be 
opened. England, aiding you, wageda war. It is a very memorable 
fact that almost all Chinamen come to this country from the port of 
Hong-Kong, an English port; and you propose to establish restric- 
tions in violation not only of the treaties you have made with the 
Chinese, but those you have made with England. 

I desire, Mr, Speaker, for my time is brief, to call attention to the 
language of the treaty. The first section of this treaty provides: 

Whenever in the opinion of the Government of the United States the coming 
of Chinese laborers fo the United States, or their residence therein, affects or 
threatens to affect the interests of that country, or to endanger the good order of 
the said conntry, or of ar Aasen within the territory thereof, the Government 
of China agrees that the Government of the United States ben Er, Ypa limit, or 
suspend such coming or residence, but may not absolutely prohibit it. 

I say that no people ever treated you with such liberality as the 
Chinese Government. When you made your first treaty with the 
Chinese in 1858, the Chinese Government assented not only to your 
carrying your citizens there, but also your religion. In article 5 
of the Burlingame treaty it is declared— 

The United States of America and the Emperor of China cordially reco; 
the inherent and inalienable right of man to ORAO his home perp yee and also 
the mutual advantage of the free migration and emigration of their citizens and 
subjects respectively from the one 9 other forthe purp of curiosity, 
of trade, or as a permanent residence. The high contracting partios therefore join 
BCG 
United States or Chinese 9 to take Chi ed spec a either to the United 
States or to any other foreign pe a or for a Chinese subject or citizen of the 
United States to take citizens of the United States to China or toany other foreign 
country without their free and voluntary consent respectively. 

That was the stipulation of the Burlingame treaty. Again it is 
declared, in article 4: 

The twenty-ninth article of the treaty of the 18th of June, 1858, having stipu- 
lated for the exemption of Christian citizens of the United States and Chinese con- 
verts from 8 in China on account of their faith, it 8 that 
citizens of the United States in China of every religious persuasion, and Chinese 
subjects in the United States shall enjoy entire liberty of conscience, and shall be 
exempt from all disability or persecution on account of their religious faith or 
worship in either country. 

Is there any enlightened American representative here who will 
say that that was nota treaty of 5 concord which should 
be kept in good faith? The Chinese Government assented to every 
proposition that you made in the Burlingame treaty. Your minister 
came back after its ratification, receiving the honors of the country. 
And now, after the passage of your bill of 1880, the Chinese Govern- 
ment again treated with you giving you the right to interdict the 
immigration into this country of Chinese who were diseased, who were 
lepers, who were criminals. In this way, the Burlingame treaty was 
amended in 1880. In 1881 China agreed to still further amend the 
first article of which I have read. 

Gentlemen talk about this popis not being civilized, not being 
Christianized, about their not keeping good faith. But when under 
the very terms of the treaty which you had demanded they should 
make with you there had been imported into this country from sey- 
enty-five thousand to one hundred thousand of their people, who 
were on the Pacific coast, you approached that government as late 
as 1881 and said, ‘‘ We want you to agree to a treaty by which the 
United States shall have powering legislation to regulate and even 
to s d this immigration.” hat did the Chinese Government 
do? It met your proposition broadly; it conceded the right to reg- 
ulate and even to suspend but not absolutely to prohibit Chinese 
immigration. Did ever a people act more liberally toward another 
than China has acted toward the Government of the United States 
Did ever a people assent to your representations more cordially and 
more kindly? But now you propose to requite this treatment by 
saying that yon will not give protection even to the Chinese who are 
here—that you want them to be returned. 

Mr. PAGE. I never said anything about sending them back. 

Mr. HOOKER. Well, your bawa hive said something about it. 
Let me read from them. It was said by the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia in the course of his speech that these Chinese congregated 
about the cities and towns in districts exclusively confined to them- 
selves. Why, sir, this only affords another evidence of the docility 
and teachability of this people. Whydidtheydothat? Iread from 
the laws of California in reference to this people. 

Mr. PAGE. What year? 

Mr. HOOKER. I think the law was enacted in 1857; at any rate 
you will find it on page 1545 of the third volume of the Code and 
Statutes of California. It reads in this way: 

The board of trustees or other legislative authority of any incorporated city or 
town, and the board of supervisors of any incorporated city or county, are hereb 
granted the power, and itis hereby made inate Rasy, to pass and enforce any an: 
all acts or ordinances or resolutions necessary to cause the removal without the 
timits of such cities and towns, or chy and county, of any Chinese now within or 
hereafter to come within such limits: Provided, That they may set apart certain 
Paar portions of the limits of such cities, or towns, or city and county, for 

location therein of such Chinese. 


Mr. PAGE. That law was passed recently. That always has been 
the custom in the city of San Francisco. 

Mr. HOOKER. It is not confined to the city of San Francisco. 
Now, these Chinese have proved most obedient residents in our midst. 
Yon exclude them by your legislation. 

Mr. CASSIDY. Let me say to the gentleman from Mississippi that 
law was enacted as a protection against the spread of fire from these 
Chinese huts which were huddled together. A fire breaking out in 
their midst has often been the cause of the destruction of many of 
our towns, That was done as a protection against fire. 

Mr. HOOKER. It was a new sort of fire insurance company, and 
that is all I have to say about it. [Laughter. ] 

What became of your own law which was passed in California, 
which now stands on your statute books, and which I have here 
before me? It is as follows: 

Any officer, director, manager, member, stockholder, clerk, agent, servant, attor- 


ney, employé, ee, or contractor of any corporation now existing or hereafter 
formed under the laws of this State who s employ in any manner or capacity 
u any work or business of such corporation any Chinese or Mongolian . 
of a misdemeanor, and is 1 by a fine of not less than one hun nor 
more than one thousand dollars, or b prisonment in the county jail of not less 
than fifty nor more than five hundred days, or by both such fine and imprisonment: 
Provided , That no director of a corporation shall be deemed guilty under this sec- 
tion who refuses to assent to such employment, and has such dissent recorded in 
the minutes of the board of directors. 


Mr. PAGE. Will the gentleman allow me for one moment? 

Mr. HOOKER. Certainly, to ask me a question. 

Mr, PAGE. That is all I desire. 

Mr. HOOKER. I do not wish to have a speech injected into mine. 
Mr. PAGE. I do not wish to inject a speech into the gentleman’s. 


Mr. HOOKER. Well, go on. 
Mr. PAGE. The other day the gentleman from Ohio made an at- 
tack on the 


ple of California because they did not employ these 
Chinese, and now, when the Legislature of California has passed a 
law which since then has been declared unconstitutional, that the 
people should not employ them; that is, those incorporated under 
the incorporation laws of the State, the gentleman from Mississippi 
makes an attack upon the people of California that they are against 
em loying them. 

Mr. HOOKER. Has the supreme court of your State decided that 
law to be unconstitutional ? 

Mr. PAGE. It has. 

Mr. HOOKER. Then I am glad to see your judges are more liberal 
than your legislators, and that they are governed by principles of 
justice in this matter. 

Mr. PAGE. I would not like to say what Legislature passed that. 

Mr. HOOKER. I have only to say that no more patient people 
live anywhere than these Chinese under the circumstances. They 
have assented to everything you proposed. You asked them to open 
China to your own merchants, and you preposed to open the United 
States to the Chinese merchants. They assented to it. You found, 
after some experience, that it is not profitable. You donot think it 
is to the interest of our people to continue that policy. You wish to 
exclude the Chinese. You want to narrow the treaties instead of 
broadening them. You want, in this enlightented nineteenth cen- 
tury, to establish the same policy for the United States which China 
had established for so many centuries. They haye opened ports of 
China to our comm and the intelligent head of the Bureau of 
Statistics, in reply to a dispatch I sent him yesterday, has furnished 
me a seriatim account annually of the condition of the trade with 
China from 1848 down to the present time. It is too long and too 
tedious to read in the House, but I will embody it in my remarks and 
have it printed in the Recorp. It is as follows: 


Value of merchandise imported into and exported from the United States. 
[China, including Hong-Kong.) 


Year ended Total im- 
June 30— ae Imports. ports and 
Domestic. exporta. 
| $2, 783, 754 $2,911,153 | $10, 570, 442 | $13, 481, 595 
3, 707, 084 172, 3, 879, 969 10, 788, 767 14, 668, 736 
5. 624, 870 5, 784, 747 1 O87 | 19, 350, 834 
-| 4,186, 259 97, 4, 383, 949 11, 351, 281 15, 735, 230 
2, 205, 163 2, 372, 310 7, 540, 048 9, 912, 358 
-| 2,897,005 222,556 | 3, 119, 561 11, 030, 149 14, 149, 710 
-| 8,249, 448 84, 500 3,334,014 10, 435, 027 13. 769, 041 
-| 2, 631, 825 37,624 | 2, 669,449 5, 129, 917 „709, 
-| 3,045, 610 99, 621 3, 145, 231 10, 131, 142 13, 276, 373 
-| 3,550,815 27,993 | 3, 578, 808 12,112,440 | 15, 691, 248 
8, 942, 332 37, 682 3, 980, 014 11, 384, 999 | 15, 365, 013 
5, 170, 884 32, 354 5, 203, 238 13, 207, 361 18, 410, 599 
3, 051, 616 64,765 3,116,381 14, 565, 527 17, 681, 908 
-| 2, 041, 836 28,996 | 2, 070, 832 , 064, 365 | 22, 135, 197 
2,915, 465 21,370 | 2,936, 835 26, 752, 835 | 29, 689, 670 
-| 2,547, 085 8,885 2, 555, 970 27, 191, 759 29, 747, 729 
2, 078, 565 55,096 | 2, 133, 661 18, 568,940 20, 702, 601 
3, 551, 038 15,710 3, 566, 748 14, 676,416 | 18, 243, 164 
4,715, 115 14,777 | 4,729, 892 12, 847, 17, 577, 525 
4, 903, 075 34,631 4. 987, 706 12, 301, 684 | 17, 230, 390 
6, 850, 931 16,324 6, 867, 255 18, 120, 483 24, 987, 738 
5, 930, 954 11,245 5, 942, 199 8, 084, 694 | 24, 026, 893 
3, 974, 447 4, 328 3, 978, 775 24, 020, 707 27, 999, 482 
8, 361, 949 2,585 8, 304, 534 24, 717, 557 33, 082, 091 


Also including Singapore for 1869. 
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Fal d and silver coin and bullion imported into and exported from 
sila the United States. 


[China, including Hong-Kong. f] 


$2, 562, 204 | $2, 788, 198 $94 $2, 786, 202 
2,721, 298 | 3, 247, 230 2,614 | 3.249. 844 

1, 575,457 | 3, 121, 871 500 | 3,121, 871 

910,013 | 2, 533,478 438 2.533, 916 

2.123343 1. 126.585 | 3, 249, 928 6,783 | 3, 256, 711 
2,295,079 | "941,095 | 3, 236,174 4,766 | 3.240, 940 
4.492. 550 956,502 | 5, 449, 052 974 5, 450, 026 
8,871,073 | 564 913 | 4, 435, 986 | 726 | 4, 436, 712 
5,586,478 1. 418, 115 7, 004, 593 | 1,541 | 7,006, 134 
5, 237,330 | 951,478 | 6,188,808 |.............. 6, 188, 808 
5,579,454 | 2,132,022 | 7,711,476 25 7,711, 501 
5, 087,204 2.085, 200 7,172, 494 1,760 | 7, 174, 254 
3, 369, 547 | 2 554,138 5, 923, 685 62,960 | 5, 986, 645 
1,878,380 | 1,693,267 | 3, 571, 647 1,950 | 3,573, 597 
4.709, 470 | 1,199,865 5,999, 335 700 6, 000, 035 
4,789,608 | 2 364,941 7.154 549 181| 7, 154, 730 
6,621, 400 | 2,759,641 | 9, 381, 041 39,772 | 9, 420, 813 
5, 210, 966 | 1, 392,403 | 6, 603, 369 6.840 | 6,610, 209 
5, 842, 947 | 2, 086, 642 | 7, 929, 589 6,908 | 7, 930, 497 
12, 255, 259 | 3, 175, 606 | 15, 430, 865 10,952 | 15,441, 817 
13, 200, 925 | 3,011, 650 | 16, 212, 575 7,559 | 16, 220, 134 
1 „ 
1 287054 2,111,568 | 3,478, 602 41,179 | 3,519,781 


*Includes Japan. 


That table, Mr. Speaker, shows a most wonderful increase in the 
trade and commerce of this country with China. So great indeed 
had it become that we absolutely coined a trade-dollar intended to 
be the means of keeping up our trade with China, and to-day there 
exists nearly $30,000,000 of that coin in the Empire of China. More 
than that, Mr. Speaker, China and Japan are the t silver con- 
suming countries of the world. They are the great silver using coun- 
tries of the world. What is to become of the vast product which is 
taken from the mines of California, Nevada, and Oregon if we are to 
cut off this enormous trade with the Empires of China and Japan? 
The silver produced in this country now finds its just investment 
there. 

Not only that, sir, but if you adopt in this enlightened nineteenth 
cen a policy of legislation toward the Chinese like that which 
is pending in this House to-day, then you may look for a large 
decrease instead of any increase in our commerce. Instead of in- 
creasing by millions, as it has since our first treaty with China, it 
will rapidly deerease until it will entirely vanish. That vast trade 
absorbed by England will desert your northern ports and your Pacific 
coast and will seek its exit to the markets of the world through the 
Isthmus of Suez. Yon will be left, when you have expelled these 
ple and destroyed this commercial intercourse, very much as the 
paniards were left when they drove the Moors from Spain and were 
left with their country a desert; or as France was left when it ex- 
lled those magnificent sn Spat who settled the State of South 
8 and, mingling with an immigration from other European 
countries, gave us a people which has aided in a wonderful degree in 
building us up to that great height of nationality and civilization 
we now occupy. f } 5 

No, sir, it will not do for us to violate our treaty stipulations, I 
would say to the conscience and fairmindedness of every member of 
this House who has a vote upon this question, let us so act in this 
matter that we shall not be held up before the world as violating the 
treaty stipulations we have ourselves sought and begged these peo- 
ple to inne with us. Why, sir, there can be no time and no occa- 
sion when it would be more inconvenient for us to adopt such a 
policy than this. We must look to the facts of this case, not to 
theories. Now, is it the fact that the Chinese have degraded our 
labor? 

It isin your memory and in that of many members of this House, 
that so anxious were the people of this country to understand the 
condition of Chinese labor in California that they established a 
committee to go there and examine the condition of these people. 
And I may be pardoned if I ask the attention of the House for 
some moments to some points in the report made by the late Senator 
Morton, of Indiana, the chairman of that committee. That com- 
mittee went there to investigate this very question of Chinese labor 
and its influence on other labor in California. It was composed of 
gentlemen from the Eastern and the Western States, and they in- 
vestigated this whole question. When Mr. Morton came back to 


the Senate of the United States he made a report, from which I beg 
leave to read, with brevity, a few passages. He says on page 2 of 
this report : 


Et a time when those countries have adopted a liberal policy, and in that respect 
have yielded to western civilization, and have especially recognized the force of 
the example and policy of the United States, it is pro that we shall take a 
step backward by the adoption of their cast-off policy of exclusion. ‘The argument 
set up here in favor of is precisely that which was so long used to excuse or 

the same policy in China and Japan, yey hoa the on of foreign- 
ers tended to interfere with their trade and the labor of their people and to cor- 
rupt their morals and degrade their religion. 
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That was the argument of China, made i 
test, when you desired to open her ports and commerce and schools 
to your missionaries and your trade. Further he says: 


The limitation of the right to become naturalized to white persons was pos 


t your earnest pro- 


in the law when slavery was a controlling influence in our Government; was 


maintained by the power of that institution, and is now retained by the Lingering 
prejudices growing out of it. After having abolished slavery, and by = 
ments to our Constitution, and the enactment of various statutes establishing the 
, civil, and political rights of all men, without regard to race or color, and at 
a time when we are endeavoring to overcome the prejudices of education and of 
race, and to secure to colored men the equal enjoyment of their rights, it would be 
inconsistent and unsound policy to renew and reassert the prejudices ust race 
and another form of civilization by excluding the copper-colored people of Asia 
from our shores. It would be 2 agate the distinctions of race and to 
establish a new governmental policy upon the basis of color and a different form 
of civilization and religion. 
Further on he says, and, mark you, this was the report of your 
own committee sen“ to California to ascertain facts, and to proclaim 
them to the people of the United States: 


As a rule, they are industrious, temperate, and honest in their 


Some 
thousands — 


dealin; 
of them are employed as household servants in the cities in the 
In this capacity the testimony generally concurs in giving them a high 


I have a table which shows that of the Chinamen in San Francisco 
there are 6,000 employed as domestic servants. 

They very readily learn to perform all kinds of household duty, are devoted to 
their employment, and soon become Nee The testimony proved 
that they went to all parts of the State to serve in that capacity, when 


T serv- 
ants or help of that kind could not be obtained from the cities, and that if they 
were ed it would be i 


ible to supply their Dean) hs DA ieee Oe toe cae ae 
possible to su: rers u arms e 

and vine: 4 8 all of the witnesses +e 
Colonel Hollister, one of the largest farmers 


California, and a man of great in- 
telligence, testified that without the Chinese the wheat and other crops in Cali- 
fornia could = be 


; h 

obtained for pr ces that would enable the farmer to carry on his business; that any 
considerable render apr odina of wheat 
and almost eyery other agricultural product unprofitable, they would have to 
abandoned. 

Mr. PAGE. Whose testimony is that? 

Mr. HOOKER. It is the testimony of Colonel Hollister, ono of 
the largest farmers in California. 

Mr. PAGE. Yes; he owns twenty-five orthirty thousand acres; and 
he employs that kind of labor, and is about the only farmer in Cali- 
fornia who does. 

Mr. HOOKER. The report continues: 

As laborers upon the public works they were entirely reliable, worked more 
hours than white men, were not gra to strikes, and never undertook by com- 
binations to control the price of labor. 

That is the testimony of the Morton committee. 

Mr. BERRY. The reason why is because they are slaves. 

Mr. HOOKER. What makes them slaves? 

Mr. BERRY. They are brought there by the Six Companies. Their 
labor is servile. 

Mr. HOOKER. My friend is mistaken. I want to read now what 
the Six Companies say. We want the facts, and here is what the Six 
Companies say: 

Bind solemnly declare that we, the Six Chinese Companies, are purely benevolent 
ties. 


Mr. PAGE. That is what the Chinese themselves say. 

Mr. HOOKER. Let me read what they say: 

We solemnly declare that we, the Six Chinese Com 
olent societies. We never, singly or collectively, as viduals or companies, 
brought one of our countrymen to this country, under or by any contract or 
igen made anywhere, as a servant or laborer. We never have before heard 

at our ae desiring to come here sold their relatives to obtain the means to 
come. e have never yet let, hired, or contracted one of our people out to labor; 
neither have we ever ex the slightest control or restraint. over our ple 
after they came here, nor claimed, or demanded, or received one dollar of their 
earnings. We have never acted, directly or indirectly, as the agent or agents of 
any one of our people who advanced the means for one of our people to come here. 

That is signed by the presidents of the Six Companies. 

Mr. PAGE. Will not the gentleman now turn to some of the other 
testimony and read it? 

Mr. HOOKER. You can read it yourself when you have the floor. 

Mr. PAGE. Of course. You have read the testimony of the Chi- 
nese companies, and I ask you to read the testimony of hundreds of 
others which is directly the reverse. 

Mr. n Let the gentleman produce that testimony in his 
own 


Mr. PAGE, It is in that very book from which the gentleman has 


read. 

Mr. HOOKER. Then produce it. I have read what these people 
say. They are Chinese, yau say; they cannot utter the truth; they 
cannot be relied upon. If no then in God’s name they need some- 
thing of the spirit of liberty-loving American people infused into 
them, and to have the Gospel p ed to them. 

I have heard of some people who were too good to be embraced in 
the Christian plan of civilization, but I have never heard of any so 
low, so ignorant, and so vile as to be beyond the influence of that 
civilization. Our great Master, when he hung upon the cross, turned 
to the two thieves by his side, pardoned their sins, washed them white 
as wool in his blood, and translated them to heaven with himself, 

A MEMBER, OEN one of the thieves went there. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOOKER. I regret that I have not the time to read still more 


im- 
ens 
of them in the highest terms. 


, are purely benev- 


of the testimony which Mr. Morton gives here, but I will refer to one 
He says further that while there were complaints 


other passage. 
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that the Chinese by their cheap labor—and this is the argument of 
my friends from California—took the means of obtaining a support 
from the white people, inquiry failed to show that there were any 


considerable number of white people in California out of employment, 
except those who were willfully idle; that there was work and re- 
munerative work for all who chose to perform it. 

That is the testimony given by these enlightened American states- 
inen, witheut any personal interest in the question, who went there 
and took the testimony of all of every grade and class in California. 
In this report is quoted the testimony of others, Army officers and 
residents there, and they all concur in testifying that the Chinese 
are sober, temperate, and exemplary laborers. It is true that the 
Chinaman has the misfortune to have a yellow skin and almond- 
shaped eyes. It was the misfortune of the colored man that he had 
ablackskin. But even with that misfortune our civilization reached 
him, and he is now a full-fledged American citizen, with the ballot 
in his hand, and with all the powers, duties, and responsibilities of 
an intelligent American freeman, Now do you not think that if we 
could produce these results on the African we might try our influence 
on the Chinaman, particularly as they are a people always dis- 
tinguished for their intelligence? This report is full of testimony 
to that effect. ö H : 

Yet, just at this time when all civilized nations ure raising their 
hands in horror at the atrocities inflicted upon an ancient race, when 
the news is flashed across the cable of the ocean and intelligence is 
brought us that the oldest people we know of, the Jews. are being 
scourged and abused, villified and maltreated by the power of Rus- 
sia; and every city in your country has opened its doors, every ham- 
let and hovel even has welcomed these descendants of ancient Israel 
to American freedom and American liberty—do you not think it is a 
bad time to turn against one-third of the human race, and say that 
they cannot be embraced either in the plan of salvation or within the 
civilization, refinement, and religious culture that belongs to the 
Caucasian race? 

The evidence with regard to these people is that there are now but 
105,000 of them in this country, according to the last census. And 
according to the same census there are from 50,000,000 to 55,000,000 
of the Caucasian race in this country. 

Is there any fear that your civilization will be endangered, that 
your religion will be overturned, that your government will be dis- 
turbed by this people? I believe not, sir. It may be said that the 
bringing of the Africans to this country caused a great and bloody 
war eventually. True, it did; but they came out of it freemen. It 
is not the first time in the history of the English-speaking z people that 
we have gone from words to blows. Weare aliberty-loving people, 
an ive people. We have shown this by the treaties we have 
compelled China to make, by the earnestness with which we sought 
them. Wemay be prepared probably for other scenes in which Anglo- 
Saxon shall meet 8 but out of all this terrible conflict 
there comes still the reco 
ruled over by a common 
Caucasian civilization. 

From the earliest periods of English history the English-speaking 

people have asserted their right to freedom of conscience and free- 

om of person. Should we pause now and say that we will not ex- 
tend this principle to one-third of the hamanrace? We have asserted 
this principle from the time when our ancestors were conquered at 
the battle of Hastings, in 1066. Many an American who differed 
with an American, many an . who differed with an Eng- 
lishman, can say now what the beautiful blue-eyed Saxon boy said 
to the Saxon king who was about to deliver him to William of Nor- 
mandy as a hostage for the plighted faith of our Anglo-Saxon ances- 
tors. At that time the court of William of Normandy was the gayest 
in Europe; and the king rather reproached himself for trusting the 
youth as a hostage in that poy court. But the boy fixed his clear 
eye on his uncle and said to him: “If, my uncle, when I return from 
the court of William of Normandy you shall judge by the cut of my 
hair or the fashion of my alg that I am Norman, you shall lay your 
hand upon my heart and feel England beat in every pulse.” 

The En ee people love liberty- liberty of person and 
liberty of conscience. It was this which animated our ancestors 
when they made their Declaration of Rights; which animated the 
English Parliament when it passed the bill of rights; which ani- 
mated our own more immediate e e ancestors when in 
the City of Brotherly Love, in the at Hall of Independence, they 
made that solemn declaration which thundered over the continent, 
which was caught up by the long-swell of the Atlantic and wafted 
to the ears of the crowned monarchs of the Old World—the memor- 
able and solemn declaration that “these colonies are, and of right 
ought to be, free and independent States.” 

hall we go back upon this history thus canonized in blood ? 
Shall we say that we now hesitate to plant the standard of civiliza- 
tion which we have erected in this country in any country or any 
land? Shall it not be rather said to be like the cross of the Redeemer 
that shall go along with the human race, impoverished or eyen crim- 
inal as it may be, and shall be planted wherever that race exists? 
I know of no power to limit it. While I am unwilling to encumber 
the Pacific coast with a population which our friends from that sec- 
tion do not desire; while they seem to have set themselves against 
its existence there in any form in which it can be commingled with 


ition of the fact that we are one people, 
od, dominated by a common American and 


that community, I say we cannot go back upon our own history, 
we cannot violate the treaties we have made with that power which 
has to-day its minister in Washington representing 430,000,000 of the 
human race. 

Mr. PAGE. Ifthe gentleman knows anything of the state of affairs 
now existing on the Pacific coast, does he believe there is any neces- 
sity of restricting this immigration at all? Does he intend to vote 
for any bill at ail reeteloting this immigration ? 

Mr. HOOKER. Iam going to amend your bill to make it prac- 
ticable, to prevent it from being vetoed, as it must be if passed inits 
present shape. 

Mr. PAGE. Does the gentleman speak by authority on that point? 

Mr. HOOKER. No, sir; only from my knowledge that the Execu- 
tive will feel bound to carry ont our treaties after we have made 
them. I have no personal information on the subject at all. 

Mr, PAGE. Does the gentleman believe that there is any neces- 
sity for restricting at all Chinese immigration of the class referred 
to 


Mr. HOOKER. I will answer the gentleman. I listen with great 
respect to the representations of the gentleman and his colleagnes 
from the Pacific coast in reference to this subject. They tell me 
that there is such necessity, and I am inclined to believe they are 
better informed than I am. I am disposed to pon to their views 
upon this question so far as possible. But if the gentleman wants 
my opinion as to whether California has been injured by the incom- 
ing of the Chinese, I refer him to the report of the late Senator Mor- 
ton, in which reference is made to the great public works that have 
been carried on by Chinese labor—the e lands, which have been 
thus reclaimed and fitted for the occupation and labor of the white 
porns, as they never would have been if the Chinese had not come 
to this country. That is the testimony of Mr. Morton, the chair- 
man of the committee who went to California to examine this ques- 
tion. I take it for granted that he did examine it thoroughly; I 
seso it for granted that he reported truthfully the condition of 


irs. 

Mr. PAGE. Does not the gentleman know that the Morton report 
was a minority report, claiming to give only the views of Mr. Morton, 
as against six of his colleagues on the committee! 

Mr. HOOKER. Very well. Mr. Morton makes this report; he 
gives quotations from the evidence of witnesses sustaining what he 
says, and unless he has misrepresented the testimony taken before 
the committee, then his report is worthy of belief. 

Mr. PAGE. Does not the gentleman know that what is termed 
the Morton report was never signed by Mr. Morton; that it is made 
up of papers claimed to have been left by him at the time of his 
death, but that the report was never signed by him? 

Mr. HOOKER. I do not think any one has ever doubted that Mr. 
Morton wrote this report, whether he signed it or not. 

Mr. ORTH. Mr. Morton’s authorship of that report is as well 
established as the fact that he lived and died. 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope the gentleman from California is disposed 
to discuss this question dispassionately. I have not the slightest 
feeling on the subject. If it were possible consistently with our trea- 
ties with China, I should be glad to allow the gentlemen from Cali- 
fornia and Nevada and Oregon (much as I think they mistake their 
interests) to regulate this question to suit their own people. But as 
that is not possible without a violation of our treaty stipulations 
with the Chinese Government, I stand here to endeayor to perfect 
this bill and put it in such a shape as shall keep it within the pur- 
view of our treaty obligations, so that it shall not turn away from 
our shores the tide of commerce which is setting toward us from the 
Asiatic countries, but shall give us all the advantages which the 
Burlingame treaty was designed to secure for us, That treaty is very 
remarkable. You talk about their being pagans and unchristian. 
Let me read one single clause of their treaty and what they say about 
the admission of your people. It is article 29, and is as follows: 

The principles of the Christian religion, as professed by the Protestant and Ro- 
man Catholic churches, are recognized as teaching men to do good, and to do to 
others as they would have others do to them. Hereafter those who quietly profess 
and teach these doctrines shall not be harassed or persecuted on account of their 
faith, Any person, whether citizen of the United States or Chinese convert, who, 
according to these tenets, peaceably teach and practice the principles of Chris- 
tianity, s in no case be interfe: with or molested. 

Isthat unchristian? And yet you say ina spirit of contempt they 
are pagans. Can you doubt of the power of the Word of God being 
manifested there so as to penetrate the hearts and minds of these 
Chinese people? Do you limit the power of the Christian religion ? 
Do yon say it can go to the African, it can go to the Caucasian, but 
to the Mongolian it cannot go and does not belong? Is that what 
you say, and are you prepared to shut out these people? If so, are 
you not setting a dangerons precedent ? 

Many gentlemen about me have lived with me in this country at 
a time when an effort was made to exclude from our midst the peo- 
ple of another race. H was about the year 1855. It was then said 
the Irish Catholic was a dangerous element, he who since then has 
been so much landed as possessing such marvelous assimilating quali- 
ties in favor of our republican institutions. [Langhter.] The cru- 
sade then begun against the Irish Catholic, though successful at first 
in misleading the ple, went down at last in ruin and disgrace. 

“‘Know-nothing ” now 


It is now no more than a word of reproach. 
is a byword of scorn and contempt. 
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Mr. Speaker, it was left for that broad-minded Englishman who 
wrote so er the Protestant history of England to say, when 


the Jewish disability act was under discussion in the English Par- 
liament, that for ages it had been the custom to call these men cursed 
Jews, dogs of Jews, but that the nation which could boast of Isaiah 
among its poets and the Maccabees among its generals conld not be 
derided by any English-speaking people. And when this Know- 
nothing ae was raised to limit immigration of Irish Catholics, 
which wanted to shut out immi ts because of their race and reli- 
gion, this same broad-minded Englishman, in his famous criticism 
upon Ranke’s History of the Popes, used this language, which, for 
cogent force and the swelling grandeur of its sentences, cannot be 
surpassed: 

There is not, and there never was on this earth, a work of human policy so well 
deserving of examination as the Roman Catholic Church. The history of that 
church joins together the two great ages of human civilization. No other insti- 
tution is left standing which carries the mind back to the times when the smoke 
of sacrifice rose from the Pantheon, and when camelopards and tigers abounded 
in the Flavian amphitheater. The proudest royal houses are but of yesterday 
when compared with the line of the Supreme Pontiff. That line we trace back in 
un unbroken series from the Pope who crowned Napoleon in the nineteenth cen- 
tury to the Pope who crowned Pepin in the eighth, and far beyond the time of 
Pepin the august dynasty extends, till it is lost in the twilight of fable. The Re- 
public of Venice came next in antiquity. But the Republic of Venice was modern 
when compared with the Papacy; and the Republic of Venice is gone and the 
Papacy remains, not in decay, not a mere antique, but full of life and youthful 


vigor. 

The Catholic Church is still sending forth to the farthest ends of the world mis- 
sionaries as zealous as those who landed in Kent with Augustin, and still confront- 
ing hostile kings with the same spirit with which she confronted Attilla. The 
number of her children is greater than in any former age. Her acquisitions in the 
New World have more than compensated for what she has lost in the Old. Her 
spiritual ascendency extends over the vast countries which lie between the plains 
of the Missouri and Cape Horn, countries which a century hence may not improb- 
ably contain a population as large as that which now inhabits Europe. The mem- 
bers of her communion are certainly not fewer than a hundred and fifty millions, 
and it will be difficult to show that all other Christian sects united amount to a 
hundred and twenty millions. Nor do we see any sign which indicates that the 
term of her long dominion is approaching. She saw the commencement of all the 
governments and of all the ecclesiastical establishments that now exist in the 
world, and we feel no assurance that she is not destined to see the end of them 
all. She was ted before the Saxon had set foot on Britain, before 
the Frank gown the ©, when Grecian eloquence still flourished in An- 
tioch, when idols were still worshiped in the Temple of Mecca. 


Mr. Speaker, we have led the world in recent years in friendly in- 
tercourse among the nations of the earth, and we cannot now afford 
to take any step backward in our relations with the great Chinese 
Empire. One hundred thousand of her people, under the provisions 
of our treaty, have come to our shores and settled in our midst. Do 
you believe, if the conditions were reversed and our citizens were in 
China instead of Chinese in the United States, we could be success- 
fully appealed toto inhibit farther emigration and consent to the pas- 
sage of passport laws by which even those who were permitted to re- 
main should be hampered in their every movement from one place to 
another? Yet this China has done. With 100,000 of her people here, 
brought here by your own act, solicited to come in all your treaties, 
urged to emigrate, and yet been subjected to all these annoying und 
vexations laws against them, China has acted more reasonable, if 
not as just to her own people as perhaps she should, than could be 
expected of any other. She has consented to suspend that immigra- 
tion which you once sought, which you regarded as the highest effort 
of diplomatic skill, and to modify her treaty to that end. Whose 
course is most like that of the Christian religion, hers or ours? In 
amity, forbearance, good will, have they not rk ree us? To ask 
the question is to answer it. I append the following testimonal 
taken from the Presbyterian Banner, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania : 


And in the midst of this disgraceful outburst against an unoffending people, pros- 
perous wherever they go, they are acting in a way creditable to themselves and 
which at the same time severely rebukes their tormentors. Wherever they are found 
in this country they are busy and ever ready to learn. Those upon whom Christian 
care has been bestowed are making decided progress in general knowledge as well 
as in the Gospel, and nota few of them are Christians. A short time ago the Chinese 
Mission School in Oakland, California, under the care of Rev. I. M. Condit and wife, 
from Western Pennsylvania, gave an entertainment which would put to the blush 
many of those loudest in rier g these children of the Flowery Kingdom. A la 
number of Chinese and about eighty white persons were present. The schoolis 
a tlonrishing condition, numbering sixty scholars in regular attendance and fifty- 
six church members. They are instructed in the Chinese language every evening. 
Services in the Chinese language are held every Sunday at 11a. m. and 7 p. m. Two 
of the former — so of the mission, Huie Kin and Chin Gim, are students in Lane 
Theological Sei ary, Cincinnati, where Dr. Eells, Droa of the Presbyterian 
church in Oakland, California, is at present a professor. These two young men 
have been studying at this seminary two years, and intend to return to China after 

cradnation, and, when they have perfected themselves in the language and litera- 
ure of their own country, will adopt the ministry as a profession. 

An encouraging work is in p among the Chinese in Chicago, under the 
direction of Rev, William Speer, D.D., who has devoted so much of his life and 
labors to this race. In Newark, New Jersey, there is also a school in active opera- 
tion for their benefit. The Chinese schools of both these cities lately gave enter- 
tainments in honor of their instructors and friends. And there is hardly a city or 
town in the older parts of the United States where even a few Chinese are found, 
iu which Christian and rE people are not doing more or less for their 
benefit. And these labors are highly appreciated by those upon whom hoy are 
bestowed, If the present agitation should be successful it will not be creditable to 
the United States, nor will it inure to our financial advantage, to say nothing of 
higher considerations. And among the fiercest enemies of the Chinese are those 
helowing most lustily about conscription in Germany, persecution in Russia, and 
landlord tyranny in 
fature character, 


t and res 


land. Our history, our institutions, and our present and 
uire that this insane crusade shall come toan end. Ifit should 


be successful, it will only be for a time, and those engaged in it will find in the end 
that they have acted not only wickedly but foolishly. 


And now, Mr. Speaker, I have said more than I intended, and I 
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thank the House for the great courtesy of its attention. [Great 
8 

. BUCKNER. I shall vote for this bill with no little pleasure. 
I shall vote for it because I believe it is needful to the peace prosper- 
ity, and development of the States of the Pacific coast, and is de- 
manded by all classes and conditions of society of that marvelous 
region. I shall vote for it because the progress of American civili- 
zation requires it, and because without it our republican institutions 
are needlessly and unnecessarily imperiled. And I shall vote for it 
for another reason, not so apparent or so patent to the superficial ob- 
server, but not the less acceptable to every thoughtful American who 
has a just pride in the glory of his country and in transmitting its 
institutions unimpaired to the generations that are to succeed us. 

This billis a reversal of the action of this Government for the last 
thirty years. It consigns to the grave all sublimated sentiment as 
to the equality of the races of men. It performs the last funeral rite 
over the dead body of that false and nonsensical dogma of govern- 
mental policy that “all men are created equal.” It proclaims that 
this Government will not be controlled in its action on great ques- 
tions of public policy by the inspiration of our emotions, or legislate 
under the influence of mere theoretical abstractions as to the natu- 
ral rights of man. It deals with the practical realities of earth, 
with men and things as we find them now, with great questions of 
public economy, and of political and social science as they are pre- 
sented to us to-day by the light of experience and of history. It 
seeks to protect and 5 drsalte American civilization and American 
Christianity against the inroads of Asiatic heathenism and Eastern 
semi-barbarism, and it teaches our people the great lesson that their 
first and highest duty is to those of their own political household, 
and to their own blood and their own race. 

More than a generation has passed since that great statesman and 
wonderfully sagacious man, Stephen A. Douglas, in his memorable 
contest before the people of Illinois for re-election to the Senate, pro- 
claimed the truth that this was a white man’s Government, made by 
white men for white men. He succeeded in his election to the Sen- 
ate, but the patriotic policy of the brilliant statesman and party 
leader went down under the gush and false sentiment that elevated 
his 5 opponent to the Presidential chair. The real con- 
trolling, underlying idea of the election of 1860 was the equality of 
man and of all men, here and elsewhere—African and Chinaman, 
Greenlander and Patagonian. The emancipation of the colored pop- 
ulation in the South and their subsequent admission to all the rights 
of citizenship by the incorporation of the thirteenth, fourteenth, and 
fifteenth amendments into the Constitution, were the necessary, logi- 
cal, and inevitable censequence not of the war between the States, 
but of the assertion in the Declaration of Independence that all men 
are created equal—a principle absolutely false when applied to the 
condition of society existing in the American colonies at the period 
of its enunciation and afterwards. And now, sir, when we have had 
but a slight foretaste of the fallacy, if not the criminality, of the 
practical enforcement of the dogma that all men are entitled to equal 
rights in this Government of ours, we are called upon to vote for a 
proposition that not only excludes millions of men from citizenship 
and suffrage, but which imposes what I hope will be a perpetual pro- 
hibition upon their polluting our soil even with the soles of their 
feet. How true it is that experience ever is contradicting the theo- 
ries of men. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe Chinese immigration ought to be prohibited 
by any and all legislation consistent with our treaty obligations. No 
class of r should be permitted to locate in this country who 
cannot readily assimilate with our race, or whose blood cannot inter- 
mingle with that of the white race without deterioration or debase- 
ment. The fact that the people of the States and Territories on the 
Pacific coast, with a unanimity almost unparalleled, have been for 
years demanding atthe hands of Congress such legislation as this 
bill pro poses affords the most conclusive proof that the evil from 
which they seek relief is real, and that a prompt and certain remedy 
should be applied. It is incredible that these comparatively youn 
communities, with immense bodies of uncultivated and virgin soil, 
with great possibilities in the future development of their manu- 
facturing, mineral, and agricultural resources, and with large and in- 
creasing demand for labor in all departments of industry, should unite 
as one man in asking for this relief if they did not realize its press- 
ing necessity. Sucha unanimity of sentiment and opinion on a sub- 
ject that is day after day forcing itself upon their attention amounts 
to absolute demonstration of the magnitude of the evil which afflicts 
these commnities, and it is doing violence to all experience to treat 
their apprehensions as unreal, imaginary, or factitious. The essen- 
tail facts are proved or admitted, and the jud ment of the Ameri- 
can people is that the Chinese must go. is, I doubt not, will be 
the action of Congress on this bill. 

Whatever may be said as to the past policy of this Government 
in opening its doors to all grades and classes of men and in offering 
an asylum to the oppressed and downtrodden populations of the 
world, the time has come when a just regard to the rights of our own 
people, especially our laboring population, calls aloud for a change 
of that policy, and a . reversal of it, and I welcome this 
ineasure as a step in that direction. Heretofore we have had vast 
bodies of the finest agricultural lands in the world which needed the 
hand of labor and the arm of muscle to develop and to reduce to cnl- 
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tivation. These lands, if not wholly taken up and occupied, are now 
on the verge of being exhausted, and the fact confronts us that the 
Government has now comparatively no lands for the landless or 
homes for the homeless. We have not lands sufficient to make an 
ordinary county of good arable land in all the vast domains of the 
Government to which we can invite the refugee from European op- 
pression and from the burdens of depressing taxation. Wherever 
such lands are found they are already by grasping monop- 
olies, and the water, which alone gives them any value, is pre- 
empted by overgrown capital or the agents of speculating corpora- 
tions. 

It is not my parpest to enter into any detail on this subject, but 
merely to state a fact which is undeniable and susceptible of abun- 
dant proof, and to suggest that, if for no other reason than this, the 
time has arrived when we should not hesitate to say to the hordes 
of Asiatic semi-barbarians, ready now to be dumped upon the shores 
of the Pacific, whose habits of life, whose debased and debasing na- 
tures, whose immoral and pagan instincts, and whose want of appre- 
ciation of our political institutions make their incorporation and 
assimilation into our body-politic a moral impossibility, that our 
virgin soil shall not be polluted with their presence nor our laboring 
population degraded te their level. The small modicum of agricult- 
ural lands now remaining to the Government should be reserved for 
the actual settlement of Americans and those who seek to be Amer- 
icanized, and no possible intrusion of the Asiatic should be per- 
mitted. He is worse than an infidel who will not provide for his 
own household, and that nation that will not protect its own people 
against the possibility of having its millions of laborers degraded 
by contact with the most debased of the offscouring of the Celestial 
Empire aren merit the judgment of Heaven. 

But if it be in the interest of American civilization and of the per- 

tuity of republican institutions to exclude the inhabitants of the 
Belestial Empire from our shores, what reason can be assigned that 
we do not prepare to remove, not by forced expatriation or by any 
form of coercion, that portion of our population that, like the Chi- 
nese, are aliens to our race, whose blood does not mingle with that 
of the white race without corrupting it, and whose inferiority to the 
white race is an admitted fact? Shall we permit them to remain as 
a constituent element of the political power of this country, and con- 
tinue in all time to be the hewers of wood and drawers of water for 
the superior race? Are they to be perpetual impediments to the ma- 
terial advancement and progress of the sections in which they con- 

gate, or are they to be diffused over the whole country, and thus 
fistribute their malign influence in smaller streams to every town 
and hamlet in the Union? Mr. Speaker, these are questions that 
thoughtful minds cannot evade or disregard. It may be deemed pre- 
mature to discuss them now, but the time is not far distant when 
they will demand solution. Four millions of a race, inferior to the 
Chinese in some respects—alien to the dominant race, without as- 
similating or amalgamating capacity with that race—must ever be a 
source of discord and conflict, and a standing menace to the peace 
and good order of society. A thoughtful and distinguished Repub- 
lican Senator has lately said, with great truth, from his place in the 
Senate, that “their presence is a great misfortune to us to-day, aud 
the question of the adjustment of the relations between the two races 
socially and politically is no nearer toa settlement now than it was 
the day that Sumter was fired upon.” 

The existence of slavery in this Republic was an evil of unspeak- 
able magnitude, andits extirpation, violent, severe, bloody as it was, 
not only excites no regret, but to me is a source of heart-felt rejoic- 
ing. Unfortunately it has failed to eliminate from our political and 
social system one of its most dangerous elements. Emancipation did 
not and cannot accomplish what the God of the universe did not or- 
dain. It has not, and it never will, either by education or other- 
wise, make the African the equal of the white man. His presence as 
a freedman presents the same if not a greater obstacle to the pro- 
gress and material development of the States which he inhabits as 
when he wore the shackles of slavery, It is the negro, and not the 
slave, that brands labor with degradation, and closes the door against 
the migration of 3 to the genial climate of the Southern 
States, and his cheap labor will produce the same results in the South 
as Chinese cheap labor has produced on the Pacific slope. His in- 
feriority, felt by none more than by himself, and marked by strong 
lines of moral, physical, and mental characteristics, has made him, 
and will ever make him, the foot-ball of party, and an instrument 
in the hands of unscrupulous and dishonest leaders, of personal am- 
bition, self-aggrandizement, and political corruption. I yield to no 
one in kindliness of feeling to the colored man, and I would advo- 
cate no policy that I believe would not ultimately benefit his race. 
I appreciate his strong attachments, his affectionate sympathies, his 
religious nature, but I cannot conceal from myself that in the fierce 
struggle for subsistence which a denser population will make inevit- 
able he must be the sufferer, and his race must yield to the inex- 
orable law of the survival of the fittest and the strongest. 

Why cannot we rise to the dignity of this great question and dis- 
cuss it and deliberate upon it as becomes statesmen and representa- 
tives of the foremost people of the world? He who did more to aid 
in the emancipation of the colored race than all other men looked 
forward to the time when some provision should be made for sup- 
plying them a permanent home, and if living would be foremost in 
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encouraging any practicable scheme for their growth and develop- 
ment as a race. e owe it to them as well as to ourselves that the 
two races should be separated, and that they should have full and 
ample protection in the enjoyment of life and liberty and in the pur- 
suit of happiness, under a government of their own and in the pres- 
ence of no superior or aggressive race. 

The African is here by no act of his. His importation, his en- 
slavement, and his emancipation are alike the shame and glory of 
our race, and this nation can do itself no higher honor or create a 
better title to the respect and consideration of future ages than by 
providing on some part of this continent a home for the African 
congenial to his nature, free from the intrusion of the white man, 
and protected by the strong arm of this Government against domes- 
tic violence as well as foreign interference. 

I have thrown out these suggestions with no expectation that the 
country is yet ripe for the temperate and calm consideration of the 
future of the African race on this continent. It may require scores 
of years of experiment before the country will be convinced that the 
African is an element of peril and weakness in our social and polit- 
ical system, which, like the Chinese, must be eliminated at any cost. 
But I have a fixed conviction that every recurring year will add to 
the number of those who believe that voluntary colonization and a 
separation of the two races can alone furnish a solution to this diffi- 
cult problem. In the mean time I congratulate the country upon its 
return tothe domain of practical wisdom and common sense in its 
treatment of the Chinese question and its repudiation of the fallacious 
dogma that men of every name and tribe and people have equal rights 
with ourselves in this Unionof ours. And I congratulate my Repub- 
lican friends who support this bill that they have emancipated them- 
selves for once from the influence of transcendental theorists, subli- 
mated humanitarians, Jesnitical ecclesiastics, woman suffragists, 
and that numerous class who seek to 

Com d for sins they are inclined to 
By g those they have no mind to. 

Mr. WASHBURN obtained the floor. 

Mr. PAGE. Ifthe 1 will yield to me, as it is late, aud as 
our reporters are tired out from the long night session and to-day’s 
labor, I will move the House adjourn. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I will yield for that purpose. 


TERMS OF COURT IN NORTHERN NEW YORK, 


Mr. HISCOCK. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speak- 
er's table, for the purpose of moving concurrence in the Senate amend- 
ments, the bill (H. R. No. 4439) to amend the Revised Statutes of the 
United States establishing the times, places, and provisions for hold- 
ing 9 75 of the district and circuit courts of the northern district of 

ew York. 

The bill is a bill fixing the terms of court in the northern district 
of New York, and the amendments make the notice as to fixing one 
of the terms a little more specific. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unanimous 
consent that the amendments of the Senate be considered at this 
time. They will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1, line 14, strike out the words “ and notice thereof.“ 

Page 1, line 14, strike out the words “ given in such manner as said judge shall 
determine” and insert the words made by notice of at least twenty days, pub- 
lished in the State paper of New York and one newspaper published at the p. 
where said court is to be held. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move that the amendments of the Senate be 
concurred in. 

The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 

Mr. HISCOCK moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments of the Senate were concurred in; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MILITARY QUARTERS AT FORT LEAVENWORTH. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 


the President of the United States; which was read, refe to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of Con a communication from 
the Secretary of War, dated the 18th instant, inclos: plans and estimates for a 
brick building for the post of Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, to contain quarters for 
two companies of troops, to replace the one destroyed by fire on the ist Feb 
itek aat recommending an appropriation of $18,745.77 in accordance with the esti- 
mai 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 21, 1882. 


NAVAL EQUIPMENT AND RECRUITING. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 


from the President of the United States; which was read, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secre of the Navy callin, 
attention to the necessity of ct ad ecg the sum of $12,000 under the h 
of contingent equipment and recruiting, for immediate use, to defray accruing 
po uring the remainder of the current fiscal year. 
he matter is commended to the favorable consideration of e 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE Mansion, March 21, 1882. 


2140 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marcu 22, 


UNITED STATES SIGNAL SERVICE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting, in response to a House resolution of Feb- 
ruary 9, a statement of expenditures for support of United States 
Signal Service, which have been made from the appropriations for 
the support of the Army from 1875 to 1881, inclusive; also informa- 
tion as to how and by whom the Signal Service accounts are audited ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

COMPENSATION OF DISTRICT ATTORNEYS, ETC. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Attor- 
ney General, transmitting a letter from the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue and accompanying documents, recommending a change 
in the mode of compensating district attorneys, marshals, deputy mar- 
shals, and circuit court clerks; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF OSAGE RIVER. 

Mr. RICE, of Missouri. I ask that by unanimous consent a bill 
which was introduced through the petition box and appropriately 
referred, for the improvement of the Osage River in the State of Mis- 
souri, be printed. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. No. 5369) for the improve- 
ment of the Osage River by locks and dams, and making an appro- 
priation therefor, was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


ADMISSION OF DAKOTA. 

Mr. LEEDOM, by unanimous consent, presented the views of a 
minority of the Committee on Territories against the admission of 
the Territory of Dakota; which were ordered to be printed with the 
report of the majority. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. BEACH 

for three days. 


REPORT ON REORGANIZATION OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I ask that report No. 653 be re- 
printed. It is entirely exhausted, and there is a great demand for it. 

The SPEAKER. What is the subject of the report? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. The report is on the subject of 
the reorganization of the Navy. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


BEAUFORT C. LEE, 
Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, by unanimous consent, submit- 
ted the following resolution; which was referred to the Committee 
on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of this House be, and he is hereby, directed to 
‘lace the name of Beaufort C. Tae upon the laborers’ roll in the cloak-room of this 
louse, and he be paid out of the contingent fund of this House at the same rate 

5 eee, that is now paid for like services, and that he be continued dur- 
n the session. 


GOVERNMENT RAILROAD TRANSPORTATION. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from 
the Secretary of the Interior, dated the 6th instant, with accompanying papers, 
8 draft of h bill to authorize payment for Government transportation on 
cert roads. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 21, 1882. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of 
the n when the Speaker signed the same: 

Au act (S. No. 650) to authorize the Secretary of War to release a 
ziene of way across lands of the United States at Plattsburgh, New 

r 


ork, 

Mr. PAGE, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was 5 gi to; and accordingly (at five o’clock p. m.) 
the House adjourned, 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


The following memorials, petitions, and other pa were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: The resolutions adopted by the Vessel-Own- 
ers’ and Captains’ Association of Philadelphia, asking Congress to 
muke appropriations for certain improvements in the Delaware River 
so as to improve its navigation—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. BROWNE: The petition of Joseph P. Walton and 38 others 
and of William H. Study and 67 others, ex-soldiers and citizens of 
the sixth Congressional district of Indiana, remonstrating against 
placing General U.S. Grant on the retired list—severally to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. DEUSTER: The petition of F. F. Adams & Co. and others, 
tobacco manufacturers of Milwaukee Wisconsin, protesting against 


any reduction of the present tax on tobacco—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


„the petition of J. Fiesel and 70 others, glass-blowers of Mil- 
waukee, Wisconsin, relative to the duty on manufactured glass—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: The joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Wisconsin, relative to the school and swamp lands certified and pat- 
ented by the United States to that State—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. N. J. HAMMOND: The petition of Roderick Rutland, for 
a duplicate land warrant—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HARMER: The resolutions of the Vessel-Owners’ and Cap- 
tains’ Association of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, relative to certain 
improvements in the Delaware River—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. HENRY 8. HARRIS: The resolutions of the Vessel-Own- 
ers’ and Captains’ Association of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, for 
the improvement of the Delaware River and Bay—to the same com- 


mittee. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: The joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Wisconsin, relating to claims of said State against the United States 
2 8 and overflowed lands—to the Committee on the Public 


nds. 

By Mr. J. K. JONES: The petition of citizens of Clark County, 
Arkansas, asking for a survey of Ouachita River, between Arkadel- 
phia and Camden, in that State—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The petition of the Woman’s Suffrage Associa- 
tion of Pennsylvania, e tags re the admission of Dakota as 
a State unless the right of s ge is extended to women—to the 
Committee on Territories. 

Also, the resolutions of the National Tobacco Association, relating 
to the abolition of export stamps, changes of the law in regard to 
exportation of tobacco by rail, and charges as to fees paid to inspectors 
of export tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the National Tobacco Association, relative to 
the tax on tobacco—to the same committee. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: Memorial of Edgar Waters and others, in op- 
position to the adoption of the French metric system—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of Elizabeth G. Fifield and of Mar- 
tha P. R. Codman and A. D. Wetmore, for the passage of the French 
spoliation claims bill—severally to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: The petition of John Elder, D. C. 
Irish, and 206 others, residents of Lawrence County, Pennsylvania, 
praying that prompt action may be taken by Congress to suppress 
polygamy in the Territories of the United States—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SPEER: The petition of citizens of Savannah, Georgia, for 
the construction of a canal through Romney marsh, near said city— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SPOONER: The petition of M 
the late Edw. S. Matthews, late su n of the United States Navy, 
for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN HORN: The petition of 37 citizens of Gallipolis, Ohio, 
of 38 citizens of Rodney, Mississippi, and of 78 citizens of Kellogg's 
EPEA Y Louisiana, in favor of an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of Lake Borgne outlet—severally to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


E. Matthews, widow of 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 22, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 7. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the followin, 
message from the President of the United States; which was referr 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


Itransmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from the 
Secretary of War, dated the 18th instant, inclosing plans and estimates fora brick 
building for the post of Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, to contain quarters for two 


com of troops, to replace the one destroyed by, fire on the 1st of February 
last, and recommending an appropriation of Aer . 77, in accordance with the 
estimates. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, March 21, 1882. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing pigs from the President of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication from the N the Navy, callin, 
attention to the necessity of sppropriating the sum of $12,000, under the head o: 
“Contingent equipment and recruiting,” for immediate use to defray accruing 
Cay nern during the remainder of the current fiscal 2 

ho matter is commended for the favorable consideration of Congress. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, March 21, 1882. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
Printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of Con a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior, dated the 6th instant, with accompanying paper, sub- 
mitting draft of a dill, to authorize the payment for Government transportation 


on certain railroads. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 21, 1882. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PENDLETON presented the petition of W. C. Single and 104 
others, ex-soldiers of the war of the rebellion and citizens of Ohio, 
praying that certain measures therein stated be taken for the relief 
of the surviving soldiers and sailors; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of George Crilly, of Barnum, 
Webster County, Iowa, praying that the Uni States resume pos- 
session of the Des Moines lands in Iowa; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present a petition of a large number of mem- 
bers of the Grand Army of the Republic, praying that justice may be 
done the soldiers, that they may be granted their back pay, &c., and 
that no reduction shall be made in the internal-revenue taxes until 
these objects are accomplished. I move the reference of the petition 
to the Committee on Finance. 


The motion was saree to. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I prone a resolution adopted 
at a town meeting of the citizens of Philadelphia, held at the Acad- 
emy of Music on Saturday night, the 4th instant, presided over by 
Hon. John Welsh, formerly minister of the United States at the court 
of St. James, assisted by a large number of prominent citizens as 
vice-presidents, and Mr. William B. Hackenburg, secretary, con- 
cerning the persecution of Jewish subjects of the Empire of Russia; 
which I move be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented the petition of J. Cary 
Carver and others, citizens of West Chester, Pennsylvania, praying 
for the repeal of the tax now imposed on banks, banking institutions, 
and also the tax on bank-checks; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Edward Hayes and others, citi- 
zens of Erie, Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the bill now 
before Congress pontar or the establishment of a soldiers’ and 
sailors’ home at that place; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAWES. I present the petition of the Caddo, Wichita, and 
other tribes of Indians located on land in the Indian Territory, pray- 
ing that no law may be enacted that shall allot their lands in sev- 
eralty, but that their lands may be allotted to them in common, after 
the manner by which the five civilized tribes hold their land. The 
Caddoes and Wichitas and other tribes sign the pension by their 
chiefs and their representative and interpreter. I move the refer- 
ence of the petition to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BROWN. I have already presented numerous petitions from 
different points in Georgia, praying for an 5 Spee for the im- 
provement of the Savannah River and harbor. desire, in addition 
to what has already been laid before the Senate, to present this morn- 
ing the petition of his honor the mayor of Atlanta and a large num- 
ber of prominent citizens of that city, praying for an appropriation 
for the same purpose. I move the reference of the petition to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JACKSON presented the petition of Frances Long, widow of 
Anthony Long, late private in Captain John Morrison’s Company 
of Kentucky Militia, praying that she may be granted a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly of 
Wyoming Territory, in favor of an increase of compensation for the 
officers of the Sixth Legislative Assembly; which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a memorial of the ere Assembly of Wy- 
oming Territory, in favor of the passage of a bill for the relief of Lien- 
tenant Frederick Schwatka; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 449) for the reiief of 
William B. Whiting, to report it adversely. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be postponed indefi- 
nitely if there be no objection. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Commodore Whiting is a resident 
of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, and has written me in regard to hisclaim. 
I ask that the bill with the adverse report may go on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


endar with the adverse report of the committee. 
I am also directed by the Committee on Naval 


Mr. MCPHERSON. 


Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1438) to equalize the 
pay of the officers of the . report adversely thereon. 


Mr. JACKSON. I ask that that bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 97) to authorize the settlement 
of the accounts of Acting Assistant Paymaster Edward K. Winship, 
United States Navy, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 131) to prevent officers of the Navy from 
being kept upon the retired list after the disability for which they 
were placed there has ceased, reported adversely thereon; and the 
bill was post oned indefinitely. 

Mr. TELL oR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 648) for the relief of William G. Ford, admin- 
istrator of John G. Robinson, deceased, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. ROLLINS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1529) to amend section 1417 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States relating to the Navy, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 847) for the relief of 
the sufferers by the explosion at the United States arsenal at Brides- 
burgh, Pennsylvania, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 76) to authorize the Secretary of War to grant the use of 
certain land at Fortress Monroe, Virginia, for the erection of a hotel, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 784) for the relief of J. H. Hammond, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims; which was ed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 677) for the relief of Mirand W. Saxton, submitted an adverse 
report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. WINDOM. I am instructed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations to report back a memorial of American residents in Japan, 
in favor of further legislation for their government as such residents, 
and ask that the memorial be printed, omitting the names, and also 
that a communication addressed to Senator EDMUNDS from a gentle- 
man residing in Yokahama, Japan, be printed. The question is a 
very important one, and the committee desire to have the papers 


printed. > 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers will be printed and 
recommitted to the committee. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 595) for the relief of Louis A. Van Hoffman and Will- 
iam A. Mertens, under the firm-name of L. Van Hoffman & Co., and 
William H. Newman, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOAR. I am instructed by the Committee on 3 whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 647) for the relief of John H. Brinkley, 
to report a substitute for the same. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, and the amendment will be printed under the rule. 

Mr. HO The practice has been in the Senate, I understan 
where a committee reports a substitute to treat it as the origi 
bill, and then it stands by itself before the Senate for examination 
as a printed bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the 
practice is otherwise; that the substitute is regarded as an amend- 
ment, 

= HOAR. Let whatever the Chair thinks the best way be pur- 
sued. i 

Mr. HARRIS. Is it not the practice to print the substitute as an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the 
amendment the committee reports? 

The PRESIDENT pro tem That is done in all such cases. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should think the entry should be so made. That 
is the effect of a substitute. 

Mr. HOAR. The only difficulty is that when the bill is printed 
and Senators send for it, they do not find what is really the ful rec- 
ommendation of the committee printed as the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill and the substitute are 
printed together. 

Mr. HO from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 1388) for the relief of J. J. Murphy, rted it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill (S. No, 1548) to amend section 
2135 of tho Revised Statutes of the United States in relation to the 
purchase of annuity goods from Indians; which was read twice by 
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its title, and, on motion of Mr. Dawes, recommitted to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 636) for the relief of William A. 
Wilson, of the District of Columbia, submitted an adverse report 
thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on Clai to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (8. No. 1472) for the relief of Julia A. Nutt, widow and 
executrix of Haller Nutt, deceased, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

IIe also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 124) for the relief of Hadley Hobson, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to 
be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. No. 1083) referring the claim of the owners of the schooner Addie 
B. Bacon to the Court of Claims, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 746) for the relief of B. B. Taylor, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be 
printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 263) for the relief of George H. Plant, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to 
be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 98) for the relief of James M. Wilbur, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon which was ordered to 
be printed. 

. CAMDEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the petition of Jonathan Roberts, of Iowa, praying for the 
passage ofa bill granting him arrears of pension, submitted an adverse 
report thereon; which wasordered to be printed, and the committee 
were discharged from the farther consideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(I. R. No. 2100) granting an increase of pension to Simon J. Fought, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed, and the bill was pospana? indefinitely. 

Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1030) to authorize the United States to 
secure a title to certain military and timber reservations, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1502) for the relief of the State of California and the citizens 
thereof, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 858) to amend an act entitled An act to pro- 
vide additional regulations for homestead and pre-emption entries 
of public lands,” approved March 3, 1879, reported it without amend- 
ment, 

He also, from the same cominittee, to whom was referred the bill 
5 No. 279) for the relief of Thomas H. Reeves, reported adversely 

ereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Lask that the bill just reported may be placed 
on the Calendar until I shall have had time to examine the case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Select Committee to investigate and report 
the best means of preventing the introduction and spread of Epi- 
demic Diseases, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1049) to amend 
an act entitled An act to ps svent the introduction of contagious or 
infections diseases into the U nited States,” reported it with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Con.mittee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 417) for the relief of Alexander Swift and Company, 

ners, and Alexander Swift & Co. and the Niles Works, reported 
it without amendment; and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1072) for the relief of Nathaniel McKay, George M. Clapp, 
and the Leirs of Donald McKay, reported it with an amendment; and 
submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1483) for the relief of Guy V. Henry, 
Ay ches it without amendment; and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 


JOHN H. SCHABINGER. 


Mr. BECK. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1510) for the relief of John H. Schabin- 
ger, | Seppe of Susan McKnattand Martha McKnatt, minor daugh- 

pi James McKnatt, deceased, toreportitfavorably, without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BAYARD. I hope it will be the pleasure of the Senate to allow 
the bill to be passed upon at once. It is a bill merely permitting a 
duplicate check to issue. 


A similar bill passed the Senate a year 


ago. By reason of the amount being one dollar more than a thousand 
a Seat check cannot be issued by the Department without a 
spec W. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole 


proceeded to consider the bill. It pro to direct the agent for 
paying pensions at Washington, District of Columbia, to issue a 

uplicate check, and the Treasurer, assistant treasurer, or designated 
pg. tsi of the United States upon whom the same may be drawn, 
is directed to pay such duplicate check, for the sum of $1,001, in favor 
of John H. Schabinger, guardian for Susan McKnatt and Martha 
McKnatt, minor daughters of James McKnatt, deceased, late a private 
in Company B of the Fourth Regiment of Delaware Volunteers, war 
of 1861, in the same manner and upon the same terms and conditions 
as provided in section 3646 of the Revised Statutes in case of lost 
checks not exceeding the amount of $1,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, asked and, by unanimous con- 
sent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1549) for the relief of 
William J. Pollock; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1550) for the erection of a pee building at Read- 
ing, Pennsylvania; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. McPHERSON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1551) for promoting the efficiency of 
the corps of chaplains of the United States Navy; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ANTHONY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a biil (S. No. 1552) to establish the office of Assistant 
Secretary of the Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1553) to establish a post- 
route in Wisconsin; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1554) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the city of Syracuse, New York; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. KELLOGG asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1555) for the relief of the heirs of William 
Elzey ; which was read twice by its title, and, wich the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims, 

LOGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1556) to amend an act entitle! * Au act to 
increase pensions in certain cases ;” which was read t ice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. KELLOGG asked and, by unanimons consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1557) to incorporate the Atlantic and Mis- 
sissippi River Canal Company; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1558) to amend section 2569 of the Revised Statutes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1559) to confirm certain land 
claims in the State of Missouri, and for other pu ; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with papers on file in the case, referred 
to the Committee on Private Lan Claims. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1560) to confirm certain land-claims 
in the State of Missouri, and for other oses; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with papers on file in the case, referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Clai 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, it was 
That the papers in the case of William Hansell & Co. and ro ae ie 

in the case of Carlile Boyd be taken from the files and referred to the Co: ttee 
on Military Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. CALL, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Isaac E. Palmer be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

On motion of Mr. KELLOGG, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of P. W. Woodlief be taken from the files 
of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

JAMES O'CONNOR. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Task that the bill (S. No. 273) granting a pen- 
sion to James O’Connor be indefinitely postponed, and that the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 985) 
grantinga pension to James O'Connor, bedischarged from the further 
consideration of that bill and that it also be indefinitely postponed, 
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bene the Commissioner of Pensions has granted a pension to the 
applicant. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator knows thatto be the fact, of course 
there can be no objection to the indefinite postponement of the bills. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Pensions will 
be discharged from the further consideration of the bill indicated by 
the Senator from Missouri,if there be no objection. ‘The Chair hears 
none. The two bills will be indefinitely postponed. 


LIFE-SAVING SERVICE, 


The PRESIDENT pro‘tempore. The first bill on the Calendar will 
be announced under the Anthony rule. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Senate bill No. 36 was passed over 
without prejudice some days ago, when it was reached on the Calen 
dar. Ishould like to have that bill taken up this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. After the first case on the Calendar 
under the Anthony rule is disposed of the bill referred to by the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin will be called. 

Mr. ANTHONY. There is already a bill pending unfinished. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. But did not the DUT pending yes- 
terday fall with the expiration of the time allotted to the considera- 
tion of the Calendar yesterday? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has decided that when a 
bill is pending at the expiration of the time, it is the first case to be 
called the next day. That is the easiest way to get through with the 
docket. The Senator can call up his bill afterward. The Senate 
resumes the consideration of the first bill in order upon the Calendar. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. No. 1049) to promote the efficiency of the 
Life-Saving Service, and to encourage the saving of life from ship- 
wreck, the pending question being on the amendment proposed by 
Mr. McePHERSON, to add at the end of section 5 the following: 


And the compensation of surfmen shall be $60 per month while employed. 


Mr. CONGER. I prepared a substitute for the amendment of the 
Senator from New Jersey, which I think, if one passes, is preferable 
to the form in which it has been presented, the object being to allow 
some discretion as to the compensation of the surtmen in the receipt 
of their wages. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. With the consent of the Senate, I will with- 
draw the amendment that I offered yesterday to the bill and offer 
in place of that amendment the substitute referred to by the Senator 
from Michigan. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be withdrawn 
and the substitute reported. 

A Zhe ACTING SECRETARY. At the end of section 5 it is proposed 
o add: 

And the Secre of the Treasury shall re te the eompensa’ of crews, 
but no member race shall receive more iene per month. riy 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I think that the substitute is better than my 
original amendment, and I will state my reason for thinkingso. There 
are very many places where it is necessary to have better men than 
at other stations. Again, I find that the members of a crew are 
gradot. To illustrate, there will be, say No. 1, who is an expert, who 

as been a long time in the service, whose services cannot be secured 
by the compensation new paid, while No. 2, No. 3, and No. 4 are men 
of graduated capacity and be Sc Therefore, if this matter be 
left entirely to the Secretary, those who are proficient and are capable 
of rendering the best service by reason of their experience and their 
ue service will get the best pay. At the same time it would not 
1 down, as I ain afraid we shall do, the Life-Saving Service to 
such an excessive cost that we shall be compelled finally to almost 
abandon it, at least to destroy its usefulness. Therefore, in the in- 
terest of economy and at the same time in the interest of fairness, I 
have accepted this amendment in lieu of my own. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam afraid that the Senate of the United States 
is about to impair and injure a service that is one of the most useful 
in our whole civil establishment. Hitherto the Life-Saving Service 
has been conducted by plain sailors and fishermen; it has been con- 
ducted with remarkable skill, and with the most remarkable results 
in the history of any service. These men have saved lives and pro 
erty, but it has been done by a simple system hitherto, under the 
management of a gentleman of great skill and ability at the head 
of the service, and in the Treasury Department generally, without 
many rules, but mainly upon the discretion of the officers in that 
Department who have had charge of it. 

t me inform Senators that under the power conferred by this 
proposition the service may be increased about fifteen hundred per- 
sons, at the diseretion of the Secretary of the Treasury. The num- 
ber now engaged in the Life-Saving Service, as near as I can com- 
pute it, is about fifteen hundred. With the new stations provided 
for by the bill there will be about two hundred and twenty-tive sta- 
tions. There are seven men at each station, one keeper and six mem- 
bers of the crew, and perhaps more. Besides these, there are super- 
intendents and other employés. Hitherto the superintendents have 
received $1,000 a year and their expenses. That appears small, but 
they are generally plain men; they are generally persons who have 
been captains of sailing-vessels. They supervise the duties of the 
men, which are verysimple. The members of the crew are gener- 
ally fishermen, and the time when they are employed is the time 


when they cannot fish. They are employed only fonr, five, or six 
months in the year, depending upon the location. On the lakes 
where the service is performed they cannot be employed in the winter 
season, because the lake shores are frozen. 

These men are glad to get this employment. With the exception 
of probably three or four stations there is no necessity of ever paying 
over $40 a month. The fishermen are anxious to have this employ- 
ment, and so far as I know there never was any complaint made about 
the wages of the crews. There has been just complaint made that 
the keepers did not get enough, because they are employed all the 
year and have to be about the cabins or stations all the year round. 
The others are employed only for certain months. The keepers ought 
to receive more than $400, and that is the feature of this bill which 
makes it meritorious. The bill ought not to be defeated, because 
some of the keepers of these stations ought to be paid more than 8400. 
Others ought not to get that much; $100 or $200 would be amply suffi- 
cient; but at certain stations along the Jersey coast and along the 
exposed Atlantic coast they have to be there nearly all the time and 
$800 might not be too high for some of those men, because they are the 
captains of the crews; they are the leading men, and they onght to 
be better paid. 

But the crew is now paid well and there is no complaint made 7 
these brave sailors. They encounter the same danger in saving life 
that they encounter in their daily work. They are accustomed to 
these perils that we think so much of. Senators may picture the perils 
of these brave sailors, but they are the perils of their daily life, and 
are no greater in attempting to save life on a sinking ship than they 
are exposed to constantly in their hazardous employment whenever 
a storm comes upon them unseasonably. Now, sir, I say you are con- 
verting this service, which is well conducted at present, into a serv- 
ice where men will seek positions. Hitherto politics have been ex- 
cluded from it; up to this time no distinction has ever been made 
between a Republican and a Democrat, but make these superintend- 
ents officers at $2,500 a year and you will have a struggle over them. 
Now they get a thousand dollars and there is no struggle, and if you 
give the surfmen a higher rate of monthly pay than other people 
engaged in fishing are able to earn, you will make a struggle for the 
employment and then you will have politics and everything else min- 
gled init. Sir, keep it what it is, a simple humanitarian service, 
where brave men, humble fishgrmen, a neh their lives in a holy 
cause. Do not drag into it politics or anything that will tend to vary 
or change the character of this service. 

Why, sir, the history of this Life-Saving Service is almost like a 
romance. It started from the brain of an intelligent humanitarian, 
a captain of a sailing-vessel, who first commenced it asa mere private 
enterprise in order to save life at Sandy Hook, and it has been gradu- 
ally extended and taken up and fostered by the Government. Now 
sir, donot make itso great and so tempting that other influences will 
change the character of this service from what it now is. 

This bill increases the number of stations, and there I think it is 
faulty. It is better to leave the number of stations to the Treasury 
Department rather than for Congress to undertake to define those 
stations. The very moment you do that you will have every year a 
bill here to make new life-saving stations; yon will have members 
of Con demanding that they shall have a life-saving station in 
their district or ‘‘another post.” As I have heard a Senator here 
say already, in the bill there is no provision made for a life-saving 
station on the California coast. You will have a struggle just as 
you have over the river and harbor bill, to have life-saving stations 
where they are not needed perhaps. It is better to leave the time, 

lace, and manner with the ury Department, where this matter 
heretofore been very properly directed, rather than to provide 
by law where each station shall be fixed. 

The proposition to raise the pay of fishermen, because they are 
pretty much all fishermen, from $40 to $60 a month will only create 
dissatisfaction, Suppose that the $60 a month is allowed in the single 
station at Sandy Hook, then it will be demanded at every other sta- 
tion all around the peninsula of Michigan, all around the Atlantic 
coast, and you cannot discriminate between them. The result is that 
you will have 860 a month to pay to all these fishermen who never 
complained when they received 840 a month. Hitherto none has 
ever received more than $45. 

Mr. FERRY. Mr. President, I confess that Iam surprised at what 
the Senator from Ohio hasjust said. He says that the service of these 
surfmen is confined to the navigation season—spring, summer, and 
fall, and not winter, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I said just the contrary. I said that on the At- 
lantic Ocean they are confined to the winter months, usually from 
October to March, and on the lakes there are certain months in the 
year when the danger is greatest. Then no vessels are sailing in 
Lake Michigan; the ice is frozen along the shores so as practically 
to close up navigation. 

Mr. FERRY. That statement only verifies the fact that one who 
has no personal experience is not properly educated on a question of 
this kind and enlightened as the Senator is; having been the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, he knows but very little about practical 
navigation. He lives in an inland city of Ohio. Were he residin 
on the border of Lake Erie he would be better experienced and roel 
express himself on this question far differently from what he does now. 

I want to give a personal experience. My residence is on the east 
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coast of Lake Michigan, at the harbor of Grand Haven. There isa 
daily line of steamers between Grand Haven and Milwankee. They 
run the yearronnd. So also, connecting with therailroad that crosses 
the State of Michigan and terminating at Ludington, there is a line 
of steamers plying between there and Milwaukee; also from Manis- 
tee, and running not only in the summer but in the winter. With 
this fact in the knowledge of Senators, how can they ask that these 
men should be required to serve winter as well as summer for the 
moderate pay of $40 a month? 

But the Senator says that fishermen are employed for this purpose. 
I give you my personal experience also. At Grand Haven there are 
fishermen who own and employ steam tugs that go on the lake a 
distance of ten to fifteen miles to place their nets and catch white- 
fish ; and so also from Ludington and Manistee, and at most of the 
ports along the eastern coast of Michigan fishermen pursue their 
avocation. These fishermen are not employed in the Life-Saving 
Service. They must be ready to go whenever the lake is sufficiently 
quiet to handle their nets. No fisherman, unless he leaves his own 
pursuit, is employed in the Life-Saving Service. Men trained to 
perilous life, men who rest on their oars, ready at any moment when- 
ever storm and disaster come. 

I had the pleasure year before last of going with General Super- 
intendent Kimball, of the Department, upon a trip of examination 
of the station, and note the grades of efficiency, where there were 
experienced men and where not. Where experienced keepers were 
in charge their men were prompt and performed their duties credit- 
ably, while at other stations a lack of efficiency was apparent. The 
more experienced men we have in charge of the life-saving stations 
the more lives are saved; and the very fact that the past year shows 
a large diminution of loss of life is sufficient inducement for the 
Senate and for Congress to pay these men liberally for their services. 
I say the man who takes his life in his hands to save that of others, 
whether upon sea or land, is entitled to my support for adequate 
pay. Money should not be valued as the equivalent to life. 

I could cite cases, Mr. President, that would startle the attention 
of the Senate. Take one case, that of Point Auxbecces, on the east 
coast of Lake Michigan, where there is no life-saving station and 
no life-saving crew. Captain Morgan, keeper of the light there, 
and I am proud to state it in this presence that it may go to the 
country, risked his life to save the crew of a wrecked vessel, with 
nobody to help him but his daughter, Edith, who handled an oar 
and exhibited such bravery that she received a medal from the 
Treasury Department for her heroism, under the administration of 
my distinguished friend at my left when he was Secretary of the 
Treasury. Miss Edith Morgan joined her father in a common peril 
for the rescue of men at the mercy of a pitiless storm. She received 
from this great Government a memorial medal for her brave act, 
nothing more, When we ask to have crews trained to save life you 
hesitate whether to pay them forty or sixty dollars per month, not- 
withstanding the Secretary of the Treasury holds the discretion to 
sausi the pay within that maximnm to the valne of the service ren- 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, when this question was under con- 
sideration a day or two ago, I stated that the maximum pay of 
surfmen was $40 a month. I was corrected yesterday in the debate 
by the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. CONGER, ] who called my atten- 
tion to a section of the law passed in 1878, which leaves the pay of 
surfmen in the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury ; or rather 
in the discretion of the ö of the Life-Saving Service 
of*course he being under the general direction of the Secretary. i 
fell into that blunder from the fact that after the passage of the law 
of 1878, for two successive years in the appropriation bills the pay 
was limited to $40 a month. 

Mr. SHERMAN, And before that. 

Mr. ALLISON. And before that, as the Senator from Ohio 118. 
gasie. It was so limited because the Superintendent of the Life- 

aving Service came to the Committee on Appropriations and stated 
that in view of all the circumstances such a limitation ought to be 
placed there. In the appropriation bill of last year this limitation 
was omitted, and I understand that the highest sam paid now to 
surfmen is $45 a month, or an increase pay 1 0 85. I do not know 
but that there may be exceptional cases where surfmen should be 
paid $60, but I undertake to say that as a general rule $40 a month 
is ample pay for them, and while Ido not know the details I have 
no doubt that many of them to-day receive a far less sum than that 
for the service rendered. They are not employed all the time, of 
course; their services are needed only during a portion of the year. 

Now I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that the 
3 for the Re PAVOR Service have grown year by year, 
and the estimates this year call for about $735,000 appropriation for 
next year. If this bill shall pass, according to the statement of the 
Senator from Michigan himself, there will be an increased appropria- 
tion required of 000. Iso reud in the debate of a day or two ago 
the remarks of the Senator from Michigan. If he will turn to his 
own statement he will see that he estimated the additional cost at 
$150,000 for one purpose and $150,000 for another. Now it is pro- 
posed to add to the pay of all the surfmen $15 per month, because if 
you put into a statute a limitation not exceeding $60 a month, you 
will find that it will be exceedingly difficult for any Secretary of the 
Treasury or any Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service to pay 
$60 a month to one class of men and only $45 or $40 to another. 


Mr. President, I would much prefer that the law should stand just 


as it is, leaving the discretion in the hands of the S tendent of 
i STATOR HEO who has shown himself to be able and com- 
petent in the discharge of his duties in this regard. Let him fix the 
ay without any limitation either of a maximum or a minimum, and 
et him pay such compensation as the service demands, rather than 
that we shall put a statutory limitation here of any sum beyond $40 
or $45 per month. 

I am as much in favor of this Life-Saving Service as the Senator 
from Michigan or any other Senator on this floor; but I believe it 
one to be in the future, as it has been in the past, under the con- 
trol mainly and chiefly of the able superintendent who has hitherto 
conducted it in an economical and prudent way, rather than that we 
shall set up a great system here of giving superintendents of the life- 
saving districts $1,500, 81,800, $2,500, and $3,000 per annum for merely 
superintending. I do not believe it is wise economy for the service 
itself or a 8 thing for Congress to do. 

Mr. CON GER. Mr. President, I wish to say at this time one or 
two things that have escaped my attention heretofore. I call the 
attention of the Senator from Ohio to a statement which he made in 
reply to some remarks made here, that the keeper of the station was 
not one of those who went out in boats. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not say that. 

Mr. CONGER. I thought that could not be so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I meant the superintendents. 

— — 5 Did not the Senator state “keeper” in his re- 
mar 

Mr. SHERMAN. If that is so, I desire to correct it. I know very 
well that the keepers are the captains of the crews. 

Mr. CONGER. I only refe to it so that that statement should 
not go out as a fact. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I meant the superintendents. 

Mr. CONGER. The keepers are the captains of the boats, and the 
most exposed men of the whole crew. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know that. 

Mr. CONGER. There is another correction which I desire to make 
in the remarks of the Senator from Ohio, who is usually so very exact 
that when I can show that he has made a mistake it only proves that 
he is like the rest of us. He stated that stations can be and ought 
to be established by the Department or the superintendent wherever 
in his judgment they seem to be necessary, rather than by law. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think that is the law now. 

Mr. CONGER. No; the law is and has been in all these bills 
“ that the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to establish 
additional life-saving stations,” &c., and it mentions them all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But he is authorized by the general language of 
the law to establish stations. 

Mr. CONGER. No; in this bill he is authorized where stations 
are no longer useful to take the materials and use them in the sta- 
tions authorized. I understand now from the superintendent that 
there is a provision giving the discretion as the Senator from Ohio 
says. I was not aware of that fact before. 

Now I wish to correct a statement of the Senator from Iowa (Mr. 
ALLISON ] in regard to the expenses, and I shall do it by reading from 
what I said before: 

The annual e: diture for on the service, as I said, will be. if 
passes, after the stations are Lale aout one . and fi . —.— delle 
a year more than it is now, making about six hundred thousand dollars a year for 
the general expenditure. 

Fot $750,000 nor near that. 

There are thirty-four stations provided for, thirty-two of which are life-saving 
stations and two are merely houses of re on the Florida coast where ship- 
wrecked persons can go for safety in an abited 1 9 pom The expenditure for 
these stations will be a little less than 65.000 each. Of course they will not need 
renewal for a large number ok yenta, so that that contingency is not taken into 
account in considering what be the annual expenditure hereafter. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I interrupt the Senator a moment to call his 
attention to a fact? 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The interruption will be taken out 
of the time of the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam aware of that. The Senator can be inter- 
rupted, if he will allow me to interrupt him, merely to correct a state- 
ment. 

Mr. CONGER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. I call the attention of the Senator to the fact that 
the appropriations for this year are $585,000, and the estimates for 
next year are over $700,000. 

Mr.CONGER. I have not examined the estimates. I have astate- 
ment from the Department of the sum in round numbers, which, I 
suppose, is substantially correct. I have used it as such. The esti- 
mates may be larger than the appropriations. They usually are, I 
suppose. Now, I wish to say that I think the law is as near right 
at present in regard to the pay of surfmen as we can make it. There 
is a discretion and no limitation, except the action of Co in 
making the appropriation, and I myself should prefer that the amend- 
ment should not be adopted. Butif any such amendment is desired, 
I prefer it in this form rather than as originally proposed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The questionis on the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. MCPHERSON. ] 

The amendment was relented 

Mr. ALDRICH, I offer the following amendment to the first sec- 
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tion: in line 16, after the word “ Massachusetts,” to insert in the list 
of new life-saving stations “one at or near Brenton’s Point on Beaver 
Tail, Rhode Island.” A 

Mr. President, I have the consent of the Senator in charge of the 
bill to offer this amendment. It also has the approval of the Super- 
intendent of the Life-Saving Service. I have a letter from that offi- 
cer which I will ask to have printed in the Recorp, but I do not 
ask to have it read unless the reading be called for. 

The letter is as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF GEXERAL SUPERINTENDEST SAVING SERVICE, 
Washington, D. C, March 4, 1882. 

Sim: I have the honor to acknowledge your reference for report of the letter of 
Hon. Nelson W. Aldrich, of the United States Senate, dated the 3d instant, rela- 
tive to the desirability of the establishment of a life-saving station at Brentou's 
Point, Rhode Island, concerning which he is advised that the city council of New- 
port and the Board of Trade of vidence have taken action, g the attention 
of Congress thereto. 

In reply, I have respectfully to state that the statistics of marine disasters, col- 
lected under the authority of sections 10 and 11 of the act of June 20, 1874, show 
that from fifteen to twenty such disasters have occurred in the vicinity of the point 
named within the last ten years. 

The vicinity is quite dangerous to shipping, and Iam of the opinion that the 
interests of commerce and humani 65 be subserved by the establishment of 


a life-saving station in that neighborhood; but I am not now to say 


whether Brenton's Point or Beaver Tail would be the better | on. 
Very respectfully, 
S. L..KIMBALL, 
General Superintendent. 


Hon. CHARLES J. FOLGER, Secretary of the Treasury. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. O., March 4, 1882. 


Sır: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 3d in- 
stant, relative to the desirability of the establishment of a life-saving station at 
Brenton’s Point, Rhode Island. 

In reply, I beg to refer, for the information desired, to the inclosed communica- 
tion of this date, from the General Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service. 


Very respec > 

RA CHAS. J. FOLGER, Secretary. 
Hon. NISOX W. ALDRICH, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move to amend the first section of the bill by 
inserting, in line 24, after the words “ North Carolina,” among the 
life-saving stations to be established, “one at or near Fort Morgan, 
on the Bay of Mobile.” 

The amendment was a; to. 

Mr. HALE. I move, in line 9 of section 4—the section relative to 
the salaries of superintendents—to strike out the word “eight” and 
insert the word ‘‘six;” so as to read “for the first district, embrac- 
sng te coasts of Maine and New Hampshire, $1,600 per annum.” 

r. BROWN. I want to give notice of a motion I shall make in 
that connection to strike ont $1,800 and insert $1,100. The present 
salary is $1,000. The bill proposes to make it $1,800. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to say a few words upon my amendment. Ibe- 
lieve in this service; I have known a good deal about it ever since 
its infancy; I used to have charge of the ere for it in the 
House of Representatives, and always favored liberal appropriations. 
Many things in this bill are in the right direction; it generally is, so 
far as my 3 goes; but I think it will not be hel by the 
salaries of these superintendents being put too high. I have begun 
in my amendment at this first clause, which strikes the superintend- 
ent in my own State, because I propose, if it is adopted, to follow it 
by moving to reduce the other salaries. The committee undoubtedly 
has investigated the subject and believes that some of these superin- 
tendents are entitled to more pay than others; and if this amend- 
ment of mine prevails I shall move to reduce the next superintend- 
ent from $2,000 to $1,800, and those which in the bill stand at $2,500, 
to $2,000. I believe from my knowledge that the sums I propose will 
be ample. I think they are adequate to the service performed. I 
think they rank in comparison with other pay that we give for serv- 
ice that may be commensurate with or equal to this, and therefore I 
am in favor of this reduction. 

Mr. FERRY. The Senator from Maine is very generous to com- 
mence at his own district. It is an excellent way of cutting down 
the other districts to show konerosity at home; but I hope the re- 
action will verify the proverb that a prophet is not without honor 
save in his own country. The motion to strike down in Maine, I 
hope, will arm the Senator from Georgia to defend the bill as re- 
ported. If so, I shall be 5 sati 

I want to emphasize what has been said here by other Senators, 
and I desire to state still further in this connection that we need as 
superintendents the best skilled men that can be found in the coun- 
try, men who are trained to seamanship, and of excellent experienced 
judgment. The best way to illustrate any subject is to give per- 
sonal experience. I have had a little as regards the districts of 
Michigan, as well as my colleague who is so faithfully defending this 
bill. I have found that men who have held fair reputation as sea- 
men have failed to pass examination in surf-work and the handling 
of life-boats. It repies not only peculiar skill and knowledge of 
the water and handling of boats, but requires courage—native and 
tried conrage—in order to fill these places. 

Mr. HOAR. May [ask a question for my own information? Do 
not the qualities which make a second or first mate of an ordi- 
nary coasting vessel make a man fit for this service ? 
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Mr. FERRY. I will answer the Senator from Massachusetts by 
saying that a man may know how to handle ropes before the mast, 
box the compass, and steer a ship, but may not have sufficiently expe- 
rienced judgment to manage a vessel. I will illustrate by incident. 
A vessel was bound for port in a gale of wind. The mate, as she 
1 the harbor, went aft to the captain and said,“ Captain, 
I think it is dangerous to attempt to enter this port ;” the captain 
replied, “Go forward and tend to your end of the ship, and I will 
attend to mine.” The mate went forward and let go anchor, came 
aft and reported, “ Captain, I have anchored my end of the ship; I 
hope you will take care of yours.” 

Mr. HOAR. That is exactly the kind of quality you want. 

Mr. FERRY. But the result was the loss of the vessel. The cap- 
tain was master of the ship, knew more than the mate, and had his 
experienced judgment and skill been followed and not been defeated 
the craft would have safely entered port. 

Mr. HOAR. Are you not giving to this officer about twice the 
salary that the captain probably had? 

Mr. FERRY. Yes, because he has more than twice the duties and 
responsibilities. 

Mr. HALL, What does the Senator from Michigan think that the 
captain of that ship had? 

Mr. FERRY. I have a little experience of my own. I am payin 
captains $1,000 to $1,200; I am paying another, who manages, $1,500. 
Here is a superintendent who not only controls one life-saving sta- 
tion but a half a dozen in his district; his duty is to traverse the 
whole length of that coast, to see that his men are trained and ready 
for any storm, and testing them as you do your night watchmen, by 
visiting their beat any hour of night, to see whether they are vigi- 
lantly on duty or not; so these superintendents visit stations and these 
men, keepers and crews, to test their capacity and alertness. 

In this matter ot ose to consult the experience of the able man 
who is at the he of this Life-Saving Service, Mr. Kimball, now 
here waiting and watching anxiously for the passage of this bill, 
whom I applaud, for he has the service at heart. So far as my rela- 
tions have been with him in connection with this service, I have 
ever found his whole interest identified with the success of this great 
life-saving enterprise. ; 

When storms prevail and vessels are in peril you want men ready, 
and whenever failing you want a skillful superintendent, with pluck, 
energy, and will to man your life-boat and face sea and peril to save 
perishing lives. 

Now, f say to the Senator from Maine, and to other Senators—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore rapped with his gavel. 

Mr. FERRY. Are my five minutes up? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FERRY. Ihave talked very slowly, then, to have said so little 
on such an important subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the Secretary’s record. He 
is keeping the account of the time. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, yesterday and the day before we 
were told a great deal about the efficiency of this service, how well 
it is performed, how many lives have been saved, and how admirabl 
it is conducted. I have no doubt that is true; I believe that pack 
good has been done; and I have no doubt the present superintend- 
ents are efficient men, and I suppose the keepers and the crews are 
all good men. I know nothing to the contrary. Notwithstanding 
this efficient service, I have heard of no resignation on the part of 
any of these superintendents ; and I take it for granted, therefore, that 
they prefer their present positions to retirement, that they are content 
with the positions they hold and at the present salaries. What are 
those salaries? In all the districts except three we pay $1,000 175 
annum; in two of the districts we pay $1,500; and in one of the dis- 
tricts we pay the same that the officer of the same rank in the Reve- 
nue Marine gets. I do not know what his rank is and therefore do 
not know what the pay is in that case. It is now pro to take 
those who are at a thousand dollars, and who seem well enough con- 
tent with their positions that they retain them, and put them at from 
$1,800 to $2,500, doubling their salaries in some cases, and adding 150 
per cent. to some of them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It ought to be stated that two of them now get 


$1,500. 

Mr. BROWN. I have stated that two get $1,500 and one gets the 
pay of the officer of the same rank in the Revenue-Marine Service, 
and the others all get $1,000 apiece. I have the official register be- 
fore me and I can name each one if it is necessary in each district. 
The statement I have made is correct. I shall move in each case 
where they now get $1,000 to put it at $1,200 instead of $1,100, as I 
mentioned a while ago. 

Mr. HALE. Do you move to substitute $1,200 for my $1,6007 

Mr. BROWN. Yes, sir; $1,200 for yonr $1,600. In each case where 
there is now $1,000 paid I propose $1,200, adding 20 per cent. to the 
present salary, and in each case where there is $1,500 now paid, I 
would add $100, and give them $1,600, and in the case where the pay 
seems to be indefinite now, as we do not know the rank, I would 
there say $1,200, as it is an ordinary station, as I understand. 

It seems to me that unless we are to destroy all the interest there 
is in the very interesting debate which we have had here from day 
to day between my good friends from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] and 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck] about the tariff issue, if we are not to raise so 
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much money that Steed het will have more protection than he wants, 
we should check up a little in the race we are 8 in increasing 
expenditures, I do not want to destroy that issue; I have been very 
much entertained by that discussion, and I am willing to hear fur- 
ther about the tariff; but if we raise as much money as it is proposed 
to spend by all the bills before us, we shall have more protection 

robably than any of the manufacturers of this country may need. 

think we had better remember, as was well said here yesterday, that 
we are voting away other people's money, not our own. I think it 
is going a little too fast to say that we will take a man who is con- 
tent with a thousand-dollar salary, and who holds his position at that, 
and advance him to $1,800, $2,200, or $2,500. Give him 20 per cent. 
increase, and that is enough. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I am very much in sympathy 
with the proposition of the Senator from Maine. The Senate having 
refused to allow an additional compensation to the surfmen, who 
endure more and suffer more than either the keeper or the superin- 
tendent, I shall feel very loath, for my part, to increase so much the 
pay of the keepers and superintendents without giving a correspond- 
ing increase of pay to the surfmen; and when the Senator moves to 
strike down, as he does, the compensation of the superintendent of 
his own district, giving us notice at the same time that he intends to 
follow it through the entire list, I shall very willingly consent to the 
reduction in New Jersey, although the superintendent of the New 
Jersey coast has more life-saving stations under his charge than any 
other superintendent in the country. He has forty different stations, 
I think, under his control; he is compelled to give bond to the extent 
of $50,000; he purchases all the ta and all the materials, and 
disburses all the pay to the station-keepers and to the men. While 
his responsibility is great his pay as proposed in the bill does not 
seem to be extravagant. Yet at the same time, if the rigid econom, 
that the Senate has determined to keep up with respect to the surf- 
men is continued, I can see no reason why a large increase should be 
made in the pay of the superintendent and the station-keeper. I 
shall vote with the Senator from Maine to decrease it not only in his 
5 but also in the State of New Jersey for the reasons I have 
stated. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Georgia in 
his statement that a thousand dollars is a fair salary for these men 
forgets one thing, that each oneis compelled to give a fifty-thousand- 
dollar bond, and is a disbursing officer, and it requires men of great 
intelligence to perform the duties required. Now take the superin- 
tendentin Maine, whom I know well. Fortwenty years he was the 
captain of a clipper ship, one of the best captains who sailed out from 
Maine, a man of education, a man of large experience. He stopped 
going to sea; hé was uneasy off the water; he applied for this place 
of superintendent, and I recommended him; he was appointed, and 
has been superintendent ever since, Here I desire to say, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that Captain Richardson, the superintendentin Maine, is worth 
$1,500 or $1,600 or $1,700 or $1,800 a year in any business whatsoever, 
it makes no matter what, whether asa captain of a clipper ship ora 
superintendent of the Life-Saving Service. I confess my judgment 
is that $1,500 or $1,600 would be satisfactory to him, and he is one 
of the best men in the service. It is also my judgment that $2,000 
is sufficient for any superintendent in the service, and I am in favor 
of cutting down the sums named in the bill. 

Now, as to the surfmen: I am not aware that the surfmen have 
ever made the slightest complaint about their wages. If they had, 
it was in the power of the Secretary of the Treasury to increase them. 
As to the keepers, there was the real difficulty with this bureau. 
You would not have kept, and you will not keep, one single keeper 
in the whole Life-Saving Service unless yon increase the pay. It is 
a difficult position. The whole responsibility in case of a wreck or 
of a storm is upon that keeper. He is the captain of the crew; he 
has got the lives of these men in his hands and under his word; he 
gives the order which they must obey. That man has always been 
very greatly underpaid, and it is within my knowledge that the 
services of the keepers cannot be retained unless the salary is in- 
creased. 

I am inclined to hope that the salaries of the superintendents will 
not be increased to the amount which this bill mentions, but that they 
will be increased, and that in the inervase the fact will be remembered 
that they give bond in the sum of $50,000 as disbursing officers. 

Mr. HALE. Does my cone believe there is any necessity for 
the bond being as large as $50,000 ? 

Mr. FRYE. I do not. 


Mr. HALE. Clearly it seems to me that is an enormous bond for 
this service. 

Mr. FRYE. It rans from $20,000 to $50,000, I understand. 

Mr. HALE. It seems to me a $20,000 bond in a case of this kind 


must be ample for any superintendent. I do not know how it came 
about. The former Secretary of the Treasury, the Senator from Ohio, 
[Mr. SHERMAN,] may tell us perhaps how it came about that these 
bonds have been made so large. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The reason is that these officers are made from 
necessit cea officers, and purchasing officers as well, so that a 
bond of from $20,000 to $50,000 is not unreasonable. ‘They are inspect- 
ors of customs also. 


Mr. HALE. That is only incidental. That clause which entitles 


them to act as and perform the duties of inspectors of customs is also 


incidental. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has spoken five min- 
utes heretofore, and is out of order. 

Mr. HALE. Ionly rose for the purpose of asking a question of my 
colleague, who yielded to me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. His time was out. 

Mr. HALE. Then of course my time is out. 

Mr. BROWN. I simply want to say in reply to the Senator from 
Maine—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia requires 
unanimous consent to be heard. The qnestion is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Maine, [Mr. HALE. ] 

Mr. CALL. I call the attention of the Senate to the report of the 
535 Service for the last year. It appears that in 1879 the 
superintendent of the sixth life-saving district, in his anxiety to 
reach the scene of the wreck of the Huron to see that all possible 
succor was being extended to the passengers of that steamer, per- 
ished at sea in the attempt, with four others. 

The report of the Life-Saving Service is full of very high commen- 
dations of this officer, of his distinguished attainments, his long serv- 
ice in the Navy, and the bravery and daring of this attempt to save 
the wreck and the ngers on board. These are the kind of serv- 
ices for which Senators object to paying such an amount as would be 
a comfortable support for them and their families. I say that the 
rule is a plain one that should govern the policy of the Government 
and thevotes of Senators. The Government has no right to ask the 
services of capable meu for a less amount than is adequate to a com- 
fortable support for their families in the circumstances in which they 
are placed; and here this record contains the evidence of the sacrifice 
of life of brave and distinguished officers and men of considerable 
attainments. 

I say that there isnot a Senator upon this floor who will perform 
the duties which would be incumbent upon the Superintendent of 
the Life-Saving Service upon the coast, having to traverse hundreds 
of miles of coast for $2,000 a year. To pay his expensesand support 
his family upon that amount would leave him nothing. It is not 
the wish of the people of this country, it is neither honest norright, 
that the Government should pay a compensation to men which is 
not an adequate support to them and their families. This service 
is the most important in this country. Millions of dollars are saved 
every year, and millions of dollars are lost on the coast of my own 
State every year, and the bones of dead men, women, and children 
who died without an eyeto witness their last moments are scattered 
upon that coast for the want of this service. In this bill the com- 
pensation is not extravagant ; it isnot more than sufficient to furnish 
a comfortable support for the families of the men who are engaged 
in this service. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, the Congress of the United States 
has acted wisely and well in fostering and encouraging the Life- 
Saving Service, and this service has grown with the growth and ex- 
8 with the expansion of this country. The bill as it came from 
the House is in the direction of saving human life, as Con has 
appropriated for saving human life in the building up of theservice. 
Now [fear very much that the overzealous friends of the Life-Savin 
Service in the Senate are taking the fate of one of the most beneficen 
and benevolent efforts made by the Government to save human life, 
and about converting it into a pensioning establishment. We have 
been adding to the salaries so as to make themso far from being com- 
mensurate with the character of the services of the men who have 
heretofore been employed sufficient to entice men of a still higher 
order of ability but not so well prepared for this service. If we give 
these 1 salaries we shall furnish an inducement, as was well said 
by the Senator from Ohio, to convert the whole of this into a polit- 
ical machine. 

I fear very much that this bill amended as it is will be lost, that 
the amendments we are peeing on the bill will simply take the pith 
out of the bill. The bill as it came from the House is wise, it is in 
the right direction, and it is better, in my ju ent, that the bill 
should pass as it came to us than to pass with all these amendments. 
I say this believing in the Life-Saving Service, believing that it is 
wise; I say this because I ama friend of it, and I do not believe 
ee amendments are in the real interest of the life-saving estab- 

ishment. 

Mr. CONGER. The provisions of the bill that are songht to be 
amended are the provisions of the bill which passed the House, and 
therefore the Senator from Texas should approve them. An attempt 
is made to change those provisions by reducing the salaries as they 
were agreed upon in the House. 

Mr. MAXEY. I ask the Senator from Michigan was the provision 
for pensioning in the Honse bill? 

Mr. CONGER. I say the provision for these salaries was. 

Mr. MAXEY. The pension clause was one of the amendments I 
referred to. 

Mr. CONGER. The House bill is exactly Senate bill No. 1, and 
the Committee on Commerce of the Senate amended it by the addi- 
tion of sections7 and 8, which have been adopted here. The same 
bill was introduced in the House. There they provide for a penson 
by a separate bill. In the Senate our committee provided this con- 
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tract or agreement for a year’s pay or two years’ payin case of injury 

or wound, and the same amount to the widows and orphans af thos, 
losing their lives in the service. That is the difference. The House 
in a separate bill provide for a pension proper, which the Senate 
committee thought not as desirable as this. 

Now, I want to say in regard to the salaries of these officers that a 
thousand dollars was the original salary of the superintendents, al- 
though there might have been but one life-saving station in a district. 
The stations have been increased fourfold; the duties have been in- 
creased very much. Con has added not only largely to the num- 
ber of stations in every district, but it has required these officials to 
be disbursing agents. They have in two of the districts to give bond 
of $50,000; in others $30,000, in others $20,000. They make all the 
disbursements of pay to the surfmen and keepers, and they make all 
the purchases for the service. They have great duties to perform in 
addition to those which they were required to perform when their 
salaries were fixed at a thousand dollars a year. 

I do not know whether the salaries are properly apportioned in the 
bill; but I do know that the effort was made by the Department 
and by the committee to ascertain as nearas might be the nsi- 
bilities in each district, the amount of bond to be given, the duties 
to be performed, the great size of the districts which kept men almost 
the entire year away from their homes, and they tried to make this 
arrangement according to the duties and responsibilities of the re- 
spective offices. I believe that the superintendent and Secretary of 
the Treasury knew better what was due in each particular case than 
the Senate without a more thorough investigation of the subject 
can know. I object to the changes which it has been suggested 
shall be made in this bill, for who of us knows what the duties in 
each particular district may be better than the superintendént who 
knows every motion and every act and every mile of travel and every 

rtion of service of the various superintendents? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore rapped with his gavel. 

Mr. CONGER. I want to add one word, and that is that if the 
Senator from Maine has with him the Senator from New Hampshire 
in saying that the salary he proposes for that district is enough, I 
shall not object to his amendment, and yet I do not think he is as 
well qualified to denne as the Superintendent of this whole service 
what pay would be proper for the duties rendered in each case. 

I hope the amendment will not prevail. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Maine, [Mr. Harr. ] 

Mr. BROWN. I move to insert twelve hundred,“ instead of “‘six- 
teen hundred.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. The Senator from Maine moves to 
strike ont from section 4, in fine „the word “‘eight” and insert ‘‘six.” 
The question would seem to be first on that amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I rise to a parliamentary question. Suppose the 
amendment of the Senator from Maine shall be adopted, will the 
amendment of the Senator from Georgia, proposing to strike out the 
very words that have been inserted by this vote and insert a smaller 
sum, be in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in a different part of the bill, 
the Chair thinks. The Senator from Georgia did not indicate where 
he wanted his amendment to come in. 

Mr. HALE. As I understand it on the point of order, the Senator 
from Georgia moves to substitute ‘‘twelve hundred” for my amend- 
ment, which is “sixteen hundred ;” and that, of course, is the proper 
place for it to come in as a substitute formy amendment. If that is 
voted down, then the question will come on my amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then it would certainly be in order as an amend- 
ment to the amendment of the Senator from Maine. 

The PRESIDENT pro The Chair did not so understand it. 

Mr. BROWN. Then I move that amendment to the proposition of 
the Senator from Maine, to make the sum “twelve hun ” instead 
of “sixteen hundred” dollars. 

Mr. HALE. I supposed that was the Senators amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not so understand 
it. The question is on the amendment of the Senator from Georgia 
to the amendment of the Senator from Maine, to make the sum 


$1,200. 

Mr. BROWN. I call for the A hee: and nays. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will not the Senator make a compromise, and 
say $1,500 in all cases where $1,800 is proposed in the bill, and $2,000 
where $2,500 is pro 7 


Mr. BROWN. t is too high. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 


of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BRown] to the amendment of the 
Senator from Maine, [Mr. HALE, ] to make the salary of this superin- 
tendent of the first district $1,200, on which the yeas and nays have 
been called for. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand that $1,200 increases the salary 
$200, it being now $1,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The salary fixed in the first district 


by the bill is $1,800. 
Mr. BROWN. And the present salary is a thousand dollars. 
In the bill the salary is pro 


R 
The B tempore. 
to be fixed at $1,800. The Senator from Maine moves to make it 


$1,600, and the Senator from Georgia moves to strike out “$1,600” 
and insert “$1,200” in lieu thereof. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Georgia to the amendment of the Senator 
from Maine. 

The yeas and nays were taken. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, (when his name was called.) I am 
paired with the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. GROOME, ] but the pair 
does not apply to this bill. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was annonnced— 
yeas 28, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Brown, Hampton Maxey. Rollins, 
Camden, Harris: organ, Saulsbury, 
Cameron of Wis., Jackson, Morrill, Saunders, 
Cockrell, Johnston, Pendleton, Sherman, 
Davis of W. Va., Jonas, latt, Slater, 
Farley, Jones of Florida, Plumb, Walker, 
George, Kellogg, ugh, Wiliams. 
NAYS—26. 

Anthony, Davis of Illinois, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Baya Ferry, MeDill, Sewell, 
Blair, Frye, McMillan, Vance, 
Call, Gorman, McPherson, — —.— 
Cameron of Pa., Hale, Miller of Cal., Wi 
Coke, Harrison, Miller of N. Y., 
Conger, Hawley, Mitchell, 

ABSENT—22. 
Aldrich Fair, Ingalls, 
Allison, Garland, Jones of Nevada, Teller, 
Beck, Groome, Lamar, Van Wyck, 
Butler, Grover, Lepham, x 
Dawes, Hill of Colorado, oe 
Edmunds, Hill of Georgia, one, 


So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
as amended. 

Mr. HALE. I move to amend it by making the salary $1,500. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to be allowed, after consultation with other 
gentlemen, to make this proposition: that in all cases where the 
salary is less in this bill than $2,000 the Senate agree that it shall be 
$1,500; and where the salary is put at $2,000 and above that it shall 
be $2,000. That will make a reduction of $500 in five r - 
ing it down to $2,000, and it will increase the salary in the Florida 
district, which is put at $1,000, to $1,500, which I have ber my- 
self ought to be increased. If there was any change made I should 
have proposed that. That will make simply two classes. Then in 
all the larger districts where the bonds are high and the duties are 
great and the extent of territory and the number of stations very 

t, the salary will be $2,000, and in the districts below that $1,500, 
increasing one a little and reducing the others. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like te ask the Senator from Michi 
a question by hisconsent. I donot understand myself definitely the 
duties that pertain to the office of superintendent of a life-saving 
station. I should like to inquire whether a superintendent has to 
take the risks of the sea in time of storm? 

Mr. CONGER. By the law and the regulations the superintend- 
ents are not expected to take part in thesurf-boat business. Wher- 
ever they are, if they are in communication, as at most of the sta- 
tions they are, with Washington by telegraph, on information be- 
ing given them they are to act as directors at every station, to aid 
and assist. On the coastin astorm they are tobe present and advise 
and assist. They have a general superintendence. They do not 
necessarily go out as surfmen or as keepers. 

Now, Mr. President, I cannot make the motion at this time to 
cover all these cases, but I make this suggestion, that we divide 
these superintendents into two classes, and that in all cases where 
the salary is under $2,000 by the bill it pe pui at $1,500, and in all 
cases where it is now in the bill at $2,000 and over it be put at $2,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would inform the Senator 
from Michigan that the bill cannot be closed to-day, and the Chair 
would like to dispose of the pending question. The Chair thinks the 
Senator from Maine is out of order in moving $1,500. The Senate 
has just inserted $1,200, and the question is on the amendment as 
amended, 

Mr. HALE. But the Chair will hear me for a moment. The ques- 
tion the Senate has just decided was whether it would substitute 
$1,200 for $1,600. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. And the Senate has made that substitution. Now, 
the question is whether the amendment as amended, putting the 
salary at $1,200, shall be substituted for the $1,800 of the original bill, 
and upon that I move to make it $1,500, which raises a new ques- 


tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But this was an amendment to an 
amendment, and the Chair does not think it can be withdrawn. 

Mr. HALE. Does not a new question arise now, and that is the 
question between $1,200 and $1,800? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks this is an amend- 
ment to an amendment, and the Senate has to adopt it or not, The 


Chair would inform the Senator from Maine that he ean in the Sen- 
ate present the question again. 
If the Chair will allow me to express my judg- 


Mr. FERRY. 
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ment—the Chair has not ruled on it or I would not interpose any 
judgment of my own—the difficulty comes from the mistake (and I 
think the Senator from Maine was one who stickled for it) in not 
putting the largest sum first. Ifthe question had been first taken 
on the largest sum, there would be no such difficulty; but I think 
under the circumstances the Senator from Maine is correct now, 
becanse the other motion must be put as amended. 
Mr. ANTHONY. The largest sum comes first only in filling blanks. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is, Will the Senate 
agree to the amendment as amended ? 
ir. HALE. Does the Chair decide that my amendment is not in 


order ? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is not, because 
it is an amendment to the amendment that the Senate has just voted 


on. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It can be done in the Senate in a few moments. 

Mr. HALE. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maine as amended, to insert ‘‘ $1,200” 
instead of “1,800.” 

Mr. CONGER. In order that we may act upon the proposition 
which I have made, I ask for the yeas and nays on the adoption of 
this amendment. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It can be done just as well in the Senate. The 
bill is in Committee of the Whole now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There will be time in the interval 
to consider this matter. The hour of two o’clock has arrived, and the 
Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 

Mr. ANTHONY. In the interest of the public business, I hope that 
we shall be allowed to finish this bill to-day. Unless we do, we shall 
have this whole debate over again to-morrow. Lask unanimous con- 
sent that this bill be disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. ALLISON. I object. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Give us ten minutes. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Michigan proposes a very im- 
portone amendment, and he can arrange that amendment so as to 

wring it in to-morrow in the proper part of the bill, and we can dis- 
of the bill in a few minutes to-morrow. To-day his amendment 


Is there unanimous consent ? 


is not ready, I sany wish to go on with an . bill. 
Mr. ANTHONY. e shall have this whole debate to go over again 
to-morrow. 


TARIFF AND TAX COMMISSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which is the bill (8. No. 22) to provide for 
the appointment of a commission to investigate the question of the 
tariff and iuternal-revenne laws, upon which the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. VAN Wyck] is entitled to the floor; but the Chair does 
not see him. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Nebraska consents that this bill 
be laid aside informally in order that I may move to take up the 
consular and diplomatic appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate consent that the 
Senator from Iowa, from the Committee on Appropriations, shall call 
up 8 : propriation bill, laying aside informally the tariff-commis- 
sion bill? 

Mr. BAYARD. I make no objection becanse the Senator from 
Arkansas, [Mr. GARLAND, ] I understand, is indisposed to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska has the 
floor, but the Chair does not see him. The tariff-commission bill is 
aa aside informally and the bill called up by the Senator from Iowa 
will be read. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (a: R. No. 3830) making appropriations for the consular and 
diplomatic service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1883, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the amendments 
proposed by the Committee on Appropriations may be considered as 
they are reached in the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be the order of proceed- 
ing. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to read the bill, The 
first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in line 
13, after the word “ Brazil,” to strike out “ and Paraguay ;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For salaries of envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary to 8. 
Austria, Italy, Brazil, „ J e China, at 742000 La $84,000. pein, 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line 20, after the word“ Belgium,“ to 
strike out ‘‘and;” in line 21, after the word“ Sweden,” to insert 
‘““and;” in the same line, after the word“ Norway,” to strike out 
“and Denmark” and insert“ Venezuela ;” in line 22, after the words 
Argentine Republic,” to strike ont “and Urnguay;” and in line 
24, before the word “thousand,” to strike out “thirty-seven” and 
insert ‘fifty-two ;” so as to make the clause read: 

For ministers resident at Belgium, Netherlands, Sweden and Norway, Vene- 


zuela, Hawaiian Islands, Argentine Republic, and the United States of Colombia, 
at $7,500 each, $52,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, to strike out lines 25, 26, and 27, in the 
words “for ministers resident and consuls-general at Bolivia and 
Venezuela, at $5,000 each, $10,000,” and insert in lieu thereof “fer 
minister resident and consul-general at Bolivia, $5,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 30, after the word ‘‘ for,” to strike 
out“ minister resident” and insert ‘envoy extraordinary and min- 
ister plenipotentiary ;” so as to make the clause read: 


For envoy e. and minister plen accredited to Guate! 
Costa Rica, Honduras, Salvador, and N eee 8 at the place thet the 
President may select in either of the states named, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word “ Liberia,” in line 35, to 
insert “and;” in line 36, after“ Hayti,” to strike out“ Switzerland 
and Portugal;” and in line 37, before the word “ thousand,” to strike 
out ‘twenty ” and insert“ ten;“ so as to make the clause read: 

3 ministers resident and consuls- general to Liberia and Hayti, at $5,000 each, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 39, to increase the appropriation 
“ for minister resident and consul-general to Roumania, Servia, and 
Greece” from $5,500 to $6,500. - 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 39, to insert : 

For salaries of chargés d'affaires to Portugal, Den Paragua; 
and Switzerland, at $5,000 each, $20,000. ANAT TAREN, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 46, after the word ‘ Paris,” to 
insert “St. Petersburg;“ and in line 47, to strike out “ seven thou- 
sand eight hundred and seventy-five” and insert ‘ten thousand five 
hundreds? ae as to make the clause read : 

For salaries of the secretaries to the legations at London, P. 
and Berlin, at $2,625 each, $10,500. S ieee 

The amendment was a to. 

The next amendment was, in line 52, after the word “ at,” to insert 
* Austria ;” in line 53, after “ Brazil,” to insert “Italy ;” and in line 
54, to strike out “five thousand four hundred” and insert “nine 
thousand; ” so as to make the clause read: 

For salaries of the secretaries to the! at A 
suid Bpate as 1,000 took, n jegations at Austria, Brazil, Italy, Mexico, 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Schedule B,” inline 
73, to reduce the appropriation “ for salary of the agent and consul- 
general at Cairo,” from $5,000 to $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 86, after the word “ Constanti- 
nople,” to strike ont “and;” in the same line, after the word “St. 
Petersburg,” to strike out ‘(who shall ively act as secretaries 
of legation,) each $3,500, and at;” and in line 89, after the word 
“each,” to strike out “ in all, twenty“ and insert “ eighteen ;” so as 
to make the clause read: 

For the consuls- ral at Vie Rom 0 4 e 
LMC TIRDO. E UE AA E EARSTE 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out lines 90, 91, and 92, in the 
following words : 

For the consul-general at Copenhagen, wh 
tion to Sweden, Norway. and Denmark, $2,500. rey e 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 96, to increase the appropriation 
“for salaries of consuls, vice-consuls, commercial agents, and thir- 
teen consular clerks” from $322,100 to $333,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in consulates of class 2, after line 109, 
to strike out“ United States of Colombia: Panama and Colon, (As- 
pinwall.)” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in consulates of class 3, under the head 
of “Great Britain,” in line 114, before ‘ Manchester,” to insert 
“Ottawa;” so as to read: 

Ottawa; Manchester; Glasgow; Bradford; Demarara; Belfast. 

‘The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, after line 123, to insert United States 
of Colombia: Panama; Colon, (Aspinwall.)” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in consulates of class 4, in line 138, be- 
fore ‘‘ Nottingham,” to insert“ Leith ;” so as to read: \ 

GREAT BRITAIN, 

Singapore; Tunstall; Birmingham; Sheffield; Dundee; Leith; Nottingham. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the consuls of class 5, under the head 
of “ Great Britain,” in line 153, after “ Leeds,” to strike out Leith,” 
and in line 154, after “ Kingston, (Jamaica,) “ to strike out “ Coati- 
cook;” so as to make the clause read: 

GREAT BRITAIN. 


Cork; Dublin; Leeds; Toronto; Hamilton; Saint John, (New Branswick;) 
Kingston, (Jamaica;) Nassau, (New Providence) Cardiff; Port Louis, (Mauri- 
tius ) Sydney, (New South Wales.) 


The amendment was agreed to. 


1882. 


The next amendment was, after line 158, to insert: 
PORTUGAL. 


Lisbon. 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

‘The next amendment was, under the head of Barbary states,” in 
line 162, to insert ‘Tripoli; Tunis” before “Tangier.” 

‘The amendment was a, to. $ 

The next amendment was, in line 185, after Beirut,“ to strike out 
„Jerusalem.“ re 


The amendment was agre 

The next amendment was, in the ppo riations for consulates of 
class 6, in line 194, after “ Goderich, { anada West,)“ to insert 
„Amherstburgh, (Canada West;)“ and in line 195, after the word 
“Southampten,” to strike out“ Ottawa” and insert “Coaticook ;” 


so as tomake the clause read: 
GREAT BRITAIN. 


lotteto (Prince Ed d;) Port Stanley; Clifton; Picton; Winnipeg; 
Mahé, Kin ton. (Canada ;) Prescott; Port ; Quebec; Saint John's, (Can- 
ada;) er Bermuda; Fort Erie; Goderich. (Canada West) Amherst h, 

pton; Coaticook ; Ceylon; 


( West:) Windsor, (Canada West :) Sout 
Laden 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 207, to insert: 


DANISH DOMINIONS. 

Copenhagen. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Italy,” in line 213, 
after “Naples,” to strike out “ Milan ;” so as to read: 


ITALY. 
Genoa; Naples; Leghorn; Florence; Palermo; Messina. 


The amendment was a; to. 

The next amendment was, after line 214, to insert “ Turkish 
Dominions, Jerusalem.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of“ Schedule C,“ in con- 
sulates of class 7, after line 237, to insert “Italy, Venice.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, after line 245, to strike out “Sweden 
and Norway, Christiana.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, under the head ‘Commercial Agencies, 
Schedule C,“ in line 266, after“ Levuka” to strike out “ Gaboon.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BECK. At this point I desire to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee if he has laid before the Senate or put in the RECORD a com- 
munication made by the Secretary of State to us as to why those 
changes already made ought to be made. I think in order to show the 
Senate and the House why we have made this number of changes the 
Secretary’s letter would be valuable, if not for the use of the House, 
for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Kentucky very well knows that 
we have along letter from the Secretary of State. I think it wise 
to have it inserted in the RECORD. Ihave not thought it worth while 
to take up time by reading it. 

Mr. BECK. It explains the changes made by the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask at this point to insert in the RECORD the 
communication from the Department of State, explaining several of 
the amendments already agreed to. 

Mr. BECK. It bears on most of the important amendments, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. HawLey in the chair.) It will 
be inserted in the RECORD. 

The communication is as fellows: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, March 9, 1882. 
Sin: In compliance with the request of the sub-committee, I have examined 


with care the consular and diplomatic 8 act as it passed the House. 
Fs ee ee Ties, as established by the act of last year, are the 


g 
1. The mission to Paraguay and Uru is abolished, and Paraguay is attached 
to Brazil, and Uruguay to the A tine 1 ‘Republic. * 

2. The pay of the minister to Venezuela is reduced. 

5 separate mission to Netherlands is abolished, and Netherlands is added 


um. 
13 e same thing is done with Denmark, and Denmark is united to Sweden and 
orway. 
he representations at Lisbon and Berne are restored to the grade of minis- 
en 


5. T. 
ters resid: 

6. Servia and Greece are consolidated with Roumania, and the rank is raised to 
that of minister resident. 

7. The pay of the minister at Hayti and the minister at Liberia is made the 


8. The first secretaryships of legation at St. Petersburg, Vienna, and Rome 
ara abolished, and the consuls-general at those places, respectively, are required 
vo act as secretaries of l 

9. The consulship at Copenhagen is raised to a consul-generalship, and the con- 
sul-general is required to act as secretary of legation to the combined mission of 
Sweden, Norway, and Denmark. 

10. The consulship at Colon is abolished, and that place is attached to Panama. 

11. The consulships at Tripoli and Tunis, Lisbon, lers, and Venice are abol- 
ished; that at Tangiers is reduced in pay; those at Apia, Smyrna, and Jerusalem 
increased in salary. New consulates created at Antigua, M and Christiania, 
and a new commercial agency at Gaboon. 
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The result of these changes upon the amoun of appropriations is shown in the 
following tables: 2 


Decrease or abolition of salaries : 
Abalition of Parsgeny sad Uragun 
n O y an 8 
Abolition of Danish mission x 5 
Decrease in appropriation for Venezuelan mission 
Decrease in appropriation for Haytien mission 
Abolition of secre’ of legation at St. Petersburg. 
Abolition secretary of legation at Vienna 
Abolition secretary of legation at Rome 
Abolition of consulate at Colon 
Abolition of consulate at Tripoli... 
Abolition of consulate at Tunis. 
Decrease in salary of consul at 
Abolition of consulate at Lisbon. 
Abolition of consulate at Algiers. 
Abolition of consulate at Venice. 


888888888888888 


ESE 


Consul-general at Constantinop e. 
e at Copenhagen 

Consul at 
Consul at Apia 


New salaried consulate at Antigua. 
New salaried consulate at Milan 

New salaried consulate at Christiania 3 1 
New commercial agency at Gabonuneeznwn 4 1 


27,725 
In farther compliance with your verbal request I submit my?views on these 


ges. 

As to Nos. 1, 2, and 10, I think them unwise. If any change is to be made in 
our representation with the th American republics I think it should be in- 
rather than diminished. In my judgment the present is a favorable time 
for increasing our commerce and intercourse with those states, and for advancing 
our political relations with them. I should regret to see any step taken by this 
Government which could be construed into a purpose to di our intercourse 

with them, either commercial or ponon 
As to Nos. 3,4, and 9, I think that the ant om will work to the disadvan- 
tage of the United States. Belgium and the Netherlands are distinct countries, 
pled by different races who s different languages and have different 
8 Each sends a representative here, and each would undoubtedly feel hurt 
if we fail to show a like courtes: be said of Sweden 
We have interests in 


in return. The same ma 
Denmark on the other. 


eand duties of the consul at . rf 
I approve of No. ö and No. 6 for raising the rank of our representatives at Berne, 


Greece, who is req 
traveling from one 
As to No. 8, I am 


formed by those who have had practical 8 that thero 
will be t 


herefore think it 
desires 


© su 
or without 
think unwise. 


eral at Cairo, Panama, 
ilan or Christiania. 


to ere. 
If the changes which I have suggested are . — the appropriations for this 
0 year, will stand thus: 


$1, 000 

2.500 

500 

1, 500 

1, 000 

r e ciadonvenctancdevelesuunsehdamsinal 6, 500 

ee e e . apart 2, 500 
Tabus (dropped) 2, 000 
Algiers (dropped) 1, 000 
Venice (dropped) 1, 000 
r. pp p ñͤ ee 6, 500 


a to 1 rest g 82 1 bere but a few su 
age ines to 252, contain an app 

sular clerk hire. The practice began . 
ance of clerk hire to consuls most p by the preparation of invoices, attend- 
ing to seamen, or other business. For no Eai gee indicated to what 
consulates this appropriation should be app The House Committee on Ap- 
propriations, toamne the suggestion of the Department, thought that the money 
could be used more judiciously under direction of the Departmont, and in the act, 
as passed, the House has left this discretion with the Secretary. I concur in the 
Seon! Ney 2 legislation; but I think the sum allowed should be increased to 

70, le 


‘tions to make. 
on not exceeding $65,000 for con- 
ten years since of making an allow- 
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Marcu 22, 


On the same lines 260 and 261, is an appropriation of $5,000 for consular 
officers not ci of the United States. The statutes require that consuls in 
Schedule B should be citizens. It makes no such provision as to vice-consuls, 


und practically such consuls are more often than g 
their vice-consuls ms who are not citizens, because no available citizen re- 
sides in the distri When the consul is present the vice-consul enjoys no salary. 

en the consul has leave of absence, the vice-consul performs the work and 
should receive the pay. Without legislation he cannot do so. This legislation is 
to enable him to ve the pay ; but the amount appropriated is not enough. It 
should be not exceeding $10,000." 

The appropriation on page 12, lines 274 to 278, for contingent expenses of con- 
sulates shonld be increased to $140,000. Iam advised that experience shows that 
that amount will be needed. 

In the estimates my predecessor asked for appropriations for the electrical 
con and exhibition at Paris, $20,000; forthe international commission for the 
establishment of electrical unity, $5,000; and for compensation of acting secretary 
and interpreter to the commission to China in 1850 and 1881. If these app ris- 
tions are not made by other acts, to which perhaps they more appropriately mg, 
Lask that 7. Sod considered. 

Ihave honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
FREDK. T. FRELINGHUYSEN. 

Hon. James B. BECK, 

Chairman 


sub-committee of the Senate Committee on Appropriations. 


Mr. BECK. I desire now to give notice that after the amendments 
of the committee are all through I shall offer an amendment, to come 
in after line 267, but not till the committee are through. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The nent amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was to strike out lines 268, 269, 
and 270, in the words “to be expended for consular clerk hire, under 
the direction of the Secretary of State, a sum not exceeding $65,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary,” and to insert in lieu thereof 
the following: 

For allowance for clerks at consulates, $57,400, as follows: 


For the consul at Liverpool, a sum not exceeding the rate of $2,500 for sap one 
z ; and for the consuls-general at London, Paris, Havana, Shanghai, and Kio de 
ane’ 


erwise obliged to name as 


, each a sum not exceeding the rate of $2,000 for any one year; for the con- 


suls- l at Berlin, Frankfort, Vienna, and Kanagawa, and for the consuls at 
Hamburg, Bremen, Manchester, Lyons, Hong-Kong, Havre, and Chemnitz, each a 
sum not ex ing the rate of $1,500 for any one year; for the consul-general at 


Montreal and the consuls at Bradford and Birmingham, each a sum not exceedin 
the rate of $1,200 for any one year; for the consuls-general at Calcutta and Mel- 
bourne, and for the consuls at Leipsic, Sheffield, Sonneberg, Dresden, Marseilles, 
Nuremberg, T Antwerp, Bordeaux, Colon, (Aspinwall,) Glasgow, and Singa- 
pore, each a sum not exceeding 72 rate of $1,000 for any one year; for the consuls 
at Belfast, Barmen, Leith, Dundée, Matamoras, and Halifax, each a sum not ex- 
ceeding the rate of $800 for any one year; for the consul-general at Mexico, and for 
the consuls at Beirut, Naples, Stuttgart, Florence, Mannheim, Prague, Zurich, 
Panama, and Demerara, each a sum not exceeding the rate of $600 for any one year. 
For an additional allowance for clerks at consulates, to be expended at the a 

named in the discretion of the Secretary of State, $4,000. 

nded under the 


For an additional allowance for clerks at consulates, to be ex 
direction of the Secretary of State at consulates not herein provided for in respect 
to clerk hire, no greater portion of this sum than $400 to be allowed to any one con- 
sulate in any one fiseal year, $6,000: Provided, That the total sum expended in any 
one year shall not exceed the amount herein appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 320, 321, and 322, in 
the following words: 

For boat for official use of United States consul at Osaka and Hiogo, and for pay 
of boat's crew, $500. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 323 and 324, as follows: 

For hiring of steam-launch for use of the legation and consulate-general at Con- 
stantinople, $1,000. 

The amendment was a; to. 

The next amendment was, after line 376, to insert: 

For contingent expenses of the artment of State, to be accounted for pur- 
suant to the requirement of section 291 of the Revised Statates, $90,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to amend the last line, 402, by changing 
“ seventeen ” to“ 0 so as to make the appropriation $20,000 
“ for printing and distributing the publications by the Department 
of State of the consular and other commercial reports,” &c. 

Mr. BECK. That the committee agreed upon. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I find on referring to the letter of the Secretary of 
State sent to the House of Representatives, found on page 1565 of the 
RECORD, that the Secretary of State strongly recommends the estab- 
lishment of a consulate at St. Stephens at a salary of $1,500, and he 
states as a reason for it that the Treasury Department desire that 
consulate established. I find on examination that St. Stephens is 
now a sort of appendage to St. John’s, where there is a commercial 
agent or consular officer; under it is the direction of the consul at 
St. John’s. The committee overlooked this, and I have not had time 
to consult with them about it, but I think it is important that what 
the State Department proposes should be done. 

Mr. HALE, That is a matter that I know very well about my- 
self. It is right on the border of my own State. It is a thing that 
is needed. It has been investigated by the Department thoronghly, 
but as the chairman says was overlooked by the sub-committee and 
by the committee. [hope it will be inserted after the end of class 6. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 9, after ‘‘Coaticook” 
PA HALE. It had better be after Antigua,“ at the end of line 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I move to insert there “Saint Steph- 
ens. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. Now in line 97, the footing ought to be change! 
by adding $1,500. Instead of ‘‘ $33,600” it ought to be 835,100. I 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment. 
to. 


move that amendment. 

The amendment was a to. 

Mr. BECK. I propose an amendment to come in after line 267, at 
the close of the items of appropriations for consulates and commer- 
cial agencies. It is this: 

And hereafter the Secretary of State shall, in the estimates for the annual ex- 
penditures of the expenses of the diplomatic and consular service, estimate for the 
2732 ee ero citar: cag tes canton E 
o ; 
allowed or Pee gna in each individual case. 2 

This amendment does not come from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, I offer it on my own responsibility without consultation with 
the Secretary of State. I certainly would have consulted him if I 
had had an oportunity or had been able to formulate the proposition 
sooner; but it is only within the last half hour upon consultation 
with other gentlemen who are very familiar with these matters that 
I have thought it advisable to ask to insert this provision, there 
being no other Dill in which it would be likely to be brought up at 
this session of Congress. I believe the Secretary of State would 
recommend it and for this reason: there are now a great many very 
important commercial agencies that never come before Con; in 
any form, they are changed to suit the Department or somebody in 
it. Many of them I suppose the present Secretary of State knows 
nothing about; certainly there are many that none of us know any- 
thing about; why they should not be estimated for, why they should 
not be in the consular and diplomatic bill is one of the things that I 
am not quite able to understand. 

Take the annual report of the Fifth Auditor to the Secretary of the 
Treasury for the current year, and you will find, for instance, that at 
Boracoa de Cuba the commercial nt received $2,540.28 fees, and 
yet that agency is not in this bill. Belleville received $2,152.50, and 
it is not mentioned in this bill. At Brunswick $2,500 was received, 
and it is not mentioned in the bill. At Chatham $2,330 was received, 
with Uke e Sev an adjunct to it, and it is not provided for here. 
Curacoa, in the West Indies, where the salary and emoluments are 
8 is not named in this bill; and so on with a great many 
others. 

I give these as specimens merely. At Hull the receipts were 
$1,858.81, and it is not mentioned in the bill. Take the quite im- 
peran consulate, or commercial agency now, St. Galle, in Switzer- 

and: $4,582 is the amount of the sa and emoluments of the office 
there. Itis not mentioned in this bill. In looking over the Fifth 
Auditor’s report you will frequently find that where we have fixed 
the salary at, say $2,000, the person receives three, or perhaps four 
thousand dollars, because he has little places added as adjuncts to 
his consulate that the Department may put on or take off, just to suit 
themselves, and they place men at those agencies and adjuncts with- 
out consulting us. They may take off two or three of them from 
one and add them to another consulate, thus swelling the salary of 
the consul at the latter to the amount they desire him to have. In 
this way they may give a consul for whom we have fixed a salary of 
$1,000 or $1,500, that much more than we provide as pay, by adding 
little places as adjuncts to the place to hick he is sent, 

All that is done without anybody here knowing anything about it, 
and I suppose very often done without the Secretary of State know- 
ing very much about it. I have rather come to the conclusion, after 
examining the Treasury report in regard to its contingencies which 
we have been working on for some time, and after looking over the 
Fifth Auditor's report, that very many things of this sort are done 
by clerks in the Departments providing for favorites. I fear that 
the civil service reform of my Friend from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON] 
and my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] will not amount to 
much; that it is the old cunning rats who get inside who do most of 
the mischief and do pretty much as they like. An occasional clean- 
ing out would be a better civil-service reform than any provision 
which makes them secure after they have learned how to practice 
tricks which they know how to cover up and conceal from Congress. 

Congress can check these quiet arrangements as to agencies by 
requiring the Secretary of State to put in the Book of Estimates all 
the facts as to the men who are employed, whether as commercial 
agents, consuls, vice-consuls, or anything else, together with the 
amounts that he thinks they ought to receive. Of course it is not 
fair to give every agent all the fees that he collects. Take, for ex- 
ample, Hong Kong, where the fees collected were $17,157.84 and the 
salary is $4,000. The salary is right perhaps, or it may be that it 
ought to be mor2, so as to be in proportion to what others are get- 
ting, and demands were made upon us for more at that place; but 
in other places, such as St. Galle, the consul retains all the fees 
that he collects; $4,582 is paid as fees, and he keeps all he can get. 
These are the nice little places, as I said, that are kept quietly in 
the Department, or that can be kept there quietly, which Congress 
knows nothing about, but which are used to provide for somebody 
that some one up there thinks very well of, and by changing and 
zolang or withdrawing adjuncts they can punish those they don’t 


e. 
That is not the way to deal with Cengress. I do not believe tho 
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resent Secretary would approve such methods; Ihave no idea that 


e does. If I had had an opportunity I should have consulted with 
him; the reason I say I would is because the chairman of the com- 
mittee was kind enough in distributing his bills to ask me to take 
charge of this bill as chairman of the sub-committee; therefore I 
have paid more attention to it than I otherwise would; but believ- 
ing that the chairman himself ought to have charge of the diplo- 
matic bill I requested him to present it in the Senate. 

Upon the examination which he made and which I made of the 
inequalities, or rather irregularities, as I re them, shown in the 
anditor’s reports, and I do not propose to blame anybody with them 

yarticularly, certainly not the present Secretary, I think it would 
he well to have all the facts hereafter in the Book of Estimates, as 
proposed in the amendment I have now offered, so that Congress may 
see just what a consular agent is getting, and what each commercial 
agent gets, and let Congress act intelligently upon it, and let there 
be no change or rearrangement of places made by others that are 
unknown to us or that can be known only by running through the 
Fifth Auditor’s report, as we have had to do, that requires a good 
deal of examination and a good deal of comparison to find out what 
has been done. A statement in the Book of Estimates of the whole 
matter by the Secretary would save him a great deal of trouble and 
embarrassment, and save Congress a great deal of trouble and em- 
barrassment, and prevent a great many evils, and a great many very 
useless impositions. That is the object which I have, and the only 
object, in offering the amendment, which, as I say, I have not hada 
chance to consult the Department about, but which I believe the 
Secretary would himself approve ; indeed, I have no doubt he would. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not know that I have any objection to the 
amendment suggested by the Senator from Kentucky. I think it 
may be a judicious amendment. What the Senator from Kentucky 
says with reference to our having commercial agents and consuls and 
vice-consuls whose stations are not named in this bill is true to a 
considerable extent. The schedules under which these appropria- 
tions are now made I think was incorporated into a statute in 1872, 
possibly in 1871, Of course our country has grown very largely since 
that time, and many new consuls and many new commercial agents 
have since become necessary. 

There is a general provision in the Revised Statutes which author- 
izes the President to appoint a commercial agent at any place where 
it is deemed necessary, and such commercial agents of course receive 
the fees of consuls. I have not the section of the Revised Statutes 
at hand. There is a provision that limits the pay of all such com- 
mercial agents and consuls to $2,500. In the case of St. Galle, men- 
tioned by the Senator from Kentucky, the consular fees are forty- 
three or forty-four hundred dollars. f 

Mr. BECK. Four thousand five hundred and eighty-two dollars. 

Mr. ALLISON. The commercial agent there, of course, can only 
receive for his compensation proper $2,500 under the statute; but I 
quite agree with the Senator from Kentucky, that a place which 
yields a revenue in consular fees of $4,500 ought to be included in an 
appropriation bill for the pay of consuls. 

t also quite agree with the Senator from Kentucky with reference 
to another practice which has grown up, I suppose, under this sys- 
tem, and that is of attachments to consulates. For instance, to the 
consulate at St. John’s, New Brunswick, there are, I believe, seven 
little vice-consulates or consular agencies, as they are called, the offi- 
cers of which report to the consul at St. John’s. These consular 
agents divide their fees with the consul under a provision of law, 
andthusswellhiscompensation. I think that is perhaps well enough. 
Of course a consul has a number of these smaller consular agencies 
to supervise, his work is very largely increased, and when it is in- 
creased he ought to have some compensation for it. I do not know 
that there is any abuse in regard to that matter; but there may be 
an abuse if, when a consul has a few of these places attached to his 
consulate, thus increasing his compensation, it may be properly and 
necessarily, somebody in the State Department, a clerk, if you please, 
or some one without the attention of the Secretary being called to it, 
may suddenly take away the appendages or attachments and thus 
diminish the consul’s allowance. 

I happen to have in my mind an instance, a very marked instance, 
where our consul at Zurich, receiving a salary of $2,000 a year only 
under the law, had one ortwo or three places attached to his consu- 
late, thus enabling him to receive $3,000 per annum, which is no more 
than he should receive as compensation for the service rendered there, 
taking into account the cost and expense of living. Suddenly he 
finds that one or two of these places are taken away from him and 
his compensation diminished, without notice to him, $1,000 per an- 
num. That is a great injustice and it ought not to be done except 
upon the most careful consideration in the Department. I have no 
doubt this consideration is generally given, but in many instances 
such a change can be made without the Secretary understanding the 
details or knowing the facts. 

Lhave had some conversation with the Secretary of State upon this 
very matter, and I know that the State Department is at this moment 
79 8 2 5 the very question suggested by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. I do not think the amendment which he proposes will accom- 

lish what he desires. The Committee on Foreign Relations or the 
ommittee on Commerce should take up the schedules and revise 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2151 


them, and fix the compensation of consuls in cases where we now have 
commercial agencies under them. The Secretary in one of his com- 
munications to the committee stated that the whole question of the 
consular service is now under careful revision in the State Depart- 
ment, and I have no doubt the very suggestions that occur to the 
Senator from Kentucky are already under consideration in the State 
Department. So I see no objection to the amendment suggested by 
the Senator from Kentucky; at least I shall give it my support. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr, HARRIS. Before the Senator from Lowa sits down I should 
like to ask him a question, if the Senator from Maine will yield a 
moment for that purpose. 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. I see by the amendment of the committee in line 
162 that Tripoli and Tunis are added to the class of salaries that are 

Sree $2,000. The salary of the consul at Tripoli has heretofore been 


Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, as I rose to speak upon 
the subject that was immediately before the Senate and as this is an 
entirely different matter, I will proceed. 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I wish that the Senator from Kentucky had had the 
opportunity to confer with the Secretary of State before submitting 
his amendment, and yet itmay not do any harm, and it is clearly in 
the right direction. The trouble about requiring the same exact 
estimates in the State Department that we have in the other Depart- 
ments is that in its administration it is unlike the other Departments; 
it is flexible. A consulship or minister's place may be established 
anywhere by the President, or by the President acting through the 
Secretary of State. A consulate may be set up, or a commereial 
agency, or a consular agency, and from time to time, as the devel- 
opments of our trade are made known, little attachments 11 755 be 
made to a consulate or commercial agency. The limitation to all those 
things is clear and distinct in the law, and no consul is allowed, as 
has been said, to swell his salary up to an inordinate amount by the 
additions that he receives from the appendages to his consulate or 
commercial agency. I think by either a statute or an order of the 
Department, and I believe it is a statute, all of the amounts drawn 
from any of the little dependencies of the consulate cannot exceed 
$1,000, but the trouble in requiring estimates is that the amount 
varies from year to year very considerably. 

I trust if this amendment is adopted that there will be a full con- 
sultation with the Secretary of State as to its effects, and to see 
whether we can do this without crippling the service, and that when 
the matter comes up, as it certainly will if it passes here, before a 
committee of conference there will be full and complete conference 
with the Department. I am sure nobody here is seeking to cripple 
the Department in its action; I know the Senator from Kentucky 
does not desire any such thing as that. The Secretary, working 
away as he is faithfully in this direction, will be willing to contribute 
his part to the end indicated by the Senator from Kentucky, if he 
only has the time to do it. 

Mr. BECK. Iwas wholly unable to formulate what was best until 
I consulted with gentlemen who had been for a long time familiar 
with this branch of the service. I have no hesitation in saying that 
the principal gentleman I conferred with was Hon. ABRAM S. HEWITT 
of New York, who is very familiar with the subject, and who seemed 
to think this proposition would meet the views of the Department; 
it met his own. He has argued the question very fully, and almost 
before the bill came before the House this amendment was put in 
shape. I wre the Secretary of State will be consulted about it, and 
certainly if he sees any objection to it, and will come before the 
committee and state the objection, I will not press anything that 
he thinks is wrong. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask a question for my own informa- 
tion. Will the amendment include all the consulates if it passes? 

Mr. ALLISON. No,sir; it does not include all the consulates. 
The law authorizes the President at any time to appoint consuls. I 
will call the attention of the Senate to the statute in a moment. 
There is a statute which authorizes the President of the United 
States, by and with the consent of the Senate, to appoint consuls 
wherever he chooses to appoint them, at a salary not exceeding 
$1,500 per year. The specific appropriations made in this bill are 
made under what are known as 8 B and C. There are con- 
suls drawing fees who are not mentioned in the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Receiving a larger sum than $1,500? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. There are also commercial agents who 
are not included, 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, perhaps he may recall 
that some years ago Congress passed what was known as the Orth 
bill, reorganizing the consular and diplomatic service; and in that 
act, after investigating all the eommercial and consular relations of 
the United States, certain consulates were put down in terms at a 
fixed salary. The appropriation acts since that time have embraced 
those consulates and commercial agencies that were put in in the 
Orth bill, with such as Congress granted from time to time; but the 
Orth bill did not embrace these other commercial agencies at that 
time, and they have never been put in since. 

Mr. HOAR. So that if the President established a consulate last 
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year, and made from a commercial agency a consulate, the failure to 
enumerate that consulate in this bill, passed since the President 
established it, does not destroy or overthrow that act? 

Mr. HALE. Oh, not at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. Except, I take it, the consul would only receive 
the fees; he would not receive an annual salary. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr, Harris] wished 
1o make some inquiry in regard to the bill. 

Mr. BECK. Can we not vote on this amendment first ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. HARRIS. A vote on the pending amendment may be had, and 
I desire then to ask the Senator from Iowa a question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
pro by the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. BECK. } 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. The question I desire to ask of the Senator from 
Towa is why the salaries found fixed in line 162, page 8 of the bill, at 
Tripoli and Tunis are reduced from what they have formerly been, to 
the sum of $2,000? I have not investigated the question at all beyond 
the knowledge of the fact that the salary at Tripoli has heretofore 
been $3,000. That position happens to be held by a distinguished 
citizen of my own State, who was for a number of years the consul 
at Leith, at a salary of $2,000, and where he made a record which I 
um assured by the Department of State is a most excellent one. He 
was recently promoted to the position at Tripoli, where the salary 
was $3,000. Pe by this amendment the salary is fixed at $2,000 a 


year. 

Mr. ALLISON. In response to the inquiry of the Senator from 
Tegnessee, I will state that under the appropriations for this year 
the consuls at Tripoli and Tunis receive $3,000 each annually, but 
the House of Representatives, in passing this bill, entirely omitted 
to appropriate or next year for either Tripoli or Tunis, striking 
them both out entirely. The Secretary of State, in his letter to us, 
or perhaps in his letter to the House of Representatives, said that 
these two consulates should be retained, but that they might be 
retained at a lower compensation. 

I will say to the Senator from Tennessee that the fees received at 

these two consulates are very small indeed as compared with other 
places, but the committee believed that it was a wise thing to retain 
consuls at both Tripoli and Tunis. Therefore we kept them in the 
Dill at a salary of $2,000 per annum, which will, we trust, be enough 
to compensate the consuls for any service they may render there. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I should like to know why the compensation is 
reduced? Two thousand dollars is not sufficient. Why should they 
not be kept in at the old rate of $3,000? 

Mr. ISON. The Secretary of State stated that the compensa- 
tion might be reduced. I will also say to my friend from Rhode 
Island that we investigated the matter as thoroughly as we could, 
and we found that a consul who had been there for five years received 
a very small amount in the way of fees, (I need not say how much,) 
and that there are no hotels at Tripoli. This consul was able torent 
a house there having twelve rooms for $200 a year. We thought 
probably the consul could get on with $2,000, and especially did we 
think so in view of the fact that the House insist on abolishing both 
consulates, and we shall come in contest with them of course upon 
the whole question. 

Mr. ANTHONY. You might as well come in a contest with them 
at a salary of $3,000 as a salary of $2,000. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa if he 
and the Committee on Appropriations are satisfied from the informa- 
tion before the committee that $2,000 is an adequate compensation 
for this position? I quite appreciate the ok Sop that the Sena- 
tor makes in restoring the position at a smaller salary ; but if $2,000 
is not an adequate compensation for the performance of such duties as 
devolve upon that position, I quite agree with the suggestion of the 
Senator from Rhode Island that if restored at all it ought to be re- 
stored at such a salary as will be adequate and proper to be allowed 
to the consuls at those places. If the House is unwilling to restore 
them by any amendment, whether the amendment of the committee 
be retained in the bill or that amendment changed to the original 
sum of $3,000, it would leave the whole question open to be consid- 
ered in committee of conference, to be adjusted according to what- 
ever may be agreed upon by the conferees of the two Houses. 

I very much hope that the Senator from Iowa will consent to restore 
the consulate to which I referred at the salary that has heretofore 
been paid at that place, which is $3,000, instead of $2,000 as fixed by 
the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senate? 

Mr. ALLISON. None that I know of. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. If there is no question before the Senate I should 
like to offer an amendment. After the word necessary,“ in line 380, 
I move to insert: 


For removing the bod 
Vera Cruz, Mexico, to 


Is there any question before the 


of E. H. Rogers, deceased, late United States consul at 
ont, Nebraska, $1,000, or so much thereof as may be 


This consul fell in the discharge of his duties in Vera Cruz, and his 
remains are there yet His little family have not a sufficient sum to 
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enable them to send for his body, and as might be expected they are 
very anxious to have the body returned. I hope the amendment will 


be Siope, 

Mr. ISON. Ionly desire to say that the committee considered 
this amendment, and came to the conclusion that it should pot be 
placed on this bill. This is not the proper place for it. We have 
adopted hitherto two or three provisions of a similar character, but 
they have always been passed on the sundry civil bill, which takes 
into account such subjects. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Nebraska 
withdraw his amendment and move it on the sundry civil bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will withdraw it I think he will 
have no trouble when the other bill comes up. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Very well; I will withiiew it. I give notice 
that I shall offer it as an amendment to the sundry civil bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to make a suggestion to the Senator from 
Iowa, for Ido not desire to conflict with him or his committee in 
respect to the consulate at Tripoli. I suppose it would be in order 
now in the Senate to move to amend the amendment of the committee, 
and I desire to move such an amendment. I see the Secre of State 
recommends that the consulate at Tripoli, and at Tunis, I believe— 
certainly at Tripoli—be not abolished, but suggests that the salary 
might be reduced $500. The report of the committee is to reduce the 
salary $1,000. Hence I will adopt the recommendation of the Sec- 
retary of State, and move, with the permission of the Senator, that 
the salary be fixed at 82,500. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will not insist 
upon theamendment. I think he will accomplish his pu better, 
which is to retain the consulate, by leaving the salary at $2,000 rather 
than by insisting upon $2,500 now. I hope the Senator from Tennes- 
see will not insist upon his amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam not suflleiently familiar with the subject-mat- 
ter of this bill to undertake to insist upon any amendment. I was 
looking to the interest of a constituent of mine, who is greatly pre- 
jadiced by the amendment of the committee, and who I am sure does 
not desire to retain the position one moment at the rate allowed by 
the committee. Hence, so far as my personal interest goes, it is wholly 
indifferent to me whether the consulate is abolished altogether or 
whether the amendment of the committee shall be adopted. I shall 
not insist upon an amendment that does not meet the approbation of 
the Senator having the bill in charge. 

Mr. ALLISON, I am very much obliged to the Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the vote be taken upon con- 
curring in the amendments in gross, or is there some amendment 
upon which any Senator desires to have a separate vote taken? 
L In gross.”] The question is on concurring in the amendments 
made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in, 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 4439) to amend the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, establishing the times, places, and provis- 
ions for holding terms of the district and circuit courts in the north- 
ern district of New York. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. No. 650) to authorize the Secretary of War to release a 
78 of ver across lands of the United States at Plattsburgh, New 

ork ; an 

A bill (H. R. No. 4439) to amend the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, establishing the times, places, and provisions for holding terms 
of the district and circuit courts in the northern district of New York. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

In compliance with section 4119 of the Revised Statutes (act of June 22, 1860) I 
transmit to Congress a pepy of two additional regulations issued in accordance 
with the fifth section of that act by the envoy extraordinary and minister pleni- 
potentiary of the United States accredited to the Government of China, and as- 
sented to by the several United States consular officers in that country, for the serv- 
ice of summons on absent defendants in causes before the consular courts of the 
United States of Americain China. These regulations, which are accompanied 
by a copy of the minister's dispatch on the subject, are commended to the consid- 
eration of Congress with a view to their approval. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


WASHINGTON, March 22, 1882. 


LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 


Mr. CONGER. I now ask the Senate to take up and consider the 
Life-Saving Service bill, in the hope that we can dispose of it to-day. 


1882. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ar order. 

r. SAUNDERS. I wish to say that my colleague [Mr. Van 
Wyck] obtained the floor to speak upon the tariff-commission bill 
after the consular and diplomatie appropriation bill should be dis- 
posed of; but he is not well to-day. Ido not see him in his seat, 
and I only desire that he shall not lose his right to the floor; other- 
wise I shall send for him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it the pleasure of the Senate that 
the bill indicated by the Senator from Michigan shall now be taken 
up informally ? 

Mr. PLATT. That would not displace the tariff-commission bill! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No, sir; that is the unfinished 
business, but there does not seem to be anybody here who is desirous 
of speaking upon the tariff-commission bill. If any Senator wishes 
to address the Senate upon that bill, the Chair will recognize him. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the Life-Saving Service bill be taken up in- 
formally, and then if any gentleman desires to speak on the tariff- 
commission bill, I will give way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair stated that if no person 
desires to address the Senate on the tariff-commission bill, the bill 
which the Senator from Michigan has in charge will be taken up 
informally. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Michigan will, I suppose, agree 
to give the tariff-commission bill the right of way whenever it 
demands the right of way. 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir; during this hour or this order of busi- 
ness. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 1049) to promote the efficiency of the Life- 
Saving Service and to encourage the saving of life from shipwreck. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The last amendment on which the 
Senate acted fixed $1,200 as the salary of superintendent of the dis- 
trict of Maine and New Hampshire. 

Mr. CONGER. That amendment to the amendment was adopted, 
but the amendment as amended has not been voted on by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question was upon the amend- 
ment as amended, and that was adopted. The bill is stillas in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. When the billis in the Senate another vote 
can be taken npon that amendment if it is desired. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CONGER, Iyield to the Senator from Georgia if he has an 
amendment to offer, but I should like to renew a proposition I made 
in the morning hour, that the salaries of all the superintendents be 
classified in two classes; that all who are under $2,000 in the bill be 
placed at $1,500, and all put at $2,000 and over by the bill be placed 
at 82,000. The whole reduction in the expenses of superintendents 
would be $3,100 by that proposition, and after consultation with the 
superintendent of the service it was thought best to make that 
proposition to the Senate. There are four of these places at less 
than $2,000 in the bill and eight which are $2,000 and over. There 
would be a saving by that reduction of $500 in six cases and an addi- 
tion in one case of $300, and a reduction in other cases of $200. I 
think, perhaps, that would be a fair adjustment of the service until 
hereafter, when Congress may be able to inquire more particularly 
into the amount of labor and responsibility and more carefully fix 
the salaries of the respective superintendents, If I may make that 
motion now I will ask the Senate to consider it. 

Mr. BROWN. In line 12 of section 4, in the item for the second 
district, embracing the coast of Massachusetts, I move to strike out 
‘*$2,000” and insert “$1,200;” so as to read: 


Forthe second district, embracing the coast of Massachusetts, $1,200 per annum. 


That would make it conform to the salary that we have just voted 
for the first district, where the original salary was $1,000 per annum. 
As already stated, with the exception of two districts which have 
$1,500 per annum, $1,000 per annum is the present salary of these 
superintendents, except in two cases, where the sum given is the pay 
of the same rank in the revenue marine. What rank in the rev- 
enne marine the particular person has I do not know; but I suppose 
it is about the average salary, as they are average districts. I pro- 
pose, therefore, to put them upon the average of other districts in 

ing the salary in those two. 

1 Mr BALH: What is the amount that the Senator has moved in 
ine 12 

Mr. BROWN. One thousand two hundred dollars instead of 
$2,000. That is an increase of 20 per cent, upon the present salary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Georgia 
excuse the Chair one moment ? 

Mr. BROWN. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The easiest way to reach the sense 
of the Senate upon this subject would be to move to strike out 
$2,000, and if the Senate agree to that, then to move the different 
sums, the smaller sums first, and then the larger sums. That would 
be the easiest way to reach the sense of the Senate upon the subject. 

Mr. BROWN. That is what I have moved to do; to strike out 
82,000 and insert $1,200. That is my motion exactly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the amount fixed in the bill is 
stricken out, then the Senator from Georgia can move to insert 


The tariff-commission bill is the 


re 


$1,200; another Senator may move to insert $1,500; and another Sen- 
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ator may move to insert $1,800, and votes can be taken on all of the 
propositions. A motion to strike out and insert is not divisible. 

Mr. BROWN. That seems to me like a legitimate motion, if the 
Chair please. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia moves 
to stike out in line 12 of section 4 “$2,000” and insert ‘ $1,200.” 

Mr. BROWN. This is twice that I have attempted to make some 
remarks upon this subjeet, very uninteresting to the Chair probably, 
but somewhat important to me. 
s The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia has the 

oor. 

Mr. BROWN. I was going on toremark when interrupted by the 
President of the Senate that the present salary is $1,000 a year in this 
particular district, I propose now to increase it 20 per cent. by 
muking it $1,200 per annum. 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. Ferry] stated on the floor to- 
day that he had some experience inthe matter, and that experienced 
men could be obtained to navigate vessels ou the lakes at from $1,000 
to $1,100 per annum. I apprehend that any gentleman who is com- 

etent to discharge that service is quite competent to perform the 

uties of a superintendent of one of these districts. It has been said, 
however, that his salary ought to be larger because he gives a large 
bond, $50,000, I have no objection to an amendment to the bill at 
the proper point to reduce that bond, if it be toolarge, but with the 
present bond there is no difficulty in finding gentlemen, and prob- 
ably large numbers of them, who would be very much pleased to 
have these places. We have heard of no resignations; they are filled, 
and ably filled, no doubt, judging from the accounts that have been 
given us here of the very important and heroic services performed 
under these superintendents, 

The proposition in the bill is to increase the salaries of superin- 
tendents from $1,000 to $2,000, and in some instances from $1,000 to 
$2,500, all at one leap, when the places are new filled by gentlemen 
who would be very reluctant, I apprehend, to give them up atthe pe 
ent salaries. There are now one hundred and eighty keepers, as I find 
from the Official Register, who are receiving $400 per annum salary. 
The bill proposes to increase that salary to 8800. That would be an in- 
crease of $72,000 opon the salaries of the keepers alone. Then we pro- 
pose an increase of $12,400 in the salaries of superintendents, making 
the increase ofsalaries proposed by this bill over the appropriation act 
of last year $34,400. I confess that I can see no good reason for such a 
change as that unless it be that the last Congress was a Democratic 
e and we got along very well with these salaries. The pres- 
ent bill, undera Republican administration, makes provision for this 
large increase, and in the bill there is the following clause: 

Sec. 10. That the appointment of keepers and crews of life-saving stations 
shall be made solely wi 8 to their fitness, and without reference to their 
political or party afiiliations. 

However, in reference to the superintendents it is not so provided. 
I suppose they will be Republicans, of course, because it is reserved 
in the bill that they are not to be appointed on account of fitness 
without any regard to party affinities. I should think that the 
same rule ought to apply to all of them, and at the proper time I 
shall propose an amendment to that effect. If it is not so intended 
there is no very good reason why the salaries that were $1,000 under 
a Democratic Congress should be increased now to $2,500, so that 
Republican officers may be appointed to fill the places. I have no 
objection under a Republican administration to the Republicans 
taking the offices; I am not as strongly endowed with the idea that 
a civil-service reform would work any great good as some Senators 
are; but Iam speaking of so large an increase of salaries on the 
change from one political party to the other. 

I do not think we ought to vote away the people’s money to this 
extent. The service is going on well as it is. Let well enough 
alone;” bnt if there must be an increase of the salaries, then 20 
per cent., I submit, is as great an increase as onght to be made in 
the case of each one of these superintendents. I am willing to add, 
say, $200 per annum to each one of the superintendents. There are 
two of them whose salary is $1,500 now. I know no very good reason 
why their salary should be $1,500 now when that of others is $1,000. 
only that they are on the coast of New York and New Jersey and 
probably Delaware, where there is more navigation and there may 

more for them to do. I have no objection to adding $200 to each 
of those and make it $1,700, but it seems to me that is as much asit 
ought to be in any of these cases. Hence I propose to run these 
amendments through each district as already stated. 

Mr. FRYE. Is the Senator from Georgia aware that elsewhere 
(the rules of the Senatedo not allow me to say where) a leading Dem- 
ocrat has charge of a bill and is endeavoring to make it a law with 
the salaries provided in this bill, it being really a pet measure of a 
leading Democrat? 

Mr. BROWN. I will simply say if that is so I disapprove very 
much of the coaduct of that fending Democrat. 

Mr. HALE. I move to amend the amendment of the Senator from 
Georgia by making the salary $1,500. 

Mr. CALL. Lask the Secretary to read an extract from the report 
of the Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service in order to show 
the character of the men engaged and the kind of services which 
are to be poa by these appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The extract will be read, 
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The Acting Secretary read as follows: 
DEATH OF SUPERINTENDENT GUTHRIE 


The mortuary record of the year is uliarly darkened by yet another loss, 
that of a gentle and gallant man, Captain J. J. Guthrie, the superintendent of the 
sixth life-saving district, who, it will be remembered, perished with four other 

rsous on Sunday, November 25, 1877, the day following the wreck of the Huron. 

n his anxiety to reach the scene of the calamity, and to see that all possible suc- 
cor was being extended to the survivors, Captain Guthrie left Hampton Roads 
with a wrecking party on board the steamer B. & J. Baker, at seven o'clock on 
the evening of the 24th, and arrived at the locality, after a rough run, early the 
next morning. The sea was still so boisterous that it was not possible to land 
from the steamer at that time, but having somewhat subsided by two o'clock in 
the afternoon, it was then determined to make the effort, and a boat was lowered 
from the wrecking steamer 3 Captain Stoddard, Mr. Henry L. Brooke, 
of the Norfolk Virginian, Captain Guthrie, and a crew of five men, four of them 
ed to be one of the 


me; 
25 5 intercourse, has deeper 


nature and almost feminine 8 he had 
is naval experience the Ssaki wader of perilous 
ac 


enterprises. He is reported as having always been at sea ose student, and to 
have considerable classical attainments, and a Le traces, as six or seven 
lan; , two of which he is said to have spoken with ity. life had been 


and consolin; 
interest of fellow-beings, and perished in the strict line of duty. 

Mr. CALL. I think there is a very plain rule by which the com- 
pensation of public servants shall be determined, which is the rule 
of reason. The Government has no right to be mean and niggardly 

The lowest rate of wages which the Government can reasonably pay 
is a sufficient amount for the comfortable support of a man and his 
family in the situation where his duty requires him tobe. I venture 
to say that such a man as is described in this report cannot be found 
who can discharge the duties, considering the perilous nature of 
them, and give his family a comfortable support upon less than the 
amount provided in the bill. 

There is one argument that has been made which I confess, if true, 
would be a strong one against the bill, and that is that the Govern- 
ment is so utterly corrupt, the men who administer its functions so 
entirely destitute of principle and character, that they will make of 
this humane institution for the saving of human life and property a 
partisan concern, If that be true then republican government is 
utterly gone; it is hopeless, if we have no means in this Government 
of ours of restraining those who have charge of the public affairs from 
the commission of an infamy so great as to convert an institution of 
this character into a mere partisan machine. Iwill believe and hope 
that this is not true. So far as the question of compensation is con- 
cerned, I affirm that a man cannot upon any smaller amount than the 
salary proposed by this bill pay his own necessary expenses in the 
. of these duties in any portion of this country with which 

am familiar, and support in the same manner as men of like capaci- 
ties in other employments a family of ordinary size in reasonable com- 
fort, allowing something for the education of his children and some- 
thing to be saved as a provision for sickness and old age. 

I do not believe that the people of this country desire to have their 
public servants paid such small salaries as will be inadequate for 
their comfortable support and inadequate for the efficient perform- 
ance of their duties. The intelligent people of the country well know 
that the sure way to place the Government and all its powers in the 
hands of a privileged c who will use its great powers to oppress 
and rob them and their children, is to make salaries less than their 
best men can earn in other employments. The advocacy of cheap 
salaries and starving supine is not in the interests of the people 
nor for the continuance of free republican government. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I hoped that unanimous consent 
would be given to the proposition made by the Senator from Michi- 

an to establish two grades of salaries, one at $2,000 and one at $1,500. 

‘hat seems to me reasonable, and it seems quite as tareduction 
as ought to be made. I originally intended to suggest the reduction 
of some of these salaries when I saw them at $1, $2,000 and $2,500, 
because I know, as has been said by the Senators from Maine, and as 
others must know, that for $1,800 and $2,000 you can get excellent 
captains, men familiar with life upon the ocean, not mere coasting 
officers alone, though for those purposes the latter are perhaps quite 
as valuable. You can get very admirable officers at $1,800 and $2,000 
a year, men who would be very glad to take the places in preference 


to making another engagement at sea, because the positions offer 
something like permanency. So it struck me that offering $2,500 
would be quite superfluous, and it would run the risk suggested by 
the Senator from Ohio, pur SHERMAN, Jof calling in a different set 
of 9 who would not be so desirable. But the reaction goes 
too af for me, and now I am alarmed at the larger reduction pro- 
posed. 

I think the superintendent of the service, Mr. Kimball, is entirely 
right about this matter. He desires to give more pay to the keepers 
of these stations, who are responsible men; and not only to the keep- 
ers, but also to the superintendents of the district. This bears upon 
the suggestion made by the Senator from Florida, [Mr. CALL, ] con- 
cerning what he referred to as corruptions of the general civil serv- 
ice. It so happens that last Saturday the Committee on Civil Serv- 
ice and Retrenchment called in, among the persons whom it would 
like to hear, this same Mr. Kimball, the Superintendent of the Life- 
Saving Service, largely because we had heard that that particular 
thing was being very well done. We heard him an hour or an hour 
and a half, beginning with the beginning and going through with it, 
beginning with s en and going up; and I venture to say that it 
is a model for the whole Government in the thoroughness and the 
fidelity of the service. I do not know how it might have been with 
the original appointments of district superintendents, but in all the 
lower grades there is absolute disregard of party tests, as emphatic 
as you and I, sir, would show if we were going blue-fishing or duck- 
shooting; we would not stop to inquire about the politics of the 
boatmen, but would want to get the best in the harbor. That is the 
way this service is conducted now. I venture to say there is nothing 
of its proportions any better done in the whole Government, 

I said I did not care about giving $2,500, because I really do not 
believe that many even of the Cunard captains get mach more than 
that. They have a life service, and I think something to retire upon 
afterward. It is the permanence that has a great deal to do with 
the willingness to accept the position at a moderate rate. I think 
that $1,500 and $2,000 would be as low as we ought to ask them to 
come. Why? You want these men to be ca able and experienced 
captains, as good as you would take for a clipper ship on the At- 
lantic coast. They must be thoroughly familiar with the surf, even 
more so than some sea-going men might be; they must be as familiar 
with it as our New England whalers or as are the fishermen of the 
rough New England coast. 

In the next place, they are to be the purchasers of supplies for 
their separate stations, running up to as high a number as forty-three 
stations under one superintendent on the Jersey coast. Then they 
are to be paymasters. In that Jersey district there will be some two 
hundred and fifty or three hundred men to pay, scattered at the forty- 
three stations. Again, they are to be inspectors of customs in case 
of necessity, and they are required to give bonds—some to the extent 
of $50,000. One thing more, they have frequent detailed and careful 
reports to make and accounts to keep; and if they are under the neces- 
sity of employing a clerk they must pay him out of thesalary, Their 
traveling expenses are paid, but the clerk they must pay out of their 
own kets. I beg the Senate not to go to an extreme and cut these 
men downso much below where Mr. Kimball, their admirable super- 
intendent, desires to place them. 

Mr. ALLISON. Why are they to give bond for $50,000? 

Mr. HAWLEY. A bond of $50,000 is required because of their 
being purchasers of supplies and paymasters. 

Mr. ALLISON. But there is no law requiring that amount of 


bond? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The late Secretary of the Treasury is here, and 
can tell more 5 about that. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a matter of regulation? 

Mr. HAWLEY. If it is a matter of regulation it is a matter of 
wise regulation, because these men are intrusted with considerable 
responsibility. I think the bond required is not 850, 000 in all cases. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I must enter my protest here against this 
radical reduction of salaries of the superintendents, because unless 
I protest now I shall not do it with a very good grace when we come 
to the New Jersey superintendent. I suppose no exception will be 
made in his case, and therefore I must begin to protest very early. 

Mr. BROWN. Will the Senator permit me one moment? I beg 
to call his attention to the fact that the pending question is not 
a reduction of salary. My proposition is to increase the salary. The 

resent salary in these cases is $1,000. 

Mr. McPHERSON. It is a reduction of the amount fixed by the 
bill as it stands now. It is an increase above last year’s salary, but 
still a very great decrease in the recommendation of the House and 
of the Senate committee. While I do not agree with the recom- 
mendation of the committee that it is n to pay quite as high 
salaries as they propose to pay, yet there should be a large increase 
above the present pay. 

The superintendent on the coast of New Jersey superintends see | 
life-saving stations, reaching from Sandy Hook to Cape May. 
large portion of that distance has to be traversed by him with any 
kind of conveyance he can improvise at all seasons of the year, and 
especially at the most inclement seasons during the winter, spring, 
and fall months. He is obliged to give a bond in the sum of $50,000 
to the Department for the faithful performance of his duties. He is 


given from $30,000 to $50,000 at a timg into his possession for the pur- 
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pose of purchasing stores, &e., for the different stations, for the pay- 
ment of the surfmen, and such other sums of money as it becomes 
his duty as such superintendent to disburse. I should like to ask 
the Senator from Georgia, even if he could obtain the services for 
that sum, if he would require any man in hisemploy who was obliged 
to do the duty that this superintendent of the Jersey coast is required 
to do to give a bond of $50,000 to take from the hands of the Secre- 
tary anywhere from $30,000 to $50,000 of money to disburse, and 
then ask him, for the miserable pittance of $1,500 a year, to assume 
and accept all the responsibilities and to do all the labor required of 
him? I do not think he would. 

Mr. BROWN. In reply to the question of the Senator from New 
Jersey, I will state that I do not think there is the least possible rea- 
son why a bond of $40,000 or $50,000 should be given by these super- 
intendents. As I understand, the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations states that there is no law requiring a $40,000 or 
$50,000 bond to be given; it is simply a regulation. Ihave already 
stated that I would be willing to have an amendment put on the 
bill to fix the bond at a reasonable amount, so chat it would be no 
hardship to give it. Ido not know exactly the labor performed by 
the superintendent of the New Jersey coast, but I have no doubt, if 
I had control of it, I could get fifty applicants to take it at the pres- 
ent salary, and any one of them would feel that he had been very 
fortunate in getting the place. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. There is no question but that plenty of appli- 
cants can be found for the peer Plenty of men can be found 
to give the bond perhaps; but where there is one man who could 
obtain the bond there are a thousand others who could not obtain 
it. Requiring a bond is another good thing in respect to the value 
of that department. I have heard so many good things about it 
that I believe it to be a most efficiently conducted service. I believe 
the present superintendent is one of the best officers of the Govern- 
ment. Without any law, in the absence of law, if he has required 
a bond from the superintendents of the life-saving districts in whose 
hands are placed large sums of money, to secure the Government, 
he is only doing another thing which I am very glad to hear of. 
Therefore it is that the rule of the Department to-day is to exact a 
bond. A bond is given, and while perhaps it is not true to so great 
an extent in New Jersey as on some other portions of our coast, I 
submit to the honorable Senator from Georgia if there are not very 
many places where there is great danger to the superintendent of 
the life-saving district, traveling along the entire coast in the dis- 
bursement of this money ? 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from New Jersey allow me to ask 
him if the present incumbent of that position desires to retire from 
it at the present salary ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not think he does. I think the present 
superintendent in New Jersey takes a great deal of pride in the serv- 
ice. I think he is a very competent man, and a man who could 
earn a much higher salary in another department of life. Yet at 
the same time he has made this his business. It is well known that 
it is very difficult at times for a man to change his business and enter 
on a new occupation of life, and sach a man is often willing to work 
for a far less salary than the measure of service he renders would en- 
title him to receive. The Senator will not, I think, assume to deny 
that where there is a large amount of responsibility the pay ought 
to be in some degree commensurate with the responsibility. 

As I said before, I want to enter my protest now against this rad- 
ical reduction, because I shall not consent to a reduction in the case 
of the superintendent upon the Jersey coast. Knowing but little, as 
I do, of other life-saving departments, I cannot tell the measure of 
labor or responsibility required tor them; but in the case of the Jer- 
sey coast I do know something abont it, and I think it is a little ex- 
travagant in the way of economy to demand of this man employed 
as superintendent that he shall work for $1,500 a year when he cer- 
tainly is entitled to more. I surely would not give the bond and 
take the responsibility for that amount. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] to the amendment of 
the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. BROWN. 

Mr. BROWN. I respectfully submit that is not the question. My 
8 was to strike out $2,000 and insert $1,200. 

. HARRIS. The Senator from Maine proposes to amend that 
amendment by fixing a different but a larger amount, I understand. 

Mr. BROWN. My amendment isa motion to strike out and insert, 
and I submit to the Chair that the Chair has no right nor has the 
Senate aright to have that motion divided under Rule 31, which 
provides that— 

If the question in debate contain several propositions, any Senator may have 
the same divided, except a motion to strike out and insert, which shall not be 
divided; but the rejection of a motion to strike out and insert one proposition 
shall not prevent a motion to strike out and insert a different proposition. 

If my amendment shall be voted down, it will be in order then for 
any Senator to move to strike out and insert some other amount, 
but Lobject to dividing my amendment by making it simply a motion 
to strike out. I insist on my amendment as a motion to strike out 
$2,000 and insert $1,200. 

Mr. HOAR. Cannot a motion to strike out and insert A be amended 
by substituting B as the matter to be inserted instead of A? It is a 
clear amendment of the Senator’s motion. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Rule 31 provides further that: 


Ft to be faserted shall eaoh vo egarded for the purpose of smoendmentas a quae. 
o or the of amen 
ai and motions to amend the part to be stricken out shall have p: — — 

. Then does not the question come up on my amend- 
ment 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maine to the amendment of the Senator 
from Georgia. 

Mr. BROWN. Then, asI understand it, the vote will be first taken 
on the motion to strike out $2,000 and insert $1,500, and if that is not 
carried then the question will recur on my proposition to strike out 
$2,000 and insert $1,200. 

Mr. HALE. That is it. It is a question between $1,500 and 81, 200. 

The PRESIDENT prs tempore. Those in favor of striking out 
$2,000 and inserting $1,500 will say ay.“ 

Mr. HALE. Ifthe Chair will allow me, that is not the question. 
The ponie question is to insert $1,500 instead of $1,200, 

Mr. HOAR. The original motion being to strike out the text and 
insert $1,200, the motion of the Senator from Maine is to amend that 
motion by inserting $1,500 instead of $1,200. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. Then if the amendment to the amendment should be 
adopted, the noesa would recur on the amendment as amended, to 
strike out $2, and insert $1,200. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So the Chair stated. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. BROWN. As I understand it, my motion is to strike out 

$2,000 and insert $1,200. Then the Senator from Maine moves to 
amend my motion by inserting $1,500 instead of $1,200; in other 
words, retaining that part of my amendment which applies to strik- 
ing out, and amending the latter portion of it asto the amount to be 
inserted. 
Mr. HARRIS. If the amendment of the Senator from Maine shall 
be adopted, it disposes of the amendment of the Senator from Georgia, 
so fur as the amount is concerned. Of course the Senate will have to 
determine whether to adopt the amendment as amended, but it dis- 
poses of the amount fixed by the Senator from Georgia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Those who are in favor of $1,500 
being the salary of this superintendent will say “ay.” 

Mr. BROWN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HALE. Now, let the Chair state the question clearly, so that 
Senators may understand just what it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate do understand it. 

Mr. HALE, It does not seem to me that this is a question whether 
the salary shall be $1,500, because that form of stating it might array 
the $2,000 men and the $1,200 men against my amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending a motion to strike out 
and insert,” is the language of the rule. The Senator from Georgia 
moves to strike out $2,000 and insert $1,200. Each of those motions 
shall “ be regarded for the purpose of amendment as a question.” 
The Senator from Maine moves to amend the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Georgia, which is to insert $1,200, by inserting $1,500. 

Mr. HALE. And that is precisely the question that I want the 
Senate to understand. 

Mr. BECK. Will the Senator from Maine tell me what is the pres- 
ent salary? I am not advised. 

Mr. BROWN. The present salary is $1,000. 

Mr. HALE. I think it is $1,000 in this case. 

Mr. BROWN. So says the Official Register. 

‘The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 35, nays 
13; as follows: 


yas YEAS—35. 

ison, Gorman, McPherso: Sawyer, 
Anthony, Hale, Mahone, a Sherman, 
Blair, Hampton, Miller of N. Y., Teller, 

“ 1 m, Mitchell, Vance, 
Cameron of Wis., Davi Morrill, Ves 
Coke, Hill of Colorado, Platt, Voor! 
Conger, N Hoar, kafta, Walker, 
Davis of Ilinois, Johnston, Ro Windom. 
Frye, Logan, Saunders, 

NAYS—13. 
Bayard, Davis of W. Va., Maxey, Williams. 

k, Harris, Mo 
Brown, Jackson, Pendleton, 

Camden, Jonas, Van Wyck, 
ABSENT—28. 
Aldrich, Farley, Ingalls, Me 
Butler, Ferry, Jones of Florida, Miller of Cal., 
Cameron of Pa., Garland, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 

krel}, eorge, Kellogg, Ransom, 
Dawes, Groome, Lamar, Saulsbury, 
Edmunds, Grover, Lapham, Sewell, 

‘air, of Georgia, MeDill, Slater. 


So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on the amend- 
ment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to, there being on a 
division—ayes 30, noes 10. 

Mr. CONGER. To test the sense of the Senate on the proposition 
I made, I move that the next paragraph, where the salary fixed is 
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82,500 for superintendent of the coast of Rhode Island and Long 
Island, be amended so as to read“ $2,000 ” instead of “ $2,500.” 

Mr. BROWN. I move to amend that by making it $1,800 instead 
of $2,000, f 

Mr. CONGER. The proposition I make reduces it in this case $500. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan moves 
to amend by striking out, in line 14 of section 4, “ $2,500” and insert- 
ing “$2,000,” and the Senator from Georgia moves to amend the 
amendment by making it $1,800. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. r e Should not the vote be taken on the highest num- 
ber first 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That rule only applies in filling 
blanks. The question is on the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and taken. 

Mr. SLATER. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
GROVER] is detained from the Senate by illness. 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS—30. 
Allison, Davis of Minois, Johnston. Ransom, 
Beck, Davis of W. Va., Jonas, Rollins, 
Blair, Farley, Jones of Florida, Saunders, 
Brown, Gorman, Maxey, Sherman, 
Camden Hampton, M Slater, 
Cameron of Wis., II Morrill, W. 
Cockre’ Hoar, Pendleton, 
Coke, Jackson, Pugh, 

NAYS—20, 
Anthony, McPherson, Vance, 
Ba: 7 ide Miller of N. Y., V 
Call, H teh Voo 
Conger, Hawley, Platt, Walker, 
Dawes, Hill of Colorado, Sawyer, W. 

ABSENT—26. 

Aldrich, George, Lamar, Plamb, 
Butler, Groome, Lapham, 8 
Cameron of Pa. Grover, abi Sewell, 
Edmunds, Hill of Georgia, Me. Teller, 
Fair, Ingalls, MeMillan, Van Wyck. 
Ferry. Jones of Nevada, Maai, 
Garland, Kellogg, Miller of Cal., 


So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment as amended, 

The amendment as amended was a to. 

Mr. BROWN. Now I move, in the fourth district, line 17 of sec- 
tion 4, to strike out ‘‘ two thousand five hundred” and insert eight- 
een hundred,” according to the vote we have just taken. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I move toamend the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Georgia by making it $2,000 instead of $1,800. The Senate 
will observe that in the second district we have increased the salary 
from $1,000 to $1,500, giving an increase of pay of $500 in that dis- 
trict, while in the fourth district, embracing a much larger field, a 
more important one, where there is more labor and more responsi- 
bility, you aa to increase the pay only $300. Let me again re- 

dent that the New Jersey district comprises a territory more than 
double that of any other district, save one, included in this whole 
b ll. The responsibilities are arduous, the duties are arduous, and I 
hope the Senate will not compel our superintendent to work for the 
miserable pittance of $1,800 a year. Give him at least $2,000 in view 
of his taking all risks that are imposed on him by the service. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey to the amendment of the Senator 
from Georgia. 

Mr. BROWN. I simply desire to remark, in reply to what has been 
said by the honorable Senator from New Jersey, that the superin- 
tendent of the third district, as appears from the official register, has 
charge of the coast of Rhode Island, Block Island, and Long Island, 
while the superintendent of the fourth district has charge of the 
coast of New Jersey from Sandy Hook to Cape May, so that I should 
think the more responsible position was that of the superintendent 
of the third district. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If the Senator from George will in that con- 
nection please state to the Senate the number of life-saving stations 
under the care of the superintendent of New Jersey as compared 
with the one which he has mentioned, I will then be perfectly con- 
tent with the accuracy of the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BROWN. Ishould have to have a few moments to count them ; 
but, judging from the number of keepers, there are quite as many or 
a little larger number in the third than there are in the fourth dis- 
trict, according to the register. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I understand from the superintendent that 
there are forty-six under the care of one superintendent. I think the 
district of Maine has thirty-two stations. 

Mr. BROWN. I go by the official register, and it seems to me the 
number is a little larger in the third district than in the fourth. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey to the amendment of the Senator 
from Georgia. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Principal Legislative 
Clerk proceeded to call the roll, 


The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced 
yeas 23, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Anthon Farley, Jonas, Vani 
Blair, x Te McPherson, Vest,” 
Call, Go Voorhees, 
a 45 Hale, Walker, 
Davis of Illinois, Hampton, Pugh, Windom. 
Dawes, Hawley, Sawyer, 
NAYS—27. 
men Coke, Jones of Florida, Rollins, 
yard, „ ey, Saund: 
Beck, f — EEADERS 
Brown, Harrison, . Slater, 
Camden, Hoar, Pendleton, Teller, 
Cameron of Wis., Jackson, Plumb, Williams. 
k Johnston, 
ABSENT—26. 
Aldric K 5 Miller of Cal. 
3 a Kellogg Miller of N. Y., 
Cameron of Pa., Grover, Lapham, bury, 
Davis of W. Va., Hill of Colorado, Sai 
Edmunds, Hill of Georgia, M Van Wyck. 
Fair, Ingalls, M an, 
Ferry, Jones of Nevada, Mahone, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Georgia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN. Now, in the case of the fifth district, where the sal- 
ary is at present $1,000, I move to strike out of the bill, in line 19 of 
section 4, “$2,000” and insert ‘ $1,200.” 

Mr. HALE. I move to substitute ‘* $1,500” for “81, 200.“ 


The PRESIDENT tempore. The question ison the amendment 
resins era from ine to the amendment of the Senator from 
rgi 


a. 

Mr. HALE. That will leave it just as the Massachusetts district 
was left, at $1,500, which was reported by the committee at $2,000, 
as this was. 

Mr. GORMAN, The Senator from Maine has anticipated me in 
what he has said and in the amendment he has offered. I trust his 
amendment will be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. VANCE. What district is this? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The fifth, “embracing the coast 
acre Delaware and Chesapeake bays,” in lines 18, 19, and 20 of 
section 4. 

Mr. MAXEY. I want to understand exactly the amendment of 
the Senator from Maine. Will he restate his reason for it? 

Mr. HALE, This district, the Delaware and Chesapeake Bay dis- 
trict, is reported by the committee at $2,000; so also was the Massa- 
chusetts coast district at $2,000, That was fixed, after debate, by 
= Senate at $1,500, and I move to make this $1,500 to conform to 
that. 

The PRESIDENT = tempore. The question is on the amendment 
5 from Maine to the amendment of the Senator from 

rgia. 

Mr HALE. I hope the Senator from Georgia will accept it. 

Mr. BROWN. I have the same point in reference to each one. 
Wherever there is a thousand-dollar salary I intended to move to 
make it $1,200. I do not care to detain the Senate by taking up all 
the cases seriatim. I am not willing to vote for $1,500, but ogee 
willing to have them all disposed of by one vote. If the sense of 
the Senate is $1,500 in all the others, I am willing to have it dis- 
posed of in that way, though I am not willing to vote for $1,500 


myself. 

Mr. HAWLEY. After a long discussion the Senate established 
$1,500 in one class of cases, and after a further discussion and indeed 
as part of the same discussion it established $1,800 in another class, 
thus making two grades. Now, I certainly hope we shall not go 
back to the original mistake of the Senator from Georgia and make 
this salary $1, He has a large part of what he wants. Let us 
substantially consider the thing as settled at $1,500 and $1,800. 

Mr. BROWN. I have just stated that I think the Senate has indi- 
cated its will to dispose of the question in that way. I am not will- 
ing to vote for $1,500, but I do not desire to take a separate vote on 
each district and am willing to make a general proposition about 
them all by striking out “$2,000” and inserting “$1,200;” and if 
that is voted down I shall not further trouble the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amendment 
To Senator from Maine to the amendment of the Senator from 

rgia. 

The amendnent to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
as amended. 

The amendment as amended was to. 


Mr. BROWN. TheSenate can now consider the same motion made 
in each district, or, if we can take the vote on all at once, I will not 
trouble the Senate by separate propositions, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There had better be separate propo- 
sitions. 

Mr. BROWN. I move that the salary be $1,200 in each of the 
N 

Mr. HALE. But the next district that we reach is one of the large 
districts, that is reported by the committee at $2,500 per annum. 
That class of district has been fixed by the Senate at $1,800 per an- 
num, and I take it the Senator from Georgia would move in accord- 
ance with the action of the Senate heretofore taken to make that 


$1,800. 

Mr. BROWN. The Senator from Maine is mistaken. It is true 
the committee propose $2,500; but I am going by the present salary. 
The present of the su tendent of this district is $1,000. 
The 3 or 5 pona ee as to add 150 per ray to that sal- 
ary. 8 per cent. to it and make it $1,200, 

“Vir. HAL 2. Then I move to substitute “$1,800” or that in the 
next clause, so that it will be left as the New Jersey district was. 

Mr. BROWN. The proposition is not the same as in the other 
case. There may have been a very good reason for raising a salary, 
in the estimation of the committee, from $1,500 to $2,000 or $2,500, 
and in the estimation of the Senate, raising it from $1,500 to $1,800, 
and yet the same reasons may not apply when you pro to raise 
it from $1,000 to $1,800. This proposition is to add to the salary 
of this officer. I move to make an addition of $200. 

Mr. VOORHEES, What are the duties of this officer, may I ask 
the Senator from Georgia ? 

Mr. BROWN. The duties are substantially the same as tho duties 
in the other districts. I know no reason why there is any great dif- 


ference. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I understand that there is a difference between 
this officer and similar officers. The superintendents we are talking 
about now do not incur any risk or danger themselves. 

Mr. BROWN. None not required by law. 

Mr. VOORHEES, I think their pay ought to be lowered and the 
men who do the work and incur the danger ought to be paid better. 

Mr. BROWN. So I have thought. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is my judgment about it. 

Mr. VANCE. I was not able to hear the Senator from Georgia and 
consequently do not know what his proposition is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state the proposi- 
tion. As to the sixth district, the Senator from Georgia moves to 
strike out 2,500) in lines 22 and 23 of section 4, and insert“ $1,200.” 
That pro osition the Senator from Maine moves to amend by insert- 


ing „81 Ry 

Mr. BROWN. The present man being $1,000. 

Mr. VANCE. I should like to ask the Senator from Georgia why 
he pro to make the salary of the superintendent of that | t 


district perhaps on the whole coast, and the most dangerous one, less 
than the salaries of the superintendents of other districts fixed at 
$1,800 by the Senate? 

r. BROWN. In reply, I have to state that it is neither the 
largest nor the most dangerous district. The salary is now $1,000. 
Heretofore it was $1,500 on the Jersey coast and on the coast of Long 
Island and Rhode Island, but $1,500 was given to the superintendent 
of no other districts but those two. They were regarded as most peril- 
ous, and there was certainly more commerce there than in other dis- 
tricts. The salary heretofore has been $1,000 in this district, aud the 
superintendent has not resigned at that salary. 1 pro to make 
an increase of $200. Why should this salary be more than we voted 
for the Massachusetts district? I see no reason why we should add 
$000 to this. I think it would be enongh to add $500. Therefore I 
cannot vote forthe proposition of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. VANCE. The proposition is not to be met by reference to an 
already existing salary, but it should rather be met by giving to the 
superintendent of each district the pay which the amount and dan- 
ger of the service rendered would require; but I am not particularly 
anxious to have it appear that the coast of North Carolina is the 
most dangerous one on the Atlantic border. 

Mr. BROWN. I will say to the Senator that this does not apply 
to the coast of North Carolina. 

Mr. VANCE. I am of the impression that “the coast between 
Chesapeake Bay and Cape Fear River,” which is the southern bound- 
ary of this district, does include North Carolina. Certainly the 
Chesa e Bay is north of North Carolina and the Cape Fear River 
is in North Carolina. Those are the boundaries of tlie district as 
stated in the bill. 

Mr. BROWN. The Official Register says that this superintendent 
has under his charge the coast of Delaware, Maryland, and Virginia. 

Mr. VANCE. The bill which we are considering says: 

1 WWW Bay and Cape 
ear River. 

Mr. BROWN. The fifth district we are talking of, I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The fifth district has been disposed 
of. The question now is as to the sixth district, in regard to which 
the Senator from Georgia moved to insert $1,200 instead of $2,500, 
and the Senator from Maine moved $1,800 in lieu of that. 

Mr. BROWN. Then in that case, with the consent of the Senate, 
I withdraw my amendment of $1,200, and propose my amendment 
2 $1,500, making it the same as in the case of the Massachusetts 

istrict. 
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Mr. HALE. I want my amendment to be considcred as pending 


to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question then is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maine to the amendment of the Senator 
from Georgia. The first question is on inserting $1,800 in lieu of 
$1,500 in the amendment of the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BROWN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BROWN. I am asked by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Beck] what this superintendent gets now. He now gets $1,000, 
My proposition is to add $500 to his salary. The proposition of tho 
Senator from Maine is to add 8800 to his salary. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, Mr. President, but I warn the Senator from 
North Carolina against the explanations of the Senator from Geor- 
gia. I noticed the Senator from North Carolina was not here all the 
while. The Senator from Georgia gives no weight whatever to the 
long examination the committee gave this question and to the opin- 
ion of the Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service. He, in read- 
justing this matter, says this North Carolina district is one that ought 
to have $2,500. We are willing to reduce it to $1,800; but the Sena- 
tor from Georgia goes back to the old salary, which is manifestly an 
inadequate one altogether, and gives no weight whatever to the 
committee which says it ought to be $2,500, and the Senate has in- 
dicated by its discussions and by its votes, 1 think, a willingness to 
grade these salaries at $1,500 and $1,800, and this is in the $1,800 
class. 

Mr. BROWN. In reply to the Senator from Connecticnt, I will 
say that I have not misstated the case at all. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I did not pretend so. 

Mr. BROWN. My statement is correct. The present salary is 
$1,000. My proposition is to add $500 to that salary, and the propo- 
sition of the Senator from Maine is to add $3800. 

Mr. CONGER. Since the salary was fixed at $1,000 on this most 
dangerous coast of the whole of our borders, there have been thirteen 
additional stations established. There are twenty-twonow. There 
are more proposed in this bill. The responsibilities of traversing 
that coast are such as to make it the most arduous of any one of the 
districts. The Department recommended 52,500 and the House of 
Representatives by a large majority en i this bill with all these 
salaries as they are printed in the bill. I had about given up oppo- 
sition to this reduction of these salaries. Leta man stand here if ho 
will year after year for a thousand years, if he lives as long, as I think 
my friend will who moves these amendments to do good in the world; 
let him stand against an advance of a thousand dollars when the cir- 
cumstances are changed, the duties are changed, the responsibilities 
are changed. If there be any guide to the Honse and the Senate in 
their action on these matters, it should be either from the knowl- 
edge of the gentleman whomakes a proposition or from the knowledge 
imparted to us by the Department, by the superintendent, and, if I 
may say so, by the action of the House. 

When all these salaries have been far too low, when the superin- 
tendents have been waiting year after year for Con to act upon 
this question, and out of love of the service have fulfilled their du- 
ties for a thousand dollars a year, why should they not have a cor- 
9 sal to that allowed for any other like service ? 

Mr. BROWN. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CONGER. Not now. If the Senator will allow me to finish 
my sentence—— 

ir. BROWN. I simply desire to ask if this superintendent had 
resigned, or if there was any prospect of his resigning under a salary 
of a thousand dollars! 

Mr. CONGER. I do say that there are in the possession of mem- 
bers of the Senate and of the committee many letters from superin- 
tendents saying that unless they can have an increase of salary they 
cannot live upon it. They have to be gone from their homes a large 
portion of the time, and although traveling expenses are paid, that 
allowance does not begin to pay the expenses which they are obliged 
to incur. They have to pay their own clerks, there isa large amount 
of writing continually, a report daily and weekly of every occur- 
rence, aud they have to pay their own clerk hire for all they employ 
in this service. 

I shall sit quietly and let this bill pass as the body may be disposed, 
even in this small 8 to pass this bill through Committee of the 
Whole, and hereafter in the Senate I shall endeavor to take the sense 
of the Chamber upon these amendments and conform them to some 

neral rule somewhat in keeping with the interests of the service. 

here is no more fatal blow at the Life-Saving Service of the United 
States, which is to-day its glory and its pride, than this reduction of 
the salaries of the men who have contributed to make our service the 
best in the known world by all odds. 

Mr. BROWN. Weare not redueing; we are largely increasing the 
salaries, 

Mr. CONGER. Weare notincreasing salaries in proportion to the 
amount required. We stand upon a salary fixed thirteen or fifteen 
years ago-which has never been changed; we stand upon a salary 
given to a superintendent when there were but two or three stations 
in his whole district. Now along Long Island there are forty-one 


stations, and we have made thirty more. Along the coast of the dis- 
trict now under consideration there are twenty-two stations, and we 
are putting in four or five more. This is the Hatteras coast, where 
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perhaps more vessels than at any other point on the Atlantic coast, 
except New Jersey, are liable to call upon the superintendent and 
the surfmen for help and succor. 

Now, sir, it seems to me as if we were tampering with this subject. 
It seems to me as if we should pay these men something in propor- 


tion to their ability and to the necessity of their service. We are 
not doing it. The common judgment of all who are familiar with 
this matter is that the salaries pro by the Senator from Georgia 
are too small. They are below what we pay a first-class clerk, the 
lowest paid clerk in one of our Departments in this city, that copies 
merely, without any brain work, without any executive work, writing 
six hours a day. Here are men who have in their keeping the whole 
grand Life-Saving Service, by which hundreds and thousands of lives 
ure saved, and we pay them less than or the same price that we 
would pay a first-class clerk in a Department. I say it is a disgrace 
to the 3 of the nation and of the age to make this reduc- 
tion. 

Mr. BROWN. We are making an increase of $500 a year in the 
case of this officer. 

Mr. CONGER. That has been repeated so often that I shall remem- 
ber it hereafter. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, has 
agreed on $1,800 for the salary of the superintendent of the third dis- 
trict. The bill came to us fixing it at $2,500. Now, what reason is 
there why we should not make the salary of the superintendent of 
this sixth district $1,800 when the bill fixes $2,500? If we were right 
about the third district, unquestionably the Senator from Maine is 
right about the sixth district. 

Mr. HALE. That is it exactly. 

Mr. BROWN. In reply to that, permit me to say to the Senator 
from Texas that there are not so many stations in this district as in 
the third. 

Mr. MAXEY. 
never heard of it. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 41, nays 
12, as follows: 


If there is a worse portion of the coast than this I 


YEAS—41. 
Allison, Hale, Miller of N. V., Slater. 
Anthony, Hampton, Mi Teller, 
Bayard, M ‘ance, 
Hawley, Platt, Vest, 
Cameron of Wis., Hill of Colorado, Pugh. Voorhees, 
Coke, o! 5 Walker, 
Conger, onas, Rollins, Wiliams, 
Davis of Illinois, Saunders, Windom. 
Dawes, McPherson. Sawyer, 
Ferry, Mahone, Sewell, 
Frye, Maxey, Sherman, 
NAYS—12. 
Beck, Davis of W. Va., Harris, Mor 
Brown, Farley. Jackson, Pendleton, 
Cockroll, George, Jones of Florida, Plumb, 
ABSENT—23. 
Aldrich, Fair, Hoar, MoDill, 
Blair, Garland, In McMillan 
Butler, Jones of Nevada, Miller of Cal x 
Camden, Groome, Kellogg, Saulsbary, 
Cameron of Pa., Grever, Lamar, Van Wyck. 
Kdmunds, Hill of Georgia, Lapham, 
So the amendment to the amendment was to. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN. Now in the case of the seventh district I see the 
committee has reported only $1,000. I move to strike ont “$1,000” 
in line 25 of that section and insert “$1,200.” That is the “eastern 
coast of Florida” district. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Now as to the eighth district. 

Mr. BROWN. I move to make that $1,500. 

Mr. HALE. That is right; that conforms to the previons action 
of the Senate. 

Mr. FERRY. But I am alittle curious to understand this ques- 
tion. The Senator from Georgia moves to strike out of the salaries 
for districts north, and yet moves to increase that on the coast of 
Florida. I am very glad to have him increase the coast of Florida, 
and I am with him on that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is not the question. The 
Florida coast is passed. 

Mr. FERRY. That is the point Iam mang: 

The PRESIDENT are tempore. The seventh district is disposed 
of. This is the eighth. 

Mr. FERRY. I have the floor, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan has the 
floor. 

Mr. FERRY. I have five minutes yet. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is not being considered 
under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. FERRY. Then I have an hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Or more, if the Senator chooses. 

Mr. FERRY. I should like to know from the Senator from Georgia 
on what principle or on what theory he makes this discrimination, 


The question now is on the amend- 


Mr. BROWN. In reply, I should like to know on what principle 
the committee put down the dangerous coast of Florida, where there 
are more wrecks than on any other coast of the United States, at a 
salary of $1,000 when they propose to give $2,500 to a less dangerous 
district north. It seems to me it is right to equalize it a little, and 
it is on that account I am making the points Iam. I want to bring 
the South up. I do not expect to bring the southern districts up to 
the northern districts, but I want to approximate a little. 

Mr. FERRY. Iam not a member of the committee that reported 
this billand therefore am not answerable to the proposition made by 
the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BROWN. I do not know that the Senator is. 

Mr. FERRY. But when the Senator moved to ent down salaries 
where there are perilons coasts atthe North and on the inland lakes, 
and then asks for an increase on the coast of Florida, (which I am 
heartily in favor of, and approve the amendment moved by the Sena- 
tor from Georgia as to Florida,) I cannot understand it; and that is 
the question I put to him. 

Mr. MAXEY. The best answer to the Senator from Michigan is 
that that is not the motion now. I take it that the Chesapeake Bay 
and Cape Fear River district is about as dangerous a place as there 
is in the South, and that was stricken down from $2,500 to $1,800. 
So the one just above it, the Delaware and Chesapeake Bay district, 
was stricken down from $2,000 to 81,500. The same rule is applied 
to ihe southern coast that is applied to the northern coast in strik- 
ing down. 

Mr. FERRY. But my friend from Texas does not answer my point. 
I am with him in voting an increase on the coast of Florida, but I 
do not understand why on that policy there is a deduction in the 
salaries of those at the North. 

Mr. President, do not be impatient; I have not got through with 
my hour yet. If the Senator from Texas and the Senator from Geor- 
gia do not answer the question, of course I will not occupy time. 

Mr. BROWN. I again answer the Senator that I want the sam3 
rule to apply to both sections. The committee has dealt unfairly 
and unjustly, it seems to me, in that matter. Take, for instance, the 
first district, Maine and New Hampshire. There the amount recom- 
mended by the committee was $1,800, and it was fixed by a vote of 
the Senate at $1,500. My proposition was to make it $1,200, but the 
Senate voted $1,500. In the eighth district, embracing all the coast 
of the Gulf of Mexico and Texas, the proposition of the committee 
again is $1,800. I did not make the motion for $1,200 in this case 
because it had been overruled by the Senate in the former case, but 
I moved to make it the same that we made the coast of Maine when 
the report of the committee is the same in both cases. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, I have been voting with 
the Senator from Georgia all along, and for the life of me now I can- 
not comprehend why it is that the perilous district of Florida should 
be made an exception, compared with all the rest, Why it is that 
the district comprising Texas should have asalary attached to it be- 
yond what is allowed to the Florida coast I cannotcomprehend. It 
only shows the imperfection of this bill. 

Ido not complain of what has been allowed to the northern dis- 
tricts, but one thing I am sure of, that the labor and care and skill 
necessary for the protection of life is tenfold on the southern coast, 
in Florida, what it is on the northern coast. The exposure is greater, 
and the number of wrecks is ten to one. How the committee could 
make an exception of the perilous coast of Florida, where wrecks 
occur the year round, and propose high salaries in regions that are 
thickly populated, I cannot understand. Why there are large por- 
tions of the coast of Florida where a man would have to travel forty 
miles to reach a citizen’s house, where the superintendent is ex 
to all kinds of weather, with little or no comforts, called upon to 
perform a duty that he is required to perform nowhere else, and still 
the committee comes up here and gives that superintendent $1,000, 
while it gives to others $1,800 and $2,000. It only shows the imper- 
fection of this bill, and the little attention that has been given to it. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, the comments of the Senator upon 
the action of the committee are all fair, as everything is in war, but 
unfortunately they show the excessive ignorance (if that term may 
be used in this august Chamber) of persons who charge the commit- 
tee with unjust discrimination. The $1,000 in the bill was for the 
superintendent of the district embracing the eastern coast of Florida 
alone on the Atlantic. That district does not embrace the Gulf coast 
of Florida. There is one life station on that coast. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. There ought to be ten. 

Mr. CONGER. There isone life station in actual operation on that 
coast. There are several houses of refuge where there are no keepers 
and no crews, and it is supposed there is no need of them. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt 
him there ? 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman has had his say. He is as tena- 
cious of his rights almost as I am of mine, not quite. 

That is the reason why this eastern coast of Florida, with one 
actual station and two or three more already provided for, has $1,000 
salary, and why the superintendent recommended it, why the House 
passed it, why the Senate committee reported it so. 

Now, when we get around into the Gulf where there are more sta- 
tions the Senator will find a larger salary given to the superintend- 
ent, but this is a region where there are only four or five stations in 
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the whole district determined upon and only one or two in actual 
operation. The rest consist of houses at distances along the unin- 
habited portion of the coast for persons to go as a refuge in case of 
shipwreck, with guide-posts along the coast telling how near and in 
what direction the nearest house of refuge is, The superintendent 
has only to go twice a year, perhaps, to see to the supplies of these 
honses, and that is all his duty. It is the mildest, easiest place in 
the whole service, eating oranges, gathering pineapples, and fishing. 
These little delicate amusements, which compensate so much for 
lack of salary, may be indulged in there along that coast; but the 
service is the least of any district. 

I say this much to defend, if it needs defense, the action of the 
Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service, the action of the Treasury 
Department, the action of the House, and last, but by no means least, 
the honor of the Committee on Commerce of the Senate, which is un- 
duly and unwisely attacked by the impetuons gentleman from Flor- 
ida. While the gentlemanis fresh under the spur of these remarks, 
I yield to him for a reply. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I did not intend, Mr. President, to make 
any attack upon the Committee on Commerce, but I intended to 
bring to the notice of the Senate a few facts that the members of that 
committee ought to have known; and I reiterate now what I said 
before, that the statistics of this country will show that the average 
loss of vessels on the Florida coast exceeds the losses on any other 
portion of the Atlantic coast. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Including New Jersey? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I would include New Jersey. There is 
stationed at Key West a court that is required to be open all the 
time, the business of which is confined to adjudicating losses occa- 
sioned by wreck, the only instance of the kind in the whole country 
where a court of the United States is located upon an island for the 
purpose of adjudicating salvage claims. 

e Senator admits that on the eastern coast of Florida from the 
Perdido River down there are but four stations. He calls them 
houses of refuge, and they are inferior stations utterly inadequate 
to the protection of life on that coast, There is not a full station, as 
I understand, between Key West and the Perdido River; and now 
will anybody familiar with the coast of that range of country and 
the dangers to which the commerce of the country is exposed along 
that turbulent coast say it is not necessary for anybody who has 
charge there to do anything except to eat oranges and sleep under 
the fig trees ? 

That is a great mistake. There is no part of the United States to- 
day that requires the benefit of this branch of the public service more 
than the coast of Florida; and if it isintended to benetit the commerce 
of the country and to protect the lives of the people upon the high 
seas, that is a region that this bill ought to extend its benefits to and 
not to the thickly inhabited portions of the North Atlantic where aid 
can be obtained at any moment with little cost; but on a coast that 
is scarcely inhabited, where there are bnt few people to render aid 
to those in distress, it is necessary there that the arm of the Govern- 
ment should come in to supply the want. We know very well that 
on the North Atlantic, thickly inhabited as it is, in case of shipwreck 
aid can be obtained at a moment’s notice from the great centers of 
population which are near by; but a coast which has not population 
to respond to the demands of humanity in case of shipwreck and the 
imperiling of life upon the high seas, is the lecality to be looked to 
by the Government, to supply the want of population and wealth 
such as you have on the North Atlantic coast. 

That I say in response to the Senator from 1 imputation 
of ignorance of this subject to me; and what an exhibition has been 
given here in making a difference between the rate of pay given to 
the superintendents and officers on the Florida coast and on the 
Texas coast! I say that the commercial statistics will show that 
the average loss of life and property on the Florida coast exceeds 
that of any other portion of the United States for the last fifty years. 
Only a few years ago it was a common thing to have numbers of 
vessels adjudicated and their property condemned at Key West; all 
along that coast it would be an unusual thing not to find a vessel 
ashore, While it would be a very uncommon thing to find one ashore 
on the North Atlantic. My colleague the other day, in speaking on 
this subject, referred to the loss of a vessel on the eastern coast of 
Florida, and a large number of valuable lives which might have 
been saved had there been a station near by to render the necessary 
aid and assistance. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Michigan has en- 
deavored to make some fling at the Life-Saving Service in the Gulf 
of Mexico. Idid not intend to take up the question of the discrim- 
ination made in this bill and in all the laws on this subject against 
all Southern commerce and Southern waters. I understand it to be 
a principle of the Constitution of the Unid States that in all of our 
dealings with commerce we shall not discriminate against any sec- 
tion of the country in favor of another or against the ports of one 
State for the benefit of another. Now we have in the Gulf of Mexico 
from Key West around to the western coast of Texas on the Rio 
Grande, as I understand it, only six life-saying stations, one of these 
having been put upon the bill to-day at the mouth of the bay of 
Mobile at Fort Morgan. I think we have two hundred and ninety- 
three stations in alf in the United States, and of these the Gulf of 
Mexico gets six. We spend about six hundred thousand dollarsa year 
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on the Life-Saving Service, and the proportion of the Gulf of Mexico 
is certainly very inconsiderable. y is that? Is there no commeree 
in the Gulf of Mexico? Are there no ships that sail through these 
great waters? Is the commerce that goes from the mouth of the 
Mississippi entirely unworthy of the attention of the Congress of the 
United States and also that of the bays of Pensacola and Mobile? 
Are there no storms in the Gulf of Mexico? Have we not been visited 
by storms there such as have swept islands out of their place and sub- 
merged places that were the habitation of men and carried off hun- 
dreds of people at a time and drowned them? 

The shifting sands on the shores of the Gulf of Mexico are extremely 
dangerous to the navigation. I remember one instance myself at 
the month of the Bay of Mobile, where there was an island, called 
Sand Island, that in former times was on the western side of the out- 
let from that bay; quite a considerable island, its superticial area 
being probably twenty-five or thirty acres. ‘The fishermen had built 
their huts there and had considerable establishments there. A little 
schooner loaded with coffee from South America came up there and 
was driven to the eastern side of thatisland and sunk. Immediately 
the sands commenced collecting around that wreck, and the entire 
Sand Island was transferred from the western side of that channel to 
the eastern side. I mention this now as an illustration to show the 
dangers of that coast. 

We have ships going into and out of the mouth of the mapp 
and going into and out of the other bays and harbors on the Gulf of 
Mexico, but our friends who manage the finances of the Life-Saving 
Service seem to have very much more consideration forthe distribn- 
tion of the proceeds of the Treasury devoted to this subject for the 
Northern waters than they have to saving life in the Gulf of Mexico. 
Their humanity peters out by the time it gets to the Gulf of Mexico 
and becomes quite an inconsiderable thing. 

I have not any memorandum from which I can ascertain the pre- 
cise number of life-saving stations on any of the coasts, but looking 
through the statutes and finding those that have been established by 
positive law, and not counting those which have been established 
by the Secretary of the Treasury under the general provision of the 
law which enables him to put a life-saving station at any light-house 
anywhere, I find that Lake Ontario has four, Lake Erie has five, Lake 
Huron has eight, Lake Michigan has sixteen, and Lake Superior has 
six. Now, is it possible that the commerce of these lakes so far ex- 
ceeds the commerce of the Gulf of Mexico? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 
I will say that according tothe statement of the Senator from Mich- 
igan the Gulf of Mexico has got only houses of refuge—not one station. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Gulf of Mexico has some houses of refuge or 
something like them, some provision at six places, one of which, as 
I stated, has been added to the bill to-day. 

Now, I call the attention of Senators, when they speak about the 
discriminations in the legislation of this country, to the fact that 
they willfully neglect the great commerce of the Mississippi River 
and the enormons number of ships drawn by that commerce to Port 
Eads and up that river, and they concern themselves with distribut- 
ing the little rewards of this service among waters that concern them- 
selves, and yet they boast of their virtue and magnificent humanity! 

Ah, sir, commend me to the humanity which takes money from 
the pockets of men and allows lives to be wasted without the slight- 
est effort to save them. I have no respect for such professions as 
these. Look at your laws, and see what you have been doing and 
are doing now. You are appropriating, out of the $600,000 a year 
which these different appropriation measures, as I understand, for the 
Life-Saving Service now amount to, at least $450,000 to go to a por- 
tion of the country where the commerce is by no means the largest. 
That is one reason why I oppose this bill. A few years ago we started 
out with a proposition that we would establish upon our coast a 
Life-Saving Service. Nothing had ever been invented by the genius 
of man or suggested by philanthropy that could commend itself to 
an honest-hearted man more thoroughly than a proposition of that 
kind. Then it became a law, and all the propositions that find 
their way to Congress are a means of diverting the money in the 
Treasury of the United States from the purposes for which it was de- 
signed into the hands of interested speculators and politicians. And 
now we are swelling up this Life-Saving Service, and we are extend- 
ing it year after year, until it has reached tremendous proportions 
already, and we find that the sectional feeling—for it can be nothing 
else—has introduced itself into this service, and is preventing an 
honest and a fair arrangement of these heavy appropriations for the 
benefit of the different coasts and ports of the United States. 

There never was a more palpable discrimination against the com- 
merce of the southern country than that which is contained in these 
Life-Saving Service bills; and I have made up my mind that I will 
vote against this bill in consequence of this. It is an unjust bill; it 
does not render justice, and it does not propose to do it to large sec- 
tions of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
rss the Senator from Georgia to make the salary in the eighth district 

500. 

The amendment was agreed to. F- 

Mr. BROWN. Now, in the ninth district I move to make it $1,500. 

Mr. CALL. If the Senator from Georgia will allow me, I will ask 
to amend the first section of the bill. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia has just 
moved an amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I move to substitute $1,800 for $1,500. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the ninth district the Senator 
from Georgia moves that the salary shall be $1,500, and the Senator 
from Maine moves to amend the amendment by making it $1,800. 
The question is on the amendment to the amendment. ` 

Mr. VOORHEES. It is now five o’clock. It is obvious that this 
bill will not be finished this evening; and to test the sense of the 
Senate upon that subject, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 
I would move to proceed to the consideration of executive business, 
but for the fact that I think there is very little to be done in that 
respect. 

. TELLER. Lask the Senator to withdraw the motion to ad- 
journ, and move to go into executive session for a few moments. 
5 Mr. VOORHEES, If the Senator from Colorado wishes that, I will 
0 80. 

Mr. TELLER. There is a confirmation that ought to be made. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will modify my motion, then, to a motion to 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at five o’clock and 
twenty-three minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, March 22, 1882. 


8 
The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. POWER. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. Bu- 
CHANAN, indefinitely, on account of the dangerous illness of his wife. 


REPORTS OF THE UNITED STATES FISH COMMISSION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the Honse a communication from Pro- 
fessor Baird, of the Smithsonian Institution, requesting that 1,500 
copies of the reports prepared by the United States Fish Commission 
for the Census of 1850 be printed for the use of and distribution by 
said commission ; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


MAIL SERVICE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, transmitting a report of the offers received under the 
advertisements of October 15, 1880, and March 10, 1881, for carrying 
the mails in certain States, and under the advertisements of Febru- 
ary 10, 1881, for mail messenger, transfer, and mail station service; 
also a report of all mails established or ordered within the year which 
ended June 30, 1881, other than those let at the annual letting; also 
a report of the allowances made to contractors during the year which 
ended June 30, 1881, and of all orders whereby expense is incurred 
beyond the original contract price; also a report of all curtailments 
in the service und pay of contractors within the year which ended 
June 30, 1881. 

The question was upon the reference of the communication. 
The SPEAKER. e Chair will state that the documents accom- 
panying this communication are very voluminous and the printing of 
them would involve a 5 outlay. The Chair suggests 
that the printing of them be not ordered at this time, but that the 
bapers be referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
oads, for such recommendation as that committee may hereafter 
think proper to make. 

There was no objection; and the communication, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

STATISTICAL ABSTRACT NO, 4. 

Mr. RANDALL. On yesterday the subject of printing the fourth 
number of the statistical abstract of the United States as prepared 
by Government officials was under discussion. The object which 
the Chair then had in view, and which I had in harmony with him, 
was to secure the printing of that fourth number in the same man- 
ner and form as the three prior numbers had been printed. These 
statistics are transmitted to Con under chapter 3812 of the 
Revised Statutes, which requires the Secretary of the Treasury to 
furnish a condensed statement of the aggregate amonnt of exports 
to end imports from foreign countries on or before the Ist day of 
N vemberofeach year. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
o} jected yesterday to the printing of this report, upon the idea that 
it had already been ordered. I have, and I think the Chair has also, 
tuken the trouble to make full inquiry on this subject, through the 
journal clerk, and I find that the gentleman from Illinois was mis- 
taken; and Iam informed by him that he is now willing to with- 
draw his objection, so that this fourth number of the Statistical 
Abstract may be ordered by the House to be printed. 

This is one of the most useful productions of the Government, It 
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enables us to transact our public business with full information upon 
the subject of the productions of the country, and other statistics of 
interest relating to our country. If the definition is true that states- 
manship consists in one knowing the resources of his own country, 
this is the way to make statesmen of us. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggested yesterday that this fourth 
number of the Statistical Abstract should be transferred from the 
Committee on Printing to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
that it be ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iwas under the impression yesterday that an 
order to print this document had already been made. I was misled 
by Pavie before me the document corrresponding to this which was 
submitted to the last Congress. A copy of that was before me at 
the time, and I supposed it was the one to which reference was 
made by the Chair. I was therefore misled as to the matter of 
printing. 

The subject is now before the Committee on Printing, and we have 
instructed our chairman to report it back to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that an order to print be made, The chairman is not 
now in his seat, but he is instructed to report that recommendation 
to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chairsuggests that the reference be changed 
from the Committee on Printing to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and that the document be now ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection to the order to print. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BUSINESS, 


Mr. NEAL, by unanimous consent, submitted the following; which 
was read, considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That Monday, the 27th day of March, after the call of States and Ter- 
ritories for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions, be set apart for the con- 
sideration of such business as may be presented by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PAGE. I move to dispense with the morning hour to-day for 
the call of committees for reports, with a view of proceeding with 
the consideration of the Chinese immigration bill. 

The motion was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

SUFFERERS FROM THE OVERFLOW. 

Mr. WHEELER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5370) to authorize the Secretary of War to direct the officer in 
chargo of the Muscle Shoals improvement to furnish necessary seeds 
for plantin purposes to persons represented to be in a destitute con- 
dition; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF DESTITUTE PERSONS. 

Mr. WHEELER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5371) for the relief of persons in destitute circumstances, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

SUFFERERS BY MISSISSIPPI OVERFLOW. 

Mr. KING, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested to inform 
the House of Representatives at the earliest possible date what further relief, in 
his Judgment, from the information now before him, is necessary for the relief of 
the sufferers from the present overflow of the Mississippi River and its tributaries. 

Mr. KING moved toreconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
aoo ted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

HEIRS OF JOHN BOYLE. 

Mr. THOMAS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5372) for the relief of the heirs-at-law of John Boyle, deceased ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. THOMAS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5373) granting an increase of pension to certain classes of pen- 
sioners therein mentioned ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

DR. F. O. ST. CLAIR. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5374) to refund to Dr. F. O. St. Clair $97.80, duties on a monu- 
ment to the memory of Francis J. Townshend, late of the United States 
Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY, FREDERICKSBURGH, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. GARRISON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5375) to construct a road from the corporate limits of the city of 
Fredericksburgh, in the State of Virginia, to the National Cemetery, 
near said city ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN c. DUVALL. 
Mr. TALBOTT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (II. R. 
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No. 5376) for the relief of John C. Duvall; which was read a first | Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Will not the Chair indulge us 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 
CANNON FOR SOLDIERS’ MONUMENT. 

Mr. COX, of New York, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 5377) to authorize the Secretary of War to deliver certain 
cannon, &¢., to the Saratoga Monument Association; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is—— 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Before the House proceeds to 
the consideration of the regular order, I would like to have the 
attention of the gentleman from California, [Mr. PAGE.] When 
we proceed to vote on the Chinese immigration bill, if the previous 
question is operating, some amendments may be excluded which I 
believe the gentleman from California is quite willing should be 
entertained. Therefore I would like to have an understanding with 
him that amendments may be received and voted upon in the order 
of their presentation and their application to the bill. I believe he 
does not object to such an understanding. 

TheSPEAKER. That arrangement can be made before the pre- 
vious question is ordered. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Speaker, I shall agree undoubtedly that amend- 
ments may be offered before the previous question is called. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. And may be voted on after 
the ordering of the previous question, as if they were in order under 
the rules, 

Mr. PAGE. Amendments offered before the previous question is 
called will be in order any 3 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. They may not be in order 
strictly under the rules. 

The SPEAKER. Pending amendments will be considered of course 
after the previous question is orde 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Without regard to their num- 
b 


er? 

The SPEAKER. Without regard to their number, if an arrange- 
ment be made that more amendments than the rules allow may be 
pending at one time. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. 
secking to make now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts will probably 
be able to make that arrangement with the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. PAGE. Ido not want any misunderstanding; and Ido not think 
I understand the gentleman. I said that before the previous ques- 
tion is called I would consent that amendments may be offered. All 
amendments not offered prior to the call of the previous question 
will be excluded, as a matter of course. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. PAGE. And those offered will be voted upon in the order of 
their application. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will see that any arrangement made 
between the gentlemen, with the consent of the House, is carried out. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iwouldlike to know what has been agreed upon 
between these gentlemen. 

The SPEAKER. Nothing definite, except the gentleman from 
California suggests that before the calling of the previous question 
he will give an opportunity to offer „ which may be con- 
sidered after the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Without reference to the order of their applica- 
tion or to the number of amendments that may be pending? 

The SPEAKER. That is a matter to be determined hereafter. De- 
bate is not yet closed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Under the rules, only one amendment with an 
amendment to that amendment and one substitute with an amend- 
ment to the substitute can be pending at the same time. But under 
this arrangement, as I understand, amendments may be offered with- 
out reference to the number that may be pending at the same time, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand that any definite 
arrangement has been made; there has merely been a suggestion of 
what would be done hereafter. 

Mr. PAGE. I want to say, so that I may not be misunderstood, 
that Iam opposed to all amendments, But I had a when the 
debate begun that before the previous question should be called 
there might be an opportunity to offer amendments germane to cer- 
tain sections of the bill. I had no disposition whatever, Mr. Speaker, 
to prevent the House voting on such amendments as it wishes. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Isuggest when general debate is ended that 
the gentleman from California shall allow the bill to be taken u 
and read by sections, for the purpose of having amendments offered 
and voted on, and also for the purpose of having the debate proceed 
upon those amendments under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. PAGE. Ihave made no such agreement as that. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Let me inquire whether the 
gentleman from California agrees to the arrangement I have sug- 
z The SPEAKER. No definite arrangement has yet been made, but 
only suggestions have been received in reference to it, 
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for a few minutes to see whether we cannot arrive at some arrange- 
ment eable to all sides of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no objection to indulging gentle- 
men, if it can be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PAGE. I do not wish to make any definite arrangement at 
this time on the matter suggested by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, but will defer it till later in the day. In the mean time I will 
talk with the gentleman from Massachusetts on the subject, as well 
as with other ponien upon this floor. 

The SPEAKER. It can be done hereafter, 


time. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I know the 35338 from 
California is quite willing to enter into any reasonable arrangement, 
and there can be no objection to making such arrangement at this 
time. The Chair knows it is easier to make such arrangement when 
we are ready for it than to wait until the previous question has been 
ordered, when it is in the power of any one member to make objec- 
tion by insisting upon the enforcement of the rules. If we can come 
to an arrangement, which I understand the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia is willing to make, for he has said so, I think it had better be 
done now. 

Mr. PAGE. Before making ay definite arrangement I propose to 
talk with my colleagues and with the friends of the measure. The 

ntleman from Massachusetts understands very well that I am will- 
ing that some amendments, which are germane and proper, shall be 
voted on, but I do not propose that this bill shall ooded with 
amendments to keep us for two or three days engaged in voting upon 
them. Therefore, before I make any definite arrangement I pro- 
pose to talk with those that intend to support this bill as it is—with 
my colleagues on the floor and with those who feel an interest in 
2 this bill passed at as early a time as is reasonable, and just 
as it is. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I do not suppose that my 
friend from California makes the slightest allusion to me in what 
he has just said. 

Mr. PAGE. No; not in the least. 

Mr. LORD. Does the gentleman intend to call the previous ques- 
tion to-day? 

Mr. PAGE. I shall be governed by what the majority of the 
House desire. If, when the time comes when I gave notice yester- 
day I should call the previous question to-day, at three or half past 
three o’clock, I will then consult the wishes of the House. do 
not desire to cut off anybody from debating this bill, and if it is the 
wish of a majority of the House that further debate shall be had I 
have no objection to allowing it to goon. I have no intention to 
crowd the bill through. 

Mr. RANDALL. t the 
on that point at three or ha 

Mr. PAGE. What point? 

Mr. RANDALL. Test the sense of the House whether the majority 
wish the previous question at three or half past three o’clock to-day. 

Mr. HATCH. Say four o’clock. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Wait until then and we will know 
more about it, 

Mr. PAGE. Very well. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing was received from the President, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 

It was further announced that he had approved and signed a bill 
and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 2736) authorizing the sale of certain logs cut by 
the Indians of the Menomonee reservation in Wisconsin ; 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 130) ting the use of articles, tents, 
&c., at the soldiers’ reunion to be held at Grand Island, Nebraska, in 
the month of August, 1882; and 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 132) granting the use of articles, tents, 
&c., at encampment of Grand Army of the Republic of the Depart- 
ment of Pennsylvania, on the battle-field of Gettysburgh, in July, 1882. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I demand the regular order of 
business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the further consideration of 
the bill (S. No, 71) to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to 
Chinese, on which the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. Speaker, in the few remarks that I pro- 
pose to make on the subject under discussion, I shall not speak with 
referencs so much to the 5 bill before us as upon the gen- 
eral subject embraced in this bill as well as the one introduced into 
the House in the early days of this session; understanding that the 
two are of substantially the same import and effect, both having for 
their purpose the restriction, suspension, and I suppose the ultimate 
suppression of Chinese emigration to this country, and it is to this 
general proposition that I wish to speak briefly at this time. 

This question of Chinese immigration, though by no means new, is 
one that until within the fow years has not received from the 
people of the more easterly or central portion of the country the 
serious consideration which it has deserved. 


as there is plenty of 
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The evils or alleged evils likely to occur from the want of placing 
some restrictions on this class of immigration have been so far away 
and the consequences so remote that the average citizen east of the 
Rocky Mountains has felt that, so long as his own section of country 
was not ukay to be invaded by any influx of this immigration and 
cheap labor, he could safely postpone consideration of the subject, 
leaving it to be dealt with by those who had already had to meet it 
face to face: like Artemus Ward, who did not care to go to the war 
himself, but was entirely willing to sacrifice all his wife’s relations. 

Until within a com 5 short time the people on the Pacific 
slope have had to deal with this question almost single-handed, hay- 
ing received little of either moral or other support from their fellow- 
countrymen on this side of the mountains. But the time seems to 
have come when a disposition is shown to meet this question fairly ; 
and the Government is not only asked to determine its policy with 
reference to it in the future, but its power is invoked to put an im- 
mediate check to the further extension of the evil. 

But there is even now, it seems to me, a disposition on the part of 
many to underestimate the magnitude of the subject and belittle the 
dangers likely to arise from this immigration, and while there are 
some who, as a matter of principle, would do nothing to restrict it, 
there are many who think no immediate danger at hand and no seri- 
ously bad results imminent. 

hy, it is said that under the census of 1880 there were only about 
one hundred and five thousand of these people in the United States, or 
that the entire Chinese population was only about one five-hundredth 
art of our whole population, and hence the conclusion that no serious 
rm can come to our system of labor or no peril to our institutions 
or our civilization. But this statement is misleading. If this small 
proportion was equally distributed throughout our entire population 
there would seem to be little significance in the fact. But, when it 
is understood that of this one hundred and five thousand, seventy- 
five thousand are located in one State of the Union, and of these a 
large proportion is in one city, the true state of the case becomes 
more apparent, 

And we should not forget that this Government has never been 
called upon to deal with any great évil or danger but that had its 
small beginnings, and was first looked upon with substantially the 
same indifference as to future and permanent results as this ques- 
tion is now looked upon by many. 

Why, the African slave trade commenced ina very small way. No 
one was specially alarmed when the slave traders landed their first 
cargoes of human beings on our shores. In the first settlement of the 
country cheap labor wasneeded even more than now, and the insti- 
tution of slavery in those early days was not looked upon with any 
great apprehension, nor likely to occasion serious consequences by 
the . either North or South. It was re ed as somewhat 
immoral, it is true, but as only of a temporary character, and which 
at any time could be easily checked and controlled. But as property 
in human beings became profitable, or was thought to be so, its 
power of extension and expansion became irresistible, until it was 
able to cast its withering blight over a large section of the country. 

It is not necessary to remind any one living in this generation what 
followed the first false step whic permitted African slavery to ac- 

uire a foothold on our soil; the prolonged and bitter struggle between 

ave and free labor for supremacy in the Territories, the civil war 
that followed with its frightful cost of treasure and of blood, are all 
too fresh in our memories to need to be recalled at this time. 

How short a time since polygamy has been regarded with any great 
apprehension! But what a few years since was only a speck on the 
horizon has already become a black and threatening cloud. 

When the Mormons folded their tents and abandoned their temple 
on the banks of the Mississippi and turned their footsteps toward the 
wilds of Utah, they passed from observation and from mind; and not 
until they had intrenched themselves in the fastnesses of the mount- 
ains and had extended themselves and their shameless practices over 
a saree region of country has the Government realized how difficult 
a problem it had upon its hands, and that legislation of a radical and 
unusual character had become necessary. 

I refer to these two instances in the history of our Government only 
to show that there is no time like the present to deal with an exist- 
ing evil, however small proportions that evil may have attained. 
Indi rande and procrastination lead only to difficulties and dangers. 
I therefore feel that there is no better time than the present for the 


Government to meet squarely and deal definitely and effectively with 
this question of Chinese uoto gration and cheap labor. Ibelieve that 
the Government should meet 


e question unhesitatingly, and on the 
very threshold, and not leave it 8 for our ee e aie on the 
Pacific coast to wrestle with single-handed and alone, as they have 
done hitherto; and that we should not hesitate to enact into law a 
remedy for what, unrestricted, will develop into a condition of things 
that the people of this country cannot afford. 

We may as well understand as last that if this Chinese immigra- 
tion is to continue unrestricted it will not be confined for any t 
length of time to California and the Pacific States, but will seek all 
sections of the country where if can find a foothold. 

New England, with its varied and extensive industries scattered 
through every valley and apon every hillside, will have no immunity. 
The immense commerce of the great cities of the seaboard must 
accept it, and those occupying the prairies of the West must in turn 
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adapt themselves to this m of labor. Are we as a people pre- 
pared for this experiment? I do not believe we are. 

It is claimed by those who oppose legislation of this character that 
it is inconsistent with the genius of our Government and opposed to 
the spirit and practice of our institutions. We are told that we 
invite all from every region and every clime to come to our shores 
and enjoy the blessings that our free Government can bestow. This 
is true, but with some qualification. We do invite the people of all 
nations who desire to come here with the view and for the purpose 
of becoming citizens, and taking ppan themselves the responsibilities 
of citizenship in the broadest and fullest signification; but we do 
not, as I understand it, by this broad and generousinvitation, intend 
to open the door to a character of immigration that does not make 
American citizens, but which brings with it another citizenship and 
another civilization. 

And here is where the analogy fails when the comparison is made 
between Chinese immigration and all other immigration that comes 
to this country, and itisright here that the high-sounding phrases of 
those who oppose the principe embraced in this bili, and who favor 
without restriction this class of immigration, are misleading and 
unfair, and it is right here they make their great mistake. 

We invite the downtrodden and those that are not downtrodden 
of all lands to come to our shores, that they may improve their con- 
ditions and enjoy the blessings vouchsafed to ourselves under our 
free institutions and our liberal form of government. We not only 
invite them but we welcome their arrival. We welcome the Ger- 
mans, the Irish, the French, the Italian, and the hardy liberty-loving 
Norsemen, yes, the representatives of all nationalities who come to 
the country for the purpose of becoming citizens in fact. 

At the present time this class of immigration is being poured into 
every section of the Northwest, coming largely from the north of 
Europe by the thousands and 8 of thousands. They como 
„like an army with banners.” They come with their wives, with 
their children, with their household goods and all their earthly 

ions. They come for the purpose of making homes and to 
rere. of us. They assimilate with our ways. They learn our lan- 
guage. They send their children to our schools and which they help 
us to support. They attend our churches and in every way adapt 
themselves to our customs, education, and manners. They renounce 
allegiance to the government they have left behind and become 
naturalized citizens with all the ambitions and aspirations of the 
native-born. 

Not so withthe Chinese. They come with nosuch purpose, They 
do not desire or expect in any way to become citizens. They have 
in no way assimilated with our people, our manners, or our customs. 
In all the centuries they have never assimilated with the Anglo- 
Saxon race, stolid and unimpressible as they are. They have never 
adopted our customs, our religion, or our civilization, and in coming to 
our shores they have no such purpose. They seldom if ever renounce 
their allegiance to their own country, but having accumulated what 
money they can, they expect to return there to die. 

Hence, I say, there is no analogy whatever between the ordinary 
immigration that we invite and welcome to our shores and that 
which the bill now before the House seeks to repress, and the attempts 
of gontiemen to confound are entirely misleading and I think incon- 
sistent. One comes to adapt itself to our institutions and our civil- 
ization; the other brings with it its own institutions and its own 
civilization; and while we invite an immigration that adapts itself 
to our own civilization, we do not necessarily invite another that 
adheres to its own semi-barbarous civilization. The leopard does 
not change its spots, neither has the Mongolian race in the long 
centuries changed its characteristics. It is to-day what it was before 
and since the Christian era. Instead of having been affected by the 
influences and teachings of the Christian religion and the high civil- 
ization that has followed it everywhere, it has driven Christianity 
from its very birth-place, and no where in all the Mongolian world 
does it to-day find a resting place, and yet we are invited under the 
inspiration of a morbid sentimentalism to open wide our doors to 
a race of people who have not now and never have had the first senti- 
ment or imp in common with our own Christian civilization, which 
has developed its higi t and found its fullest fruition under 
our Government and our free institutions. Holding as I do these 
views, I feel that it is not only a proper exercise of power but the 
imperative duty of this Government to restrict in every reasonable 
way the class of immigration that this bill is intended to reach, and 
to take all necessary precautions to prevent this land of ours from 
being overrun with a race of people who will inevitably bring with 
them that greatest of all calamities, the degradation of labor. urin 
the entire existence of our Government we have been taught to loo 
with apprehension upon anything that would tend to degrade the 
intelligent laboring class of this country, that has no coun on 
the face of the globe, and which ever has been and is now the sheet- 
anchor of our republican Government and institutions. 

I was bred and educated in the political school of protection to 
American industries, and one of the strongest arguments in favor of 
a poney that has developed and enriched our country to so wonder- 
ful an extent none addressed itself to my judgment and conscience 
so strongly as that which was adduced in 8 protecting our own 
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labor against the competition of the pauper labor of the old world. 
to invite, or to at least tolerate, a cheap, 
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degrading labor, with which the pauper labor of Europe can bear no 


comparison. We are invited to permit the 3 not only of 
the labor of the manufactures of New England and the iron indus- 
tries of Pennsylvania, which we have been called upon to protect 
against the pauper labor of Europe, but the labor of the entire coun- 
We have already permit this to be done to a great extent 
in the States on the Pacific slope, and are now asked to place no 
barriers to prevent its extension over all parts of the country. 

Cheap labor has, or may seem to have, its attractions and fascina- 
tions. The people of the Sonth once thonght that the cheap labor 
of the slave was indispensable to their prosperity and well-being, 
and they held to it with a tenacity worthy of a better cause; but 
when we introduce, or permit to be introduced, a system of labor of 
a lower e, if possible, than the slave labor of the South, we do 
for the whole country what slave labor did for the South, and in so 
doing strike a blow at the very foundations of our free Government. 

We can afford no step the tendency of which is to make the rich 
richer and the poor poorer. The great danger that more than any 
other at the present time threatens our institutions and Government 
is the vast accumulation and aggregation of capital in the hands 
of a few. 

III fares the land, to hastening ills a prey, 
Where wealth accumulates, and men decay. 

It is the part of wisdom and broad statesmanship not to degrade 
labor, but to bring capital and labor in accord, giving to capital its 
fair return, at the same time adding dignity to labor and insuring 
it a just reward. 

e have heard much from our fellow-countrymen of the Pacific 
States of the effects of this cheap degrading labor upon the industries 
of that section of our country. Now, I do not mrt Bag the people 
living west of the Rocky Mountains are substantially different from 
those of other sections of the country. In fact, that population has 
been drawn ly from all sections of the country. The best blood 
of New England, of the Central States, of the South, and of the West 
courses in the veins of that population. Upon the whole, they are 
probably no better or no worse than the aver population of the 
country. But these people have been brought into contact with this 
class of labor, They have had means of observation, facilities for 
judging of its effects and influences better than those who are so far 
removed, and I will say that I have never yet seen the man or woman 
who has lived on the Pacific slope in whatever sphere of life he or she 
may have moved, whether high or low, but that regards this Chinese 
labor as . debasing, and in every way injurious and detri- 
mental to the best interests of society and to the material prosperity 
of the country. It seems to me that the distinguished gentleman 
from California who has charge of this bill, [Mr. PadR, ] and who has 

assed the riper years of his life in the State of his adoption, has had 

etter opportunities of judging of the effects of this class of immigra- 
tion and labor than my other distinguished friend from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Rice] who addressed the House the other day in opposition to 
this bill and who from the serene heights of theory and sentiment 
spoke such disinterested words of wisdom and advice. 

Let us for a moment su pore the conditions changed. Let us sup- 
pose that 25,000 of these È inese laborers had been dropped into the 
city of Worcester, Massachusetts, instead of San Francisco, Cal- 
ifornia. Does any one suppose the gentleman from Massachusetts 
would view such an invasion with the same equanimity and stoical 
serenity as he does substantially the same occurrence in San Fran- 
cisco? If so, letme ask the gentleman what he would propose to do 
with the intelligent laborers who would be necessarily displaced by 
the injection of this cheap labor with which from the very nature of 
things they cannot compete? He will say, as other gentlemen have 
in this discussion, no doubt, that while the labor now employed may 
de displaced, yet it will be advanced, and that cheap labor does not 
degrade but elevates all classes of labor. But where do you find an 
example in this direction? The slave labor of the South degraded 
all other labor with which it came in contact, and brought, as a 
natural, inevitable consequence, the degraded labor of the “ poor 
white;“ and I venture to say there is not a gentleman on the other 
side of the House who comes from the former slave States but will 
say that of all the bad effects of American slavery the degradation 
of all other labor was the worst. For one, I cannot see why Chinese 
cheap labor, wherever introduced, shall not have substantially the 
same effect. While slave labor in the South produced the “ r 
white,” Chinese labor in California has produced the tramp” sad the 
“hoodlum.” And let me tell you that when these systems of labor are 
brought in competition there can be no other result. 

This may be very well for rich, cultivated, and esthetic New Eng- 
land, but I assure you the sturdy pioneer of the Northwest neither 
pines nor hankers for any such condition of thin 

Mr. Speaker, the people whom I represent on this floor are engaged 
ina at variety of industries, greater perhaps than almost any 
constituency from the new and more recently settled States. My 
own city is more especially a manufacturing and industrial cen- 
ter. We there have an unusually large representation of what is 
commonly called the laboring class. These people are thrifty, in- 
telligent, and patriotic. They have wives and children; they have 
homes and all the surroundings of an enlightened civilization; they 
support our schools and attend our churches, and, in a word, com- 
bine all that goes to make good citizens; and it is, I believe, to the 


presence of so a class of intelli ats, mer in its midst 
that this city owes much of its almost phenomenal growth and pros- 
perity in the past few years. 

Now, sir, for one I do not propose to leave anything undone within 
the range of proper legislation to prevent this class of labor from 
being brought into competition with the lowest and most disgusting 
class of cheap labor that has ever cursed this country. I propose to 
do nothing that will encourage the introduction of a laborer that 
will live munificently on twenty cents a day to displace another 
laborer, who, receiving the just reward of his honest and intelligent 
toil, is enabled to support and educate in a decent way those de- 

ndent upon him. I should feel that I had been unmindful of the 

t interests of a constituency that has honored me with a seat 
upon this floor, and false to my own judgment and convictions of 
duty if I did anything less. 

I desire, Mr. Speaker, before I close to say one word with refer- 
ence to the attitude of the Republican party on this measure—a 
party that has stood foremost in all its existence as championing 
the rights of man and the dignity of labor. The last Republican 
convention at Chicago spoke with no uncertain sound on this ques- 
tion of Chinese immigration. I would ask the Clerk to read the plank 
from the Republican platform of 1880 bearing on this subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Since th thority to regulate immi; 
pins tnd en ace Yiia N 

1 wer, A 
tion of the Cc — as = e ‘of great eee of t KRPA 
prs to restrain and limit that 1 by the enactment of such just, 
umane, and reasonable provisions as produce that result. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I supposed, and the ple of the country 
believed, when this plank was placed in the Republican platform at 
Chicago, that it was something more than empty declamation or a 
mere subterfage to catch the votes of the Pacific States; that, on the 
contrary, it was the well-considered and well-determined policy of 
the Republican party on this subject. 

And this belief was confirmed, if confirmation was needed, when 
James A. Garfield, in his admirable letter of acceptance, used this 
emphatic language: 

The material interests of this country, the traditions of its settlement and the 
sentiment of our people have led the Government to offer the widest hospitality to 
immigrants who seek our shores for new and happier homes, willing to share the 
burdens as well as the benefits of our society, — 4 intending that their posterity 
shall become an undistinguishable part of our population. o recent movement 
of the Chinese to our Pacific coast partakes but little of the qualities of such im- 

tion, either in its purposes or its results. It is too much like an importation 
to be welcomed without restriction; too much like an invasion to be looked upon 
without solicitude. We cannot consent to allow any form of servile labor to be 
introduced among us under the guise of immigration. Recognizing the gravity of 
this subject the present administration, — by Congress, has sent to China 
a commission of distinguished citizens for the p of securing such a modifi- 
cation of the existing treaty as will prevent the evils likely to arise from the pres- 
ent situation. It is confidently believed that these diplomatic negotiations will 
be successful without the loss of commercial intercourse between the two powers 
which promises a t increase of reciprocal trade and the enlargement of our 
markets. Should these efforts fail it be the duty of Con to mitigate the 
evils already felt and prevent their increase by such restrictions as without vio- 
lence or injustice will place upon a sure foundation the peace of our communities 
and the freedom and dignity of labor. 

Such were the emphatic words of General Garfield when he accept- 
ed the Republican nomination for President. “It is too much like 
an importation to be welcomed without restriction; too much like 
an invasion to be looked upon without solicitude. We cannot con- 
sent to allow any form of servile labor to be introduced among us 
under the ce of immigration.” And this is precisely what the 
pending bi has to say on the subject. 

The Republican party was called into existence and organized to 
resist the aggressions of slavery and the carrying of degraded labor 
into the new Territories. In all its grand nisto it has never failed 
to respond to the appeals of the oppressed; neither hasit ever failed 
to recognize the great truth that dignity of labor, coupled with uni- 
versal intelligence of its people, is the bed-rock upon which all gov- 
ernments of the people can alone securely rest. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of their cler 

announced that the Senate had passed without amendment the b 
H. R. No. 4440) to establish a railroad bridge across the Mississippi 
iver from a point between Wabasha and Reed's Landing, in Min- 

nesota, to a point below the mouth of the Chippewa River, in Wis- 


consin. 

The menis also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment the bill (H. R. No. 124) to establish distinct United States 
courts with distinct officers in the northern and southern judicial 
districts in the State of Georgia in which amendments the concur- 
rence of the Honse was requested. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles, in which concurrence of the House was requested : 

A bill (8. No. ) to confirm certain instructions given by the 
Department of the Interior to the Indian agent at Green Bay agency, 
in the State of Wisconsin, and to legalize the acts done and committed 
by the said Indian agent pursuant thereto ; 

A bill (S. No. 1290) to amend sections Nos. 2586 and 2587 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States by creating the collection 


and intercourse between the United 
or with the United States and its 


district of Yaquina, in the State of Oregon, and authorizing the 
appointment of a collector therein ; and 
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A bill (S. No. 1432) abolishing the military rv: 
Abercrombie, in the State of Minnesota, and authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to have the lands embraced therein made subject 
to homestead and pre-emption entry and sale the same as other pub- 
lic lands. 


reservation of Fort 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, this is a question of vital interest to 
the people of the Pacific coast and, as I think, to the people generally 
throughout this nation. My purpose now is to offer a few thoughts 
upon that phase of the question presented to the minds of many well- 
intending people in the Eastern States who are opposed to the restric- 
tions of the bill before us. The proposed act, under the provisions 
of the recent treaty with China, provides for certain essential restric- 
tions upon the importation of that class or portion of Chinese sub- 
jects whose presence in our land have proven so productive of dis- 
tress and contentions in the past and is now fraught with such danger 
to the prosperity of ourselves and our institutions in the future. In 
favoring the measure before this House I start upon the broad as- 
sumption, and I lay it down as asound proposition, that in this d 
nation of ours, founded as it essentially is upon the idea of self-gov- 
ernment and dependent for success upon the virtue and intelligence 
of each and every citizen, that there is no recognized principle that 
the ignorant, the savage, the barbarous, the bratal, the servile, the 
riffraff, the dangerous, or the refuse element of any foreign nation 
are entitled of right to enter our body-politic and become a part and 
parcel of our governing power. Ae 

I am aware of no correct or well-defined principle that makes 
America free for the inundations of the -tag or the worst ele- 
ments of any heathen country. In the Republic of America we each 
assist in governing the rest, and it is a matter of the very greatest 
importance to us each that every other person in this broad land, in 
whose keeping our laws or our form of government intrusts our 
property, our liberty, and our lives, shall be of those essen- 
tial qualifications which alone can insure the success and blessings 
of wise and free and secure government, You will admit with me, 
Mr. Speaker, that it is a question of the day yet unsolved in the 
minds of many publicists and statesmen as to the capacity of people 

nerally for 5 (government. Our American nation pane as has 
been her success ‘heretofore, is yet an experiment of but a single 
hundred years’ trial; and you well know that had it not been for the 
intelligence, patriotism and virtue of the people of our country we 
long since would have been numbered among the nations that were 
but are not now. 

All agree that these essential individual and national requisites 
must continue to exist, or self-government, or rather the government 
of each by all and all by each, will yet prove a lamentable failure— 
sufficient intelligence to know how to do for the right and for the 
best and virtue to do it. Our nation is like a | ane pyramid, our 
people composing the base, and if they are not of the right material 
the whole will crumble and fall. 

It therefore becomes pertinent for us to inquire as to the charac- 
ter and kind of people who are henceforth to take part and lot with 
us, More especially is this true in our Republic han in any other 
form of government, and far more so than in despotic countries 
where arbitrary power over the masses is centered in one. 

In this land of liberty and freemen, broad though it be, there is 
neither room for hot-beds for the imperial ideas of Europe or thriv- 
ing receptacles for pagan serfdom from Asia. I assert that it is just 
as much our right and our duty to exercise care in intrusting to 
others in addition to ourselves the reins of authority as it is to exer- 
cise our own rights of government. I hold that it is no more the 
right in any case of any man or woman to choose his or her own 
nationality or place of relocation than it is for such community as 
he or she may choose to declare for itself whether or not it thinks 
them worthy or safely entitled to admission. 

I tell you, Mr. Speaker, this is a vital question, andthe exigency 
demands that the statesmen of America—those who love our insti- 
tutions and our homes, our liberty and our Government as we love 
life—pause before they vote that no restrictions shall be placed 
upon the countless hordes with which old pagan and despotic China 
can flood our western land. 

Reflect upon the fact that under the policy which has largely 
swayed our public affairs the terms inhabitants, citizens, and voters, 
so far as one sex is concerned, are almost synonymons, and in that 
carbene light alone we should view all questions relative to the 
admission of members of other races and other nationalities into this 
Republic. 

hold that in the light of our traditional policy as a Government 
we should not admit any considerable number from other lands unless 
with the ultimate view of allowing them after a reasonable proba- 
tion to become a constituent part of the governing power of this 


country. 

These thoughts bring me directly to the subject-matter and call for 
the inquiry whether this Chinese element which the bill under con- 
sideration proposes to exclude is a proper and safe one for indiscrim- 
inate admission. Is it intelligent, and does it possess the requisite 
virtue? If not, will it in a reasonable time attain to a sufficient 
degree in these respects? Does it ever desire to become so? Will 
it ever be a patriotic element in our nation? Will it appreciate and 
learn to love our institutions, and become in all essential respects a 


and parcel of us? In other can we digest it and have it 

me a of our system and body-politic ; and will it, like healthy 
blood, build up our national bone and sinew, or will it poison and 
canker all its surroundings? Too great care in the accretion of this 
foreign population cannot be taken. 

It would be well to state here that many of our eastern people 
have formed favorable but false or erroneous opinions of the class 
hereafter to be excluded, derived from articles in books and papers 
referring to a different and better class of Chinese, an upper caste in 
China, and differing from the lower caste, the servile coolies who 
are imported here. Some of the better class are on our coast, and 
both the treaty with China, and, consequently, the bill before us, 
allow them to come and to go as they please. The bill does not 
molest them, neither does it nor can it, under that treaty, interfere 
with the hordes of the lower classes already here under the sanction 
of our treaties and laws. All that it provides for, and all it can pro- 
vide for, is that a restriction shall be placed upon the farther impor- 
tation of cooly laborers. I say importation, for it is a sad mistake 
to call it immigration. It has none of the essential characteristics 
of other immigration to our shores, In the first place, pure, genuine 
immigration is never eastward, always westward. No instance 
otherwise exists, to my knowledge, in the world’s history. The 

t tide of immigration has been, and is now, westward around 
the world. This has been the great immutable law of the universe. 

From Asia westward to Eastern Europe, westward over Europe, and 
still westward to America, and on the American continent we well 
know that along the line from Eastern to extreme Western States or 
the far-away Pacific, the „star of empire” has taken its course. All, 
all westward, never eastward. And the people who have made 
America what it is to-day have all come from the East. The capital, 
the energy, the vitality of our western coast has come from the East. 
We never got it from Asia, and we never will. Asia is fossilized. It 
has long since attained its growth in civilization. The cheap labor- 
ers imported from there are fossils in all social and mental respects. 
We have nothing to hope for from an infusion of their blood, or their 
ideas, or their institutions. Nothing at all. It is neither the pluck, 
nor the energy, nor the brain of the Chinese individuals flooding our 
shores which causes them to come to America as our immigrants come 
from Europe. It is rather the energy of a company, an organization, 
a concentration of corporate capital which buys and owns, imports 
and sells the time and labor of these lower classes of Chinese. Six 
companies to-day carry on the importation of men as others do car- 
goesoftea. These compani g and trafficking in this species 
of cheap labor, buy it and bring it here to compete at ruinous rates 
with our American citizen laborers. Through their habits of life 
brought about by years and ages of forced necessity, deprivation, anc 
want, and with no family cares, they are enabled to work and thrive 
at rates ruinous to the American and his family. Let me give you 
some idea of the vastness and the quality of the t Chinese res- 
ervoir from which is drained the dregs that flood our Pacific homes. 

I incorporate into my remarks the following facts, gleaned from 
a recent official report from the American consul-general in China, 
Hon. O. N. Denny, who has given this subject much consideration 
and study. These facts will give our American people some faint 
idea of the 3 daily life of these classes in China—to wit, well- 
to-do farmers, skilled workmen, and ordinary laborers. Compare 
the condition of these classes with similar classes in America, and 
remember that our Chinese importations are from the last and poor- 
est class, and composed of the more abject of these, and tell me 
whether by our votes we should inflict our laboring classes longer 
with this rninous and degrading competition. 


WELL-TO-DO FARMER. 
Two and one-half acres of good erable land, with a house, the material of which 


r boos, 
m of tiles, a bullock, buffalo, or cow, a conple of 


ive cultural implemen’ 
Say the famil p — 


Value of twe and one-half acres of land „ $400 00 
A good animal of draft — cece secccntnascsccsces 20 00 
Manure 10 00 
Irri; 10 00 

N 3 00 
Help at harvest time 8 00 
Taxes, $1.10 on the gross yield of rice or Went 11 00 

Total expenses.ͤPLiDH H „%ͤ.́ 62 00 


The two and one-halfacres, which the two adults, with the assistance of an ani- 
mal of draft and their children, can work, will yield, if the land be of average fer- 
tility, and under ordinary climatic circumstances, in— 

C10 ⁵ “²wüi TT ̃] ½U—— 76. 7ĩ⅛˙ʃ—'ꝙdà 
Second crop, beans, cotton, or barle yyy 


Or, ony, in all about. soo... as. „„ 4445 160 00 


Deducet from this the cost of living of the family, $73, and the total of other 
expenses as above, $62=$135, and there will be an income for the year of $25. There 
are besides some 


other sources of income which are under the control of the 
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women, such as the raising of chickens, the making of yarn and oloth, &c. 
These must be set off against other expenses for clothing, &c., not enumerated in 
the foregoing budget. 

SKILLED LABORERS. 


wee ene „„ 


—ũäů ů2æCů7ͤ7ꝛ „4666 „„ 


The females and youngsters are considered to absorb all they earn. The mas- 
ter lives generally at his workshop, where he has perhaps two rooms, besides a 
lace to cook in. The household furniture may be estimated at from $20 to $30. 
Fhe ordinary workman, if married, will share a small bouse with a friend and oc- 
cupy one room and have free access to the kitchen. Hemay live with his parents, 
in which case his earnings go to the common fund. nder such circumstances 
— to $15 will cover the value of his household furniture. If a bachelor, and away 
m his family, he will either sleep at his employer's for a consideration, or stay 
with a friend; in either case the whole inventory consists of a box with his clothes 
and his bed: . The main motive of practicing economy with every Chinaman 
is, first, to be able to take a wife; secondly, to perform his duties to the manes 
of his ancestors ; and, thirdly, to defray the expenses of his own funeral, 


ORDINARY OR COOLY LABORER. 
Herein are comprised the carriers, boatmen, the wheelbarrow men, &c. Taking 


the rates ruling at the commercial centers of this empire the grand a eof 
a man's earnings is about one hundred and fifty cash, or fifteen cents a y 
which is ual £0 $4.50 per month. But it varies so considerably, according 


from three hundred to four hundred pounds’ weight across difficult mountain passes, 
and travel with it for twenty consecutive days. They are considered well paid at 
twenty-five cents a day. An ordinary cooly's monthly account would stand about 
thus: 
Recolpte in Wag e e e $4 50 
Expenditures for food. .......2-- +--+. „ $3 00 
E // A Narsa 50 
P u ᷣ⁵uv2GU 50 
— 400 
e ¶ðꝙðy . ee 50 


He hires himself out by the day, the month, and, less frequently, by the year. 
The value of his labor varies acc: totheseason. During harvest-time he gets, 
besides the meals, worth about ten cents, from ten to fifteen cents per day, or 
seventy cents to $1.05 a week. If his employment be by the month he gets $1.50 
to $2 a month, besides For permanent employment, or employment by the 
year, the are lower, averaging about twelve dollars per annum, with board 
And lodging. When working for short terms lodging is no great consideration with 
him, for he always will find rough accommodations with a friend or relative. Men 
of this class defray their house rent with about fifty cash or five cents a month. 
About two dollars per annum will keep his wardrobe in a state adequate to his 
scanty wants. A man who saves $3 to $4 a year does fairly well, but the majority 
live from hand to mouth, and their whole life is but a hard struggle to fight the 
hungry wolf from the door. 

How do you suppose our American laborers with large families to 
support, and forced te compete with the poorer of these elements, 
and to struggle ARRES these odds for their daily bread—how do you 
suppose they relish the picture I have unrolled before you? Judge 
Denny adds in his report that the Chinese Empire can supply the 
world with this class of cheap labor. 

I know it has flooded us with several hundreds of thousands com- 
ing and going constantly, and the number has only been limited by 
the excitement and resentment aroused wherever they have come in 
contact with our race. Impossible as it is for the census correctly 
to estimate their number now here, yet I suppose upon our coast 
there are from one hundred to one hun and fifty thousand, almost 
entirely males, only a very small percentage being females, but with- 
out the relation of marriage. Probably not one in the whole elass 
which this bill proposes to hereafter exclude would ever bring a wife 
or marry one during his stay in America, and the women generally 
who do come carry along with them the pestilential scourge of com- 
bined female slavery, concubinage, and prostitution. 

For nearly a third of a century this class of laborers have been 
with us on our co: during which period you well know, Mr. 
Speaker, what wonderful progress and gigantic advancement the 
Caucasian race and the American people have been making. Only 
a few days ago the statement was 8 by a gentleman addressing 
one of our committees that the first engineer that ever rode upon a 
railroad engine in America is living to-day in the city of New York. 
The same day the present minister from the Hawaiian Government 
informed me that he was a member of the American Con when 
the subsidy was given Morse, the great inventor of the telegraph, 
to test his wonderful discovery. 

These incidents occurring on that day serve to recall the surprising 
development of ourage. Itis so grand and glorious that it is the 
sublime theme of orators and the problem of study for statesmen, 
and nowhere in the wide world has it achieved the wonderful zenith 
it has in America; but how hasit been with the Mongolians among 
us? I defy any one to truthfully say that in all their stay among us 


they have made any appreciable progress whatever, and it is espe- 
cially true that they have made none in assimilating with us. 

True to their time-sacred custom of exclusiveness, they import 
ae quantities of their food and clothing from the old conntry, and 
with their wages they return there if alive, and if dead their 
bones are transferred by the living. Notwithstanding this is a 
land of real property-holders, not one of them to-day owns a home- 
stead. A lease simply of a piece of ground is occasionally acquired, 
and then only for temporary a They do not come for homes; 
they come for greed, and so blind is their adherence to their pagan 
abode in China that generally so soon as their needs are supplied 
they return, and the few dollars earned in America place them in 
affluence comparatively in China. 

Those here still speak a foreign language and worship a pagan 
deity and they yet live in blind veneration of the idolatries and super- 
stitions of their dark ages of the past. At home China stands to-cay 
where she has stood for thousands of years, firmly wedded to her Joss 
and to her idols, While other nations are looking forward she is gaz- 
ing backward—venerating the paths trodden by her idolutrous ances- 
tors and with no interest in any ideas or any institution or any civil- 
ization or any religion save her own. 

No Chinese laborer reads our papers, attends our gatherings, fre- 
quents our resorts, patronizes our schoels, supports our churches, or 
in any way seems to be a part of us. They know but little and care 
less about our Government or our institutions, Their manners, 
habits, socialisms, and government are diametrically opposite to ours. 
Occasionally, of course, there is an exception, but for all practical 
pu s it need not be taken into consideration. 

They are a law unto themselves, governed by their own supersti- 
tions, regulations, and tribunals, and a block in the way of en omg 
the laws of our conntry. The vast body of them arrive bound han 
aud foot by the restrictions of cooly serfdom and from the lower 
classes of China, from the classes described by Bayard Taylor, the 
great traveler, as the most debased people on the face of the earth. 

Now, compare if you please, Mr. Speaker, the intelligent American 
laborer married, surrounded by his wife and his children, trying 
to pay for his own homestead, supporting his school and his church, 
obeying the law and loyal to America, with these cooly laborers from 
iy rai ater ye superstitious, childless, unmarried; no home but 
a China hovel where many brood and hover in narrow contracted 
space, and all pagans and idolaters and ofa different race. And what 
American can view with anything but the gravest apprehension the 
result where these foreign elements largely prevail and where their 
spread is practically unlimited? Do not call this immigration. Do not 
abuse the significance of the word or the idea. We on the Pacific 
slope are as desirous of emigration as any country can be. We are 
now anxiously awaiting the completion of transcontinental railroads 
and the inauguration of steamship lines to bring to the golden land 
of the Pacific the brain and the muscle and the capital and the patri- 
otism of immigration. 

Give us of your people. Give us of the people of our race. Give us 
the English, the Irish, the Scotch, the German, or the Scandinavian. 
Give us those who will come with their families, who will assimilate 
with us, help diversify our industries and build up our institutions, 
but do not force upon us the very opposite—the BAA to which I am 
now ranning: 

Noonen be misled by false assertions that we would talk differ- 
ently if these Chinese were voters. Even were such the case it would 
not alter the facts to which I have briefly referred. But who, let me 
ask, in this broad land would have them voters? Where is there a 
1 within the sound of my voice who will rise in his seat 
aud proclaim that over 100,000 pagan idolaters, ignorant, neither able 
to read nor to write nor to speak our language intelligibly, who are not 
possessed of any of the material qualifications or sympathies of elect- 
ors, who come and go in herds or under the control of some of the 
Six Companies that buy and sell them as they please, should have 
placed in their hands the elective franchise? As well give any other 
subject of China the suffrage, for whether here or in Asia, they are 
equally ie to everything which we as loyal and true Americans 
hold dear. call the earnest attention of the law-makers of the 
nation to this fact. If you allow this vast body of China coolies to be 
admitted into this Republic one of two things must result: they must 
either remain as the lower strata of cheap menial laborers for com- 
mercial purposes, to be bought, used, and sold for profit by capital- 
ists, corporations, or monopolists, or else you must do with them as 
you do with the Caucasian from Europe, make them citizens and 
voters and intrust to them governing power over our American homes 
and institutions and Republic. One or the other. There is no escap- 
ing it. Which shall it be, serfs or citizens? 

No, this is not a subject for a demagogue, but one calling for 
earnest, careful, patriotic, and statesmanlike consideration. to 
the benefits derived from this class they are almost entirely those 
growing out of so-called ‘‘cheap labor,” and much of the profit 
thereof gone to enrich the corporate monopolies of the East and 
of our coast. But, Mr. Speaker, the true policy of our country is not 
to *‘cheapen” labor. The blessings of home life, the payment of 
the little debt upon the homestead, the education of the children, the 


support for charity, the spare contribution to the cause of religion, 
and leisure for essential recreation, and time for study, and for reflec- 
tion upon the duties: of citizenship—all of these are dependent in 
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our land upon the 8 toil of too many free, intelligent, 
devoted Americans who live by the sweat of their brow to ever make 
it a policy of our Government to “cheapen” the labor of the great 
mass of self-governing American citizens. 

Oh, no; cheap, servile, ignorant labor may do for a d tism 
where thousands of bodies and souls weigh but as a feather in the 
balance against the favored classes or a one-man power, but not in 
this land of freemen founded as it is upon the idea that every citizen 
is a sovereign and must have the power to maintain his sovereignty 
and independence. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's time has expired. 

Mr. PAGE. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the gentle- 
man vga Oregon be extended. How much time does the gentleman 
desire 

Mr. GEORGE. I shall try to finish my remarks in ten minutes. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection the time of the gentle- 
man is extended accordingly. 

Mr. GEORGE. As I was about to say when interrupted, our Gov- 
ernment, our institutions, and our future welfare are too dependent 
upon the prosperity of the countless homes of American laborers who 
love our republican principles, who pride themselves on our civiliza- 
tion, and who venerate our religion, ever to embrace a policy which 
will destroy this grand foundation. 

It is protection to the laboring-men of our country to legislate on 
this matter. I believe in dignifying and protecting labor. I be- 
lieve in legislation in behalf of our American citizens and laborers 
for reasons before stated, and because in our form of government, 
where wealth, or e brain, or trained intellect commands ulti- 
mately almost any power, it is necessary to legislate in behalf of the 
weaker brain or the uneducated mind, or the intelligent but r 
citizen laborers who are down but who are striving to get upon their 
feet as it were. 

It is n also for the reason that our success as a nation 
depends upon the intelligence, independence, and virtue of the mass 
of our people, and to preserve that proper equilibrium between the 
various elements and interests in our land, It has been the policy 
of our Government for years in her tariff regulation to endeavor so 
far as possible to protect our American laborers from the productions 
of cheap foreign labor. That practically is what is asked in this bill. 
In that tariff legislation we have placed restrictions upon the entry 
of the products of cheap 3 pauper labor; this bill places re- 
strictions upon the presence of far cheaper and of ignorant, servile, 
unassimilating, and pagan laborers. Weareonly asking for the West 
what you have long had in the East, the policy of dignifying and pro- 
tecting American laborers. No, Mr. Speaker, „cheap“ labor is not 
an American policy, and our permanent prosperity depends upon a 
2 — and more just distribution of the wealth of labor among its pro- 

ucers. 

You of the East do not feel the force of the evil of unrestricted 
Chinese importation as we of the West, but the time may come when 
you will. On our undeveloped coast where, though driven from one 
industry they could more readily find another, our laborers generally, 
excepting some in the larger cities, have heretofore made a living, 
such as it has been, despite the Mongolian, but let there be an inun- 
dation of Chinese upon any of your eastern cities as we have had 
in the cities of the West, and there will be just two things for your 

rer classes to do, either to retreat before the Mongolian or starve. 
t is simply a question of cold mathematics. 

But you say you are in no danger. Ah! but we are. Chinese 
companies can pour onto our coast and into this country thousands 
to where one has been sent before, and their absence scarcely be 
noticed in the Empire of China. And indeed they can land upon your 
shores and in your ports as well asours. Only the fear of an uprising 
or the engendering of a too formidable opposition to be overcome 
has hitherto restrained the of the importation companies, and 
so we on the Pacific alone feel the evil as it exists to-day and has for 

ears. 
The resentment of our people operates as a constant restraint on 
their action. These Chinese companies are, however, closely watch- 
ing events, flooding our desks with specious pleas to deceive our east- 
ern people, and anxiously awaiting results. 

Will you of the East turn a deaf ear to our interests? Will you 
not assist us? For over a quarter of a century my personal obser- 
vations on this question have extended, and now remembering the 
pasi and looking the future earnestly in the face, I announce my 

conviction that there is an irrepressible conflict that must con- 

tinue until one system prevails. nism, with cheap, ignorant, 
servile labor, and civilization, with intelligent, feirly-remunera 
and free labor, are so radically different, are so diametrically op 
to each other, that such portions of our country and our coast where 
they meet must either become Mongolian or American. Which does 
the American Congress say it shall be? America has had enough of 
race troubles. With the red race and the black race we have dealt 
in the past, and now the yellow race demands our attention, coupled, 
asit is, with the labor problem, and interwoven with questions affect- 
sas, Sige civilization, our religion, and our?Government. 

o careful, reflecting mind can dismiss this grave question with 
the ill-applied boast that America is the land of refuge of all pie 


from all countries. There is reason in everything and true an 


a I know the downtrodden of all lands 
who desire to lay here broad and deep the foundations of human lib- 


plications of all principles. 


, and the blessings of the most perfect of human governments, 
. may be realized the full strength and highest Caltiyation of 
human intellect, and who hope for the attainment of the great tri- 
umph of civil and religious liberty, have been invited to come and 
lend a helping hand, but none other. 

We have invited them to join us—they do not come of their own 
right. We are the custodians of America, On us rests the respon- 
sibility of so ruling and so guiding our Government as to preserve its 
blessings for us and those we think safe to invite to our shores, our 
homes, and our power. By all the principles of the law of nations 
every country has a right to protect itself and to refuse admission to 


ne an evident danger or manifest injury isa probable result. The 
right under the law of nature sanctions it and the law of self-defense 
demands it. 


The right of defending ourselves is just as dear to an aggregation 
of individuals as to a single individual. If society may imprison 
one of its members for the public welfare, much more may it exclude, 
if necessary, for the same reasons, those of a foreign shore. We as in- 
dividual Americans have the right to protect ourown homes and our 
own households from dangerous intrusion; so have we to protect our 
great American home. t us hear no more of misapplied govern- 
mental principles or national boasts, for there is no room or proper 
place for sentimentality in the consideration of this question, vital 
to our western interests. I may remark, by the way, that neither 
sentiment nor mistaken views of commercial advantage should weigh 
in the balance against the flesh and blood of the American people. 

We of the distant Pacific are indeed good-faith immigrants to that 
fair portion of our national heritage, but there we are meeting the 
inundations of capital-owned foreign labor. There we have met what 
the lamented Garfield said was “ too much like an importation to be 
welcomed withont restriction and too much like an invasion to be 
looked upon without solicitude.” That great, noble-hearted, patriotic, 

man was not misled by name or false applications of principles 
as I fear others have been. 

Mr. Speaker, it is said that civilization began its growth and course 
ages hence in distant and ancient Asia—wended its way through and 
over Europe and westward to America and now sits enthroned on the 
distant Pacific as elsewhere in this broad grand land of ours. But 
from that same old moss-grown Asia, wedded to and fossilized in her 
superstitions and her idolatries of the past, now rolls eastward her 
worstelements of paganism and barbarism and the clash of the con- 
flict is resounding wherever the billows of the Pacific roll upon the 
sands of America. 

History tells us of other nations of wealth and power overran by 
less numerous but equally dangerous foes, and we may well pause 
and reflect. 

Mr. MCLANE. Mr. S er, I propose to vote for this billand am 

ing to trespass upon the House fora little while to give my reasons 

or supporting it. I would not trespass upon the House but for the 
character and turn this discussion has taken. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I would like to know something 
about the order of the debate. 

Mr. McLANE. I wish the gentleman from Illinois would take 
some other occasion to make his ance than the present. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I understand—— 

Mr. McLANE. I do not yield the floor to the gentleman. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Then I rise to a question of order. 
I desire to know, Mr. Speaker, as to the order of debate whether the 
gentleman from Maryland has been recognized in his own right. 

Mr. KASSON. I wish to say that I understood I was to be recog- 
nized for this hour and the gentleman from Maryland for the suc- 
ceeding hour. As one of my papers, however, was not at hand, I 
proposed to the gentleman from Maryland that he should go on now 
and I would follow him, thus simply alternating the hours. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Idesirean answer fromthe Speaker 
to my question whether the gentleman from Maryland takes the floor 
in his own right or in the time of another? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In his own right. } 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Is the gentleman from Maryland 
a member of the committee reporting this bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tem The Chair does not know whether 
the gentleman from Maryland is a member of the committee report- 
ing the measure or not; but under any circumstances he is entitled 
to recognition at this time. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I believe asa 
member of the committee that 1 am entitled to one hour after this. 

Mr. McLANE. The committee has no more right than anybody 


else in that respect. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will answer the question 
NSHEND, of Illinois. I would like to know if the Chair 


at the proper time. 
Mr. TO 
is going to follow the list. 


Mr. McLANE. I hope the Chair will call the gentleman to order 
so that I may proceed. 

Mr. DIBB I understood from the Chair that I was entitled to 
an hour. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, I wish to make a further inquiry 
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if the Chair will hear me. I desire to know whether the list is to be 
regarded in the order in which the names are upon it, or whether the 
Chair intends to recognize gentlemen re; less of the list? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that that is not 

a parliamentary inquiry; and furthermore that the Chair has no list. 

r. M I beg the gentleman from Illinois not to interfere 
with me further. I have said that I would not trespass upon the 
time of the House but for the turn that this debate has taken. I do 
not think this discussion actually involves the treaty obligations of 
the Government, but it has been alleged that it does, and that is a 
serious question. Ido not think the question raised by my eloquent 
friend from Mississippi, [Mr. HOOKER, ] or the honorable gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. TAYLOR,] who represents a somewhat historical 
district, and who indulged in the same tone of philosophy and argu- 
ment that the honorable gentleman from Mississippi e to pursue 
on yesterday, would have drawn me into this debate. But when I 
am told that a bill which I regard as full of merit, a bill which in my 
judgment is designed to protect and defend nine millions of work- 
ingmen in this country, is a bill fall of iniquity, is a bill which vio- 
lates the treaty stipulations and sacrifices the honor of the country, 
I feel that I ought to embrace the opportunity, if permitted, to 
vindicate the vote I mean to give in the affirmative. 

I take it, Mr. Speaker, that upon the general principle that every 
government existing among men is bound to vindicate its own dig- 
nity, its own character, and to regulate itself for the best interests of 
its own people, there should beno dispute. Itakeit further that no 
American citizen would question that the very foundation of good 
government and the basis of all 8 ought to rest upon prin- 
ciples of morality, religion, and knowledge. Not only did our own 
forefathers in their formation of a system of government base all law 
and all rule upon these principles, but when as a Congress of the 
United States we were first called upon to institute a government for 
the people not embraced within the States, we laid that down as a 
fun ental principle of all government. 

So I do not question at all that, whatever may be abstract declara- 
tions, such as the Declaration of Independence, declaring all men 
to be free and equal, no American citizen believes that to be free 
and equal means other than under the laws of our country. I take 
it that there is no man in this House to-day who questions that the 
principle embodied in the Declaration of Independence, that we are 
all free and equal, means that we are all free and equal under the law; 
and if the honorable gentleman from Mississippi on my left, and the 
honorable gentleman from Ohio, whom I do not now see in his seat— 
if they mean us to understand from the abstract declaration that 
all men are born free and equal that it involves an obligation to 
receive into our community the people of all the countries in the 
world without condition and without limitation, that we regard 
them as born free and equal and entitled to come to us with or with- 
out our consent—if, I say, I am so to understand them, I must be 
permitted to say that in my judgment they mistake the fundamental 
sense of the sy itself. 

Not only are they in conflict with the practice and the law of their 
own country, but they are in violent conflict with the sense of the 
langu itself. Ido not dream, therefore, that I am called on in 
this debate to op or to reply to a general assumption that the 
men of Africa and the men of China and the men of India or the men 
of Europe are free to come here without our permission. 

Why, sir, we have had from the foundation of our Government 
laws which ap ara who should come. We neverhadany natu- 
ralization law t embraced any but white men. That was the 
law of the land, and that was the sentiment of the country from the 
extreme north to the extreme south. No man in New England, no 
man upon the Gulf coast, ever desired to naturalize as a citizen of 
the United States any but white men, until in the course of time we 
came to deal with the t domestic problem, until in the course 
of time we came to deal with five millions of people emancipated by 
war, not by the voluntary act of the people of this country. 

We had State conventions North and South to ratify amendments 
to the Constitution which proclaimed freedom to the black man. 
But every man knows that the black man was free as air before those 
amendments were ratified by the States or affirmed by the Congress 
of the United States. No question has ever been raised in this coun- 
try that the emancipation by war was not a legal emancipation. 

t sword which crushed out the rebellion wrote in the fundamental 
law of the country the freedom of the black man. And being free 
North and South, the statesmen of this country arr ae that he 
had to be a voter. On that question there was no difference of opin- 
ion. Go to the Legislatures of the Southern States and the conven- 
tions that formed or reorganized the State constitutions and you will 
find no hesitation in the minds of southern men any more than in the 
minds of northern men that that problem having been solved by war, 
the colored men of the country should have the rights, civil and polit- 
ical, of the white man. 

But, Mr. Speaker, is it any reason because this great war neces- 
sity was imposed upon the country that we should go forward voluu- 
untarily with all the experience of the past and impose upon the coun- 
try another such necessity? Nor is it any reproach to the states- 
men of this country that thirty years ago they thought the China- 
man would be a good citizen? we acquired California, men 
for the first time in the history of this country occupied themselves 


with the question of Chinese colonization. That distant empire, 
California, a coun uired as an indemnity by our war with 
Mexico; not peopled, difficult to defend, fabulous, almost romantic 
in its history; untold millions 3 to be on the very surface of 
the earth; no communication with it except by a long voyage by the 
Horn; impossible to defend, it excited our interest and anxiety; a 
great country like England, angry and jealous and resentful that 
we had acquired it, watching our every step; a British fleet sent to 
the Gulf of Mexico and to San Juan, in Nicaragua, hoisting the 
British flag at San Juan, placing on a miserable throne a half-fed and 
half-clothed Indian and proc ing him to be the Mosquito king; 
harassing usin Texas with the British minister opposing annexation; 
menacing us in every quarter of the globe with hostility, naturally 
stimulated our anxiety, and excited the country to look for and en- - 
courage any population for the Pacific coast. Under those cireum- 
stances, for the first time in the history of our diplomacy, you will 
find instructions from the State Department to negotiate for Chinese 
immigration. 

What rights had we in China then? Permission to land at five 
points on the coast, and to have residences where the Chinese Gov- 
ernment chose to give us residences, and they gave the residences 
outside of their cities ; permission to anchor our ships at the months 
of their rivers and send up in junks and flat-boats the produce and 
merchandise we had to sell, and receive in return the teas and silks 
and stuffs they had to send back, we receiving millions from them 
for the thousands we send to them, we paying for all we took from 
China by bills on England; no reciprocity in trade; no reciprocity in 
immigration ; our people not admitted within the walls of a Chinese 
city; our public ministers received in warehouses outside of the cities 
if received at all, and most generally not received at all. A distin- 
guished citizen from the State of my honorable friend before me, 
(Mr. CARLISLE, ] Humphrey Marshall, of Kentucky, was sent to China 
by Mr. Fillmore, and for months he remained at the gates of Can- 
ton asking admission to present his letter of credence, and was told 
from time to time—and I have all the dispatches at my hand if it were 
necessary to refer to them—that the imperial commissioner had not 
time to receive the letter; that there was nothing material to be 
attended to; that when there was he would take occasion to invite 
the minister to come to some convenient place and there deliver his 
letter. For one reason or another the minister persisted, and at last 
it was agreed he should be received in a warehouse outside of the 
city ; and he refased to present his letter. And he went on his way 
from port to port to find some man who would receive his letter. 
There was no intention to insult us seriously, but an aversion, an 
absolute aversion to hold intercourse with us. Non-intercourse and 
non-resistance, too; astute as astute can be, but trifling withal, 
childish withal. 

Need I say, Mr. Speaker, that this treatment extended to the 
American minister was also extended to the British minister time 
and again? Look at their dispatches. Why, sir, I have in my 
hand the very documents written by these imperial commissioners to 
the Emperor of China, with the vermillion penciling on their com- 
munications, saying, well done, faithful servants; keep out the for- 
eign devils even unto the end, spies, vicious, wicked men as they are ; 
yield no more to them than you are obliged to yield, and at the haz- 
ard of your lives yield when you are obliged to yield.” 

Why, Mr. Speaker, let me say it, no intercourse has ever been 
held with that people by England or America except under the thun- 
ders of British cannon; none. I am amazed when I hear honorable 
gentlemen talking in this House about free and equal intercourse 
with China on the part of our citizens. 

Never was there an American citizen allowed to go to China at all, 
until he went under the protection of Britishcannon. No American 
minister could ever make a treaty with China that was not made 
under the protection of British cannon. That is not extrav: t 
la e. I would tell my honorable friend from Mississippi [ Mr. 
HOOKER] if he was here, that that was literally truth. 

Our first treaty, 1 mean the treaty that Cushing made, and our 
second treaty, that was made by B ‘ord Reed, were made under the 
protection of British cannon. 

Some gentleman has referred here to Tatnall’sremark about blood 
being thicker thanwater. What was that anecdote, for the gentle- 
man did not tell it all? We had tried throughout the whole summer, 
and for years before, to obtain an opportunity to present the creden- 
tials of our minister. We had gone from viceroy to viceroy. We 
had been received, but received at the hazard of our personal dig- 
pipe and personal safety too. No American minister ever went into 
a Chinese city that he did not incur danger, even under the guard of 
Chinamen and under the of American soldiers and sailors, side 
by side with the Chinese officials. And yet he would be spit upon, 
literally spit upon by the Chinese officials and the Chinese people. 
And that is not much changed now. 

These thunders of the British cannon protected your minister when 
he went to Peking; and, what is more humiliating still, they took care 
of him when he got to 8 7 1 4 Without the preliminary arrange- 
ments organized by the British mission the American mission could 
not have existed in Peking. And with all that police it existed with 
considerable 
of es ap to the day that Mr. Burlin, 

Mr. MILLS. Tell us about the Tatn 


er and with repeated insults. That was the state 
e went to China. 
l affair that you referred to. 
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Mr. McLANE. Ihave allowed that to escape me. Mr. Reed was 
instructed by the administration of Mr. Buchanan to acco y the 
British minister. Prior to that, summer after summer, for suc- 
cessive summers, the American minister and the British minister had 
sought the poor privilege to present their letters of credence, and to 
be received as one gentleman might be received by another; and 
they had failed. They had gone from viceroy to viceroy, until at 
last they got to the gates of Peking. Finally, there at the gates of 
Peking, they were delayed until the snow and the ice of winter overtook 
them. Thenthey were invited, in terms as polite as it would be pe 
sible for my honorable friend from Mississippi to use, to go back to 
o back to the point from which they started, and that 
once there they might make known their wishes, and that if they 
were reasonable “ his heavenly grace the Emperor of China would 
send word to his slave to do what was meet and proper ”—that is the 
official language; that is the form of procedure—“ would send word 
to his slave at Canton to hear them.“ And the expression was, and 
what is needful and proper we will do for them,” supposing that the 
minister maintains a reverent and respectful demeanor. 

Now, the answer to that from the British diplomatist was a report 
to his government that he had been outraged, been insulted, 
been neglected, and that communication was absolutely impossible 
between the British officials and the Chineses officials, And the 
American minister made just the same report. 

The two governments, however, took very different views of the 
question. f am not here to criticise the action of either of the tw 

vernments. I am only leading np to my anecdote about Tatnall. 
The two governments took very different views. Great Britain 
ordered out a fleet to China, and she sent an invitation to Washing- 
ton and to Paris, inviting the French and American Governments 
to send ont fleets also. The French Government accepted the invi- 
tation and sent a fleet. 

The American Government—and the dispatch wes written by Gov- 
ernor Marey—said that it might suit the British Government and the 
French Government to enforce their diplomacy by force; but that it 
did not suit the United States of America to do so, and therefore he 
declined to send a fleet. He ordered, however, his minister to keep 
in observation and to give moral support to the British and French 
Governments, but no more. 

The British and the French fleets went to the Peiho, and the Ameri 
can fleet followed along, brought up the rear, accompanied the other 
two fleets, but did not come within the anchorage. The British and 
5 French fleets opened fire on the Chinese forts. The Chinese sued 

‘or peace. 

In the midst of the battle the British admiral, like Perry on Lake 
Erie, found his ship sinking, his reinforcements aground, and himself 
in great extremities. Tatnall who was in command of the American 
fleet, giving his moral ppor and observation as he had been in- 
structed, could stand it no longer. He said that blood was thicker 
than water, and he carried his steamer into the Chinese bay and res- 
cued the admiral of the British navy by towing up to him the ships 
he could not otherwise reach. 

That was the anecdote connected with Tatnall. Thus instructed 
to observe, he could not resist the impulse at the last moment of 
going into the battle. 

But what did our minister do? He stated that he was instructed 
to remain in the distance. He gave his moral support. Urged as 
far as politeness would permit by his French and English associates 
to do more, but held down by his instructions, he stood back silent 
until the French and British treaties were signed. 

Then he made a treaty which I hold under my hand. It was the 
first treaty under which any American could go into the interior of 
China. And he can do that, because we have in our American treaty 
a clause which gre us the rights of the most favored nations. 

As I have said, England obtained the right by the thunder of her 
cannon, and we got it because after the war was over we negotiated 
a treaty of peace and commerce which gives us the rights of the 
most favored nations. And by that treaty we have the right to go 
into the interior of China, but only by that treaty. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what is that right to go into the interior of 
China f It isa right only to trade and to preach and to pray. Irecol- 
lect that when I met the French Emperor, (I have in the course of 
my life come that near the throne, ) I asked him what interest France 
had in this that she separated herself from the United States. He 
said : Well, we have some poor Christians there to take care of.” 
The privilege to preach was put in for the French, and the privilege 
to trade was put in for the Englishmen. We get both. 

Now, Mr. 8 I wish I had time to tell you the fruit of that 
preaching. e fruit of the trade was stated yesterday by my hon- 
orable friend from Mississippi, [Mr. Hooker.] Look at it; it is in 
the Recorp this morning. You will find that millions come into 
this country and very little goes out. Some poor pieces of long 
cloth; that is all—not much. A little American long cloth, being 
better than English muslin, into China. And to this may be 
added those e-dollars that the honorable gentleman from Missis- 
sippi talked of yesterday ; and when this trade-dollar does not suf- 
fice we send the wheat of our western country that goes to London ; 
and the American merchant draws a bill on London. It is the grain 
of the West that goes to London and pays for the teas we from 
China. We send nothing worth speaking of into China. Consider- 


Canton, to 


ing the trade of China with this country, our great importations 


of the teas, the silks, and other products of C the export trade 
we send in return is insignificant. As I have said, we have little 
or no intercourse, when compared with our pons and growing com- 
mercial intercourse with the rest of the world. 

That was the state of things until we made the Burlingame treaty; 
and, having told you the Tatnall anecdote, I hope my friend from 
Texas [Mr. MILLS] will I am at liberty to speak of the Bur- 
lingame treaty; but my friend from Georgia, [Mr. HAMMOND, ] who 
sits beside me, says he would like me to tell you the frnit there has 
been from the preaching. Mr. S er, somewhere about 1848 a Chi- 
nese scholar obtained a copy of the Bible from an American mission- 
ary in Canton. Infinite pains had been taken for ten years prior to 
this time to get the Bible into China, but it was impossible. As I 
have said, no American was allowed to go into the country at all. 
If he went even within one of the cities of the five ports, his life was 
in danger. Read the beautiful narrative of Abbé Huc, who went 
with the cross, that was so much talked about yesterday, to the very 
mountains of Thibet, and learn how he had to disguise himself as a 
Chinaman and to pass off the Roman Catholic chapels as Confucian 
or Buddhist chapels to save the lives of the missionary priests and 
the few Chinamen who chose to listen to him. But if you do not 
want to take the pains to go through that narrative, take the exec- 
utive volumes of this Government and learn from them that no 
man could go out of the foreign settlement into a Chinese city; that 
any American merchant or missionary pases the: did it at the peril 
of his life. So that until by an accident the Bible never got into 
China at all. This accident was that one of the missionaries gave 
a Chinese translation of the Bible to a Chinese scholar. 

Yon all know how passionately fond of books the Chinese scholar 
is. This book he took home, and his home was at the foot of the 
mountains of Thibet, at the headwaters of a river 1,500 miles in 
length. He took this Bible there and he read it; he studied it as 
closely and perfectly as any Christian missionary or preacher of the 

l ever studied it. He studied it till he knew it word by word; 
for that is the mode of education in China. An educated Chinaman 
is a man who knows by rote 20,000, 30,000, 40,000, 50,000 words. He 
is a great scholar when he knows by rote 50,000 words. Among the 
great intellectual achievements of the Chinese is this cultivation of 
the memory. I knew the missionary who gave to that Chinese 
scholar this copy of the Bible, and could tell some very interestin 
anecdotes of him. He was one of the cleverest men we ever sen 
into the missionary field. When I first met him he had spent twelve 
years of his life in China. 

This Chinaman having read and studied that Bible till he knew it 
by heart, walked into the market-place without his Bible; assem- 
bled the people about him and said to them,“ You fools, who be- 
lieve in Confucius and these impostors known as Buddhist priests 
who tell you that God created the world out of blocks and stone.” 
Then he related to them the creation of the world as related in the 
book of Genesis. He preached to them by the hour from the book 
of Genesis and the other books of Moses; and then from the New 
Testament he unfolded to them the whole scheme of Christian sal- 
vation. He said: God has sent me to preach this Gospel to you; 
I am his second son ; Jesus Christ is my elder brother, and has com- 
missioned me to gather you together if you believe, and to extermi- 
nate you if you do not believe.” He had read the books of Moses to 
some purpose. [ Laughter. } 

Thus preaching, he was naturally interfered with by the police 
The distance between the poor miserable Chinamen to whom he 
preached and the official governing class is almost inconceivable to 
aman educated in this country. This immense gulf between the 
governing class and the masses is the great characteristic of Chinese 
civilization. When my honorable friend from Mississippi talked of 
460,000,000 Chinamen, he onght to have told you that the mass of 
these are in a state of abject poverty and submissive slavery to less 
than 100,000 Chinese and Mongolian officials. The middle class of 
that country is absolutely effaced. Let any man in China who has 
a dollar of property raise his voice against the government to-day, 
and to-morrow he is a pauper. The middle class has in fact no po- 
litical existence in China, But the masses, the millions, are as resent- 
ful and vicious as any oppressed people in any country. 

What there is of commendation for them in that statement I am as 
free to make as the honorable gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. TAYLOR, ] 
who spoke of their industry and their love of liberty; and this 
preacher this custodian of the Bible, attacked by the police, defended 

imself, and the crowds came to him, and he overthrew the author- 
ities in his native village, and set up the Christian banner; and he 
marched from that point over 1,500 miles, and when I met him he was 
at the head of 100,000 men, and he was in possession of the ancient 
capital of China, the city of Nankin. 

And I took with me, when I went to see him, the missionaries of 
my own coantry and England too, The whole American and Eng- 
lish n were alive at that time with this new revolution. I 
remember the Bishop of Victoria told me, when he asked to take a 
missionary in the ship, Sir, that Bible has at last reached the inte- 
rior of China.” And now, mark his language, because in the course 
of my narrative I shall give you a wonde similarity to it in the 


language of the Chinese chief himself. Said he: That Bible when 
it reaches no matter whose hands, and no matter where, will do its 
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own work. We have no fear now for China, now that I kuow the 
Bible is in the interior of the country and in the hands of Chinamen.” 

Sympathizing with him fally and hopefully I invited him to send 
the best man he had, and I took with me the senior of the Presby- 
terian Church, a noted missionary, and I took with me a young fel- 
low of infinite genius and talent that I had known at West Point, 
of the name of Culberson, and several others of lower degree. And 
we all went together to Nankin. And what did wefind? Why, we 
found this 100,000 men and women in the lowest and most bestial 
condition. Our missionaries were received politely. We saw the 
Bible and the tracts, and the tracts were almost infinite in number 
and they were all true and literal transcripts and narratives from 
the Bible. There was no evasion of it, not the least. There stood 
the younger brother of Christ, and at his side stood his prime minis- 
ter whom he introduced to us as the Holy Ghost, the Comforter. 
And day by day he ae the law to these 100,000 people upon the 
minutest matters of municipal and domestic control. 

And two things resulted. The missionaries came back not only 
disgusted and revolted, not only humiliated and in wonder that such 
results could flow from these missionary efforts, but they came back 
baffled, intellectually speaking. They contended with these people, 
and now, to 5 my narrative, see where the trouble Was. 
This was not only a pagan people, but it was a material people. It 
was a people without imagination, without spirituality. It had 
plenty of intellect, it had beautiful physical proportions, but it was 
without imagination, it was poy and simply material; and two 
things appeare . Not only it had materialized our holy religion, but 
it had brough down, as they said in their phrase, a personal god; 
and there were the missionaries baffled. Said the chief: 

You, like ourselves, know our god is but a personal god, that each man has to 


g 
have a personal knowl of him, and he has not left mein the doubt that he has 
left you outer e eee e has given me his own revelation. Here he is 
at hand, my eastern king, the comforter, and he will enlighten you outer barba- 
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These were the American and English Christians, 

Yon outer barbarians, go home and study that book—it is your book, and it is 
our book—go home and study it and pray to God to enlighten you. And when 
you have, on your knees, prayed to God to enlighten you, you will return and fall 
on your knees and worship the eastern king, my prime minister. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, right in that connection let me say that was all 
taken down, and is in the archives of the State Department—every 
word of it. These missionaries made their official report. There 
they are to-day. Mr. Burlingame had access to them, and so had Mr. 
Reéd. And Mr. Reed discovered when Canton was captured by the 
English, the very reports of their ministers themselves rendering 
their accounts of the American and British ministers. All that is in 
our archives. We are not left to any speculation. 

What occurred? Not only were these missionaries baffled in their 
hope and in their expectation that this Christianity of ours had found 
its way into China, but they came back loathing the people with 
whom they had intercourse, 

And decent language cannot describe their life. Men and women, 
all laborers, all living in common, all carrying loads of wheat and 
corn and rice on their backs, the women kicked by the men if they 
lagged behind, and this very comforter I have spoken of, this very 
eastern king in one of his decrees from heaven, brought back by our 
missionaries and now on file in your Department of State, explained 
how wrong it was to kick women who were bearing these sacks of 
wheat and sacks of corn, and who under the dispensation of God 
had heavier burdens still to carry. 

For them, women were of no account except to carry bags of wheat 
and corn; for in their bestiality they could ive without then as well 
as with them. And that, Mr. Speaker, is the history of the Chinese 
laborer to-day. Those were Chinese laborers and that is applicable 
to them in all parts of the Chinese Empire. Whether they go to 
Peru, Chili, or to California it is the same thing, it is the same Chi- 
nese laborer. 

But now I want to go back to the bill, because it is the Chinese 
laborer that this bill strikes at, and I should do great injustice to my- 
self if I allowed other questions to carry me away from that which is 
the question of vital importance before us. This bill, Mr. Speaker, 
allows all the Chinese to come to America that are reciprocal with 
the Americans that are allowed to go to China. 

Men can come here to trade or to travel or to teach, and our citi- 
zens can go to trade or trayel or to preach, but not to occupy the 
field of labor. In that connection we are regulated by the Burlin- 
game treaty. That treaty gave the Chinese the right to come here 
to labor; and now there is a pressing necessity to deal with that very 
question, We have dealt with the slavery question in the past, and 
no man can deal with it in a more catholic spirit than I do, for I 
defend the colored people in a perfect equality of all their political and 
civil rights. But if we were at the beginning, if we were where we 
were at the time that the English brought the African to this country, 
at the time when our fathers protested and remonstrated, and in spite 
of their remonstrances, and in spite of their proteststhe negro was 
brought, I say if we were at that period, with our experience of the 
past, there would be a different qnestion presented. But we are not 
at that periodnow. The negro was brought to this country, and why 
was he big ct He was brought to labor; he was brought to labor 
because his labor was cheap, and in California to-day we find the 
people subjected to exactly the same condition of affairs that this 
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country suffered from when the mother country permitted African 
slavery to be introduced, and we find a question to-day in California 
equally demanding our attention. 

The honorable gentleman from Mississippi read the evidence of 
the Six Companies, perjured wretches that they are! No man be- 
lieves the Chinaman on oath. He (the Chinaman) despises the oath 
when he takes it, and would not be bound by it. He would not 
have lied that way in a court of justice in China. It would have 
been more than his life was worth. He would not dare to have vio- 
lated his word there, This is a matter of fact. It has been shown 
since the Burlingame treaty went into effect that those laborers 
come from China who are paid and under contract and forced to 
come, and you can go to-day into the Chinese Empire and see Chi- 
nese laborers crowded up in jail, looking for all the world like an 
old negro jail or a burracoon waiting to be ship to this country. 
That is just the condition of affairs there now with the laborer. He 
is locked up there till the time comes to him out and put him 
on an American steamer that brings him to California. His way is 
paid, and the contract is sometimes made with the man himself, 
sometimes with his father, and sometimes with a corrupt police 
magistrate. The police magistrates are allowed to sond criminals. 
Notorious as the corruption of the Chinese officials is, it is not diffi- 
cult to send innocent men as well as criminals off under contracts of 
this kind, without question. And you will not be surprised, Mr. 
Speaker, that they put these laborers in jail simply because it is the 
readiest mode of sending them to America. 

That is the way laborers come to this country, and yet the Burlin- 
game treaty forbids involuntary emigration. it is the cooly trade 
itself. That is the trade, vile as it is, that this bill, as I understand 
it, strikes at. 

Now as to the right. I have dealt with the general question, and 
with the particular features presented, and now a word as to the 
right of limiting this immigration. I know that more than one hon- 
orable gentleman here, who has already spoken on this bill, thinks 
we have no right to suspend this immigration for twenty years. 

Why, when Mr. Trescot, Mr. Angel, and Mr. Swift negotiated this 
treaty, they communicated it in a dispatch to the 8 t, 
which I will not stop to read, for it has been read during the course 
of this discussion perhaps twenty times, here or in the other end of 
the Capitol; and they say distinctly that the Chinese did not want 
to prohibitit. They agreed however tolimitit,to regulate it, though 
they did not want to prohibit it. They had a great deal of pride 
about it. But the American minister said to the Chinese minister 
— — nothing short of the right to suspend would satisfy the United 

tates. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, nobody disputes what “suspend” means. You 
may suspend the habeas corpus act if you want to. There is a right 
to do it, and when it is done you are not bound to any time. You 
suspend it indefinitely, or for five or twenty years, as you please 
Now, the discretion is here with the United States to suspend this 
immigration, and as to the time of suspension it is left to the discre- 
tion of this Government. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, Will the gentleman from 
Maryland permit me to call his attention to the fact that the word 
“reasonable” is incorporated in that connection—a „reasonable“ 
suspension? 

. MCLANE. If ou the question of interstate commerce and fix- 
ing a uniform rate of carrying freight, or for passenger traffic, I could 
understand what “reasonable” fares meant, and that a judicial tri- 
bunal might adjudicate ; but when you come to talk about my con- 
science, about my individual judgment, and tell me you leave to my 
discretion how long I shall he we this immigration, you present a 
question that may be regarded differently by different individuals, 
and as between nations no tribunal can adjudicate, each being sov- 
ereign judge of its own discretion. Now I hope my friend from Mas- 
sachusetts will bear with me. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I certainly have no desire to 
interrupt the gentleman in his remarks. 

Mr. MCLANE. Now, when you say that you can suspend or regu- 
late it, but it must be reasonable, I reply it is a matter between 
nations and that is a matter which cannot be adjudicated like a ques- 
tion arising between individuals, and the treaty so considers it, for 
provision is distinctly made that if the Chinese Government is not 
satisfied with the exercise of discretion left to the United States it 
can bring the matter to the attention of the United States Govern- 
ment and make it the subject for negotiation. 

I do not wish to consume time or repeat my argument, but I beg 
the House to observe that when you come to talk about a reasonable 
rate, a reasonable fare, or a reasonable time, as between two men, 
why there is an arbiter, there is a court, there is a tribunal that can 
settle it between them. If you and I have a contract and I have a 
right to do something that is reasonable, and I am unreasonable in 
your opinion, why you can go to the courts of the country and the 
courts of the country will arbitrate between us and see whether I am 
reasonable or not. But as between nations there is no tribunal but 
the conscience of the nation. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I do not wish to interrupt my 
friend if he prefers I should not 

Mr. MCLANE. Except on account of my being Timited in time 
I should be delighted to have the gentleman’s question. 
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Mr. HUBBELL. 


I lope the time of the gentleman from Maryland 
will be extended if he finds it soy 
Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. 


only desire to know what is 
the object of putting the restriction of reasonableness as to suspen- 
sion if it means nothing. If you say you have the right to decide 
that for yourself absolutely and are not bound by that limitation of 
eee is why put it in the treaty? If it only means what you 
say it does, why was not the word“ prohibition” put there; because 
if you may suspend without regard to limit then you may absolutely 
prohibit, which the treaty says you cannot do. And further, in that 
conversation between the commissioners to which the gentleman has 
referred, he will notice the Chinese commissioners in interpretin 
the meaning and extent of the word “suspend” say they thin ki 
might be endured perhaps for one, two, three, or five years, and they 
ask our commissioners what they may expect will be the character 
of the legislation of the United States; and our commissioners—and 
Lask you to look at it there—our commissioners say the Chinese 
Government can well trust the good faith of the United States to 
legislate reasonably on this matter. 

Ar. McLANE. at is right. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Now, if there is not anythin 
in reason applicable to this why did we not say prohibition and stic. 
to it? 

Mr. McLANE. I will say to my friend from Massachusetts I am 
right on that line, and I think I have already answered his question; 
aithougts being so hurried, thinking my time was near anend, I did 
not do the point justice. My answer to the gentleman is this, and 
with me it is conclusive; and that is why I can vote for twenty years. 
When these negotiations were inaugurated we were already smarting 
under the presence of the Chinese in this country. They had already 
been the occasion of riot and disorder. The entire Pacific coast was 
in a state of anarchy on this question. Laws were being enacted by 
the State of California perfectly inconsistent with the Constitution 
of the United States. The State was arrogating to itself a sort of 
police power to deal with these people as it pleased, prompted by its 
own necessities. The United States in the of this disorder sent 
this commission. No time was to be lost. The instructions to the 
ministers were urgent. And they did involve the one point that at 
any hazard the rent to suspend immigration, the right to stop it, 
should be conceded. 

Now, my friend from Massachusetts will observe that when the 
Chinaman in this negotiation concedes the right to suspend, he stipu- 
lates for his remedy. He knew very well that when he submitted 
this question to the discretion of the United States he could not 
arrest our action; he had given away the case; he had left the 
United States to judge what was reasonable. But he stipulated— 
and it is to that cn your attention—he stipulated that if we did 
exercise this power unreasonably then there could be a remedy ; and 
as between nations it is the only remedy you can have. The stipu- 
lation is that if we exercise this power in a way that China thinks 
unreasonable, then the Emperor of China shall have the right to 
negotiate with the United States that his representatives shall come 
in the usual diplomatic way and assert that what we have done is 
unreasonable and is a subject of negotiation, and we in our turn 
can show what were the exigencies, general or local, which induced 
us to suspend immigration for a greater or a shorter time, and to 
justify the reasonableness of our action. This is the real gist of the 
question. 

Now, I am not making any argument; that is why I want the at- 
tention of the honorable gentleman from Massachusetts. That is the 
meaning of the treaty; that is the contract; that is the bond. There 
is no mistake about that. China could very well have said, “ You 
may be very unreasonable, and if you are, why then we must have 
an arbitrator; Great Britain, or France, or some other friendly power, 
must judge between us.” But no, China stipulated for no such 
arbitration. She chose to leave it absolutely to our discretion. But 
she did provide that if we exercised that discretion unreasonably, 
according to her judgment, then she had a right to take us to teak, 
if you please to use that word. 

it. OBINSON, of Massachusetts. Then, under the treaty, the 
gentleman understands ‘‘ suspends” as being equal to terminate!“ 

Mr. MCLANE. No, sir; Idonot. I believe that ‘‘ suspend” under 
the treaty means precisely what suspend“ means everywhere else; 
that it means to suspend for a time. And I submit now, in reply to 
the honorable gentleman from Massachusetts, whose astuteness I ap- 
preciate, how can he distinguish between suspending for five years, 
if in my discretion I choose to suspend for five years, and my sus- 
pending for twenty years? The Chinaman may think it just as un- 
8 to suspend for five years as he thi it is unreasonable 
to suspend for twenty years. He gave himself away, and he had to 
give himself away. 

I wish to conclude what I have to say upon this bill by the further 
statement that it is your duty, gentlemen of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, it is the duty of this Congress, which is the only power 
on earth which can relieve the people of this country when they are 
oppressed by a treaty, to relieve the people of California ‘from this 

t evil. It is California that is suffering, and she cannot relieve 

erself, and our treaty contemplates the local grievance as it does 

the general grievance, and, treaty or no treaty, it is the duty of this 
Conyress to give the people relief and remedy. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. The gentleman from Mary- 

land says the Chinaman gave himself away. I suppose he gave 

away to a Christian nation that wanted to carry that Bible 

into the heart of China to make the Chinese people Christians. He 

trusted the American nation to interpret reasonably, according to 
the doctrine of common sense and justice. 

Mr. McLANE. He thought a istian nation was a dog of a 
nation. That was the estimation in which he held us; but we all the 
same should, and I have no doubt will, do justice not alone to China 
but to our ourselves, 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. And does my friend want him 
to find it as mean a dog as possible? 

Mr. McLANE. No, sir; and there is nothing in the case to justify 
such a conclusion. When he gave himself away to this country he 
was astute enough to know, as I have said before, that he had 
reserved every right and remedy necessary to defend his treaty right 
and 9 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KASSON. I desire that the gentleman be allowed to finish 
his sentence. 

Mr. McLANE. I only wish to complete my reply to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I ask that the gentleman be allowed 
ten minutes more time. 

Mr. McLANE. Five minutes is all that I desire, and that is my 


right. 

Fir. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. It was understood when I 
interrupted the tleman that he should have more time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland desires five min- 
utes’ additional time. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and the ness will proceed. 

Mr. McLANE. I want the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
ROBINSON] to understand that when this Chinese negotiator stipu- 
lated that we had the right to suspend, he knew precisely what he 
had conceded ; he knew that he had conceded to us the discretion to 
suspend for any period we pleased. And he knew very well that 
some concession had to be made, for he knew as well as we did that 
this country on the Pacific coast was in revolt and anarchy, and that 
this local consideration would influence us in determining the time 
of suspension, and that our discretion alone would determine the 
period of time. And if he had not = us the right to suspend, this 
Congress of the United States would have abrogated the treaty. It 
was fully our right to abrogate it, and it would have been our duty 
to abrogate it. 

Astute and intelligent statesman as the imperial commissioner 
was, he understood perfectly well that he would gain most by giving 
us the right to suspend, and reserving to himself the right to protest 
and to negotiate. And he has that right, and I have no doubt he 
will exercise it. I have no doubt at all that if he thinks himself 
in any way injured he will write to the Secretary of State and re- 
monstrate. And the Secretary of State will find it his duty, if he 
cannot satisfy China that we have exercised our discretion reason- 
ably and wisely, to communicate the information to Congress, and 
if need be, in the last resort, he will have to come to this Congress 
and tell us that we 3 to abrogate that treaty and relieve our 
people not only on the Pacific coast but everywhere else from a pop- 
ulation that we do not want to receive, and which by a fair con- 
struction of the Burlingame treaty we were under no obligation to 
receive and which we will not receive, treaty or no treaty! 

I have not yet heard a man on this floor say that he wants to 
receive the Chinamen as citizens of the United States; not one. The 

ntleman from Mississippi, who made a most eloquent and exhaust- 
ive opposition to this bill, concluded by expressing a desire to vote 
for it if the limitation was made for ten years. And the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. TAYLOR] who started the original opposition to the 
bill concluded his speech by saying that he deplored Chinese immi- 
gration. No man has yet expressed, and in my judgment no man 
ever will express, a desire or a willingness to receive these Chinamen 
as citizens of this country. [Applause.] 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the follow- 
ing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 4439) to amend the Revised Statutes of the 
United States establishing the times, places, and provisions for hold- 
ing terms of the district and circuit courts in the northern district 
of New York. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. KASSON. Mr. Speaker, several days ago, after a careful read- 
ing of this bill, I prepared some amendments which have been printed, 
and which in my judgment, if adopted, would make this bill infinitely 
more acceptable to the average judgment of this House and of the 
country. Those amendments have been printed in connection with 
this bill, and I propose as briefly as possible to state to the House the 
objects sought to be accomplished by them. I shall afterward have 
something to say in answer to what we have just listened to from 
8 from Maryland, [Mr. McLane. ] 

t, then, is the bill which we take from the Speaker's table, 


the Senate bill, and upon which our votes are to be given, and which 
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it is demanded of us to pan in its entirety? The first section sus- 


pends all immigration 
twenty years. 

The second section punishes the master ofany vessel of whatever 
nationality who shall bring within the jurisdiction of the United 
States and permit to be landed any Chinese laborer. This section 
applies to the Gulf of Mexico, to the Atlantic Ocean, to the Pacific 

cean, and to every frontier of the United States approached by 
water. It punishes the violation of its provisions by a fine not 
exceeding $500 and imprisonment for not more than one year. 

The third section provides that the provisions of the first and sec- 
ond sections shall not apply to the Chinese laborers now in the 
United States, or who ma; ve come within the United States before 
the expiration of ninety days from the passage of this act. It also 

rovides that it shall not apply to any vessel putting into a port in 

istress or under stress of weather. But it makes no provision for 
a foreign or domestic vessel touching at one of our ports in the prose- 
eution of her voyage. 

The fourth section applies to the registration of Chinese laborers 
now in this country and who may desire to go abroad and afterward 
return to this country. It imposes upon them certain duties at the 
office of the collector of the port from which they leave, and before 
their return it requires a visé by an officer of the United States in a 
foreign country. i 

The fifth section provides for the other classes of Chinamen who 
by the treaty are permitted to come freely to the United States and 
to return to their own country. As to them (and I beg gentlemen 
of the House to observe it) the provision is a system of registration, 
an express permission from the Chinese Government in each individ- 
ual case, a passport, and sundry other regulations before they can 
enjoy the privileges which the treaty says they shallhave. And 
they are to be described and identified by offensive requirements. 

The sixth section is of somewhat doubtful construction, owing to 
the language. It covers all entitled under the terms of this act to 
the privilege of entering and residing in the United States. And it 
covers all classes of Chinese, and requires very onerous und very 
disagreeable duties, especially toward citizens of a friendly nation. 
The seventh section appears to be based on section 6, and is liable 
to similar objections. 

The eighth section is dependent upon others to which I have 
referred. The ninth section imposes duties on the master of a vessel, 
requiring him to make a manifest of Chinese passengers as he does 
of cargoes, and inflicts punishment for his failure or refusal to do so. 

The other provisions it is not patapa necessary to rehearse, except 
to say that every person who shall aid or abet a Chinese laborer to 
come within the territory of the United States is punishable by fine 
and imprisonment, and that any individual Chinese laborer coming 
into the United States is also punishable by fine and imprisonment, 
and is to be expelled to the place whence he came at the expense of 
the United States. This, then, is the general character of the bill 
before us, I have two objections to the bill. One is that it is hos- 
tile to the civilization of the United States, hostile to the traditions 
of our Government and people, hostile to our system hitherto of 
dealing with all foreigners, and that it sounds like that language of 
two thousand years ago when “a decree went out from Augustus 
Cesar that all the [Hebrew] world should be taxed.” 

The other objection is that it goes beyond the intentions and lan- 

of the treaty which it proposes to execute, and is needlessly 
cumbrous and harsh. 

Certainly it is possible to pass a bill that shall answer all the just 
demands of the people of California and the Pacific coast without 
doing violence to the judgment and conscience of the people in other 
parts of the country. There is on the Pacific coast an admitted dan- 
ger to our existing system of labor. There is an admitted justifiable 
expectation on the part of the people of the Pacific coast that some- 
thing shall be done to relieve them from what is regarded by them 
as a danger to their social organization. Pledges have practically 
been made that they shall have this relief. Governmental action 
has been taken in that direction. The executive government of the 
United States has initiated and completed a new treaty with the Chi- 
nese Empire to give effect to that just demand of the people on the 
Pacific coast. Now, with power under the treaty to do a certain act, 
with the oceasion for the exercise of that power admitted, is there no 
middle ground on which we can all stand that shall be in harmony 
with the previous history of our country and with the judgment and 
conscience of both sides of this Honse? 

Sir, with no small delight I have listened to some of my friends of 
both parties on this floor who have debated this question in the light 
of American history and of American humanity. When such men as 
the gallant member from Mississippi, [Mr. Hooker,} the honored 
member from Massachusetts, [Mr. Rick, and that other honored 
member, [ Mr. TAYLOR, I the successor of Garfield, from Ohio, take com- 
mon ground in recognition of fundamental principle, nay, more, of 
fundamental sentiment dominant in the people of this country, and 
appeal to this House to respect it in this legislation, itis time for both 
sides of this House and for the friends of the bill themselves to pause 
and ask whether they ought not to modify the bill so as to secure the 
moral strength of the House and country which goes only to fair, 
reasonable, and human measures. 

I venture to affirm that four-fifths of this House will unite in grant- 


this country of Chinese laborers for 


ing reasonable relief if the friends of this bill willaccept reasonable 
relief and not force us into the position of violating our principles, 
our conscience, and our duty under the treaty. To be sure, sir, no 
one rises in his place here and says, let us accomplish our object 
and violate the treaty if it is necessary to do so.” Nobody says that; 
but, as suggested by my honored friend from Maryland, [Mr. Mo- 
LANE, ] there is a manifest disposition to take advantage of the con- 
fidence the Chinese Government has reposed in our justice and fair- 
ness. Sir, the most absolute faith is merited by China by reason 
of China’s action heretofore in respect to the very subject under dis- 
cussion. I wish not to live long enough to see the time when China or 
any other government on the face of the globe shall revive the mem- 
ory of the Carthagenians of old and instead of “punic faith” charac- 
terize the reckless disregard of treaties as American faith.” Sooner, 
much sooner, would I act decidedly and fair within the power given 
to us by the treaty than I would tread one hairs breadth beyond a 
just construction of its terms. 

Now, the object to be accomplished (and it is admitted by the 
treaty to be just) is to limit, regulate, or suspend reasonably the com- 
ing of Chinese laborers to the United States. The treaty provides 
expressly that we shall notexclude any class but “ Chinese laborers.” 
These are the words: 


The limitation or zaspani shall be reasonable, and shall apply only to Chi- 
nese who may go to the United States as laborers, other classes not ing luded 


regard to Chinese laborers of such 
a character only as is n to enforce the regulstion, limitation, or suspen- 
sion of immigration ; erpen Aiea shall not be subject to personal maltreat- 


There is an illustration of the spirit of the treaty ; and by the sec- 
ond article all others are to be allowed to go and come at their free 
will. The language is: 

Chinese subjects, whether proceeding to the United States as teachers, students, 
merchants, or from curiosity, together with their body and household seryants, 
* * * shall be allowed to and come of their own free will and accord, and 
shall be accorded all the Ey privilges, immunities, and exemptions which are 
accorded to the citizens subjects of the most favored nation. 


Now, the objection I take to the fourth, fifth, sixth, and seventh 
sections of this bill is that they im rigid and burdensome condi- 
tions upon teachers, merchants, and others who are not ‘ laborers,” . 
and who the treaty itself says shall not be interfered with, but shall 
be permitted to come and go of their own free will, as freely as those 
of the most favored nation. It requires, for example, in the certi- 
fication to be made, that they have permission of the Chinese Gov- 
ernment, and shall state their physical peculiarities,” who their 
fathers were, where they lived, &c., facts far beyond anything known 
in the passport of any civilized country on the face of the earth. 
This is wrong, this is unjust; it is not within the treaty with China. 

It is well settled that we cannot without the consent of China 
make, by our separate legislation, new conditions upon the enjoy- 
ment of the rights secured by the treaty to Chinese subjects. On 
that point I quote the following: 


In dispatch No. 110, March 3, 1876, Mr. Fish says: This involves the ques- 
tion whether one of the parties to a treaty can change and alter its terms or con 
struction, or attach new conditions to its execution, without the assent of the other: 
whether an act of Parliament in 1870 can change the spirit or terms of a 
treaty with the United States of nearly thirty years’ anterior date.“ This govern- 
ment does not recognize any efficacy in a British statute to alter, or ify, or 
attach new conditions to the executory parts of an existing treaty.” 

Mr. Fish, in sup of his views, quotes Lord Stanley, her Britannic majesty's 
secretary of state for — affairs, as saving that “international courtesy de- 
manded that a treaty should not be materially altered without communication with 
the other party.“ In the same debate Lord Cairns, then attorney-general, ge 
ing of proposed legislation with reference to a treaty with France, said: It pro- 
poses to introduce a new t into the bargain, which did not exist at the 
time the bargain was made, and to introduce it now is simply to break the bargain 
which the sovere had made and Parliament ratified ;"" and to put such words 
into an act of Parliament which did not exist in the treaty would only be offering 
bel nee — insult to the foreign power to whom it applied without securing any 

vantage.“ 


In his dispatch of May 22, Mr. Fish says: The United States adheres to the 
position announced in my former instruction, that it will no power to 
alter or attach conditions to an existing treaty without its previous consent; 
and he declares in the same dis) the binding obliga 


patch tion of treaty provisions 
ay 2 all courts, both State and national;“ and, further, while the shall 
be ful of 


force the Government of the United States would be strangely fi 
the dignity and rights of the country if a foreign state were permitted 
stipulations or ea pursuant to her law, but foreign to the treaty, as a 
condition of o g the performance of treaty stipulations.” 

I propose therefore to amend that part of the bill by substituting 
for the fourth, fifth, sixth, and seventh sections, containing cast- 
iron requirements with reference both to laborers and non-laborers 
who may come to or reside in this country, the provision which I 
will ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 4. That in order to secure the Nig of the Chinese laborers mentioned in 
section 3 of this act, and further to faithfully execute the provisions of the 
treaty between the United States and the Empire of China, ratified July 19, 1881, 
it shall be the dusg of the President of the United States, after consultation with 
the Government of China, to prescribe the rules and 75 which mey be 
necessary and convenient to secure the identification of Chinese subjects residing 
in or proceeding to the United States, prcceting to their classes and rights as pro- 
vided respectively in articles 1 and 2 of the said treaty. After the promulgation 
of such regulations any Chinese subject refusing or neglecting to conform thereto 
shall be regarded as not entitled to rights and privileges prescribed by articles 
1 and 2 of the treaty aforesaid until he shall comply therewith. 


Mr. KASSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, the subsequent amendments 
pro are chiefly confined to harmonizing the existing provisions 
with that change in respect to rules and re 


ations, my object being 
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to make it the duty of the executive department of the United States 
to carry ont under our laws and in unison with them the provisions 


of the treaty, which again brings it into harmony with the fourth 
article of the treaty, which provides that in case of difficulty adjust- 
ments may be made by the exchange between the two governments 
of complaint and answer and reasons. 

I do not intend now, sir, to go into detail touching these other 
amendments. I have only to say there are still some clauses of the 
bill which tax very heavily the conscience and judgment of many of 
us who remember the events of the decade from 1850 to 1860. I doubt 
very much whether the conscience of this country will allow you to 
fine any citizen of the United States who, from charity or from neces- 
sity, may have taken across the Canadian or other frontier into the 
United States some poor young Chinaman to relieve his wife from 
household work in his home. I doubt whether “aiding” or “ abet- 
ting” a single Chinese laborer to come into New York, New England, 
or Louisiana, is not disproportionately and excessively punished by 
the enactments of this bill. It reminds many of us born in the north- 
ern part of the country of the time when penalties and imprisonment 
were imposed upon the man who took care of a poor fugitive slave 
from the South on his way to a free country, or harbored him for the 
night or gave him bread by day. 

do not like (and I say it frankly) these features of the bill. I 
want, if possible, to accomplish the result aimed at without them. 
I wish it were in the hands of a committee who could so trim the bill 
as to accomplish what the treaty calls for and what the rest of us 
desire to be accomplished, the prevention of masses of these men com- 
ing in such numbers as to overthrow our system of labor or 7 
the peace of communities. At the same time I should be glad if this 
poor miserable pursuit of one Chinaman crossing the frontier or step- 
ping off a ship in order to see a town, might be stopped; that he might 
not be pursued by the police, hazed into prison, and robbed of $100. 


My soul revolts at that sort of individual persecution of an ignorant |- 


foreigner coming to this country, unable to speak our language, and 
not knowing our institutions and laws. This is one of the most vul- 
gar forms of barbarism. 

Mr, HAMMOND, of Georgia. Will the gentleman permit me to 
-ask him a question? 

Mr. KASSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Is it not true that in many Northern 
States, notably Indiana, up to the passage of the fourteenth amend- 
ment, it was a crime for any free negro to go into those States? 

Mr. KASSON. Yes, sir; and I do not want to go back to that in- 
famous system of legislation. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
Does the gentleman 

Mr. E OND, of Georgia. No; I do not wish to go back to it, 
but I wanted to point ont the hypocrisy of your party. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. 

Mr. KASSON. Call it what you please, it was as mean as you can 
make it to refuse to feed or take care of these poor people, whether 
North or South. I admit its meanness, and you can have no issue 
with me on that subject. 

Mr. COBB. I willstate to the gentleman that the last time Indiana 
was heard from on that subject it gave ninety thousand in its favor. 
It must have been pretty bad. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KASSON. Those who heard that remark tell me that was 
under Democratic rule and before the Republicans took possession of 
the State. [Applause on the Republican side.] Our party wiped 
everything of that kind from the statute-book. 

To proceed. What I greatly desire is precisely what 1 have at- 
tempted to state, to stop masses of these men coming and changing 
our system of labor and interfering with the peace of e 
leaving alone the individual stray Chinaman who may come over 
our border and remain by the desire of some citizen of America to 
relieve the burdens of his family or afford him needed help. 

I ought to say perhaps that I am not so absolutely ignorant of 
the character of this labor and the troubles in California as might 
be supposed, from the fact that I reside near the Mississippi River. 
On two occasions of prolonged visits in California I have learned 
what I could of this subject, and have tried to discover what was the 
evil of this Chinese immigration. At the sime time I walked into 
the Bank of California and I saw behind the counter in a responsi- 
ble position, as cashier or book-keeper, I forget which, a Chinaman, 
with his long pig-tail hanging down his back, respected by the presi- 
deut and all the officers of the bank and intrusted with their fullest 
confidence, as they have long enjoyed that of the American mer- 
chants in China. I did not see danger to the peace of my country or 
the organization of society in that case. 

I passed to another eta of the city and saw great crowds or 
masses of these people herding together, disassociated from all the 
rest of the community as far as possible, and separated from the 
American civilization, I thought that was wrong and dangerous. 
But the gentleman from Mississippi told us yesterday that it is in 
harmony at least with the spirit of the laws of California which 
rogues them practically to herd together, and he quoted the law. 

owever that may be, sir, I return to my theme, which is that we 
want a bill which shall not operate harshly upon individual Ameri- 
can citizens, or upon an individual stray foreigner coming from 
China; nor operate harshly upon American or foreign vessels that 
may have some of these people to help them to navigate their vessels 


to or from our ports. We want nothing harsh or unjust, nothing 
that we are not 5 1 8 or permitted to do under the very language 
of the treaty, itself. We want no more than can justly be granted 
under the treaty, which is based upon the judgment of the people of 
California that the best interests and the e of the Pacific coast 
will be best served by a restraint of this igration of the lower 
classes of Chinese. For such a bill I will willingly vote. 

In this bill, which is entitled “A bill to execute certain treaty 
stipulations” with the Chinese Government, I find at the very close 
of the bill a clause regulating naturalization in the United States. 
What has that to do with the enforcement of the treaty stipulations? 
The treaties have nothing tosay about it. Itis entirely out of place. 
I am one of those, sir, who believe that a judge of a court of the 
United States has no authority, has no right under existing law, to 
naturalize such a Chinaman as is portrayed by the friends of this 
bill. Under the present law he cannot doit. The law requires proof 
of attachment to the principles of the Constitution of the United 
States. It requires a proof of residence for five years, It requires 

ood moral character. How many Chinamen can be admitted under 

e naturalization laws of the country in view of the testimony 
which has been adduced against them during this discussion f 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. KASSON. Ves, sir. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I wish to ask the gentleman if these 105,000 
people are counted as inhabitants in ing up the population of 
California for the 1 of Representatives? 

Mr. KASSON. nquestionably ; and California has received an 
additional 5 on their account. 

Mr. HUTC S. Then, if we pass this law I would like to ask the 
gentleman who does this additional member represent, the property 
owners in California, or the Chinese ? 

Mr. KASSON. I think I shall have to leave the answer to that 
question, and remit it to my friend in charge of the bill when he 
makes the closing speech uponit. It is evident, Mr. Speaker, that 
this population is there. It is equally evident that three-fourths of 
this House are willing to stop its increase by legislation under the 
treaty. Butmydemand is that nothing that we shall do and nolaw 
which we shall pass shall violate our sense of honor or even remotel 
point toward a violation of the letter or spirit of our treaties. Ias 
the advocates of the bill in that sense and forthe object I have stated 
to give their consent to modifications of this bill which would 
undoubtedly meet the sentiments and win the co-operation of both 
sides of the House. 

Now, sir, a word upon the spirit of the Chinese Government and 
its friendly relations toward us. It will justify my demand for a 
reasonable modification of this bill, while it tends to answer my 
friend from Maryland, [Mr. MeLANR, I who spoke this morning. I 
ask the Clerk to read the first article of the treaty with China, to- 
gether with the date, which I have marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Treaty of peace, amity, and commerce between the United States of America and 
the Ta-Tsing Empire, concluded June 18 1858. 

ARTICLE I. There shall be, as there have arene been, peace and friendship be- 
tween the United States of America and the Ta-Tsing Empire, and between their 
people, respectively. They shall not insult or oppress each other for any trifling 
cause, 80 as to produce an estrangement between them; and if any other nation 
should act — or oppressively, the United States will exert their good offices, 
on being informed of the case, to bring about an amicable arrangement of the 
question, thus showing their friendly feelings. 


Mr. KASSON. I will ask to submit and print with my remarks 
some further provisions of that treaty which I will not stop now to 
read, my point being to show the character of the Chinese Govern- 
ment in its relations with us. A few years ago we made a treat 
with great difficulty with the Government of Great Britain, in whic 
we introduced a clause for arbitration between that government 
and ours, and between all civilized governments, in lien of war, 
China long before that had itself adopted that principle to avoid war 
and to secure a system of settlement of all disputes by peaceful arbi- 
tration. In another article of the treaty, the kindest, I may say the 
most Christian sentiments, are expressed in reference to their rela- 
tions to the United States. I refer to article 11. 


All citizens of the United States of America in China peaceably attending to 
their affairs, being placed upon a common footing of amity and good-will with the 
subjects of China, shall receive and e joy for themselves and Ca a apper- 
taining to them the protection of the local authorities of government, who shall 
defend them from all insult or injary of any fasted If their dwellings or property 
be threatened or attacked by mobs, incendiaries, or other violent or lawless per- 
sons, the local officers, on requisition of the consul, shall immediately dispatch a 
military force to disperse the rioters, apprehend the guilty individuals, and pun- 
ish them with the utmost rigor of the law. 


We all know how they received Mr. Burlingame, and afterward 
made him one of their own embassadors. ore recently, when a 
distinguished citizen of the United States was traveling in China 
at a time when war was threatened between China and Japan, the 
confidence of China was still further expressed in this country and 

ple, as shown by the fact that they requested the intervention 
of that distinguished gentleman [Gene, 3 to bring about 
peace between the Chinese Empire and Japan. I care not where 


you go or where you search in the entire history of our intercourse 
with China you will find nothing but a strongly expressed desire to 
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retain the most kindly relations with and confidence in the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 
In this very treaty they stipulated not only our rights but add if 


they should afterward give to any other people or country additional 
rights they should instantly, withont farther treaty execution, pass 
to the citizens and Government of the United States. Always friendly, 
to-day friendly, they now apati yield at our request this great point, 
which was a request only for the pe^ple of the Pacific coast, in its 
fundamental character, urged by them rather than by the whole 
country. They yielded to that, and now we are asked, under these 
circumstances, to stretch their concession to the last point tolerated 
by an adverse construction of the treaty and given against the inter- 
est and feeling of China. 

I, sir, am opposed to going to that extent. Our commerce—if you 
will consider simply our material interests—demands of us to mani- 
fest more friendly respect for the Chinese Government. Our com- 
merce has grown since our relations commenced from about twelve 
or thirteen to thirty-three millions in the last year, and that, too, 
mark you, Mr. Speaker, at a time when China is only yielding year 
by year to the demands of civilization and foreign commerce, each 
succeeding year making it more easy to yield than it was the preced- 
ing year. Already is reported the commencement of railroads, which 
they positively refused a few years ago to be allowed to be built; 
already building and manning their own steamships, which commu- 
nicate between open ports and the interior; already opening up from 
year to year markets for our cotton goods aħd our hardware and other 
manufactures. If you will not yield to the principle of justice, fair- 
ness, and right, yield then to the demands of your own commercial 
interest as against your great rivals of the Old World, and be just to 
China. 

Much, sir, has been said about the character of the Chinese. I 
think much misappprehension has existed. There is a low order of 
Chinamen who are pagans, (as the whole country has been called here 
erroneously to-day, ) and who are idolaters, and who are not good cit- 
izens. I no more deny this than I deny that those white people who 
went to John Bidwell’s plantation in California and murdered five 
Chinamen were low, bad American citizens. I admit that there isa 
large class of Chinamen who are not good elements in our population, 
and ought to be excluded so far as we have the right to exclude them 
under the powers given to our Government. 

But, sir, what is China as a government? What is the China which 
we know by our treaties? Isthatpagan? No, sir. Isitidolatrous? 
No, sir. The China that we know as a government, embracing a 
religion whose adherents are estimated at 100,000,000, is without an 
idol. It adheres to the teachings of Confucius, who before the Chris- 
tian era announced doctrines which to this day have the ct of 
the civilized and the Christian world. Every official of China is 
obliged to pass a civil-service examination, including an examina- 
tion in that moral code and system known as that of Confucius, be- 
fore he can enter an office in China. Among those moral principles 
was that which in another and more perfect form we bind close to 
our hearts every Sunday. Itcharacterizesthe great system of Chris- 
tianity and was willingly incorporated by China in the twenty-ninth 
article of the treaty of 1858, where she secures the rights of the 
Christian religion’ and missionaries in China, because their faith is 
to “do unto others as they would have others do unto them.” Upon 
that principle China has stood for nearly 3,000 years, as we have 
stood upon it for 2,000 years. Let us stand upon it to-day in our legis- 
lation tonching the — of a friendly nation. 

That Government of China is the government with which we have 
to deal. After Confucius, who made a prediction that a new and a 
betterreligion would come after him into China, and would come from 
the West, after his penad there was introduced into China from 
India the religion of Buddha, which now embraces over half its 
population, and which has fallen in successive generations so low 
that it has become base material idolatry. In its origin it was 
spiritual, highly moral in tone and character, but has degenerated 
9 the wretched idolatrous exercises of which we hear and read 
to-day. 

While I am on this subject may I, without wearying the House, 
add one other note from the history given us by the old documents ? 
It was said by Confucius that later there should come further light 
and more truth, and that it should come from the West—that was 
about five hundred years before the birth of our Saviour—and the 
history of China shows that the government sent out commissions in 
the course of later generations to inquire of the new religions of 
which they had heard. One of these reported of Buddhism. You 
read in your New Testament that at the birth of Christ ‘three wise 
men came from the East” in search of a new-born King. There is 
more reason to believe that these wise men came from this much 
abused empire than from any other people, came in search of this 
new light and new truth which their great philosopher and teacher, 
Confucius, had predicted, and of which they were in search during 
successive generations, as shown by their books of history. 

No, sir; it is not adebased empire. Its higher authorities are the 
peers of European and American statesmen. When you speak of it 
as a government, it is not a government acting upon low or barbaric 
principles unworthy of ou? commendation or respect. There was a 
famous house of American merchants in Canton at the time of the 
famous opium war. Ah! do you remember, my colleagues on this 
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floor, when you speak of the comparative “ Christianity“ of nations, 
that while China stood with all her worthless armament of battle, 
but with all her moral A a behind it to keep her people from 
becoming debased and falling into the wretched opium drunkenness 
which now characterizes the shops of San Francisco, Canton, and 
other cities; when she sought to prohibit the importation of opium, 
as temperance men in this country are seeking to prohibit drunken- 
ness from liquors? Your ‘‘Christian” nation across the water it was 
that sent her naval forces to compel China to break down that bar- 
rier and admit Indian opium, that the people of that empire might 
continue in spite of their enlightened government to become beasts, 
debased atthe hand of her most Christian“ majesty’s government. 
At that time, at the close of that war, this American merchant, 
whose name is known and honored—and I may speak it—Mr. Forbes, 
handed a memorial to the representative of the imperial government 
in the province. In that memorial he alluded to the imperfect mil- 
i system in China, and recommended to that government to send 
to the United States and obtain twenty, more or less, ee of 
West Point, and guns and ammunition and examples of military ar- 
mament which should better defend the empire and show the way 
that “Christian” nations made war upon each other, that China 
might use similar means for her own defense. 

The Chinese official indorsed it, referring it to the imperial gov- 
ernment at Peking. The answer came in abont sixty days, and reads 
something like this, as was told me by a member of that mercantile 
house: The imperial government, knowing the friendship of Mr. 
Forbes for China, departs from its usual custom of receiving such 
papers in silence, and not only notifies him that it declines the 
proposition but gives the reasons why. The memorial pro to 
educate this government in the art of war. War is barbarism and 
belongs to a state of barbarism. China long years ago passed that 
stage of her existence and has no desire to return to it.’ 

There is your paganism; there is your idolatry; there is your 
debased country, which has been defamed on this floor! Sir, I appeal 
to gentlemen here to make the discriminations due from fair-minded 
men, discriminations not founded on costumes, not founded on the 
way of wearing the hair, not founded on ignorance of our language 
but discriminations based upon better and higher principles an 
facts than these paltry distinctions. 

We have here representatives of that people who are orderly, who 
are seeking education, who are in responsible places, and who are 
entitled to respect. On the other hand, you have bad classes who are 
not entitled to respect, and against whom it is legitimate tolegislate. 
Let us frame our bill in this spirit of socom pung purposes admit- 
ted to be just. Let us be careful that we do not forfeit the friend- 
ship ofa great empire, to be still greaterin the future, when she shall 
have accepted more and more of the principles of progress that ani- 
mate us, Let us take care that we do not forfeit that friendship, that 
we keep within the treaty, and assure that great government of the 
honesty and good faith of this Government and of the people of the 
United States. [Applause.] 

I now yield ten minutes of my time to the gentleman from Michi- 
gan, [Mr. LORD. ] 

Mr. LORD. Mr. Speaker, it is expressed in the title of this bill that 
it is“ to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to the Chinese.” 
The execution of the treaty as contemplated in the bill before us is 
mainly directed to the following article of the treaty of 1881: 


ARTICLE I. Whenever in the opinion of the Government of the United States the 
coming of Chinese laborers to the United States, or their residence therein, affects 


or threatens to affect the interests of that country, or to endanger the order of 
the said country or of any locality within the te thereof—the Government of 
China agrees that the Government of the United States may regulate, limit, or sus- 


pend such coming or residence, but nar notabsolutely prohibitit. The limitation 
or fet goers shall be reasonable and si app only to Chinese who may go to the 
Uni pon hor 3 nays a Hed i Der in the 1 
Legislation taken in regard to Chinese rers wi of such a charac’ as 
is necessary to enforce the lation, limitation, or suspension of — Aoa 
and immigrants shall not be subject to personal maltreatment or abuse. 


I claim that the bill as it stands instead of being true to its title 
is substantially a bill to abrogate in important respects the treaty to 
which it refers, as known to be understood by the commissioners who 
e it on the part of the Chinese. 

certainly maintain, though I shall not attempt to make it form- 
ally, that a eae of order would lie against the bill for radical 
defect in title. When the Chinese commissioners refused, as they 
did, to treat with our own on the basis of prohibition of i tion 
of their laborers, including skilled laborers to the United States, it 
is not in the least degree probable, not even supposable, that they 
would have consented to negotiate upon a proposition to prohibit 
such immigration for twenty years. 

Twenty years covers the whole emigrating period of a man’s life. 
To interdict a man for twenty years in such an interest as this is to 
interdict him absolutely. To prohibit for twenty years on a subject 
such as is now before us is to prohibit absolutely one entire genera- 
tion of men. Twenty years is a long term of years in human affairs. 
Of those who occupy seats in this House to-day, and who will vote 
on this bill, not one in twenty of them but will twenty years hence 
be by the majority of their countrymen— 


As much fi tten 
As the canoe that a lonely lake 
A thousand years ago. 
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I contend that the bill is contradictory to its title, and contradic- 
tory to the treaty. 
The treaty stipulates that the limitation or suspension shall be 
an 


reasonable, that no prohibition was contemplated by either 
party to the conference is assured by the fact that on that basis China 
refused to confer, and more, the treaty stipulates against it. 

The treaty authorizes a 8 nsion. at is a word of certain 
import in the relation in which it stands; and the Chinese ministers 
understood it perfectly. Toprohibit forfive years might be regarded 
as a suspension. To prohibit for ten years, by a very indulgent 
interpretation, might also be, or without outrage upon the use of 
language be construed or assumed to be also a suspension. 

If an amendment is made to the bill limiting the suspension to 
cither of those shorter terms so as to be “reasonable,” as exp 
in the treaty, I shall vote for the bill. I shall do so with reluctance 
even then, because I regard it as a departure from great and cardinal 
principles upon which are based, and from which are deduced all the 
theories of huinan rights that underlie and sustain the grand structure 
of government that has rested its foundations en this continent. 

I regret, Mr. Speaker, that the star of empire on its westward way 
shall at the Golden Gate, under a cloud alleged to be portentous in 
that locality, be in some degree obscured even for ten years. 

If this bill must be passed, not because the evils to be remedied 
endanger the nation, but because, as set forth in the preamble, it 
< endangers the good order of certain localities within the territories 
thereof,” for the sake of arting an immigration declared to be 
dangerous to a locality in these United States, I would depart from 
the eternal principles of rectitude in government only for the briefest 
time indispensable to an exceptiona ose, to meet an exceptional 
difficulty in the form of a moral epidemic limited in the area of its 
influence, 

It is, Mr. Speaker, as certain as the advance of time and progress- 
ive development in human affairs that if this bill is passed we shall 
have to retrace onr steps as a people to the solid foundation to which 
I have referred; and if the departure is only for ten years, and better 
if but for five, we shall find our way back more certainly and with 
less divergence manifest in the luminous and what should be the 
unswerving direction of our onward march. 

There is much in the bill, and in the theories and arguments of 
those who favor it, that would invite discussion if time were allotted. 

5 5 of this kind present themselves: while for forty years 
and more we have been Surni missionaries to China, and at con- 
siderable expense translating the Bible, on which we base our civil- 
ization, into the Chinese language, should we legislate to exclude our 
converts, and those whom we would convert, from beneath our Chris- 
tian flag and from out our promised land ? Shall we exclude a Chris- 
tian Chinese laborer, especially skilled in some department of useful 
industry, who wishes with wife and children to immigrate to one of 
our States and Ase a shop or conduct a manufacturing industry! 

If gentlemen shall say that this is supposing an extreme case, then 
it may be said again that extreme cases illustrate principles, and this 
bill goes to the extent of the illustration. 

While the promoters of this bill charge upon the Chinese laborers 
that they do not come here to stay, they admit that they press them 
earnestly to be gone and will scarcely allow them to stand upon the 
order of their going. 

They charge them with providing for the removal of their bodies 
to China when they shall have died, but neglect to inform us that 
opposition would cease, if we were permitted to retain perpetual 
custody of their bones, until the morning of the resurrection. 

Their opposers charge upon them that they come without their 
wives, but omit to state that opposition would cease, or that they 
would be welcome if they brought their wives and families wi 
them. 

They charge that they are cooly laborers, under a form of slavery 
offensive to our atmosphere so recently made free, and then they con- 
struct a bill and ask us to pass it into a law, excluding skilled work- 
ers in the arts, as well as honest toilers with the spade or at the 
loom, who may be as free as any man in the Pacific or Atlantic 
States. 

They are charged with coming here without any design of citizen- 
ship and with no intention of assimilation into our national citizen- 


ship, and then 8 a bill that if passed enacts that “no State 
court or court of the United States shall admit Chinese to citizen- 
ship.” 


I am 8 in the consideration of this bill, to go very far to 
meet the declared necessities of the Pacific States as represented 

ially by one of their eloquent and able members of this House; 
and if the bill be so amended as to shorten the time of its prohibition 
so as to bring it clearly within the intent of the treaty to which it 
relates and which it is its professed purpose to execute, my present 
intention is to vote for it. If such amendment is not made I shall 
await further argument from the friends of the measure before I 
decide to vote for its final passage as it stands. 

Taking a lesson from the early history of the ancient people with 
whom we treat, the promoters of this bill propose to build a wall 
abont the entire Republic to afford protection to certain “ localities 
within the territory thereof.” In that wall the Chinese gate shall, 
as against the bulk of that nation, be barred for twenty years to 


begin with. 


Lest it might be remotely eee by the Chinese Government 
that we were in that way to disclose a breach of faith as to the treaty 
of 1881, we declare on the contrary that it is our method of good 
faith ; use, while the treaty provides against prohibition, yet 
rohibition for twenty years means in Eng only such reasonable 
imitation and suspension as the treaty stipulates. Then comes the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [ Mr. Rice, I who spoke in opposition 
to the bill and gave that kind of faith an old Latin name, punica 
fides, which I fear will be hereafter spelled in Chinese if this bill 
passes, and by that hitherto trusting people held in abhorrence. 

I observe in the debate that one gentleman advocating the bill 
expressed the opinion that it does not violate the treaty if passed, but 
that he would be justified in voting for it even if it did. Now, if that 
were a national view of the case I would advise a reference to any 
good writer who is an authority on international obligations, and see 
if he does not call it perfidy. 

It is not trne e to govern according to the capricious 
and violent inclinations of any people; and it is better to look to the 
nature of things than to be guided by the present humors of men 
whose headlong desires may me their politics only for the time 
being. Such men, while under such influences and impulses, are not 
safe as constituents; and legislators should deliberate profoundly on 
8 emanating from disturbed and exceptional conditions. 

ese are old maxims which have been repeated over and over again 
by orators and statesmen during the last two thousand years for the 
instruction of mankind. 

Mr. KASSON. I now yield the remainder of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. ROBINSON. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are ten minutes remaining. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I would not wish to take the 
floor now unless I can have more time than ten minutes. 

Mr. PAGE. Then you had better wait until to-morrow, and take 
the floor in your own time. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. If the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] is to be entitled to the floor at the end of 
ten minutes I do not desire to speak now, but would rather speak 
to-morrow. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I am ready to take the floor now. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, Then I will reserve the ten 
minutes to which I am entitled until to-morrow, 

Mr. RANDALL. There will be no objection to that. 

Mr. DIBBLE. With the statement that I am in favor of this bill 
and will vote for it as it is, I will yield to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. TUCKER] thirty minutes of my time, after which I pro- 

se to yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Illinois, [ Mr. 

AWK, J and the remainder of my time to my colleague, [Mr. RICH- 
ARDSON. 

Mr. TUCKER addressed the House. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. HAWK. Mr. Speaker, I shall not attempt to deal with the 
question under consideration in the same channel that has been pur- 
sued by the gentleman who has just preceded me, [Mr. TUCKER. ] 
Yet I will refer briefly to some of his allusions, and draw some par- 
allel for the information of the House with reference to the historical 
points touched upon by him. My time, however, is limited; Iam 
not permitted under the arrangement to address the House longer 
than fifteen or twenty minutes. I cannot pass this opportuni Ys 
however, without a brief notice of some of the gentleman’s citations. 

He referred eloquently to the Scriptures, and said that the bound- 
aries of races were fixed by the divine dictum. This may be true 
to some extent, Mr. Speaker, but the gentleman has no right to 
apply it as special pleading to this particular case. It would have 
been better for his case he generalized. Many special instances 
may be cited directly against the proposition which he presents, and 
the Scripture he quoted in proof. His statement that America was 
specially designed for the Caucasian race might have been properly 
followed by the qualification that the continent has for ages before 
been the home of the red man. I do not treat his Scripture quota- 
tion in any light sense, but I call the gentleman to task for making 
special pleas in this direction and attempting to sustain them by 
scriptural quotations. 

The gentleman also, referring eloquently to races, mentioned the 
colored race, and stated that $e the political status of the colored 
race at the South has been established no man would dare say so; 
that it is rather an untried experiment. So he runs the parallel be- 
tween these races, the negro and Mongolian, and his parallel is cor- 
rect in more respects than one. 

The n has been for long years kept in bondage and denied the 
rights of citizenship. Of course it is not to be expected that the 
members of this race will spring at once into the front rank of civ- 
ilization after this long period, during which they were crowded 
down with the brand of servitude upon them. Neither is it expected 
that these Mongolians, having drifted along for a period of many 
thousands of years in one channel, can spring at once from the pe- 
culiarities that have so long environed them and take a front rank 
in our Anglo-Saxon civilization. But why shall we continue to keep 
them down by unfriendly legislation? Iam as much opposed to the 
introduction of China as China into this country as any mat. on this 
floor, but when men froni Eastern Asia come here with the avowed 
intention of becoming part and parcel of us, I am in favor of giving 
them a fair chance in our unprecedented march of progress, 
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But, Mr. Speaker, as I before stated, my time is limited, and I will 
not devote more to these topics. í 

It will not be expected, after the able discussion of the last few 
days, that I can materially enlighten the House upon this bill. I 
shall therefore confine my remarks in the time allotted to me toa 
statement of my views upon two principal points. PTE f 

First, the length of the time of suspension of Chinese immigration 
as expressed in the first section of the bill, to wit: 

That from and after the expiration of ninety days next after the e of this 
act, and until the expiration of twenty years next after the paman of this act, 
the coming of Chinese laborers to the United States be, and the same is hereby, 
suspended; and during such suspension it shall not be lawful for any Chinese 
laborer to come, or, having so come after the expiration of said ninety days, to 
remain within thè United States. 

It is submitted, Mr. Speaker, that the prohibition herein stated is 
a most remarkable aud extraordinary departure from the long, fixed 
policy of this country upon the subject of immigration, and in my 
judgment should be at least materially modified. Iam opposed on 
general principles to sudden and radical changes in laws which 
affect a principle of long standing, and which carry with them the 
tests of experience and the fixedness of age; not that I would oppose 
ihe radical and sudden change of law or precedent that brings evil 
and danger to the body-politic, but it is a question, a debatable one 
at least, whether the introduction of Chinese chea labor, other than 
by coolies, is an unmitigated evil. Gentlemen of learning and expe- 
rience in Con indulge in appeals and learned arguments in 
advocating the theory of it being a benefit to our country. 

Since the commencement of this debate the subject has been dis- 
cussed with great earnestness from a humanitarian stand-point. Ar- 
yuments have been presented that the introduction of cheap labor 
into the country enriches it materially in the aggregate, and that 
in a philanthropic sense we should not deny the humblest of God’s 
creatures the right to better his condition, especially when the 
attempt to do so is based upon a desire to render mannal service in 
its accomplishment. 

Mr. Speaker, in view of this being at least debatable ground, and 
in view as well of it being the opinion of many able and consci- 
entions gentlemen that it is in violation of the spirit, if not indeed 
of the letter, of treaty stipulations existing between the two nations, 
would it not be wise to so amend this section that the limitation of 
the period of suspension referred to be made ten years? It is be- 
lieved that the accredited representatives of the Chinese Govern- 
ment to this country will not object to the extent of a protest to the 
passage of a law with a ten-year limitation ; and it is reasonable 
that our commercial relations with that country will not be so likely 
to be unfavorably affected by such limited restriction as by that of 
twenty years. 

And when the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] speaks of 
members on this side of the Hall fixing the limit in an arbit 
manner, I desire to answer that this bill also fixes the limit in an 
arbitrary manner; and why may we not, after due consideration, 
reasonably reduce the period which the bill indicates as proper? 

The most to be apprehended from the radical change proposed by 
this section of the bill is, that should it become a law it, may raise 
the clamor that, having prohibited for so long a time the immigration 
of cheap laborers the same rule in principle should be applied to all 
laborers proposing to immigrate to our country. It is answered by 
the friends of the bill, who do not favor modification in this respect, 
that these people will not, and from the very nature of things cannot, 
. enter into, or become interested in our political organi- 
zation any more than in our social; that they will not permit them- 
selves to become absorbed into and become a part of the body-politic, 
and this may be true under existing laws. And why? It is because 
they are denied the right to become citizens, and not being such can 
have no interest in our governmental system. Treaty stipulations 
are opposed to their naturalization. And in the proposed enactments 
of this bill for the enforcement of such extreme stipulations it is 
sought to be made more binding and effective for their exclusion 
from all rights of citizenship. 

This brings us to the examination of the second chief objection to 
this bill, to wit, the absolute prohibition of all Chinese from ming 
citizens of the Republic. It matters not should these people come in 
good faith to make their permanent homes, casting their lot with us, 
willing to become subject to our laws, renouncing all allegiance to 
their former sovereign, and manifesting a desire to rehabilitate them- 
selyes with our new, advancing, enlightening, Christian civilization, 
they cannot under the sixteenth section of this bill do so. It is as 
follows: 

That hereafter no State court or court of the United States shall admit Chinese 
to citizenship. And all laws in conflict with this act are hereby repealed. 

What,indeed, could be more un-American than the sentiment here 
expressed? The proposed adoption of such a law so unnatural to our 
yes when the boast is constantly indulged that this is the land of 
the free and the asylum of the oppressed of every nation, certainly 
cannot meet with a favorable response from this House, composed of 
the representatives of the people, basking, as is our boast, in the full 
sunshine of the brightest blaze of civilization the history of the 
world has ever known. 

I certainly cannot conceive of any evil to result from taking a bet- 
ter and broader view of this portion of the question. I would much 


prefer for the honor and consistency of our nation that the law in 


this respect be liberalized by the adoption, as a substitute for this 
section, of the following from the substitute offered by the gentleman 
from Iowa, [Mr. McCorp :] 

Sec. 12. Residents of the United States from the Empire of China may be admit- 
ted to citizenship according to the provisions of the uniform naturalization laws : 
Provided, ‘That they shall have resided therein ten years, and for five years previ- 
ous to their natw tion shall have adopted the manners, customs, dress, and 
general habits of citizens of the United States. 

I fully acknowledge the power of this or any other government to 
protect against such evils as may threaten the happiness of the sub- 
ject or citizen. Certainly, no gentleman upon this floor would for 
a moment doubt the power of Congress to prohibit the importation of 
criminals, paupers, diseased persons, or coolies, be their services owned 
by masters either at home or abroad. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLOR] most earnestly and elo- 
quently inveighed against this bill, characterizing its advocates as 
actuated by the same feelings and motives that controlled the slave 
owner and driver of the days of African slavery in our country. I. 
however, most earnestly protest against such characterization. Iam 
not so clear that his honored predecessors, the great and revered Gar- 
field and Giddings, as well as Smith, Hale, and Sumner, might not, 
were they living, be found. advocating at least some of the principles 
contained in this bill. 

One fact is certainly most apparent throughout their public career, 
and that is the determination to rege pain rid the Republic of any- 
thing that savors of the ownership of one human being by another. 
And to the extent of nipping this great evil of the ownership of 
these Chinese in even remote degree by any individual, company, 
association, or organization whatever, whether such owners reside in 
Asia, America, or any other portion of the globe, the bill meets my 
most hearty approval. 

Nor do I believe it to be any the less our duty to protect labor in 
this country from unequal and unnatural competition of cooly im- 
1 whose labor is completely owned by others, than it is to 
indirectly protons it through a tariff upon imports against the cheap 
or peers abor of Europe. 

But I had not intended, Mr. Speaker, to consume so much of the 
time of the House as I have already done in the presentation of my 
views upon these portions of the bill. I had not thought to say a 
word during this discussion, but I feel it due myself at least that 1 

resent a few thoughts as they suggest themselves to me, and that 

moe reasons for the vote which I e t to cast upon this bill. 
‘irst. I would modify the 8 of this bill to ten years, 
that no room for accusation of failure on our part to sacredly main- 
tain our treaty obligations can be made against us. 

Second. I acknowledge the right of Congress to pass such laws as 
shall appear wise and proper for protection against the importation 
of paupers, criminals, diseased persons, and coolies, and in so far as 
this bill reasonably looks to the accomplishment of these results it 
has my support. 

I believe in the protection and elevation of the laboring classes 
of the country, hence oppose the immigration of coolies under con- 
tract, or their control by any individual, corporation, or association 
having such 8 in view. 

Third. I would, by striking out section 16 of this bill and the 
adoption of some such plan as that suggested by the amendment of 
Mr. McCo1p, make it possible for such of these people as come to 
our country with the purpose and determination of casting their lot 
with us in good faith to become citizens. With the amendments 
suggested, I can heartily support this measure. Without such mod- 
ifications as indicated, or at least some one or more of them, I shall 
feel obliged to vote against the bill, for the reason that it is in the 
direction of a too sudden and radical change of established usages, 
and because I believe without these changes it is contrary to the 
spirit of solemn treaty obligations. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. RICH- 
ARDSON ] is now entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Ifthe gentleman from South Carolina will yield, I 
would like to move that the House adjourn. It is now five o’clock. 

Mr. PAGE, I hope the gentleman will not press that motion. I 
would like to ask unanimous consent that the House take a recess 
until ten o’clock to-morrow morning and that the previous question 
on this bill shall be considered as ordered at two 0 to-morrow. 

Mr. RANDALL. And that no business shall be done during the 
first two hours of to-morrow’s session. 

Mr. PAGE. Nothing but debate on this bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I object to that. 

Mr. PAGE. Then I will make the motion that the House take a 
recess until to-morrow 1 ten o’clock, and will give notice 
that if this be agreed to I shall call the previous question at two 
o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. KASSON. I desire to ask the gentleman from California at 
what time it will be agreeable to him that I offer my amendments, 
so that they may be considered as pending. 

Mr. PAGE. I have no objection to the gentleman offering them 
at any time that may be agreeable to him. 

Mr. KASSON. Then I will offer them now, so that they may be 
pending. 

Mr. PAGE. Let them be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. KASSON. They are already printed in bill form. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] asks 
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consent to offer certain amendments, which have already been 
printed, and to have them considered as pending amendments. Is 
there objection ? 

Mr. WILLIS. Let them be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; they are already in print. 

Mr. HOUSE. Is it understood that to-morrow at two o'clock the 
previons question will be called? 

Mr. PAGE. I shall then call the previous question on the bill and 
amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 3 of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa that his proposed amendments already printed 
shall now by unanimous consent be considered as pending? The 
Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to suggest to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia that when the general debate is closed on this bill it shall be 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, under the operation of the 
five-ninute rule, and open to amendment section by section. 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, no. 

Mr. PAGE. I prefer not to consent to that. It is a bill of some 
seventeen sections, and to agree to that would prolong it into next 
week to have five-minute debate on amendments to every section. 

Mr. ROBESON. If my friend will pardon me, there may be some 
people who would like to amend this bill in some particular way for 
the purpose of perfecting it. Now, the debate on this bill has been 
general debate, given out according to order, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. What is the proposition before 
the House? 

The SPEAKER. There is no proposition pending for the consid- 
cration of the Honse. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. 

ourn. 
e SPEAKER. It was not insisted on. 

Mr. PAGE. I should like to ask the House to take a recess until 
ten o’clock to-morrow morning. 

Mr. RANDALL. That does not require unanimous consent. 

Mr. PAGE. And that it shall be agreed the previons question shall 
be ordered at two o’clock. I move that the House take a recess till 
ten o'clock to-morrow. 


I thought a motion was made to 


Mr. RANDALL. With the understanding that the first two hours 
shall be devoted to debate only on this bill and to offering amend- 
ments, 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I object to that proposition. 

Mr. PAGE. I move that the House aks a recess till ten o’clock 
to-morrow morning. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will give notice that I will object to the con- 
sideration of any other business except this bill. That will accom- 
plish the object of the gentleman from California. 

The SPEAKER. This bill will be the regular order. The ayes 
seem to have it, and the motion is agreed to. 


SERVICE OF SUMMONS IN CHINA. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House the 
following message from the President of the United States; which 
wasreferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the Senate and House of tives : 

In compliance with section 4119 of the Revised Statutes, act of June 22, 1860, I 
transmit to Con acopy of two additional regulations established in accord- 
ance with the fifth section of that act by the envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary of the United States accredited to the Government of China, and 
assented to by the several United States consular officers in that country, for the 
service of summons on absent defendants in cases before the consular courts of 
the United States of America in China. 

These re; ions, which are accompanied by a copy of the minister's teh 
on the subject, are commended to the consideration of Congress with a view to 


their approval. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 22, 1882. 


WHITE MOUNTAIN INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. DAWES, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5378) to define and mark out the boundaries of the White Mountain 
Indian reservation in Arizona Territory, and making appropriations 
for the necessary survey ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I called for a division on the motion that 
there be a recess till to-morrow at ten o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood it was called for by the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire, but understood it was afterward with- 


drawn. 
Mr. BRIGGS. Idid not withdraw it; I stated distinctly on inquiry 
that I would not. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair misunderstood the gentleman. 
MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


On motion of Mr, BLACKBURN, by unanimous consent, the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill 19575 R. No. 4222) making appropri- 
ations for the support of the itary Academy for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes, were taken from the 
Speaker’s table, ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. FORNEY, by unanimous consent, the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3208) making appropri- 
ations for fortifications and other works of defense, and for the arma- 
ment thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other 
purposes, were taken from the Speaker's table, ordered to be printed, 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion that the House 
take a recess until to-morrow morning at ten o’clock. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 72, noes 17. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Before the vote is announced let me ask a ques- 
tion. Is it the understanding that no business is to be transacted ? 

The SPEAKER. This will be the regular order, and no other bus- 
iness can be transacted unless the gentleman from Minnesota and 
every other gentleman consents. 

Mr. MILLER. And the gentleman from Illinois has given notice 
that he will object. 

And then (at five o’clock and five minutes p. m.) the Honse took a 
recess till to-morrow morning at ten o’clock. 


MORNING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House at ten o’clock a. m. (on Thurs- 
day, March 23) reassembled. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the further consideration of 
the bill (S. No. 71) to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to 


Chinese. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, while I heart- 
ily indorse most of the arguments which have been so ably and so 
eloquently urged in favor of this bill, I cannot give my entire assent 
to some of the reasons advanced to show why we should pass the bill 
in its present shape. But I will not consume the time of the House, 
already wearied with this long discussion, to point out the arguments 
I do not give’my assent to nor yet to repeat those I fully indorse. 

I must take time, however, even at this late hour in the discussion, 
to give, in a very hurried way, some reasons why I shall vote for the 
bill. I wish to say, first, that I would like to have the bill modified 
in at least one particular, For several reasons I believe it would be 
best to limit the period to ten years within which to exclude Chinese 
laborers from coming into our country. 

We have been told by those favoring the bill in its present shape 
to make it twenty years, and if we see reasons for shortening the time 
we can easily repeal the law. That is not so easily done as seems to 
be supposed by the friends of that feature in the bill. Besides, such 
a course would not remove the chief objection I have to that clause. 

The bill with the twenty years’ limitation in it looks to my mind 
and I submit it will appear so to the nations of the world and to all 
unbiased minds, as a virtual abrogation of our solemn treaty with 
China. J would avoid this in appearance as well as in fact if we 
can do so without injury to curselves and without a destruction of 
the objects which are professed to be sought in the bill. That we 
can do this I have no doubt. The bill will be just as effective and 
will accomphish for our friends upon the Pacific coast just as much 
for the time for which it will run if it be limited to ten instead of 
twenty years, and will look much fairer and more in keeping with 
our treaty. Then at the end of ten years, if it be found to be needed, 
and the measure is working as satisfactorily as its friends hope it 
will, we can more easily extend the time than we could 5 
law if now made to be of force for twenty years. I say I would pre- 
fer this N or modification, and I hope an effort will be made to 
that end. it is made, I shall give it my support. 

I am, however, so much in favor of giving our friends on the Pa- 
cific coast the relief they need, and think them so clearly entitled to 
protection from the evils which threaten them, that I do not hesitate 
to say I shall vote for the bill in its present shape, whether it be modi- 
fied as indicated or not, rather than not see it pass; and, as I have said, I 
desire to give some reasons why Ishall do this. I believe, Mr. Speaker, 
that it is our first duty as legislators to look to the interests of our 
constituents—to look to the interest of those we now represent, our 
own people, those now on American soil, who are one of us and who 
have cast in their lot with us, before we look after the interest of the 
great brotherhood of mankind. It sounds very fine and very patri- 
otic for honorable gentlemen to speak of this country as being the 
chome of the wanderer” and ‘‘the asylum of the oppressed of every 
clime,” and to proclaim “that onr doors are open to all who love 
our free and republican form of government.” And it does very 
well that this should be the case within certain limitations and 
restrictions. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I hold that it is a higher and better patriotism 
to look first after the interestand protection of all classes of our own 
people, those who claim and have the right to call upon us “as fellow- 
countrymen.” We now claim that it is our duty, and we exercise 
the right, to exclude from our shores all who bring or are likely to 
bring with them any pestilence ordisease which may injure the health 


and physical well-being of the people of any portion of our one: 
Have we not the same right, and is it not an equal duty, to exclu 
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any and all persons who we know or believe would injure and lower 
the moral standing and condition or degrade any class of the people 
whose interest we are sent here to look after and protect? Iam one 
of those who hold that the one duty is as sacred as the other. 


From all we know of the Chinese laborers, the coolies, a popula- 
tion, as has well been said, diseased morally and physically, who can 
doubt that their unrestrained and unlimited introduction into our 
country and a general intermingling of these people with our labor- 
ing population would have the effect of increasing vice, immorality, 
and crime among them. I believe it would have this effect gener- 
ally in the North, the East, and the West, wherever they are intro- 
duced; but no one who knows the colored people can for a moment 
doubt what the effect will be if these Chinese coolies are allowed to 
freely intermingle in the South with our colored population. No 
one who does not know the negro as we know him, and who has 
not seriously reflected upon this aspect of the subject, can imagine 
what would be the state of society and the condition of things in 
the South among that people if the Chinese coolies were injected 
among them. It is idle to say there is no danger of their going South. 
With the population that China has, if our ports are kept open to 
them, the day is not very far distant when they will not only fill the 
factories and workshops of the North and East, but when they will 
seek the workshops and the rice-fields of the South. Now, while we 
are able, let us make provision against the evil which threatens our 
future. It would be unwise to wait until we are crippled by its 
actual presence. 

But, Mr, Speaker, there is another aspect of this case to which I 
desire to call the attention of the House and the preg at and one 
which with some may be regarded as a stronger if nota higher ground 
for the passage of this or some similar bill. And I desire to empha- 
size this ground as the main reason why I shall giro the bill my sup- 
port, and I believe the main reason why this side of the House will 
give it their support. It is this: because the bill looks to the in- 
terest and comes to the protection and support of American labor all 
over our broad land—in the North, in the East and in the West as 
well as in the South. That labor is with us, Mr. Speaker, and every- 
where except at the South is made up of our own race—bone of our 
bone, flesh of our flesh, and blood of our blood. In the South it is 
made up of a people who need our protection and our fostering care. 

Many of us on this floor represent more colored people than we do 
white people. For one, I represent not less than eighty thousand 
colored people. These with us in the South are our laborers—not ex- 
clusively or entirely, but they make up the great body of the labor- 
ing class of the South. While it would be a blow and a grievous 
injury to the laboring classes of the rest of this country to allow 
Chinese coolies unrestrained immigration to our country, to the col- 
ored people of the South it would be a disaster and almost utter ruin. 
The Chinese laborer or cooly, as a general thing, as we all know, 
comes here without any family to support, and nature has adapted 
him to live on very little; he would thrive on what the colored man 
would starve. He does and can afford to work for one-half the wages 
which the colored man must have in order to get along. 

As a friend, then, to the laboring classes all over our country, but 
especially as a friend to the colored man, and as in part his representa- 
tive here, Ican never consent to allow the Chinese cooly the right 
to enter the factories, the workshops, the farm and rice fields of the 
South to drive out our own ple, white and colored, and supplant 
them as our laborers, For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I have felt it 
my duty to raise my voice in favor of this bill and to give it my vote. 

n closing these remarks let me say I am a little surprised to see so 
many of our Republican friends opposing this bill, and so many of 
them willing to allow the Chinese laborers unrestrained liberty to 
come into our country, and as a consequence of such coming the 
opportunity, the right, and the power to compete with and run ion 
the wages of ourown peop confess I looked for a different course 
from those who, so far as I have been able to judge, have always pro- 
fessed at least to be the friends of the laboring man and the especial 
friends of the colored man, 

I know that the factories and workshops of the North and the 
East, and perhaps of the South, want cheap labor, and that they 
can, if this restriction is not placed upon the Chinese coming to our 
country, obtain all the labor they require at perhaps one-half its 
present cost. But, Mr. Speaker, we must look beyond the mere 
saving of dollars and cents, and ask ourselves what then is to be- 
come of the American laborer? To what may such a result drive 
him? So far, our country has been comparatively free from serious 
strikes and riots, but if this competition is allowed without restric- 
tion or control, who can tell what the future may have in store for us? 

On the other hand I am glad to see the unanimity with which this 
bill is being supported by our Democratic friends. And when the 
final vote come to be taken I hope that the vote of this side of 
this House will show to the country where the friends of the labor- 
ing man are to be found. 

r. WISE, of Pennsylvania, addressed the House. [See Appendix. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Pachzco.) Does any other gen- 
tleman desire the floor? 

Mr. SHERWIN. I believe I am now entitled to the floor, but under 
the circumstances, with the present surroundings, lacking the ex- 
hilaration necessary to enable me to make a speech, I do not care to 
proceed at this time, and I move that the House a@journ. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Perhaps other gentlemen who desire to speak may 
drop in before twelve o’clock. 

. RANDALL. If gentlemen who proposen to speak are not here 
I think they cannot expect those who are here to wait for them. 

The SPEAKER pro tem The Chair would suggest that the 
House take a recess until eleven o’clock. 

Mr. PAGE. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at ten o’clock and 
twenty-five minutes a. m.) the House took a recess until eleven 
o’clock a, m. 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at eleven 
o'clock a. m. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. PACHECO.) The House resumes 
the consideration of the bill (S. No. 71) to execute certain treaty 
stipulations relating to Chinese. 

Mr. PAGE. A number of gentlemen on both sides of the House 
have expressed a desire to speak on this bill, and if there are an 
here who desire to proceed I presume they will be recogni 

ropose to call the previous question to-day at two o'clock. 

Mr. BROWNE. „Speaker, it is easy to follow the multitude 
and champion that side of a controversy that receives its applause. 
It is agreeable also to be in accord with personal and political 
friends, and if on this occasion I antagonize popular opinion and 
political associates it is because I believe in loyalty to right as I 
am permitted to see the right. In putting on the record my protest 

nst this bill I speak for no one but myself. What I may say is 
5 to no party. If I dissent from any creed or 8 it is 
because I feel that it is safer to follow the principles of honesty and 
justice than mere party utterances, 

As this bill stands I cannot support it. While it is said to bea 
measure to prevent the introduction of disease, crime, pauperism, and 
servile labor into the United States, the language and spirit of the 
bill prove that it aims only to exclude Chinese laborers re; ess 
of their moral, pecuniary, or physical condition, Itis caste legisla- 
tion aimed at the Chinese now, but furnishes a precedent for the 
exclusion hereafter of every foreign-born laborer. 

Again, in my deliberate judgment the bill violates the treaty 
recently made between ourselves and the Celestial Empire. 

Moreover, sir, this measure is supported by a spirit of intolerance 
and race prejudice at war with my ideas of right, and upaa by a 
logic in which I hear the crack of the master’s whip and read the 
doom of a race recently taken from the chattel lists and put into the 
manhood of the nation. I doubt a measure that brings such logic 
to its support. It recalls an era of excitement and danger when a 

litical party was seeking to exclude from any participation in the 
Government all foreign-born persons “that America might be saved 
to Americans.“ Then it was said,“ We invite the foreigner to get 
into our wagon and ride with us, but we intend to hold the reins and 
drive the team;” and now comes the harsher declaration ‘that 
wherever the Chinaman sails he must sail in his own boat.” 

In that day of hate party pieturas announced that this is a 
“ white man’s Government, without any admixture of color in it; 
that we view with alarm the psk made by the Republican party 
to force the proud Caucasian race down to a level with the savage 
Indian, the loathsome Chinaman, and the filthy and ignara negro.” 
However, Mr. Speaker, I could support a measure looking to the 
regulation, limitation, or nsion of Chinese immigration if it 
were so shaped as to do no violence to treaty obligations or thè prin- 
ciples of liberty and humanity. If this bill shall be so amended as 
to suspend the immigration of the vicious, the diseased, the vagrant, 
and the imported contract Chinese laborer only, and the time of sus- 

nsion be reduced to a reasonable period, say ten years, I will vote 

or it, but I do not hope this, 

I freely admitit to be the duty of a political community to protect 
its citizens from the introduction from without of disease, pauperism, 
and crime. No nation may send to us its vicious, its d or its 
vagrants; nor fasten upon us a system of degrading servile labor. 
From all such classes we must defend ourselves, and we need no treaty 
1 to enable us to do so. In doing this we exercise the 
right of national self-defense. If this bill did not go beyond this; if 
it aimed only to protect our people from an invasion of these classes 
I would support it if the suspension was eternal in its duration, an 
if it embraced with the Chinese every other people on the earth. But, 
sir, this measure goes far ay Sag this, for its sole and manifest pur- 
pose is to wholly exclude from this country such Chinese as may 
work, and for no crime except that they are laborers. The China- 
man is not to be punished for bringing di vice, or pauperism 
nor because he is servile, but because he brings brain and muscle and 
contributes to the development of our illimitable resources his skilled 
and unskilled industry. Let us see if I am correct. I read the first 
and seventeenth sections of the bill: 


Section 1. That from and after the expiration of ninety days next after the pas- 


sage of this act, and until the expiration of twen . next after the 
of this act, the coming of Chinese laborers to the ited States and same 
essing Hamas ap sored eee angen it shall not be lawful for any 
Chinese laborer to come, or, having so come the expiration of said ninety days, 
to remain within the United 

Src. 17. That the words Chinese laborers,” wherever used in this act, shall 
be construed to mean both skilled and unskilled laborers and Chinese employed in 
mining. 


It is clear that the twenty years’ suspension applies only to skilled 
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and unskilled laborers and Chinese employed in mining, and not to 
the vicious, diseased, or vagrant classes as such. Now, unless this 
exclusion is authorized by unquestioned treaty stipulations, it is 
clearly wrong. It is opposed to the well-settled principles of this 
country, for it is a cardinal American doctrine “ that the right of 
expatriation is a natural and inherent right of all people,” indispen- 
sable to the enjoyment of the rights of life, liberty, and the pursuit 
of happiness. We have as a people clung to this doctrine as closely 
as we have to the sacred truths of the Declaration. On this ques- 
tion Senator Morton says: 

That a man's right to withdraw from his native country and make his home in 
another, and thus cut himself off from all connection with his native country, is a 
pare of his natural liberty, and without that his liberty is defective. We claim 

hat the right to liberty is a natural, inherent, God-given right, and his liberty is 
imperfect unless it carries with it the right of expa: jon. 

I subscribe to this doctrine fully ; it is a part of my political creed. 
I am speaking now without reference to the existing treaty. With 
Senator Morton, I believe a man, whether Celt or Saxon, Teuton, 
African, or Mongolian, has a right to withdraw from his native coun- 
try and make his home in another, and that without this his liberty 
is defective. This bill puts this right of expatriation, this right 
essential to perfect liberty,” so far as Chinese who labor are con- 
cerned, in chains for twenty years. Senator Morton says further: 

As to all other rights of foreigners coming to our shores to work or trade or 
manufacture and acquire property: we have never made any distinction. To do 
that now would be a great innovation upon the policy and traditions of the Govern- 
ment, and would be along step in the denial of the brotherhood of man and the 
humani policy inaugurated by our fathers. 

Here is the very pith of the question. Have we ever denied the 
right of any other foreign ors to come here to work and acquire 
property? Never. Why, then, deny this right to the Chinese? My 
colleague [ Mr. CALKINS ] supports this measure because it is to ‘‘re- 
strain crime and prevent pauperism and disease.“ If this be its pur- 
pose how strange its wording! I deny again that such is the object 
of the bill. there were no other ends to be attained than those 
announced this bill would never have been here. Who does the bill 
exclude? Does it say ‘it shall not be lawful for any Chinese leper or 
pauper or criminal” to come here? Nothing of the kind; it only 
excludes the Chinese workingman, whether he be skilled or unskilled, 
whether he works in the kitchen, the garden, the workshop, the 
fields, or in the mines. It is not the pauper but the laborer ; not the 
idle but the industrious; not the profligate but the thrifty ; not the 
diseased but the healthy, who are feared by the promoters of this bill, 

I object to this bill in its present form, therefore, because it attacks 
the freedom of labor—the liberty to work. If yon would elevate 
labor make it free. Servile service, such as slaves yield, is degrading, 
and such I would exclude from this country by making it free. But I 
insist that the right to work without trammel is a natural one, to 
be enjoyed alike by every race and color. In opposing the mean 
discrimination made in this bill Sgine labor I am not speaking for 
the Chinese but for the dignity of labor, for freedom, for the right of 
man to live, his right to enjoy the air, the sunshine, the earth, and 
the fruits of his labor ; for the toilers in the field, in the mines, and 
the workshop. Iam for the largest possible liberty for every man 
and every people who engage in honest labor. God made man among 
the weakest of his creatures and sent him into the world where the 
very elements challenged his right to live. Nature provides him with 
neither food, raiment, nor shelter fit for use without toil. It holds in 
its niggardly grasp almost everything essential to man’s comfort, and 
only yields them up in exchange for human effort. Man's necessities 
compel him to labor, for life itself is the price of labor. ‘‘In the 
sweat of thy face thou shalt eat thy bread.” 

If man has the right to life he has the right to pmploy the means 
to maintain it. Ashe must eat he must be free to 1 uck the fruits 
of his personal effort. To labor man must have a field for its employ- 
ment, and to shut him out is to strike down both liberty and life. 
I believe a man has as much right to labor as to breathe. Moreover, 
I hold that man’s ability to labor is his own property—that it be- 
longs to him as much as do his hands or his eyes, He may employ 
it in lawful pursuits upon such terms as he maT choose. If he can- 
not obtain a high price for it he may accept alow one. We cannot 
limit his right to contract his labor without assuming the power to 
prohibit it altogether. 

I have, Mr. Speaker, been talking of a principle—a right, if you 

lease—that I believe to be as sacred and as universal as the right of 
ifeitself. Iadmit that life maybe taken, butonly in rare and excep- 
tional cases; and except in such to take a human life is a crime. So 
with this liberty of human labor. It, too, may be s ded in some 
great exigency of national or personal peril, but to suspend it with- 
out the gravest cause is a monstrous crime against human nature. It 
is my deliberate judgment, after patient and anxious inquiry, that no 
such danger threatens our people as will justify this extraordinary 
ai grees But of this I will speak hereafter. 
proceed to inquire, does this bill violate our treaty with the 
Chinese Empire? This is certainly a most important question. We 
cannot afford to be both dishonest and unjust. We degrade our- 
selves in the esteem of the civilized nations of the world if we even 
hesitate to keep our treaty obligations. We ought to keep faith even 
with the heathen and the idolater. We ought to take pridein main- 
taining a character for uprightness and fair dealing. We are too great 


te do a little thing or a mean one for any cause, much less to secure 


the end aimed at by this legislation. China—call her heathen if you 
will—has kept her every treaty obligation with us in the most gen- 


erous good faith. She has never failed and never murmured, en 
we have become restive and discontented with the terms of an exist- 
ing treaty she has magnauimously entered into another with us. In 
our first treaty of thirty-eight years ago she promised us “a perfect, 
permanent, and universal peace and a sincere and cordial amity ;” 
and she has kept that promise with no Punic faith. 

A quarter of a century ago, in the twenty-ninth article of the 
treaty of 1858, this“ heathen” people said: 

The principles totes, as professed by the Protestant and Roman Catholic 
Churches are reco: as teaching men to do good and to do to others as they 
would have others do unto them. 

Thus putting in harmony the philosophy of their great Confucius 
with the teachings of Jesus of Nazareth. In the Burlingame treaty 
China and the United States both— 

ee e ug the inherent and inalienable 
home and allegiance, and also the mutual advantage of the free migration and im- 
migration of their citizens and subjects, respectively, from the one 8 to the 
other, for purposes of curiosity, of trade, or as permanent residents. The high 
contracting parties, therefore, join in reprobating any other than an entirely vol- 
untary immigration for these purposes. 

This is the American doctrine; we insisted upon its acceptance by 
the Chinese, and it was accepted, and, more n all, has been re- 
ligiously kept. Let us profit by this heathen example of good faith, 
I need not say with what faith we as a people have acted toward 
China; how we have kept our solemn promise to“ sevure to Chinese 
subjects residing here the same rights, privileges, immunities, and 
exemptions accorded to citizens and subjects of the most favored 
nations,” Have we kept this promise? Have we tried to do it? I 
will not speak of the atrocities to which the people of the Chinese 
Empire in our midst have been subjected by our most civilized and 
Christian people. The past must stand, but I do not care to recall it. 

The events that brought about the treaty of Peking of the 19th of 
July, 1881, are too recent and too well known to need repeating. It 
is with that treaty we have to do to-day. Let us repeat so much of 
it as refers to the matter of Chinese immigration, and see what 
restraint may be put uponit. The article most important in this 
connection is the first, and reads: 

Whenever in the opinion of the Government of the United States the coming of 
Chinese laborers to the United States, or their residence therein, affects or threat- 
ens to affect the interests of that sonais, or to endanger the good order of the 
said country or of any locality within the territory thereof, the Government of 
China agrees that the Government of the United States may te, limit, or 
suspend such coming or residence, but may not absolutely prohibit it. The limi- 
tation or suspension shall be reasonable and shall apply only to Chinese who may 
go to the United States as laborers, other classes mot bain tneluded in the limita- 
tions. Legislation taken in regard to Chinese laborers will be of such a character 
only as is necessary to enforce the regulation, limitation, or suspension of immi- 
gration, and immigrants shall not be subject to personal maltreatment or abuse. 

Here it is stipulated that the Government may regulate, limit, sus- 
pan; but not prohibit, the coming to the United States of Chinese 

aborers whenever, first, in the opinion of the United States the com- 
ing of such laborers into the country or their residence therein affects 
or threatens to affect its interest; or, second, whenever such comin 
or residence endangers its good order or the good order of any local- 
ity thereof. 

This article further expressly stipulates that this limitation or sus- 
pension shall be reasonable, and that to enforce this agreement only 
necessary legislation shall be employed. 

Now, sir, I will reverse in my discussion of this question this order 
of statement and submit, first, what is a reasonable period of sus- 
pension under this treaty 1 It issaid that this question is left wholly 
to the judgment of the Government of the United States. I grant 
it, and for this reason I insist that it is our solemn duty to so 
our legislation as to do no possible wrong. It would be little less 
than infamous to take advantage of a discretionary power generously 
accorded us by a friendly nation to interfere with or im unusual 
restrictions upon the liberties of its subjects. As a Christian people 
jealous of our honor we dare not do sucha bees 8 The magnanimity 
that left the discretionary power with us strongly appeals to our sense 
of honor not to abuse it. 

What, sir, do the words ‘‘ reasonable suspension” mean in the con- 
nection in which they are used? They must be interpreted in the 
light of the subject to which they apply, of the circumstances sur- 
rounding the high contracting parties at the time of their cap 
ment and of the meaning, if any, given them at the time of the 
negotiation of the treaty. This bill wholly prohibits the comin 
here of Chinese laborers for twenty years, ithin this period no 
a single subject of the Celestial Empire can come into the United 
States if he belongs to the laboring class. Is this long prohibition 
a reasonable suspension?” It is said this suspension is reasonable, 
for it is a short time compared with the length of a nation’s life, and 
with equal force the friends of this measure may say it is a very short 
time indeed when compared with the duration of eternity. enty 

ears, sir, is a very long time when taken out of the term of a human 
ife, or when measured by the life-time of a generation. 

Construed by its uA a by the circumstances existing at 
the time this treaty was made, how does this question stand? The 
relations between China and the United States had for thirty years 
been friendly and cordial; for that period Chinese ties, bate had been 
landing upon ou shores and residing among our people; they came 


ht of man to change his 
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to us without restraint and under treaty stipulations which bound 
us to protect them and treat them with the same kindness and con- 
sideration that we extended to citizens and subjects of the most 
favored nations. For thirty years our people had been going to 
China for travel, for trade, and to reside. They received the fullest 
protection for person and property from the Chinese Government. 
Our commercial relations with that people were undisturbed, and 
our citizens resided among them secure in their rights, departing 
and returning without restraint. The two nations were at peace. 
China was satisfied with the situation, and did not desire to limit 
or suspend the immigration to her domain of citizens of the United 
States. ‘The new treaty was made in our interest alone, and the 
only restrictions it imposes are upon the Chinese people. In the 
presence of these unquestioned facts, who dare say that to wholly 
prohibit Chinese laborers from coming here for twenty years is a 
reasonable suspension? To me such an interpretation seems mon- 
strons. 

Let us go further and see how the high contracting parties con- 
strued this clause during the negotiation of the treaty. The Chinese 
commissioners were unwilling to allow the word“ prohibit” in con- 
nection with the words“ regulate or limit or suspend,” and consented 
to the latter words only on the condition named. The Chinese com- 
missioners explained what they intended their concession to mean. 
They said: é 

By limitation in number they meant, for example, that the United States having, 
as they supposed, a record of the number of immigrants in each year as well as the 
total number of Chinese now there, that no more should be allowed to go in any 
one year in future than either the test number which had gone in any year in 
the past, or the least number which had gone in any year in the past, or that the 
total number should never be allowed to exceed the number now there. 

As to limitation in time they meant, for example, that Chinese should be allowed 
to go in alternate years, or every third year; or, for example, that they should not 
be allowed to go for two, three, or five years. 

Mr. Trescot replied that— 

“The United States Government did not ask the Chinese Government to regu- 
late, limit, suspend, or prohibit immigration, but to leave that to the discretion 
and action of the United States Government itself; that under the Burlingame 
treaty as construed in practice the Chinese had the absolute right in any numbers 
to come tothe United States, This had caused trouble and embarrassment. What 
the United States Government asked was that the Chinese Government should 
consent to such a modification of the Burlingame treaty as would enable it, with- 
ce raising unpleasant questions of treaty construction, to exercise that discre- 

on.“ 


During the negotiation of this treaty this further conversation took 
place: 


The Chinese commissioners asked if the United States commissioners could give 
them any idea of the laws which would be passed to carry such power into execu- 
tion. 

Mr. Trescot replied that this could hardly be done. It would be as difficult to 
any what would be the special character of any act of Congress as it would be to say 
what would be the words of an edict of the Emperor of China to execute a treaty 
8 That two great nations discussing such a subject must always assume that 

ey will both act in good faith and with due consideration for the interests and 
friendship of each other. 

That the United States Government might never deem it necessary to exercise 
this power. It would 8 upon circumstances. If Chinese immigration con- 
centrated in cities where it threatened publio order, or if it confined itself to local- 
ities where it was an injury to the interests of the American people, the Govern- 
ment of the United States would undoubtedly take steps to prevent such accumu- 
lations of Chinese. If, on the contrary, there was no large immigration, or if there 
were sections of the country where such immigration was clearly beneficial, then 
the legislation of the United States under this power would be adapted to such 
circumstances. For example, there might be a demand for Chinese labor in the 
South and a surplus of such labor in California, and Congress might legislate in 
accordance with these facts. In general the legislation would be in view of and 
depend upon the cirenmstances of the situation at the moment such legislation 

came necessary. 

The Chinese commissioners said this explanation was satisfactory; that they 
had not intended to ask for a draft ci any special act, but for some general idea 
how the power would be exercised. What had just been said gave them the expla- 
nation which they wanted, and they asked that it might be given to them in writing. 


It will be observed that the longest period of suspension mentioned 
in the negotiation was five years, and it was not intimated by our 
commissioners that a total suspension would be asked for a longer 
time. Mr. Trescot went further, and said the United States might 
never exercise the power of suspension at all, but if it did exercise it 
it would be done by legislation adapted to the situation at the mo- 
ment such legislation became necessary. Here, in the face of these 


statements and assurances, before any material change in the situa- 


tion has occurred, we are engaged in extraordinary haste in fashion- 
ing a statute which, I assume to say, is intended to prohibit Chinese 
immigration for all time. True, it is for twenty years only, as we 
read it in the bill, but read it as it appears in the spirit that stands 
behind it, and by which it is upheld, and it is for all eternity. This 
bill means no less than that the suspension shall be twenty ye: 
renewable at the option of the United States forever. Will it besai 
that 84 is fair? To such legislation I cannot and will not give my 
assent. 
Again, it was agreed by this treaty that if any suspension of immi- 
tion should take place it should be enforced only by necessary legis- 
ation. Is the humiliating system of certificates and registrations 
imposed by this bill on the Chinese and not required of any other 
papia who come among us necessary? Is it necessary to visit the 
egrading penalties of fines and imprisonment upon every American 
citizen who aids or abets a Chinese laboreꝝ to come temporarily into 
the United States? As wassaid by the distinguished gentleman from 
Iowa, [Mr. Kasson,] is it necessary in order to protect our Pacific 
coast to run down every poor Chinaman who happens to cross our 


frontier, or steps from a ship to see a seaboard town or city? Shall 
it be a crime, I ask, for a 9 on his way home from Cuba or 
Mexico to step from the ship to the wharf at San Francisco? Is a 
law closing every port, walling about every town, and keeping the 
Chinese laborer from touching our soil at every point necessary to 
save two States beyond the Rocky Mountains from Chinese cheap 
labor? Such laws have brought reproach to our people in the past, 
but I have until now DARA the Hops that they would disgrace 
us no more, In these provisions of the bill I find additional reasons 
for refusing it my support, 

I will be indulged in saying, I hope, sir, that I differ from many 
gentlemen of the House as to the necessity for this immediate and 
summary exclusion of the Chinese. I ean neither subscribe to the 
facts nor the logie by which they fortify this bill. 

First, we are to be frightened to support this measure. It is claimed 
that the Pacific States are being “deluged with the surplus tide of 
Asiatic civilization,” or if the deluge is not exactly here it is on the 
way. My colleague [Mr. CALxINS] puts it thus: 

I apprehend there is good ground for fears of such an influx from China to this 
country as to crowd out those who now live in inhabit parts of this Republic, 
and which furnishes one reason, and a strong one to my mind, why some restric- 
tions should be placed on this immigration. 

Can it be that any person regards the present or the future emi- 
gration from the Celestial Empire occasion for alarm? Weall know 
that China hasa reputed population of from 300,000,000 to 400,000,000, 
and that these people may reach our shores in thirty days, but we 
know also that the Chinese have come to us and gone from us at 
their will for thirty years, and that to-day there are not more than 
100,000 on the whole Pacific side of the Rocky Mountains. We know 
them to be a quiet, working, ful people, not given to violence 
or strife. Is it possible that there is danger the Chinese willinvade 
us, ocoupy our soil, and drive us out, unless we pass a law to keep 
Chinese laborers away? I confess I rather like the idea of defeating 
a foreign foebystatute. The method is neither dangerous nor expen- 
sive. But I have, until recently, indulged the opinion that China 
did not meditate our subjugation. A few days sincesI found on my 
desk a speech delivered in San Francisco on March 4, 1882, at an 
anti-Chinese meeting, by W. T. Coleman, esq. He held before his 
audience the danger we are in from Chinese cheap labor, as follows: 

Even to-day she has a navy that puts ours toshame. She lies within thirty days 
of us and could, if occasion require 1$ pico on our shores an army the — of 
which modern times have not seen. is is not likely to occur soon, but it may 
come any day. The death of a single prominent Chinaman in this country, or a 


single American in that, or any mishap, might work a complication that would at 


once put us in arms. 

It is said that in Great Britain there will be put afloat this year at least 1,000,000 
of tons register of iron ships and steamers; more, probably 1,200,000 tons, or 1,200 
vessels of a thousand tons each, If occasion hr etn China could buy one-half 
this fleet and, with her own, and such as she could get together, she could start a 
thousand vessels on short notice, bringing 2,000 men each, and hurl almost before 
we knew it 2,000,000 people on our coast. This could be readily multiplied so that 
five, ten, or even twenty millions could be here in a comparative short time. What 
would become of us in such a Page a A It is appalling to contemplate, and 
yet, unfortunately, it is all within the bounds of bility. Survey the stra- 
tegical and political situation and you will see that from Europe we have but little 
to fear, from China everything. Europe has a population of about three h 
millions, divided into a dozen strong, jealous, watchful nationalities, which will 
never probably admit of an ee dope se force reaching our shores, but 
with China’s 400,000,000, one compact under one head, with a cs e 
send five, ten, or even twenty million people here, or equal to the population 
of the United States, and yet not drain her resources, we have a picture at which 
we may well shudder, and when we look at the campaigns and the devastations of 
Ghengis Khan and of Timour, and the other great captains that have led their 
hordes from Tartar China, we can better realize the possibilities. 

Strange logic! To avoid invasion and conquest by one of the most 
formidable powers on earth we must oppress its people and disregard 
our treaties with it! It strikes me that if we would avoid the 
and devastations of the besa Khans and the Timours we should 
treat the Chinese people kindly and fairly. But no one fears this. 
This fearful possibility is gotten up to frighten the timid. I would 
not have alluded to it, but reference to the same danger has been often 
referred to here during this debate. 

The opponents of the Chinese—the champions of this bill—after 
demanding that the “Chinese shall go,” or at least that they shall not 
come, because of their being filthy, immoral, diseased, and heathens, 
reach the real and only issue when they assert that if Chinese labor- 
ers are permitted to compete with our people in the labor market we 
will be driven out. 

These gentlemen plant themselves upon the broad ground that it 
is our duty to prohibit Chinese immigration that American labor may 
be protected. After carefully naang this question I do not believe 
American laborers are in danger from Çhinese competition. That 
they sincerely believe they are I have no reason to doubt, but the 
future will prove them inerror or the whole past of human experience 
is at fault. Why, sir, we all remember the day—the youngest of us 
remember it—when our statesmen of the free States were devising 
ways for keeping negroes from coming within our borders to e ie 
and degrade white labor, So frightened were we in the North that 
by statutes and constitutions we made it a crime for a colored person 
to come into the State. In Indiana we declared all contracts made 
with colored persons so coming into the State void, and punished our 
citizens with fines and imprisonment if they gave these ostracised 
men and women employment. 

The people of Indiana voted by over one hundred thousand major- 
ity for putting an article into the constitution prohibiting negro 
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immigration. Other States did the same thing. It was done to save 
white labor from the dangers of an influx of African laborers. How 
eloquent our statesmen grew when they talked about alien colored 

ple coming into the State to rob our wives and children of their 
bread. One of these gentlemen—since then governor of the State, 
a Senator, and a candidate for the Vice-Presidency—on the 8th of 
August, 1866, spoke as follows: 

I thought it a wise and just policy when, by a vote of nearly one hundred thou- 
sand matty, the people of State, in constitution, provided that negroes 
shonld not immi within our borders. policy was that our pop- 

ation should not be mixed, and that negroes should not come here to cheapen 
and degrade labor. 


* * * * * 


I tell you there will be hot blood when they are found here in such large num- 
bers as to press hard on white labor. When the white mechanic or laborer goes 
home to his wife and children at the close of his day's work to tell them that a 


negro from Kentucky or Tennessee is seeking his „and that a selfish em- 
ployer is taking advan of this competition to reduce the w: upon which he 
relies to feed and clothe them, the words will not be spoken with composure. 


The constitutional provision which Mr. Hendricks thought so wise 
and just has been abrogated, and for many years no law has inter- 
vened between our people and the negro from Kentucky and Ten- 
nessee, and still the selfish employer has not taken advantage of the 
colored man’s competition to uce the wages of the white man. 
For many years past Indiana has been rid of this caste legislation. 
All peoples have been permitted to come to us and abide with us, and 
white labor has neither been cheapened nor degraded. _ 

Another eloquent gentleman, now a Senator of the United States, 
in a public speech at the capital of his State spoke as follows: 

I believe, as I have ever believed, that the admixture of the races is franght 
with evil and curses to both, and with blessings to none. All history tells this sad, 
calamitous story. * * There is not a spot of earth beneath the sun where the 
past presents has been tried that has not been blighted, often with ashes and blood, 

always with a deterioration of both the races, and acceleration of all the vices 

of mongrels, and a backward flow of the tide of civilization. Nor will we in the 

future years escape this revolting doom if we persist in the attempt to absorbinto 

the F- politic 3,000,000 of a degraded and inferior race. The wretched results 

may come slowly herein Indiana, but they will as surely come as the footprints of 

time continue to advance into the unknown years. 
„ * * * * + * 

Already the vagrant negroes and black lazzaroni of Kentucky and other south - 
ern re; ane are in rtation to Indiana, * * * I be for the laborers 
of the State, the white men who till the soil, the mechanics in the shops, to deter- 
mine whether they desire this population in their midst. It will be well for the 

pressed workingmen of every avocation and calling, who have nothing left save 
the prm rights of citizenship, to decide whether they wish to share them equally 

ith 
* I will appeal to them whether Indiana, a border State, shall be overrun with the 
refuse elements of the th. I will appeal to them whether they will encourage 
the presence of these elements in their fields, their workshops, and their firesides. 
I fear that an imported mass of race would overcome the patience of 
the laboring white man. 

I quote these predictions in regard to the effect of the unrestricted 
immigration of the colored people into the free States on white labor 
because they are — 555 by the same logic now used by those 
who defend this bill. Twenty years ago it was “the ignorant, 
filthy, vicious, lazy, degraded negro” that menaced our laboring 
people; it is the filthy, diseased, immoral, and pauper Chinaman 
who threatens them now. Torun the parallel, I quote from a speech 
made nearly twenty years ago in this House by the distinguished 
member from New York, [Mr. Cox.] He spoke as follows: 

The right and er to exclude Africans from the States north being compati- 


ble with our sy of State sovereignty and Federal . T assert that it 
is impolitic, dangerous, d g, and unjust to the white men of Ohio and of the 
North to allow such immi ion. By the census of 1860, in Ohio we have 36,225 
mons ofa ad ey of 2,339,559. As a general thing they are vicious, 


pro’ 


o African. 


our convicts are negroes. I er from the census of 1850 that four-tenths of the 
female prisoners are blacks, although A Gaye but one-eightieth of the female 
of „ In Massachusetts the convicts in the peniten are one- 


one-third; New York, one-fourth. In Ohio the blacks 
hey soon become waiters, barbers, and otherwise sub- 
servient to the whites. They have just enough consequence given to them by late 
1 br be pestilent. 


forth Tophet and black Gehenna, called the type of hell,“ and note the squalor, 
destitution, crime, and be err there beginning to fester; if he could 
visit the in whose miserable 


vels the blacks fog Bg me he would hardly 
be remin ne Fores ene an with its 
[laughter, ] its bl g trees Leathe its golden sae, a rivers rolling 


inhabitants. 1 If the rush of free to this paradise continues, 
it would be a bless gir idence should send Satan here in the form of a ser- 
Peaks and an angel to drive the descendants of Adam and Eve into the outer world. 

it continues you will have no one here but Congressmen and and that 
will be punishment enough. 3 You will have to ounce a fugitive law 
to bring the whites to their capital. [Laughter.] The condition of the negroes 
here is not unlike their condition in O 


How like the squalor, filthiness, and d tion of the Chinese 
quartered in San ncisco! If we strike from these utterances the 
word “ negro” and insert “Chinese,” they would be admirably suited 
for this occasion. The gentlemen who made them could not be in- 
duced to repeat them now. They have found their philosophy at 
fault. Perhaps the fact that the colored man is a voter has had 
something to do with this change of opinion. Facts set mere theories 
at defiance. It is asad mi e to say that labor in this country is 
injured by the immigration of a working people, We have too many 
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broad acres to till, too many forests to clear up, and too many waste 
places to make productive to be injured by any present possible 
increase of thrifty, healthy, and honest labor. 

But I hear some gentleman say thatevery 100,000 Chinese laborers 
that come here displace that many white men. Is this true? If so, 
does not the coming of 100,000 subjects of the ea Sons nations who 
labor drive out that number of American laborers? Does not every 
lect bn ma who crosses the Atlantic and takes up his residence here 
put his Ia bor into competition with our labor? If not, whynot? It 
will not do to say that the coming of these laborers from abroad does 
not increase the amount of labor in the market and add to the com- 

tition, for we all know it does. Why then, let me ask, does this 
European immigration not injure our laborers? Iam answered that 
it is because these immigrants are of our blood and require the same 
food, shelter, raiment, and education we require, and must, therefore, 
earn the same w our people secure, 

This conclusion is a mistake. Sup there is a demand for 100,000 
laborers only, and these are already in this country, and then 100,000 
more come in, what must happen? Either some of these laborers go 
withoutemployment or labor cheapens. That our labor is not cheap- 
ened by foreign immigration proves that in this country the demand for 
labor is equal to the supply. So long as this equality exists the 
coming bere of free laboring people will do us no harm. Bear in 
mind that I only insist upon the right of free and honest laboring 
classes to corhe and stay with us. 

Labor, sir, is wealth, and every hour of honest toil given us adds 
to our material prosperity. Nobody doubts this. When labor in- 
Jores us or when the influx of a foreign element bears hard on our 

. people I will help in every reasonable way to mitigate the 
evil. 

In the past sprog yore we have had an addition to our popula- 
tion of quite 2,500,000 furnished by Great Britian alone. Every year 
300,000 to 860,000 foreign-born persons take up their abode in the 
United States, and a very large majority of these are poor laboring 
people. Shall weclose our gates upon them? A single month some- 
times brings to our shores as many foreign-born people as there are 
now of the Mongolian race in our country after an immigration of 
ints ae Why not exclude all? Is there no dangerof competi- 
tion from this vast influx of laboring people from the Old World? 
Nobody fears this increase. Upon the contrary, we encourage it. 
Every observing man knowsthe demand for labor kept pace with 
the ever-increasing supply. I can imagine some conservative poli- 
tician appealing to the passions of the people and demanding that 
the application of steam to machinery be prohibited because it thus 
utilized is brought into competition with the man who relies upon 
his personal labor only to secure shelter, food, and raiment for his 
dependent family. 

atts and Boulton made their first successful steam engine a hun- 
dred years ago, and it alone ; the application of steam to machinery 
has quadrupled the working forces of the world. What a fearful 
competitor the steam-engine is to white labor. Take the lesson the 
locomotive has taught us. Before its day the product of the work- 
shop, of the forge, the furnace, and the field away from our naviga- 
ble streams was carted to the distant market, giving employment to 
millions of men and beasts. The railroad now occupies this field. 
The whistle of the locomotive is heard in almostevery village. Our 
every commodity is taken to market by steam. Is it not strange 
that this stupendous revolution in the matter of labor has enhanced 
rather than cheapened the price of labor and of horses and mules. 

Every day we are increasing the competition with labor by increas- 
ing the labor-power of machinery, and all intelligent poopie encour- 
age these labor-saving inventions. In fact, the nationsof the world 
5 them by Shige ra inventors of new and useful devices a 
monopoly in their use. Notwithstanding the vast increase in the 
mechanical forces, personal labor is still in as much demand as ever. 
The invention of the reaper drove the old grain-cradle from our har- 
vest fields, but labor was not injured. these improvements in 
machinery, this immense increase in the labor power of the worl 
have but stimulated the industries of the people, opened up new an 
more lucrative fieldsof employment. ‘They have enhanced the value 
of labor. Willing hands still have enough to do. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not here to defend the Chinese, for I know little 
of them as a people; but Iam here to defend the rights of human 
nature as I understand them. I freely admit that if the Chinese 
laborers are filthy and depraved, if contact with them endangers our 
health, character, habits, and superior civilization, they ought to be 
kept away. But are these charges true? We have enough perils of 
our own without borrowing from other civilizations. But what is 
the true Chinese character? Let Mr. Coleman, of California, 
pak. On the 4th of this month, atan anti-Chinese meeting in San 

cisco, he said: 


There are three things that can be said in favor of the Chinese that have at- 
tracted many people and given them a status, where, inna a fuller acquaint- 
ace with them, and a fuller consideration of all questions involved, would not 
U 


and correct in their perceptions, 
fail in the lessons that have been 
t as scholars, statesmen, 


and 
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diplomates they are astute and far-reaching, and held in great respect. Politically, 


(and b. litically I give that meaning which embraces politeness, adroitness, cun: 
seni e they are shrew . 


adaptability. 

This is from an enemy of the Chinese race, but even he admits that 
physically, mentally, and politically these heathens are equal to or 
above the aver of mankind. Since this debate began I have 
studied this question with some care. I have examined as thoroughly 
as my time would permit the evidence given before the joint special 
committee of 1876, as to the habits, morals, and health of these people. 
I believe the following extracts of evidence from the report of this 
committee state as nearly as may be the facts: 

CLEANLINESS AND HEALTH. 
Page 643, Congressional report: 


Arthur B. Stout sworn and examined. 


By Mr. Brooks: 
Q What is your business? 
. Iama ee 
. How 1 vo you resided in this State? 
. Since February, 1849. 
Q Saee E ings practiced your profession from that time? 
. Yes, sir. 


4 Have you held any office under the State connected with that ee 
. Yes, sir; I am now a member of the State board of health. I have had no 
=. official appointment, although I have been in the public hospitals as physi- 
eian. 
Q Where have you resided? 
. In San Francisco, constantly. 
Q. Hew near was your office and residence to what is known as the Chinese 


uarter 
a A. Right in the midst of it. 
You built there before the Chinese came to that quarter? 


. Yes, sir. 
Q. . your residence there have you known of any disease, any pestilence, 
ori 3 spreading in there, or spreading from there! 

. No, sir; none. 

Q. The Chinese live in that quarter very closely, do they not? 

A. ite closely, sometimes. 

Q. How is it that you account for the fact that under these circumstances they 
are eg oes so healthy? — 

A. Their frugal life gives them more immunity from disease. They eat only 
what is pone meres A to live u They eat to live, and do not live to eat. They are 
clean in their habits, and y drink no whisky. I have never seen a drunken 
Chinaman in my life. They consequently obtain a better resisting power to the 
attack of disease. 

Q What is their habit in regard to ablutions? 

They constantly wash themselves. 
Q The whole person, or only the face and hands! 
. My observation of the men is that they keep themselves clean. Their 
olothes are clean. As mechanics or workmen they keep themselves very clean. 


By the CHAIRMAN: 
Q. What is the comparative mortality among the Chineseand the whites of this 
city—the death-rate? 

. The death-rate is greater among the whites than among the Chinese. 

a 9 is the comparative mortality among adult Chinamen and adult white 
le 
BE The amount is greater with adult white people. 
Q Have the aac EE in the Chinese quarter? 

. No, sir; the -pox has been Among them, as it has been among others; 
but I think there has been less small-pox among them—I mean the ratio and pop- 
ulation allowed—than with the whites. When you come to take up the question 
of small-pox, I think I can exonerate the Chinese from the charges alleged against 
them of ving introduced it. 


Rey. Otis Gibson, connected with the Methodist Chinese mission 
for eight years at San Francisco, says: 


Rev. Frederick E. Sherrer, (page 631, Congressional report,) the 
stated clerk of the Presbytery of San Francisco and the Synod of the 
Pacific, says: 


We have now an organized church of Chinese only, into which one hundred and 
eighty-seven have been received. In the place of wors two Sabbath-schools 
are held, and an average of one hundred and receive instruction every Sun- 
day. There are fifty-nine more Chinese communicants connected with various 
American churches in our denomination alone. Five of these were recently re- 
ceived into the church at San Leandro, and eight into the church at Los Angeles. 
Our mission work has grown until we have been obliged to a t for it three 
Americans, all speaks the Chinese e, and to estab! branch missions 
in Sacramento, José, and Los Angeles. Connected with these missions are 
seven other Americans and several native teachers. We have schools in which 
nearly twelve hundred are receiving instruction in the English language and Chris- 
tian religion. Hundreds of these have renounced ido and become interested 
students of Christianity. Some of them are connected with an undenominational 
Chinese Young Men's Christian Association in this city, which now numbers about 
one thousand members, and in which only those who formally renounce idolatry 
ean or remain members. 

Page 581, Congressional report : 

Rev. W. Brier, sworn and examined. 

The Chinese are a cleanly le; they keep themselves neat and clean and 
nice; there is nothing offensive about them. Scarcely any of them ever swear; 
none of them that I have ever known drink whisky. I have never seen but one 
drunken Chinaman in my residence in California. I did see one man once with a 
bottle of wh: TCF from one side to 
the other, and is ericanized.” I 


George D, Roberts, (page 436, Congressional report, ) the president, 


manager, or main officer of the Tide-Land Reclamation Company, 
testified: 


To the general sb pony: br the country I think they are a great advan 7 
I think they fill the places that white labor would fill very 1 and it 
be a long time before we could get white labor to do it. I think the wealth they 
produce stimulates peospenity to such an extent that i gives white men we yg 
positions. I donot think the presence of Chinese here affects the r of intelli- 
gont labor. Itis possible there may be a class of labor that is ted by it, but 
— sustain that class of labor alone, we would have to hold back the enterprise of 
e country. 
In my opinion the aggregate product of the wealth produced by. Chinamen in 


this Si is equal to our mines, including the mines of Nev: and Dakota. 
Probably D proses sixty, eight: , or ninety millions a year in wealth. 
There is a disposition among 


em now to turn their attention to farming. They 
think ita Prosi ds pase life; they get out of the excitement of the city. hisas of 
them have rented patches, and are paying $25 and $30 a year per acre for lands. 


Solomon Heydenfelt, associate justice of the supreme court, (page 
504,) testified : 


Have resided in California nearly Malye td 
its prosperity very much indeed to the industry of the Chinese who have come to 
this country. I think without them we wo 


not have our harbor filled wi 
ships; we would not have had ra 


ilroads crossing 
have been behind probably a great number of years. 
had as many white people here if the Chinese had not come. I think they are the 
best laboring class we have among us. 
J TTT I think that 


ears. I think California owes 


they are more fajthful, more o, and more in ; they have moreindus- 

than the corresponding class of Whites; — thei orsaghts reliable and per- 
fectly faithful to their en ts. Ithink their general inte is greater 
than that of Americans in the g class. They exhibit also a ready in- 


ce, much more so than you generally find among the ordinary laborin; 
class of the whites. z 8 £ 


Page 530, Congressional report: 
H op 85805 kes of this State twenty-eight 
ave a ent o over twen m 
; Teousider that the 
mal to our merchants. As men of in 
more honorable, hlgh-mind 
merchants of our city. Iam 


Chinese have reg oe to undervalue their goods or brin 
„ ere is not a merchant in this place wi 
usiness. 
Q Could you say that much of the white race? 


whom we do not have 


eof Chi- 
inall 


my life. You neve us to get their confidence and explain to 
ith the figuring themselves. They can 


Page 532 Congressional report : 
1 — in im 8 also in ufacturing. 
am en iso in man é 
2. What character of manufacturing? 
Sya I am president of the Pioneer Woolen Factory and agent of the Pacific Jute 
actory. 
4 Why do you empi Chinese in your fac {j 
2 y we could not get any others at At that time it would have 
been an absolute impossibility to have run the factory upon white labor, simply 
because we could not get white operatives. 
Q. Would the factory have been established with white labor ? 
A. No, sir. As a matter of fact, even with the Chinese labor, competition has 
been so active that we have had no dividends whatever. 


At page 18 of the report of Chinese immigration, in speaking of 
Chinese labor, Mr. Pixley says: 8 

ona of the dangers to our laboring population is because the Chinese do labor so 
wi 


2 In response to the question, ‘‘What rate of wages do they receive?” 
© Says: : 

The Chinaman to work for what wages he can get. A domestic servant 
will go into your family upon his immediate arrival in San cisco for $3 a week. 
If the mistress of the house will teach him English, or if the benevolent maiden 
lady of his neighborhood will invite him to her in Sunday-school until he can 
speak a little English, he willinerease his wages, and as he learns to cook and 
to talk he learns to demand a higher and be usation for his labor, until 
he finally reaches the highest point that his labor demand, from three at first 


to eight dollars a week. Skilled labor receives, according to proficiency, from fifty 
cents to a 8 railroad and tale laborers from sixty centa e ada i 
farm hands a dollar a day; fruit-pickers about one dollar, these v: 
boarding themselves. 
This testimony and much like it was given by men of intelligence 
and of high moral character, by merchants, doctors, and divines, all 
of whom were made familiar with the facts about which they spoke 
by a long acquaintance and intimate intercourse with these people. 
These witnesses are men of courage and conviction. Their state- 
ments are before the country and the country will pass fair and honest 
arcane Let us briefly recapitulate this evidence and see what it 
establishes. Iprotest I am not responsible if it contradicts what has 
been said by others on this subject here or elsewhere. I give it as 
15 9 a Ha is true it pees. that these abused Bee e 
y their r largely to the material prosperity of the 
on the Pacific; that they have built ralirdeds and ships, redeemed 
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waste places, and planted Ta garam and the vineyard in the wilder- 
ness. As men they are faithful, reliable, intelligent; as merchants 
they pay promptly and are highminded and correct. As arace they 
are mentally quick, acute, and correct in their perceptions—strong 
and tenacious in memory. In the higher walks they are scholars, 
statesmen, and diplomates—polite, adroit, and shrewd. 

These people seldom swear or become intoxicated. It has been 
asserted that they are always idolaters and are never converted to 
the Christian religion, but this testimony shows that in San Fran- 
cisco alone quite 1,200 attend church, Sabbath-school, and Christian 
associations, and receive instruction in the 1 language and 
the Christian religion. Many have renounced idolatry and professed 
the Christian faith. But they are unclean! Why, sir, it is shown 
that they bathe daily, and are received as cooks and house servants 
by the best and most exacting people. In health they are equal, if 
not superior, to the white race. They are faithful and industrious, 
thrifty and economical as laborers. Their presence among us does 
not serionsly affect the price of white labor, for there is an abundance 
of work for all. Such is the people that caste prejudice proposes to 
forever exclude from coming among us, 

But they are idolaters and worship idols and are dangerous to 
our civilization! How dangerous? Do they proselyte us or attempt 
todoso? No. Will they attempt tosubdue us by the sword. Cer- 
tainly not. Are we afraid that our faith will be overturned by the 
peaceful pagan? I pity those men of God who, professing the Chris- 
tian religion, so hate or fear the heathen Chinese that they are unwill- 
ing to even try to teach them the truths of the gospel of peace and 
the brotherhood of man. But, sir, I do not care to pursue this branch 
of the question further. 

What will be the effect of this ill-advised and unwise legislation 
on our citizens residing in China and our commerce with that em- 
pire? Who can predict? Shall our people come and go hereafter 
without let or hinderance? Will China not retaliate by excluding 
our citizens from her shores for twenty years as we have theirs? If 
she did so could we complain? Can we expect them to keep a treaty 
which we have flagrantly violated? 

Years ago the Chinese were an isolated people; they held little 
communion with the nations of the world. Their ports were closed 
and we had no trade with them. We asked them, we importuned 
them, for a treaty of commerce, and it was granted. Our trade with 
them has gone on uninterruptedly for nearly twenty-five years, and 
our commercial transactions during these years, in goods und coin, 
amount to $507,000,000, or over $22,000,000 per annum. Are we 
ready to sacrifice this trade? Do we wish the Chinese wall rebuilt ? 
True, we buy more from China than we sell it, but our trade is profit- 
able and a wise policy and fair treatment may greatly enlarge it. If 
England has the advantage of us in the extent and value of her trade 
with the Mongolian it may be attributable to the fairness of her 
treatment of that people. If we expect our sails to whiten every sen 
and our products to find a market in every port, as is our boast, we 
must adopt a broad, generous, and honest policy in our dealings 
with the nations. 

The governments of the world are watching us, and our legislation 
will be subject to their approval or censure. They will review our 
statesmanship and judge us by it. If we wish to extend our com- 
merce with the nations we must show that in our dealings we have 
a high sense of justice and honor. If we expect our people to be 
justly and fairly treated, we must extend a generous fairness to the 
citizens and subjects of other powers. Our past record, our present 
and future interests, demand the utmost good faith in the observ- 
ance of every treaty obligation. I leave this question here. 

Mr. Speaker, there has appeared in this discussion a spirit that 
causes me the gravest apprehension. When we made the colored 
people free, when we elevated them to the high rank of American 
citizenship and gave them the ballot, I thought we had settled their 
status in our political society for alltime. I supposed the Constitu- 
tion had assigned them a pine in the body-politic and that they 
were to be equal with us before the law. I thought, moreover, that 
they were to abide with us. Indeed, sir, I was weak enough to be- 
Jieve that the spirit of intolerance and race-hate had been struck 
dumb by the cannon of our battle-fields, and that our civilization 
had forever hidden these monstrosities from human sight. I was 
mistaken. I am assured that the problem of citizenship so far as the 
colored race is concerned is not settled. The presence of the African 
among us, it is said, is a great misfortune and causes national intel- 
lectual stagnation. So it is said of the Chinese, and they must go. 
For the same crime the colored people must follow whenever it suits 
our interest or caprice to so decree, 

A distinguished Senator a few days ago, speaking of our colored 
fellow-citizens, said: 


Does ory pretend to tell me that it is a blessing to this country that those 
pans are here! It is no fault of ours that they are here; it is no fault of theirs; 
t is the fault of a past generation; but their presence here is a t misfortune to 
us to-day, and the question of the adjustment of the relations between the two races 
socially and politically is no nearer to a settlement now than it was the day Sumter 


waa fired upon. 
The philosophy of the history of ev and our experience of the last seven- 
teen Cas fustity me in aking the eek by as that the “Efrican race will never be 
tted permanently to dominate any State of the South. The e 3 

thus fur 
failure, and in my judgment will so continue as long as human 
The failure has not been because we have not done everything 


— upon them political power in proportion to their numbers 
a 
pature is as it ja, 


we could to make it succeed, but because laws ind: dent of and above all human 
laws have irrevocably stamped upon the one race its superiority over the other. 

The distinguished gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. BUCKNER] echoes 
in bolder voice that the colored man, like the Chinaman, must go. 
He says: 

I have thrown out these py ee with no expectation that the country is 
yet ripe for the temperate and consideration of the future of the African race 
on this continent. It may require scores of years of experiment before the country 
will be convinced that the African is an element of peril and weakness in our 
social and political system, which, like the Chinese, must be eliminated at any cost. 
But I have a fixed conviction that every recurring year will add to the number of 
those who believe that volan colonization and a separation of the two races 
can alone furnish a solution to this difficult problem. In the mean time I congrat- 
ulate the rigid upon its return to the domain of practical wisdom and common 
sense in its treatment of the Chinese eee und its repudiation of the fallacious 
dogma that men of every name and tribe and people have equal rights with our- 
selves in this Union of ours. And I congratulate my Republican friends who sup- 
port this bill that they have emancipated themselves for once from the influence 
of transcendental theorists, sublimated humanitarians, jesuitical ecclesiastics, 
woman suffragists, and that numerous class who seek to 


Compound for sins they are inclined to 
By damning those they have no mind to. 

These declarations sound the alarm. Is it true that the political 
relations of the colored race with us are no nearer asettlement than 
they were when the war began! Is the experiment of conferring 
political power on it a dismal failure? Must we “eliminate” the 
African as we do the Chinese? A measure conceived in a spirit of 
ostracism, and supported by the logic of hate, asthis is, cannot have 
my vote. Call me theorist, trauscendentalist, or what yon will, no 
bill can have my humble support that intrenches itself in a doc- 
trine that would destroy the rights and liberties of four million 
American citizens, however poor, black, or hnmble they may be. 

Before I conclude, sir, I must refer briefly to another matter. Tt 
has been charged with great warmth that the Republican who votes 
against this bill violates his poty ledges. I deny it. I deny that 
any platform ever committed the Republican party to support this 
bill, or to violate an existing treaty. On this question my party has 
made a record of which I am proud and upon which Istand. When, 
in the frenzy of an excited public opinion, Congress was induced 
to strike down a solemn treaty made with the Chinese people, the 
n party was true to its faith and saved the nation from 
dishonor by an Executive veto. 

The party is fully committed to an honest policy—that of a faithful 
execution of treaty obligations with the nations of the world. It will 
not betray the rights of any people, nor prove untrue to its obliga- 
tions to human liberty. It will notsurrenderits traditions or its faith 
toaccommodate the passions or prejudicesofany section. It is to-day, 
as it has ever been, the friend of the laboring classes and of the op- 
pressed and unfortunate. It conyerted three millions of slaves into 
free laborers, and smote the auction blocks and slave pens where 
laboring men and women were bought and sold. Its proudest achieve- 
ment wasin rescuing a helpless race, who were “ hewers of wood and 
drawers of water,” from the degredation and barbarism of servile 
slavery. This record of an accomplished work—a work wrought 
through persecution and martyrdom—is worth ten thonsand confes- 
sions of political faith. Whenever, sir, the Republican party aban- 
dons the just for the expedient, or fails in its courage to denounce the 

opular wrong or defend the ö right, it will be unworthy 
its pa t glory or the respect of a Christian people. 

Mr. WISE, of Virginia, addressed the Honse. [See Appendix.] 

Mr. DAWES. The evil to be remedied by the passage of this bill 
has been stated by the honorable gentleman from Virginia as the 
threatened danger of a conflict between the Caucasian and Mongol- 
ian races upon the shores of the Pacific. He has formulated the ex- 
isting conditions by the estimate that there are now 150,000 Chinese 
in the midst of a million and a half of our own people on the Pacific 
slope. The rate of increase of this evil of Mongolian intermixture 
has been estimated by another gentleman as at 1,000 per month ex 
cess of Chinese immigration over Chinese emigration. 

To legislate to protect a million and a half of our own citizens 

ainst the irruption of vicious, diseased, criminal, and lawless 
classes ; to legislate to prevent importation of servile labor under 
contract, or the introduction of any form of serfdom or slavery, or 
organized ee of the poor that degrades or debases them, or 
brings free laborers in competition or in conflict with laborers who 
are not free, would seem to be a duty of this crisis. To remedy the 
evils existing and threatened we are asked to pass this bill. 

It is a proposition of the bill that no one of the 436,000,000 of peo- 
ple in China shall hereafter be admitted to citizenship in this nation. 
A proposition of this bill is that the laboring class of one-third of 
the populaves of the whole earth shall, for twenty years, be abso- 
lutely excluded from this nation. These startling propositions are 
so utterly at variance with our history, so at variance with the 
most cherished sentiments of our people, so at variance with the 
principles supposed to lie at the foundation of our political system, 
which presumes the universal equality of rights under the law of all 
men, that the burden of argument for their support is wholly thrown 
upon their defenders. They have accepted this fact and the have 
argued that this people, embracing a third portion of the kanas 
race, will not assimilate with our people—that those who have sought 
our shores are heathen in religion, leprous in body, infected with 
small-pox, that they are mere sojourners for a time with a fixed pur- 
pose to return their bodies or their bones to China, and that they 
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are vicious and beastly in their personal habits, and without virtue 
in their family relations, and that their cheap labor takes away from 
the American laborer his . for employment and degrades 


his calling and his wages. It is argued also that this fountain of 
uncleanliness is but opened and unless its flow is stopped a foul and 
overwhelming stream will flow over the land and endanger if not 
submerge American civilization. 

Suppose we grant every count in this terrible indictment against 
theheathenChinee. Shall, then, this great nation acknowledge tothe 
world that its fundamental proposition is a failure and that it cannot 
govern and restrain the vicious who are in its midst; cannot quar- 
antine and exclude the diseased; cannot enforce obedience to its laws; 
cannot grapple with the en problems of police regulation with 
reference to a poor, despised, physically and politically powerless 
people in our midst? Shall our Christian civilization and enlighten- 
ment proclaim itself bafiled by a handful of heathen in our gates, and 
shall we surrender our dearest principles and, as my colleague from 
Ohio has put it, following China, build a wall around ourselves that 
will exclude one-third of the people of the earth? There are fifty 
millions of us in this land and about a hundred thousand of them. 
The excess of immigration over emigration is 1,000 per week. Shall 
we strike our flag to this pusillanimousarmy? Cannot we treat with 
the enemy in some other way, if we are obliged to make terms? The 
day that this nation raises up a wall against laborers, Chinese, Japan- 
ese, or Portuguese, any other designation of nationality would equally 
illustrate the principle, that day it has receded from its place among 
the nations as the one free government of the laboring people, where 
all are welcome to enjoy the blessings of freedom and the universal 
equality of man under the law. Gentlemen say this is mere senti- 
ment. But beware how you fly in the face of mere sentiment in this 
land. It is the glory and the safety of our nationality that the power 
of the people invoked by appeal to a noble sentiment has always 
borne down and overcome the power aroused by appeal to prejudice. 

The men of Valley Forge had no shoes on their feet, no coats on their 
backs, no money in their pockets, but they had in their souls the sen- 
timent that all men are equal and endowed by a common Creator with 
rights, and for that sentiment they tracked the snow with blood and 
fought the battle through, With their victory they established a 
Government with that sentiment of human equality and human rights 
for the corner-stone of the structure. For this sentiment, in one form 
or another, millions of hearts have swelled and thousands have died 
in battle, and hence was born this nation and hence it lives to-day. 
This bill is a measure of international policy. It is the first step back- 
ward in our history to adopt before the nations a measure that will 
be 8 7 5 by the world as our acknowledgment that so far as one- 
third of the human family is concerned, especially its laborers, we 
concede that it cannot, and we decree that it shall not, share in the 
freedom, the equality of rights, the civilization, the religion, the 
opportunity for enlightenment and progress afforded by this great 
leading government of the people on the earth. Iwill use the expres- 
sion before it is forever robbed from our Fourth of July orations by 
the passage of this bill, ‘‘This asylum for the down-trodden and 
oppressed of all nations,” 

This bill asks toomuch. Its proposition cannot be safely assented 
to, and its passage in its present form should be resisted. I do not 
deny that the demand for some proper form of relief is pressing, and 
Congress should turn no deaf ear to the cry. Exclusion of the crimi- 
nal class, exclusion, perhaps, of the incorrigible and grossly vicious, 
exclusion of the di will do, but exclusion of the laborer, ex- 
clusion of a people, cannot be excused in this nation. If this Gov- 
ernment should enter upon a policy or assert a principle that would 
exclude one single, peaceably diposed, law-abiding laboring-man 
from Europe, all Christendom and the Democratie party would rise 
up and pra: Can we justify this action toward that vast nation 
of Asia by asking the world to believe that among her four hundred 
and thirty-six millions of people no peaceably disposed, law-abiding 
laborers exist? Or if we exclude them as laborers, have not we 
given warning that laborers are not wanted here? 

Gentlemen cannot escape this dilemma by wild talk about the 
policy of protecting labor. It is a policy of excluding labor that 
you announce to the world. There are skilled and unskilled labor- 
ers in Europe as well as China. There are skilled and unskilled 
laborers in Asiatic Russia, and the line that divides them from China 
is but a shadow. Dare you fence them off in your policy of protect- 
ing labor? Gentlemen are safer in holding on to first principles and 
seeking some solution of this pears problem that does not in- 
volve their betrayal. They may find themselves straying into Dem- 
ocratic pastures where the prejudices of race against race, class 
against class, laborer oo laborer, are played upon as pieces 
upon the political chess-board. The Republican party has no life or 
hope in any such policies, but it can have strength only in holdin 
fast to and forever defending the principles of equal rights and equa. 
justice and universal freedom that it was created to defend. 

I do not believe that American civilization and progress are yet in 
danger of being obstructed or retarded in their onward flow; but I 
believe the pure and mighty stream will absorb and wash away all 
foulness from such admixtures as are likely to come from the stag- 
nant pool of Asiatic civilization. 

The problem to be solved is a specific relief for a specific evil. 
There is no impending conflict between the Mongolian and Canca- 


sian races. If there is, God pity the Mongolians, for their days are 
numbered on the face of the The mighty and organized power 
of Caucasian civilization will soon sweep them and destroy the effete 
and powerless Mongolian. 

The evil is the importation of servile laborers, of diseased and lewd 
porem criminals, and paupers. Iwill vote for any measure that is 

irected to the correction of the evil. But ne necessity to use the 
words of my eloquent colleague is upon me to vote to exclude the 
laborers, skilled and unskilled, of one-third of the human race; to 
vote to forbid the naturalization of any citizen of China; to vote to 
place this nation subject to the oheye of punic faith in treaty obli- 
gation; to vote to revive a relic of slavery by establishing a system 
of passports and registration in this land of freedom; and, worst of 
all, to vote to fan the fierce flame of prejudice against a race of human 
beings, created by the same God as we are, endowed with emotions, 

apabilities of feelings of suffering or of joy, and, as I believ 
endowed with capabilities of education, civilization, progress, an 
Christianization. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I shall not detain this House at any 
great length in the discussion of questions having, in my judgment, 
nothing to do with the pending bill, which has for its object the ab- 
solute prohibition of Chinese immigration, How far this proceeding 
is in defiance of the free principles of our Government and in viola- 
tion of sacred treaty obligations has already in this debate been most 
ably and justly argued. In the few minutes I shall occupy I shall 
confine myself to the practical questions which are so apparent that 
he who runs may . For, sir, while I shall I hope be faithfal to 
the interests of the people of Massachusetts whom I have the honor 
in part to represent, I cannot forget I am also to take care in the dis- 
vent of my sworn duty that the general welfare of this whole coun- 
try shall not suffer. 

need not remind the intelligent gentlemen who honor me with 
their attention that if the nation is prosperous and triumphant in 
the markets of the world, their constituentsas well as mine will reap 
their share of the general success; while on the contrary if the nation 
is dishonored and driven from the markets of the world by bad faith 
and inconsiderate action we shall all suffer equal loss. ‘Therefore, 
to listen to the siren voice of some promised political and ion tala 
advantage is not only bad policy in statesmen who seek enduring 
national growth and success, but it is a crime against the genera- 
tions who are to follow us by the stain it fixes upon our national 
character, added to the positive injury it does to our trade and com- 
merce. 

In the first place, what has been accomplished by opening commu- 
nication with China and Japan? It has drawn across this continent 
the great trade of the world between the East and the West, and in 
this way compelled the building of the great line of railroad which 
binds the two oceans together. Not to speak of the enormous profits 
of the carrying trade, it has given us an advantage in pane the 

roducts of our manufacturing industries in the markets of China, 

ndia, and Japan, which almost defy calculation. So rapid and com- 

lete has been our successful competition in these markets as against 

Ingland, our t competitor, that for years a wail has gone u 
from the English press over the downfall of a rich trade which 
become to be believed to belong to England as almost of right. The 
most cordial and friendly relations have grown up between China and 
the United States. So important and promising had this fruit of our 
diplomacy been regarded, that when my honored predecessor in this 
Hall, Anson Burlingame, came here with the first mission from China 
to the United States it was hailed with a joy only equaled by the 
dismay it created in foreign courts, 

And, Mr. Speaker, the advantages which accrued to us from these 
friendly relations were real, and have been already stated in this dis- 
cussion in the millions of dollars added to our foreign commerce. It 
was, too, a commerce which represented markets opened up to the 

roductions of the manufacturing industries of the United States. 

hall these markets be forever closed against us by a mad and suici- 
dal policy, which, so far as I can see, has nothing to recommend it 
but some small and mean temporary political advantage? The Chi- 
nese Government has manifested toward us a friendship that has en- 
dured the severest strain, but we must not be oblivious to the fact 
that human nature is the same everywhere, and that sooner or later 
injustice and utter disregard of the common instincts of self-preserva- 
moy = our part will deprive us of a friendship so profitable and sat- 
isfactory. 

I dare say, sir, that the 100,000 Chinese now resident in the United 
States have not drawn one-tenth of the profit from the United States 
to China that our adventurous citizens in China have drawn from 
that empire to our shores, to be added to the aggregate of our na- 
tional wealth. Besides, Chinamen bring labor to develop the bound- 
less resources of our country, while we have ships, iron implemen 
and manufactured goods of infinite variety to sell, and China an 
India furnish a most 8 and certain market for their sale. 

How strange an anomaly is presented by this Con Millions 
of dollars are asked to be voted from the national in the 
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doubted. They are not justified by national honor or some supreme 
necessity. On the contrary they are in direct violation of our plighted 
faith and in opposition to every interest of our people. What, then, 
can be the motive for action so strange and disastrous? It is, Mr. 


Speaker, not far to find. Let me state it sharply and clearly and 
boldly. California, Nevada, and Oregon are supposed to hold the 
balance of political power in the next Presidential contest, and party 
leaders for party success cater to the labor element of those three 
States which has the possession of the ballot. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLOR] applied the touch-stone 
to this whole scheme when he said the other day that there would 
be no measure brought here like this if the 100,000 Chinese who now 
create such panic had in their hands the same ballot with those 
who compete with them in the labor market. It is unjust to the 
Chinese at whom it specially aims; it is dishonorable to us; it 
is injurious to our commercial and manufacturing interests; it is, 
in the homely language of Benjamin Franklin, paying too dear for 
our whistle. And I feel that I am 1 in harmony with the in- 
telligent, just, and law-abiding people of Massachusetts in casting 
my vote against such unwise legislation. It is un-Democratic, un- 
Republican, un-American. 

Mr. JOYCE. Mr. Speaker, I made up my mind at the beginning 
of this debate that I would take no part in it; that I would content 
myself with voting against what seemed to me to be a dishonest and 
dangerous proposition; but on more mature reflection I became sat- 
isfied that the people of my State will demand that I shal] speak as 
well as vote against this bill. 

After the t length of time occupied in the discussion of it by 
other gentlemen, I shall only trespass upon the patience of the House 
long pnpugh to give the reasons for my vote in the briefest manner 

ible. 

Ostensibly and in theory this purports to be a bill “to execute 
certain treaty stipulations relating to the Chinese,” but practicall 
and in fact itis to violate a treaty and prohibit for twenty years all 
Chinese laborers, whether skilled or unskilled, from coming to the 
United States. And this prohibition is intended to be so guarded 
and hedged about with fines, penalties, and imprisonments as to ab- 
solutely prevent its evasion or infringement. To the other nations 
of the earth, not affected by this legislation, it must appear strange 
and unaccountable that a country inhabited by a people made up of 
immigrants from every race under Heaven should, at the very begin- 
ning of the second century of its existence, attempt to build aronnd 
its territory a wall against foreigners, deeper and broader and higher 
than that which kept China from civilization and Christianity 
bi i hundred years. 

t must seem strange to them that a government founded and built 
upon the broad foundations of justiee and equality should, after 
having stood in the high pas of its power for a hundred years, and 
with outstretched arms welcomed toitsshores the oppressed and down- 
trodden of the whole earth; that a people who have grown rich and 
powerful and prosperous through the skill and courage and labor of 
this vast intlux of men from every land and clime; that a nation which 
fora century has marched to success and victory under a banner upon 
whose broad folds is emblazoned, in characters of living light, the 
immortal declaration that all men are politically free and equal before 
the law—lI say it must seem strange that such a people should, in the 
noontide light of such a history, forget their record, repudiate their 
principles, and tarnish their good name by placing upon the national 
statute-book a declaration which not only violates a solemn compact, 
makes a distinction between races, but which actually discriminates 
against labor. 

The great principle of the right of every man to life, liberty, and 
the pursuit of happiness is the corner-stone of our republican edifice 
and this principle carries with it the right to seek that liberty an 
happiness anywhere on earth he may choose to go. This right of 
emigration is a part and parcel of his liberty, an inherent, vested 
God-given right, indispensable to his happiness, and one which is far 
above and beyond all human laws and constitutions. 

The Con of the United States long ago declared by public 
statute in the most solemn manner that this right is beyond the legal 
control of the Government when it said: 

Whereas the right of expatriation is a natural and inherent right of all people 
r 2 he enjoyment of the rights of life, liberty, and the pursui 


ereas in the recognition of this principle this Government has freely received 
emigrants from all nations, and invested them with the rights of citizenship. 


The late Senator Morton, when speaking of this subject, declared: 


That a man's right to withdraw from his native country and make his home in 
another, and thus cut himself off from all connection with his native country, is 
a part of his natural liberty, and without that his liberty is defective. We o 
that the right to liberty is a natural, inherent, God-given right, and his liberty is 
imperfect unless it carries with it the right of expatriation. 


This bill is a bold and audacious denial of this great principle of 
expatriation ; it is a declaration limiting and circumscribing human 
rights; it flies in the face of the spirit and genius of ourinstitutions, 
and would, if it should become a law, fix a sti and a blot upon 
the history of our country of the past . 

The title of this bill indicates, as I have already said, that its ob- 
ject is ‘‘to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese.“ 

Now, sir, in order to ascertain whether this is the true intent and 


purpose of this legislation, let us look for a moment at the terms of 
the treaty made with China in 1880, relating to this subject of immi- 


gration. 

In article 1 of that treaty it is declared that 

Whenever in the opinion of the Government of the United States the coming of 
Chinese laborers to the United States, or their residence therein, affects or threat- 
ens to affect the interests of that country, or to 1 fed the good order of the 
said country or any locality within the territory thereof, the Government of China 
agrees that the Government of the United States may regulate, limit, or suspend 
such coming or residence, but may not absolutely prohibit it. The limitation or 

nsion shall be reasonable and shall apply only to Chinese who may go to the 
United States as laborers, other classes not being included in the tations. 
Legislation taken in regard to Chinese laborers beof such a character only as 
is necessary to enforce the tion, limitation, or suspension of immigration, 
and immigrants shall not be subject to personal maltreatment or abuse. 

The terms of this article of the treaty are clear, concise, and free 
from all ambiguity. It is as plain as the English language can make 
it, that the only power we have under this treaty is to “regulate, 
limit, or suspend in a reasonable manner such coming or residence ” 
of Chinese laborers, and this power is accompanied with a distinct 
affirmative declaration that we can “ not absolutely prohibit it.” 

It seems to me that this point needs and admits of no argument. 
No statement could make it plainer, and no argument can change the 
simple terms of this contract. 

After looking at the terms of this treaty and the provisions of the 
bill, no sane man will dare to deny that, instead of regulating, limit- 
ing, or suspending the coming or residence of Chinese laborers to this 
country, it absolutely prohibits them for twenty years. I contend, 
therefore, that this bill in its present shape isin open defiance of the 
terms of the treaty, and a flagrant violation of our solemn agreement. 

In view of this undeniable conclusion, I desire to ask gentlemen 
whether they think this great Government of ours, which claims to 
be and is the light and hope of the world, can afford to violate a 
solemn compact, entered into with China, weak and inoffensive 
though she may be? I beg gentlemen to pause and reflect before 
they commit such a wrong against China and place us in such a 
false and cowardly position before the world. 

It is said that 3,000,000 of people demand the passage of this bill. 
Admit they do; are we to pass it, if it is wrong, to please them? 
and are 3,000,000 to control and dictate the legislation of this coun- 
pat Had the other 47,000,000? But, sir, I deny that 3,000,000 people 
ask us to violate our treaty obligations with China and abandon the 
teachings of our fathers. ‘The masses of the people of California and 
the other States of the Pacific slope care very little about it, except 
as they are moved and acted upon by a class of men who are intlu- 
enced by lucre or political preferment. 

If the one hundred and five thousand Chinamen now in this country 
were armed with the freeman’s great weapon of defense, the ballot, 
you would never have heard of this bill, the eloquent lips of gen- 
tlemen who advocate it would be silent, and we should not now be 
haunted with the nightmare of ‘Chinese cheap labor.” It is be- 
cause they cannot vote, because they are helpless to defend them- 
selves, that these gallant gentlemen are now charging upon them 
with all the forces of hate, prejudice, and barbaric despotism. And 
so much do they fear the power of the ballot, even in the hands of 
these “heathen Chinee,” that in order to goara against all contin- 
gencies, they provide in section sixteen of the bill that “ hereafter 
no State court or court of the United States shall admit Chinese to 
citizenship.” We are told that we ought to vote for this bill because 
vot political parties have recommended it in their national plat- 

orms. 

Mr. Speaker, some gentlemen on this floor will remember when 
both the great political parties in this country fell upon their knees 
in the dust and besought the haughty slave power of the South to 
save them. One of them died at the time, as it deserved to, and the 
ee 0 been nothing but a walking corpse ever since, waiting for 

urial. 

The great Whig party went down with all its power, its strength, 
and its glory; the Democratic party remained, only to be from that 
time onward the adyocate of every wrong and the support and stay 
of every rotten institution, from the black curse of slavery down to 
treason, rebellion, and polygamy. 

Sir, with the platform of the Democratic party I have nothing to 
do; that pty is made up of a band of Esaus, who are ever ready 
to sell their birthright for a mess of political pottage: but I deny 
most emphatically, and challenge contradiction, that any word, sen- 
tence, or clause can be found in the Republican platform recommend- 
ing or foreshadowing such a measure as this. That platform is before 
me, and I will call the attention of the House to the plank relating 
to this subject. Hear it, consider it, and mark it wail 

Since the authority to regulate imm ion and intercourse between the United 
States and foreign nations rests with Congress or with the Uuited States and its 
treaty-making Ph ctor the Republican . ing the unrestricted immi- 
gration of the Chinese as an evil of 9 invoke the exercise of those 

wers to restrain and limit that immi on by the enactment of such just, 

umane, and reasonable provisions as will produce that result. 

Mr. Speaker, there is no prohibition in that platform; there is no 
violation of any treaty; there is no repudiation of long and well- 
established principles; there is no national dishonor, but the fore- 
shadowing of just precisely such a bill as the treaty authorizes, and 
as I am ready and anxious to support and vote for to-day. It pro- 
poses, when necessary, to limit, restridt, regulate, or suspend—not 


1882. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


absolutely to prehibit for twenty years—the immigration of the peo- 
ple of China into this country. To such legislation no reasonable 
man would object, and such a bill would command the voice and 
vote of every Republican in this House. I would by all just and 
reasonable measures, when necessary, protect our people from the 
evils of the so-called“ cooly labor,” from criminals, from prostitutes 
and diseased persons, by provide by the most stringent regula- 
tions that such ns should not anded upon our shores from 
China or any other country. Such alaw would be just and whole- 
some, would protect the people of California and Nevada, as well as 
every other portion of the country, and would violate no established 
principle or solemn compact. 

But, sir, I desire to say further than this that, while I believe in 
the principles of the Republican party ; while I am proud of its his- 
tory and record; while I believeit has saved this country and under 
God will preserve it; yet, if it could so far forget its origin and in- 
spiration, if it could for a moment lose sight of its past achieve- 
ments and d possibilities and command me to support this bill 
of outrage and national dishonor, I would refuse, for the first time, 
to obey its mandate. 

This is a question not of sentiment or policy, but of right and 

ustice. It addresses itself to my judgment and conscience, and in 
its decision and settlement no man nor party can control me. What 
I conceive to be right, to be my duty, I will do uninfluenced by any 
platform and unawed by any party. 

Now, sir, amend this bill al have suggested, so as to exclude from 
your shores all slaves and criminals and prostitutes and diseased 
persons from every coun and clime, and then pass it, and I will 
guarantee that with the aid of proper State legislation you will be 
able to protect the people and satisfy every demand of justice and 
humanity. 

The claim made that the Chinese should be excluded because the 
de not, and never will, assimilate with our people, is scarcely wo 
our notice. The same objection was made to the Irishman in 1854~55 
under the lead of the Know-nothing organization, and to the negro, 
penous to 1861, by the people of the South; but these prophecies 

lave all proved false, the fears then expressed groundless, and the 
Irishman and negro both vindicated their claim and right to Amer- 
ican citizenship in the great struggle fer national life we have since 
passed through. 

Again, the unusual and cruel manner in which these quiet and 
inoffensive Chinese have been treated by the ple of California 
woułd seem te render it almost impossible for them to assimilate, if 
they were disposed to. 

When the Englishman, the Irishman, the German, the Frenchman, 
or any other man, comes here you extend to him the hand of wel- 
come and give him an equal chance with the rest; but when a China- 
man appears, who has just as good aright to come here to better 
his condition and seek happiness as the others, you pelt him with 
stones and brickbats from the moment he leaves the vessel, and 
when at last he finds protection among his persecuted countrymen, 
you refuse to employ him, you will not allow him to enter your 
schools, you exclude him from the jury-box, you do not allow him 
to ha ve, exercise, or enjoy any of the rights of citizenship, and now, 
to complete the long list of his wrongs, you declare by this bill that 
he shall never be naturalized. 

Now, sir, how can you expect he will mix, assimilate, and become 
like you, when you drive him to his overcrowded hovel and will not 
low him to associate with Americans or hardly to come out of his 
dwelling? How can you expect him to become Americanized or be- 
come familiar with your ways and customs, when yon will not tol- 
erate him in your presence or allow him to come in contact with 
your people? How can you e t him to become educated when 
you shut the doors of your schools and colleges upon him, and de- 
prive him of every opportunity to learn your langu or become 
acquainted with you literature? How can you expect him to assimi- 
late with your people, or take an interest in your Government, when 
you exclude him from the jury-box and will not allow him to take 
any part in the administration of justice? What right have you to 
expect him to assume the form and spirit of citizenship, and interest 
himself in public affairs, when you declare by solemn act of Con- 
gress that he shall never be naturalized? 

This violent attempt to prevent by Federal law the civilization of 

ina from coming in contact with our own, and this crazy fear of 
allowing Chinese labor to come in competition with American labor 
betrays a weakness and cowardice not at all commendable, or in 
keeping with our history or the spirit of our people. 

Sir, I do not believe, and I am not willing to admit, in the blazing 
light of the victories of almost nineteen hundred years, under the 
banner of the cross, that Christian civilization cannot stand in the 
day of trial against the foolish mockeries and false gods of paganism. 
I am not ready to concede that free, educated American labor must 
crouch down and abandon the field when brought in competition 
with the servile labor of Europe and Asia. 

No, Mr. Speaker, let them come, and wherever and whenever these 
two ctvilizations, or these two classes of labor come together, yon 
will find the crescent will give way to the cross, and freedom will 
triumph over slavery; and instead of destroying the votaries of this 
false religion and degrading dogma, Christianity will enroll them 
5 her supporters and use them to extend and strengthen her 

ingdom, 


As a nation we have alwa 
theory, that error is never gerous when truth and reason are left 
free to combat it. Iam therefore not alarmed for our civilization, 
and under humane and reasonable provisions of law and proper 
municipal regulations limiting and restraining, when necessary, the 
immigration of foreigners te our shores, I have no fears that our 
laborers will suffer in consequence of bein brought into competi- 
tion with them either in California or anywhere else. 

Will any man contend for a moment that American laborers have 
been degraded or their condition made worse by the immense immi- 
gration which has been poured in upon our shores for the past fifty 
years frem every nation en the globe? Why, sir, ‘‘ while the emi- 

nt has bettered his own condition” and increased his happiness 

y coming among us, he has increased the wages of the American 
workman by his presence, and “has raised to a higher e of social 
life and wealth the American laborer whose place he has taken.” 

While I do not claim that a large influx of Chinese would be 
either desirable or profitable, yet I have no present fears regarding 
them, and cannot consent to join in this hue and cry, got up by in- 
terested and prejudiced persons, many of them no better the 
Chinese, who would resort to any measure however wicked, unjust, 
and cruel to get rid of them. 

Ido not claim that they are paragons of virtue and morality, or 
deny that they are, to some extent, afflicted with the failings and 
vices of the rest of mankind, yet I do claim that they are an indus- 
trious race, that they are economical, that they never beg, seldom 

et drunk, are never lazy, and if we are to credit those who have 

ved among them and ought to know, they are quiet, porary 
law-abiding, faithful to trusts, and are rarely, if ever, found in a 
court of justice either as a party in a civil suit or as respondent in a 
crimin rosecution. These commendable things, if true, shonld 
certainly be set down to their credit in the terrible reckoning you 
propose by this bill now to have with them. 

I am utterly unable, Mr. Speaker, to understand the reasoning or 
arguments of those gentlemen who oppose this bill in its present 
form, but intimate that they would vote for it if the time of pro- 
hibition was reduced from twenty to five or even ten years. I would 
not vote for it if the time was ee to one year, or even one hour, 
because I believe the total prohibition of these people from our shores 
for any length of time, however short, is not only unnecessary and 
uncalled for, but that it is a cowardly repudiation, in our dealings 
with a weak nation, of a just and long-established 1 in our 
Government, as well as a bold and open violation of the letter and 
spirit of our solemn treaty obligations with the people of China. 

It seems to me, then, that those gentlemen who base their opposi- 
tion to this bill on the ground that the time is too long, and say the 
would vote for it if the time was reduced, abandon the whole field, 
give away the whole case, and might as well vote for the bill as it is. 

f we have the right under the terms of the treaty to prohibit this 
immigration for one year, then we have for ten; and if for ten, then 
for twenty, and so on forever. But the fact is, we have no right to 
do it for a single moment even, and if some first-class Enropean 
power stood in the place of good-natured, peaceable China, we never 
should have attempted it. Aside from the great question of human 
liberty and personal right involved in the passage of this bill, I 
would oppose it on the greund of public poney. 

Down to fourteen years ago China had been for centuries as a sealed 
book to the rest of the world. .At that time Mr. Burlingame opened 
the gates of that rich empire to the tradeand commerce of the world, 
and since that our trade with that people has been both large and 
profitable. Can any man doubt that the p: of this bill, so un- 
just to China, such a bold open violation of the letter and spirit of 
our treaty, will greatly injure if not entirely destroy that trade? 
Such, it seems to me, must be the inevitable result; and inthelight 
of this fact isnot this question worth considering, before we areled by 
Li beam and blind hate to commit an act at once so unnecessary, 

ishonest, and dangerous ? 

Sir, itseems to me that the people of California should be the last 
poopie on earth to attempt to commit the Government to such a 

gerous and disgrace heresy as is contained in this bill. In 
the haleyon days of her history, before ‘‘sand-lot orators” and red- 
mouthed communists had obtained control of her government, Cali- 
fornia was controlled by men who knew the difference between mob 
violence and liberty protected by law. The stalwart pioneers who 
had emigrated to her golden shores not only from every State in the 
Union but from nearly every country on the globe knew the value 
of human liberty and the inestimable blessings of free government. 
Actuated by this great principle and imbued with this spirit they 
d in her organic law that We, the people of California, 

teful to Minig ty God for our e in order to secure its 

lessings do establish this constitution.” 
DECLARATION OF RIGHTS. 

SECTION 1. All men are by nature free and independent, and have certain in- 

alienable rights, among which are those of enjoying and defending life and gored 


sogro possessing, and defending property, and pursuing and obtaining safi 
happiness. i 


been 3 and have acted upon the 


> * * * * 
Src. 17. Foreigners who are or who may hereafter become bona fide residents of 
this State shall enjoy the same See eee to the possession, enjoyment, and 
e- tizens. 


inheritance of property as nativi 
This was the d 
built, and upon 


and broad foundation upon which the State was 
she must forever stand if she stands at all. 
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In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, and to sum up my objections to this 
bill, permit me to say that I am opposed to it— 

. it is in violation of the terms of the treaty of 1880, with 
na: 

Because it is hostile to the spirit ofour institutions ; 

Because it is in direct antagonism with the great principles of our 
civilization ; 

Because it is in contradiction of the policy we have always pur- 
sued toward all other nations; 

Because it isa bold and unwarrantable repudiation of our national 
declarations on this subject; 

Because it is a false and unnecessary admission, in a public law, that 
we have been 9 or two hundred and sary years; 

Because it is building the same wall against China which she kept 
up a the world for centuries, and which we helped England to 
pull down; 

Because it is a deadly blow at our growing commerce with one of 
the richest kingdoms on the globe; 

Because it is a palpable violation of the terms of the Republican 
platform of 1880; 

. Because foreign immigration more than anything else has built up 
this country and given us prosperity and tness ; 

Because 105,000 Chinamen, even if they are as bad as gentlemen 
ee distributed among 50, 000, 000 Americans can give no just cause 
of alarm. 

Mr. Speaker, I am profoundly en with the importance of 
the great principle involved in this bill. 

In the consideration I have given it, I have not been influenced 
by paon or prejudice. 

Ihave endeavored to look at it from the high stand-point of national 
honor and true statesmanship. 

I am sure this bill ought not to pass, and that every man who votes 


for it will in the end most deeply * Sa it. 
I would protect our people from the evils growing out of foreign 


ey, goa by the humane, just, and reasonable legislation I have 
1 y y sug ted, and beyond this I would welcome men from all 
ands and climes. 


I would bring them in contact with our civilization, teach them 
our language and laws, instruct them in our labors and industries, 
educate them in our schools and colleges, let them feel the power 
and influence of our holy religion, inspire them with our hopes and 
patrioti imbue them with our ambition, as fast as ible melt 
and crystallize them into our social life, and then set upon their heads 
the crowning glory of American citizenship. 

If we pursue this policy in the future as we have in the past we 
shall go on conquering and to conquer until barbarism shall disa 
pear, the cross supplant the idol, the teeming millions of the world 
acknowledge our power, and the whole earth bow down before the 

estic genius of our civilization. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
9 recognized. 

Mr. LL. Will the gentleman from Indiana reserve ten 
minutes of his time for me? 

Mr. ORTH. Iyield the gentleman from Minnesota ten minutes now. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I have 1 an opportunity to address the 
House during the week or ten days that this bill has been under 
discussion, and fearing I may have no other opportunity to express 
my views upon it, I embrace the present though not very inviting 
opportunity. 

cannot vote for the bill as it now Prep e now express the hope 
that it will have amendments made to it before the final vote shall 
be taken. I have no controversy to make with many of the gentle- 
men who have addressed the House upon the bill, and do not pro 
in the ten minutes allowed me to discuss the various provisions of the 
bill. I do not sympathize with some of the views which have been 
“ae here by gentlemen who have advocated the passage of this 

1 


Iam without very great fear as to the influence of a few Mongol- 
ians upon the civilization of the country, but believe that the civil- 
ization of the United States is not at to be affected by the incur- 
sions which may come to us from Asia or any other part of the world. 
I assume this position because of our national history. From the 
very beginning we have been a nation eminently American and our 
peculiarly distinctive character has not been at all damaged from the 
very earliest period of our history down to the present time. We 
have retained our present national character throughout our entire 
history, notwithstanding this annual and large influx of seemingly 
incongruous elements coming into the body-politic. 

I claim, Mr. Speaker, that this results not simply from our polit- 
ical and civil institutions but also because of our istian civi 
tion. Weare not afraid of these incoming elements, and I insist, 
sir, that we are more intensely republican to-day than we have ever 
been in the history of the nation; American republicanism has 
gained strength year by year, and at this very hour we are able to 
receive into our embraces as a nation whatsoever may come to us. 

I clearly admit that those men who come to us from Asia do not 
come to us as the other elements have come, and also admit all that 
may be said in this direction; yet Ido not think that a t nation of 
fifty millions, with institutions broad and generous and liberal, meet- 
ing the aspirations of every human breast, need, be particularly 


alarmed about the incoming of a hundred thousand Mongolians. I 
hardly ne with se colleague [Mr. WASHBURN] who spoke yes- 
terday. He spoke with force, with eloquence, and with good logic, 
yet I y agree with him in his conclusions that American labor 
is just now put in peril by the immigration from Asia. When this 
peril shall impend the laboring men of the country, then we will seek 
a treaty under which we can honorably suspend, fully and forever. 

But I rose to speak more in reference to the treaty which we have 
with China. We all remember the congratulations which the nation 
claimed for itself from the other nations of the world when we opened 
the walls of China, and when we made the progress we did in bring- 
ing about the original Burlingame treaty. It was claimed that 
America had achieved the t triumph of the age. We had opened 
the walls of Japan, we opened the walls of China, and we had 
brought about commercial relations with those great nations. We 
made ourselves proud in our congratulations over our achievements 
at that time. 

After that treaty was ratified and went into operation we have 
lately had another treaty made. And I say to the gentlemen from 


California, and to every man who advocates the of this bill, 
that I here reach my stone of stumbling. I will not here or else- 
where find fault with gentlemen who have argued the eof this 


bill. I do not propose to combat the views which they have pre- 

sented, but when we come to the present a treaty I find my 

trouble. It hardly will do for a great nation like the Republic of 

America to make a treaty with any nation and then trifle with its 

terms and conditions. A nation gets nothing of honor, gets cer 

or ghey in the family of nations when it in the slightest degree sh 
ifle with its solemn stipulations. 

In this late negotiation the people of the United States said to 
China, Enter into another treaty with us, and among other thin 
a that we may suspend immigration of your people into the 

nited States for a ‘reasonable’ period.” That is our declaration 
to them. Whether we went too far or otherwise is not the question. 
We solemnly declared to China, and at the same time we solemnly 
declared to all the other treaty-making nations of the world that if 
we did pro 8 nsion that suspension should be reasonable. 

Now, right here, I say again I find my difficulty in voting for this 
bill. If the friends of this bill are wise and are willing to yield the 
concessions which are demanded, they will consent to strike out the 
word “twenty ” and to insert the word “ten.” When the friends of 
the bill consent to that amendment, then my trouble ceases, and my 
vote will be seeured for the bill as thus amended. 

Will the nations of the world say that a suspension of immigration 
for twenty years is reasonable? Will not the world rather say that 
twenty years is an unreasonable length of time for a suspension? As 
some gentlemen have said, a suspension of twenty years is equiv- 
alent to a suspension for the life-time of a generation; that it oper- 
ates as a total and complete suspension. 

Fix the time of suspension at twenty years, and during that time 
all the results of the past will be lost; we will lose not only the 
commerce that would come to this nation from China, but we put 
ourselves in the attitude of trifling with the nation with whom we 
have sought treaty stipulations. 

In this city is the house where resides the Chinese minister. He 
is an intelligent gentleman and worthily represents the ancient Em- 
pire of China near the seat of our Government. If I should vote for 
a suspension of twenty years, I could not ride past that house with- 
out feeling that I had played a trick on that nation, and by my vote 
had indorsed an action that the nation he represents had not agreed 
to in the ee 

I have said that here and just here I find the ground of my oppo- 
sition to this bill, A suspension of ran deep for twenty years 
is unreasdnable, By the statesmen of England, by the statesmen of 
the world, a suspension of twenty years will not be deemed a rea- 
sonable suspension. If unreasonable in the slightest degree, then 
what have we gained for ourselves other than a national taint which 
will do us infinite damage, not simply now, but throughout all the 
years to come? 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ORTH. Mr. Speaker, the principles involved in the bill now 
under discussion are as important as any that can be brought to the 
consideration of Congress or the attention of the country. 

The grave question is presented whether sufficient cause exists for 
our Government and people to cast aside the cherished traditions of 
our past history—to repeal, at least by implication, the laws which 
by common consent, have been placed on our statute-book ; to infringe 
upon the spirit if not the letter of treaties most solemuly ratified 
and to adopt a policy in direct opposition to the genius of our insti- 
tutions and the cherished principles of the fathers. 

Congress is now deliberating whether we shall forsake those prin- 
ciples, turn our backs upen those traditions which adorn the most 
brilliant pages of our history, and take a backward step which if 
followed to its logical sequence will, in my judgment, place us but 
little in advance of the times known in erf bled the “dark ages” 
of the world. Let us not forget that this deli tion and proposed 
action is eg haves in the closing hours of the nineteenth century, 
a century which stands out most pre-eminently in man’s history as 
having witnessed more substantial reforms in human government, 
as having conferred greater benefits and blessings on mankind col- 
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lectively and individually, as having made more rapid and perma- 
nent advancement in learning, in morals, in science, in practical 
human knowledge, in the elevation and improvement of mankind 
than any other century or any half dozen centuries which have pre- 
ceded it. And in all this grand march, in all these sublime achieve- 
ments, the American Government and the American people have 
nobly held the unchallenged leadership. 

From the landing at Plymouth Rock, from the settlement at James- 
town down through all our varied history, our people have placed 
themselves on God’s word and announced their belief that He had 
“ made of one blood all nations of men for to dwell on all the face 
of the earth.“ This is the foundation stone upon which our people 
have erected the grandest structure of human government known 
to man’s history. Stil 

The first political document promulgated by the feeble colonies in 
vindication of their action formulated this faith into the declaration 
that all men are created equal,” “endowed with certain inalienable 
rights, among which is” „the pursuit of happiness,” and from which 
followed as an inevitable corollary the doctrine of expatriation, which 
is the right of man to go wheresoever his tastes, his judgment, or his 
interests might lead him. 

And yet we are gravely told in this debate that these are mere 
“sentiments,” opinions founded merely on passion or feeling. Our 
entire history and the character and conduct of our people contra- 
dict such an assumption. The doctrine of “ expatriation” or the 
right of migration is coeyal with our national existence, and for 
which we never ceased to contend until it was conceded by all na- 
tions, and on the 27th day of July, 1868, we placed the following 
declaration on our statute-book, namely: 

Whereas the right of expatriation is a natural and inherent right of all peopl 
indispensable to the enjoyment of the rights of life, liberty, and the pursuit o 
5 wert inthe recognition of this principle this Government has freely received 
emigrants from all nations, and invested them with the rights of citizenship. 

It is rather a remarkable coincidence that on the very day follow- 
ing the passage of the foregoing law, namely, July 28, 1868, we formed 
onr (Burlingame) treaty with China, and which contains this clause : 

The United States of America and the Emperor of China cordially recognize the 
inherent and inalienable right of man to change his home and all ce, and also 
the mutual advantage of the free migration and emigration of their citizens and 
subjects respectively from the one country to the other for purposes of curiosity, 
of trade, or as permanent residents. 

I ask again, is all this merely a “sentiment?” Our people have at 
least shown a most laudable persistency in adhering to it until it 
has become a part of our laws and our treaties, and is the practical 
result of the invitation we have given and the promise we have made 
to all peoples: to come to our shores, without regard to race or re- 
ligion, and enjoy with us the benefits of free government. 

Now it is proposed to strike down this principle, to restrict, to sus- 
pend—yes, virtually to destroy this right of migration. In this view 
of the question have I stated the case too strongly when I say that 
the doctrine embraced in this bill is as important as any that can 
engage our attention? By its passage P ses strike a blow at the right 
of migration which might hereafter affect the emigrant from other 
lands than China. If we shall for some supposed grievance say to 
the Chinese you shall not come, what is there to prevent, in the 
frenzy of some fancied evil, the extension of this wall of exclusion to 
other nations? I grant you, there is at present no apparent danger 
of this being done, but who can forecast the horoscope of the future, 
with all its varied phases of ambition, self-interest, excitement, or 
prejudice, which will then appeal for justification and precedent to 
the law which we now proposi to enact and to the policy which its 
enactment will inangurate 

It is but recently, as we apply time to nations, that we desired to 
bring ourselves into relations with the nations of the Kast, with China 
and Japan, whose history and characteristics were to the outside 
world a sealed book. It could, however, readily be conjectured that 
the labor, the ingenuity, the productions of its teeming millions, 
would be an important factor in the future commerce of the Pacific 
Ocean, and bring untold wealth to the nations which should be so 
fortunate as to control their trade and commerce. 

After the acquisition of California and the rapid settlement of Ore- 
gon it became apparent that the commerce of the Pachec would in 
the near future rival that of the Atlantic; that it would naturally 
belong to us, and that if we stretched out a friendly hand in honest 
welcome it would come to our shores. 

We extended the welcome, and on the 28th day of July, 1868, a 
treaty was negotiated between the United States and China, which 
among others, contains the following provisions, alike liberal an 
honorable to both nations, namely: 


ARTICLE V. 
The United States of America and the Em; 
the inherent and inalienable Fest of man to change his home and allegiance, and 
also the mutual ee of the free migration and — of their citizens 
and subjects, respectively, from one country to the other, for the pw of curios- 
Ae! trade, or as permanent residents. The high contracting parties, therefore, 
join in reprobating any 2 55 8 rey vo 1 577 y 8 for nee pur- 
a ey consequen: o pass laws making it a penal offense for a citi- 
con af the United States Or ORUA Zulhect to take 5 either to the 
United States or to any other foreign 3 or for a Chinese subject or citizen 
vf the United States to take citizens of the United States to China or to any other 
foreign country, without their free and voluntary consent respectively. 


of China cordially recognize 


ARTICLE VI. 
Citizens of the United States ee uel residing in China shall enjoy the samo 


rivileges, immunities, or exemptions in respect to travel or residence as may there 
enjoyed by the citizens or su of the most favored nation. And, recipro- 
cally, Chinese subjects visiting or residing in the United States shall enjoy the 
same privileges, immunities, and exemptions in t to travel or residence as 
may there be enjoyed by the citizens or subjects of the most favored nation. But 
nothing herein contained shall be held to confer naturalization upon citizens of 
the United States in China, nor upon the subjects of China in the United States. 
ARTICLE VII. 

Citizens of the United States shall ge x Sey the privileges of the public ednca- 
tional institutions under the control of the Government of China; and recipro- 
cally Chinese subjects shall enjoy all the privil of the public educational insti- 
tutions under the control of the Government of the United States which are enjoyed 
in the respective countries by the citizens or subjects of the most favored nation. 
The citizens of the United States may freely establish and maintain schools with- 
in the Empire of China at those places where foreigners are by treaty permitted 
to reside, and, reciprocally, Chinese subjects may enjoy the same privileges and im- 
munities in the United States. 

When said treaty was ratified the number of Chinese already in 
this country did not exceed 60,000. The census of 1870, the year after, 
showed the actual number then in this country to be 62,736, while 
the number now in this country, as shown by the census of 1880, is 
105,448, showing an increase of immigration in ten pe of only 
42,712. Are these figures so alarming as to require of us this most 
extraordinary legislation? A 

Taking the same ratio of decennial increase, how long in the distant 
future will it be before their numbers in our country will seriously 
threaten the existence of our institutions and our civilization? And 
yet, preposterous as is the assertion, it is seriously made by the advo- 
cates of this bill. A so-called “public sentiment,” however created or 
for what p created, demanded a change ifnot an entire abro- 

tion of that treaty, and during the last year, 1881, we urged its re- 

ormation. The Chinese Government most reluctantly consented to 
a modification, as follows, namely : 
ARTICLE I. 


suspend such coming or residence, but may not e e prohibit it. The lim- 
ion shall be reasonable, and shall app omy, to Chinese who 


ARTICLE II. 

Chinese subjects, whether proceeding to the United States as teacht rs, students, 
merchants, or from curiosity, together with their body and househeld servan: 
and Chinese laborers who are now in the United States, shall be allowed to goan 
come of their own free will and accord, and shall be accorded all the rights, 2 
le; immunities, and exemptions which are accorded to the citizens and subjects 
of the most favored nations. 

ARTICLE III. 


If Chinese laborers, or Chinese of any other c now either permanently or 

tem g in the territory of the United Si meet with ill mt 

at the hands of any other persons, the Government of the United States will exert 

all its power to devise measures for their protection and to secure to them the same 

rights, privileges, immunities, and exemptions as may be enjoyed by the citizens 

or subjects of the most favored nation, and to which they are entitled by treaty. 
ARTICLE IV. 

The high contractin having agreed the fi ing arti hen- 

ever the Toxecoment Sf tho United States à adopt legislative He Toni 

ce therewith such measures will be communicated to the Government of 
China. Ifthe measures as enacted are found to work hardshipsupon the subjects 
of China the Chinese minister at Washington may bring the ma‘ to the notice 
of the Secretary of State of the United States, who will consider the subject with 
him; and the Chinese foreign office may also bring the matter to the notice of the 
United States minister at Peking and consider the subject with him, to the end 
that mutual and unqualified benefit may result. 

It is by virtue of this modification of the treaty that it is sought 
to pass this bill, and the reasons given for its passage are more mani- 
fold than cogent. Let us examine them. 

Among these are— 

First. The great influx will endanger our institutions. I have 

2 given the number, both when the Burlingame treaty was 
ratified and by tie census of 1880. Irepeat there is nothing alarmin; 
in these numbers. There is one Chinaman for every five ad 
Americans, and I submit it is not creditable to our manhood to as- 
sert that the five hundred Americans are likely to be overcome by 
the done heathen Chinee.” Then again it is well known that they 
are by no means amigratory people, nor ive in their character. 
For centuries 9 have occupied about the same territory, and never 
disturbed that of their neighbors. 
_ Secondly. They do not speak our lan e. If we confined our 
immigrants to the English-speaking nations of the world we should 
notcount them as we do now, by the thousands and tens of thousands 
who annually seek our land. 

Thirdly. They do not wear our kind of clothes. This is doubt- 
less owing to the belief that their mode of dress is more becoming to 
the human form than the style to which we are accustomed. Put 
who among us felt like raising this objection to the hundreds of Men- 
nonites who lately emigrated from Russia, settled in Kansas, and 
still dress in the sheep-skin clothes so universally worn by the in- 
habitants of the plains of Russia? : 

Fourthly. They are pagans. The crowning glory of our ponoy lies 

religion, 


in the fact that it neither recognizes nor enforces any form o 
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but leaves that question to the individual conscience of every citi- 
i t on account of his 


zen. We have never excluded any immi, 
religion or his want of el The Christian and the Hebrew, the 
Mohammedan and the heathen, all occupy the same platform of re- 


ligious equality. We send our missionaries to convert the pagan in 
China; why repel him when he yoluntarily places himself within 
the reach of our Christian civilization? 

Fifthly. He takes no interest in our Government. Do you mean 
by this that he does not immediately on his arrival repair to the 
“sand lots” of San Francisco and kamami the boisterous multi- 
tude upon their special duty on election days? Thisobjection comes 
with a poor grace when it is known that we refuse to giye him an 
interest in our Government or permit him to assume the rights and 
responsibilities of citizenship. We deny to him therights which we 
cheerfully accord to every other immi t, and as if to emphasize 
this denial the sixteenth section of this bill provides“ that hereafter 
no State court or court of the United States shall admit Chinese 
to citizenship; and all laws in conflict with this act are hereby 
re ed.“ 


ixthly. He takes his money back to China and thus impoverishes 
the country. Does he not leave in the country a dollar’s worth of 
labor for every dollar he carries away? And if he works cheaply, 
as is alle; 1 he leaves with us two dollars’ worth of work for the 
dollar he takes home. 
Seventhly. When he dies his bones are taken back to his native 
country, This is rather a praiseworthy sentiment. But let me ask, 
why do you wish to have his bones if you object to having his body 


here? 
There are other reasons given for the p: of this bill to which I 
shall presently allude, to show that in my ju ent they are equally 


untenable. In 1876 Congre in obedience to Lord erie d for 
a thorough investigation of this subject, appointed a joint commit- 
tee of both Houses, of which the late lamented Senator Morton was 
chairman. They repaired to the Pacific coast and entered upon a 

most exhaustive examination of all facts bearing or tending to 
throw light upon this much-talked-of Chinese question. The testi- 
mony, taken from citizens of all shades of opinion, and from every 
occupation in life, forms a volume of 1,253 pages, and is found among 
the archives of Congress. 

Although Senator Morton did not live to fully complete and pre- 
sent his report to Congress, he had neverthelesspro far enough 
to give his “ views” upon the leading points which had engaged the 
attention of the committee, and the authenticity of these views admits 
of no cavil or doubt. I shall briefly refer to these views, remarking 
that they are eminently worthy the head and the heart of the dis- 
tinguished statesman. 

My colleague, [Mr. CALKINS, ] in his remarks favoring the passage 
of his bill, said: 


tion as would eee ater es to exclusion, would be an innovation upon 
which we had regarded heretofore as one of the great rights or pillars of our Gov- 
erum 


ent. 
I am for this bill because it will restrain crime and prevent pauperism and dis- 
ease. 
I do not understand that the bill before the House is obnoxious to the points 


made by Senator Morton. 
udgment he has totally misapprehended the ition of 
in accord 


In my i a p 
Senator Morton if he pi Hea that his views“ are at 
with the provisions of this bill. The following extract from the 
Morton report fully bears me out in my position: 

As Ameri standing upon the great doctrine to which I have referred, and 
seeking to ed the masses into their belief, and e ed with the administra- 
tion of the laws by which equal rights and protection be extended 
races and conditions, we cannot now safely take a new 2 which, in an- 
other form, shall resurrect and re-establish those odious di of race which 
brought upon us the late civil war, and from which we ae Arias that God in 
his providence had delivered us forever. If the Chinese in California were white 

le, being in all other respects what they are, I do not believe that the com- 
plaints and warfare made against them would have existed to any considerable 
extent. ‘Their difference in color, dress, manners, and religion have, in my judg- 
ment, more to do with this hostility than their alleged vices or any actual injury 
to the white people of California. 

And the following extract serves to confirm what I have already 
said as to the position of the late Senator: 

In dealing with this question, we should consider and act upon poen princi- 
ples, and should hesitate before adopting a new policy which would be at variance 
with the genius of our institutions, and enable the world to say that the princi- 
ples upon which we professed to establish our Government in the g. and 
upon which we took our place among nations, have yielded to derations of 
doubtful iency, in conflict with our general Pape fessions and character. As 
before si „our s h as a republic consists in our faithful adherence to the 
doctrines upon which it was established, and to the education of our people in 
their truth, without regard to any temporary interest or condition. 

Another reason given for their exclusion is that they are unhealthy 
and likely to spread di in any community in which they may 
be located, and especially that the loathsome disease of small-pox 
prevails constantly among them. 

I beg to say that an examination of the “‘ testimony” reported b 
the joint committee fails entirely to corroborate these statements. 
read the following from page 643 of said report: 


Arthur B. Stout sworn and examined. 
By Mr. Brooks: 

is your business? 
Lam a p 


2 


have you resided in this State? 
e 1849. 


q Bare p ic your profession since that time ? 
Q: Have yon held any office under the State connected with that profession ? 
Yes, sir; I am now a member of the State board of health. I have had no 


other official appointment, although I have been in the public hospital as physi 


g Where have you resided? 
In San , constantly. 
Q. 5 your office and residence to what is known as the Chinese 


quarter 
A. Right in the midst of it. s 
i ga Dune there before the Chinese came to that quarter? 
. Yes, sir. 
Q. During your residence there have known of any disease, any pestilence, 
and spreading in there, or 3 from there? y 
No, as none. 
. The Chinese live in that quarter very closely, do they not? 


. nee closely, some! ` 
Q. How is it that you account for the fact that under these circumstances they 


are sppareatly so healthy! 

A. Their frugal life gives them more immunity from disease. They eat only 
what is necessary to live upon. They eat to live, and do not live to eat. They 
re clean 5 N and they 3 bate ng B have ae seen a drunken 

inaman in m e. ey consequently o a better resistin; w he 
attack of 3 N 5 Lars a 
Q What is their habit in regard to ablations? 
They constantly wash themselves. 
The whole person, or only the face and hands “ 
Mx observation of the men is that they keep themselves clean. Their clothes 
are clean. As mechanics or workmen they keep themselves very clean. 

Q. What is the comparative mortali 

x e com ve mo! ty among the Chinese and the whites of this 
cit 8 a 1 8 Sn: 
Š o death. rate is greater among the whites than among the Chinese. 

Q. has is the comparative mortality among adult Chinam: en and adult white 

er 

A. The amount is greater with adult white people. 

Have they had epidemics in the Chinese quarter ? 
o, sir; I. pox has been among them, as it has been others, but 
I think there has been leas * among them—I mean the ratio of population 
allowed—than with the whites. en you come to take up the question of small- 
E 1 onan piporna the Chinese from the charges all: against them of 
introdu: 


And the further charge made during this debate is that “leprosy 
exists among them all the time.” In reference to this disease and its 
extent among them, Dr. Stout, in his testimony contained in said re- 
port says, in response to the question, “ What has been your experi- 
ence in reference to the Chinese leprosy ?” 


I think that the hue and cry made about it is a farce. Leprosy is a disease of 
It had its existence under certain metances of 


late a person covered with 8 n would 
a person with small-pox you 

pos It is comm: © may say, by slow degrees. If 
with a man for six months or a year, be in close contact, get tho 
n upon you, and breathe his breath for a long time, very likely 

then you ep catch the leprosy; but it is one of those chronic diseases which, 
wa: 


although in 8 need excite no fear; and it is not near as horrible 
as other diseases of the skin that we have, such as psoriasis and phthosis, two 
diseases ble than the leprosy. 


which are certainly more e and 

I have seen the leprosy in the north of Italy. If you exclude a people because a 
few cases of leprosy have occurred amo om ze would exclude the Italians, 
because in Lombardy it is a recognized panos which prevails there all the time. 


So also are the charges in reference to the question of Chinese 
labor and its effect upon white labor. The Chinaman lives cheaply, 
is industrious and economical; but instead of degrading white labor 
his presence there tends to elevate it, for the simple reason, if none 
other, that he seeks and performs a species of labor which the Amer- 
ican does not seek nor has any desire to perform. Labor is not cheap 
in the Pacific, and no one having due respect for the laboring man 
desires cheap labor anywhere. On this most interesting question 
Senator Morton was fully competent to speak, and this is his lan- 


r boy the question broadly, and at the effect which Chinese labor has ex- 
erted in fornia, running h a period of twenty-five years, I am strongly 
of the opinion that but for the presence of the Chinese California would not now 
have more than one-half or two-thirds of her present white population ; that Chi- 
nese labor has opened up many avenues and new industries for white labor, made 
many kinds of business possible, and laid the foundation of mannfacturing inter- 
ests that bid fair to rise to enormous proportions; that the presence of the Chinese, 
8 the prospect for labor at reasonable rates, induced the transfer of largo 
amounts of capital and immigration to California, and of large numbers of business 
and enterp: g men, thus making California the most inviting field for immi- 
its from every class of society, including laboring men; and, lastly, that the 

boring men of California have ample employment and are better paid thanin 
almost any other part of the country. 

* * * 


* * „ * 
The testimony shows that the intellectual capacity of the Chinese is Hees bar ine 
to that of white le. ‘Their ability to acquire the mechanic arta, and to imitate 
every process and form of workmanship, very high, and was declared By 
many of the witnesses to be above that of white people; and their general intel- 


power to understand mathematics, and master any subject presented to the 
human understanding, to be quite equal to that of any pe Ney — 
* * * * * 


. * 

The evidence established the fact that Chinese labor in California is as free as 
any other. 3 come as free men and are their own masters absolutely. In 
many cases the; to repa, 
from their in this coun with large interest an agreement which, to 
their credit be it said, they rarely to perform. Nearly all of them upon their 
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arrival become members of one or the other of the Six Companies of San Francisco, 

for which they pay an initiation fee, and through that they do their business, make 

their contracts for labor, make remittances to China, deposit their Sas en 
€ 


ents for the return of their bones to China, should they die. 

are much given to co: ions and companies, and understand well the power 
advantage of combination. They frequently work in associations under 
the direction of a head man, who keeps their accounts and transacts their busi- 
ness. The most of the Chinese who come here are young men and boys. 


These views“ and conclusions of Senator Morton are based upon 
a thorough examination of the subject and substantiated by a large 
mass of testimony collected by his committee, some of which I beg 
leave to bring to the attention of the House and the country: 


John II. Hill sworn and examined: 

I came to California in July, 1850; have resided principally in Sonoma County. 
I have been East e e to visit my children, but ma County has been 
my place of residence ; have been a farmer in Sonoma County; cultivator of fruit 
principally ; employ Chinese labor; I find them, from See to be tem 
industrious, honest, and laborers, no trouble whatever; is acommon 
practice in Sonoma County to employ Chinese. I think in my. borhood there 
must be, a some five hun Chinamen employed. It isp ad! Seo 
growing district. They are engaged largely in cultivating the grape for the farm- 


ers 

Q Could you get white labor to do that work ! k 

. I do not think we could, I think it is one of the industrial resources of the 

country that would have to be abandoned if it depended upon white labor. There 
are certain seasons of the year when a large to the number of 
hands is required, when the crop is ripening, and I do not think white men could 
be got on the spur of the moment to do the work. i 

Charles Wolcott Brooks, who visited China to study the people and their civili- 
zation. Page 941, Congressional report: 2 

Laborin, Chinaman, when poor and in debt, live, save, and thrive on wages far 
below our laborers, because . in their religion; but experience 
has shown that after they are fo: ed, they become more free in the distribu- 
tion of their money, 5 what will most conduce to their comfort. 
Human nature is sin ly e the world over. It is natural to use the gains 
our labor has brought us. As a people, they are neat, orderly, and skillful; not 
readily excelled in handicraft; fragel, ustrious, teachable, patient, and intel- 
ligent. They make excellent honuse-servants, and may be trained to cook skill- 
fully in any style. When taught by French cooks it is difficult to excel them. 
With one explanation thoroughly ers they will need no further instruc- 
tion or correction. 5 occasionally be sullen, but never stupid. 5 


not given to excessive , but are quiet, peaceful, and 33 
manipulation is careful, and often extraordinary. They w make dexterous 
cotton-pickers ; never b ing ones. 

Page 666, Congressional report: 

Charles Crocker sworn and examined. 

By Mr. BEE: 
Q. How long have you been in this State? 
A. I have been here twenty-six years. 


Q What has been your business? : 
. For the last fifteen or sixteen years I have been building railroads. 
* * 


By the CHAIRMAN: 
Q How long have you lived on this coast? 
. Twenty-six years. 
Q. You have been acquainted with the operations of the Chinese since their first 
arrival here? 


make arran; 


A. Yes, sir. 
Q. State what, in your judgment, is their effect upon white labor, whether they 
have the effect to deprive w men of employment, or have had that effect at any 


time. 
A. I think that they afford white men labor. I think that their presence here 


affords to white men a more elevated class of labor. As I said before, if you should 
would take seventy-five thou- 


drive these seventy-five thousand Chinamen off you 

sand white men from an elevated class of work and put them down todo 

class of labor that the Chinamen are now doing, and instead of elevating } 

degrade white labor to that extent. For any man to ride through California, from 
one end of this State to the other, and see miles upon miles of uncultivated 
land, and in the mountains millions of acres of timber, and the foot-hills . — 
for some one to go and cultivate them, and then talk t there being too mu 
labor here in the country is simply nonsense, in my estimation. There is labor for 
all, and the fact that the Chinamen are here gives an T to white men to 
go in and cultivate this land where they cou! cultivate it 

Other arguments failing, the Republicans of the House are admon- 
ished that they must support this bill because our late national 
platform contains this provision, namely: 

Since the authority to regulate immigration and intercourse between the United 
States-and foreign nations rests with or with the United States and its 
treaty-making power, the blican i g the unrestricted immigra- 
Dove to rosteata sued tas tao BOCETOS VY toe PANGEN of gach juss, basen; 

Tes! an © 
Bod reascanble provisions as will produce that result. x 

Even admitting for the sake of the argument the binding effect 
of everything which a 3 convention sees fit for the occasion 
to insert in its party platform, this bill differs essentially from the 
platform. Mark the concluding sentence which declares for an “en- 
actment of just, humane, and reasonable provisions.” 

I am opposed to the bill because it conflicts with the platform, 
because it is neither “just, humane, nor reasonable.” 

A word in conclusion. Iadmit that there are some evils connected 
with Chinese immigration. It is not at all surprising that such do 
exist, but in my judgment they are not so grievous, not so intoler- 
able as is alleged. I will cheerfully support any “just, humane, and 
reasonable” bill to remedy and remove those evils. 

We have the authority to ‘‘regulate” immigration; we have fre- 
quently exercised this authority in reference to Euro’ immi 
tion, but we have done it justly, humanely, and reasonably. But we 
have no authority, except “the authority of might,” to pass such a 
bill as this. I oppose it because it violates a solemn treaty of the 
Government. To “suspend” tara Dar for twenty years amounts 
to a prohibition, and this is exp: y inhibited by the words of the 
last treaty. i 

Į will yote to exclude (as we have an undoubted right to do) all 


servile or cooly labor; but I am opposed to this bill because it ex- 
cludes all Chinese laborers, whether skilled or unskilled,” however 
moral and upright in all respects, Ishall vote against this bill unless 
it is properly amended, because I am opposed to all legislation 
founded on“ race, color, or previous condition of servitude.” We 
have no such odious laws now upon our statute-book, and no vote of 
mine shall ever be given to place any there. 

Bring us a bill that is not founded on race or color; one that will 
protect our people from the influx of servile cooly labor; one that 
will keep us from contact with disease or crime, or from a class of 
immigrants whe are unfit or undesirable members of the body-politic, 
and no one will give it a more hearty support than myself. 

But this proposed legislation is based on race and color, is in der- 
ogation of justice and right, subverts the time-honored traditions 
of the fathers, tramples alike upon treaties and statutes, strikes 
at the fundamental principles of republicanism, and seeks to rob our 
nation of the brightest 2 in its coronet of glory. 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman from California, General ROSECRANS, is 
confined to his room by sickness. He has prepared some remarks 
upon this bill and desires to have them printed in the RECORD. I 
ask consent that they be so printed. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. [See 
a ace 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SHERWIN] is recognized by the Chair as entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PAGE. If the gentleman will yield to me I will move that 
the House now adjourn, so that the next legislative day may be 
commenced at twelve o’clock, 

Mr. SHERWIN. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. PAGE. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and rae ay ah (at eleven o’clock and 
fifty minutes a. m., Thursday, March 23) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BREWER: The petition of the State board of visitors of 
Rutgers Scientific School, of New Jersey, praying for the establish- 
ment of an educational fund, &c.—to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

By Mr. CORNELL: The petition of 30 citizens of Shandaken; of 
Jacob H. Tremper, jr., and 30 others; of J. Mathews and others, of 
Olive; of Swart Brothers and others, of Kingston; of C. M. Merritt 
and 20 others; of John S. Bray and 30 . citizens of Kingston; 
of 50 citizens of West Shokan; of citizens of Ulster County; of J. 
M. Van Valkenburgh and others, of Lexington; of 25 citizens of 
Schohaire County ; of 40 citizens of Lexington, Greene County; and 
of 50 citizens of Hurley, in the State of New York, for a reduction 
of the duty on sugar to a rate not exceeding 25 per cent. ad valorem 
severally to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CURTIN: The petition of citizens of Du Bois, Pennsylvania, 
praying Congress to take such action as will result in the y 
trial of American citizens now confined in British jails—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON : The petition of 130 citizens of Apalachicola, 
Florida, for an appropriation for the improvement of the harbor at 
that place—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DEZENDORF: The petition of Benjamin P. Loyall, of 
Norfolk, Virginia, to be paid the sum of $435.93 now standing to his 
credit on the books of the Treasury Department for services ren- 
dered in the United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Nathaniel Nash—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Joseph H. Rainey, praying to be reimbursed 
for balance due him for actual and necessary expenses incurred in 
contested-election cases in the Forty-fourth and Forty-fifth Con- 

to the Committee on Elections, 

By Mr. FISHER: The petition of ex-soldiers, now residing in 
Huntingdon County, Pennsylvania, for the passage of the bill to 
establish a soldiers’ home at Erie, Pennsylvania—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GARRISON: The petition of the mayor, common council, 
and citizens of Fredericksburgh, Virginia, for an appropriation to con- 
struct a road from said city to the national cemetery located near 
that place—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Memorialof merchants, planters, mechanies, and 
laborers of Louisiana, in favor of the termination of the Hawaiian 
treaty—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HALL: The petition of William Waterhouse and others, 
citizens of Barrington, New Hampshire, for the passage of a bill for 
the suppression of polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. J. HAMMOND: Memorial of Jesse H. Jones and others, 
in opposition to the adoption of the French metric system, praying 
that it shall not be made legal in any Government transactions—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 


By Mr. HARDENBERGH: Memorial of manufacturers of what is 
known as weiss beer, in relation to a bill to regulate the tax on the 
same—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr, HILL: The petition of nearly 3,000 citizens of Paterson, 
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New Jersey, for an appropriation for the erection of a public build- 
ing in said city-—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
by Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of F. M. Wilcox and others, citi- 
zens of Rochester, Oakland County, Michigan, against the passage 
of the bill to authorize the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
to sell certain overflowed and unsurveyed Jands in Saint Clair County, 
Michigan—to the Committee on the Public Lands. f 

By Mr. KING: The 2 of citizens of Vidalia, Louisiana, and 
Natchez, Mississippi, for the improvement of the harbors of Vidalia 
and Natchez, respectively—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LACEY: The petition of H. J. Day, A. A. McCononghey, and 
others, citizens of Marshall, Michigan, for 5 for the sup- 
pression of polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAGINNIS: Three petitions, signed by officers of the 
United States Army, in relation to the restoration of officers who 
have been dismissed by court-martial—severally to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of Joseph Frye and others, for the 

ge of the French spoliation claims bill—to the Committee on 
Forei Affairs. 

By Nr. MULDROW: The petition of J. Russell and others, citi- 
zens of Zion, Lowndes County, Mississippi, for the restoration of 
fractional currency—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, the petition of C. A. Sullivan, of Mississippi, for an appro- 
priation for testing a patent for aerial navigation—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NOLAN: Thepetition of Cebra Quackenbush and 30 others, 
citizens of Albany, New York, for a reduction of the duty on sugar 
to a rate not exceeding 25 per cent. ad valorem—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: The petition of the Vessel-Owners’ and Captains’ 
Association of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, for an appropriation for 
the improvement of the Delaware River—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. POUND: The petition of George Woodhull and 229 others, 
citizens of Marinette and vicinity, in the State of Wisconsin, pray- 
ing Congress to adopt rigorous and efficient measures for the sup- 
pression of polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Superior, Wisconsin, and certain 
railway officials, for an adequate appropriation to improve the 
Superior harbor—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: Papers relating to the claim of Leif & McKee— 
to the Committee on Claims. i 

By Mr. VANCE: The affidavit of Robert L. Fox, in relation to the 
claim of James Washington Brank, late Second North Carolina 
Mounted Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WARD: The petition of the Vessel-Owners’ and Captains’ 
Association of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, relative to the improve- 
ment of the Delaware River—to the Committee on Commerce. 


The petition of Joshua Johnson was reported by Mr. HENDERSON 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, under clause 2 of Rule XXII, 
and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, March 23, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempre laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in compliance 
with law, a full and complete inventory of all property belonging to 
the United States in the buildings, rooms, offices, and grounds occu- 
pied by that Department and under its charge; which was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of the Inde- 

ndent Order of Good Templars of Illinois, representing 15,000 mem- 
frets, praying for an amendment of the Constitution of the United 
States to prohibit the manufacture and sale of all alcoholic bever- 
ages through the national domain; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of Joseph Cossart and others, 
citizens of Clark County, Arkansas, praying for an appropriation for 
the improvement of the Ouachita River in that State; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FERRY presented a petition of citizens of Emmet and other 
counties in Michigan, interested in vessel property, praying for an 
appropriation for the ao and improvement of ices Village Har- 
bor, on the coast of Lake Michigan; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


Mr. KELLOGG presented a memorial of the board of health of 
Louisiana, in favor of the erection of a United States marine hospital 
at New Orleans; which wasreferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 


Tem ce Union of Colorado, praying for an amendment of the 
Constitution of the United States to prohibit the manufacture and 
sale of all alcoholic beverages throughout the national domain; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BROWN. I present the petition of Hon. T. J. Simmons, judge 
of the superior courts of the Macon circuit, Georgia, and a number 
of other prominent citizens of Bibb County, Georgia, praying for 
an adequate appropriation for the eas of the harbor of 
Savannah in that State; which I move be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WINDOM, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
were referred the bill (S. No. 799) in relation to the Venezuela awards 
and the bill (S. No. 893) in 1 e to the Venezuela claims and awards, 
submitted an adverse report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bills were n indefinitely. 

Mr. VANCE. I am directed by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom were referred the bill (S. No. 1410) for the relief 
of Albert T. Whiting, and the bill (S. No. 1373) for the relief of 
Thomas Evans, to report a substitute for them. As they are both 
for the same object, they are incorporated into one bill. 

The bill (S. No. 1561) for the relief of Albert T. Whiting and 
Thomas Evans was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 1440) relating to the registration of trade-marks, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 881) for the relief of Lieutenant Edward 
S. Farrow, United States Army, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a zapos thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on Agriculture, to whom were 
referred the bill (S. No. 302) to establish a department of agricult- 
ure and commerce, and the bill (S. No. 958) to make the Agricultural 
Department an Executive Department, and to enlarge its duties and 
powers, reported a bill (S. No. 1562) to constitute the Department of 
Agriculture an Executive Department and enlarge its duties and 
powers; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Agriculture, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 593) for the establishment of a bureau of 
animal industry, to prevent the exportation of diseased cattle and 
the spread of infectious or contagious diseases among domestic ani- 
mals, reported it without amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. JOHNSTON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1563) for the erection of a public buildin 
at Lynchburgh, Virginia; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
i and Grounds. 

e also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1564) for the relief of E. T. Pilkenton; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FRYE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1565) to provide for the formation and admis- 
sion into the Union of the State of Washington; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. MITCHELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1566) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob 
Cramer; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 15 155 provide for the compensation of 
registers and receivers for selling Osage Indian lands; which was 
seta 0 by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 


nds. 

Mr. VAN WYCK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1568) to establish a board of review of 

msion and bounty land-warrant claims rejected under existing 

ws, and to prevent fraud or injustice in the ting of pensions 
or bounty land-warrants; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1569) making an appropriation for con- 
tinuing the improvement of the channel of Cocheco River, in the 
State of New Hampshire; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of Eliza H. Powers be taken from 
the files and referred to the Co: ittee on Claims. 
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TEXAS NORTHERN BOUNDARY LINE, 


Mr. MAXEY submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed to ascertain and report 
the cause of delay in printing the communication of the Secretary of the Interior 
ordered to be printah as ap of record of January 24, 1882, in response to the 
following resolution adopted J: sonary 6, 1882. 

* Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, instructed to 
furnish the Senate with the report, if any, of the survey of the United States and 
Texas boundary co: on, er the pro of the act of Congress 
approved June 5, 1 and if no final report of said commission was made, he will 
report that fact, together with the maps, surveys, and report of the work so far as 
it was prosecuted. 

THE MISSISSIPPI OVERFLOW. 

Mr. KELLOGG submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to transmit to the Senate the 
following information: What amount of supplies, tents, and transportation has 
been furnished by his Department to the several States for the relief of the suffer. 
ers by the overflow of the Mississippi River; and what further supplies, tents, and 
transportation will be necessary to afford all necessary relief to said sufferers, 
together with an estimate of the cost of the same. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness—— 

Mr. BAYARD. The other day the bill (S. No. 813) appropriatin 
ground in the city of Philadelphia for publie purposes was abet 
over without n the bill retaining its place on the Calendar. 
I therefore call it up now for consideration, It is a bill of importance, 
in regard to the mint in Philadelphia, reported from the Committee 
on Finance, and meeting the unanimous favor of the committee. I 
think it will lead to no debate. 

Mr. CONGER. I hope the Senator will not Er any bill until we 
get the Life-Saving Service bill disposed of. That is standing inthe 
way of all other business, and I myself and others desire to 
disposed of to-day. 

Mr. BAYARD. I will say to my friend that I think there will be 
no debate on the bill I have indicated. It is for the pu of ob- 
taining additional land surrounding the present mint in Philadelphia 


for the p of having an extension made. 


ve it 


to be considered at this time. I object to its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Anthony rule is absolute. 

Mr. BAYARD. There was no understanding that the bill was not 
to be taken np 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No, sir; But when there is no fur- 
ther mona Duain the Anthony rule is operative. 

Mr. BAYARD. When will the bill come u 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first bill on the Calendar must 
be called under the Anthony rule. The Chair will inform the Sen- 
ator from Delaware that the bill he refers to was passed over with- 
out prejudice, but there is a bill pending before the Senate as the 
first bill on the Calendar under the Anthony rule. When that bill 
is disposed of the Senator from Delaware can ask to take up his bill. 

2 BAYARD. I would not ask that the regular order be dis- 
placed. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would inquire of the Chair at what time resolu- 
lutions on the Calendar are in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The Chair has left it for any Sen- 
ator to call up a resolution he desires to have considered during the 
eens hour; and that of course is in order now under the Anthony 
rule. 

Mr. MORGAN. As soon as resolutions are disposed of then the 
Anthony rule becomes operative ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 


RECIPROCITY TREATY WITH MEXICO. 


Mr. MORGAN. I desire to call up the resolution I offered some 
days ago in reference to our treaty relations with Mexico. I do not 
Eo to submit any remarks on the resolution now, but to ask the 

mate to adopt it, for the reason that in some remarks I made a few 
days ago on the tariff-commission bill I discussed the substance of 
the resolution; and I suppose there will be no dissent from its prin- 
apia I desire the Senate to take action npon the resolution now. 

‘he Senate proceeded to consider the following concurrent resolu- 
tion, submitted by Mr. MORGAN on the 6th of February : 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House o tatines Th 
ing eee eee 3 of Mento and of tive United States. 
and the relations of friendship and -will between the two great Republics 
now so happily existing and so ifying to the people of both countries, make it 
proper that the trade and commerce of the two countries, wh on overland 
routes or by sea in the ships owned by citizens of either country, should be regulated 
by a treaty of reciprocity mutually advantageous to both countries. 

Mr. MORGAN. This is a concurrent resolution of the two Houses. 
The Congress of Mexico meets about the first of April, and it seemed 
to me it would be very proper for us at this time to give some Con- 
gressional expression upon this subject on our part, so that the Con- 
gress of Mexico may also prepare their government for such measures 
as may be necessary to have a treaty of reciprocity or some arrange- 
ment of reciprocity for mutual traffic between the two countries. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the resolution ought to be referred to a 


committee. The question whether we shall make any reciprocity 


treaty has always been a debatable question, and certainly wou d 
lead to long debate now. I have no objection to the Senator having 
the resolution referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, the 
Committee on Commerce, or the Committee on Finance, to either of 
which it might be properly referred. Perhaps the Committee on 
Foreign Relations would be the more appropriate committee. 


Mr. MORGAN. I had no ex ation that there would be any 
5 to the resolution in the Senate, otherwise I should have 
it referred. 


Mr. SHERMAN. There is opposition on both sides of the House to 
all reciprocity treaties. The Senator will find it very strong indeed. 


It was so years ago, and we have repealed every reciprocity treaty 
that ever was made except the Sandwich Islands treaty, I believe. 
Mr. MORRILL. And that we are app. Sand repeal. 
Mr. SHERMAN. And that there is an effort to re 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio move 
to refer the resolution ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would move to refer it to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, but the Senator from Alabama may have it re- 
fe: to any committee he desires. I do not wish to designate the 
committee. 

Mr. MAXEY. Living in a State bordering upon Mexico it has been 
my duty to investigate very closely and thoroughly this question of 
a treaty with Mexico. In addition to the great question of reci- 
procity, now so important, in addition to the great purpese which 
the Government ought to have in view to secure to the people of the 
United States the trade of Mexico, if possible, there are other and 
many reasons why a treaty should bemade. The question of extra- 
dition comes in, the question of the Zona Libre, and the question of 
the present boun , which, according to the treaty of 1848, is the 
main channel of the Rio Grande. That river is constantly changing 
its position. The effect of that is that a pocket, or “bolsa,” as they 
call it, is cut off from Mexican territory and thrown on our side, 
and in like manner the territory that belongs to the United States 
is cut off by the changes of that river and thrown onto the Mexican 
side. In all the troubles we have had down there, smugglers and 
others, citizens of Mexico, could come over on their own soil lying 
on our side of the river and prepare their raids upon our people. 
That question should be taken into consideration, 

Again, the qonan of the equitable partition or division of the 
waters of the Rio Grande above navigation for irrigable purposes 
ought to betaken into consideration; extradition, and many questions 
which should be taken into consideration in addition to the question 
of reciprocity. 

So far as a new treaty with Mexico is concerned I think there can 
be no question that it become an actual necessity. What may 
be the result of that treaty in respect to reciprocity, whether the 
Mexican Government will a to make a treaty of seo pron upon 
such terms as will be acceptable is a question to be tried. The pres- 
ent minister from Mexico, Señor Romero, is probably the best diplo- 
mate of that country, and equal, I imagine, to any that we could send 
upon our part. ey are natural diplomatists, and I have never 
known that we have got any advantage of them in any treaty we 
have ever made, On the contrary, I think every treaty will show 
a they have taken care of their side of the question admirably 
well. 

Therefore I most heartily concur in 1 of the Senator 
from Alabama. I hope the Senate will e this matter up and at 
all events give the opportunity of making a new treaty, and upon 
report, should a reference to the Foreign Relations Committee be 
made, the reasons can be given for the treaty, to the entire satisfac- 
tion, as I think, of the Senate, the Executive, and the country. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, this subject is an important one, 
and I was pleased to listen to the h of the Senator from Alabama 

Mr. MorGan] day before yesterday, who presented a great many 
ts, from which it was obvious that the greatest difficulty about 
our commerce with Mexico is, that while we admit nearly all the arti- 
cles from that country free, we are taxed when we send articles there 
a very high rate, almost prohibitory. 

I think this is a matter eminently deserving of discussion, and 
especially in regard to the Free Zone that exists between Mexico and 
the United States, where any amount of smuggling has been carried 
on for years. But it clearly isa question that ought to be referred 
to some committee. 

As for a treaty of 8 Ido not myself believe that the Sen- 
ate and the President of the United States have any constitutional 
power to usurp the prerogatives of the House of Representatives in 
originating revenue bills; but this question is a wide one. I hope, 
therefore, the resolution will be referred either to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations or the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I have had occasion on this floor more 
than once to refer to different matters that ought to be the subject 
of treaty negotiation between Mexico and the United States. Very 
meai in discussing the tariff question, I went somewhat into that 
subject. 

ere is one question particular] 
trouble between the two countries if not adjusted, and that is the 
questionofboundary. There are to-day large tracts of land in Texas, 
as the Rio Grande runs, that formerly were in Mexico ; and vice versa, 


which is liable to produce 
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large bodies of land in Mexico that formerly were in Texas. The 
Rio Grande is 5 ; it 8 changes its bed. Under 
mi 


the latest treaty with Mexico the dle of the Rio Grande River is 
the boundary between the two countries. While I was governor of 
Texas I had troublesome questions to deal with, growing out of the 
fact that the bed of the river was changed, throwing citizens of 
Texas into Mexico, and again throwing people of Mexicointo Texas, 
The local courts on the Rio Grande have to deal with these ques- 
tions, and find them very troublesome, They ought to be settled by 
the National Government in a way that would preclude further 
trouble. 

Again, there is the Zona Libra, a breeding nest for smugglers. It 
promotes smuggling upon that border to an extent that is not known, 
not appreciated, not believed by those who are distant from that 


country. That matter should be attended to in treaty negotiations. 
Mr. Y. If my colleague will allow me, I happen to know 
that there was agitated not long ago in Mexico the question of ex- 


tending this Zona Libra, which is only one hundred and sixty miles 
now, clear on up to El Paso, about a thousand miles, It has been 
proposed that the Mexican Congress should extend it there, which 
would be a curse to our entire frontier. 

Mr. COKE. I am fully aware of the facts stated by se Pantech 
and made representations during the last summer to the Secretary of 
State upon that subject, and had correspondence with him, and he 
bronght it to the attention of the Mexican Government. The ques- 
tion is an exceedingly important one to both Texas and the United 
States. It should be insisted on that the establishment of the Free 
Zone upon the opposite bank of the Rio Grande is detrimental to 
the interests of the United States in every possible way. When 
the State authorities of Texas had so much trouble on the Rio Grande 
with marauders from Mexico it was produced almost entirely by the 
congregation of desperate and bad men in the Zona Libra who were 
congregated there for smuggling purposes and who made their raids 
into Texas from there. 

There is another question which should be attended to by treaty 
negotiation. Citizens of the United States should be enabled to hold 
land for commercial purposes within the border leagues of Mexico, 
which they now cannot do; and merchants, traders, and business 
men of the United States should have better guarantees of protection 
for person and property when in Mexico for business or commercial 
purposes, either transiently or anently. 

The insecurity of person and property in Mexico heretofore has 
been such as virtually to exclude our people from the commerce of 
that country. We are now establishing intimate relations with 
Mexico. Our railroad system is penetrating that conii and it 
becomes necessary that we should have a new ent with Mexico 
in order to adapt our relations to existing and changing conditions. 
These and other things should be attended to by the National Gov- 
ernment at once. The great commerce of Mexico, which is to be 
developed by a railroad system traversing that country is one that 
we should make every effort to secure. We should prepare now for it 
by amicable treaty negotiations laying the proper predicate for more 
intimate social and commercial intercourse. I hope the resolution of 
the Senator from Alabama will be adopted. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave no objection, if the Senate desires it, to have 
this resolution referred to the Committee on Fereign Relations. I 
wish merely to say that I do not mean by reciprocity that we should 
undertake by the treaty-making power to deal with any settled sys- 
tem of revenue which may be adopted by the two Houses of Congress; 
but I think that the executive governments of the two countries 
ought to come to some agreement among themselves as to what 
would be a proper commercial policy, and then go before each of the 
Congresses of the two republics with their recommendations so as 
thereby to bring us nearer together than we are to-day. 

The discrepancies in the tariffs of Mexico and the United States, as 
contained in the appendix to the remarks I made the other asy are 
so great that they must attract the attention of the people o: both 
countries. I have great hope that the Mexican Congress will modify 
their tariff system and bring it down at least to something like the 
basis on which we are taxing products of foreign countries; and 
besides there is a tax on exports there, especially on bullion, which is 
prohibitory. I shall make no objection to the reference to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, because I desire to get all the influence 
I can in favor of this proposition. 

Mr. MAXEY. I only want to say to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations that if the resolution goes there I trust that it will come 
back promptly. I introduced a resolution myself in 1877 for the 
same pores subsequently my honorable friend on my right, the 
Senator from Tennessee, [ 


e Committee on sire eee 


uestion—no 
— will promptly act, and then when the resolution comes 
back here the Senate can fully discuss the question, and bring to the 
attention not only of the Department of State but of the whole 
country the importance of a new treaty with Mexico, 


Mr. MORGAN. It is my duty, as a member of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, to state to the Senator from Texas that although 
the committee did not to the resolution referred to by ka 
4 8000 f in the other House, we did recommend an appropriation 
of $25,000 to enable the State Department to send an extraordinary 
embassy to Mexico to take all these subjects into consideration, not 
ee to 558 5 7 the question in any way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, It is Abs § that the resolution be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

The motion was agreed to. 


LIFE-SAVING SERVICE, 


The PRESIDENT tempore. The bill (H. R. No. 1049) to pro- 
mote the efficiency of the Life-Saving Service and to encourage the 
saving of life from shipwreck, which came over from yesterday, is 
first in order. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to ae whether a bill taken up in the 
Senate after the hour for the Anthony rule has expired has the right 
of way? This bill was taken up by the consent of the Senate yes- 
terday and debated. I want to know whether it has not lost its 
place on the Calendar under the Anthony rule by that action ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks not. This bill 
was taken up under the Anthony rule, and its consideration is not 
completed. It went on further by unanimous consent, and was con- 
sidered when there was nothing else before the Senate yesterday. 
The Chair does not think it has lost its place under the Anthony 


rule. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to call attention to the fact that we dis- 
cussed this bill 8 at large in the Senate and without any limita- 
tion of time. Various remarks were made by gentlemen, to some of 
which there may be some necessity fora reply. When we get the 
bill back underthe Anthony rule we Are limited: to five minutes’ debate. 
The gentleman in charge of the bill is limited to five minutes, and 
we are all limited to five minutes. The period of time devoted to 
this bill yesterday was taken, in other words, from the daily trans- 
action of business here under a rule which operates as harshly in the 
Senate as the previous question does in the House, and quite as 
harshly as the proposed cloture does on the British Parliament by 
which they are shut out entirely from all opportunity to debate a 
question and consider it. All the consideration we can give to a bill 
under the Anthony rule is simply to sit down and think abont it and 
prepare for a vote, not to hear what somebody has to say in expla- 
nation. 

Now, this bill having been once in the Senate taken up, not under 
the Anthony rule but outside of it, and put upon a footing with all 
other bills that the Senate has been considering, it seems to me that 
it is entirely incompatible that we should now proceed to its consid- 
eration under the Anthony rule where debate on the bill is limited 
to five minutes after we have had the opportunity in the Senate of 
debating it at ge I merely suggest that. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Alabama will remember that by 
the unanimous consent of the Senate the tariff-commission bill was 
1 aside yesterday, and the Senate proceeded to con- 
sider the Life-Saving Service bill. Now, it is very clear that at the 
close of the morning hour this morning the Life-Saving Service bill 
will not be the unfinished business of the day. By the unanimous 
consent of the Senate the tariff-commission bill is the unfinished 
business, and if the view of the Senator from Alabama is maintained 
the Life-Saving Service bill has no place; it cannot be called in the 
morning hour; it is not the unfinished business. Hence, I think it 
3 back on the Calendar when the Senate ceased to consider 
it yesterday evening, and it is the first thing in order this morning 
under the Anthony rule. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no remedy left, I understand, except to 
oost to the present consideration of this bill this morning, which 

0. 


The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from Alabama objects 
to the further consideration of the bill this morning, and it will go 
over unless the Senate by a majority vote determine to consider it. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to postpone all prior orders and take up 
the bill under the Anthony rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan moves, 
notwithstanding the objection, to proceed with the consideration of 
House bill No. 1049. 

„ being put, a division was called for, and the ayes 
were 28. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not wish to detain the Senate; I withdraw 
the 0 7 ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The objection is withdrawn, and 
the bill (H. R. No. 1049) to promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving 
Service and to encourage the saving of life from shipwreck is before 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. The pending question is 
on an amendment to section 4, line 30. The Senator from Georgia 
LMr. Brown] moved to strike out „52,500“ as the salary for the 
superintendent of the ninth district and insert “$1,500.” The Sen- 


ator from Maine [Mr. HALE] moved to amend the amendment by 
inserting “$1,800.” The question is on the amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, there being on 
a division—ayes 30, noes 11. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on the amend- 
ment as amended, 

The amendment as amended was agreed 

Mr. BROWN. In the fourth section, line 33, I move to strike out 


to. 


„82,500“ and insert“ $1,500” as the of the superintendent of 
the tenth district. The present salary is $1,000. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to amend the amendment by inserting 
„81,800,“ so as to make it as the other $2,500 districts named in the 
bill have been fixed by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN. I make the same motion as to the eleventh district 
by 44000. out “ $2,500 ” and inserting ‘‘ $1,500.” The present salary 
is $1,000. 

Mr, CONGER. I move the same amendment as in the other case, 
to insert 81, 800.“ This is one of the $2,500 class in the bill. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

Mr. BROWN. In reference to the twelfth district, I have no 
motion to make, because the Senate has voted a salary of $1,800 to 
several of the other districts where the coast is not near so extensive, 
and the committee only reports $1,800 in this case, the same as the 
Senate has given in others. Hence I make no motion in reference 
to it. 

Mr. HALE. As the Senate has completed the districts, I now ask 
unanimous consent to go back to the first district, that of Maine and 
New Hampshire, and that the salary of its superintendent be made 
$1,500 like the others, so that the classification shall be preserved. 
think the Senator from herd will not object tothat. That will 
ave them all at $1,500 and $1,800, as the Senate has fixed. 

Mr. BROWN. I have no objection to going back at this time and 
inking the vote on that question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will inform the Senator 
irom Maine that the easier way to reach it will be when the bill shall 
have been reported to the Senate. 

Mr. HALE I resorted to this method because I shall be called 
„way, and I do not wish to let this matter go. The Senate has in 
all these cases put the salary at $1,500 or $1,800; and the coast of 
Maine is 4 long coast, hard to be man with many stations upon 
it, and surely its superintendent should have the same salary as the 
Senate has fixed for the others of the same class. I would be very 
glad to have the question taken now if it can be. 

Mr. BROWN. I think the Senator from Maine is right about it. 
While I was not willing to fix the salaries so high, as all the others 
have been fixed at at least $1,500, I think his should be, and I ask 
unanimous consent that it be done. 

Mr. HALE. I hope there will be no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can be done by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. BROWN. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator’s request 
be granted, so as to put the superintendent of the first district on an 
equality with the others. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The only other way is by a recon- 
sideration being moved by some one who voted in the maty Is 
unanimous consent given to inserting $1,500 as the salary of the 
superintendent of the first district, embracing the coast of Maine 
ana sak! Hampshire? The Chair hearing no objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

Mr. BROWN. I now move, in section 5, line 5, to strike ont the 
word “ eight” and insert the word “six.” The section now reads: 

That the Secretary of n authorized to flx the annual com- 
FCCFCCCCT yl 2k shh ions and houses of re at such rate as 

may deem just and proper: Provided, That the compensation of any keeper 
shall not exceed $800 per annum. 

The present salary in the case of all these keepers is $400 per 
annum, The proposition is to double the salary, and there are one 
hundred and eighty of these keepers of stations beside the number 
we have added in this bill. There will probably be over two hun- 
dred after this bill passes. The proposition, if carried out, will in- 
crease the salaries from eighty to ninety thousand dollars on these 
offices alone. It seems to me that 50 per cent. is surely enough to 
add to the compensation of these keepers. They have been serving 
for years at $400 each. I have heard of no resignations. We have 
been told that they are very efficient and very faithful, and that 
they have done the service well. It shows, then, that we can get 
good men at $400 per annum. If we can I see no reason why we 
should double the salaries, amounting to a draft upon the 
for increased salaries as I have already stated of eighty or nne 
thousand dollars. I do not know how many are by this bill, 
and therefore I do not know exactly the increase that there will be. 
It seems to me that it is unreasonable to double these salaries, and 


that $600 each is sufficient for officers of thisrank, or persons haying | Bayard, 


ony tie duties that they have to ‘orm. 

. CONGER. I am informed that something over 20 per cent. of 
the whole number of keepers have already resigned their commis- 
sions as captains of the boats’ crews and keepers of the stations. In 
one district every keeper tendered their resignations, and were only 
prevailed upon to retain their positions at the request of the Depart- 
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ment, with some hi held out to them that the salary would be 
increased. I think there is a general feeling of discontent among the 
keepers at the small amount of their salary. 
. BROWN. Will the Senator permit me to ask him what dis 
trict it is where they have all resigned ? 

Mr. CONGER. I did not wey See all had resigned in any aeadh 
but that in one district they all proposed to resign, and h 
kept their places in the hope that Congress would increase their 


Mr. BROWN. Then nobody has yet resigned ? 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir; 20 per cent. of all have resigned, I am 
informed. 

Mr. FRYE. Superintendent Richardson has informed me that 
every keeper had given him notice that he should resign forthwith. 

Mr. CONGER. I have only this to add: if the re tion of these 
salaries is left to the Secretary of the Treasury without limitation, 
in some cases undoubtedly they will be increased $200, in others u 
to $800, but I think we may safely leave to the Department c 
with this business the assignment of the salaries according to the 
necessities of the various cases. I hope this amendment will not 


revail, 
z Mr. BROWN. AsIunderstand it, (though I have not looked to the 
law, but I have heard another Senator remark that itis the law 
now,) the Secretary has a right to fix these salaries provided he does 
not go over $400. I find by looking at the Official ister that in 
every single instance they are fixed at $400. Therefore I take it, 
sung upon the same rule, if we say now that he is to fix the sala- 
ries at not exceeding $800, there will be reasons given to his satis- 
faction in every case, and each will get $800. Ihave no doubt of 
that. The Senator knows that is always apt to be the practice; 
where we fix a certain maximum sum that sum is usually given by 
the officer who has charge. To say that he may in his discretion fix 
the salary at a sum not exceeding $800, is equivalent in practice to 
saring that it shall be fixed at À 
. CONGER. My own opinion is that $800 is small enough 

for the service these men render, although I am willing to have the 
discretion of the Secretary provided for. 

Mr. BROWN. Before I take my seat I desire to remark, in reply 
to a statement made by the Senator, that at one station or in one 
district—I do not remember which—the keepers have all threatened 
to tender their resignation. That is rather a threat, I would respèct- 
fully submit, held over the Senate that I cannot be influen by. 
They have not tendered them. It may be that they did say, about 
the time Con: was going to assemble, “If you do not raise the 
salary we will tender our resignations.” I think we make a very 
decided concession when we propose to put the salaries up 50 per 
cent. That is my proposition. I think we should not go 100 per 
cent. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the Senator from Georgia is mistaken 
about the presentlaw. The law fixes the now at $400, and it 
is not in the power of the Secretary of the to reduce it. 
That accounts for all the salaries being $400. 

The Senator proposes an increase of pay of 50 per cent. These 
keepers are the captains of the crews, and when there is a wreck 
upon a coast like the Maine coast or the heme coast in the winter 

e and there are hundreds of lives in il, this captain has to 
take the whole responsibility of the lives of his own crew as well as 
the other lives that are in peril, and the idea that $600 or an increase 
of 50 per cent. is ample for a man who is obliged to take these terri- 
ble responsibilities to himself seems to me utterly absurd. Why, Mr. 
President, the Senate of the United States pays for six months’ serv- 
ice of a man to sit on a cushioned chair and once in a while, when 
he gets sufficient energy, open a door to let a Senator go through, 
from $1,200 to $1,600 a year, and here is a discussion whether or not 
a man who perils his life all through six months’ time on our terrible 
coast in the winter storms to save human life shall have a salary of 


$800. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Brown. ] 

Mr. BROWN. I desire the yeas and nays on that question. 
The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. PENDLETON, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with 
the Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. HAWLEY. ] 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 9, nays 46; as follows: 


YEAS—9. 
Beck, Davis of W. Va., Harris, Morgan, 
— aga WH as rye oe oes 
NAYS—i6. 
Aldrich, Fair, Jones of Florida, Saunders, 
Farley, Kellogg, Sawyer, 
Anthony, Ferry, Sewell, 
Frye, Mahone, Sherman, 
Blair, Gorman, Maxey, Slater, 
Call, Hale, Miller of Cal. ‘Teller, 
Camden, Hampton, Miller of N. F., Vance, 
Cameron of Wis, H $ Mitchel, Vi 
Coke, Hill of Colorado, Morrill, Williams, 
Conger, oar, Platt, Windom. 
Davis of Illinois, J Pug, 
Dawes, onas, Ro! . 
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ABSENT—21. 
Butler, Hawle Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Pa., Hill of Georgia, Bil — 
Edmunds, Ingalls, McPherson, 
George, Jones of Nevada, Pendleton, 
Groome, Lamar, Ransom, 
Grover, Lapham, Saulsbury, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that there are between three and four hundred miles of Atlantic 
coast on the borders of Georgia and South Carolina. This bill does 
not provide for a single life-saving station on the coast of either 
State. We have been so utterly ignored that the coast of neither 
State is embraced in even a district. There is a very large com- 
merce conducted now through the ports of Savannah and Charleston 
especially. There are between eight and nine hundred thonsand 
ATS of cotton a year going out of the port of Savannah. The port 
of Brunswick is now doing a very large lumber business. At the 
Doboy entrance, on the coast of Georgia, there is an immense expor- 
tation of lumber. Probably six or seven hundred vessels a year 
enter and clear on the coast of Georgia. At the Cumberland Sound, 
which is on the line of Georgia and Florida, there is also an entrance 
where there is quite a commerce. There is no provision whatever 
made by the bill for a single station off any of these points, where 
there is so large and so growing a commerce. I do not speak for 
South Carolina—the honorable Senator from that State has that mat- 
ter under charge, and of course will represent it ably and faithfully 
and according to his own judgment—but I do say that the bill is 
very unequal and unjust as it now stands. I propose, therefore, 
after the word recommend“ in line 26 of section 1, to insert the 


following: 

Also a life-saving station at or near Tybee Island, at the port of Sarona 
Georgia; one near Brunswick ; one near Doboy; and one on or near Cum 
Island, near the line of Sorgen Florida ; each of said four stations to be located 
at such point as the General Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service may select. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I can corroborate fully the statement of the Sen- 
ator from Georgia that there is great need of protection on that 
southern coast; and the South Carolina coast especially needs it. I 
therefore propose to offer an Amendment to the amendment of the 
Senator from Georgia establishing stations on that coast. I move 
to add to his amendment— 

Also three life-saving stations on the coast of South Caro to be located by 
the general 3 near the ports of Georgetown, Charleston, and Beau- 
fort. 


Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, wherever there is any necessity for 
a life-saving station, or wherever there have been shipwrecks, or 
wherever there is navigation to warrant it, I have no objection to 
inserting such a place in this bill as a site of a station. There has 
been no application to the Department fora life-saving station at any 
of these points up to this time. There is no number of wrecks or 
loss of life on that coast that seems to require life-saving stations. 
If there were such a case made out I should desire at once that a life- 
saving station might be established there. Gentlemen who remem- 
ber the particular character of the coast will know that between 
Cape Lookout and the Florida line the coast recedes from the point 
of shipment. There have never been wrecks there to any extent that 
demanded a life-saving station, as I have found by looking over the 
list of wrecks. The line of travel for the coasting trade, except 
what comes into and out of these 8 and harbors, is remote, far 
out in the ocean. In fact, on the Florida coast, when the Vera Cruz 
was lost, which has been referred to in this debate, the loss occurred 
thirty miles from the shore, beyond the reach of any life-saving sta- 
tion whatever, and that is the only important case of loss of life by 
shipwreck even down on the Florida coast, where the danger is greater 
because the coast is nearer the line of travel. 

Now, if the Senator from Georgia or the Senator from South Caro- 
lina has any 5 that there has ever been an application for 
a life-saving station from anybody along these coasts, or that there 
is any pressing necessity for a life-saving station at any one of the 
places named in the amendments, or at all of them, let the amend- 
ments be inserted. We desire to extend this service wherever it is 
necessary. I am informed that there never has been an application 
for a station at any point from Cape Lookout down to the Florida 
coast, and therefore none has been established or asked for in former 
bills. 


I want to make another remark. A pacer barges gentleman from 
the Sonth—and I make this statement in reference to what has been 
said about sectional legislation—Mr. REAGAN, has for six years, I 
think, been chairman of the Committee on Commerce of the House, 
having almost supreme control of such matters which a chairman 
might exercise; and if there has been any lack in establishing life- 
saving stations in any part of the South it has not been for any 
sectional or political reason, and could not have been. 

I may say here that in the last section of this bill, in order to 
deprive it as far as possible by legislation of any partisan action, Sen- 
ators will find inserted a provision that the appointments made of 
keepers and surfmen shall be without regard to party affiliations. I 
agreed to that in preparing this bill and those who joined with me. 

Mr. BROWN. The bill is not so as to superintendents. 

Mr. CONGER. No, sir; it is not, but it is as to all the other hun- 
dreds of officers and employés in this service. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


MARCH 23, 


Mr. BROWN. Why wasit not made soas to the superintendents ? 
Mr. CONGER. There are e otar fifteen hundred men to 


whom it applies, but there are twelve districts to the superintendents 
of which this does not apply. If a law of Congress can effect any 
thing, it isattempted here to deprive the appointment of 1,500 men 
of all party affiliations and influences; and gentlemen may at least 

ive me the credit and those who aided in preparing this bill for hay- 

g attempted in that direction to separate this system from party 
appliances and affiliations, because it is a question of life and death, 

use it is a question of humanity, and because such considera- 
tions need not and in my judgment should not enter into the selec- 
eon of those men who are employed as keepers and surfmen in this 
service. 

Now, I say again, if the Senator from Georgia has any knowledge 
that would warrant the incorporating in this bill of one or more or 
all of the stations he has recommended on account of danger or be- 
cause of former shipwrecks, or because even the people of that region 
desire any such thing, I will make no objection. So as to the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina; let him select those places where there has 
been danger, and I certainly shall not oppose their introduction here 
as stations. 

Mr. BROWN. In making the motion—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator may proceed by unani. 
mous consent. He has spoken already. 

Mr. BROWN. I simply made a very short explanation of my 
amendment. I have not made a speech on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ə Chair begs pardon. The Sen- 
ator from South Carolina has moved an amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is this bill under the Anthony rule? It seems to 
me that ued 5 ed the Anthony rule that was superseded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The objection to the consideration 
of the bill was withdrawn, and the Senator from South Carolina has 
moved an amendment to the amendment; the Senator from Georgia 


may speak on that. 
. BROWN. Iwill say a few words on the amendment of the 
Senator from South Carolina, then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is in order in speak 
ine oi any amendment he pleases. 

r. BROWN. I do not pretend to charge on the Senator fron 

Michi anything partisan in this bill 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me 4 moment? 
I desire to say that on this side of the Chamber there is a misunder- 
standing of the position of this question before the Senate. I under 
stood that the Anthony rule and all pending orders were postponed 
for the consideration of this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not put any such 
question. 

Mr. BROWN. While that question is being settled my time must 


not run. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Of course not. The Senator from 
Alabama objected to the further consideration of this bill ander the 
Anthony rule, and then the Chair put the question on the motion of 
the Senator from Michigan whether the ate would consider it 
apy amaina the objection, and then the Senator from Alabama 
withdrew the objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. I understand then 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection may be interposed at 
any stage of the proceedings unless on motion the Senate other- 
wise order;” and the Senate has otherwise ordered by proceeding 
with the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. The point I make is not what the Chair sup v 
I understood the Senator from Michigan to move to lay aside all 
pee orders and take up this bill. 

Mr. CONGER. Under the Anthony rule; I mentioned expressly 
“ and proceed under the Anthony rule.” 

Mr. MORGAN. We did not hear on this side that the Senator so 
stated, and therefore were in error about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair distinctly stated it at 
the time. Debate is limited to five minutes. 

Mr. BROWN. When interrapted I was remarking that I was not 
charging the Senator from Michigan with an g sectional or par- 
tisan in this matter, and I trust I may be able to say at the end of 
the debate that his votes have shown all the way through that he 
does not intend that there shall be anything sectional in it. 

I have stated that South Carolina and Georgia have between three 
and four hundred miles of coast on which there is not a single life- 
saving station. I have stated the extent of the commerce there, 
whichis very growing. Formerly there was not such commerce there. 
Now there is a great deal and a rapid growth. There have not been 
as many shipwrecks there as there have been on some other parts of 
the coast; but if it is necessary to have about forty stations on the 
coast of New Jersey and from thirty to forty on Long Island and 
Rhode Island, and it does seem to me, if we are not to have 18 
sectional in this matter, that the coast of South Carolina and Georgia 
might have half a dozen. 

e Senator is wron senin in reference to the wrecks off Florida. 
His statement is that the line of the steamers is a long way from the 


coast, and that the last wreck—— 
Mr, CONGER. Will the Senator permit me 


1882. 


Mr. BROWN. I cannot permit you to interrupt me out of my 
time. 

The Senator says the last wreck was some twenty or thirty miles 
from the shore. do not so understand it. It was very near the 
shore. General Torbert, who was formerly consul-general at Cuba 
and then I believe held the same tion at Paris, was on that vessel 
and was drowned there. His y was washed on the shore not a 
great way from the steamer. Iwas in Florida in 1875 a few months 
after a large steamer there had been washed ashore and wrecked and 
almost everybody upon it lost—I believe, indeed, everybody. The 
ocean is very boisterous, and many a time it throws the wrecks on 
the shore, though the path of the ships may be at some considerable 
distance from there. 

There are the four prominent outlets and inlets named in my 
amendment on the coast of Georgia. I am sure that if they were 
situated just as they are there upon any one of the coasts of the 
northern States there would not be a moment's hesitation in grant- 
ing life-saving stations there; and I appeal to my friends who say 
there is nothing sectional in this matter to give us the same protec- 
785 on the southern coast that they have in other parts of the 

nion. ; 

Mr. CALL. Loffer the following amendment—— 

} 1 PRESIDENT pro tempore. A further amendment is not now 
in order. 

Mr. CALL. ILoffer it as an amendment to the amendment of the 
Senator from Georgia. 

The PRESIDE tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
has offered an ee dee to that amendment. The question is first 
on the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. I heard the Senator from Michigan say that no 
application had been made for life-saving stations on the coast of 
the South, and that that was the reason why we had not got any. I 
do not know of any form of application that the law requires, nor do 
I know the person by whom the application 1s required to be made. 
I take it that an . by a Renato in the nature ofan amend- 
ment offered to a bill is sufficient, and if it be sustained by facts the 
Senate onght not hesitate to adopt the amendment of the Senator 
from Georgia or the amendment of the Senator from South Carolina. 

We commenced this Life-Saving Service in 1854 by the establish- 
ment of certain stations on the coast of Long Island and New Jer- 
sey. We then went on from year to year extending the number of 
life-saving stations on the northern coast of the United States. In 
1878 the subject seems to have undergone a more careful examina- 
tion, The Committee on Commerce, then having before them the 
statistics of the Life-Saving Service, showing the number of wrecks 
that had occurred on different parts of the coast of the United States, 
set about to establish by positive enactment a number of life-saving 
stations on different parts of the coast of the United States. In 
that they gave to Texas five stations, none to Louisiana, none to 
. none to Alabama, and none that Icean find in this statute 
to Florida, and, I suppose, the life-saving stations that heretofore 
have existed on the coast of Florida must have been created under 
the general regulation which enabled the Secretary of the Treasury 
to establish such life-saving stations as he might deem proper, not 
exceeding a certain number, wherever upon the coast of the United 
States he thought they would be advisable. 

Now, I desire to call attention to the statistics upon which that com- 
mittee acted in 1878. During the decade, the period of ten years 

receding the making of that report, I find that there were one hun- 

and fifty-two wrecks on the coast of Florida and the Gulf of 
Mexico as far west as the Rio Grande, and that committee with one 
hundred and fifty-two wrecks before them did not think it was neces- 
sary to establish life-saving stations anywhere except upon the coast 
of Texas, which was given five, and Florida, I believe, then had four, 
Georgia none, South Carolina none. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Florida on the Gulf had none. On the 
Florida coast on the Atlantic there were a few, but none on the Gulf. 

Mr. MORGAN. Three on the Atlantic coast, and I say I cannot 
find that they were established by positive law. Some of these 
arrangements for the safety of human life, whether by saving a ship 
or not, are called houses of refuge; I have not had an opportunity 
of finding the precise character of the stations that were established 
there ; but I desire to call attention to the fact that this report itself 
shows that there were one hundred and fifty-two wrecks on the coast 
of the Gulf of Mexico at the very time they omitted to provideasingle 
life-saving station except five on the coast of Texas and a few houses 
of refuge in Florida. That is a palpable, plain fact, and now the 
com: t is that we have not come here and asked for . 

y, Mr. President, who was to ask? What was everybody's 
business was clearly nobody’s business. These coasts have been 
neglected, and ee have been cast away there, and numerous lives 
have been lost and a vast amount of preperty destroyed without the 
Government of the United States having contributed almost anything 
at all to the safety of either ships or crews. 

Imerely desire to call the attention of the Senate to that fact. The 
demand by the Senator from Georgia and the Senator from South 
Carolina comes late, but it is certainly well sustained by the facts. 

Mr. SHERMAN. These amendments, to be followed by others, 
show what I alluded to yesterday, the danger and the folly of this 
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kind of legislation, making a bill of this kind withont sufficient 
information. 

Now, what sectionalism is there in settling where a light-house or 
a life-saving station shall be located? What interest have the peo- 
pie of the particular community in the establishment of that light- 

onse or life-saving station? None at all. Theemployment of five 
or six men is certainly nothing that the 3 ought to take an 
interest in. The interest in the question is by the commerce of the 
United States, and four-fifths of the vessels engaged in that commerce 
unfortunately are foreign, entirely manned by foreigners, the vessels 
owned by foreigners, the goods owned by foreigners. I say, then, 
there is no sectionalism in such a matter. 

Now, I am told the explanation of what is here complained of is 
that there has never been any demand by either commercial agents 
or by shippers or by any persons in in commerce for life- 
stations along the coast from Cape Hatteras to the coast of Florida. 
Why? Because—— 

. BROWN. Will the Senator permit me to ask him 

Mr. SHERMAN, I have but five minutes. 

Mr. BROWN. Has there been a demand in every case for the one 
hundred and eighty stations on the northern coast? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I am told they have not been established except 
as applications came from merchants or yessel-owners or from 
Light-House Service. Many of these applications are made by the 
Light-House Service, and the Life-Saving Service has stations where 
there are lights established sometimes. e law now authorizes the 
Secretary of the Treasury to establish a life-saving station where 
there is a 8 without any other provision. 

Mr. President, I have no doubt that if the representatives of any 
of the Southern States or any merchants en; in business there 
lay the proper information before the proper officer of the Treasury 
Department a survey would be made, and this service and a light- 
house station would be established wherever commerce needs them. 
It is not possible for us to legislate on the information given to us 
by Senators founded npon mere general observation and the fact that 
we have a lọng line of coast on the Atlantic. It is better a great 
deal to pass the bill as it is. I think it would have been better to 
have left out all special legislation and leave the location of the 
stations to the officers who have charge of the subject. I hope we 
shall not load the bill further. 

Mr. BROWN. The Senator has spoken of light-houses. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Sometimes where a light-honse is established, 
that is the reason for establishing a life-saving station. 

Mr. BROWN. There is a light-house at each of the points where 
I ask for a station. 

Mr. SHERMAN, They may be merely to facilitate the entrance of 
vessels into the local harbors. The Life-Saving Service is needed for 
the general commerce of the country, commerce passing between dis- 
tant ports, as from New York to New Orleans, not for a local vessel 
going out of a local port and coming back the same day. 

Mr. BROWN. I will state to the Senator that there is a line of 
steamers from Savannah to New York running three or four times a 
week. That is not foreign commerce, 

Mr. SHERMAN. There will be no difficulty if a proper 5 
is made, or if information is given so that a survey may be had, in 
establis ae these life-saving stations wherever commerce demands 
them, and therefore it is unwise for us to legislate by piecemeal upon 
insufficient information in this way. 

Mr. BROWN. If you will strike out the local stations here pro- 
vided, and leave them all the way the e ston I am willing 
to do it; but if you put in northern stations by law, then put in 
southern stations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There are five or six new stations for Florida, I 


believe, in this bill. 
Mr. President, there is much 


Mr. JONES, of Florida. I confe 
force in what the Senator from Ohio said as to the character of 
this question. Itis not at all local, but at the same time in looking 
over the record, if I may so term it, it is a most remarkable one 
when you come to reflect that the general interests of commerce are 
sup to have been considered. The last report I have here is 
that of 1880, and it appears that there were one hundred and thirty- 
nine stations on the Atlantic, thirty-four on the Lakes, and six on 
the Pacific, and not one single station in our great Mediterranean, 
the Gulf of Mexico, at that time. I speak of this not because of any 
objection to it from a sectional stand-point, but because the interests 
of the country require that attention should be drawn to it. 

his report goes on to show that the entire amount of property lost 
during the year preceding was $2,616,340. I bave here an extract 
taken from McCulloch’s Commercial Dictionary, volume 2 page 47, 
showing that in one year the loss of ee sitions in sight of Key 
West was $2,844,070, from ships ana oes, amounting to nearl 
the entire loss in all the other districts of the United States. Sti 
there was not a station at or near Key West or on the Gulf of Mexico. 
The statement goes on to show that from 1848 to 1857 the total num- 
ber of vessels lost was four hundred and ninety-nine; the aggregate 
amount of property $16,266,427, an amount that puts into insignifi- 
cance eve ing else that can be shown on the es, and still there 
is not a life-sa station to-day from the capes of Florida to the 
Perdido River, along the whole coast. I do not complain of it on 


account of its local importance, but because of its importance to the 
necessities of the commerce of the eg 

A few years ago I stoed on the island of Key West and saw a mag- 
nificent shi go on shore over the reef and one hundred lives in peril 
with nota ond to extend aid except what ht be done by volun- 
tary help. At the same time, in the midst of a gale, I saw a little 
tug stranded within a few miles of the same point, and ten lives in 
one night were lost, and they might have been saved had there been 
a helping hand to save them. I say this not alone because Florida 
is concerned in it, but humanity and the country demand a change 
in this system. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampron] to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. BROWN. ] 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on the amend- 
ment as amended. 

Mr. CONGER. I want to make a statement. I have spoken in 
regard to one of these amendments, but not the other; so that Ihave 
a right to speak now. I have copied from the record all the losses for 
ten years, and all the stranding of vessels for ten years on the coast 
of Georgia. If I have got the right neither of the places where 
any such accident has ee or at least not more than one of them, 
is named in the amendment of the Senator from Georgia. In ten years 
at eleven places there have been eighteen vessels stranded and not a 
life lost on that whole coast for ten years in the eighteen casualties 
referred to. Before that there were no reports of any wrecks of ves- 
sels or losses of life on that coast. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire to ask the Senator if it does not frequently 
occur on other coasts that there are wrecks without lives being lost. 
The fact that lives were not lost is no reason why there should not 
have been assistance there to help them. 

Mr. CONGER. I have the records of these places, and at one of 
them there were four vessels stranded. That was at Ossataw, 
which is not one of the places mentioned in the Senator’s amend- 
ment. Another place where there were four strandings was Sapelo 
Shoals; there were four casualties there, and I think that is not 
one of the places mentioned. Another is Stone Horse; there were 
two casualties there; but no lives were lost at either of these, and 
I believe that is not one of the places mentioned. At each of the 
other places there was but one case, namely, at Coffee Island, Cum- 
berland Island, Jekyll Island, Johnson Point, Little Cumberland 
Point, Saint Simon’s Bar, Saint Vincent’s, and Spectacle Island, and 
I think none of these are mentioned in the amendment. 

Mr. BROWN. I Bopa the Senator will permit me to remark that 
he does not seem to be at all familiar with the geography of my 
State. Cumberland Island is one of the very places I have men- 
tioned for a station where one of the wrecks he mentioned occurred, 
and that is right at Brunswick. 

Mr. CONGER. ThatIspoke of. There was one of those I remem- 
bered and perhaps there are others. At Cumberland Island there 
has been one wreck in the past ten years; and before that not any. 

As I have said, I have no objection to establishing stations at any 
of these places if they are places where the Senator believes there 
ought to be a life-saving station, for wherever there was necessity 
for it I would ask that there might be a station. 

Mr. BROWN. Will the Senator permit me to ask him one ques- 
tion? Ofthe one hundred and eighty-odd stations we have put down 
in the Official Register are there not two-thirds where there has not 
been a wreck in twenty years? 

Mr. CONGER. No, sir. 

Mr. BROWN. A large majority of them are so, I venture to say. 

Mr. CONGER. No, sir; not one of them; and the stations inserted 
in this bill are all places where the greatest number of wrecks have 
occurred. That has been the rule in making recommendations. At 
some of these places there are a great number of wrecks. 

That is all I desire to say. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
as amended. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I ask on this proposition, which embraces 
the two, the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. CONGER. I feel bound to say that, giving my most earnest 
attention to this bill, I am unable to hear the propositions stated by 
the Chair, and it is possible that other gentlemen may be in the same 


tion. 
perde PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thought his voice was 
sufficiently strong to fill the house. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Georgia as amended on the motion of the 
Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. CONGER. I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays, although 
I think the amendment should not be added to the bill. 

Mr. CALL. Lask the Senator from Georgia to consent to insert 
5 words Cumberland Island,“ the words “or Fernandina, 

orida. 

Mr. BROWN. Thereis only a channel between Cumberland Island 
and Fernandina. I have said “on or near Cumberland Island,” leav- 
ing it to the general superintendent to locate the place, but I have 
no objection to saying “on or near Cumberland Island or Fernandina.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By nnanimons consent that change 
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may be made, 


It is so made, The question is on the amendment as 
amended. 


The amendment as amended was agreed to; there being ona divis- 
ion—ayes 25, noes 18. 

Mr. BROWN. Now, Mr. President, as the coast of South Carolina 
and Georgia is not annexed to any one of the districts under a su- 
perintendency, I move to insert, after the word“ Florida,” in line 25 
of section 4, the words “and the coast of Georgia and South Caro- 
lina;” so as to make the clause read : 

For the seventh . emb the eastern of 
of Georgina Beuth 6 mee coast of Floridaand the coast 

Mr. CONGER. There is no objection that I can see to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Georgia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I offer the following amendment, to come in on the 
twenty-fourth line, section 1: 

And three life-saving stations on the Atlantic coast of Florida, and three on 
the Gulf coast in Florida, at such places as the superintendent of the life-saving 
stations may select. 

I wish to say in regard to this amendment but afew words. What- 
ever may be said in regard to other portions of the coast, it cannot 
be denied that the record shows as great a loss of life and roperty 
upon the coast of Floridaas in any other portion of the United States, 
The coast of Florida is nearly 1,400 miles long. Nearly all the com- 
merce of the Gulf of Mexico passes around and alongside the coast 
of Florida on the Gulf and Atlantic side. The Atlantic side of the 
coast is a place of great danger. There have been two wrecks there 
within the last few months that have been reported to the Depart- 
ment here. There is never a year in which sae are not hundreds 
of vessels, large and small, lost upon the coast of Florida, mostly 
upon the Atlantic coast; but the records here show in the ‘last five 
years upon the Gulf coast of Florida a loss of a great many vessels 
and a large amount of property; but the Atlantic coast is notorious 
for the great danger to which ships are exposed inevery storm. The 
equinoctial storms that come with great certainty every year strand 
whenever they occur from twenty to thirty large ee with valuable 
cargoes from the Mississippi River, from the coast of Texas, from the 
West Indies, and from Europe. I remember some four years ago in 
one storm there were thirty large vessels lost upon the coast, and 
many lives and nearly all their cargoes were lost for the want of 
proper appliances for their rescue. I will say that you cannot traverse 
the Atlantic coast of Florida without finding the bones of dead men, 
women, and children who have perished and been washed up by the 
tns, and some of them died for the want of succor after getting 
on land. 

Now, this bill provides for three additional houses of refuge. Each 
of these is a small house, with a keeper attached to it, where pro- 
visions and supplies are stored, with which to rescue famishing and 
faint men, women, and children who may be thrown up from the 
waters or get ashore by some chance, The coast is about four hun- 
dred miles long, separated from the mainland by a large inlet from 
three to four miles wide, and when these vessels strand and the pas- 
sengers and crew get ashore they find themselves upon this 8 of 
four hundred miles without any means of communicating with the 
mainland, and unless some refuge is peaks for them by the Gov- 
ernment they are lost, they perish. Even with the addition of three 
additional houses of refuge and three life-saving stations the pro- 
visions of the bill for that coast will be aare inadequate. 

Now, Mr. President, the safety of the ship and the cargo may often 
be assured by the proper use of the e ee of the Life Saving Serv- 
ice. It is true that vessels often are lost some distance out at sea, but 
not so far that they are not within hearing, not so far but that signals of 
distress may be communicated to the shore and to life-saving stations, 
and there ought to be appliances in the shape of boats of every de- 
scription, storm-boats, wrecking-boats, or vessels that could go out 
some distance into the ocean to rescue these ships when they are in 
distress. Now, I have to say that in any htened system of 


administration—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The Senator’s five minutes are up. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. . President, I think it important that 
the amendment should be adopted. The coast of Florida, especiall 
the southern portion of it, is an extremely perilous coast. It is we 
known that a chain of islands bends around the southern point of 
Florida in a southwesterly direction from Cape Florida to Tortu 
Island, a distance of two hundred miles, About eight miles outside 
of these islands, and running parallel with them, lies the Florida 
Reef, a coral formation, upon which at times there is from one to 
twenty feet of water. The Gulf Stream is felt more sensibly there 
than anywhere else. It flows with a velocity of from two to four 
miles an hour. It is so uncertain in its course that it has led navi- 
re astray, and the most skillful men have been unable to calcu- 

ate against it. In the best weather vessels have been carried on to 
this reef, which is not open to observation by the naked eye, and 
there at times they lie and go to pieces. 

It is true that there is a class of us engaged in the wrecking 
business there who have rendered invaluable service to the propert: 
and the lives of the American people; but inasmuch as the Gast 
Government is establishing a 8; looking to the protection of 


life and property on the high seas I see no reason, even with the system 
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there to co-operate with them, why it should not extend its benefits 
to that portion of the United States where property and life are more 
sie Seg than in any other part of the country. 

e PRESIDE 2 tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Florida, [Mr. CALL. ] 

There were on adivision—ayes 23, noes 11; no quorum voting. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour is ps expiring, 
and this matter had probably better stand over until to-morrow, 80 
that there would be a full Senate to consider it. The morning hour 
is just expiring. The Chair will lay before the Senate the unfinished 
business. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 170) to provide for printing certain documents seating 
to customs revenues for the use of Congress; in which it reques 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. No. 4440) to establish a railway bridge 
across the Mississippi River, extending from a point between Wa- 
basha and Read’s Landing, in Minnesota, to a point below the mouth 
of the Chippewa River, in Wisconsin; and it was thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
the 22d instant, approved and signed the act (S. No. 353) to amend 
section 5352 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in refer- 
ence to bigamy, and for other purposes. 

MILITARY LAND-WARRANTS, 


Mr. PLUMB. I desire to give notice that on Monday next, after 
the morning hour, I shall move, unless an appropriation bill shall be 
in the way, to take up the bill (S. No. 67) to authorize the Secre 
of the Interior to ascertain and certify the amount of land locat 
with military warrants in the States described therein, and for other 


purposes. 
“The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will bear in mind, of 
course, that there may be unfinished business on that day. 


TARIFF AND TAX COMMISSION, 


Mr. BAYARD. I now call for the Tepile: order. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the ole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 22) to provide for pol kor parma of a com- 
N to investigate the question of the tariff and internal- revenue 

aws. 

Mr. SAULSBURY The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VaN Wyck] 
is entitled to take the floor on the pending bill, but not desiring to 
occupy it at this time, and the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Gar- 
LAND] having consented to yield his right to the floor, I avail myself 
of this opportunity to submit a few remarks on the bill now before 
the Senate, 

The bill under consideration proposes the creation of a commission 
to be known as the “ tariff commission,” and to be composed of nine 
commissioners appointed from civil life by the President of the United 
States. The duty devolved upon this commission is simply to take 
into consideration and investigate the various questions relating to 
the great leading industries of the country so far as in their jade - 
ment such investigation is n to the establishment of a ‘* judi- 
cious tariff,” or the revision of the existing tariff and the existing 
system of internal revenue. The duty of the commission is simply 
one of investigation—investigation into various questions relating 
to the agricultural, commercial, mercantile, manufacturing, mining, 
and industrial interests of the conntry. It has no other duty to 
perform except to report the results of its investigation and the 
testimony taken from time to time to Congress. 

It is not authorized to establish a new tariff or to revise the pres- 
ent tariff—for Con, could confer no such authority upon it—nor 
indeed is it authorized to make any suggestion upon the subject. It 
is simply an investigating committee, required to ascertain facts and 
report them to Congress. The facts which this commission may 
ascertain would doubtless be valuable for many purposes, and might 
add to the general stock of knowledge on the various questions 
claiming its attention. But of what practical use such a commis- 
sion will be in the establishment of a properrevenue system I amata 
loss to conceive. Every fact which it will ascertain is either already 
known so far as they are necessary to the adjustment of a proper 
tariff or are easily accessible without the intervention of a commis- 
sion. In my opinion a more useless appendage to the machinery of 
government was never thought of, unless it was the electoral com- 
mission, which managed to defeat the purpose for which it was 
3 The 83 to appoint this commission is itself an 

mission that the present tarii is an injudicious one and needs 
revision. No one is now so bold as to claim that our revenue laws 
are e in their operations upon the various interests of the country 
or their maintenance in their present form necessary to furnish the 
wis rapt revenue to the Government. 

t is well known to every member of the Senate that we are col- 


lecting a much larger amount of taxes from the people than is neces- 
sary, and that we could safely reduce the duties on customs at least 
one-third, and abolish all internal taxation except on spirits, malt 
liquors, and tobacco, and still have revenue to meet peas Bude of 
the Government and provide for the payment of the public debt 
within a reasonable time. We are collecting under the present tariff 
customs duties to the amount of nearly $200,000,000, with the cer- 
tainty that under present rates this amount must be annually in- 
creased in the ratio of the increase of popaiahion and the consequent 
increase in importations. The value of foreign importations durin 
the last fiscal year was something over $650,000,000. The value o 
the goods upon which duties were paid was about $450,000,000, and 
of non-dutiable goods about $202,500,000, so that revenue to the 
amount of nearly $200,000,000 was collected on merchandise but little 
more in value than double the value of the duties paid. The averag- 
ing rate of duty is about 43} per cent. on the value of the thee 8 
upon which it was levied, with the heaviest rates imposed on man 
of the articles entering most largely into general consumption an: 
indispensable to the comfort of the poor as well as the rich. No one 
pretends that there is now any necessity for taxing the people of the 
country so heavily in order to defray the expenses of the Govern- 
pig, then, ehonld the people bel nired 
„then, sho he people onger ired to pay unnecessary 
taxes ? Why should the eee their pockets by tax- 
ation money which is not needed to defray its expenses or maintain 
its credit? I assert here that such exactions are not only unwise and 
unjust, but that they are unwarranted by the letter and spirit of the 
Constitution; are subversive of the rights of the people and lead to 
extravagance and corruption in the 3 istration of government. 
The men who formed and adopted the Constitution never intended 
to confer upon the General Government an unlimited power of taxa- 
tion, but restricted the authority of Co: to lay and collect taxes, 
Ko., to the objects specified in the Constitution. It was not dreamed 
at that time that the power granted would be exercised for = other 
purpose than to pay the debts of the Government, provide for the 
common defense, and promote the general welfare by the due exer- 
cise of the powers with which the Government was invested by the 
Constitution. The people of the colonies had felt and complained 
of the arbitrary power of taxation by the mother country, and had 
resisted its exercise tirst by remonstrance and argument, and finally 
by an appeal to arms. When they formed their own government 
they sought to guard against the unlimited exercise of the taxing 
power by restricting it to certain objects roe in the Constitu- 
tion. They did not intend to confer upon Congress the authority to 
lay and collect taxes, &c., for every conceivable pu: or to an un- 
limited extent for any purpose, nor can any such authority be found 
in any rational construction of the lan in which the taxin 
wer is granted to Congress. The fact is the power to lay and col- 
ect taxes, direct or indirect, is the power to take private property for 
the use of society, and can be justified to no greater extent than is 
absolutely necessary for the public good. Government has no just 
right to exact one dollar from any citizen more than is necessary for 
its legitimate wants and necessities, and when it goes beyond that 
and takes from the pockets of the people more money than is needed 
it is oppression and tyranny, nosing more and nothing less. 

Every member of society is morally and should be legally bound 
to pay his just share of taxes necessary to support the 8 
under which he lives, but no man is morally or should be legally 
required to do more. It seems to me we are losing sight of the pur- 
poses for which taxation may be 1 8 upon the people, 
and are Topganing the exercise of the taxing power as legitimate for 
every purpose whatsoever, neither limited in the objects for which 
it is imposed nor the extent to which it may be exercised. We have 
to-day a revenue system which takes from the people of the coun- 
try and puts in the public Treasury not less than $75,000,000 in 
taxes which is not required by any present or prospective wants 
of the Government, and mach of which is wasted in unwise and un- 
necessary appropriations by Congress. If, however, this was all the 
exactions made by our taxing system, unjust and unnecessary as it 
is, it might be endured. But the $200,000,000 paid into the Treasury 
in the duties collected on imported goods is but a very small portion 
of the amount exacted from the le of the country by our tariff 
laws. Ido not know the relative’value of foreign and domestic 
geods consumed in the country, but it is safe toassume that the value 
of the domestic merchandise consumed in the country is at least 
fourfold the value of foreign goods imported upon which duties are 
paid. If the proportions named are correct, then consumers pay 
to the American manufacturers in the increased price of domestic 

s a much larger sum than they Bay, in taxes to the Government. 
other words, 8 pay into the Treasury 8200, 000, 000 for du- 
ties on foreign merchandise imported, they pay to the manufacturers 
of domestic goods consumed not less than 000,000 more than the 
same goods would bring in the market but for the tariff which enables 
the manufacturers to advance the price of their product. 

The operation of our tariff laws is not simply to compel consumers 
to pay a higher price for all imported goods upon which duties are 
charged, but to enhance the cost of domestic goods also, so that while 
the people of the country pay a large amount in taxes to the Treas- 
ury, they also pay a ter amount to the home manufacturers in 
the increased price of the goods which they buy. No one, I suppose, 
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can or will deny that this is true; and, if the statement is correct, 


it shows the necessity, in justice to the t body of the peopl the 
consumers of the ucts of others which they are compelled to buy, 
to reduce the tariff to the lowest point where it will insure the neces- 
sary revenue to the Government. 

Tam not in favor, Mr. President, of stinting the Government in 
its revenues, but I am in favor of an economical administration of 
public affairs and a reduction of taxation, especially indirect taxa- 
tion, to the wants and necessities of the Treasury. The relief from 
taxation which would be afforded the poopie of the country by a 
reduction of the tariff to the actual wants of the Government should 
prompt to an immediate revision of our revenue laws. There can be 
no excuse or justification for continuing a system of taxation which 
takes from the people money which they need for their own comfort 
and the maintenance of their families and which the Treasury does 
not need. By reducing the revenues to the actual wants of the Gov- 
ernment there would be not only a pide, J to taxpayers of the mone 
now collected in excess of that amount, but, as EAN already said, 
a much larger sum which they are now paying to the manufacturers 
whose products they are compelled to use. 

This, however, is not the only reason why there should be a prompt 
revision of the tariff. A reference to the schedule of rates will show 
that on many articles of prime necessity, such as enter into general 
consumption and are indispensable to all classes, a much higher rate 
of duties is imposed than is necessary. With less duties an equal or 
greater amount of revenue would be obtained, while the cost of the 
goods to the consumer would be less. Not only is this true but in 
some instances the lower class SARS such as are used by persons in 
moderate circumstances are taxed at higher rates according to value 
than the classes of goods which are consumed by persons and families 
in better circumstances. This is a discrimination against that por- 
tion of society least able to bear the burdens of government, and who 
should be favored instead of oppressed in the adjustment of our rev- 
enue system. 

I have not the time to enter into an examination in detail of the 
duties imposed by the tariff, but those who will take the trouble to 
look over the schedule of rates will see that on many articles of food 
and on clothing of every description, as well as on every description 
of furniture and almost every implement of trade and business in all 
the various branches of industry, very onerous duties are imposed and 
not infrequently heavier duties are levied upon the cheaper classes 
of goods according to value than on the finer and more costly of 
the same kind. An illustration of this fact will be found in the duties 
on woolen and cotton goods as well as npon many other kinds of mer- 
chandise. My purpose is not, however, to review the tariff rates, but 
to call attention to some of the prominent features of the system in 
order to show the necessity for its revision and modification at the 

resent session of Congr The present tariff system was adopted 

uring the war when the Government needed all the revenue it could 
derive from every source. Hence not only very high rates were im- 
posed but everything was subjected to taxation which promised to 
add to the revenues of the country. 

There have been some slight reductions in the duties on certain 
articles since the enactment of the tariff acts passed during and soon 
after the war, but these reductions have been limited to few articles 
and much less in amount than they should have been. Some articles 
also have been placed upon the list, but with the exception of 
tea and coffee they have generally been such as are required by manu- 
facturers in the production of their fabrics and are not such as are 
needed by the great body of consumers. We still have a very com- 
prehensive list of dutiable goods, embracing it is said not less than 
two thousand articles, many of which might very properly be placed 
on the free list, and on most of which excessive rates are charged. A 
cursory examination of the catalogue of the articles enumerated in 
the list of goods subject to duties, with the tariff rates charged there- 
on, would frrnish amusement if it did not excitedisgust. It seemed 
to be the purpose in the formation of the tariff to tax everything 
which the imagination conld suggest without reference to its value 
or therevenue it would pay. Among the articles included in the list 
are ants’ eggs, which pay a duty of 10 percent. ad valorem and yield 
arevenue of $24.50. I know but little of the purposes for which ants’ 
eggs are required, or what in fact is covered by that term, but I find 
them included in the list of dutiable goods. Infants’ food is also in- 
cluded in the list and subjected to a duty of 20 per cent. ad valorem. 
I am not sufficiently familiar with the wants of the nursery to know 
just what is included in that term or just the kind of food infants 
require at a very early age, but I protest that the man who would 
levy a tax on babies’ diet must be anxious to secure the greatest pos- 
sible amount of revenue to the Government. I have heard it said 
that our revenue system taxes everything that is used by man from 
his cradle to the ve, and when I find upon the list of dutiable 

oods infants’ food, I am inclined to believe the statement if not 
terally true at least approximately correct. 

Mr. ident, I have referred to some of the features of the tariff, 
and the amount of revenue we are deriving from it, to show the 
necessity of its revision and modification at the present session. It 


is unjust in its operation upon the various industries of the country, 
and upon different classes in society. It extorts more money from 
the poopie than is required and is therefore unnecessarily burden- 

t is ineongruons and absurd in many of its provisions, and 


some. 


its execution therefore difficult and uncertain, aud often unjust and 
oppressive. It ought, for every reason, to be modified, and especially 

t the taxpayers may have relief from all unnecessary burdens 
which it imposes. This duty is imperative on Congress at the pres- 
ent session, and can neither be properly evaded nor postponed. The 
people can only obtain relief through the action of their representa- 
tives in Congress, and we shall be derelict in duty if we disregard 
their wishes or neglect their interests. 

The Republican party has a majority both in the Senate and House 
of Representatives, and controls the legislation of the present ses- 
sion. The Republicans have a majority on the committee that must 
incept and bring forward any reforms in our revenue system, and 
will be responsible to the ple of the country for any unnecessary 
delay in reducing the tariff and granting the relief which they de- 
mand. They cannot escape that responsibility by the appointment 
of a commission such as is pro in this bill. I now call upon 
the Senator from Vermont, who brought forward the bill and opened 
this debate,to do his duty to the country by inducing his party 
friends in Congress to take up the tariff and reduce the taxation 
which he and they have imposed and unnecessarily maintain upon 
the people The proposed commission will do no good. It cannot 
touch the tariff; it can correct no wrong nor remit a single tax which 
the tariff imposes. Why should it be appointed? Why should the 
delusive hope of relief be held out to the people of the country 
when the only effect by the appointment of the proposed commis- 
sion will be to me indefinitely a redress of grievances. 

I am op to the appointment of this commission because in 
the first p. it is unnecessary. The only object contemplated in 
its appointment is an investigation into questions relating to the 
various industries of the country. These may be very proper ques- 
tions to investigate for general information, but a knowledge of the 
facts which may be ascertained is not necessary to enable Congress 
to revise the present revenue system and grant relief from unneces- 
sary taxation, and if necessary, is as accessible to Congress as to any 
commission. 

nares knew how to levy the duties which the tariff imposes, 
and it knows how toreduce taxation and bring it down to a revenue 
standard if there was any disposition to do if. Congress is not so 
ignorant that it cannot, if it will, strike off the shackles which it has 
imposed upon various industries of the country and relieve the people 
from annecessary and oppressive burdens. Do we need a commis- 
sion to tell us that the duty on sugar is too high and ought to be 
reduced? Do we need a commission to tell us that the tariff on iron 
and steel might be reduced without loss to the Treasury and with 
advantage to the general business of the country? Do we need a 
commission to tell us that the tariff duties on cotton and woolen 
goods are too high and take from every household in the land more 
money than they should? Do we need a tariff commission to tell us 
that it is wrong to continue the discrimination in the present tariff 
against persons whose circumstances compel them to use cheap 
goods, upon some of which there is a higher duty according to value 
than on the more cost! consumed by persons in better circum- 
stances? No, sir; we Low our duty, but we do it not. If Con- 
gress is so ignorant that it cannot correct the acknowledged wrongs 
of the present tariff system, then the members of Congress ought to 
resign and let men come here who can and will perform their duty. 

Tell me that Con cannot remedy the errors in the present rev- 
enue system, with all the experience which the country has had in deal- 
ing with the question of a tariff, without the enlightenment of a com- 
mission appointed by the President! Ido not believe it. For nearly 
one hundred years the Government has been deriving a t part 
of its revenue from duties on importations, and we have the experi- 
ence of a century to aid us in the adjustment of a scale of duties 
which will insure sufficient revenue to the Treasury and equalize 
the burden of taxation upon the people. Congress passed the ex- 
isting tariff laws without the aid of any such commission, and every 
tariff which has existed in the country was established by Con 
without the assistance of a commission appointed by the President 
of the United States. James Madison did not wait for information 
upon the various subjects which this pro commission is required 
to investigate before introducing, in 1759, within forty-eight hours 
after the meeting of the first Co under the Constitution, the 
first tariff measure ever proposed in the House of Representatives. 
Sir, I am 8 to admit that this Congress has fallen so far 
below those which have preceded it in general information or in the 
requisite knowledge for the performance of the duties required of it 
as not to be able, with the experience of the past before it, to revise 
the present revenue system and adjust it to the necessities of the 
Government, with proper regard to every interest to be affected b 
it. Iam opposed to putting Congress in commission, and insist that it 
shall neither abrogate its power nor shun the responsibility devolved 
upon it. 

ty aus opposed to this bill for another reason: it will postpone and 
delay the establishment of a proper tariff and embarrass and com- 
plicate the question hereafter. It is reasonable to soppen that the 
commission if appointed will be composed of persons holding differ- 
ent opinions on the question of a tariff. Each member will view the 
questions which the commission are to investigate from his own 
stand-point, and his conclusions upon facts will be colored by his pre- 
vions opinions upon the general subject upon which they are to bear, 
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We will be sure to have two or more reports taking antagonistic 
views of the subjects to which they relate. We have had commis- 
sions before, one of very recent date charged with a much higher 


duty than that proposed for this commission. Irefer to the electoral 
commission. e know the result. The conclusions of Senators and 
judges were the expressions of preconceived opinions, and if we pass 
this bill it will be the same old story of eight to seven. These re- 
ports will bring back the question of tariff revision at the next ses- 
sion when there is no time to consider it, and defeat action until the 
next Con, Two years will expire before it can be taken up 
with any hope of disposing of it or reducing the burden of taxation 
now unnecessarily im upon the country. I am opposed to this 
delay. I want to see a reduction of the tariff, and believe we ought 
to remain in session until this is accomplished. Ido not say that 
this proposition is intended for delay or to defeat action on the tariff 
at the present session. 

Iam sure that some who favor this bill and some of the commit- 
tee that reported it would corps Pate an early modification of the 
tariff and the people relieved of all unnecessary burdens which it im- 
poses. I speak only of the effect of the measure, not of the motives 
that have prompted it. They perhaps regard it as the best if not the 
only means of securing proper action on the subject. I differ with 
them, and cannot believe that it can have any other result than to 
postpone, if it does not defeat, any early change in existing tariff 
rates. I cannot, Mr. President, consent by my vote on this bill to 
furnish any excuse for deferring or neglecting to reduce the tariff at 
the present session. Delay means continued exactions from the tax- 
payers of the country, who have since the close of the war paid into 
the Federal Treasury more that $5,000,000,000, and paid a larger 
amount in the enhanced price of domestic goods consumed to the 
manufacturing interests of the country. No people were ever more 
heavily taxed than have been the American people within the last 
twenty years, and nokie but the vast resources of the country has 
enabled them to bear the heavy drain upon them. It is time that the 
burden was lifted from their shoulders, or a respite at least given from 
all unnecessary taxation, Itis not alone the rich and the men in com- 
fortable circumstances that pay tariff duties. Men in humbler cir- 
cumstances—mechanics, tenant-farmers, and laborers—bear more 
than their full share of the burdens of government. They are taxed 
on all they wear, on much they eat, and on almost every implement 
of their various occupations in life. 

Delay in reducing the tariff rates means more than continned 
unnecessary taxation, it means continued extravagance and waste in 
the appropriations of Congress and in the administration of govern- 
ment, experience proves that an overflowing treasury leads not 
only to liberal but unwise and extravagant appropriations of the 
publicmoney. Postpone a reduction of taxes and the inventive genius 
of the lobbyist will devise schemes for the depletion of the Treasury 
in the shape of subsidies and aids to various projects—in increased 
and ex ted star-route service and various other “ways that are 
dark” but not always“ vain” for the accomplishment of these pur- 


OGS. 

There is no denying the fact that a full Treasury leads to extra va- 

anre on the part of all connected with the Government and renders 
the servants of the people less careful of their interests and more 
prodigal of their substance. We can render no greater service to the 
American people at the present session than to reduce the tariff so 
as to produce only sufficient revenue to meet the wants of the Govern- 
ment and provide for the gradual payment of the public debt. Ido 
not know, Mr. President, that this will be done, but I cannot vote for 
the proposed commission because it will be made the excuse for post- 
pouing a duty so plain and imperative and retard if it does not pre- 
vent any reduction of the tariff in the near future. 

Mr. President, I have already said that I am in favor of reducing 
the tariff to the lowest average rate that will produce sufficient rev- 
enue with internal taxation on spirits and tobacco to meet the wants 
of the Government and provide for the gradual payment of its debt. 
I do not believe that there is any authority in Congress to levy taxes 
upon the poopie for the purpose of fostering or protecting any par- 
ticular industry or businessin the country. Tariff duties on foreign 
importations do, however, protect, to the extent of the duties levied, 
American manufacturers of the articles imported and subject to 
duties. This is what is termed incidental protection, or protection 
to American goods arising out of the imposition of duties on forei 
merchandise. With the revenue we require from import duties the 
average tariff rates cannot fall much below 30 per cent., and this will 
furnish protection to American manufacturers to that amount. To 
this no one objects. Iam certainly in favor of giving to our own 
industries any advantage which such incidental protection can 
afford. With such protection as a revenue tariff will give, our man- 
ufacturers ought to be satisfied. There is no reason why any inter- 
est in this country should be fostered by taxation levied upon the 
people solely for its benefit. There is no reason why the farmer, the 
mechanic, the man who lives by his daily toil, or anybody else in 
this broad land should be compelled to pay higher prices for the 
pee which he consumes than is necessary in order that the pro- 

ucers of those goods may receive greater profits upon their produc- 
tion. Sucha proposition is contrary to reason, to justice, to com- 
mon sense, and common honesty. For one, sir, I am willing that the 
manufacturer shall enjoy the advantage which a revenue tariff will 


afford him, but I am unwilling to see the great body of the American 
people subjected to unnecessary burdens for his benefit. The pres- 
ent tariff, so far asit relates to many articles of general consumption, 
is not only protective in the duties which it imposes to a ater 
degree than is required for revenue but by reason of the high rates 
of duty imposed is partially prohibitory, and consumers are there- 
fore compelled to pay tribute to the producers of the s they 
need. To this I am opposed, and desire to see the duties reduced to 
the lowest point consistent with the necessities of the Treasury for 
revenue, 

I do not hope, however, Mr. President,to see the proper reduction 
made in the tariff at an early day. The men who are enjoying the 
benefit of the present high tariff and have grown rich under its op- 
erations will resist by every means in their power any reduction of 
duties. Some of them are advocating this proposed commission with 
the hope that it will defeat action on the tariff at the present session, 
if not for years to come, All who advocate this measure are not 
actuated by any such motive or governed by any such desire. Nor 
perhaps are all manufacturers who realize heavy profits by reason of 
the high duties paid on imported goods averse to a proper and reas- 
onable reduction of rates, Butthe men who are controlled by self- 
ish considerations and who desire to fill their coffers at the expense 
of others, who favor protection for the sake of protection, will not 
fail to obstruct and hinder every attempt to revise and modify the 
tariff. They will favor large and extravagant appropriationsof pub- 
lie money in order to create a necessity for high taxation. No scheme 
however unnecessary and visionary will meet with opposition from 
them. No subsidy to corporationsor individuals but will have their 
approval and Support is is not all, they will favor a repeal of 
alt internal taxation in order that the revenues of the Government 
may be derived solely from customs duties and an excuse be kept 
up for a high tariff. Already the papers advocating protection and 
opposing a reduction of duties are insisting on a repeal of the tax 
on whisky and tobacco. Their object is manifest. They see that 
the Treasury is in receipt of a ter amount of revenue than is 
required, and they know that the people of the country will insist on 
a reduction of duties. They do not want a reduction of the tariff, 
and therefore favor a repeal of internal taxation. If the friends of 
tariff reform are wise they will oppose all unnecessary and extrava- 
gant appropriations of the public money, all subsidies and aids to 
visionary projects, the repeal of the tax on spirituous and malt liquors, 
and leave no excuse for the continuation of the high duties exacted 
by the present tariff. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, in view of the long delay, about 
three months now, since this subject came into the Senate, I am very 
much disposed to come to a vote upon it in some shape or other, and 
I believe the sentiment of the Senate generally is that way. The 
two antagonistic theories of the tariff have been discussed and elab- 
orated by gentlemen in the Senate within that time sufficiently I 
suppose for the commission that is to be raised to go to work with 
all the light at least that the Senate can throw upon the subject. 

Soon after the bill was reported, on or about the 12th of December 
last, I had the honor to make a speech to the Senate upon the propo- 
sition, in which I gave my general views upon the subject of the 
tariff, and I do not care to repeat them to the Senate or to elaborate 
them to any extent to-day. Those views have been elaborated much 
better by others, the Senator from Texas, [Mr. COKE, ] the Senator 
from Kentucky, [ Mr. BECK, ] the Senator from Kentucky who now oc- 
cupies the chair, [Mr. WILLIAMS, ] the Senator from North Carolina, 
[Mr. Vance, ] the Senator from Oregon, [Mr. SLATER. ] the Senator 
from Ohio, [ Mr. PENDLETON, ] and the Senator from Al abama, [Mr. 
MORGAN, I as well as the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY] 


who has just spoken. That theory is that a tariff is nothing more nor 
less than an act of Congress levying a tax upon foreign goods im- 
at is all 


ported into this sontog and that tax is called a duty. 
that is meant by a tariff, and the power to levy that duty is found, 
as gentlemen of our school contend, in the first clause of section Sof 
article 1 of the Constitution, which gives power to Congress to lay 
and collect taxes, imposts, excises, &., for the peo of paying the 
public debt and providing for the general welfare of the country. 

I never could see in my reading and understanding of the Consti- 
tution how Congress could proceed to collect a tax except for the 
8 of revenue to meet the exigencies of the Government. I 

elieve as sincerely as I believe anything that a connected ar, ent 
upon that subject from the first breath of Hamilton on through Mad- 
ison down to the present time, taking all the public men of the past 
could be established beyond any question to show that the sole and 
the only power is to levy that tax or tariff,and that it is the sole 
and the only purpose of its levying. I would not at this day under- 
take to detain the Senate by reading from the declarations of Ham- 
ilton and Madison, made when they were arguing the importance of 
adopting the Constitution, and upon this very feature, to show that it 
was for revenue, and for revenue only, that this levy should be made. 
Isay I would not detain the Senate at this time by reading the declara- 
tions of those men who were arguing the importance of this very 
feature of the Constitution before the people then, a feature of the 
Constitution that was combated as muchas any other, and it required 
more effort at the hands of those eminent men to establish it in the 
confidence of the people than did any other section of the Constitn- 
tion. 
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Nor shall I undertake to detain the Senate by stating, and by read- 
ing to corroborate that statement, what even Mr. lay, who was 
called the father of the protective system, said, that it wanted only 
three years in order to put our industries upon their feet and make 
them self-sustaining, and put them beyond the necessity any further 
of such aid from the Government. Nor will I detain the Senate by 
reading what Mr. Webster said in 1824, that our manufacturers had 
alread me beyond the 8 of competition; that they no longer 
ee e fostering hand of the Government. If those things were 
true then, how is it at this late day and time when we have abso- 
lutely outgrown and gone beyond the time when it was n to 
feed these infants? use it is necessary sometimes to strap the 
infant with hip-bands and diapers, it is certainly unnecessary to keep 
them upon him after he becomes a grown man. 

The first tariff bill that was in uced, said to have been prepared 
by Hamilton himself, was entitled a bill to raise revenue, but it went 
on to add that it was to protect American industries, &. The ex- 
planation of that is simply that the Constitution had just 
through the ordeal of a severe contest for its establishment in the 
N of the people, and taxation is of all things the most odious, 
because a tax is an evil; let it come in the very best shape it may it 
is an evil, but it is sometimes a necessary evil, and that pill of tax- 
ation had to be sugar-coated with the idea of protecting American 
indu That was the reason for affixing the appendix to the title 
of that bill. 

Nor will I undertake to show, which can be shown, that protec- 
tion, as it is called, is not properly speaking protection; that when 

rotection is afforded to one industry it is but quasi robbery of other 
tinak I will not undertake to show, which can be shown also, 
that when you spear of the industries of this country a mean 
those industries the bottom of which are the plow, and the sickle, 
and the scythe, and the shovel, and the hoe, the representatives of 
which stand in this country at least as seven to one compared with 
the manufacturers, and through whose industry, and through whose 
energy, and through whose intelligence at last all the wealth we 
have and all the wealth we boast of comes and must come. 

When the commission about to be raised shall make its report, or, 
if no commission be raised, when the subject-matter comes legiti- 
mately before the Senate on a bill coming to us from the other House, 
oe we must not forget that all tariff bills originate in the House of 

presentatives under article 1, section 7, clause 1 of the Constitu- 
tion, because they are revenue bills,) then I shall undertake to go 
into this matter somewhat more at length than I have heretofore. 
It can be established beyond any question (as the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Beck] indicated the other day, and read some authori- 
ties to show the common doctrine in all the States) that it is not 
within the power of a State to loan money or to incur any indebted- 
ness or any responsibility on account of enterprises that are not pub- 
lic in their very nature and in their very essence. I shall then under- 
take to add to those decisions, and show by the highest authority in 
the land that if that is true as to the States itis for a much stronger 
and better reason true as to the United States Government. 

That is all that I care to utter at this time in reference to the theory 
upon which I think the tariff investigation should be had. When 
we get the result of that investigation, or, if we proceed without an 
investigation, I shall elaborate these views a little more extensively. 

Believing that we have come to the time when we should vote upon 
these measures, and supposing that the Finance Committee have the 
bill they have reported in the shape that they want, I will offer, and I 
ask to have it considered as now offered, the billthat went before the 
committee which I introduced as a substitute for their bill; that is, 
to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the bill which 
the committee reported back adversely, and which went upon the 
Calendar with their bill. It is Senate bill No. 86. I suppose, not 
hearing from the chairman of the Committee on Finance or the Sen- 
ator who has this bill in charge, that the pending bill is in the shape 
that they prefer it. If that be so then it is in order for me to move 
the amendment which I have in my hand in the nature of a substi- 
tute. 

The necessity of an investigation is pretty generally conceded. 
The honorable Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY] who has 
just taken his seat, however, objects to one, and he says that the 
present tariff was enacted and was placed before the country with- 
out an investigation of this character. That, I think, is one of the 
very best ents in favor of the establishment of a commission 
at this time, for I sincerely believe if the facts as to the relative 
industries of the country at that time had been placed fairly before 
the Senate and the House no such unjust tariff as that would have 


been put upon the country. I take that utterance of the Senator 
from Delaware as furnishing the very best argument in favor of a 
commission. 


The present tariff was made at a time when in its very nature it 
Was a war measure. It was made in time of war, for the pi 
of war, and necessarily. enact ae Sh the sentiment then prevailing 
it had to be unjustly discriminating toward certain interests and 
certain industries, The very tariff that the Senator from Delaware 
complains of is the burden upon us now that we seek to remove, or, 
at least, that we seek to modify in many respects, and I want no 
stronger argument to show the necessity of a commission than the 
very existence of this tariff itself. 
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The distinctive feature of difference between the two bills, the bill 
of the committee and the bill that I offer as a substitute, as I have 
stated before, not to-day, however, is that the commission under my 
amendment is to be a mixed commission, com of members of 
the Senate and of the House, with three outsiders, making nine in 
all. The purpose of that is simply that when the result of the in- 
vestigation returns to Co vast and complete as I hope it may 
be, there will be upon the floor of each House gentlemen already 
trained, already tutored to explain it to other gentlemen who were 
not upon the commission, and that we shall not have to wait for 
these experts to come before the committee which has the matter in 
charge, or before the Senate, if permited, or the House, to explain 
their action upon this, that, or the other matter, 

This proposition is verified and established by one of the most suc- 
cessful enterprises of the sort that has ever occurred in this coun- 
try; I refer to the silver commission, which was originated by a joint 
resolution of the two Houses April 15, 1876. That was a commission 
modeled after the style that I am now trying to frame for this com- 
mission, and it was a commission which did vast and important 
work, which gave invaluable information to the 5 gave it in 
good and in apt style, and upon which Congress, I think profitably, 
enacted wholesome legislation. 

Having that precedent in favor of the measure that I pro „1 
think it is not asking too much that upon this important subject we 
shall shape an investigation something after that order. The amend- 
ment I move pro that the commission shall go forward at the 
earliest practicable day in this investigation, and lay this whole sub- 
ject-matter before us, having members of each House upon the floor 
to explain the action thus reported. 

When the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Bayarp] who has charge 
of the bill reported it, if I recollect correctly, (I have not referred to 
the RECORD recently,) in making a statement in its favor, he asked 
the question how would all these laboring ple, these men of the 
scythe, and the plow, and the sickle, to whom I have alluded, be 
represented, or how could they be represented ? and he said they had 
not been represented heretofore in this investigation. If I am not 
very much mistaken these experts entirely outside of Congress would 
be much further removed from these laboring people than members 
of the House and members of the Senate. The members of the House 
are sent directly, a great majority of them, by the vote of those 
classes of people, and the members of the Senate are sent here in- 
directly by their votes, but who sends these nine outsiders to in- 
vestigate for them? A President of the United States by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate. Isthe security any better that 
the laboring people of whom the Senator from Delaware spoke would 
be represented in that respect than it would be to leave it to the 
representatives of the people in the Senate and in the House? It 
seems to me not. It seems to me thatthe custodians, the guardians, 
of the interests of these laboring people would be better selected from 
the Senate and the House than by the President of the United States 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. If it is true, if 
it must be so, that all the nine persons must be selected by the Presi- 
dent, and they are to be the custodians of the interests of these 
laboring people, who are to be the custodians of the custodians, who 
are to be the watchers of the watchers? That is a very pertinent 
question. I have no predictions to make as to the character of the 
gentlemen who will be selected by the President of the United States 
and their names sent to the Senate, and yet I assert as a principle 
founded in common sense that the Senate and the House can better 
select representatives of the laboring classes than the President of 
the United States can, and those men then would select the three 
8 to co-operate with them, precisely as the silver commission 

id. 

What I am after is a fair and open investigation into the opera- 
tions of the tariff upon all conceivable plans and upon every par- 
ticular branch of the industries of the country, so that when we come 
to make a tariff, having ss view the revenue standard, we may make 
it advisedly; we may know just exactly what amount of tariff we 
need and what requires protection and what not, because there is no 
concealing the fact that as every tax is discriminating in its nature, 
which cannot be helped, so every tariff effort is to a certain extent 
protection, and it is the extent of that protection that it is as im- 
portant to recognize and is to be ascertained in this investigation as 
anything else connected with the tariff. The aim should be to pre- 
vent, if ible, the Government from fostering any enterprises with 
which she has no national, no Federal concern, for the sake of the 
improvement or the bettering of private conditions and private 
fortunes. 

As a matter of course, if protection follows the action of Govern- 
ment necessary to raise revenue, that cannot be avoided. When 
under the commerce clause of the Constitution the Government 
undertakes to build railroads, and kere very building of a railroad 
improves my land or your land which is contiguous to the railroad, 
it cannot be said that she has built a railroad for the 


of im- 


proving your land or my land and bettering our condition; but still 
protection comes to us, and that is legitimate, because she is exer- 
cising the power under the Constitution to carry on her commerce, 
to carry on her postal system. So when this commission returns to 
us a report, and says that upon this article and upon that article it 
is necessary to levy a tax or to levy a tariff in order to raise revenue 
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for the Government, then we shall have the fact before us, and we 
shall see what is necessary in that respect to be done, but not to em- 
bark in the enterprise of protecting private adventures for the sake 
of bettering them. 

Therefore, Mr. President, with all due deference to the Senator from 
Delaware, [Mr. BAYARD, ] as well as the Finance Committee, who 
have made the report in favor of the pending bill, the amendment 
that I offer as a substitute gives more security for protection to the 

t interests of the country, the interests that are to bear these 
partion, the interests that are to raise this revenue, than the bill 
which they have reported. Of course, yielding to the Senator from 
Delaware his right to close the debate upon his bill, or upon the two 
bills, I hope we may come to a vote to-day and close this subject. 
Otherwise, if it is not done in a very short time, the time will be too 
limited for us to hope for a revision of the tariff at the next session 
of Congress. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to the utter recklessness of certain statements which have been 
made in the progres of this debate, and first by the Senator from 
Kentucky, [Mr. BECK, ] who I am sorry to see is not in his seat. In 
undertaking to show that the profits of the protected industries are 

rfectly immense, monstrous, he takes the article of Bessemer steel. 
1 to call the attention of the Senate to his figures by which he 
finds the profit on Bessemer steel for 1880. He says: 


Amount of capital, real and personal, invested in the business 


Coad OF IBDOE. 56s r hand 4, 930, 349 
%%%] REEE EE A E A BA naa doe denen evens mena 36, 826, 
Making labor and meterial cost. .....-.....--.--+--+----+-++++-- 41, 757, 277 

The value of the products when sold was........-...-.-.---------++-- 55, 805, 210 

Deduct capital and labor... .....-......-<+-0-eee eee ennneeeeeneeeceeeee 41, 757, 277 
And it leaves a net profit o[f[f(ſfſ]]] 14, 047, 933 


„Or,“ as the Senator says, 66.9 per cent. profit upon their cap- 
ital.” Does the Senator from Kentucky mean to say that these 
Bessemer steel corporations make 66.9 per cent. profit? He goes 
on further, and in another place says that ‘‘some of the old estab- 
lishments are in fact making far more than 66 per cent. profit.” What 
is „far more than 66 per cent. profit?” Are they making 75 per 
cent. profit? Are they making 80 percent. profit? The proposition 
itself of the Senator from Kentucky is so absurd that it only needs 
the statement for its refutation. What limit is there on any man 
in investing in Bessemer steel manufacturing operations; and I ask 
where is the man who will buy United States bonds bearing 3 per 
cent. or 3} per cent. interest if by engaging in steel manufacture he 
can make far more than 66 per cent. profit 

Let me call the attention of the Senate to another statement of 
the Senator from Kentucky, and I do it in order to show how little 
reliance can be Rises upon the arguments which were made on that 
side of the Chamber touching free trade. He takes up the silk mann- 
factories in New Jersey. was surprised that the Senator from 
New Jersey, [Mr. McPuErson,] who knows that the statement was 
entirely without foundation in fact, should not have called atten- 
tion to it at the time; I was at the time in the chair. He gives 
the amount of capital invested in silk manufacturing in New Jersey 
at $18,899,500; labor, $9,107,825; material, $22,371,300; product, 
$40,975,281. ‘Deduct the labor and material,” and the net profit is 
so much; 50.2 per cent. net profit made by the silk manufacturers 
in New Jersey. 

Does not the Senator from Kentucky know that that is not true? 
Does he mean to send out to the country as a fact that the profits 
made by the silk manufacturers in New Jersey are 50.2 per cent. ? 
Does the Senator from Kentucky mean to assert that if he deducts the 
labor and material from the production, the balance shows the profit 
which is made by the silk manufacturers? That is what the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky asserts here; it is what is printed in his speech; 
it is what goes out to the country as a statement by a leading Sena- 
tor, the distinguished Senator from Kentucky, when discussing an 
important financial problem, stating as a matter of fact that the silk 
manufacturers of New Jersey realize 50.2 per cent. profit. 

The Senator from Kentucky ought to know, and I presume does 
know, that in material and labor there is not a dollar of charge for 

wer. Does the Senator from Kentucky know what the power costs 
in running a silk manufactory at Paterson, New Jersey? Does not 
the Senator from Kentucky know that there is not a cent there 
charged for taxes? Does the Senator know what the taxes are? 
Does not the Senator know that there is not a cent charged for com- 
missions, nor for treasurers, nor for ee. nor for superintend- 
ents? The Senator from Kentucky left ont of his computation 
a much larger sum in the cost of manufacturing silk goods in Pater- 
son than he has put in there as labor. 

Again, does not the Senator from Kentucky know; has he many 
constituents who do not know and who when they read his state- 
ment will not know, that it is utterly absurd to talk about the profits 
of silk manufacture being 50 per cent.? There is not a capitalist in 
New Jersey who would not build asilk manufactory if the profit were 
50 per cent., or 40 per cent., or 30 cent., or 20 per cent., or 15 per 
cent. There is not a capitalist in New Jersey who would not pnt his 
money into silk manufacturing at such a profit. 


The other Senator from Kentue 


, (Mr. WILLIAs, ] who at prem 
ent is presiding over this body, these 


takes cotton-mills, and gives 

: wages paid, $41,921,106 ; capital invested, 8207, 781,868; value 
of productions, 8192, 773,960. The Senator from Kentucky says the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] ‘‘ does not set down in his table, 
but states in his speech, that the amount of cotton used was 1,797,000 
bales, which, at eight cents per pound, amounts to $57,504,000.” 
Does the Senator from Kentucky know where any cotton can be 
bought at eight cents a pound and landed at our mills? Does the 
Senator from Kentucky know in the last twenty years of a single 
pound of cotton that has been bought and landed at our cotton man- 
ufactories in New England for eight cents? Does not the Senator 
from Kentucky know that it costs all the way from eleven cents to 
fourteen cents? Then why should the Senator from Kentucky, when 
figuring out the profits of the cotton manufacturers, deliberately put 
the price of cotton at eight cents, when every other man in the 
Senate knows perfectly well that there has not been a dollar’s worth 
of cotton carried into New England and manufactured into cotton 
goods that cost there less than eleven cents a pound? See how he 
comes out: “Now subtract cost of material and wages of labor“ 
the cost of the cotton and the wages of the actual labor“ and we 
have a * to capital of $93,343,560, or nearly 45 per cent.” 

Why did not the distinguished Senator from Kentucky put cotton 
at three cents? It would have made the profits twice as much. 
Why did he not put it at five cents? It would be just as true at five 
cents as at eight cents. Yet that information is sent out to the people 
of this country to educate them touching the iniquities of the tariff, 
and to show them what enormous profits cotton manufacturers are 
m . Forty-five per cent! That is the information Senators of 
the United States send over this country to produce trouble with the 
laborers in the mills, telling them the manufacturer is making 45 per 
cent., and that they are only getting 20. 

Take the two largest man uring cities in the country, Lowell 
and Lawrence, does not the Senator from Kentucky know that in 
Lowell to enable them to get the power ni to run those mills 
it costs millions upon millions of dollars? Does he not know that 
those immense stone dams crossing the river there again and again 
and those great canals built there, cost an immense sum of money ; 
Does he not know that those mills in Lowell and Lawrence are obliged 
to pay for every drop of water that runs over those wheels to make 
them run the spindles and the looms in those mills? Does the Senator. 
from Kentucky know how much one of those cottor mills pays for 
powtr? Ipresume he doesnot, because ifhe had known he would have 
stated the fact and thus reduced the profits. The Senator from Ken- 
tucky did know when he made that statement of 45 per cent. that he 
did not include in the cost the pay of the treasurers of those mills, 


who receive from $4,000 to 96, 1 He did know that he 
did not include the pay of the . of those mills, who receive 
from $3,000 to $10,000 annually. e did know that he did not in- 


clude the selling agents of those mills. He did know that he did not 
inelude the commission on the sales of the goods of those mills. He 
did know that he did not include the taxes paid in those cities and 
towns where they are situated. He knew, if he was acquainted with 
cotton manufacturing, that the expenses of running a mill, outside 
of labor and outside of material, are greater than the wages paid for 
the actual labor itself. 

Carefully prepared statistics have been taken within the last year 
of the profits of the cotton mills in Lowell and Lawrence, and for the 
past five years (and they have been good, reasonably prosperous 
manufacturing years) the profits of those mills have been a little 
less than 7 per cent.; 45 per cent. says the Senator from Kentucky, 
with his absurd fi . I say asa matter of fact less than 7 per 
cent. Isay further to the Senator from Kentucky that there is not 
a cotton manufacturer in New England who will not be perfectly 
eee if you guarantee him a profit of 7 per cent. on his capital 
invested. 

Mr. ALDRICH. May I interrupt the Senator from Maine to make 
a suggestion right there? 

Mr. FRYE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wish to call his attention and the attention of 
the Senate to the matter of depreciation of machinery, to which the 
Senator has not alluded. I venture the statement that there is not a 
first-class cotton mill in New England where the machinery has not 
been yes replaced within the last fifteen years. 

Mr. FRYE. Iamobliged to the Senator from Rhode Island. The 
wear and tear of machinery is one of the most important items in 
the cost of manufacturing, which I neglected to mention. If Ishould 
say that that was 25 percent. I should come nearer the truth than 
the distinguished Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] came when he 
declared that the profits on Bessemer steel were 66 per cent. and the 
profits on silk manufacturing 50 per cent., and when the other dis- 
tinguished Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WILIIAMus] declared that 
the profits on cotton manufacturing were 45 per cent. By reason 
of the small margin for profits in cotton and woolen mills to-day, by 
reason of the sharp competition all over this country cutting = feat 
the price of the , every cotton manufacturer and silk manu- 
facturer and woolen manufacturer is obliged to study night and day 
how to decrease the cost of production and not take it from labor. 
Every invention is at once seized upon. If there is an invention 
that will save a mill on a yard of cotton cloth in the loom which 
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manufactures it, out goes every loom in that immense room and in 
come the new looms with the new invention. There has not been 
an invention made in the card-stripping machines or the spinning 
machines which saves a cent anywhere but immediately every piece 
of cotton machinery goes out, every carder, every spinner, and the 
new invention comes in; and does not the gentleman see that the 
C by these mills cannot be sold for one-tenth part 
of its cost 

Again, the 3 Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIAMS] 


took the woolen m He gave these figures for them: 

r / EITS $47, 115, 614 
A used B 162, 609, 
Capital invested ..............--. 5 — 155, 454, 105 
Value pn eee 265, 684, 796 


Now, subtract the cost of wages— 

Mind you, “ wages ”— 
and raw material— 

That is wool— 
from value of production, and we have a profit of $55,859,746, or about 33 percent. 
on the capital invested. 

What did the Senator from Kentucky mean to be understood by 
that? Did he mean to tell the people in Kentucky that our woolen 
manufacturers were making 33 per cent.? There can be no misun- 
derstanding of the figures; it is wages and it is raw material in this 
last instance; it is money paid to labor, it is money paid for wool, 
Take the wool and the labor out from the whole value of the pro- 
duction, and the distinguished gentleman declares to the world that 
the woolen manufacturers are making 33 per cent. profit. How 
absurd on the face of it! Not a single dollar included of all the 
expenditures I have been talking about which amount to more than 
the wages paid for labor; nothing for the plant, the Senator from 
Vermont Dir. MORRILL] suggests. I am or | dealing with the 
annual expenditures and production of these mills. 

Let me say to the distinguished Senator from Kentucky that I know 
something about woolen mills. When I was a boy abont fourteen 
years old my father announced to me that I was to go to college. I 
announced to him that I was not going. He ran- about the first 
woolen mill in Maine. He said, “ Very well; if you are not going to 
college it is all right.” But the next Monday morning when the bell 
rang (we worked twelve hours a day then) I found that I had a pair 
of overalls and one of the blue jackets the workmen wore; and I went 
into the mill. I went into the picker and I worked on the picker six 
months; then I went up and told Colonel Frye that I was willing to 
go to college; and he paid me my bills for my work and I went to 
college. I know something about woolen mills and that one espe- 
cially. It was about the first woolen mill started in Maine. It con- 
tinued under the hands of one agent for forty-two years. He wasa 
careful, prudent agent, and understood his business from the picker 
right up through every room. He never wasted a cent. During the 
forty-two years he met with no losses of any account. He closed up 
his manufacturing about four years ago, having arrived at that time 
of life when it became irksome to further work. Asa matter of curi- 
osiby we sat down and figured out the profits of that woolen mill, the 
most successful that ever was run in the State of Maine, the only one, 
I think, that had not failed, and the most of them fail over and over 
again. It was the most successful woolen mill within my knowledge, 
and the profits of that woolen mill for the forty-two years were about 
1} mills less than 6 cent. re annum. Thirty-three per cent., says 
the distinguished Senator from Kentucky, is the profit of woolen 
mills. Sir, let me repeat that the cotton manufacturers and the 
woolen manufacturers of New England are entirely content to-day 
with a 7 per cent. profit, and regard it as successful business if they 
make that. 

Sir, I did not feel that I should be doing my duty if I allowed these 
statements of the two distinguished gentlemen from Kentucky to go 
to this country in all their nakedness with all of their misinforma- 
tion. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I was not in my seat when the Senator 
was alluding to what I said. I only heard the last of it, in regard to 
Bessemer steel. I shall take occasion, after I read his remarks in the 
RECORD, to see how far they need correction. 

Mr. FRYE. Iremarked the fact to the Senate that the Senator 
from Kentucky was not present when I was talking. 

Mr. BECK. I shall see it all in the morning, I hope. 

Mr. VANCE. Is an amendment to the bill now in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. WIILIAus in the chair.) The 
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] is first in 
order; but that can be amended. 

Mr. VANCE. I should like then to submit my amendment and 
have it printed. 

Mr. GARLAND. Is it an amendment to the amendment, or to the 
bill of the committee? 

Mr. VANCE. To the bill of the committee. 

Mr. GARLAND. If that is to be amended further, I will not offer 
my substitute yet. I will give any gentleman an opportunity to 
amend the original bill. 

Mr. VANCE. Then I submit my amendment, and ask that it be 
laid on the table and printed. 

The Sipe apps pro tempore. The amendment can be offered 
now. It will be É 


Mr. VANCE. I wish it to come in as an additional section after 
section 4, as section 5. 

Legs ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed to add as an additional 
section: 

Src. 5. That in the selection of said commissioners, the President shall 


V 
representation to each of the industries of agriculture and manufactures in 
portion to capital invested and the number of persons engaged therein. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I desire to be heard upon this bill 
before the vote is taken, and I have understood that the gentleman 
having the bill in charge desired to have the vote to-day. I had not 
a i ae that the debate would be closed to-day, as other Senators 
had given notice of their intention to speak, and I am consequently 
not prepared to go on with my remarks to-night and do not desire 
to do so at this hour, I therefore ask that the bill go over until 
to-morrow, when I shall desire to be heard upon it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the public interest requires that this bill 
shall be acted upon as soon as possible, and I suggest, therefore, that 
we Seres 5 7 to-morrow before adjournment a final vote shall be had 
upon the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Say Monday. 

Mr. SHERMAN. To-morrow I think will do. I desire myself to 
say something in regard to one feature of the tariff laws, which will 
take but a few minutes. If that is agreeable to the Senator having 
the bill in charge, I propose that it be understood that we shall come 
to a vote to-morrow. There are many Senators absent, and we ought 
not to take the vote in their absence. 

Mr. BAYARD. I hope so; and I think it is eminently fair to Sena- 
tors who are absent as well as those who may desire to discuss this 
bill further, that there should be in this way about a day’s notice 
giron ; and I trust it may be the pleasure of the Senate to bring this 

ill to a vote to-morrow. I shall certainly hope thatit will be done. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Perhaps we can agree upon an hour; say tive 


o'clock. 

Mr. BAYARD. I should have no objection if the Senate would 
agree to come to a vote at four o’clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is proposed by the Senator from 
Ohio and the Senator from Delaware that, by unanimous consent, 
a vote be taken upon this bill to-morrow at five o’clock. 

Mr. BAYARD. I would say four. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I do not understand that any hour 
is to be fixed. The Senator from Kentucky may desire to reply to 
the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think it would be better, perhaps, not to name 
an honr, but say we shall insist on a vote before adjournment to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let that be understood. À 

Mr. BAYARD. I would say also that having been charged with 
this bill by the Committee on Finance, while I do not desire to pro- 
long debate, I should like to call the Senate back, if I may, to the real 
issues before it. The discussion has taken so wide a range and so 
much has been said which does not affect the merit of the measure 
before the Senate, that I should like to have it understood that I 
shall have at least fifteen minutes before the debate closes in which 
to attempt to explain the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I am very anxious to have a vote on this ques- 
tion, and I do not intend to detain the Senate by making a speech, 
but I must reply to some remarks that fell from the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Frye] in his allusion to my speech made several weeks 
since in the Senate. He read from my speech what he considered 
very absurd statements on my part as to the profits of the manufact 
urers of wool and cotton. It will be observed by any Senator who 
reads the context of that speech that I was replying to the argument 
of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] in which he stated the 
necessity for protection in order to give the laborer better wages than 
he could get without it. I took his own tables and I showed, not 
the net profits, but the gross profits. I took the cost of material 
used, as stated by him, and the wages paid for labor, and of course 
the wages paid for labor did not include merely the operatives, it 
must necessarily include the intellectual labor, clerks, managers, and 
everybody else in connection with the establishment; and I showed 
that when you added the cost of material and the cost of labor in 
connection with these manufactures and subtracted the total from 
the value of the production, it left 45 per cent. in one instance and 
33 in the other as the part received by capital, which was nearly 
twice as much as labor got. 

When I calculate what I make on my farm I do not put down as a 
charge the first cost of the land; I do not charge interest on the 
value of the land; I state what I pay ont for labor and what I pay 
for machinery. Then I take that from what I realize from my crop, 
and the result is my gross profit. I donot calculate my own wages 
for 5 Ine ver heard of a man, in estimating the profits 
of a mill which he had built, estimating the value of the water-power. 
Aman is supposed to own the water-power. I was showing the result 
of the productions of the mill, the gross profit. When I sell my to- 
bacco crop I do not estimate as t of the cost the interest upon the 


value of the land. I estimate the cost of the labor, the cost of the 
machinery necessary to cultivate that crop, and then I take that cost 
from the amount realized, and the balance is my profit. 

Why, sir, a company may be organized to manufacture and it may 
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pay its president $10,000 and its clerk, his son, $5,000, and that may 
uu 


ce the net profits. Then it may e e interest upon the estab- 
lishment; it may charge for the use of its own water-power, and 
what not. But my remarks were directed to the gross profits and 
the manner in which they were distributed between the laborer on 
the one side and the capitalist or the owner of the mill on the other. 
I made my estimates from the tables furnished by the Senator from 
Vermont himself, and showed that out of the gross profits of these 
mills capital received so much and labor so much; the percentage of 
capital being in one instance abont 45 and in the other 33 per cent., 
amountin, nearly twice as much as labor got. 

Mr. FRYE. May I ask the Senator a question? Did not the Sen- 
ator know that there has not been a pound of cotton sold for eight 
cents in the last twenty years? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No, sir, I did not. I have seen cotton quoted 
in the last year at eight cents; not the best qualities, however. 

Mr. FRYE. Where the Senator finds the av profit so much 
and reckons the raw material at so much, does the Senator from Ken- 
Sone monn to say that cotton for the last five years has been eight 
cents 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No, sir; I do not mean to say that. I am will- 
ing the Senator may amend that calculation of mineif Ihave under- 
rated or understated the price of the cotton bought. Ithink cotton 
has been from eight to eleven cents; I may have given the lowest 
price. I know I have seen it quoted at eight cents, and I think you 
will find the quotation at that price now. 

Mr. FRYE. I never heard of any bought at that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That does not affect the principle. 

Mr. FRYE. Does this affect the gentleman’s principle? He sup- 
posed that the mill owns the power; but does he not know the fact 
that it is not so? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 1 uses the power, and it is all in the 
capital that is employed, and it is that gets its share of the produc- 
tion. 

Mr. FRYE. It only shows the Senator’s misfortune in talking about 
these manufacturing industries without knowing so much about them 
as he would if he lived right close by them. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senator knows perfectly well when he pays 
for the clothes he wears the consequence of it. He bought clothes 
in Canada before they had a tariff there, he bought them in England 
and in France, and he knows that woolen clothes cost him twice as 
much to-day in this country as they did there. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, no; I do not know any such thing. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I know it. 

Mr. FRYE. I know they do not, and I live right by the side of 
Canada. I want to call the Senator’s attention to this: in every 
large manufacturing city in New England that I know of there is a 
water-power company, which has nothing to do asa rule with man- 
ufacturing at all; it owns all the water-power, and leases it for so 
much annual rental to the manufacturing corporations. Now, would 
the Senator reckon that in the cost of manufacturing? Would not 
the Senator include that? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. When I come to distribute the relative share 
that capital gets upon one side and that labor gets upon the other 
side, I charge capital, not only the actual capital employed in mov- 
ing the machinery but all the capital invested in producing the 
water-power, and that is a fair way of distributing the production 
between capital on the one side and labor on the other. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, Inow move, with the understand- 
ing that the Senator from New York has the floor, that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope the Senator from Ohio will indulge me in 
an effort to Dang up the Japanese indemnity bill. 


* 


Mr. SHERMA There are some matters in executive session that 
will take some time. 
Mr. MORGAN. I was very much in hopes the Senator would 


allow the Japanese indemnity bill to come up. 
Mr. SHERMAN, There are certain controverted matters in exec- 
utive session that ought to be disposed of. I think the Senator will 


see the necessity of it. 
Mr. MORG. I think there will be but one question raised on 
the bill. I have made several efforts to get it before the Senate. 


Mr. SHERMAN, I think we had better go into executive session. 
I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no understanding as to 
when the vote shall be taken on the tariff-commission bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand it is agreed generally that we shall 
have a vote to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No understanding has been had. 

Mr. BAYARD. Can we not have an understanding that a vote 
shall be taken on this bill to-morrow at a certain hour 

Mr. HARRIS. I think it is better to let the matter take its 
natural course. I think there is a very general disposition to come 
to a vote as soon as the Senate shall find itself ready to vote, but I 
do not see the necessity for any precipitate agreement at this time 
that at any given hour we shall come to a yote in respect to this 
question. 


The PRESIDENT tem The Senator from New Vork has 


the floor on the cresting bill for to-morrow. 


Mr. HOAR, I desire to suggest to my friend from Ohio that as the 
Senator from Alabama thinks his bill can be di of in half an 
hour, he be allowed to try it, and my friend can renew his motion to 
go into executive session at four o’clock. It is only half-past three 
now. If the Senator from Alabama fails and finds that along debate 
is coming up, the Senator from Ohio will have the power to make 
the motion at any time. It is a privileged motion. It can be made 
in five minutes or in fifteen. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think if we get through with the executive 
business, which I know we shall not by that time, we can then have 
time to go on with legislative business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 
fore putting the question, the Chair asks leave to lay before the 
Senate a House bill for reference. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 170) to provide for printing certain 
documents relating to customs revenues for the use of Congress was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

SAINT LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY. 


Mr. BROWN. I wish to make an announcement. - At a period in 
the session some two months since Senate bill No. 60 that was intro- 
duced by the Senator from Texas, [Mr. MAxry, I being the bill ratify- 
ing the act of the general council of the Choctaw Nation of Indians 
granting to the Saint Louis and San Francisco Railway Company right 
of way for a railroad and telegraph line through that nation, held a 

ition high on the Calendar. After it na Linen reported by the 
ommittee on Railroads there was a, motion to refer it back to the 
committee that they might examine some additional testimony, with 
a distinct understanding that it was to resume its place on the Cal- 
endar. I think it takes precedence of all these motions now before 
us, and at the end of the morning hour to-morrow I shall ask the con- 
sent of the Senate to take it up, I think it will take but a short time 
to dispose of it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was put back to its place on the 
Calendar. 
Mr. BROWN. It is early on the Calendar, before the measures now 


spoken of. 
1 75 MAXEY. I trust very much that the motion of the Senator 
from Georgia will prevail, as I know personally that there are rea- 


sons why we should begin the work, if the bi 
benefit of this season’s work. There is a bridge across the Arkansas 
River to be made that will be made if this bill passes, and will not 
be if it does not pass, and it ought to be commenced in season. Ido 
not think the bill will take long. I am very anxious to have early 
action on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the Sen- 
ator from Georgia to make his motion to-morrow. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. No. 879) 
authorizing the construction of a bri over the Missouri River at 
or near Arrow Rock, Missouri; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
No. 71) to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the followin 


message from the President of the United States ; which was refe 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from the 
Secretary of War, dated March 23, 1882, with accompanying Sy and estimates, 
recommending an increase in the clerical force of his office and in the offices of the 
Adjutant-General and S n-General of the Army, in order that prompt replies 
may be made to the calls for information by the Commissioner of Pensions in pen- 
sion cases, under a proposed plan to eng, eee the settlement of all such claims 
within a limited number of years; also an increased appropriation for contingent 
expenses for each of the offices mentioned. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 23, 1882. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam directed ef Sages Committee on Appropriations, 
to w hom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 4185) making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 8 
and for fulfilling treaty W pear with various Indian tribes for 
the year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes, to report it 
with amendments; and I give notice that I shall call it up early next 
week, if possible, for the action of the Senate. 

Mr, CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. No. 4185) 5 for the cur- 
rent and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for ful- 
filling treaty stipalations with various Indian tribes for the year 
ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

COINAGE OF GOLD AND SILVER. 


Mr. TELLER. I give notice that on Monday, after the mornin, 
hour, I shall call up the resolution I . on the 21st instan 


passes, and get the 
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soncerning the coinage of gold and silver, with a view of submitting 
some remarks. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. BAYARD. May I ask the Chair before the question is put on 
the motion for an executive session, whether any understanding is 
reached as to the time of voting on the tariff-commission bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No, sir; objection was made to 
any understanding. The bill remains the unfinished business for 
to-morrow, the Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER] having the 
floor upon it. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHerMAN] moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After one hour and forty-two 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 
five o’clock and twenty-two minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, March 23, 1882. 


The House met at twelveo’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. POWER. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Mr. DUNNELL, by unanimous consent, reported back from the 
Committee on Ways and Means the bill (H. R. No. 5237) to amend 
the laws relating to internal revenue, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER. 


Mr. HATCH. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 879) authorizing the construction 
of a bridge over the Missouri River at or near Arrow Rock, Missouri, 
and that the same be considered at this time. 

Mr. PAGE. If it does not elicit auy debate I will not object; 
otherwise I must object. 

Mr. HATCH. There will be no debate at all. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill, and the same was 
brought before the Honse. 

Mr. HATCH. This bill was reported from the Committee on Com- 
merce with sundry amendments, and there are other amendments 
which I desire to have adopted. 

Mr. PAGE, I will say that this bill was reported unanimously 
from the Committee on Commerce. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Harcu] desires to amend the bill as reported by the 
committee. 

Mr. HATCH. It is with the consent of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota, [Mr. ee Bete has charge of the bill. The amend- 
ments are principally verbal amendments, and are intended to make 
the bill conform to the one for the same purpose reported by the 
Committee on Commerce of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments will be read. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

In lines 3 and 4 of the printed bill strike out the word “' railroad ” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “railway.” 

In line 6 of yrange isc 2 ee <n United States," insert the words or 
passengers or . 

"Add 0 section ee “for such 5 rates of toll as may be approved 
from time to time by the Secretary of War.” 

In section 3, lines 10 and 11, strike out the words ‘the draw or pivot shall be over 
the main channel of the river at an accessible navigable point” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words the draw or pivot shall be at or near that shore nearest the 
channel of the river where, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, a 
ite fe the draw at that point can be constantly maintained; if not so cons $ 
then the pier to be in the main channel, and the opening or way to be so 
constructed that water-craft can be worked through it by lines, when not safe to 


pass otherwise.“ 


Mr. WASHBURN. I will state that these amendments have been 
submitted to me, and there is no objection to them. 

The SPEAKER. If there is noobjection, the question will be taken 
upon the amendments in 


8. 
There was no objection, and the amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was as follows. 


Be it enacted, de., That it shall be lawful for the Hannibal and Southwestern 
Railway Company, 4 corporation duly and legally incorporated under and by virtue 
of the laws of the State of Missouri, its assigns or successors, to construct and 
maintain a bridge, and approaches thereto, over the Missouri River at or near Ar- 
row Rock, in the county of Saline, in said State. Said bridge shall be constructed 
to provide for the passage of railway trains, and, at the option of the persons by 
whora it may be built, may be used for the passage of wagons and vehicles of all 
kinds, for the transit of animals, and for foot- ngers, for such reasonable rates 
of toll as may be ha from time to time by the tary of War. 

Skc. 2. That any bridge built under this act, and subject to its limitations, shall 
be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known as a post-route, upon 
which also no higher chargeshall be made for the transmission over the same of the 
mails, the troops, and the munitions of war of the United bey bag passengers or 
freight passing over said bridge, than the rate per mile paid for 
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the rights and privileges of 
© 0 
SEC. 3. Thad if zack br 


the spans thereof shall not 
and 
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ways leading to the said bridge; and it shall enjoy 
er post-roads in the United States. 
be made with unbroken and continuous spans, 
less than three hundred feet in length in the clear, 
main shall be over the main channel of the river. The lowest part of 
the superstrue of said bridge shall be at least fifty feet above extreme high- 
water mark, as understood at the point of location, and the bridge shall be at 1 — 
angles to, and its piers parallel with, the current of the river: Provided, That 
if same shall be constructed as a draw-bri the draw or pivot shall be at 
or near that shore nearest the channel of the river where, in the opinion of the 
Secretary of War, a through the draw at that point can be consistently 
maintained; if not so com: then the pier to be in the main channel, and the 
opening or passage. way to be so constructed that water-craft can be worked through 
by lines, when not safe to pass otherwise; and the spans shall not be less than 
one hundred and sixty feet in le in the clear, and the piers of said bridge shall 
be lel with, and the bridge itself at right angles to, the current of the river, 
and the spans shall not be less than ten feet above extreme high-water mark, as 
understood at the point of location, to the lowest part of the superstructure of said 
bridge: Provided, also, That said draw shall be opened promptly upon reasona- 
ble for the passing of boats; and said company or corporation shall main- 
tain, at its own expense, from sunset till sunrise, such lights or other signals on 
said bridge as the Light-Honse Board shall prescribe. No b shall be erected 
or maintained under the authority of this act which shall at any time substantial 
or materially obstruct the free navigation of said river; and if any bridge erec: 
under such authority shall, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, obstruct such 
navigation, he is hereby authorized to cause such change or alteration of said bridge 
to be made as will effectually obviate such obstruction ; and all such alterations 
shall be made and all such obstructions be removed at the expense of the owner 
or owners of said brid, And in case of any litigation arising from any obstrne- 
tion or all obstruction to the free navigation of said river caused or alleged to 
be cansed by said bridge, the case may be brought in the district court of the 
United States of the State of Missouri in which any portion of said obstruction or 
bridge may be located: Provided further, That nothing in this act shall be so con- 
strued as to ee or modify any of the provisions of law now exis in reference 
to the aeres on of the navigation of rivers, or to exempt this b from the 
0 m of the same. = 
Sxc. 4. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shall have and 
be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of railway trains 
over the same, and over the approaches thereto, upon payment of a le com- 
pensation for such use; and in case the owner or owners of said bridge and the 
several companies, or any one of them desiring such use shall fail toagree 
n the sum or sums to be paid, and upon rules and conditions to which each 
conform in using said bridge, all matters at issue between them shall be de- 
cided by the Secretary of War upon a hearing of the allegations and proofs of the 
es. 


Sec. 5. That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be 
built and located under and subject to such re i for the security of naviga- 
tion of said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure that ob- 
ject the said company or corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War, for his 
examination and approval, a design and drawings of the bridge and a map of the 
location, giving, for the space of one mile above and one mile below the proposed 
location, the topography of the banks of the river, the shore-lines at high and low 
water, the direction and strength of the currents at all stages, and the soundings, 
accurately showing the bed of the stream, the location of any other 9 or bridges, 
and shall furnish such other information as may be mired for a and satis- 
factory 3 of the subject; and until the said plan and location of the 


bridge are approved by the Secretary of War the bridge shall not be built; and 


should any change be made in the plan of said bridge during the progress of con- 
struction such change shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 6. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved. 

The bill as amended was then ordered to be engrossed toi à *hird 
reading, and it was accordingly read the third time, and para 

Mr. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
ee and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


i ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. WHITE. Iask unanimous consent to put a bill on its pas- 


sage. 
Si. PAGE. I must ask for the regular order. 
Mr. WHITE. If this bill elicits discussion or objection I will 
withdraw it. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. Lask the gentleman from California to 
withdraw his call for the regular order that I may present a report. 
Mr. PAGE. Iam willing that reports may be made for a few mo- 
menia; but all this time comes out of the discussion on the Chinese 
ill. 
Mr. POUND. What is the use of having reports made if we can- 
not consider them? 


AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. SPAULDING. I ask unanimous consent to report from the 
Committee on Military Affairs a bill prepared in accordance with 
the request of the War Department. 

There veing no objection, the bill (H. R. No. 5379) to amend sec- 
tions 1298 and 1302 of the Revised Statutes of the United States was 
reported, read a first and second time, placed on the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON COINAGE, WEIGHTS, AND MEASURES. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to make a privileged report. The Com- 
mittee on Printing, to whom was referred a resolution in regard to 
1 9775 85 certain matter for the use of the Committee on Coinage, 

eights, and Measures, have instructed me to report back the reso- 
lution with a recommendation that it be adopted. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Coinage, W. ts, and Measures be author- 


ized to print the testimony taken before the co: in regard to establishment 
of new mints, as well as the needs and requirements of the phia mint and 
New York assay office, for the convenience and use of the as well as for 
the information of members of the House. 

The resolution was adopted. 
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Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted, and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CUSTOMS REVENUES. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to present another privileged report. 
The Committee on Printing, to whom was refi the joint resolu- 
tion (H. R. No. 170) to provide for printing certain documents relat- 
ing to customs revenues for the use of Congress, have directed me to 
report back the resolution with a recommendation that it be passed. 
The joint resolution was reported originally from the Committee on 
Ways and Means by its chairman, [Mr. KELLEY, I and referred to the 
Committee on Printing, with the recommendation of that committee 
in favor of the printing. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, de., That the Public Printer 
be, and he 101 hereby, authorized wok Fr ste to print for the use of Congress 10,000 
copies of Senate ellaneous Document No. 46, first session Forty-sixth Con- 
gress, with additional data showing the imports for the fiscal years ending June 
30, 1879, 1880, and 1881, inclusive, together with a comparative statement of the 
rates of duties and imposts under the several tariff acts from 1789 to 1870, both in- 


Statutes and su uent tariffacts issued by the Treasury 
as Document No. 73 of that Department. 

Sec. 2. That the documents described in the foregoing section be stitched and 
bound as one volume; that 7,000 copies of the same be for the use of the House of 
Representatives and 3,000 for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred joint resolution (H. R. No. 
170) to provide for printing certain documents relating to customs revennes for 
the use of Congress, having had the same under consideration, have di me 
to report the resolution back and recommend its passage. joint resolution 
was reported from the Committee on Ways and Means with a j m that 
it pass, (Report No. 757 to accompany jomt resolution 170.) The printing of this 
. being desired by the Committee on Ways Means, the Committee 
on Printing deem it unnecessary to offer further reasons for the printing of the 
work intended. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I would like to inquire whether the 
volume proposed to be printed is that known as the report on com- 
merce and navigation! 

Mr. KELLEY. No, sir. It is a compilation of the tariff laws ex- 
hibiting the rates of duty ad valorem and specific, &c. It comes 
from the Bureau of Statistics, and is the first official compilation of 
our tariff rates, &., that has been made for popular circulation. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Then this is not such a document 
as we have had heretofore, but a new document? 

Mr. KELLEY. A new document entirely, although it embodies 
three publications. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INDIAN AGENT, GREEN BAY, WISCONSIN. 

Mr. POUND. Lask unanimous consent that Senate bill No. 864 
be taken from the Speaker’s table and put upon its passage now. 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (S. No. 864) to confirm certain instructions given 8 of 
the Interior to the Yodan agent at Green Bay nie the Bence of > 
solo legalize the acts done and permitted by said Indian agent p 

Mr. SPRINGER. I must object to the consideration of that bill 
at this time. 

Mr. POUND. I think the gentleman will withdraw his objection 
if he will hearthe bill read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from California [Mr. Page] has 
insisted that we cannot go now into the consideration of matters 
requiring time, as I think this bill will. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regularorder is the morning hour for reports 
of committees. 

Mr. POUND. I desire to ask the gentleman from Illinois whether 
he will not permit this bill to be read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It would involve discussion, and the gentleman 
from California [Mr. PAGE] has insisted that he cannot allow any- 
thing to come in now that will consume time. 

Mr. POUND. The gentleman from Illinois himself enjoyed the 
courtesy of the House a moment ago. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I did not- enjoy the courtesy of the House.“ I 
presented two privileged reports. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from California yield a mo- 
ment for the presentation of a report by the gentleman from Ohio, 
[ Mr. TownsEND?] 

Mr. PAGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I ask consent to report from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, to be printed and placed on the Calendar, a 
substitute for House bill No. 204, supplementary to an act approved 
December 17, 1872, entitled “An act to anthorize the construction of 


bridges across the Ohio River, and to prescribe the dimensions of the 
same. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The call for the regular order is equivalent to an 
objection. The regular order is the morning hour for reports from 
committees. 

Mr. PAGE. I move to dispense with the morning hour. 

The motion was agreed to, two-thirds having voted in favor thereof. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. EVINS, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of absence 

fot ten days on account of important business. 
INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS, 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Interior, ee ge) list of Indian 
depredation claims presented prior to March 15, 1882; which was 
A to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
e passage of the following bills, in which concurrence was 
nested : 
act (S. No. 930) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the sale of the remainder of the reservation of the confederated 
Otoe and Missouria tribes of Indians in the States of Nebraska and 
Kansas, and for other popoa approved March 3, 1881; and 

An act (S. No. 1510) for the relief of John H. Schabinger, guardian 
of Susan McKnatt and Martha McKnatt, minor daughters of James 
McKnatt, deceased. 

It further announced the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 3830) 
making appropriations for the consular and diplomatic service of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other 
purposes, with amendments in which concurrence was requested. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PAGE. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the further consideration of 
the bill (S. No. 71) to execute certain treaty stipulations relating 
to Chinese, on which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SHERWIN] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SHERWIN. Mr. Speaker, this is nota bill to promote the civil- 
izationof the Chinese Empire. It is not a bill to encourage the spread 
of the Christian religion. As important as are both those objects, 
they lie without the scope of ourduties. We are sent here by our con- 
stituents to legislate for the people of the United States under the 
Constitution and the laws, limited by international agreements and 
the usual morality which obtains between nations. I propose, then, 
to address myself to the bill before us which is to regulate the admis- 
sion of Chinese laborers into ourcountry. For many years the pres- 
ence of a larga numberof Chinese laborers in the States of California, 
Nevada, and Oregon has caused great and continuous social and po- 
litical disturbances there. Those disturbances have been the occasion 
of the grossest demagogy and have led to violent assaults by cer- 
tain classes or propie upon the persons and property of unoffending 
Chinese. With these manifestations I have no Sympathy whatever. 
The rights of every Chinaman in the United States should be as jeal- 
ously guarded as are the rights of any native of the country. This 
is demanded alike by natural justice and international faith. 
While admitting this, I wish to say that the universal opinion of those 
States, recorded as it has been frequently as op to a further 
increase of Chinese immigration, should in my opinion be respectfully 
heeded and should carry great weight in this discussion. It will not 
do for us to stigmatize the action and opinions of nearly all the citi- 
zens of three States of this Union as the artful schemes of dema es. 
Those States have been built up by the labors and intelligence of the 
best people of our older Commonwealths by men of intellect, virtue, 

atriotism, and courage, who have carried our institutions and our 
to that farthest shore and added an increased luster to the Amer- 
ican name, I prefer the verdict of such a people, founded upon a 
knowledge of all the facts surrounding this question, to the opinions 
of theorists and doctrinaires. 

That the presence of the Chinese in California has been detrimental 
to good order, hurtful to society, and injurious to labor has been es- 
tablished by a large body of the most trustworthy evidence, taken at 
different times by different persons. The Congressional committee, 
of which Senator Morton was chairman, after an exhaustive exami- 
nation, reported in favor of legislation looking to the regulation of 
this subject. The demand forsome regulation at last became so great 
that our Government sent a special embassy to China two years ago 
to treat with that government upon the subject, and the treaty en- 
tered into by them is the basis of the bill now before us. 

I believe that I fully appreciate the importance of the proposed 
law. Iam aware that it is a new departure in our intercourse with 
a foreign government; and yet I am fully convinced that the time 


for that departure has fully come. 

This is a matter of practical politics, and not of sentiment. Repub- 
lican government is not on trial. The Christian religion is not in 
danger. Justice is not to be outraged. Do not let us enter into the 
hazy atmosphere of irrelevant generalizations to discover reasons for 
voting against this bill. 


Because we have declared in favor of the 
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right of expatriation do not let us admit that it is our solemn duty 
to admit to ee every man who expatriates himself from 


another land, whether he be pauper, criminal, or pagan. Do not let 
us mix up eternal truth and confuse our moral perceptions by liken- 
ing the black laws of some of our States before the war with the pro- 
visions of this bill, which simply suspends for a short time the coming 
here of certain classes of a certain nationality. As well might we 
accuse a manufacturer who positively forbids the entrance of any one 
npon his premises except his employés of being inhuman and unjust 
to his neighbors and fellow-men. 

We do not deny the equality of man. We still assert that all men 
are born free and equal, but we claim the right to control our own 
workshops and choose our own associates. It is not necessary for us 
to assert our superiorty over the Chinese 2 or morally. We 
know that the Chinaman, in his own country and in ours, is indus- 
trious, faithful, saving, patient. We know that he has sufficient edu- 
cation to transact his own business, and frequently achieves suecess 
in it, and yet it does not follow that we desire him for a neighbor, 
or that we wish to admit him to membership in our social partner- 
ship. What right has he to expect it? What right has any one upon 
this floor to demand it? s 

The opposition to the bill is based upon several grounds. First, 
that it is unnecessary ; secondly, that it is agaiiin the policy of our 
Constitution and laws; thirdly, that it goes beyond the power con- 
ferred by the treaty, and fourthly, it will injure us commercially. It 
is said to be unnecessary because the number of Chinese now in the 
country is so small as to preclude the idea of their doing any injury 
and it is claimed that but few are now coming. If it is conceded 
that their immigration here may ever become an evil it is not too 
soon too check it. Had African slavery been abolished one hundred 
years ago, how much of dissension, of treasure, of precious blood 
would it have saved to this nation? When Utah was admitted asa 
Territory if polygamy had been excluded how great a stain upon our 
escutcheon Panta have been ayoided, and how small the difficulty 
to extripate it, compared with that which now confronts us. Slav- 
ery was confined to one section of the Union, and yet it debased the 
hela: Polygamy is confined to a far-distant, secluded Territory, 
and yet the nation is to-day awake to its shame, and aroused with 
indignation at its assumptions and at its defiance of the moral law. 
Chinese immigration is segregated upon the Pacific slope. We hear 
the united voice of the people of three States lifted up to Congress 
to prevent any further influx of laborers of that nationality. They 
show to us that their presence isa t evil; that it leads to race 
hatred, to political disquietude; that it debases white labor and 
laborers; that it has invaded many kinds of trades, and driven the 
white tradesmen out of them, and is gradually but surely seizing 
all kinds of business. Besides all these evils they constitute an 
alien population of totally 2 tastes, habits, and purposes, aud 
are a constant source of social discord. 

When the people of the Pacific States complain of these things 
some gentlemen here say, Why do yon employ them, then? If you 
do not want them among you refuse employment to them.” That 
question is a mockery ; for we know that any man will employ John 
Chinaman to do his washing instead of an African woman if John 
offers to do it for less money. If he will make cigars for less money 
than a German he will get the work todo. If he will make a pair of 
shoes for less than an American he gets the job. These are business 
transactions and have no reference to the Sermon on the Mount or 
the Declaration of Independence. Now, the fact is that that is just 
what has been and is being done in the Pacific States to-day. The 
white working man and woman and artisan is being underbid in 
wages. The Chinaman will work if necessary for less money than an 
American can live upon. I do not blame the Chinaman for this, for the 
lowest wages he would be offered would be greatly larger than the 
highest he could get in China. There, within an area somewhat less 
than that portion of the United States lying east of the Mississippi, 
are crowded over 400,000,000 of people, one-third of the hnman race. 
There they and their ancestors have struggled for a scant subsist- 
ence for thousands of years. They waste nothing, they wear but 
little, they eat but little. It is shown by the report of our consul- 
general at Shanghai that the wages of a superintendent of skilled 
workmen are $36 per year over and above his food, rent, and clothing. 
The wages of askilled workman are $13 per year; of an agricultural 
laborer $12 per year; of a cooly $6 per year. A farmer’s family 
with the use of a horse will support themselves and save about $25 
per year. The consul-general says: 

With the class of cheap labor of which I have been speaking this empire can 
supply tho world. Is it strange, then, under such circumstances, that the mind of 
an ly more expensive laborer with entirely different hopes and aims in life 
should become alarmed at the prospect of a stubborn competition with it? 

China stands to-day where she has stood for thousands of years, firmly wedded 


to Joss and her idols, looking ba kward venerating the paths of her ancestors and 
with no interest in any civilization but ner own. 


To show another phase of Chinese life at home, I read from Across 
America and Asia, by Professor Pumpelly: 


On the densely-peopled plain all the organic and much of the mineral Ly gene 
ents of the soil must have made many times the circuit of plant and animal In 
other words, everything that to make maintain the human body has 
formed part of human bodies which have passed away. 

Few foreigners have the 3 to enter the larger southern towns in summer, 
so horrible is the air. In the neighborhood of great cities on the delta plain, where 


Cee eee oe below the . for miles always in sight of 
coffins bursting in the scorching heat of the sun, and breeding the pestilence that 
yearly sweeps off the surplus population. 

Shall such a people reared amid such environments and with such 
habits be thrown into competition with our laboring ee yaaa ? In 
all fields of labor where imitative skill or patient, plodding work is 
required they will drive our higher civilization to the wall. It has 
been proved to be so not only in California but in Australia, in Java, 
and other East Indian islan Professor Pumpelly further says: 

On the island of Java, where they have been long tolerated, the Chinese number 
not far from 150,000, the ter part having more or less Javan blood. The op- 
pression of the Dutch is the cause of the Lo pag mo not being larger. They are 
—. pS pay a mulct for leave to enter and a larger one for permission to quit, 
besides a poll tax, none of which imposts are levied on other foreigners. * * * 
There are no women in Java who come directly from China; but as the Chinese 
often marry the daughters of their countrymen by Javan women, there results a 
numerous mixed race which is often ee henge e from the native Chinese. 
Many return to China anuually in the junks, but by ng means in the same num- 
bers as they arrive. The reed ent in matters of inheritance and minor affairs 

y 


by their own laws, administe: eir own officials appointed by the Dutch gov- 
ernor. 


Beginning on their arrival as coolies and laborers, they soon accumulate enough 
to work independently, and many of them amass large fortunes. They have ob- 
tained nearly a monopoly of the native produce and an uncontrolled command of 
their market for foreign commodities. Their industry embraces the whole system 
of commerce, from the greatest wholesale speculation to the most minute branches 
of the retail trade. In their hands are all the mannfactories, distilleries, potteries, 
&c., and they have large coffee and sugar plantations. They are equally well 
adapted for trade or agriculture. 

In the English colony of 1 50,000 out of a population of 80,000 are China- 
men, chiefiy from the island of Hainan, The writer was told that the Engli 
owners of a large machine-shop at Singapore were gradually removing their Eng- 
lish workmen and replaces them with Chinamen, having found the latter more 
— ia heir competition that Parecen, Jews, and Europeni oss 
8 e 
retain no foothold in face of it. * 1 

In the midst of all this patient toil they are still Chinese, faithful 
to the traditions of their ancestors, holding a profound veneration for 
her immemorial laws and institutions, and looking with contempt 
upon the institutions of the country wherein they reside. Under 
English jurisdiction some of them have been naturalized. But when- 
ever they return to their own country they always take up with their 
old customs, and still remain true to their religion and institutions. 

Thus we see that in all countries where they have lived their pres- 
ence has been followed by the same state of things—race hatred and a 
refusal and inability to assimilate with the people with whom they 
are domiciled. 

The real and essential object of all civilized government is to pro- 
tect its citizens against injustice and wrong, and in all proper ways 
to aid in their development and progress. In other words, govern- 
ment is for the good of its citizens, and in a federal government like- 
wise for the good of its several parts. It is therefore the duty of 
Congress to take some action in this matter tending to remove the 
great wrong and injustice under which the people of California and 
other Pacific States are now suffering. 

I wish now, Mr. Speaker, to refer for a few moments to the attempts 
which have been made in this debate to magnify the trade and com- 
merce of the United States with the Chinese Empire. I have culled 
some statistics on that point, to which I ask the attention of the 
House. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MORSE] this morn- 
ing depicted to us the consternation which spread over the English 
nation because the United States was driving them from their com- 
merce with China. I have here an article in the Fortnightly Re- 
view for 1878, written by a gentleman who evidently is conversant 
with China and all her interests, in which he states that the total 
trade of China for that year was $212,483,357. That is the total 
trade of China, both imports and exports. Now, of that sum the 
import and export trade with the United States amounted to onl 

„914,301, or a little less than one-tenth of the whole. England’s 
share of the trade of China, on the contrary, was more than 60 per 
cent. of the whole. The total exports to China from Great Britain 
and Hong-Kong amounted that year to $65,332,554, while the total 
apes trade from the United States to China amounted to the insig- 
nificant sum of $4,482,457. Great Britain, in other words, exported 
thirteen times as much in 1878 to China as the United States did. 

The little Kingdom of Belgium, with an area about equal to New 
Hampshire, buys of us in two years and a half as much as all China 
has done in the last twenty-four or twenty-five years. 

The last report made by the State Department, and which has 
been printed, upon the commerce and navigation of the country for 
the year ending June 30, 1880, states that our export trade to China 
amounted in 1880 to $1,101,315. Our export e to China during 
six of the last ten years was less than it was in 1843, which was the 

ear before the Cushing treaty was negotiated with that empire. 

uring that year, 1843, our exports to that country amounted to 
$1,755,393, and yet during six years of the last ten our exports have 
been less than in 1843; and our population at that time was only 
about one-third of what it now is. 

In this statement I leave out of view the exportation of 
silver bullion, and speak only of merchandise and man 
articles. 

The great amount of our trade with China is made up of imports 
from that country, and those are com of tea and silk princi- 
pally. ina must have a market for their goods, and whether we 
pass this bill or not, whether we offend them or not, they are only 
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too glad to sell their products to us, and it will not interfere with 
that trade in any the least regard. We haye an example to show 
us that it makes no difference so far as their commerce is concerned. 
Look at England. In 1860 it sent a fleet into her rivers to bombard 
her forts, and it invested the city of Peking and destroyed the Em- 
peror’s palace by fire. And yet that people which committed those 
outrages upon that sacred empire now control 60 per cent. of all her 
commerce with the world, while we, under the beneficent influence 
of our Burlingame treaty, exported to that Chinese Empire last year 
products to the amount of only $1,101,315! z 

But, Mr. Speaker, even if our commerce were much larger than it 
is, if it did interfere with our commerce in the situation in which we 
tind affairs upon the Pacific States, still we should take the step 
proposed by the pending legislation. Human hapviness and civic 
concord are not to be weighed against commercial prosperity. A 
human soul is worth more than the bills of lading of the atest 
steamship that ever crossed the sea. Again, it has been said their 
coming here will not degrade, but on the contrary will elevate our 
laborers, as our labor when driven out of other employment will seek 
higherand more remunerative work, I cannot see how that is to be 
accomplished. By the census of 1870 it appears there were in this 
country 2,033,000 laborers, men and women, engaged in manufact- 
ures, 

Now, then, suppose this Chinese immigration is unrestricted ; su 
pose that the citizens of that country were permitted to come here with- 
out limit and that this population would flow in here, as undoubtedly 
it wouldif there were no opposition toit, it lies in the nature of things, 
and in the relations of labor and social economy that it would drive 
out the laborers of our country. It would not elevate them, it could 
not do that. Where and how would they be elevated? Suppose 
that several thousands of those laborers were turned loose in Law- 
rence or Lowell, or other of our manufacturing cities, or amid the 
furnaces of Pittsburgh or Chicago, or the mines of Pennsylvania, 
how would that elevate the numbers of people whom you would 
throw out of employment in those places? Will they go to the 
learned professions? Will wiog become merchants, traders, or farm- 
ers? Where would they go? What elevation is to take place 
among them? I would like that to be clearly pointed out to me. 

And, further, Mr. Speaker, in the census of 1870 it was shown that 
there were abont two and a quarter millions of agricultural laborers 
in this country. copper this Chinese horde of immigrants should 
goupon the farms, and drive the hardy workingmen from their places 
where would these agricultural laborers go to seek employment f 
Where would the elevation of the laborer take place? I would like 
some gentleman to explain it. Mr. Speaker, I look upon it as un- 
natural, as Utopian, to allege that there will be any elevation. ‘The 
elevation would probably be to idleness or to the poor-house. The 
argument, such as it is, that it is necessary to bring here a pauper, 
and degraded labor, to bring here a cheap labor, is the very logic 
and reason which underlies the whole question of slavery itself. It 
should come simply to elevate the Caucasian. And labor should be 
made servile, tractable, docile as they say of labor in Singapore, in 
order to elevate and improve our own. But, Mr. Speaker, are we 
ready for that? I thought we had passed that era in our national 

e. 

Last year there were about eight hundred thousand immigrants 
from Europe landed upon our shores. They were Scandinavians, 
Germans, Englishmen, and Irishmen, but they were ple of our 
own blood and instincts. They have coalesced with Oat people; 
they have mingled in the vocations of life with our own citizens; 
they send their children to our schools; they worship in our churches; 
they sit upon our juries; they attend our town meetings; they read 
our newspapers, study our principles of government, and when the 
time of trial comes they carry our muskets and fight our battles. 
We and they might exclaim, when looking at our institutions and 
our flag, almost in the words the Laureate used when he welcomed to 
Old England the affianced bride of her eldest prince: 


Saxons and Normans and Danes are we, 
But all of us Danes in our love for thee. 


Supposing that these Chinese immigrants, instead of being se 
gated, as they now are, were to come into the State of Ohio, or into 
the State of Massachusetts, or into any one of the Northern, South- 
ern, or Eastern States, and begin to crowd upon the labor of their 
communities, do you not suppose that it would make a difference in 
the way the question is booked upon by statesmen here, or by the 
people of those States? If you transport into a manufacturing town 
in Massachusetts some four or five hundred of these laborers, where 
and upon what pinnacle will your four or five hundred displaced 
laborers find a resting-place? Where is the elevation they would 
seek? I would like to have it pointed out to me. If our labor can- 
not compete with theirs it is coolly stated here to be a proof of its in- 
feriority, Not at all; it is not inferior. I believe in the survival of 
the fittest. We could subdue the Chinese Empire with its four or five 
hundred millions of inhabitants. Our fifty millions could conquer 
that vast empire with our bayonets and our guns. But they would 
as certainly subdue ns in the field of labor, even as would a swarm of 
locusts or grasshoppers. 

The very doctrine of the survival of the fittest is what leads us as 
intelligent men to do what is for our interests. Weknow wecannot 


compete with such a class, and therefore, in the interest of our own 
people, we declare they should not come within our borders. 

The Anglo-Saxon isa political animal trained to govern and to rule, 
and yet he only does one thing at a time, but he does it well. At one 
time it was the English barons struggling with King J one and they 


gained their point. At another time it was Cromwell and his Iron- 
sides against Charles I, and they were triumphant. At another 
time in America in the interest of representation, and again they 
succeeded. Now, then, they have to solve a new problem. Having 
brought a continent under our dominion, we stand now at last face 
to face with an old and ancient and different civilization, one whose 
history runs so far back that no man can trace it. And during all 
the centuries of its existence it has not advanced a step, but seeks 
now to pour its millions of paupers into the lap of American civili- 
zation. 

Now, as Anglo-Saxon legislators holding the mighty traditions of 
the past, we stand face to face with that question; and I believe we 
are competent to decide it and decide it right. Our civilization is 
growing more and more complex. It must be harmonious; it must 
work smoothly or it will certainly perish. Many questions of great 
importance press for solution. We have not yet begun to solve the 
labor question, that question which for fifty years or more has agi- 
tated the Kingdom of Great Britain and other countries. More and 
more has it troubled them. Such was the distress in England in the 
early part of this century that Malthus, a representative of the Chris- 
tian civilization of Europe,in order to put a curb or a check upon 
multiplication of laborers beyond the means to employ them, enun- 
ciated a doctrine whichis abhorrent to our feelings and against human 
nature itself. And now lately in the bills of Mr. Gladstone the acts 
11 . 85 Irish matters it has been provided for the purpose of 
relieving laborers in Ireland that in certain cases emigration may 
be aided by the government itself. We know that in Ireland before 
the famine of 1 47 although w were down to a starvation 
point, not one-half of the laborers there could receive any employ- 
ment at all. 

I speak of these things to show that this great question has been 
deemed the important question of modern civilization, and that it 
has not yet been decided. Five years have not yet rolled by since 
this country was convulsed by a labor movement which threatened 
a destruction of law and of authority in our midst and from ocean 
toocean. Do we so soon forget it? It was the same labor question 
that underlay the question of slavery and brought onthe war. And 
now it appears again in our midst, aggravated by this Chinese ques- 
tion. e do not see its evil effects now perhaps, because we have so 
much virgin territory to which laborérs may go. But the time is 
coming and coming soon, if we increase as fast as we have done in 
the last ten years, when that state of things shall have passed by. 
When the next census is taken we will have 65,000,000 of people. 
In twenty years from now (when the limitation fixed by this bill 
shall have expired) we shall have 85,000,000 or 90,000,000 of people, 
and instead of emigration westward it will perhaps set eastward. 
Then, when our population has become much more dense, when its 
numbers shall have increased so that there is a surplus of laborers, 
as has always been the tendency in the older nations; when there 
shall be no outlet to new territories for the unemployed, thus redue- 
ing the glut of labor, then w will fall as other commodities fall 
inatimeof glut. Then weshall have to solve for ourselves this great 
potin which has perplexed England and other countries of the Old 

orld so long, and which still perplexes them, and when it has got 
to that state then you will be face to face with the question, t 
are the natural and necessary wagesof men? It eae laid down 
by great economists that it is the lowest amount a man and his fam- 


ily can live upon—that that is the natural and n measure 
of wa; Think of that abhorrent doctrine, and yet it is demon- 
strated by the principles of political economy, 


Then is it not of importance and is it not our duty as members of 
this . body to see to it that no law shall be passed 
which shall bring into competition with our le a body of rns 
who can live on almost absolutely nothing ur citizens require 
their houses to be carpeted; they require meat to eat; they require 
school-books for their children, and newspa for themselves, and 
desire to be able to make contributions to their churches; they re- 
quire a roof-tree and a cheerful fireside ; they require a multiplicity 
of things for their health and prosperity. And upon such laborers 
and such homes, so dignified and so ennobled, our institutions rest. 
But the Chinaman requires nothing to wear hardly, and hardly any- 
thing to eat, and has no aspirations to gratify. He has no fami y 
tosupport. One small room will accommodate a score of them. They 
have no comprehension of the word home. And when that time of 
surplus labor comes, as it has come to all civilizations, the cupidity 
of man and the soullessness of corporations will force them to em- 
ploy that labor which is the cheapest ; and that must be the Chinese. 

Mr. WHITE. May I interrupt the gentleman ? 

Mr. SHERWIN. Not now. 

Mr. WHITE. Did you ever see a Chinaman in this country that 
was not well dressed and that did not pay his debts? 

Mr. COX, of New York. He wears his shirt outside of his pants. 
(Laughter. 

Mr. SHERWIN. I have not time to yield. 

What do we most desire in this conntry? Certainly a happy, pros- 
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pero rogressive people, living under wise and beneficent laws. 
To build: up such asociety, such a nation, it must be composed of har- 
monious elements. Its people must have common ho 

desires, and a common pride in our common country. The Chinese 
never could unite with us. This has been demonstrated wherever 
they have touched the Caucasian race; and when that is shown I 
think the question is really settled. 

If I had time—but I have promised to yield some of it—I would 
read upon that point the opinions of men who have observed these 
people in different lands. I would recur also to the question of their 
religion and the possibility of Christianizing them and show that 
it never has been done. As the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
McLane] related yesterday in illustration of this point, it seems that 
they never become Christians except under a pretense in order that 
they may make a little more money out of the Caucasians; and 
having made it bagi | go back to their first estate. That is the uni- 
versal testimony. Shall we embrace them because they belong to 
that society of which Confucius was once the head; that body of 
men that nearly two thousand years ago, as was told us yesterday 
by the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. Kasson, ] sent out the t wise 
men to the West looking for a new religion, that religion which we 
now one but which the descendants of Confucius revile and 
reject 

this country all men have labored with their hands, if they do 
not now labor, and their children will labor after them. And I tell 
you this is a question which comes home after all to the men and 
women who labor with their hands, more than to any one else. And 
I think we can trust them in determining it better than we can trust 
any one else. A few years ago Mr. Gladstone said that in all the 
great questions which underlie the foundations of society the in- 
stincts, if I may use the term, of the common people was more to be 
relied upon than those of the higherclasses. And that same doctrine 
has been enunciated by another writer in England who has explored 
all the sources of political power when he says no man or men by 
inspecting society can see what it most needs; society must be left 
to feel what it most needs. 

The people of the Pacific coast have seen and felt what they need. 
They have declared it in California by the voices of 154,000 voters 
to less than 900. They tell us what they have seen and what they have 
felt. Shall we grant them relief, or when they ask for bread shall 
we ere them a stone? 

I believe that this House is ready to pass this bill; if not just as it 
stands, substantially as it stands, so as to check and suspend this 
immigration. I hope that it willdo so. I hope that we shall be able 
to answer to our own consciences in this matter and to say to the 
people of this country that in passing this bill we have acted in 
accordance with the traditions of our civilization and the principles 
of the Constitution itself. 

Andif we do this, if we see to it that the pure bullion of a Christian 
Anglo-Saxon civilization is not debased by the alloy of effete orien- 
talism, it will be well for our society. If wedo this the coming years 
will bring nothing but progress to us. We shall see happy homes 
springing up all over our land, and cheerful firesides 5 


and there here arise a structure der and more beaut 
than the famed temple which crowned the Athenian Hill. Its 
foundations shall rest upon the enduring rock of a people's love. Its 


entablature will be sustained upon the arms of our country’s man- 
liest sons. Its sculptured friezes shall relate the matchless story of 
its progress, 8 years of toil and conflict, from strenuous youth 
to vigorous manhood and an honored and serene old aoe This 
temple will defy the ravages of time, and standing in the genial 
atmosphere of our blessed land shall dominate the world by its beauty 
and its strength. [Applause.] ; 

I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin, [Mr. HAZELTON. ] 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker si the same: 

‘A bill (H. R. No. 4440) to establish a railway bridge across the 
Mississippi River, extending from a point between Wabasha and 
Read’s ding, in Minnesota, to a point below the mouth of the 
Chippewa River, in Wisconsin. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. HAZLLTON. Mr. Hct the landing of the cavaliers in 
Virginia and of the Pilgrim fathers at Plymouth Rock was the begin- 
ning of our distinctive nationality. Among the European races we 

our origin and down through all the vicissitudes of our history 
and development as a free People, from them we have drawn an almost 
constant emigration, which has contributed always to our advance- 
ment in civil and religious liberty, because of a type of civilization 
kindred to our own. We have invited and welcomed its coming to 
our shores; and, whether voluntary or sought, it has come to us, 
transferring its allegiance from fatherland, from empire and throne, 
to the better government of liberty in the New World. It has come 
to adopt our language, to build and maintain homes like our own, 
and to share in the burdens as well as the privileges and immunities 
of free government. It has come as an ally of our civilization, as a 


compatriot in the sacred cause of liberty, as a colaborer in our moral, 


intellectual, and material progress. It has come to help make our 
battle-fields illustrious and our victories secure, until, under a natural 
blending of the old into the new life, the national domain extends 
from ocean to ocean, and the population of the Republic has increased 


from three to fifty millions of le, prosperous, united, homogene- 
ous, and free. And in all Guia ULA of the humanity of the Old 
World into our own Europe has lost and we have gained the best 
material she has produced for the formation and maintenance of free 
and enlightened government. From this source we have never anti- 
cipated or incurred danger to our free institutions. 

EMIGRATION MUST BE HOMOGENEOUS. 


The victories of the Mexican war carried our empire and national 
jurisdiction to the shores of the Pacific Ocean, into new fields for en- 
terprise, and there to confront the incoming of a race entirely differ- 
ent from all those who have come to us through the eastern gates of 
the Republic. 

I cannot understand how we as a nation can have any interest in 
the encouragement of immigration to our shores from any direction 
whatsoever only as it can be made to contribute to our strength as a 
people engaged in working out the great problem of human liberty 
under a republican form of government, And in the prosecution of 
this mighty enterprise can we assume that all the antagonisms of all 
the races upon the globe can be blended into one harmonious whole 
under our Government? That the Republic can draw into its bosom 
all the poisons that have been generated by mankind since history 
began and not imperil its existence? 

THE CHINESE COOLY SYSTEM A FORM OF SERVILE LABOR. 

The great law of self-defense applies as much to the cause of lib 
erty as to the individual, and an appeal to history will verify the 
assertion. 

It is from this point of view that we are compelled to consider 
prudently and well how and to what extent our existence as a free 
nation is to be affected by aconstant influx of Chinese coolies upon 
the Pacific shores. This class of laborers had been iranaported 1 in 
large numbers to California before the Burlingame treaty of 1868 
was negotiated and ratified. They were not brought there for the 
purpose of becoming citizens of the Republic, nor did they them- 
selves intend to become citizens of the Republic, nor did the Chinese 
Government intend that they should, for it demanded and obtained 
a guarantee that nothing in the treaty should be held to confer nat- 
uralization upon the subjects of China in the United States. Their 
coming was not voluntary, nor was it immigration in any sense of 
the word. It was, on the contrary, a deportation of the lowest class 
of Chinese servile laborers in herds from an overcrowded district, 
transported to our coast under contract for the benefit of specula- 
tors as base as the promoters of the African slave trade, to whom 
they were bound to pay tribute during their entire existence in this 
country. 

AMERICAN LABOR DENOUNCES THE COOLY SYSTEM. 

And now let me read one short paragraph from the Annual Cyclo- 
pedia for 1871, to show the estimate which the State of Massachu- 
setts put on this Chinese immigration in their great labor convention 
and in a platform supported by so great a philanthropist as Wendell 
Phillips. They made this declaration and protest against this very 
class of immigration: 

Vie the contract importation of coolies as only another form of the slave 
trade, we demand that contracts made relative thereto be void in this country, and 
that no public ship and no steamship which receives public subsidy shall aid in 
such importation. 

THE BURLINGAME TREATY DID NOT INCLUDE COOLY IMMIGRATION. 


This inhuman traffic was the source of great anxiety to Mr. Burlin- 
game, the devoted friend of both countries, and he e a manly effort 
to correct it in the treaty which bears his name. The treaty says, 
“the high contracting parties, therefore, join in reprobating any 
other than an entirely voluntary emigration,” and they joined as 
well in a solemn stipulation for the passage of the laws to punish 
the taking of Chinese citizens to this or any other country without 
„their free and voluntary consent.“ That treaty was negotiated as 
far back as 1863 and Burlin e has gone down to his grave, but the 

t evil condemned by the treaty and by him still remains una- 
Bated. “The voluntary emigration” still lingers in the Celestial 
Kingdom. All labor still comes from the ports of China as it came 
before the Burlingame treaty, and wears the same degrading chain 
clanking upon its limbs. © base importer still fattens upon his 
cooly traffic, while free citizen labor in the fair States of the Pacific 
languishes and is menaced with degradation or destruction. 

CHINA HAS NOT FULFILLED HER TREATY STIPULATIONS. 

We have a right to demand what is denominated in the treaty 
bond with China. We have kept faith uponall its provisions; she 
has not kept hers. Every cooly importation from China to our shores 
is an open and t violation of the Burlingame treaty. Nota 
Chinese laborer has come through the Golden Gate to the Pacific shore 
of the class and character contemplated by the treaty. The great 
evil she reprobated in treaty she has fostered in practice. Wesum- 
mon her now to the execution of her joint covenants with the United 
States in the passage of laws which shall end this t crime against 
humanity and sweep it from the commerce of the seas. And the 
answer is not a denial of broken 3 under an existing treaty 
of peace and friendship, but she pleads a new one, executed at Peking 
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November 17, 1880, extending new powers and r conferring 
upon us all power and all responsibility over this question. 
AMERICA CAN REGULATE COOLY IMMIGRATION. 

The bid ashore duty assigned to diplomacy has been discharged 
thoroughly and well, and now the responsibility of the execution of 
this power to “regulate, limit, or suspend” the coming of Chinese 
laborers in the future rests with the American Congress. The extent 
and meaning of this power conferred upon us by the Chinese Govern- 
ment by virtue of this solemn treaty stipulation puts the whole con- 
troversy, in all its length and breadth, substantially into our hands 
and under our control. 

Under the very language of this treaty stipulation we may inyoke 
the power of legislation whenever in our opinion a necessity for it 
exists, and there is no limitation upon that power reserved except 
that it may not extend to an absolute prohibition of the “comin 
of Chinese laborers” to our shores. One sing is clear to me, an 
thet is that we ought to make provisions for enfranchisement or pro- 
ceed at once to the vigorous enforcement of the treaty power by 
Congressional enactment, 
1F THE COOLY IS FIT TO BE AN AMERICAN CITIZEN THIS BILL IS WRONG—A REPLY 

TO Mn. KASSON. 

If I believed for one moment, as the gentleman frem Iowa [Mr. 
Kasson] professes to believe, and as he has declared his political 
belief on this question to be, so help me God, standing in this Capi- 
tol of the free, under my oath as a member of this Co under 
the Constitution, my right arm should wither before I would vote 
for anything else than a law thatshould enfranchise a race to which 
I paid the tribute that he paid on this floor. There is no consistency 
in the position taken by any man that this race is fit for enfranchise- 
ment in this nation, and yet to vote for one moment’s suspension of 
their coming to this country. The magnitude of the subject will 
admit of no uncertain policy. Let us deal with the great question 
plainly and directly. No man can defend the proposition for a moment 
that it is for our interest or theirs to retain within the body of our 
people a hundred and fifty thousand serfs, to be increased constantly 
and indefinitely from the overcrowded millions of the Chinese Empire. 

NO ROOM FOR SERVILE LABOR. 

There is no room under our flag or within the proud ranks of Amer- 
iean labor for the vassals of a foreign government. And I do not 
believe, sir, that we can continue this ever-enlarging system of serf 
labor for any great length of time, bearing none of the burdens of 
Government, and yet so far under its ægis as to rob American labor 
of its just rewards, without awakening a conflict between the two 
forces as they approach each other nearer and nearer, in which one or 
the other must give way and perish. There must always be from the 
very nature of things an eternal conflict between two such internal 
forces, the one the foundation and pillar of our strength, the other 
repugnant to all our history, traditions, and the letter of our Consti- 
tution. We lifted a race from the broken manacle to the highest sov- 
ereignty on earth when we gave it the ballot, and we did it under an 
exigency forced upon us by war, and we did it because we knew that 
a race that had been born and continued on our soil for a hundred 
years must remain, and to be free must be enfranchised. 

IMMIGRANTS MUST BE CITIZENS. 

And we have at length fixed it as one of the fundamental rights 
of our Government that he who is worthy of being ranked with Amer- 
ican labor shall be a citizen of the Republic. 

‘Why, in the elder day to be a Roman was greater than a king; ” 80 
here in our day to be an American is greater than a king, and it is 
because we have no civic wreath richer than that which we place 
upon the brow of American labor. 


COOLY IMMIGRATION MUST CEASE. 


Now, sir, the friends of this measure have no dispositien to dis- 
guise its purposes. It means to suspend and practically extinguish 
the future coming of Chinese coolies to the United States. It means 
that cooly traffic upon the high seas between the ports of China and 
the Pacific coast shall cease. It means that the United States is not 
yet ready to confer citizenship upon Chinese coolies. 

THE AMERICAN HOME MUST NOT BE IMPERILED. 

It means that our system of free labor, dignified and honorable, 
which maintains the sacred family relation, the hearthstone, and the 
home, the school-house and the church; which answers cheerfully 
every demand that society and government makes upon it in peace 
and war shall not be struck down or ye sack by a competition that 
pays no tribute toward the support of any one of these t ele- 
ments of strength and virtue; that it must be worthy of and conform 
to the requirements of American labor before it can be admitted to 
its fellowship. It means all this, but it means no invasion upon the 
provisions of the new treaty ; all its reservations are carefully recog- 
nized, preserved, and respected. 

THIS BILL NOT IN CONFLICT WITH OUR TREATY. 


I defy any man on this floor to take this treaty, which consists 
practically of three articles, couched in plain and simple language as 
it is, and show us that this bill is in conflict with it. 

The first article of the treaty gives us the power to suspend this 
immigration. The second article protects the laborers that are now 
here, giving them the right to goand come at will. The third article 
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reserves all the rights there were under theold treaty, which is still 
in existence, leaving this oniy as a modification of it. 

Some gentleman says that the sixteenth section of this bill is objec- 
tionable because it strikes down enfranchisement. Sir, the treaty 
provides that these peopie are to have the rigata, privileges, and im- 
munities of the most favored nation. But that declaration is to be 
considered in the light of that provision of the Burlingame treaty 
which says that while they are to have these privileges the United 
States is especially enjoined not to conclude from anything therein 
said that she can enfranchise the subjects of China. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has es ee 

Mr. WASHBURN. I ask consent tat the time of the gentleman 
be extended. 

There was no objection. 

NO MIDDLE GROUND. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Mr. Speaker, it is argued against this measure 
that it is not in accord with the interest of Christianity, that it is 
not in accord with our traditions and policy in conferring citizen- 
ship upon the subjects of foreign powers, that twenty years’ n- 
sion of the coming of Chinese laborers is an unreasonable length of 
time and will work hardships not contemplated by the treaty. 

I would not willingly disregard the will of the American people 
upon any one of these points. I would not stand in the way of the 
onward march of Christianity anywhere, but if we are satisfied that 
they, the American peopi®, have determined that this foreign ele- 
ment is incapable of becoming a safe and consistent part of our 
civilization as citizens, then we should fix such a term of suspen- 
sion as shall clearly indicate that determination. That is fair to 
China, to ourselves, and to the world. 

Then, why talk of a suspension of two or three or ten or twenty 
years? You gentlemen who would write ten years in the bill can 
make no reservations before the American poop on this question. 
If I had not made up my mind in favor of this policy I would not 
vote for an hour’s suspension, But having so made up my mind I 
will vote for ten, fifteen, or twenty years, if necessary, in order to 
enforce it; and it is, in my opinion, the only consistent position 
which any man can 8 on this question. I see no middle ground 
here npon which to stand. 

CHINA UNDERSTOOD THE TREATY. ' 

Do you believe, sir, that China did not understand the full import 
and meaning of this treaty stipulation; that she did not understand 
the purpose for which it was sought; that it was a radical chan 
of the policy contained in the Burlingame treaty, and an absolute 
abandonment of every principle and almost every parigo extended 
by us for all time to our European immigration? This new policy 
exacted by us is an insulting insinuation to China unless we move on 
to its reasonable execution. She had the opportunity to limit the 

riod of suspension by the treaty. She did not suggest it even. 
Bhe well knew that the power granted by the first article of the 
treaty, if enforced by legislation, would constitute a substantial bar- 
ricade to the corrupt current of cooly immigration, and having con- 
ceded this, she must concede all that is necessary to enforce it. 


XO INIMICAL FEELING AGAINST CHINA. 

Taking China by the hand in the name of peace and friendship we 
frankly and honestly stated to her, We are dissatisfied with the 
class of laborers that come from you to us, and with the manner of 
their coming. They are not such as we expected under the Bur- 


lingame treaty. We believe that their coming affects the interests 
and endangers the good order of our country, and ially of certain 
localities in the States of the Pacific. We are convinced that we can- 


not safely make these subjects of yours citizens of the Republic, and 
we deprecate their presence and increase as serfs, 

Now, if we mean what we said to the Chinese Emperor, a period 
of twenty years’ suspension can hardly be regarded as an extrava- 
gant measure of the new policy inaugurated by the treaty. Willa 
period less than this quiet agitation on this great leading question 
of the country, inspire hope and faith in the heart of American labor, 
and afford to ourselves and the world a just and fair test of the wis- 
dom of this new policy? 

AMERICANS HAVE DECIDED CONVICTIONS. 

Standing, as I believe a majority of the American Congress does, 
upon the provisions of this bill substantially as they are, we are not, 
in my humble judgment, in advance of the sentiment of the Ameri- 
can people. e President recognized this fact in his m e to 
Con The two great political organizations which compass the 
political power of this country have recognized itin the platforms 
of their political faith. I remember yon bee the occasion and the 
hour when, in the face of this sentiment cherished by the American 
poopie as an abiding conviction, our noble candidate for the Presi- 

ency trembled, like Belshazzar at the writing on the wall, as infa- 
mous forgery attempted to betray his sentiments and pledges on this 
great question. 

Now, sir, I am not dealing with this question within the walls of 
wa Chinese Empire. Iam not studying Confucius for light on this 
subject. 

: CHINESE CIVILIZATION 18 NOT OUR CIVILIZATION. 

I am not inquiring how many different kinds of 

genius of Chinese idolatry has created. I know 


the inventive 
however, that 
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Chinese civilization has drawn more from the darkness of the medie- 
val ages than from the light of the nineteenth cen ; and I know 
that if the segment of her population now upon the Pacific shores is 
the standard and measure of her home civilization, it is of the lowest 
order, Go to California and study it as it appears there, in all its 
poset consider this question as it confronts you at home, not in 
na. 
THE MONSTROSITY OF THE COOLY LABOR SYSTEM. 

This system of labor that now darkens the fair lands of the Pacific 
coast embraces 150,000 coolies. It embraces an adult male popula 
tion equal to more than one-third of the entire voting power of that 
State. It lives in herds and sleeps like packs of dogs in kennels. It 
subsists on loathsome food, and all the methods of its living are revolt- 
ing to human nature. It is a monstrosity whose touch blasts our civic 
virtues and paralyzes our system of labor. It has been there thirty 

ears and more, and Christianity has not yet or the walls of its 

eathen superstitions or removed a pagan god mitsaltars. Ahun- 
dred and fifty thousand of them swarm the Pacific coast, equal in num- 
ber to the population of Dakota, that now asks admission as a State 
in the American Union; and gaa all this number and in all these 
years they have not yet established one family home of a type known 
to our civilization. 

THE CHINESE COOLY DOES NOT KNOW OUR HOME. 

The grandest institution we have in all our civilization is totall; 
disregarded and unknown to them. The corner-stone upon whi 
our fathers builded and upon which our whole fabric of free govern- 
ment rests they reject. Who can measure the influence of the homes 
of New England in the last hundred years upon the civilization of 
our country and the world? Where does liberty find the sources of 
her strength but in the homes of America? We want no element of 
humanity added to our own that does not recognize its importance 
and that will not maintain and defend it to the last. The sweetest 
picture that Tennyson hung upon the walls of his Palace of Art was 
of an English home: 


An English home—gray twilight poured 
dewy trees 


On dewy pas 
Softer than sl things in order stored ; 
. A haunt of ancient peace. 
WE WILL LOSE XOTHING BY SUSPENDING COOLY IMPORTATION. 

And now, sir, viewing this question in all its relations to ourselves 
as a nation and to the world, I believe that it is to the advantage of 
all concerned that the problem before us be speedily solved, Let 
the future coming of Chinese laborers be suspended under the oper- 
ations of this act, and let those who are now here, unless time and 
experience shall prove them worthy of citizenship, quietly and with- 
out violence melt away. Christianity will lose nothing by the result. 
None of her rights and privileges have been impaired by the new 
treaty, or will be by the provisions of this enactment. 

Commerce will lose nothing. China is as much interested in its 
maintenance and increase with us as are we with her, and more. 
Freedom will lose nothing. She never has built and never can build 
her empire upon a humanity whose god is a graven image, and whose 
impulses, sentiments, and fixed methods of life are hostile to the 
world’s highest and best civilization. 

THE CHINESE COOLIES ARE NOT REAL AMERICAN LABORERS. 

Those of us who entertain the tender sentiment that our land should 
be made an asylum for all races of mankind, whether worthy or un- 
worthy, whether of the same parent stock or of one entirely foreign 
to it, cannot appreciate the anxiety of the people of the Pacific coast 
to have this problem settled in favor of the American system of labor. 
They would better appreciate it if the same relative number of Chi- 
nese coolies were placed in the States of the East in competition with 
their own artisans and miners, their own farm and railroad laborers, 
men whose brawny arms gain food and homes for wives and chil- 
dren, and from whose ranks come many of our greatest statesmen, 
many of the chieftains of our victorious 5 of the teachers 
of our religion, many of the tireless men of the press, who largely 
contribute to all that adorns our humanity and strengthens our na- 
tional existence, then would they know the significance of this great 
labor problem as the people of the far West know it. 

LIBERTY AND LABOR ARE INSEPARABLE ALLIES. 

Under our Government liberty and labor are inseparable allie 
and whatever saps the one destroys the other. And now, while 
would not deny to any of God’s creatures on this broad earth the boon 
of our freedom who are worthy of it and who can be made a sustain- 
ing part of a I have learned to believe in the light of its great 
struggles in the past that eternal vigilance is its price and its security. 
I have seen it in my day and 5 pass within the shadows of 
a revolution over the result of a national election which threatened 
its very existence. I know it can never pass such another ordeal 
without a shock that shall be felt throughout the universe itself. 
I know how much it cost and how precious it is, and I would not bar- 
ter it or impair it for all the wealth and all the races of the Orient. 

Mr. PACHECO obtained the floor. 

TAXATION IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. : 

Mr. NEAL. Will the gentleman from California [Mr. PACHECO] 
oan mene to make a report from the Committee en the District of 

‘olumbia 


Mr. PACHECO. Yes, sir. 

Mr. NEAL, by unanimous consent, reported back from the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia with amendments the bill (H. R. 
No. 5031) for the assessment and collection of taxes and licenses in 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGES ACROSS THE OHIO RIVER. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, by unanimous consent, reported from 
the Committee on Commerce, as a substitute for House bill No. 204, 
a bill (H. R. No. 5380) supplementary to an act approved December 
17, 1872, entitled “An act to authorize the construction of bridges 
across the Ohio River and to prescribe the dimensions of the same ; ” 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 
who also announced that the President had approved and signed the 
bill (H. R. No. 4439) to amend the Reyised Statutes of the United 
States establishing the times, places, and provisions for holding terms 
of me district and circuit courts in the northern district of New 
York. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

The House resumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 71) to 
enforce mr stipulations relating to Chinese. 

Mr. PACHECO. Mr. Speaker, some doubts have been expressed 
on this floor as to whether the better classes of people in California 
or on the Pacific slope are in favor of the anti-Chinese movement 
or of the bill now under consideration. I submit at this time an 
extract from one of our leading papers, the San Francisco Post, giv- 
ing an account of the anti-Chinese demonstration in San Francisco, 
I ask the Clerk to read this as a preamble to the remarks which I 
am about to make. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Last Saturday's anti-Chinese demonstration was eminently successful. There 
was an all-pervading earnestness of purpose, an unanimity of opinion, and a seri- 
ousness of demeanor visible such as never before characterized any public gather- 
ings in this city. The atmosphere appeared to be laden with the importance and 
gravity of the situation. There was a total absence of passion or noisy demonstra- 

on on the part of the vast multitudes of men who thronged the streets, for few 
women were abroad. Order, quiet, and sobriety prevailed throughout the day. 
Strangers from the East, or from any foreign country, who chanced to be in Sau 
Francisco last Saturday looked in vain for the proverbial hoodlum. He was not 
in the streets, nor did he mingle even silently with the masses who constituted the 
meetings in hall and thoroughfare. The best and most intelligent of San Francisco 
citizens were present at those a ; and they represented the moral force, 
the home life and religious sentiment of this great city. This fact should be con- 
veyed to the East, because it is a conclusive answer to the flippant utterances so 
frequently made by a section of the eastern press and pulpit in reference to Cali- 
fornia’s real opinion on the Chinese question. We do not doubt for a moment the 
sense of justice and fair play of our fellow-citizens in the East when they under- 
stand the real facts; but the truth has been so persistent) verted by lay and 
clerical agencies working in the interest of Joss and chen r, that an erroneous 
opinion has been created in that section of the Union. The indications now tend 
to show that these resentations no longer obscure the mental vision of 
eastern men. Light is breaking, and the day of California's deliverance from a 
worse than Egyptian bondage is at hand. Leading ida one in New York and 
other great cities reco; he justice of our demand. The United States Senate 
admits that California aright to of grievances, and that no common- 
wealth of the Union should be injured 1 in a particular line of foreign 
policy founded upon mere sentiment. rday's demonstration will strengthen 

he feeling-East favorable to restriction of Chinese labor. For not alone has San 
Francisco spoken. The entire State echoed the resolutions adopted by the meet- 
oran this city. Meetings were held in every important center of population in 
California, at which resolutions condemnatory of Chinese tion wero 
adopted. The sister State of Nevada also wheeled into line and sent its voice 
thundering along the wires to Washington: 

Mr. PACHECO. The subject of Chinese immigration has been so 
thoroughly and so ably discussed by the gentlemen who have pre- 
ceded me that it is scarcely ible to urge any reason for the pas- 
e of the bill that has not already been put forth both in the Senate 
and npon this floor. Yet, the subject is of such vital importance to 
this country, and especially to the Pacific coast, that I should fail in 
my duty did I not earnestly advocate its passage and state my reasons 
for doing so. To appreciate to its full extent the importance of this 

uestion, it is necessary to come into daily contact with it, as we in 

e Pacific States do. It is necessary to see with our own eyes the 
insidious encroachments of the Mongolian upon every branch of 
labor, every avenue of industry, to know of our own knowledge that 
they are taking in our factories and workshops, at the plow, beside 
the loom, yea, in our very kitchens and laundries, the place of the 
white laborer. Andwhy? Because this alien race, inured through 
long generations past to hardship, to meager and unsubstantial food, 
to privations of every kind, would thrive and fatten where the white 
man would starve. It has been stated by some of the opponents of 
this bill that the Chinese ask and obtain very nearly the same rate 
of wages as that demanded by the Caucasian laborer. The simple 
fact is this: were the white man to demand a dollara day, the China- 
man would be content with ninety cents per diem, or just so much 
less as would enable him to underbid his competitor. The Cauca- 
sian laborer cannot compete successfully with the Mongolian for 
many reasons. He would turn with ee from the offal and 

subsist if necessary , 


refuse food upon which the Chinese cooly woul 
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he either has, or aspires to have, a home blessed and brightened by 
the presence of wife and child; for those he loves, he craves proper 
food, shelter, and raiment; he identifies himself with the country 
which becomes his home; in time he is part and parcel of it, has a 
voice a its government, and if necessary sheds his life-blood in its 
defense 

As a people we are composed chiefly of the best of European immi- 
grants and their descendants. Our language is the same, our forms 
of worship are similar, and we are governed by the same laws. The 
models upon which our institutions are formed are the best which 
the world 1 has known, and we live in an age and under conditions 
which will measure the possibilities of human excellence and sound 
the depths and resources of the human mind. In brief, being what 
we now are, if we retain intact the rich inheritance our fathers have 
bequeathed us, and build upon the plan of which they haye laid the 
solid foundations, we shall attain the fruits of the highest and best 
civilization which the world has yet seen, 

Let us compare with this 2 

Latest seed of Time 
the Mongolian, his successful competitor in almost every field of 
labor in the Pacific States. He represents the oldest nation upon 
the face of the earth; his history, his habits and customs, his arts 
and sciences are what they were countless generations ago, and he 
is now what he will be in centuries to come—unchanged, unchange- 
able, fixed, immovable as the decrees of fate. 

By the laws of heredity the habits of his ancestors live in his char- 
acter and are incorporated into his blood and brain. With the China- 
man of to-day the great question is of mere subsistence. The same 
fierce struggle which has engaged his ancestors for centuries en- 
gages him now. He has known only the most pinching poverty and 
expects nothing else. His religion, if zegion it may be called, is 
worship of the gods which are the work of his own hands. Family 
ties and obligations and the sweets of home life are naught to him. 
The long course of training which has gone on for so many genera- 
tions has made of the Chinaman a lithe, sinewy creature, with muscles 
like iron, and almost devoid of nerves and sensibilities. His an- 
cestors have also bequeathed to him the most hideous immoralities. 
They are as natural to him as the yellow hue of his skin, and are so 
shocking and horrible that their character cannot even be hinted. 
‘This is the testimony of several well-known writers, as well as the 
opinion of every people where this race has migrated. 

This is a hasty picture of what they are in their native land, and 
I will now endeavor to briefly outline the conditions under which 
they are brought to our shores, It is a well-known fact that they 
do not come of their own volition, but are brought here like droves 
of cattle, with their labor sold in advance. This traffic in human 
flesh is in some respects more hideous than the African slave trade, 
und will, if it be not suppressed, bring results even more far-spread- 
ing and disastrous. And why? Because among this vast horde of 
swarthy people are no families—no wives and children—save in the 
very rarest cases. According to a recent estimate out of about one 
hundred thousand Chinese there are not more than six thousand 
women. And they, alas! are in a state of the most abject bondage, 
and are brought for purposes of prostitution. 

Upon this point I will quote the words of Rev. Mr. Gibson, a well- 
known Chinese missionary. He says: 

More than nine-tenths have been sold into a hopeless bondage worse than death. 
The women are bought in China and shipped across the ocean to this Christian 
land to be sold again to minister to the lusts of wicked men for the profit of their 
more wicked masters. 

The imagination shrinks back appalled at the thought of the morals 
of a hundred thousand men without families. 

In Chinatown, a section of the city of San Francisco, may be seen 
a fair sample of the lives these strange people lead in their own land. 
Were our authorities not to preserve at t expense and difficulty 
something like cleanliness there, the filth and stench would be in- 
tolerable. As it is, the respectable portion of the white population 
avoid that quarter of the city as they would a pestilence, and the 
sights and sounds which greet the eye and ear of the stranger, who 
by chance or design invades its precincts, are ever after recalled with 
horror and di Foul and loathsome diseases, among which may 
be named small- pox and leprosy, have their breeding-place there, and 
it is a well-known fact that two or three epidemics of the former- 
named disease have been traced to these nests of contagion. So much 
for their morals, their habits of life, their haunts. d now a few 
words as to the effect of their presence in our midst. When the Chi- 
nese cooly comes to our shores he brings with him his religion, his 
laws, his manners and customs, his clothing, and in . food. 
He neither intends nor wishes to take root in our soil. He isamong 
us but not of us. With his silent automaton-like industry he soon 
insinuates himself into every department of labor, and underbidding, 
if by ever so little, the white man, lives, like the parasite he is, upon 
the decay he causes, His earnings are 3 hoarded and sent 
back to China, to which country even his bones are returned after 
his death. Instead of increasing he lessens the resources of our 
country. Instead of building up he tears down. Being in our midst 
he invades and destroys our industries; he absorbs from us all he 
ean, and in return invites us to share only his vices. 

Is it a pe like this we should affiliate with? No! a thousand 
times no 
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I will now quote a few words from the recent m 
Blake, of San 
They are these: 

As the Chinese quarter in San Francisco is China on a small scale, so will Cali- 
fornia be a large Chinatown as soon as the majority of its inhabitants are China- 
men—an event, in the absence of Pooper . neither impossible 
nor improbable. It has been and is the policy of this country to invite immi. 
tion, but the immigrants that we have invited and do invite have become Ame: 
in ideas and American in sympathies, and with every disposition to add to the 
wealth and greatness of our common country. But it has not been and cannot be 
the policy of any country to invite within its boundaries a population that will 
always remain distinct and alien—alien in thoughts, habits, customs, and alle- 

ce; a population at all times a source of general annoyance, irritation, and agi- 
tion, and in war a source of great weakness and danger, as all history shows that 
such a population is. 

The presence of the Chinaman has procured the discharge of thou- 
sands of white laborers, who, with indifferent success, struggle to 
establish other employment, obtain other work. Around them they 
see the constantly lessening value of their proparty, which finally is 
swept away to satisfy the mortgage they have been compelled to put 
upon it. What was at first mere discontent becomes in course of 
time violent anger or sullen despair. We have seen the effect of dis- 
contented labor in the revolutions which have swept over the face of 
France; see it now in unhappy Russia, in suffering, poverty-stricken 
Treland. God forbid that we should ever see a like effect in our own 
land. The appeal which California makes to Congress for help in 
this juncture is not an appeal made by those of another race, with 
other habits and customs, other views than those held by the mem- 
bers of this body. It is a ery for aid which one brother may make to 
another. North, South, East, and West each contributed her quota 
to swell the number of brave, enterprising spirits who thirty-odd 
years ago, sought the golden land of promise. 

Speaking the same tongue, animated by the same desire, the magic 
word ‘‘home” striking the same chord in the hearts of all, they 
seemed almost to belong to one 8 ; and as years rolled on and 
bright Manag fargo clustered about the hearth-stones of California 
homes, the bond which linked them together and to 1 and 
birth-place grew not weaker but stronger with time, I fancy there 
are few, if any, here to-day unconnected with California either by 
blood or sympathy. Do you not see the situation in which your 
brother or friend is placed? Is not his need your need? Will you 
not remedy the wrong he suffers? When our great civil war broke 
out and ravaged and desolated the land, though the Pacific States 
were far removed from the scene of strife, were they slow to offer 
their aid? Did not their wisest and bravest and best fight and bleed 
in the cause? And will you not respond to the appeal for help which 
now comes to you from them? They ask not for an armed fore to 
repel the enemy within their borders, not that blood may be shed in 
their defense, not even that you shall turn away the devastatin 
horde now defacing and blighting the fair land which they regarded 
as the heritage of their children. They ask merely that the evil 
already done them shall be restricted to its present proportions, that 
the mongrel race, ready to swoop down upon them in countless num- 
bate shall not be permitted to make of earth’s garden spot a dreary 
wilderness, and of our white brethren homeless, famishing outcasts. 

In conclusion I ask you, Mr. Speaker, if we can afford to degrade 
the American laborer to the level of the Chinese cooly? Can we afford 
to ask him to renounce home, wife, and child, the religion of his 
fathers, the love of his country and her institutions—all he holds 
most dear, all that makes him what he is? 

This he must doif he would meet the Chinaman on equal ds, 
would compete successfully with him in the field of labor. short, 
he must substitute for his own the character which has come down 
to the Mongolian from time immemorial. I, for one,am op to 
this. I would uphold the dignity of the American laborer. I believe 
a blow struck at him would be a blow struck at our institutions, our 
religion, our Government—liberty itself. 

In my opinion government exists for the protection of the men who 
instituted and sustain it. In my opinion the evil we have been dis- 
cussing should be suppressed without delay. We can control it now, 
but in a short time it might control us. 

Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of the passage of this bill. I am in 
favor of having in our midst only those who are capable of assimila- 
Hon wish us, who in time of peace or war are prepared to share our 

ens. 

[During the delivery of the foregoing remarks, when the hour of 
two 9 arrived, 

Mr. WHITE said: Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. Yes- 
terday, before the House adjourned —— 

The SPEAKER. Doesthe gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WRITE] 
make any point of order against the gentleman from California, (Mr. 


PACHECO ? 
Ido. I make the point that the time has now come 


of Mayor 
cisco, to the board of supervisors of that city. 


Mr. WHITE. 
when the previous question under the order of the House is to be con- 
sidered as operating. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We did not agree to anything of that kind. 

Mr. WHITE. I will read from the RECORD. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Objection was made, as the gentleman will see, 
at a later 772 5 of the proceedings. 

Mr. WHITE. I rise also to a question of personal privilege which 


is that if we are to violate the order of the House and extend this 
discussion beyond two o’clock—— 


2212 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. Marca 23, 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. There was a request for unani- 
mous consent, but 
Mr. WHITE. I refer to page 2176 of the RECORD, about the middle 


of the page, 

Mr. PAGE. I hope the gentleman from Kentucky will not take up 
the time of my colleague. There was no arrangement made; I only 
gave notice. 


7 The SPEAKER. A notice was given by the gentleman from Cali- 
ornia. 

Mr. HOOKER. Thope the gentleman from California [Mr. PACHE- 
CO] will not be interrupted. 

Mr. WHITE. Do I understand that no order was made for the 
closing of debate at two o’clock ? 

The SPEAKER, None, as the Chair is advised. 

Mr. WHITE. Very well, sir; then I yield the floor; but I under- 
stood that the debate was to close at two o’clock, and that thus the 
rest of us would be cut off. I merely wanted the order of the House 
enforced. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California will proceed. ] 

Mr. PACHECO yielded twenty minutes to Mr. TOWNSHEND, of 
Illinois. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, in the short time 
allotted to me I shall not have the opportunity to review the history 
of races and of nations, as has been done by my eloquent friend from 
Mississippi, [Mr. HOOKER.] I will say to him, however, in pee 
that this measure does not involve the question of planting the Cross 
in a heathen land or erecting the standard of liberty under the shadow 
of despotism in China; it more nearly concerns the establishment of 
Chinese pagodas upon the ruins of the Cross in our own land, and the 
danger of subversion of our republican institutions by the despotism 
of China. 

Neither will I consume time in criticising the esthetical views of 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. ees or the transcendentalism 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. RICE. ] - 

This is a question which should be considered from the highest 
plane of statesmanship and patriotism, aside from partisan feeling 
or sordid motives. But, sir, several of the gentlemen upon the oppo 
site side of this House have made nse of this discussion to serve polit- 
ical ends and inveigh the Democratic party. They have unfairly 
and incorrectly stated the past action of political parties upon this 
question. As no one on this side has replied to these criticisms I 
have sought the floor in the ching howa of the debate for the pur- 
pose of more accurately defining the position of the two Pees 


political parties with reference to Chinese immigration and the pro- 
tection of American labor. 
THIS IS A DEMOCRATIC MEASURE, 
Mr. Speaker, this is in fact a Democratic measure. If it becomes 


a law, thanks will be due to the Democrats of the Senate and House 
of Representatives and a minority of Republicans in both Houses. 
If you will scan the history of the legislation of Congress regarding 
this subject, you will discover that the first Congressional action for 
protection against the importation of coolies from China, and for the 
relief of the laboring classes in California as well as elsewhere in this 
land, was originated and secured by the Democratic party in the 
lower House of Congress. 
HISTORY OF LEGISLATION AGAINST IMPORTATION OF COOLIES. 

When, sir, all other means had been ineffectual to restrain the 
introduction of Chinese cheap labor, threatening as it did the pros- 

rity, the morals, and the social order of the communities on the 
Pacific coast, when all local efforts had proven ineffectual, the people 
of the Pacific slope turned to the American Congress and appealed 
for relief. 

In 1869 there was a Republican majority in both Houses of Con- 
gress, and a Republican President presided over the destinies of this 
country. An appeal was made to that, the Forty-first Congress. How 
was it answered? The Republican 8 turned their back upon 
the pathetic appeal of the people of California. It was renewed to 
the Forty-second Congress, which was likewise Republican. Numer- 
ous memorials, resolutions of public meetings, petitions, one con- 
taining over 16,000 signatures, were presented, but they were all 
i ORA. The people of the Pacific States appealed to the Forty- 
third, another Republican Con , and again relief was refused. 
It was not until a Democratic House assembled here for the first 
time since the war that the grievances of the people found a hear- 
ing. It was in the first session of the Forty-fo Con that a 

oint resolution was adopted authorizing the President of the United 
tates to open negotiations with the Chinese Government for the 

purpose of modifying the treaty between the two countries and re- 
stricting immigration from China to commercial purposes. That 
action was followed up in the second session of that Congress by a 
joint resolution requesting the President to present to the Chinese 
Government an additional article to the treaty for the accomplish- 
ment of thatend. The Democratic House in the Forty-fifth Con- 
passed the “ fifteen-passenger Chinese bill.” It commanded 

the support of my friend from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] as well 
as an overwhelming majority of the Democrats of this House. On 


the passage of that bill 110 Democrats voted in favor of it, and onl 
45 Republican members could be found on this floor who were will- 
ing to stand up with the friends of American labor. Only 9 Demo- 


cratic members voted against that bill, while 63 Republicans voted 


in opposition to it. 

t became of the bill? Itafterward passed the Senate and was 
placed before the Republican President, who had it in his power by a 
stroke of his pen to make it thelaw of the land. What did he do with 
it? He vetoed it, and our efforts were in vain and the hopes of the 
people were disappointed. Now, this bill has come to us from the 

nate, and if Fa will ee the vote in that body upon its passage 

ill find that amo who voted against it there was but one 

mocratic Senator, and of those who voted for it there were but 
eight Senators on the Republican side; of those Republican Sena- 
tors who favored the bill there were but two of them who did not come 
from the Pacific slope. So, then, Mr. Speaker, the evidence discloses 
the fact that this is in reality a Democratic measure. 
POSITION OF THE REPUBLICAN PARTY. 


The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Moore] had the candor the 
other day to acknowledge it, for he declared: 

And I confess to utter incapacity to see how we on this side of the House can 
reconcile a vote for this dangerous bill with any principle of Republican consist- 
ency. 

I think my friend has truthfully defined the true position of his 
party, and has reached a conclusion warranted by the past action 
and the principles of the Republican party. Doubtless, because of 
the Democratic character of this bill, the gentleman from Wisconsin 
(Mr. WILLIAMS] said: 

My sentiments in re; to this bill compel me to express the hope that as one 

dent vetoed the other, so may another President veto this. 

I trust, Mr. Speaker, that the prayer of that gentleman may not 
prove to be a prophecy. 

CAUSE OF POLITICAL CHANGE IN CALIFORNIA. 

Various reasons have been assigned by our Republican friends 
for the political revolution which occurred in California last year. 
Some eee have said it was owing to the Morey letter. How 
could the Morey letter have effected the result in California? The 

enuineness of it was denied publicly over the signature of the al- 
eged author of it weeks before the election, and every intelligent 
voter must have known it was branded as a forgery before he cast 
his ballot. 
THE MOREY LETTER. 

The Morey letter, however, doubtless had influence on the election 
in California. And why? Because it was no doubt believed by the 
people of that State, ju lging the Republican party by its past hos- 
tility to any effort to restrain or prevent this . that not- 
withstanding it was a forgery as regards General artield, yet that 
letter photographed the sentiment of the dominating influence in the 
Republican party. The gentleman from California, [Mr. PAGE, 
whom I believe to be a sincere and earnest friend of the bill, an 
who deserves commendation for his energy and efforts in its behalf, 
could not sit still when he found among some of the ablest and most 
influential of his Republican friends adyocates on this floor of the 
principles announced in the Morey letter. 

When the gentleman from Wisconsin, [Mr. WILLIAMS, ] whose po- 
sition as chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs gives him 
great influence with his party, was sprang; my friend from Califor- 
nia [Mr. PAGE] charged him to his teeth that he was advocating the 
principles of the Morey letter, and that gentleman did not deny the 
charge, but simply said he would allow his own speech to go upon 
the record beside the Morey letter, and in that connection used the 
following harsh langnage relative to the people of California : 

My speech will stand in the Recorp, and let gentlemen and the country alan 4e 
whether California was justified in her blind, must I ay ees, prejudice to 
strike down the best defenders of labor and freedom in country on the mere 
impulse of the hour. [Applause.] 

This is a verbatim quotation from his speech as it appears in the 
RECORD, ‘‘ applause” and all. It must not be forgotten, however, 
that the Re e came exclusively from Republican members 
who op this bill. The country will judge him as my friend 
from California did, that he was the advocate of fhe principles of that 
letter, or rather that the logic of his argument was practically the 
same as the logie of the Morey letter. 

My friend who represents the district that was formerly represented 
by the late President took a position with reference to Chinese im- 
migration which had been advocated by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. RICE] and, as I have stated, by the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, [Mr. WILLIAMS, ] and which has been so forcibly branded 
by the gentleman from California as being in accordance with the 
principles and the logic of the Morey letter. 

But, lest I may be charged with exaggeration, I will quote the lan- 
guage of the gentleman from California [Mr. PAGE] in the speech 
with which he opened this debate. It is as follows: 

And what was it made the country think that letter was so infamous? What 
is in the letter but what is advocated by every man who is in favor of Chinese im- 
migration into this country? The sentiments expressed in the Morey letter” 
are absolutely and unqualifiedly the sentiments of those who believe that 1 is right 
to bring here millions of Soyan that their labor may be bronght into compe- 
tition with and their society insult the respectable people of this country. 

And, now, the langnage he used in this colloquy with the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin, [Mr. WILLIAMS:] 

The doctrines of the Morey letter are nothing more than this: that we should 
buy labor wherever we can get it the cheapest, and that the treaty should not be 
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an 
a until the labor market should have been sappe I leave it to any 
member on this floor whether there is any sentiment in that letter which has not 
been repeated by my friend from Wisconsin here to-day. 


Now, here is the Morey letter, as I find it quoted in the printed 
remarks of the gentleman from California, [Mr. PAGE :] 


[Personal and confidential. ] 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washi D. C., January 23, 1880. 
Dear Sin: Yours ix. relation to the Chinese problem came duly to hand. 
I take it that the question of employés is only a question of private and corpo- 
rate economy, and viduals or companies have the right to buy labor where they 


can get it cheapest. 
e have a treaty with the Chinese t, which should be religious! 
e vernmen 


Governmen’ 
75 until its provisions are abrogated by the action of the General Go 
and I am not prepared to say that it should be abrogated until our great manu- 
facturing and corporate interests are conserved in the matter of labor. 
Very truly, yours, 
J. A, GARFIELD. 

H. L. Morey. 

Is it not singular that notwithstanding President Garfield indig- 
nantly repudiated the sentiments of the Morey letter, yet his succes- 
sor on this floor is accused by a leader of his own political party with 
advocating them less than one year after the tragic death of the 
lamented President? I believe the penuaan from Ohio to be not 
only able but kind-hearted, yet the logic of his argument certainly 
does subject him to the criticism of the gentleman from California. 

REPUBLICAN ADVOCACY OF ENFRANCHISEMENT OF CHINESE. 

Some seem as anxious to enfranchise the Chinese coolies as they have 
been to enfranchise the African, When discussing the apportionment 
bill, which lately became law, a Republican member of this House 
from New York, who was chairman of the committee reporting the 
bill, [Mr. Prescort,] referring to the constitutional prohibition of 
Chinese snffrage in California, said : 

Do you say the constitution of California, being in conflict with the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, is void? I answer it is not for California to disfranchise 
her citizens at home and then come here and shield herself from the effect of her 
high-handed act of oppression and wrong by claiming her acts wereas void as they 
are unjust and tyrannical. A 

So it seems that the gentleman from New York is able to find that 
“ disfranchisement,” ‘“‘ oppression,” “ wrong,” and“ tyranpy“ have 
been practiced toward a colored race in a free State as he doubt- 
less has often charged it was done in slave States. 

HOW MANY OPPOSE CHINESE IMMIGRATION! 

What proportion of the people in California are “blind” and “ big- 
oted,” as described by the gentleman from Wisconsin, [Mr. WILL- 
IAMS, ] and are “tyrannical” and guilty of a ‘‘high-handed act of 
oppression and wrong,” as charged by the gentleman from New York, 
(hi. PRESCOTT, ] or deserved to be called “dema, ogues,” ‘sand- 

otters,” and“ hoodlums,” as they have been by others. The ques- 
tion of Chinese immigration was submitted to a vote of the people 
of California by an act of the Legislature in 1879, and the result 
was that 154,638 voted against and only 883 voted for Chinese immi- 
ration. A similar vote was taken in Nevada, with the result that 
83 votes were cast for and 17,259 were cast against Chinese immi- 


tion. 

Look at the platforms adopted by the two parties in their national 
conventions. That of the Republican party is equivocating, evasive, 
and Bea oe So uncertain is it in sound that distinguished states- 
men of the Republican party have been contending with each other 
over its interpretations in this debate, the Republican friends of this 
bill insisting that it is in harmony with the platform, while others 
contend it is at war with it. 

POSITION OF THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY. 

There is no ground for controversy oyer the meaning of the Demo- 
cratic platform, neither the one adopted at Saint Louis nor that of 
the Cincinnati convention. They plainly, forcibly, and boldly detine 
the true position of the party on this question. I have in my hand 
the Cincinnati platform, as you will find it in MePherson's Political 
Text-Book, a work prepared by a very clever gentleman of the Repub- 
lican party, and the present Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
No Republican, therefore, will question the correctness of the author- 
ity. This is the language of the eleventh plank : 

Amendment of the Burlingame treaty. 

What further? 

No more Chinese immigration, except— 

And here is a qualification 3 

except for travel, education, or foreign commerce, and therein carefully guarded. 


„No more Chinese immigration.” That is theexplicit declaration 
of this plank in the Democratic platform. Take up the bill now 
before this House and compare it with the eleventh plank in the 
Democratic platform and you must concede, Mr. Speaker, that it is 
reasonable to suppose that he who prepared this bill had this plank 
of the Democratic platform before him, or in his mind, and was 

uided by it in drafting the bill. Every Democrat throughout the 
ength and breadth of this land who voted for General Hancock 
stood upon that platform and pledged himself to the principle enun- 
ciated in that plank. I shall obey its injunctions. I shall be guided 
by the principle therein enunciated and vote for this bill. shall 
not now, sir, when I have been chosen upon a platform advocating 
the doctrines of this bill, come to this House and assume to myself 
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more patriotism or wore wisdom than the national convention or the 
people who sent me here, and now take a position in opposition to 
the principles of the platform which I advocated before the people 
and upon which I was chosen a Representative. 

I am not one of those who believe that platforms are constructed 
merely to catch votes. I regard the declaration of principles in the 
platform of a national convention of a political party as being of 
such solemn character that they should bind the consciences of those 
subscribing to them, and the poney laid down such as duty demands 
should be obeyed, and the pledges such as honor and good faith re- 
quire should be fulfilled by all who accept a trust from that party. 
Nor do I hold him to be faithful to his obligations who makes a 
promise to the ear of his constituents when soliciting an election and 
yet breaks it to the hope when he takes his easy chair in this grand 
Couneil Chamber. 

I do not, by these remarks, intend to insinuate that any person on 
either side of this Chamber who may vote against this bill is not faith- 
ful to his obligations or is derelict in his duty, for each should be 
permitted to construe platforms and his obligations according to his 
own judgment and conscience; but speaking for myself alone, and 
reading and understanding the terms of the treaty with China as I 
do, fearing the evils of Chinese immigration upon the morals and 
good order of society, dreading the danger which menaces the wel- 

are of the workingmen of this country by Chinese slave labor, and 
finding in this bill the essence and policy of the Democratic 3 
and conscientiously believing it a necessary remedy, and one de- 
manded by public sentiment, I would fall far short of discharging my 
duty as a representative of the people if I failed to aid in its enact- 
ment by my vote. 

The Democratic platform is different from that of the Republican 
party on this question. The bill does not go as far as our platform 
would permit us to go; it declares there should be ‘no more Chinese 
immigration except for travel,” &c., but the bill simply suspends the 
immigration of Chinese laborers or coolies for the period of twenty 
years. On the other hand, under the interpretation placed upon the 
meaning of the term “ reasonable” by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. ROBINSON, J this bill is in violation of the letter and spirit 
of the Republican platform. 

In view of the course pursued by the Republican party and many 
of its strongest leaders, is it a matter of surprise that a political rey- 
olution occurred in California and Nevada at the last election? When 
the workingmen of the Pacific States remembered all these things, 
and further remembered that the Republican party has ever been sub- 
servient to monopoly, while the Democratic party has ever been the 
true friend of labor, can any one be surprised that they mistrusted the 
oe ane trusted the other, and so cast their ballots at the last elec- 

ion 
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CHARACTER OF CHINESE EMIGRANTS. 


What sort of pop are they whom those that oppose this bill desire 
to adopt into the American family, and make joint heirs with us and 
our posterity to all the grand privileges and prerogatives of American 
citizenship? It is also well that we should inquire what effect will 
these people produce upon the social, moral, and political condition 
of our country and the welfare of our toiling masses. Let us consult 
the evidence of truth-telling and capable witnesses who have hai! con- 
tact with these people. Here is the statement of Mr. Bailey, a consul 
of the United States in China for many years: 


The subject of Chinese emigration from this to the United States has claimed 
my careful thought and ent inves' n for the last four months, with a view 
to get at the facts, and to understand it in its surroundings and The 
whole subject is an anomaly. Rules that will do elsewhere in the world, when 
applied in considering questions of immigration, have no application to Chinese 
immigration to the United States. Immigrants to America from other s of the 
world go of theirown volition, free and voluntary. Emigration from Uhina to all 
parts of the world is an organized business or trade, in which men of large capital 
and bongs of great wealth en as a regular traffic, by which men are bought 
and sold for so much per head, 5 as a piece of merchandise is handled, at 
its market value. The poorlaborer of aga his own scanty means to get 
to the land of promise, or is assisted by his thie 8, charitable societies, or benevo- 
lent institutions to reach a place where he hopes to have his toil properly pears 
where his labor will inure to his own benefit. The cooly of China is bonght by the 
rich trader to serve his purchaser at low wages for a series of years in a foreign 
country, under contract for the faithful performance of which in many instances 
he gives a m age on his wife and children, with a stipulation that at the end of 
his term of service he is to be Mabey wegen to China by his purchaser. This con- 
tract is sold by the dealer through agents in the United States and elsewhere 
at a large advance, and is a source of t profit to the capitalists who have the 
means to buy and sell large numbers of men. This contract in the United States 
is no doubt null and void, but nevertheless the cooly will 8 strictly with all 
its Loew hy copy of which in Chinese characters is always in his possession, and 
this he will do because his purchaser holds his household lares in the land to which 
he always hopes and e ts to return in pledge for the faithful performance of 
his bonds. The central idea of a Chinaman's religion, if he has any religion at all, 
is that of the worship of the tombs of his ancestors. The superstitions of . 
Shuey dominate him wherever he may be in the world. The subtile mysticisms 
of China, so strangely governing all its ple in their social, political, and quasi. 
religious life, are as a hook in his nose, by which his purchaser controls him at all 
times and in all places; and thus this relation of master and quasi-slave, no matter 
how many miles apart, is welded by the mystical links of religions sw titions, 


family ties, and rights of ancestral tombs, which control and regulate the recipro- 
cal duties of trader and cooly in the home land. 

The means of obtaining coolies areas various as the in; er Soc man can devise, 
and are as corrupt as the incentive to gains can stimulateand invent. Men 
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sacredness of character nowhere else known in the world. From that moment he 
is the mere tool of the rich dealer wherever he may go. It is difficult for 

acous to western civilization to understand the depth and extent of rela- 
tionship; but Chinese civilization is unique, perhaps opaque, and cannot be meas- 
ured by that of any other. 

We also have the testimony of Bayard Taylor, the distinguished 
traveler and writer, who observed and studied the manners and cus- 
toms of these people in their native land, This is his language: 

It is my deliberate opinion that the Chinese are, morally, the most debased peo- 
ple on the face of the earth. Forms of vice, which in other countries are barely 
named, are in China so common that they excite no comment among the natives. 
They constitute the surface level, and below them are deeps and deeps of depravity 

ocking and horrible that their character cannot even be hinted. There are 
some dark shadows in human nature which we naturally shrink from penetrating, 
and I made no attempt to collect information of this kind; but there was enoug) 
in the things which Te could not avoid seeing and hearing, which are broughtalmost 
daily to the notice of every foreign resident, to inspire me with a powerful aver- 
sion to the Chinese race. Their touch is pollution, and harsh as the opinion ma; 
seem, justice to our own race demands that they should not be allowed to 
on our soil. Science may have lost something, but mankind has gained, by the 
exclusive policy which has governed China during the past century. 

These are not the loose statements of sand-lot orators, demagogues, 
and hoodlums, but emanate from cultured minds—from thoughtful, 
observant, and conscientious gentlemen. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLOR] said in his speech when 
speaking of Chinese laborers the other day: 

I venture to say that in xp belief, considering their circumstances, they are 
more cleanly in their personal habits than any equal number of laboring people in 
the country. 

Now, let Bayard Taylor, the traveler who was honored by this Gov- 
ernment with a first-class diplomatic mission to one of the most im- 

ortant courts on the European continent, answer the gentleman 

om Ohio: 

A Chinese city is the greatest of all abominations, and one ceases to wonder at 
the physical deformity or the monstrous forms of licentiousness which are to be 
found among the lower classes of the natives when he has seen the manner in 
which they live. 

We now take a street which strikes into the heart of the city, and set out for 
the fumous Tea Gardens.” The pavement is of rough stones, slippery with mud, 
and on one side of the street is a ditch filled with black, stagnant slime, from 
which arises the foulest smell. Porters, carrying buckets of offal, brush past us; 
publio cloace stand open at the corners, and the clothes and persons of the un- 
washed laborers and ars distil a reeking compound of still more disagreeable 
exhalations. Coleridge says of Cologne: 

I counted two and seventy stenches, 
All well defined—and several stinks ;" 
but Shanghai, in its horrid foulness, would be flattered by such a description. I 
never go within its walls but with a shudder, and the taint of its contaminating 
atmosphere seems to hang about me like a garment long after I have left them. 


This is evidence enough of the Chinese in their own country. Now, 
look at them as they are in this country. They are brought over as 
bondsmen, or in a state of servitude. Their women are imported as 
slaves and are sold for immoral purposes, the transportation of virtu- 
ous women being prohibited in China. They often sell their female 
children to be reared in houses of infamy for vile purposes. Every 
thing they gain in this country is sent back to China. Even when 
they die their bones are conveyed back to the mother country for 
burial. He brings nothing with him when he comes and leaves noth- 
ing in this land when he departs. They will not assimilate with our 
free institutions or our civilization. After twenty-five years’ resi- 
dence in California we find them unchanged and unimproved, They 
build their Joss houses for paa worship in every town they inhabit. 
They do not come in search of homes or freedom, and are destitute of 
love for free institutions. History records no instance in which a 
Chinaman ever fought for liberty. During the late war every nation 
except China which sent emigrants to our shores was represented 
among the bravest of those who offered life and limb to save the 
Republic. No Chinaman was ever in the American Army in any 


war. 
The 8 from Ohio [Mr. TAYLOR] inquired, “How is it that 
this labor is injuring anybody?“ and answers his interrogation fur- 
ther on by declaring that labor does not compete with labor injuri- 
ously in this country, nor will it do so for a hundred years or a thou- 
sand years to come.” Now I propose to let the laboring-men of Cali- 
fornia who have been in contact and competition with this servile 
Chinese cheap labor answer the gentleman. Here is a circular issued 
by the workingmen of California to the working men and women of 
the United States. It is dated October 27, 1880: 


The toiling masses of California, once occupying the proud position of bein, 
the best paid and most prosperous of any in the Union, are now reduced to wan 
and in many instances hepgary, by a horde of Chinese who have obtruded them- 
selves into every brauch of industry. The Chinese come without families, know 
none of the attachments of home or domestic surroundings, live in holes and 
sleep on shelves; subsist on rice and other food imported from China, and do not 
assimilate with our civilization. On the Pacific coast the work of the factory and 
domestic service is in a great measure monopolized by them; so that the interests 
of the laboring women and children, no less than that of the men, are involved in 
the disastrous and uneqnal conflict between the two races, the one of a higher, 
the other of a lower civilization. They have almost entirely driven the whites 
from the cigar, boot and shoe, and clothing factories. They are extensively em- 

loyed in woolen and broom manufactures, and the curing of fruits and fish. The 

undry work is completely in their hands, and in fact there is scarcely any em- 
ployment or manufacture in which they have not entered and supplan the 
4 Our skilled laborers, men Who have eee years in learning trades, 
walk the streets without employment during the day and return at night in de- 
spair to their improvished families and homes. Our boys are no longer apprenticed 
and are growing up in idleness, without work and without trades. Our are 
driven domestic service. No one can hope to compete with the C in 
any branch of labor in which they choose to enter, unless he sinks to their level, 
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gives up all home and family ties, lives as the Chinese do and becomes as they are, 


8 The Mongolian evil has reached us and is now destroy- 


ing us. It will soon be upon you. 

t is not so far from New York to San Francisco as it is from Hong-Kong to San 
Francisco. 400,000,000 Chinese have awakened from the slumber of agos: 
and unless their influx is checked, they will flood the Eastern States as y 
already bave the Pacific coast. 


EXTENT OF IMMIGRATION, 


Some of those who favor Chinese immigration have ridiculed the 
fears that such an inundation of Mongolians may flow into this country 
as will outnumber all other races and a ga subvert our free 
institutions, our civilization and religion. I will not now attempt 
the justification or refutation of sach apprehensions, but it must not 
be forgotten that the “children of the flowery kingdom” are esti- 
mated at about 434,000,000, nearly nine times as many as the entire 
population of the United States, and while China contains a large 
class who are highly cultured, eminent in statecraft, in the arts and 
sciences, yet the masses of her people are degraded, vicious, and are 
in a position of pete servitude, and it must also be remembered 
that it is only the dregs of her ote the coolies and those who are 
under bondage to the Six ge es, that are migrating to this 
country ; that notwithstanding the hostility shown toward them the 
stream ofimmigration has been increasing for years, and they are now 
5 the Golden Gate” at the rate of 9,000 each month; 
over 100,000 are now on our shores. If they were distributed in equal 
proportionsall over the United States but few would be seen in any 
community, but they have so far 3 mainly in one State, 
and now constitute more than one-half adult voting population 
of California. 

WHY HAVE RIOTS OCCURRED! 

Menaced as the welfare of the workingmen of California is by this 
servile race, their appeals for the protection of the strong arm of the 
Federal Government having been repeatedly neglected, is it a source 
of wonder that violent outbursts have occurred r If you should place 
the same number in any other State in this Union which has found 
lodgment in California, yon would witness as much violence and 
bloodshed as has occurred on the Pacific coast. It has not been for- 
gotten that when some manufacturers in North Adams, Massachu- 
setts, in 1870, attempted to introduce Chinese cheap labor in their 
factories, a violent commotion was created among the workingmen of 
the whole State, which has been graphically described by the dis- 
ie drapes gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. WiL.1s,] who is enti- 
tled to as much credit for laborious and able service in behalf of 
legislation of this character as any member on this floor. 


CHARACTER OF EUROPEAN IMMIGRANTS. 


Some of the gentlemen on the other side have indulged in gratuitous 
flings atthe European immigrants who reach our shores. a speci- 
men I will quote the language of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
(Mr. Moore :] . 

Great stress is laid by some of the advocates of this bill upon the fact that pov- 
=F and prostitution are the characteristics of many of the Chinese immigrants ; 
and there is a degree of force in the argument. But why not apply it to the many 
European immigrants also? There are certainly very large numbers of that class 
possessing the same peculiarities, and that they do not apply it is of itself alone 
one of the most eloquent arguments to prove the existence of the passion and 
prejudice to which we ascribe the chief opposition to these people. 

Such comparisons are unjustifiable, unwarranted, and reflect upon 
the race from which the gentlemen who make them spring. The 
Irishman, German, Scandinavian, Englishman, and other Europeans 
. to this country come in search of homes and free institu- 
tions. ey are of like mental and physical characteristics as our 
native-born; they are of a kindred race; their civilization is identi- 
cal with our own, with similar traits and tendencies; their habits 
and manners conform to those of the people of this country, and they 
assimilate with our religion, our society, and become a part of the 
American ple. 

The children of the European emigrant born in this country can 
seldom be distinguished from the children of our native-born citizens. 
The European emigrant is desirable and should be welcomed, for 
he comes to build up the prosperity and glory of ourland. They 
fought for our liberties at Bunker Hill k at Yorktown, they were 
with Jackson at New Orleans, they aided to plant the banner of the 
Republic upon the Hallsof the Montezumas, and no gallant charge was 
made, no battle was fought during the late war when the arm of a 
European emigrant was not found in the forefront. He has parti- 
cipated in all the proudest achievements of diplomacy, statesman- 
or. ae commerce which have made this the foremost nation on 
the globe. 

There is no similarity between the Asiatic and Euro emigrant. 
They represent different and conflicting civilizations, and until the 
millennium dawns we can hope for no harmony or peace among the 
representative races of each. History informs us they Lave always 
been in oF pm vee It is therefore best they should be separated. 
ae world is large enough for both withont encroachment upon each 
other. 

I shall dwell no longer upon the vices and taint which attaches to 
the coolies, or what is more politely termed Chinese emi, ts. 


Looking at it from the stand-point I do, I would deal with this evil 
on the same principle that the inhabitants of a city located on the 
lowlands of the Lower CEDR guard against the danger of over- 

eep out the submerging 


flow when they erect a levee or er to 
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waters; or, as the introduction of yellow fever into the country is 
»revented by quarantining against it, so would I erect an ee: 
bie barrier against the inundation of the servile coolies of hina, 
and thereby guard this country from the sociai and political contam- 
ination of their polluting presence. 

WHO ARE THE FRIENDS OF AMERICAN LABOR! 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what is the principal reason for opposition to 
Chinese immigration by the Democratic party? It is because of its 
sympathy for the toiling masses, because of its love for the welfare 
and happiness of the laboring classes of this land. The Democratic 
party has ever been the friend and the advocate of the rights and 
privileges of the poor man and of the laborer. 

Mr. BROWNE, (from his seat.) That depends to some extent upon 
his color, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. You, gentlemen, have gone before 
the country claiming that you were the protectors of labor. You 
have claimed the creation of a tariff for the protection of American 
labor; but when its provisions and operations are examined it is 
found that this is a hollow pretension and it has no such result; that 
its real aim and effect is to enrich the lordly manufacturer. 

PROTECTIVE TARIFF THE ENEMY OF THE AMERICAN LABORER. 

The history of protection in this country warrants the strong con- 
viction that opposition to this bill which emanates from the advo- 
cates of protection is moved less by considerations of humanity and 
nniversal fraternity than by a solicitude for the enhancement of the 
interest of the employer. They want to cheapen the cost of labor in 
the factories, whereby they may increase the profits of the owners. 
They care less for the influence, morally, socially, and politically, of 
this degraded and degrading race than they do to advance the inter- 
est of manufacturing. A tariff for protection only and Chinese cheap 
labor go hand in hand and are at war with the welfare of the Amer- 
ican laborer. These allies want absolute free trade in labor, but the 
largest degree of protection for the monopolist. Protection demands 
the right to buy labor in the cheapest market of the world, and de- 
mands legislation which forces the consumer to purchase his wares 
in the dearest market. There is more of the real doctrine and effect 
of protection in the brief Morey letter than you will find in some of 
the longest speeches made by protective-tariff advocates. 

This is no loose statement of my own, merely for political effect, 
for I am able to substantiate it by evidence which will be readily 
recognized and credited, by the most ultra Republican in the land. 
As far back as 1870, when the attempt was made to introduce Chinese 
cheap labor in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, Henry Wilson, 
then a Senator, afterward Vice-President, remembering his own 
hard struggles for bread as a laborer in his early life, and ever a 
warm-hearted sympathizer with the American laborer, declared from 
his seat in the Senate: 

I think the time has come when we should have some action upon this subject; 
for it does seem to me at the present day that there is a conspiracy of capital in 
this country to cast a 8 over creation for the purpose ofi bringing degraded 
labor here to lower and degrade our laboring-men. And I think it is time to meet 
that question. 

Indeed, Mr. Speaker, the time had come, as asserted by that philan- 
thropic and far-seeing statesman, when the safety of the American 
laborer demanded protection, not only from the Chinese coolies, but 
from another “heathen Chinee,” his false and hypocritical friend, 
the tariff monopolist. The true policy of this nation is to open our 
markets to the world, cheapen the cost of living, and to elevate and 
promote the welfare of the American laborer as well as of all classes 
within its borders. The glory, power, and greatness of this country 
can be far better accomplished by the distribution of wealth and 
happiness among the many than by the establishment of an aris- 
tocracy of monopolists or the absorption of wealth by a plutocracy. 
We will have discha: our highest duty, we will have reached the 
highest plane of patriotic statesmanship, we shall have obeyed the 
most solemn injunction of the Constitution when we have enacted 
such legislation as will best secure the blessings of liberty, peace, 
and happiness among the toiling masses, and promoted, not alone 
individual or corporate, but the general welfare. 

THE GREAT POLITICAL ISSUE OF THE FUTURE, 

Sir, we are rapidly approaching a period when the division line 
between the North and South in politics will have been entirely ob- 
literated, and the conflicts of the two great parties will mainly cen- 
ter ten economic questions. The great issue which will overshadow 
and dwarf all others will be the one which will separate the friends 
and foes of labor. The general principles of the first underlie the 
Democratic party, while its great antagonist, the Republican party, 
has ever been subservient to the latter. It will not be a contest be- 
tween the legitimate use of capital and labor, for capital and labor 
are mutually dependent upon each other, and should be and I hope 
will ever be friends, but the conflict will be between the avarice 
and oppression of monopoly and those who seek to conserve the rights 
and promote the prosperity of labor and of the masses. 

WHO WANTS CHINESE SLAVE LABOR! 


The demand for Chinese cheap labor comes mainly from New Eng- 
land, from the descendants of the people who, if they were not the 
first, were at least among the first who introduced ican slavery in 
this country, and who were so fond of slavery that they enslaved 


aboriginal Indians. Lest some one may dare question the accuracy 
of this statement, I will cite an authority. It is Horace Greeley, 
the best friend that the African ever had, and the best specimen of 
the Puritan that I have ever seen. You will find in his American 
Conflict, page 30, volume 1, this statement: 


Indian slavery, sometimes forbidden by law but usually tolerated, if not 3 
approved by public opinion, was among the early usages of New England; an 
from this slavery—the slavery of any variety of bar! 


to n 

5 ¢ + & The bars F 
raphy of New England presented formidable though impassable jers 
slaveholding. Her narrow patches of arable soil, hemmed in between bogs and 
naked blocks of granite, were poorly adapted to cultivation by slaves. = * * 
Slaveholding in the Northern States was rather coveted as a social distinction, a 
badge of aristocracy and wealth, than resorted to with any idea of profit or pecn- 
niary advantage. 


When the Puritan fathers found that slavery was not profitable in 
the climate of New England they sold them to their brethren of the 
South. The saying of a southern Senator uttered before the war 
may not be literally true, that the“ Yankees sold their slaves to the 
South for the love of money and then stole them back again for the 
love of God,” but there is enongh in it to remind us that there are 
some in New England as well as in other localities of this country 
whose sordid motives actuate them to encourage the introduction 
of another class of servile labor in this country, even though it forces 
the white and black laborer into want and de tion. If they 
succeed in importing enough coolies to supply labor in our factories 
and other industries, what will be the fate of those of the Cauca- 
sian and the African races who are now dependent upon their daily 
labor for bread? But suppose the protectionists should fail to make 
the servile labor of China remunerative, and like their Puritan an- 
cestors desire to get rid of it, what will they do with the bondsmen ? 
I warn them that they will not di of them to the South as was 
done with the Africanslaves of the North. The South has turned her 
face to the sun of freedom and has spurned forever human slavery, 
be it either African or Asiatic. 

THE INFLUENCES WHICH DOMINATE THE REPUBLICAN PARTY. 

The 8 party is dominated principally by two elements; 
one an office-seeking and the other a protective-tariff element; when 
you take out of the party those two elements you will find barel 
anything left. Now, the protective-tariff element is opposed to this 
bill, while the office-seeking element, with some exceptions, favors 
it. The latter element is anxious that they shall stand well with the 
voter upon the Pacific coast, while the other element is more solicit- 
ous of the interest of the policy of protection. When the roll-call 
on this bill is finished I think it will be found thatthat party is dom- 
inated more powerfully by the protective-tariff than the oflice-seek- 
ing element, but I may be mistaken in this. 

he gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLOR] undertook to lecture the 
Pacific slope Republicans in regard to their position. He said to the 
gentleman from California that the left wing of the Republican party 
was in a panic on this question. I think the California gentleman 
might have retorted that the right wing of the party was also in a 
panic on many other political questions before the country, and I 
now warn = friends that when the votes are counted in November 
next they will find the Republican party in a panic not only in its 
wings but also in its center, and in a rout not only on the Pacific 
coast but in the whole country. 

This bill draws the line of demarkation between the true friends 
of American labor and its oppressors. On which side of the line will 
the representatives of the people be found ? Their answer will be 
given in the roll-call which will soon be made. 

Mr. PACHECO. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. ROBINSON. ] € 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I believe I am entitled to 
ten minutes reserved yesterday, and will add that to the time now 
allowed me by the courtesy of the entleman from California. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts will be recog- 
nized for twenty minutes. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. After the exceedingly calm, 
dispassionate, and philosophical speech we have just listened to from 
my friend from Illinois, [Mr. TOWNSHEND, ] I donot think this House 
wants to enter into a partisan discussion. I shall address myself to 
what I consider the practical features of this bill. If I had length 
of time sufficient, I should be glad to go over the great underlying 
principles of this question, and to of what may be deemed the 
proper theory of legislation on these subjects; but time, and the 
patience of the House, and even its good nature forbid that I shall 
trespass at that length. 

Before I on, however, it is due to a certain portion of my con- 
stituency that I notice, in a few words, some remarks that were made 
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILIIs] in his allusions to 
the coming of a few Chinamen into the State of Massachusetts to the 
town of North Adams. I think he was misled by some statements he 
read in the newspapers. What the gentleman is reported to have 
said did not at the time he was addressing the House attract my 
attention, But as reported in the Associated Press dispatches they 
would seem to do great injustice to the people of Massachusetts. On 
examination of the RECORD report I do not find it the same. But I 
recollect some of the a phes, if my friend will allow me to call 
them so, that do not appear in the report of the speech as printed. 
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In the report of the tleman’s speech by the Associated Press it is 
said that he e ee 2 

The Chinamen had been driven from the village. It is proved that the humanity 
of the East, when put to the test, was as much opposed to this class of immigrants 
as the humanity of the West. 

Mr. WILLIS. I do not wish to interrupt the gentleman, but I 
desire to disclaim having said that either on the floor of the House or 
anywhere else. I stand by every declaration I made either on the 
floor or upon the RECORD. But I never said that the Chinese had been 
driven from North Adams. I did say—bnt I could not restate what 
I did say without occupying the time of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, and with the permission of the gentleman from California 
I shall hereafter restate and confirm what I have heretofore stated. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I am very glad to have given 
the gentleman from Kentucky an opportunity of stating to the House 
that the report in the Associated dispatches is not correct; 
and that it was not true, as it certainly was not, that the Chinamen 
were driven from the town ef North Adams. Going there in the year 
1870, about seventy of them remained there nearly ten years, and 
they came and went of their own accord, and were not mobbed, or 
driven, or hooted away. They came about the time there was ex- 
citement about the employment of some laborers in shoe manufact- 
uring establishments, and the people who came to supply the place 
of those who ceased to be employed, not Chinamen, were driven 
away in consequence, as sometimes happens on such occasions, of the 
feverish state of feeling which prevailed. As my friend quoted the 
narrative of what took place he stated that the Crispins from neigh- 
boring towns were driven off in the excitement of the moment. 
Therefore, what took place was not in consequence of anything 
applying to the Chinese as a race, but it was in consequence of the 
peculiar excitement and sensitiveness of the time. 

Mr. WILLIS. I understand the gentleman from Massachusetts 
does not deny that at the election eld these months afterward every 
other voter in the State of Massachusetts voted against Chinese 
immigration. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. The gentleman has stated that 
in his speech. I do not enter upon that question; I only wanted to 
make the correction so far as my own people are concerned. 

My friend from Virginia, [Mr. TucKER]—I speak of him with the 
highest respect for his ability—it seems to me, delights in nothing so 
much as to tind some opportunity of discussing a constitutional ques- 
tion. And so in connection with this bill he had difficulty in find- 
ing whether the President and the Senate of the United States had 
the right to make a treaty. I cannot stop here to find whether they 
have the right, because it is not material. But this House has to 
recognize here that the President and two-thirds of the Senate have 
combined to make a treaty that we are now seeking to enforce b 
statute. And I commend to beg gchar nese! for his reading, in addi- 
tion to the authorities he has cited, such as he may find in Berart No. 
225, of the Forth-sixth Congress, third session, made by Hon. Judge 
Bicknell, of Indiana, on the treaty-making power. He will find that 
report strong and substantial, and I think it will cover the ground 
to show him that while the Constitution apportions out to the House 
of Representatives and to Congress certain duties, the difference is 
wide and plain between the law-making power and the treaty-mak- 
ing power. 

t we come to this bill; and now, Mr. Speaker, I propose certain 
amendments to the bill in order that it may commend itself to the 
support of every gentleman in this House. Iwill state them without 
5 the time to read them. They are these: 

I move, in the first section of the bill, to strike out “ twenty years” 
and substitute “ten years.” 

I move, in the fifth section, to strike out the word ‘‘ within” and 
supply “ before the expiration of.” And, if gentlemen will examine 
it, they will see, I think, there is a clerical error there, and that this 
change is necessary. Certainly it does not injure the bill in any 
sense of the word. 

Lastly, I propose to strike out the seventeenth section of the bill. 

As my time is limited, I will speak of these amendments in the 
inverse order. I propose to take off the last section. Why not It 
was not in the Honse bill. The House Committee did not recommend 
that. They do not, I believe, approve of it. 

What use have we for that section? The treaty says Chinese 
laborers ;” nothing more. We cannot enlarge that language ; it does 
not need any explanation. ‘‘ Chinese laborers;” that is plain. 

The section says in substance that the term ‘‘ laborers” shall be 
construed to mean skilled and unskilled laborers and Chinese em- 
ployed in mining. If the word “laborers” will include all these 
classes, then they are in the treaty. If it does not, we cannot put 
them in by legislation. That section, then, is erent useless. Isa 
to this House, and I believe it accords with the judgment of us a 
here, that we should stand within the field of the treaty and within 
the language and the power contained therein. 

Some other amendments have been pro by my honorable 
friend from Iowa, [Mr. Sere alt He would go deeper in his crit- 
icism and cha I do not find myself ready to go to that extent, 
nor do I think it necessary. 

I would not take out of this bill the provision for the regulation 
of immigration, for the necessary safeguards as to immigration. And 
Iwill say why. The bill provides for what may be ed passport 
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regulations. As to those who are laborers, there is a suspension as 
to their right of immigration; and perhaps there is no objection in 
the minds of any gentlemen to the application of these provisions to 
that class of laborers. 

But it is said that this bill sets up a discrimination against what 
are called the privileged classes under the treaty. Let us see. What 
is itthat we ask? Legislation of course is necessary to enforce this 
treaty. In the treaty we find that legislation may be enacted to 
enforce it, provided it is of such a character only as is necessary to 
enforce it. 

Now, it is necessary to have an identification of the different per- 
sons who may seek to go from this country and come back in; I 
2 of the laborers No one doubts that. And it is best that we 

x those regulations here and now. Re ing the immediate and 
permanent success of this legislation, if it is proper at all, we cannot 
and we ought not to transfer to any other official, or to another braneh 
of this Government, the duty of establishing the regulations that 
shall be made under this treaty. 

Are the regulations provided by this bill wise? If so, then they 
should be adopted without delay. If the bill should have support, if 
it accords with the ju ent of the House, then the sooner it is put 
in action the better. In this way there will be no delay. and there 
should be none, if these provisions are wise provisions of legislation. 

Now, in re to the privileged classes, what is requi by this 
bill? The passport system, a descriptive list, stating the height of 
the man and shape of his nose, the color of his eyes, &c. So if you 
wanted to go abroad, Mr. Speaker, even to England or to France, 
you would fortify and protect yourself with a p rt from the Sec- 
retary of State, giving the same particulars, and to the truth of the 
statements in your application for that passport you would make oath. 

Mr. KASSON. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. If I can have time. 

Mr. KASSON. You will be allowed additional time if it is taken 
up by interruptions. Does the gentleman mean to say that in any 
country of the world a passport requires the attestation by a compe- 
tent witness of the place of birth, giving the town or district, the 
date of birth, the last place of residence abroad, the place of resi- 
dence in the United States, and the names and residence of his pa- 
rents? Or does „ agree with the doctrine of Mr. Fish, 
repeatedly announ in our correspondence with England, that we 
have no right to put any condition upon the exercise of a treaty right 
which is not contained in the treaty itself? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. My answer to the first propo- 
sition is this: although I do not know that any country so requires, 
I do not see why any country may not so require, when in its judg- 
ment it deems it best. In answer to the second question I would say 
that it is not a violation of the treaties of this Government with 
other countries that we should take such steps, because the other gov- 
ernments require of us passports with more or less particularity, as 
my friend certainly knows better than I do. 

Mr. KASSON. Only a small portion of them do. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. And if a small portion of the 
governments of the world may demand that and we accede, do we 
not also have the same right to demand it of them? 

Mr. KASSON. I want candidly to meet this question. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. And I desire candidly to meet it. 

Mr. KASSON. The treaty contains no provisions or conditions 
whatever upon the exercise of the right. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Not this treaty. 

Mr. KASSON. We now require by this bill the consent of the 
Chinese Government to the departure of the individual; but I say 
that all these conditions are not known to international law and 
practice. I ask my friend whether he accepts the doctrine of our 
own Government that we have no Heis to put upon the enjoyment 
ofa ot gia right a condition by the legislation of one party to the 
treaty 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Undoubtedly that is correct; 
but what I now state is within the principles of international law 
upon the general practice in the observation of treaties the world 
over. It does not apply merely to the special treaty that was nego- 
tiated in 1880. 

I pass on now and come to the first amendment which I have pro- 
posed—that is, as to the time of this suspension. I maintain that 
that is the important thing in all this discussion. It is the gist of 
the debate, and I submit it should challenge the fair, candid atten- 
tion of every gentleman who is under the responsibility of a vote in 
this House. 

The treaty has been often read and is well known. The United 
States may regulate, limit, or suspend such coming or residence of 
Chinamen, but may not absolute y prohibit it. The limitation or 
suspension shall be reasonable. You cannot but you may 
ig epi yon may limit, and you may reasonably suspend; and there 
is the end of your power. 

Now, we need have no difficulty with the words “regulate ” or 
“limit,” and it is not difficult to interpret the word ‘‘s nd.” 
Suspend, to hold, to h. up, to stop for a time; that is theidea. It 
does not mean to prohibit; it doesnot mean to terminate. It means 
only to hang up for a little while; that is the idea. 

„Such suspension shall be reasonable.” Now how shall we arrive 


at the reasonableness of any measure that may be proposed here? 
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What is the test 7 In interpreting a legal document we are generally 
prevented from going outside and taking testimony as to conversa- 
tions that may have occurred at the time it was made. But I sup- 
pose it will not be claimed that we are bound by any such narrow 
and technical rule in the interpretation of a treaty. We have a 
right to base our judgment in this case not only upon the immediate 
circumstances of this country and the country with which we are 
dealing, but we may also take into account and weigh the declara- 
tions, conversations, and considerations entertained by the high 
commissioners in the negotiation of this treaty. 

Now, let us take this treaty in its inception. Go back with me to 
the time when this difficulty commenced. It commenced not thirty 
years ago, but only a few years ago. I mean to say it found its most 
vital expression only recently. Inthe Forty- fifth Congress we passed 
un act which met the Executive veto. It was an act in violation of 
a treaty, as we all know now, and I believe no one of us here, 
whether of one party or the other, would be found rejoicing in his 
vote in favor of an act which he knew to be in violation of the good 
faith of this country toward other nations. 

We found that to be the case, and the demand was for a change of 
the treaty. The people of the western slope desired what? Most 
certainly to stop absolutely the coming of the Chinese. They said, 
We donot want any more Chinese to come here forever and forever 
more.” Our commissioners went to China backed as we might say, 
not alone by the ponera sentiment of the country that they should 
treat upon the whole question, but feeling behind them, of course, 
the strong pressure of that western locality, They met the Chinese 
embassadors, and what was the negotiation? Our commissioners at 
once proposed to say to the Chinese Government,“ We desire a pee- 
hibition of the coming of Chinese laborers to our country.” e 
Chinese Government at the outset said through their commissioners 
promptly, The Chinese Government cannot entertain a proposition 

‘or prohibition ; that word must go out.” Out it went and it never 
returned. They said that we could not prohibit, but we might limit, 
we might regulate, we might suspend. 

Now, what was the conversation? Let us see how our commis- 
sioners talked to the Chinese commissioners, The Chinese commis- 
sioners insisted that the oy nares for limitation or suspension 
should not amount to prohibition. All this is very plainly and abund- 
antly set forth in the official report of the negotiations communi- 
cated to the Senate, and I refer to it, wishing I had time to read from 
it at length. No one after an examination of that report can have 
a reasonable doubt of the fair understanding of all the commission- 
ers, American and Chinese. 

To illustrate their idea, they said that they thonght it might be 
within the terms of the treaty that Chinese laborers should be al- 
lowed to come here in alternate years or every three years, or that 
they should not be allowed to come here for two, three, or five years. 

Recollect that this treaty was framed for the purpose of preparing 
the way for legislation to enable the United States Government to 
shut out the Chinese. It was not to enable the Chinese Government 
to keep them away from our shores. Now, our commissioners sug- 
gested in eee 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[ Mr. ROBINSON] has expired. 

Mr. PEELLE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
allowed to continue his remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. RANDALL. What is the request? 

The SPEAKER. For an extension of the time of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, 

Mr. RANDALL. If it is to come out of the last honr of debate, 
after the ordering of the previous question, I do not object. 

Mr. MOORE. I suggest that the same courtesy that has been 
extended to other gentlemen ought to be extended to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. PAGE. The previous question has not been ordered yet. 

Mr, RANDALL. If this extension of time is to come out of the 
hour after the ordering of the previous question, I haye no objec- 
tion; otherwise I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Lask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts be allowed fifteen minutes to conclude his re- 
marks. I think there ought to be no objection. 

Mr. RANDALL, I object. We want a vote to-day. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, I do not want to goon if any 
gentleman in the House objects. 

Mr. HAWK. There was an understanding when the gentleman 
pom Massachusetts was interrupted that he should have further 

ime. 

Mr. PAGE. If there is objection to extending the gentleman’s time 
I shall have to yield him ten minutes, to be taken out of the time 
which I shall have after the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to that. 


Mr. McCOOK. And let it be understood that no one is to inter- 
rupt the gentleman from Massachusetts. Five minutes of his time 
have been consumed in that way. 

Mr. GIBSON. L hope the same courtesy that was extended to our 
be extended to the other side to-day. 
On courtesy we are about even. 
vote upon this bill to-day, 


side yesterday will 
Mr. RANDALL e desire to 
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The SPEAKER, Is there objection to allowing the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to proceed for ten minutes longer, and his addi- 
tional time to be deducted from the hour to which the gentleman 
from California will be entitled to close the debate? The Chair 
hears no objection. 

Mr. WHITE. I rise to a question of order. I would like to know 
whether this proceeding implies consent that the gentleman from 
California is to close debate and cut off many of us who have had 
no opportunity to speak? 

The SPEAKER. ‘he gentleman from California, who has control 
of the measure, must decide for himself when he will call the pre- 
vious question. 5 from Massachusetts [Mr. ROBIN- 
SON] is now recogni for ten minutes. 

Mr. ee , of Massachusetts. I will proceed then with my 
remarks. 

Mr. PAGE. If the gentleman will yield tome I will now demand 
the previous question on the bill and pending amendments. I will 
then take the floor for the hour to which I am entitled to close the 
debate and will yield ten minutes of my time to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. ROBINSON, ] 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question on the 
penang bill and amendments. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I ask the gentleman to yield to me to 
offer an amendment. 

Mr. PAGE. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move to strike out “twenty,” where it 
occurs, and to insert “ fifteen.” s 

The SPEAKER. That amendment will be considered as pending. 

Mr. HOOKER. I also have an amendment which I desire to offer. 

Mr. PAGE. Send it ap sae let it be considered as ing. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires it to be understood, so that there 
may be no difficulty hereafter, that last evening the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Kasson] was permitted to offer his amendments, which 
had been printed, and they arenow pending. Now, by like consent 
it is the understanding that the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] and the amendment offered by the 
Scere from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] are also to be considered 
as pending. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I believe, Mr. Speaker, I also 
have offered some amendments. 

The SPEAKER. And that they also shall be considered as pend- 


ing. 

Nir. CANDLER. I desire to offer an amendment to strike out the 
eleventh section. 

Mr. PAGE. Let these amendments be sent up to the Clerk’s desk 
in writing, and be considered as pending. I do this in return forthe 
kindness shown me by both sides of the House in the consideration 
of this measure. 

The SPEAKER. This proceeding is irregular. It is only allowed 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WHITE. I object. 

Mr. PAGE. Objection comes too late. The House on both sides 
treated me kindly in allowing the Senate bill to be taken up and con- 
sidered in place of the House bill. I feel myself, therefore, in honor 
bound to allow these amendments to come in and be considered as 
pending. I give notice, however, that at the close of the debate I 
shall ask that all amendments shall be voted down and the Senate 
bill passed as it came to us. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have a suggestion to make which, I think, will 
lead to our voting intelligently on these various amendments, and 
that is that they shall be voted on in the order in which they apply 
to the sections respectively; but if there be more than one amend- 
ment to a particular section, that then they shall be voted on in the 
order of their presentation. 

Mr. KASSON. That is, regardless of the order of presentation. 

Mr. RANDALL. So far as the sections are involved that the 
amendments shall be voted on in order as they i fas the sections ; 
but that when three or four amendments are pending to the same 
section, they shall be voted on in the order in which they were pre- 
sented to the House. 

Mr. KASSON, That is my own proposition. As we are now act- 
ing outside of the rules, it is necessary that some such arrangement 
should be made. 

The SPEAKER. So there may be no confusion, the Chair would 
like to suggest that where there are amendments pending to a sec- 
tion they shall be voted on before the vote is taken on the motion to 
strike ont the section. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Allow me to make a suggestion. Several amend- 
ments are pending to strike out “twenty” and insert different num- 
bers. I think those amendments ought te be voted on under the 
rules of the Honse. 

Mr. PAGE. That is proper. 

Mr. KASSON. There will be no difficulty in getting at the votes 
on those various amendments. 

The SPEAKER. So the Chair thinks. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But where there are several amendments to strike 
out twenty“ and insert ten,“ we do not wish to vote on more than 
one motion of that sort. 

Mr. KASSON. Of course not. 
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Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I wish to offer two amendments to 
the first section. 

The SPEAKER. They will be considered as pending. 

Mr. KASSON. And I desire to offer a substitute for the whole bill. 

Mr. McLANE. Is there unanimous consent to entertaining more 
than the number of amendments allowed by the rules? 


The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent has been granted for that 
purpose. 
r. MCLANE. I should have objected to it. 


The SPEAKER. The House has given unanimous consent to the 
introduction of amendments to be voted on in their order to the sev- 
eral sections as they are reached, except where there are several 
amendments to the same section, and they are to be voted on in the 
order of their presentation. 

Mr. McLANE. Without limitation? 

The SPEAKER. Limitation must be made by the introduction at 
this time, as no amendments can be offered after the previous ques- 
tion has been called. 

Mr. PAGE. I now demand the previous question on the bill and 
pending amendments. 

Mr. CULLEN. I ask to offer an amendment. 

Mr. PAGE. Very well; I will allow the gentleman’s amendment 
to come in, and I think I have been quite liberal. If this thing goes 
on I shall expect to see a copy of the Revised Statutes sent up next. 
9 

Mr. CULLEN. I send my amendment up to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment sent up by the gentleman from 
Illinois will also be considered as pending. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I offer an amendment, and 
send it up to the Glerk's desk. 

Mr. PAGE. All the amendments are now in, and I demand the 
previous question, 

The previous question was ordered, 

Mr. PAGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the previous 
question was ordered; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PAGE. I now take the floor, to close the debate, for the hour 
to which I am entitled under the rules, and yield for ten minutes to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. 
that it was not stated—— 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I would like to aska parliamentary 
question. : : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I wish to ask by what rule the 
gentleman from California has a right to an hour's time for debate 
after the previous question has been ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that it is under the uniform 
practice of the House. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I call the attention of the Chair to 
the fourteenth rule, clause 3, in the following words: 

‘The member he Seabed the measure under consideration from a committee may 
open and close, where general debate has been had thereon, &. 

Now this measure is not reported from any committee of this House. 
It does not therefore come within the clause of this rule. I simply 
desire to have the question settled as to whether a Senate bill, taken 
from the Speaker's table on the motion of any member, would come 
in under the e of this rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state that perhaps the gentle- 
man from Michigan lays too much stress upon the words “ reporting 
the measure.” It may have a more extended meaning than that 
which is ordinarily given to it under the rule. The gentleman hay- 
ing in charge the measure may be regarded as reporting it; but in 
this case there is no difficulty presented. The bill, which was made 
a special order of the House, was a bill reported from the Committee 
on Education and Labor. By unanimous consent, when the special 
order was reached, which was in charge of the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia, [Mr. PAGE, ] the Senate bill now before the House was, on his 
motion, substituted for the House bill, and we proceeded as though 
this bill had been made the special order instead of the House bill. 
Therefore this bill, the Chair thinks, for all the purposes of the rule, 
should be treated as though oranal reported from the committee. 
The Chair holds that the gentleman from California is entitled to 
one hour to close the debate. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I only wanted to have the question 
settled, to obtain a ruling upon it. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I n , Mr. Speak- 
er, that it was not stated in the conversation that the United tates 
would demand any such measure as that proposed here. That was 
not anticipated by the Chinese commissioners. It was not intimated 
by the American commissioners. There was no suggestion of such 
a measure; and upon the understanding there reached our commis- 
sioners were enabled to negotiate this treaty with the Chinese, which 
we should carry out in goood faith and in justice to the good name of 
the American people. The commissioners assured them that their 
dealings had been of that character. The Chinese said, We will 
repese in confidence upon the acts of this great Government. Now, 
if twenty years is more than is ne is unreasonable for the 
suspension, of course you will not take that time. Werely upon yon, 


I was saying, Mr. Speaker, 
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Twenty years in the life of this nation—twenty years ago. Mr. 
Speaker, run back the history. Look for the men that figured then 
in the councils of this country. Look at the t march of events. 
Look at the swelling of the population of America. Regard, I say, 
what has transpi in that time, and see whether in your opinion 
you regard twenty years as a reasonable, as a necessary time for the 
suspension of this immigration. We have gone from thirty-eight 
millions to nearly fifty-one millions in our population. It will take 
you over five Presidential terms, and ten Con ; and assuredly, 
if you think a moment, when there is behind it all reserved the 
power under this treaty, if wise and proper, to re-enact the sus- 
pension, if at that time we find it n , as much again may we 
proceed to regulate, to limit, or even to suspend it, if necessary, after 
an interval, or immediately, in order to give force and vitality to 
that treaty. 

Therefore the country is in no danger. If it be limited to ten 
years it cannot be said that we have overreached anybody in this 
matter. As the gentleman from Virginia stated, it shall be reason- 
able provided it gives a good opportunity for this country to stop 
that immigration long enough to work the result. Now, when you 
stop it absolutely for ten years, and you have got this present force of 
105,000 already in the country not increasing, the result is that in the 
nature of . at the expiration of that period perhaps a quarter 
of them, or a large portion of them, return to their own country 
never to come to us again; and at the end of that time we may not 
deal in this matter with this difficulty. 

It may be that it will not seriously affect our interests, as the 
treaty says. But some of you here say if you are willing to limit it 
for a reasonable time, why do you say that ten years is reasonable 
and not twenty years? You who are honestly in favor of the bill, 
if any, why do you not propose to make it for years; why do you 
not say ninety-nine years, if you want prohibition? 

You have no right to make prohibition. This country cannot 
afford to attempt to overreach or to adopt a process that is not in 
accordance with our agreement. You ought to adopt that which is 
reasonable. 

We understand that as construed in the courts; we know it as set- 
tled sometimes at the bar by the judgment of common-sense men. 
This must be settled, not here and now alone, but in the years to 
come by our own consciences and at the bar of the civili world, 
The United States of America has a reputation that we would not 
seek to sully. Wechad better come within the limit than step as 
much as a hair’s breadth beyond it. We can with safety take only 
the step that is necessary now. Let the future be determined by the 
coming necessities. 

The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. MCLANE] said yesterday that 
it was our right under this treaty to say what was reasonable and 
nobody could deny it. Thatwasthesubstance ofhisargument. Ah! 
that would be true if the treaty said the suspension may be for such 
time as the United States deems reasonable, Ah! but that was not 
what was said. ‘ Reasonable.” Yes, come up to that bar of hon- 
esty, and justice, and fair dealing, where man with man must come 
when he settles questions of this kind. 

My friend said“ the Chinaman gave himself away, and he had to 
give himself away.” I lament that expression in the great Hall of 
the people. The United States, thank God, will repudiate that idea 
whenever promulgated, that when any people, t or small, of 
any color, however degraded, come upon a footing of equality to 
treat with the United States of America, boasting of its Christianity 
and civilization, the people will repudiate the idea that this Gov- 
ernment will say to them, ‘‘ We have reached out and got you in our 
grasp, and you had to give ourselves away to us.” It is not the 
right thing for a man unless his name is Shylock, and it is not the 
right thing for a free and humane and just an civilized Government. 
But, sir, if that is the outcome of sending the Bible to China, pray 
keep the Bibles all at home, for we need them, every one. 

0, sir; make this as it ought to be, reasonable. It is not a question 
of party. It is a question of honesty. When my friend from Mary- 
land went abroad he told us, from his experience, the people of China 
spit on the embassador of America. Ah! perhaps they will have occa- 
sion to do so in the future if we are not worthy of higher conduct on 
their part, Let us stand upon our good faith. Let us not sully it— 
not only when we deal with England, or France, or Germany, but 
when we deal with the poorest or meanest of all the nations of the 
world. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, with the limitation imposed upon this bill I am 
not in favor of it. I cannot give it my vote. I can go to the extent 
of ten years. I know a great many others that would be glad to do 
so. Let us take this out of the mire and the dust of party politics, 
and if there is anything of principle or honor or Bonet, aye, if there 
is anything of devotion to the interests of labor and the poor people 
of this country, let us at this time join hands, that in good faith we 
may put on the statute-book that which will accomplish the result 
and leave us entitled to the glory of our justice and our honesty and 

ood faith, worthy of the admiration of all the people of the earth. 
op esr yt 

Mr. PAGE. Lyield three minutes to the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. WILLIS. 

Mr. WILL. 


I do not propose at this late hour to consider any 
further the principles upon which 


this bill rests. But a remark of 
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the gentleman who hasjust taken his seat, [Mr. ROBINSON, of Massa- 
chusetts, ] in regard to certain statements I made on a previous da 
touching the Chinese at North Adams, Massachusetts, seems to call 
for some reply. : 

And more especially do I feel called upon to reply, inasmuch as my 
attention has been called to a number of very unkind, and, as I shail 
hope to show, very unjust comments from the press of that State. I 
have before me a recent issue of the Boston Daily Advertiser, in which 
after quoting the Associated Press dispatch, in which I am represented 
as having said that the Chinamen had been driven from the vil- 
lage,” the editor denies the statement and concludes: 

We may add for the benefit, not of Mr. WILLIS nor of anybody who prefers to 
repeat a false aconsation than to know the facts, but of all who are willing to do 
justice to New England consistency, that the Chinese were not driven from the 
village, but remained there peaceably during the whole term for which they agreed 
to come, and left at the end of that time, not by compulsion, but because they could 
do better elsewhere. These are the plain facts of the case. 

Of course this is one of the least important of the considerations to be takeninto 
account in discussing the anti-Chinese bill. The fact that Massachusetts has given 
fair and humane treatment to the Chinese who have come within the common- 
wealth is as pertinent, not more so, as the contrary fact that in California and 
. impentay, Ts proves nothing — onghit vo bo 
carefal when they ae — a person. Be of inhumanity and . 

Now, sir, there is a brief reply to this and similar editorials and it 
is a reply which I am sure the gentleman from Massachusetts, who 
honors that State by his presence here and whom we all honor and 
esteem, will accept as conclusive, and that is that neither upon this 
floor nor elsewhere did I ever make the assertion that the “ Chinese 
had been driven from North Adams.” And as this is one of the few 
instances upon record where the Associated Press has misquoted what 
has been said in the excitement and confusion of debate upon this 
floor, I acquit it cheerfully of any intentional wrong. 

What I did say, Mr. Speaker, may be embraced in four proposi- 
tions of facts, and to these I challenge attention and contradiction. 

First. That the Chinese, when they reached North Adams, were 

ted by a crowd of several thousand excited individuals with 
lowe 5 and threats. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
deny that 

Secondly. I did state, quoting from a letter written upon the spot 
July 1 by a correspondent of the New York Standard, that the 
Chinese were “kept away from the village for prudential reasons,” 
and that when they went out to make pure of food and garments 
it was necessary for them to be“ properly guarded from insult.” 
And in the same connection I stated that monster meetings protest- 
ing against their presence were held at North Adams and at all the 
leading cities of Massachusetts and of the eastern slope. Is any one 
of these facts called in question ? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Does the gentleman mean dur- 
ing the whole time they staid there, or at first? 

. WILLIS. I refer now, as I did in the remarks I formerly 
made, to the period of their arrival and to the two or three weeks 
succeeding that time. I have before me the New York Tribune and 
the New York Herald for the months of June and July, 1870, which 
substantiate every statement I have made. In a letter dated North 
Adams, June 16, in the Tribune of June 18, 1870, under the head of 
„Coolies vs. Crispins,” ‘Ah My in Massachusetts,” “The new phase 
of the Chinese question,” The Crispin trouble,” I find the follow- 
ing: 

5 determined to sink $50,000, if necessary, in carryin thing 
untorigh Ho doubles his sight watoh, ilueainates the KOMS about Eis besidin 
ins, and is confident o 


by powerful reflectors, lang at the threats of the C 
success as of the rising of the sun to-morrow. 

Are these the evidences and preparations of peace? In a Tribune 
editorial of June 15, 1870, I find: 

The demonstration of the Crispins, whose strike has compelled manufacturers 
to import these cheap cooly laborers, was serious at first, but having dwindled to 
mere threats, will result 8 else. We are glad to have experiment 
tried, but we don't like to see crowded New England made the scene as long as 
unpopulated and just as rich districts are groaning for laborers. 

In the New York Herald of July 3, 1870, is a letter dated North 
Adams, July 2, 1870, in which I find the 5 First appearance 
of the Orientals in the public streets,” followed by the words “ Until 
to-day the Chinamen have kept shy and secluded.” Then there isa 
full history of the facts and a reference to a bill which Senator Wil- 
son, of Massachusetts, had introduced in Congress upon the subject. 
So much, then, for the reception and treatment of these seventy-five 
Chinese. Ihave before me in the Herald reports of several large mass 
meetings at North Adams and elsewhere in Massachusetts; also in 
Connecticut, New York, and at other points in the East, which show 
the excitement then prevailing. 

Thirdly. I called attention to the attitude of leading statesmen of 
Massachusetts opon thissubject, quoting from a speeeh made by Hon. 
Henry Wilson, then a Senator from that State, in which, on the 23d 
of June, 1870, he took a bold and unequivocal position against the 
coming of the Chinese to his State or to this country. I might have 
gone further and given the bill which he introduced and advocated 
to prohibit this form of servile labor. I might also have cited the 
speech of Hon. Benjamin F. Butler, (then, if not now, a leading Re- 
publican statesman of Massachusetts, ) when on the 4thof July of the 
same year, in the presence of President Grant and a large concourse 
of distin ed citizens at Woodstock, Connecticut, he boldly pro- 
claimed his opposition to Chinese immigration as subyersive of free 
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might also have given the details of an indignation 
1870, at North Adams, in which, as I find 


institutions. I 
meeting held on June 23 
from the New York Herald of June 26, three or four thousand people 
were assembled and to whom fiery and e speeches were 


delivered. Among others, Mr. Troup made an enthusiastic speech 
and suggested the sending of an influential man to Washington to 
urge Con, an Dawes to look after their interests and hasten the 
5 or wns bukn 8 ( PR 
e result of this pro pilgrimage to Congressman (now Sena- 
88 3 I regret to be unable to rene: Are any of these facts 
eni 

Fourthly. As a more formal and conclusive evidence of Massachu- 
setts sentiment I referred to the official epee ere of two political 
conventions in the State. Was Iin error as to this? Will my friend 
from Massachusetts deny that the people of his State, at the guber- 
natorial election of 1870, cast over 70,000 votes against Chinese im- 
migration, that issue having been presented in the party platform of 
that year? In other words, will he deny that every other voter in 
Massachusetts, over eleven years ago, cast his ballot against Chinese 
immigration? Ihave here before me Appian Cyclopedia for 1870, 
which gives the result. Wendell Phillips, the candidate of the 
Labor Reform party, received 21,946 votes, John Quincy Adams re- 
ceived 49,536, both of whose platforms opposed Chinese immigration, 
being a total of 71,482, and William Claflin, Republican, whose plat- 
form ignored the question, received 79,549 votes. Lask again, wherein 
have I misstated or exaggerated any material facts? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, rose. 

Mr. WILLIS. Why, Mr. Speaker, do I again refer to these facts? 
It is simply to vindicate myself against the very serious charge, as 
stated in the newspaper extract which I have read, of falsely ‘‘ ac- 
cusing a community of inhumanity and inconsistency.” Sir, I do 
not consider that any fact I have stated, or even that I am incor- 
rectly reported as having stated, would fasten upon the community 
of North Adams, or upon the people of Massachusetts, the charge of 
“inhumanity.” On the contrary, even had these pagan intruders 
been driven forth from the boundaries of the State, it would in my 
judgment have been justifiable upon grounds of humanity and self- 
preservation to the worthy and more deserving laborers of Massachu- 
setts, who, through them, would have been robbed of their homes, 
their firesides, and their means of honest livelihood. 

Sir, if any charge is to be made upon this floor against either the 
humanity or the liberality of Massachusetts, it will never fall from 
my lips. There is no State in this Union, as far as my observation 

‘oes, whose 5 here or elsewhere, have been more ready 
recognize the wants and demands of all parts of our country; 
none who have been more just, more generous, and more patriotic 
than those of the old Bay State. And in so being and so doing they 
have only reflected the sentiments of the liberal and progressive peo- 
ple whose worthy agents and representatives they are. I disclaim, 
therefore, in my reference to Massachusetts, any intention other than 
to support the argument I was endeavoring to make that everywhere 
there was an instinctive feeling of repulsion and judgment of con- 
demnation against the Chinese which made it undesirable, if not 
impossible, to bring them together in the same community. 

Mr. PAGE. I yield now ten minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. CURTIN. ] 

Mr. RO INSON, of Massachusetts. I hope I may be allowed to sa 
a word in reply to the tleman from Kentucky, [Mr. WILLIs.] It 
is hardly fair that he should put these questions to me when I can- 
not answer them. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will incorporate in my answer to the 
from Massachusetts statements from the New York He 
New York Tribune. 

Mr. CURTIN. Mr. Speaker, the gravity of the question now before 
the House surely entitles it to al the distinguished ability with 
which it has been argued. I have not the temerity to sup that 
Ican give to any member on this floor any reasons for a change of 
the ju ent to which he may have arrived from that discussion ; 
yet representing a part of the poopie of this country, I am extremely 
obliged to the gentleman from California [Mr. PAGE] in charge of 
this bill for the time which it has been his pleasure to assign to me 
to express to the House my reasons for the vote which I shall give. 

It is common for gentlemen on this floor, as I have learned since I 
have had the honor of aseat here, to speak of labor and of its protec- 
tion as one of the cardinal duties of a representative of the American 
people; and labor, sir, cannot be magnified as the great source of 
values, of improvements, and of pro I have never heard a 
gentleman on this floor advocate any bill or measure looking to prog- 
ress or development or production when he failed to mention the 
protection of labor as the first duty he owed to his constituents; 
and who has ever known a member of Con, when a candidate 
for office who did not on the hustings declare himself the friend and 
sturdy advocate of all measures which might foster, praeci or ad- 
vance the interests of labor? Now, Mr. Speaker, for the first time in 
the history of the legislation of this Government Congress is brought 
face to face with the clear and well-defined question of labor unal- 
loyed by the paramonnt protection of any of the diversified inter- 
ests which employ labor as the primary subject of legislation. 


ntleman 
d and the 


_ This, sir, is not a question of the incorporation of companies; it 
is not a measure giving vast dominions to corporations or companies 
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of citizens; it is not subsidies, it is not money or capital to be pro- 
tected, leaving labor to be employed in the vast avenues of trade 
and commerce, into which capital invites labor as a mere incident 
to protection. The American Congress stands to-day in the presence 
of a clear and well-defined question of the protection of a class of 
American citizens who most need and deserve the munificence of 
our Government. On the western slope of the United States 100,000 
Chinamen take the place of 100,000 American citizens. 

Disguise it as you will, conceal or cover it with the humanitarian 

rinciples underlying our structure of government, summon from the 
. of the past, as has been done on this floor during the long de- 
bate, the sublime utterances of the Continental Congress through the 
Declaration of Independence, what is the question we are to meet 
in our votes on this measure? It is sentiment and only sentiment; 
and it fades before the wonderful growth and changing interests of 
the country, its progress, its wealth, its great future, and the true 
logic of the necessities of the condition of our people and Government 
now present, as did the silver tones of the great bell when the fathers 
of the Republic sealed their immortal fame in the declaration, and 
rhea: ey the proclamation of liberty and equality to all humanity. 
And here we are in the presence of the question which, I repeat, isthe 
protection of American labor. Do we prefer to have 100,000 China- 
men take the place of 100,000 American laborers, part and parcel of 
the body-politic, owing allegiance to our Government, with the right 
of the ballot, insuring for their children our free education, and with 
American hopes and aspirations? 

Isay to my friends on the other side if you are in favor of protect- 
ing labor you now have the opportunity. This Government only 
answers the expectations of its great founders, and becomes truly a 
state when it is united and perfect in its homogeneity and relieved 
from all sectional divisions. If when we disturb the interests of 
the people of Maine it should affect the people of California, and if 
we interfere with the rights or interests, the happiness, or prosperity, 
or fail to redress wrongs suffered by the people of Oregon, our action 
or failure to act vibrates in Florida, and will be felt by the people 
there, as if they were the sufferers. When there is real unity and 
harmony in our governmental organization we protect all the people 
of all the country, and we provide redress and remedy to any evils or 
wrongs suffered by vy 8 — of the people or section of the country. 

When the people of California or of any part of the Pacific coast 
knock at the doors of the Congress of the United States and present 
in evidence not to be impeached and in language of truth not to be 
misunderstood, in the almost unanimous declaration of the people, 
and through the united voice of all their representatives in these 
Halls that they suffer from the introduction of a foreign element not 
in harmony with the rights and interests, and interrupt the prosperity 
and pursuit of eri 1 of a large body of American citizens who 
ha ve cast their lot there; when it is claimed by them that there should 
be a preference to American labor over recently imported Chinese 
labor; the whole people of the United States are tonched by the ap- 
peal, and it is our right as it certainly is our duty to protect and 
defend their citizens against the introduction of this new element 
which they declare disturbs their peace and interferes with the rights 
and interests of a large portion of their people. I need not say in 
this intelligent presence, so thoroughly versed in the duty of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to protect labor, that it is our first duty 
to the constituents who sent us here, nor need I remind gentlemen 
on this floor that it is it which has made us great. Labor has devel- 
oped the resources of our country and lies at the foundation of our 
wealth, our prosperity, and our power. It is from the exactions 
taken from the toil of the man who works a day for an honest day’s 
pay, which is but the dictate of common honesty, that all the wealth 
anid prosperity of this country comes. 

I am selfish enough to believe that it is time that this great country 
should say, if it is our pleasure, to all the world who may come here 
and who shall not come, and on that serious question the American 
people will judge wisely and justly whose coming may not interfere 
with the prosperity of American citizens by birth or adoption, andit 
issurely the duty as it is in the province of our Government to inter- 
fere when that question is presented, as in the present measure; and 
whatever there may be in the future, we are only called to deal with 
living facts and actual condition and demands. If the people of Cal- 
ifornia are oppressed or wro , if their rights and interests are 
affected by the introduction of Chinese labor to the exclusion of Amer- 
ican labor, this Congress will perform its duty by answering their 
appeal to the magnanimity and power of their central Government. 

It is said on this floor, and it is a sentiment which can bear repe- 
tition, that we opened the portals of our Government and invited 
the 1 N people of all the world to come here in peaceful a 

roach and enjoy ourtrue civil and religious ny and the 92 
evel of American social organization; and yet who would for a 
moment believe in that liberal declaration which is claimed in its 
bebalf in this discussion. 

We would not suffer paupers or criminals or diseased people to come 
here to spread contagion or disturb us by crime in order to make this 
continent a great reformatory asylum, which it would become if the 
declarations of gentlemen on this floor were carried to their full and 
logical conclusions. We might reform such people and cure their dis- 
eases, but they might infuse their virus into the health and morality 
of the American people. 


There will come a time when the great nation will be understood 
by all the family of the nations of the world; and the governments of 
the nations of Western Europe cannot us and our free system 
with the satisfaction and the affection of which we are accustomed 
to hear so much, and which, I must be permitted to say, is the sublim- 
ity of sentimentalism. 

Our great ideas of human liberty and the rights of the citizen have 
undermined the legitimate governments of Europe silently, constant- 
ly, pro; ively, and surely to final consummation, until centralized 
power has been heroically claimed, demanded by, and given to the 
masses, and the emperor and the king remain but the nominal heads 
of governments where public opinion has asserted its power in the - 
lation of all authority, and is rapidly settling their destiny for the 
future, when their governments will be more and more assimilated to 
ours, We take the German, the English, the French, the Irish, the 
Scandinavian, people from all nationalities of Western Europe. They 
or their children learn our language, accommodate themselves to our 
social organization, swear allegiance to our Government, become part 
of our people—our equals. They deserve our protection, asthey con- 
tribute to our wealth. The Chinaman, in his instincts, in his birth 
and his feelings, remains a Chinaman after twenty-five years’ residence 
pe the western slope. He is without the 8 and happiness 
of home, wife, and children, and his rigid selfish nature is not chas- 
tened Wa e influences of social enjoyments. The Chinaman has not 
broken his allegiance to his native country. He is incrustedinand 
controlled by superstition and caste, which has bound him in its fetters 
and his country for more than fifty centuries, and no matter to the 
Chinaman how long he remains in this country, those who know him 
best and have studied his nature and habits tell us the desire to return 
once again to the Flowery Kingdom is ever present with him, and 
in the article of death his last wish is that his bones shall be sent 
back and buried there. 

The Representatives from the Western coast tell us that he only 
seeks to get money enough to return to China and provide for his 
seanty living there. He never has assimilated with our people, and 
he never will. Surely if he ever intended to, the experiment of 
twenty-five years has failed to accomplish what gentlemen on the 
other side say may be accomplished in the future. It is perfectly 
proper that we should feel for oppressed humanity, that we will give 
to all the people of the earth our Christian faith, and teach them to 
demand as their natural right the large liberty and individuality 
which we enjoy and cultivate under our system of Government ; but 
it is c ing sentiment to the extreme when we will not relieve the 
people of any part or section of this country from the presence of 
men who they allege do not contribute to their prosperity, but de- 
grade the labor of the American, and who fail to become citizens of 
the United States, yield allegiance to our Government or accept 
our religions faith, our language or our morals. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts says the Chinamen does not increase. No, sir, he does 
not. There are physical reasons why he cannot, except by immigra- 
tion. : 

If the people of California are affected in their interests by the 
presence of the Chinese, then, if we are a Government and a state, this 
appeal comes to every man in this country influenced by patriotism. 
Patriotism, sir, is not confined to a locality, and I say to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts it is not confined to New England, and I 
would not claim it for Pennsylvania alone. Patriotism is not fond- 
ness for your home, or county, or town, or state, or the amities of 
our social surroundings, however pleasant they may be, or to your 
family, to whom you may be tenderly attached, and make life desira- 
ble and happy, but is a holier and higher sentiment, which wells up 
from the human heart and makes the true citizen regard every man 
within the borders of his country as his brother; and if the people 
of the western slope are affected in their enjoyment of life by the 
presence of these people it is my patriotic duty and yours to protect 
and defend them against what they should know and present as a 
wrong and claim redress from the American Congress. [Applause.] 
Mr. Speaker, is my time out? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. CURTIN, (to Mr. PAGE.) What say you, sir? Shall I have 
more time? Shall I have five minutes aaay 

Mr. PAGE. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania proceeding. 

Mr. RANDALL. To come out of the time of the gentleman from 
California. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] to object to his coll: ə proceeding unless 

the additional time comes out of the hour of the gentleman from 
California. 

Mr. MANNING. I understand that the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. HAMMOND] is willing to give his time to the gentleman from 
gs hoy 

Mr. PAGE. If the gentleman from Georgia is willing to give his 
five minutes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, of course I have 
no objection. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Under the arrangement which has 
been made I am to have five minutes, of which the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania may have as much as he likes. 

Mr. CURTIN. I thank the gentleman from Georgia. We were 


1882. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 2221 


enemies once; we are friends now. I thank you, my brother. [Great 
applause. ] it is said we are in no danger from having among us this 
race of Chinamen, with their obedience to centuries of a civilization 
not in harmony with ours; with language, habits, religion, tradi- 
tion, and educated, trained, and in the practice of sensual mo- 
rality which surely the most ardent advocate of our duty to all 
mankind could not wish to have A into the moral habits and 
lives of the American people. Mr. Speaker, nig Rep our history we 
tried the assimilation of a race of different traditions, habits, and 
faith. Those of our ancestors who first settled this country found 
the Indian, the man of the forest, the owner of the soil, and they 
offered to him our civilization and he refused to accept it. They 
rave him their vices, because we must be permitted to suppose they 
had them to spare. Ido not know that they offered him their vir- 
tnes. Iam glad they did not, because the generation now present 
needs all that kind of legacy our ancestors left to us. [Laughter. ] 

Who now will pretend to say that it is not better that this great 
continent should be peopled by civilized men than by the barbarian 
men found here? I say, sir, they refused to accept our civilization 
aud the great wave of civilization rolled over them, It has bridge 
our rivers, tilled our fields, surmounted mountains—bored through 
where it could not surmount—felled the forest, turned the virgin 
soil of the prairies to the living light of the sun and subjected it to 
the uses of hnmanity, and in its progress at every step rose the school- 
honse and the church, providing for advancement in all the ways 
that lead to a national supremacy in all fair business and prosperity. 
The Indian neither would accept it nor move upon it, and it rolled 
over him; and the poor barbarian is fast fading before the mighty 
march of the civilization of the western continent. There is the 
end of one race. 

Mr. Speaker, in passing through the Rotunda of this Capitol a few 
days since, I looked over its vastness in admiration of its goss pro- 
portions and great beauty, and 5 in crowning this mag- 
nificent pile, the advance in power, art, and culture, the march of a 
mighty people, noticing around its base the record in the crude art 
of our earlier national life of the pront events of the beginning of 
our history; and there, sir, above the periodsin history told in paint 
is the history of the Indian race. Over the northern door of the 
entrance to the Rotunda the Indian is presented as receiving the 
white man and extending to him the hand of friendship. Over the 
eastern door the Indian gives the white man corn. Over the west- 
ern door in merey, an attribute of deity, the Indian maiden falls upon 
the prostrate Englishman who was the robber of her father, a great 
forest king, pleads for his life, and in mercy his life is spared. And 
over the door leading to this Chamber the white man kills the In- 
dian. Sir, the story is told in imperishable stone. It is the history 
of a race, put in the Capitol of a greas people by whom destroyed, 
whether to our glory or our shame the future biaterian, who will deal 
with us as we deal with those who have preceded us in the lives of 
nations, will tell; and if history is philosophy teaching by example, 
we may not be exempt from the destinies of nations. 

When we contemplate the ages yet to come, when it may be pos- 
sible that all the prosperity that now surrounds this t people, 
this magnificent pile shall crumble down to earth and the records of 
the great events of our early history in the crude art of the time are 
lost to the magnificent dome so just inits proportions, so symbolical 
of our wonderful pro; a learned archeologist may come and 
there may find amid its ruins the history of a mythical people pre- 
served in stone, placed in the Capitol by a superior race; a history 
certain and imperishable as the Assyrian marble or the Egyptian 
granite, which record the uncertain history of races long since de- 
cayed and lost. There, sir, we record the end of one race, I have to 
speak, sir, if I have the time, of another race. Shall I be spared a 
little time with the patience of this House to speak of the negro race? 
[Cries of “Go on !”] 

The negro was taken from his native home. He was not consulted 
as to his immigration, he was forced to become a native of this coun- 
try. When dealing with the negro race the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts must forget the sublime sentiments of the Declaration of 
Independence, for the negro was here then and a slave; forget the 
adyanced humanity and Christianity of the liberty-loving people 
who settled that sterile portion of the United States, that cold region 
and inhospitable soil, which, in its progress, has so marked the thrift 
und industry and intelligence of the race of men it has produced, of 
the great part their illustrious statesmen have borne in every ste 
in our progress and in the very fonndation of our matchless Consti- 
tution. Sir, it was not the humanitarian principle of which the gen- 
tleman speaks that brought the negro; A me who did it eliminated 
all the teaching of theirlives. They forgot their free civil and relig- 
ious sentiment and the introduction of the negro from Africa to this 
country was the use of power, the practice of unjustifiable wrong, 
moral degradation, and the instinct of iron-souled cupidity. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. PAGE. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from IIIinois, 
[Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. CURTIN. I would be very much obliged if the gentleman 
would allow me a little more time. 

Mr. PAGE. I have no objection if the gentleman can proceed by 
unanimous consent. 


Mr. CURTIN. I shall want but a few minutes. 


Mr. PAGE. I am willing the 
tional time is not to be taken out of my hour. 

Mr. CAMP. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from California [Mr. Pace] has 
prona to yield me five minutes. I will give to the gentleman from 

ennsylvania whatever portion of my time he may desire to occupy. 


gentleman shall go on if the addi- 


Mr. PAGE. I have already yielded my time liberally. I have no 
objection, of course, to the gentleman from Illinois yielding his time 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CURTIN. I thank the gentleman from Illinois for his cour- 
tesy. Instinctively the negro moved to the South. There he had 
the genial warmth of the sun, so natural and necessary to his race. 
Ata propitious era in the history of this people Whitney invented 
the cotton-gin, and introduced a measure of prosperity quite unknown 
to any portion of this country in the past, and added to the wealth 
of the nation and to the ease and comfort of his owner. The negro 
made the southern portion of the United States fruitful and pros- 


perous, 

Who, Mr. Speaker, can refer to the history of that race in this 
country without emotions of sorrow for the past and apprehensions 
for the future? We are all familiar with it. It is a lesson we have 
all learned and know only too well. Year by year the problem of 
African slavery in this country prer upon us. It engaged the at- 
tention of our wisest and most skillful statesmen. It strengthened 
with the coming years, and finally the question was settled in the 
blood of more than 750,000 of our people. Strong, useful, intellectual 
men bit the dust. Untold millions of treasure were spent in the 
struggle which affected the business, the commerce, and the senti- 
ments of the civilized world. The contest ended with the freedom 
of the ne He was raised to manhood, and to-day he stands the 
equal of the white man before the law and one of the common human- 
ity of this great country. 

The negro is our legacy. The disturbing element of his bondage 
in American politics is gone forever. That era, sir, is fast fading into 
forgetfulness— would to God we could erase it from our history and 
from our memories! And yet since my presence in this Hall I have 
taken courage for the future when I notice the mingling of men 
together on this floor who struggled in battle, the halting gait and 
maimed bodies of members of this House; ay, sir, more. When I 
listened the other day to the speech of the eloquent gentleman from 
Mississippi, [Mr. HOOKER, 12 the beauty and perfection of his 
sentences and the depth and power and force of his classic allusions, 
utterances of the gentleman which attracted the profound attention 
ofthis House, there was more appeal to me, sir, in the mute eloquence 
of the wave of his armless sleeve than in all the beauty and power 
and fascination of his language. It brought to me the consolation 
that we were once at peace and that true liberty founded on unity, 
coneord, and fraternity was now present, and to grow and increase 
forever and forever, {Great applause. ] 

What the true philosophy of the future of the negro race in this 
country may be no man has yet been wise enough to predict, for 
reasons which are acceptable and convincing to those who study and 
reflect upon the momentous question. In his native country the 
negro never built a highway, and he never engaged in commerce or 
trade. He never made a tangible religious faith which consoled him 
living or gave hopes for the future, or raised a temple to a deity. 
He never learned to build for himself a house, to manufacture, or to 
invent, and sonon knew how to make clothing to cover his naked- 
ness. He inhabited a country of great rivers and extensive forests, a 
land of great productiveness; a healthy climate with all thesurround- 
ings and appointments of beneficent Providence, and yet he lived 
without a language or an alphabet, without history or tradition. 
He was a barbarian then, and he remains in the ignorance and super- 
stition of a barbarian still. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, with five or six millions of that race in this 
country—a race now our wards—our first duty as a Christian people 
will be performed in giving them all the enlightenment they will 
sorps; all the teaching in our power. Having raised them to man- 
h we must instruct them in the principles of our Government, 
the value of the rights they have acquired, and instill into them our 
religious faith, and it may be in the mysteries of Providence that 
Ethiopia, the country of their home, may open her arms to the light 
and knowledge of civilization which we have given to those of her 
unfortunate and unhappy race who were fo. among us and who 
are now the wards of this great nation. If our duty to this race is 
performed, as I trust and hope it shall be, we may condone the first 
crime of bringing them here, and they may contribute to the fature 
prosperity of our country. But the fact cannot be concealed that 
there are many patriotic and learned and wise men who look with 
apprehension to future disturbance from that element in our political 
organization. 

r. Speaker, having disposed of one race, and in the disposition 
of the Indian we cannot have very great pride in that part of our 
history ; and having another race entirely foreign to the Caneasian 
people here, over whom we have assumed protection, to whom we 
propose to give „ and knowledge, until we have made 
some disposition of them, or incorporated them so firmly into the body- 
ponse that we need apprehend no disturbance from them in the future, 

do not think that we should try another experiment with a race 


quite as dissimilar. with an older civilization, surrounded by caste, 
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by prejudice, speaking in a foreign tongue, who refuse to assimilate 
in 8 with 4 and are no part of the body-politic, and who 
never will be; and inasmuch as the portion of our people where they 
live do not want them and are wron and injured by their pres- 
ence, it is the part of justice to our State and the assertion of our 
sovereignty, independent of sentiment and in harmony with our 
interests, to exclude them. 

Mr. Speaker, there were before the war affinities between the ne 
man and the white man in the South which we have never under- 
stood at the North. The white man at the South would be the com- 
panion of the negro, admit him to his house, join in his pleasures 
find satisfaction in his society, because between the white man and 
the black man the law raised a distinction, broad, distinct, well 
known and understood by both. With us in the North the dis- 
tinction between the white man and the black was only a social dis- 
tinction, and it remains a social distinction still, and the distinction 
between the races has not been broken by the ballot. If the ne, 
man of the South, having been raised to an equality with the white 
man, is to be advanced by that equality to a higher plane of civili- 
zation and learning; if he is to learn the duty of obedience to the 
Government, of the support of its laws, and through the blessings of 
freedom and equality, the white man of the South is his proper 
teacher, because between the white man of the South and the negro 
man of the South there are friendships and affiliations which are not 
understood in the North; and I have failed to understand the char- 
acter of the Southern white man if he is not inclined to make the 
most of the negro race that he can, and surely inspired by the affini- 
ties of which I have spoken the colored man of the South will find 
in the white man his true friend. If it is not his sentiment, it is his 
interest. And, sir, with the knowledge, the satisfactory knowledge, 
that the intellectual stature of the negro man has been improved by 
his condition of freedom, and without apprehensions of disturbance 
from that element in the near future, I am inspired by the hope that 
all that isexpected by the nigbo and most expansive philanthropy 
will be accomplished in that hitherto degraded and unhappy people. 

I have said, Mr. Speaker, that it is a common and favorite topic, 
however sincere, to speak of labor, and very much has been said of 
its power and its demands for just protection by and through the 
Government. This Government should give protection to the labor- 
ing classes in any enactment of this Congress. The object of previous 
legislation has generally been the protection of capital, and the protec- 
tion of their interests the incident. Sir, we have gives away empires 
to corporations. Weraisesubsidies, We extend the credit of our Gov- 
ernment to assist centralized and incorporated capital, and we pro- 
tect the products of our own ingenuity and industry by imposin 
duties on foreign competition when we raise revenue. Of that Í 
do not complain, because I know capital offers enterprises in which 
labor will find employment and pay. And, sir, if the centralization 
of power and of capital, which I mnst not think that American citi- 
zens look upon with satisfaction for the future of this country, and 
if we do not direct the legislation made to the protection of all 
classes engaged in and necessary to develop our resources in which 
capital is invited to active employment we fail in our duty. There 
should be perfect harmony between capital and labor. One is de- 
pendent upon the other; and it must be remembered that capital is 
much more able to take care of the interest of capital than labor can 
be of labor. 5 of the Government there is scarcely in 
this country any of the enterprises or avennes through which a 
tal finds its direction and employs labor where there are not combi- 
nations to regulate the supply and demand, provide for markets, and 
sometimes, I regret to say, fix the price of wages. 

When incorporated companies or associated capital can combine to 
establish prices of production or carriage or the value of labor, or at 
their pleasure or convenience fix the value of the productions of the 
farm or the price which shall be paid for the products in our markets 
or needed in the prosecution of their business, it is not strange, indeed, 
that we are often disturbed by the restlessness of laborers. My 
learned and eloquent friend from Mississippi read in the course of his 
remarks a report made of a farm of thirty thousand acres in Califor- 
nia, where Chinamen were employed, in which it was stated that they 
were patient and obedient workmen and in no danger of strikes; and 
that no doubt is the testimony of men who employ them, and it is 
true patience and docility are not characteristics of men. If capi- 
tal can combine labor has the right to reasonable and enlightened 
association in self-defense. Meetings are constantly occurring all 
over the country in almost every State at this time by men who earn 
their living by the sweat of their face; and those who have noticed 
the proceedings of recent meetings of that character must have no- 
Haad with great satisfaction that there is no violence threatened, no 
intimation of any breach of the law, but they have associated for the 

urpose of getting the highest possible pay for a fair day’s work. 
ey have the right to refuse to work when they believe the compen- 
sation inadequate to their necessities unless they are serving under 
an agreement. They have not the right to interfere with the rights 
or interests of others and their enjoyment of the blessings of our 
Government, or to destroy propery; nor, as I understand the proceed- 
ings, do they claim the right to prevent or interfere with others who 
desire to work when they refuse, because then they are in violation 
of the law, as the rights of others have intervened. I cannot but 
regard the recent proceedings and utterances of workingmen as tend- 


ing to an intelligent understanding between labor and capital and to 
their mutual 1 

Now, sir, it is not likely to occur, but it is ible to bring 50,000 
Chinamen from California and settle them down in Massachusetts, 
at Lowell or Lynn or Fall River or other enterprising towns, where 
they are as busy as bees in their productive industries, and thus dis- 
place 50,000 Massachusetts workmen and laborers, I apprehend the 
enlightened workmen who now make the flourishing cities I have 
mentioned so prosperous and yield such plentiful returns to the ca 
ital invested in their manufacturing establishments, I apprehend, sir, 
that strikes might be expected, and John Chinaman would not fare 
better, or as well, in the land and under the protection of the steady 
habits and exalted political ideas of the Puritan; and the violent 
denunciation of the enlightened Yankee orator would dwarf into 
harmless inane prattle, the crude oratory of the shambles and the 
sand-lots of California. [Laughter and loud applause.] Then, sir, 
they would scarcely entertain the sympathy that now goes out with 


such nerosity, and in the expression of which their members on 
this floor are so eloquent, toned and beautified by the perfection of 
their language. 


II, then, theintroduction of forty or fifty thousand Chinamen would 
interfere with the rights or the interests or happiness or ability to 
work in New 3 where so much of their prosperity depends on 
labor, we have the right, nay, it is our duty when the people of a 
great State, one of the great sovereiguties which make up our Gov- 
ernment, ask for relief, to grant it if in our power. If New England 
could not tolerate such an invasion, and the Chinaman in thousands 
should be carried to the South by capital, seeking cheap labor; or if 
he should go there to a climate adapted to his nature and work and 
production, in harmony with his life and teachings, what would be- 
come of the colored man, and what of the poor white man of that 
section? Who would inflict such a grievous wrong on the black man, 
the ward of the nation, and take from him the interests, the teach- 
ings, and sympathy of the white man, his realfriend? Suchacalam- 
ity is not to be fora moment contemplated to the colored man of this 
nation. 

I will most heartily give my vote for this bill; and accepting the 
principle as admitted by all the gentlemen who have discussed this 
question that we have the right to put a limitation on the immigra- 
tion of the Chinese people under the treaty with that nation, a ques- 
tion I need not now discuss, I will vote for twenty years’ suspension 
of immigration, because, first, we assert the right; we believe the 
representations made by all the people of the Pacific coast to be true, 
and they are our own poopie; and as they are the best judges of the 
limitations as to time, I yield any judgment I might have tothe better 
judgment of those who should understand this question. When we 
concede to their judgment we give it force and effect by our legisla- 
tion in this Congress. [Great applause. ] 
moe t now yield for ten minutes to the gentleman from 

inois. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, in my ten minutes I shall seek 
to speak on the question before the House, if I can find ont what it 
is. And in the commencement I want to state that I have heard no 
man on either side of this Chamber who denies the power and the 
right to suspend the immigration of Chinese laborers to the United 
States. If there be aman on either side who does deny it I will pause 
and let him rise in his place and make such denial. 

I will £ further, Mr. Speaker. I have yet to hear the man on 
either side of the House who is not willing to vote for restrictions 
and 1 and suspension of the immigration of Chinese labor- 
ers, making a difference between Chinese and other foreign immi- 
gration. If there be any who do not assent to this proposition I 
will pause and let them get up and say so. 

I state further, I have yet to hear anybody say on the floor of this 
House that he will not vote for this bill, provided you strike out the 
word “twenty” and insert ten.“ If there is a man in this House 
other than the gentleman from Kentucky, I will let him get up and 
state so. [Several members rose.] Yes, there is one, two, three, four, 
five, six—the woods are full of them, says the gentleman from Ver- 
mont, [Mr. Joyce. ] 

Mr. WHITE. The gentleman from Illinois will find when the ques- 
tion is taken upon this bill how members stand on it, and on this 
twenty years’ clause particularly. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, Mr. Speaker, the roll-call will show, and I 
have been etry e far in won Barisan to find outif I can the points 
in the proposed legislation about which we are not all agreed. [Sev- 
eral members rose. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois is entitled to the 


oor. 

Mr. CANNON. Iamentitled, Ibelieve, to be heard during my time, 
and it is now less than ten minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, it is agreed upon all hands that some regulation, lim- 
itation, or suspension of this immigration should be had, and that, 
too, by legislative enactment. It is further agreed that such suspen- 
sion should be reasonable. I will direct my remarks for a few min- 
utes to the reasonableness of the proposed legislation. 

Two years ago we passed a bill regulating Chinese immigration, 
and the same was vetoed by the then President, Hayes, upon the 

und that it violated the then existing treaty between the United 
tates and China. The President, in response to the demand of the 
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people proceeded to make a new treaty with China, which was con- 
Minded in November, 1880, and ratified and proclaimed in October, 
1881. The object of the new treaty was to enable the United States 
to suspend the immigration of Chinese laborers. I read from the 
treaty: 

Whereas the Government of the United States, because of the constantly in- 
ereasing immigration of Chinese laborers to the territory of the United States, and 
the embarrassments consequent upon such immigration, now desires to negotiate 
a modification of the existing treaties which shall not be in direct contravention 
of their pane 

Now, therefore, &c. 

Then follow articles 1 and 2: 

ARTICLE I. 


Whenever, in the opinion of the Government of the United States, the coming 
of Chinese laborers to the United States, or their residence therein, affects or 


threatens to affect the interests of that country, or to endanger the order of 
the said country, or of ay locality within the territory thereof, the Government 
of China agrees that the Government of the United States ma; te, limit, or 


oe such coming or residence, but may not absolutely prohibit it. The limi- 
tation or suspension shall be reasonable, and shall apply ‘She Chinese who may 
o to the United States as laborers, other classes no ng included in the limita- 
ions. Legislation taken in regard to Chinese laborers be of such a character 
only as is necessary to enforce the regulation, limitation, or suspension of immi- 
gration, and immigrants shall not be subject to personal maltreatment or abuse. 
ARTICLE II. 

Chinese subjects, whether proceeding to the United States as teachers, students, 
merchants, or from curiosity, together with their body and household servants, 
and Chinese laborers who are now in the United States shall be allowed to goand 
come of their own free will and accord, and shall be accorded all the rights, privi- 
le immunities, and exemptions which are accorded to the citizens and subjects 
of the most favored nation. 

Observe the language of article 1: 


Whenever in the opinion of the Government of the United States the coming 
of Chinese laborers to the United States * * * affects orthreatens to affect the 
interests of that country, or to endanger the good order of the said country or of 
any locality within the tory thereof, the Government of China agrees that the 
Government of the United States may regulate, limit, or suspend such coming 
or residence. * * * The limitation or suspension shall be reasonable. 

The United States, under this provision, is the only judge as to 
whether the interests of the country or of any locality are unduly 
threatened, and has full power to make any regulation or limitation, 
and may go further and suspend such coming, and there is no limit 
to the power of regulation, limitation, or suspension, excepting that 
the same shall be reasonable. 

Now, this legislation does not seek to affect the status of the Chi- 
nese now here. On the contrury, it protects them in their right of 
leaving and returning again, but does sorpena for twenty years, if 
the law shonld not be sooner repealed, the coming of additional 
Chinese laborers to the United States. 

Now, the only question that anybody raises is as to the reason- 
ableness of such suspension. To determine this we should look at 
the condition of our own country, our civilization, manners, and cus- 
tems, and the numbers, habits, and civilization of the Chinese. If 
there were no Chinese in this country, then a suspension for twenty 
years of their immigration would not be reasonable; but there are, 
as shown by the census of 1880, 105,000 Chinese in the United States, 
over 75,000 of whom are in California, and the most of the balance 
in Oregon, Nevada, Idaho, and Washington Territory. 

All agree that the Chinese are unlike any other immi ts to this 
country. The Norwegians, Swedes, Germans, Irish, English, and 
Scotch who find a home within our borders soon become, they and 
their descendants, in custom, language, and sympathy, part and 
parcel of the American people. They marry and are given in mar- 
riage. They help to support churches, schools, and in every way 
assist in working out advantageously their and our destiny; while 
the Chinese retain their language, manners, customs, allegiance to 
their emperor; they neither marry nor are given in marriage; they 
do not help to bear the burdens of state; they do not assist in the 
building of churches or school-houses; they are Chinese when they 
come, Shines while they remain, and Chinese when they return. 
Our people cannot compete with them in labor where they are to be 
found in large numbers, for they are without the burdens of the fam- 
ily and do not bear the burdens of society, and will thrive upon wages 
where an American citizen who performs his duty and lives by the 
sweat of his face would starve at the same wages. 

All this has very justly, for the past thirty years, upon the Pacific 
slope and elsewhere in the country among thinking people, aroused 
antagonism against the Chinese; andin some instances, asis natural, 
teeing to persecution, ill-treatment, and sometimes amounting to 
cruelty. 

We have to-day at least 120,000 adult Chinese, substantially all 
males. A like number of American laborers would represent a popu- 
lation of five timestheir number. In other words, while the 120,000 
Chinese have only themselves to support, 120,000 American laborers 
have four times their own number, including the women and chil- 
dren, to take care of ont of the proceeds of their labor. This does 
not give the Americans, who own this country, a fair chance. 

This bill, under the treaty, in good faith permits these Chinese to 
remain, or to return to China and again come to the United States. 
But it suspends the further coming of Chinese laborers for twent,~ 
years. For thirty years the Chinese have refused to conform to our 
customs and adopt our civilization, and it is believed that for twenty 
years to come those now here will adhere to their customs. If, how- 
ever, at the end of ten years, or twenty years, the Chinese now here 


will make themselves worthy of American citizenship, making our | 


country their country, and our civilization their civilization, then 


we can safely permit others to come. And itis not unreasonable that 
we should say to these Asiatics, who are in the main servile laborers, 
that they shall not further be admitted. 

Mr. Speaker, a government in which the laborers are the sover- 
eigns cannot with safety permit a segment of people who are not 
qualified and will not qualify themselves for citizenship and sover- 
eignty to be planted in their midst. 8 i 

ir, it was only last week that we practically, by an act of Con- 
gress, abolished the then existing Territorial government of Utah, 
and deprived substantially of citizenship all persons practicing po- 
lygamy within the borders of that Territory. They are not Chinese 
but Anglo-Saxons; but our civilization, as was once so eloquently 
said by another, rests opon the family and clusters about the hearth- 
stone. And when Anglo-Saxon polygamists in any part of our ter- 
ritory subvert our laws and threaten onr civilization, it is but right 
and proper, in defense of that civilization and of our form of govern- 
ment, that they should be robbed of power at the ballot-box and 
held amenable to the laws. 

Why, sir, the late civil war was begotten by the instinct of self- 

reservation in the breasts of the American laborers. They felt that 
abor done by slaves, when brought into competition with labor done 
by freemen, did not elevate the slave laborer but degraded the free 
laborer. And after the war closed, and slavery was abolished, not- 
withstanding the want of education in the ways of.citizenship upon 
the part of the late slaves, our people felt that in a free country we 
could not afford to have four millions of people who did not partici- 
pate in the Government; that they would not be safe; that we would 
not be safe. And while it was admitted that many of them were not 
fully competent to exercise the right of sovereignty, it was believed 
there was less of peril to the Republic in conferring upon them the 
right of sovereignty than in having so large an element living among 
us subject to our laws and debarred from the highest privileges of 
citizenship. 

But it is claimed that the Chinese will qualify themselves for citi- 
zenship. In reply I only state that they have not in the last thirty 
years. I do not underrate them. They come of a race that has ex- 
isted through all ages. Their civilization is substantially the same 
now that it was many thousands of years ago. And the very quali- 
ties which enabled them to maintain their civilization, which is not 
our 5 keeps them from easily changing and assimilating 
with us. ~ 

It is said we need more labor in this country. That is granted. 
There is room enough for two or three times as large a population 
as we now have, but if the Republic endures it must be a homo- 
geneous population. 

I want to state, Mr. Speaker, here and now, that it is not only 
our right but our duty to suspend the coming of all people from 
China or from anywhere else who will not, in good faith, cast their 
lot with us, and help bear our burdens and perpetuate our civiliza- 
tion. 

But it is said we do not feel any inconvenience in New England 
and Illinois or east of the Kocky Mountains from Chinese immigra- 
tion. Yet it is our duty; and the Federal power is the only power 
that can protect any and all of the States from this or any other 
immigration. The State has no power in the premi and it is as 
much our duty under the Constitution, the laws, and the treaty to 
protect California and the Pacific slope as if the immigration ex- 
tended throughout the whole country. It is easy for some people to 
5 liberal and sentimental so long as it is at the expense of somebody 
else. 

I call attention to the fact that of the 50,000,000 of people in this 
country six and a half millions in round numbers are of foreign birth 
and 6,000,000 colored. In California there are in round numbers over 
860,000 people. The census of 1880 shows that 75,000 of this popula- 
tion are Chinese—about one-eleventh of the whole population. 
Maine, in 1880, had within her borders 8 Chinese, where she would 
have had 60,000 had she had the same percentage of Chinese as Cali- 
fornia. Massachusetts had 229, where she would have had 160,000 
with Capt epee ago as California. Illinois had 209, and would have 
had 260,000 with equal percentage to California. Of course we have 
not felt directly the evil influences of this immigration, but when it 
is recollected that China teems with a population of 400,000,000 I 
submit that not for the Pacific slope alone, but wise statesmanship 
na that for the whole country this immigration should be sus- 

nded. 

To me, Mr. Speaker, this is not an open question. It has been con- 
sidered by the whole American pore and especially by the Repub- 
lican gas The Republican platform of 1880, containing a declara- 
tion of policies we believed in and upon which we elected Garfield 
and Arthur, contains the following: 


Since the authority to regulate 5 and intercourse between the United 
States and foreign nations rests with Congress, or with the United States and its 
treaty-making Peleg the ublican party serene the unrestricted immi- 
gration of the Chinese as an evil of great magnitade, invokes the exercise of those 
powers to restrain and limit that immigration by the enactment of such just, hu- 
mane, and reasonable provisions as produce that result. 


That far-seeing statesman, the late President, in his letter of ac- 
ceptance, in s ing of this question, used the following language: 


Tue material interests of this country, the traditions of its settlement, and the 
sentiment of our people have led the Government to offer the widest hospitality to 
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ts who seek our shores for new and happier homes, to share the 
ens as well as the benefits of our society, and intending that their 
shall become an undistingnishable part of our population. o recent movement 
of the Chinese to our Pacifie coast partakes but little of the qualities of such an 
immigration, either in its p or result. It is too much like an e 
to be welcomed without restriction ; too much like an invasion to be looked upon 
without solicitude. We cannot consent to allow any form of servile labor to be 
introduced among us under the guise of immigration, 


I have only to say that we were upon these and other pledges 
intrusted with power, and it is now our privilege, and in my opinion 
our duty, to carry out this policy by legislation. To my mind the 

roposed legislation is reasonable, and I for one shall vote for the 


emi 


ill. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Speaker, in the little time remaining I will an- 
swer as briefly as I may some of the points made against this bill. 

Mr. ROBESON. I would like to ask the gentleman from California 
to yield me five minutes. 

Mr. PAGE. I would like to accommodate my friend from New 
Jersey, but I have only seventeen minutes of my time left, and if that 
time longed to me I would cheerfully give it to my friend. But 
1,000,000 of people on the Pacific coast demand that their representa- 
tives shall be heard in this the closing hour of this debate. I regret, 
also, that I have not the time now to answer some of the remarks made 
apon this side of the House, and also upon the other side by the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi. 

What hás all the debate been about for the last two weeks? We 
are considering a bill to restrict Chinese immigration and to carry 
into effect a solemn treaty made between the United States and the 
Chinese Empire. The bill under consideration provides twenty years 
shall be the limit of the suspension of this immigration. Gentlemen 
come here and say they do not want twenty years; that is too long 
a time; that is an unreasonable time, bat they will accept ten years. 
They say that ten years is a reasonable limitation and twenty years 
is an unreasonable limitation. Did they ever reflect that San Fran- 
cisco sits almost beneath the shadow of the Chinese Empire, which 
contains a population of between four and five hundred millions; 
that San Francisco is so situated that you can put down there a ship- 
load of Chinese slaves at $24 a head—cheaper than you can go from 
here to Chicago? That is the reason why a limitation of ten years is 
unreasonable. You have to do something more for a people that for 
thirty years have been suffering from contact with Chinese cooly 
slaves. 

Gentlemen would seek to amend this bill. The gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr..Kasson] comes here with an amendment; but under the 
cloak and garb of an amendment to this bill methinks there lurks 
the dagger of an assassin, to stab it to the death. He says, Only 
admit this amendment to allow one little Chinaman to come across 
from Canada to take a place as a domestic servant.” That amend- 
ment, Mr. Speaker, would prevent the law absolutely from being 
enforced in a court of justice in the United States. And though 
have no right to judge of men’s motives, I think I am entitled to 
believe there is a persistent and united determination upon the part 
of those who oppose this bill to force upon it amendments that will 
destroy it. I am afraid there is more railroad and monopoly than 
there is sentiment in this opposition. I witnessed a scene the other 
night, when I saw one of the hired lobbyists of corporate power walk 
in and congratulate a member who had spoken against and denounced 
this bill. The Six Chinese Companies have their sgen in this city, 
occupying every corner of this Capitol for weeks. [Mr. WHITE rose. ] 
There is not so much sentiment when you come to investigate it as 
some of onr honorable friends would make you believe, I hear that 
two at eompanies have united their corporate power to defeat 
this bill upon this floor; and I say, Mr. Speaker, that I hope this 
bill will be passed without amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. I rise toa point of order. I call the gentleman 
from California to order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky will state his 
point of order. : 

Mr. WHITE. Iundertake to say, Mr. Speaker, that the words of 
the gentlemen from California are altogether too far-reaching when 
he undertakes to say—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky must state his 
point of order. 

Mr. WHITE. My point of order is this: that those oppos to 
this bill are opposed to it for the reasons the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia was proceeding to give, and which the RECORD will show, I 
denounce as utterly false and unworthy to be stated by any gentle- 
man, 

The SPEAKER. The N from Kentucky rose to a point 
of order, as he stated, and undertook to make a point of order and 
proceeds to be out of order himself. 

Mr. WHITE. I do not desire to be that. 


1s—— 

The SPEAKER, (rapping with the gavel.) The gentleman from 
8 cease 

Mr. WHITE. I desire, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky is not in order. 

Mr. WHITE. Can I not state, with all deference to the Chair, 
that the gentleman from California in undertaking—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky he had a right to call the gentleman from California to order 


My point of order 


But the gentle- 


and state the point on which he called him to order. 
man from Kentucky had no right to proceed to debate and no 


ight to use unparliamentary language in doing so. 

. WHITE. I do not desire to debate, but I simply desire to say 
this, that the gentleman from California ought not to undertake to 
speak for others. ; 

The SPEAKER. The point of order of the gentleman from Ken- 
asad ATKINS. Tes to liame uiry. 

1S . Irise to a parli ntary in S 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ATKINS. Is this unn interruption to be taken out of 
the time of the gentleman from California ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think some notice should be taken of the 
. language of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 

HITE. 

Mr. PAGE. Oh, no; I hope not. I hope the House will not take 
any notice of it at all. 

Mr. WHITE. I insist on calling the gentleman from California to 
order. He has imputed to gentlemen on this side of the House who 
are opposing the bill improper motives. 

The SPEAKER rapped to order and said: The gentleman from 
Kentucky isout of order. The Chair has already stated the point of 
order made against the gentleman from California is not sustained. 
The gentleman from California [Mr. PAGE] will proceed. 

Mr. PAGE, I was proceeding to say when I was interrupted there 
were other amendments to this bill that were sought to be incorpo- 
rated therein. Gentlemen desire to strike out the sixteenth and 
seventeenth sections. 

The sixteenth section of the bill defines what in the meaning of 
the treaty a “laborer” is. That definition was not in the ori 
bill. It was put in bythe Senate. I see no reason why it should be 
stricken out, because it would seem the word “‘ laborer” is not broad 
enough to cover what is intended, and that definition does include 
all that is intended to be included in the bill. 

It is also proposed to strike out the seventeenth section. The 
object of the seventeenth section is simply to prevent the Chinese from 
becoming naturalized citizens of the United | States. Now, it is well 
understood under the law that Chinese cannot become naturalized 
citizens. In 1866, when the Senator from Massachusetts (Charles 
Sumner) reported a bill to amend the naturalization laws by strik- 
ing out the word “ white,” an amendment was inserted which made 
it apply only to white male citizens aboye the age of twenty-one 
and persons of African nativity and descent, and therefore by impli- 
cation excluded the Asiatics. Isee no reason why this House should 
desire to put itself upon record as in favor of striking out of this bill 
the seventeenth section, which follows the law and declares the 
judgment of American Representatives that the Chinese are unfit to 

ecome naturalized citizens of the United States. 

I would like to have answered in detail some of the arguments 
made in opposition to this bill by gentlemen who have preceded me. 
There is the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Rice, ] and I re- 
eo him very bighly for the kindness he has always shown me on 
this floor, but I must say that I do not understand where he got the 
idea that the party of the Pacific coast were the “left wing” of the 
Republican party. Let me tell that gentleman that in lers they 
were the right wing of the party, when one electoral vote from the 
State of Oregon was given for Hayes and made him President, at the 
time the eyes of our friends east were turned westward to see whether 
the vote of Cronin from Oregon would be admitted or not. 

I desire, however, to refer more particularly to some remarks made 
by the ply fog gentleman from Ohio, | Mr. TAYLOR, ] the suc- 
cessor of our late President, James A. Garfield. In that connection 
I desire to state that while I know he represents on this floor one of 
the most patriotic and wealthy Republican districts in the United 
States, yet I stand here as an American citizen to say that the doc- 
trines which he enunciated have been repudiated by the people of 
this country, and by his illustrious predecessor. 

The gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. TAYLOR, I speaking of the China- 
man, said, He comes here and sells his labor, which is worth twice 
as much as he gets for it;” and therefore he argues that he ought 
to be admitted into the country by the people of the United States. 
But what said James A. Garfield on that subject? However, I will 
first read the celebrated Morey letter: 

Yours in relation to the Chinese problem came daly to hand. 

I take it that the on of employés is only a question of private and co 
= N mei ividuals or companies have the right to buy labor where they 

e have a ty with the Chinese Government, which should be religiously 
ee until its provisions are abrogated by the action of the General Government, 
and I am not prepared to say that it should be abrogated until our great manu- 
facturing and corporate interests are conserved in the matter of labor. 


That was a bald and black-hearted forgery, and every Republican 
in the United States so declared it. Yet what does the successor of 
James A. Garfield on this floor say on this subject? He says that 
the Chinese come here to sell their labor, and that they have a right 
to do so. But what did General Garfield say in his letter to Hon. 
Marshal Jewell, the chairman of the Republican national committee? 
I will read it: 

Dear Sm: In m of yesterday and this ev 
you by mail) I kave Sarat ‘ic Moray letter asa 9 
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brutal sentiments I never expressed nor en 
a very clumsy attempt to imitate ig hla angen and s ny one 
familiar with my handwriting will instantly see that the letter is spurious. 

I place on record side by side the declaration of James A. Garfield. 
late President, and the utterance of his successor here, who says that 
the Chinaman comes here to sell his labor, and therefore his coming 
is right and proper. 

In conclusion let me appeal, and it is the last appeal that perhaps 
I shall ever make to the American people as a Representative on this 
floor for the passage of a bill like this. I have been here now for 
nearly ten years. I have served out the allotted term generally 

riven to Representatives from most of the States. I believe I have 
een conscientious in 1 the wishes of my constituents, in 
pleading for the passage of a bill to relieve them from this terrible 
evil of Chinese immigration. 

I appeal to this side of the House, with which I have always acted. 
Every time there has been a measure brought forward for the en- 
8 of any of the people of this country, declaring for the 
largest liberty to all its citizens, the people I represent and I myself 
have always marched beneath the grand banner of the Republican 
party. And you owe it to yourselves to-day to pass this bill. You 
owe it to the pledges you made in national convention, when yon 
declared that Chinese immigration was an evil of great magnitude, 
and that some remedial legislation should be pa for its removal. 
You owe it to the departed President of the United States, whose 
memory you must defend, as was done when the sentiments of the 
forged Morey letter were denounced by oe Lag! dig ting in the 
land. Yet, worse sentiments have been uttered on this floor in favor 
of Chinese immigration than were contained in the Morey letter. 
Not satisfied with striking ont “twenty” and inserting “ten“ asthe 
term of e e . they want to naturalize these Chinamen. The 
gentleman from Iowa has submitted a proposition to naturalize these 
people under certain conditions. 

Is this the manner in which the Republican party is going to keep 
its pledges? Is this the way you are going to treat the le who 
come here and demand legislation for their relief? When they ask you 
for bread will you give them a stone? Are you going to reduce the 
time of this suspension, and then emasculate the bill by further 
amendments? I hope not. I trust and believe the better judgment 
of this House will give us, when they come to vote on this bill, a 
measure which will meet the wants and the requirements of the peo- 
ple of the Pacific coast. 

It has been suggested to me that I could not have meant what I 
said when I said that corporate power was opposing this bill. Isaid 
so, aud I now repeat it. Inever intended to say that any member 
of this House had been reached by the influence of that corporate 
power. Nothing in my remarks would justify anybody in supposing 
that I meant that. I simply said what I know and what you gen- 
tlemen know to be true. You know that the agent of the Six Cor - 

anies is here; and gentlemen know his name as well as I do. He 
is soliciting members to vote against this bill, and has tried to come 
before our committee to oppose the bill after it had passed the com- 
mittee. 

Several MEMBERS. Name him. 

Mr. PAGE. Hisname is Kennedy. 

Mr. WHITE. I have never heard of him. 

Mr. PAGE. There are many things you have never heard of. I 
do not say and never intended to say that any member upon this 
floor has n approached and had his judgment improperly con- 
eS u ar ey" measure. ss 

ut, Mr. aker, I repeat that those monopolies engaged in the 
carrying trade, and 8 immense profits f from the coming of 
Chinese laborers to this country and their remaining here, are all in 
favor of eating this immigration unrestricted. They would enslave 
you, if it suited their purpose, as they would enslave these Chinese. 
The men who clamor loudest now for Chinese cheap labor on the 
Pacific coast are only waiting and preparing their weapons when 
they will demand free trade, and get it too. ey will demand free 

e in order that the ports of the United States shall be opened to 
the commerce of the world, so that they can bring here Chinese goods 
manufactured there more cheaply than the labor of American citi- 
zens can produce them. 

Let me say in conclusion, Mr. Speaker, that out of the 162,000 voters 
on the Pacifie coast 90 cent. are workingmen, men who labor 
with their hands. Their unanimous appeal comes to you to-day. 
They turn to this grand party that for the last twenty years has 
fought the battles of the downtrodden and oppressed, ey turn to 
this party that always keeps its promises, this party with its grand 
and noble record, and as their last hope they say, “ Give us this bill, 
remove this obstruction from our pro; invite European immi- 
paton to the Pacific coast, but do not allow us to be overrun by 

siatic immigration.” 

Mr. Speaker, I once heard a conundrum—“ Where is the best place 
to have a boil?” And the answer was: On somebody else’s nose.” 
{Laughter.] So it appears to be the principle here with gentlemen 
from the East, that the best place to have Chinese immigration is on 
the Pacific coast. In the East they do not want it. If 10,000 of 
these Chinese laburers were in the city of Boston to-day there would 
be a riot in forty-eight hours ; if 25,000 of them were in the city of 
Philadelphia there would be a riot in twenty-four hours. My time 


The litho, hic copy shows 
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has expired; and I commend the bill to the House, confidently be- 
lieving it will pass and become a law, and when it does our people 


will rise up and call you blessed. ; 

The SPEAKER. The debate is now closed. The previous ques- 
tion having been ordered on the bill and pending amendments, the 
first amendment to be voted on, as the Chair understands, is that 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. Kasson, ] to strike out, in 
the first section of the bill, the word “twenty,” before the word 
“í years,” and insert in lieu thereof the word“ ten.” ‘ 

. SPRINGER. I rise to a question of order. The gentieman 
from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] has moved an amendment to strike 
out “twenty” and insert “ fifteen.” I think that should be treated 
as an amendment to this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. It was not offered as an amendment to the amend- 
ment, and the vote will be reached just as l by treating it 
as a separate proposition. The question is now on the motion of the 
gentleman from Iowa to strike out “twenty” in the first section and 
insert “ ten.” 

Mr. CONVERSE. On that question I call for the yeas and nays. 

The ion and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BRUMM. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. [understand that 
the amendment we are now to vote upon is that offered by the gentle- 
man from Iowa, [Mr. Kasson.] I also understand that since this 
amendment was offered the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. BUTTERWORTH ] 
has moved an amendment (which would probably be an amendment 
to this amendment) making the period for the suspension of this 
immigration fifteen years. My uestion is whether we should not 
vote fret on the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio? 

The SPEAKER. These were offered as independent amendments, 
and that of the gentleman from Iowa is first in order. The Clerk 
will proceed with the call. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 100, nays 131, not 
voting 61; as follows: 


YEAS—100. 
ich, F Lord, Shallenbergeg, 
Anderson, Hall. McCoid, Shultz, 
Barr, Hammond, John McCook, Skinner, 
Bragg, Harris, W. McKinley, Smith, Dietrich C 
Briggs, Haskell, Morey, Smith, J. Hyatt 
Browne, Hawk, Noreross, Spooner 
Buck, Henderson, O'Neill, Stone, 
Burrows, Julius C. mepa, Orth, Strait, 
Camp, ill, Parker, Taylor, 
Candler, Payson, Thompson, Wm. G 
Carpenter, Hooker, Peelle, Townsend, Am 
Caswell, Horr, Pound, 9 
eee ‘ouk, Ranney, pdegraff, J. T. 
Cor A Hubbell. Ray, Updegraff, 
Crapo, Humphrey, Reed, rner, 
Cullen, di nook: Rice, John B. Wadsworth, 
Dawes, Jones, George W. Rice, Theron Wait, 
Deering, Jones, Phineas Rice, William Walker, 
Dingle. J Ritchi Waisin, 
gley, oyce, 6, 
Dunnell, n beson, te, 
Dwight, Kelley, Robinson, Geo. D. Williams, Chas. G. 
Bret Ketcham, illite, 
Farwell, Chas. B. Lacey, Ryan, a gg 
Farwell, Sewell S. Le Scranton, Wood, Walter A. 
NAYS—131. 
Aiken, 5 Holman, Robinson, Wm. E. 
8 n R. H bbs, Sherwin, 
u 
oa Pins Davis, Lowndes H. Hu Simonton, 
$ Dezendorf, Jones, James K. Singleton, Otho R. 
a Dibble, Kenna, A. Herr 
Bingham, Dib King, 
Blackburn, Dowd, Klo x 
Blanchard, ‘i Knott, Speer, 
Bliss, Ermentrout, Ladd, Springer, 
Blount, ey, Leedom, Stockslager, 
Brewer, Flower, Manning, Talbott, 
B Talker Martin, Th P. B. 
uckner, ompson, P. 
os. H. G Matson, Tillman, 
Butterworth, Geddes, McClure, Townshend, R. W. 
l, McKenzie, Tucker, 
Caldwell, Gibson. McLane, Turner, Henry G. 
unter. MeMillin, er, 
Campbell, Hammond, N. J. Miller, 1 
Cannon, Mills, Valentine, 
Cassidy, Hardy, Money, V. 
Clark, Harmer, Morse, Van Horn, 
Clementa, Harris, Henry S. Moulton, W 5 
Cobb, Haseltine, March, Washburn, 
verse, Hatch, Mutchier, Webber, 
Hazelton, 
8 8. Page, wate a 
Cox, William R. H n, 
vington, Hewitt, Abram S. Phi 
Cravens, Hewitt, G. W. Phis Wise, George D. 
Hoblitzell, Randall. Wise Morgan R. 
Curtin, Hoge, Reagan, 
NOT VOTING—41. 
Allen, s Cutts, Grout, 
Atherton, Buchanan, Deuster, Guenther, 
Barbour, Carlisle, Dum, Herbert, 
Beach, Chalmers, Ellis, Jadwin, 
t. Chapman, Evins, Latham, 
Beltzhoover, Fisher, Le Fevre 
k, Frost Lindsey, 
$ Crowley, Godshalk, Mason, 
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. ee, 2 farmis 
oore, 0 me. 

Morrison, Prescott, Shag Wheeler, 

Mo: ve, Richardson, D. P. Shelley, Wood, Benjamin. 
Muldrow, Richardson, Jno. 8. rs Pai Jas. W. Young. 

N Robertson, Steele, 

Nolan, Robinson, Jas. S. Stephens. 

Oates, Ross, Van Aernam, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
During the roll-call the following pairs were announced from the 
Clerk’s desk: 
Mr. Prerce with Mr. BARBOUR. 
Mr, GopsHaLk with Mr. Dunn. 
. BOWMAN with Mr. ALLEN. 
. CARLISLE with Mr. LINDSEY. 
. Mason with Mr. LATHAM. 
. HERBERT with Mr. PETTIBONE. 
. CROWLEY with Mr. NOLAN. 
. NOLAN, if present, would vote for the bill. 
. YOUNG with Mr. Le FEVRE. 
. SHELLEY with Mr. PRESCOTT. 
Brach with Mr. VAN VOORHIS. 
Brach would vote for the bill. 
. SCALES with Mr. Errett, which does not include the Chinese 


Corrs with Mr. MANNING. 
. FIsHER with Mr. BLAND. 
. BLAND would vote for the bill. 
. MORRISON with Mr. STEELE. 
. West with Mr. OATES. 
. VAN AERNAM with Mr. SCOVILLE. 
. NEAL with Mr. ExINs. 
VAN Horn with Mr. CLarpy. 
. CLARDY would vote for the bill. 
. RICHARDSON, of New York, with Mr. RICHARDSON, of South 
Carolina. 
ár. CANNON with Mr. ATKINS. 

Mr. STEPHENS with Mr. SINGLETON of Illinois. 

Mr. SINGLETON wonld vote for, and Mr. STEPHENS against, the bill. 

Mr. Ross with Mr. JADWIN. 

Mr. Ronzsox with Mr. Burrows of Michigan, on the final vote. 

Mr. Cutts with Mr. COLERICK. 

Mr. MANNING. I was paired with Mr. Cutts, but that has been 
transferred to Mr. COLERICK. 

Mr. ERRETT. Iam not paired on this bill, and have voted. 

Mr. SCOVILLE. Iam paired with Mr. VAN AERNAM. If he were 
present, I would vote “no.” 

Mr. MOORE. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. PETTIBONE. 

Mr. MULDROW. I am paired with Mr. ES on all questions 
except the agricultural bill. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. 
would vote for the bill. 

On motion of Mr. VALENTINE, by unanimous consent, the read- 
ing of the names was dispensed with. 

e vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. PAGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
was rejected; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ROBINSON] and the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] 
are identical with the amendment just voted on. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I withdraw mine. 

The SPEAKER. Under the understanding of the House, no vote 
will be taken on these amendments. 

The next amendment is that of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH, ] to strike out “ twenty” and insert “ fifteen. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 87, noes 99. 

Mr. WHITE demanded the yeas and nays and tellers on the yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers were refused, and the yeas and nays were refused. 

So the amendment was di to. 

Mr. PAGE moved to reconsider tls vote by which the amendment 
was rejected; and also moved that he motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

The question next recurred on th. following amendment, offered 
by Mr. Rice, of Massachusetts: 

In the first section, lines 5 and 6, strike out the words Chinese laborers” and in- 
sert instead thereof the words “contract laborers, known as coolies, 
prostitutes, and persons diseased with leprosy or the small-pox, from China.” 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PAGE moved to reconsider the vote just taken ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The question next recurred on the following amendment of Mr. 
Rice, of Massachusetts: 

In section 1, strike out all of said section incl and after the word "* sus- 
pended" in lines 7 and 8, and insert instead thereof the words limited to ten 
thousand annually.” 


The amendment was rejected. 


If Mr. STEPHENS were present I 


Mr. PAGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
Rees ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

e table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The question next recurred on the following amendment moved by 
Mr. HEPBURN: 

Strike out all of the first section after the enacting clause and insert in lieu 


thereof the following: 
That from and after the expiration of ninety days after the e of this act 
the ee or importation of all Chinese slaves. or persons held to labor for 


a term of years. all Chinese criminals, and diseased persons, 
same is haveby, prohibited ; nor shall it be lawful for any of the aa rank 
in this section named to remain in the territory of the United States. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PAGE moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment, pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. KASSON. Lask the Clerk to read from the tenth line, so as 
to see the connection in which the amendment comes, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Nor shall the two foregoing sections appl to the case of any master whose ves- 
Tel hatte bound to a not within the United States, shall come within the juris- 

ion of the United States by reason of being in distress or in stress of weather. 

To which the following amendment is proposed : 

Add at the end of the section the words: 

„Or touching at any of the United States on its 
Chinese laborers brought on such vessel shall depart wi 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. PAGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
bieg Te 8 and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

e table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KASSON. With the permission of the House I accept the vote 
upon these several amendments as indicating the sense of the House 
touching the subsequent amendments up to and including the six- 
teenth section which I have offered. Therefore, if there be no objec- 
tion, in order to save the House the trouble of voting upon them, I 
will withdraw the remaining amendments, excepting the one pro- 
posed to the seventeenth section. 

There was no objection, and the amendments were accordingly 
withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment, pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. ROBINSON. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In the seventh line of section 5, strike out the word within and insert before 
the expiration of. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The next amendment in order is the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. CANDLER, ] which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the eleventh section, as follows: 

“Sec. 11. That every vessel whose master shall Sete violate any of the pro- 
visions of this aet shall be deemed forfeited to the United States, and shall be liabla 
to seizure and condemnation in any district of the United States into which such 
vessel may enter or in which she may be found.” 

Mr. CANDLER. As I was cut off all opportunity of discussing 
this measure, and could not obtain five minutes during the time 
allowed for debate, I ask to be allowed two minutes now. 

Several members objected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on striking out the eleventh sec- 
tion of the bill. 

The motion to strike out was not to. 

Mr. PAGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the House re- 
fused to strike out the eleventh section of the bill; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. : 

The SPEAKER, The next amendment is the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Dawes,] which the Clerk will 


apak, 
he Clerk read as follows: 

In section 17, line 2, strike out the words both skilled and unskilled laborers 
and Chinese emplo: in mining and insert the words only coolies or servile 
laborers, diseased or lewd persons, criminals and paupers.” 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. PAGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
was rejected ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The next amendment is a substitute proposed 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CULLEN] for the seventeenth 
section, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 17. The words Chinese laborers,’ wherever used in this act, shall be 
construed to mean the class known as ‘‘ coolies” and all Chinese who shall have 
entered into contract, express or implied, to serve any person, company, or cor- 
poration for any term of months ox geen or to give or pay to any such person, 
company, or corporation any part of his or her earnings or wages in consideration 
of the 5 ‘or transportation which any such person, company, or corpora- 
tion may have incurred. 


: Provided, That all 
e vessel.” 


The substitute was not agreed to. 
Mr. PAGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the substitute 
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was rejected; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The next amendment is the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] to strike out section 17. 
The Chair will state that the same motion is made by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Rohixsox.] The Clerk will report the 
section proposed to be stricken out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 17. That the words Chinese laborers,” wherever used in this act, shall 
eae oe te to mean both skilled and unskilled laborers and Chinese employed 
mining. 


The motion to strike out was not a to. 

Mr. PAGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the House re- 
fused to strike ont the section; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was a to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will now state that all the amend- 
ments have been voted upon. There is still pending a substitute 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. McCo1p] for the entire 
bill, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


An act to restrict Chinese immigration. 


‘Whereas in the opinion of the Government of the United States the coming of 
Chinese laborers to this country endangers the good order of certain localiti 
within the territory thereof: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
Americain eee eee eee pae- 
sage of this act, and until the expiration of ten years next after the passage of this 
me 4 no Chinese shall be permitted to come as laborers from China to the United 
States; and during such period it shall not be lawful for Chinese having come to 
the United States as laborers after the expiration of said ninety days to remain 
within the United States. 

Sec. 2. All Chinese who shall come in numbers exceeding fifteen in any one ves- 
sol, or who shall come under any contract with any corporation, company, or per - 
son within the United States or China to do or perform r, or whose transporta- 
tion to the United States shall be furnished by any ion, company, or per- 
son without charge or by virtue of a contract or agreement to pay therefor in 
labor or in wages, to be paid after arrival within the United States, shall be con- 
strued to come as laborers in violation of this act. 

Src. 3. That any master of any vessel of whatever nationality who shall know- 
ingly on such vessel bring within the jurisdiction of the United States and permit 
to be landed any Chinese laborers from any foreign port or place in violation of 
this act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall 
be punished by a fine of not more than $500 for each and every such Chinese la- 
borer so brought and may be also imprisoned for a term not exceeding one year. 

Sec. 4. Any corporation, company, or person who shall, through himself, 
agent or other person, directly or indirectly, import from China or any foreign port 
or 8 Chinese as laborera, or contract for the same to be imported, or receive 
and employ such persons coming into the United States as laborers, or aid in pro- 
curi he importation or bringing into the United States such persons as laborers 
in violation of this act, shall be punished by a fine of not more than $500 for each 
person so brought, and may be ae for a term uot exceedi Dg one year. 

Src. 5. Any vessel belonging in wholeorin part toa citizen of the United States, 
and registered, enrolled, or otherwise liscensed therein. used or employed know- 
ingly b7 the owners thereof in 9 persons in violation of this act, with 
her tackel, apparel, furniture, and other appurtenances, shall be forfeited to the 
United States, and shall be liable to be seized, prosecuted, and condemned in any 
of the circuit courts or district courts of the United States for the district where 
the vessel may be found, seized, or carried. 

Sec. 6. The foregoing sections shall not apply to Chinese who were in the United 
States on the 17th day of November, 1880; nor shall the two foregoing sections 
apply to the case of any master whose vessel, peg bound to a port not within the 

nited States, shall come within the jurisdiction of the United States by reason of 
being in distress or in stress of weather. 

SEC. 7. In order to the faithful execution of articles 1 and 2 of the treaty be- 
tween the United States and the Empire of China, ratified eae 19, 1881, and to 


showing such ee eit the name of the permitted person in his proper 


hich passport 
rank, if — , the height, and any physical 
whom the 


goes 

United States, be viséd 2 indorsement of the diplomatic representative of 
the United States in the Empire of China, or of the consular representative of the 

Pha 3 at the port or place from which the person named in the passport 
s about to depart. a 

Src. 8. No master of any vessel owned in whole or in by a citizen of the 
United States, or by a citizen of any foreign country, s take on board such ves- 
sel, at any foreign port or place whatever, any Chinese, except accredited officers 
of the Chinese Government traveling on the business of the 8 unless 
such Chinese shall first produce to him the permission of the Chinese Government, 
attested 1 the consular officer of the United States as hereinbefore provided. 

Sec. 9. The master of any vessel arriving in the United States, or any of the 
Territories thereof, from any 3 pees whatever, at the same time that he 
delivers a manifest of the cargo, if there be no then at the time of mak- 
ing report of entry of the vessel pursuant to law, in addition to the other 
matters required to be reported by law, deliver and report to the collector of the 
district in which such vessel arrive a list of all Chinese passengers 
taken on board the vessel at any foreign port or „and of all such passengers 
on board the vessel at that time ; such list shall be sworn to by the master in the 
same manner as directed by law in relation to the manifest of the cargo; and the 
refusal or neglect of the master to comply with the provisions of this section shall 
receive the same penalties, disabilities, and forfeitures as are provided for a re- 
fusal or neglect to report and deliver a manifest of the cargo. 

Su. 10. This act shall not aj ply to diplomatic and other officers of the Chinese 
Government traveling upon the business of that government, whose credentials 
in the usnal form takeu as equivalent to the passport in this act men- 

servants from the 


tioned, aud shall exempt them and their bod: 
provisions of this act as to other Chinese. 


y and househ: 
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Sec. 11. Noi in this act shall be construed to prohibit the ordinary and vol- 
indi tion of persons not contracted for as laborers, in num- 
bers not exceeding fifteen in any one vessel, from the Chinese Empire, as immi- 
tted from all other nations. 
Sec. 12. Residents of the United States from the Ree of China may be admit- 
ted to citizenship according to the provisions of the ‘orm naturalization laws : 
Provided, That they shall have resided therein ten years, and for five years previ- 
ous to their tion shall have ted the manners, customs, dress, and 
general habits of citizens of the United Si 

The substitute was not agreed to. 

Mr. PAGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the substitute was 
rejected ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

fe nt a The question now recurs on the third reading 
of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time. A 

. PAGE. I call the previous question on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. PAGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the previous 
question was ordered; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

57 5 MORSE. I call for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 167, nays 66, not 
voting 59; as follows: 


YEAS—167. < 
Ae woe H. 3 5 Rosecrans, 
Aldri 0 ones, Sceranton, 
Armfield, er, Jones, J: — Shallenberger, 
Atkins, Jorgensen, Sherwin, 
Ba: Dibbh Kenna, Simonton, 
Belford, 7 King, leton, Otho R. 
Belmont, Dowd, Klotz, A. Herr 
j a Dugro, Knott, Smith, Dietrich C 
5 Ermentrout, Ladd. Smith, J. Hyatt 
Blackburn, Errett, Leedom, Sparks. 
Blanchard, Farwell, Chas. B. Lewis, Spaulding, 
Bliss, Finley, Marsh, Speer, 
Blount, Flower, Martin, Springer, 
Brewer, Ford, Matson, Btocksisger, 
rumm, Forney, McClure, Strait, 
Buckner, Fulk McCook, Talbott, 
Burrows, Jos. H Garrison, omas, 
Butterworth, Geddes, McKinley, Thompson, P. B 
bell, George, McLane, 
Caldwell, Gibson, M To 
Calkins, G £ Miller, Townshend, R. W. 
8 8 N. J. M ——. Henry G 
= oney, enry 
Cassidy, Hardy, Morey, Turner, 
C Harmer, Moul Dpa J. T. 
Chalmers, i Henry S. M. — — 
Cha 5 Hasel Mu alentine, 
Clark, Hatch, ONeill. Vance, 
Clements, Hazelton, Van Horn, 
Cobb, Heilman, Page, ‘arner, 
Converse, Herndon, Paal, Washburn, 
Cook, Hewitt, Abram S. Payson, Webber, 
es 1 Hill. = Peelle, Wellborn, 
x, Samuel S. Hiscock, Phelps, Whi 
Cox; William R.  Hoblitzell, Phister, Williama, Thomas 
n. — — illis, 
Cravens, Willits, 
Culberson, Horr, Wi 
. — Houk, Rice, Theron M. Wise, D. 
$ H Richardson, Jno. S. Wise, Mo: R. 
Davidson, Hub Robertson, Wood, W. A. 
Davis, George R. Hubbs, Robinson, Wm. E 
NAYS—66. 
Anderson, Farwell, Sewell S. Lord. Skinner, 
Barr, Grout, MeCoid, 
Bria, Hammond, John Norcross, Taylor, 
Browne, Hardenbergh, Thom Wan. G. 
Camp Hask > oo Toes Thomas 
amp, ' 
8 Hawk, „ g 
Carpenter, Rice, John B. W. 
Chace, Hepburn. Rice, William W. Wait, 
© Hooker, Rich, alker, 
Humphrey, Richardson, D. P. Ward, 
Dawes, Jaco! itchie, Watson, 
Deering, Jones, Phineas Robinson, Geo. D. White, 
Dingley, Joyce, Russell. Williams, Chas. G. 
— Skalt 
Dwight, ultz, 
NOT VOTING—59. 
Allen, Dunn, Mason, Ross, 
Beach, Fisher, Morrison, Shackelford, 
Beltzhoover, Frost, sicagrove, Shelley, 
Black, M wW, e Jas. W. 
Bland, H Neal. Steele, 
Bowman, Hewitt, G. W. Nolan, Stephens, 
Buel Jad Oates, - Van Aernam, 
Burrows, Julius C. Kelley, Pierce, Van Voorhis, 
Carlisle, Lacey, Pettibone, est, 
Clard Prescott, - N 
Colerick, Le Fevre, Ray, Wood, Benjamin 
Crowley, v. Tobien, Y 
Cutts, ing, Robinson, James S. 
So the bill was passed. 
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During the roll-call, 

Mr. MOORE said: If I was not paired with my colleague, Mr. PET- 
TIBONE, I would vote “no.” 

The following additional pairs were announced : 

Mr. MOORE with Mr. SHACKELFORD. 

Mr. Ray with Mr. Hewrrr of Alabama, 

Mr. URNER with Mr. CHAPMAN, d 

Mr. LEEDOM. I desire to state that my colleague from Ohio, Mr. 
RosBINSON, is paired with the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. COLE- 
RICK. 

Mr. MANNING. On the first amendment pro d to this bill I 
voted, believing my pair with Mr. Cutts, of Iowa, had terminated by 
its transference to Mr. COLERICK. This was the understanding of 
myself and the friends of the absent member. But Ihave discovered 
J was in error. But the pair between Mr. Cutts and myself was not 
announced. If present, Mr. Currs would vote against the bill and I 
would vote for it. 

Mr. SCOVILLE. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. VAN AER- 
Nau. If he were here I should vote ‘‘ay.” : 

Mr. RAY. I am paired with Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama; otherwise I 
should vote against this bill. 8 

Mr. SPRINGER. My colleague from Illinois, Mr. MORRISON, is 
detained at his home by important business at the courts, having 
been summoned as a witness. 

The SPEAKER. Upon this vote the ayes are 167, the noes 66. 
The “ayes” have it and the bill is passed. [Applause.] $ 

Mr. PAGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows : 

To Mr. FULKERSON, for four days, on account of important busi- 
ness ; 

To Mr. ROSECRANS, until Wednesday next, on account of sickness; 

To Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, until Wednesday next; 

To Mr. SHACKELFORD, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family ; und 

To Mr. Harris, of Massachusetts, indefinitely, on account of sick- 
ness. 


INCREASED CLERICAL FORCE FOR PENSION CASES. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House the 
following message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from the 
Secretary of War, dated March 23, 1882, with 774 ing reports and estimates, 
recommending an increase in the clerical force in his oflice, and in the offices of the 
Adjutant-General and Surgeon-General of the Army in order that prompt replies 
may be made to the calls for information by the Commissioner of Pensions in pen- 
sion cases under a proposed plan to accomplish the settlement of all such claims 
within a limited number of years; also an increased appropriation for contingent 
expenses for each of the offices mentioned. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MAX8I10N, March 23, 1882. 


EXCHANGE OF OFFICIAL DOCUMENTS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication from 
the President of the Chamber of Deputies of France, in regard to the 
exchange of official documents; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 


HARBOR OF PROVIDENCE, RHODE ISLAND. 


Mr. SPOONER, by unanimous consent, submitted resolutions of the 
General Assembly of the State of Rhode Island, relative to the har- 
bor of the city of Providence; which were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD. 

They are as follows: 


STATE OF RHODE ISLAND, &. IX GENERAL ASSEMBLY, 
January session, A. D. 1882. 
Resolutions relative to the harbor of the city of Providence. 


Whereas within the past few weeks a direct railroad communication has been 
established between the city of Providence and the Western States, by which the 
varied products of that great section of country that are transported over the 
main trunk lines of railroad may be distributed not only throughout New Eng- 
land, bet also 8 to foreign lands by the unequaled facilities of Narra- 

anset i an 
5 Whereas this new communication has been secured by the completion of the 
New York and New England Railroad, the rs of which have declared their 
willingness and their determination to afford to the city of Providence equal ad- 
vantages with the city of Boston in the transportation and delivery of freight at 
tide-water in said city of Providence; and 

Whereas the city of Providence has declared its intention to improve its tide- 
water facilities by the vote of its city council to expend the sum of $75,000 during 
poe presens season in dredging that portion of the harbor within its jurisdiction; 


an 

Whereas the Board of Trade in said oo by its action and through its offi- 
cers and committees secured assurances from responsible parties that the e 
ocean steamers for foreign trade can and will be sent to said city as soon as the 
dredging now ag joey shall be accomplished; and 

ereas it is desirable and necessary that, in view of these facts, the sum to be 

expended by the General Government during the approaching season should be 
largely augmented to the end that the present shi el may be deepened toa 
depth of not less than twenty-tive feet at mean low water and widened to a width 
of not less than three hundred feet: Therefore, 
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Maron 23, 


Resolved, (the house Z reprenie herein,) That the Senators and 
Representatives from tate in the y requested to take such ac ion 
su 


of the main ship- las 


set forth. 
Resotved, That a duly authenticated of the aft ing be forwarded to aach 
of the Bematore andl Representatives trons this Stade in the Oengress. 


I certify the foregoing to be a true copy of resolutions passed by the General 
3 said State, Starch 21, 1882. ea z ve 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the 
State aforesaid, this 21st day of March, A. D. 


(SEAL.] JOSHUA M. ADDEMAN, 
Secretary of 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. MARTIN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at five o’clock and 
twenty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as fol ows: 

By Mr. AIKEN: The resolutions adopted by the Laurens County 
Lodge of Good Templars, relative to the alcoholic liquor traffic—to 
the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. BELMONT: The petition of J. H. Hicks and 77 others, for 
an ie epee for the improvement of the channel from Pearsoll’s 
dock to Flat Creek, in Hempstead Bay, Queens County, New York— 
to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: The memorial of citizens of Alexandria, 
Louisiana, and vicinity, for the improvement of falls on Red River 
and for the protection of the town of Alexandria—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. BLAND: Papers relating to the claim of Jacob May—to 
the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: The petition of members of Emory Fisher 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Johnstown, dagen’ bb an, for 
the passage of the bill to establish a soldiers’ home at Ene, Pennsyl- 
vania—to the same committee. 

By Mr, CLEMENTS: The petition of 22 citizens of Alto, Georgia, 
for the reduction of the duty on sugar to a rate not exceeding 25 per 
cent. ad valorem—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COVINGTON: The petition of James A. Graham and other 
ex-superyisors of the tenth census, for additional compensation—to 
the Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. 8. 8. COX: Papers relating to the claim of Samuel Brom- 
berg—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

, the petition of Professor A. N. Gerault, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. DEZENDORF: The petition of James Kelley and 132 other 
ex-soldiers and sailors, for the 8 of the bill to grant 840 per 
month to certain disabled soldiers and sailors—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of Tabitha I. Blount, for a pen- 
sion—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: The petition of the Second Reformed Presby- 
terian church of New York City, skag for the appointment of a 
commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. DOWD: The petitions of A. C. Freeman and others and of 
James T. Le Grand and others, for the establishment of post-routes in 
the State of North Carolina—severally to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DUNN: The petition of destitute citizens of Clay County, 
Arkansas, for relief—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. GUENTHER: The resolutions of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, relative to the application for an 
eee of the steam grain-shovel patent to the Committee on 

atents. 

By Mr. MONEY: Papers relating to the claim of William Lott, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of Aaron Lott, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of Delia H. Foster and A. D. Rice, 
raying for the passage of the French spoliation claims bill—to the 
Jommittee on Foreign Affairs, x 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of citizens of Connecticut and New 
York, asking for aresurvey of Long Island Sound—to the Committee 
on Commerce, Å 

Also, memorial of C. Hansett and others, relative to emigration— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. POUND: The joint resolution of the Legislature of Wis- 
consin, in relation to the claim of the State of Wisconsin against the 
United States for swamp and overflowed lands—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: The petition of honorably discharged sol- 
diers of Lackawanna County, Pennsylvania, for the passage of the 
bill to establish a soldiers’ home at Erie, Pennsylvania—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

gi Mr. SK R: The petition of the Grand Division of the Sons 
of Temperance of Western New York, representing 2,000 members, 
for the appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the aleo- 
holic liquor traffic—to the same committee. 
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By Mr. SPARKS: The petition of Litchfield, Illinois, for the re- 
duction of the duty on sugar to a rate not exceeding 25 per cent. ad 
valorem—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 25 

By Mr. TUCKER: Papers relating to the claim of Dr. William S. 
Morriss—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. T. UPDEGRAFF: The petition of the New York Com- 


mittee for the Prevention of State tion of Vice, asking Con- 
by appropriate legislation to more clearly define the scope and 

ee of the National Board of Health, &c.—to the Committee 

on the Public Health. k ö 

By Mr. URNER: The petition of Ph. Sinsz, of Baltimore, relative 
to the duty on diamonds—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WELLBORN: The petition of Benjamin F. Daniels and 
others, for legislation to regulate charges for railway transporta- 
tion—to the Scmmities on Commerce. é 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Papers relating to the claim of Dr. A. H. 
Brown—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLITS: The petition of Alfred A. Miller and 100 others, 
citizens of Blissfield, Michigan, for the passage of the bill granting 
pensions to soldiers and sailors of the late war who were confined in 
confederate prisons—to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pen- 
sions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, March 24, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE. 


The bill (H. R. No. 879) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
over the Missouri River at or near Arrow Rock, Missouri, received 
yesterday from the House of Representatives, was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. VEST. A similar bill was reported by the Committee on Com- 
merce of the Senate, and I ask the Senate to pass this House bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to the passage of the bill a 
little later in the day, but I hope it will not made to interfere 
with the lar morning business. 

Mr. VEST. I do not want to interfere with the morning business; 
but we can dis of the bill in a minute. It isa mere formal matter. 
A simular bill is on our tables reported by the Committee on Com- 
merce of the Senate; the House of Representatives simply passed 
the same bill and sent it over here in advance. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to the bill at all except that 
it ought not to be taken up without a quorum, and it ought not to 
be taken up at this hour in the morning, I think. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The same bill passed the Senate at the last 
Congress. ; 
Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to the 2 of the bill 
when we get through the morning business. I think we had better 

on with the regular morning business. In the course of half an 
our, as soon as the regular morning business is through, I shall not 
object to the bill being taken up. 

. COCKRELL su uently said: I hope the bill from the House 
laid before the Senate this morning will be acted upon now. There 
will be no objection to it. A similar bill was at the former Gre Fra 
reported favorably from the Committee on Commerce and p. the 
Senate, and a similar bill was reported favorably to the Senate from 
the Committee on Commerce at this session, and is now on the Cal- 
endar. The same bill is now laid before the Senate, having passed 
the House. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The Acting Secretary read the bil. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Mis- 
souri whether a bill of this character has not been reported to the 
Senate by the Committee on Commerce ? 

Mr. VEST. The same bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is precisely the same as the bill which was 
reported by my colleague Mr, Vest] from the Committee on Com- 
merce. The two bills are copies of each other. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF A PETITION. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I presented the other day the petition of George 
Crilly, praying that the United States resume ion of the Des 
Moines landi in Iowa. Iam informed by the public prints that it 
contains various allegationsin regard to many persons which if I had 
understood I certainly should not have presented it. I remember 
that when I received the petition I turned to the Senator from Iowa, 
[Mr. McDILL, ] this man being a resident of Iowa, and called his 
attention to the fact that it referred to him in rather an unpleasant 
way. I asked him whether under the circumstances I should present 
it, as I would not present a petition disrespectful to any officer of the 
Government, and especially to a member of the body. He said sim- 


ply that he knew Mr. Crilly; that the right of petition is sacred, and 
e had no objection to its presentation. I thereupon presented it. 

Mr. MORRILL. The petitioner is crazy? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know whether he is crazy or not, but I 
ask leave to withdraw the petition. I would not have presented it 
if I had read it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be withdrawn. 

Mr. SAWYER. I wish to present a memorial—— 

Mr. BECK. What was done with the petition alluded to by the 
Senator from Ohio? 

The PRESIDENT pro tem It was withdrawn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I asked leave to withdraw it. I think if the 
statements I have seen are correct, and I am told by a Senator that 
they are correct, it is a paper reflecting upon different members of the 
Senate for official conduct. 

Mr. BECK. I saw the petition this morning, and saw the reflection 
made upon the Presiding Officer of the Senate and upon the Senate 
itself. I thought the Senator from Ohio perhaps did not understand 
it when he presented it. Thereason why I take some interest in the 
matter is because some men who do not like the position I have taken 
in regard to the arrears of pensions have seen fit to send petitions of 
the same sort 3 upon me, and I wanted to know if a petition 
could be presented reflecting upon the President of this body or an 
other member of the body. I wished to have that question settled. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I stated a moment ago that I glanced at the peti- 
tion ina general way—it was four or five pages long—and I saw that 
it reflected somewhat upon the Senator from Iowa, who represents in 
part the State in which the man lives. I turned to him and asked him 
about it, and he said he knew Crilly; that he was a man whe had suf- 
fered a great deal on account of the Des Moines River lands contro- 
versy, and he thought I ought to present it. I did not see the name 
of any other Senator mentioned in it. 

Mr. BECK. Iam very glad the petition is withdrawn. It is the 
most disrespectful petition I ever saw. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. SAWYER presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, remonstrating against the renewal of the 
patents for steam grain-shovels; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, in 
favor of Congress taking control of the Sturgeon Bay Ship Canal, 
connecting Green Bay with Lake Michigan, in that State, upon such 
terms as are just and proper; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR. I have in my hand sundry memorials remonstratin 
against the pases of the Chinese bill, signed by the pastors o 
churches in New York and other citizens of great influence and power, 
and among them some Chinese members of churches. I suppose 
the memorials should lie on the table, a bili relating to the subject 
having the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the New York Committee for 
the Prevention of State Regulation of Vice, praying Con, 56 ap- 
ee legislation to define the scope and . of the National 

ard of Health, and to provide that the power delegated to said 
board shall not be employed to promote any scheme of regulated 
prostitution; which was referred to the Select Committee to inves- 
tigate and 7 the best means of preventing the introduction 
and spread of Epidemie Diseases. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a resolution adopted at the homesteaders’ 
eee at Washington, Kansas, March 15, 1882, in favor of such 

y legislation by Congress as will protect actual settlers with 
titles from the Government in the peaceable and quiet occupancy 
and possession of their homes; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. : 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. VEST. I am directed by the Committee on Territories, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 954) to authorize the President of 
the United States, in conjunction with the State of Texas, to run and 
mark the boundary lines between a part of the territory of the United 
States and the State of Texas, and to complete the survey of said lines 
authorized to be echo ber run, and marked under the act of Con- 
gress approved June 5, 1858, to report it without amendment and 
with a written report. This bill affects the northern boundary of the 
State of Texas. The Legislature of the State of Texas meets upon 
the 6th of April, I believe, and one of the questions to be submitted 
by the governor’s message is the question involved in this bill. I 
shall not call up the bill now, but give notice that at an early day I 
shall ask the Senate to take it up and pass it. 

Mr. MAXEY.. I beg to say to the Senate, in connection with the bill 
just reported, that the 1 of our State will meet in special 
session on the 6th of April. By the constitution its session is limited 


to thirty days. In order to run the boundary line there must be a 
joint boundary commission, and therefore a corresponding act to this 
must be passed by our Legislature. Hence the necessity for early 
action upon this bill, which is to settle an unsettled boundary. I 
hope the request made by the Senator from Missouri who reported 
the bill will be complied with by the Senate and that there may be 
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prompt action on the subject. It will take but afew minutes to pass 

the bill. ` 

Mr. MORRILL. I am instructed by the Committee on Finance 
to report adversely on the bill (S. No. 1353) to prohibit the issue of 
bank-notes or currency by national banks which may be organized 
or reorganized after July 1, 1882. I call the attention of the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest] who introduced the bill to this report, as 
I suppose he will desire to have the bill placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. VEST. I ask that the bill go on the Calendar. I wish to 
make a few remarks upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was 
referred a memorial of the Legislative Assembly of Wyoming Terri- 
tory, praying for an increase of compensation for the officers of the 
sixth Legislative Assembly, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that i be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations; which was to. 

. HARRIS, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 1068) for the relief of certain citizens of Ten- 
nessee, repo it with an amendment, and submitted a report there- 
on, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I am directed by the Committee on the Improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River and its Tributaries, to whom were re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 56) for the improvement of the 5 and 
Missouri Rivers, and the bill (S. No. 1414) providing for the con- 
struction, completion, repairing, and preservation of levees on the 
Mississippi River, to report a bill that the committee has unani- 
mously agreed upon as a substitute for these bills. I ask that it be 
pl on the Calendar. 

The bill (S. No. 1572) for the improvement of the navigation of 
the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers was read twice by its title. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I desire to give notice that at an early day I shall 
ask the Senate to take up and consider the bill. 

Mr. GARLAND. I want to get the exact status of this report. 
As I understand the Senator from Louisiana, he reports two bills back 
and this as a substitute for them both. Is that the fact ? 

Mr. KELLOGG. That is the fact. , 

Mr. GARLAND. Now I want the two bills which are reported back 
not to be indefinitely postponed, but to be pieced on the Calendar 
with this new bill, so that we can have a fair fight over the three, 
for I shall insist on a direct vote upon the bill I introduced. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ill the Senator from Louisiana 
send up the two bills? 

Mr. LLOGG. I report back by direction of the committee the 
bill sent to the desk as asubstitute in lien of two other bills referred 
to the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But does the committee report back 
those two bills also? 

Mr. KELLOGG. No, sir; the committee instructed me to report 
this bill as a substitute for them. 

Mr. GARLAND. They should report the other two bills, according 
3 ractice. 
he PRESID NT pro tempore. The parliamentary practice is to 

rence back the bills referred, and then to report the-committee’s 

bill as a substitute for both. 

Mr. KELLOGG. So be it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They must be sent to the desk. 

Mr. KELLOGG ery well, ther have been sent to the desk and 
will be found inclosed with the bill reported as a substitute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Very well. 

Mr. GARLAND. Then I want the order made that these two bills 

on the Calendar with the substitute bill, so that when the subject 
is called up I can offer my bill as an amendment to the bill of the 


to 


committee. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That course will be pursued. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ROLLINS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introducea bill (S. No. 1570) forthe relief of George W. Lawrence ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. COKE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1571) for the relief of John Mellifont and 
Ellen Riordon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WILLIAMS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1573) to incorporate the Cherokee Central 
Railroad and Telegraph Company,and for other p 3 which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Rail- 
roads. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 15743 for the relief of Pay Inspector James N. Car- 
penter, United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no concurrent or 


other resolutions” the morning business will be announced as closed. 
Mr. BROWN. I gave notice yesterday that I should move at this 
fying the act of the general 


hour to take up the bill (S. No. 60) rati 


to the Saint 


council of the Choctaw Nation of Indians granti 
Louis and San Francisco Railroad Company the right of way for a 


railroad and telegraph line through t nation. As the Senate 
doubtless recollects, this bill held a place early on the Calendar, 
having been reported by the Committee on Railroads favorably. 
Some additional testimony was afterward discovered relating to the 
points in controversy, and the bill was recommitted to the committee 
with an understanding on the part of the Senate that when reported 
back it should be placed at its then position on the Calendar, so as 
not to lose any precedence it might have as to the time of bein 

brought up. It has been again reported back by the committee, and 


now ask t it be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro * Under the Anthony rule there is an 
unfinished bill pending. that is through the Senator can call 
up Sepa he has indicated, or he can now ask to postpone the pend- 
in É 

. BROWN. I ask, then, to postpone the pending bill under the 
Anthony rule, with a view to take an the bill T have named. 

Mr. CONGER. I hope the Life-Saving Service bill will have its 
place. We have got it nearly finished. : 

Mr. BROWN. I will state to the honorable Senator from Michigan 
that this bill is entitled to precedence on the Calendar under the 
understanding we had at the time of its recommittal, because it 
would have been reached long before the bill he has in charge if it 
had not been recommitted to the committee. It was recommitted 
with the understanding that it should again take its place on the 
Calendar. I do not think it will take long to dispose of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia is mis- 
taken; the bill has no precedence while the Life-Saving Service 
a is pending. When that bill is disposed of the Senator can then 
call it up. š 

Mr. BROWN. The President of the Senate did not understand 
me. I 16 mean that it would have precedence. I do not mean 
that it will take precedence pending the Life-Saving Service bill, 
but that it will have oe of other bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The bill regulating the Life-Saving Service has 
now been discussed for several mornings and the Senate is about 
prepared to act finally upon it, I think. It would be a very poor 
economy of time, it seems to me, to postpone its consideration now 
for any other measure. The whole debate would have to be gone 
over, and all the time which has been occupied in the discussion of 
that bill would have to be reoccupied. The bill referred to by the 
Senator from Georgia will, I am sure, cause some debate, and will 
take a longer time than he perhaps thinks it may. 

Mr. Y. Ifthe Senator from Georgia will permit me, the bill 
he has in charge is one in which I feel a very great interest, because 
I have instructions from my State upon the subject. I do not de- 
sire to antagonize the Senator from Michi at all, but in order to 
accommodate both sides I am willing, if the Senator from Georgia 
is, that the bill in charge of the Senator from Michigan be di 1 
of, and that we go on next with the bill relating to the Saint Eon 
and San Francisco Railway Company. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Georgia 
whether the understanding he speaks of is an understanding of the 


Senate. 

Mr. BROWN. It wasan understanding of the Senate, and agreed 
to at the time of the second reference of the bill to the committee. 

Mr. MAXEY. The RECORD shows that. 

Mr. BROWN. It appesta by the RECORD that the bill did not lose 
its place on the Calendar. 

. CONGER. It would not lose its place on the Calendar 

Mr. BROWN. If the Senator from Michigan will permit me, I will 
state that I am willing that the bill he now has in charge shall be 
disposed of with the understanding on the part of the Senate that I 
shall then be permitted to call up this bill for consideration, 

Mr. HOAR. It does not require any understanding on the part of 
the Senate or any permission. When the bill was recommitted it 
was with the understanding in open Senate that when it came back 
it should have its place at the head of the Calendar, and it comes 
next to the Life-Saving Service bill without any order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state exactly the 
condition of the bills. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. One moment, if the Chair pleases. 
I have charge of Orderof Business No. 25 on the Calendar, which was 

assed over some days ago without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Bills that were passed without 
prejudice will be considered in their order, if called. The next bill 
is Order of Business No. 25, referred to by the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin, and then the next bill is Order of Business No. 28, the bill (S. 
No. 111) for the elief of Albert H. Emery, which the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. Farr] gave notice he would call up. The bill of which 
the Senator from rgia [Mr. Brown] has charge is No. 20, and 
will be first in order after the Life-Saving Service bill is disposed of. 

Mr. BROWN. I do not ask to interfere with the pending bill. 

Mr. CONGER, I ask to take up the Life-Saving Bervice bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e bill is up. 


LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 1049) to promote the efficiency of the Life. 
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Saving Service and to encourage the saving of life from shipwreck, | life-saving stations or houses of refuge more than are in the bill, and 


the pending question being on the amendment of Mr. CALL. 

Mr. CONGER. I hope we may have a vote and dispose of the bill. 
I shall be as glad as any one to get this bill out of the way of other 
bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Florida, [Mr. CALL,] upon which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

Mr. CALL. At the su tion of my colleague, [Mr. JONES, of 
Florida,] I will modify the language of the amendment, altering it a 
little so as to define the places. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
modified. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. In section 1, line 25, after the word 
Florida,“ it is proposed to insert: 

And tbree life-saving stations on the Atlantic coast of Florida, one near ae 
West, one e e ee one at or near Cape Canaveral, and one on the 
coast west of the River. 

Mr. CONGER. How many stations does that make ? 

Mr. CALL. That makes five. I will call the attention of the Sen- 
ator who has the bill in charge to the fact that the record of the Life- 
Saving Service shows that over a hundred vessels have been stranded 
on that coast, the large majority of them on the Atlantic side, and 
to the further fact that the houses of refuge there are not life-sav- 
ing stations. The portion of the coast upon which these wrecks 
have occurred, the vessels stranding coming within the special pur- 

of the Life-Saving Service, is about four hundred miles, and the 
8 between the houses of refuge is forty miles or more. There 
is not a single life-saving station, when there have been over a hun- 
dred wrecks stranded upon the shore there within the last few years 
according to this record, a larger proportion than anywhere else in 
the United States. 

Mr. CONGER. This bill provides for six additional houses of 
refuge on the eastern coast of Florida. They were recommended by 
the Department, and by the House, and by the Committee on Com- 
merce of the Senate; and they are to be placed at mon point as the 
superintendent may require. When there are a y six there, 
why should additional ones be established, making the most of any 
State or any region? Why should more be putin without the recom- 
mendation of the Department? 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senatorallow me to interrupt him a moment! 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CALL. I will ask the Senator to state to the Senate the dif- 
ference between a life-saving station and a house of refuge. 

Mr. CONGER. A life-saving station is a place where there are 
boats and boat-houses and acrew. It is a partial station where there 
is a boat-house and a boat and the equipments to it, being in the 
neighborhood of a city or well-settled portion; there is a keeper there 
and the crew are volunteers. There are three classes: a fall life-sav- 
ingstation, where the boat’s crew are employed by the Government ; 
another class, where the station is established, with a boat and one 
keeper only, and they depend upon a volunteer crew; a third class 
is houses of refuge built in which there are eee and clothing 
kept constantly, but no persons are stationed there particularly, the 
house being built merely for the accommodation of people who may 
get wrecked at some point on the coast, where they can get tempo- 
rary assistance, and can go from place to place, to settled portions of 
the coun That I understand to be the difference. 

Where these houses of refuge are built they may be twenty, thirty, 
or forty miles apart, but all along the beach there are what are equiv- 
alent to mile-boards, hand-boardson which are painted with a pointer 
the distance to the nearest house of refuge on this side, and the dis- 
tance to the nearest house of refuge on the other side, so that per- 
sons who are thrown onto that beach can find within short distances 
directions where to reach a house of refuge. There are hundreds 
of miles there where there is not an inhabitant, if I am correctly 
informed, between Indian River and the point; it is a wilderness; 
and some lives have been lost there because they could not get to 
habitable places or find food ; clothing is egies write necessary. 
Those are mere houses of refuge to furnish food and protection to 
persons who may chance to be shipwrecked on that coast. It is,*I 
understand, a sand beach; there are no outside shoals. If a vessel 
goes ashore there, which is very rare, as I have the record of all the 
vessels that have gone ashore in that region, the passengers escape 


The amendment will be reported as 


to land easily enough, but they are in a wilderness and hundreds of | Bu 


miles sometimes from any settlement. I have the statement of all 
the vessels stranded from Maine to Mexico all around the coast for 
the last ten years; I have the points where they were stranded, and 
if I had time or desired to delay the Senate by reading from these 
records I could satisfy any Senator 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator from Michigan permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. What is that statement taken from! 

Mr. CONGER. It is taken from the Life-Saving Service reports, 
reported by the ship-owners and by the collectors of districts, and 
from all sources. It is in the annual report of the Life-Saving Serv- 
ice, with the loss of vessels and of cargoes and of life at every place 
on the United States coast. [The President pro tempore rapped with 


his gavel.] Now, I do not think there is any necessity for additional 


as fast as there seems to be a necessity we can increase them—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I ask for a vote. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I am sure that Ihave said enough to in- 
dicate that I am not unfriendly to this system. Indeed I desire that 
its benefits may be extended to a region of country which is so sadly 
in need of them. 

Now, if I understand the argument of the Senator from Michigan 
who has just taken his seat, it is this: that the relief to be extended 
by this system shall go no further than to vessels that are stranded, 
so to speak, that is, cast upon the beach; and that the large num- 
ber of vessels which are wrecked, for instance, on the reefs of Flor- 
ida within sight of Key West, as happens every year, are to have no 
benefit from this system. I cannot conceive that there is anything 
in that ar; ent at all, for, as I showed yesterday, there was an 
amount of property lost within sight of Key West in one year that 
exceeded the entire property lost in all the other districts of the 
United States. It is true that it might be claimed that the vessels 
had not been stranded technically ; that is, they were not blown upon 
a sandy beach; but Hey were in need of assistance, and no doubt 
assistance was rende them in many instances, and lives were 
saved, but not by the Government of the United States or any of its 
officers or nts. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask the Senator to allow me to state the number 
of vessels that were lost on the whole coast of Florida from line to 
line, around to the end of the Gulf, in the last ten years. There 
were eighty-eight vessels in all; eighty-eight stranded or lost on that 
coast, including the Key West region. That would be at the rate of 
a little over eight a year. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. That is from the record you have. I do 
not think that that is a correct record, because the Superintendent 
of the Life-Saving Service in his report goes on to show that care has 
been taken to report those cases that fell within the confines of the 
system; and he says in a note to his report of 1880: 

It should be observed that the o tions of the service during this period have 
been limited as follows: Season of 1871-'72, to the coasts of Long Island and New 
Jersey; seasons of 1872-'74, to the coasts of Cape Cod, Long Island, and New Jer- 
sey; season of 187 75, to the coasts of New England, Long Island, New Jersey, 
and coast from Cape Henry to Cape Hatteras; season of 1575-'76, coasts of New 
England, Long Island, New Jersey, coast from Cape Henlopen to mape Charles, 
and coast from Cape Henry to Cape Hatteras; season of 1876-77, and since, all the 
foregoing, with the addition of eastern coast of Florida and portions of the 
lake coasts. 

Latterly they included the eastern coast of Florida where they put 
a few houses of refuge; but the fact stands out here that there is not 
one life-saving station proper either on the eastern or western coast 
of Florida to-day, and while the Senate voted to put two or three 
stations on the Georgia and South Carolina coast yesterday, this 
coast of Florida, the most perilous in the whole Union to the shipping 
interests of the United States, has not one life-saving station proper. 

My colleague, who has examined the list of vessels; says that 
within the time embraced by this list there were 104 vessels lost on 
our Florida coast. I have not had time to examine it, and I accept 
his statement about it. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Florida, [Mr. CALL, ] on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 36, 
nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—36. 

Allison, Fair, Jones of Florida, Saunders, 
Bayard, B ellogg, Slater, 
Beck, Y, Teler, 
Blair, Groome, agan, Van 
Brown, Hampton, Pe ton. Van Wyck, 
Call, Plumb, oorhees, 
C Jackson, Pugh, Walker, 

ke, Johnston, Ransom, Williams, 
Davis of Illinois, Jonas, Rollins, Windom. 

NAYS—17. 
Aldri Laj 
Anthony, M Vest. 
Cameron of Wis., 3 Mahon 
Conger, Hill of Colorado, Mitchell, 
Ferry, Hoar, 
ABSENT—23. 

tler, Farley, Jones of Nevada, Miller of N. T., 

Cameron of Pa., George, Lamar, ulsbury, 
krell, Grover, Wyer, 

Davis of W. Va., Hale, Mi Sewell, 
Dawes, Hill of Georgia, McPherson, Sherman. 
Edmunds, Miller of Cal., 


So the amendment was to. 
Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. ident, in the first line of the tenth 
section, on page 7, after the words“ appointment of,” I move to in- 
sert, general superintendent, district superintendents, and inspect- 
ors. 

I approve entirely of the section asit stands. I am very glad that 
the committee has introduced that section. I had occasion not long 
ago to have an interesting interview with the superintendent of this 
service, and I was greatly impressed with its efficiency ; I was tly 
impressed with the methods by which the superintendent and those 
connected with him sought to select the best men for the keepers and 
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crews. I found that there had been introduced into this service, dif- 
ficult as it appears, a system of examination which secured, certain! 
as far as I could judge, the must efficient men for this hazardous an 
difficult service. It is a competitive examination introduced and 
persevered in fora number of years, whose results show that the best 
men attainable are selected for this service, and as far as possible 
without influence by political aspirants. 

I feel that it is necessary to say so much to do justice to the officers 
of the present organization of the Life-Saving Service. I have been 
a little disappointed in looking at this section to find that the appoint- 
ments under it, irrespective of politics, are limited to the keepers and 
crews. I think that the general superintendent, the district super- 
intendents, and the inspectors should be appointed, as the keepers 
and crews now are, without reference to political influence, but solely 
because of their efficiency in and their fitness for this particular serv- 
ice. I therefore move the amendment that I have indicated, believ- 
ing that great will come from the adoption of the section as 
reported. It will relieve the officers from what I happen to know to 
be now an exertion of influence very unpleasant to them in the per- 
formance of their delicate and very difficult duties. I think the 
efficiency of the service will be largely increased if the exemption 
from political influence is applied also to the general superintendent 
and these other officers which I have named. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, I had hoped the provision which 
was put in the bill directing those who appoint keepers and crews, 
the superintendents, to appoint with regard to fitness and not be- 
cause of political affiliations, would in some measure satisfy, if any- 
thing could ibly satisfy, my Democratic friends of the fairness 
of this bill. f see thatit cannot be so. My friend from Ohio desires 
that there shall be these restrictions on the Presidential power of 
making selections to carry out his administration. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Ido not seek to impose a limitation upon the 
Presidential power in the amendment that I have moved, because 
these officers, I have the authority of the late Secre of the 
Treasury for saying, are appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury 
alone. 

Mr. CONGER. Well, the former Secretary of the Treasury—I do 
not know which one is referred to, and therefore I feel more bold to 
say that he is either ignorant or mistaken ; or it may be a combina- 
tion of both. [Laughter.] He has misled the Senator. 

Mr. PENDLETON. He is an immediate neighbor, on the floor of 
the Senate, of the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. CON GER. I should say the same if he sat right by my side. 

Mr. PENDLETON. He is perfectly able to take care of himself. 

Mr. CONGER. The President appoints the Superintendent of the 
Life-Saving Service and the Senate confirms or refuses to confirm. 
That is the fact. The law makes it so, and I presume the law is 
carried out. As to the inspectors, all inspectors are now commis- 
sioned officers in the Revenue Marine Service of the United States, 
assigned to duty wherever the President or the authorities require 
them to be. Now, why should any restriction be put on appoint- 
ments made by the President and Senate in this case any more than 
in the case of other officers in the United States ? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Do TI understand the Senator to say that the 
meral superintendent and the district superintendents and the 
ctors are all appointed by the President with the concurrence 
of the Senate? 

Mr. CONGER, I say the general superintendent is appointed by 
the President with the concurrence of the Senate. I say that the 
inspectors are already officers of the Revenue Marine Service detailed 
for duty as inspectors in each of these districts. I do not make any 
comment about the superintendents of districts, for I am not certain 
on that point, but I think they are appointed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury. But in regard to the class of officers the Senator men- 
tions, this would be a restriction and a limitation, first, on the Presi- 
dent as to his power of appointing, and, second, on the Secretary of 
the Treasury as to his right to detail any officer of the Revenue 
Marine Service. [The President pro tempore rapped with his gavei. ] 
Does the Chair dispute what I am saying? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No, sir. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I take it as an approval of what I am say- 


ing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair announces that his rap- 
ping means that the Senator’s five minutes are up. 

. CONGER. I am glad it was so harmless a remark, then. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Now, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio is out of 
order, 

Mr. PENDLETON. Iwill modify my amendment, so as to strike 
out the words ‘‘general superintendent,” leaving district superin- 
tendents and inspectors, and I do it because of the statement that 
that officer is nominated by the President. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be so modified. 
The amendment of the Senator from Ohio is in line 1, section 10, [8,] 
sas the word “of“ to insert “district superintendents, inspectors, 
an 


Mr. CONGER. If I may be allowed 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This modification makes a new | © 
question, and the Senator has five minutes longer. 
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Mr. CONGER. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
DLETON ] also may have five minutes more. j 


I thank the Chair. 
The Senator from Ohio [Mr. PEN- 


Mr. CONGER. Isu t to the Senator that inspectors should be 
stricken ont. Those officers have all been appointed to the offices 
they now hold in the Revenue Marine Service and ex oficio may be 
assigned to duty here. They are appointed by the President and 
confirmed by the Senate not as inspectors, but as members of the 
Revenue Marine Service, and then are detailed under the authority 
of law by the Secretary of the Treasury as inspectors of this service. 
So they should not be included any more than the general superin- 
tendent. Now, if the Senator will modify his amendment again, 
there will be an opportunity for me to make a further remark. 

Mr. PENDLET I decline to modify it any more, not that I am 
not willing to hear the Senator from Michigan as often as he desires 
to speak, but because I do not think a further modification ought to 
be made. I propose to put the limitation upon all the Officers ap- 
pointed or assigned by the Secretary of the Treasury, as well as upon 
the keepers and crews. I see no reason why, if you limit the ap- 
pointing power as to keepers and crews to merit, refusing to admit 
influences of a political character, that principle should not be a 
plied to the district superintendents as well, and to all the officia 
appointer by the subordinate officers of the Government. 

r. CONGER. Iask for a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thequestion is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Ohio. 

aoe amendment was agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 26, 
noes 23. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the yeas and nays. [“ Too late!” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has announ 
result. A separate vote can be taken on it in the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDE Ipo tempore. Shall the amendments made as in 
Committee of the Whole be voted on in gross or is a separate vote 
desired on any amendment? 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask for a separate vote on the seventh and eighth 
sections, which are amendments made in committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore Separate votes will be taken on 
those sections. Is there any other amendment on which a separate 
vote is asked ? 

Mr. CONGER. I should like a separate vote on the two last 
amendments proposed; one is the addition of six stations to the coast 
of Florida, and the other the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Ohio, [Mr. PENDLETON, ] restricting the power of the President in 
appointments. 

© PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole, with the ex- 
ceptions stated. 
he unexcepted amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. CONGER. There is one other amendment that by agreement 
was to be left open, unless I am mistaken. I refer to the salary of 
the superintendent of the Maine district. 

m The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was fixed by a reconsidera- 
on. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I have nothing to say about that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on inserting 
section 7 in the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. On which I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CONGER. t the same vote determine both sections if the 
Senator has no objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. I prefer to take the vote on each section separately 
ee some gentleman might favor one section and vote against 

e other. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the section be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. The Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, inserted as a new section: 


Sec. 7. That if any 
tion shall be so disabled 


the 


Mr. GARLAND, (when his name was called.) I am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Epmunps.] Not knowing how he 
would vote on this question, I withhold my vote. 

The roll-call Bering been concluded, the result was announced— 

0. 


The Principal y hen Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 


yeas 46, nays 14; as follows: 
YEAS—4. 
Aldrich, A Hal Jones of 
Anthony, ee ap Illinois, Haw ton, Kellogg, ae 
Bayard, Dawes, Harrison, sears 
* g W. 
Call, Feary, Hill of Colorado, 
amden, Frye, oar, « Miller of Cal. 
Cameron of Wis., Gorman, Johnston, Miller of N. V., 
Coke, Groome, Jonas, Mitchell, 
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Pugh,” Sewell, vee Windom, 
W es 
Ransom, Teller, Uhom PER 
Rollins, Vance, Walker, 
NAYS—14. 

„ Farley. yY, Sherman, 
Beck, george, M. Slater. 
Brown, P 
Cockrell, Jackson, 

ABSENT—16. 

Butler, Garland Jones of Nevada, McPherson, 
anere = 5 5 3 Lamar, umb, 

of W. Va., Hill of Georgia. 5 
Edmunds, Mel Sawyer. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask for the yeas and nays on the adoption of the 
amendment inserted as section 8. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment inserted as the eighth section. The yeas and nays 
are called for. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Let the section be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

Sec. 8. That 3 keeper or member of a crew of a life-saving or life · boat sta- 
tion shall hereafter die by reason of TT 
ceived or disease con in the Life-Saving Service in the line of duty, leavi: 

a widow, or a child or children under sixteen years of age, such widow and chil 
or dren shall be entitled to receive, in equal ere during a period of two 
years, under such re; ons as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, the 
same amount, able quarterly, as far as practicable, that the husband or father 
would be enti to receive as pay if he were alive and continued in the service: 
Provided, That if the widow s remarry at any time during the said two years 
her portion of said amount shall cease to be paid to her from the date of her re- 
marrage, but shall be added to the amount to be paid to the remaining beneficiaries 
under the provisions of this section, if there be any; and if any child shall arrive 
at the age of sixteen years durin, e said two years the 1 of the portion 
of such child shall cease to be paid to such child from the on which such age 
shall en , eee be added to the amount to be paid to the remaining 
beneficiaries, if there be any. 


The question being taken by yeasand nays, resulted eas 37; nays 
14; as follows: 


YEAS—37. 

Bayard, Hale, Miller of Cal. V 
Blair, Hampton, Miller of F. F., Fan Wyck, 
Call, Mitchell, Ves 
Cameron of Wis., Ha Morrill, Voorhees, 
Conger, Hill o Colorado, Pugh, Walker, 
Dawes, Johnston, Ransom, Williams, 
Fair, Jonas, Rollins, Windom. 
Ferry, Kellogg, a 

©, „ well, 
8 Mahone, Teller, 

NATS—I4. 
Allison, ke, Maxey, Sherman, 
Beck, Davis of Illinois, M. “4 Slater. 
Brown, 5 Plati 
Cockrell, Jackson, Plumb, 
ABSENT—25. 

Aldrich, Farley, Ingalls, McPherson, 
Anthony, Garlan Jones of Florida, Pendleton, 
Butler, ý Jones of Nevada, Saulsbnry, 
Camden, Gorman, Lamar, Sawyer. 
Cameron of Pa., Gro Lapham, 


ver, 
Davis of West Va., Hill of Geo 
Edmunds, Hoes Fl 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. I withdraw my objection to the amendment for 
additional stations on the coast of Florida, on which I demanded a 
separate vote, Ishall not call for the yeas and nays on it. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator withdraws the call 
for a separate vote on the amendment of the Senator from Florida, 
[Mr. Ta 
Mr. CONGER. So also as to the amendment of the Senator from 
Ohio, [Mr. PENDLETON. ] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator withdraw his 
objection to that? 

. CONGER. I withdraw the call for a separate vote on that 
amendment, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the question is, Will the Sen- 
ate concur in the two amendments referred to, one moved by the 
Senator from Florida and the other by the Senator from Ohio ? 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole have been dis d of. 

Mr. SEWELL. I move to amend the fifth section. We have in- 
creased the salaries of superintendents, and the Senate has added 
100 per cent. to keepers, but there is nothing in the bill giving any 
more to the crews at life-saving stations. The crews now get about 
$40 a month. During the term of their service they have to live in 
the boat-houses on pieces of land several miles from the mainland, 
which, taking them away from their families, necessitates separate 
board for themselves outside of their own homes. Of my own per- 
sonal knowledge, which refers particularly to the coast of New Jer- 
sey and that of Long Island, where there is more necessity for this 
service than elsewhere, that pay is not sufficient. I move to add to 
the fifth section: 


And the Secretary of the Treasury is also anthorized to fix the pay of men em- 
loyed at the different stations in proportion to the services rendered: Provided, 
same shall not exceed $50 per month. 


The PRESIDENT tempore. The question is gn the amendment 
of the Senator from Kew Jersey, [Mr — 

The amendment was to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 
bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and taken. 

Mr. GARLAND. I am paired with the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. EDMUNDS. ] 


The result was announced—yeas 46, nays 8; as follows: 


YEAS—46. 

Al Gorman, Sewell, 
Anthony, Groome, Maho; Slater, 
Ba: Hale, Miller of Cal., Teller, 
Blair, —— n, Miller of N. Y., ance, 
Call, n. Mitchell. Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Wis. ary Morrill, es 
Coke, Hill of Colorado, Platt, Voorhees, 
De 8 Johnston. . Willem, 

wes, ol „ 
Fair, Jonas, Rollins, Windom. 
Ferry, Kellogg, 
Frye, Logan, Sawyer, 

NAYS—38. 
Beck, Jackson, 
Brown, — Maxey, Pd 
ABSENT—22. 
Edm MoPherson, 
Butler, mo Jones of Florida, Plumb, 
Jones of Nevada, bury, 

Cameron of Pa,, Lamar, erman. 
Davis of Mino; Grover, Hal. 
Davis of W. Va., Hill of Georgia, Me. = 


So the bill was passed. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. GEORGE, on his own motion, was granted an indefinite leave 
of absence. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
On motion of Mr. ALLISON, it was 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
LAND DISTRICT IN COLORADO. 

Mr. BROWN. I now call up Senate bill No. 60, which is No. 20 in 
the Order of Business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the first bill, unless some 
one wishes to take up the bills which are numbered 4, 5, 8, 9, 10, 
and 14 in the Order of Business, which have been passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is that the bill about a school-fund? 

Mr. BROWN. It isin reference to a right of way across the Choc- 
taw country. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado. I would ask the Senator from Georgia to 
yield to me about five minutes, to take up a bill which was passed 
over without prejudice at my own request a day or two ago, upon 
which there will be no debate. 

Mr. BROWN. If there is to be no debate, and it does not take 
more than five minutes, I consent, but not otherwise. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It is not understood that the other bill has been 
taken up, I presume? 

The PRESIDENT tempore, Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAWLEY. No, sir; I was rising to state my objection when 
the Senator from Colorado stepped in. 

Mr. BROWN. Before we discuss that I am willing the Senator 
from Colorado may proceed with his bill if it will not take more than 


five minutes. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado. I call up Senate bill No. 28. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 28) to create an additional land district in the State 
of Colorado. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
an amendment, in line 19 of section 1, to strike out ‘“‘ southwestern” 
and insert“ Durango;“ so as to read: a new land district, to be 
called the Durango land district,” &. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado. I offer an amendment which has relation 
merely to the boundaries of the district. I move to strike out, after 
the word “ to,“ in line 6 of section 1, the words: 

The crest of the continental divide, in township 32 north, range 3 east of the 
New Mexico meridian ; 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 


A point where the line between ranges 2 and 3 of the New Mexico meridian 
intersects the same; thence north on the said range line to the intersection of the 
crest of the continental divide. 

to. 


The amendment was 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
eorne er be eagriaied for ( reed Vie 
e bill was orde: to en, or a thi ing, 
third time, and passed. 
SAINT LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY. 
Mr. BROWN. Now I call up the bill (S. No. 60) ratifying the act 
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of the General Coyncil of the Choctaw Nation of Indians granting to 
the Saint Louis and San Francisco Railway Company right of way 
for a railroad and telegraph line through that nation. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Georgia asks the Senate to take 
np Senate bill No. 60, Order of Business No. 20. That bill was re- 
ported early in the session, and upon a motion or request or a 
ment between myself and the Senator from Texas [Mr. Maxry was 
recommitted with the understanding that it should not lose its place. 
The bill that the committee has reported back is a complete sub- 
stitute for the original bill, a very serious change in the manner of 
reaching the purpose aimed at, and one that the 8 ought to give 
serious consideration to. 

I only rise now to say to the Senator from Texas that if he will let 
this bill go over until Monday I will make no objection to its bein 
taken up then. I do not know any other member of the Railro: 
Committee who is likely to state his criticisms and objections but 
myself, and I have some serious criticisms that I wish to lay before 
the Senate. I was out of town yesterday and was not aware of the 
notice given by the Senator from Georgia that he would call this bill 
up to-day, and my papers are not all here. I do this, as the Senator 
can see, not in any spirit of factious opposition, but because [ am 
not ready, and I must if the bill is called up state some very serious 
objections, at any rate lay before the Senate some considerations to 
show that it ought not to pass lightly. 

I do not make this suggestion in the form of a formal objection, for 
the fear that it might throw the bill to the foot of the Calendar. 
Would that be the effect of it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would if there was a formal 
objection, unless a majority should order otherwise. 

Ir. HAWLEY. I do not wish to make a formal objection. 

Mr. MAXEY. Senate bill No. 60 was introduced by me on the 5th 
of December, 1881. That was the first day of the session. It was 
in due course, upon the appointment of the Committee on Railroads, 
referred to that committee. On the 15th of December that bill was 
reported back from the committee through the Senator from Georgia, 
without amendment, and it stood upon the Calendar as Order of Busi- 
ness No. 20. So it stood seeking its opportunity and time until on 
the 19th of January the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY 
stated to the Senate that as a member of that committee he woul 
like to look further into it, because from circumstances he had not 
had the opportunity of being present when the bill was considered 
in committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There were further reasons and very serious ones 
besides that. 

Mr. MAXEY. At that time I said to the Senator from Connecticut 
that I had no desire on earth to take any advantage of him or any- 
body else, and if he wished further investigation in the committee 
I was willing to nt it, provided the bill did not lose its place on 
the Calendar. That by general understanding was the agreement, 
Now, I think I am the last man to violate the courtesy due front 
one Senator to another, This morning the Senator gives reasons 
why he is not prepared to go on with the case now, but is willing to 
aid in bringing the bill up for consideration on next Monday. Now, 
I desire to say to the Senator that I want him to have all the authori- 
ties he wishes, I want to have them presented here ; let them be laid 
before the Senate, and I pro on behalf of the bill to be prepared 
to meet anything that may be presented. This bill is high up on 
the Calendar; it does involve serious and most important questions, 
and if the Senate will give a hearing to this bill on Monday, I shall 
be perfectly satisfied, provided, of course, the Senator from Georgia 
agrees. I do not propose to interfere at all with him. I only men- 
tion that from the fact that I introduced the bill. If we can get a 
hearing of the case on Monday, in order to allow the Senator from 
Connecticut to have his authorities here, Iam perfectly willing to 
ineet the issue on Monday; but I do not want any further delay. 
The Senator from Connecticut has caused all the delay we have had. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be called up under 
the Anthony rule on Monday. 

Mr. MAXEY. We all understand the effect of an objection. We 
want the control of the case, and I think we are entitled toit. In 
addition to that, I want to say to the Senate now that in this matter 
my colleague and myself are acting under the instructions of our 
State. It is a matter of the utmost importance to the State of 
Texas. The Senators from Missouri are acting under instructions 
from their State. It is a matter of the utmost importance to many 
States that there should be an early consideration of this bill. 

ĮI want to state to the Senator from Connecticut why I am so anx- 
ious about it, and why I regret this more than two months’ delay. 
The bill when brought before the Senate, in my judgment, will pass 
this body, and the earlier it gos to the House the better. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ishould like to argue the question as far as that is 
concerned, if the Senator is going on with it. He is creating evi- 
dently the impression that the bill will go through without objec- 
tion. 

Mr. MAXEY. The sooner the bill goes to the House the sooner it 
will pass finally, and for that reason I am exceedingly anxious to 
have action on the bill here in order that the other House may havea 
chance to take up the bill and act on it at an early day. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It not only concerns the States of Texas and 


Missouri but it concerns the United States that it shall not hastily 
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take action which reverses entirely its policy hitherto on this most 
important railroad question that is before us. 
r. MAXEY. It is in pursuance of the policy of the United States 
as announced in every decision of the Supreme Court on the subject. 
Mr. BROWN. In behalf of the committee I make no objection to 
the bill being passed over until Monday with the understanding that 
it is to be called up at the end of the morning hour on Monday. As 
stated by the Senator from Texas, we have had this matter under 
consideration for a long time, and it is time it should be disposed of. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no bill that has prefer- 
ence, the Senator may call it up on Monday, because it is passed over 
without prejudice, but it will be subject to all the provisions of the 
Anthony rule, pabject to objection and to a vote of the Senate. 
Mr. BROWN. e do not want it taken up subject to the Anthony 
rule, because the Senator from Connecticut knows that it involves 
very important questions that one cannot discuss in a five-minute 


speech. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. We are proceeding now under the 
Anthony rule. 

Mr. EY. I will state that from its position on the Calendar 
the bill will be entitled to be called on Monday if we get through 
the tariff-commission bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be entitled to be called up 
under the Anthony rule. 

Mr. BROWN. At the end of proceedings underthe Anthony rule, 
shall we not be entitled to call it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No, sir; the vote of the Senate will 
decide what they will take up and consider. 

Mr. BROWN. Do we not go to the Calendar? 

= HOAR. Will not the matter stand on Monday just asit does 
now 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Exactly. 

Mr. HOAR. Andif it comes under the Anthony rule and requires 
more than five minutes’ debate, the Senator can make his motion then 
just as well as he can make it now. It would not do any good to 
make it now, because in ten minutes the tariff-commission bill will 
cone up, and the Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER] has the floor 
on that. 

Mr. BROWN. I know we have not time to discuss it now. 

Mr. MAXEY. Thatis one of the reasons I agreed to this going over 
until Monday. 

Mr. HOAR. I object to further discussion, as it is killing other 
bills which might be passed. 

Mr. BROWN. I have no disposition to kill anybody’s bill. 


SUPPLIES TO SIOUX INDIANS IN 1862. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I ask for the consideration of Order 
of Business No. 25, being Senate bill No. 36. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 36) to anthorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to ascertain the amounts due to citizens of the United States for sup- 
plies furnished to the Sioux or Dakota Indians of Minnesota subse- 
quent to August, 1860, and prior to the massacre of August, 1862, and 
providing for the payment thereof. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I proposed some amendments that 
were adopted heretofore in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BECK. One objection 1 make to the bill (though I do not care 
about making a formal objection) is that there is no fund in the 
Treasury known as the Wahpaton Sioux fund. There is no such 
fund in the Treasury. When those people went vo war their annui- 
ties were stopped, their lands were taken, and their money was put 
into the Treasury. Itis money in the Treasury of the United States, 
and there is no such fund as that stated in the bill, as I understand, 
and it ought not to be referred to in that way. That money is as much 
the money of the United States as any other money now in the Treas- 


ury. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The bill was prepared by the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, and it seems, although this fund was coy- 
ered into the Treasury, that an account is still kept of it. I donot 
know under what arrangement it is done, but that is the fact. 

ee BECK. There isno such account in the Treasury, as I under- 
stand. 

Mr. JACKSON. In reference to that matter the claimants proved 
a claim against that fund before it was forfeited. 

Mr. BECK. They had no claim against any fund; they had a claim 
against the Treasury of the United States, because the law prohib- 
ited traders trading with the Indians on credit. 

Mr. JACKSON. This was done under the direction of the Indian 
agent at this point, and was done for the purpose of preventing the 
very Indian outbreak that subsequently took place by reason of the 
failure of the Government to go forward with their annuities. 

Mr. BECK. That I believe to be true. I believe there is merit in 
the claim; the more I have looked at it the more I think so; but 
there never was a separate fund of this kind in the Treasury. There 
is much difficulty about taking this money from whatever remnant 
of the fund of the Indians may remain. If you want to pay these 
men, pay them out of the Treasury. The difficulty is in directin 
payment out of a separate fund when there is no such fund kept. If 
the money is due, payis out of the Treasury. 

Mr. JACKSON. t does not go to the merits of the claim at all, 


` 
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Mr. BECK. It does not; and after some examination and inquiry 
of the Senator from Wisconsin and other Senators from the North- 
west I am satisfied there is merit in the claim, I doubt very much 
whether the Secretary of the Interior ought not to adjust the claim, 
as is done in the Quartermaster’s Department, and then send it here 


for payment after it isadjusted. That is the only practical question 
about it. The claim ought to be adjusted and, if just, paid out of the 
‘Treasury of the United States. But I will not make any other ques- 


tion except that I think it had better be paid out of the Treasury 
instead of directing it to be paid out of the separate fund. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Does the Senator desire to amend 
the bill in that respect ? F 

Mr. BECK. I would strike out the direction to be paid out of a 
special fund. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I have no objection to amending 
the bill in that regard. I move to strike out the first proviso in the 
second section : 

Provided, shall be charged to the confiscated or forfeited funds of 
the — — Modawakantes, and Wahpakoota bands of the Dakota 
or Sioux Indians. 

The provision is that the money shall be charged to that fund. 

Mr. BECK. If it is charged to a particular fund, and there is no 
such fund, they will never get the money. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Very well. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There was an amendment proposed 
to strike out the word.“ 8 in line 6 of section 1. e Chair 
is not certain that it has been acted on, He will put the question. 

The amendment was d to. 

Mr. BECK. The proviso being stricken out, I move to insert the 
words “out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated.” I move that amendment to come in after the word ap- 
propriated,” in line 6 of section 2. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

WARRANTS IN CUSTOMS CASES, 


Mr. MORRILL. I now ask that the House bill on the same sub- 
ject shall take the place of the next bill on the Calendar, which is 
the bill (S. No. 1064) to amend section 3066, of chapter 10, title 34, 
of the Revised Statutes, and that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the House bill, which is the bill (H. R. No. 5221) to amend 
section 3066 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. It is 
identically the same bill, word for word, and has been passed by 
the House. It is simply amending the statutes, so that some other 
officers besides justices of the peace may perform the duty of a justice 
in issuing warrants in New York. There are no justices of the peace 
in the city of New York. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill is No. 28 in the Order 
of Business, being the bill (S. No. 111) for the relief of Albert H. 
Emery. 

Mr. HOAR. The bill suggested by the Senator from Vermont will 
not take a minute after it is read. It is one of those matter-of-course 
things that nobody will object to. 

Mr. FAIR. If that is all, I shall not object. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 5221) to amend section: of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States. It proposes to amend the section so as to 


Sec. 3066. If any collector, naval officer, surveyor, or other person specially ap- 
pointed by either of them, or inspector, shall have canse to suspect a concealment 
of any merchandise in any particular dwelling-house, store-buil or other place, 
they or eitherof them, npon proper application on oath to any justice of the 4 
ordistrict Jud; of cities, police justice, or any judge of thecircuit or district court 
of the United States, or any commissioner of the United States circuit court, shall 
be entitled to a warrant to enter such house, store, or other place, in the day-time 
only, and there to search for such merchandise, and, if any shail be found, to seize 
and secure the same for trial; and all such merchandise upon which the duties 
shall not have been paid, or secured to be paid, shall be forfeited. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment and ordered 
to a third reading. : 

Mr. CALL. It seems to me that bill is not sufficiently guarded. 
It speaks of a collector having cause to suspect. Why not require 
it to be reasonable cause ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has closed. 

Mr. BAYARD. This is only an addition to the officers by whom 
affidavit may be made. 

Mr. MORRILL. Ihave a communication from the Secretary of 
the Trea: and one also from the collector of New York. 

Mr. CALL. I have no objection to the bill going on if the Senate 
see fit to consider it, but it strikes me that the bill is not within the 
terms of the Constitution. It says that “if any collector * * * 
shall have cause to suspect.” The simple question is, is that rea- 
sonable canse for the issue of a warrant under the Constitution? 

Mr. MORRILL. That is the existing law, and this ony provides 
that a circuit or district judge may perform the duties of a justice 


of the Roce 
ECK. The bill will not lose its place by going over. 


Mr, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not lose its place by going 


over until Monday morning, when it will come up. The Chair lays 
before the Senate the unfinished business. 


THE GARFIELD MEMORIAL ADDRESS. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I wish to make a report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will receive it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. TheCommittee on Printing, to which was referred 
the joint resolution (S. R. No. 53) for the printing of the memorial 
address on the life and character of James A. Garfield, late President 
of the United States, has had the same under consideration and in- 
structed me to report it with amendments, I ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Printing was, 
in line 3, after “thirty,” to insert ‘one ;” so as to read: 

That there be printed thirty-one thousand copies. 

The amendment was a to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘ Senate,” in line 8, to 
strike out the word ‘‘and.” 

The amendment was to. x 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘ Representatives,” in 
line 9, to insert: 

Five hundred copies shall be for the use of the Departmentof State; 250 copies 
shall be for the use of Mrs. Lucretia R. Garfield; and 250 copies shall be for the 
use of Hon. James G. Blaine. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 


TARIFF AND TAX COMMISSION. 


_ The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 22) to provide for the appointment of a com- 
mission to investigate the question of the tariff and internal- revenue 


laws. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Mr. President 

Mr. BECK. Will the Senator permit me to say a word? I said 
yesterday that perhaps I should say something to-day in reply to the 

nator from Maine, PMr. FRYE, ] but after looking over his remarks 
this morning I do not desire to do so. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York. Mr. President, I had not expected to 
speak on the question of the tariff until a complete bill for its revision 

ould have been prepared and presented to this body. A week ago 
to-day, when the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] made what 
might be termed the closing speech upon this side of the question, I 
was entirely ready then to have voted upon the bill; but the honor- 
able Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. BECK, ] the champion and leader 
of the free-trade forces in this body, thought it necessary to reply to 
that speech, and thus the flood-gates of debate were again opened 
on this much-diseussed question. Under these circumstances I have 
thought it proper at this time to speak upon the tariff, and give some 
reasons why I believe in protection—reasons which I think are held 
by a great majority of the people of my own State. As I have fol- 
lowed this debate through many weeks—and nearly all the speeches 
have been made in favor of free trade, (all except two, I believe)—l 
have noticed that the speeches have had relation to the tariff per se, 
and that the question of the appointment of a commission has scarcely 
been touched upon. ~ 

Mr. President, thus early in my career in this body I have no de- 
sire to evade or infringe upon its precedents; and taking these prece- 
dents, I shall confine my remarks chiefly to the subject of the tariff 
as a whole, digressing only for a few moments to touch upon the 

rovisions of the commission bill. As I have followed the debate I 

ave noticed that nearly all, in fact I think all, who have spoken 
upon the side of fre trade have brought up the same objection—the 
constitutional objection; and they have with one accord declared 
that imposts on foreign goods can only be levied for revenue; that, 
in other words, there is no constitutional power to legislate upon the 
subject of protection to home industries. As I have read the early 
legislative history of this country I have wondered why it is that 
our brethren in the South have fallen into what seems to me to be a 
fundamental error. I shall not attempt to discuss the constitutional 
question, which has been settled long ago by able constitutional 
lawyers. It has been determined also by the common consent of Con- 
grote and of the people. Among the first laws that were passed by 
the first Congress which met under our Constitution related to the 
tariff. That Congress contained among its members many of the 
men who had taken part in framing the Constitution and in the de- 
bates which took place in every State on its adoption; and it may 
be supposed that these men had some ideas of what the Constitution 
permitted, The first bill on this subject which was passed by Con- 
gress had this preamble: 

Whereas it is necessary for the sup: 
the debts of the United States, and 
factures, that duties be laid, &c. 

If the United States has not the power throngh its legislation to 
protect home industries, then, Mr. President, it lacks one of the great 
essentials of a sovereign government. This power exists in every 


of the Government, for the discharge of 
e encouragement and protection of manu - 
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other nation in the world, which at some period during its history has 
exercised it. I think we may assume that this question is settled, 
and has been settled for a long time. I have wondered why it was 
that our friends from the South with one accord have made this con- 
stitutional objection, and it has occurred to me that perhaps as they 
have lived under two constitutions, they have become somewhat 
mixed, possibly mixed as were the babes in Pinafore, so that even 
now they cannot distinguish which constitution they are living 
under. I hold in my hands what purports to have been the consti- 
tution of the late Confederate States of America, and in that I read, 
in section 8, these words: 

But no bounties shall be ted from the treasury, nor shall any duties or taxes 
on importations from fo: nations be laid to promote or foster any branch of 
industry ; and all duties, imposts, and excises be uniform throughout the 
Confederate States 

It has occurred to me that perhaps some of our friends on the other 
side have had that constitution so instilled into their minds that in- 
advertently they have thought they were still operating under it. I 
merely throw this out as a suggestion. 

As ï have followed this debate, I have regretted to see that the 
theory of free trade has found its only advocates upon this flooramong 
gentlemen representing the Southern States. I ay Iregret that, be- 
cause I believe that the South to-day and the South for the past fifty 
years has been suffering because she has believed in free trade, and 
because, so far as her own industries are concerned, she has attempted 
to live up to that belief. But to-day a new theory in the South is 
asserting itself, and all over that part of our country we see new in- 
dustries springing into life, a new era has come to the people; and, 
while I shall not attempt to prophesy, I will say that in my 1 
that portion of the next House of Representatives that shall come up 
here from the South will contain among its members more than a score 
of men who favor protection, and instead of that class of men being 
left at home, as we have been told they would be bj the Senator from 
Kentucky, I apprehend that unless someof the gentlemen on the other 
side of the question shall mend their theories it will be their fate to 
be left at home rather than the protectionists. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 
When he expects members from the South to be returned with this 
new idea, does he expect them to be instructed in favor of the tariff 
on wood-pulp f 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Mr. President, I had hoped that, asa 
new member of this body and as one unaccustomed to public speak- 
ing as 1 am, I should be permitted to make my argument on this 

uestion without interruption; butas the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. 

ORGAN] has seen tit to bring into this debate a personal question 
and to throw at me a fling which has been thrown at me by many 
free-trade coda et Hey, I tell him, here and now, that I am ready to 
meet the issue, and if he thinks to cow me or to drive me out of my 
position by any such insinuation as that he makes, he mistakes his 
man. 

Sir, I have said nothing about wood-pulp; but if the gentleman 
wants to go into a discussion of that matter I am prepared to meet 
it at this time or at any other time; and I will say to him that I be- 
lieve the southern people, the people of Georgia and Alabama in 
particular, who are greatly interested in the manufacture of cotton 
and of iron, will see to it that they are represented not only in the 
other House but upon this floor as well by men who believe in devel- 
oping the t resources of the rich and fertile South. 

Mr. MORGAN . Mr. President, if the Senator from New York will 
indulge me, the Senator from New York undertakes to predict—— 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Mr. President, I must ask that Imay 
be permitted to go on with my remarks. When I shall have finished 
them, if the Senator from Alabama has any questions to ask me about 
wood-pulp, or about paper, or about any other manufacturing indus- 
try with which I am familiar, I shall be most happy to have him ask 
those questions, and I will then answer, and I hope he will be pres- 
ent in the Chamber when I shall have finished my remarks. 

Mr. President, the issue of free trade and protection cannot be 
settled by any off-hand declarations of the devotees of either theory. 
Political economy is not one of the exact sciences, and we cannot 
determine this question by @ priori reasoning or by abstract logic. 
We are bound in the investigation of the question to look at the his. 
tory of other nations, to look at our own past history, and bringing 
all the circumstances and conditions together, to then ask ourselves 
whether free trade or protection will give us the better development 
and the greater prosperity in this country; and if upon a fair con- 
sideration of the question it shall be shown that free trade will give 
us better development, that it will bring greater profit and prosperity 
to all the various classes of the American people, then let free trade 

revail. But if, on the other hand, in considering these conditions, 
it can be shown that protection to home industries will more fully 
and completely develop all the resources of this country, then I 
have no doubt what the judgment will be. The people have already 
spoken upon the question. ey spoke upon it most emphatically 


in the campaign of 1880. They spoke upon it in my own State in 
umnistakable terms. 

I say, then, Mr. President, we must consider all the surroundings. 
The gentlemen who have favored free trade have had one set argu- 
ment and one set illustration in all this debate. They have referred 
ns to England; told us to look at her wonderful prosperity during 
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the past twenty years, in which she has had free trade substantially. 
I admit that it is perfectly legitimate to thus call our attention to 
the condition of England, but before that can be made a precedent 
for us to follow, we must see whether the conditions which surround 
England and the conditions which exist in this country are the 
same, and then ask ourselves if we are yet in a condition where we 
can adopt the theory of England. 

Let me refer briefly to the historical record on this question in 
England. It must not be supposed that she has been for any length 
of time an advocate of the doctrine of free trade. For fully five 
hundred years, from the time of Edward III, England maintained 
the most absdlutely protective, I may say prohibitory, tariff that 
the world has ever known. Her position previous to that was 
among the lowest nations of Europe. 

Manufactures in France, in the Netherlands, and other parts of 
Europe were far in advance of those of England, but under the 
wise protective measures adopted by Edward she began to improve. 
She imported large numbers of skilled mechanics from Holland and 
France, and by her protective laws she built up great industries. 
But it took five hundred years to bring England to a condition where 
she was prepared to declare for free trade. And how came it about 
then? It is within the memory of all of us that this movement began 
in opposition to the duties upon the importation of wheat and pro- 
visions, known as the anti-corn-law agitation, and which was chiefly 
conducted by Cobden and Bright. The condition of England at 
that period was this: she had grown in her manufacturing indus- 
tries and increased in population until her little island could no longer 
supply the wants of her people. She had passed the point of requir- 
ing for her own use all her manufactures, and, on the other hand, she 
needed food for her ple; she wanted markets for her products, 
and with this to obtain food supplies. Breadstuffs were dear, and it 
was impossible for the laboring-man to live on his pittance of wages. 
Then the movement began for the repeal of the duties upon wheat 
and other provisions, and after an agitation of nearly twenty years 
these duties were repealed. And along with this movement came 
the other movement for the repeal of duties on manufactured articles. 
England was then in a condition, owing to her previous protective 
system, when she could well afford to do this. She repealed a large 
part of the duties upon manufactured and entirely upon raw 
materials, and then appealed to other nations to do likewise; and 
from that day to this, for about twenty years, she has been preach- 
ing the doctrine of free trade to the world. 

ngland has prospered under free trade. This fact cannot and need 
not be denied for the benefit of our ar, ent. England territorially 
is but little larger than the State of New York. She has within her 
borders but few raw materials, chiefly coal and iron ore. When she 
began the practice of free trade she found it necessary to bring into 
her dominion raw materials from all parts of the world. She aspired 
to make herself the workshop and the manufactory of the world, and 
for this purpose she has increased her mercantile marine, she has 
granted subsidies to steamships, she has sent out her commercial 
agents to all the countries, her merchants and bankers going into 
every quarter of the globe to gain markets for her goods and to collect 
raw materials; thus taking her products into other lands and shippin 
back raw materials, making large profits upon the manufactures, an 
getting revenue from the carrying of goods both ways. Thusshe has 
gone on prosperously for two decades. 

But how are we situated to-day, and what is our condition? It 
is scarcely a hundred years since we began manufacturing. Wehave 
a country of vast extent and resources, our thirty-eight States, be- 
sides the Territories, all having within their borders various raw 
materials—in some, iron; in some, coal; in some, copper; some pro- 
ducing cotton, others producing wool. We have in fact a customs 
union of our own; we have a Zollverein practically the same as the 
German Empire; and among all these various States and Territories 
there is absolute and perfect free trade. With all these vast re- 
sources, requiring development, requiring capital and skill to de- 
velop them, if we were to adopt the free-trade policy of Great Brit- 
ain to-day we should find ourselves stranded. With her vast capital 
and experience, the accumulation and advantages of hundr of 
years, as already indicated, it would not be possible for us to main- 
tain ourselves in opposition to her. 

Thus we see, Mr. President, that the theory of Great Britain for 
the E twenty years cannot be taken as an example for us to follow. 
We have yet almost infinite resources of wealth, which require vast 
experience and capital for their development. How long it may be be- 
fore we shall have arrived at a period where our manufacturing estab- 
lishments can live and prosper in open and free competition with Great 
Britain I am not prepared to say. Doubtless we are rapidly approach- 
ing that condition; but if it could be shown that we have already 
arrived at that point, would it then be wise that we should remove 
all our import taxes and allow foreign goods to come in free? I 
think not, and my reason is this: American manufacturing estab- 
lishments add vastly to the wealth of the country, and pay a large 
proportion of its taxes, not only national but State, municipal, and 

ocal. And these industries also give employment to a very large 

part of our people, affording diversified employment and giving sco 

to all capacities, and, as is well known, presiding. not only all the 

e ee but many of the luxuries of life enjoyed by no other 
ion. 
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Were we to adopt free trade, foreigners coming here to sell their 
manufactured goods would have all the benefits of the protection 
afforded by Government without contributing to its support, and it 


is certainly a wise policy that they should be required to bear some 
part of our burdens and to divide with us the necessary taxation if 
they are toshare in the advantages of our markets. 

Let us look at some of the assertions of the free-traders and point 
out some of their fallacies. We have been told by several Senators 
that all foreign trade is simply barter; that we cannot hope to sell 
to other nations unless we buy from them in like quantities and in 
like values. Let us see how the foreign-trade statisties of the United 
States bear upon this question. e balance of trade against us 
with Cuba is in round numbers $51,600,000; the balance of trade 
against us with Brazil is $43,500,000; with the British East Indies 
317,000,000 ; with China $16,800,000; with Japan $12,700,000, and so 
on with a large number of other countries. The balance of trade 
against us with nations from which we buy more than we sell to 
them aggregates $181,900,000. How can this be said te be commerce 
carried on solely by barter? All this balance against us is settled in 
gold. But let us turn to the other side of the ledger, and see what 
the balance in our favor is with other nations to which countries we 
export more than we import from them. The excess of exports over 
imports from the United States to Great Britain is in round numbers 
$306,600,000; with France, $24,400,000; with Belgium, $23,700,000 ; 
with Germany, $17,200,000, and so on with nearly all the European 
countries. The grand total in this class, of the excess of exports 
over imports, gang $441,675,687. 

Mr. President, the assertion is without any foundation whatever. 
England buys herraw materials whereshe can buy cheapest ; England 
buys her food products where she can buy them cheapest.. The 
United States buys her sugar where she can buy it cheapest. She 
buys her tea and coffee, her raw silks and raw rubber where she can 
buy them cheapest, without any regard to whether other countries 
take our wheat and our corn and our bacon. Foreign trade in this 
age of the world cannot be said, in any such sense as gentlemen have 
put it on the other side, to be a simple barter. If it were, our trade 
with varions countries would be entirely destroyed. 

Thestatement put forth as an axiom by the opposition, and it is given 
as their cardinal principle, as their declaration of independence, is 
the right to buy in the cheapest and to sell in the dearest market. 
No one will question the correctness ofthat statement; but the opposi- 
tion 8 to tell us that it is only by free trade that result can be 
produced. Right there I join issue with them. Free trade would 
compel us to buy in the dearest and sell in the cheapest market. 

Assuming that free trade would close up a large part of the manu- 
facturing establishments in this country, the result certainly would 
be to throw out of en resin millions of laboring-men who are 
now protitably engaged in manufacturing establishments and to 
put them upon farms. What would be the result? An enormous 
increase of agricultural products. Where would this great surplus 
tind market? Nowhere, except in Europe. Europe has no use for 
any such surplus, She does not to-day take our surplus, and has 
not been taking it for six months; but if we were to throw upon her 
markets 50 or even 25 per cent. more wheat and provisions t we 
are now throwing upon them, the market would be broken down 
and prices be reduced from 50 to 25 per cent. at once, and then the 
American agriculturist, after having transported his wheat and his 
provisions three or four thousand miles across the ocean to a for- 
eign market, would find himself absolutely in the power of foreign 
buyers, and would be compelled to take their price, whatever it 
might be—certainly it would not be a dear market. After he had 
sold these agricultural products he must supply himself with manu- 
factured goods, but if the great home manufactories had been closed, 
what would be the price then in foreign markets? Would there not 
be a foreign monopoly of the business, and would not shrewd busi- 
ness men at once advance prices? Unquestionably they would; and 
with the small price which the farmer had received for his agricult- 
ural products he would then be compelled to buy his clothing and 
farming utensils in the very dearest market. Hence this axiom, 
which we are told can only be carried out by free trade, would pro- 
duce directly the opposite results. 

In fact the proposition that American manufacturers should look 
to the foreign market as their chief outlet is simply absurd, when 
to-day under the present condition of affairs more than 90 per cent. 
of our agricultural products of all kinds are consumed in this coun- 
try. It comes largely then to be a question of freight, whether it be 
cheaper to transport all our extra wheat and corn, all our extra cot- 
ton and wool, all our coal and iron ores over to the little island of 
Great Britain, and there lay them down at England’s feet, and say 
to her, „Take our extra agricultural products for the support of 
your laborers; take our raw materials, manufacture them, and re- 
turn them to us, permitting us to pay freight both ways and to pay 
commissions to half a dozen of your middle-men.” The result of that 
pronably wonld be very similar to the experience of the farmer in the 

istant West, who sent a not over bright boy on horseback to mill 
with a-bag of wheat. After a day’s absence and travel the boy re- 
turned with a little meal in one corner of the b: Having tired of 
carrying the bag full, he had exchanged with the miller and brought 
back the toll, leaving the miller the grist. That is exactly what 


free trade would do for us. We would carry all our surplus products 
to England, pour them into her lap, and say, You take the grist, 
and give us the toll.” 

ile England for the past twenty years has been having sub- 
stantially free trade, and while she has prospered under it, the 
United States for the same length of time have had full protection. 
What has been the result? Has it been to the injury of the farmers 
of this country? Has it decreased the poma of agriculture? Has 
it decreased in any way the products of the farm? Let us see how 
it has affected our export trade in farm products. Let ussee whether 
we were more prosperous under free trade than we have been under pro- 
tection. In 1860 we exported breadstuffs to the value of $24,400,000. 
Gradually from 1860 to the present time, the amount has been in- 
creasing, and in 1881 we Spy $270,000,000 in breadstuffs. In 
provisions in 1860 we exported $16,600,000, and in 1881 we exported 
5151,500,000. In dairy products we exported of butter, in 1860, 
7,000,000 pounds, and in 1880, 38,000,000 pounds; and of cheese, in 
1860, 15,000,000 pounds, and in 1830, 141,000,000 pounds. So I might 
go over the entire list of agricultural products to show that during 
the past twenty years of protection our export trade in farm products 
has been constantly and rapidly increasing. 

But let us look at some of the grand total results of agriculture 
between the year 1860 and 1880, as shown by the census. In 1860 
we produced 173,000,000 bushels of wheat; in 1880 we 1 5 7 
440,000,000 bushels of wheat. In 1860 we produced 838,000,000 bush- 
els of corn; in 1880, 1,450,000,000 bushels. Of wool, the product in 
1860 was 60,000,000 pounds; in 1880, 250,000,000 pounds. While 
England has been growing under free trade, we have also under pro- 


tection been growing, and at an unexampled rate, far surpassin 
that of any other nation, or of our own growth in any other peri 
of our history. 


But we are told that unless we ee our theory England will 
cease to take our products; that she will retaliate by putting duties 
upon our farm products and our manufactured goods. Ihave no fear 
of that; I give no regard to it. She is a sovereign nation and can do 
as she pleases; but for one I do not believe that England is likely to 
change her theory or her practice upon this question in any respect. 
She cannot afford to do it. To-day she is able to produce of manu- 
factured goods as much as one-third of the entire population of this 
globe can use. Can she close her doors? Can she put a duty upon 
raw materials coming from any other country? Can she put a duty 
upon the products of the farm which her laboring-men, her mechan- 
ics, require ? 

No, sir; she cannot do it. 3 there is a little agitation in 
England upon what is called fair trade, yet I predict that no party in 
England which attempts to change her policy can long sustain itself. 
The circumstances surrounding England, as I have before stated, are 
such as to absolutely prevent it. To-day she is beginning to feel the 
bands which are tightening around her. Her system of trade with 
her colonies has been such that finally one colony after another has 
closed its doors against her. Canada has done it; Australia has done 
it; and to-day she is in want of foreign markets. She dare not close 
her doors against any part of the world; and if she did it would not 
affect us or any other country that might be competing for the man- 
ufacturing trade of the world. We are not competing in any sense 
for the manufacturing trade of England, but we are competing and 
have to meet England in South America, in the West Indies, and in 
the Orient, and there contest for the trade of the world. 

The subject of wages has taken a very important part in the dis- 
cussion of this question thus far. Two of the Senators upon the other 
side, and perhaps more, have boldly asserted that the wages of Amer- 
ican laborers are no higher, if as high, as those in European countries. 
They have also asserted that if the wages were higher here it would 
be of no benefit, because the increased expense of living to working- 
men was such as to more than counterbalance any difference in wages. 
Gentlemen have referred to a late report upon the cotton-goods trade 
to substantiate their assertions. It has been my fortune to visit Eu- 
rope repeatedly, and to spend many months in some of her largest 
manufacturing establishments, and I know something of how labor- 
ing-men live in Europe and what their wages are, outside of consular 
reports. I make the assertion here now, and I shall attempt to prove 
it, that labor to-day in the United States, taken as a whole, skilled 
labor and common labor, is paid not less than 100 per cent. more than 
it is paid in England, upon an average, and that so far as the conti- 
nent is concerned the rate of wages to-day in this country is fully 200 
per cent. higher than it is there. I say I propose to prove this fact. 

hold here some of the consular reports to which gentlemen on the 
other side have referred. I have here what is called the State of Labor 
in Europe in the year 1878. Let us see something in regard to the 
rate of wages in France at that time. I read from the report: 

The report of the consulate-general at Paris gives the av daily w: 
> a France as forty-five cents, and the average annual income of the 
typical French family—father, mother, and five children, one of the latter old 
enough to work—as $180. 

So much for the rate of wages in France. Let us take one of the 
reports from our consul at Frankfort-on-the-Main. He says: 


The condition of the laborer is not enviable; his opportunities are few; luxu- 
ries are almost nuknown to him; and he is even obli to use frugally the neces- 
saries of life in order to live upon what he can earn. Butter and meat are luxu- 
ries. The American people would consider such a life bitterly hard and joyless. 
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Then there is given a table of the average weekly wages of agri- 
cultural laborers in Germany : 


r wee 


The rate of wages paid to masons was $8.16 
Kom $12 to $18. And so it goes on through the 


whole list. í 

But it is not necessary for our argument that we should claim that 
the rates of wages in England and in America are not pro nar 
ing to each other. The cotton manufacturers of the Northern States 
have been in competition with the cotton manufacturers of England 
for skilled labor, and we have drawn to our shores many thousands 
of her laboring-men, Asa result she has been compelled to raise the 
wages of her operatives in her cotton-mills to retain this class of 
labor. It is true that the difference in the rate of wages between 
skilled labor in the cotton-mills of England andin the United States 
is not sovery great. Thisarises from the fact that the skilled laborer 
is an intelligent man wherever he may be located, and if he is com- 
pelled to work for $10 a week in England, and learns by the papers 
that he can earn from $15 to $20 in Massachusetts, he, within ten 
days, can transfer himself to Massachusetts and get the higher rate 
of wages. And of necessity the rates of wages of this class in the 
two countries are more nearly equalized. : 

What does the statement that the rates of wages in the cotton- 
mills in England and in the New England States are so nearly equal 
prove? It has proved just what I have said before, that unless the 
tate of wages in the two countries is substantially the same, the 
country paying the higher rate of wages cannot compete with the 
conntry paying the lower rate of wages. As the rate of wages of 
cotton operatives in England and that in the United States more 
nearly approximate each other, what do we find? That the United 
States are putting their cotton goods in foreign markets in direct 
competition with England. If the time shall ever come when the 
same rate of wages shall prevail in England in all branches of man- 
nfacture that prevails here, then undoubtedly we can meet England 
upon an equality in all the markets of the World. 

How is it in jek to the iron trade, which is the great trade, 
the king of all trades, which includes so many thousands of articles, 
from a cambric needle up to a 4,000-ton steamship? The honorable 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] quoted in regard to steel rails 
from the census report made by Mr. James M. Swank. I take it then 
that he regards that report as [pe authority, and I propose to quote 
from it in regard to the rate of wages in the manufacture of iron in 
England and in the United States. 

With reference to w „a single illustration will show the disparity which ex- 
ists in the iron and stee industries of this country and Europe. At Pitts h 
the price of puddling or boiling iron was fixed for one year on the 30th of May, 1881, 
in an agreement between the — 1 and their workmen at a minimum of $5.50 
per ton, the price to be advane the price of bar-iron should advance beyond 
ee a pound. Of the $5.50 the puddler's helper receives about one-third. At 

iladelphia, in an agreement between the employers and their workmen on the 
24th of July, 1880, the minimum price of puddling was tixed for an indefinite period, 
which still continues, at $4 per ton, of which sum the helper receives about one- 
third. When the paco of bar-iron is 2} cents a pound the price of puddling is to 
be $4.50 per ton, the helper to receive about one-third. If the price of bar-iron 
advances beyond 2} cents a pound the price of puddling is to be advanced. The 
Pittsburgh schedule of wages for ewe prevails in the western parts of the 
United States, and the Philadelphia schedule is fairly representative of the wages 

d in eastern rolling-mills. In England the wages of iron and steel workers 
are probably higher than in any other part of Europe. The north of England is 
the principal seat of the iron industry of that country. A board of arbitration and 
conciliation for the mangfactured-iron trade of the north of England adjusts the 
wages of all rolling-milf workmen in the district N the months, upon the 
basis of the average net selling-price.of rolled iron d g the three months pre- 
ceding the month in which the board meets. The av net selling-price of 
rolled iron for the three months which ended on the 30th of June, 1881, (a 
of prosperity and good prices.) was £6 2s. 2d., and the wages of puddlers for the 
three months ning on the ist of August was officially dec to be 7s. per ton, 
or about $1.75, of which sum the puddler's helper, in accordance with the English 
custom, receives about one-third. 

Will the geutlemen upon the other side mark this? The English 
rate was $1.75 per ton, the American rate $5.50 per ton. Does not 
that more than carry out my assertion that the rate of wages in this 
country is fully 100 per cent. ter than in England! 

Thus it is shown from the official records that the difference in the 
rates is much greater than I have stated it to be. In further proof 
of this fact, let mé call one of their own witnesses, the patron saint 
of free trade, David A. Wells. In a late lecture, delivered on the 
8th of February, 1882, in regard to the question of wages, Mr. Wells 
says: 

W. 
oe 


It says: 


in the United States are, as a general 1 
. The difference in rates between the United States and G Britain, 


taking the purchasing power of money into consideration, is not at present very 
considerable, and not near as great as is commonly represented. 

Thus admitting the fact I have asserted, but falling back upon the 
argument of my friend from Kentucky, that notwithstanding the 
wages are higher here than abroad, it does the laboring-man no good, 


because, as he asserts, the cost of living is greater here. Further on 
Mr. Wells Says: 

As respects on the continent, the protectionist may have all the latitude 
he may desire to claim. = á 

Thusthis champion of free trade freely admits what I have claimed, 
I have showa from proof which cannot, I think, be overthown that 
my assertion made in regard to the rate of wages in this country and 
in Europe is proved. The Senator from Kentucky, in one of his 
speeches, seemed to admit this, but he claimed that if wages were 
ee here than in Europe there was a co nding increased cost 
of living, and therefore the laboring-man received no benefit from it. 
And the constantly recurring illustration of woolen bed blankets was 
dragged in again. We were told that in co nence of our tariff 
every laboring-man in this country was taxed at least $2 upon every 
pair of woolen bed blankets, and one would have supposed from the 
amount of interest and sympathy which the Senator threw into this 
thrilling statement that the American laborer found it necessary to 
buy a new pair of woolen bed blankets every time he went to bed. 
If he were to buy the kind spoken of here the other day, a shoddy 
woolen blanket, it might perhaps be necessary that he 14 85 buy a 
new pair at least once a month, but with our home manufactured 
woolen blankets, made out of pure wool, how often does the Ameri- 
can bannnan find it necessary to buy a new pair of woolen 
blankets? ey last more than a life-time; aye, they are handed 
down even to the third and fourth generations? You may go into 
farm-houses anywhere in New England or New York and yon will 
find bed blankets which were owned by the t-grandmothers of 
the pesni generation, and I have no doubt that if many Senators 
on this floor were to turn out their stores they would disclose bed 
blankets which were manufactured a hundred years ago by their 
ee Admit, for the sake of ent, that the American 

boring-man, held up to us as oppressed by taxation, pays 82 tax 
upon every pair of bed blankets. They last him a life-time, and often 
longer, and the difference in the rate of wages he receives enables 
him to pay this tax of $2, if it be a tax, in just two days, and then 
he has all the surplus arising from his higher rate of wages over the 
en laborer to apply to the other necessaries and comforts of 

e. 
But we are told by the free-trader that, although wages are higher 
in this conntry, the laboring-man is not benefited thereby, because 
he has to pay so much more for the clothes which he wears and for 
everything which he uses. Now, let us see how a simple example in 
arithmetic will set that one side. A careful investigation of the ex- 
penses of families of workingmen will show that about t uar- 
ters of all the expenses of our families is for food, and one-quarter 
for clothing and the other expenses of the household. Now, if a 
laboring-man earns $1.50 per day, he will receive in round numbers 
$450 per year. If he expends three-quarters of that for food, it will 
be $337.50, and one-quarter of the whole will be $112.50. Now, if the 
duty upon the clothes which he wears amounts to 40 per cent., he 
might have bought for about $75 what he pays $112.50 for; granted 
that is true. But take off that protective tariff, and your rate of 
wages goes down at once, and a man who has been working for $1.50 
per day will then work for seventy-five cents per day, as he did in 
1859 and 1860, and then he will earn instead of 3450 just 8225. And 
when he has laid ont for his clothing $75, he has $150 left with which 
to buy his food, as against $337.50 under protection. 

I need not go into that question any further. Every intelligent 
workingman knows that he is much better off under the present sys- 
tem than he was under the system which prevailed before 1860. So 
we see that higher wages are paid in this country and that the labor- 
ing-man receives the benefit. 

he Senatorsin opposition have taken all their statistics from a doc- 
ument called The Cotton Goods Trade of the World. I refer to that 
same book to show you how the laboring-man in Europe lives, and 
I ask any fair-minded man to compare it with the condition of the 
similar class in this country. I quote from the report of our consul 
at Manchester, Mr. Shaw. He gives here what he calls a bill-of-fare 
for the English laboring-man. He says: 

The foll * bill-of-fare" was furnished me by the in mt manager of 
Tootal, — Lee & Co.'s model mill at Bolton. Sapes £ 

Here it is, a sumptuous feast, and I invite my free-trade brethren 
on the other side to look at it and then to say whether they want to 
see American labor brought down to this same bill-of-fare: 

Breakfast: bread, butter, tea, with an occasionally. Dinner: potatoes, ba- 
con, cold meat, and bread. Tea: bread and butteror “treacle,” (molasses,) and per- 
haps porridge. Fresh meat once or twice a week, with now and then some extra 
vegetables, while puddings and tarts and a toast of cheese" are luxuries indulged 
in on Sundays sometimes oftener. This substantially furnishes a fair idea of 
the food operatives live upon in Lancashire, 


Then he gives a list of the prices of bread, tea, coffee, &c., all of 
which are much higher than in this country. 

If the gentleman from Kentucky means to say that the American 
laborer is oppressed and does not live better than the English laborer 
as I have described it here, I must conclude that he is entirely igno- 
rant of the manner in which laboring-men live in the North. If the 
Senator will say that the freedmen of the South who are now working 
upon the cotton plantations are living no better than that, I will agree 
with him, because I have been upon those plantations and have seen 
strong, hardy men laboring for from $5 to $8 a month and receiving a 
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simple ration of bacon and corn-meal. But that is not the kind of 
laboring-men we want to see, nor is it the way in which we want to 
see them live; and when the South shall have more fully adopted 
the system of manufactures which prevails in the North, she will find 
that her laboring-men will require better pay, better rations, better 
houses, and better enjoyments of all kinds. 

But how is it with the laboring-men of the North? Look at our 
savings-banks in New Yorkand New England; they are filled to over- 
flowing with the earnings of the laboring-men, It is almost if not 
quite impossible now to invest these funds upon good mortgages bear- 
ing as high a rate of interest as 5 per cent. In all our smaller man- 
ufacturing towns the great majority of our mechanics and laborers 
to-day are the owners of their own little houses and gardens, bought 
and paid for month by month out of the savings of their earnings. 
In all England to-day you can scarcely find a single laboring-man who 
owns in fee-simple a square foot of land; it is next to impossible that 
he should get a title for the same, even if he had the money to pay 
for it. 

But, if the gentleman is not satisfied yet upon the question of dif- 
ference of wages in this country and in Europe, I refer him to the 
800,000 witnesses who have come the past year from that country and 
are to-day scattered over the length and breadth of this land. If he 
thinks that they are too far away and that he cannot arrive at their 
testimony, I ask him only to go to the city of New York and there 
he will find 2,000 witnesses aanne every twenty-four hours in 
Castle Garden, all coming here that they may share in our increased 
advantages and in all the many improvements which come to the 
laboring-man in this omiy 

The 85 ator from Texas [Mr. COKE] denounces the present tariff 
as burdensome and as destructive to the country. Let me refer a 
inpment to his speech. He says: 

Thus the issue is joined between those who favor a revenue tariff and those who 
demand protection, which, while destructive of revenue, lays under most oner- 
ous tribute to comparatively few the labor and earnings of the vast population of 
this country. The time has come for an appeal to the enlightened judgment of 
the country upon this t issue, and for the prope to determine whether or not 
they will longer bear the great burden which yr, neo them and building 
up an aristocratic class to whom they must pay tribute. 

Further on he says of this tariff: 


The tariff under which for twenty years past we bave lived is the most mon- 
strons system of taxation in its burdens upon the great body of the people and its 
bounties to a small per cent. of the whole that this country in all its history, and I 
believe I may add any other country, has ever known. 

Thus he tells us that the country is being destroyed by our ruinous 
system of a tariff; but only a little farther on in his speech he stops 
to give us a most glowing description of the present condition of our 
country. In doing this he employs not his own language but he quotes 
from the London Times. I pro to read a portion of that quota- 
tion, and then to ask the question of every reasonable man whether 
the system under which we have been living for 20 years has been 
burdensome and ruinous to this country, or whether it has been a 
source of great profit and improvement. The Senator quotes from 
the London Times as follows: 

AMERICA’S MAGNIFICENT PROGRESS. 

The details we publish this morning of the 8 facts elicited by last year’s 
census of the United States confirm the impression the original summary of results 
produced. A nation has never exhibited a more magnificent picture of material 
progress for ten years. 

Mind von, this is since 1870. 

Since 1870 more than eleven and a half millions have been added to the popula- 
tion, at a rate of 30 per cent. increase. Except China and Great Britain and 
Russia, no es can count more subjects. In the numberof citizens moved 
by similar impulse, and recognizing common ends, the British Empire itself yields 
to the great Republic. Fifty millions of human beings in a land like America 
more than match the 86,000,000 of European and Asiatic Russia. The 425,000. 
of China are not to be compared with them as a force among mankind. 
growth of a population may generally be understood to imply the growth of wealth 
and resources. 

Then the London Times goes on further, but I will read only the 
closing part of the extract: 

The census itself hardly does justice to the ene 
keeping pace with the rest. The rate in one class of approximates to the 
in another, As the farmers of Minnesota have multiplied 439,706 in 1870 to 
780,707 in 1880, the commercial and mining population of Pennsylvania has risen 
from 3,521,951 to 4,282,738. 

This is the judgment of the greatest London newspaper upon the 
increase of the growth which we have made in the past ten years. 
All those ten years, let me remind the Senator, we have been bur- 
dened with this fearful taxation which is imposed upon us by a pro- 
tective tariff. I leave the Senator from Texas or any other advocate 
of free trade to reconcile these diverse statements. 

We were told by the Senator from Texas, and I think also by the 
Senator from Kentucky, that the tariff, whatever it may be, is added 
to all home manufactures, thereby increasing the price of every home 
produet to the full extent of the duties levied. I will refer to the 
speech of the Senator from Texas. He says: 

During the fiscal year just closed the value of dutiable merchandise imported 
into this 8 from abroad, as the Treasurer's report shows, was $448,061 587.95. 
Upon this merchandise was collected at the custom-houses $193,800,897.67, bein 
an average of 43} per cent.. This is the entire revenue of the Government derived 
from the tariff for the last fiscal year. Now, what amount do the manufacturers 
receive from the tariff? By the census of 1870 it was estimated that 4, 000, 000, 000 
worth of reanufactured articles were consumed annually in the United States. 
The figures for 1880 are not yet published so as to be accessible, but following the 
ratio of increase in population and everything else, they must now amount to at 


with which the South is 


least $5,000,000,000 each year. 


All these manufactures being increased in cost to - 


cent. so as to more than cover all contingencies and all drawbacks, and say 
only receive under the tariff 25 per cent. on the sum total of manufactured articles 
consumed in the United States, and it amounts to the enormous sum of $1,250,000,000 
8 And the amount increases each year with the population and trade of 
e country. 
So, for the year 1881, tiſe results of tariff taxation and the distribution of its pro- 
ceeds may be tabulated thus. 


And he figures it up thus: N 
Revenue received by the Government ya. 800, 897 67 
Bounty received by manufacturers „„ 1, 250. 000, 000 Of 


Mr. President, that style of argument has been put into every free 
trade speech I ever heard or read. It is a monumental mistake 
Under the parliamentary rules of this body I cannot properly char- 
acterize that statement. I must reserve its characterization for the 
stump, where I shall be free from the rules of this body; and there, 
sir, I would change the words which I have used to two plain, sim- 
ple Anglo-Saxon words, which would more properly deseribe it and 
more properly express AA feelings upon it. 

Let us take a little look at some of the prices which now prevail 
in this country for manufactured goods and those which prevailed 
under a free-trade policy in 1860, and let us see how much truth there 
is in the statement. 

In the revenne-tariff year 1860, when the population of the United States was 
but 30,000,000, our imports of bleached, printed, and dyed cotton piece-goods were 
valued at $25,934,004. In the protective-tariff year 1881, with a population o 
50,000,000, our imports of the same classes of fabrics were valued at but $928,043 
Our manufacturers have now prac obtained entire control of the home market 
for such goods. Nor can it be asse that such control has been obtained at the 
a of consumers, for printed calicoes were more 50 per cent. higher in 
1860 than they are to-day; in fact, nearly all the standard classes of cotton goods 
average lower in price to-day than they did in the last low-tariff year before the 
war, as be seen by the following table showing manufacturers’ net average 
prices now and in 1860: 


Articles. 


Standard sheeting, üü%%öÜöO—ẽ ⁰ʒʒ 
r aera 
Bleached shi per yard............ ——— 
Printed calicoes, per vad 
Printing cloths, per fl 


Mr. MORRILL. I will say to my friend that cotton to-day brings 
a higher price than it did in 1860. 

Mr. R, of New York. Yes; I am glad the Senator from 
Vermont has reminded me of that fact. Still the gentleman [Mr. 
COKE] tells us that the rate of duty, which upon these goods is over 
40 per cent., is added to every dollar’s worth manufactured in this 
country, and that all this vast sum of money is paid as a bonus to 
the American manufacturers. What are the facts in regard to the 
tariff being added to the price of home manufactures? When duties 
are first laid, if there are no home manufactures of that class of 

undoubtedly the tariff does at once increase the selling price 
in that country, but the protectionists have always claimed and have 
always been able to prove, that when this system of protection has 
poe for any length of time, and has given encouragement to 
ome manufactures, and has built up home industries, and has brought 
about home competition, and when we have accumulated capital and 
accumulated experience with our workmen, then we obtain the same 
goods at a much less price than we did when we were entirely de- 
pendent upon the foreign manufacturer. I might go on quoting in 
ae to the various industries of this 1 
he question of Bessemer steel rails, I think, has been put inte 
ee every speech upon this subject here, and probably my speech 
would not be complete without a reference to it. Figures have been 
given by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] to show how many 
million dollars are yearly put into the pockets of American manu- 
facturers of steel rails. These are so well known and have 
been so often re: to the country that I shall ask the attention 
of the Senate to but very few of them. Before we began the manu- 
facture in this country, in 1867, the price in London was $166 per ton; 
to-day it is $55 per ton, and still they tell us that the 828 per ton 
duty is put into the pockets of every one of the manufacturers in 
this country. Will any Senator tell me that if we had not given 
this protection to Bessemer steel, and if no Bessemer steel rail mills 
had been established in this country, the price would have ever ap- 
proximated anything like what it is now? I think no reasonable 
man can claim it, for when England had a monopoly of that manu- 
facture she did not reduce her price below $120 per ton, and if to-day 
she were called upon to supply the world with steel rails she could not 
do it, and the price undoubtedly would be much more than it now is 

Mr. MORRILL. Instead of losing $28 a ton we have made over 
$50 per ton. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. As the Senator suggests, instead of 
losing Sed per ton we have made over $50 per ton upon all the rails 
that have been made. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. Let me ask the Senator from Vermont right 


here whether if we should increase that tax or duty to $56 we should 
then make $100? 
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Mr. MORRILL. I do not understand the question, and the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska probably does not understand the question him- 
self. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator made the statement, at all events, 
that this additional tax of $28 a ton substantially saved us $50, as I 
understood him, in carrying out the suggestion of my friend from 
New York. Then I propounded the question to him, if we make that 
tax $56 instead of $28, shall we not save $100? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I will say to the gentleman that it 
would not make a particle of difference, because to-day the price of 
rails in the American market is controlled by the demand and the 
Sappy eng by home competition. Last year the gross product was 
1,200 tons; and I would suggest to some of the mathematicians 
on the other side who have figured out the vastsum which has come 
into the hands of the manufacturers, if they will take the price of 
steel rails when the duty was first levied and take the price to-day, 
subtracting the one from the other, and taking that difference see 
how many millions it amounts to, and with equal propriety we may 
say that all that has been given asa bonus to the American railroad 
men. But the fact is that neither of these statements is correct. As 
I said, when a tariff is first levied upon any article which is not pro- 
duced in the country, it of necessity increases the selling price, but 
eventually it leads to lower prices, and then the market is 3 
controlled by home competition under the law of supply and demand. 
This fact is conclusively established by the history of the mann- 
facture of Bessemer steel rails in this country. 

Weare also told when we speak of our foreign commerce that we 
can have no foreign commerce in manufactured goods, that we can- 
not ship our manufactures to other countries unless we reduce our 
tariff. The only reason given for this assertion is that the tariff in- 
creases the cost of N in this country, and that therefore 
we cannot compete with free-trade countries, The Senator from 
Kentucky told usa few days ago, in figuring up the profits of the 
manufacturers of steel railsin this country, that there were only two 
items of cost in manufacture: one was the raw material and the other 
the labor, and that these two items alone entered into the caleula- 
tion. The result is, then, if we take that statement, that the cost of 
manufactured goods in this country depends upon the raw material 
and the cost of wages; then the only way possible to reduce the cost 
of manufacturing in this country is by reducing the wages of the 
laboring-man ; and that is what the gentleman proposes to do. Is 
he willing to say here, before the Senate and before the country, that 
he wants to reduce the tariff and to have free trade, in order that 
we may manufacture goods to compete in the foreign markets, and 
that in order to do it we must take off the tariff and thereby reduce 
the wages of the laboring-man? 

Of what is the cost of raw material made up? The cost of raw 
material is almost entirely made up of labor. What is the value of 
coal in the mine, or of iron ore in the mine? Will any Senator here 
who owns a coal mine or an iron mine tell me what it is worth per 
ton in the mountain before labor has touched it? In many cases it 
is worth nothing in its natural state, and its market price simply 
represents the cost of the labor in taking it out. Its cost then would 
consist of the labor of the mining and labor of the railroad company 
in transporting it tothe smelting-furnace. When it has reached there 
it is only raw material, but 90 per cent. of its entire value as it lies 
there beside the smelting-farnace is represented by the wages of the 
men who have been employed in taking it out of the earth. What 
is represented by the 9 or 10 cents per pound pai? for cotton? It rep- 
resents the wages paid to the colored men in the field, and the money 

paid for the bacon and the corn which has been produced by other 
ROR in the West, or in other parts of the country. Thus we see 
that nearly the entire value of the raw material that is brought to 
the mannfacturer is represented by wages. 

The Senator told ns that we can never compete with any other 
country, that we can never come into any foreign trade at all until we 
have taken off the tariff in order that we may manufacture cheaper. 
That means that we shall have labor cheaper. That is the only way 
you can reduce the cost of 53 in this country. If the 
advocates of free trade are prepared to take that position and stand 
upon it, then let them take it squarely and fairly before the people 
and abide the result. 

There is one more point in regard to the tariff or duty upon im- 
ported goods being added to the selling cost in this country. The 
Senator from Kentucky told us the other day that his only son was 
en d in sheep-farming somewhere in the distant West, and he 
said also, if I do not misquote him, and I think I do not, (I have not 
his speech here,) that the price of wool to-day is less than it was be- 
fore the tariff was levied upon it. I wondered what that argument 
meant; I wondered what there was in it for free trade, for his cause. 
I take that statement and I claim it to be one of the strongest argu- 
ments upon our side of this question. 

Let us look a little at the history of the woolen industry of this 
country. In 1867, I think, under the leadership of the Senator from 
Vermont, [Mr. MORRILL, ] a new rate of duties was made upon wool 
and woolen goods, and in that year our product of wool, if I remem- 
ber correctly, was about 60,000,000 pounds; in 1880 it was 250,000,000 
pounds, and this year it is still greater—a growth of over 400 per 
cent. in fifteen years. Let us see what the tariff had to do with it. 
Previous to that we were growing our wool upon little farms in New 


England and in New York, in little flocks of sheep of ten, 
one hundred; but when the tariff came what did it do? 
ital and enterprising young men like the son of the Senator from 
Kentucky out on the broad prairies, in Texas, in California, and 
other parts of the far West, who engaged in sheep husbandry, and 
to-day they have flocks posing undreds of EOE What 
has been the result? Of course it has reduced the cost of producing 
wool very much, and to-day, upon the testimony of the Senator from 
Kentucky, we have cheaper wool than we had before. But still we 
are ee some kinds of wool from southern Africa and from 
Australia and other parts of the world. I suppose the Senator from 
Kentucky, following out his logic, would go to work and add the 
same rate of duty imposed upon foreign wool upon all the wool pro- 
duced in this country, and say that that was all a bonus to his son 
and the other gentlemen who were engaged in the growing of wool, 
while in the same breath he tells us that wool sells to-day cheaper 
than it did before the tariff was put upon it. I submit that the result 
nas soya the wisdom of the tariff in its effects upon the production 
of wool. 

If the honorable Senator from Vermont [ Mr. MORRILL] shall never 
accomplish pele more in legislation, nor do anything else to merit 
the approbation of the people of the United States, his part in framing 
the tariff law of 1861, and in the amendments which have been made 
to it down to this time, will assure to him the everlasting gratitude 
of the American le; and if he shall be permitted to see a new 
law enacted which shall revise the tariff and put it upon a better 
and a sounder footing than it now is, a more perfect system which 
may go on for sweaty years longer, he will merit and receive the 
gratitude of the people of this country for his invaluable labor in 
this direction. 

We have been told that the farm is the corner-stone of our great- 
ness. I would detract nothing from that statement. I would detract 
nothing from any of the encomiums which have been passed upon 
the farmers of this country, for I come from that stock myself. But 
the same kind Providence which has given us the fertile lands of our 
beantiful valleys and broad prairies filled the mountains in Pennsyl- 
vania with coal and iron, and also in Alabama, Virginia, and Georgia, 
and filled the earth with copper about Lake Su perior, and the Rocky 
Mountains with gold and silver. Shall it be said that we are to take 
care of only one industry, and that we shall leave all these vast re- 
sources of our country untouched simply because, for the time being, 
some other nation three thousand miles away might furnish us wit 
iron a little cheaper, with steel rails a little cheaper, or woolen goods 
and woolen blankets a little cheaper? No, Mr. President, what we 
want is a complete and full development of the entire country, not 
only its agricultural interests, but, taking in hand all its vast re- 
sources and using the great water powers which have been given us, 
we should here upon our own soil and by our own labor manufacture 
raw materials into necessary and useful articles, and when we shall 
have arrived at a point when we can supply all our own wants, then 
we will be able to reach out and supply the wants of other nations. 

The Senator from Kentucky has referred to the condition of labor 
in Canada, and has told us that laboring-men living in Windsor, 
rere opposite Detroit, can rent houses in Windsor for one-half 
what they must pay in Detroit; that therefore they live in Windsor, 
and every morning with their little dinner-pails filled up with 
Canadian produce at cheap rates they come over into Detroit and 
there compete with our laboring-men, receiving their high wages, 
and at night flit back to Canada and sleep in a house at cheap rent 
and under cheap woolen blankets. I scarcely know what was in- 
tended by that argument, whether it was an argument in favor of the 
system of free trade which until within two or three years has pre- 
vailed in Canada, or whether it was brought forward as an inquity 
to know whether we were to protect ourselves against the cheap 
labor of Canada. I wish the Senator were here to tell us what he 
meant by it. But I tind in this statement a strong argument for the 
system which bnilds up great cities like Detroit, where men can get 
high wages. 

ven if the rents be a little higher than they are in a dull, de- 
cayed town like Windsor, it is better to have this system than to 
have the very system which has so long prevailed in Canada. But 
if we are to believe the reports which come to us from Canada, we 
are not long to be troubled by the importation of cheap labor from 
there. Canada, having allowed the mother country (England) to sup- 
ply her with all her manufactured goods forso many years, found that 
she could no longer exist side by side with usin competition. Her peo- 
ple were leaving and coming to the United States, and her growth 
was very slow. Recently she closed her doors to the mother coun- 
try and enacted a protective tariff, and while that tariff has been in 
5 for only about two years, and of course has not yet been 
able to bring about all its full fruits as it will in the course of time, 
let us see what it has done already. I quote from one of the chief 
officials of Canada, Sir Leonard, in his official report. He says: 


or 
It sent cap- 


Under the prions tariffdepression reigned anak pa the land; the people asked 
for bread and were given a stone; factories were closed or working on half time, 
and workmen were unemployed. In 1879 the government asked Parliament to 
make such changes as would not only give protection to our industries but would 
afford an increased revenne. Under this tariff they had estimated for a sur- 
ans of $2,000,000, and had received over $4,000,000, because under its operations 
notories were running on fall time, people were employed, and the purchasing 
power of the people had been increaand 
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Thus we see that Canada having adopted the 
is not losing by it, but is rapidly growing rich. 
be unnecessary that we shall close the doors against Canadian cheap 
labor, because in less than five years her labor will all be economic- 


rotective systems 
say I think it will 


ally enga; in her home industries. 

Thus, . President, I have endeavored to state some of the reasons 
which have actuated me in holding to thesystem of protection; and 
now a few words upon the question of this commission bill, and I 
shall have finished, It has been openly e that the manufact- 
urers of this country desire a commission in order that they mag 
thereby delay action 9 the tariff. I will not attempt to spea 
for any large number of manufacturers, although I have an extensive 
acquaintance among them, but I am 8 to say for myself, and 
I have said it repeatedly, that I would have been glad if the Ways 
und Means Committee of the House of Representatives had taken 
this matter in hand, and had brought in a complete bill for the 
revision of the tariff, not waiting for any commission to sit upon it 
and to investigate it, and for this reason: the tariff as we now have 
it has many inconsistencies. Many of the manufactures of this 
country have outgrown the conditions which existed when the pres- 
ent tariff was framed. It is too high upon many things; upon some 
things it is too low. Many things which have a tariff or duty upon 
them should be placed upon the free list. I believe that the manu- 
facturers of this country as a whole are ready, ay, anxious, to have 
this whole question brought up here, discussed thoroughly and openly, 


and then settled, for the business interests of this country desire 
this, and it is for the interests of the whole a He that there should 
be permanency in legislation of this kind. e have now for twenty 


years been going on substantially under one system of tariff. If there 
is to be a revision of it, as I think there should be, the sooner we 
have that revision the better it will be for all industries, We will 
then have a settled plan, and capital will know what it may depend 
upon, laboring-men will know what they have to depend upon, and 
the machinery of business and of commerce and of industry will 
move on. 

I say for one I would have been glad if there had been brought in 
here a complete bill from the House revising our tariff. I would have 
preferred that to a commission; but when this Congress met all the 
great aud noted statesmen in this body and in the other, and the 
inajority of those throughout the country, said, “ Let us have a com- 
mission to carefully investigate this matter.” Therefore the Ways 
und Means Committee have provided no bill for the revision of the 
tariff. There isno measure on the subject now before us save that 
of a commission. We have proceeded so far in this session that all 
admit it will be impossible that any such bill can be now brought in 
so that the question may be carefully considered and the bill passed 
at this session. 

Therefore, if any further information is desired on this subject I 
um entirely willing that a commission shall be appointed. I care not 
whether it be a commission composed of members of the two Houses 
of Congress, or whether it be a commission com of civilians, or 
whether it be a mixed commission; whether it have free-traders 
upon it or protectionists, because I know that whenever the investi- 
gation is begun, whenever witnesses are called and when our indus- 
tries are looked into, there can be but one result, and that result will 
show that the tariff under which we have been living has done more 
to develop the industries, has done more to develop and increase the 
wealth of this country to all the people, farmers, laborers, mechanics, 
and capitalists alike, than any other system under which we have 
ever lived. I have no fear when this question to the people 
but what they will see to it that substantially the same system of 
protection shall be continued for the next twenty years. 

Mr. President, I have finished; and I will thank the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] to ask me any questions about wood-pulp or 


paper or any other subject upon which I am able to give him infor- 
mation. 
Mr. MORGAN. Ihave no question to ask the Senator. I made 


an inquiry about a matter which has passed into history, and upon 
which the country is entirely well informed. The Senator from New 
York, although calling himselfa young Senator, has been I suppose 
longer in the Congress of the United States than I have. When he 
undertook to-day to mention the people of the South as being repre- 
sented by men here who did not understand their wishes or their feel- 
ings he undertook to assume something that he had no right to assume. 
While we do not boast that we have more wisdom than any other 
Senators, we do understand our own le, and we know that we 
represent their opinions and views on the floor of the Senate. When 
the Senator from New York expressed the opinion that twenty men 
from the South would be returned to Congress next November com- 
mitted to the doctrine of protection, by which I understood him to 
mean that the Democratic party of the South would be to that extent 
broken down, he assumed something that isnot justified by the facts ; 
he assumed something that is unkind to gentlemen on this side of the 
Chamber, whom he has undertaken to class as among the opponents 
of protection. 

therefore tonah that I would ask him the question which I put 
to him: if he believed that these twenty men who came from the 
South would come instructed to vote for the tariff on wood-pulp? 
The Senator thereupon said that I had made a personal attack upon 
him. Now, sir, that tariff is in the statutes of the United States. If 
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the Senator from New York is in any way so perfectly identified with 
the tariff on wood-pulp that a man cannot discuss that question with- 
out discussing the Senator from New York, then I regret rer much 
that I made the allusion; but it is upon the statute-book, and I ae 
posed that I had the right to refer to that somewhat notorious tariff, 
and to ask the Senator, when he was boasting that we should lose 
twenty Representatives in the South in the next November election, 
whether he e: ted that they would come here to vote as he thinks 
is right upon the wood-pulp tariff. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Mr. President, I desire to ask of the 
Senator from Alabamaif when he put that question he did not intend 
it to be personal ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I didnot. I intended it to be a retort upon the 
Senator for his undertaking to state what was to be the public senti- 
ment in the South, and the imputation that the gentlemen on this 
floor, some of whom had been for a long time 5 the people 
of the South, either did not understand what they were doing or did 
not fairly and truly represent their people. 

Mr. , of New York. Mr. President, I do not understand 
how that matter could have been alluded to and thrown out here as 
a retort for anything that I had said in regard to my belief of south- 
ern members coming up here for protection next year, unless it was 
personal. I confess that I am unable to understand it in any other 
way; but I take no offense at it. I am not ashamed of the business 
in which I am engagea that of manufacturing paper and wood-pulp. 
I am not at all ed of it, and I believe that that business is quite 
as honorable as any that I know of, and quite as honorable as that 
of any gentlemen who are attempting to break down manufactures, 
and who are attempting thereby to reduce the wages of American 
laborers. I said I was not ashamed of the business in which I am 
engaged, and as the Senator has seen fit to personally allude to it 
here I will take the occasion to say a few words about it. 

It is a business in which one of the greatest men of the present 
is engaged, and the processes which I use in my manufacturing esta 
lishment are identical with those which are used by Prince Bismarck, 
of Germany, in his great paper and pulp mills in Pomerania, which 
I have myself visited. Idid not care to allude to this and should 
not have done so if it had not been brought up here. Whenever a 
bill shall come up relating to the tariff npon different manufactures, 
I shall be quite ready to meet the question, meet it openly and fairly ; 
but I will say this now, that of all the great manufactures in tbis 
country, that of the manufacture of printing-paper is the least pro- 
tected by the tariff, for ro cla printing-paper bears the lowest 
rate of duty, being only per cent., and the Senators upon the 
other side do not ask for any lower duty than that upon anything. 
It is not a protective-tariff rate, but simply a revenue-tariff rate, 

The Senator has seen fit to allude to the manufacture of wood- 
pulp. That was a new business in this country ten years ago, and 
what has been the result? It was protected a duty of only 20 
per cent. Any one who knows anything about the industries of this 
country knows that under the operation of the tariff laws the paper for 
newspapers to-day sells in this country almost, if not quite, at the 
same rate that it does in London; and how has it been brought about ? 
By the energy of the men who have been eng in the manufact- 
ure; and I want to say now to the Senate and .to the country that 
the time will come when it will be acknowledged that the efforts and 
labors put forth by my associates and myself in the development of 
this new industry have done more to solve the question of cheap pa- 
per and to produce cheap books and cheap newspapers in this coun- 
try than other labors and all other investigations which have 
ever been made upon this subject since paper was first made in Egypt. 

Mr. SHE obtained the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. eee Does the Senator from Tennessee desire to speak 
to-night 

Mr HARRIS. I rose for the purpose of asking the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate that this bill might be informally laid aside, in 
order that I might ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
two little bills, neither of which will consume two minutes. If the 
Senator from Ohio desires to take the floor, but prefers not to proceed 
at this time, I will ask him to yield to me for that purpose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to speak perhaps twenty minutes on a 
single branch of the tariff question while this bill is pending. 

r. HARRIS. Does the Senator pa proceeding this evening] 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would as lie pase this evening, but I do 
not want to interfere with the will of the Senate. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It is perfectly obvious to everybody, it is un- 
derstood, that there can be no vote taken this evening on this bill, 
and I should be very glad to have the consideration of some execu- 
tive business. Of course, I would not disoblige the Senator from 
Ohio, or the Senator from Tennessee, or any other Senator, but yet 
it seems to me it would beas well to proceed to the consideration of 
executive business, and the Senator from Ohio can address the Sen- 
ate on Monday much more satisfactorily to himself perhaps and to 
the Senate than now. If he will yield for a motion to that effect, I 
4 move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 

usiness. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think I would rather go on now and we can 
have an executive session afterward, for I do not think my remarks 
will take long. I wish to oblige the Senator in regard to an execu- 
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tive session, but I think what I have to say will detain the Senate 
only a short time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I have thought from the begin- 
ning that any full or elaborate discussion of the tariff question on 
the bill pending for a tariff commission was premature. The bill 
assumes that there is a necessity for a revision of the tariff laws, and 
as to this necessity there is no controversy or dispute. The Senator 
from Kentucky, [Mr. BRCR, I who took the lead on one side of the 
question, and the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] on the other, 
both agree that the tariff should be revised. 

The ver t chan in the relative value of articles in the 
tariff AE 5 the wonderful results that have arisen from improved 
methods of manufacture, as in the case of steel, the wholesale eva- 
sions of standards of value, as in the case of sugar, and the numerous 
incongruities aud defects of existing laws, developed by trial of 
twenty years, imperfectly patched up by amendments, all these 
causes combined render it necessary to revise not only the rates of 
duties but the methods of ascertaining and collecting them. 

To these causes is also added the conceded fact that under exist- 
ing law we are collecting from the people of the United States as 
national taxes the sum of fifty to one hun millions of dollars more 
than is requisite to meet all the proper current expenditures of the 
Government, and all our obligations to the public creditors, and to 
som y the sinking-fund act for the gradual reduction of the 

ublic debt. 

5 Upon the main question there ap no substantial difference of 
opinion. Weagree that the tariff should be revised and the taxes be 
reduced. The only pertinent yuestion involved in this bill is whether 
it is best to organize a commission of experts, not members of Con- 

, to examine the whole subject and to report such facts and 
information to Congress as the commission can gather, or whether the 
proposed revision should be made directly, without the delay of a 
commission, by the aid of committees of Congress and the officers of 
the Government familiar with the workings of the customs laws. It 
does seem to me that to decide this question we need no long argu- 
ments about protection or free-trade, watchwords of opposing schools 
of political economy, nor does it seem to me that the political bear- 
ings of the tariff question are involved when we all agree that the 
tariff ongat to be revised, and are now only finding out the best way 
to get at it. Whenever a tariff bill is reported to us we will have 
full time to discuss the theoretical and political aspects of the sub- 
ject, and no doubt the arguments already made will be repeated and 
amplified. I prophesy that then we will have a strange mingling 
of political elements, and a striking evidence of the changes of inter- 
est and principle on this subject in different parts of the country 
caused by the revolution of the industry of our people by the aboli- 
tion of slavery during the civil war. The only mitigation of my 
desire for a prompt revision of the tariff is the confidence I have that 
delay and discussion will make the sectional revolution more thor- 
ough and universal and leave the tariff question a purely business 
maak not a political or sectional issue. 

As to the best mode of revising the tariff I still am of the opinion 
that as to two or three seated questions immediate action should 
be taken by Congress. Indeed, as to these matters there has been 
unaccountable and inexcusable delay for three or four years. The 
duty on sugars has been evaded and avoided to the injury of the 
Government of at least $3,000,000 a year, and Congress has failed to 
furnish any relief, although its attention has been repeatedly and 
urgently called to the evasion of the law by new processes of manu- 
facture. And I say now that if this Congress should adjourn at this 
session without removing the ambiguities in regard to the sugar law 
it will be a gross breach and violation of a public duty, and it is to 
that subject that I wish to take this opportunity to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate. 

The tariff on sugar enacted in the law of December 22, 1870, and 
which is the basis of the present law, remained unchanged until the 
act of March 3, 1875, was passed, which increased the duties on sugar 
25 per cent. of those previously exacted. 

he specific duties had been ed so as to form an approximate 
relation to ad valorem rates. But the 25 per cent. add y the act 
of March 3, 1875, presented a strong temptation to bring in sugars of 
lower colors which were relatively cheaper in the market in the matter 
of duty under the act of 1875 than those of higher grade. 

It was not long after the passage of this act before the character 
of sugars coming to the United States materially changed by an 
increase in the quantities of the lower grades. 

Statements from reliable sources indicated that the sugars were 
being manufactured in a way designed to evade the spirit of the law 
prescribing duties on sugar, by artificially coloring the same so as to 
degrade the color. 

he Secretary of the Treasury called attention to the difficulty in 
enforcing the law in his report for the year ended June 30, 1877, as 
follows: 

Embarrassment has occurred during the past in the collection of duties on 
sugar, under schedule G, title 33, of the Revised Statutes, These duties are as- 
sessed by the Dutch standard, according to color; and it has been alleged 
sugars have been artificially colored in the country of export, to secure their pas- 
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age at the custom-house at a less rate of duty than would be charged according 
sad mg thorn eraa alae p orra ciugerare ture. 

While the truth of such allegation not been established in any positive man- 
ner, notwithstanding the thorough examination which has been made by the ofli- 
cers of this Department, it has been ascertained that the suspected sugars, which 

y the lowest rate of duty at the custom-house, were of a higher intrinsic grade 

many cases than those paying higher rates of duty. Statistics show that from 
some cause a marked increase has occurred in the importation of sugar subject to 
the lowest rate of duty, and a corresponding decrease in the importation of unre- 
fined sugars parse See higher rates, This is doubtless due in part to the act of 
March 3, 1875, (Stat. at Large, vol. 18, page 839,) which imposed an additional duty 
of 25 per cent. of the duties prescribed in schedule G, and thus increased the dis- 
crimination in favor of the lower grades of ag, oir 

The Dutch standard is an unsatisfactory s for the assessment of duty, 
founded as it is on color alone, which bears no definite relation to the value of the 
sugar. If, however, the Dutch standard is to be retained, itis recommended that 
the es be reduced in number, so that there sball be but three rates of duty. 
one for sugars not above No. 13, one for sugars above 13 and not above 20, and 
another for all sugars above No. 20, including all refined sugars, Based upon the 
quantities of the various grades imported during the past two years, the follow- 
ing rates would yield about the same amount of revenue as was collected during 
that time: not above No. 13, per pound, 2.38; above No. 13 and not above 20, 
3.45; above 20, and all refined sugars, 5 cents. This is inclusive of the 25 per cent. 
additional duty imposed by the act of March 3, 1875. 


No action, however, was taken by Congress on this recommenda- 
tion, and the matter seemed to be one of such growing importance 
that it was decided to test the question in some form in the courts. 
Accordingly seizure was made of a cargo of orgaz which arrived at 
Baltimore from Demarara which, it was alleged, had been artificially 
colored for the purpose of eather ee the revenues ofthe United States. 
The trial of this case attracted wide-spread attention, and was con- 
ducted with great vigor by the Government officer and by the im- 

orters, and after a trial which lasted a number of weeks the jury 
‘ound that the charge against the sugars was fully sustained, and 
that they had been artificially colored for the purpose of defrauding 
the revenue. The cargo, however, escaped condemnation upon the 
ground that it was not proven to the satisfaction of the jury that 
the importer had a guilty knowledge before the sugars arrived that 
they had been artificially colored for the purpose stated. The result 
of the case, however, was in favor of the Government. 

On February 1, 1878, the then Secretary addressed a letter to the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, stating that much difficulty 
had been experienced in collecting the duties prescribed by the tariff 
upon sugar under the classification of color made by the Dutch stand- 
ard, and adverting to the fact that, in order to enforce what was 
believed to be the intent of the law, it had been found necessary to 
make seizures of sugars claimed to be artificially colored. But that 
while such action was felt to be absolutely necessary to protect the 
interests of the Government, it was embarrassing to trade, and an evil 
which should be corrected by legislation as soon as possible. He 
thereupon transmitted a copy of a bill authorizing the use of the 
polariscope in testing sugars, without reference to the question 
whether they had been artificially colored or not. This urgent call 
was neglected by Congress, because of the great diversity of opinion 
that existed among members of Coy Aton 

Again, in his report for 1878, the Secretary of the Treasury called 
attention to the difficulties incident to the collection of the revenue 
on sugars. But no action was taken by Congress on the subject at 
the session of 1878. 

I here ask the Secretary to read a brief extract from that report, 
which I send to the desk. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


The embarrassments alluded to in the last annual report in regard to the collec- 
tion of duties on sugar have not . Seizures have been made of cargoes of 
sugar claimed to be artificially colored for the purpose of reducing the duties at 
the custom-house, and a suit involving one of these cases was tried at Baltimore at 
great ex to the Government and to the pol tends” and was recently con- 
cluded, the verdict being that the sugars were ficially colored after the pro- 
cess of manufacture was completed, but that it was not proven that the importer 
of the sugars had a knowledge thereof at the time of making entry. Though the 
claim of the Government that the ba So had been artificially colored for the pur- 
ps of defrauding the revenue is tained, it is powerless, under the anti-moie- 

y act of June 22, 1874, to enforce fines, alties, and forfeitures against persons 
or dee unless there is proof of guilty knowledge of fraud. 

tis deemed imperative that some change in the mode of collecting duties on 
sugar should be had, and it is preferred, as stated in the last report, that the duty 
should be at one rate on all sugars, up to a point which will exclude temptation 
either to color sugar for the purpose of reducing the duty or to commit fraud by 
means of sampling and classification. The duties now are to a large extent de- 
proa upon the fidelity of the sampler, one of the lowest-paid ofticers in the pub- 

ic service. 

In the event that duties upon su are made dependent to any considerable 
extent upon color by the Dutch standard, it is recommended that authority be 
given to this Department to ascertain the true saccharine strength of imported 
sugars by means of the polariscope, and that the relations between the color of 
sugars and their sacc e strength be definitely prescribed by Congress. 


Mr. SHERMAN. In twoor three weeks after thisreport was made 
the Secret: of the Treasury appeared by invitation before the 
Ways and Means Committee, with Assistant Secretary French, and 
presented his views as to the urgent importance of adopting some 
measure for regulating the dutieson sugar. The transactions atthis 
conference were printed by the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
in it will be found a memorandum prepared b e then Secretary 
on the subject. In that conference he stated that he had no right 
under the law to use the polariscope in 9 the duties on sugar 
unless he could prove in any given case that the sugar had been arti- 
ficially colored, 


ut specially claimed the right to do so where sugars 
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were artificially colored. I ask the Secretary to read an extract from 
that interview, which I send to the desk. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

The present tariff on sugar would bea vi ood specific duty, based on the ad 
valores principle, if the Datch or color 2 were te correct standard. But 
it is proven that it is not, and it involves all sorts of losses and controversies with 
all sorts of people ; and it is utterly impossible, in the nature of things, for us to 
avoid them. Sugars which are rated at less than No. 7, Dutch standard, are some- 
times of ter intrinsic value than others of No. 10, or even above, and, there- 
fore, the color standard is an unreliable test. I have also thought that if we could 
apply the polariscope, or any other device, to the present standard we would need 
no improvement in the sugar tariff. The letter which I wrote to the chairman on 
the 2d of June, 1878, gives more carefully and briefly than anything which I can 
say now my opinion about it—I mean the general opinion of the Department. 

he CHAIRMAN. I understand you to say that the classification in the present 

tariff is based upon a fair ad valorem principle, but that by the adoption of the 
color standard there is an evasion of the law, which really changes the practical 
execution of the principle. 

Secretary SHERMAN. When the tariff was the Dutch standard was the 
standard recognized, and if it could be continued to be applied as it was then 
applied, the present tariff would be a fair ad valorem tariff. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has not the Secretary of the Treasury 3 now, under 
the revenne laws of the country, to institute any 8 t will accurately 
determine the law, so that the law cannot be evaded 

Secretary SHERMAN. No; the courts have decided that Dutch standard color“ 
is a well-known commercial phrase that enters into the contract between the im- 
porter and the Government, and we have no right, by regulation, to substitute 
anything which affects that Dutch standard. d the merchants claim that if 
they could bring in sugars which by the Dutch standard would not be higher than 
No. 7, (althongh they would be worth much more in saccharine matter than usually 
belongs to that e,) they have the right to do so. 

eee Then you cannot without the authority of Congress apply the 
pol 

Sec SHERMAN. Not unless we can prove affirmatively that the su, has 
been artificial ored. F z = 

The CHAIRMAN. You did that in the case in Baltimore? 
wee SHERMAN. Yes; but I do not want to try another such lawsuit as 

at. 

The Cnalmtax. Does not that settle the principle of the polariscope ? 

Secretary SHERMAN. Yes; but it does not settle the right of the Department to 
use it on sugars not artificially colored. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Here again for the third or fourth time the 
attention of Congress was called to the difficulty which the executive 
branch of the Government encountered in enforeing the revenue law, 
a difficulty that grew out of the change in manufacture. While the 
powers of the Executive were ample for certain purposes, they were 
not ample to reach the seat of the diffieulty in this case, and for ses- 
sion after session appeal was made to Congress to change the law on 
this most rad Sexe question; but at that session as before there 
was a great difference of opinion developed in the House. A bill, 
however, was reported from the Committee on Ways and Means, but 
it was afterward lost in the maelstrom by being involved in a gen- 
eral debate about the tariff, no legislation was had, and the Depart- 
ment was left to work its way unaided by legislation. 

Large quantities of sugars coming in being of the same character 
us those at Baltimore, which were found to be artificially colored, 
for the purpose of defrauding the revenue, the Secretary, in the 
summer of 1879, issued an order 1 that sugars which were 
found to be of a certain abnormal strength as compared with color 
should be charged with duty according to their strength instead of 
apparent color as imported. This was done upon the belief, sup- 
ported by what seemed to be incontestable proof of the fact that 
sugars having such abnormal strength as compared with color had 
been artificially colored for the purpose of defrauding the revenue. 

A commission of experts, the best in the United States, at the head 
of whom was a gentleman in the public service perfectly familiar 
with the subject, was sent to Demerara, who there saw the process 

of manufacture. Ihave here the report of this committee of l 
in which they show in the clearest and most positive manner by in- 
numerable samples and by inspection and chemical analysis and by 
observation of the mode of manufacture, that the process of fraudu- 
lent manufacture was conducted with a view and with the sole ob- 
ject to avoid our revenue laws. It was shown that the sugar was 
artificially colored and thus changed from a high grade, the natural 
grade that would be made in the ordinary process of manufacture 
to a lower grade by the Dutch standard of color, for the purpose of 
evading the revenue laws of the United States and for no other pa 
pose whatever. Perhaps I ought to read and place on record here 
some of the statements made by this important commission. This 
is a long report with a great multitude of details, and I can only 
read a few paragraphs to show the effect of this artificial coloring, 

Appliances are provided for transmitting expressed juice through sulphurous- 
acid gas, but at the time of our visit this was omitted. The juice is collected in 
tanks of seven h ons capacity, and lime is added in the proportion of 
from six pounds to eleven pounds for each seven hundred gallons. We were in- 
formed that six pounds were used when light-colored an, mitt to be made, and 
ee ten ty was added in case dark sugars were to be manufactured. * * * 
The lime thus added in excess, namely, in greater quantity than is required to 
satisfy acidity, forms within the juice a glucate of lime. The presence of this 
compound during the process of boiling has the effect of coloring the uncrystalliz- 
able matter very dark, and under certain circumstances y affects the color 
of sugar crys' 

I will now read the general conclusions of the commission without 
entering into more detail: 

Our conclusions are definite that sugars of the character in question cannot be 
made with all the TE E left in them as was claimed by the defendants in the 
Baltimore trial, (United States vs. Seven hundred and twelve bags sugar, W. H. 
Perot & Co., importers.) On the contrary these sugars, known as Demerara dark 
crystals,” are made with care to climinate the impurities, and asa rule are supe- 
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rior in their character, being of a firm, hard ie kerry age in purity and saccha- 
rine strength to the light pore ed made for the l market. 
The methods by which dark color can be reached in the manufacture of sugars 


in this colony are agen | shown, and we have no hesitation in stating that the use 
of an excess of lime and an increase of heat in the vacuum-pan are resorted to to 
coat over the 8 after they have been completed to produce sugars of a low 
color, but of a high saccharine percentage. 

In connection with the above we may state that additions of tank-bottoms of pre 
pared molasses or other materials e Ray made in the pan, for the p of fur- 
therintensifying the color and producing the dark Demerara crystals. These crys- 
tals are made expressly for the market of the United States. 

* + * + * * * 

From previous pages it has been ſound that the sugar of La Jalousie, for instance, 
which is several degrees below 7 by the Dutch standard, shows an nent of 
97.06, which is higher than the average of sugars graded from 16 to 20 by the Dutch 
standard. A * to table No. 1, the figures of which may be regarded as 
reliable, shows that the 4 exponent of a sugar ing not above No. 7 by 
the Dutch standard is 84.30, while that ofa sugar grading from Nos. 16 to 20 by the 
Dutch standard is 97.08, or .61 less than the exponent of the La Jalousie sugar. It 
is evident, therefore, that the Demerara sugars in question exhibit colors not nat- 
ural to sugars of their high intrinsic value, and it is unquestionable that the simu- 
lated character of these sugars is such as to forbid all true valuation by the Dutch 
standard, taking their color as exhibited as the sole measure of value. 

* * * * > * * 

The varying shades of mugan made by natural processes represent different 
qualities and values; the darker shades indicating the presence of a larger pro- 
portion of molasses, and, consequently, of a less proportion of or 3 - 
able sugar, being of the lesser value. Upon these accepted facts is based the 
relevancy of the use of the Dutch standard of color in determining the value of 
sugars, duties being imposed thereon under onr existing law upon an ad valorem 
basis. So authoritative has this color standard been regarded as the true measure 
of value in the markets of the world that different governments have not hesi- 
tated to adopt it as a fair and equitable basis for the assessment of ad valorem 
duties. Its application and meaning in connection with our tariff is as well under- 
a the great majority of sugar manufacturers and dealers as it was by our 
W. makers. 

— Fog wig 58 of = herein 2 — * page ee = cian been 
prac ‘or the sole purpose of disguising their true q y an ue, as meas- 
ured by the Dutch standard of color. We submit that any and all methods of 
man ture resorted to for the purpose of evading the plain meaning and intent 
of the law constitute a fraud upon the customs revenue, which sh be met by 
the most energetic and determined action upon the part of the Government. 


I have here extracts from an examination made by the British 
House of Commons, which I will not take the time to read, in which 
the same facts were brought out before a committee of Parliament. 
It was shown before that committee that these black sugars in Dem- 
erara were made with the sole object of evading and ayoiding and 
defeating the revenue laws of the United States. Still more conclu- 
sive than anything else I could offer here, the local papers published 
in Demerara in speaking of this matter acknowledge the fact that 
these frauds were committed to avoid and evade our revenue laws. 
I ask the Secretary to read a marked passage from what is called the 
Royal igen published at Georgetown, Demerara, which I send to 
the desk. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

But may we not ask whether a process which is had recourse to simply for the 
eae of 1 color of sugar of otherwise a high grade of purity, and 

ereby enabling it to gain admission to a foreign market at a diminished rate of 
aa: may not be said to be a colorable colorization, and that our friends of the 
United S Government are not so utterly unreasonable in holding it to be so 
as some persons in this colony appear to pappone] That the coloring matter used 
is e molasses, and not any substance foreign to the constitution of legitimate 


sugar, does not appear to make any difference. The object of its use is weed 0 
marily to make dark sugar, but to make sugar of a high degree of saccharinerich- 
ness that will obtain ion into the United States markets at a very much 


lower rate of duty than it would be enabled to do ifnotsocolored. Therefore, we 


entirely fail to see that the United States Government are at all stretching their 


right in objecting to the admission of such sugar. It is true that their nominal test 
is a color test, pure and Lar but when there is good reason, indeed the best of 
all reason, to believe that the sent to them has been, if not artificially, at 
least intentionally, discolored for the purpose of evading the duty it would other- 
wise have had to pay, can we wonder that the Government should set up a pretty 
strong back? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. President, the facts having been clearly 
established, the order complained of was issued; the rule was adopted 
to apply the polariscope test to ascertain the natural color of the 
Dutch standard of the sugar,if made as it had always been pre- 
viously made under the old Dutch standard. This standard was one 
of relative commercial value, and all that the Department proposed 
was to do as every merchant and importer did in buying and selling 

, to see to it that this commercial standard was not defeated by 
fraudulent devices. Therule adopted in the pglariscope circular con- 
tinued to prevail until reversed by the decision of the majority of 
the Supreme Court. Other letters addressed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury upon the subject of duties on sugar were sent to Speaker 
RANDALL December 9, 1878, and to Hon. William iam M. Robbins January 
25,1879. Not only were these special efforts made by the Secretary 
to call the attention of leading members of Congress to the impor- 
tance of legislation on the subject, but in his reports of 1878, 1879, 
and 1880, he pressed the subject on the attention of Congress and the 
whole country. In his report of 1879 he informed Congress of the 
measures he had taken to regulate the duties according to the true 
color as determined by saccharine strength ascertained through the 
2 The Secretary of the Treasury, in his report for 1879, 
said: 


ighest saccharine strength while possessi the lo t via yoo — 
es strength while west grades 
by the Dutch standard. E ia E 
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It has been held by the courts that Con, 
according to their color, meant the true 
the ordinary process of manufacture, and which indicates the degree of 
to which the process of clarification has been carried. 

Acting upon this view, the Department issued instructions to its customs officers 


. in imposing the duty upon su; 
or of the UDE UEIN is Heval by 


that where the de; of saccharine e AA as compared with the color showed 
that the sugar had not been mannufa in the mode contemplated by law, du- 
ties should be collected according to the true color of the nen and for the pur- 
pose of ca: ont this view detinite relations were established between the color 
and the strength. These instructions have had the effect of repressing the im- 
ation of the objectionable classes of sugars before referred to, and of produc- 

ing a more faithful collection of the duties upon sn; imported, according to the 
true intent and meaning of the law. Until the ma is settled this Department 


will maintain the position it has heretofore assumed, of 1 theapparent 
color of the edel the facts justify it, and assessing duties Spon 2 true 
color of the sugar under the theory above stated. 


The Secretary of the Treasury in his report for 1880 said: 


‘The measures referred to in the last report of the Secretary for a more faithful 
collection of the duties on sugar have been continued in force, but they are and 
should be regarded as but temporary, and not as Autun e longer delay in the 
legislation necessary to place this most important feature of our commerce u a 
foundation which will enable the Government and the importers to conduct their 
business with greater certainty than at present. It is earnestly hoped that a set- 
8 of this nuch · vexed question may be made by Congress at its present ses- 

on. 

Two propositions have been presented by the Secretary of the 
Treasury to Congress, either one of which would have removed the 
embarrassment created by the artificial-color question, One was 
to place one rate of duty on — up to No. 13. The other was that 
the duty remain as it is, the color standard being subject to correc- 
tion by such scientific tests as may be adopted 
to ascertain the saccharine strength of the sugar. 

In January, 1880, the subject was again considered by the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and a report of the testimony taken will 
be found in a document published by the House of Representatives, 
headed : 

oo of the hearing penon the Stearn a on no and Moe of 3 of 

rosen ives ven © represen ves oi porters, cers, 
res eee of sugar, and to peta and officials of the . —— 
from the 27th to the 31st of January, 1880. 

The reason why Congress has failed at any of its sessions since 
this question of the artificial coloring of sugar has arisen to take 
action seemed to be the diversity of interests in the sugar trade, who 
could not agree upon any one of the measures proposed, and each 
one of whom aimed to defeat any measure which was not favorable 
to his particular interests. The large refineries favored a graded 
duty on all classes of sugars, while others favored one rate of duty 
on sugars up to No. 13, Dutch standard. 

For four years this effort to have a little law passed four lines long 
has been continued, but has been defeated. 

Now, I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the decision of 
the Supreme Court in regard to the duties on sugar. I have shown 
you that continually for years efforts have been made to have a 
simple law passed in regard to the rates of duty on sugars and their 
classification, a question in which there is no politics. The very 
moment the bill was reported, as it was two or three times by the 
Committee on Ways and Means in the House, it was mixed in the 
maelstrom, as I said awhile ago, of the tariff question and was lost, 
and althongh the members themselves had been shown by official 
document that the failure to pass a bill on this question would lose 
the Government $3,000,000 a year, it was impossible to get action 
upon it, and that question still stands to-day in the same uncertain 
way with a complication added of a decision of the Supreme Court 
to which I will now call the attention of the Senate. 

The decision was made by a majority of the court, a minority dis- 
senting. I wish to present the question as made by the majority of 
the court, whose decision we are bound to respect and obey as the 
law of the land. The judge who makes the decision states the case 
as follows: 

The plaintiffs claimed that the sugars imported were all below No. 7, Dutch stand- 
ard in color, and were, therefere, chargeable, un e G ea 5 
duty of 1} cents per pound, with the addition of 25 per cent. under the act of 1875. 
The defendant, under gen: instructions from the ury Department, rated 
them at a higher grade, and 3 a of 2 cents upon some of them, and 23 
cents upon others, with the addition of the 25 per cent. under the act of 1875. 
This action of the defendant was based on the tion that the sugars in question 
had been colored by artificial means, soasto reduce them, in appearance, below the 
grade of the Duteh standard to which they properly belong according to the amount 
of crystallized sugar which they contained, as shown by chemical by the po- 


y the Department 


lariscope. 
The Treasury instructions under which the test was applied were issued on the 
19th of July and 2d of September, 1879. After premising that it had been decided 


by the courta— 

That is the Maryland court 
that the term ‘‘ Dutch standard in color,” as used in the statutes, means the color 
of the sugar obtained by the ordinary processes of manufacture as practiced at the 
time of the enactment of the law, and that any means used to degrade the color 
of sugars during or after the process of manufacture is a fraud upon the revenue, 
the instruction of July 19, 1879, declares that— 

Here giving the Department rule by which the polariscope was 
directed to be used as a test of the value or grade of sugar. 

Here is what the judge says as to the facts disclosed on the trial: 


It was shown beyond dispute on the trial that, so far as their color was con- 


cerned, the sı were below No. 7 of the Dutch standard, a e chargeable 
the statute with only one and marter cents per pound; but the court 


wed the defendant to prove, if he could, that the color of cone we an artifi- 
cial color, imparted after the process of manufacture, or after they became the 


au of commerce. As no proof was offered to show that the sugars were artifi- 
cially colored after the rocess of manufacture was completed, the court instructed 
the to find a for the plaintiffs for the difference of duty. 

The plaintiffs were the importers. 

The defendant— 

That was the Government 


The defendant offered to prove that color was imparted to the in the course 
of manufacture, by the use of an extra quantity of lime (some quantity of which 
is always used to neutralize acids) or by the introduction of molasses, and increas- 
— Bear temperature of the vacuum- or boiler; but this evidence the court 

to be incompetent. To narrow the point of difference, the defendant— 

The United States— 
offered to show that coloring matter, namely, molasses, was introduced into the 
yacuum-pan, or boiler, after the mass had been brought to the state of Sugar, but 
before its final through the coolers and the centrifugal tubs—the pro- 
cess through which it goes—but this evidence was also decided to be incompetent. 

That is, the Government was not allowed to prove that coloring 
matter was put in in the last stages of manufacture for the express 
purpose of evading the law, but was confined to proof that after the 
sugar was made and completed as an article of commerce coloring 
matter was added; so that the only fact that was ever alleged by the 
Government that this method of artificial coloring was a device, a 
means to deprive the Government of its prescribed revenue on the 
sugar, as tested by the Dutch standard, was distinctly excluded by 
the court from the jury. The judge says: 

It will be perceived that the real 6 ary in the case is, whether (sup g 
that sugars are not artificially colored for the perpos of 5 be- 
ing manufactured) their dutiable quality is to be decided by actual color, 
aradan ty the Dutch standard, or by their saccharine strength as ascertained by 
> tion; the defendant 
o latter 


tests. The plaintiffs maintain the former pro 

Mr. TELLER. Does the court hold that if during the manufact- 
ure of the sugar they introduce this coloring matter that is not a 
fraud on the revenue? 

Mr. SHERMAN, That is the very thing they do decide, as I shall 
show you more clearly by the dissenting opinion. They say that if 
the coloring material is introduced during the process of manufact- 
ure, even in the last stages after the sugar is formed, it does not vio- 
late or evade the law. 

Mr. TELLER. By whom was the opinion rendered ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. By Judge Bradley, concurred in by tive others, 
I believe, only two dissenting. I will read it a little more fally, 
because I wish to put this on the record: 

The test described by the statute is, Dutch standard in color.” The first 
question that naturally arises is, if Congress desires the a pocan of the chemical 
test, in order to determine the saccharine strength of the sugar. why does not 
Congress say so! 

That is what I have asked to do for about four years. 

There are two very distinct and different modes of distinguishing sugar, by its 
color, and by the intrinsic percentage of specific chrystalline sugar in the mass. 
One is determined by a color standard, the other by a chemical standard. Which 
of these did Congress adopt! We think clearly the former. 

Perhaps Congress may have acted under a mistaken idea that color would al- 


ways cate quality. Sy dhe to the time that the law was as the 
processes of manufacture had conducted, color was an approximate, or gen- 
eral, indication of quality. Suppose this to be so, does it dero; the fact 


that veer was the standard which 8 with the lights w it had, saw fit 


I will read a little further, so as to do fair justice to what I regard 
as the supreme law of the land, the decision of the Supreme Court: 


The color standard has come to be a 1 one. Still, if the Government 
chooses to adhere to it, it is bound by it. If Congress, as it has done, adopt the 
color standard, it is not for the customs de mt to adopt a t one. 
When Congress chooses to do this, it will be time enough for custom-house to 
follow. As before said, z alone has the power to lay taxes and duties. 

Great stress is laid on the charge— 

Here is the point suggested by the judge— 

Great stress is laid on the charge that are manufactured in dark colors 
on to evade our duties. pi is is true; has not a manufacturer a 
rightto make his goods as he pleases! If they are less marketable it is his loss; 
if they are not less marketable who has a right to complain! If the duties are 
affected there is a plain remedy. Congress can always adopt such laws and regu- 
lations as it may deem e ient for 3 terests of the Government. 
If in the case under consideration a color is insuflicient, a different one is 
ready to hand—that of the polariscope, or other chemical test. the quantity of 
eee matter in sugar, or its state of advancement from the raw state toa 


condition of refinement is desirable as a dutiable standard, let it be so declared by 
the laws; and then the merchant will know on what he has to depend. Uncer- 
tainty and ambiguity are the bane of co! ion in the custom-house 


mmerce. Discretion in th 
officer should be ted as strictly as possible. It has been said, with much truth, 
Where law ends, t. oe 


yranny be 

It is argued that, although e Dutch standard of coloris named in the statute, 
yet the intent of the law was to adopt itas a standard of ity; and if, in conse- 

ence of changes in the mode of manufacture, it ceases to be such, the reason of 
the law ought to prevail, and the quality ought to be still the test. And that qual- 
ity was the object sought is inferred from the language of sections 2914 and 2915 
of the Revised Statutes. 

And they are quoted and commented upon. It appears by this 
decision of the Supreme Court that throughout it was admitted that 
these su were manufactured to evade the law of the United States 
and solely for that purpose. Artificially colored sugars are not so 
introduced into England or France or Holland, but they are made 
expressly to evade the law of the United States. They are made by 
the admixture of coloring matter with the sugar in the process of 
manufacture. The law declares that to add coloring or other matter 
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in any article subject to duty is a fraud upon the revenue law; but 
the court say that it must be shown that this was committed after 
the article assumed the commercial nam> by which it is taxed, and 
thus in this case the United States was excluded from presenting the 
evidence upon which it relied to prove a fraudulent discoloring. 

Now I will read from the opinion of the minority, which states in 
a comparatively few words and very clearly the position taken by 
the Treasury Department. Mr. Justice Matthews gave a dissenting 
opinion, in which Judge Harlan concurred. That opinion says: 

It seems not to be denied by the opinion of the mer) Bote of the court, as it was 
expressly conceded by the court below, that if an artificial color had been imparted 
to the sugar after its manufacture, by which it was made identical in appearance 
with the color of the sample of the Dutch standard of a particular number, below 
that with which it would have been classified but for such adulteration, the Gov- 
ernment would have been entitled to prove the fact and exact duties according to 
the classification of sugar of equal grade in its natural color. 

That is admitted on all hands. 

This admission is not gratuitous, butis ae upon any just construction of the 
law. And yet I e parents what ference there ought to be, if the same 
color is artificially produced during the process of manufacture, by the introduction 
of foreign matter not necessary to the production of the sugar, and introduced for 
the express purpose of counterfeiting the color of a 33 in order to evade 
oo law and escape the duties imposed by it. This is p ly what the plaintiff 

n error 

That is, the United States 
offered to prove on the trial, and what, by the rulings of the court, he was not per- 
mitted to Si In my opinion, this was 5 for Which the judgment should t be 
reversed. 

That seems to me perfectly clear. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to ask the Senator if the justices of the 
court do not all concur in cari Phar the Treasury Department had 
no right to make a new law itself and compel the use of the polari- 


scope ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Everybody would concur in that; nobody ever 
doubted that. The law says that to color sugar artificially is a fraud, 
and it is the duty of the Treasury Department to prevent the fraud. 
That is the law. The question is, what is a fraud? The Supreme 
Court say it is not a fraud to color the sugar artificially before man- 
ufacture or in the process of manufacture; but afterward it is. 

Now, | say that if that is the law, and it is the supreme law of the 
land till Congress acts, it is very unfortunate; but Congress may 
correct it. Congress has failed to do it for the reasons I have men- 
tioned, not because it had any doubt on the propriety of such legis- 
lation, for a bill has been repeatedly reported by its committee to 
correct the matter, but the bill became involved in the general tariff 
question and thus the committee could not get it through the House 
without being loaded down with amendments. 

I will read another paragraph from the opinion of Judge Matthews, 
but Iam afraid I am taking too much time. The language of this 
p ph of his opinion is so clear that I could not add to it if I 
should try: 

A color imparted to sugar artificially, either during the process of manufacture 
or after its completion, and which it would not contract by means of any of the 
processes necessary merely to the production of sugar, is, in my opinion, not its 
natural color, and not the real and true color of the Dutch stan however closel 
it may resemble it, or however im ble it may be, by sight AKSAI todistinguis 
it from the color of the sample. It is a mere imitation and counterfeit of the Dutch 
standard in color; for that means, not merely an abstract color, of a certain hue, 
but a concrete color pionne in and belonging only to sugar when prodnced ac- 
conting to the processes which, inthe Dutch si result in differencesof color 
according to differences in the quality of the sugar itself. Congress by the use of 
the phrase in question intended to refer to color as resulting from and indicatin 
a certain quality of sugar, considered in reference to its strength and correspond- 
ing value ; and hence words not descriptive of color in reference to the vari- 
ous hues into which the ray of light is divided by the differences of 8 
as it passes through the prism, and which are represented as primitive colors to 
the human eye and designated by their associat: 

Again: 

It meant to divide sugars for purposes of duties, according as they corresponded 
with certain samples of ther sugars, produced according toa nentali ELORN mode 
of manufacture, and designated in commerce, as well as in the statute, as of the 
Dutch standard, and classified by numbers, according to a gradation of color, re- 
sulting from that mode of manufacture, and not otherwise. So that to correspond 
with the color designated as a particular number of the Dutch standard, the sam- 
ple —— must have to the sight, not merely a color so like it that the eye can- 
not distinguish between them, but the resemblance must be in all respects such 
that it is manifest that it is not a mere similarity by reason of imitation, but an 
identity of color, because it has resulted from the necessary processes of the 
manufacture, and belongs, by necessity of its nature, to the sugar itself, and not 
to a foreign ingredient mixed with it as a coloring matter. In other words, su 
which is classed as No. 7, Dutch standard in color, must be sugar of that quality 
in other respects which in the Dutch standard has a color known as No. 7. 

Why, sir, for a hundred years the Dutch standard of sugar has 
been the standard in the trade, and the color indicated the quality, 
the saccharine strength of the sugar. It is this standard that is 
evaded by artificial coloring. I saw, myself, sugars containing 97 
per cent. of pure crystals of sugar, 55 black as the ace of spades by 
this coloring matter. You may take those crystals and crush them 
witha mallet and their whiteness would come out at once. The color 
was only on the outside. And yet they must be admitted as below 
No. 7, Dutehstandard, when mey were above the saccharine strength 
and value of No. 16, Dutch standard, of ongar made in the usual way. 
According to the decision of the Supreme Court the Department had 
no right to look through this color on the outside of the crystal to 
its real color when crushed, but must be bound by the artificial color, 
although it was apparent that the Government was cheated by this 
device to the extent of $3,000,000 a year. 


names. 
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Mr. BECK. Will the Senator please state what advantage they 
gained by having it under 7 instead of 16% 

Mr. SHERMAN. The rate of duty for sugar under No. 7, Dutch 
standard, is 1} cents a pound with 25 per cent. added. The rate of 
duty on other grades runs up from 2 cents to 4, with 25 per cent. added. 

Mr. BECK. It is over 3 cents on No. 16 sugar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It makes a very great difference. I have herea 
table showing the quantity of sugar brought into this country, prov- 
ing that by this process ina rt year we have lost $3,000,000. The 
total amount of revenue derived from sugars is about $45,000,000, the 
largest item altogether of our revenue, and therefore the most im- 
portant. Here for several years in succession more than one-half of 
all the sugar introduced into this country was introduced as below 
No. 7, Dutch standard, but when the polariscope test was applied the 
change was very remarkable. 

Here is a table that shows the amount of parece rted below No. 
7, Dutch standard. In 1877 the amount below No. 7, Dutch standard, 
was 757,000,000 pounds; in 1878 it was 860,000,000 pounds. Then the 
poaren test was bes aay In 1880 it was 000,000 pounds, a 

alling off of nearly ,000,000 pounds, but the du was raised on 
that hom a quarter to a half cent, and you can easily compute how 
much that would be on that immense quantity. In 1881, when the 
importation reached the enormous sum of 1,869,000,000 pounds, the 
amount under No. 7, Dutch standard, was 401,000,000 pounds. In 
other words, when the polariscope was not applied nearly two-thirds 
of the sugar was graded as under No. 7, Dutch standard, discolored in 
this way; afterwards less than one quarter. That is the difference. 
Now, as a matter of course, the Treasury Department is collecting 
the duty according to the color, obeying the decision of the Supreme 
Court. The exact table is this: 


Sug ar, Dutch standard in color, not above No. 7. 


Fiscal year. | Pounds. 


Value. | Rate of duty. | aat gagcivsd. 


11, 475, 232 
6 


| Sugar, Dutch standard in color. 
| 


| Pounds. | Value. Duty received. 
13 | $37, 625, 063 85 
70 34, 337, 350 28 
69 86, 387, 463 60 
63 37, 294, 197 01 
55 39, 107, 256 25 
27 45, 933, 045 09 


It is not for the p of criticising the Supreme Court in the 
slightest 1 that I have referred to its decision, because I have 
no doubt it decided according to its construction of the law; but at 
the same time it is the fault of Congress that this matter has not been 
cured before, and I being a member of Congress am willing to share 
that responsibility and say that this Congress ought not to adjourn 
until this matter is settled. A law of five lines will authorize the 
Executive Department, as Judge Bradley says, to apply the polari- 
scope test, which is the same rule that is applied by every merchant 
in the sugar trade. 

Now, Mr. President, there are one or two other observations that I 

wish to make. I am sorry to detain my friend from Indiana from 
going ae: executive session, but I prefer to finish this thing while I 
am at it. 
The tariff on iron and steel and manufactures thereof now in force 
is practically that fixed by the act of June 30, 1864, when prices of 
everything were exorbitantly high, and the specific duties imposed 
thereon amounted to a low ad valorem duty. 

The reduction of prices of this description of merchandise has now 
converted the specific rates into very high ad valorem, while articles 
which Congress failed to enumerate by name still remain subject to 
the low ad valorem duties fixed in 1864. 

This has led to many attempts on the part of the importers to so 
shape their goods as to give them the possibility of getting their 
goods through the custom-house at the ad valorem rates, As the 
goods so imported were in many cases almost identical with those 
which Congress had enumera the result has been to a large ex- 
tent to defeat the intention of the statute, and this action has at 
times found sanction in the courts. 

Notably so was this the case with the one article of hoop-iron. 
This description of merchandise was, by the act of 1864, subject to 
duties ranging from 14 cents per pound to 14 cents per pound, ac- 
cording to the width and thickness. On manufactures of iron not 
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provided for a specific duty was fixed at 35 per cent. ad valorem, 
which was at that time not far from the ifie rates before referred 
to. At the present time, however, the difference between the amount 
of duty fixed on hoop-iron and that on manufactures of iron of the 
same class is not far from $20 a ton, the ad valorem duty being about 
$15 aton, while the specific duty ranges from $28 to $40. 

On the 12th of Masts 1880, the Secretary of the Treasury, by letter 
addressed to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, called at- 
tention to the fact that hoop-iron merely cut to lengths and punched 
had been for some time imported at an ad valorem duty, under color 
of a decision of the Treasury Department, but that he was satisfied 
that such action was wrong, and annonnced his pu > to correct 


it unless Con should before a given day take action upon it. 
Congress failed to take such action, and the Treasury Department 


directed that such hoop-iron cut to lengths should be el as hoop- 
iron; and the only action taken by Congress upon the subject since 
Was to refund to parties who were compelled to pay increased rates 
large amounts of money, because they had at the time of the issuance 
of the new decision large contracts outstanding based upon the faith 
vf former decisions. So they practically recognized the new rule as 

e law. 

Legislation is certainly desirable to regulate the duties not only 
upon hoop-iron but upon many other forms of iron and steel. 

In the act of 1864 Congress enumerated in the steel clause the first 
form of steel, namely, ingots, and the more finished article of bar- 
steel, as subject to high specific rates, but through some cause failed 
to include in the enumeration the article of steel blooms, which of 
late have been imported in large quantities. They have been ad- 
mitted at the rate of 45 per cent. ad valorem, which is not one-third 
the duty imposed upon ingots and bars. 

Again, the dut N apo steel rods for the manufacture of wire which 
are imported in the form of coils is held to be 30 per cent. ad valorem, 
which rate is out of all proportion to the other rates of duty upon 
forms of steel as far manufactured as this. 

The woolen tariff passed in 1867 has also to some extent become 
imperfect partly because of changes wrought in it by the Revised 
Statutes. 

As an instance it may be said that under the tariff of 1867 knit 
goods were subject to a duty ranging from 20 cents to 50 cents per 
pound, and in addition thereto 35 per cent. ad valorem. Other pro- 
visions had been madein prior laws for knit goods at a duty of only 
35 per cent. ad valorem. Both of these provisions having been 
brought into the Revised Statutes it has been held by the Supreme 
Court that the articles are dutiable only at the lower rate. 

The Supreme Court has, upon application, stayed the mandate to 
give time for a reargument, but should the former decision be main- 
tained and no legislation be had, the effect would be a serious blow 
to an important branch of American industry, involving millions of 
dollars of capital and thousands of workmen. 

The same state of facts exists in regard to hats made of fur and 
wool, which, under the tariff of 1867, were dutiable at 50 cents a 
pound and 35 per cent. ad valorem, but which by the incorporation 
of a former provision for hats made partly of fur into the Revised 
Statutes may possibly be held to be dutiable at 35 per cent. ad valo- 
rem; at least this is the claim of the importers in this respect. 

Mr. President, I have called attention to these defects in the pres- 
ent tariff, nearly all of which have grown out of amendments that 
have been ingrafted on the Morrill tariff by the confusion caused by 
the difference between ad valorem and iffe duties, by the great 
fall in prices, by important changes in the mode of manufacturing, 
by, you may say, the revolution in trade and prices that has occurred 
in the last twenty years during which these laws have existed. 
Therefore, coming back to the first question stated by me, how best 
to get at a revision of the tariff, I say the quickest way is the best 
way. Some of the difficulties stated ought not to continue during 
the present session. The sugar duty ip at once to be regulated 
by law; Congress will be derelict in its duty unless it does so. The 
incongruities in respect to steel and iron and wool ought to be cor- 
recto The whole of this essential and urgent legislation might be 
grouped in a bill of a single printed page. The law should be so 
clear that executive officers can understand your will and obey it. 
We should not abuse them for not obeying laws that nobody can 
understand, the Supreme Court construing it one way, the circuit 
court another, and juries deciding differently on the same facts. 
These things ought to be corrected. 

Now, it does seem to me, with due deference to the opinion of the 
Senator from Kentucky, that the . mode of revision is by 
acommission. At the beginning of this session I believed it was 
better to do it throngh the committees of the two Houses; but the 
Committee on Ways and Means alone has the power to report a bill, 
and until then we are as helpless as children in this matter. The 
Committee on Ways and Means have declared in favor of a commis- 
sion, and have reported a bill to that effect; and they are the only 
power in this Government that can report a tariff bill under the rules 
of the House. The House is the only body that can originate it 
under the Constitution. As they have decided in favor of a commis- 
sion why should we insist upon it that they shall do the work them- 


ves 7 
Besides, half the session has passed away, and the Committee on 
Ways and Means is burdened with other duties. We know that as 
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the session approaches an end they probably cannot devote time to 
the general tariff question. If they will give us a bill about MIRAT 
= these other items, it is all we can reasonably ask them to do. 
When Congress adjourns you cannot expect the Committee on Ways 
and Means or any other committee of Congress to devote all their 
recess to public business. Elections are coming off for members of 
Congress, and they will look after the elections. They must have a 
little rest. Therefore the idea of ne for the 3 o po 
gress to act is preposterous in my ju ent. too late. e 
committee had commenced on tho frst. Moa of December they 
might by this time probably have prepared a bill. They have made 
no such preparation, and therefore it is utterly idle to wait. 

I think, then, and I submit it to the good, cool sense and judgment 
of my friend from Kentucky, that the better way is as early as pos- 


sible to o ize a commission; let it be constituted, as I have no 
doubt the ident will take care to constitute it, of fair and im- 
partial men. They will be fresh at least. Let them frame a bill 


with the aid of the officers of the Treasury Department, so that by 
the next session we may have a general revision of the tariff. In the 
mean time, Congress igen J relieved from the general subject-matter, 
nay frame these short bills and probably can fight off amendments 
and pass them during the present session, leaving the general subject 
of the revision of the tarif tothe next session of Congress, when, the 
elections being over and nothing to disturb us, we may be able to 
act intelligently upon the whole question. 

Mr. VAN W CK Mr. President—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask the Senator from Nebraska to yield to a 
motion to proceed to the consideration of executive business, so that 
he may make his remarks on Monday. It is too late to go on now 
at five o’clock. There is no expectation of a vote this evening. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield the floor? 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator from Nebraska will have the floor 
on Monday on this as the unfinished business. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Before the motion is made, I understand the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] desires something. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will yield to the Senator from Tennessee, but 
the Senator from Nebraska will be entitled to the floor on Monday. 

Mr. HARRIS. Late as it is, I ask unanimons consent of the Sen- 
ate to lay aside informally the tariff-commission bill in order that I 
may secure the consideration at this time of two little bills that 
simply propose to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to refund 
to two citizens of Tennessee the surplus proceeds of the sales of cer- 
tain lands that were sold for direct taxes in 1864. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senate consent to lay 
aside informally the tariff-commission bill? 

Mr. BAYARD. Can I obtain the unanimous consent of the Senate 
to an agreement that this tariff-commission bill shall come toa vote 
at four o’clock on Monday ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it the unanimous consent of the 
Senate that the tariff-commission bill shall be voted upon on Monday 
at four o’clock? 

a MT BAYARD: In other words, that debate shall cease at four 
clock. 

Mr. TELLER. I will not object to it, though I have given notice 
that on Monday I shall ask the Senate to allow me to occupy its time 
on a resolution heretofore introduced by me; but I give notice now 
that I will do it on Tuesday. 
panne eee pro tempore. Is that the understanding of the 

nate 

Mr. DAWES. I gave notice eros that I would call up the 
Indian appropriation bill on Monday if it did not interfere with 
other business. I do not know how long it will take. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Allow me to say to the Senator from Delaware 
that there are two or three notices already given for Monday, and if 
the Senator from Delaware will ask consent of the Senate to take 
this vote not later than four o’clock Tuesday, I am satisfied there 
will be no objection. 

Mr. BAYARD. It is so obviously for the convenience of the Sen- 
ate that it should know something of the determination of its busi- 
ness that if an agreement can be made to take the vote at four o’clock 
on Tuesday I shall be satisfied. 

Reg VOORHEES. I do not think there will be any objection to 
at. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Delaware to modify 
his request so that we do not fix absolutely an hour, but say it shall 
be before adjournment on that day. 

Mr. BAYA If it can be arranged for a fixed hour it would be 
a great deal better. 

r. VOORHEES. Let the general debate be closed at four o’clock 
on 5 

Mr. BAYARD. That is my dp serge 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it the unanimous understandin, 
of the Senate that the debate on the tariff-commission bill be cl 
at four o’clock on Tuesday, voting to commence withont further 
debate after four o’clock ? 

Mr. HOAR. If it is meant that amendments may be offered and 


that when offered they must be voted upon without debate, I should 
like to know it before consenting to the arrangement. 
Mr. HARRIS. It certainly cannot mean that. 
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Mr. BAYARD. The amendments, I apprehend, on a bill like this 
have nearly all been in print for a long time. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest to the Senator that debate on the 
amendments be limited to five minutes. 

Mr. BAYARD. Let there be a five-minute debate to explain 
amendments. 

Mr. HOAR. That is all right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it the pleasure of the Senate 
that debate on the main bill cease at four o’clock on Tuesday, and 
that after that the five-minute rule be applied to debate on amend- 
ments? [A pause.] The Chair hearing no objection it will be so 
understood, that general debate closes on the bill at four o’clock on 
Tuesday, all amendments to have the five-minute rule applied after 
that. 

Mr. HARRIS. Now, Mr. President, I ask that this bill be inform- 
ally laid aside. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It may be so done by unanimous con- 
sent. The Chair hears no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, >y Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 5388) to fix the times for holding terms of the cir- 
cuit and district courts of the United States in the northern district 
of Ohio; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 4763) to authorize the accounting officers of the 
Treas to settle the accounts of Brevet Major-General Edward 
Hatch, United States Army, chairman and disbursing officer of the 
special Ute commission appointed under act of Congress of May 3, 
1878. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. No. 71) to execute certain treaty stipu- 
Pe relating to Chinese; and it was thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. MILLER, of California, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in thecase of A. P. Jackson and others be withdrawn 
from the files of the te. 

J. J. MURPHY. 


Mr. HARRIS. Lask the Senate to proceed at this time to consider 
Senate bill No. 1388. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
eee to consider the bill (S. No. 1388) for the relief of J. J. 

urphy. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and to insert: 

That the of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to ascer- 
tain the amount remaining in the Treasury of the moneys received from the sale 
for direct taxes of the real estate of J.J. Murphy, of Memphis, Tennessee, in 
1864, and, after deducting from said sum the amount of said tax and all penalties 
and all costs and expenses incurred by the United States in collecting the same, 
to pay over the balance, not ex the sum of $1,858.80, to the owner of said 
estate at the time of the seizure of said property or legal representative. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

JOHN H. BRINKLEY. 


Mr. HARRIS. The other bill that I referred to is Senate bill No. 
647. It is precisely a copy of this except as to the name. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 647) for the relief of 
John H. Brinkley. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to ascer- 
tain the amount remaining in the of the moneys received from the sale 
for direct taxes of the real estate of John H. Brinkley, of Tennessee, in 1863 or 1864, 
and, after deducting from said sum the amount of said tax and all penalties and 
all costs and expenses incurred by the United States in collecting the same, to 
pay over the ce, not exceeding the sum of $192.75, to the owner of said estate 
at the time of the seizure of said property, or his legal representatives. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
merft was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 5388) to fix the times for holding terms of the 
cireuit and district courts of the United States in the northern dis- 
trict of Ohio was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary; and the bill (H. R. No, 4763) to authorize 
the accounting officers of the Treasury to settle the accounts of 
Brevet Major eneral Edward Hatch, United States Army, chairman 
and disbursing officer of the s 
act of Congress of May 3, 187 
ferred to the Committee on Indi 


ial Ute commission appointed under 
was read twice by its title, and re- 
Affairs. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the followin 
message from the President of the United States; which was refe: 
to the Committee on Territories, and ordered to be printed : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 
I transmit herewith a of a law passed at the recent sesssion of the Legislature 
of the Territory of Now Morico for the action of Congress under section 1850 of 


the Revised Statu 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 23, 1882. 


LAND DISTRICTS IN NEBRASKA. 


Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. With all my desire to accommodate the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska I cannot yield further. I must insist upon my 
motion to proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. The bill I want to take up will lead to no de- 
bate whatever, I think. It is a local bill for the purpose of forming 
two new land districts in our State. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will help the Senator on Monday. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. It is a short bill. There will be no objection to 
it from any so I take it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Very well. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. It will not take three minutes. I ask te take 
up Senate bill No. 1531. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the vee 

roceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 1531) to create two additio: 
nd districts in the State of Nebraska. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business, and J give notice that I shall not yield 
further. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After seven minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at five o’clock and fifteen 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, March 24, 1882. 


The House met at twelveo’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. POWER. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


IMPRISONMENT OF AMERICANS ABROAD. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. There is a rule of the House which 
provides that resolutions of inquiry referred to committees shall be, 
not may be, but “shall be,” reported back to the House within eight 
days. Now I desire to inquire of the Chair concerning a resolution 
about Americans imprisoned abroad, which was introduced into this 
House on the 23d day of January, more than two months ago. That 
resolution came back wrong end foremost, and it was sent back to 
the committee with instructions to report it differently from what 
they had then reported it. It was recommitted on the 14th day of 
February, now more than a monthsince. The standing rule of this 
House says that such resolutions shall be reported back within eight 
days. Idesireto know how long we are going to neglect our citizens 
lying in prison in Great Britain. 

The SPEAKER. The rule provides that resolutions of inquiry 
shall be reported back within one week. The Chair is unable to state 
anything further in reference to this matter. The rule is that reso- 
lutions of inquiry shall be ee ne back within one week, and there- 
fore the Chair has always held that such reports were privileged. It 
is not the fault of the Chair that the resolution to which the gentle- 
man refers has not been reported back. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. One word. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I desire to state that the gentle- 
man in charge of the matter which I understand has been referred 
to [Mr. OrTH] is absent from the Chamber this morning, and I my- 
self have this moment come into the Hall from a session of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and have not heard what the gentleman 
from New York Fur. ROBINSON] has said. If I understand the matter 
to which he refers, I desire to say that I am authorized to state that 
communication is constantly being had with the Government of 
Great Britain, and in a few days we shall be able tomake this report 
intelligently to the House, founded upon the facts involved. 

Mr. ROB JSON, of New York. I have but a word ic say. If 
something is not done soon, and our minister does not demand his 
passports, I shall move his impeachment, and require all other busi- 
ness to be laid aside until that matter is disposed of. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to say that the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs have most industriously and earnestly sought to obtain from 
the State Department all the information which would enable them to 
make a 9 report. We now have the information, and within 
a day or two the report will be made. There has been no laches on 
the part of the committee, but on the coutrary an earnest and anx- 
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ions desire to obtain all the information required to make an intelli- 
gent report to the House, 
Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. That will avoid my question of 


impeachment. 


AGREEMENT WITH CROW INDIANS. 


Mr. HASKELL. I ask unanimous consent to lay before this House 
a communication from the Department of the Interior concerning the 
ratification of a treaty made with the Crow Indians, which a 
ment has been unanimously agreed aed Pog Senate and by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs of this House. The Indian Department fears 
that complications already existing there between the whites and the 
Indians will lead to an outbreak on the part of the Indians. Believ- 
ing it to be of imminent importance that the subject should be con- 
sidered this morning, I ask consent that a bill upon that subject be 
now considered by the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Communications from the Departments should 
be addressed to the S er. 

The SPEAKER. Communications upon this subject have been 
referred some time since. 

Mr. HASKELL. I ask unanimous consent for the House to con- 
sider this subject, otherwise the Department entertains fears that an 
Indian outbreak will be the result. I appeal to the gentleman from 
Montana, [Mr. MadiIN IS, ] who represents that section of country, 
to support what I ey: T assure the House it is no slight matter. 

Mr. SPARKS. I thought the policy of making treaties with the 
Indian tribes had been abandoned. 

Mr. HASKELL. An agreement. 

Mr. SPARKS. This is an agreement? 

Mr. HASKELL. It is. 

Mr. SPARKS. Not a treaty? 

Mr. HASKELL. Nota treaty, but an agreement by which these 
Indians are to cede a portion of their reservation. The employés of 
the Pacific Railroad Company are cutting timber on these lands, and 
the Indians have been waiting a year or more for the ratification of 
this a ment. 

Mr. GINNIS. Two years. 

Mr. HASKELL. These Indians feel that the Government is not 
dealing in good faith with them. They find trespassers on their 
lands, and the danger is that an outbreak will occur unless we tako 
up this matter and consider it. This House will not object to rati- 
fying the agreement when they understand it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman has a bill which he desires to 
have considered by the House at this time, let it be read. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I make the point of order that this matter is 
not in order at the present time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman objects. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to submit a report. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Ihave called for the regular order; and the 
Chair has always held that to be equivalent to an objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that it is in the nature of an ob- 
jection. The gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. SPRINGER, ] as the Chair 
understands, rises to submit a privile report. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred a resolution in regard to printing a certain report of the United 
States Fish Commission, have instructed me to report back the same 
and to recommend a substitute for the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand that this is a priv- 


logea report at this time, 
à SPRINGER. This is printing for the use of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Friday is private bill day,and this is public 
matter. The Chair, however, has no objection to its consideration. 

Mr. McCOID. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understood that the Committee on Printing 
had the right to report matters of this kind at any time; but if the 
Chair holds that on account of this being private bill day the report 
is not now privileged, I will not ask for unanimous consent, as I 
want to report in order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for 
reports of a private nature. 


GOUVERNEUR MORRIS. 


Mr. TAYLOR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
adversely the memorial of Gouverneur Morris, executor of S. J. Mor- 
ris, deceased, asking to be reimbursed the amount paid by him at a 
sale by the United States marshal for the eastern district of Virginia, 
in the city of Alexandria, under a confiscation proceedin ainst 
Dr. Orlando Fairfax, the purchaser having been subsequently ejected 
by order of the district court; which was laid on the table, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JAMES REA. 

Mr. LORD, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, pee back 
with a favorable recommendation the joint resolution C R. No. 93) 
to authorize the Secretary of State to allow for expenditures within 
named to James Rea, late consul at Belfast, Ireland; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
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CHARLES H. TOMPKINS. 

Mr. MAGINNIS, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, rted 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. K. No. 8%) for 
the relief of Charles H. Tompkins; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

CECIL CLAY. 

Mr. BROWNE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
a bill (H. R. No. 5381) granting an increase of pension to Cecil Clay; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK VOGEL. 

Mr. BROWNE, from the same committee, re 
favorablerecommendation the bill (H. R. No. 
to Frederick Vogel; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. MATSON, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration of bills of the following 
titles; and the same were referred to the Committee on Military 


Affairs: 
A bill (H. R. No. 980) for the relief of Jacob May; and 
A bill (H. R. No. 4007) for the relief of Robert B. Cole. 


PETER J. WELSHBILLIG. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
a bill (H. R. No. 5382) granting a pension to Peter J. Welshbillig, 
captain of Company G, Thirty-second Indiana Volunteers; whic 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 
MARGARET R. COLONOY. 


Mr. RAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
adversely the petition of Margaret R. Colonoy ; which was laid on 
the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

SPEDIE B. EGGLESTON. 

Mr. RAY also, from the same committee, reported back with a favor- 
able recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 5239) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Spedie B. Eggleston; which was referred to the Committee of 
the ole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS MARTIN AND OTHERS. 


Mr. CABELL. The Committee on Invalid Pensions have directed 
me to report back bills in three cases which have received favorable 
action at the pension office. The committee ask to be dischar, 
from the further consideration of these bills, and that they be laid 
on the table. 

The titles of the bills were read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2063 granting a pension to Thomas Martin; 

s bill (H. R. No. 2976) granting a pension to Syyert A. Anderson ; 


an 

A bill (H. R. No. 2451) ting a pension to Peter T. Safford. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Are these cases reported . 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands, favorable action has 
been taken in each case at the pension office; and these bills, if there 
be no objection, will be laid on the table without prejudice, and the 
committee discharged from their further consideration. 

There was no objection. 

JANE DULANY. 


Mr. CULLEN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
a bill (H. R. No. 5383) granting an increase of pensign to Mrs. Jane 
Dulany ; which was pad a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M. AKIN. 

Mr. CULLEN also, from the same committee, reported, as a substi- 
tute for House bill No. 210, a bill (H. R. No. 5384) restoring the name 
of James M. Akin to the pension-roll; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Fona Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
prin 


rted back with a 
ting a pension 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. CULLEN also, from the same committee, reported back ad- 
versely the following bills; which were severally laid on the table, 
and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2145) granting a pension to William H. Howard; 


and 
A bill (H. R. No. 2242) for an increase of pension to Major Louis 
J. Sacriste. 


SARAH A. M. CHAMBERLAIN AND MINOR CHILDREN. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported, as a substitute for House bill No. 444, a bill (H. R. No. 5385 
granting a pension to the minor children of James E 
rst and second time, referred to the Co 


le; whic 


was read a ttee of the 
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Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 
FRANK KITZMILLER. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported back 
the bill (H. R. No. 377) granting a pension to Frank Kitzmiller; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 

N LUCIEN KILBOURNE. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported back 
the bill (H. R. No. . an increase of pension to Lucien 
Kilbourne; which wasreferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

ELIZABETH PERCY. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. No. 1236) ting a pension to Mrs. 
Elizabeth Perey; which was laid on the table, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back adversely the following cases; which were sev- 
erally laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be 


nted : 
Pirie petition of Elizabeth H. Hartwell, widow of William H. Hart- 
well, purser, United States Navy, for increase of pension ; and 
A bin (H. R No. 1245) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary C. Ring- 
old. 
z H, C. ACTON AND OTHERS. 
Mr. RAY, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the peti- 
tion of H. C. Acton, J. R. Fisher, and William Kilgour, late messen- 
in the post-office of the House of Representatives, Forty-fifth 
ngress, and moved the adoption of the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the petition of H. C. Acton, J. R. Fisher, Edwin Este, and Will- 
iam praying for additional compensation for their services as annual mes- 
3 n the post-office of the House of Representatives during the sessions of 
the Forty-fifth pie re be, and the same is parong referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, with the recommendation that said claims be paid. 
The resolution was adopted. 
HEIRS OF RICHARD W. MEADE. 


Mr. PEELLE. Mr. Speaker, in behalf of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and at his request, I will now submit a report from 
that committee ; and, knowing . the facts of the case, I ask 
that I be permitted to submit it as in his name. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Claims, reported a bill 
H. R. No. 5386) for the relief of the heirs of Richard W. Meade, 
eceased ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 

Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
JAMES L. SELFRIDGE. 


Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported 
back the bill (H. R. No. 3069) for the relief of James L. Selfridge; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MILITARY CONTRACTORS. 


On motion of Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia, the Committee on the 
Judiciary was discharged from the further consideration of joint res- 
olution (H. R. No. 148) for the relief of contractors failing to comply 
with their contracts to supply military with corn, hay, or oats 
by reason of drought in the State of Texas in the year 1881; and the 
same was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

REAR-ADMIRAL ROGER N. STEMBEL. 

Mr. TALBOTT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 5387) providing for the pay of Rear-Admiral Roger N. 
Stembel; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

NORTHERN JUDICIARY DISTRICT OF OHIO. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, Iam directed by the Committee on 

the Judiciary to report, as a substitute for House bill No. 1321, a bill 
H. R. No. 5388) to fix the times for holding terms of the circuit and 
istrict courts of the United States in the northern district of Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. To-day bel eras bill day, and that is a public 
bill. It can only be considered by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I ask for unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The bill was read a first and second time. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I now ask by unanimous consent that the bill be 


put upon its ge. 
sink SPRINGER, Let the bill be read and then let objection be 
or. 
Mr. TAYLOR. Very well; I ask for the reading of the bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Ba it enacted, £c., That the sessions of the circuit and district courts of the Uni- 
ted States in the northern district of Ohio shall begin and be held as follows: In 
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All acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This only relates to fixing the times of holding 
the courts, and I withdraw my objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TAYLOR moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MICHAEL L. KIGGINS. 

Mr. HOUSE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5389) for the relief of Michael L. Kiggins, administrator of James 
Walsh; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 


I ask unanimous consent to submit a report and 
accompanying resolution from the Committee on Indian irs, and 
ask the immediate consideration of the resolution. This is simply 
a list of claims growing ont of Indian depredations. 

The SPEAKER. Theresolution will beread, after which the Chair 
will ask for objections to its present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Cleveland, in the eastern division, on the first Tnesda: 
October of each 


Mr. BUCK. 


The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. BUCK moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PAY DEPARTMENT, UNITED STATES ARMY. 


Mr. MAGINNIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, by unan- 
imous consent, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 240) to amend sec- 
tion 1190 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the Pay Department of 
the Army ; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

MILITARY WAGON-ROAD, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. MAGINNIS also, from the same committee, reported back with 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 2573) to provide for a 
military 8 from Vancouver Barracks, Washington Terri- 
tory, to Portland, Oregon, and moved that the same be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and the accompanying report printed. 

The motion was to. 

MILITARY WAGON-ROAD, OREGON. 

Mr. MAGINNIS also, from the same committee, reported back with 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 2102) providing for 
the continuance of the appropriation for the military wagon-road 
from Scottsburgh, Oregon, to Camp Stewart, and its extension to Fort 
Klamath, with amendments, and moved that the same be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and, with the accompanying 
ai id printed. 

he motion was agreed to. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, MONTPELIER, VERMONT. 


Mr. JOYCE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5390) to provide for the erection of a public building at Montpelier, 
Vermont; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

MODOC WAR. 

Mr. UPSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, by unani- 
mous consent, reported, as a substitute for House bills Nos. 1365 and 
4244, a bill (H. R. No. 5391) to reimburse the State of Oregon and to 
pay the State and citizens of California for moneys expended and 
indebtedness assumed and services rendered in the suppression of In- 
dian hostilities during the Modoc war in the years 1872 and 1873; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CONDEMNED CANNON, BRANDON, VERMONT. 

Mr. UPSON also, by unanimous consent, from the same committee, 
reported back the bill (H. R. No. 5211) granting four condemned iron 
cannon to the town of Brandon, Vermont; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CONDEMNED CANNON FOR M’LEAN POST, NO. 16. 


Mr. UPSON also, by unanimous cousent, from the same commit- 
tee, ee back the bill (H. R. No. 5240) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of War to furnish a condemned cannon for the use of McLean 
Post, No. 16, of the Grand Army of the Republic; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

FORT BLISS, TEXAS. 
Mr. UPSON also, by unanimous consent, from the same committee, 
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reported back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 
4131) to open and construct approaches to Fort Bliss, Texas, and 
moved that the same be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and the accompanying report printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REBECCA GOODRICH. 

Mr. SPAULDING, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 5392) for the relief of Rebecca Goodrich; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Select Committee on the Payment of 
Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 


FORT RANDALL MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. SPOONER, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Mili- 

tary Affairs, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 1896) vacating all that 

portion of the Fort Randall mili reservation, in the Territory of 

ay bs east of the Missouri River; which was referred to the 

House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
FORT RICE MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. SPOONER also, by unanimous consent, from the same com- 
inittee, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 2749) vacating the Fort 
Rice military reservation, in the Territory of Dakota; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF NAVIGATION OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. THOMAS, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the 
Levees and Improvements of the gre ae River, reported, as a 
substitute for House bill No. 4781, a bill (H. R. No. 5393) making an 
appropriation for the improvement of the navigation and commerce 
oF the Mississippi River in accordance with the recommendations, 
plans, specifications, and estimates of the Mississippi River commis- 
sion. 

Mr. THOMAS. Lask leave at this time to submit this bill for 
reference to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, with permission to file the report hereafter. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the report can be submitted 
uta future time. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
report, ordered to be printed. 


POSTAL SAVINGS BANKS. 


Mr. KELLEY. I ask leave at this time to present a brief memorial 
from the Philadelphia Society for Organizing Charity, for the estab- 
lishment of postal rts ogra Lask that the same be printed in 
the RECORD and refi to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The memorial is as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and the 
House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 
May it please your honorable bodies, the undersigned, representing the Phila- 
delphia Society for Organizing Charity, respectfully submit the following me- 
rial 


morial : 

That this society is engaged in studying the habits and necessities of the poorer 
portion of the population of Philadelphia, and endeavoring to better their moral 
and physical condition. 3 

‘That the promotion of thrift among the laboring classes and poor is among the 
leading objects of this society. 

That institutions established by local enterprise, such as our own existing savin; 
banks and building associations, do not and cannot adequately provide for the 
very beginnings in sa which are essential to encourage thrift in the 
class of population with which this society especially comes in contact. 

That in the opinion of this society. confi by the results in Great Britain and 
other countries, the moral advantages of a uniform system. encouraging the small- 
ext savings, are as important as the more immediate results of husbanding the re- 
sonrees of the 8 every additional depositor becoming interested in the 
conservation of the institutions and the observance of the laws of the country. 

That for this end the security and great facilities offered by the Post-Office, as a 
branch of the Government, present peculiar advantages at a minimum of expense. 
Such a system has been in operation in Great Britain and Canada for years with 

sat success, and where introduced in other countries has given the most encourag- 
ng results. 

fnat for these and other reasons, not necessary to be brought forward here, your 
momorialists respectfully urge on your honorable body the importance of estab- 
lishing at an ear] Tons proper system of post-office savings-banks, as suggested 

recent m 


by the President in hi 
SAMUELE Eoo #3 pried 
and ex-oficio President. 
J. S. WHITNEY, 
ice-Presiden: 1 Directors. 
Treasurer. 


CHAS. G. CAD 
ROBERT N. WILLSON 


ALBERT B. WILLIAMS, 
CHAS. D. KELLOGG, 
General Secretary. 
Dated at Philadelphia, March 23, 1882. 
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LANDS IN SAN MATEO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA. 
Mr. MOREY, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Pri- 


vate Land C reported back the bill (H. R. No. 75) to author- 
ize the correction of the boundaries of certain lands in San Mateo 
County, California; which was referred to the House Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

GENERAL EDWARD HATCH. 


Mr. DEERING. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Pri- 
vate Calendar the bill (H. R. No. 4763) for present consideration. I 
think there will be no possible objection to the bill. It simply pro- 

to enable the Comptroller of the Treasury to adjust the accounts 
of a gallant officer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. No. 4763) to authorize the accounting officers of the Treasury to settle 
the accounts of Brevet Major-General Edward Hatch, United States Army, chair- 
man bursing officer of the special Ute commission appointed under act of 
Congress of May 3, 1878. 

Be it enacted, do., That the Wer accounting officers of the Treasury, in the 
settlement of the accounts of Brevet Major-General Edward Hatch, United States 
Army, chairman and disbursing officer of the special Ute commission 2 
under act of Congress of May 3, 1878, are hereby authorized to adjust and settle 
the same upon the principles of equity and justice, and to award to him credit for 
disbursements as appear to have been honestly made in good faith and to have 
inured to the benefit of the Indians or the United States. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. DEERING. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his objec- 
tion. This bill does not propose to take a dollar from the Treasury, 
and I hope the gentleman from Indiana will withdraw his objection. 
General Hatch is now here seeking an adjustment of his accounts 
which the accounting officer does not feel justified in doing until 
authorized by Congress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve the objection till the report is read. 

Mr. DEERING. Let the report be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 4763) 
to authorize the accounting officers of the Treasury to settle the accounts of Brevet 
Major-General Edward Hatch, United States Army, chairman and disbursing ofti- 
cer of the special Ute commission, appointed under act of Congress of May 3, 1878, 
have had the same under consideration, and report as follows : 

The evidence presented before the committee proves that the money was dis- 
bursed by General Hatch in good faith and with good intentions, in every case on 
vouchers and on orders from the Secretary of the Interior; but the Comptroller of 
the Treasury finds these disbursements to have been ar, and does not feel 
justified in applying the amount on General Hatch's account until authorized to do 
80 by act of Congress. The bill is favored by the Secretary of the Interior, who 
says, in letter dated March 16, 1882: “I sincerely hope that C: will, in the 
a the bill referred to in the inclosure, afford that relief which is songht 

or in the case;" and your committee recommend its passage. 

The SPEAKER, 
the bill? 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole House was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill; which was 
thereupon ordered to be en dandread a third time; and, being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DEERING moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NEW JERSEY TEMPERANCE ALLIANCE, 


Mr. ROBESON. I desire to present the official petition of the 
Temperance Alliance of the State of New Jersey, and to ask unan- 
imous consent that it be printed at large in the Recorp with the 
names of the signers. It occupies but five lines. Under our rules 
it requires unanimons consent, but certainly no one will object. 

Mr. BRAGG. I object. 

Mr. ROBESON. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin really in- 
tend to object to the Jeane in the RECORD of five lines signed by 
the representative officers of the principal temperance societies in 
the State of New Jersey, petitioning Congress upon a subject in 
which the people of my State and of the country are so deeply in- 
terested? We could better afford to print this in the RECORD than 
many of the Buncombe s hes which load its columns. 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes; I object. 

SCHOOLS IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The commission appointed by a resolution of the 
House of Representatives February 20, 1882, for the purpose of in- 
e ge e public-school buildings of the District, made a report, 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. There are 
certain portions of that report which I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to ask an order from the House to have 
printed. I ask the Clerk to read the recommendation of the com- 


mittee. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That there be printed 1,000 copes of the report of the commission 
appointed by the resolution of the House of February 20, last, for the pu of 
investigating the public-school buildings of the District of Columbia; o 
number 600 copies sball be for the use of the commissioners of the Dis 
copies for the use of the board of school trustees, and 200 copies for the use of the 
superintendent of public schools of the District of Columbia. 


Mr. RANDALL. Lobject. Let that go to the Committee on Print- 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


ing. 

Nir. HISCOCK. I desire to say to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, if he will allow me, that that portion of the report which we 
have selected to have printed 


1882. 
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Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular order. 
Mr. HISCOCK. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will hear me 
for one moment I think he will withdraw his objection. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair was of opinion this was a privileged 
report 
. RANDALL. In what respect is it privileged ? 
The SPEAKER. It relates simply and solely to printing for the 
use of the House. 
Mr. RANDALL. Then it must go to the Committee on Printing. 
Mr. HISCOCK. If the gentleman will permit me, I will say we 


have selected out but a small 3 of the report to be printed, 
and those portions we have selected are desired for usc in the diseus- 
sion of the bill making appropriations for the government of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, which will be reported in a few days. It is desir- 
able this matter should be printed with a view to the discussion on 
that bill. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania insist on 


the regular order? 

Mr. ALL. I do. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I ask consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. No, 3830) making appropriations for 
e consular and diplomatic service of the Government for the fiscal 
ear ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes, with amendments 
5 the Senate, and to move that the amendments be numbered and 
rinted, and that the bill with the amendments be referred to the 
ommittee on Appropriations. 
Thera was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of 
privilege. My attention has been called to a telegram sent from 
this city to the Louisville Commercial, a Republican paper in Ken- 
tucky, and copied in some papers in the district which I have the 
honor to represent. It is as follows: 


[Special to Louisville Commercial.] 
Wasnincton, D. C., March 9, 1882. 

presen ORR, of Michigan, created a ripple to-day in the House by an- 

eee thet he eee the Hon. Oscar URSER's speech on the tariff, 

introduced into the — of the latter on tere} on the Agricultural Appro- 

riation bill, in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of 1870. It was delivered in the 

ouse then by the Hon. Samuel of Illinois, and had been copied ver- 
batim et literatim by Mr. TURNER. 

This telegram is a malicious falsehood, and is known to be untrue 
by every member who heard my speech on the tariff, and who heard 
the speech of Mr. Horr, of Michigan. 

Mr. HORR referred to a figure which I used showing the taxation 
upon the articles used daily by a farmer, embraced in a few lines of 
my speech, for which I claimed no originality as my language showed 
when I used it. It wasa figure familiar, I snppose, to every mem- 
ber on this floor. It was a similar figure toone used by Sidney Smith 
in 1820. Since then it has been elaborated and used by many speak- 
ers, and well applied by Mr. Marshall. I carried the figures further, 
applying the present tariff duties. It shows aptly the taxation upon 
the articles of daily use by a farmer, and applies with as much force 
now as it did then. 

Mr. Horr made no such ridicnlous charge on this floor as is con- 
tained in the dispatch, and it is too contemptible for me to notice 
further. I should not have taken up the time of this House in 
noticing this falsehood, but I could not in justice to myself let it go 
uncontradicted. 

Mr. Speaker, in justice to the gentlemen who occupy seats in the 
reporters’ gallery, I do not believe that any of them did send or 
would have sent such a false dispatch 

Mr. Horr and Mr. KENNA rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan, Mr. Horr. 

Mr. HORR. I have but a word to say. By reference to my re- 
marks I find all I claimed on the occasion referred to by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky was this: 

I was astonished that even my friend from Kentucky, [Mr. Tuxxer]—I am 
sorry I do not see him in his seat—I say I was astonished to find that even he gave 
us no new theories, but simply a rehash of the arguments that have been worn 
threadbare in the past. 

After going through with the quotations from the two speeches, I 
then said: 

Now, gentlemen of the committee, I submit whether I am not t when I 
say that there are no new statements in their arguments. We simply get a re- 
hash of the same old nonsense. Even after a lapse of twelve years argument 
and illustration are the same thing over and over again. 

After hearing the explanation of my friend from Kentucky I ac- 
knowledge my mistake. I should have said, “after a lapse of sizty 
years” instead of twelve, as Sydney Smith it seems was the author 
of the figure of speech. How any reporter could have stated that in 
those remarks I made any such ch against the gentleman from 
Kentucky is a mystery tome. I neither intimated nor said a word 
of the kind. Very far from me be it to do him or any one else an in- 
tentional injury. I 1 used, by way of illustration, a fact which 
I think the explanation of the gentleman from Kentucky now makes 


still stronger, that the free-traders keep going over and over again 
the same old story. That is all I intended and all I claimed in 
regard to the two speeches, and the gentleman from Kentucky is enti- 
tled to the facts in the case. I had not found his speech verbatim in 
a former RECORD, and did not claim that I had. 


AGNES FAIRLY. 


Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. No. 1027) granting a pension to es 
Fairly, and moved that it be referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Cemmittee of the Whole 
on 1 55 Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

ELIZABETH VERNOR HENRY. 

Mr. PARKER also, from the same committee, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. No. 1147) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Vernor Henry; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

RICHARD CARPENTER. 


Mr. PARKER also, from the same committee, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. No. 1149) granting a pension to Richard 
C nter; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. In pursuance of instructions by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, I ask that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 5040) making appropriations for the 
aport of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for 
other purposes, and that the same be recommitted to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I now call for the regular order. There are bills 
on the Private Calendar which we are anxious to reach. 

The SPEAKER. No gentleman has yet made a motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimons consent, leave of absence was ted as follows: 

To Mr. Paul, for three days, on account of important business; 
an 
5 To Mr. MosGrove, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 

amily. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. RAY. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House for the purpose of proceeding with the 
consideration of business on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOUSE. [desire to state that if the House will vote down that 
proposition I will move to proceed to consider a measure which will 
dispose of all these private claims; to take up the special order, be- 
ing a bill providing for referring tothe Court of Claims all the private 
claims now before Congress, 

I do not think we can better spend the day than in the considera- 
tion of that bill. We now spend Fridays here in a very wasteful 
manner, 5 but one or two bills on any Friday. Here is a 
measure which I think will dispose of the whole matter: If the 
House will vote down the motion to go into Committee of the Whole 
m the Private Calendar I will then move to take up the special 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hamper (Mr. Ray] 
moves that the House now resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PEELLE. Before that motion is submitted to the House I 
desire to submit a resolution to which I think there will be no 
objection. 

. RANDALL. I call for the re order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order isthe motion to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of business on the Private 
Calendar. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 
70, noes 33. 

bo (no further count being called for) the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. VALENTINE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering business on the Private Calendar. 

CAPTORS OF THE RAM ALBEMARLE. 

The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
676) to refer the claims of the captors of the ram Albemarle to the 
Court of Claims. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That the claims of 5 the ram Albemarle, which 


was captured and destro; October 27, 1864, and the same hereb; 
ferred to the Court of Claims, with Juriediction and AA deter. 


mine the same, and all defenses thereto which are or may be open to the United 
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States, aud to render judgment thereon, with the right of appeal as in other cases; 
and if said court shall tind that either or any of said captors has not or have not 
received his or their full and just share of the prize-money awarded for the capture 
of said ram Albemarle, according to the proportions provided in the prize laws in 
force at the time of said capture, and that he or they are entitled to claim and re- 
cover the same, the said court shall render judgment in favor of such captor or 
captors, respectively, or his or eget, e representatives, for such sum or sums 
y 


as shall in addition to the amount al make the share of such captor or 
eaptors, respectively, equal to his or their respective share or shares of said prize- 
money, according to the provisions of the e laws in force at the time of said 


capture: Provided, That no suit shall be brought under the provisions of this act 
after one year from the date of its passage. 

Sec. 2. That any judgment rendered by the Court of Claims under the provis- 
ions of the first section of this act shall be paid by the Secre! of the Treasury 
out of any meer a the Treasury applicable to the payment of prize to captors ; 
and if there s not be money applicable for that purpose in the Treasury, or 
suflicient therefor, then the same, or any part thereof for which prize-money in 
the Treasury is insufficient, shall be paid out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I would inquire what is the number of the report 
accompanying this bill? 

Mr. THOMAS. It is No. 90. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 676) 
for the relief of the captors of the ram Albemarle, submit the following bir cone 

This measure was fully considered by the Committee on Naval Affairs of the last 
House of Representatives, and a careful and elaborate report was made by th: 
mittee, and as no can be profitably said in explanation of said bill which is not 
found in that report, the same is adopted by this committee. It is as follows: 

On the night of the 27th of October, 1864, the confederate ram Albemarle was 
5 e vy a torpedo-boatunder the of Lieutenant William B. Cushing, 
United States Navy. The capture and destruction of this formidable vessel was 


at com- 


of great importance to the United States. It resulted in the y capture of 
Plymouth, North Caro with great quantities of ry ee naval stores. A 
large number of vessels of the Navy were at once relieved 8 ame 

a of de- 


marle Sound to prevent the ram escaping to sea and messing | u 
struction to our commerce, for which she had been especi: esigned and built. 
The ram had been completed, armed, equipped, and manned, and at the moment 
of destruction was y for sea, with steam up, awaiting only the favorable mo- 
ment to make her escape. 

In the action with the ram the torpedo-boat was disabled and abandoned, and 
two of her crew were killed and eleven captured bythe enemy. Lieutenant Cush- 
ing and Edward Houghton. a seaman, were the only persons who escaped death or 
capture. 

Active military operations followed immediately afterward, and the condemna- 
tion of the ram as a prize was e and delayed until after it had been dis- 
mantled, and its armament, machinery, stores, &., appropriated to public use. 
The ram was finally raised and taken to Norfolk, where an appraisal was had, and 
in August, 1865, the Secretary of the Navy, after deducting from the total appraisal 

12,500 for salvage, deposited to the credit of the prize fund $79,944. This sum was 

istributed oe the persons entitled thereto, under a decree of the district court 
of the United States for the District of Columbia, issued on the 21st day of August, 
1865, A copy of the decree is annexed to this report, marked Exhibit A. 

“The ram Albemarle had cost the confederate government at least $1,500,000, 
and even in a northern ship-yard, where greater facilities were attainable, would 
have cost more than half of that sum. 

It is therefore manifest that the appraisal did great injustice to the men who 
were en in the work of destroying it. To remedy this wrong Congress 
passed the act of April, 1872, which authorized a re-examination by the prize 
court, ‘that the captors’ might ‘obtain au appraisal such as is required by the 
prize laws of Congress. Under that act a Gray Lar was had, and the net value 
of the propery pertaining to the prize which had been 8 to public use was 
found to $282,835.80. On the 8th of January, 1873, Congress appropriated 

2,912.90, the difference between the old and the new pppn “to enable the 
Secretary of the Navy to pay to the captors of the rebel ram Albemarle in ac- 
cordance with the decree of the district court.’ 

The decree depended upon the statutes in force at the time. The statutes in 
force at the date of the decree were the same which were in force at the time of 
the capture, and which fixed the right of the captors at the moment of their vic- 
tory over the ram. 

The correct application of the law is a matter of right which the captors are 
justified in postr! aya for. Men who gallantly offer their lives insuch hazardous 
enterprises in their country’s behalf are entitled to a correct application of the 
law under which they act, in the distribution of rewards. 

“ The following are provisions of the prize act of June, 1864, the law in force at 
the time of the capture, applicable to the case, (chapter 174, Thirty-eighth Con- 
gress, first session, 1874, Statutes at Large, volume 13, page 307, section 10 :) 

The net proceeds of all property condemned as prize shall, when the prize 
was of superior or equal force to the vessel or vessels making the captare, be de- 
creed to the captors, when of inferior force one-half shall be decreed to the United 
Stutes, and the other half tothe captors. * * All prize-money adjudged to 
the 1 vee shall be distributed in the following proportions, namely: 

First. To the commanding officer of a fleet or squadron, one-twentieth part of 
all prize-money awarded to any vessel or vessels under his immediate command. 

Second. To the comm ing officer of a division of a fleet or squadron, on oy 
under the orders of the commander-in-chief of such fleet or squadron, a sum eq 
to one-fiftieth part of any prize-money awarded to a vessel of such division for a 
capture made while under his command. : 

Third. To the fleet-captain one-hundredth part of all prize-money awarded to 
any vessel or vessels of the fleet or squadron in which he was serving. * * * 

Fourth. To the commander of a single 15 one-tenth part of all the prize- 
money awarded to the ship under his command, if such ship at the time of the cap- 
ture was under the command of the commanding officer ofa fleet or squadron, or a 
a and three-twentieths if his ship was acting independently of such supe- 

or officer. 

Fifth. After the foregoing deductions the residue shall be distributed and pro- 

ioned among all others doing duty on board * and borne u the 
ks of the 1 Sap proportion to their respective rates of pay iu the service.’ 

These are the p ions of law, the only provisions applicable to the case, 
and which the court undertook to minister in making the decree of distribution. 

The court in express terms decided and decreed that the prize was of superior 
force to the vessel making the tapis; and, under the statute already cited, all 
the prize-money belo: to the officers of the fleet and the men doing duty on the 
vessel making the cap’ 

In the final decree of distribution made on the lth of February, 1873, the 
court in effect consolidated the two appraisals, and corrected errors and omissions 
in the first decree. The decree is annexed, marked Exhibit B. 

The whole amount of prize-money arising from both appraisals—the consoli- 
dated net fund after the deduction of all coste—was $273,135.09. 
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“ The court, in strict conformity with the statutes, ordered payment to the fect 
as follows: 


To the commander of the 
To the 
To the fleet captain, go, or 


The court ordered ‘the remainder (ascertained afterwards to be the sum of 
$251,284.29) to be distributed to the persons doing — on the ch in 
proportion to their tive rates of pay in the service.’ 


“ Strict compliance with the terms of the decree would have distributed the fund 
awarded to the torpedo-boat according to the following table, which has been framed 
to show at a glance the true amount due to each man, the amount paid each, the 
errors and the persons entitled to share in the fund, on the assumption that 
the words rates of pay in the service lawfully mean rates of pay inthe service 


at the time of the capture. 
Pay. Name. ‘ 3 | Amount | Excess. Due. 
| 

$1,875 | W. $56,799 37 | $56,056 27 |. $743 10 
1,300 | F. 39,380 90 | 31. 102 25 8, 278 65 
1,000 | W. 30,293 00 23, 925 00 6, 368 00 
1.000 C. 30,393 00 23.925 00 6, 368 00 
480 | W. 14,540.64 | 35,887 50 a 
480 T. 14,540 64 28,710 00 3 
2% | & Wien 10,005 48 4 815 OL 253 47 
. Higgins. \ 3 47 
240 R. 1 7.270 82 5,742 01 1.525 31 
192 | E. J. Houghton 5,816 25 4, 593 60 1, 222 65 
192 | B. Harley 5, 816 25 4,593 60 1, 222 65 
192 | W. Smith... 5, 816 25 4,593 60 1, 222 65 
168 R. H. King. 5,090 3 4, 019 40 1, 071 03 
168 H. Wilkes... 5,090 43 4,019 40 1, 071 03 
168 L. Deming .... 5,090 69 4,019 40 1, 071 04 
+8, 295 | | 62 


253,304 20 251, 284 29 em | 35, 51 


Ratio, $30.293 on $1 of pay. 


»The table discloses the fact that two of the men, W. L. Howarth and T. S. 
Gay, Sey received sums wating $35,516.22 in excess of what they were 
entitled to if their ‘rates of pay in the service at the time of capture are to 9 
The decree of the court was in terms strictly correct in this aspect of the case, 
but the Secretary of the Navy was not confined in his distribution by words inthe 
decree Kedhap eee that the pay at the time of capture was intended by 
the court, and he erroneously, we think, adopted the rate of pay which these men 
enjoyed at the date of the decree. 

“ After the capture and before the distribution, Cushing, Howarth, and Gay had 
all been promoted for their gallant conduct in the destruction of the ram, and their 
commissions were made to take date on the day of the capture. 

“Cushing was promoted from a lieutenant, with a salary of $1,875, to a lieuten- 
ant-commander, with $2,343 Pay i Howarth was promoted from a master’s mate, 
with $480 pay, to an ac master, with $1,500 pay; and Gay was promoted from 
a master's mate, with a of $480, to an acting ensign, with the salary of $1,200. 
The distribution was made among these officers upon the basis of the pay of their 

vanced rank. The only persons benefited by this were Howarth and Gay; all 
the other captors were e to suffer by it. Cushing lost, because the great in- 
crease given to Howarth and Gay reduced his share below what it would have been 
on his pay as a lieutenant, upon the basis of distribution according to the pay at 
the time of capture. 

" The injustice of this mode of distribution is more manifest when we consider 
that Howarth, Gay, and Woodman, at the time of the capture. held the same rank 
of master’s mates, with the same pay of $480 a year; that while Woodman was killed 
in the engagement, and his family reeeived only $11,484, Howarth and Gay both 
survived, were honored and promoted, and received, the one $35,887.50, and the 


bike tie following ble shows th 

The table shows the manner of distribution and the rate of of 

each on which the division was : =. 

| Amount 
Name. Rank. | Pay. paid. 
| 

Lieutenant-commander...... $2, 343 | $56,056 27 
Acting master. I,. 35, 887 50 
A assistant paymaster... 1,300 | 31,102 50 
Acting ensign....-.......... 1,200 | 28,710 00 
| Third assistant engineer. 1,000 | 23,925 00 
Third assistant eer..... 1,000 | 23,925 00 
Sayre 480 11,484 00 
8, 613 01 
5, 742 01 
4,593 60 
4, 593 60 
4, 593 60 
4,019 40 
4,919 40 
4,019 40 
| 251, 284 20 


" We cannot doubt that the distribution was made in violation of the law and of 
the spirit and intent of the decree of the court. We think that the rights of the 
several captors © vested at the very moment of their victory, and that no 
change in the rank or pay of any one of them could affect his own rights as to the 
prize-money or the rights of any of his associates. In support of this view we 

uote from the opinion of the then Attorney-General of the United States, Mr. 
1 which is hereto annexed, marked Exhibit C. 

Hut the only terms of this provision which it is material to consider in this 
connection are the words, their respective rates of pay in the service.” 
is meant thereby 

I think these words si, the rates of pay actually established, and to which 
the parties concerned were entitled at the time of the captare of the prize. Had 
the condemnation and distribution in the case of the Albemarle prior to 


the promotion of any of those who took part in the ture, it is very clear that an 
apportionment of the prise proceada — tke cap * under the 


tors as came 


CONGRESSIONAL 


ration of the above-mentioned provision, based upon their respective rates of pa 
in the service at the time of the capture, would have been in exact conformi with 
the rule of distribution prescribed in that provision. What would have constituted 
under the said provision a proper basis for an apportionment then must be deemed 
to be equally such under the same provision at a more remote period, whatever 
alteration in the condition of the captors with ard to grade or pay nay have 
taken place in the meantime. The rule of distribution adverted is not liable to be 
varied, as I conceive, either to augment or diminish any of the individual interests 
or shares of the captors relative to each other by circumstances affecting the rank 
or compensation of some of the captors which may arise subsequent to the capture 
5 ae prise or, indeed, by anything short of a legislative enactment plainly author- 

zing it. 


1882. 


Regarded from this Tolas of view, the promotion of a naval officer to whom 
prize-money is distributable in proportion to his pay, where it has been conferred 
after the date of the capture of the prize, can have no offect whatever upon the 
distribution of the money, though oy ne E syrer ho became entitled (wo will 
pappo to increased pay from and including that date. The rate of pay which 
such officer was in receipt of when the capture was made is the measure of his 
allowance out of the prisa p not the increased pay resulting from the pro- 
motion afterward bestowed upon him.“ 

Good faith toward the officers and sailors of our Navy 8 that they 
should in all cases receive their prize- money according to the and in the 
proportions prescribed by the law under which they act. 

Ihe law is a conditional grant by Congress, and as soon as the conditions are 
fulfilled the t becomes absolute.’ 

“ Their ‘rights are based upon antecedent facts which amount to an executed 
contract with the Government.’ 

" Attorney-General Bates held that the rights of captors vest at the time of the 


capture. e says: 
Their claim is al right, ted by act of Congress. and as the claim exists 
only by force of the — ah — -Mada oar enforced according to the terms of 


the act.’ (Opinions, vol. 11, pase 102.) 

Such of the captors as have not for any cause received their full share of 
prize-money have a just claim on the Government unless they have lost or sur- 
rendered their claims by their own 3 acts. 

OSS 3 5 err 8 y mistake in making payments, the 
loss must fall on the United States.“ verdy Johnson. Opinions of Attorney- 
General, vol. 5, page 183.) 

It is claimed that the distribution was still more radically wrong and unjust, 
and for another reason. By the fourth clause of section 10 of the prize law of 
1864, before quoted. it is provided that the commander of a single ship shall be 
entitled to one-tenth part of all the prize-money awarded to the ship under his 
command, if such ship at the time of the captare was under the command of a com- 
manding officer of the fleet or squadron. or a division.’ 

It is claimed that the to: o. bout was a single ship under and within the true 
intent of this provision. That she was acting under the command of the com- 
mander of a fleet is admitted, and the court, in their decree awarding prize-money 
to the oflicers of the squadron and giving all the rest to the vessel making the ca 
unre, give strength to the claim. The to o-boat left the fleet in Albemarle 
Sound and made its way, in the night, up the river alone. the capture in 
the early morning. e was, in fact, commanded, as is universally known, by 
Lieutenant W. B. Cushing. She was far beyond the reach or did of any other ves- 
sel of the fleet. Her officers and crew were mostly volunteers from the various 
vessels of the fleet for this especial expedition and service. Upon these facts, 
which cannot be denied, it is claimed with much reason that she was a ‘single 
ship,’ and that being a single ship the law will presume she had a commander, and 
that her actual commander, Cus! 2 was entitled to all the rights and privileges of 
the commander of a single shi ng capture, and no more. Should this be held 
to be the correct view, then Lientenant Cushing was entitled to only one-tenth of 
the prize-money awarded to the torpedo-boat, and the balance should have been 
cag hay ey —— the others doing duty on board in proportion to thoir rates of 
pay in the service. 

The following table will show what the proportions of the prize-money of eaeh 
person was under such a construction, and who have been overpaid. and how 
much is now due to the others: 


| True Amount | | 
Pay. Name. | 9 | paid. Excess. Due. 

| j 

| | 
* | W.B. Cushing.......... $25,128 43 | $56,056 27 | $30, 927 %4 .......... 
1,300 | F. H. Swan............. 45,793 80 | 31, 102 50 691 00 
1,000 | W. Stotesbur y 35,226 00 23. 925 00 301 00 
i SE ionak... tebe a | Sa oa in 
«de Owar th 18, 979 0 %ů ͥ· oeeeene 
S 16,908 48 | 28,710 00 | 11,801 52 |.......... 
480 | J. Woodman............. | 16, 908 48 | 11, 484 00 | 5,424 48 
360 S. Higgins.............. 12,681 36 | 8,613 01 4, 068 35 
240 R. Hamilton 58.4 21 5,702 01 2.712 23 
192 | E. 6,763 39 | 4, 593 60 |. 2,169 79 
192 6,763 39 | 4,598 60 | 2, 169 79 
192 6,763 39 | 4,593 60 |. 2 169 79 
168 5,919 62 | 4,019 40 1, 900 22 
168 5,919 62| 4,019 40 |. 1, 900 22 
. 365.810 61 4,019 40 | -| 1,900 21 
16,420 | | 251, 284 29 | 251, 206 29 | 61,708 38 | 61, 708 38 

1 


Í 


*One tenth. t Rates, $35.226 on $1 of pay. 


“The court, by implication, may be said to have decided against this view of 
the subject, and yet the decree does not show, nor do we know, whether the court 
considered the question whether the vessel making the capture was a single ship, 
or whether her commander was entitled to more than one-tenth of the prize-money, 
nor did the court in terms declare otherwise. The various legal questions raised 
in this controversy should be judicially determined before any redistribution of 
prize-money can be made which cannot be hereafter disturbed. While your com- 
mittee is fully satisfied that gross injustice has been done to some of the captors, 
and that the distrib tion was wrong upon every possible theory of sonnd legal 
construction, they vo not think Congress should undertake to decide a case 
which a court con upon after full oh Spore so much better and so much 
more satisfactori v to the captors and to the Government. 

“It is therefore recommended that the claimants be permitted to prosecute their 
claims in the Court of Claims, where the Government can make any legal defense 
which may be open to it, and that therefore the bill accompanying this report be 


Mr. HOLMAN. I think the exhibits accompanying this report 


should be read; they are very important. 
The CHAIRMAN. They are quite lengthy. 
1 must ask that the entire report be read. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. The appendices are very lengthy, and I do not 
know that they will throw much light upon the subject. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is 3 that the gentleman may have con- 
ae this case heretofore; I have not, and I desire the report to 
be read. 

Mr. THOMAS. If I may be allowed a few minutes to make an 
explanation of this matter, I think it will not be necessary to take 
up the time of the committee in reading this long report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the decrees of the District court be read. 

Mr. THOMAS. I have no objection to that. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


APPENDIX. 
EXHIBIT A.—Deeree of August, 1875. 
District court of the United States for the District of Columbia. 


At the United States court-rooms, in the city of Washington, on the 21st day of 
August, A. D. 1875. Present, Andrew Wylie” justice y 


THE UNITED STATES VS. THE REBEL RAM ALBEMARLE, HER TACKLE, ETC. 
No. 146. In prize. Decree of distribution. 


A final decrec of condemnation of therebel ram Albemarle e hg duly ren- 
dered herein Sy e conrt, and it appearing, by the papas filod in the court under 
the seal of the Navy Department, the said rebel ram having been taken and 
appropriated by the Government of the United States for the uso of the United 

, Was appraised at the sum and value of $79,944; 

And it further el igo. | that the te sum of the costs and disbursements 
herein, together with the allowance e to the counsel for captors under a special 
stipulation filed with the papers in the case, and as the adjustment of the same, 
pursuant to tho act of June 30, 1864, on file in the office of the clerk, is $2,645.30, 
and that the net amount for distribution on the basis of the said adjustwent is, 
therefore, the sum of $77,298.70: 

It is now ordered and decreed, on the motion of the district attorney, the coun- 
scl for the captors 5 the same, that the aforesaid net amount be depos- 
ited in the Treasury of the United States and be distributed according to law. 

And it further appearing that the papers filed in «aid cause under the seal of the 
Navy Department, and the affidavit in behalf of the captors, show what public 
ship is entitled to share in the said prize, and whether the said prize was of supe- 
rior, egual or inferior force to the vessel making the capture, and there being no 
conitic claim : 

Now, therefore, it is adjudged and decreed that the yeas was of superior force 
to the vessel making the capture. and that the who'e of the residue of said valua- 
tion be paid to the captors, aa follows: 

One-twentieth of said residue to the officer commanding the North Atlantic block- 
uding squadron at the time of said capture; one-hundredth part of said residue to 
the fleet captain of said North Atlantic blockading squadron (three-twenticth of said 
residue to the oficer commanding the torpedo-launch capturing said priz+,”) and the 
remainder distributed to the other persons doing duty on board said tor; “do-launch 
in proportion to their respective rates of pay in the service. 

y order of the court. 


Exuisir B.— Decree of February 11, 1878. 
In the district court of the United States for the District of Columbia. 
THE UNITED STATES vs. THE REBEL RAM ALBEMARLE. 
Prize. 


This cause coming on to be h and for final decree, the district attorney of 
the United States for the District of Columbia appeared for the United States, and 
the captors were represented by their proctors, whereupon the proceedings were 
read and considered; and it appearing to the court that on the ist day of April, 
A. D. 1872, an act of Congress was approved by the Preaident requiring the court 
to take up and re-examine this cause, that the captors might obtain an appraisal 

aired by the prize-laws of Congress; and tbat on the ad day of 
June, A. D. 1902 Commander William B. Cushing, of the United States Navy, who 
© expedition on board ag A ge eee which captured the said 
rize, filed in this court his petition on f of himself and other Septon pray- 
the order of this court for such ap; ment; whereupon a board of a 
was appointed to make such appraisement, and notice was directed to 
and was given by public advection 


A. W. 


praisers 
given, 
ent of these proceedings to all persons claim- 


deposited by the Secretary of the Navy with the assistant treasurer of the United 
States as part of the value of said 4 which sum of $202,912.90 has been de 
ited with the assistant treasurer of the United States, at Washington, subject to 
the order of this court. 

And it being further seen that on the 12th day of July, A. D. 1872, Commander 
William H. Macomb, United States Navy, filed his petition in this court, claiming 
to share in the prize as commander of a division of the North Atlantic blockading 
squadron, and has offered evidence to prove his claim as commanding such division ; 
and it further seen that on the 5th day of 2 1872, Wi Peterkin, 
and on the day of January, A. D. 1873, Wilson P. Burlingame, filed their peti- 
tions by leave of the court, claiming a share in the prize, as having been part of 
the crew of a cutter which accompanied the to o-launch on the 3 to 
capture the prize, but was orde: back before the attack was made, but neither 
of said petitioners having offered any evidence to support their claim ; while, on the 
other hand, the persons doing duty on the torpedo-launch have offered evidence to 
prove that the said cutter was not within signal distance of the torpedo-launch at 
the time of the capture, nor under circumstances nor in a condition to render any 
aid ; and at this hearing no objection is made on the part of said petitioners, Bur- 


1 e and Peterkin. 

ow, therefore, it is, this 11th day of Fe A. D. 1873, ordered, adjudged. 
and decreed that. of the said amount of $202,912.90 there be a into the hands of 
the marshal of the District of Columbia the sum of $7,076.51, to be by him paid 
according to the bill of costs taxed and allowed by this court, and that the residue 
of said sum so as aforesaid ee to wit, the sum of $195,836.39 be deposited 
in the Treasury of the United States, to be distributed as follows. that is to say: 


one-twentieth part therof to the officer commanding the North Atlantic blockad- 
ing squadron, one-hundredth part thereof to the fleet-captain of the said blockad- 
ing squadron, one-fiftieth thereof to the oficer commanding that division of 
the said squadron called the Division of the Sounds of North Carolina, together 


The words in italics were struck ont of the original draft of the decree. 
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with the further sum of $1,545.90, being one-fiftieth part of the sum heretofore de- 
creed by this conrt to be distributed; and that the remainder be distributed to the 
doing duty on the torpedo-launch in proportion to their respective rates 


persons 
of pay in the 
D. C. HUMPHREYS, Justice. 
Filed February 11, 1873. 


Mr. THOMAS. Does the gentleman from Indiana desire to have 
anything more read? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not at present. 

Mr. THOMAS. This report was made by the chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, the honorable gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Harris,] who has been compelled to leave the city 
and return to his home on account of the severe illness of his aged 
mother. At his request I have agreed to take charge of the bill. 

I was not a member of the sub-committee having this bill in 
charge, and therefore have had no opportunity of familiarizing my- 
self with its details other than by reading the report and by convers- 
ing with the chairman of the committee who made the report. 

Tue history of this case is somewhat peculiar. The report sets 
forth in ertenso the circumstances of the capture of the ram Albe- 
marle by a torpedo-boat under the command of Lieutenant William 
B. Cushing with asmall crew. The Albemarle was a formidable war- 
vessel, planned and constructed for cruising purposes. It had been 
completed, armed, equipped, and manned for the purpose of breaking 
through the blocka ing squadron and preying upon the commerce 
of the country. 

After steam was up and the ram was on the point of leaving her 
station, Lieutenant Cushing and his men, with an insignificant tor- 
pedo-boat, at the imminent peril of their lives, approached her in the 
night and by means of a torpedo destroyed her. Afterward she was 
condemned as a prize, under the laws of the United States, and ap- 
praised at a certain value stated in the report. Such manifest injustice 
was done to the destroyers of the boat by the board making the ap- 
praisal that an act of Congress was passed authorizing the reappraise- 
ment of the vessel and its cargo. That reappraisement having beep 
made, the court having jurisdiction of the case ordered a distribution 
of the prize-money under that appraisement to the officers and crew 
engaged in that enterprise. It was claimed at the time the decree was 
made, it was claimed at the time the distribution was made under that 
decree, it has been claimed from that time to this, that injustice was 
done in the distribution of that prize-money. Under the law as it 
existed then, and exists now, prize-money should be distributed ac- 
cording to the rank of the officers and men at the time of the capture 
or destruction of the vessel, 

Shortly after the destruction of this vessel a part of the officers in 
the command were promoted ; they were promoted before the decree 
of condemnation and the distribution of the prize-money was made, 
When the distribution was made it was according to the rank these 
officers obtained by that promotion, and not according to the rank 
they held at the time of the capture. That decree was in the inter- 
est of the officers who had been promoted, but was in violation of 
the rights of those officers and men who were not promoted, There- 
fore it was claimed at the time, and has ever since been claimed, 
that this decree was wrong, that it did violence to the rights under 
the law of the men who were engaged in that hazardous enterprise. 
The opinion of the Attorney-General was asked upon that decree, 
and it was found that a mistake had been made. 

But the money had been distributed at that time, and thus these 
men who had received no promotion were cut out of their legitimate 
rights under the law. They come here by this bill and ask that the 
case may be reopened and sent to the Court of Claims, and that a 
decree awarding to them their just and lawful proportion of that 
prize-money may be made, 

There are no two sides to this case. Every consideration of right 
and justice demands that this bill shall pass. Those who enjoyed 
the fruits of their promotion admit this. Of course they gain nothing 
by it; they lose nothing by it; but the ordinary seamen and those 
men who really and in truth did the service which resulted in the 
destruction of that magnificent war vessel, the capture of Plymouth, 
North Carolina, with a vast amount of military and naval stores, the 
raising of the blockade at the mouth of Albemarle Sound, have re- 
ceived no just compensation; and they come here asking simply that 
they be es what was due to them at the time under the law and 
what is due to them to-day. I can see no earthly reason why this 
bill should be opposed and why it should not pass. 

So much of my time as may remain I will reserve to be used here- 


after. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, if I understand this bill aright, 
certain officers of the Government who were charged with the distri- 
bution of certain prize-money made, as is alleged, a mistake by which 
they paid to two officers of the Navy, Howarth and Gay, $21,346.86, 
in the one case, and iu the other $14,169.36 in excess of what they 
were entitled to under the law; and it is claimed that this illegal pay- 
ment reduced the amount which other officers of the Navy would 
have received 

Mr. THOMAS. Not officers, but men. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Reduced to this extent the amount which other 
men would have received. If this money had been distributed as it 
should have been under the law, it would have gone to the ies 
mentioned on page of this report; but as it was distributed it went 


to the two officers I have mentioned. Hence this bill to 
appropriate the sum of $35,516.22, or at least it creates a liability on 
t pay this sum if the Court of Claims 


e part of the Government to 
should adjudge the distribution to have been illegal. 

This case has already been adjudicated in the district court of the 
District of Columbia. That court adjudged the manner in which 
this sum, or a portion of it, should be distributed to the persons do- 
ing duty on the torpedo-boat in proportion to their respective rates 
of pay in the service. 

e a ae of the Treasury Department, endeavoring to 
carry out the law, gave to the two officers I have named money t» 
which they would have been entitled if theirrank at the time of ths 
capture had been what it was when the distribution was made. Every 
gentleman must see that this was not the intention of the law; it 18 
not the law. How any officer of this Government could have made 
such a decision is a mystery to anybody who has ever looked into u 
law book. But they did it, it seems. Who in the Departments of 
the Government are responsible for this most preposterous decision 
I do not know. 

But there is another feature to this case to which I wish to call 
attention, If this bill should pass we all know what the decision of 
the Court of Claims will be. t court can decide the case in but 
one way, and hence we might as well appropriate the money directly 
by this bill as to refer the matter to the Court of Claims. What will 
the bill do? It will pay to certain persons mentioned on page 2 of 
this report the sums there set oppose to their names respectively. 
I cite so much of this table as will show the amounts actually paid 
to each person and the amounts claimed to be still due: 


Name. Amount paid. Due. 

S E A E T T A E $56, 056 27 $743 1 

F. 31, 102 25 8, 278 65 
W. 23, 925 00 6, 368 00 
C. 23, 925 00 6, 368 00 
J. 11, 484 00 3,056 64 
8. 8, 613 01 2.202 47 
R. 5,742 01 1, 528 31 
BCG 4, 593 60 1, 222 65 
S Eo eek BO NT 4, 593 60 1, 222 65 
W. 4,593 60 1, 222 65 
R. 4,019 40 1, 071 03 
H. 4,019 40 1, 071 03 
L. 4,019 40 1, O71 04 


From this statement it will appear that a number of these men 
have already received very handsome rewards for the service per- 
formed by them on that occasion, especially in view of a further fact 
to which I desire the attention of the committee. This ram, when 
raised and taken to Norfolk in 1865, was under the direction of the 
Secretary ofthe Navy appraised; and its value was then placed by 
naval officers at $79,944. Remember, this was in 1865, when all prices 
were inflated, and when, we may presume, a very high valuation was 
placed on this property. That sum was then distributed under the 
decree of the court to the parties entitled to it. In 1872, seven years 
later, some parties, perhaps these claimants, came to Congre: s asking 
a revaluation of that property; and in April, 1872, a bill wu3 passed 
providing for a revaluation. A new commission was ordered, a new 
appraisement had, and behold the result! See how this property 
increased in value when prices elsewhere were going down, This 
new commission placed the value of the property at Bose sr 90, an 
excess of $202,912.90 over the former valuation. 

Now, I can perhaps pardon that officer of the Treasury Depa ‘tment 
who distributed this money illegally in the first instance, but hc ysuch 
a difference could exist among naval officers as to the value of this 
property, the value being fixed by one board at $79,000 and by another 
at $282,000 for the same property, is a mystery which I would like some 
one to explain. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will take pleasure in explaining it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. You will have the floor for that purpose in a 
moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield at this time. 

Mr. MILLS. Did they accept the award given them under the for- 
mer appraisement ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Les, they all accepted and have got their money. 
Every one connected with this capture has received pay according 
to the table printed in this report, amounting to $251,284.29. This 
sum has already been paid out by the Government on account of the 
capture of this rebel ram, a sum largely in excess of the first appraise- 
ment of this property. If this important capture has ever resulted 
in any great value to the Government, I have not been able to dis- 
cover it. I have not been able to look over the report of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs to this House, in which the value of our pres- 
ent naval armament is set forth, to see how much value they place 
on this rebel ram, if such an institution exists at this time at all. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. What is the name of the ram? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is the ram Albemarle. The Government hay- 


ing already paid to the captors of this property the sum of $251,000, 
a sum so largely in excess of the former appraisement of that prop- 
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erty, which was $79,000, I think we should at least be relieved in 
regard to any further liability on account of that capture. And if 
the Treasury officers have made a mistake in distributing this sum 
then let the persons who have suffered by that mistake proceed 
against those officers upon whatever remedy they may have in the 
courts. The Government has been mulcted in large enough sums on 
account of that capture. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. TALBOTT. What would be the nature of the action which 
one officer of the United States Government would have against an- 
other officer of the United States Government for distributing money 
illegally? I would like the gentleman to tell me what would be the 
nature of the suit. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Maryland is a good lawyer 
and can advise these parties, if they are in distress. 

Mr. TALBOTT. But I am not lawyer enough to advise them on 
that point. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then, they can seek counsel from whomsoever 
they please. I do not propose to give legal advice to them or any 
others in such matters. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I now ask the gentleman as a lawyer, what is the 


medy ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is their business to see the distribution was 
properly made and if they do not do it they cannot come to Congress 
and ask us to reappropriate the amount which those officers illegally 
distributed to one to whom it did not belong. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Illinois to the fact that the money of these men, 
the money set apart to be distributed to them, was covered into the 
‘Treasury—that is, the money realized from this capture. It is part 
of their own money due them under the law, and yet the gentle- 
man claims that it is strange and mysterious indeed that this ves- 
sel should be appraised at $96,000 at one time by a board, and at 
$282,000 at 3 time by another board. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ninety seven thousand dollars at one time. 

Mr. THOMAS. In the first place, the appraisement was not made 
by a board of naval officers. The board of appraisers, as appointed, 
supposed it was their duty to appraise the vessel as it was then, in 
its wrecked and dismantled condition and after it had been despoiled 
of its armor, armament, supplies, and everything belonging to it. 
This was a mistake, as the vessel, just as she was when destroyed 
with all her supplies and appointments should have been estimated 
or appraised at the time the appraisement was made. New light 
having been thrown on it a board was appointed and this vessel was 
appraised at the sum mentioned by the gentleman. It was increased 
to $283,000. The evidence on file before the committee, as shown by 
the report, was that that vessel cost a million and a half of dollars, 
and that even in the North, where materials were cheaper and greater 
facility existed for building, armoring, and equipping such vessel, it 
would have been $500,000, and yet in the face of that, in the face of 
the law, which unquestionably gave to these men the value of the 

property destroyed by them, my colleague comes in and says they 
fave already been well paid for their services. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we owed these men that money. It was theirs. 
It was earned by them at the risk, at the peril of their lives, and 
because they have received a part of what was due to them, I think 
it comes with a bad grace from gentlemen to say that because they 
have received a considerable sum they should not receive the balance 
which was propeniy and justly their own. 

a SPRINGER. Will my colleague allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Where did these parties obtain the money that 
you say they received in the first instance? Where did that money 
come from? Was it not out of the Treasury ? 

Mr. THOMAS. It came from the fund which was set apart for that 
purpose, the prize fund, realized from the sale or the use by the Goy- 
ernment of the supplies, armament, and such things as the Govern- 
ment could make use of for its own purposes, Bee i from the sale of 
the hull of the vessel. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Why not say that the Government paid that 
money out of the Treas itself to the prize fund in pursuance of 
the 1 and also, what was the fact, that the appraise- 
ment allowed for this property came out of the prize fund set apart 
for that purpose, but came originally from the ry, and was 
paid out under the law, and without any actual sale of the property? 

Mr. THOMAS. No, sir. This fund was received from the actual 
appraised value of the vessel and its armament. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And the Government itself took the property, 
and as an equivalent gave these men the amount of this appraise- 
ment and Lave it into the prize fund. 

Mr. THOMAS. No, sir; the money realized from the sale of this 
property was set apart as a prize fund, and that was the fund out of 
which they were paid. 

Me SERINGE But did the Government purchase this property 
itse : 
Mr. THOMAS. 


re 


I do not remember whether it did or not. 


Mr. SPRINGER. The United States took the property for its own 
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use and of course paid the amount of the appraisement out of the 
Treasury, and this fund arose in that way. 

Mr. THOMAS. Ido not remember what part of the pory was 
used by the Government, or what part was sold, or whether it was 
sold; I do not remember the facts; but that does not change the facts 
in the case, These parties were entitled to the amount of the ap- 
praisement made by the board selected for that p ; and what- 
ever amountof money was derived from the sale of this property, or 
however it was realized, was a part of the prize fund, and they 
were entitled to their proportion of it. The money was set apart 
under this fraudulent, unreasonable, and unjust decree. Of course 
the officers of the Treasury were not responsible for that. The money 
was paid out by them in accordance with the decree, and there was 
no responsibility attaching to them for this injustice. That attaches 
to the judge who rendered the decree; he is responsible for this in- 
justice; and these men were compelled to accept what was allotted 
to them, for they had no power to prevent the decree, although they 
protested against it at the time, and protested that their rights were 
infringed by the decree and that they did not receive the amount 
due them. They have been protesting eyer since, and now they come 
and ask us to relieve them and give them what is properly their due. 
This money which properly belonged to them has been covered back 
into the Treasury, and there is no way of securing relief but through 
Congressional action. If we pass the bill we only give that which 
was ae apart to them under the law, and to which they are justly 
entitled. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman certainly misunderstands his own 
report. I understand that the whole amount of this ae was 
ped into the prize-money fund from the Treasury of the United 

tates. My understanding is that there was no sale of this property 
whatever to private individuals and a receipt by the Government to 
outside parties for the proceeds of the sale to be set apart and applied 
to this fund. In other words, there seems to have been no sale what- 
ever of the pro y. There was simply an appraisement of the 

roperty, an e value so put upon it was transferred from the 

ury of the United States to the prize fund, in pursuance of law, 

and the Government became the purchaser and owner of the prop- 
erty, but there was no other sale. 

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Speaker, it has been the policy of this Govern- 
ment, as well as the policy of all civilized countries, as I nnderstand 
it, to distribute to naval officers and men engaged in the naval serv- 
ice the proceeds arising from prizes which they capture on the high 
Sens, in order to promote the efficiency of this branch of the public 
service among the different nations of the earth. Such was the ex- 
isting law of the United States at the time of this capture, and it was 
as much a contract between the United States and Lieutenant Cush- 
ing and these men under him that they should receive as prize-money 
the value of property so captured as if a contract had n signed 
between individuals; and it was equally binding upon the Govern- 
ment. 

Now, the property captured was appraised twice. The first time 
it was appraised at ,000—I speak in round numbers—and the 
second time at about $280,000. As has been stated, the property 
cost originally $1,500,000. It would have cost, according to the 
statement of the report, some seven or eight hundred thousand dol- 
lars to have built and equipped the same vessel in the same manner 
in any northern port at that time. It also states that it was worth 
about that amount. Under the law of the United States as it then 
existed and the implied contract between the men and the Govern- 
ment, the captors of this vessel were entitled to the distribution of 
this money. The second board of appraisement fixed the value at 
$280,000, and the money was to be distributed among the men who 
were engaged in the capture; and the difficulty came in as to whether 
it was to be distributed between the men according to the rank held 
by them at the time of the capture or according to the rank they 
held at the time of the distribution of the money. 

There can be no question that the money should be distributed 
among the men sins ee to the rank held by them at the time the 
property was captured. Now, $35,000 of this money was paid by the 

vernment, $21,000 of it to Howarth and $14,000 to Gay, who were 
not entitled to it, which money belonged to the other eleven men 
who assisted in this perilous enterprise. 

These men who were entitled to it and who have been deprived of 
it have no way of obtaining it unless the Government. of the United 
States pays it. An officer of the Government of the United States, 
I agree with my friend from Illinois, [Mr. SPRINGER, ] has exceeded 
his duty, has violated the law in paying out this money as he did. 
But that does not excuse the Government of the United States from 
performing its contract with these men. I call attention to the 
opinion of Reverdy Johnson: 

If accoun officers err di or by mistake in ents the 
wrong person, the loss must Ten tase nited Sai aE sith * 

There is no escape from the proposition. There was an error in 
the payment of this money and the loss must fall on the United States; 
aud it is for us to pay these mon who have been deprived of the money 
which they were entitled to under the laws of the United States. 

This proposition is not denied by any one, that these eleven men 
were entitled to what was given to Howarth and Gay. It is simply 
u question now whether the Government of the United States will 
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deprive these men who took their lives in their han 


went upon 
this perilous journey, and destroyed this rebel ram, and thereby re- 


lieved our Navy and saved our Government not thousands but mill- 
ions of dollars in expense—whether it will violate its contract, vio- 
late the law, and withhold from them what we agreed to pay 
them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. An important fact which 1 apprehend has been 
overlooked in this discussion is the circumstances under which Con- 

ss passed the act of 1872 directing a reappraisement of this vessel. 
The facts are these, Mr. i , as I remember them: that the 
Albemarle was sunk by the chivalrous act, almost without exam- 
le, of Lieutenant Cushing and his associates, who were volunteers 
in that perilous expedition. The subject was not brought to the 
attention of Con until after the rendition of the first decree of 
the prize-court, the district court of the United States for the District 
of Columbia, in which the property had been appraised at $79,000. 
The vessel was raised by the Government, if I remember the £ 
correctly, in a dismantled condition, having been sunk by the tor- 
pedo-boat. She was raised by the Government and was put, tem- 
porarily at least, to some public use, and afterward disposed of. At 
any rate she was not, according to the usual practice, at once con- 
demned and sold and proceeds paid into the Treasury as so much 
prize-money. 

It was complained by the gallant gentlemen who sunk the Albe- 
marle in 1872 that the appraisment was too low; that the vessel had 
been appraised as she was found when raised by the wreckers, and 
that a different basis should be adopted, namely, the condition the 
vessel was supposed to be in at the time this gallant attack was 
made upon it. The fact that Lientenant Cushing and his associates 
had done oneof the most gallant acts of the war appealed so strongly 
to Congress that Congress ordered a reopening of the case and a re- 
uppraisement of the vessel. And inasmuch as the reappraisement 
exceeded by the sum of $202,000 the original appraisement, Congress 
promptly appropriated that money, making instead of $79,000 for dis- 
tribution the sum of $251,284.29. 

Now it is impossible to ignore the fact that Congress, both in di- 
recting the reappraisement of the Albemarle and appropriating the 
$202,912.90, which is the exact sum appropriated, was actuated more 
by an auxiety to do very ample justice to the men who had per- 
formed a most gallant act in the service of the country than by the 
consideration that the appraisement originally made of $79,000 was 
too low. This vessel, from the necessity of the case, could not be of 
any particular value to the Government at that time. And my friend 
from Illinois [Mr. Tuomas] will remember it cannot be shown any 
considerable sum of money ever went into the public Treasury as 
account of the proceeds of this vessel. She was, with almost all the 
vessels of that class, disposed of afterward for the value of the metal 
of which she was composed. 

Now, sir, when the fact is borne in mind that in view of the policy 
of the Government at that time, so soon after the event had trans- 
pired when the facts were all fresh, which had led the appropriation 
of this sum of $202,000, more as a recognition of gallant services than 
on account of any legal or perhaps equitable demand against the 
Government—looking at it from that mpa poins it would seem 
hardly reasonable that this subject should be brought again before 
Con after two adjustments and another principle of distribution 
should be demanded requiring $35,516.22 more from the Treasury. 

If I am correct in the assumption that this appropriation of the 
additional sum of money which was divided was the result of a patri- 
otic impulse on the part of Congress, rather than the result of the 
recognition of a legal claim against the Government, then the ques- 
tion is whether or no a decree that is simply erroneous because two 
of the gallant men received too much should be the foundation of a 
further claim and further appropriations from the Treasury. 

Mr. THOMAS. Will the 8 from Indiana allow me to ask 
him a 9577775 7 

Mr. HOLMAN. Les, sir. 

Mr. THOMAS. Under the law should not the vessel, as well as its 
armament, stores, and supplies have been appraised ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think so. I think there is no doubt about that. 

Mr. THOMAS. Then I want to call the attention of the gentle- 


man—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. But my friend must remember this fact: that in 
1872, when this reappraisement was made, the valué of the vessel 
was mere speculation. 

Mr. THOMAS, If the gentleman will allow me, I want to call his 
attention to the facts stated in the report: 

Active military operations followed immediately afterward, and the condemna- 
tion of the ram as a prize was neglected and delayed until after it had been dis- 
mantled. and its armament, machinery, stores, &., appropriated to public use. 

That accounts for the $79,000 of the appraisement. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The vessel was dismantled, in the proper sense of 
the term, at the time she was raised; and it was substantially in 
that condition when it was first appraised. The appraisement of 
1872 was, of course, purely speculative; the first appraisement was 
most likely to be correct. It was impossible for any board of ap- 
praisers to say what condition the vessel was in at the time she was 
sunk, for . knew except by her condition when she was raised. 

My friend will see very clearly that this large increase by the sec- 
ond appraisement of $202,000 over the first appraisement of $79,000, 


RECORD—HOUSE. Maron 24, 


making the whole sum near $300,000, was the result of the act of 
Congress directing a reappraisement to be made, and the act itself 
88 a liberal appraisement. 

I think if my friend will look over the discussion which resulted 
in the act of 1872 he will see that any board of appraisement must 
have understood that it was the tation of Congress that a liberal 
value should be put on this vessel; that the object of the reappraise- 
ment was to enable the Government through the disbursement of 
this fund to do a magnanimous act in consideration of the gallant 
conduct of Lieutenant Cushing and his associates. 

Mr. CAMP. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 


Mr. HOL Les, sir. 

Mr. CAMP. I desire to ask the gentleman if it was not known 
that the vessel was in such a condition as to require a large fleet on 
the part of the United States to watch it and prevent its escape and 
gett 6105 northern ports and destroying our commerce there? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly, and that fact was known also at the 
time of the first appraisement. And it must be borne in mind that 
the first appraisement was made nearer the time of the capture than 
the last appraisement. The condition of the vessel when it was 
raised from the water, as well as its condition when it was sunk by 
this gallant act of Lieutenant 98 and his associates, was as 
well known at the one period as the other—at least as well at the 
time of the first bg a ig as at the last. 

The only point I make is this: that in view of the fact that the 
Government, by the direction for a new appraisement, was recog- 
nizing the gallantry of the service of Lieutenant Cushing and his asso- 
ciates, the mere fact that two of those men, as is alleged, received 
more than they were entitled to, should not of itself be a ground for a 
new demand. 

Gentlemen will see, that in view of the value of this vessel, as fixed 
at the first appraisement and also at the second appraisement, the 
Government did very well. Lieutenant Cushing received something 
over $56,000, and Mr. Swan received $39,000, and both of them, if 
this bill passes, will receive a gooc deal more. 

I admit that you cannot compensate an act of heroism with money. 
But still the action of the Government in this respect must be re- 
garded as fairl junt and reasonable, It is now proposed that inas- 
much as two of these men received a — sum than they were prob- 
ably entitled to, a further large demand shall be ized. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a questiou f 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Suppose that the entire amount due to some of 
these poor fellows had been paid to officers to whom it ought not to 
have been me Would you say that the Government should not pay 
the others 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; I would not. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Very well, then. If any portion of it has been 
paid wrongfully to those not entitled to it, then it should be paid to 
those entitled to it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would say, without a moment’s hesitation, that 
if some of these men had received nothing, they should be paid their 
reasonable share. But I see I have not made myself understood by 
my distinguished friend from New York. 

Ir. HUTCHINS. I understand the gentleman fully. I under- 
stand that he opposes the payment of these sums for the reason that 
these parties have been paid what he thinks they are entitled to. 
That, I understand, is his argument. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Then I would ask the gentleman if a Govern- 
ment officer, either by mistake or in any other way, paid the amounts 
to which some of these parties were entitled to the two officers named, 
would he oppose a bill to let those parties & to the courts and en- 
1 compel the Government to give them what they are enti- 

to 

Mr. HOLMAN. If my friend will allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion—— 

Mr. HUTCHINS. And I will ask another question. If the gentle- 
man would not oppose that, then why refuse to pay these parties? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is the gentleman able to state as a lawyer that 
the district court or the Secretary of the Navy did make a mistake 


by ete Howarth and Gay too much ? 

HUTCHINS. The court made no decree on the subject. It 
simpy directed that payment should be made according to the rank 
of the officers. The gentleman will say, I have no doubt, that the 
Government officer did make a gross mistake ; and he would be forti- 
fied in that opinion by the opinions of three Attorneys-General on 
the subject. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman say that it is clear the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury in making this distribution paid Howarth and 
Gay on a wrong basis? I agree that they were paid on a rank which 
they did not hold at the time the vessel was sunk, but which they 
held at a subsequent time. 

UTCHINS. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And the gentleman assumes that that was an ille- 

gal payment. 
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Mr. HUTCHINS. 
Attorneys-General say so. 
Mr. HOLMAN. We know exactly what the court will do. Under 


That is the only point in the case, and three 


this bill the court will certainly a 
Mr. HUTCHINS. The court wi e no appropriation at all. 
Mr. HOLMAN. The court will make that award. They will, 

under this bill, adjudge this $35,000 to these parties. There can be 

no other decision. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. One more question. The gentleman says as a 
lawyer that if this question is submitted to the court there can be 
no other decision than that this money should be paid. Ought not 
that to settle the question and pass the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I regret that I have not made myself understood 
by the gentleman. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I understand the gentleman to say that if this 
question should go to the court there could be but one decision, and 
that would be in favor of these claimants. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Under this bill it would be, for the bill virtually 
concedes the right of action for the amount claimed. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Oh, no; the gentleman is mistaken on that 
peint: If he will read the bill he will find that it does not concede 
anything. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The bill virtually concedes the amount, as I think. 
But the gentleman from New York fails to comprehend my argument; 
and I am exceedingly unfortunate in eee it. Iam merely at- 
tempting to show that in this second appraisement the appraisers 
were not controlled bythe question of the actual value of the vessel. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. at is another question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The first appraisement was, according to the best 
information we have, the correct one ; and the money, as the gentle- 
man will admit, was properly divided. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. No, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe the gentleman does not claim that the 
first money was not properly divided. Of course all these men re- 
eeived a much larger sum upon the final distribution than they were 
entitled to under any rule upon the distribution of the $79,000. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. The gentleman is mistaken in that. 

Mr, HOLMAN. Why, it is clear that you cannot adopt any rule 
in figuring which would give them upon the first distribution the 
umounts which they finally received. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. The gentleman means, except as to the two 
men who were overpaid. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The amounts they received in the distribution of 
the whole $251,000 exceeded, of course, the amounts they were enti- 
tled to under any rule upon the distribution of the $79,000. 

Mr. THOMAS, That is so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I mean that every man received under the distri- 
bution of the $251,000 more than he was entitled to receive under any 
rule upon the distribution of the $79,000. 

Mr. THOMAS. The gentleman is correct in that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I am putting this case upon the assumption that 
the original appraisement was substantially correct, and that the 
reappraisement was simply an act of magnanimity on the part of the 
Government in recognition of the gallantry of these men. 

Mr. THOMAS. Will the gentleman allow me just a moment? Of 
course he and I are both striving to get at the facts and the justice of 
this case. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. THOMAS. I have no interest in this question except to at- 
tempt to do common justice. Now, I will grant, if you please, that 
the second appraisement was authorized as a recognition of the gal- 
lantry of these men, and that the first appraisement is the correct 
one. I do not care what motive induced the passage of the bill 
authorizing the reappraisement. When the reappraisement was 
made under the authority of that act there was a liability created 
on the pot of the Government to pay the men the amount they were 
entitled to under that act, without reference to the motive that may 
have induced its p e, and if the officers of the Government in 
making the distribution authorized by the act made a mistake the 
Government is responsible for it, not these men, who had no say in 
the distribution. I am sure the gentleman cannot deny that propo- 
sition. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Admitting that to be correct as a legal position, 
does the gentleman think the equities of the case are to be entirely 
overlooked? Suppose this had been a gratuity pure and simple, 
can the gentleman insist that because a mistake was made in the dis- 
tribution of this gratuity the Government is still compelled to pay 
out more money for the purpose of equalizing the parties to whom 
this gratuity was distributed? 

Mr. MORSE. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That view cannot be sustained, as my friend will 
readily see on a moment’s reflection. I submit, therefore, that while 
this Government ought not to hesitate in any pora case to recog- 
nize in any proper way every act of distinguished gallantry on the 
part of its citizens in time of war, still parties coming before Con- 
gress ought not to seize upon a case ing specially for national 
recognition to press it to an unreasonable extent, and Congress ought 
not to recognize such unreasonable demands. 

Mr. BRIGGS. 1 understand that the gentleman was here when 


propriate this $35,000. 
ma 


Congress provided by law for the reappraisement. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I was in the House in 1872 and 1873. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Did the gentleman approve of that act? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think I did. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Did the gentleman e t at the time this reap- 
praisal was ordered that the money would be distributed to these offi- 
cers and men in accordance with the rank they held at the time the 
capture was made ? 

. HOLMAN. I cannot say that I ever knew at the time what 
the rule of distribution was. 

Mr. BRIGGS. The gentleman expected the money to be distributed 
under the ee law in regard to the distribution of prizes 7 

Mr. HOL I presume members of the House did not indulge 
in any expectation upon the subject. The feeling at the time, ac- 
Gear to my recollection, was that Congress ought to render it im- 
possible that any injustice should be done to the men who sunk the 
Albermarle. Congress went to the very extreme of generosity for 
the purpose of making ample recognition of the services of these 
men, so far as payments out of the public Treasury could secure that 
result. And Iam not fully satisfied in my own mind but what the two 

ntlemen who received the largest sum of money, Howarth and 

ay, were entitled to pay on the very ground which induced the 
passage of the act of 1872; that is, that they were alittle more prom- 
inent in this gallant exploit than their associates, with the excep- 
tion of Lieutenant Cushing. And perhaps the Secretary of the Navy 
was himself in some de influenced by that fact, and therefore 
divided it according to the then grade instead of the grade at the 
time the event 8 

Ido not believe this distinction ought to be made. I believe that the 
laws coming to us from the old monarchy in regard to the rights of cit- 
izens to gratuities of a nation should not have been perpetuated as 
they have been in this country. I think that the humblest of those 
citizens whoengaged in that nt exploit with Lieutenant Cushing 
were entitled to as high consideration in their claims upon the magna- 
nimity of this Government and that sense of itude in any form 
in which it could be expressed as the officer himself who organized 
that expedition. I do not see any reason why those who re- 
ceived so much above the amount received by their associates should 
be entitled to receive still larger sums. [Mr. HUTCHINS rose. ] Before 
the gentleman asks that question, and I will answer it, I wish to call 
his attention to these papers. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Let me ask the question in this connection. 
The gentleman says very correctly that he was influenced at the 
time he was in the House when he voted for the bill by the fact that 
Porat and Gay, the two parties who received this sum, were enti- 

d to it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; Iam exceedingly unfortunate if I left any 
such impression upon the gentleman’s mind. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. You certainly expressed that idea. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Idid not mean to express any such idea. I said the 
Secretary of the Navy in the distribution of this fund may have been 
influenced in some degree by the reasons which induced the passage 
of the acts of 1872, and took advan of the fact that these two 
gallant gentlemen had been prumo to pay them a larger sum of 
this money. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Letme call the attention of the gentleman from 
Indiana to the fact that Howarth and Gay were master’s mates and 
that Woodman also was a master’s mate. Howarthand Gay received 
additional pay, getting this $35,000, while Woodman, who was killed, 
received only his small portion. while his family were left in desti- 
tute circumstances. They ask for the same share to be paid to Wood- 
man that was received by Howarth or Gay. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the name? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Woodman; the gentleman will find the facts 
stated on page 3 of the report. Howarth, Gay, and Woodman all 
held the same rank of master’s mate. 

Mr. CAMP. Woodman was killed in the engagement. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Yes, Woodman was killed in the engagement, 
and we are trying to get for his family the same share which was 
paid to Howarth and Gay. Howarth and Gay, who lived and had 
additional honors and salary, also received t additional sum of 
money. 

we HOLMAN. Does the gentleman state that as a fact? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. This fact will appear if the gentleman will look 


on . 3 of the Topor 
r. HOLMAN. Ido not care what the report says. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I take the facts as stated in the report. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I will not believe it unless the gentleman states 
it as a fact that these three officers, Howarth, Gay, and Woodman, 
occupied the same rank. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Does the gentleman mean to say he does not 
believe the report of the committee ? $ 

Mr. HOL I will say I do not believe the Secretary of the 
United States Navy would make so grossly wrong a decision as to 
discriminate in such an extraordi degree against the widow and 
children of Woodman and in favor of two living men, Howarth and 


ay. ‘ 

Mr. THOMAS. I will explain how it oceurred if the gentleman 
from Indiana will permit. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. THOMAS. Ali officers who served in that expedition were 
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promoted, and it was held by the Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Welles, 
that they were entitled to prize-money in this distribution accord- 
ing to the rank they had after pronomon inasmuch as the promotion 


was made to date back tothe date of the capture. On that holding 
of his, which was subsequently held by the Attorney-General to be 
in violation of the law, the distribution was made in their favor and 
against these orphan children. 

fr. CAMP. Woodman was killed, and received no 8 
If he had lived he also would have received promotion, dating back 
to the date of the occurrence. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itis strange a committee of so much importance 
as the Committee on Military Affairs, in 5 report involving 
considerable sums of money, and what is of still more importance, 
the rights of persons, could not afford to furnish all the facts. Now 
the fact which just comes out is a most important one, and nothing 
better illustrates the absurdity of our legislating on the subject of 
claims. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I agree with you. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The statement of that fact would have prevented 
any long debate in the first instance. These two gentlemen, How- 
arth and Gay, were, it appears, by reason of this act of gallantry 

romoted, and that promotion dated back to the day and hour when 

he gallant act was performed. Now, looking at the question from 
the same stand-point, I am not prepared to say that they were not 
entitled to their promotion having retrospective effect, and that it 
should date back to that time. 

The trouble is that the wife and children of this dead man are not 
able to receive on this basis their equal rights with the others. And 
so I stand on the original proposition I submitted, that this $202,000 
was in the nature of a gratuity, a grant of money in the recognition 
of a gallant service; and in that view there seems to be no good 
reason why an adjustment made, even if not exactly according to the 
terms of what would seem to have been proper at that time, should 
be reopened. Each of these gallant men and their widows and chil- 
dren received a due portion of this award; some of the officers a 
large sum, none of them less than $4,000. 1 think the Government 
should not be required to pay more. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman now yield to me for a few 
moments! 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certaiuly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, in the remarks I submitted upon 
this bill when it first came up for discussion to-day, after the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, my colleague, had spoken, I stated that this 
property was taken by the Government at the appraised value, and 
that it had not been sold to private parties or individuals. That 
statement I find is corroborated by reference to the decree of the 
court, printed on page 5, of this report, in which it appears that— 

A final decree of condemnation of the rebel ram Albemarle having been duly 
rendered herein by the court, and it appearing, by the papers filed in court under 
the seal of the Navy Department, that the said rebel ram having been taken and 
appropriated by the Government of the United States for the use of the United 
States, was appraised at the sum and value of $79,944. 

Then this decree goes on to make a distribution of the fund. This 
corroborates what I have already stated. Now, let us see what was 
a d to by the parties in interest at the time of that appraisement. 
Here is a stipulation filed by the parties and agreed to by all of them, 
which I will quote. 

Mr. CAMP. What page do yon refer to? 

Mr. SPRINGER. 1 read from the decree of Judge Wylie, on page 
5. It is dated here as of 1875. That is a mistake; it should be 1865, 
when the decree was rendered, and I have noticed all through these 

apers the dates are confused and wrong. Judge Wylie then, in 1865, 
in making this decree, uses this language: 

And it further appearing that the ‘aggregate sum of the costs and disbursements 
herein, together with the allowance e to the counsel for captors under a special 
stipulation filed with the papers in the case, and as the ustment of the same, 
pursuant to the act of June 30, 1864, on file in the office of the clerk, is $2,645.30, 


and that the net amount for distribution on the basis of the said adjustment is, 
therefore, the sum of $77,298.70, 


Mr. THOMAS. That stipulation relates to the attorney’s fees 


alone. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, it related to the whole distribution of the 
appraisement. Now, this decree was made under that stipulation, 
sat hold from the language of the decree itself. 

Let us consider for a moment the other question—that which re- 
lates to the equities of the parties interested. What are the equi- 
ties? Under the law they are notentitled to any prize-money what- 
ever. The law that has been cited here, as entitling them to prize- 
money, has been already complied with. That law gave them $79,000. 
Under the law and in pursuance of law they were entitled to that 
sum of money in the first instance. That sum was received by them. 
It is admitted to have been received and nobody disputes it. Then 
a subsequent Con „seven years afterward, endeavoring or de- 
siring to do more for these parties than they were legally entitled 
to have done for them, passed an act in recognition of their gallant 
and meritorious conduct in making this capture and provided for 
a different valuation. That was done and it increased the amount 
$202,000. It was a second time distributed by the Fourth Auditor of 
the Treasury, Mr. Tabor, Before distributing it he asked instruc- 
tions from the Secretary of the Navy, at that time Mr. Gideon Welles. 
Mr. Welles gave an opinion which is quoted here on page 11 of this 


report, in which he directed the payment to be made in accordance 
with their former rank. Subsequently the question was again raised 
and Mr. Robeson, then Secretary of the Navy, was appealed to and 
held that under the law the distribution should have Sean made ac- 
cording to the higher rank. His 1 is found on page 12 of this 
report; and I ask the Clerk to read it. 
e Clerk read as follows: 
WASHINGTON, February 25, 1873. 
Sm: In reply to your letter relating to the method of distribution of the award 
to the captors of the 9 are informed that, on a careful review of all 
the laws, orders, and papers in the case, I am unable to see any legal 3 for dis- 
tinction between the cases of Lieutenant-Commander Cushin; d Messrs. How- 
arth and Guy, and am therefore of apinion that the same principles of payment 
should apply to all these officers. it were entirely a new question, I would have 
t doubt as to whether either of them is entitled to the pay of the higher rank 
claimed; but as the question has been in a decided in the case of Lieuten- 
ant-Commander Cushing, I am willing to let the matter rest as I find it, though 


an 


clearly of opinion, especially since the repeal of the law ving higher for higher 
pn of duty, that there 25 no foundation, either in ne or Fy for any distinehion 
tween his case and the others. 


They ould all be paid on the same principle 
er s case. 


governing in 
Very 


GEO. M. ROBESON 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. S. J. W. TABOR, Fourth Auditor. 


Mr. THOMAS. Just a word, now. It will be seen that this very 
decision of the Secre of the Navy, Mr. Robeson, with reference 
to this distribution to Howarth and Gay, $21,346 in one instance 
and $14,169.36 in the other, would cut William B. Cushing out ot 
$743.10. So he says that Gushing's case ought to be decided the 
same as Gay’s and Howarth’s e and that the other cases should 
be so decided. That is exactly what we claim and what this bill 

roposes. 

. SPRINGER. Cushing’s case is referred to on page 11 of the 
report in the opinion of Secretary Welles, which was given to the 
Fourth Auditor of the Treasury, Mr. Tabor, in 1867, as a guide to 
him for the making of the distribution at that time. Welles, in that 
opinion, states it was given in conformity with the decision under an 
opinion of the Attorney-General in the case of Surgeon Wheelwright. 
So that the Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Welles, referring to the pre- 
cedent in the case of Surgeon Wheelwright, founded upon an opinion 
of the Attorney-General, as the law then stood, directed the Auditor 
to make the distribution in the manner in which he did make it. 
Secretary Robeson, if he had been compelled to deal with a new 
question, might have had different views, but had to adhere to the 

recedents in other cases. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I find in ong through the report that the 
Fourth Auditor, Tabor, makes use of this language: 

In my judgment, the distribution was in all respects just and fair and in con- 
fomnity — Iten of the law of Congress — the award. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will read as part of my remarks the decision 
of Mr. Tabor, found on page 10 of the report. It includes the lan- 
guage the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Holxmax] has just quoted. 

willread further, beginning in the middle of that decision. After 
reciting the facts, which are well known to the committee, Mr. Tabor 
says: 

Distribution was made as before in strict accordance to the decree and orders of 
the Secretary of the Navy. 

The respective rates o pay of Messrs. Cushing, Howarth, and Gay were fixed 
in this instance by direct i ctions from the Secretary of the Navy. The ques- 
tion having been raised whether the torpedo-launch was at the time of this capt- 
ure a ‘‘single ship" within the meaning of the prize law of June 30, 1864, I have 
to say that it does not appear to have been so recognized by the court in the decree 
referred to, and that the prize list and records of this office show that these per- 
sons were attached to and borne upon the rolls of other vessels or station, and 
continued so attached until regularly transferred at su ent periods. I will 
say further, that in m aua ent the distribution was in all respects just and fair 
and in conformity with the intent of the law of Congress authorizing the award. 

ould a redistribution be determined upon the money required would have to 
be appropriata by act of Congress, for the reason that Gheentireamount awarded 
has been paid to the captors or their legal representatives. 

Mr. MORSE. He would not, of course, contradict himself. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the opinion of the Fourth Auditor; and 
it was not the Fourth Auditor who made the order, but the re- 
tary of the Navy. 

Mr. MORSE. It all comes from there. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Fourth Auditor audits all the acconnts of 
the rage 

Mr. BRIGGS. If the gentleman will read the opinion of the At- 
torney-General, which commences on the sixth page, it will be seen 
he gives the law under which the proceeds of this capture should be 
distributed. He states it thus: 

The rate of pay which such officer was in receipt of when the capture was made 


is the measure of his allowance out of the prize proceeds, not the increased pay 
resulting from the promotion afterward bestowed upon him. 


Mr. SPRINGER. But the gentleman will perceive that opinion 
of the Attorney-General was in 1875 and directed to the Secretar: 
of the Navy, at that time Mr. Robeson. I am inclined to agree wit: 
Mr. Pierrepont upon that point. 

Mr. BRIGGS. That was subsequent to this distribution. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I know it was. 

Mr. BRIGGS. And it was in reference to the error in the distri- 
bution that that was stated. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It seems quite clear now in view of all the facts 
that the court would hold the law to be just as stated by the gen- 


1882. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 2259 


tleman from New Hampshire [Mr. BRIGGS] and as stated by the At- 
torney-General. But when this matter was transacted it was then 
the opinion of the law officers of the Government and of the dis- 
bursing officer of the Government that they distributed in accord- 
ance with the law at that time. And the Secretary of the Navy after 
Mr. Welles, Mr. Robeson, said that was in accordance with the pre- 
cedents then in existence; but if it were a new question he would 
probably decide it otherwise. But it was then decided, I say, in 
accordance with the facts as they were then understood. 

There should be a finality as to this matter. As the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] has well remarked, this case illustrates 
very strongly the great injustice to the Government and to claim- 
ants of having such a case as this brought to Congress for adjudica- 
tion. We have to adjudicate here on ex parte testimony, imperfect 
statements of the facts, and a vast amount of complicated and intri- 
cate statements from officers of the Department running through 
fifteen or twenty years of time. We cannot be expected to do justice 
to all parties in a 5 this kind. 

I hope the friends of this bill will let it go back to the committee 
at least, and let the case be referred to the courts as other private 
claims should be referred under the general law pending in Congress 
at this time in reference to the adjudication of private claims. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to ask whether or not the opinion of Mr. 
Welles appears anona these papers at all. 

5 Mr. SPRINGER. understand it is here. In fact, I have read 
rom it. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope the committee will get through with this case. 
Let us have a vote on it. 

Mr. Tuomas and Mr. HOLMAN rose. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iwass ing in the time of the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. HoLMaAN,] who yielded to me. I now return him his 
right to the floor. 

r. HOLMAN. I wish to say that the opinion of the Secretary of 
the Navy does not appear among these papers. The opinion ex- 
pressed by him as to Lieutenant-Commander Cushing appears on the 
eleventh page of the report, but the opinion which unquestionably 
was given by the Secretary of the Navy, which must have been be- 
fore the Committee on Naval Affairs, does not appear here. I call 
the attention of my friend from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS] to the fact 
that a matter of such importance as this to the claimants, as well as 
to the Government, must be decided, if decided to-day, without the 
opportunity of examining both sides of the case. The Secretary of 
the Navy has some rights in court which ought to be respected, and 
we ought to have the benefit of his opinion. 

Mr. THOMAS. One word more. The Attorney-General decided 
that these decisions of the courts, which have been elaborated and 
read here, were wrong and contrary to law. That is the way the 
case now stands. I move that the bill be laid aside and reported 
favorably to the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend so that the bill shall be reported 
back to the House with the recommendation that it be recommitted 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. THOMAS. The bill has already been twice reported favorably. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. HOLMAN; and 
upon a division there were—ayes 27, noes 32. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point that no quorum has voted, in 
order that tellers may be appointed. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. THOMAS were 


* 
he committee again divided; and the tellers reported that there 
Tara 29, noes 45. 

Mr. COBB. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN, The tellers will continue the count. 

The tellers continued the count, and reported that there were— 
ayes 29, noes 57. 

Mr. MILLS. Weare so far from having a quorum here that I move 
that the committee rise. 

} oo THOMAS. I make the point of order that that motion is not 
in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. If no quorum appears it is the duty of the Chair 
to direct the roll to be called. > 

Mr. SPRINGER. But a motion that the committee rise is in order. 

Mr. CAMP. There is no necessity for any such motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If we rise on motion, then the committee will 
not be obliged to resume its session again should a quorum appear. 
But if we rise on the point that no quorum is present, and the roll is 
called, should a quorum appear the committee would be obliged to 
resume its session. 

Mr. CAMP. I call attention to paragraph 2 of Rule XXIII. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the rule. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know the rule, and it is not necessary to read it. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the point of order is insisted upon that there 
is nv quorum, it isthe duty of the Chair under the rules todirect the 
roll to be called. 

Mr. SPARKS. But a motion that the committee rise is in order. 
522 SPRINGER. It is the same as a motion to adjourn in the 

ouse. 

Mr. THOMAS. But the duty of the Chair is mandatory, that when 
the fact is disclosed in committee that no quorum is present, the roll 
must be called and the names of the absentees reported to the House. 


Mr. CAMP. I submit that a motion for the committee to rise is in 
the nature of a motion to adjourn, and such motion should be enter- 


tained by the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that is right. 

Mr. SPARKS. And the motion to rise is the first motion in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that is correct. It is impos- 
sible for the Chair to determine whether a quorum is present or not 
without the roll being called. The motion that the committee rise 
is equivalent to a motion in the House to adjourn. The queron is, 
therefore, on the motion of the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. MILLS, ] 
that the committee now rise. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 28, 


noes 35. 
Mr. SPRINGER. On this question—— 
The committee rose informally, and the Speaker resumed the chair. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing, from the President of the United States, was 
communicated to the House, by Mr. PRUDEN, his Secretary, who also 
informed the House that the President had approved and signed bills 
of the Honse of the following titles: 

A bill (I. R. No. 3541) directing the issue of a check to the P. 
nock National Bank, in place of one heretofore issued to J 
Prescott, a pensioner of the United States, and lost; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 4698) to create two additional land districts and 
to change the boundaries of the Watertown land district in the Ter- 
ritory of Dakota. 


CAPTORS OF THE RAM ALBEMARLE. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will resume their places upon the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Conn, ] that the 
pending be be reported back to the House with the recommendation 
that it be recommitted to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. THOMAS. No quorum having appeared, it is the duty of the 
Chair under the rule to direct the roll to be called. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order having been made that no 
quorum has voted, and the motion that the committee rise having 
been voted down, it is theduty of the Chair to direct the roll of mem- 
bers to be called. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
mittee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did the gentleman rise in time to call fortellers? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I did; I rose for the purpose of calling for tellers 
but was interrupted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tellers are called for on the motion that the 
committee rise. No quorum having voted on that motion, the Chair 
will appoint tellers. 

Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. THOMAS were appointed tellers, 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported that there 
were—fyes 30, noes 31. 

So the motion that the committee rise was not to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We now revert to the other question, upon which 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. COBB] raised the point that no 
quorum vo 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. COBB] 
insist upon his point of order that no quorum voted ? 

Mr. COBB. Pao. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the Clerk will call the roll. 

The Clerk called the roll, when the following-named members 
failed to answer. 


uon- 
aett 


I call for tellers on the motion that the com- 


Aiken, Errett, Lord, Ross, 
Allen, Evins, Manning, Ryan, 
Anderson Farwell, Chas. B. Marsh, Scales, 
Barbour, Finley, Mason, Shackelford, 
Barr, Fisher, Matson, Shallenberger, 
Belmont, Frost, McClure, Simonton, 
Beltzhoover, Fulkerson, McCook, Singleton, Jas. W. 
Black, ao McLane, J. H. 
rge, Miles, poets 
Buchanan, far M St he 
c osgrove, ephens, 
Caldwell, Hammond, John Murch, Strait, 
Calkins, ne Nolan, Townshend, R. W. 
Carlisle, er, 8 Urner, 
Senne” Hatch, cata ae Yan d. his, 
ate! an Voor! 
—.—— 8 Par Walker, ` 
ep er, er, 
Clard: Herbe Paul, Washburn, 
Goleriek, Hewitt, Abram S. Payson, atso: 
Converse, Horr, Webber, 
= Samuel S — Pettibone, Bas 8 
rapo, umphrey, Chas. 
Crowley, Joyce, wee 
Cutts, Ke Wise. D. 
Davis, George R. King, Rice, William W Wood, 
Motte, Lacey, beson, Wood, Walter A. 
Deuster, Ladd, Robinson, Geo. D. Young. 
Dingley, Robinson, James S. 
Dunn, Le Fevre, Robinson, Wm. E. 
Ellis. Lindsey, 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, (when his name was reached upon the 
second call.) Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Commerce have been 
in session this afternoon, having permission from the House to sit 
during its sessions. The members of the committee have just entered 
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the Hall in order to make a quorum, and I ask permission that those 
members whose names have already been passed may be permitted 
to answer. 

The CHAIRMAN, That is not in order under the rule. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. My colleague, Mr. FINLEY, is absent on account 
of sickness. 

Mr. CANDLER. When my name was called I was absent by per- 
mission of the House attending a session of the Committee on Com- 
meree. I have returned to the Hall to answer to my name and assist 
in making a quorum. I would like to be recorded as present. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. By resolution adopted some time since, 
and which has never been rescinded, the Committee on Elections 
was authorized to sit during the sessions of the House. I make this 
statement to explain the absence of any members of that committee 
who may not have answered on this S 

The roll-call being concluded, the committee rose ; and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, Mr. VALENTINE reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House having had under consideration the 
Private Calendar, and finding itself without a quorum, he had 
directed the roll to be called, and now reported the absentees to the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. The call of the roll in Committee of the Whole 
House has disclosed the presence of 170 members—more than a quo- 
rum. The committee, in accordance with the rule, will resume its 
session. 

The House accordingly again resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House, and resumed the consideration of business on the 
Private Calendar, 

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Chairman, as some members who were not pres- 
ent when the pending question was before stated are present now, 
Lask that the Chair restate the originial motion, as well as the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 1 from Illinois, [Mr. THOMAS, ] 
having in charge the bill (H. R. No. 7 for the relief of the captors 
of the ram Albemarle, moved that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, to which motion the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] moved an amendment, that 
the bill be reported to the House with a recommendation that it be 
recommitted to the Committee on Naval Affairs. Upon this amend- 
ment the Committee of the Whole was dividing when it found itself 
without a quorum. The question now recurs upon that amend- 
ment, 

The question being again taken, the amendment of Mr. HOLMAN 
was not agreed to; there being—ayes 29, noes 53. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the motion of the 
entleman from Illinois, that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
avorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to; there being—ayes 76, noes 18. 


HENRY MULLEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (i. R. No. 
1399) for the relief of Henry Mullen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to allow Henry Mullen, postmaster at Columbia, Peunsyl- 
vania, a credit in the settlement of his account of $1,464.26, the same bein 


e 
amount of money-orders, postal funds, and meg Papa stolen by bur; hon 
the office safe, oe DOVINE ap the same, on the night of April 30, 1820, . — any 
fault or negligence on the part of the said postmaster. 


Mr. HOLMAN. In view of the general legislation which has been 
had on this subject, I move that this bill be reported to the House 
with a recommendation that it be laid on the table without preju- 


ce. 

Mr. CAMP. Unless I am mistaken, this bill was under considera- 
tion one week ago, when it was stated that certain circumstances in 
this case excluded it from the general act; so that the Postmaster- 
General is not empowered to pass upon the case, and therefore special 
legislation is necessary. I know nothing about the facts myself. 
The gentleman trom Pennsylvania [Mr. Sstrru] who represents the 
district of the postmaster who is to be relieved, and who had charge 
of this case, is now absent. Lask, therefore, it be passed over inform- 
ally and not lose its place on the Calendar. 

Mr.HOLMAN. [hope that will be done, and I withdraw my motion 
for that purpose. 

The bill, by unanimous consent, was passed over informally, not to 
lose its place on the Calendar. 


JAMES B. ARMSTRONG, DECEASED. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
— amendatory of the act entitled ‘An act for the relief of the heirs 
and next of kin of James B. Armstrong, deceased,” approved March 
3, 1873. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed Rey 
to Edward S. Armstrong, of Ralls County, Missouri, the sum of $1,673.14. it 

his aliquot share of the sum of $13,385.09, as one of the brothers and next of kin o 
the said James B. 3 deceased, mppecpriaiye by the said act for the 
relief of the heirs and next of kin of said James B. Armstrong, deceased. 

Sko. 2. That the provisions of said act yen f satisfactory proof to be made 
to the Secretary of the Treasury that said heirs-at-law and next of kin, or such 
thereof as shall demand their aliquot shares under and by virtue of said act, re- 
mained loyal adherents to the cause and Government of the United States during 
the war of the rebellion, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 


Mr. HOLMAN, Let the report be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 

In 1855 James B. Armstrong made a contract with the Government of the United 
States for the transportation of men and supplies on the Rio Grande. Armstron 
claimed that the Government failed to comply with the terms of said contract, au- 
brought snit Sons the United States in the Court of Claims to recover damages 


for the breach. 

In this cs og ent was rendered by the Court of Claims in favor ofthis admin- 
istrator (he having died) on the 22d day of November, 1860, for the sum of $17,846.78. 
The war intervening, no le, tion making appropriation for the payment of this 


3. when a law was passed appropriating $13,385.09 for 
ent of the Court of Clans, he Seuate having cut 
See Senate R 


rson to whom W oe was to be made. On 
March, 1874, satisfactory proof ha 

but one, each, except that one, was 
of $1,673.14. 

The one not paid was Edward S. Armstrong, the ee loyalty in his case not 
being satisfactory. Only two witnesses testitied to this point: one by implication 
iny hing his loyalty, and the other swearing positively that he was and re- 

ed loyal during the war. Edward S. was a resident of Missouri during the 
war, and as that was a non-seceding and loyal State, the presumption of law would 
be that its citizens were loyal; yet the known facts of history as connected with 
this cular subject would not raise a very strong probability of fact as tua par- 
tio individual. It is possible, therefore, that an officer acting under the i- 
tive and unyielding letter of the law referred to might be justified in withholding 
payment from Edward S. Armstrong; but zou committee think that Congress 

not feel obliged to require strict proof of this fact now that the case is before 
it for further action, especially as this claim accrued long before the war, is un- 
questionably honest, and comes to the claimant by inheritance. 

On consideration of the whole case the committee report back the bill with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. CAMP. Mr. Chairman, in the original act which afforded this 
relief to the heirs of James B. Armstrong, deceased, it was provided 
that none of the heirs should be paid unless they proved their loy- 
alty to the Government. Now, it appears, and I have in my hands 
the Senate report referred to in the report of the House committee, 
that in 1855 James B. Armstrong made a contract with the Govern- 
ment of the United States to carry certain troops and supplies iu 
Texas. It also appears in the report that Mr. Armstrong claimed 
the Government violated its contract. After his death action was 
beer in the Court of Claims, claiming that the Government owed 
the deceased the sum of $200,000, and his heirs succeeded in recover- 
ing judgment for $17,000 in round numbers. The House passed a 
bill authorizing the payment of that $17,000, but in the Senate, in the 
report referred to, and in the bill which finally passed, it was scaled 
down 25 per cent. and the heirs of Mr. Armstrong allowed only $13,085. 

This report states that the provisions of the law authorized the 
8 of the proportion of this amount to each of the heirs of said 

ames B. Armstrong according to their interest in the estate, but 
required proof of the loyalty during the rebellion of each person to 
whom payment was to be made, The only one not paid was Edward 
S. Armstrong, proof of loyalty in his case not being satisfactory. 
Only two witnesses testified to this point: one by implication im- 
peaching his loyalty, and the other swearing positively that he was 
and remained loyal during the war. 

This favorable report seems to be based on the fact that Edward 
S. Armstrong was a resident of Missouri during the war, and as that 
was a non-seceded and loyal State the presumption of law would be 
that its citizens were loyal. 

Now, I submit, not only did the act which provided that the Gen- 
eral Government should pay to the heirs of James B. Armstrong this 
$13,385 require that they should prove their loyalty, but the general 
law required the same thing. I submit, further, that the presumption 
is not, where a man resides in a non-seceded and loyal State, that he 
was a loyal man, but in every instance, no matter where the claim- 
ant’s residence may be, the general act requires the petition shall set 
forth the fact of his loyalty, I call attention to section 1072 of the 
Revised Statutes, which provides as follows: 

The claimant shall, in all cases, fully set forth in his tion the claim, the action 
thereon in Congress, or by any of the Departments, if such action has been had ; 
what persons are owners thereof or interested therein; when and upon what con- 
sideration such persons became so interested; that no assignment or transfer of 
said claim, or of any part thereof or interest therein, has n made, except as 
stated in the petition; that said claimant is justly entitled to the amount thereiu 
claimed from The United States, after allowing all just credits and offsets ; that tho 
claimant, and, where the claim has been assigned, the original and every prior 
owner thereof, if a citizen, bas at all times borne true allegiance to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and, whether a citizen or not, has not in any way vol- 
untarily aided, abetted, or given encouragement to rebellion st the said Gov- 
ernment, and that he believes the facts as stated in the said petition to be true. And 
me. said petition shall be verified by the affidavit of the claimant, his agent, or 

This is what the petition is required to state, to wit: that the 
claimant at all times, if a citizen of the United States, rendered it 
such assistance as was in his power, and at no time fought against 
our Government, whether a citizen or an alien. 

Another section of the statute-book, section 1074, is as follows: 

Whenever it is material in any claim to ascertain whether any person did or did 
not give any aid or comfort to the late rebellion, the claimant asserting the loyalty 
of any such person to the United States during such rebellion shall be required to 
prove affirmatively that such b georg did, during said rebellion, consistently adhere 
to the United States, and did give no aid or comfort to persons engaged in said 
rebellion; and the volun residence of any such person in any p where, at 


any time during such residence, the rebel force or organization held away, shall 
be prina Jacie evidence that such person did give aid and comfort to said rebellion 
and to the persons engaged therein. 
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Now, upon this question whether Edward S. Armstrong was loyal, 
not only does the statute require that the petition shall show the 
loyalty of the claimant, but we find the bill itself which permitted 
the payment to him uires he must prove his loyalty. Section 
1074 also provides that if he voluntarily resided in any part of the 
United States where during such residence the rebel force or organ- 
ization held sway, that shall be prima facie evidence that such 
person did give aid and comfort to said rebellion and to the persons 
engaged therein. Then in this instance prima facie the petitioner was 
disloyal. 

What is the evidence of his loyalty? The report states that one 
witness says he was disloyal, while another swears he was loyal. So 
that if the witnesses were evenly balanced and equally credible, 
then, under the section of the statute which refers to residence in a 
part of the United States where the rebels for a certain time held 
sway, it would appear prima facie that he was wholly disloyal. 

And it seems to me that the preponderance of proof is that this 
man was not loyal to the Government of the United States. There 
is nothing to show that his petition contained the averment of his 
loyalty. When he first presented his claim under the original act, 
which allowed the A of the money on proof of loyalty, his 
claim was disallowed and refused because the proof of loyalty was 
not sufficient to satisfy the disbursing officer. 

This claim, it may be said, arose before the war, and the question 
of loyalty should not, therefore, be taken into consideration at all. 
That may possibly be the ground on which the committee make their 
favorable report. But when the bill was passed which appropriated 
$13,000 for the payment of this claim it provided that no man should 
receive one dollar of that appropriation unless he established his 
loyalty ; and the proof in this case of the loyalty of the claimant has 
not been made Segate ai A 

I submit, therefore, Mr. Chairman, that unless we propose to open 
the door and allow claims of this character in violation of the law, 
which has existed for many years and has worked so well, to be paid, 
unless we propose to throw away the guards which have existed so 
long, and thereby deplete our Treasury, and pay claimants who were 
not loyal to the Goveratient throughout its struggle for life itself, I 
respectfully submit that this bill should be defeated. 

Mr. TAYLOR, I apprehend that the gentleman from New York 
has somewhat misunderstood the meaning of this report; at least I 
judge so from his remarks. It is not intended to say in this report 
that the evidence shows affirmatively that Armstrong was loyal dur- 
ing the war. The report states the facts in the matter; and it seems 
tome, it being remembered that the bill is for the purpose of repealing 
that clause in the original section of the law, that there would be no 
need for the passage of such a bill as this if this party was able to 
furnish absolute proof of loyalty. 

Still the statement was made—and this is the point that the com- 
mittee acted upon in reporting the bill—that this is a claim that 
came to this party by inheritance. It is a right—a money right—in 
a judgment in favor of his ancestor, or in his own favor, for services 
rendered before the war. 

Now, then, as I remarked before, if this party was loyal, if the 

roof of his loyalty had been satisfactory, there would be no purpose 
this bill or proposed law. Therefore, being denied the amount due 
as this inheritance, the party comes and asks this House, comes here 
without law, and asks us to make a law which will enable him to 
get what he is entitled to, and that is the sole case presented here. 

Now, it might be asked why make this an exception, if it is such, to 
the general laws? Why let that law remain as it is with reference 
to 8 else, but in regard to this case why make an excep- 
tion? y answer is simply this, and nothing more: the money be- 
longs to the estate. It was earned before the war. It is not the 
money of the United States at all, and never will be. It belongs to 
this party by right, and the question of loyalty has no connection 
with a right which accrued prior to the war. 

That being the case, then, we may, we believed, nnder the circum- 
stances, generally or specially provide that a man shall have his own, 
and because the distinctive position of this case justifies usin giving 
it to him. Now in this case, where a man takes by inheritance, the 
committee believe that he is entitled to this exception, It is noth- 
oe than that. 

gain, in regard to this matter, I will say that this same bill has 
passed the House twice. The same bill at two oe Congresses 
was reported favorably by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. DUN- 
NELL] and received at that time, as I understand it, the universal 
approval of the Committee on Claims; not as in any way violating 
the law as it exists; not as inviting a change inthe policy of the Gov- 
ernment with reference to these payments, but simply is in the judg- 
ment of the committee a proper exception for the reasons stated, where 
they may safely act. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I move that the bill be reported to the House with 
a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. HAZELTON. That motion, I believe, is debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Ido not yet understand, Mr. Chairman, from 
the statement made by the genuin an from Ohio whether the party 
to be paid in this case was loyal or not. I will ask the gentleman 
please to inform us? 

Mr. TAYLOR. I have already stated that the proof does not favor 


his loyalty; aud the statement is not so made. If it was there would 
be no oceasion for the bill. The bill is presented simply on that 
account. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Now I want to ask the gentleman from Ohio 
whether the original bill did not require that proof of loyalty should 
po open order that he may be entitled to the amount of money 
claim 

Mr. TAYLOR. I stated that it did, and that this repeals that law. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Now, Mr. Chairman, why we should abandon 
the policy of the Government which is working so well, that the 
money to be paid to these parties is based upon their loyalty to 
the Government, I do not see. I ask whether we are to abandon the 
doctrine which has been set down and framed into law by the Amer- 
ican Congress, a doctrine established under the law, making it ob- 
ligatory upon every claimant coming to the Government that he 
shall affirmatively establish his loyalty before he shall be entitled to 
a dollar from the United States T ? And the presumption of 
disloyalty, if he lived within a district dominated by the rebel forces 
at any time 4 9 $ the war, is against him and is to be taken con- 
clusively against him unless he can do away with it by positive and 
affirmative testimony. 

I want to know for myself and for my constituents in Wisconsin 
why it is now that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLOR] comes 
forth with a new policy, which is an absolute abandonment of the 
doctrine established by this Congress ever since the termination of the 
war, a doctrine fixed in our legislation upon our statuté-books, I 
want to know now why we are to relinquish that great barrier set 
up in the statutes, and allow this man to come in, the gentleman 
froin Ohio himself acknowledging that the testimony shows him to be 
disloyal—why we are to allow him to come in and bar all others? 
Nay, Lask him whether it is not opening the door for all others for 
all time; whether it is not the entering-wedge by which every man 
may come in, whether loyal or disloyal, over the statutes of this 
country, over the policy established by the American Congress for 
fifteen years in our history? And I want to know, Mr. Chairman, 
why this case should be made an exception against the thousands 
now knocking at the door of the Treasury for money who are only 
stayed by this great statute of prohibition? If this isan exceptional 
case, they will all be exceptional cases, 

I want the gentleman from Ohio now to say to the American peo- 
ple, not to me, or to this Congress alone, I want him to say to the 
American people if this is not opening the door for all these claims 
that we have put our foot upon, that we have barred by a great en- 
actment of Congress. And I want him to show us why it is not 
opening the door to all of them in the future. 

I will not vote to set aside this policy of the Government and of 
the Republican party that has stood here for fifteen years unless I 
can find some good reason for it. And I am going to know, when 
that demand comes from my side of the House, upon what ground it 
rests. I will not be led by any man from a committee or anywhere 
else that strikes down this great statute, that strikes down this great 
barrier and opens ap the Treasury to all these claims, unless he and 
I can stand upon it before this country and before my party. 

Mr. MILLS. Iapprehend the gentleman from Wisconsin is mis- 
taken when he speaks of the statute by losing sight of one fact, and 
that is that this was a claim before the war. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Yes; but the claimant was disloyal. 

Mr. MILLS. Wait till I come to that. Suppose I held to-day— 
and I was disloyal—one of the bonds of the United States Govern- 
ment issued before the war; will the gentleman tell me the Govern- 
ment will not pay me that bond because I was disloyal in the late 
war? And that is this case. 

Mr. CAMP. I desire to ask the gentleman from Texas if there are 
not now pending in one or both branches of Congress a number of 
bills to pay officers of the United States what we owed them before 
the war commenced who resigned and went into the rebel army, and 
if they do not put their claim upon precisely the same ground as that 
on which this claim is now advocated ? 

Mr. MILLS. I do not know whether that fact exists or not. If 
it does, the other question comes in of the trust relation between the 
Government and these officers as public servants. But that is not 
the question here. The question is simply whether the Government 
will pay a debt it owed to a party anterior to the war, or at least to 
his children if he has died since that time. I can understand very 
well the policy the gentleman from Wisconsin speaks of as being the 
policy of his party and of the United States Government not to pay 
war claims to any but loyal people. But I tell my friend from Wis- 
consin that his party has never proclaimed such a policy—they are 
too intelligent to do it; too sincere and honest to do it—as to go 
before the country and say they will not pay a debt of this Govern- 
ment, which it owed before the war, to a person disloyal during the 
war. I tell him by the acts of pardon nted by the Government 
of the United States rights have been conferred upon those persons who 
were disloyal during the war—rights of property of every kind. All 
the gentlemen on that side know that, and my friend from Wiscon- 
sin is mistaken because he does not draw the distinction in this case 
between a war claim proper and a debt due to a citizen before the 
war. That is all there is about it. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I would not wrong any man or withhold a dol- 
lar from any man who is entitled to it, aud I am not on the commit- 


2262 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. Maron 24, 


tee which has reported this bill. I merely snuff the breeze here to- 
day. I cannot tell exactly how far this may réach as a precedent, 
and Iam not able to go to the bottom of it entirely perhaps as I would 
be if I were on the committee that reported the bill. But I have 
learned this from the report, which I will state to the gentleman 
from Texas: payment in this matter was authorized under the law 
of the American Congress before I came here, but perhaps while the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Mitts] was here. I assume that that 
original law that was passed in this case was passed in the light of 
all that existed at that time. I havea 5 — to assume that that law 
was passed as it ought to be, all matters bearing upon this case hay- 
ung been properly and honestly considered. Now find that in that 
vriginal law which authorized the payment of this judgment there 
was a condition made. And what was thatcondition? It was that 
the parties passing upon this judgment to pay it should be satisfied 
of the loyalty of the claimants entered upon the ic ent. Upon 
that point in the law they made their ad to the Department of 
the 55 for payment, and under that condition of the law 
they failed. They could not show affirmatively that they were loyal 
and entitled to payment of this judgment under the condition im- 
by the law. Am I right? 

Mr. BUCKNER. All except this one got the money. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Iadmit that the loyal got their money, the 
disloyal was excluded from payment, and he was excluded under 
the provisions of the original bill by which all the loyal were paid. 

Mr. MILLS. When was that bill passed? 

Mr. HAZELTON. And now this man comes back here and asks 
that the original bill shall be set aside. 

Mr. MILLS. When was the bill passed! 

Mr. HAZELTON. I read from this: “See Senate Report No. 488, 
Forty-second Con , third session.” I suppose that is the time 
the bill was S 

Mr. SP. S. Was there ever any question in regard to the loy- 
alty of the old man? 

Mr. HAZELTON. That bill having imposed the condition of loy- 
alty, and those who were loyal having received payment, the Amer- 
ican Congress having awarded it upon the condition of loyalty and 
that alone, and having carried out in good faith all that it promised 
under that act, there is one man left who stood up against the flag 
of his country in war, and he now comes here and says, You have 
3 the loyal; now pay me, a disloyal man, under a new act of 

on 


Now, I will leave it to the gentleman from Texas if I have not the 
right to assume that the Congress that first made this distinction 
between loyalty and disloyalty made the distinction properly. 

Mr. MILLS. ` I will answer the gentleman. 

Mr. HAZELTON. There is where I stand. I say that the mem- 
bers of Congress who were acquainted with these matters, who acted 
in the light of the events of those days, and who fixed the condition 
that only the loyal should be paid and not the disloyal, I say that I 
have a right now to stand upon that same discrimination fairly and 
squarely, 

Mr. MILLS. Let me answer my friend. I knew from the very 
nature of it, when the gentleman referred to that law, that it was 
passed a great many years ago. We have now passed away from that 
condition of ainge, It was perhaps reasonable enough, in the years 
just succeeding the war, that those then having control of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States should withhold the payment of claims 
of parties who were charged with disloyalty, But my friend did not 
answer the question I A a to him awhile ago. 

Mr. HAZELTON. hat was that? > 

Mr. MILLS. It was this: If I, who was disloyal and fought against 
the Government of the United States as hard as I could forfour years, 
had purchased one of the bonds of the United States issued by the Gov- 
ernment in 1858—and I suppose some of those bonds are yet outstand- 
ing—would you refuse to pay me the amount of that bond until I 
provedmy loyalty] Sir, you would not doit. And let me tell you more 
than that. I have aided in passing a bill, I have succeeded in get- 
ting it through this House and the Senate. At least almost every 
session it has been reported favorably by the Committee on Claims 
unanimously, and it passed this House unanimously two or three 
times. It has now passed both Houses and been signed by the Pres- 
ident. That was a billto pay a lawyer forservices in defending cer- 
tain soldiers of the United States who were arrested. You remember 
thatcase? That case came down from 1855 or 1856. The lawyer was 
afterward a colonel in the confederate army. But when his case was 
presented here no question of loyalty or disloyalty was ever raised 

ainst it in the House of Representatives, because it was a debt 
which the Government owed. And the Government cannot afford to 
refuse to pay debts which it owes to its citizens; it cannot afford to 
do it. 

When it comes to a question of mere tunity, a question of grace 
or favor, then the ee can ah “ba the 8 of loyalty 
or disloyalty. Now, in regard to claims for property that was de- 
stroyed during the war, it was necessary for you to draw that dis- 
tinction between loyalty and disloyalty, because you had the belliger- 
ant right to destroy the aod naked of those who were fighting against 
you and the Government. But when you owe a debt for considera- 
tion received, this Government cannot afford, and will not afford to 
make that point, because it owes the debt and it would sacrifice its 
honor if it refused to pay it, and it will not imperil that. 


If Ishould purchase one of the bonds of the United States, the fives 
or sixes, or the extended three-and-a-halfs, or any other bond, or if 
any of my friends on this side of the House who were disloyal should 
purchase a bond of the United States, the Government would pay 
such bonds without any question. It pays me my salary now, and 
it pays any debt which it owes to us. 

I can well understand how twelve or fourteen years the Gov- 
ernment would not pay a debt to a party accused of disloyalty, but 
you cannot afford to do that now. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HAZEL- 
TON ] haveany other evidence of the disloyalty of the claimant except 
that contained in this report? 

Mr. HAZELTON. The very man who reports it back here admits 
that the claimant was disloyal, and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
sg eg ay: it. 

Mr. TALBOTT. This report says that on the question of loyalty 
two witnesses were examined. One by implication said that he was 
disloyal, and the other swore positively that the claimant was loyal. 
The State of Missouri did not secede, and, as this report states, the 
8 is in favor of the loyalty of this elaimant. I do not un- 

erstand the gentleman from Texas to admit that the claimant in 
this case was disloyal. X 

Mr. MILLS. I know nothing about it. 

Mr. BRAGG. Will the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. TALBOTT] 
allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. TALBOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. BRAGG. If it be not conceded that this man is disloyal then 
why pass this bill? You have paid the loyal under an act of Con- 
gress. 

Mr. TALBOTT. It is simply because the officer who passed upon 
this claim chose to say that es one of the witnesses by implica- 
tion said that this claimant was disloyal, that raised a suspicion in 
the mind of the officer that he was not loyal. 

a Sar There is no evidence he stated in his petition that he 
was loy: 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Why was he not paid before? 
Simply because he was not loyal. 

Mr. HAZELTON. The gentleman from Texas admits that the 
reason this man did not get his money was because he failed to prove 
his loyalty. 

Mr. BUCKNER. This bill was passed once by this House when 
the Republican à party had a majority here of two to one. 
ee TALBOTT. This man was called upon to prove his loy- 

ty — 

a MEMBER. And could not do it. 

Mr. TALBOTT. One witness impeached his loyalty by implica- 
tion only, while one witness swore positively to his loyalty. The 
presumption was in favor of his loyalty; and the officer acting on 
the claim exceeded his any when he decided upon this testi- 
mony that the man was not loyal. 

Mr. HAZELTON. How could there be a presumption of his 
deeb when the statutes require that it shall be proved affirma- 
tively 

Mr. TALBOTT. Because he stated in his petition that he was loyal, 
and proved his loyalty by one witness, another witness impeaching 
his loyalty $i implication only. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman it seems to me that this bill involves 
what may be called a new departure in the adjudication of claims 
by Congress, and I venture to say that no precedent for the passage 
of this measure can be pointed out. 

Mr. TAYLOR. The gentleman will allow me to state that a bill 
similar to this has already passed the House twice; and the reports 
made at that time were before the committee in this Congress. 

Mr. BAYNE. That may be, but the bill violates a doctrine incor- 
oer in the statutes which has been read, a doctrine which has 

n deemed the policy of this Government since the rebellion, and 
which I do not wish to see violated; that is the at doctrine of 
estoppel—that any man who actively articipated in the rebellion 
for the overthrow of the Government is thereby estopped from making 
a claim against the Government. 

Mr. WHITE. Does the gentleman understand that this man was 
in the rebellion? The report does not so state. 

Mr. BAYNE. The statement of the e from Ohio [Mr. 
terest represents, no doubt, the condition of this man. When 
asked whether this man was loyal or not, the gentleman from Ohio, 
who is always frank, admitted frankly that the man failed to prove 
his loyalty. Therefore it must be assumed for the purposes of this 
case that the man was disloyal, because the requirement of the law 
is that he shall prove his sy eat The burden of proof is upon him; 
he was bound id prove his loyalty. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Will the gentleman permit a Angie 
suggestion? This debt was due for work done prior to 1855. The 
creditor obtained judgment before the war in the Court of Claims, 
and in 1860 died. Now, what are you going to do with the mone 
due to him? Will you pay it to his child, or will you in the teet 
of the Constitution attaint him without a conviction? 

Mr. BAYNE. The law which has been read here by the gentleman 
from New York provided a court to which this man could go. He 


Fons to that court, and failed to establish his claim, because he 
‘ailed— 
Mr. HAMMOND), of Georgia. No; he did establish it. 
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Mr. BAYNE. Because he failed to give himself a standing in 


court. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. The father, who did the work, ob- 
tained Nes ep in the Court of Claims, and died. 

Mr. BA . And then—— 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Then he went to a higher court. 

Mr. BAYNE. Congress had in the mean time enacted a law that 
this claim should not be valid 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. The law was enacted seven years 
afterward. 

Mr. BAYNE. Ido not care when it was enacted. Congress en- 
acted a law that a party should not be entitled to paons upon a 
claim of this kind unless he proved his loyalty. lay down this 
broad proposition, upon which I will stand by my yowe in this House, 
that any man who took up arms against this Government for the 
purpose of overthrowing it is estopped by that act from pening in 
and making a claim inst thisGovernment. If you once abandon 
that principle you will have claims upon your Treasury from the 
Southern States involving millions of dollars. There are claims now 
pending in this House for the reimbursement of States of this Union, 
and I would apply this doctrine even to States. Where organized 
communities had claims against the Government of the United 
States, if those organized communities, through their constituted 
authorities, rebelled against the Government and then come in here 
and make claim, as some are doing in this Congress, I would deny 
them payment, because they are and should be estopped by their 
act of rebellion. Hundreds and hundreds of millions of dollars are 
contingent upon the recognition of the principle involved in this 
little bill. 

A MEMBER. Oh, no! 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, there are hundreds and hundreds of millions 
of dollars contingent upon the recognition of this principle. 


Mr. BUCKNE I would like the gentleman to state one other 
case like this. 
Mr. BAYNE. I do not know that I can recall a case exactly like 


this. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I say the gentleman cannot find one on the rec- 
ords of this House. 

Mr. BAYNE. I know that there have been claims presented here 
by persons connected with the postal service in the Southern States 
before the war, and it has been gravely argued that as these claims 
originated before the rebellion the Government should pay them. 
Those claims still exist. They have not been paid, but a recognition 
of this principle will pay them. They have always been defeated in 
this Congress. There are officers of the regular Army who fought in 
the service of their country before the war broke out, but who, when 
the war of the rebellion came, threw aside the commissions of the 
Government of the United States and accepted commissions from the 
government of the confederacy. Those men have claims on the Fed- 
eral Treasury according to the principle of this bill. I say there are 
hundreds of millions of dollars of claims contingent upon the removal 
of the bar of disloyalty. Therefore it is that I say this is establish- 
ing a dangerous precedent. It isa principle fraught with danger to 
the Treasury. This bill, though e eS vely small in its propor- 
tions, should not receive the approval of Congress. 

Mr. CAMP rose. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. CAMP. I do not yield. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman has spoken once on this question 
and his colleague is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CAMP. I move to strike out the last word, and on that new 
qnestion I am entitled to the floor. 


The CHAIRMAN. The 8 will proceed. 

Mr. CAMP. I rise, Mr. Chairman, for the e of calling the 
attention of the House to the question asked by the gentleman from 
Texas, [Mr. MILIS, ] and that is whether or not if he, having been in 


the rebel army, should go into the markets of the world and buy a 
bond of the United States, any one could have the right to say that 
it ought not to be paid? I say no, but I say at the same time that 
there is a vast difference between such a case and the case of a man 
having a demand against the Government of the United States de- 
liberately engaging in a war of rebellion which, if successful, would 
destroy it and terminate forever the life and existence of the payor. 

When a citizen of the United States, having a claim against it, 
attempts to destroy it forever, when a man takes that step, he has, 
in my judgment, forfeited every right to the protection of the Goy- 
ernment which he sought to destroy. He has forfeited every right 
of Property, every right of person, and when Edward Armstrong, 

ving a claim against the United States, saw fit to enter into the 
rebellion, he put himself in a position whereby he forfeited every 
right he had under the Government of the United States. When, 
by his own treason, he rendered it im ible to establish his loyalty 
to the Government to which he owed allegiance, he forfeited ail his 
claims against this Government, and for one I am opposed to paying 
them. remember, during the last Con or the Congress pre- 
ceding, claims came here to the amount of $340,000 to pay rebel mail 
contractors who had rendered services for this Government, as we 
all remember, before their States had seceded, or before their con- 
tracts were abrogated by order of the Postmaster-General, and it 
was gravely argned and claimed that they were entitled to their 
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compensation, although they thereafter became rebels, and this, too, 
notwithstanding the fact that they had been paid once by the con- 
federate government, as was proved by the record. 

I agree with the gentleman from venus vana [Mr. BAYNE] who 
has just taken his seat, although this is called an exceptional case, one 
out of the ordinary channel, that if we pass this bill the next will be 
called exceptional and the next will be exceptional, and it will only 
be a short time before the doors will be thrown wide open, all claims 
of this character will receive favorable consideration and action, and 
hundreds of millions of dollars will be literally stolen from the Treas- 


ury. 

Mr. WHITE. In reply to what the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
and the gentleman from New York have said, I desire to say in the 
first place that it does not apply to this case. James B. Armstrong 

rformed the service before 1860 and he died before 1860, and there- 

‘ore was not in the war at all. Now, if these gentlemen mean any 
thing at all, they mean to say that a man had a just claim for ser- 
vices which he honestly performed and that the heirs of that 
man after his death shall not be allowed to enjoy the compensation 
which was due from the Government. 

Mr. CAMP. Not if they had gone into the war of the rebellion 
against the Government. à 

Mr. SPRINGER. Wil the gentleman from Kentucky allow me for 
a moment? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is not a claim by this pariy against the 
Government, but it is a claim which was due to his father. This 
Government is now intercepting it as it is passing between the father 
and the son, and co ting it. 

Mr. HAZELTON. The son came and admitted he was disloyal. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This was a claim due to the father of Armstrong, 
but the war occurred, and the question now is whether he shall be 

rmitted to inherit this portion of the estate of his father to which 

e is entitled under the law. 

Mr. BAYNE. Was it not a debt due to the son when the war broke 
out and did he not forfeit it by his rebellion? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; this comes to him from his father’s estate. 

Mr. BAYNE. If it comes to him from his father’s estate this Con- 
gress has nothing todo with it. Does his father’s estate owe it to him? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, that is it. 

Mr. BAYNE. Then let the father’s estate pay him. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman say he is not entitled to his 
share of his father’s estate? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to call attention to the fact 
that, by a special order of the House, at four o’clock and thirty 
minutes p. m. the House is to take a recess until seven o’clock and 
thirty minutes this evening. 

Mr. BROWNE. As it is near that time now, I move the committee 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. VALENTINE reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, having had under consideration sun- 
dry bills, hati directed him to report back to the House the bill (H. 
R. No. 676) to refer the claims of the captors of the ram Albemarle to 
the Court of Claims with a favorable recommendation, and had 
reached no conclusion on sundry other bills. 


CAPTORS OF THE RAM ALBEMARLE. 


TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill reported 
with a favorable recommendation from the Committee of the ole 
House on the Private Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. No. 676) to refer the claims of the captors of the ram Albemarle 
to the Court of Claims. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, and 
was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. HO. . _I ask a division on the passage of the bill. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 60, noes 26. 

So, no farther count being demanded, the bill was passed. 

Mr. CAMP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
= and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

e. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. MILLS. Irise to a privileged motion. I move that when 
the House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MILLS moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion was 


agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted, 
To Mr. HUMPHREY, for one day; 
To Mr. KELLEY, until Monday next; 


To Mr. WILSON, for e on account of illness; 
To Mr. HEWITT, of New York, for two days; and 


To Mr. GARRISON, until Tuesday next. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 
(S. No. 71) to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese; 
when the Speaker signed the same. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that in pursuance of the 
previous order of the House, providing that at four and a half clock 
to-day, Friday, the House shall take a recess until half-past seven 
o’clock, the evening session to be devoted exclusively to the consid- 
eration of billson the Private Calendar reported from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions and the Committee on Pensions, and the hour 
of half-past four o’clock having now arrived the Chair declares this 
House in recess until half-past seven o’clock this evening. 

The Chair will further state that the gentleman from Michigan, 
Mr. Burrows, will occupy the chair during the evening session. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House at seven o’clock and thirty 
minutes p. m. resumed its session, Mr. Burrows, of Michigan, in the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro Da ove Thesession of the House this evening 
is, by a previous order of the House, to be devoted exclusively to 
the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar reported from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions and the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BROWNE. I move that the House take a further recess of 
ten minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The recess having expired, the House at seven o’clock and forty- 
one minutes resumed its session. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HARDENBERGH. I move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, Mr. BRIGGS in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering business upon the Private Calendar 
repo: from the Committee on Pensions and the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions only. The Clerk will report the first bill. 


MARIA B. CRAIG. 


The first business on the Private Calendar, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, was the bill (H. R. No. 3833) for the relief of Mrs. 
Maria B. Craig. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, c., That Mrs. Maria B. Craig, widow of Henry B. Craig, late 
Chief of Ordnance of the United States Army, be paid the sum of $25 per month 
from the time of the death of her husband in 1869 up to the time she commenced 
drawing her pension, July 20, 1874. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the report be read. 2 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the application of Maria B. 
Craig, widow of the late B er-General H; Knox Craig, United States Army, 
have duly considered the same, and submit the following report: 

The papers submitted to the committee show that General C entered the 
military service in 1812; that he served in the campaign of 1813, and eu cap- 
tain of artillery and afterward major of ordnance. 

While on inspection duty on the coasts of the Gulf of Mexico and the Atlantic, 
during the summer and fall of 1845, he contracted a disease which, by exposure 
and hard duty in the field, during the war with Mexico, became chronic. 

From December, 1845, to July, 1847, he served as chief of ordnance on the staff 
of General Zachary Taylor during all the active operations, from the battles of 
Palo Alto and Resaca de la Palma to that of Buena Vista. 

In 1851 he became Chief of Ordnance of the United States Army, and continued 
in that position down to 1861, when he was retired from active duty on account 
of age and long and faithful service, and finally died of the disease contracted, as 
before stated, in December, 1869. 

The claimant did not apply for a pension until 1874, not fotog the need of it 
before that time, and she did not commence to draw one until July 20, 1874. She 
is now eighty-three years old. 

In view of the facts as above set forth, your committee report the accompany- 
ing bill as a substitute for House bill No. and recommend its passage. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ANDREW J. MORRISON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar, re 
mittee on 3 e a bill (H. 
arrearages of pension to w J. Morrison. 

The bill eee were read. 

Mr. RANDALL. That bill is reported adversely, and was passed 
over at the last evening session of the House in order, no doubt, that 
the member 5 might have an opportunity of being pres- 
ent. I do not believe that he is present now, and think we had bet- 
ter pass it over, leaving it in the same position on the Calendar. 

ere being no objection, the bill was passed over informally. 
WILLIAM R. PERDUE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, was the bill (H. R. No. 1468) granting a 
pension to William R. Perdue. ‘ 


rted from the Com- 
No. 2142) granting 
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Mr. RANDALL. That bill is of the same character as the bill just 
over. It is reported adversely. I move that it be passed over 
informally. 

The motion was agreed to. 

JOHN R. GALE AND OTHERS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, was the bill (H. R. No. 1218) for the relief 
of the widows of John R. Gale, Spencer D. Gray, Lemuel Gri, 
Malachi J. Brumsey, I. Munden, Lewis White, and George W. Wil- 
son, of North Carolina. 

The bill and report were read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would inquire of the chairman of the commit- 
tee what is the amount of pension granted in such cases ? 

Mr. BROWNE. The pension of the surviving widow of a private 
soldier, $8 per month. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, that report, by accident, of 
course, and I pene there is no impropriety in stating it, is printed 
incorrectly. It purports to be the unanimous report of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, but so far from being a unanimous re- 
port I believe that there were three or four members of the com- 
mittee present who voted against it. There are gentlemen now 
upon this floor who opposed it in committee. 

This is one of the cases, Mr. Chairman, to which I objected when 
we were considering the Private Calendar at a previous session of 
the House, and to-night I propose to renew my objection, and will 
state briefly the reasons why I, for one, both in committee and in 
the House, propose to vote against the bill. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Would not the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
McMILLIN] allow this case to be passed over, that we may reach those 
which are not objected to so seriously as the gentleman evidently 
feels called upon to object to this? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Lhave no objection to the bill wiog that course. 
This is the second night it has been reached. But if the gentleman 
from Minnesota desires it, I have no objection to the bill being passed 
over. 

Mr. ARMFIELD. I desire the bill shall be passed over. It was 
introduced and reported by my colleague, [Mr. LatHaM,] who is 
absent. I think it should be passed over until he is here to be heard 


on it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It pro to pension the widow of one man 
who never was in any service of the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the bill will be 
passed over informally, retaining its place upon the Calendar. 

There was no objection. 


ELIZABETH A. HENDRICKSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3258) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth A. Hendrickson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, do. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to anes on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Elizabeth A. 
Hendrickson, widow of Thomas Hendrickson, late a retired colonel in the United 
States Army, and to pay her at the rate of $25 per month from and after the 24th 
day of October, A. D. 1878, as other pensions are paid. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


In the matter of the bill (H. R. No. 3258) ting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth 
A Hendrickson, your co: ttee, to whom said bill was referred, have investigated 
and found as follows: 

The tioner states that she is the widow of the late Colonel Thomas Hendrick- 
son, of the United States Army; that her husband died in Saint Louis, October 
24, 1878, leaving her so little t she has been obliged to run in debt in order to 
live, her only son being anable to support her; and that her pet for a pension is 
based on the consideration of the long and faithfal service of her husband. 

This claim was rejected, according to records of the Pension Office, (file No. 
19955) for the reason that the death of Major Hendrickson, October 24, 1878, at 
the age of BE oar had no connection with service in the line of duty.” 

The official military 3 of Thomas Hendrickson, which accompanies the 
bi.. is as follows: he first enlisted December 13. 1819, in the Fourth Battalion of 
Artillery, and was discharged July 18, 1821, for disability. He enlisted again July 
20, 1823, and was to Company F, Third Infantry, as sergeant; made first 
sergeant May, 1824, sergeant-major Jan , 22, 1827, and discharged as such July 
20, 1828, by expiration of service. He re-enlisted July 28, 1828; was made sergeant- 
major of regiment June 14, 1829; transferred to Company G, Sixth Infantry. as 
sergeant, April 15, 1831; — — ey April 25, 1833; discharged 
as such and re-enlisted June 10, 1833; discharged J une 10, 1836, by expiration of serv- 
ice. Appointed second lieutenant Sixth Infantry July 31, 1338; promoted first 
lieutenant December 3, 1840; promoted captain January 27, 1853; promoted major 
Third Infantry June 27, 1862. He was brevetted erea a t 20, 1847, for 
lant and meritorious conduct at the battles of Cheru and Contreras, Mexico, 
in which he was severely wounded; brevetted lieutenaut-colonel July 1, 1862, for 
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gallant and meritorious conduct at the battle of Malvern Hill, Virginia, and brevet- 
ted colonel March 13, 1865, for gallant and meritorious services d thewar. He 
served in the quartermaster's department at Baltimore up to May 7, 1809, with which 


his active service closed. 

Accompanying the petition is a letter from Major-General W. S. Hancock, who 
served in the same company with him, and relieved him from command when he 
was wounded in the Mexican war. General Hancock says that Hendrickson also 
served under General Jackson at Pensacola, and that his entire service covers sixty 
years; also that his horse was shot from under him at Gaines's Mills, Virginia, 
and that he was pili retired by an examining board on account of inca- 
pability, the result of long and faithful service. — y of wounds and injuries re- 
ceived in the line of duty.” General Hancock further says that he understands 


the petitioner to be in straitened circumstances, and that her case is one of the 
most meritorious known to him. 

In view of all the circumstances above set forth, your committee present a 
favorable report on the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
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SYLVIA JENKS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
329) granting a pension to Sylvia Jenks. 
e bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, do., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension- subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sylvia Jenks, widow of George Jenks, 
a soldier of the war of 1812. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 329) grant- 
ing a pension to Sylvia Jenks, find the facts to be as stated in House Report 916, 
Forty-sixth Congress, second session, which said report is hereto annexed and 
made part of this report, and is as follows : 

“The Committee on Revolutionary Pensions and War of 1812, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 2151) granting a ion to Sylvia Jenks, widow of 
George Jenks, a soldier of the war of 1812, having had the same under considera- 
tion, rz e submit the por raf report: 

It is in evidence that the said Sylvia Jenks, under the act of March 9, 1878 
applied for a on at the office of the Commissioner of Pensions, on account of 

6 service of her said husband in the war of 1812, and that the same was rejected 
on the 19th of December, 1878, on the ground ‘that the soldier did not receive an 
honorable discharge“ 

»The claimant alleges that the said soldier came home on a sick leave; that he 
was not able to return to his company, and that while thus pros#ated at home the 
war closed and he never retur command, and that consequently his 
record does not show an honorable discharge. These allegations of the claimant 
are ae under oath. 

“ There is also testimony of a general character contained in the affidavits of 
Franklin N. Jenks and Timothy Lewis, eee eb the declarations made by the 
claimant under oath, relating to the illness of her husband and his period of serv- 
ice in the Army during the war of 1812. 

It also bg e from a of the testimony in the case, that a bounty land 
warrant for acres of was issued to the claimant on account of the said 
services of her husband in the war of 1812—although the number and date of said 
warrant do not appear. 

It is also in evidence that she is very aged and infirm and in destitute circum- 


neces. 
»The committee are of the opinion that the evidence is sufficient to establish 
the identity of the soldier, his period of service, and the cause of his absence from 
service at the time when he was marked upon the rolls of his company as a 
deserter. They are of the opinion that the claimant is entitled to the relief prayed 
for, and therefore return the bill to the House, and recommend the passage of the 


same. 
The committee report back the bill, with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WILSON W. BROWN AND OTHERS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
4444) granting pensions to Wilson W. Brown and others, 

The bill was read. 

Mr. McMILLIN. This is a bill which provides for the taking of 
applications for pensions away from the Pensien Office before they 
have been finally considered there; or at any rate a portion of those 
embraced in this bill are in that condition. I do not think that pre- 
eedent ought to be established and shall oppose this bill; but I am 
willing it should be passed over informally. 

Mr. DAWES. I have no objection to this bill taking that course; 
but it is quite possible I may ask that it be considered to-night at a 
later hour of the evening. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ihave no objection to its being considered when 
there is a quorum here. 

There being no objection, the bill was passed over informally. 


MINOR CHILDREN OF AARON SHERIDAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1976) granting a pension to the minor children of Aaron Sheridan, 
deceased. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. BROWNE. This is a bill that I felt myself compelled to oppose 
at the last meeting of the House, devoted to the consideration of 
pension bills, and I hope it may be passed over. 

There being no objection, the bill was passed over, 


HORACE S. SPEAR, 


The next business on the 3 8 was the bill (H. R. No. 
1736) ting a pension to Horace S. Spear. 

The pill 255 read. 

Mr. MATSON. This bill I know ought to be passed over, because 
the gentleman who reported it, and who is not now present, has 
come to the conclusion that it ought not to pass except after care- 
ful consideration. 

There being no objection, the bill was passed over informally. 


MARY WADE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1422) granting a pension to Mary Wade. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de. That the e of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, thename of Mary Wade, of Gettys argh, Pennsylvania, 
who was the mother of Jennie Wade who was killed while baking bread for the 
Union soldiers, and pay, the said Wade a pension at the rate of $8 per month 
from the ad day of y, 1863, the date of her said daughter's death, to continue 
during the widowhood of the said Mary Wade, she having been dependent for 
support on her said daughter. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions reported the following amend- 
ment: 

Strike out the words from the 3d day of July, 1863, the date of her said daugh- 
ter’s death" and insert in lieu thereof the words to begin from and after the 
passage of this act." 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. No. 1422) 
granting a pension to Mary Wade, and make the 8 

This case was favorably considered by the Forty-sixth Congress. The commit- 
tee adopt the report then made, as follows: 

“[Forty-sixth Congress, second session, Report No. 56.) 

“The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
2450) granting a ponsa to Mary Wade, have had the same under consideration, 
and present the following rè 2 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions in the Forty- fourth and Forty-tifth Con- 
pecans reporting in favor of the claimant, the committee adopt the report made to 

the Forty-fifth Congress, to wit: 

Jennie Wade, a daughter of the petitioner, twent; fe ae of age, was killed b 
a rebel bullet at Gettysburgh, on the 3d day of July, „within Union lines, an 
while she was engaged in baking bread for the Union soldiers. Mary Wad 


e, the peti- 
tioner, was dependent, in part, for support upon her daughter. The husband of 


the petitioner is a maniac, and has been confined for many years past in the county 
almshouse. The 5 is fifty-eight years old, and has no property except 
about $50 worth of household gi and a life interest in a small house and lot, 
nie at $350 or $400. Your committee recommend the passage of the accompany- 
ng bill. 

Mr. BROWNE. I desire to make a single observation in connec- 
tion with this bill. It appears it is from a report made to the Forty- 
third Congress that the statement is taken that the petitioner is 
fifty-eight years old. That was eight years ago, so that she will 
now be 6 05 or sixty-six years old. 

Mr. DWIGHT. Was the report of the committee unanimous? 

Mr. BROWNE. I believe it was. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not wish to antagonize a bill of this charac- 
ter; but certainly it would have been desirable if the report had 
stated alittle more fully the nature of the facts under which this 
lady’s daughter came to her death when, as appears from the report, 
she was killed at the battle of Gettysburgh. 

Mr. BROWNE. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BELTZ- 
HOOVER] perhaps can explain better than any other gentleman in 
the House the circumstances of the case. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What I should like to have stated is whether she 
was in any way identified with the public service so that her death 
might be attributed to the operations of the Army. The fact that 
she was not, in the contemplation of the law, identified with the 
Army would be a matter of no moment; but inasmuch as this is a 
ease which stands apparently alone it would certainly be desirable 
for the gentleman to explain how it happened that this lady was so 
identified with the Army as to make it proper that a pension should 
5 allowed. I trust the gentleman from Pennsylvania will explain 
this. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. This is a case which it seems to me ap- 
peals with peculiar force to the generosity and patriotism of this 
House. There may be some doubt as to the propriety of granting 
pensions in certain cases which come within the 8 of the 
already remarkably liberal legislation of Congress in regard to pen- 
sions. But this case does not come within any general law or any 
act of Congress which has ever been passed on the subject of pen- 
sions. It comes, however, within that principle which has actuated 
governments in all civilized countries in granting gratuities for 
remarkable public services rendered in great national exigencies. 

This bill was reported favorably in the Forty-fourth and Forty-fifth 
Congresses. It was also reported unanimously in the Forty-sixth 
Congress, and passed the House of that Congress without a dissent- 
ing vote. It was recommended 3 y the most prominent 
and intelligent and respectable people of the borough of Gettys- 
burgh, who were fully acquainted with the facts of the case. It was 
also recommended by a unanimous resolution of the post of the Grand 
Army of the Republic of that place, whose commander wrote an 
urgent and earnest letter to the Committee on Pensions of the Forty- 
sixth Congress asking for favorable action in the case. 

There were two persons particularly identified with the history of 
the battle of Gettysburgh; a hero, John Burns, and a heroine, Jennie 
Wade. John Burns, for voluntary participation in that battle, was 
long ago pensioned and well provided for by Congress. He was also 
honored with great distinction by the lamented President Lincoln 
on the occasion of his visit to Gettysburgh. 

On the afternoon of the third day of that great conflict Jennie Wade 
voluntarily engaged in baking bread for the Union Army, and was 
killed while so engaged in the performance of that patriotic duty. 


Mr. DAWES. Will the gentleman allow me one moment? 
Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Certainly. 
Mr. DAWES. It was stated on the floor of the House at the last 


meeting for the consideration of pension bills that this lady was 
mop biosa to sell to Union soldiers. 
Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I regret very much that any gentleman 


should have made a statement such as that, without having duly con- 
sidered the sources of his information. 
but that it is slanderous. 

Is it possible that the many prominent citizens of Gettysburgh, of 
both political parties, (and I shall in a few moments ask the Clerk to 
read a letter from the president-judge of that district, ) and that the 


I believe it is not only untrue 
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Grand Army of the Republic should have unanimously recommended 
the passage of this bill if such a statement had been true? Is it pos- 
sible that those who were living and contemporary witnesses would 
have joined in applauding her heroism and committing her memory 
to history and song if such a statement had any foundation! 

This young lady was the daughter of a woman who was more than 
widowed, and upon her services to a great extent the mother de- 
pended for her support. Jennie Wade had two motives in going out 
at the time of hostilities at Gettysburgh. First, she doubtless went 
from patriotic motives, as did John Burns. Secondly, there was a 
young gentleman, Corporal Skelley, to whom she was engaged to be 
married, who was in that battle, and who was there wounded and 
died of the wounds he then received. The post of the Grand Army 
of the Republic at Gettysburgh is called after him—the Corporal 
Skelley Post. 

The circumstances of this case, so strongly like those of John Burns, 
re-enforced by the testimony of the citizens of Gettysburgh and by the 
resolutions of the Grand Army of the Republic, it seems to me should 
remove all doubt as to the propriety of passing this bill. 

I will now ask the Clerk to read the letter of Judge McClean, the 
president-judge of that district, a 2 who certainly is not 
bi and who has no interest in this or any other pension case so 
far as I know. Before the letter is read I to say, so that there 
may be no misapprehension on the subject of the merits of this case, 
that all I have uttered here can be substantiated by the testimony 
to which I have referred. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Dear Sm: The claim of Wade, of this place, for a ion on account of 
the death of her y t one ter, Jennie, during the civil war, is a very meri- 
terious one, and appeals strongly to the justice and favor of the National Congress. 
Jennie Wade was ed on the 3d day of July, 1863, within the Union lines, on 
Cemetery Hill, by a bullet from the enemy in the battle of Gettysburgh, while duti- 
fully engaged in baking bread for the Union soldiers around her. She had been 
a seamstress by employment, and her worse widowed mother was largely 
dependent for support apan the services of this yone aia faithful daughter. In 
the death of Jennie Wade the country lost an humble but devoted patriot, and her 
life was sacrificed in what was really its service in her line of duty. She was en- 
gaged to be married to a gallant young sergeant in the Union y, who also 
gare up his life in the service of his country. The mother is aged and poor. In 
her time of need she implores the friendship of the country to whom she and her 
children have been faithful. The dutifulness and loyalty of her fair young daugh- 
ter Jennie have been immortalized by the pen of John G. Whittier and others, and 
her history is a part of the history of the battle of Gettysburgh. Any imputation 
of want of loyalty on her part is a vile, heartless, and wicked er, t has 
never been and cannot be supported by theslightest testimony. I know the claim 
to be much more deserving than some that have been granted to parents on ac- 
count of the death of sons in the service. A country in time of danger and trial 
needs true and faithful daughters as well as sons, and the mother in instance 
by the death of her daughter was shorn of support as effectually as by the death 
of a son in the service. The father before. during, and r the war was a maniac, 
confined in the county almshouse, and died there, and possessed no estate. All 
the mother owns is the poor little house that covers her head, and she does what 
she can in herold age by her services as a nurse to obtain maintenance. 

Very res y, yours, 


GETTYSBURGH, March 16. 


WM. McCLEAN. 

Hon. F. E. BELTZHOOVER, 

Member of the House of Representatives, United States. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to say that I never had any doubt what- 
ever that this bill ought to pass, and I voted in the committee for a 
favorable report upon it. e object of my question to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. BELTZHOOVER] was to call out from 
him exactly what he has stated, an emphatic denial of the statement 
which was made upon the floor of this House at the time the subject 
of ion bills was last under consideration. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I am obliged to the gentleman for having 
asked the question, because I might have omitted to make any state- 
ment in reply to what seems to me to have been a very unfortunate 
remark made in reference to this case on the night when pension bills 
were last being considered. 

The CHAIR . If there is no objection this bill will be laid 
aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


DAVID G. HUTCHINSON, 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(II. R. No. 638) granting a pension to David G. Hutchinson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pensions laws, the name of David G. Hutchinson, of Lincoln, in the 
State of Maine, dependent father of William H. Hutchinson, late a corporal of 
pany E, Seventeenth United States Infantry. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
638) granting a pension to David G. Hutchinson, having had the same under con- 
sideration, rier Pees! report: 

‘The committee adopt report to Forty-sixth Congress, as follows: 

We find from the evidence on file in the 9 eta ion claim at the Pension 
Office that the petitioner is the father of Wi Hutchinson, a corporal of 
Company E, Seventeenth United States Infantry, who enlisted September 2, 1864, 
and is rated as discharged September 1, 1867. e claim of the father is fully es- 
tablished as far as the question of identity, celibacy of the son, death of the er, 
and dependence of the father is concerned. It was rejected by the Pension Office 
October 12, 1872, on the d that the death of the son was not medically estab- 
lished, and afterward rejected on the ground that the claim was not prosecuted 
to a successful issue wi five years of date of The records of the 
Adjutant-General’s Office show the soldier to have been ber 1, 
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1867. The proof of his death is made to the following effect: that the soldier died 
in Galveston, in the State of Texas, of yellow fever, the latter of August, 
1867. The evidence of who knew of the fact, of an officer who had a 

eneral knowledge of the fact, is presented, but it is claimed by the Pension Office 
kunt the evidence is not sufficient to establish the date and cause of death. 

A corporal of the same company as the deceased soldier makes affidavit that he 
was in the same town with him at the time that he died, and about fifteen min- 
utes before he died the 1 the deceased soldier came to the tent where 
he was sick, together with the arge of the affiant. The discharge of the de- 
ceased soldier was taken in charge by the orderly sergeant of the company, as he 
said, to take to the captain. The whereabouts of the orderly sergeant in question 
cannot be ascertained by the petitioner or his attorney. The evidence of the cor- 
ma above quoted is er to the effect that he was present at the soldier's 

urial, and that about the time of his death there were large numbers of men 
dying from yellow fever, and that but little record was made of it.“ 

To the mind of your committee the fact is fully established that the soldier 
died just about the time that his discharge, by reason of expiration of service, 
reached the camp wherein he was lying whether a day or two before or a day 
or two after his death is not altogether certain, but sufficient proof is adduced to 
show that the death-cause of the soldier was from yellow fever, of which he was 
sick and suffering while in the service of the United States. The evidence of 
death in the service is established as fully as the petitioner can possibly establish 
it, and goar committee is fully of the opinion that, on account of the ee 
of the law, this pacar has been deprived of his pension long enough. 0 
therefore re vorably upon the prayer, and recommend the passage of the bill 
(H. R. No. 638) granting a pension to David G. Hutchinson. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 


Marcu 24, 


ROBERT PELKEY. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. No. 2290) for the relief of Robert Pelkey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to restore to the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the on laws, the name of Robert Pelkey, late a private in Company A, 
Twentieth i t Indiana Volunteers, who was pensioned by certificate num- 
bered 137960, on account of hernia contracted while in the ce of the United 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, te whom was referred the bill H. R. No. 
2290, have had the same under censideration, and report as follows : 

In the year 1874, Robert Drees Byrom ear a pension of $4 a month an account of 
hernia contracted in the service in tearing down breastworks in front of Peters- 
burgh, Virginia, in July, 1864. The proof upon which this claim was granted was 
clear and . and in every respect complying with the law. 

Early in 1879 a letter was sent to the Commissioner of Pensions by a citizen of 
Pern, Indiana, where Pelkey then lived, and where he had lived previous to the 
war, stating that it was a suspicion of the writer that Pelkey was not entitled ; 
that he had served with Pelkey in the same regiment, and had never heard of his 
rupture while in the service. Therefore an order was at once issued by the Com- 
missioner of Pensions suspending the payment of his pension. Pending this sus- 
pension an agent was sent to Peru, Indiana, his place of residence, who took the 
affidavits of some witnesses, and among them the athdavit of the pensioner, signed 
by the mark of the said Pelkey, which purports to state the hernia complained of 
was not contracted in the military service of the United States, but after the dis- 
= of said Pelkey from said service, and while engaged in lifting a barrel of 
whisky. 

Pelkey was then notified that unless he furnished additional evidence he would, 
within sixty days, be dropped from the rolls, and within the sixty days he fur- 
nished the affidavits of eleven citizens of Peru and his own, in every way corrob- 
erating his original declaration. Upon this proof the case was submitted, and 


upon the goue that he had, in the affidavit taken by r p agent, expressly 

itted the fact to be inst him, it was decided by the Commissioner that his 
name should be dropped from_the rolls; and upon appeal to the Secretary of the 
Interior the decision of the Commissioner was affirmed. This leaves the said 


Pelkey without any remedy, except such as he can get from Congress. Among 
the papers on file in the case is the affidavit of Captain Ira B. Myers, now post- 
master at said city of Peru, and who was a captain in the regiment te which said 
Pelkey belonged, who states that he had a conversation with the said special 
agent, and that the special agent told him that Pelkey had stated to him the fact 

t the hernia was contracted in the military service of the United States, and 
yet the statement of Pelkey, sent by special t to the Pension Office, is of an 
entirely different character. The tions and statements of a large number of 
the most prominent citizens of said city of Peru are before this committee in be- 
half of said Pelkey’s restoration to the pension-roll. They are of the very strongest 
character, certifying to the honesty and 3 of said Pelkey, and expressing 
the belief that t injustice has been done to . It seems clear that the soldier 
is justly entitled to the relief he asks, and your committee therefore recommend 
the passage of the said bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 
JOEL R. CARTER. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. No. 1997) granting a pension to Joel R. Carter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, éc., That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the on. roll. subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Joel R. Carter, late a private in Company 
D, Eighty-second Indiana Volunteers, and to pay him a pension from the date of his 
discharge at the rate of $8 per month. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
1997) granting a pension to Joel R. Carter, having had the same under considera- 
tion, would res) any po 

The adjutant-gen of Indiana certifies that this man’s name is not found 

m the records of Company D, Eighty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteers, 
ther as a member at original organization or as a recruit for said company. 

The assistant adjutant-gene of the United States certifies that the name 
of Joel R. Carter does not appear on the rolls of Captain William W. Browning's 
Company D, or on recruit-rolls of Eighty-second Indiana Volunteers on file in 
office, and that no enlistment paper of him is on file. 

But, notwithstanding this defect in the records, the evidence shows conclusivel; 
that this man was enlisted in said company about the 2lst of August, 1862, an 
went with said company to m, where there was a camp, and where the 


Madiso: 
Eighty-second Regiment took the place of another regiment (which had been or- 
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dered to the 5 were on duty as guards about two weeks before they were 


examined ; and while on such duty, exposed to wet weather day and night, and 
not having drawn any blankets or tents, this man contracted a severe cold, pro- 
ducing rheumatism, by reason whereof the mustering officer refused tomuster hin 
in; and he has not been able since to walk without crutches, Fhe up to the 
time of his enlistment he had been a stout and hearty man and free from disease, 
‘These facts are shown— 

First. By the affidavit of the claimant. 

Second. By the affidavit of his captain, who swears to the enlistment and to the 
service in camp at Madison, and that the disability is total and was caused by 


0 in the cam 5 

Third. By the afidavit of his Fogel ot duns who swears that before enlist- 
ment the man was of sound health in all respects, but came home with acute rheu- 
matism, which resisted treatment and became chronic, and has totally disabled 
him 


Fourth. By the affidavits of William Brummel, Thompson Maguire, George W. 
Marshall, Hee f James Hampton, members of the same regiment, who swear that 
they were with this man in Camp Emerson at Madison, and that while he was 
there on duty he was attacked with rheumatism, so that he could not be mus- 

red. 


tered. 
ifth. By the certificate of the examining surgeon of the Pension Office, who 
rho The disability is t si permanent, and that from the evi- 


states that the disability is total and probab! 
dence before him he ves that the ility originated in the service aforesaid 
and in the line of duty. y i 

It may be observed that the evidence stated above in No. 4 was not considered 


in the brief of the Pension Office on which the claim was rejected. 

The only question is whether all this accumulated evidence is sufticient to over- 
come the presumption arising from the defective records, and to show that in fact 
Joel R. Carter was an enlisted man in 28 D of the Eighty- second 
eT in bio ds pehee at Seppa bang there in the line of his duty incurred 
the or which he seeks a 

The 8 in view of these facts, axe of the opinion that the bill should 
pass, with the following amendment: 

Strike out all after the word volunteers in line 7 of said bill. 


The amendment reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
was read, as follows: 


At the end of the bill strike out the words and to pay him a pension from the 
date of his discharge, at the rate of $8 per month.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to the 
House. 
JOSEPH R. BENJAMIN. 


The next ion business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. No. ) granting a pension to Joseph R. Benjamin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, do. That the Secreta: 
ized and directed ha ema on the pe 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Joseph R. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The facts are as follows: 
In September, 1872, at Sioux City, Iowa, the claimant, Joseph R. amin, then 
a sound and healthy man, hired out to work as a ay ae for an official of the 
uartermaster’s De ent under the United States Government at Fort Buford 
od of nine months, and went to said fort, some 1,300 miles west, and 
entered into a performance of the cont 
By the agreement the term of service would have expired in June, 1873, and 
claimant would have returned east by boat. 
In December, 1872, claimant was, without fault of his own, discharged, and 
started east from Fort Buford on a winter journey through the uninhabited region 
toward Saint Paul. He was sent with a mule train in charge of an Army lieu- 


tenant. 
At Fort Stephenson the lieutenant became intoxicated and was left behind, and 
the train went on in charge of subo tes. 

On a steep sidling hill, the track being obscured by snow, the team being in 
charge of a ken driver, a United States soldier, the wagon upon which claim- 
ant was riding was overturned and rolled down the hill, and t was 80 86. 
verely hurt as to be taken up as dend. He was taken to Fort Lincoln, and remained 


of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author - 
on-roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
njamin, of Sioux City, Iowa. 


‘or the 


in hospital for five months. 
He was injured in the back and hips, and the lower limbs were and are near], 
paralyzed. 


he man was by this injury made a cripple and a physical wreck, an 
will probably so remain for life. The claimant is poor. 

Your committee, while recognizing the great misfortune of the claimant, and 
the fact that Government servants are blamable in the 88 vet hold that 
there is no legal or moral or other obligation resting upon Congress to compensate 
him by way of pension. 

The committee recommend that the bill be not passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. This bill has been reported from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions adversely. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I desire to state briefly why I think the action 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions upon this bill should be re- 
versed by the Committee of the Whole. 

A MEMBER. Oh, no! Let it go. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I will accept the action of the Committee of 
the Whole, even if there should be no quorum. 

This man was a civilian. If he had been an enlisted man there 
would be no question, under the state of the facts, in regard to his 
right to a pension. He was employed at Sioux City by the Quarter- 
master’s Department and taken to Fort Buford, some 1,300 miles west, 
to work for nine months on contract at the carpenter’s trade. Leay- 
ing Sioux City in November he arrived at Fort Buford late in the 
season, and was there discharged, not from any fault of his own, but 
because the Missouri River closed earlier than usual, and the mate- 
rial for carrying on the work which he was to do had not arrived. 
Therefore, although the contract was to employ him for nine months, 
he was in the dead of winter turned loose upon that great prairie 
and left to find his way across an uninhabited plain a distance of 
1,300 miles to the city of Saint Paul. On the journey he met with 
the misfortune stated in the report, by reason of which he is now 
disabled for life. He can neither walk nor stand. He has a large 
family and is exceedingly poor. These are the facts. 

Now, I do not find any fault with the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sious; but I desire to state briefly why I think this Committee of 
the Whole should overrule the action of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. We are the representatives of the Government of the 
United States in whose employ this man was when he met with this 
misfortune. He is a sober man, a poor man. If he had been in the 
employ of one of the great corporations of the country, a ‘ soulless” 
railroad corporation, when he met with this misfortune, he would 
either have been pensioned by that corporation or a jury would have 
given him such damages as would have been equivalent toa pension. 

I remember a circumstance that happened in the State of Iewa. 
A young man, while serving a term in the penitentiary in that State, 
was sent by the superintendent to attend to some machinery. He 
was caught in the machinery and so injured that both his legs were 
necessarily amputated. That man was not only pardoned but he 
was pensioned by the State; he is to-day receiving that pension I 
state these facts in re to other cases, not equal to this in merit, 
in order to induce this Committee of the Whole to grant what I regard 
as justice in this case. The whole history of the case shows how 
unjust a great Government can be to one of its citizens. I know 
something of this case. Sioux City is in the district which I have 
the honor to represent. This man is a constituent of mine. I have 
never seen him; but I know the facts in his case, because they have 
been stated to me by his friends. 

After this man was brought home disabled for life, so that, as I 
have said, it isimpossible for him either to stand or to walk, he made 
aclaim against the Government of the United States for payment 
for the full time for which under his contract he was to have been 
employed. In the Treasury Department that claim was decided in 
favor of granting him pay for the fall term of nine months; but pay- 
ment was stop by the Secretary of the Treasury, because he 
thought the United States Government, in the language of this re- 

ort, was under no legal or moral obligation” to pay the man, 

use he had not actually done the work, although he had been 
employed to do it and had been discharged for no fault of his own. 
He took his case to the Court of Claims, and after a year or two of 
2 ep in that court his claim was allowed; and some attorney 
of this city received 40 per cent. of it. 

I mention these facts, although they are somewhat outside of the 
record, to show how unjust a great Government can be to one of its 
citizens. Having called attention to these facts, I ask this Com- 
mittee of the Whole to determine whether or not this man ought to 
receive a pension. I move that the bill be reported to the House 
with a recommendation that it pass. 

Mr. BROWNE. This claimant was never in any way in the mili- 
tary service of the United States. He was engaged as a carpenter 
under a contract to do certain work. While on his return from the 
point where the work was to be executed he was injured by an ac- 
cident, and for that he claims a pension. I am satisfied that this 
committee or this House or this Congress is not willing to set such a 
precedent. I move that the bill be reported back to the House with 
a recommendation that the enacting clause be struck out. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I do not wish to take up the time of the House, 
but I hope I will be permitted to say an additional word. Now, 
Congress has frequently pensioned men who were not in the militar 
service of the Government. During the last session of Congress 
remember a case where we pensioned a teamster who had lost his 
leg while employed in the Quartermaster’s Department, although not 
in the military service of the Government. That case was not as 
strong as this one. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I heartily concur in what has been said by the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. BROWNE, I chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. I think there is every reason why the 
Government ought not at this time to go into a system of pensioning 
those who were not in any way connected with the military service 
of the United States. It has now more than one hundred thousand 
officers in its employ, if I am not in error. In addition there are more 
than one hundred thousand in various ways connected with that 
service. 

We have already a pension list not equaled by any ever knownin 
the history of the world. And I say that not by way of criticising 
the granting of pensions but simply to emphasize what I believe 
our policy should be. We have hundreds of thousands already on 
the pension list, and more than a quarter of a million more whose 
claims lie in the Pension-Office undisposed of. There were enlisted 
in the late war on the side of the Union probably 1,666,999 men. A 
number of those were double enlistments, so that probably there 
were not that many individuals in the service; but it is safe to say 
there are living three-quarters of a million of those who fought in 
that war who are not receiving a pension and who have not applied 
for any. With that fact before us, and with the certainty that each 
year a number wili come forward and ask to be pensioned, as well 
as in view of the further fact that the policy of the Government will 
be in the future possibly what it has been in the past, and when 
they get very old they will be placed upon the pension list, I think 
we ought to adopt the course suggested by the gentleman from Indi- 
ana and strike out the enacting clause, and not set an example of 
pensioning those who were not employed in the military service of 
the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on Mr. BROWNE’s motion 
to strike out the enacting clause. 


TFC 


2268 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. Marcu 24, 


Mr. VALENTINE. 
The committee divided ; and there were—ayes 25, noes 14. 


demand a division. 


So the motion was to; and the bill was laid aside to be re- 
perted to the House with the recommendation that the enacting 
clause be stricken out. 

JOSHUA S. YE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
526) granting a pension to Joshua S. Dye. 
e bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed te place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the on laws, the name of Joshua S. Dye, late a member of Company I, 
Fourteenth Regiment United States Infantry State Volunteers. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The said Dye was enrolled as a private in par ped I, Fourteenth United States 
Infantry, 13th July, 1869, and was discharged said service under surgeon's certifi- 
cate of disability in September, 1869. He applied for and was ted a pension 
at $8 month from 26th September, 1869, for heart disease, which was increased 
to $19 from April 1, 1871, and $18 June 4, 1872. 

Agent of the Pension Office Wagner notified the Pension Bureau that 


Dye was drawing his sion fraudulently, and Arthur Shepherd, special agent 
of the Pension Gee, — directed to invectignte the cute R2 


Heexamineda — number of witnesses, many of whom appeared to be vi 
1 against the claimant, who was excluded from in- 


ous and swift in fying 
vestigation. Every one of the witnesses so examined, save two, testified that the 
e two who fail 


claimant was afflicted with heart disease before his iment. Th 
hysicians ; the others are all unprofessional person 


to make that statement are 8. 
e claimant is addicted to the too free use of spirit- 


All the witnesses testify tha 
uous liquors, and spends a large po of his pension in satisfying the cravings 


of his appetite. 
In the is the certificate of the ental surgeon, stating that he exam- 
t when enlisted, and 


ined the d that de was at that time a thoroughly sound 
man, and fit for duty as a soldier; and the surgeon adds, that Dye contracted 
**typho-malarial fever in the line of duty, from which he is four quarters disabled.” 
committee are of opinion that claimant's disability is incident to and con- 
sequent upon his service in the United States Army, and that he was properly 
msioned therefor. The committee is not aware of any law that authorizes the 
Jommissioner of Pensions to drop a name from the pension-roll because it appears 
from the report of a special agent that the soldier is imprudent and intemperate 
in his habits. It does not appear that the drinking of claimant aggravates or en- 
hances his disability; but it does appear that he was advised by a physician to 
use spirits as a tive of his disease. 
Weare of opinion that this soldier was wrongfully dropped from the pension- 
roll, and recommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. VALENTINE. I desire to ascertain if I can from the com- 
mittee the meaning of the language in the latter part of the bill where 
it speaks of: Joshua S. Dye, late a member of Company I, Fourteenth 
Regiment United States Infantry State Volunteers.” 

. CALDWELL. This report was written by me probably two 
ears „and I was talking with the gentleman who introduced the 
ill with the view of finding out whether there is not a mistake in the 

report as to the year 1869. This man was a member of the Regular 
Army and not in the volunteer service, and probably the report is 
correct as it stands. 

Mr. VALENTINE. The bill states as I have already stated, Joshua 
S. Dye, late a member of Company I, Fourteenth Regiment United 
States State Volunteers.“ What is the meaning of those words,“ State 
Volunteers!“ 

Mr. BROWNE. It is perhaps a mistake, and it ought to be Four- 
teenth Regiment United States Infantry.” 

Mr. CALDWELL. Probably the member who introduced the bill 
inadvertently included those words, State Volunteers.” 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I move, then, that those words be stricken out. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I should like to know what words are proposed 
to be stricken out. 

Mr. VALENTINE. 
Volunteers.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. As a matter of fact, was this soldier employed in 
a State organization? 

Mr. V : ‘TINE. 
State Volunteers” appearing 


I propose to strike out the words “State 


I do not know. I simply notice the words 

after the words ‘Fourteenth Regi- 
ment United States and I have no knowledge of anysuch 
service. 


The CHAIRMAN. The bill as proposed to be amended conforms to 
the statements of the report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I amsomewhat interested in the question, as is my 
colleague, the chairman of the committee, so far as the State is con- 
cerned, in having the principle adopted that troops raised for the 
service under State authority should be placed upon the same footing 
as those organized by the Federal Government. I suppose, in this 
instance, judging from the terms made use of, that this soldier was 
enrolled into the service of the United States through the instrumen- 
tality of the State government. I should like to know how that 
fact is. 

Mr. CALDWELL. He belonged to the regular Army. 

Mr. VALENTINE. The report shows that he was a member of the 
hap hence United States Infantry. That would make it the regu- 

ar Army. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I think he belonged to the regular Army. 

Mr. BROWNE. My colleague will remember that none of these 
State organizations were in the service in 1869. This was in 1869, 
as will be seen from the yonma or the report. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I think this is merely a mistake, and that 
these words should be stricken out. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In what service was this man f 


Mr. BROWNE. He was in the regular Army. 
Mr. HOLMAN. It might be, however, that some of these State 


organizations existed even in 1 in some of the Western States or 
Territories, and this soldier might have been employed in the Indian 
service. 


Mr. BROWNE. I think not. I think he was in the regular Army. 

Mr. VALENTINE. My only object, of course, is that the bill if it 
pass may be operative. It would seem if these words are left in 
that it would be inoperative, and the correct status of the soldier 
should be given. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. This man has been on the pen- 
sion-rolls already, and was dropped on account of a charge preferred 
against him by secret detectives. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then it would seem thatthis reference to a State 
organization is merely a mistake, 

r. VALENTINE. I think so; and it was to correct that mistake 
that I suggested the amendment. 

The amendment was a to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN WATSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, was the bill (H. R. No. 531) for the relief 
of John Watson. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, do., That the name of John Watson, late a corporal of Company 
D, Thirty-third Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, be placed upon the pen- 
sion-roll on account of 3 received while in service. 

Sec. 2. That this act s take effect upon its passage. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOHN H. JACKSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, was the bill (H. R. No. 2278) for the 
relief of John H. Jackson. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the on-roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the ion laws, the name of John H. Jackson, formerly of Company G. 
One hi and forty-ninth Regiment Indiana State Volunteers. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

MARY SHAW. 


The next business on the Private Calendar, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, was the bill (H. R. No. 2250) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Mary Shaw. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the 8 heis hereby, author - 
ized and directed to place on the pension - roll the name of rs. Mary Shaw, widow 
of Philip J. Shaw, late a private soldier in Com G, One hundred and twenty- 
sixth Regiment Ilinois Volunteer Infantry, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the Honse with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARTHA A. WILLIAMSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, was the bill (H. R. No. 967) granting a 
pension to Martha A. Williamson. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the on laws, the name of Martha A. Williamson, widow of Amos 
Williamson, lieutenant-colonel of the Eighth Regiment Missouri State Militia. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM H. HILL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, was the bill (H. R. No. 1390) for the 
relief William H. Hill, with amendments. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, pone to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of William H. Hill, late a lieutenant in the 
One hundredand tenth Regiment of 8 Infantry Volunteers, at the rate 
of $72 per month; and to pay to him from the 6th day of June, 1866, to the date of 
the passage of this act, the pension 8 by law for persons Who shall have 
been so totally and en disabled as to render them utterly helpless, or so 
nearly so as to req the — fei aid and attendance of another person,” dednct- 
ing therefrom all pension heretofore received by him. k 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk willreport the amendments proposed 
by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, in line 8, the words seventy-two” and insert thirty-six.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment proposed by the committee was to strike out, 
after the word “month,” in line 8, down to the end of the bill, the 
following words: 


And to to from the 6th day of J 1866, to the date of the of 
this act, 5 provided by law — “ who shall have bean no totally 


CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 2269 


and permanently disabled as to render them utterly h or so nearly so as to 
ce TTT refrom 


require the ” deducting t 


all pension heretofore received by him; 

And insert in lien thereof the words: 

From and after the passage of this act. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

JAMES HAWTHORNE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, was the bill (H. R. No, 2872) to increase 
the pension of James Hawthorne. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, do., That the pension of $8 per month allowed by the t 
of the Interior to James Hawthorne, late a private in Company H of the Twen 
tieth ent of Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and evidenced by pension certifi- 
cate numbered 23320, dated June 15, 1870, be increased to $50 per month; and the 
Secre: of the Interior is hereby directed and authorized to the required 
certificate to said Hawthorne, and take all necessary steps under existing laws to 


secure the prompt payment thereof. 


Mr. DWIGHT. Let the report be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. DWIGHT. Is this report unanimous 7 

Mr. BROWNE. I think it is. 

Mr. DWIGHT. Then I withdraw the demand for the reading of 
the report. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
SARAH LEWIS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, was the bill (H. R. No. 4406) granting a 
pension to Sarah Lewis, with an amendment. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beitenacted, £c., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
to place the name of Sarah Lewis, widow of Edwin F. Lewis, on the pension-roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the proposed amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 5, after the word Lewis,“ insert late assistant engineer United States 

avy. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

MARY A. CONKEN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, was the bill (H. R. No. 1581) granting a 
pension to Mary A. Conken. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of 1 Conken, widow of James T. Conken, 
8 58 , late a private in Company H, Eighth Regiment of Tennessee Volunteer 

Av: > 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

WILLIAM H. STYLES. 

The next business on the Private Calendar, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, was the bill (H. R. No. 4546) granting a 
pension to William H. Styles. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William H. Styles, of New 
corer anya late a private in Company F, Second Regiment New Hampshire Vol- 
un . 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MORTON STANCLIFF. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2442) granting a pension to Morton Stancliff. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
ize and directed to place on the penslom-roll subject to th provisions and Tanta 


tions of the sion laws, the name of Morton Stancliff, late of Com = 
eighth 8 New York Volunteers. z pany A Aoa: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions reported the following amend- 
ments: 

In line 6 strike out Morton” and insert Murton.” 

Amend the title so as to read: A bill granting a pension to Murton Stancliff.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

EMMA JOHNSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2445) granting a pension to Emma Johnson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Sec f the Interior be, and h ; - 
ized „ to place on the Do Paty subject to the — Se fiarei 


tions of the pension laws, the name of Emma Johnson, widow of John Johnson, late 
of Company D, Thirty-seventh Wisconsin Volunteers. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MINNIE HARMON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3404) ans a pension to Minnie Harmon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Minnie Harmon, illegitimate daughter 
of Michael Harmon, late a private in Company K, Tenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 

try, giving to her the same rights as if she were said soldier's legitimate child. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions reported the bill with the fol- 
lowing amendment : 


At the end of the bill add the fallowing : 
Pe the application filed in her behalf in the Pension Office and numbered 
232761." 


The amendment was adopted. 
Mr. ARMFIELD. I ask that the report be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
= granting a pension to Minnie Harmon, submit the following report: 

e find, from an examination of the papers on file in the Pension Office, that 
this petitioner is the child of Michael Harmon, who was a private of Company K, 
Ninth Ohio Volunteers, and was killed at Chickamauga, September 20, 1863. 

The petitioner was born out of wedlock, 8 er identity is fully proven, 
and the evidence is clear that the soldier acknowledged her as his offspring, and 
his Wr death intervened to prevent his 5 from sealing her legitimacy. 

A claim for pension was filed August 14, 1877, by her then guardian, which claim 
has been rejected and appealed to the Secretary of the Interior, whose decision 
aftirms the action of the Pension Office in rejecting the claim on the ground 
that there is no law under which the claim of the child can be admitted.” 

It is further stated by the Pension Office, in forwarding the papers to your com- 
mittee, that the only provision in the law for children of white persons born out 
of wedlock is that contained in section 4704, which provides that they shall be 
deemed legitimate provided they are acknowledged by the father before or after 


Of the fact that there was no marriage in this case mention has been made; 
but the excuse is made that the soldier was killed in the service before he could 
remedy his wrong-doing. 

Your committee is of the opinion that the case is one in which the applicant 
should “have the benefit of the doubt.” The fact that the child now a suppliant 
before Congress was acknowledged by the deceased soldier is established by ample 
ra! ed evidence, not denied at the Pension Office, and satisfactory to it. e 

e 

h 


© 
— De fact that the deceased soldier left no wife or other child is also fully estab- 
We therefore favorably on this prayer, and recommend the of 
the bill (H. R. No. z y the amend- 
on line 9, be added the words under the appli- 
cation filed in her behalf in the Pension Office, and numbered 232751.“ 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


CATHERINE GREYBIG. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1330) granting a pension to Catherine Greybig. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. McMILLIN called for the reading of the 


Dp 
he report was read. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I have no objection to this bill, but it seems 
to be of the same character as that advocated by the gentleman from 
Iowa, [Mr. CARPENTER, ] which was refused by the committee. This 
man was not in the service. 

— McMILLIN. I think it should take the same course as the 
other. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I shall not object when the bill comes up in 
the House to favorable action being taken on it, as well as on the 
other bill, because I think they ought both to 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It is an application on behalf of one who was 
not in the service of the United States. 

The bill was passed over informally. 


SAMUEL POLLOCK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
5020) granting a pension to Samuel Pollock. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Samuel Pollock, as a paymaster’s clerk in the 
United States Navy, at the rate of $10 per month, to commence from and after the 
passage of this act. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on 3 whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2096) 
granting a pension to Samuel Pollock, have carefully examined the same, and 


report: 

The report to the Senate in this case is adopted, as follews : 

That the claimant filed his application for a pension Novem ber 24, 1879, because 
of disability resulting from malarial fever, contracted while with the western gun- 
boat flotilla, on the J. H. Dickey, in the year 1862, as paymaster's clerk. 

»The claimant avers that he was appointed a clerk on board the United States 
ammunition steamer Great Western, of the 1 flotilla, and su uently 
appointed paymaster's clerk on board the steamer J. H. Dickey, of said flotilla, 
and while acting as paymaster’s clerk on said steamer J. H. Dickey, at Vicks- 
burgh, on the Missiscippl River, on or about the 15th of July, 1862, he contracted 
malarial fever, from the effects ef which he has never recovered. 

The records of the Quartermaster-General’s Office show that the steamer J. H. 
Dickey was in the service of the Quartermaster’s Department of the western gun- 
boat flotilla from the 17th of February to the 15th of March, 1862, under charter at 
the rate of $185 per day, and also in the serviee of the same department from De- 
cember 21, 1862, to January 11, 1863, but the names of the officers and crew of the 
vessel are not known. 
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The records do att shew the service of the J. H. Dickey between March and 
ber. but claiman 


December, 1862, t that it was in the service of the western gun- 
boat flotilla dı that time. e 

The records show that the claimant was paid for services on the steamer Great 
Western from the 20th of March to the 8th of April, 1862, . 
master’s Department, and also from 2 to June 30 as clerk in the Q 
ter's Department on the steamer J. H. Dickey, and also from July 1 to A t 15, 
1862, as clerk in the Quartermaster’s Department of the western 2 o 
vessel not named. It also ap: from the records that from the 16th of November, 
1863, to the 17th of March, 1865, he was a paymaster’s clerk on board the United 
States gunboat A gawan. 

“The claimant was examined by a board 8 on the 25th of June 
1879, and was reported as incapacitated for ob g his subsistence by manual 
labor, and from the evidence before the board it was their belief that said disa- 
booger ne originate in the service aforesaid and in the line of S 

There seems to be no question 1 the point of disability. e only question 
is as to the character in which the claimant was engaged in the service in July, 
1862, the time he claims the disability was incurred. 

His claim for a pension was rejected by the Commissioner of Pensions on the 
ground that the claimant at the time he contracted the disease was a civil employs 
fa the Quartermaster's Department, and not an enlisted or appointed man in the 
United States Navy. Section 4693 of the Revised Statutes provides that ‘any 
master serving in a gunboat, or any pilot, engineer, sailor, or other person not 

ly mustered, serving upon any gunboat or war vessel of the United States 
and disabled by wound or inju ved’ * * * shall be entitled to a pension; 
and section 4695 among other things provides that clerks of admirals and paymas- 
ters shall receive a pension of $10 per month. By the last-named section a paymas- 
ter’s clerk is specifically provided for, and it appears that the language of section 
4693 is broad enough to cover the services of a quartermaster's clerk on board a 
gunboat or United States war vessel. The claimant alleges and claims that his 
services on the western boat flotilla were that of paymaster’s clerk instead of 
quartermaster's clerk; that the steamer J. H. Dickey was with the flotilla as a 
naval store-ship, and not as a quartermaster's vessel in the usual acceptation of the 


term. 

In this statement he is borne out by the statement on file of Captain S. L. 
=~ s, United States Navy, captain of the fleet, who confirms the statement of 
ti imant. 

SLA letter of Commodore A. C. Rhind, also on file, states ‘that while paymas- 
ter’s clerk of the Agawan, under his command in the James River and elsewhere, 
claimant was with in action, and of course shared the risks and dangers like 
the rest; that he believes that the claimant's health was broken by his exposure, 
as he lay near the swamps of the James all summer, and that he is of the opinion 
that many of the claims for pensions are fraudulent, and that many, like the 
claimant, who deserve it, get nothing. 

The committee, after a careful review of all the testimony and circumstances 
connected with this case, are of the opinion that, as the rejection of the claim by 
the Commissioner of Pensions was upon the ground of the technical distinction in 
regard to the capacity in which the claimant served in July, 1862, a distinction 
involved in doubt shown by the statement of Captain Phelps, fleet- captain of the 
squadron, the claimant should have the benefit of the doubt in regard to the char- 
acter of his services, and recommend the passage of the bill.” 

The committee recommend the passage of the accompanying substitute for 
House bill No. 2096. The substitute is made identical in language with the bill 
favorably reported to the Senate. 

Mr. THOMAS. Asa general rule I am in favor of the most liberal 
possible provision by the Government for those who rendered service 
during the war. But, as the barber said with reference to those who 
called upon him to be shaved, we have got to draw the line some- 
where, He said he would draw it at coal-heavers. Now I pro 
to draw the line at paymasters’ clerks. It does seem to me if there 
was any dangerous position, any possible place where a man’s life 
was in danger and where he was likely to render efficient service to 
his country in the hour of peril, it was the position occupied by the 
3 clerk; especially when he comes in here after all these 

ong years have gone by and claims a pension on the ground of ma- 
larial fever contracted in the dan 
ing up the figures of a paymaster's accounts. 
. DAWES. Will the gentlemen permit me to interrupt him for 
a moment? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAWES. Commodore Rhind says this claimant was with him 
under fire in the James River and shared the risks and dangers like 
the rest. 

Mr. THOMAS, Yes, sir; I remember that part of the report. I 
remember Commodore Rhind also says there are a great many fraudu- 
lent claims for pensions. I do not think a t many fraudulent 
claims get through the Pension Office. I do not a with the 

opular idea that 10 per cent. or any considerable number of fraudu- 

ent claims get through the Pension Office. 

Mr. DAWES. Does the gentleman say this is a fraudulent claim? 

Mr. THOMAS. This claim has been examined by the officers who 
have the subject in charge, who are thoroughly familiar with the 
law and with the class of soldiers and citizens who come within its 
provisions. And I think when this House refuses to grant a pension 
to the widow of a man who lost his life in prison, having been taken 
to the front by force of arms and compelled to go there, it is time for 
us to stop before we propose to grant pensions to pa, rs’ clerks. 

I do not think that the service rendered in this case entitles the 
man toa pension. Ido not think the character of service he engaged 
in was ever contemplated in the laws passed for pensioning the serv- 
ants of the people in time of war. I am opposed to this, and shall 
rogard to tl it with great pleasure; and I think ifthey have a proper 


rous and arduous pursuit of add- 


re to the interests of our common country every member here 
1 do the same thing. 

Mr. DAWES rose. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the bill be laid aside informally. Do not let 
us take up the whole night upon this. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that the bill be passed over. 

Mr. RANDALL. Without prejudice. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I think we had better pass it now. 


Mr. THOMAS. In order to dispose of this bill, I move that it be 


laid aside to be reported to the House with a recommendation to 
strike out the enacting clause of the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. Or to be recommitted to the committee. 

Mr. DAWES. Section 4695 of the Revised Statutes, among other 
things, provides that paymasters’ clerks shall receive a pension of 
$10 per month; that is the Iaw. I thought the honorable gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS] was going to take the ground that this 
was a fraudulent claim. But he dropped that line of argument and 
proceeded to discuss the proposition that paymasters’ clerks ought 
not to have pensions. The law now provides that they shall have 
pensions. 

The ge queen in this case is whether this man was a pay- 
master’s clerk or a quartermaster’s clerk. After a careful examina- 
tion of the evidence the committee came to the conclusion that he was 
a paymaster’s clerk at the time this disability was contracted. In 
addition to that, he was under fire, and also subjected to the malarial 
influences of both the Chickahominy and the Mississippi, and con- 
tracted the disease for which we are now asked to t him a pension. 
That state of facts was made clear to the satisfaction of the commit- 
tee. They therefore believe that this man is justly entitled to the 
benefits which the law gives to paymaster’s clerks. 

Mr. BAYNE. Are quartermasters’ clerks entitled to pensions? 

Mr. DAWES. They are not, and that is the distinction. 

Mr. BAYNE. They are under fire sometimes. 

Mr. DAWES. Les, sometimes. But the question here is, Shall this 
claimant have the benefit of the general law passed for the advantage 
of paymasters’ clerks, or shall we make him the victim of a disposi- 
tion on the part of some gentlemen here to reverse that policy, to 
repeal the general law on the subject? That is all there is about it. 

THOMAS. I desire only to say, in answer to the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. seeing) as the officers having the decision of this 
case have decided that this man did not come within the law. The 
mere matter of reading a section of the Revised Statutes, which pro- 
vides that paymasters’ clerks shall, under certain conditions, be 
entitled to a pension, does not settle the other point and reverse the 
decision of the Commissionerof Pensions. Aslunderstand the report, 
this man does not come within the provision of the law. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Is that not the case with every pension claim 
passed here! 

Mr. THOMAS. No, sir. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Are these claims not brought here because 
they have been rejected by the Pension Bureau? 

Mr. THOMAS. Some of them are. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I am acquainted with this man, and 
have known him ever since he was in the service. He was in the 
naval service of the United States, and was paymaster’s clerk to Cap- 
tain Hanna, who was a paymaster in the Navy. This man served in 
this capacity not only on one boat but on several boats, on two or 
three boats. Iam not aware that he was ever a paymaster’s clerk 
in the Army at all. 

He contracted the disease for which he asks a pension while in the 
service, and has not yet recovered from it. He is to day a mere 
wreck, scarcely able to get about. I regard this as not only a meri- 
torious claim but one 9 to the A SHE judgment of every mem- 
ber. I know this man well. I know the captain in the Navy whose 
clerk he was. I therefore move to amend the motion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. THomas]so as to have this bill reported back 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. DAWES. One word, and I will not detain the committee fur- 
ther. The question as to when this claimant contracted his disease 
is the only question between the Committee on Invalid Pensions and 
the Commissioner of Pensions. This man served nearly two years 
as a paymaster’s clerk, the latter part of his service. The earlier 
part of his service was as a quartermaster’s clerk. 

Now the presumption is that he contracted the disease when he was 
on the James River performing the duties of a paymaster’s clerk, and 
in the judgment of the committee the weight of the evidence is in 
that direction. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What reason does the Commissioner of Pensions 
give why this pension was not granted by the bureau? I understand 
that the claim was rejected by him. 

Mr. DAWES. The reason the Pension Bureau rejected the claim 
was because they believed that he was a civil employé at the time 
the disability or the disease was contracted. The judgment of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions is that the disease was contracted while 
he was a paymaster’s clerk. 

Mr. HO N. Is it not much safer to rely upon the judgment of 
a public officer whose facilities for ascertaining the facts are ver, 

t? We have a bureau of the Government at the head of which 
is a gentleman who, while unquestionably exceedingly anxious to 

t all applications of men who served in the Army, is at the same 
time just to the Government. Now, is it not much fairer to assume 
that with such ample facilities for information, and with a thoroughly 
nage eye and able officer at the head of the burean, the decision 
reached by him is more to be relied upon than the decision of any 
one of our committees? - 

I am very glad to bear testimony to the high character for ability 
and integrity of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of this House ; 
but I de not think any committee of this House is as absolutely re- 
liable in dealing with matters of fact as a bureau of the Government 


1882. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2271 


at the head of which is a man of acknowledged ability and unques- 


tioned integrity. I greatly prefer to rest my judgment and my vote 
as a member of this House upon the conclusions reached by the head 
of such a bureau than upon the finding of any committee of this 
House. And I say this with all respect to the committees of the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr.DAWES. In answer to what the gentleman from Indiana [Mr 
HOLMAN ] has said, I will say that from November, 1863, until March, 
1865, this claimant served as a paymaster’s clerk. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. the Navy. 

Mr. DAWES. In the Navy. Now, for the Government, after re- 
ceiving from this man nearly three years’ service as paymaster’s clerk, 
to refer his disability away back to the time <i i was serving as 
a quartermaster’s clerk is, I think, ‘ pleading the baby act.” Apart 
from any presumption that might arise in the case, it appeared af- 
firmatively before the committee that this disability was incurred 
during the three later years, and not during his previous service. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Did the Committee on Invalid Pensions have 
before them all the facts which were before the Commissioner? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, and more too. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman says “more too.” If there was 
additional testimony, it ought, as a matter of fairness to the Gov- 
ernment, as well as to the claimant, to have gone to the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions. 

If I had any doubt about the capacity and integrity of the Pension 
Bureau I should regard this review by a committee of the House of 
Representatives as entirely proper, but in view of the universal con- 
fidence reposed in that bureau and the knowledge that it is as abso- 
lutely impartial between the Government and the soldier as it can 
possibly be made, it does seem to me that in a case lise this, where 
the question is as toa mere matter of fact, the judgment of that 
bureau should be depended upon. 

Mr. BROWNE. We had better abolish the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions altogether if the Congress of the United States is to be con- 
elnded by the decision of the Commissioner of Pensions. That com- 
mitten has little else to do from the beginning of a Congress to the 
end of it but to review cases that have already undergone the ex- 
amination of the Commissioner. I want to say to the House that in 
these cases we take all the testimony that has been submitted to the 
Pension Office ; we read it; we consider it; we determine upon it. 
Sometimes we conclude that the Commissioner, who is as honest as 
‘ve are—no more so—as intelligent as we are—no more so—is in error. 
‘When we come to that conclusion we present what we have deter- 
mined upon to the House for its consideration, 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. Sometimes there is additional testi- 
mony. 

Mr. BROWNE. Yes, sometimes we have additional testimony. 
The question, then, which I would like to have the House or the Com- 
mittee of the Whole determine, is whether or not we are to be con- 
cluded by the decision of the Commissioner. If it is the judgment 
of the House that we are to be thus concluded it will materially 
lighten our labors in the future. We never overrule the Commis- 
sioner unless we think the testimony is very strong against the con- 
clusion to which he has arrived. I could give my co e quite a 
number of instances in which I think he would not have hesitated 
a moment in overruling the Commissioner on a matter of fact. 

All there is in this case is this: an express statute authorizes the 
pensioning of pa rs’ clerks. It does not, however, authorize 
the putting of quartermasters’ clerks on the pension-rolls, This claim- 
ant served in both capacities, his first service being as quartermas- 
ter’s clerk, his subsequent service as clerk to this paymaster, or per- 
haps more 8 this purser, as the duty in question was upon a 
gunboat. The question arose whether the pensionable disability was 
contracted during the first or the second yg Pa There is no 
controversy about the fact that the man is disabled. The Pension 
Office does not controvert the fact that he was disabled while engaged 
in one or the other of these employments. There is testimony point- 
ing in both directions. The committee very carefully considered the 
testimony and came to the conclusion that the disability was incurred 
while the claimant was engaged in that capacity which is by law 
made a pensionable service. * 

Now, if this Committee of the Whole believe that the conclusions 
of the Pension Bureau are final, that is an end of the question. If, 
on the other hand, the House, having authorized us to examine the 
testimony and report our conclusions, has more confidence in our 
Se ia than it has in that of the Commissioner of Pensions, it 


J 5 
will support this bill. 

Mr. BAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman a question, be- 
cause I think this is rather an important case. Is a paymaster’s 
clerk sworn into the mili or naval service of the United States? 

Mr. BROWNE. I do not know; I suppose so; I have no doubt he 
is; yet I cannot speak positively about the question. I know that 
a purser in the Navy and his clerk accompany the ship; they go into 
battle with it; they are subject to all the exigencies of the service. 
When the vessel is attacked they are in as much danger perhaps as 
any other persons on the vessel. The case is not the same with the 
paymaster’s clerk in the land service. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will withdraw the motion I made and ask that 


this case be passed over informally, as there is no quorum here to- 
night. 


U 


Mr. HOLMAN. I am not dis to antagonize this particular 
case. I am not sufficiently familiar with the facts to justify me in 
making any motion in regard to it; but I wish to say that while I 
think it highly important that the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
should be one of the standing committees of the House, and that it 
should in all those cases where the general provisions of the law are 
not broad enough, exercise the duty imposed upon it of reporting 
such cases to the House for action—while in multitudes of cases 
technical objections are raised which Congress ought to disregard ; 
yet where the point in question is a mere matter of fact, I insist that 
the opportunities of the Pension Bureau to ascertain the facts are so 
much greater than the opportunities of a committee of Congress can 
be, that, however highly I may esteem the committee, my own indi- 
vidual vote would be controlled by a determination of fact made by 
the Pension Bureau. Ido not, however, make any motion in this case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The suggestion has been made that the bill 
be laid aside informally. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I feel on this subject 
somewhat differently from other members. I know all these parties. 
I know this paymaster’s clerk, Pollock, and I know the service he 
was engaged in. I know also Paymaster Hanna, under whom he 
served. He was here within a few weeks, and said this clerk served 
two years with him; that he was taken sick on the vessel with him 
and was sick for two years. Mr. Pollock, being a poor man, was 
compelled to work a little. He is in a bad condition, a wreck, and 
will never be any better; and he is as much entitled to a pension 
under all the equities as any man upon the pension-roll. I hope the 
bill will be reported to the House with the recommendation that it 
do pass, and that it will not operate to its disadvantage because this 
man two years before happened to be a quartermaster’s clerk. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

D. D. EDWARDS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1291) granting a pension to D. D. Edwards. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


„che., That the Secre of the Interior be, and heis hereby, author- 


Beit enacted 
ized and directed to place on the pensſon- roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of D. D. Edwards, late a private in Company 
G of the Seventh Regiment of Ohio Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

ANSON SMITH. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1224) to t a pension to Anson Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de. That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place the name of Anson Smith, a volunteer in the war of 1812 
with Great Britain, and now a resident of Cleveland, Ohio, upon the pension-roll, 
at the rate of $8 per month, commencing March 9, 1878. 

Mr. BROWNE. I move to strike out the words ‘‘ commencin. 
March 9, 1878,” and in lieu thereof to insert the words “from an 
after the passage of this act.” 

The amendment was a to, and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it 
do pass. 

ANN ATKINSON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
130) granting a pension to Ann Atkinson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the 8 of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author - 
ized and directed to place on the on · roll. subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Ann Atkinson, widow of Hopeful Toler, a 
soldier in the war of 1812 to 1815. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

P. B. PERRY, SR. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. No. 228) 
granting a pension to P. B. Perry, sr. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted. dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the -roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of P. B. Perry, sr., a soldier of the Mexican 
war. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
DICEY BOBBITT. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2481) for the relief of Dicey Bobbitt. $ 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll at the rate of $8 per month, to com- 


mence February 14, 1871, and to continue at that rate during her life, the name of 
Dicey Bobbitt, widow of Robert Bobbitt, deceased, who was a member of Captain 
Benjamin Cooley's company of Virginia tia Cavalry in the war of 1812. 


Mr. BROWNE. I move to strike out the words “to commence 
February 14, 1871.” 
The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
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aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it 


do pass. 
MARY A. DAVIS. 


The next business on the Private Calender was the bill (S. No. 164) 
granting a pension to Mary A. Davis. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, do., That the Secret 


of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the 


on- roll, subject to the provisions limita- 
tions of the pension laws, Ma . Davis, foster mother of jamin F. Rodgers, 
late a private in Company H, Bissell’s Engineers, West Missouri Volunteers, an 

pay her a pension at the rate of $8 a month from and after the passage of this act. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


CATHARINE LOUISA BENTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
722) granting a pension to Catharine Louisa Benton ; reported from 
the committee adversely. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, £e., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the Feen igh the name of Catharine Louisa 
Benton, widow of James G. Benton, deceased, late colonel of ordnance, United 
States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month from and after 
the passage of this act. 

Mr. BROWNE. This report was put on the Private Calendar by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. ROBINSON, ] and, as he does 
not care to prosecute it further, I move it be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation it do not pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM H. RICHARDSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1379) granting a pension to William H. Richardson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the ion 
laws, the name of William H. Richardson, of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, late an 
vnattached private, who served at Fort Smith and where in Arkansas, on 
account of disabilities contracted while in the service. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER,. Let the report be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
1379) granting a pension to William H. Richardson, have considered the same, and 
respectfully report: 

the month of November, 1864, the said Richardson was employed by the 
United States Government as a saddler at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, and was 
sent from there to Fort Smith, Arkansas; that while at Fort Smith the command- 
ing officer of the post made a call for volunteers to carry dispatches to Little Rock, 
Arkansas, a distance of three hundred miles by water; that said Richardson, with 
four others, responded, and was sworn into the United States service for that 
special duty, and carried the said cys pease in an open boat down the Arkansas 
liver and delivered them to General Reynolds, who was then in command at Little 
Rock. This was in the month of January, 1865. That Richardson remained at 
Little Rock for about one month and drew pay as a saddler from Major Haskell, 
uartermaster; that he then returned to Fort Smith and continued to do duty 
there until the close of the war; that in Ae ence of stormy weather he con- 
tracted meningitis on the trip from Little Rock, from which amaurosis resulted, 
which still continues; that immediately after his return to Fort Smith he was en- 
rolled in the United States service, but was not regularly mustered in, continuing 
in the performance of his duty as a saddler and occasionally drilling. He was not 
attached to any company or regiment. That by reason of the affection of his eyes 
he lost almost entirely his sight, and for the last twelve years has been unable to 
obtain a livelihood, and has had to have the care of another whenever he went 


abroad. 

When Richardson went from Fort Smith upon his expedition to Little Rock 
General Thayer was in command, and was ward succeeded by General Bussey. 
Reese, Lewis, Sharp, and Cruse are the names of the men who went with him 

Little Rock, but he has no knowledge of the present residences of these men. 

On the expedition from Fort Smith to Little Rock he delivered a dispatch to 
Captain Ryan at Lewisburgh, Arkansas, who commanded the United States forces 
at that place; that said Richardson was in good health and able-bodied when he 
entered upon his duties at Fort Smith in 1864. 

John M. Thayer testifies that he was a bri er-general of volunteers in the 
late war; that during the year 1864 and a portion of 1865 he was in command of 
the district of the frontier, with headquarters at Fort Smith, Arkansas, and also 
states that he called for volunteers to carry dispatches to the commanding officer 
at Lewisburgh and at Little Rock ; and that Richardson and the other men carried 
said dispatches; that Richardson was at the time in the employ of the quarter- 
master as a saddler; that the service was very dangerous, and that the distance 
traveled by the men was over three hund miles. 

Benjamin Westervelt testified that he is 3 acquainted with Richard - 
son ; that in the ye 1864 he was in camp at Fort Leavenworth in company with 
Richardson; that about November, 1864, a company of about forty men, includin 
Richardson and himself, were ordered to Fort th, Arkansas, in the service o. 
the United States Government. In January, 1865, a call was made for volunteers 
to bear dispatches from Fort Smith to Little Rock, and Richardson responded and 
went. Richardson was gone on the expedition between one and two months; the 
weather was exceedingly cold and stormy, and the men were in an open boat with- 
out any protection from the weather. en Richardson started on that expedi- 
tion he was strong and healthy. 

Dr. Clinton N. Pierce testifies that he is acquainted with Richardson, and knows 
that he went on the tion already described. He commenced to attend said 
Richardson éarly in the spring of 1866 for amaurosis in both eyes, and continued to 
attend him at intervals for that disease until October, 1874. eye-sight was en- 
tirely destroyed by the amaurosis, which was the direct result of tis, 
caused, in his opinion, by exposure on the said expedition. Hevisited said Rich- 
ardson in Jnly, 1876, in the city of Philadelphia, and found him still entirely de. 
pr of sight. He says he knows that Richardson was a temperate man, and 

at there was nothing in his habits or conduct that could have induced or aggra- 
vated the disease. 

Dr. W. W. McClure certifies that he is surgeon to Wills’s Eye Hospital in Phil- 
adelphia; that on the 18th of January, 1879, examined said Rishardeen and 
fonnd him suffering from amaurosis, and that he will never again have any useful 


sight. 
Ete committee recommend the passage of the bili 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 

mendation that it do pass. 
JACOB LUSKEY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1411) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Luskey. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Beit enacted, £c., That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to increase the pension, subject to the provisions and limitations 


of the pension laws, now paid Jacob Luskey, late a corporal in the United States 
Navy, to the sum of $15 per month ; said ee to commence from date of present 


Mr. PARKER. Let the concluding words of the bill be again read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report that portion of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Said increase to commence from date of present pension. 

Mr. PARKER. Those words, fixing the time when the increase 
shall begin should be stricken out. 

Mr. MATSON. The bill ought to be amended in that respect. I 
think the report so provides. I suggest that those words be stricken 
out. 

Mr. RANDALL. And insert “said increase to begin from the date 
of the passage of the present bill.” . 

The amendment was a to. 

The bill asamended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass, 

SAINT CLAIR A. MULHOLLAND. 

The next business on the Private Calendar reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions was the bill (H. R. No. 1416) granting 
an increase of pension to Saint Clair A. Mulholland. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, . to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Colonel t Clair A. Mulholland, late of 
the One hundred and sixteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, at the rate of 
$30 Aged mouth, instead of $15 per month, which he has been heretofore receiving ; 
said increase to date from the time of his discharge from the service. 

Mr. BROWNE. Let the report be read. 

The report was read. It is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the biH (H. R. No. 
1416) granting an increase of pension to Saint Clair A. Mulholland, have considered 
the same, and report: 

Saint Clair A. Mulholland entered the service September 2, 1862, as lieutenant- 
colonel One hundred and sixteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers ; promoted 
to colonel May, 1864; brevetted brigadier and jor-general United States Volun- 
teers. At the battle of Fredericksbargh, Vi December 18. 1862, he was shot 
through the right leg, and at the battle of Tolopotomy Creek, Virginia, May 31, 
1864, he received a gunshot in the privates, the ball tearing open the scrotum and 
destroying the right testicle, then ing into the buttock and coming out nea 
the anus. At the close of the war he was awarded half pension, $15 per month. 
At the biennial examination, 1875, the board of surgeons at Philadelphia, Penn- 
sylvania, raised him to full pension, or $30 per month. The Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, at the recommendation of the board of surgeons at Washington, refused the 

nerease, 

After a full and careful consideration of the case, your committee are of the 
opinion that the officer is entitled to and should have received a full pension, and 
respectfully recommend that the bill do pass, with this amendment: strike out all 
after the word receiving.“ in line 9 of said bill, and insert instead thereof the 
words from and after the passage of this act.” 

Mr. BROWNE. Thereport, as will be seen, recommends an amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the proposed amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “ receiving,” in line 9, and insert instead thereof 
these words, from and after the passage of this act.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is on the Speaker’s table a Senate bill in 
the exact words of the act recommended to be passed by the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. If there is nothing contrary in the resolu- 
tion under which we are assembled to-night, [ would like to ask unan- 
imous consent to have the Senate bill substituted for the House 
bill. This bill passed the Senate in the last Congress and was within 
two of being passed in the House on one of the evenings that we met, 
and in fact was lost in that Congress by some dilatory motion made 
during the night session. If there be no objection therefore on the 

art of the chairman of the committee, I hope the Senate bill may 
substituted for this, either in committee or in the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. I think the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
reach the object he has in view by allowing this bill to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, and then the Senate 
bill may be substituted in the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then in the House I will make that request, 
either to-night or when the House next meets. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

SUSAN JEFFORDS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, was the bill (H. R. No. 620) granting a 
pension to Susan Jeffords. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, de., That the Heigham of the Interior be, and he is hereby, anthor- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the ion laws, the name of Susan Jeffords, dependent mother of Edmund 
Jeffords, late a private in Company I. First ber, cong Laine Heavy Artillery, and 

after the passage of this act. 


pay her a pension of $8 per month from and 


1882. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


2273 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
DAVID T. STEPHENSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, was the bill (H. R. No. ) granting a pension 
to David T. Stephenson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of David T. Stephenson, who was em- 
ployed in the Government service as watchman on the steamer Echo, and while 
so employed, on the 10th day of December, 1864, had both legs shot off by a shell 
from the confederate army. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

SALLY HALL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, was the bill (H. R. No. 4344) granting a pension 
to Sally Hall. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, d., That the Secre: of the Interior 
ized and directed to es on the 8 the name 
Market, New Hampshire, widow of Andrew Hall, late a 
Com of New Hampshire militia in the war of 1812, to take e from the time 
of the filing of her application for a pension, the same being numbered 186516, but 
in other respects subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ANNA M. WEHE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions was the bill (H. R. No. 486) granting a 
pension to Anna M. Wehe. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Beit enacted, d., That the organ, bad the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the on- roll, subject to provisions and limita- 
tions of the on e e name of Anna M. Wehe, of Newport, Kentucky, 
mother of the late William Wehe, of Company B. Eleventh Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOSEPH W. SEELEY. 


Mr. BROWNE. Mr. Chairman, in behalf of my friend, I ask unani- 
mous consent of the committee to take up out of its order the bill 
(H. R. No. 5236) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. Seeley, 
reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and when that bill 
is disposed of I will ask that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the bill referred to by the 
gentleman from Indiana will be reported. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to increase the of Joseph W. Seeley, late a private in Com- 
pany H, Seventh Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, to $40 per month from 
and after the passage of this act. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BROWNE, I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee socondingly rose; and Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan 
having taken the chair as Speaker pro tem Mr. BRIGGS reported 
that the Committee of the Whole eae ving had under consid- 
eration pension bills on the Private Calendar, directed him to 
report sundry bills to the House, some with and some without amend- 
ment, with various recommendations. 

PENSION BILLS PASSED. 

The bill (H. R. No, 3258) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth A. 
Hendrickson was e sha from the Committee of the Whole House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. This bill provides for arre: of pension for 
about two or three years. It is reported from the Committee on 
Pensions, and I desire to strike out the arrearage feature. The 
Committee on Invalid Pensions has adopted that principle and the 
House has acted upon it heretofore. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

Strike out the words the 24th day of T, * insert 
in lieu thereof the words from and E = 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 


and he is hereby, author- 
Sally Hall, of South New 
ivate in Mes pace Hersey's 


and 7 

Bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House with the recommendation that they do pass, were sev- 
erally ordered to be engros and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, they were accordingly read the third time, and passed : 

A bill (H. R. No. 3833) for the relief of Mrs. Maria B. Craig; 

A bill (H. R. No. 329) granting a pension to Sylvia Jenks; 

A bill (H. R. No. et ting a pension to David G. Hutchinson; 

A pill (H. R. No. for the relief of Robert Pelkey ; 


A bill (H. R. No. 531) for the relief of John Watson; 
143 
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R. No. 2278) for the relief of John H. Jackson; 
No. 2250) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Shaw; 
No. 967) ting a pension to Martha A. Williamson ; 
No. 2) to increase the pension of James Haw- 
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R. No. 1581) granting a pension to Mary A. Conken; 
R. No, 4546) granting a pension to William H. Styles; 
No. 2445) granting a pension to Emma Johnson ; 
. No. 5020) granting a pension to Samuel Pollock; 
. No. 1291) granting a pension to D. D. Edwards; 
. R. No. 130) granting a pension to Ann Atkinson; 

. No. 1379) granting a pension to William H. Richard- 
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. No. 4344) granting a pension to Sally Hall; 
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the following titles were reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House with amendments; the amendments were agreed 
to, and the we as 1 28 myn 1 to be e Singi 
and read a third time; an ing en; ey were acco: y 
read the third time, and passed : 


A bill (H. R. No. 1422) granting a pension to Mary Wade; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1997) granting a pension to Joel R. Carter; 

A bill (H. R. No. 526) granting a pension to Joshua S. Dye; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4200 for the relief of William H. Hill; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4406) granting a pension to Sarah Lewis; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3404 granting a pension to Morton Staneliff; 

A bill . R. No. 3404) granting a pension to Minnie Harmon; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1224) to grant a pension to Anson Smith; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2481) for the relief of Dicey Bobbitt; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1411) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
west H. R. No. 1416) £ Sain 

i 5 0 ting an increase o on to t 

Clair A Auihenand apie vente 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2328) granti a pension to Joseph R. Benja- 
min was reported from the Eriti or the Whole Haass with the 
recommendation that the enacting clause be stricken out. 

The question being taken, the recommendation of the committee 
was conc in. 

Subsequently, 

Mr. CARPENTER said: I ask unanimous consent that the House 
reconsider its action in concurring in the recommendation of the 
Committee of the Whole House that the enacting clause of the bill 
oF R. No. 2328) be stricken out, and that it be p back on the 

alendar. 

There was no W e and it was so, ordered. 

The bill (H. R. No. 722) granting a pension to Catharine Louisa 
Benton was reported from the Committee of the Whole House with 
the recommendation that it do not pass. 

The recommendation of the committee was concurred in, and the 
bill was laid on the table. 

Mr. PARKER. I move that the House do now 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at ten o’clock and fif- 
teen minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday next. 


ourn. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The ee memorials, petitions, and other pa were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

ay Mr. BELMONT: The petition of D. P. Horton, C. E. Overton, 
C. G. Corey, and 100 vehere, morenen, bankers, and a e sin 
for the improvement of Southold Harbor, Suffolk County, New Lork 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BRAGG: The petition of the Board of Commerce of Mil- 
waukee, Wisconsin, remonstrating against the extension of the steam 
grain-shovel patent—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: The petition of ex-Governor Weston and 114 
others, of S. D. Quint and 78 others, of Charles A. C nter and 33 


others, of ex-Governor Cheney and 50 others, citizens of Manchester, 
New 3 for an appropriation for the improvement of the 
Merrimack River—severally to the Committee on Commerce. 


By Mr. BRUMM: The petition of honorably disc soldiers 
of Pennsylvania, for the passage of the bill to establish a soldiers’ 
home at Erie, Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. J. C. BURROWS: The petition of 30 citizens of Niles, 
Michigan, for a reduction of the duty on sugar to a rate not exceed- 
ing 25 per cent. ad valorem—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By . CABELL: The petition of citizens of Carroll and Grayson 
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Counties, Virginia, for an appropriation for the improvement of New 
River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CALKINS: The petition of E. Lawrence, for pay for ex- 
penses incurred by him in prosecuting his right to a seat in Con 
in the case of Lawrence vs. Sypher—to the Committee on Elections. 

By Mr. COVINGTON: The petition of citizens of Kent and Queen 
Anne Counties, Maryland, for an appropriation to improve the nav- 
igation of the Chester River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Bills for appropriations for the improvement 
of Ancilla and Wacissa Rivers, of Apalachicola River, of Holmes 
River, of Carrabelle River, and Dog Island Harbor, and of Chipola 
River, in the State of Florida—severally to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of 118 citizens of Carrabelle, Florida, for an 
appropriation for the improvement of the Carrabelle River—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: The resolutions passed by the Chamber of 
Commerce of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, protesting against the exten- 
sion of the steam ovel patent—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of the German Society of the 
City of New York, relative to the enactment of laws for the protec- 
tion of immigrants—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. G THER: Memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, 
relative to the Sturgeon Bay Ship Canal—to the same committee. 

By Mr. N. J. HAMMOND: The petition of James E. Walter, for 
relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HARDENBERGH: Memorial of the German Society of the 
City of New York, relative to the enactment of laws for the protec- 
tion of immigrants—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOUK: Papersrelating to the claim of Crawford M. Hall— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOYCE: eee claim of Leonard Thresher— 
to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. KING: The petition of citizens of Ouachita Parish, Lon- 
isiana, asking for the erection of a public building at Monroe, Louisi- 
ana—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. LADD: The petition of citizens of Bangor, Maine, relative 
to the French spoliation claims bill—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MORSE : The petition of Eliza Ann Chittenden and others. 
of John Lee Watson and others, of John C. Gray and others, and o 
William L. Boss and others, praying for the passage of the French 
spoliation claims bill—severally to the same committee. 

By Mr. ROBESON: The petition of the State Temperance Alliance 
of New Jersey, asking for the appointment of a commission of inquiry 
concerning the alcoholic liquor traftic—to the Select Committee on 
the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, 

By Mr. SCRANTON: The petition of Major Jadwin and 80 others, 
citizens of Carbondale, Pennsylvania, for the passage of the bill to 
establish a soldiers’ home at Erie, Pennsylvania—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. D. C. SMITH: The petition of 24 citizens of Havana, IIli- 
nois, for a reduction of the duties on sugar to a rate not exceeding 
25 per cent. ad valorem—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

y Mr. SPAULDING: Papers relating to the claim of Rebecca 
Goodrich—to the Select Coinmittee on the Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Fay 

By . STONE: The resolutions adopted by the Newburyport 
branch of the Irish National Land L e, relative to the imprison- 
ment of American citizens in British jails—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

Also, sixteen petitions, signed by citizens of the State of Massachu- 
setts, relative to the French spoliation claims—severally to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. WILLIAM G. THOMPSON: The joint resolution of the 
Legislature of Iowa, in opposition to any increase of the duty on steel 
blooms and wire rodeo the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. UPSON: The petition of B. J. Pridgen, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. WARD: The petition of honorably discharged soldiers and 
sailors, urgin e of the bill to establish a soldiers’ home at 
Erie, e Committee on Military Affairs. 


g the p 
ennsylvania—to t 
By Mr. WATSON: The petition of honorably discharged soldiers 
of the twenty-seventh Congressional district of Pennsylvania, for 
the passage of the bill to establish a soldiers’ home at Erie, Penn- 
sylvania—to the same committee, 

Also, the petition of captains and owners of vessels of Cleveland, 
Ohio; of captains and vessel-owners of Oswego, New York; of ves- 
sel-owners and captains of Milwaukee, Wisconsin; of captains and 


vessel-owners of Chicago, Illinois; of captains and vessel-owners of 
Detroit, Michigan ; of Thomas Wilson, manager of the Wilson Transit 
Company, of 


eveland, Ohio; of the captains and vessel-owners of 
Erie, Pennsylvania, and of captains and vessel-owners of Buffalo, 
New York, for the re-establishment of the land-light at Erie, Penn- 
sylvania—severally to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WEBBER: The petition of citizens of Grand Rapids, Mich- 
igan, for a reduction of the duties on sugar to not ex ng 25 per 
cent. ad valorem—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


The petition of Milley White was reported from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, under clause 2 of Rule XXII, and referred to the 
Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
aoe Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a special report from 
Captain A. Mackenzie, Corps of Engineers, relative to the import- 
ance of action by Congress tending to the facilitation of navigation 
through the various bridges over the upper Mississippi River, and 
especially those which have been constructed under laws prior to 
that of June 1, 1872; which, on motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Wiscon- 
sin, xe referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting reports from Captain William Ludlow, 
Corps of Engineers, of examinations and surveys made in compli- 
ance with the uirements of the river and harbor act of March 3, 
1881, of Maurice River, Salem and Cohansey Rivers, Mantua Creek, 
and Newton Creek, New Jersey, and the mouth of Mispillion Creek 
and Murder Kill Creek, Delaware; which was Sorin to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a concurrent resolution of 
the Legislature of New York, in favor of pensions for Union soldiers 
and sailors confined in rebel prisons during the late war; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a memorial of the New York Board of eand 
Transportation, in favor of the passage of what is known as the 
Lowell bill for the establishment of a uniform system of bankruptcy ; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I present a memorial signed by 3,000 
leading bankers, merchants, and business men of the city of New 
York, which reads as follows: 

Whereas the commercial community of the country re} esented in their vari- 
ous boards of trade, chambers of commerce, commercial ex: »anges, &c., in all sec- 
tions, have declared themselves in favor of the passage o the Lowell bill to es- 
tablish a uniform system of bankraptcy throughout the United States: 

Therefore, the undersi with the fullest faith in the intelligence, experience, 
and honest purposes of the business men composing said associations, earnestly 
petition your honorable bodies for the early eof said bill, and protest against 
any measure that will extend to the courts large discretionary powers; that will 
elevate the F e the law; that will withdraw the management of the assets 
3222 by tne souls CREASE litgntion kad ALDASA coal open: 
a receivers = col * ion e 86, an n- 
ing a door N pad delay in the distribation of —— se 

It will be seen that this is not only a petition in favor of the Lowell 
bill, but a protest against any bill containing the provisions which 
have been recited. As the memorial represents not only the three 
thousand men in New York who have signed it, but also the great 
majority of the various boards of trade 8 throughout the 
United States, I deem it a matter of great importance for the con- 
sideration of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will lie upon the 
table, the Committee on the Judiciary having reported a bill on the 
subject. The Chair presented a similar memorial a moment ago. 

. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented a memorial of the Legis- 
lature of Wisconsin, in favor of the enactment of a law for the sup- 
roe and punishment of polygamy; which was referred to the 

ommittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of Jessie Benton Frémont, 
praying for the restitution of popr ya San Francisco, belonging 
to her, illegally held since October, 1863, by the United States Gov- 
ernment; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a resolution of the Charleston Chamber of Com- 
merce, in favor of the construction of a free ship-canal connecting 
the Chesapeake and Delaware Bays; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on 8 55 Routes to the Seaboard. 

Mr. GA . I present resolutions of the Arkansas conference 
of the African Methodist Episcopal Church, heid at Hot Springs, 
Arkansas, recently, in favor of an appropriation for the education of 
the former Indian slaves in the Indian Territory. This is a snbject 
that will have to be passed upon finally, I suppose, by the Committee 
on 1 but primarily it should go to the Committee on 
Indian irs. I move the reference of the resolutions to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE presented a petition of citizens of Pitt and Edgecombe 
Counties, North Carolina, praying for the passage of what is known 
as the Reagan bill to . transportation charges on railroads; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BROWN. I present the petition of the mayor of Macon, 
Georgia, and a number of other officials and prominent citizens of 


that city, praying an adequate appropriation to carry out the im- 
eee recommended À hiet 5 
of the city of Savannah. 
Committee on Commerce. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. JONAS presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce, 


y the of Engineers on the harbor 
I move that the petition be referred to 
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Cotton Exchange, Produce aay À Mechanics and Dealers’ Ex- 
change, and Stock Exchange of New jeans, in favor of an appropria- 
tion for the improvement of the navigation of the Upper Ouachita 
River between Arkadelphia and Camden, Arkansas; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. MILLER, of California, presented resolutions of the San Fran- 
cisco Produce Exchange, in favor of the imposition of a specific duty 
upon Canadian malt imported into the United States ; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of the Grand Division Sons of Tem- 
perance of Maine, praying for an amendment of the Constitution of 
the United States to prohibit the manufacture and sale of all alco- 
holic beverages throughout thenational domain; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. GROOME presented a petition of the Christian Union Temper- 
ance Association of Baltimore, Maryland, praying for an amendment 
of the Constitution of the United States to prohibit the manufacture 
and sale of all alcoholic beverages throughout the national domain; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HAMPTON presented a memorial of the Charleston Chamber 
of Commerce in favor of the construction of a free ship-canal between 
the Chesa e and Delaware Bays; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard. 

Mr. ANTHONY presented the petition of the Grand Division of the 
Sons of Temperance of Rhode Island, praying for an amendment of 
the Constitution of the United States to prohibit the manufacture and 
sale of all alcoholic beverages throughout the national domain; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ROLLINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 821) for a public build- 
ingas Rochester, New York, reported it with an amendment. 

r. GROOME, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 244) for the relief of Mrs. Almira Farns- 
worth, reported it with an amendment; and submitted a report there- 
on, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GROOME. By instruction of the same committee I report 
adversely the bill (S. No. 785) for the relief of Zelora Crumpacker. At 
the request of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] I ask that 
the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. GRGUME, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 950) granting a pension to Freeland Hasten, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 808) granting a pension to John Masters, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. No. 1319) granting a pension to the widow and children of Con- 
stant Loup, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered 
to be printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely, 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 163) granting a pension to Hiram Johnson, 
reported it without amendment; and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 612) to enable the State of California to take 
lands in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections, found to be 
mineral lands, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bi (S. No. 339) providing for the pay of Rear- 
Admiral Roger N. Stembel, reported it with an amendment; and sub- 
snitted a opore ag tae which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GAR D, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 543) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas 
Toby, deceased, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1389) to establish the eastern judicial district of Kentucky, 
reported it with amendment. 

r. CALL, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (8. No. 591) for the relief of Mrs. Maggie Cassiday, reported 
it with an amendment; and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 4202) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Chase, reported it without amendment; and submitted a 
report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

ealso, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1445) granting additional pension to John F. Chase, asked 
to be dise ed from its further consideration, and that the bill be 
postponed indefinitely; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 1290) granting a pension to Modena Smith, reported it 
with an ame ent; and submitted a report thereon, which was 


ordered to be printed. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2275 


(H. R. No. 2433) granting a pension to William Thomas, reported it 
with an amendment; and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 864) granting a pension to Amanda J. McFadden, sub- 
mi an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No, 4182) granting a pension to Sarah A. Hooper, reported it 
without amendment; and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 3867) granting a pension to Elizabeth S. M. Fin- 
ley, reported it without amendment; and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Ellen Lardner, widow of the late Rear-Admiral James L. 
Lardner, United States Navy, praying to be allowed a pension at the 
rate of $50 a month, submitted areport thereon, accompanied by a bill 
(S. No. 1576) granting a pension to Ellen L er. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 


. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 750) to provide for the con- 
struction of a public building at the city of ee e, State of 
Louisiana a it with an amendment. 

Mr. MITC SLL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 2559) granting an increase of pension to 
Burton Armstrong, submitted an adverse report thereon ; which was 

e 


ordered to be printed, and the bill was ned indefinitely. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, from the the Committee on Appro- 
priations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 4466) making ap- 
propriations for the Agricultural Department of the Government for 
the fiscal year dling Sax 30, 1883, and for other purposes, reported 
it with amendments. 

DOCUMENTARY HISTORY OF REVOLUTION. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I am directed by the Joint Committee on the 
Library, who were instructed bya resolution of the Senate to inquire 
into the expediency of collating and printing the documentary his- 
tory of the American Revolution not already published in the Fifth 
Series of the American Archives, to report by bill, and if there is no 
ok Sages I should like to have the bill passed at this time. 

he bill (S. No. 1575) to continue the publication of the American 
Archives was read the first time by its title. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Lask to have the bill read at length, and if there 
is no objection that it be put upon its passage. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 


Be itenacted, dc., That the Librarian of Congress be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and instructed to arrange, select, and edit so much of the historical manuscripts 
in the Library of Congress, collected by the late Peter Force, for the publica 
known as the Fourth and Fifth Series of the American ives, of which nine 
volumes have already been published; and further, to incorporate such additional 
manuscripts or rare unpublished materials relating to the period embraced as may 
be approved by the Joint Committee on the Library. 

Sec. 2. The Librarian of Con is directed to prepare for publication under 
the direction of the Joint Committee on the Library, that portion of the manu- 
script materials herein referred to which includes the documentary history of the 
American Revolution, commencing with the suspension of the former publication 


in December, 1776; the same to be printed in folio form, at the Government Print- 


ing Office, under the supervision of the Librarian of ee 
. 3. The Librarian of a is authorized to employ competent assistance, 
at a com ion not to exceed $4,000 per annum in to aid in the preparation 


and publication of the manuscripts herein referred to. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state that this work was suspended some 
years ago, although the material has been collected, and is still being 
collected. The bill simply continues a work that was suspended a 
number of years ago, probably about the time of the war. As a 
matter of course the documents ought to be printed. It will bea 
very slow process, probably two or three yolumesa year. The Com- 
mittee on the Library, who have examined the subject very carefally, 
are unanimously of the opinion that the work ought to go on. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. ANTHON I sug: to the Senator from Ohio that there 
should be an appropriation in the bill, inasmuch as the work is 
ordered to be printed at the Government Printing Office, and there 
is no appropriation available for it there. 

Mr. RMAN, There will be no L sron necessary for 
probably a year, because the matter will have to be collated and 

ited, and it will be time enough then to make an appropriation. 
It is thought best not to complicate the bill with an appropriation, 
but simply to provide for the work of collating and preparing the 
matter for publication. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

A MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of P Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had a bill (H. R. No. 
676) to refer the claims of the captors of the ram Albemarle to the 
Court of Claims ; in which it requested the concurrence of the Sen- 
ate. 
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The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- | EDUCATION IN THE STATES. 


ing bills: 
bill (S. No. 164) granting a pension to Mary A. Davis; and 
A bill 6. No. — granting a pension to P. B. Perry, sr. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. VANCE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1577) for the relief of Hardie H. Helper; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McPHERSON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 1578) to regulate the promotion of 
graduates from the Naval Academy and appointments in the staff 
corps of the Navy, and for other p ; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SLATER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 157) to subject reserved lands located within 
railroad, military road, or wagon road grants to pre-emption at $1.25 
per acre; which was read twice by its title, and refe: tothe Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GROOME asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1580) for the relief of the estate of Au, 
Maurin; which was read twice by its title, and referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1581) granting a pension to Anne R. Voorhees; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

/ Mr. HOAR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 1582) to amend the statutes in relation to 

copyright; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1583) for the relief of the owners of the schooner 
Walter B. Chester; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims, 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 1584) to confirm the status of John N. Quacken- 
bush, a commander in the United States Navy ; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado, asked and, . consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1585) for the relief of Daniel 
Connor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

Mr. ALLISON asked and, by unanimons consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1586) for the judicial ascertainment of the 
facts in cases of private claims, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. ALLISON, I introduce the bill by request. It was carefully 
prepared by an eminent lawyer. I understand that the Committee 
on Claims have similar bills pending before them, and I move the 
reference of the bill to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was a; to. 

Mr. PLATT asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1587) for the relief of Charles G. Merriam ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
pa referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. ROLLIN S asked at unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1588) to authorize the changing of alley- 
ways in the city of Washington; which was read twice by its title, 
mie referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. LOGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1589) for the relief of Joseph F. Wilson; which 
ya ne twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 

nds. 

Mr. MORGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduge a bill (S. No. 1590) granting the right of way over the 
public lands in Alabama, and to grant lands to said State in aid of 
the Saint Louis, Montgomery, and Florida Railway Company, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. TELLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1591) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Pueblo, Colorado; which was read twice ey 
ie 5 and referred to the Committee on Publie Buildings an 

rounds. 

Mr. KELLOGG asked recy unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1592) fixing the of the surveyor of 
the port of New Orleans; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. BUTLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No, 1593) to restore certain articles of silverware, 
jewelry, &c., now in the custody of the Secretary of the Treasury to 
the proper owners; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. BUTLER, it was 


That the papers in the case of Mrs. Jessie Benton Frémont be taken 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


from the 


On motion of Mr. BLAIR, it was 


That the notes of the hearing before the Committees on Education and 
two Houses of the of the National Educational Associa- 
March 24, 1882, be printed for the use of the Senate. 


INDIAN COUNTRY. 
Mr. ALLISON. I submit the following resolution : 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs are hereby instructed to 
inquire what further legislation is necessary, if any, to define the of 
oases n country as used in the Revised Statutes and other laws of the 


My attention has been called to the fact that the circuit court re- 
cently at Saint Paul have decided that under the Revised Statutes 
there is no such country now as “the Indian country,” which was 
defined originally by the intercourse act of 1834. Portions of that 
act were embodied in the Revised Statutes and other portions were 
repealed. I understand Judge McCrary has decided that the por- 
tion of the intercourse act of 1834 which defines “ the Indian coun- 
try ” has been repealed. I think some legislation ought to be had, 
ifthat be true, as there are a number of criminal statutes the offenses 
under which are described by the words “Indian country.” I have 
addressed the inquiry to the Committee on Indian Affairs, thinking 
that the appropriate committee. 

Mr. DAWES. If it has been done by an omission in the revision 
of the Statutes, the inquiry should be addressed to the Committee 
on the Revision of the Laws. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. If it is an omission, the Senator 
from Massachusetts is correct. 

Mr. ALLISON. It 8 must be an omission in that sense, 
because the intercourse act of 1834 did describe the Indian country. 

Mr. DAWES. It is a very important question, and some commit- 
tee should determine upon it at once. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand Judge McC s decision is that the 

rovision is repealed by a construction of a section of the Revised 
Btatutes t 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TELLER. Whatevercommittee considers this question should 
consider several other questions connected with this very subject, 
the question with reference to the condition of the Indians in tho 
several States especially. Take the State of Colorado, where no pro- 
vision was made in the enabling act as to what the jurisdiction of 
the State should be. The whole subjectis a very important one. It 
is largely a question of what the present law is. It seems to me the 
inquiry ought to go to the Committee on the Judiciary. However, 
I shall not object to its going to either of the committees named. 
Mr. ALLISON. But here is a very important matter that ought to 
be immediately acted upon, because it relates to our criminal statutes 
in the Indian country. If we have no Indian country we have of 
course no crimnal laws to be enforced there. I will accept the sug- 

estion made by the Senator from Massachusetts, and ask that the 
ommittee on the Revision of the Laws be instructed to make this 
inquiry. 
he PRESIDENT 8 tempore. The resolution is modified so as to 
instruct the Committee on the Revision of the Laws to make the 
inquiry instead of the Committee on Indian Affairs. The question 
is on agreeing to the resolution as modified. 
The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, pri MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills ; 
in whioh it requested the concurrence of the Senate : 

A bill (H. R. No. 130) granting a pension to Ann Atkinson ; 

A bill (H. . 329) granting a pension to Sylvia Jenks ; 

A bill (H. . 486) granting a pension to Anna M. Wehe; 

A bill (H. 526 ting a on to Joshua S. Dye; 

. 531) for the relief of John Watson; 

II. 5 — granting a pension to Susau Jeffords; 
. 638) granting a pension to David G. Hutchinson; 
. 967) granting a pension to Martha A. Williamson ; 
Š 1215 to grant a pension to Anson Smith; 
. 1291) granting a pension to D. D. Edwards; 
. 1379) granting a pension to William H. Rich- 


r 555 for the relief of William H. Hill; 
. 1411) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
e; 


a H. R. No. 1416) granting an increase of pension to Saint 
ir A. Mulholland; 
ill (H. R. No. 105 granting a pension to Mary Wade; 


tion, Friday, 
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. R. No. 1581) granting a pension to Mary A. Conken; 
R. No. 1997 erating a pension to Joel R. Carter; 
R. No. 2250 2 a 50 


nsion to Mrs. Mary Shaw; 
R. No. 


or the relief of John H. Jackson; 
. 2290) for the relief of Robert Pelkey ; 
R. No. 2442) granting a pension to Merton Stancliff; 
No. 2445 paring a pension to Emma Johnson ; 
No. 2481) for the relief of Dicey Bobbitt; 
. 2872) to increase the pension of James Haw- 


gogog 
AAA 
= 
—. 
— 


rr 
= 


z 
15 


1882. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2277 


A bill (H. R. No. 3258) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth A. 
Hendrickson ; 
A bill (H. È. No. 2566 granting a pension to Minnie Harmon; 


A bill (H. R. No. 3599) granting a pension to David T. Stephen- 


son; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3833) for the relief of Mrs. Maria B. Craig; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4344) granting a pension to Sally Hall; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4406) granting a pension to Sarah Lewis; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4546) granting a pension to William H. Styles; 

A bill (H. R. No. 5020) granting a pension to Samuel Pollock; and 

apie H. R. No. 5236) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
W. ey. 

The above bills were read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, with the exception of House bill No. 5020. 


ADMISSION OF DAKOTA. 


Mr. VEST. I move to recommit to the Committee on Territories 
the bill (S. No. 1514) to enable the people of the Territory of Da- 
kota to form a constitution and State government and for the admis- 
sion of the State into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States. Iam a member of the Committee on Territories, but was 
absent from the committee on account of sickness when the report 
was on. I find now that that report was made by the com- 
mittee 8 to be, so far as the face of it shows, the unani- 
mous report of the committee. The Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. BUTLER] was also absent. I speak for myself alone, and he 
can speak for himself; but I dissent entirely from the report, and I 
desire an opportunity to discuss the bill in the committee, or at eats 
rate to file a minority report. I therefore move to recommit the bill 
to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. GARLAND. When the bill was reported by the chairman of 
the Committee on Territories [Mr. SAUNDERS] I intended to state 
that the report was not a unanimous report. I objected to the bill 
myself. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] and the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] were absent from the committee when 
the bill was finally considered. I voted against a favorable report of 
the bill in committee and voted against the report. The other day 
when the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] presented a protest on the 
subject, it was my intention then to move to recommit the bill, but 
inasmuch as the report had been made and the bill was upon the Cal- 
endar, I thought the question would come up properly when the bill 
was reached on the Calendar. 

I favor the recommittal of the bill, according to the motion made 
by the Senator from Missouri. I think, outside of the is, ae merits 
of the case, the revelations made by the memorial presented by the Sen- 
ator from Maine are sufficient to require a reinvestigation of the mat- 
ter at the hands of the committee. 

Mr. BUTLER. I trust the chairman of the Committee on Terri- 
tories will consent that the bill and report be recommitted to the 
Committee on Territories. It appears upon its face now to be the 
nnanimous action of the committee, and I desire an opportunity to 
express my dissent from the report either in the form of a minorit 
report or in some other way. I trust, therefore, the chairman will 
consent to let the report and bill go back to the committee in order 
that we may discuss it there and have an ay hase of expressing 
our views fully upon the subject. I certainly do not consent to the 
passage of the bill for the ission of Dakota. I dissent from it 
entirely; and I trust the chairman will permit the bill to go back 
to the committee. I was not present when the report was adopted. 
I do not know that I have me Bie to complain for that reason; 
but Ido not wish to appear as having consented to a report to which 
I do not 5 

Mr. SAUNDERS. When I made the report I didnot take the pains 
to state that the committee 1 was not full at the time the 
report was agreed upon, but I understood that all who were present 
were in favor of reporting the bill with a certain amendment con- 
tainedinit. Of course I may have been mistaken, but I thought that 
the bill would meet the 8 of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina with the amendment I allude to. There is certainly no disposi- 
tion on my part to press the bill before the Senate more than any other 
3 measure. I am willing to allow the Senator to put 
right on the record, so far as the report is concerned. I do not see 
that there is any necessity to recommit the bill in order to get a full 
report. The minority may report against it if they see fit; and, so 
so faras I amconcerned, I should raise no objection to that whatever. 
I sup , however, that we were meeting the views of a majority 
if not of the entire committee, in the amendment that was pro 
to the bill at the time. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator is under a ee as to my 
views. I regret very much if he has been misled by anything I may 
have said, but he certainly is under a misapprehension. I do not 
remember to have said way poss gto justify that opinion. If he states 
it, as a matter of course I must have said something. But I do not 

to the report. Ido not think the evidence be the commit- 
tee was sufficient to justify the admission of Dakota as a State. In 
the first place, I do not think they have population enough. I do 
not think they have a sufficient population to entitle them to a mem- 
ber of the lower House of Congress. There are many other reasons 
which I might assign. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The merits cannot be discussed on 
a motion to recommit. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am not discussing the merits. I am simply stat- 
ing what I object to in the report. I do not pretend to discus tthe 
merits. It seems to me that the shortest and quickest way is to 
recommit the bill and report. č 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Ifthe Senator insists on a recommittal, so far 
as I am individually concerned I shall raise no objection, though I 
cannot see what is to be gained by it. Iam very sure the majority 
of the committee are in favor of the report. I am very sure, also, 
that the objections which were raised to the bill were mainly met by 
the committee in the report that they have made. But the matter 
is now in the hands of the Senate and I have no more control of it 
than any other member of the body. I should be glad to hear from 
the Senators who were with me in making the report. 

As to the objections raised by the Senator from Maine the other 
day, I think they can be met. It certainly is no objection to the peo- 
ple forming a constitution in order to be admitted into the Union 
that some one locality may have imposed upon somebody else, wiog 
the case at the worst that can be made of it. That certainly woul 
be no objection. I cannot think that the Senator from Maine was 
serious about opposing the bill simply because somebody had been 
im upon by somebody else, So far as I am concerned, I shall 
leave it with the Senate to say whether the bill shall be recommit- 
ted. I do not insist for myself upon having the bill remain on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I hope that this bill and report will 
be recommitted, first, that we may really know what the position of 
the committee is upon the question ; and, secondly, that the protest 
which I submitted the other day, and which was laid on the table, 
msy be referred to the committee and considered in all its bearings 
if the bill and report are recommitted. I stated at that time that I 
had only heard one side of that protest; it seemed to me a very im- 
portant matter, and it did not touch simply the act of some one per- 
son or one municipal corporation or one county in the Territory of 
Dakota, but the representations made in that protest showed that 
the inhabitants of the whole Territory, through their Legislature, par- 
ticipated in the act that resulted in the repudiation of a fair and 
legal debt, and the protest that I submitted wound up by declaring 
that the evidence from all that was that the people of Dakota were 
not in a condition or frame of mind to form a State to be admitted. 
Now, I do not know that that isso; it may be that it will all disap- 
pear in thin air“ on investigation; but I believe that the subject- 
matter is of importance enough for the committee to consider it and 
sift it and see if it has rit ani then, if the committee declares that 
there is a good answer to what I presented, I presume Ishall be sat- 
isfied myself; but I should be very glad to have that and all other 
things connected with the case go again before the committee; I am 
in favor of recommitment. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I do not think any other reason 
is shown here for the recommittal of this bill except that the cour- 
tesy of the Senate would probably justify it upon the request of the 
two members of the minority of the committee, which has been pre- 
sented. Asa member of that committee myself, I feel like accedin 
to that request, that they rt an opportunity, which I thin 
was so far as time went abundant when the bill was being considered 
by the committee; but as one member of the minority of the com- 
mittee was absent and another sick when the bill was finally haps 
upon, I am entirely willing it should go back to the committee. 
course those gentlemen will agree with us that it shall be promptly 
acted upon in the committee, and shall not suffer upon the Calendar 
farther than what may be necessary by this recommittal. 

Mr. PLUMB. If this bill goes back on the statement of the Sena- 
tor from Maine as to what is nec to be determined about the 
people of Dakota, I hope the Committee on Territories may feel moved 
to consider whether some of the States already in the Union have not 
demonstrated their unfitness for republican institutions. I remem- 
ber reading a day or two ago that the town of Elizabeth, in New Jersey, 
and the town of Rahway, in the same State—I mention these because 
they are conveniently near; I do not need to go west of the Missis- 
sippi River for illustration—had defaulted in their interest and in the 
principal of their debt and had repudiated their obligations to their 
creditors during a long period of years; and this, too, where the rate 
of taxation to pay the entire indebtedness, with other municipal ex- 
pennen, was a great deal less than the people west of the erage 

iver voluntarily and cheerfully take upon themselves not only for the 
p of discharging their current obligations but for the p 
of paying their debts. I think if the question of the manner in which 
communities meet these obligations is to be considered in reference 
to Dakota, it ought to come up in the danger way of determining what 
communities, if any, now in the Union have failed to have a repub- 
lican form of government in reference to this very important question. 

I do not want this question narrowed to the section of country west 
of the rag verre’ Lt River; I want it to embrace the entirecountry. I 
want to take the line of towns on the Ontario and Western Railroad, 
in the State of New York; I want to take the towns in New Jersey 
and in Maine and all over the country, and ascertain just exactly 
how much the practice of repudiation proves the unfitness of a peo 
ple for republican government. There should be no reflection upon 
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Dakota until the communities now in the Union are thoroughly 


Pp . 

Ir. BUTLER. Mr. President, I can only state, so hr as I am con- 

cerned, to the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. HARRISON, ] that I really 

have no 88 to delay action on this bill at all. I think that 
is disc 


when it ussed fully in committee and properly reported, there 
will be no reason why it should not be taken up in its r order. 
I would say in 1 55 my friend from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] that we 
shall act upon ota at present. I know very little about the 
merits of this protest which has been referred to. It seems to be a 
very respectable one, emanating from very respectable ple in 
Maine and elsewhere, and certainly, as the Senator from Maine has 
ma raat it deserves the serious consideration of the Senate. I 

ill say to my friend from Kansas that when we have got through 
with Yankton, if there is sufficient interest in Elizabeth City or any 
other city or any other municipality or State to justify the introduc- 
tion of a resolution of inquiry, it will give me the greatest possible 
pleasure to consider it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, I regret that I was not in the 
Chamber at the time the motion now under consideration was sub- 
mitted to the Senate for its action, but I heard the remarks of the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] with reference to the subject which 
should be considered if this bill admitting a portion of the Territory 
of Dakota into the Union as a State is recommitted to the Commit- 
tee on Territories. That question having been submitted, if the bill 
is to go to the committee for inquiryin regard to that, and if that is 
the ground on which the bill is to be recommitted, I certainly think 
og ee Senate would be guilty of great impropriety in any act of 

e P 

I do not understand that the Territory of Dakota is e ed here 
with repudiating any debt. I do not understand that the Territory 
of Dakota has contracted any indebtedness to any person whatever, 
and certainly in that case she cannot have repudiated any porion 
of her debt. The fact that any citizen or citizens of the United 
States see proper to come into the Congress of the United States and 
present a protest which reflects upon the honor of the Territory or 
any portion of it is a matter of serious consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must inform the Senator 
from Minnesota that the recommitment was asked by the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest] and the Senator from South Carolina, 
(Mr. ees not at all on the ground he states. 

Mr. HARRISON. I will say to the Senator from Minnesota that it 
is solely on the und of courtesy and the convenience of two 
Senators of the minority of the committee that for one I consented 
to the recommittal, and without any reference whatever to the 
poporo of the Senator from Maine. 

r. MCMILLAN. When the request was made I was not in the 
Chamber, but I heard the remarks of the Senator from Maine as I 
entered the Chamber, and I simply wished to say that the mode re- 
sorted to by these protestants who have come into the Senate with 
an attempt to enforce the collection of a debt in this manner or to 
reflect upon any portion of the people of this country is not to be en- 
co! , and if that were the ground I certainly should oppose 
agreeing to the recommitment, but as it comes in the shape of a re- 
quest from some members of the committee, and the other members 
of the committee assent to it, I certainly have no objection. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. If this motion were put, as the Senator from 
Minnesota says, on the ground of the objection raised by the Senator 
from Maine, I should oppose it; because I believe that you will find 
as much intelligence, as much honor, andas much disposition for fair 
dealing in the people of Dakota as in the same number of people in 
Maine or in any other State or Territory of the Union. Therefore I 
would not consent on that ground to this recommittal; but when 
the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from South Carolina ask 
it on the ground of courtesy to the minority, personally, as I said 
before, I am willing to allow the bill to go back to the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
recommit the bill to the Committee on Territories. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I ask to have the protest I presented the other day 
and which was laid on the table, sent to the committee, as the bili 


has been recommitted. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro ante: The time when the Anthony rule 
is operative has now arrived. 

. WILLIAMS. I wish to say that there are two little cases 

which were passed over without prejudice when I was not present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a bill pending to be first 
considered, and then cases passed over heretofore without prejudice 
can be called up. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from Georgia that there was a bill under consideration when the 
Senate last had under consideration the Calendar. The Senator from 
Georgia will be og bong after that. This is the first bill on the 
Calendar which has been partially considered. 


WARRANTS IN CUSTOMS CASES, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5221) to 
amend section 3066 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, the 
question being on the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Does this bill contemplate making it a perempto 
eos, any of the judicial officer to issue warrants to search a dwell- 

ouse 


he MORRILL, This is the identicalstatute which has been in exist- 
ence since 1799. It is copied verbatim from that law except that there 
is an addition of the ju of the courts, the district judge, and police 
judge of the circuit or district to the officers who may issue warrants. 

he trouble is, as will be seen by reading the letter of the collector—I 
have the letter of the Secre of the Treasury addressed to the 
committee and also the letter of the collector of the port of New York— 
that there are no justices of the peace in the city of New York, and 
therefore the existing statute cannot be executed. This bill merely ` 
provides that these additional officers may issue a warrant in cases 
that are suspected upon the oath of the collector or other person 
applyin ad the warrant. I ask to have the letter read which I send 
to the desk. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

CUSTOM-HOUSE, New York, 
Collector's Office, January 24, 1882. 

$ that owing to the defect in the laws as they now stand in 

regard to eee, for the discovery of smuggled goods, it often 
8 gore undetected and smugglers um ed. 

espec ye the city and county of New York, as there is no provis- 

ion giving any one the angħhority to issue such warrant. Section 3066 of the Revised 

Statutes authorizes the issuance of search-warrants by any justice of the peace, and 
there is no other authority given anywhere for ee 

You will readily see that this precindes the issuance of a warrant in the city of 
New York, as there are no each fection of the peace in said city; and the judges 
of all the courts in the city and county of New York and United States commis- 
sioners refuse to issue these warrants, no matter how strong a case is presented. 

In the case of The People rs. Morgan, 5 Daly, 161, affirmed in court of appeals, 
58 New York, 679, it is held that the offices of justice of the peace, justice of the 
district court, and police justice are district offices. 

Internal-revenus officers can obtain search-warrants from various ju and 
commissioners under section 3462, Revised Statutes, while the customs officers, as 
before are without this method of defense to the revenue. 

Linclose a of a bill which, should it become a law, would provide the neces- 
sary remedy. Will you please present it to Congress and urge its speedy pas- 


et 
miae are now, I am reliably informed, cases here which can only be handled 
SrO the medium of official searches authorized by legally-issued warrants, 
ery 


“if W. H. ROBERTSON, Collector. 

Hon. CAS. J. FOLGER, Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. MORRILL. I may say that this is a House bill unanimously 
reported by the Committee on Finance. The present section of the 
Revised Statutes is identical with the law of 1799. The bill merely 
givest hese judges and police justices, in addition to justices of the 
peace, the power, when application is made upon them, to issue 
these warrants. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend the title so as to make it read: 

A bill to amend section 2066 of the Revised Statutes, in relation to the authority 
to issue warrants. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I now move to poe indefinitely the bill (S. 
No. 1064) to amend section 3066 of chapter 10, title 34, of the Revised 
Statutes, which refers to the same subject-matter. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SAINT LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY. 


Mr. BROWN. The bill next in order, (S. No. 60,) ratifying the act 
of the general council of the Choctaw Nation of Indians granting to 
the Saint Louis and San Francisco Railway Company right of way for 
a railroad and telegraph line through that nation, is one that involves 
some very important principles, and it will be impossible to discuss 
the points that will arise in the bill under the five-minute rule. I 
therefore move to nd the Anthony rule and take up that bill in 
order that it may be at greater length. 

Mr. MAXEY. It will be remembered that on Friday last at the 

uest of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] the consider- 
ation of this bill was postponed until to-day. This morning I received 
a note from that Senator saying that business of importance personal 
to himself called him to the city of New York, where he would be to- 
day, but would return to-morrow, and requesting that the bill should 
not be considered to-day. ile I am very anxious indeed for the 
consideration of the bill, I appreciate the request made by the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut, and I prefer conforming to his request. I would 
therefore not press the bill this morning for the reason I have stated, 
on account of the absence of the Senator from Connecticut. I beg to 
"y this, however, that, as stated by the Senator from Georgia, this 
bill is important; it will not take much time in discussion; but I 
shall endeavor to get the bill up atthe close of the tariff-commission 


bill, and I think everybody will agree to that, and let us dispose of it. 
Mr. BROWN. For the accommodation of the Senator from Con- 
necticut who is absent—for I wish to take no advan of his ab- 


sence—I consent that it go over, not losing its place on the Calendar, 
and at the end of the vote on the tariff-commission bill I shall then 


ask that it be taken up and considered. 
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ALBERT H. EMERY. 


Mr. FAIR. I now ask for the consideration of the bill heretofore 
passed over without prejudice for the relief of Albert H. Emery. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the first bill in order now. 

Mr. FAIR. I wish to say in regard to that bill that a favorable 
report has been made by the Committee on Claims. 

e Senate, as in Committee of the Shere he aici to consider 
the bill (S. No. 111) for the relief of Albert H. Emery. It provides 
for the payment to Albert H. Emery, of New York, in full settlement 
of all Easy legal or equitable, which he has in any way against 
the United States on account of the cost of, and the time spent by 
him, and use of, all patents and inventions in designing and con- 
structing the testing-machine built and erected by him for the Uni- 
ted States, or otherwise in any way on account of that machine, the 
sum of $225,000. The machine, together with the full right to the 
use therein of all patents and inventions used in its design and con- 
struction, is to belong to the United States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a report? If there is I should like to 
hear it, or to have an explanation from the Senator who submits it. 

Mr. FAIR. I was about to state that the claim has been carefully 
considered by the Committee on Claims, and a report has been made 
favorable to the case, a unanimous one I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the report be read ? 

Mr. FAIR. The report shows the whole matter. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not ask for the reading of the report if we 
can have the bill explained. 

Mr. FAIR. The report is a full statement of the whole case. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WICKLIFFE COOPER. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. I should now like to have taken up Senate 
joint resolution No. 15. It was unanimously reported from the Com- 


mittee on auy Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Was that joint resolution passed 
over without prejudice? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes, sir; on account of my absence when it was 
reached. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, roceeded to consider 
the joint resolution (S. R. No. 15) correcting the mili record of 
Wickliffe Cooper, deceased, late major Seventh Cavalry, brevet-col- 
onel United States Army. It pro to direct the Secretary of 
War to correct so much of the record of the War Department as 
states that the late Major Wickliffe Cooper, Seventh Cavalry, com- 
mitted suicide on the 8th of June, 1867, and to substitute therefor 
the words: “Died by hand of person or persons unknown, while in 
the line of his duty as an officer of the Army.” 

The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on Miltary 
Affairs with an amendment, to add the following proviso: 

ided, That he is satisfied that the proofs submitted to him shall warrant the 

construction that the record as it now stands is incorrect. 

The amendment was a to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 


SOLDIERS’ HOME AT HARRODSBURGH. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Senate bill No. 506 was over without 
praten I callit up. It was reported by the Committee on Mili- 
airs. 

e Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 506) authorizing the board of commissioners of the 
soldierg home to sell certain property at Harrodsburgh, Kentucky, 
belon, okie the soldiers’ home. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask to have that bill lie over, pending further 
5 in regard to the soldiers home. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Let it go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That course will be pursued. 


RAILROAD AT PICCATINNY POWDER DEPOT. 


The bill (8. No. 838) to t the right of way for railroad pur- 
through the lands of the Uni States powder depot, near 
over, New Jersey, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. ALLISON. I see that provides for granting the right of way 
‘hrough the lands of the United States now owned and used for a 
Jowder depot. It is perfectly apparent that a porce depot and a 
railway train are not very congenial things. I ask if there is any 
report in the case? 
. SEWELL. There is a report. 
Mr. ALLISON. Before the report is read 
Mr. SEWELL. I can inform the Senator from Iowa that there is a 
contract between the railroad company and the Ordnance Depart- 
ment to build a branch road for the purpose of getting the powder 
cn ALT SON. ry hes there ta alsin 
P: 2 en there is a te co: ity. 
Mr. MCMILLAN. Let the be „ 
Mr. ALLISON. I should like to hear the report. 


It will be taken up, then. 
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The report will be read. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
The Principal Legislative Clerk read the following report, sub- 
mitted by Mr. SEWELL on the Ist of February: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3 


to t the right of way for railroad purposes through the lands of the 
States powder epot — Dover, New Jeazey, have duly considered the same, and 
submit the following report: 

The title of this bill indicates the general purpose thereof, ting the right of 
way throngh the property of the United States, near Dover, New Jersey, used by 
the Government, and known as the Piccatinny 8 depot, to the Central = 
road of New Jersey. The nearest point from cepos 
miles away, over a difficult road for geayi which adds largel 
the building operations at the Siar and it would seem, th 
that closer connection should be 

F are willing to extend their road, as indicated in the 
bill, up to and into the depot, next spring, provided the right of way be granted 


as afo; $ 
U the sug; of the Secretary of War the committee adopt and offer the 
— ment, fourteenth line, after words said works: 


following ameni 
Provided also, That such tracks, switches, and loading stations as ma; 


at any time be required by the Secretary of War shall be promptly provided by 
said railroad company, and that such stoppage of trains an | generally such facil- 
ities and privileges as the United States may desire for the pment of materials 
of war at any time shall be provided by said railroad company.” 

The bill, with the fi g amendment, meets the approval of the honorable 
Secre of War, based upon a report upon the subject by Brigadier-General 8. 
V. Benét, Chief of Ordnance. The communication of the Secretary of War and 
the report of the Chief of Ordnance are herewith made a part of this report, and 
are as follows: 

“WAR DEPARTMENT, 
“ Washington City, January 28, 1882. 


“Sm: I am in receipt of your letter of the 18th instant, incl Senate bill 838, 
to t the right of way for railroad . through the United States lands 
at the Piccatinny powder depot, near Dover, New Jeny, and in reply have the 
honor to invite your attention to the inclosed report of the Chief of ce on 
the subject, and to state that the bill, with the amendment suggested by the Chief 
of Ordnance, meets the approval of this Department. 

“Very y, your obedient servant, 
“ROBERT T. LINCOLN, 
5 Secretary of War. 

Hon. W. J. SEWELL, 

“ Of Committee en Military Afairs, United States Senate. 


“ORDNANCE OFFICE, Wan DEPARTMENT, 
“Wi , January 28, 1882. 
"Srm: I have the honor to return the bill S. 838, to grant the right of way for 
railroad purposes era the lands of the United States powder depot near Dover, 
New Jersey,’ with the following report: 
recommend that on line 14, after the word ‘works,’ the following proviso 


be added, namely: 

“* Provided also, That such sidings, tracks, switches, and loading stations as my 
at any time be required by the Secretary of War shall be promptly provided by sai 
railroad company, and that such stoppage of trains, an ee such facilities 
and privileges as the United States may desire for the shipment of materials of 
war at any time shall be provided by said railroad company.“ 

“ The passage of this bill and the construction of a railroad through these lands 
will connect the powder depot with the railroad system ofthe country. This con- 
nection was ee ee when the site was selected and the land purchased, as 
ann fa economical necessity in the cheap transportation of material during the 
construction of the 5 and other buildings, and for the prompt and safe 
distribution of grapon er after the depot is in operation. 

“ The distance of boundary line from the nearest railroad is over three miles, 
through a rather difficult country for hauling at a eost of over $1.15 per ton, which 
increases the ex of the bui Central Rail- 
New Jersey are g to extend their road up to and into the 

the United States, provided the right of 


avail itself to make railroad connec be e reservation, thus bringing the 
depot in direct connection with all of the country. 

‘I consider this a fair and li proposition on the of the railroad. The 
line of the railroad will be located on the side hills g the track, at a very 
safe distance from all buildings, and effecting no damage whatever to the value of 
the Government property. 

< respectfully recommend the passage of this bill as herewith amended. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


“S, V. BENET 
Brigadier. General, Chief of Ordnance.” 

The honorable the SECRETARY OF WAR.” 

The consideration by which the Central Railroad Com 
this work for the convenience of the United States, and by which the required 
Eats made on the of the Government to the said company, is one of mutual 

it—the United e to carry on its business more rapidly and at 

less expense at the depot, and the railroad 9 serue thereby the means of 
making its connections beyond the boundaries of the di 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of bill. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, after the word “ works,” in line 14, to insert: 


Provided also, That such pay os tracks, switches, and loading stations as may 
at any time be required by the retary of War shall be promptly provided by 
and en - 


y is willing to perform 


said railroad company ; and that such stop of trains y such fac: 
ties and privileges as the United States ma: re for the shipment of materials 
Gf war al any tune anall be provided by eaid reilrosd ovmapeny, 


The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

Mr. ALLISON. After disco cep Beers the Secretary of War and 
the Chief of Ordnance recommend the passage of this bill, I shall not 
object to it, but I think it is a very dangerous bill to pass as it is now 
amended. We spent a great deal of money to buy this powder depot, 
and now we propose to run a railroad right through it. 

Mr. SE . Iwill say to the Senator from Iowa that the bill 
is brought here by the Ordnance Department. It is for their accom- 
sic ayn 3 TE wee banded to =~ by an orduance officer. 3 

e was orde engrossed for a third reading, read 
third time, and passed. 


Pe ee) ESL eA Pe Ogee Ree ee pee Tee ny 
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SAMUEL POLLOCK. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 614) granting a 
pension to Samuel Pollock. 

Mr. CAMDEN, There isa House bill on that subject which should 
be acted on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the Sen- 
ate the House bill. 

The bill (H. R. No. 5020) granting a pension to Samuel Pollock 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I move to have the House bill considered in lieu 
of the Senate bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Samuel Pollock, as a paymaster’s clerk in the United 
States Navy, at the rate of $10 per month, to commence from and 
after the passage of the act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, and read the third time. 

Mr. COCKRE I should like to ask the Senator from West 
Virginia if the law allows that class of persons a pension. 

. CAMDEN. The law does allow paymasters’ clerks a pension 
of $10 a month. That is the House bill, and it is identical with the 
Senate bill as reported by the committee to be amended. 

Mr. COCK L. Ifthe law allows it, why does he come to Con- 
gress? 

Mr. CAMDEN. There is a question as to the proof. 

The bill was passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill No. 614 on the same 
subject will be indefinitely postponed. 

JOHN C. HARGRAVE. 

The bill (S. No. 276) granting a pension to John C. Hargrave was 
ate COCKE ELL eat f th b be I 
Mr. COCKRELL. t for the time being ma over. 

“Blast are 


introduced that bill, but I understand that the C ioner is con- 
sidering the case now, and I do not want any action taken at present. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out 8 
Mr. TELLER. I doubt very much whether that is so, because the 


committee have refused to consider any case that was under consid- 
eration by the bureau, but it may have escaped the attention of the 
committee, and if so it is very remarkable. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I am not criticising the committee; but when 
the committee made their report I submitted that report to the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, calling his attention to the evidence referred 
to there, which I did not think he had considered or ever seen. 

Mr. TELLER. And he has since reopened the case ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Since then he is considering the case. The com- 
mittee discovered evidence at the Treasury which the Commissioner 
of Pensions had not found. 

Mr. TELLER. I only wanted to defend the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The committee is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

UNPAID INDIAN ACCOUNTS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill Si No. 172) to author- 
ize the auditing of certain unpaid accounts of the Indian Bureau by 
the accounting officers of tue Treasury. 

The bill was read. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there any report in that case? 

The PRESIDENT tempore. There is no report. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [should like to have that bill read again. It 
seems to be a bill of a general character. 

The Acting Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the p: accounting officers of the Treasury are author- 
ized and directed to examine and audit all the un accounts heretofore filed in 


the ents for services rendered and supplies furnished under directions of 
the In Bureau or its agents, and in cases where said services and supplies are 
found to have actually been applied to the benefit of the Indians, to re; to Con- 


gress the balances equitably due on said accounts respectively, no 
no sufficient appropriation existed. z 


Mr. TELLER. This bill was before the Senate, and my recollec- 
tion is that it passed at the last session. The Second Auditor, in his 
report of 1881, says on this subject: 


In this connection I would invite special attention to a class of claims in 
to which inquiries and complaints are constantly made. The claims in question 
are for services rendered and supplies furnished for the Indian service fF e 
fiscal year 1873, and subsequent f baia and will probably amount to $500,000. e 
Hiabili were contracted in disregard of the act of 1870, which prohibits an 
Department of the Government from exceeding its appropriations, (section 3075 
Revised Statutes.) The Second Auditor, as the records of the office show, per- 
sistently declined to entertain any claim of the class referred to until 1878, in which 
year Congress made it the duty of the accounting officers of the 5 Depart- 
ment to continue to receive, examine, and consider the justice and validity of all 

under a} riations the balances of which have been exhausted or carried 
to the surplus fund, that may be brought before them within a period of five years, 
(section 4, act June 14, 1878.) 

The act of 1878, above alluded to, does not suspend or repeal the eee 
law of 1870, and it may be questioned whether it confers upon the accounting offi- 
cers any authority that they did not already possess; but, in the belief that Con- 

intended to LER the way to a settlement of outstanding deficiency claims, 
fhe Auditor decided to examine and report tothe Second Comptroller for certifica- 
tion all such claims as accrued while there was any balance in the Treasury to the 


thstanding 


the price was reasonable 


riation from which they were ‘able, no matter whether the 
subsequenti: 3 pipe hy 


one hundred and eight deficiency claims have been reported 
to the Second Comptroller, who has — E twenty-five, retained one hundred, 


credit of the appro 
a) tion bad 


and returned twenty-three not certified on the ground that there are no funds ap- 
licable to their 1 In view of these facts it is ted that section 4 of 
6 act of June 14, 1878, should be so amended as to the Commissioner of 


Indian Affairs to transmit all accounts and vouchers connected 
ing indebtedness of the Indian service to the proper accounting officers of the 
ent, who shall be authorized and to examine and adjust 
said accounts, and report the same to Congress in the manner prescribed by law. 
It will be seen that all this officer does is to report to Congress the 
amount, and the Second Auditor reports that the amount which 
would be included in this bill is about four hundred and fifty thou- 
sand dollars, and as this is for a class of claims that the Government 
has had the benefit of, the supplies having been furnished the In- 
dians, and the Government haying charged the Indian Department 
with the money, it would seem to be proper to provide for them. If 
the Government had a treaty with the Indi: the Government has 
charged up the very property that has thus n irregularly fur- 
nished the Indians; and yet it does not pay the party furnishing it. 
We have had a number of special bills passed here since [have been 
in the Senate to meet just such cases. This is to allow the accounts 
to be audited and reported here, when of course it will be for Con- 
gress to say whether they will make the appropriation or not. 

Mr. BECK. Now, will the Senator from Colorado give us an idea 
of the nature of these claims? We have laws prohibiting all con- 
tracts with Indians, and I do not see how claims could arise, unless 
the 8 or somebody else violated the law. 

Mr. TELLER. I can readily tell the Senator how this class of 
claims arises, as any man familar with such matters in the West can. 
The Government, for instance, makes a contract with a tribe of In- 
dians to furnish them a certain amount of mrp I will state one 
case where a bill has passed the Senate since I have been here from 
my own State as an illustration. The Government had a contract 
with the Indians at a certain agency in Colorado to furnish them a 
certain amount of flour. The Government failed to get the flour there; 
the agent, without any authority, went down to Denver and bought 
the flour, and it was an absolute necessity, or else the Indians prob- 
ably would have starved to death that winter. The flour was taken 
to the agency and turned over as part of the contract that the Gov- 
ernment had made with the Indians. When the parties came to get 
their pay the Department said it having been irregularly contracted 
it could not be paid. The Indian Bureau passed upon it, agreed that 
that the goods were all right and had been 
received, and that they had deducted that amount from the goods 
that would otherwise have reached the Indians at a later period of 
the next summer. The bill only amounted to about five thousand 
dollars. We passed a special act, and the gentlemen who furnished 
the goods, amounting in value to $5,020, only waited two or three 
or four years before they got their money. is bill is to enable the 
Department to examine such accounts and say, “If there was a press- 
ing necessity for the goods we will audit the account; we will say 
that so much flour was furnished and went to the Indians, and then 
we will report it to Congress, and if Con agrees with us about 
it, it shall be paid without a special act for each case.” That is all 


there is of it. 
of this bill struck me with some 


with the outstand- 


Mr. SHERMAN. The readin 
surprise, because it is practically a repeal of all the laws which 
attempt to limit and regulate the appropriation of public money. 
Under this bill, if the Indian Bureau in violation of law, without an 
appropriation, contracted an obligation, contracted a debt, made pur- 
chaos of supplies in entire violation of law, the claim may have been 
rejected by the Treasury Department as an improper claim, and then 
it is to be examined by these officers and its validity, its amount, 
and its circumstances are to be reported to Con: in the nature 
of a deficiency. We know that when such claims come en masse, 
great numbers together as deficiencies, they are passed in bulk with- 
out the claims being examined by Congress. 

I regard it as a very dangerous bill, and I think it ought to be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations or some proper com- 
mittee. At any rate I object to its present consideration under the 
five-minute rule without further examination. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President—— 

„ pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio objects to 
the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I withdraw the objection if the Senator wishes 
to speak. I should like to look into it further. 

Mr. BECK. Thereason I made inquiry grows out of the fact that 
I was afraid, and am afraid yet, that this embraces a class of cases 
which will avoid the law of 1870, by which we prohibited the Depart- 
ments from expending any money that was not appropriated in ad- 
vance and making contracts not provided for by law. This is to 
allow Indian agents to act in settling matters because of contracts 
made with others. I remember when I was in the House we investi- 
gated for weeks a large number of that class of cases and found the 
most outrageous contracts made and paid for. And that was one of 
the reasons why the law was passed. 

Here is an illustration. The Committee on Appropriations have to 
report to the Senate, and will offer it to-day, an amendment givin, 
$50,000 to feed the Navajoes. Although we ch abd “Toate $450,0 


in the regular appropriation bill, the Department o 


cers saw fit to 
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spend it before the year has run out, and now we are told by letters 
from the Secretary of War and the Interior Department that we have 
either to feed these Navajoes or fight, and we have to appropriate 
$50,000 to-day to make up that deficiency. 

The case stated by the Senator from Colorado perhaps was a good 
one. That was a five-thousand-dollarcase, anda ial bill was passed 
for it; but if we open this door I do not know where the end will be. 
It is simply licensing each Department of the Government to spend in 
eight months all you give them for twelve, and then say this Govern- 
ment has to feed the Indians or fight them. To-day we have two 
letters, one from the Secretary of War and one from the Interior De- 
partment, demanding of us $50,000 for feeding or $500,000 for fight- 
ing just because they saw fit to expend the appropriation in advance 
of the expiration of the time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I renew the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over on objection. 

M. P. JONES. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 52) for the relief 
of M. P. Jones. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is no occasion to read the bill. It is reported 
unanimously from the Committee on Public Lands; but since the 
report some information has reached me which induces me to think 
that it ought to be perhaps further considered. I would not like to 
have it lose its place on the Calendar, and I wish to have it passed 
over 3 udice. 

The PRES. pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice, if there be no objection, 

GEORGE E. PAYNE. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 391) referring 
the claim of nores E. Payne to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Let that case go over. 

j The PRESIDENT pro tempore. © bill will be passed over on ob- 
ection. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should be glad to have the Senator from Minne- 
sota, if he desires to have the case go over simply for the present, 
allow it to go over without prejudice. It is a case which I reported 
myself to the Forty-sixth Congress, and the bill passed the Senate 
unanimously at that time. 

Mr. Mc LAN. I remember this claim in connection with my 
service upon the Committee on Claims. I am opposed to the claim, 
and therefore hope it will go over until later. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator to simply allow it to be passed 
over for the present so that he may look into it, but passed over 
without prejudice, It is a bill that passed the Senate in the Forty- 
sixth Con without a single dissenting voice, and my recollec- 
tion would have been, but for the statement of the Senator, that it 
so passed the Committee on Claims of that Con 1 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Will not the ator from Minne- 
sota allow the claim to beconsiderednow? Although he is opposed 
to 25 I suppose that 1s no reason why the bill should not W@ consid- 
e 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
thatit may be passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not want a postponemert at all; but if the 
Senator from Minnesota wants it to be passed over for the present I 
ask that ee over without prejudice. 

Mr. Mc Very well, let that be done; I want to look 


into it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice, 
HARBOR OF REFUGE AT PORT ORFORD. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1067) makin; 
an appropriation for the construction of a breakwater and harbor o 
refuge at Port Orford, in the State of Oregon. 

The PRESIDENT pro e aa This bill will be passed over in 
the absence of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. GROVER] by whom it 
was introduced. 

THE FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 


The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (S. R. 
No. 23) in regard to the extension of the franking privilege. 
The PRESIDENT pro tem This joint resolution will be passed 
over in the absence of the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. LOGAN. ] 
ADDITIONAL LAND OFFICE IN FLORIDA. 


The bill (8. No. 1077) to establish an additional land office in Flor- 
ida was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that 
all that portion of the State of Florida lying west of the line between 
ranges fourteen and fifteen east of the principal meridian shall con- 
stitute an additional land district, to be ed the western land 
district. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
OREGON MODOC WAR. 

The bill (S. No. 145) to reimburse the State of Oregon for moneys 
paia by said State in the suppression of Indian hostilities during the 

odoc war in the years 1872 and 1873 was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported frem the Committee on Military Affairs with 
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an amendment, in line 5 after the word “of“ to strike out “$131,000” 
and insert “$70,268.08,” and in line 11 after the word “ of” to strike 
out $131,000” and insert “$70,268.08 ;” so as to make the bill read: 

That the Secret of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to pay tet the State of Oregon the eet $70,268.08 in full for moneys paid by said 
State in 5 Modoc Indian hostilities during the Modoc war, and in defend - 
ing the State from invasion by said Indians, during the years 1872 and 1873; the 

id sum of $70,268.08 is hereby appropriated for such purpose out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. HARRISON. If the Senate will consent, I should like in that 
connection to call up a bill reported the other day from the Military 
Committee. : 

Mr. HARRIS. I prefer considering the next bill on the Calendar. 


PENSIONS TO EX-PRESIDENTS’ WIDOWS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 876) granting a 
pension to Lucretia R. Garfield. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senate to take up House bill No. 4449 in 
place of that, which is reported from the Committee on Pensions 
with an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
being no objection. j 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. e pong a pension to Lucretia R. Garfield. 

The bill was reporte m the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior and he is hereby, directed to place the 


names of Lucretia R. Garfield, widow of James A. Garfield, deceased, Sarah Chil- 
dress Polk, widow of James K. Polk, deceased, and Julia Gardner Tyler, widow of 


John Tyler, deceased, on the pension-roll, and Pe to each of them a pension 
d their ves at the rate o $5,000 a year from and after the 


a tive natural 
1 
ted by this act to Julia Gardner Tyler 


That course will be pursued, there 


of September, 1881. 

Sec. 2. That the pension of $5,000 
shall be in lieu of the pension heretofore granted her by Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 

A bill granting pensions te Lucretia R. Garfield, Sarah Childress Polk, and 
Julia Gardner Tyler. 

The PRESIDENT pro 5 i Shall the Senate bill on the same 
subject, Senate bill No. 876, be indefinitely postponed ? 

. TELLER. Let it be indefinitely postponed. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 

MODOC HOSTILITIES IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. HARRISON. Now I ask the Senate to call up Order of Busi- 
ness No. 412, being Senate bill No. 1502, which is a bill appropriating 
$4,000 to the State of California for expenses in the Modoc war, in- 
curred under precisely the same circumstances as those by the State 
of Oregon, for which an appropriation has just been made. The 
cases are exactly alike, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (8. No. 1502) for the relief of 
the State of California and the citizens thereof. It provides for the 
payment to the State of California, and to the citizens thereof, or to 
their heirs, legal representatives, or 9 $4,441.33, for arms, 
ammunition, supplies, transportation, and services of the volunteer 
forces in the suppression of Indian hostilities in that State in the 
years 1872 and 1873, and as the same were specifically reported to 
Congress by the Secretary of War December 15, 1874, in his report 
transmit to the House of Representatives on the Modoc war- 
claims of California and Oregon, and as found due and reported by 
General James A. Hardie, United States Army, November 20, 1874. 

The Committee on Military Affairs reported the bill withan amend- 
ment, to add: 

And hereby a ted for the se aforesaid out of an 
in the — r a yitib f 2 aes * 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment N fen e. 8 55 1 a 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


SCHOONER ADDIE B. BACON, 


Mr. GROOME. As it is evident that the next bill on the Calendar 
cannot be passed during the morning hour, or even read, I ask the 
Senate to take up Senate bill No. 1083, which I am satisfied can be 
passed in the three minutes left of the morning hour. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 1083) referring the claim ofthe 
owners of the schooner Addie B. Bacon to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. TELLER. How does that come up? 

Mr. HOAR. I will state to the Senator from Colorado that the 
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next four or five bills on the Calendar are long ones and cannot be 
read before two o’clock. 

Mr. GROOME. That was a reason for making the motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the report read. 

The Acting Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
GEORGE, from the Committee on Claims, on the 22d of March: 


Thee tho'gobooner Addin B. Bacon, shunt Be Sih day of Toly, 1876, was run into 
ond aiara by Bie Unter Outs ee TAa AJAGA on injured is estab- 
lished by the evidence. I 


t seems also from the er parte made that the 
schooner was wholly without fault. The tioner only asks for leave to sue in 
the Court of Claims, where the facts can fully inv: ted. The committee 


believe that such an investigation should be allowed, and therefore report back 
the accompanying bill (S. No. 1083) and recommend its passage. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Was the steamer referred to a naval vessel? 

Mr.GROOME. No,sir; buta Government vessel ran into the vessel 
of a private owner, and the only reason the owners ask leave to go to 
the Court of Claims is that they cannot sue a sovereign. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is the guilty vessel a Government vessel ? 

Mr. GROOME. She is a Government vessel. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then the bill is all right. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 676) to refer the claims of the captors of the ram 
Albemarle to the Court of Claims was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. No. 1415) 
to previde for the closing of an alley in square 195 of the city of 


Washington. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The m also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore : 

A bill (S. No. 164) granting a pension to Mary A. Davis; and 

A bill (S. No. 228) granting a pension to P. B. Perry, sr. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of two o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair ae A before the Senate the unfinished business, which 
is Senate bill No. 22, to provide forthe appointment ofa commission 
to investigate the question of the tariff and internal-revenue laws, on 
which the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. Van Wyck] is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. DAWES. I understood on Friday that when this bill was called 
up to-day it would be temporarily laid aside and the Indian Appro- 
priation bill brought before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield the floor ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. If the understanding be as the Senator from 
Massachusetts states, of course I shall yield. 

Mr. DAWES, If the Senator gave notice of an intention to speak 
now I shall not interpose. 

Mr. BAYARD. Iknownotwhat arrangement may have been made 
by the Senator from Nebraska with the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The 1 tempore. None has been made. 

Mr. BAYARD. en I suppose the order of business being the 
tariff- commission bill, the Senator from Nebraska will proceed with 
his remarks. I would simply say here to the Senate that, by the 
unanimous consent of the y, voting on this measure is to com- 
mence to-morrow afternoon at four o’clock. It was supposed that 
in the session of Monday and Tuesday, up to four o'clock, there would 
be ample time for every Senator who desired further to make expres- 
sion of his views on this tariff-commission bill, or on the tariff itself, 
according to his pleasure, to be heard; but if the Senator from Ne- 
braska and others are to give way and other measures are to be in- 
terpolated in the discussion, it is obvious that the object of the delay 
will be defeated and the time which was intended for tariff discus- 
sions will be occupied by other things. Therefore I hope that gentle- 
men who desire to submit any views upon the tariff subjects will do 
so to-day and to-morrow, and that they will not suffer the time which 
has been set apart and which is now limited for the consideration of 
this bill to be occupied by the discussion of other measures. I say 
that because I understand my friend from Massachusetts proposes to 
interpose another measure. 

Mr. DAWES. On Thursday, when this appropriation bill was 
reported, I gave notice to the Senate, under the general rule that the 
era. are to have the right of way, that I would call it up on 

onday. On Friday, when the Senator from Delaware was endeavor- 
ing to fix Monday at four o’clock for taking the vote on his bill, I said 
to the Senate that I had given notice that I would desire to call up for 
consideration the Indian appropriation bill on Monday, and there- 
upon the Senator fixed Tuesday, instead of Monday, for the vote 
upon his bill, and I sup d that meant that I was to have the day 
to-day for the Indian bill. There are urgent reasons why the Indian 
bill should be passed upon as e Bir possible. I received myself 
two tele; on Friday from the Indian Bureau pressing me to call 
up immediately the bill, 


I had supposed it was understood by postpo: 
tariff-commission bill till Egress that it was done for the very pur- 


ning the vote on the 


pose of giving to-day to the In app’ iation bill. I have no 
choice myself. I pan, Bs lief call it up on Wednesday as to-day ; but 
I submitted to the Senate that I wished to take itup on Monday and 
the Senate so understood clearly when oc? | fixed Tuesday for the 
yote on the tariff commission rather than Monday ; and therefore I 
think that unless there be some reason why a vote upon this tariff- 
commission bill should be taken on Tuesday rather than on Wednes- 
day, the better way would be to let the Indian bill be considered to- 
day, and postpone if necessary till Wednesday the taking of the vote 
on pg a yin bill. 


grams which I have stated, but daily visitations from that office urg- 
ing the absolute necessity of imm 

. BAYARD. The Senate has three or four times witnessed in 
the course of this tariff discussion an entire day, an entire session, 
occupied by a single Senator in delivering his views. The subject 
is one that they have seen fit to treat very differently from the mere 
matter of a tariff commission. The whole tariff question, with its 
indefinite variety of topics and its existing importance in every way 
has come under discussion, and of course that cannot be considered 
in a breath. All that I wish to say to the Senate now is, that having 
limited the time by unanimous ment for the discussion of this 
subject, I would respectfully notify them that the time will not be 
enlarged, and if they 1 up the time apparu set aside for the 
discussion of the iff-commission bill there will be no time to dis- 
cuss it at all. For my personal share, all that I shall ask for will 
be simply thirty minutes preceding the close of the debate. As the 
member intrusted with the conduct of this measure in the Senate, I 
should under the custom of the body be allowed to submit some rea- 
sons why the particular bill should ome a law. All Lask will be 
thirty minutes for that purpose. The Senate will have the control 
of course of all the time from now till then, which is half past three 
to-morrow afternoon. 

Mr. . Mr. President, I think there is an obvious propriety 
in giving the right of way toa re appropriation bill after it has 
been reported to the Senate. I nce to know that there are three 
Senators, however, who desire to submit some remarks upon the tariff- 
commission bill. My opinion is from statements made by two of those 
Senators, and I chance to know the opinion of the other, that per- 
haps two hours will be all that will be deemed necessary; and if it 
can be understood by the Senator from Delaware and the Senator 
from Vermont that whenever the Indian appropriation bill shall be 

i of those Senators shall have an opportunity of being heard 
upon the tariff-commission bill, I do not care to what hour to-morrow 
it may go; if it is ten or eleven o’clock to-morrow night I shall not 
object; but I do think there is a a aNd in giving the right of way 
to an dppropriation bill, but it should be given with the understand- 
ing that the Senators I refer to shall not be deprived of the oppor- 
tunity of 8 remarks as they desire to submit upon the 
tariff-commission bi 

Mr. BROWN. Will the Senator from Tennessee permit me to ask 
him whether he knows that there are only three who desire to speak? 

Mr. HARRIS, I shall certainly permit the Senator from Georgia 
to ask me, and my answer is, I do not, but I know there are three. 

Mr. BROWN. I think there are others. 

Mr. HARRIS. Whether there are others or not, I cannot say. 

Mr. DAWES. It seems to me this is a question which it is propa 
for the Senate to pass upon, Which bill will keep the best unti - 
nesday, the tariff-commission bill or the Indian appropriation bill? 
I do not desire to say anything more. If the Senate think there is 
more necessity to vote to-morrow on the tariff-commission bill than 
there is in putting the Indian appropriation bill through when the 
military are telegraphing from the Indian Territory that there is an 
outbreak pending there, then they should say so. Ihave nothing 
further to say about it. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, the tariff-commission bill has been 
before the Senate and given way to every question that has come up 
on the request of any tor to make a speech on that or any other 
Bhi fae and now the Senate having agreed unanimously that the vote 
shall be taken to-morrow at four o’clock, and several Senators having 
shown a disposition to have further discussion, I hope that the tariff- 
commission bill will be acted upon at the time specified, for the rea- 
son that if the bill is to pass at all it should pass at an early day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from ebraska 
yield so that the Chair can put the motion of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts f ; 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Nebraska is entirely willing. I 
understood him to acquiesce in the understanding of last Friday. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ido not see the Senator from Nebraska now in his 


seat, but he said to me two minutes ago that it was quite conven- 


ient to him to yield to the appropriation bill provided he could have 
the floor when that bill was passed 

Mr. MORRILL. Of course he would not object, because he is the 
last man on the record that wants to speak upon this side, and it 
would not incommode him. 

Mr. HARRIS. I cannot believe that either the Senator from Ver 
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mont or the Senator from Delaware, notwithstanding the unanimous 
consent that has been granted, would seek to deprive any Senator 


on this floor of the op ity to submit whatever remarks he 
chooses to submit in respect to the tariff-commission bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair nnderstood that the 
Senator from Delaware desired the vote to-day upon this subject at 
four o’clock. Objection was made by the Senator from Tennessee, 
(Mr. Harris, ] and he suggested Tuesday at four o’clock. The Sen- 
ator from Delaware assented to that, not but what he was willing 
to have the vote taken to-day, but the Chair understood that the 
tariff-commission bill was to have both days. That was the under- 
standing of the Senator from Delaware. The Senator from Nebraska, 
however, yields the floor to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BROWN. In that case I would desire that it be understood 
that if the debate has not been concluded by four o’clock to-morrow 
the Senate will not be bound by the ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would not hold that that 
was an understanding unless the two days were allowed. The Chair 
understands the Senator from Nebraska to yield to the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. ANTHONY. That gives just two hours, from two o’clock until 
2 18 o’clock to-morrow, for the discussion of the tariff- commission 

ill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is not the understanding of 
the Chair. If another bill is interjected now, the understanding is 
set aside. The understanding was that the tariff-commission bill 
should have to-day and to-morrow. 

— 8 BAYARD. I hope my friend from Nebraska will comprehend 

t. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Idid not hear. 

Mr. BAYARD. I speak this without the slightest desire to inter- 
fere with the Indian appropriation bill, which I am exceedingly 
anxious to see passed in time, but under the arrangement of 
the Senate’s business I want the Senator from Nebraska to compre- 
hend that by his not making his remarks to-day he leaves but two 
2 3 for the entire Senate to discuss the tariff-commis- 
sion bill. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the Senate will acquiesce in the suggestion 
of the Senator from Delaware and extend until Wednesday the lim- 
itation which he made for Tuesday, and then every bill will have 
time. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Will the Senator from Delaware allow mea mo- 
ment? Whatever I may have said or done, I presumed I was yieldin 
in deference of the gentlemen who had control of this bill. When 
was called upon to yield to the Senator from Massachusetts I was 
willing to do so if it met the ean of the gentlemen havin 
charge of the tariff-commission bill, and I presumed that was my atti- 
tude on this matter; but I did not just hear, because itis im ible 
to hear across this Chamber, what was the su tion of the Senator 
from Delaware as directed to myself. I wish him to distinctly under- 
stand that my action was in deference as I su to their wishes, 
but if they desire that I should go on at this time I shall most cheer- 
fully do so. I desire that they shall feel that my action is in entire 
harmony with their wishes, and I say to the Senator from Delaware 
now that if it is the desire of the persons having charge of the tariff- 
commission bill that I should do so I will proceed with the few 
remarks I have to make. 

Mr. BAYARD. I hope the Senator will goon. He will see at once 
that the arrangement to di of this bill was made in the pres- 
ence of a very full Senate. The object of that arrangement was 
economy of time, and every Senator knows that Monday and Tues- 
day were to be given and only to be given to wind up and end this 
tariff discussion. If now in the absence of one-half the Senate a new 
arrangement is to be made and Wednesday substituted for Tuesday, 
those who are absent will be entirely thrown out in the arrange- 
ments they have made for business. It is comity and mutual con- 
sideration and arrangement of a civil and ordinary kind to carry us 
through the complicated business of this body; and Ishould say that 
when an understanding has been had that we are to take a vote de- 
voting two days to the consideration of this measure, it breaks up the 
whole arrangement when gentlemen who are entitled to the floor 
like my friend from Nebraska consent to yield to other business. 
There are, however, so many hours, but four or five, for the consid- 
eration of this bill, and we must try to crowd half a dozen speeches 
into that time. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield the floor, or will he proceed! 

Mr. BAYARD. I think my friend from Nebraska had better pro- 
ceed with his remarks, and then if no one else desires to discuss the 
bill and the Senator from Massachusetts moves to take up the other 
measure, I shall not say a word. I have said all that I care to say. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska is 
entitled to the floor. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE, 


Mr. VEST. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives on Senate bill No. 308. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 308) to authorize 


the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at the most 
accessible point within five miles above the city of Saint Charles, 
Missouri, which was in section 2, line 5, after the words“ United 
e to insert ‘‘ or for passengers and freight passing over said 
ridge. 
Mr. VEST. 
the House. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 


TARIFF AND TAX COMMISSION. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. No. 22) to provide for the appointment of a com- 
mission to investigate the question of the tariff and internal-reve- 
nue laws. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, I have not sought the floor at 
this time for the purpose of making a speech upon the tariff bill, but 
rather of submitting a few suggestions as to the necessity and pro- 
priety of the commission to examine and to discuss and determine 
that matter which properly belongs to the Congress of the United 
States itself to do. 

The modern system of delegating the duties of Congress to a com- 
mission cannot be defended. It has already been extended too far, 
seldom producing any practical or beneficial results, and at large 
expenditures of money. When a perplexing matter, or one where 
it is desired to avoid responsibility, is introduced, the strategy of 
statesmanship at once resolves a commission, The occasion for cre- 
ating may pass away, but the commission itself always clings with 
fearful tenacity to the purse-strings. So when an interest or locality 
seems to need either aid or sympathy, this is the healing panacea. 
Take the case of the bug commission. In the dealings of Providence 
the hopper passed away, but the commission, without adding 
anything valuable for the future or anything to relieve the calamity, 
for a long time thereafter continued. 

So the yellow fever came. Immediately a national health com- 
mission must be organized. Providence removed the epidemic, not 
the other infliction, for the commission remains even to this day, at 
an annual expense of $100,000. 

Congress was asked to exercise what power it possessed to regulate, 
control, or prohibit the liquor traffic. This being a troublesome in- 
trusion the question is shirked, and to getrid of the annoyance a 
commission is l which takes the whole subject out of Con- 
gress and effectually buries it. If that was not the object of the 
projectors it will be the result. 

Does aay one supppose, after that commission has journeyed for 
one year throughout the country and expended the $10,000 provided, 
a single new fact or argument will have been added to aid Congress 
in determining the mode of exercising any power it may possess over 
the subject ? 

Soa majority of this nation are asking not only for a modifi- 
cation but reduction of tariff rates to revenue purposes. They do 
not believe that gh tant, that an additional tax reduces the price 
to the consumer. ey do not believe that a tariff tax of $28 per ton 
on steel and then a combination of eleven steel manufacturers in the 
United States have a tendency to cheapen the price of steel in the 
market. They do not believe that a duty or tax of $3 per thousand 
feet will cheapen the price of lumber to the purchaser. They do not 
believe it wise to build a Chinese wall around the Republic and then 
gire millions to create commerce where commerce has been crippled 


high tariffs. 

So Betievin , the people are knocking at the door of Congress, and 
Congress tenders them the usual commission bill. Why? Is it true 
the projectors of this scheme not only desire to avoid nsibili 
but also desire to delay and prevent action at this time? If so, it is 
an e sive subterfuge. An annual expenditure of about $100,000, 
and then the fearful consequences when we remember that a com- 
mission never dies. 

Again I ask, Why this commission? You say to obtain facts. How 
idle to ask nine men to obtain facts on a subject which has been dis- 
cussed by the people of this nation for fifty years. All classes, all 
interests, all localities have studied, disc , and understand it in 
all its bearings. Miscellaneous and school books, the newspapers, 
the great disseminators of information, orators upon the hustin 
statesmen in the national and State capitols have already hanked 
the subjected. Do the gentlemen who are pressing believe they can 
be enlightened nyan commission? Does the distinguished Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] or the equally distinguished Senator 
from Delaware [Mr BAYARD ] believe such a thing possible? The 
history of this nation for the last fifty years furnishes more litera- 
ture on this subject than a commission of nine men can who by this 
bill are expected to spend much of their time in “ journeyings off.” 
If it is possible to put any more facts and arguments in the brain of 
the protectionist and free-trader who occupies a seat in either end of 
this building, he can better be supplied at the custom-houses and the 
Treasury Department than any commission created under this bill. 
Let us proceed to the discharge of the duties for which the ple 
sent us 


I ask the Senate to non-concur in the amendment of 


ere, and not resort to a subterfuge which will fail either to 

3 or amuse them. Let us make this tariff permanent by making 
t just. 

e Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] has plainly demonstrated 

the necessity of immediate legislation on several subjects, notably, 


N p , ge ke eee 
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sugar, iron, and steel. How shall we explain to the people if we 
neglect this great duty? Can we satisfy them by pointing toa large 
‘an expensive commission to traverse the 3 and gat her up fate, 
all of which are in this capital, in the reports of the Census Office or 
the statistics inthe Treasury Department? Will they be satisfied by 
the explanation that these great questions of tariff and revenue can 
only arise in the House of Representatives, and that by artfully con- 
trived rules the Committee on Ways and Means are absolute, and may 
be tyrannical in the introduction of bills relating to those subjects ; 
and that by skillful manipulation the committee may be so consti- 
tuted to defeat the wishes of the majority and to throttle all meas- 
ures they do not choose toadopt? Neither can we politically defend 
our unwillingness to act promptly and meet the issues here and now 
by arraigning another party for neglect of duty. 

The Senator from Ohio insists u; immediate action. The pro- 
posed commission cannot report within one year; in the mean time 
these tariff rates go on, and another three million is not only lost but 
fraudulently taken from the revenues in the item of sugar alone. 

The Senator was evidently more surprised than he expressed at the 
decision of the Supreme Court on the sugar problem. His experience 
should have demonstrated to him that the Supreme Court ever since 
the days of the Dred Scott decision are coteriaining the nation with 
frequent surprises; some of them with less reason, less justice, and, 
possibly, more serious results than this on the mode of determining 
the color or value of sugar. 

Gentlemen desire a commission to save Co from itself and 
protect the people from its blunders. But what tribunal or remedy 
is proposed to protect the people from the Supreme Court? The 
mere narration of the Senator is a fearful commentary upon the 
stupidity of Congress or the injustice of the court. 

A law is enacted, the Department executes it; while doing so, 

ining that frauds against the revenue are deliberately planned 
and really consummated, applies the means to prevent them, and 
in fact does so. 

This law designates color as the indication of the value of sugar, 
what is known to the world as the Dutch standard. The foreign 
manufacturers combine to defraud, and by lime, molasses, and other 
devices to make not the Dutch standard but an imitation; a fraudu- 
lent imitation, because done with the criminal intent to deceive, to 
be only used for this nation, and for the open and notorious p 
of defranding its revenues. And it 
standard of color. 

Under protest the importers pay the duty required by the Depart- 
ment, about three millions of dollars. This large sum is repaid to 
them by the consumers in the retail price of the sugar. 

Then the importers go to the courts to recover back the millions 
which the consumers, not they, had paid into the Treasury. The 
court ts them. with the pleasing announcement that no matter 
though the color of the sugar in its manufacture was fraudulently 
debased in color as an imitation of the Dutch standard, and done 
with the avowed object to defraud the revenues, ee the Depart- 
ment had no right to use science, to use chemical tests, to use an 
instrument to demonstrate that the color was a manufactured fraud. 
The Department must not use the instrument known as a polari- 
scope. And for that offense the dealers shall be refunded millions, 
not a dollar of which will go to the people who paid it. 

And the Supreme Court, with more than its usual emphasis, with 
a de of haste and impatience which to themselves must seem un- 
dignified, from that quiet, shadowy realm boldly declares “If Con- 
gress desires the application of the chemical test in order to deter- 
mine the saccharine strength of the sugar, why does not Con say 
so?” After this sharp and possibly well-merited reprimand to Con- 
gress, and by indirection justifying a glaring fraud, it settles down 
to its wonted quietude, and gently orders the repayment of millions 
for the benefit of those it admi had boldly planned and executed 
frauds upon the revenues. Probably a commission with power to 
follow and reverse the Supreme Court might be as useful as one to 
precede and advise Congress. 

The relations and compensation of labor very properly enter into 
the consideration of all matters of political economy. A commission 
could not present them more forcibly than has been done in the able 
speeches delivered on the floor during the present session. 

Itis surprising in every demand for protection and special privileges, 
whether by tariffs, or donations of public lands, or subsidies of 
millions, how earnest and pathetic is the appeal in the name of pa- 
triotism and the benefit of labor. Then how strangely acts comport 


with words. . 

Because they are industrious, frugal, and docile, the Chinese must 
go; because they are indolent, prodigal, and savage, the Indian must 
stay. You are willing to protect labor at the expense of the humble, 
no matter how violative of what are called eternal principles. 

The wild shout comes up from the Pacifieslope to crucify the Chi- 
nese. At the alleged demand of labor you turn the immense power 
of what you wo proud to call the greatest Republic on earth upon his 
unofřending head. ; 

The same cry for better wages comes from the Missouri River, and 
you unchain the dogs of war and point the guns of the same Republic 
upon the same element in whose presence you stood uncovered only 
a few short hours ago. 

Again, on the banks of the Merrimac goes up from the spinners 


urpose 
y ceases to be the Dutch | bi 


and weavers ty. your mills their protest to the protected manufact- 
urers that the reduced wages will not give b: to wives and cloth- 
ing to children, and you turn and brand them as strikers. 

e experience of the past, the lights of the present are before us. 
Nothing prevents that we should proceed and express the wishes of 
that nation, which we better than any commission, although ap- 

inted by the President and confirmed by the Senate, can represent. 
e, there are conflicting interests and antagonistic sections to be 
reconciled; there are theories and abstractions to be harmonized. 
Above all there is equality before the law, equal and exact justice 
to all citizens to be maintained. 
But let us bring to the discharge of our duty that spirit of fair 
play which usually animates and always demands the respect of the 
ple. And we can frame such tariff rates, while doing no real 
injury to the favored few who have grown strong, possibly exacting, 
by reason of special legislative powers, which may shower its bless- 
ings on all, and the humblest citizen may not be compelled to beg 
for the privilege to toil, and the wealthy not yield grudgingly the 
crambs that fall from his table. 
Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. President—— 
Mr. DAWES. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island now to permit 
the Indian appropriation bill to be taken up. 
Mr. ANTH! I only want to occupy the floor for about ten 
minutes. 
Mr. DAWES. I should like very much to get the Indian appro- 


priation bill 88 

Bed ANTHONY. I donot wishto interfere with the business of the 
nate. 
Mr. DAWES. I do not wish to interfere with the Senator; I enly 


make the . 4 

Mr. ANT. The Senator from Delaware insists upon a vote 
being taken to-morrow at four o’clock. 

Mr. BAYARD. I shall and will ase my friend the reason for it. 
I do not think it right for us to make a unanimous agreement of the 
Senate, and then in the absence of half our number to change it. 

Mr. DAWES. The ny en was made at the time fixed by the 
Senate, as I have already said, under the statement to the Senate 
that I was to have to-day for the appropriation bill. The Senator 
was just as urgent for a vote to-day until he postponed it until Tues- 
ant on my statement that I wanted to-day for the appropriation 


Mr. BAYARD: Ifthe Senator says so it must be so, but I did not 
so intend. 
Mr. DAWES. I beg the Senater’s pardon; of course he states it 


fairly. 

Mr. BAYARD. I think if the Senator will look at the Recornp— 
I read it over for the . of verifying my words—he will see it 
was the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] who made the sug- 

estion to me that there would be no objection whatever if another 
ay was given to consider the pending bill, and upon his suggestion 
I said “ Very well, say Tuesday. 

Mr. DAWES. After I had made my statement. 

Mr. BAYARD. I was not aware that my friend from Massachu- 
setts had any bill in charge; he did not speak to me of it, and I did 
not hear it in the debate. it we are to vote upon this question to- 
morrow afternoon at four o’clock, I advise my friend from Rhode 
Island to speak now, because Iam afraid a great many of us will wish 
to submit remarks and if we delay now possibly a great deal of val- 
uable information will be lost to the world if we do take a vote at 
four o’clock to-morrow afternoon. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. President, it is admitted on all sides that the 
tariff of import duties should be reformed. How shall it be done? 
Manifestly, two bodies, acting concurrently, so numerous as the Sen- 
ate and the House of Representatives, are not fitted to examine such 
a subject originally and in its details. They are competent to fix the 
principles on which it shall be arranged, but the details should be 
prepared by a committee, or a commission of experts, and should, 
unless in exceptional respects, be adopted or rejected as a whole. 
For an amendment, apparently just in one one article, may affect 
another article, and, in its widening influences, reach whole classes 
of dutiable imports. 

No committees of Congress, either those to which the subject ee 
cially pertains or a select committee, can, in the midst of its other 
pressing matters referred to its consideration, find the time to at- 
tend to this vitally important concern. It demands not the few 
morning hours which they can devote to it but continuous sessions 
of days and months, patient listening to the testimony of experts 
and to the arguments of parties interested, long investigations and 
deep study, the collation of facts, and the exhaustive examination of 
the relative and indirect, as well as the direct effect of import duties. 

I do not propo, in the few remarks with which I s detain the 
Senate, to discuss the principles of protection and free trade. On 
these my sentiments are well known in this Chamber; and I could 
add nothing to the elaborate, convincing, and unanswerable argu- 
ments and facts adduced by 1 friend on my right [Mr. MORRILL] 
who stands at the head of the advocates of American industry. The 
exposition which he has lately made of the marvelous growth of 
American production, under the beneficent influences of a protect- 
ive tariff, may well close the discussion. I propose to speak to a 


single point, the increase of the cotton manufacture, by no means 
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the most si 


ificant of the various branches of industry, on which 
he dwelt, and the importance of that manufacture not only in its 
eo but in its indirect results, commercial, financial, and 
political. 

The commerce of the East has been, in all countries and in all 


the history of trade, a t source of the wealth of nations. Cities 
have risen to opulence and splendor upon that commerce, and have 
decayed, as it passed into the hands of rivals. Great companies, 
wielding enormous capital, a te iba ships by hundreds, and men 
by thousands have been founded on it, and have attained to such 
power that their fleets have fought each other, and even the navies 
of powerful governments, and their armies have dictated submission 
to the local sovereigns, who received them as supplicants for commer- 
cial privileges, and were finally compelled to accept them as their 
ralers. Alexandria derived its first importance from the commerce 
of the East, and even after the Roman conquest it continued in such 
a height of prosperity that it almost rivaled Rome itself in wealth 
and in population. noa and Venice became the most flourishing 
commercial cities of Europe, as each enjoyed the trade of the East; 
and when the discovery was made of the p. to India by the Ca 
of Good Hope, Lisbon rose in trade and wealth, eclipsing them bo 
and Antwerp, as the distributing city of northern Europe, sh 
largely in the promen ay which the commerce of the East brought to 
every people that engaged in it. 

The Portuguese, enterprising in discovery, carried on their com- 
mercial operations in ignorance or in defiance of the laws of trade. 
Much of it was compulsory, and all of it was for the benefit of the 
crown, which, of course, was badly served and continually plundered. 
The Dutch, the equal of the Portuguese in enterprise, and their su- 
perior in turning enterprise into profitable channels, concentrated 
their eastern commerce in one enormous company, with a capital 
unprecedented, in their day, and notwi ing many n ess 
penses, and often mismanagement inseparable from such great 

unwieldy corporations, the annual profits ranged from 40 to 130 
r cent. The discovery of America, due to the commerce of the 

Zast, and made in the attempt to reach the Indies by a western voy- 
age, did not divert the commercial enterprise of the world, except 
the Spanish, from its most profitable employment around the Cape 
of Good Hope. 

The products of the East are mainly luxuries, and the desire of 
luxuries has always been the great stimulus of commerce and of in- 
dustrial production. The absolute wants of existence are easily sup- 

lied by the chase, and by the simplest forms of agriculture and 
3 manufacture. It is when artificial wants arise that men 
put forth extraordinary exertion, either to prognan them, or what 
will satisfy them, or what can be exchanged for them. Thus it has 
been said, with almost as much truth as sarcasm, that powder 
and New England rum were the great 8 the civilization of 
Africa. It is undoubtedly owing to the desire for these articles, and 
especially for the more pernicious of the two, that the savage tribes 
have been stimulated to bring to the coast palm oil, ivory, gold- 
dust, dates, and the other products of primitive industry. 11 seems 
strange that enterprise, which could not be aroused to the develop- 
ment of internal resources, and to the early of the higher needs of 
civilization, should find its chief reward in supplying the artificial 
desire for se cinnamon, porcelain, dyes, perfumes, silks, precious 
stones, sandal wood, camphor, ivory, gums, and the other luxuries 
which the East offers in exchange for the precious metals, and for a 
few of the substantial productions of western civilization. But the 
importation of these superfluous articles paid better than the culti- 
vation of the land or the mechanic arts; and the demand for them 
stimulated both. The trade of the East, by force of conquest, en- 
lightened enterprise, and superior skill, finally chiefly into 
British hands. The early voyages of the British to India often di- 
vided from 150 to 200 per cent. profit, and the fabulous gains of the 
East India Company, the wealth and power and imperial greatness 
of that commercial association are well known. 

Until latterly, the only article, other than of luxury exported from 
India has been cotton. In 1835, India exported 97,000 bales of raw cot- 
ton, and Egypt and Smyrna 123,000, being together about one-seventh 
of the supply to the manufacturing countries. In 1880 the supply 
from India had risen to 538,000 bales and that from Egypt and Smyrna 
to 268,000, being between one-eighth and one-ninth of the total supply. 
Latterly wheat has been added to the exports from India; and now it 
ranks thindin the exporting countries of this article to England, next 
to Russia and the United States. This will, naturally, increase the de- 
mand, in India, forthe precious metals, Enormously profitable as the 
commerce of the East has been, it has pair ak a asteady and im- 
mense drain upon the precious metals. The primitiye customs and 
simple wants of the people of India, the obstinate character of the 
ancient civilization which resists all innovations, have made it dif- 
ficult to find any western products that could be exch for the 
luxuries that found aready market at remunerating prices in Europe. 
The consequence has been a heavy and steadily increasing exporta- 
tion of the precious metals, chiefly silver, to the East. As long ago 
as the time of Pliny, the annual 5 of the precious metals 
to the East was reckoned at $500,000. At the beginning of the pres- 
ent century, the amount had risen to $30,000,000, and although 
checked by the amount extorted by England from China, at the 
conclusion of the opium war, it has risen to the enormous sum of 


ex 
an 


$60,000,000 to $80,000,000. What becomes of the silver that, for so 
many centuries, has flowed, in a steadily increasing stream, intothe 
East, has been a question of much speculation. So far as can be dis- 
covered, it nowhere appears in sufficient quantity to account for the 
enormous absorption ; although large amounts are consumed in per- 
sonal ornaments. The use of silver ornamentsis universal, reachin 
to the lowest class. In times of necessity these are sené to the mint 
to be coined; and as soon as the former possessors acquire the ability, 
they are replaced by new ones. : 

The peasantry of India live in poorer houses than the same class in 
the western countries, yet the value of their silver ornaments often 
exceeds that of the entire furniture in the home of an European 
peasant. Where there is so little opportunity of profitable invest- ` 
ment, the practice of hoarding naturally prevails. This is stimulated 
by the ancient customs of the people, and by their superstitions. It 
is said by some that they bury money, 8 that it will be of 
use to them after death. The custom of hoarding obtains farther 
west among semi-civilized RIT, The Egyptians, it is estimated, 
dispose of not less than $20,000,000 annually in this way, and incredi- 
ble stories are told of the hoarded wealth of Morocco, where it is said 
that a recent emperor had added to the accumulations of his prede- 
cessors seventeen chambers filled with gold and silver, and that the 
whole of his treasure was not less than $200,000,000; while the aggre- 
gate amount hoarded in his dominions was over $500,000,000. These 
accounts, although based on the opinions of the best informed travel- 
ers, must be received with great allowance. But it is certain that, 
from the earliest times, the tlow of specie has been constantly to the 
East, and there has been no returning tide, nor any satisfactory ex- 
pisnetion of the disposition made of the enormous treasure that has 

isap in that direction. 

In the twenty-six years gerne! Sag the exports of specie to the 
East have been about $1,350,000,000. In the forty years preceding 
1875 the exports of silver into British India alone have exceeded the 
imports by nearly $1,000,000,000; the excess of imports of gold has 
been about half as great. In the same period the coinage of India, 
deducting the recoinage of old coin, was nearly $900,000,000, which 
enormous sum was added to the existing currency without disturb- 
ing the relations of values. The net imports of silver into India for 
the six years ending in 1880 were within a fraction of $200,000,000, 
and the coinage was $237,000,000. The excess of coinage was owing 
to the silver ornaments brought to the mint during the years of 
famine. With the returning prosperity of the country, the people, 
who have parted with their ornaments for bread, will endeavor to 
replace them, and an increased demand for silver may be anticipated 
from this cause. 

Humboldt estimates that half the annual production of the pre- 
cious metals was sunk in the East, whose power of absorption seems 
to be illimitable. As long ago as the time of Roman prosperity the 
East was called ‘‘a sink of silver.” Some writers have fhe ne 
in the discussion of this question, that, in the course of time, the 
balance of trade would turn against India and the flow of the pre- 
cious metals be reversed in its direction; but, although some of the 
changes of trade on which this prediction was founded have occurred 
the prediction has not been fulfilled, but, with exceptional varia- 
tions in some years, the tide has steadily increased in its flow. The 
enormous indebtedness of India to the West has, however, in some 
degree arrested this current, which— 

Like the Pontic Sea, 
Nerz tee fhe j 5 due on 
To the nace the Hellespant. 
This indebtedness is estimated, including the investments on which 
an annual interest is payable, at not less than $1,000,000,000, and is 
ith the construction of railroads by western 


steadily increasing wi 
capital. 

o find some substitute for ie, some exchangeable product which 
will enable the western nations to pursue the profitable commerce 
with the East, and yet not subject them to this constant drain of the 
precious metals, has long been one of the most interesting problems 
of commerce. Cotton cloth has to a considerable degree supplied 
this want; not raw cotton, which is an article of export from In- 
dia, but the manufactured article, which, in spite of the t dispar- 
ity in the price of labor, can be profitably sent from England to that 
vast region, where teeming ions are clothed in cotton. It is 
estimated that 500,000,000 in Asia and 100,000,000 in Africa are clothed 
in cotton fabrics. 

Itis one of the most striking illustrations of the power of machinery 
that cotton can be brought from the far interior of India, on the 
backs of bullocks, to the sea, shipped around the Cape of Good Hope 
to England, manufactured, shipped back by the same route, paying 
repeated commissions and profits, and undersell the native man t- 
urer on the spot where the raw product is grown, and where labor 
is considered well paid at fifteen cents aday. By far the greater part 
of the cotton consumed in India and China is manufactured at home, 
and by the rudest and most primitive processes. It is estimated that 
of all the cotton annually produced much more than half is still spun 
by hand, just as it was spun ages ago. But the marvelous economy 
of labor effected by machinery eens the western manufacturer to 
import the raw cotton, pay six or seven times the wages for manu- 
facturing it, and send it back to compete successfully with the native 
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producer in hisewn market, and thus furnish a product that will, in 
ke supply the place of specie, in exchange for the products of the 
ast. 


The vast increase in the manufacture of cotton in the United 
States has been a large factor in the industrial prosperity of the 
country. Since 1831 the positive increase in the domestic consump- 
tion of cotton has been eightfold, from 193,000 bales to 1,543,000; the 
proportion of our own crop retained for home consumption has in- 
creased from 16 to 30 per cent. In 1831, the United States took one- 
eighth part of the cotton spun by machinery, in all the world; now 
they take nearly one-quarter part. Of the cotton that is spun by 
machinery, the Uni States supply three-quarters. Thus we fur- 
nish the greater part of the raw material, and are advancing rapidl 
in competition with England in the production of the manufact 
article, thus securing our independence of foreign supply, in this 
most essential article of commerce and of consumption. The reputa- 
tion of our cotton fabrics abroad has led to the imitation of our 
styles, and to the base counterfeiting of our brands, with the double 
purpose of selling the false goods on the reputation of ours, and of 
depreciating the confidence of foreign markets in the quality of 
American fabrics. Such methods as these, although temporarily em- 
barrassing to our trade, must certainly fail in the end, and will go to 
strengthen the reputation of our manufactures, and their superior 
cheapness, taking into consideration their quality and durability. 
And while all this enormous expansion of the cotton manufacture 
has been going on under the beneficent influences of a protective 
tariff, opening employment to still increasing thousands and afford- 
ing a market for agricultural and mechanical industry, the prices of 
cotton fabrics to the consumer have steadily declined till they are 
but about one-half what they were fifty years ago. 

Almost an entire ese has been made in the course of the com- 
merce of the East, and indeed in much of our other foreign commerce. 
Formerly, every American ship, doubling either cape, or bound fora 
port in South America, or the Mediterranean, carried ont a full cargo, 
sold this in the foreign port, bought, with the proceeds, her return 
cargo, and sailed for home. Now, an American ship on an India or 
Mediteranean voyage, or with what little there is left of the South 
American trade, leaves this country, almost in ballast. The funds to 

urchase the return cargo are chiefly provided by a bill of credit on 

ndon, with which the captain is furnished, and by means of which 
he purchases his return cargo, on his arrival at the foreign port. Of 
all the causes that haye produced this change, I do not propose to 
speak. I mean only to follow out the course of the bill of exe ngo, 
drawn by the American owner, and its consequent results. e 
captain presents his bill of credit, and on the faith of it, the agent 
of the London banker or the native merchant cashes his bills upon 
the house in London, the agent taking as his security the bill of lad- 
ing of the cargo bought with the proceeds of the bill. The bills of 
exchange are generally drawn at four or six months; and as the bill 
of lading runs to the London banker, and a proper margin is re- 
tained, he incurs no risk. As soon as the bill on the London banker 
is presented for acceptance, he notifies the American ship-owner, and 
the latter is bound to provide for it at maturity, or failing to do so, 
the acceptor takes recourse upon the cargo. The funds being re- 
mitted to meet the bill, the London banker indorses the bill of lad- 
ing over to the owner. Thus, it will be seen that, without advanc- 
ing or employing one penny of capital, the London banker has fur- 
ahed the means of buying the American ship’s cargo, and has held 
the cargo, so bought as his security, until he was furnished with 
funds to meet his acceptances. The banker’s commission for this 
accommodation is from 1 to 24 per cent. The enormous profit on 
the transactions of this kind may be estimated, when we consider 
that a leading London house has out constantly about fifty millions 
of dollars of acceptances, which amount is turned abont twice a year. 

Now, how is it that American ships, in all parts of the world, can 
be drawing on London, at all times, for the enormous amounts needed 
to buy their cargoes? All the specie in England would not supply 
such a drain fora year. The reason is this: England is sending to 
all these foreign ports which American ships frequent 5 
of all sorts, the produce of her manufacturing industry, especiall 
cotton goods. It is the proceeds of the sale of this merchandise whic 
enables the banker’s agent, or the native merchant, to buy the bills 
drawn on London by the American shipmaster. This gives to the 
banking interest of London an immense ascendency over commerce, 
This gives the Bank of England its power over American prices, and 
3 it to precipitate commercial panics upon us. And this unfor- 
tunate dependence upon the foreign banker is injurious not more to 
our commercial interests than to our political prestige. It is this 
which enabled the Bank of England to notify Mr. Boutwell, when 
he was 5 the Treasury, that he might negotiate a loan to 
any amount in London, but that it must be on condition that he took 
away no specie. 

How shall we emancipate ourselves from this dependence? The 
course of trade which we haveexamined answersthe question. Who- 
ever controls the cotton goods of the world controls the exchanges of 
the world. In this sense (cotton is king.” The t mistake of the 
southern people, in suning Sat cotton was king, consisted in be- 
lieving that raw cotton was king. There was a little of truth in their 
belief, as there is in most wide-spread 
controls the cotton cloth of the worl 


ular delusions. Whoever 
is a king, and a powerful 
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though not an unlimited monarch. Vi 


few people want raw cot- 
to 
cl 


m; or can do anything with it individually; every one wants cotton 
oth, in some form, and every one can individually turn it to his 
purpose. The southern people did not see this truth and therefore 
never perceived that they were more completely dependent on the 
manufacturer of cotton than are the raisers of almost any other agri- 
cultural Sie whatever upon the consumer of that particular 
article. Of all the great products of agriculture, cotton in its raw 
state is one of the least necessity to the individual man. It requires 
the capital, skill, and mechanic arts to make it available. 

The control of the cotton cloth of the world is a at reason of 
the commercial supremacy of London. With our large control over 
the raw material we should transfer this supremacy to New York. 
If our manufacturers could be put into such a condition as would 
enable them to manufacture cotton cloth cheaper than those of any 
other country, we should control the exchanges of the world, and 
should make New York, perhaps ultimately San Francisco, the bank- 
ing center of the world. No other policy could effect so much for 
the growth and prosperity and commercial greatness of the country. 
What would be the co nences of the control of any article of uni- 
versal desire? They would fall short only of the consequences of pos- 
sessing the controlof an article of universal necessity, as salt or iron. 
The crown of commerce would be taken from London and put upon 
the brow of New York. The English, as well as the American ship- 
master, in the ports of China, or British India, from the Mediterra- 
nean or the Indian Ocean, would draw on New York, and only toa 
limited extent on London. The South American and Mexican trade, 
once so flourishing, now almost annihilated, would revive, and not 
only add to our commercial greatness, but restore to us the political 
prestige in those countries, which naturally belong to us, and of 
which we have been deprived by the course of trade making all its 
conuections in London. 

We should not look on in impotent sympathy at the outrages of Eu- 
ropean powers upon this continent. The manufacture of the coarser 
qualities of g would be transferred to the undeveloped water 
power and coal and iron resources of the West, and that region 
would purchase its foreign goods with the concentrated value of its 
own manufactures, and not, as now, by transporting, at the cost of 
half its value, its heavy agricultural produce to the English market. 
Eventually the coarser goods would be made by the labor of the 
southern freedmen, as they improve in intelligence. Ihaveobserved, 
with great interest and satisfaction, the extension of the cotton manu- 
facture in the Southern States, which offer peculiar inducements to 
its profitable operation, especially in the abundance of water power, in 
the nearness of the raw material, and the immediate market for home 
consumption. We,in the North, welcome the fame rivalry, which 
really produces a unity of interest, at once developing indnstry, at 
home, and assimilating its interests with those of the other parts of 
the Union. It will tend to unite the South with the North, in the 
policy of moderate and reasonable protection to our own industry, a 
system which has vastly increased the prosperity of the country and 
its productive capacity in every department of industry, which is 
making us commercially independent of Europe, and is aiding to turn 
the balance of trade steadily and permanently in our favor. 

Mr. GARLAND. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris ] desires 
to submit some remarks on this question, but he left the Chamber 
with the understanding that the Senator from Massachusetts would 
call up the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] I under- 
stand has something to my 

Mr. GARLAND. I yield, then, for the Senator from Tennessee to 
the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I had not expected to say anything 
whatever on the pending bill. My throat is in such a condition 
to-day that I cannot speak with much comfort. However, as the 
time agreed on for the discussion is limited, and other Senators want 
to 27 0 50 the floor to-morrow, I will go on and submit a few remarks 
at this hour. 

I am not vain ug to suppose I can produce anything new on 
this t question. It was discussed by the t men who laid the 
foundations of this Government. In 1816 and for many years after 
that date it was discussed by such men as Calhoun, Clay, and Web- 
ster. It has since been discussed again and again by the first men 
of this country. The e e of each conflicting theory are well 
understood. I have listened with t interest to the able debate 
which has been conducted durin is session, and I have heard but 
little that I could say was entirely new. It has been an able pre- 
sentation of facts and arguments heretofore produced by the great 
statesmen who have already exhausted the subject and left nothing 
new to be said by those of the present time. 

I do not, therefore, pore to enter upon the discussion of the 
principles involved either in free trade or protection, but I rose chiefly 
to say that in my opinion this contest is more a war of words than 
ofideas. I donot mean by that that very strong ideas have not been 
e on both sides, that very forcible arguments have not been 

rought forth on this floor, because it is true that there have been 
many good ideas submitted on both sides. If they lacked novelty 
so did nes detract from oe Toros. 185 
notice by turning to the report of t retary of the Treasu 
that there were collected during the last fiscal year $198,159,676.02 zA 
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imports. In round numbers, I will call it 


$200,000,000 per annum. 
How do we pro in future to raise this sum, if we cannot dispense 
with it? As I understand, it is not proposed to lessen to any great 
extent the appropriations which we have to make this year. We 
still have to pay interest upon the public debt, and to provide a proper 
sinking fund upon the debt each year, looking to an extinction 
of it ra reasonable time. We still expect to pay a very large 
sum each year for pensions, We expect to appropriate large sums 
each year for rivers and harbors, for the Army and Navy, for the 
Military and Naval Academies, for the civil establishment, for pen- 
sions, and various other expenditures. I confess that while I would 
be very * | to see a large reduction in the public expenditures, 
I do not see that the way is very clear for it at this time. I do not 
believe we are likely to make the appropriation at this session, judg- 
ing from the appropriation bills I have already seen, much less than 
they were for the present fiscal year. A very large additional sum 
is asked for the improvement of the Mississippi River, and the present 
terrible destruction of property by the great freshet would seem to 
justify and indeed to require it. Thus you must raise $200,000,000 by 
tariff for the current year. 

How do you propose to collect this 8200, 000, 000 ? There are but 
two modes that I am aware of. One is a direct tax upon the people, 
the other is to collect it upon imports. Which will we choose? I 
have heard no Senator on this side who has discussed what might be 
termed the free-trade side of the question poro to raise it by a 
direct tax. What would it amountto? We have thirty-eight States. 
Take my own State, Georgia; say it is an average State. If $200,- 
000,000 should be raised by direct taxation, Georgia must raise each 
year in addition to what is now raised, by the collection of internal 
revenue and State tax, asum amounting to over $5,000,000. Her 
people must submit to the present State tax, school tax, county tax, 
corporate tax, and all the taxes now collected which they consider 
burdensome, and we must add to that, if we are to collect it by a 
direct tax, more than $5,000,000 a year, which would be about four 
times as much as we now raise by taxation added. I take it for 
granted no Senator on this floor representing any one of the States 
will advocate that course for the collection of all our Federal revenue. 
If he does, my opinion is he will find a la proportion of his con- 
stituents differing in opinion with him, Then how do we propose 
to collect it? We must collect it as heretofore, by levying a tariff 
upon imports. The addition of about five and a quarter millions a 
year to the internal revenue paid in cash by the people of Georgia 
for Federal purposes would knock all the poetry out of the able free- 
trade speeches to which we have listened with so much interest. 

Doubtless the same would be true in all the other States. Our peo- 
prefer a tariff to direct taxes. They are willing that those who 

uy the most imported goods pay the most tax. 

But I see that we not only collect in round numbers $200,000,000 a 
year on imports but we also collect $135,000,000 per annum at present 

by direct tax laid upon certain articles, as whisky, tobacco, &c. 
That tax I suppose could not properly at present be collected upon 
imports, and yet the policy and theory of this Government thus far 
has been, excepting war measures, to collect the entire revenues 
by a tax upon imports. This I believe to be the true policy. I be- 
lieve it was so from the foundation of the Government down to the 
period of the war of 1812. Then, as I understand it, we had an in- 
ternal-revenue tax something after the order of that we have grow- 
ing out of the late unfortunatecivil war; but the country got rid of 
it at no late period after the war had terminated. Then our fathers of 
both political parties, UE ana Democrat, advocated alike the col- 
lection of the revenues for the support of the Government by a tariff 
upon imports. 

I consider the present internal- revenue system an excrescence 
upon the body-politic. So was that of the war of 1812. They were 
war measures. oer were justifiable in public estimation upon no 
other theory. I wish to see the present internal-revenue system got- 
ten rid of, so that we may return to the old rule of the fathers as soon 
as the expenditures can be reduced to a point where we can, without 
too heavy an imposition of tariff upon imported goods, collect the 
entire money that the Government must raise annually by a tariff 
upon imports, as advocated and practiced, except in time of war, by 

ashington, Jefferson, Adams, Madison, Monroe, Jackson, Calhoun, 
Clay, Webster, and all the t statesmen of this country. It is 
safe to heed the counsels and follow the example of such men. The 
sooner we return to the old beaten track trod by them the better. 

I have introduced no bill at present for that purpose, because I see 
that we cannot probably at this time raise the amount that it is 
necessary to have as revenue upon imports alone, but I trust the day 
is not far distant when that can be done. 

In view of that fact, and in view of the large increase in the popu- 
lation of this country, its inc resources of every character, the 
necessarily inc ee that we have to make every year, 
I do not see the period ahead when it will be very important to dis- 
cuss the question whether we should collect a tax on imports for 
revenue only or for protection. You will be obliged to collect more 
than $200,000,000 a year probably for all the future. It was last year 
over $360,000,000, and „000, 000 of it was on imports and by the 
internal-revenue laws. If you have to collect that, and if it is not 
likely in future ever to come below $250,000,000 or $300,000,000 a 
year, there need be very little dispute about whether the tariff is to 


be laid for revenne only or for protection. It must be laid and col- 
lected, no matter what you call it. If the tariff is properly dis- 
tributed among the different articles imported in every instance 
there will be a tariff affording as much protection probably as such 
interest will need. 

If I recollect correctly the earliest tariff imposed in this country 
expressed on the face of it or in the title of the act that it was to be 
an act to raise revenue and for the protection of manufacturing 
establishments. I think it was necessary at that time, but the pro- 
tection has been enjoyed for so long a period and our manufacturing 
establishments have so strengtiiened themselves that they are not in 
the condition they then were. Itis not now necessary, and probably 
will not be necessary in the future, to consider seriously the question 
whether we must lay a tax on imports for the protection of our home 
industries. As long as we have to collect from $200,000,000 to 
$300,000,000 a year for revenue that question will not be an important 
one. It may be very important, and it is now, that the $200,000,000 or 
$300,000,000 a year shall be distributed in such manner as to protect 
incidentally as far as possible all our home industries and all our 
American productions, adjusting it so as to do as much good as pos- 
sible to all and as little harm as possible to any. 

I confess I take a medium position here. I am neither a free-trade 
man, willing to collect all the money we have to raise by direct tax 
upon the people, nor am I willing to lay a tax simply for protection 
when the Government does not need the money. But if I had it in 
my power I would raise all the money necessary to soppor the Gov- 
ernment by tariff, and I would so adjust the tariff which we have to 
raise to meet the necessary expenses of the Government as to afford 
as far as possible an incidental protection to home industry and to 
American productions. It seems to me that is common sense, and 
that patriotism and statesmanship alike requireit. We of the South 
are more interested in incidental protection than the manufacturers 
ofthe North. We are now in our infancy; they have reached nearly 
to mature manhood. Many of them are now able to take care of 
themselves. We are not. They have skilled labor and the most 
improved machinery; we have little skilled labor and much of our 
machinery is not the best. 

Some of the Senators whose arguments seem to look in the direc- 
tion of free trade point out to the planters and farmers of this 
country the advantages of free trade, and tell them that as the law 
now stands they pay a heavy per cent. on the imported goods pur- 
chased by them, and grow eloquent about the amount of money they 
would save on the goods purchased by them if there were no tariff. 
But I have noticed that no one of them has told the people how much 
direct tax they would be compelled to pay on their lands and all 
their other property to raise the $200,000,000 annually which is neces- 
sary to meet the demands on the Federal Treasury and which mast 
be raised by a direct tax if it is not collected by a tariff. They for- 
get to tell the people of Georgia, Tennessee, Kentucky, Alabama, and 
other States how much of the 8200, 000,000 direct tax would fall to 
their share if there were no tax on imports. There are planters in 
Georgia, worth ten or twenty thousand dollars, who live so nearly 
within themselves that the pay very little toward the support of 
the Federal Government, as they ny very little of the imported goods 
that are taxed. Their coffee and tea are on the free list, and their 

art of the burden is very light. Others who purchase largely of 

e clothes and luxuries pay most of the tax. Hut if we abolish the 
tariff and raise the money by direct tax, the property of those who 
live within their means and live on the production of their farms will 
be taxed more than many others who purchase much more largely 
of luxuries or imported because they have more property to 
be taxed than those have who live more extravagantly and own 
less property. This very independent class of substantial planters 
would for the first time feel the weight of the burden when called on 
annually to pay in cash five times as much direct tax as they now pay. 

There are gentlemen of great ability who believe that the true 
theory is to lay tax on imports with a view to the collection of rev- 
enue only. Then, why is it that we find coffee and tea upon the free 
list? I see by looking at the last official report there were durin 
the year 1881 impo. free into this country over $56,000,000 wort 
of coffee; the year before that over $60,000,000 worth. I see also that 
during the year 1881 more than $21,000,000 worth of tea was imported 
free into this country. If we are laying a tariff for revenue only, 
why not pnt it heavily upon tea and coffee? The people of this 
country did not dispense with the use of whisky and tobacco because 
you doubled the price by the tax on them; and if you are after rev- 
enue only you may put 100 per cent. of the value upon tea and coffee 
and there will sti almost as large a quantity used as there now 
is. I advocate no such thing. I do not ask that coffee be taken off 
the free list, I only say the people of this country drink it, and in- 
tend to continue to drink it, ant ou can put no reasonable tax upon 
it that will cause them to cease the use of it. I would not advocate 
the change, but I ask my friends who advecate a tariff for revenue 
only, without any re to incidental protection to home industry, 
why not put a very heavy tax upon these articles that nobody donbts 
would be paid? Ifrevenne is what you want to raise, you can raise 
forty millions on coffee. If you want revenue without regard to in- 
cidental protection, tea will pay you many millions of dollars if yon 
will put a tariff upon it and not let it stand upon the free list. 

I take it when we sit down and undertake to draw a tartff bill 


2288 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Maron 27, 


and undertake to pass it through the Senate, placing 25 per cent. or 
50 per cent. upon and coffee, which will bear it for revenue only 
it would find few advocates. Yet why not put a tariff upon them if 
we are not afraid of the people, and if we go for revenue only, and 
prefer not to give incidental protection to home industry and home 

roductions? A tariff on tea and coffee protects no American in- 
8 and if we are opposed to the incidental protection of Amer- 
ican industry and want toso levy the tax as simply to raise revenue, 
then why. not put it on tea and coffee? Weraise noteain this coun- 
try worth mentioning; we raise no coffee here; yet we bring in of 
these articles a very large amount of merchandise free of tax, be- 
cause everybody uses them, and statesmen are not willing to meet 
the popular clamor that would be raised by putting a heavy tax upon 
them. At present we permit these articles to come in free, and I 
think correctly, because the people of this country so desire it, and the 
poorer classes are betterable tousethem. I think instead of puttin 
the tax upon tea and coffee, that protects no American industry, i 
is better that we put it on otherthings which shall protect American 
indu Therefore I am not finding fault with the law as it now 
stands in reference to tea and coffee. Let the ple have them as 
cheap as possible. Iam simply saying that if we are for revenue 
only we are then inconsistent in not imposing a heavy tax upon 
those articles. 

To illustrate, suppose the whole amount to be raised by tariff to be 
$20,000,000. Tea and coffee would bear the whole amount and still 
be imported and used alinost as extensively as they noware. Now, 
as we do not raise tea and coffee in this country we would give no 
protection, incidental or otherwise, to American industry or Ameri- 
can productions by collecting the whole amount on those articles. 
But suppose yon put the $20,000,000 of tariff on manufactured arti- 
cles, made of cotton and flax, then you give $20,000,000 incidental 
protection to factories and laborers engaged in the production of 
those articles. In each case the people pay precisely the same amount 
of tax or tariff, to-wit: $20,000,000. If it is collected on tea and 
coffee the tax is more generally distributed, and more of it is paid 
by the poorer class of our people who use tea or coffee and who 
purchase but few manufactured articles, In the other case, the 
wealthier class, who purchase more manufactured articles pay most 
of the tax. Now, I submit it to every candid American citizen, 
which would best promote American interest: to collect the amount 
which we are compelled to pay by putting it upon such articles as 
give incidental protection to home industry, or on such articles as 

iscriminate in favor of foreign ä foreign production? 
It seems to me too clear for controversy that we should give the in- 
cidental protection to our own home industries. 

I find in looking at the last official report that there were $650,- 
000,000 of merchandise in round numbers—I do not quote the thou- 
sands—imported last year. Of this 000,000 paid revenue and 
$202,000,000 came in on the free list; and a large number of those 
articles on the free list are articles that we do not compete with here. 
I think it is judiciously put where it is in most cases. If we could 
get rid of the Internal Ravenos Bureau, with all its co uences, 
which I do not care to speak about at present, I would be willing to 

ut some tariff on a number of articles that are now upon the 

ist. As matters now stand we maintain two armies of collectors— 
those at the custom-house and those at the internal-revenue offices. 
It is an immense expense, and it is an immense encime of political 
power, and I do not think it is desirable that it should be in the hands 
of either political party, While the internal-revenue system is at 
present an engine of power in the hands of the Republican y, if 
the Democracy were in power to-day and our imports would bear it, 
I would advocate abolishing the internal-revenue system entirely. 
Let us have but the one corps of collectors, and let those be at the 


rts. 

But again, I see that of the total amount of duties collected, 
$47,000,000, in round numbers, was collected on sugar and molasses. 
This gives a protection ofabont40 percent. to our sugar planters. This 
is protection to southern planters. I simply submit it to my free- 
trade friends, if there be any here, whether we could maintain the 
southern mgar plantations one year after that tariff is taken off. 
If with $47,000,000 of protection we are hard run to make any anne 
under the present system of labor on our sugar e wha 
would it be if you should enact free trade there? Much ado is al- 
ready made about the sugar that comes in free under the Hawaiian 
treaty of reciprocity, and it is getting to be a serious evil. 

Again, $27,000,000 was collected on wool and the manufactures 
thereof. What would our free-trade friends, if there be any here, 
say, or rather what would the constituents of those friends say to 
them in all places, in the pastoral lands of Texas and the great West 
where there are such immense flocks of sheep, if you were to remove 
this tax upon woolens, for wool and woolens stand next to sugar and 
molasses in the quantity of tariff raised upon them? They are now 
protected by $27,000,000 raised on wooland woolens. And if you were 
to im a direct tax in lieu of this—in other words, if you were 
to withdraw the protection that you now give them on wool, and 
put about five times as much direct tax (as a United States tax) as 
they now pay as a State tax upon their flocks and the property the 
use in p goes Bsa what would they say to you? Ide not think 
such action would be approved by any western constituency where 
sheep are raised. 

The third largest item is the duties on iron and steel and the man- 


ufactures thereof, amoun 
may be some portions of the 


to $21,000,000 in round numbers. There 

States where they are far enough 
advanced in manufacture of iron and steel to afford to have the 
tariff removed and have a direct tax, four or five times as much tax 
as is now collected, imposed upon the plant and machinery and every- 
thing used in making iron, but I do not think there is such a place 
in Pennsylvania, which I believe has the lead in the iron business. 
I am very sure we could not stand a moment under it in Georgia, 
Alabama, and Tennessee, where the iron interest is in future to be 
one of the greatest interests of the South, if not crushed by unfriendly 
legislation. Large amounts of capital are now beng invested in it, 
and it is affording employment to a large number o f gg le. 

The fourth largest item is the manufacture of silk, $19,000,000. 
That is a great growing interest in this country; that I suppose no 
statesman desires to destroy. I am not in this connection discussing 
whether any of the present tariff rates are too high or too low, or 
what adjustment they need; I simply say I presume no member of 
the Senate would desire to withdraw entirely the tax from silk and 
let that interest go down. There has been an immense amount of 
capital invested in it, and we import most of the raw material from 
abroad, in fact nearly allofit. To remove the tariff from it would 
be to entirely crush it. It seems to me it would not be good states- 
manship to do it, and then impose a direct tax, as the free-trade ad- 
vocates must do to raise the necessary revenue after they abolish 
the tariff, of more than four times as much as the owners of the silk 
factories now pay upon the plant and machinery and everything 
connected with it. That interest could not stand a moment under 
such legislation. 

The fifth in the list is cotton and the manufactures of it. As much 
as has been said about cotton mills, there are four other great inter- 
ests that stand ahead, and more revenue is paid on account of them 
than on account of the importations of cotton and cotton goods. 
There it is only $10,000,000 in round numbers that is collected. 

The sixth item is flax. That is grown by our farmers in several of 
the States of the Union, and is a very important interest. Flax and 
the manufactures of flax yield a revenue of nearly $7,000,000 a year 
to the Government. What would those who raise flax in the West 
and to some extent in the South say to us if we were to take this 
tariff entirely off and put from three to five times as much tax as we 
now do upon the lands on which they raise the flax? That would 
be carrying out free trade and direct taxation to its legitimate result. 
I do not believe any Senator desires that. Hence I do not believe 
there is a Senator here who is an open advocate of free trade in this 
country while we are obliged to make the immense collections of rey- 
enue that we now make, If there is, I have heard no one so express 
it. The remarks of some Senators indicate free trade. But I ask 
Senators if they are for free trade with its legitimate consequeuces ? 
Free trade means to raise $200,000,000 annually by direct taxation 
upon the property of all the people in addition to the present internal 
revenue and State taxes. I ask Senators if they are for it? 

There are a great many other articles that are protected which are 
not simply manufactured articles. The six items I have referred to, 
however, and they are all very important ones in the industry of this 
country, yield $133,000,000 of revenue, or over 69 per cent. of the 
whole amount of revenue collected on imports. No one, I presume, 
desires to crush any one of those great interests, 

But there are other important interests of the farmer that are pro- 
tected by the present tariff. There is a tariff upon live-stock ; you 
may say it does not need protection. Why? There was $3,700,000 
worth of live-stock brought into this country last year to get in and 
compete with our stock-raisers that paid tariff. Your herdsmen would 
not be very much obliged to you for taking off the present tariff that 
protects their live-stock, and adding four or five times as much direct 
tax on the herds as they now pay. This is the inevitable result of 
free trade. 

Then I find that barley is protected. That is a product of the 
farmer again; and, notwithstanding the tariff, there was $7,200.000 
worth of barley and barley malt that paid the tariff and came in last 
year to compete with our farmers who raise barley. What would 
the people of Missouri, Kentucky, and other Western States that 
raise barley say to the free-trade man who would propose to take off 
that tariff and let all the barley of foreign countries come in, and 
add a tax of from three to five times as much as is now collected upon 
the plantation where the barley is raised? The farmer who plants 
barley would not like that sort of free trade. 

Then on the article of cotton and cotton manufactures there was 
over $30,000,000 worth imported last year that paid the tariff. If 
you will remove the tariff from the statute-book, and impose upon 
our cotton plantations and factories from three to five times the 
present amount of taxes, they will not be much obliged to you. If 

ou re the tariff and enact free trade there is not a cotton plan- 
tion in the South that will not have to pay from three to five times 
us much direct tax as it now pays. Many of them now buy little 
that is imported, and pay little of the tax. Then they would all be 
taxed on the value of their plantations, adding for United States tax 


three to five times as much as they now pay the State. 

There was over $16,000,000 worth of flax, and articles manufactured 
of flax, that came in last year and paid the tariff. Would you take 
the tariff from flax and load the lands upon which our farmers pro- 
direct tax ? 

its and nuts, another item in which the plant- 


duce it with a heav 
Take the item of 


1882. 


ers, the farmers, the orchard men, and gardeners are interested. There 
was over $12,000,000 worth of fruit and nuts imported last year that 
aid tariff before they could compete with our fruits and nuts. Your 
it men would not bless your memory if you were to take off all 
the tariff that now protects them, and im a heavy direct tax upon 
their orchards, their vineyards, and their gardens. . 
Thero was over $4,000,000 worth of furs imported last year that 
paid the tariff,and came in. Your western hunters would not be 
much obliged to you for taking off all tariff that protects their furs. 
Whether you could impose any direct tax on their business or not, 
they would still want the protection they now have. But other 
articles besides those mentioned in which the farmer is interested 
are protected by the present tariff. Indian corn, oats, rye, wheat, 
and the meal or flour made of the qualities of grain mentioned are 
rotected, and some of each has come in and paid the tariff to get 
in during the past year; pom; beans, and other seeds of le; n- 
ous plants were imported last year to the value of $337,000, and 
yaid tariff to get into competition with our own farmers; about 
1,000,000 worth of bristles annually pay tariff to get in; hair to 
the valne of over $660,000 paid tariff and came in; “jute and other 
grasses” which can be raised in Florida and other Southern States 
and the different manufactures of those products came in to the value 


of about $9,000,000, and paid tariff; leather and the manufactures of 


leather of all kinds, worth nearly $6,000,000, did the same ; the same 
is true of potatoes to the value of over $374,000 ; provisions, (meats, 
poultry, lard, butter, cheese, &c.,) not including vegetables, to the 
value of $1,278,000, paid tariff before they could get in and compete 
with our farmers; flax-seed or linseed, and other seeds, worth 
$1,713,000, did the same; the same was true of tobacco and ci 
worth over $6,000,000; the same is true of wines, spirits, and 9 
to the value of over $8,000,000, which can be raised on the Pacific 
slope as well as in Europe, which is soon to become one of our great 
agricultural interests; the same is true of w including 

joists, scantling, shingles, &c., worth over „000; rice to the 
amount of over 61,000,000 pounds, worth $1,413,000, also paid tariff 
and came in. I might add still others to the long list of protected arti- 
cles which pertain to the interests of our farmers, planters, herdsmen, 
gardeners, N &c., but I do not deem it nec i 

Now, I ask Senators, would your sugar-planters, your rice-planters, 
your hemp-planters, your flax-planters, your fruit-growers, your 
hersdmen, and garden-men, and all the others I have mentioned, 
approve your action if you should remove all protection from them 
and load them with a heavy burden by direct taxation? If that is 
not what you mean by free trade, what do you mean? You can mean 
nothing Boy I believe no Senator will get up here and say he ad- 
vocates it. Then, if that be true, it is understood, I suppose, that 
we are to continue to collect the revenues, or much the T por- 
tion of them at least, and I trust at no distant day all of them, by a 
tariff upon imports. If so, on what articles will you impose that 
tariff? It is an immense sum you have to raise. You cannot get rid 
of it. There is no escape from it; you must collect it; and you will 
continue to collect it. There is a vast amount of protection in it, no 
matter how you shape the tariff. But the question is, will you so 
shape it as to give sufficient incidental protection to American inter- 
ests, or will you try to shape it so as to cripple those t interests? 

I repeat it, What will you put the tari upon? ill you protect 
American industry and American productions, or select such articles 
as tea and coffee and others that we do not cultivate in this country 
and in which we do not compete, and put it upon them to avoid the 
protection of American indus 1 1 presume not. Then where will 
you place it? You have to collect it, or if not tell me how you will 
get rid of it, and what substitute you will put in its place as a mode 
of collection of revenue to support the Government? I apprehend 
no one will suggest anew plan. Then it seems to me that it is proper 
we should so adjust it as to afford, as far as possible, incidental pro- 
tection to every American industry and every American laborer. 
There may be some branch of American labor that it is not in our 
power to protect. There is no tariff now, I believe, imposed upon 
raw cotton introduced into this country. There isa very considerable 
number of pounds brought in that now pays no tariff, yet on account 
of our superior climate, soil, manner and quality of production we 
need very little done in our favor South by imposing a tariff on 
cotton to keep it out of our markets. We cannot, I t, afford 
equal protection to the labor in all the different fields; but is that a 
reason why we should not so adjust the tariff as to protect as far as 
we can incidentally the laborers in other pursuits where it is in our 
powa ? We surely are not antagonistic to American interests. We 

o not prefer the interests and the labor of other countries. If we 
do not, the 5 is, we prefer our own. If we do prefer our 
own, why not, in the collection of the amount that must be 
collected, so impose the duty as to give incidental protection to the 
extent of our power to our own? It seems to me that is not only 
wise statesmanship but common sense and patriotism. What other 
course would be better? I confess it does not occur to me, 

I may not understand this question, but I would be very thankful 
to any Senator on either side who will point out to me a better mode 
of collecting this three hundred and odd million dollars a year that 
we now collect by tariff and internal revenue, or the $200,000,000 
that we now collect by tariff. I do not pretend to say that the pres- 
ent tariff is a just one; I do not believe it. 
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As to the point in reference to the commission, taking this view of 
the question, it seems to me to be very important that early action 
should be taken to so equalize and adjust the protection given by 
this $200,000,000 that we have to raise every year on imports as todo 
the most good, to foster incidentally as far as we can American pro- 
ductions and American industries without doing injustice to other 
American industries. Iam aware that the task is a very delicate 
one. There has neyer been a perfect tariff; I suppose there never 
will be; but I presume every Senator who has studied this question 
feels anxious to approximate perfection in it as nearly as possible, to 
raise as small an amount as we can raise for the support of the Gov- 
ernment, but to raise it as it is at present raised, K a tariff, and in 
collecting that tariff to do what we can incidentally to build up 
American industry and not to crush it. 

Mr. President, I am not prepared to say that the two Houses of 
Congress are not competent to take up this question and dispose of 
it, but it has been here for many years not dis of. I see no 
movement that indicates that it is likely to be disposed of at this 
session in any other manner than by a commission. With the im- 
mense amount of business 8 now has before it I do not think 
any committee of gentlemen of the two Houses understanding this 
qasan can affo 


to absent themselves from the deliberations of 
eir respective Houses long enough to frame and bring in anything 
like a perfect tariff bill. When the commission is raised it is simply 
one to investigate and report. It is presumed the President will ap- 
point men of known ability, representing the different shades of 
opinion on this question. He cannot do his duty and act otherwise. 
Such a commission in some months or a year, if you please, if they 
shall be diligent, taking hold of the whole question, can find where 
the friction is; they can see where it is necessary to trim off. 

Mr. BAYARD. They can report from time to time. 

Mr. BROWN. As the Senator from Delaware ts, they can 
from time to time report. They can take up, for Fake iti a particu- 
lar subject, as cotton and articles man ured of cotton, or sugar 
and molasses, or whatever articles ss | may think best, and if they 
desire they can report very frequently upon the question. After 
they have made their report we are not bound by it. The object is 
simply to give us information on thesubject. When we get that in- 
formation it will be proper that we en use it as to promote the 
public interest, and that we should frame, with that information in 
our ion, a tariff bill that will approximate as nearly as possi- 
ble justice to all sections and all interests. It is not a heavy ex- 
pense; it takes no time that is not likely to be taken anyhow, as 
every Senator sees. Then, why not create the commission and let it 
go to work energetically at once, get up the information desired and 
communicate it to us, and then let us act upon it? I see nothin, 
better in the sity state of things than a commission, and on that 
account I shall support the pending measure. 

As between the proposition of the committee and the proposition 
of the Senator from Arkansas, I prefer that of thecommittee for the 
reason that I do not think at this stage of the session any three Sen- 
ators on this floor, or any three members of the House, would give 
up their legislative duties and go into such an investigation. it 
is said, Let it lie over until vacation, that is consuming a great deal 
of time, it seems to me, unnecessarily; and I presume there are few 
Senators here, after they have been exhausted as much as they will 
be by the labors of this long session, who would undertake to spend 
the vacation in the investigation of this subject. If you were to 
call for volunteers, Mr. President, I apprehend it would be hard to 
get a response. Then it seems to me it would be better to appoint 
men of marked ability and disconnected with Congres, representin, 
all the shades of opinion, and let them get the facts for us, repo 
them to us, and then let us act as we think best for our constituents 
with all the facts before us. 

Mr. President, a good deal has been said here about Democratic 
platforms, and North and South. I see no reason why that should 
enter into this discussion. The Democratic party, to which I am 
proud to belong, will not again, in my opinion, incorporate in its 

latform a tariff plank that calls for ‘‘ a tariff for revenue only.” I be- 

ieve its platform will be for revenue with incidental protection, and 
as much of it as the amount required to be raised when properly dis- 
tributed will reasonably afford. 

Again, there are many Democratic districts in the United States 
that are now represented by Democratic members of the House, that 
it would be impossible to upon a free-trade 8 ora plat- 
form of a tariff for revenue only without any incidental protection. 
The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] asks me if there are 
some in Georgia of that kind. I tell him very kly I think there 
are. I am not sure but that there may be some in the Senator’s own 
State. When you come to removing the tariff from the rice-fields of 
Georgia and the Carolinas and imposing a heavy direct tax on the 
rice plantations, there is a 1 class there who would demur ; when 
you come to removing the tariff entirely from sugar, there is a large 
class that would demur in Lonisiana, and Florida which is going 
be one of the t sugar States; when you come to removing the 
tariff entirely from wool, the large class of wool-growers will demur. 
Therefore, I with the Senator from South Carolina that there 
are districts in the South, as well as in the North, which the Demoe- 
racy cannot carry on a platform of a tariff for revenue only. On tho 
other hand, from the best information I have, I believe there are dis- 
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tricts in the West where there are no manfacturing establishments. 
that are strongly Republican, that my Republican friends would 
have difficulty in carrying on a platform to raise money for protec- 
tion for protection’s sake. I do not think they can doit. In other 
words, the people of this country are not ready to adopt either of the 
extremes. The medium ground is the groun i will occupy, and 
the sooner this whole tariff question is eliminated from the politics 
of the country and dropped from the platforms of the two parties, 
leaving it to the representatives of each district and of each State 
and Territory to take such course here as they think for the best in- 
terest of their constituents, the better, in my opinion, it will be for 
the whole country. 

Entertaining this view, I cannot enter into any party discussion 
here, for I do not think either party is irrevocably committed for the 
future on this question. It is a grave question; it is a great ques- 
tion; it is fall of embarrassments, and it ought to be the pleasure 
and pride of every statesman to do all he can to solve it insuch man- 
ner as will best promote the interests of the whole American people, 
north, south, east, and west. 

Mr. GARLAND. If the Senator from Massachusetts does not 
desire to go on with the Indian appropriation bill, I will move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry in the chair.) The Sen- 
ator from Arkansas moves that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Arkansas that I may call 
up the Japanese 1 bill in order that that may be 
of in proper time. The House has passed the bill by a unanimous 
vote, and 1 think it will take but a very short time to di of it 
here. Therefore I ask the Senate to ee to its consideration, 
laying aside Kie 4 business for that purpose. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senate consent to lay aside 
informally the pending bill! 

Mr. BAYARD. I suggest to the honorable Senator from Alabama 
that he should not move to take up any other bill now, or to lay this 
bill aside informally. The Senator from Massachusetts had in charge 
the Indian appropriation bill, which he said there were urgent rea- 
sons for having considered ; and yet the consideration of that bill was 
waived in view of the fact that the Senate had fixed an hour for vot- 
ing upon this present measure, and in ari ame of that the Senator 
from Georgia, [Mr. Brown, ] the Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. 
5 other Senators have addressed the Senate on this 
subject to-day. I beg that the Senator from Alabama will not inter- 
polate any other measure, even by laying this aside informally, be- 
cause, if there is any other measure to come in, it should be the Indian 
appropriation bill. 

r. MORGAN. I thought we could di of the Japanese indem- 
nity bill very readily within an hour, and I think so yet. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts is not here to arge his bill, doubtless having 
gone off with the expectation that the discussion of the tariff-com- 
mission bill would becontinued ; and it is only because I should not 
interfere with him in having his bill considered that I ask that the 


commission bill be informally laid aside. If I thought the Japanese 
indemnity bill would take up any time which could properly be de- 
voted to this tariff bill, I would not in It is only as a matter 


of convenience to all concerned that I thought it would be better to 
have it disposed of. As far as I am concerned, I do not expect to 
speak more than ten minutes on the bill, ey for the purpose of 
explaining the grounds on which it is rested. I therefore hope ob- 
jection will not be made. I would not urge this bill to take the place 
of any other business, but I think our executive session is not very 
urgently demanded. I therefore hope that the Senator from Dela- 
ware will yield to allow this bill to come up. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] gave 
us to understand that a number, an unknown number, of Senators 
intended to speak upon this pending bill. He, himself, I understand 
has left the Senate Chamber for the purpose of making some pre 
tion to k upon it. It is now four o’clock. If 5 
set speech on this bill to-morrow, and there be any one else to 
on it, any other single Senator, there is not much chance of our 
coming to a vote at four o’clock unless their speeches are cut short, 
and I will take the liberty of asking if there is any one who desires 
to speak on this tariff-commission bill, that he do not lose the 
present opportunity and occasion. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to ask the Senator from Delaware what 
is the nature of the agreement? I was not present on Friday when 
it was reached. 

Mr. BAYARD. It was 5 on Friday evening that 
voting upon the tariff- commission bi ould commence and debate 
cease at four o’clock on Tuesday. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is, no debate after four o’clock ? 

Mr. BAYARD. No debate except upon amendments where the 
five-minute rule will 9 — . The Senator will find the agreement 
stated by the Chair in the Ron of Saturday, now on his table. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, I desire to say to the Senator from Delaware 
that I have ventured to bring forward the Japanese indemnity bill 
only because I found that the debate on the tariff-commission bill had 
ceased and we were about to go into executive session. It was in 
preference to Ting into executive session merely that I desired to 
call up the bill. there is to be any further debate this afternoon 


a the. tariff-commission bill, I shall not press my request on the 
nate. 
Mr. BAYARD, I think that I fulfill my ay by laying before the 
t 


Senate the precise condition of its business. is sought to arrange 
that witha view to proper economy of time; that is all; and my friend 
from Alabama knows as well as I that to-morrow we have but two 
hours between two o’clock and four for the purpose of this debate. 
Whether it will then be found possible to compress the wisdom of the 
Senate into those two hours’ speaking, I do not know. I doubt it. 
Mr.MORGAN. The Senator understands that I do not wish to 
antagonize the Japanese indemnity bill against his bill at all, but 
it was a mere question between that bill and an executive session. 
If we are to stop our proceedings at this point I wish that bill taken 


up. 

Mr. BAYARD. It will be impossible to discuss the Japanese in- 
demity bill this afternoon in the time allowed. 

5 RGAN. Does the Senator from Delaware object to the 
consideration of the Japanese indemnity bill ? 

Mr. BAYARD. I shall vote against it coming up at present. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I shall not press the matter. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, I take the floor on the tariff bill 
for the Senator from Tennessee at his request He will make a 
speech to-morrow on the subject, and there being nothing else to 

o or no disposition to do anything else, I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. CALL. I have a resolution on the Calendar in regard to the 
claims under the Spanish treaty, which I should be very glad to 
bring before the Senate and present some remarks upon. 

Mr. GARLAND. Very well; I withdraw my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida asks per- 
mission to call up a resolution for the purpose of submitting remarks. 

Mr. BAYARD. I hope the Senate will not concur in displacing the 
tariff-commission bill for the p of taking up the Japanese in- 
demnity bill or anything else. ere has been an opportunity for 
the last fifteen or twenty minutes for any Senator to speak. 

Mr. DAWES. It has been quite apparent that the Senator from 
Delaware has used so much of the day in the discussion of this bill 
that I cannot get through with the Indian bill to-day ; and I do not 
desire to take it up and then in the morning be forced to retire for 
the tariff-commission bill. I had supposed it would be disposed of 
to-day, but the Senator from Delaware has felt compelled to insist 
upon going on with the discussion of the tariff-commission bill to- 
day, and therefore I am obliged to let the Indian appropriation bill 
go over until Wednesday, so that the tariff-commission bill may be 
put Lars at and not spoil. ° 

Mr. SON. Mr. President, if no one desires to speak to-day 
upon the tariff-commission bill, inasmuch as the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts is not ready to take up the Indian appropriation bill, I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I will state to the Senator from 
Iowa that the Senator from Florida wishes to make some remarks. 

Mr. ALLISON. I give way, of course. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3246) changing the name of the German Protestant 
3 Asylum Association ; an 

bill (H. R. No. 4710) to vacate a certain part of Rock street in 
Georgetown, in the District of Columbia. 
_ The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 


bills: 
1 bill (S. No. 1510) for the relief of John H. Schabinger, guardian 
of Susan McKnatt and Martha McKnatt, minor daughters of James 
McKnatt, deceased ; 

A bill (S. No. 827) to amend an act entitled“ An act making appro- 
priations to provide for the expenses of the District of Columbia for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1882, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 3, 1881; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 30) making an appropriation for fill- 


ing up, draining, and placing in good sanitary condition the grounds 
south of the Capitol, ong the line of the old canal, and for other pur- 
poses. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
S dat the enrolled bill (H. R. No. 879) authorizing the construction 
of a bridge over the Missouri River at ornear Arrow Rock, Missouri ; 
and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 
THE FLORIDA TREATY. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the fol- 
lowing resolution submitted by Mr. Cat on the 8th of February: 

That the faith of the United States of America requires the exe- 

cution of the obli ons imposed by the treaty between the United States and 

made in 1818-119 for the cession of Florida by the payment of the amount of 

e claims for losses and „ as the same has been ascertained and adjudi- 

cated by the tribunals established by the United States, with interest thereon. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the resolution which I have presented 

to the Senate is one of very geest importance to the people of my own 

State, as well as to various claimants who reside in contiguous States 
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and in the Kingdom of Spain. 


The claim is beyond doubt one of the 
clearest that has ever existed against this or any berry sh government; 


and the non-payment of these claims cannot be justified by any con- 
siderations A benasty, of public honor, or of the proper di e of 
national obligations. I venture to say that there has never existed 
a case within the history of nations which was more perfectly clear, 
which was so entirely without a single ground of question, and upon 
which no argument to the contrary could be maintained. Every 
Department of this Government, every prominent public man who has 
been connected with the Treasury Department or the Attorney-Gen- 
eral’s Department for twenty-five years past, has affirmed the obliga- 
tion of the Government of the United States to pay the claims arising 
under that 3 and judicially ascertained by the tribunals estab- 
lished by our public law, and to which the faith of the Government 
was pledged 

Now, Mr. President, I will ask the attention of Senators to what I 
have to say, because there is a long-neglected and important public 
duty im d upon them in this respect as to which they should be 
informed and should give their patient and careful attention. 

The government of the ey | of Spain has made a demand upon 
the Government of the United States time and again within the last 
twenty years, and within the past year this demand has been made 
upon the Goyernment for the performance of a treaty obligation. It 
is my purpose to endeavor to show in a few brief remarks that this 
obligation, as I have stated, is perfectly clear and without question, 
and that the oath which we have taken as Senators to perform our 
high duty of advising and consenting to treaties with foreign nations 
binds us to exert all the powers conferred upon us to require their 
observance in good faith. 

It will be remembered that in 1811 the Congress of the United States 
passed a resolution directing that the provinces of East Florida, then 
a portion of the dominions of the of Spain, should be taken 
3 of in order that they might not be made a standing-point 

or invasion by the British forces in the war then about to commence 
between Great Britain and the United States. That occupation was 
made under the authority of the United States Congress, e troops 
of the United States under the command of the officers of the United 
States, General George Mathews and Colonel John McKee, were or- 
dered into that province. They desolated the province, they sub- 
sisted their armies upon the cattle and the stores and provisions of 
the people; they took possession, in violation of our treaty of 1795 
with Spain and without authority of law, but by the authority and 
with the approval of this Government, of large droves of cattle ; they 
burned and destroyed the plantations and houses of the people, and 
changed a prosperous province into an uninhabited desert. 

By the treaty of 1819 the Government of the United States stipu- 
lated that it would pay the losses which were occasioned by the in- 
vasion of the provinces of the Floridas and their occupation by the 
forces of the United States. They provided by that treaty that these 
claims should be judicially ascertained by process of law, and in 
pursuance of that treaty an act of Con was iving au- 
thority and jurisdiction to the judges of the courts of the United 
States in the Territory of Florida to ascertain and judicially declare 
the amount of those losses. In pursuance of that act the judges of 
those courts did sit in judgment, did judicially ascertain and de- 
clare the amount of the losses which had been sustained; and inas- 
much as it was in 1833 and 1834 that these judicial declarations 
were made, the judges decided in their judgment and award that 
payment should be made by the United States for the loss of the 
use of the Property from the time it was taken in 1812 and 1813 until 
the date of the judgment. That is, they rendered judgment for the 
value of the property proved to have been taken in 1812~13, and for 
the loss of the use of the property, computing the latter at 5 per 
cent. per annum from the period of the loss to the time of payment 
in 1834735. 

The pretended reason for non-payment has arisen upon the ques- 
tion whether or not the Government of the United States was bound 
to pay for the loss of the use of the property from the time it was 
taken in 1812 and 1313 until the date of the judgment in 1834 and 
1835. The Spanish Government insists that the United States are 
bound by the law of nations; that they are bound by the settled 
practice of this Government; that they are bound by the demands 
which have been made by this Government upon Spain in similar 
cases, and acknowledged, in which damages for the loss of the use of 

roperty or interest opon the claim was demanded by the United 
Btates and allowed by ain. The Secretary of the Treasury of the 
United States, Mr. bu A when these claims came before him 
under the act of Congress for his approval, approved so much of them 
as related to the principal, and refused to pay so much of the judg- 
ments of the courts under the treaty as was for the loss of the use of 
propery or for interest. The Spanish Government has insisted, and 

oes now to-day insist upon ments, that cannot be even ques- 
tioned, the payment of these ju ents and demands as a soverei 


people, on the performance of that treaty by the payment to the 
claimants of the value of the use of the pro from the time it was 
was taken in 1812 and 1813 until the period of the judgment in 1834; 
and the question is, shall the Senate of the United States refuse to do 


ustice ? 
j Mr. President, this subject was examined by Daniel Webster, and 
in an opinion which, like all the opinions of that great man, was a 


perfect demonstration, he affirmed that, upon the ground of interna- 
tional law, upon the ground of the practice and usage of this coun- 
try, upon the ground of the treaty and its direct and pan obliga~ 
tion, upon the ground of justice, the Government of the United 
States was bound to make this yh Semen to these people, the 
payment of the value of the use of the property or interest for the 
amount of the loss from 1812 to the period of the judgment. I will 
read for a moment what Mr. Webster said : 2 

It ay rs that the Secretary of the Treasury, in the exercise of this supposed 
or 8 appellate power, struck out interest in all cases in which it formed a 
part of the amount adjudged by the court. If the opinions already expressed be 
well founded, the Secretary could lawfully exercise no such power. The courts 
adopted, and had a right to adopt, their own rule for assessing damages and award- 
ing amounts in the cases before them. If wy saw fit to allow interest, it was an 
exercise of their judicial power with which the Secretary could not interfere. 

In such a case. the claim for interest was established by process of law as much 
as the claim for the original inju It was res judicata. Tt had become a Judg: 
ment of a competent, and the only competent, tribunal; and the Secretary could 
not disturb it, by rejecting any any more than by overthrowing the whole. 
But as this is an im question I propose to consider it on principle, and in- 
dependent of the judicial decision in a particular case. 

Mr. President, I am asking for a resolution by the Senate declaring 
it to be the duty of this Government to pay the interest upon these 
claims, and I ask attention to the conclusive ground upon which Mr. 
Webster presented it. 

Av notion has been prevalent, and the expression of it has often been 
re ted. that the Government of the United States never pays interest. This is 
not at all correct, in point of fact. Interest has been allowed to claimants by the 
acts of Congress in ost innumerable instances. 

I ask the consideration of the Senate to the fact that here an al- 
leged practice and rule of domestic law has been intervened to deny 
the performance of the solemn obligations of a treaty for forty years 
and more, and Mr. Webster, the greatest publicist and statesman of 
the day, pronounced upon a review of the history of the Government 
that no such rule or even domestic practice prevails in this country. 

But if such a rule did exist, it would not affect this casein the slightest Sp pre 
Nothing more can be understood from any such rule than that in matters of ac- 
count, or on deferred debts, claims, or demands, the t does 
not allow interest. This proceeds on the presumption that accounts will be 
promptly rendered, and all claims and debts preseated and paid when due. 

But in cases such as I am now considering interest is allowed, not as interest in 
its ordinary sense—that is to say, as augmentation, running and growing on a fixed 
sum. It is regarded merely as a part or element in the loss or injury, or as a just 
mode of fixing the amount of dam: 

* 


We are now 5 treaty, a solemn compact between nations. This 
compact between nations, this treaty, is to be construed and interpreted through- 
out its whole length and breadth, in its general provisions and in all its details, in 
every phrase, sentence, word, and syllable in $ by the settled rules of the law 
of nations. o munici code can touch it, no local municipal law affect it, no 
practice of an administrative department come near it. Over all its terms, over 
all its doubts, over all its ambiguities, if it have any, the law of nations “sits arbi- 
tress.” 


Mr, President, this whole 3 stands upon that point. The 
Secretary of the Treasury undertook to defy the terms of this treaty 
which declared that the Government of the United States would pay 
the losses occasioned by the invasion of the Floridas, and that these 
losses should be judicially ascertained, and the Government of the 
United States provided tribunals of its own selection to make that 
judicial ascertainment, and those tribunals rendered this judgment 
end award upon evidence which has never been questioned or denied 
of a fixed amount. But here the Secretary of the ary arbitrarily 
undertook, when the claims came before him, to say thatit was arule 
of domestic law, a practice in the Treasury Department, that interest 
should not be paid upon claims against the 8 und, said 
he, I deny the obligation and the payment of so much of this judg- 
ment and award.” Can any man sustain that proposition ? hy it 
is a bald, bold piece of absurdity and robbery, wholly indefensible by 
any argument of reason, by any consideration of public law, by any 
pretense of justice or of right. 

The practice of this country in all its intercouse with foreign nations 
and without a single exception has been to assert the obligation of 
a foreign nation to pay interest or damages for the loss of the use of 
pret: Ending with our last negotiation and settlement at 

neva, and dating back to every instance in the history of the Gov- 
ernment, the United States have demanded of foreign nations the 
payment of interest under the law of nations for the loss of the use 
of property, and it has been awarded and accepted by them; and 
here we stand in the face of the world and the Senate of the United 
States stands professing to deal with other nations upon principles 
of equity and international law, and denying the very proposition 
which we demand of others and force others to grant to us, and allege 
the paltry pretense of a rule of domestic practice which Mr. Webster 
denies and points to act after act of Congress allowing to domestic 
claimants that measure of justice which we deny under the obliga- 
tions of this treaty. 

Mr. Evarts, in a letter dated June 3, 1870, says of this claim as all 
other eminent officials of the Government have said: 


oe given to these Florida claims“ a thorough examination, and am satis- 


Of what? 


that their ponm is imperatively demanded by justice and good faith, accord- 


to the 5 tor their t by the executive 
department, with which the duty reste’ oF discharging the obligations of the Gov- 
ernmen 
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Judge Bibb, who succeeded Mr. Spencer as Secretary of the Treas- 

ury, says: 
The question as to the rule of 
of 1819 between the United States and pain, 
be 


under the law of nations and the treaty 

was not presented to my mind, was 
not considered Ls was not intended decided by me in making the orders 
for payments without interest. In so ordering, I si; 5 
one of the clerks, according to form which pre ly been observed in like 


cases. 

The question of interest upon the value of property destroyed at the time of the 
trespass, by way of compensation for the deprivation of the use of the 8 A 
was not considered nor adjudicated by me in these cases, but > 
If the question had been stirred I feel confident that I would not have committed 
so great a blunder as to have decided that, under the treaty and the ucts of Con- 

to carry into effect the treaty between the United States and an al- 
owance of interest, at the legal rate of the country where the violation 
of the law of nations had been committed, was not to be paid by the United States 
as a just compensation for deprivation of the use of the property, valued at the 
time of the trespass. 

So said ex-Secretary Forward: 

The treaty is to be expounded, not by the regulations of the Treasury Depart- 
ment or 8 eee laws of one of the parties to it. The reason is 
obvious. The ies to the ty were upon a ames a perfect equality. * . 
It results that the inquiry whether the decision of the court Sowie a 
for the delay of re; ion was within the provisions of the 1 must be deter- 
mined by the law of nations. The damages allowed in the Florida cases 
were those which were consequent upon the original wrong. They were an inci- 
dent which attended, and was inseparable from, the 61 
which concedes the justice and pee of the latter ts virtually and substan- 
tially that the former also should be paid. 

Mr. Ewing, also an ex-Secretary of the Treasury, contributes a let- 
ter on the subject in the following language, which reflects honor 
upon his memory as à jurist and a statesman: 


I affirm that there has never been, with perhaps one exception, a 
Secretary of the Treasury or a member of the Cabinet to whom these 
claims have been presented and brought within his notice for more 
than twenty-five years that has not affirmed that it was dishonora- 
ble in the Government, a violation of its solemn treaty obligation, 
to withhold payment. From the time when Mr. Webster made his 
exhaustive and unanswerable argument upon every proposition, dem- 
onstrating that the case was utterly indefensible, to the present 
time, no eminent publicist or statesman of this country has failed to 
affirm the solemn and binding obligation, plain, imperative, and un- 
questionable, of this provision upon the Government. w sir, it 
makes an American citizen’s cheek blush with shame when he reads 
ihe unanswerable presentation of this case by the Spanish minister 
within a year past, and reads the ps reply made by the law offi- 
cers of the Government, to wit, that the domestic practice, the in- 
herent differences between the branches of our Government forbid 
that we should carry out treaty stipulations and do justice. 

1 affirm, sir, that this proposition, made by our law officers, is un- 
true and a scandal upon the American name and the institutions of 
this country. Our divisions of power do not impair the efficacy with 
which we may perform national duties and execute treaty obliga- 
tions. j 

In 1878 the minister of Spain, Mr. Mantilla, presents the case in 
the following manner, and I ask the members of the Senate who rest 
under the solemn and sworn obligation to see that the treaties of 
this Government are the supreme law of the land, to consider whether 
it is not a proper subject of humiliation and shame to usif we should 
longer hesitate in according to Spain what she demands so clearly 
nd so rightfully. Sefior Mantilla says: 

The undersigned does not therefore believe that so ere and self. 

a Government as that of the United States will ege in this matter, 

the authorized medium of its President, its powerlessness to revise and a 
decision or rule as erroneous as the one in question, which was laid down by one 
of its subordinate ministerial officers, whose intervention in the case was not con- 
sidered at all in the treaty, and was not even asked of Spain when it was concluded. 
Perhaps it is true that the Supreme Court or the Court of Claims has no power to 
interfere in the matter, but the responsibility of this judicial powerlessness can in 
no wise affect Spain. mgress may likewise refuse to interfere, or may insist that 
the question is an exclusively executive one ; however, cannot o these 
domestic disputes in another country than that which has treated with her. 

How paltry a pretense when we have made a solemn treaty with 
a foreign nation for the executive head of this Government to allege 
in answer to a just demand, “ We are powerless because our institu- 
tions are inadeqtate to execute the treaty and do what honor and 
good faith demand.” Why, sir; I blush with shame at the frivolous 
excuse, and the reflection upon our great country, its sense of jus- 
tice, and its institutions. 


VVT to ask and expect of 
the Government of the U States, is that it shall the obligations which 
it contracted toward S the total 


pain by the treaty of 1819, and that it shalt pay 
amount of the judicial indemnities awarded by the stipulations of treaty, in- 
cluding interest at a fair and reasonable rate, on the anpaid pen of the judicial i 
indemnities, from the time when they were awarded up to the date of their pay- 
ment in full, as was asked in the note of the immediate predecessor of the under- 
signed of January 9, 1874. 


Now, says the Spanish minister: 


execution of said treaty. This question seems to the ed to be as much 
beyond discussion between and the United States as it is between Great Brit- 
ain and the United States in matter of the Alabama indemnity. 

Here stood this Government treating with Great Britain and re- 
fusing to allow even the objection to be considered that interest could 
not be paid; and yet we stand here with a treaty stipulation with 
Spain over sixty years ago to pay for property destroyed by our 
troops, appropriated to the subsistance of our armies, settled by a 
tribunal selected by ourselves, composed of our own judges actin 
under our own processes, rendering a judgment and an award wi 
interest, affirmed by every statesman and publicist and officer of the 
Government for twenty-five years to be an obligation on the Gov- 
ernment under the treaty, and yet we stand treating with Great 
Britain and renome to allow even the objection to be heard that 
interest should not be paid and denying at the same time, or at least 
quietly and calmly repudiating, the obligation of this treaty or fail- 
ing to carry it into effect, 

e matter was submitted to Co at its last session by the 
President of the United States for its action. It was refe to a 
committee of the House and a favorable report made. It was referred 
to a committee of the Senate, and it was reported here that it was a 
matter that concerned the executive department of the Government. 
But, sir, I take it that we are part of the treaty-making power; we 
are concerned in the execution of the treaty. It is our concern that 
a treaty shall be the supreme law of the land. The responsibility is 
oursin the performance of our high function whether we stand quietly 
by and use no part of the public power intrusted to us to protect the 


public faith of the country to carry out the constitutional provision 
which requires treaty obligations to be made and execu in good 
faith. I take it we cannot clear our skirts of the responsibility of 


ee = this payment shall be made and made without any fur- 
ther delay. 

I will not w the Senate with any prolonged discussion of this 

uestion. I shall ask Senators to consider, as their duty requires 
them to do, the obligation of this Government for the payment of 
these claims, to considerthe duty that rests upon each one of us to do 
all that is in our power to see that these claims are paid without any 
longer delay. 

The late minister of the United States at Madrid, Mr. Cushing, in 
one of the documents sent as an inclosure to his dispatch, alluded to 
the proceeding of the Government of Spain in a subsequent negotia- 
tion: 

Spain had performed her obligations in 
us the 8 and dominion of 
stipulations with us for payment of losses 

Says the Spanish minister : 

How did § form her duties under the to yon? Let your minister, 
der Ouking server: en — 

He quotes from him as follows: 

It is the evident and incontestable proof that in the midst of many difficulties 
Spain 1 desires and well knows how to J eects intact her tional good 
faith, and to fulfill without hesitating her obligations toward other governments. 

This was the appeal that was made by the Spanish ministerto us: 
Tou have not performed your treaty stipulation with Spain under 
the treaty of 1819; you have allowed a subordinate officer of your 
Government to deny the judgment and award of the tribunals pro- 
vided by you in conformity with the stipulations of the treaty. Row 
has Spain acted? Let yor minister answer. In 1871, notwith- 
standing this neglect and failure on your part, in the midst of many 
difficulties and embarrassments she unhesitatingly paid the indemni- 
ties which the treaty provided for.” 

„Mr. Lowell, the present minister,” said the Spanish minister, “ in 
the inclosure to his apa teh to his 5 bears date of 
October 12, 1877, on receiving the payment of t 
of the aforesaid indemnities, says:“ 

That such complications should have arisen was only to have been expected 
under the circumstances, but that Spain, wi in the mean while, was under- 
gong re changes of d , and had upon her two civil wars in opposite 
pe of the globe, should have been w: and able to fulfill her international 
obligations with such fidelity and promptitude, is a fact which I am sure I am 
warranted in saying the President will appreciate as it es. 

Now, says Senor Mantilla— 

The undersigned does not therefore believe that so 
a government as that of the United States will again allege in this matter, throug’ 
the authorized medium of its President, its powerlessness to revise and corro-i a 
decision or rule as erroneous as the one in question, which was laid down br ene 
of its subordinate officers. 

Why, Mr. President, what shall we think of ourselves when, apart 
from our power, apart from our pro apart from the great 
national c teristics that belong to us, we regard in its naked 
deformity this paltry and pitiful reply to a just demand, to a demand 
made under a treaty affirmed by the judicial tribunals selected by 
yourselves, to a judgment and an award, its justice, its rightful in- 
ternational obligation under international law, its rightfulness under 

our domestic law and practice certified to by every Secretary of the 
ary for the last twenty-five years, with perhaps one exception; 
defen by every eminent publicist and lawyer, and at the head of 
them your t statesman and lawyer, Daniel Webster; and yetin 
my State there are to-day Spanish families, some of whose members 
are in Spain and some in Cuba, who are in absolute poverty and 
beggary great Government neglects and fails to do its 


faith then and now ; she ceded to 
e Floridas; she has since had treaty 
sustained by American citizens. 


e second installment 


erful and self-respectin 


ause this 


plain and acknowledged duty under the treaty. 


1882. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2293 


I submit, Mr. President, these observations to the consideration of 
the Senate. I hope that they will move Senators to an investiga- 
tion of the facts and to the Seppe ee a of what justice demands, 


Mr. JONES, of Florida. President, I desire before this resolu- 
tion is disposed of to say a few additional words in re to this 
very important mutier. It fell to my lot at the last session of Con- 
gress to address to the Senate some observations upon it, and as the 
matter has been drawn to the attention of the country by the Presi- 
dent of the United States and has been in part examined by a com- 
mittee of this body and also of the other House, and affecting as it 
does very greatly the interests of meny people, worthy and meri- 
torious, in my State, I wish to say a few words upon it without 
intending to weary the patience of the Senate. 

The subject is not entirely a local one. The President, in a special 
me: to Con on the 1st of March, 1880, called the attention 
of Congress to the matter in these words: 

The act of of the 3d of March, 1823, (Statutes at volume 3, 

768,) to carry into effect the ninth article of the treaty in question, provided for 
enon angry nc he iow yeri ri arar pureci rg uur the judges of the 
superior courts estab! at Saint Augustine and Pensacola. s 

He goes on to say that the Spanish Government having called the 
attention of this Government to this old subject and insisted that 
injustice had been done by the long gag in meeting the demands 
of the treaty, he thought it proper to lay the subject before Congress 
for its consideration and action. The subject has been before Con- 

for a long time and has received careful consideration. The 
short history of it is this: in 1811 and 1812, in anticipation of hos- 
tilities with Great Britain, a secret act of Congress was passed (a 
very unusual thing) by which authority was given to Governor 
Mathews, of Georgia, to take possession of Eastern Florida in a secret 
way. It was one of the clearest violations of public law that ever 
occurred in the history of the world. 

I do not think that the invasion by Napoleon of the sovereignty of 
an adjoining state and the carryi without its borders a subject of 
that jurisdiction and putting him to death was any greater violation 
of the law of nations than took place in this particular instance 
when by an act of Congress, secretly passed, the governor of one of 
the States of this Union—I think Mr. Mathews, governor of Georgia 
at the time—was empowered to take possession of the territory of 
another State. He went into Florida in disguise, and after he reached 
there the banner of the patriots was erected, and it was pretended 
that a revolution existed to set the colony free from the Spanish 
crown; but it was all inspired by American authority to get a foot- 
hold in that province. e parties in charge were not able to supply 
the troops with regular supplies and they quartered themselves upon 
the country. They remained there for nearly two years. Great 
Britain, as it turned out, did not find it necessary to take possession 
of that part of Florida, and hence the precautionary steps were en- 
tirely unnecessary. She directed her hostile movements in another 
direction, but the forces of the United States, the volunteers, with 
Governor Mathews and other commanders, went in there and joined 
a number of disaffected, turbulent 0 already in the colony, and 
they depredated upon the peaceful, law-abiding inhabitants of that 
colony for years, foraged upon them, and it was all done under the 
authority of this Government. 

Afterward, when the treaty of 1819 came to be ratified between 
the two governments, under which Florida was ceded to the United 
States, the Government of Spain very properly insisted upon a pro- 
vision being incorporated into that treaty to compensate the inhabit- 
ants of Florida, subjects of Spain, for the losses which they had suf- 
fered from the depredations to which I havereferred. The language 
of the treaty, according to the English version, is as follows: 

The United States will cause satisfaction to be made for the injuries, if any, 
which, by process of law, shall be established to have been suffered by the peal 
officers individual Spanish inhabitants by the late operations of the American 
Army in Florida. 

This is the Spanish translation of it, which does not differ ma- 
terially: 

And the United States shall (or will) satisfy (or make satisfaction for) the in- 
juries, if any there should have been, which the Spanish inhabitants and (Spanish) 
officers may or shall judicially prove, acco’ to law, that veep fers suffered (lit- 
a poe suffered) by the operations of the American y in them, (the 


This translation was made by authority of the State Department. 
In 1822 Mr. Monroe called the attention of Congress to the necessity 
of legislation by this Government to carry into effect the provisions 
of this treaty, which was done by the passage of the following short 
act: 


Section 1. That the judges of the su courts established at Saint 2 
tine and Pensacola, in the Terri of Florida, vely, shall be, and they 
are hereby, authorized and directed toreceive and allclaims, arising within 


their respective jurisdictions, of the inhabitants of said Territory, or their repre- 
sentatives, agreebly to the provisions of the ninth article of the treaty with Spain, 
by which the said Territory was ceded to the United States. 

Sec. 2. That in all cases in which said judges shall decide in favor of the claim- 
ants, the decisions, with the evidence on which they are founded, shall be, b; 
said judges, re to the 1 the Treasury, who on being satisti 
the same is just and equitable, wi the provisions of the said treaty, shall pa: 
the amount thereof to in whose favor the same is adjudg 

otherwise appropriated. Appro March 
3, 1823.— m, page 166, chapter 161. 


There were two courts in Florida then known as Territorial courts, 
one for the eastern portion of the Territory, and the other for the 


west. Under this act of Congress they acquired jurisdiction to pass 
upon these claims, which the treaty required the United States to 
d of according to law—process of law in one case, and to be 
judicially determined in the other. When these courts examined these 
cases judicially, the United States being represented on the one side 
and the claimants on the other, for it was aregular judicial proceed- 
ing, they made up their judgments, and they adopted a rule of com- 
nsation which was well known to the Jaw of nations long before it 
ound the approval of the Florida courts, and which I conceive 
within the provisions of the treaty it was perfectly competent for 
them to adopt and to appi to these cases. 

It will be remem t the objection made by the Secre of 
the Treasury, Mr. Woodbury, who was then at the head of the 
partment, to the demands which are now presented was that accord- 
ing to the usage of the Treasury interest upon claims could not be 

owed, that a usage of the Department, originating in its settle- 
ment of accounts with our own citizens, was to be applied to the 
solemn provisions of a public treaty entered into between the United 
States and another power which required the measure of damages 
recognized by the law of nations. 

the most careful examination of this question I am free to 
say thatit was the most extraordinary decision I ever heard of. The 
local tribunals in Florida, following the authority of the act of Con- 
gress and the treaty between the United States and Spain, went on 
and determined these cases judicially. They took evidence as to 
the value of the property at the time it was destroyed, and, as quite 
a number of years had intervened between 1812 and 1823 or 1830, 
when the cases were adjudicated, tbey undertook to allow something 
in equity for the lon riod of time that the owners of this property 
had been deprived of its use and its value. Was anything more just 
1 11 d 1813 th f th l 
n 1812 an e property of these people was destroyed and 
appropriated by the public forces of the United States which entered 
eastern Florida in violation, as I say, of every principle of public 
law; and when the provision of the treaty required that these claims 
should be passed npon and adjudicated in conformity to the usages 
and principles of law, those courts so adjudicated and so determined, 
and in adopting a principle of damages they allowed 5 per cent. upon 
the value of the property 5 and destroyed between 1812 
and 1823 to these claimants. . Woodbury, when this judgment 
came up here under all the solemnity that could possibly attach to 
anything, said: 

I can only pay the amount of the value of the property in 1811 or 1812, but I 
cannotallow anything for the loss that has been occasioned to the owner of it. 

He paid the amount of the principal ; he allowed for the value of 
the property; but the other part of the judgment, which was just as 
binding as the principal sum, he would not pay, and no Secretary of 
the Treasury from his day to this has been willing to pay it; and 
that record stands to-day in our face a living memorial of the bad 
faith of this Government in failing to carry into effect the solemn 
stipulations of its own treaties. 

Now, sir, the treaty of 1819 did not give to the Secretary of the 
8 any authority over this subject. It required that the 
United States Government should determine these cases judicially, 
according to process of law; and need I in a body like this, made up 
of so many discriminating lawyers, undertake to say in the light of 
so many judicial decisions, what is meant by process of law.” The 
action of a pis tribunal, there to be determined judicially; and 
they were therefore by the act of 1823 referred to a judicial tribunal 
for determination, and when that record came to the Treasury De- 
partment under the provisions of the treaty, in my opinion the Sec- 
retary had no authority to refuse to pay them, but he was bound as 
an executive officer of this Government, carrying out the provisions 
of the solemn stipulations of treaty, to pay every cent awarded by 
the court below. 

The act of 1823 goes on to declare that when the courts decide a 
case against Spain the decision of the judicial tribunal shall be final. 
There were many claims presented to those courts under the treaty 
that were paren, and the ju ents of those courts in those cases 
have stood as judgments from that day to this; but the judg- 
ments in behalf of the claimants, in behalf of Spain, under the treaty 
have not been regarded by this Government as final, although they 
were in my opinion intended to be. No wonder, therefore, that Spain 
has complained from time to time of our neglect to perform the clear 
duty pointed out in this solemn treaty. Hear what Mr. McCulloch 
said on this subject, and that has been the rule adopted in the Treas- 
wy Department from the time of Levi Woodbury down to the present 

ay: 

The matter of the East Florida claims, which forms the subject of your letter 
of the 30th of October, has received my careful consideration, and I have no hesi- 
tation in saying that if the question involved in these claims were thus for the first 
time presented to the Department I should, as now advised, find little difficulty in 
Sone testing, aul tee baige oir opre E af tony say teeiaiomee 
one have declined to 2 them under the usage of the 8 as first 

plied to them by Secretary Woodbury. I do not, therefore, feel at liberty to 

ow these claims or in any manner to commit the Department to the payment 


That was his reply to Mr. William H. Seward, Secretary of State, 
who called the attention of the Secretary of the Treasury to the mat- 
ter in 1868. He says he would have no difficulty if the case was an 
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original one, and he was not embarrassed by the decision of his pre- 
decessor. 

Well, Mr. President, there is one ung Can be said of claims inst 
the Government that, unlike wine, they do not improve by a ese 
claims have been before this Government year year. e Span- 
ish authorities have time and again called the attention of the 
ident to them, and the President at the last session of Co made 
them the subject of a reference in his iawn, i to Congress, and I claim 
that the honor of the Government is involved in this matter, and if 
any body can show how we can escape the fulfillment of these obli- 
gations by leaving unpaid this large amount due for damage as 
allowed by the courts, I would like to see how it can be done. 

These courts in Florida were sitting as arbiters between the two 
sovereign powers. The Spanish King said to the authorities of the 
United States: 

Your Army entered my province in time of peace, invaded the sanctity of pri- 
yate habitations, and appropriated the property of my people. A large amount of 

has ensued in consequence of this violation of public law, and now before 
the cession of this territory takes place I require that some guarantee shall be 
made for the payment. 


The ninth article was put in the treaty of 1819 which required this 
Government to adjudicate these claims in a judicial way, and that 
meant of course by courts exercising judicial power, and the United 
States seemed to so understand it, for by the act of 1823 they referred 
the adjudication of these claims to the courts in Florida. The judges, 
says the act of 1823, shall adjudicate, and the act threw no limita- 
tions around their power. They were at liberty to adopt any prin- 
ciple of equity which justice might require ; and these sufferers hav- 
ing been from 1811 or 1512 until 1823 out of the use of their property, 
the tribunal, in addition to the value of the pro , allowed them 
5 per cent., not as interest coming upon a claim that the Government 
was bound to pay and did not pay as according to its usage with its 
own citizens, but adopting a principle which been long estab- 
lished in such cases and in such indemnities between independent 
states, these equitable judges 0 two sovereign powers, 
under the authority of a great public law enacted by sovereign states, 
decided that these Spanish claimants were entitled to 5 per cent. upon 
the original value of their property. Was anything more reason- 
able? Was anything more just? Was anything more creditable 
to the American name and the American character? 

Was anything more just or creditable than to find two of our own 
judges, holding commissions from our own Government, and thus in 
a position to impartially pass upon these claims of foreign subjects, 

owing to them 5 per cent. in damages for the detention and de- 
struction of their propery which had been taken from them in the 
most outrageous manner! I said that the history of the world af- 
fords no example to equal the infraction of public law caused by the 
invasion of Eastern Florida in 1812 and 1813. Why, sir, the idea of 

utting such demands upon the ground of an ordinary debt! Your 

onor, whe has so long and so creditably administered the laws of 
this great country, knows very well that there is such a thing in law 
as vindictive damages. They have often been allowed fora certain 
description of tort to the person and property of individuals that no 
court will ever undertake to set aside, because there is no rule of law 
at times by which a tribunal of justice can measure the determina- 
tion of twelve men taking into account the feelings and the wron; 
of their fellow-citizens. And I say if there was ever a case in the 
universe where a delinquent nation required the application of the 
principle of vindictive dam „this was that case. 

It was not a case of an ordinary debt of a private citizen, which 
the Government stood at all times ready to pay, and which was sub- 
qoot to the usage of the Department, as laid down by Judge Wood- 

ury and his successors, that the Government is always presumed to 
be ready to pay its debts and therefore does notpay interest. That 
was the argument. No, sir; it was a ease of a flagrant, public wrong 3 
it was a case of the unjustifiable invasion of the territory of a friendly 
state with which we were at e, carried out in pursuance of a 
secret act of Congress, the only one I remember that ever was en- 
acted, and they went there and despoiled and robbed the peaceful 
citizensof Eastern Florida of their possessions, and when the tribunal 
created by the authority of this Government itself measured the 
justice of these cases and said what the injured people were entitled 
to, an arbi Secretary drew his pen across the record and said 
“The half of this you shall take, and no more,” 

He does this by what authority? After the United States in a 
convention with Spain had agreed that those tribunals should fix 
the amount of the damages, he, a part of the Executive, undertakes 
to despoil them and to say, You shall have the principal sum, but 
the balance I will not repay.” There stand those records to this 
day, as solemn and as binding as any judgments that were ever ren- 
dered against a government or an individual ; and here is a respect- 
able foreign power every day complaining to the United States that 
it does not keep its faith. 

To give the Senate an idea of the character of these outrages in 
Eastern Florida, I will read from the opinion of one of the distin- 
guished jud who presided in the tribunal that adjudicated the 
cases, the late Judge Bronson: and a more able man never sat on any 
tribunal in this country. 
said: 

The difficulty of obtaining supplies for such a force led them at once to look to 
the resources of the country, Fee seis droves of cattle, with which the country then 


After giving a history of the invasion, he 


were immediately and erage o y seized upon to relieve their neces- 
isting both of regular troops 


5 of the province was in a state of utter desolation and ruin. ost every 
ugustine was burned or destroyed; farms 
and planta led. 
movable property ; 
or abducted. as the destruction TE raphi of every kind was concerned, 
the desolation of the Carnatic by Hyder was not more terrible and complete. 
* * * * * 


It is with no ears that I have narrated these transacti 


That is the description that a judge of the United States has given 
of the terrible wrong perpetrated upon these people, and they in a 
position of friendship toward the United States. Then, after the 
miserable sum of 5 per cent. was allowed upon the exact value of 
the property as found by the courts of the United States, after long 
years of waiting and loss and suffering in the employment of lawyers, 
that sum was rejected by this Government, although it is as much a 
part of the ju ent to this day as the sum which was allowed for 
the original value of the propery 

This is all, Mr. Presiden t I have to say. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate 

The motion was agreed to; and (at five 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


ourn, 
clock and fifteen min- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, March 27, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. POWER. 
The Journal of Friday last was read and approved. 


SOUTH AMERICAN WAR. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, by unanimous consent, from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported the following; which was 
read, considered, and adopted : 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the public 
interest, to inform the House whether any protocol has been by Mr. Tres- 
cot, or any other diplomatic representative of the United forth 

has been 


terms for ending the war in South America; and if any such p: 
OPAN WiU ee same, and also with copies of all 


ed, to the H. 
correspondence relating thereto not already communicated to one of the Houses 


of Congress. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted ; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr. FLOWER. I ask unanimous consent to present at this time 
and have printed in the RECORD a petition signed by over 2,500 
merchants and bankers of the city of New York, in favor of the pas- 
sage of what is known as the Lowell bill, to establish a uniform sys- 
tem of bankruptcy. I ask that the body of the petition be printed 
in the RECORD, without the names. 

Mr. HATCH. I object. 

AMERICANS IMPRISONED IN IRELAND. 

Mr. ORTH, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, reported the following; which was read, considered, and 
adopted : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be authorized to have printed 
for the use of such committee all papers in their possession in reference to Ameri- 
can citizens imprisoned in Ireland, and also their report thereon. 

Mr. ORTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SAINT CLAIR A. MULHOLLAND. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask unanimous consent that Senate bill No. 
699, granting an increase of pension to Saint Clair A. Mulholland, be 
taken from the Speaker's table and passed at this time. Separate 


_bills have passed each House for the same purpose, if not in exactly 


the same words. I desire that one bill shall become effective, and 
therefore I ask that the Senate bill be now taken up and passed. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I object. 

The SPEAKER. A billsimilar to the one referred to by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] was passed by the House 
last Friday night. Does the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HEW- 
8 his objection ? 

. HEWITT, of Alabama. I do. 
wit SPEAKER. Objection being made, the bill is not before the 
ouse. 
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PUBLIC BUILDING AT MINNEAPOLIS. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I ask unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table and pass at this time Senate bill No. 731, appropriat- 
ing money for the purchase of a site and the erection of a suitable 
building or a post-office and other Government offices at Minneapo- 
lis, Minnesota. 

Mr. MILLS. I object. * 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr, CASWELL, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported 
back the bill (H. R. No. 3548) making appropriations for the service 
of the Post-Office Dep: nt for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, 
and for 3 with the amendments of the Senate thereto. 

The SPEAKER. What action does the gentleman ask ? 

Mr. CASWELL. The Committee on Appropriations recommend 
concurrence in certain amendments and non-concurrence in certain 
other amendments. I ask that they be considered now. 

Mr. DUNNELL. If it is proper for me to do so, I object to this 
method of considering amendments to an appropriation bill. I insist 
that the Senate amendments must be first considered in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will not the gentleman be satisfied to have the 
amendments first read in which concurrence is recommended ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] 
makes the point of order that the amendments of the Senate to the 
Post-Office appropriation bill must be first considered in Committee 
of the Whole, 

Mr. HISCOCK. Lask that the report of the Committee on Appro- 
priations be read. 

The SPEAKER. The report may be read. 

Mr. 1 I want to reserve all points of order on the Senate 
amendments, if necessary. 

The SPEAKER, They will be reserved. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on A ee to which was referred House bill No. 
making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the 
year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes, to; r with the amendments 
of the Senate thereto, having considered the same, beg leave to report as follows: 

They recommend concurrence in the amendments of the Senate numbered 3, 4, 
5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 13, 19, and 22. 

hey recommend non-concurrence in the amendments numbered 1, 2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 
16, 17, 18, 20, and 21. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr DUNNELL] 
makes the point of order that these amendments must be first con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
The Chair sustains the point of order, 

The bill, with the amendments of the Senate, was accordingly 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. CASWELL, I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 8 of con- 
sidering the amendments of the Senate to the Post-Office appropri- 
ution bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the first business in 
order this morning is the call of States and Territories for the intro- 
duction of bills and joint resolutions for reference. And the Chair 
will further state that by the unanimous order of the House, this 
day, after the call of States and Territories has been concluded, is 
set apart for the consideration of such business as the Committee on 
the District of Columbia may bring before the House, 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like to inquire of the gentleman who makes 
the point of order if there is any particular amendment which he 
desires to have considered. My impression is that there will be no 
objection to the amendments which the Committee on Appropriations 
recommend to be concurred in, and that as to all of the amendments 
which the gentleman may desire to have considered in Committee of 
the Whole the Committee on Appropriations recommend non-concur- 
rence. 

The SPEAKER, The point of order has been made and sustained. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill 
(I. R. No. 879) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the Mis- 
souri River at or near Arrow Rock, Missouri. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, 
the bill (H. R. No. 1049) to promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving 
Service, and to encourage the abt Bes life from shipwreck, 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills 
and a joint resolution of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: = 

A bill (S. No. 28) to create an additional land district in the State 
of Colorado ; 

A bill (8. No. 36) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to as- 
certain the amounts due to citizens of the United States for supplies 
furnished to the Sioux or Dakota Indians of Minnesota subsequent 
to August, 1860, and prior to the massacre of August, 1862, and pro- 
viding for the payment thereof; 

A bill (S. No. va for the relief of John H. Brinkley; 

A bill (S. No. 1388) for the relief of J. J. Murphy; 


A bill (S. No. 1531) to create two additional land districts in the 
State of Nebraska; and 
A joint resolution (S. R. No. 53) for the 


rinting of the memorial 
address on the life an . Garfield, late President 
of the United States. 

LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I ask unanimous consent that the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 1049) to promote the effi- 
ciency of the Life-Saving Service and to encourage the saving of life 
from ony he be ordered to be printed. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

CORRECTION. 

Mr. WHITE. I rise to correct the RECORD, 

The SPEAKER. The pensionen will state his correction, 

Mr. WHITE. Ifind that the very interesting speech made by the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. ones upon the tariff speech 
of 3 (Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky] has been omitted from 
the RECORD. I object to the omission. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can enter his objection. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Chair will lay be- 
fore the House certain executive communications for reference. 

There was no objection. 


LEGISLATION OF NEW MEXICO. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: . 


I transmit herewith a copy of a law passed at the recent session of the Legisla- 
ture of the Territory of New Mexico, for the action of Congress under section 1850 


of the Revised Statutes. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 23, 1882. 


CHARLES EWING. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with Honse resolu- 
tion of the 17th instant, additional affidavits and papers connected 
with the claim of Charles Ewing against the oe ndian Nation; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian irs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

$ HARBOR OF REFUGE, LUDINGTON, MICHIGAN, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting, in compliance with House resolution of 
January 24, 1882, a report from Major F. Harwood, Corps of Engi- 
neers, relative to the necessity for a harbor of refuge at Ludington, 
Michigan, with plans and estimates therefor; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


NAVIGATION OF UPPER MISSISSIPPI. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a special report from Captain A. MacKen- 
zie, Corps of Engineers, relative to the facilitation of navigation 
through the various bridges over the Upper Mississippi River, and 
especially through those which have been constructed under laws 
prior to that of June 1, 1872; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


LAWS OF WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House two copies of the lawsof 
Wean ogton Territory, enacted by the Legislative Assembly in the 
year 1881; which were referred to the Committee on the Territories. 

HARBOR OF REFUGE, AU SABLE RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a report of Major F. Harwood, Corps of 
ean in response to House resolution of February 10, 1882, 
calling for any additional information or estimates in reference to 
the harbor of refuge at or near the mouth of the Au Sable River, 
surveys of which have been made by order of Congress; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

UNION PRISONERS DURING THE REBELLION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a concurrent resolution 
of the Legislature of the State of New York, in relation to Union 
soldiers and sailors confined in rebel prisons during the late rebellion ; 
which was referred to the Select Committee on the payment of Pen- 
sions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS FOR SERVICE IN MEXICAN WAR, ETC. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter of the Secretary 
of the Interior transmitting, in response to House resolution of the 
10th instant, “an estimate of the supposed cost of allowing pensions 
to the survivors, and the widows of oss who may have deceased, of 
the Mexican war and the Indian wars prior to 1846,” together with 
other information relative thereto. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state in reference to this 
communication that by the resolution of the House, as the Chair 
recollects it, the Commissioner of Pensions was uested to have 
printed the report which the resolution calls for. ‘This letter states 
that the appropriations at the command of the Department do not 


character of James 
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justify or authorize the printing. In the absence of objection this 
communication will be referred to the Committee on Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MULDROW. I rise to call attention to a question with ref- 
erence to the order of business. Some time ago the bill to increase 
the powo and duties of the Agricultural Department was made a 
special order for last Saturday, to be continued from day to day 
until disposed of, not to interfere with appropriation bills. Now, I 
understood the Speaker to intimate awhile ago that to-day has been 
set apart for the consideration of business from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. I want to raise the question whether the 
order of the House made prior to this order with reference to District 
business should not have precedence. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I was about to make the same inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The special order appointing a day for business 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia was made by unani- 
mous consent, and is confined exclusively tothisday. Theorder with 
reference to the bill increasing the powers and duties of the 15 
cultural Department is an order continuing from day to day. e 
Chair would hold that where several orders of the same character 
are made by unanimous consent, they take precedence in the order 
in which they are nted; but the Chair is also inclined to hold 
that where one such order is fixed for a particular day, it takes pre- 
cedence of other orders more general in their character. 

Mr. MULDROW. Iunde d from the intimation of the Speaker 
that District of Columbia matters are confined to this day. 

The SPEAKER. Only. 

Mr. MULDROW. Yes, sir; only to this day, and that the other 
matters will come up in their order. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the follow- 


og. Serii 
o Mr. BUCKNER, for three weeks; and 
To Mr. Kenna, for the present week, on account of important pro- 
fessional business. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. PAGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent to make 
some reports from the Committee on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. PAGE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back the 
following bills adversely; which were laid on the table, and the 
accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A ball (H. B. o. 3215) to establish a port of delivery at Helena, 
in the State of Arkansas; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2288) to amend an aet entitled An act to estab- 
lish a port of delivery at the city of Indianapolis, Indiana,” approved 
March 3, 1881; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2375) making an appropriation to erect a light- 
house at Mandeville, on Lake Pontchartrain ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3132) for the erection of a light-house at the mouth 
of the Great Wicomico, in the State of Virginia ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4721) to erect a light on the mainland at the har- 
bor of Erie, Pennsylvania ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3965) for the erection of a light-house on Rich- 
mond’s Island, Maine; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 580) making an appropriation for a light-ship at 
South Pass, off the jetties of the Mississippi River. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PAGE. The Clerk will now read the favorable reports. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Lobject. This is not the time for the introduc- 
tion of reports from committees, 

Mr. PAGE. I was on the floor making re 
tee on Commerce, and the gentleman from 
off the floor. 

Mr. SPINGER. I do take the gentleman off the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California is on the floor 
submitting reports from the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman has already submitted half a 
dozen adverse reports, and now proposes to submit favorable reports 
from the Committee on Commerce. I object. 

Mr. PAGE. It is under the same unanimous consent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Unanimous consent has not been given to take 
up the time indefinitely in the submission of these reports. This is 
not the time for the introduction of reports from committees, and I 
object. There is a time for all things. 

Mr. PAGE. I hope the gentleman will not object to this matter 
coming in. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; I do object. 

HOUSTON, TEXAS, A PORT OF ENTRY. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. S. er, I rise to a parliamen inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. See will Stato it. aiian 

Mr. MILLS. At what time can I offer some statistical papers for 
reference to the Committee on Ways and Means. Can I do it under 
the call of States for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions ? 

The SPEAKER. What do the papers refer to? 


rts from the Commit- 
inois cannot take me 


Mr. MILLS. They are commercial statistics, 


The SPEAKER. the form of a memorial? 

Mr. MILLS. They relate to the city of Houston, in the State of 
T being declared a port of entry. 
1 SP. Does the gentleman desire them to accompany a 


Mr. MILLS. I wish to introduce a bill at the proper time, and 
have these facts printed and referred to the Committee on Ways and 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will have td,ask unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. MILLS. If the gentleman from IIHnois will 
ask unanimous consent now that the memorial of the Houston Cot- 
ton Exchange and Board of Trade, asking that Houston be declared 
a port of pre, ad of the United States, be referred to the Committee on 

ays and Means and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. Printed in the RD? 

Mr. MILLS. No; printed in the regular form. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, this being 
Monday, the first business in order is the of States and Territo- 
ries for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions for reference 
to their appropriate committees. Under this call memorials and reso- 
lutions of State and Territorial Legislatures, and also resolutions 
calling for executive information, are in order. 

MUSSEL SHOALS. 


Mr. WHEELER. I ask to introduce a bill making an estimate 
and an immediate 8 of $50,000 to continue the work on 
the Mussel Shoals, and for other p „and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule that bill without a number goes 
to the Committee on Commerce through the petition-box, and it will 
be so referred. 


it me, I will 


WILLIAM LOVELADY. 

Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5394) for the relief 
of William Lovelady; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTRIBUTION OF SEEDS. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5395) to author- 
et the Commissioner of Agriculture to furnish nec seeds ae 
planting purposes to persons represented to be in a destitute condi- 
tion; which was wake first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

COMPENSATION OF CERTAIN PHYSICIANS. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5396) to com- 
pensate physicians for services rendered under an order of the United 
States court of the northern district of Alabama; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SAINT LOUIS, MONTGOMERY AND FLORIDA RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5397) 
granting the right of way over the public lands in Alabama, and to 
Kani lands to said State in aid of the Saint Louis, Montgomery and 

orida Railway Company, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

DUANE M. GREENE. 

Mr. PACHECO (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5398) grant- 
ing a pension to Duane M. Greene ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM D. SPRAGUE. 

Mr. PACHECO (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5399) 
for the reliefof William D. Sprague; which wasread a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ALFRED M’CARGER. 

Mr. BELFORD 8 introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5400) for 
the relief of Alfred McCarger; which was read a first and second 
5 to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

STEWART & CO. 

Mr. BELFORD (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5401 
for the relief of Stewart & Co.; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN KETCHAX. 


Mr. BUCK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5402) granting a pension 
to John Ketcham; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DEPARTMENT OF INDUSTRY. 

Mr. PHELPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5403) to establish a de- 
partment of industry. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair this bill should be 
referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. PHELPS. I cannot see why it should go to the Committee 
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on Manufactures any more than to the Committee on Commerce, 
Agriculture, or Mines and Mining, since each of these branches of 


industry is incorporated in the bi 

Tho SPEAKER. The Committee on Manufactures is more general 
in its scope than the others. 

Mr. PHELPS. The Committee on the Revision of the Laws would 
seom to be more appropriate. 

The SPEAKER. e duties of the Committee on the Revision of 
the Laws relate rather to the revision of existing laws than to fram- 
ing new laws. It is for the revision and codification of the statutes. 
In the judgment of the Chair the bill should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures, and in the absence of objection it will be so 
referred. 

Mr. PHELPS. I ask its reference to the Committee on the Revis- 
ion of the Laws. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection it will be so referred. 

There being no objection, the bill was read a first and second time. 
referred to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EXPERIMENTAL FARMS. 

Mr. FINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5404) to authorize the 
United States Commissioner of Agriculture to secure one hundred 
and 5 of land for an experimental farm in each of the 
States of Florida, Dlinois, Louisiana, and California; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS FOR SOLDIERS OF SEMINOLE WAR. 

Mr. FINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5405) to pension the 

urviving officers and enlisted men, including militia and volunteers, 

of the itary and naval service of the United States in the war 

with the Seminole Indians in Florida; which was read a first and 

second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CANAL BETWEEN HALIFAX AND MATANZAS RIVERS. 

Mr. FINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5406) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to cause a survey to be made for a canal to con- 
nect the waters of the Halifax and Matanzas Rivers, in the State of 
Florida; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Railways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL A. DONALD. 


Mr. FINLEY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5407) 
to authorize the name of Samuel A. Donald to be placed on the pen- 
sion roll; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


REPRINT OF A DOCUMENT. : 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 179 
provide for the printing of 5,000 copies of Executive Document No. 
98, second session Forty-fifth Con ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LANGDON, RICHARDSON & COMPANY. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5408) for the 
relief of Langdon, Richardson & Co.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

INCREASE OF PENSIONS IN CERTAIN CASES. 

Mr. SHERWIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5409) to amend the act 
entitled“ An act to increase pensions in certain cases,” approved 
June 18, 1874; which was a first and second time, referred to 
the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back 
Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN C. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. PAYSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5410) for the relief of 
John C. Phillips; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. THOMAS (for Mr. Harris, of Massachusetts,) introduced a 

bill (H. R. No. 5411) to establish the office of assistant secretary of 


the Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM J. ALEXANDER. 
Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5412) for the relief of 


William J. Alexander; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HAMILTON MARTIN. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5413) for the 


relief of Hamilton Martin; which was a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CAPTAIN WILFORD H. WELMAN. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5414) for 
the relief of Captain Wilford H. Welman; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


LEWIS J. BLAIR. 

Mr. COLERICK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5415) granting a pen- 
sion to Lewis J. Blair; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN G. PARKER. 

Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5416) tor the relief of John 
G. Parker; which was read a and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN P. T. DAVIS. 
Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5417) for the relief of 
John P. T. Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN LOVE. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5418) for the relief 
of John Love; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH TRIBBLE. 

Mr. McCOID introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5419) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Tribble; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TARIFF ON STEEL BLOOMS. 

Mr. McCOID also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of Iowa, in relation to the tariffon steel blooms and wire 
rods; which was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

TREATY WITH POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 

Mr. RYAN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5420) to carry 
into effect the tenth article of the treaty with the Pottawatomie In- 
dians of February 27, 1867; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HOMESTEADS TO SANTEE INDIANS. 

Mr. HASKELL (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5421) to 
grant homesteads to the Santee Indians residing upon their reserva- 
tion in Knox County, State of Nebraska; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EXPENSES ON TRIAL OF CHARLES GUITEAU. 

Mr. HASKELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5422) 
to authorize the anditing and payment of certain expenses on the 
trial of Charles Guiteau; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. MAY. 


Mr. KNOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5423) for the relief of Will- 
iam, J. May; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH RUSSELL. 

Mr. KNOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5424) granting a pen- 
sion to Joseph Russell; which was read a and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BENJAMIN F. AMOS. 

Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5425) to place the 
name of Benjamin F. Amos on the pension-roll; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed, 

ELIZABETH M’KAY. 

Mr. CARLISLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5426) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth McKay; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, 

LEWIS P. SANDERS. 

Mr. CARLISLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5427) granting a 
seer to Lewis P. Sanders, late of the Twenty-third Regiment 

entucky Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JUDITH DEIG. i 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5428) granting a pension 
to Judith Deig; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. DARRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5429) to amend section 
2569 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second 
Sme rened to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

NATIONAL RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. DARRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5430) to incor- 
porate the National Railway Company; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MISSISSIPPI LEVEES. 


Mr. ROBERTSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5431) to provide for 
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closing such gaps in the levees on the Mississippi River as have oc- 
c since the 25th day of November, 1881; which was read a first 


and second time, refe to the Committee on Levees and Improve- 
ments of the Mississippi River, and ordered to be printed. 
HENRY VIGNAUD. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5432) to permit Henry 
Vignaud, of Louisiana, second secre of the legation of the United 
States at Paris, to receive the decoration of the Legion of Honor of 
France; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

IMMEDIATE TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODS. 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5433) to amend an 
act entitled An act to amend the statute in relation to immediate 
transportation of dutiable goods” in reference to Morgan City, Louis- 
jana; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

FLOODS IN MISSISSIPPI VALLEY. 

Mr. KING introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 180) to create a 
joint committee to investigate the overflow of the Mississippi River, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mis- 
sissippi River, and ordered to be printed. 

LOIS L. WEEKS. 

Mr. DINGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5434) for the relief of 
the heirs of Lois L. Weeks; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY TEMPLE. : 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5435) for the relief 
of Mrs. Mary Temple; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 

Mr. CRAPO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5436) to facilitate the pay- 
ment of dividends to the creditors of Freedman’s Savings and Trust 
Company; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

ELLA I. SMALL. 

Mr. LADD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5437) granting a pension 
to Ella I. Small; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF AUGUSTUS W. BRADFORD. 

Mr. TALBOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5438) for the relief of 
the heirs of the late Augustus W. Bradford; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL HALLA. 

Mr. URNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5439) for the relief of 
Michael Halla; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ANN M. SMITH. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5440) for the relief 
of Ann M. Smith, executrix; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNIE LIEUTAND. 


Mr. HOBLITZELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5441) granting a 
pension to Annie Lieutand; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. SAVILLE. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5442) author- 
izing the President of the United States to appoint Assistant Engi- 
neer John W. Saville a passed Assistant Engineer on the retired list 
of the Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CANAL IN MARYLAND AND DELAWARE. 

Mr. COVINGTON presented a joint resolution of the General As- 
sembly of Maryland, urging the survey by the Government of the 
shortest and most practicable route to connect the waters of the Isle 
of Wight Bay, in the State of Maryland, with Indian River Inlet, in 
the State of Delaware; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF NAVY YARD, CHARLESTOWN, MASSACHUSETTS. 

Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5443) authorizing the sale 
of the Charlestown navy-yard, Massachusetts; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, DETROIT RIVER. 

Mr. LORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5444) for the construction 
of » light-house at or near the mouth of the Detroit River; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

AUSTIN W. FARNSWORTH. 
Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5445) increasing the 


pension of Austin W. Farnsworth; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 


be printed. 
ANDREW BUCHAN. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5446) to rerate 
the pension of Andrew Buchan; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

NATIONAL CEMETERY, NATCHEZ, MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. CHALMERS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5447) to construct a 
road to the national cemetery at Natchez, Mississippi; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HOY COOPER. 

Mr. RICE, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5448) granting 

a pension to Ho bea ob which was read a first and second time, 
erred to the Co ttee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM H. POLLARD, 

Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5449) for the relief of 
William H. Pollard; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GERIAH COLLINS. 

Mr. FORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5450) granting a pension 
to Geriah Collins; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES J. LANE. i 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5451) rerating the pen- 
sion of James J. Lane; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

INSPECTOR OF HULLS AND BOILERS, PORTSMOUTH, NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Mr. HALL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5452) to create a district 
for the inspection of hulls and boilers at Portsmouth, in the State of 
New Hampshire; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

TIMOTHY LYNCH, 

Mr. BRIGGS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5453) grant- 
ing a pension to Timothy Lynch; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

REFUND OF IMPORT DUTIES. 

Mr. BRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5454) directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay back mone — ially paid for 
duties on imports; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5455) toamend 
Schedule C of section 2504 of title 33 of the Revised Statutes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to tlie Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

DRAWBACKS ON MANUFACTURED JUTE, HEMP, AND FLAX. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5456) to 
abolish drawbacks upon customs duties upon articles manufactured 
from hemp, jute, and flax; which was read a first and second time, 
22 to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COMMEMORATION OF BATTLE OF MONMOUTH. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. sr in 
regard to a monumental column to commemorate the battle of Mon- 
mouth ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN KIMBALL. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5458) granting a pension to Benjamin Kimball; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LOUIS C. SANDS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5459) for the relief of Louis C. Sands; which was read a first and 
itera! time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ABOLITION OF TEST OATH. 

Mr. COX, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5460) to repeal 
the act of July 2, 1862, and such sections of the Revised Statutes ef 
the United States as perpetuate the oath prescribed in said act; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF COMMERCIAL AGENTS’ LICENSE TAX. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5461) to 
repeal the license tax upon commercial agents in the District of 
Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 
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JOHN WALLACE. 


Mr. HUTCHINS introduced a pa resolution (H. R. No. 181) for 

the relief of John Wallace; which was read a first and second time, 

referred to the Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 
INSPECTOR-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. McCOOK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5462) to restore and fix 
the ector-General’s Department of the Army ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


COPYRIGHT LAW. 


* Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, (by request,) introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 5463) to declare and define two species of personal rights of 
property in lite articles; to declare and define national rights 
and international rights, which the Government of the United States, 
for the people thereof, in literary articles; to provide for 
the protection of such personal rights and of such national and inter- 
national rights; to declare any violation of such personal rights and 
of such national and international rights to be aspecies of crime; to 
classify such ies of crime into de ; to fix the punishment for 
each de of such crime, and for other pi ; which was read a 
first and second time. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Let the bill be referred to the Com- 
2 on ho Library, or whatever appropriate committee may be 
e SPEAKER. It will be referred to the Committee on Patents. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to 
be printed. ; 

ELIZA ESTES. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5464) for the relief of 
Eliza Estes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM M. PENLAND. 


Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5465) for the relief of 
William M. Penland; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NATHAN CRISP. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5466) for the relief of 
Nathan Crisp, George Shular, and Erwin Hyde; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LIEUTENANT-COLONEL JOHN A. FAGG. 


Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5467) for the relief of 
Lieutenant-Colonel John A. Fagg; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE W. HAYES. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5468) for the relief 
of George W. Hayes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed, 

LEVI JONES. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5469) for the relief 
of Levi Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ELI H. JARRETT. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5470) to amend the 
act for the relief of Eli H. Jarrett, approved March 3, 1873; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A. PALMER. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5471) to restore the 
name of John A. Palmer to the muster-rolls of the Third North Caro- 
lina Mounted Infantry; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN DAVIS. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5472) for the relief 
of John Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT JONES. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5473) for the relief 
of Robert Jones; which was read a firstand second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN M. HONEYCUTT. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5474) for the relief of 
Stephen M. Honeycutt; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WESLEY HENSLEY. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5475) for the relief 
of Wesley Hensley ; which was read a first and secon time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF EPHRAIM J. AMMONS. 
Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5476) for the relief 


of the heirs of Ephraim J. Ammons; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES V. TWEED. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5477) for the relief of 
James V. Tweed; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM R. RHEA. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5478) for the relief 
of Hiram R. Rhea; which was read a and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY E. SHELTON. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5479) for the relief 
of E. Shelton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER COOPER AND OTHERS. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5480) for the relief of 
Alexander Cooper and others; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

F. B. CARLAND. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5481) granting a pen- 
sion to F. B. Carland; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN D. STREET. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5482) granting a pen- 
sion to John D. Street; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSEPH WARD. 
Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5483) 


sion to Josep 


ting a pen- 
h Ward; which was read a first 


and second time, refe 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM BUCHANAN. 


Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5484) granting a pen- 
sion to William Buchanan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

NANCY FRANKLIN. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5485) ting a pen- 
sion to Nancy Franklin; which was read a first and second time, 
stare ay to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
Pp 7 

NANCY k. AMMONS. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5486) to amend an act 
granting a pension to Nancy E. Ammons; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BROWN. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5487) to place the 
name of John Brown on the pension-roll; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL A. GIBBEY. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5488) granting a pen- 
sion to Daniel A. Gibbey; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NANCY S. LEDFORD. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5489) to restore the 
name of Nancy S. Ledford to the sion-roll; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANSON B. SAMS. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5490) granting a pen- 
sion to Anson B. Sams; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSEPH STUBBLEFIELD. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5491) granting a pen- 
sion to Joseph Stubblefield; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SCHOOLS IN ALASKA. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5492) to 
provide for schools in Alaska ; which was read a first and second time, 
1 to the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SUSAN R. GASSAWAY. 

Mr. LE FEVRE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5493) for the relief of 
Susan R. Gassaway; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN F. MATTERN, 
Mr. RITCHIE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5494) granting a pen- 
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sion to Benjamin F. Mattern; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 


LIEUTENANT JOHN G. KYLE. 


Mr. SHULTZ introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5495) for the payment of 
the funeral expenses of Lieutenant John G. Kyle; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MARY ULLERY. 

Mr. SHULTZ also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5496) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Ullery; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

: HENRY BLOUGHT. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5497) to increase the pen- 
sion of Henry Blought; which was read a first and second time, 
1 to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
prin 

JAMES L. M’CLARREN. 

Mr. GEDDES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5498) granting a pension 
to James L. McClarren; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ALBERT BRANT. 


Mr. MOREY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5499) granting a 3 
to Albert Brant; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MICHAEL COLLATY. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5500) tin, 
a pension to Michael Collaty; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ARTIFICIAL LIMBS AND TRUSSES. 

Mr. BINGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5501) authorizing the 
Surgeon-General of the Navy to furnish artificial limbs, trusses, and 
prosthetic apparatus to disabled officers, seamen, and marines of 
the United States Navy and Marine Corps; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

OBADIAH ARNOLD. 


Mr. KLOTZ introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5502) to rerate the pension 
of Obadiah Arnold; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


BENEDICT DARLINGTON, 


Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5503) to refund to Bene- 
dict Darlington certain taxes or duties illegally collected by the 
United States Government; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY J. CHATHAM. 

Mr. CURTIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5504) granting a pension 
to Mary J. Chatham; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN O. O'NEILL. 

Mr. RANDALL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5505) nting an 
increase of pension to John O. O'Neill; which was a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ANNA H. NONES. 

Mr. RANDALL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5506) granting a 
pension to Anna H. Nones; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M’MULLEN. 

Mr. RANDALL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5507) granting a 
pension to James McMullen ; which was read a first and second time, 
ae to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN STEVENS. 

Mr. JADWIN introduced a bill (H. R, No. 5508) granting a pension 
to John Stevens; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

POLLY ROBINSON. 


Mr. JADWIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5509) granting a 
pension to Polly Robinson; which was read a first and second time, 
e to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

Trin . 

4 JAMES STURDEVANT. 

Mr. JADWIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5510) granting a 
pension to James Sturdevant; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 7 

JOHN 8. ELMENDORF. 

Mr. JADWIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5511) for the relief 

of John 8. Elmendorf; which was read a first and second time, re- 


ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
JAMES k. SHAY. y 
Mr. BARR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5512) granting a pension 
to James K. Shay; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN NELSON. 

Mr. CAMPBELL introduced a bili (H. R. No. 5513) granting an in- 
crease of ion to First Lieutenant John Nelson; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

MINOR CHILDREN OF DENNIS ANDERSON. 

Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5514) for the relief of the 
minor children of Dennis Anderson, deceased ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. EAKIN. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5515) for the relief of 
John W. Eakin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY CARNES, 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5516) for the relief of 
Mary Carnes; which wasread a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES H. GRIFFIN. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5517) granting a pen- 
rion to James H. Griffin; which was read a first and second time, 


8 to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
NANCY GALBREATH. 
Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5518) for the relief of 
Nancy Galbreath; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN GARDINER, 
Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5519) for the relief of 
John Gardiner; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


J. H. JOHNSON, 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5520) for the relief of 
J. H. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ANTHONY NORMAN. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5521) granting a pen- 
sion to Anthony Norman; which was read a first and second time, 
1 to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, 

REPRESENTATIVES OF DENNIS ANDERSON. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5522) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Dennis Anderson, deceased; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSTON, TEXAS, A PORT OF ENTRY, 
Mr. MILLS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5523) to declare the ci 
of Houston, in the State of Texas, a Lake of entry; which was 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ALBEMARLE AND CHESAPEAKE CANAL COMPANY. 
Mr. WISE, of Vi say e a Nees introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5524) for the relief of the marie and Chesapeake Canal Company; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
ALFRED PLEASANTON. 

Mr. BRAGG (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5525) author- 
izing the President to es and retire Alfred Pleasanton a major- 
general; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


O. E. WOODBURY. 
Mr. CASWELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5526) for the relief of 
O. E. Woodbury; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


JACKSON J. KENT. 

Mr. CASWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5527) to remove 
the charge of desertion from Jackson J. Kent; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FRACTIONAL CURRENCY. 

Mr. CASWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5528) to author- 
ize the Secretary of the to issue onal currency; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 
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BUILDINGS FOR THE INTERIOR AND POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENTS. 

Mr. POUND introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5529) for purchasing a 
site or sites for additional buildings for the accommodation of the 
Interior Department and Post-Office Departmen of the Government 
of the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to 
be printed. 

TENEDORE TEN EYCK. 

Mr. POUND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5530) to authorize 
the President to restore Tenedore Ten Eyck to his former rank in the 
Army and to place him upon the retired list of Army officers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JESSE A. WARREN. 


Mr. TYLER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5531) to rerate 
the pension of Jesse A. Warren; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

NICHOLAS HELTINGER. 

Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5532) to rerate the pen- 
sion of Nicholas Heltinger; which was read a first and second time, 
oe to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
z INDIANS OF ARIZONA TERRITORY. 

Mr. OURY introduceda bill (H. R. No. 5533) to provide the means 
of obtaining the consent of the five civilized tribes of Indians now 
occupying the Indian Territory to the settlement of the Indian tribes 
of Arizona Territory upon the lands heretofore ceded by said civil- 
ized tribes to the Government of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


HERMAN LUBBERS. 


Mr. OURY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5534) 
for the relief of Herman Lubbers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The call of the States and Territories for the 
introduction of bills and joint resolutions is now concluded. 


INDIAN AGENCY, GREEN BAY, WISCONSIN. 


Mr. POUND. I desire to ask unanimous consent that Senate bill 
No. 864 may be taken from the Speaker’s table and put on its passage 
now. This is the bill to which the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] objected the other day. He has to-day indicated his 
assent to the bill; and if the Speaker will permit it to be read, I 
think there will be no objection to its passage. 

Mr. ATKINS. I desire to reserve the right of objection until the 
bill has been read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s right will be reserved. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (S. No. 864) to confirm certain instructions given by the Department of the 
Interior to the Indian agent at Spader: Ras mand in the State of 8 
. to legalize the acts done and permi by said Indian agent pursuan 

ereto. 
Whereas on the 28th day of November, 1881, the of Indian Affairs 
isconsin, 


Commissioner 
addressed to the Indian at the Green Bay agency, in the State of W. 
a letter of instructions as follows, namely: 


t DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRES, 
“ Washington, November 28, 1881. 
E. STEPHENS, United States Indian Agent, Green Bay Agency, Wisconsin : 
Sin: eee, eee eee agency 
complain that they are not allowed to dispose of the dead and down timber going 
to waste on their reserve. 
“ You are hereby informed that the sale of such timber is allowed by this office ; 
but care must be taken by you to see that the Indians dispose of only 
or down wood which without such disposition would soon become ess, 
and that they do not take advantage of this permission to cut other timber, in vio- 
lation of section 262, Instructions to Indian Agents.’ 
Personal oversight should be exercised Trs of the bargains and sales 
made by Indians under this authority, and they should understand that 
FTW permission will result in a forfeiture of 
e permit. 
Fours, respectfully, 
H. PRICE, Commissioner ;” and 
Whereas, under the authority Saposa to be conferred by the said letter of in- 
structions, said Indian agent permitted the Indians upon the reservations under 
the charge of the said agency to proceed to cut into logs a considerable quantity 
of timber of the kind 3 in said letter of instructions, in which work they 


are now ; an 
Whereas the authority of said Commissioner to authorize such 
cutting, or removal of auch timber has been called in question: ‘Theres gapos, 
Be it enacted by the Senate and 3 of the United States of 
America in ess assembled, That the instructions of the said Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs contained in the above-recited letter to the said Indian agent at the 
Green Bay agency, in the State of Wisconsin, be, and the same are hereby, rati- 
fied and confirmed, and all acts done or permitted by said agent in 
thereof are hereby legalized and declared valid; 5 ol all 
or prepared for market or which may be cut or 00 


Mr. ATKINS. It is utterly impossible for me to understand a bill 
as voluminous as this from the reading by the Clerk. 


Mr. POUND. Will the gentleman 
or a similar one, has been conside 
Affairs of this House and unanimously reported favorably. This bill 
is a Senate bill, which has been considered by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs of the Senate and passed by the Senate. 


rmit me to say that this bill, 
by the Committee on Indian 


Mr. ATKINS. Is this bill just the same as the one the Committee 
on Indian Affairs unanimously reported to the House? 

Mr. POUND. aren | the same. 

Mr. HASKELL. Iwill say to the gentleman from Tennessee that 
most of that which has been read by the Clerk is a lot of whereases, 
setting forth the facts upon which the bill is passed. 

Mr. ATKINS. I will ask the gentleman to give to the House very 
briefly the points of this bill before I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The right to object will be reserved. 

Mr. POUND. With the indulgence of the House I will state that 
the Indian agent at the Green Bay agency in Wisconsin in his an- 
nual report set forth the fact that there was certain down“ timber 
on the e reservation, caused by windfalls, &c., which “down” 
timber was being wasted, being eaten by worms, and in danger of 
being destroyed by fire. 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs, believing he had authority 
under the law to permit the cutting and sale of this timber, by let- 
ter directed the Indian agent to permit the Indians to cut and dis- 

of the timber. It seems that technically the Commissioner of 

ndian Affairs had not the authority to grant sia piego to the 

Indians. But it was a wise act and one calcula to save much 
valuable timber from being wasted. 

Under this supposed authority the Indians proceeded to cut the 
timber in orak It was afterward learned that technically the 
authority did not rest in the Secretary of the Interior or in the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs to grant this privilege to the Indians. 
This bill simply ratifies that act. The Indians have gone on and 
cut the timber; and the logs are lying there upon the bank of the 
river, and the sale of them is prevented by reason of the technical 
want of authority on the part of the Commissioner to grant this 


vas aa 
Mr. ATKINS. Is it Government timber? 

Mr. POUND. Under the rulings of the courts, timber on an In- 
dian reservation is regarded as Government property after being 
cut. cae LNG it belongs to the Indians. 

Mr. DALL. Does the Committee on Indian Affairs take the 
position that the Secretary of the Interior had the right originally 
to give the authority to cut this timber? 

r. POUND. They do not. 

Mr. RANDALL. en the Secretary exceeded his authority. 

Mr. POUND. He did. 

Mr. RANDALL. And this is to affirm an illegal act on the part 
of the Secretary ? I object. 

Mr. POUND. It is to confirm a wise act, but one which was not 
authorized technically by existing law. It is a matter resting en- 
tirely within my district. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania objects. 

Mr. POUND. I desire to sa 

Mr. RANDALL. I am willing to hear what the gentleman has to 


say. 
Mr. POUND. It seems to me that an objection in this case chal- 


lenges either the integrity or intelligence of the Representative from 
ne district as well as of the two Committees on Indian Affairs of 
ongress. 


Mr. RANDALL. That is not the issue at all. I have not said 
. about the intelligence or the integrity of any Representa- 

ve. 

Mr. HASKELL. Up there on that reservation was alot of down“ 
timber, not standing timber, but timber blown down and going 
rapidly to waste. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the See- 
retary of the Interior thought that under the law they had the right 
to allow the Indians who owned the reservation and the timber to 
go on and cut this timber and save it, and so issued orders. A further 
examination of the matter disclosed the fact that while the property 
of the Indians is very r the control of the Secretary of 
the Interior, and while the Indians can cut timber for their own 
use, there was no power to allow them to cut timber and sell it and 

t the money for it. This bill is simply to allow the Indians to get 

e money for this timber which they have cut and which would 
otherwise go to waste. 

Mr. ALL. The bill relates to what the gentleman terms 
down timber.” And the Secretary gave orders that the Indians 
should be allowed to cut timber that was not down. 

Mr. HASKELL. Oh, no; he said they should not cut a stick, and 
there has not been a stick of live timber cut. This simply allows the 
Indians to sell a lot of old decaying stuff and realize a little money 
from it, the Indians doing the work themselves. There is nothing 
wrong about it. 

Mr. RANDALL. The wrong was committed by the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

Mr. HASKELL. There was no wrong by the Secretary of the In- 
terior. The law allows the Indians to have the timber for their own 
use. The Secretary thought that, as long as this timber was to be 
sold for the benefit of these Indians, it would not be bad policy to 
allow them to cut it up and sell it. 
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Mr. RANDALL. Of course it is an illegal act which this bill pro- 
poses to condone, 

Mr. POUND. These Indians will lose several thousand dollars by 
the failure of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania objects, and 
the bill is not before the House. 


FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVERS IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Expenditures in the Depart- 
ment of Justice, reported back with an amendment the following reso- 
lution of inquiry : 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, and he is hereby, directed to report to 
this House the aggregate amount of the awards made for t the 
United States prior to 1878 by reason of the flowage of lands upon the 
Lake Winnebago, Wolf River, and Fox River, occecasioned b maintenance 
the dam at Menasha, at the foot of Lake Winne in the State of Wisconsin, in 
aid of the Government improvement, so called, of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers. 

Also, to ot the amount of money paid out for legal services by the United 
83 e ting the claims of persons who allege their lands have been injured 

by such flowage. 
TAi: the — — of suits now pending against the United States by reason of 


9 b the judgments or awards in favor of persona injured b. 
„whether any of the ju ents or aw: 8 AVOT o. ms 
` ei whether 


such flowage have been peia, an 


ment has been delay 


The amendment was to strike out of the last 1558 all after 
the words“ and, if not, why they have not been paid?” 

51 3 was agreed to, and the resolution as amended was 
adopted. 

. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also meved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CORRECTION. 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal privi- 
lege. I rise to a correction of the RECORD, and in order to show what 
the question is I ask to have read a portion of the RECORD of Satur- 
day, March 25. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is not a privileged matter. 

The SPEAKER. A correction of the RECORD has always been 
regarded as a privileged matter. The Clerk will read what the gen- 
tleman has sent up. 

Mr. WHITE. t the Clerk read from where I have marked to 
the close in order that the correction I make may be more thoroughly 
understeod. And I hope my colleague [Mr. TURNER] will give atten- 
tion to it, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Turner, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of pri M 
attention has — called ne telegram sent from this city to the Tante g pried 
mercial, a Republican paper in ana ag and copied in some papers in the district 
which I have the honor . represent. is as follows: 

[Special to Louisville Commercial.) 
* WASHINGTON, D. C., March 9, 1882. 

Representative Honk, of Michi, created a ripple to-day in the House b 
ere that he had bee the I Hon. Oscar Tük 4 
introduced into the speech of the latter on Tuesday on the 
ation bill, in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of 1870. It was 
then by the Hon. Samuel Marshall, of Illinois, and had been copied verbatim et 
literatim by Mr. TURNER.” e 

This telegram is a malicious falsehood, and is known to be untrue by every. mem- 
Ln abc heard my speech on the tariff and who heard the speech of Mr. HOER, of 


Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, what has that to do 
with a question of privile 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to state. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. Then I object to its farther reading. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman stated that he rose to a correction 
of the RECORD, and anything connected with the correction of the 
RECORD has been allowed to be read. 

Mr. WHITE. If my colleague will be patient he will see where 
the correction comes in. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the reading. 

The Clerk proceeded to read as follows: 

Mr. Hors referred to a figure which I used showing the taxation upon the arti- 
cles used daily by a farmer, embraced in a few lines of my for whi 
claimed no originality, as my language showed when I used it. It was a figure 
familiar, I suppose, to every member on this floor. It was a similar figure to one 
used by Sidney Smith in 1820. Since then it has been elaborated and used by many 
speakers, and well ee by Mr. Marshall. I carried the figures further, apply- 
ing the present uties. Itshowsaptly the taxation upon the articles of y 
use by a farmer, and applies with as much force now as it then. 

Mr. Horr made no such ridiculous on this floor as is contained in the 


ustice to the gentlemen who occupy seats in th 


* in y 
gallery, Yo not eve that any o Shane did bend ox sroxkl have beak nash» a ad 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky will state his 
question of privilege. 
Mr. E. It will beseen what correction I desire to have made 
at she poe of the reading from the RECORD of the portion I have 
mar 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I object to the reading of what occurred here 
until we know what it is that is pro to be 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is waitin; 

Mr. SPRINGER. We do not want to have read a speech already 
delivered in this House. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has always recognized gentlemen to 
correct the RECORD. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object to reading what has already been 
printed. Weall recollect what it was. 

Mr. WHITE. I hope the gentleman’s recollection will be as good 
when m 8 is stated. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman is objecting to what is in the 
RECORD, he can state what it is; but if he is objecting to what is not 
in the Recornp—— - 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot determine in advance of the 
ieri 

Mr. WHITE. Read what Mr. HORR says, and my correction will 
be found at tho close. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Irise toa point of order, and my 
point of order is that this is not a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to determine that until it is 


stated. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. The gentleman rises to a correc- 
tion of the RECORD, and I hold that a correction of the RECORD is 
not a privileged question. I refer to page 253 of the Digest, where 
it is stated that “it is not a privileged question to correct a report 
in the Globe.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. It has been decided frequently in the House 
that a correction of the Recorp is not a question of privilege. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Does the gentleman from Kentucky 
complain that he has been incorrectly reported in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has always held that a correction of 
the RECORD was 8 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. It is not a privileged question 
to correct the Globe,” as will be seen by reference to the Congressional 
Globe, first session Thirty-first Congress, page 1148. That will be 
found in the Digest under the title of “‘CONGRESSIONAL RECORD,” 
page 253. It can only be done, therefore, by unanimous consent. 

he SPEAKER. The rule referred to by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky is a rule adopted before the official reporters were authorized, 
but it has been the uniform practice ever since to allow members to 
correct the RECORD, so far at least as they are concerned themselves, 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. That is by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is a privileged question to 
correct the RECORD if it is found to be erroneous, 

Mr. SPRINGER. - If the 8 will state that he has been in- 
correctly reported, then he has the right to be correctly reported in 
the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has been trying to get at that point. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman insists he Himself has been 
incorrectly reported, he would have the right to have read what 
pertains to that matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks ordinarily a correction of the 
RECORD, when a member is himself affected by it, is a question ot 


paroan: 
Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman state he has had any injus- 
tice done to himself? 

Mr. WHITE. The whole House and the whole country are affected 
by it, and the Democratic party especially. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We will take care of the Democratic party. 

Mr. WHITE. I see you are trying to do it. 

Mr. BRAGG. There is no allusion whatever to the gentleman from 
Kentucky in that speech. Neither does the gentleman state that it 
refers to hi rsonally, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that the gentleman 
from Kentucky rose to what he claimed as a question of privilege, 
that some portion of his remarks was not correctly reported. The 
Chair is of course unable to decide what the question of privilege is 
until he hears it. 

Mr. BRAGG. The gentleman does not say that it concerns him 
8 Nor does he claim that his own remarks are incorrect. 

en wherein is the question of privilege ? 

The SPEAKER. e Chair is unable to state whether it does or 
not present a question of privilege. The gentleman from Kentucky 
ae stated that he rose to a question of privilege, and is proceeding 

state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. U insist, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman from 
Kentucky must state his question of privilege now. 

Mitra: S EAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman is proceed- 
to do so. 

. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Do L understand the Chair to rule 
that any member may rise to a correction of the RECORD as a question 
of pri at any time? 

e SPEAKER. Not so broad as that. Any member has the right 
to correct the RECORD as a matter of privilege in so far as it relates 
to himself. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Kentucky 
does not state that this relates to ee personally, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that. 


1882. 
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Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, The gentleman stated he arose to 

a privileged question which does not concern himself at all. 

he SPE R. The gentleman has not had an opportunity of 
stating his question of privilege. So many points of order have been 
made that he has not had an opportunity to get through. 

Mr. COX, of New York. And never will. 12 hter. 

Mr. WHITE. I insist that I have the floor, and I ask the Chair to 
protect me in my right. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Send the Sergeant-at-Arms to protect the 
gentleman from Kentucky. [Laughter. 

‘The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky is recognized as 
entitled to the floor on a question of privilege. 

Mr. WHITE. Now I 8 the Clerk to continue the reading; and 
after he has concluded the reading I will send up and have a por- 
tion of a speech which was delivered in that connection, and which 
has been omitted from thé RECORD. I shall ask then to correct the 
RECORD by its insertion. 

The Clerk resumed the reading. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I rise to a question of privilege. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask if this article that the gentleman from 5 — — 
insists upon having read concerns himself personally! 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to answer. 

Mr. WHITE. It concerns the whole esi Oe 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a point of order. gentleman has no 
right to rise to a question of privilege about a matter in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, or have read in that connection remarks which 
do not concern himself, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood, at the time the gentleman 
from Kentucky rose, that he rose to a question of privilege. Now, 
the Chair is unable to rule upon the question of privilege until he 
hears what it is. 

Mr. BRAGG. But the gentleman from Kentucky now discloses the 
fact that it affects some other person, and not himself. When met 
with the direct inquiry he states that it affects the whole country. 

The SPEAKER. Himself and the whole country. 

Mr. BRAGG. He does not so state. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. It has no reference to himself, as 
he states. 

Mr, BRAGG. 
tion of privilege. 

Mr. WHITE. U insist that the Clerk be permitted to preceed with 
the reading. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will endeavor to protect the rights of 
all gentlemen. 

. BRAGG. I raise the further point of order that it is not com- 
petent to have read here again speeches made yesterday by other 
gentlemen oe by unanimous consent. 


It is simply an evasion of the rale, and not a ques- 


The SPEAKE Only in connection with a correction of the rec- 
ord of the proceedings of yesterday. 
Mr. SPRINGER. There is no right in a member to have aspeech 


read under such circumstances at all, unless he states that it affects 
him personally and to what extent. 

The SPE R. That the Chair, of course, cannot determine until 
he hears it read. 

Mr. BRAGG. The Chair can determine whether the tleman 
from 33 may not state his question of privilege. But he fails 
to state it. If he has a question of privilege affecting himself, he can 
state it. But he fails even to allege that it affects , or does him 
an individual wrong. 

The SPEAKER. The practice has been to allow members rising 
to questions of personal privilege to present such questions in their 
own way. 

Mr. BRAGG. I would like to inquire, by way of obtaining parlia- 
mentary information, whether the Speaker ever heard any one ask 
that another gentleman’s s h be read in extenso as a 8 of 
privilege to himself when his own name was not used in the speech. 

Mr. CAMP. That is a conundrum instead of a parliamentary 

uestion. 
1 The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Wisconsin 
presents rather an abstract question. 

Mr. BRAGG. Then if it be an abstract question I make it prac- 
tical by making it applicable to this question. 

The SPEAKER. ntlemen have uently risen on the floor to 

uestions of privilege and then sent to the Clerk’s desk matter which 
they desired to have read on which the question of privilege is based. 

Mr. CAMP. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to call the attention of the 
House to Rule IX, which recites that questions of privilege shall 
be— 

First, those affecting the rights of the House collectively, its safety, dignity, 
and the integrity of its p: gs; second, the rights, reputation, and conduct 
of members individually in their representative capacity only; and shall have pre- 
cedence of all other questions. 

Now, I submit that any question which affects the integrity of the 
proceedings of this House is a priviledged question. This is a ques- 
tion affecting the integrity of the proceedings of the House. in, 
the gentleman from Kentucky has proceeded without objection, and 
it is now too late to take him off his feet. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no difficulty about the rule; the 


only difficulty is as to the manner of Ladies Deans it. 
BR AGG. Let me ask another parliamen question in this 


connection, as to whether the difficulty is not with the facts of the 
case rather than the rule? 

The SPEAKER. The difficulty is not with the rule, and the facts 
are not before the House. 


Mr. BRAGG. I insist upon the point of order that it is the duty 
of the Speaker as the presiding officer of this House to require the 
gentleman to state wherein his question of privilege lies. 

The SPEAKER. That point of order the Chair sustains, but holds 
that the gentleman from Kentucky may present his question of priv- 
ilege in his own way. 

Mr. WHITE. I hope the gentleman from Wisconsin will not in- 
terrupt me before I state my case before the House. 

Mr. BRAGG. The gentleman has stated his own name does not 


appear, 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Horr and Mr. KENNA rose. 

The Speaker, The gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Horr.) 

Mr. Horr. I have but a word to say. By reference . 
claimed on the occasion referred to by the gentleman from Kentucky was this : 

as astonished that even my friend from 5 TuRNER]—I am 
sorry I do not see him in his seat—I say I was astonished to find that even he gave 
us no new theories, but simply a rehash of the arguments that have been worn 
threadbare in the past. 

After going through with the quotations from the two speeches, I then said: 

1 of the committee, I submit whether I am not right when I 
say that there are no new statements in their arguments. We simply get a re- 
hash of the same old nonsense. Even after a lapse of twelve years the argument 
and illustration are the same thing over and over again.“ 

After hearing the explanation of my friend from Kentucky I acknowledge my 
mistake. I should havo said, after a lapse of sixty years” instead of twelve, as 
Sydney Smith it seems was the author of the figure of speech. How any reporter 
could have stated that in those remarks I made any such charge against the gentle- 
man from Kentucky isa mystery tome. I neither intimated nor said a word of the 
kind. Very far from me be it to do him or pohe else an intentional injury. I 
simply used, by way of illustration, a fact which I think the explanation of the 
gen from Kentucky now makes still stronger, that the free: trad. 
going over and over again the same old story. at is all I intended and all 

aimed in to the two speeches, and the 3 from Kentucky is en- 
titled to the facts in the case. I had not found his speech verbatim in a former 
Recor, and did not claim that I had. 


Mr. WHITE. Now, in order to correct the RECORD, and that there 
may appear in it the proceedings here which have been represented 
correctly by the reporters throughout the country, and that the 
coun ar Sag oe bao what is actually going on here, I make the 
point that the Recorp should show what was said on that occasion, 
and I send to the Clerk’s desk the correction I desire to be inserted, 
and which I ask the Clerk to read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Whose remarks does the gentle- 


ers kee 


man pro to have inserted : 

Mr. W. E. I have sent to the Clerk’s desk what I want to have 
inserted. Let gentlemen be patient. I hope the Democratic party 
will not get excited. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We now understand exactly the object of the 


tleman from Kentucky in this proceeding. [Cries of ‘‘ Read!” 


Read!“ The Speaker Tappan to order.] The Chair knows 
The yea For what purpose does the gentleman from Illi- 
nois rise 


Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that the gentleman 
from Kentucky is out of order, and has stated no question of privi- 


lege. 

Ar. REED. He has not got through with his statement. 

Mr. WHITE. Iam coming to the point now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The object of the gentleman is to get into the 
RECORD a little pleasantry which panoa between the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA] and the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. TURNER. 

Mr. WHITE. It is a pleasantry which interests the whole country. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Itdoes not affect the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. WHITE. 

The SPE. R. Thegentleman from Illinois may understand the 
object of the gentleman from Kentucky better than the Chair does. 
If this statement should involve the gentleman from Kentucky, the 
Chair thinks he is entitled to have it in the RECORD. 

Mr. WHITE, It involves the whole country. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The point the gentleman now makes is that he 
desires to have inserted in the RECORD something which he has taken 
out of a eye os i 

The SPE . The Chair does not so understand. If the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky merely desires to have read a newspaper report, 
the Chair would hold it out of order. 

Mr. WHITE. No, indeed; all I desire is to have the RECORD show 
what actually occurred on this floor in the interest of the Demo- 
cratic party; it is not shown in the RECORD. 

PRINGER. The Democratic party is not likely to be dam- 
by a pleasant remark of that kind. 
he SPEAKER. The Clerk will read what the gentleman from 
Kentucky has sent to the desk. 
Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman only desires to gratify a feel- 


ing 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois is not in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that the gentleman 
from Kentucky has no right to have this read. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair has ruled a that point. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the ruling of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has ruled that until this is read the 
Chair cannot determine whether it is in order or not as involving a 

uestion of privilege. The gentleman from Kentucky has sta 
that this is a part of the proceedings of the House, if omitted from 
the RECORD. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire the Chair to ask the gentleman from 
Kentucky how he knows this is a part of the proceedings of the 
House if it is not in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot question the statement of the 
member himself. y p, 

Mr. BRAGG. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. : 7 

Mr. BRAGG. My inquiry is this: If upon the reading, which the 
Chair permits upon the statement of the be from Kentucky 
that it affects himself personally, it shall ap it makes no per- 
sonal allusion to him, I desire to know whether what is read may 
not then be stricken out of the proceedings, having been introduced 
in an improper way ? } 

The 85. KER. When the time comes, the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. BRAGG] will be heard on that question. The Chair is 
not called upon to decide questions of that kind in advance. 

Mr. BRAGG. Ought the Chair not to decide in advance when the 

ntleman from Ken aog evades the question whether this affects 
himself personally or not p 

The SPEAKER. Thatis not the understanding of the Chair. 

Mr. WHITE. Let the gentleman from Wisconsin wait a moment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. : 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I rise to a question of order. 
[Cries of“ Read!“ „Read!“ I hope I will not be interrupted by 
the Republican party: ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] is 
entitled to the floor. í 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. £ 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Idesire tọ inquire of the Chair 
whether the gentleman can accomplish by indirection that which he 
cannot accomplish by direction withont a violation of the rules? 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman states a question which is en- 
tirely an abstract one, X 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I will state my point of order. 
The gentleman has already indicated to the Speaker and to the House 
that the remarks which he desires to correct are not his own re- 
marks, but the remarks of another gentleman., 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Kenna, of West Virginia, rose, and said in clear tones and unmistakable 
janguage— 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] has not the right to have read and put 
in the RECORD, as a part of the debates and proceedings of this 
House, something which does not appear in the RECORD itself. 

The SPEAKER. That is the very thing which the gentleman rose 
to correct. He said he rose to have the Recorp show what did 
occur, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the Chair overrule my point of order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I will appeal from the decision of the 
Chair. I want the question settled here whether any gentleman can 
incorporate in the Recorp whatever he desires on a question of 
privilege, when it does not affect him in the Jeast. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair states that he has made no such ruling 
as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] now states a desire 
to appeal from. The Chair has expressly held that he would not 
hold it in order to submit a matter which was outside of the pro- 
ceedings. If the gentleman desires to appeal from that decision of 
the Chair he can submit his ap 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, I withdraw the appeal, but I want 
[the Speaker rapped with the gavel] to protest against this pro- 


ceeding. j 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois himself is not in 
order. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Well, I will take my seat. A 
Mr. WHITE. I hope I shall not be interrupted until I have fin- 


ished. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Kerxa, of West Virginia, rose and said in clear tones and unmistakable 
language 


Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. If the gentleman desires that the 
RECORD shall contain the remarks of Mr. Kenna and my response, 
I ask unanimous consent of the House, for his accommodation, that 
those remarks be inserted from the Reporter’s notes. 

The SPEAKER. That is not a point of order. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent that that 


be done. 
Mr. WHITE. The gentleman is a little too previous. 
The SPEAKER. e Clerk will read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. KENNA rose and said in clear tones and unmistakable language: The gen- 
tleman from Kentucky is mistaken in supposing that ‘body recognized 
speech of his. If I . s or Sidney Smith's I 


would not have con; — 3 ) uh 2 
gentleman Kxxxa] must be very of com- 
eee, 


Marcu 27, 


Mr. TURNER $ 
prehension, and does not understand w) 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. The gentleman has now accom- 
plished ef Bec n what he could not accomplish by direction. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And I hope the Speaker is satisfied and the 
House and the country. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to say a word. 

Mr. WHITE. I wish to say—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the 
RANDALL] rise to a point of o 
Mr. DALL. I do not. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. Was that a copy from the Reporter's 
notes? I think not. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to say that the last which was read by the 
Clerk is the nearest approach that I have been able to get to the ex- 
act that was used on this floor, and which should have been 
sg in the RECORD, but for some purpose or some cause has been 
omitted. 

Mr. BRAGG. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. WHITE. And in order that the proceedings here shall appear 
as —— actually occurred, and that the RECORD shall now be cor- 


rec 

Mr. BRAGG. My point of order is this 

Mr. WHITE. And in further reply to the question of my colleague, 
[Mr. 5 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Waite] will 
ns ART The gentleman from Wisconsin rises to a point of order. 

. BRAGG. My point of order is this: the gentleman rose to a 
question of privilege, and the Chair decided that he could not deter- 
mine whether it was a question of privilege pertinent to the member 
himself until the matter was read. And the Chair intimated that if 
upon the reading it was found that it related to another member of 
the House and noi to himself, the Chair would hold it was not a ques- 
tion of privilege. The matter has been read and discloses on its face 
that the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] imposed upon the 
House and upon the Speaker when he claimed that the matter was 
personal to himself. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was of the impression that some por- 
tion of the matter alleged to have been stricken out related toremarks 
made by the 8 from Kentucky, [Mr. Warre.) The Chair 
has always held that members should have the privilege of correcting 
the RECORD, either by having inserted what had been omitted or by 
striking out what was improperly included. Beyond that the Chair 
has never held that members had any right to interfere with the re- 
marks of others. In this instance the Chair will state for the benefit 
of any person that it affects, that whatever was omitted from the 
RECORD was so omitted by consent of the Chair. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, can I conclude my remarks now? 

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman on this question 
are concluded, the Chair thinks. [Laughter.] The question of 

rivilege does not extend beyond the mere correction; it does not 


include the right to make a speech. 
Mr. WHITE. aker, that I desire to make; 


„It is no speech, Mr. S. 

I want to correct the RECORD, and make it show what actually oc- 
curred on this floor. If it does not show that, why do we have a 
RECORD? 

The SPEAKER. That is a matter for mem not for the Chair. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to say a word in justification of the per- 
mission granted by the Chair to these two gentlemen to omit from 
the RECORD that which was of a more or less personal character, af- 
fecting only themselves. It has been the uniform practice, where 
personal controversies have occurred on the floor, to allow language 
used in debate by members to be modified with the consent of the 
parties involved, provided that no change was made affecting any- 
thing spoken by another member. It oftentimes occurs that in the 
heat of debate members say what on reflection they desire to omit 
from the RECORD, so that amity may be restored. I think it quite 
wise that 1 in such cases should be under the control of the 
Chair, and I believe the authority in this instance has been very 
as exercised, 

. NEAL. JI call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Before passing from this question the Chair de- 
sires to have read a ruling made in the Forty-fifth Congress on the 
subject of reading papers in connection with the presentation of 
questions of privilege. 

The Clerk read as follows from House Journal, second session, 
Forty-fifth Congress, page 921: 

Mr. SAMUEL S. Cox, as a —— of privilege, pro to submit the protest 
of members of the House of Representatives against the of the said bill. 

Mr. REAGAN made the point of order that the said protest was not in order, and 
that when the same was presented it was not presented as a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order, on the ground that Mr. Cox rose to 
a question of privilege and sent to the Clerk's desk to be read a paper relating to 
the said question of privilege; and until the same was read the Chair could not 


pec from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
er 


rule upon the said — 
Mr REAGAN appenled from the decision of the Chair. 
Pending which, 
Mr. CARLISLE moved that the said appeal do lie on the table. 
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Mr. COX, of New York. I was about to suggest to the Speaker 
and the House, when the Chair definitively decided this question, 
that inasmuch as it appears from the statement of the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. W RTE] that this was not really a question of privi- 
lege—certainly not one personal to himself—a motion should be made 
and entertained to strike out his speech. 


Mr. WHITE. Does the gentleman make a motion of that charac- 


ert 
Mr. COX, of New York. Certainly I would, if it were in order. 
The SPEAKER. The motion would not be in order. b 
Mr. WHITE. Do I understand the 1 to say that he is 
willing to have anything stricken out of the RECORD that he and I 
with the concurrence of the Speaker, may agree to havestricken out? 
Then why do we have a RECORD at all? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this debate is not in order. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Iwas about to ask unanimous consent to 
have that done. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks consent that 
the remarks of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] bestricken 
from the RECORD, [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX, of New York. Because they are frivolous; they are bad 
on demurrer. 

Several members ojentaa: 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 164) granting a pension to Mary A. Davis; and 

An act (S. No. 228) granting a pension to P. B. Perry, sr. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
Mr. SPAULDING, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 
for two weeks, on account of sickness. 
DISTRICT CLAIMS DISALLOWED. 


Mr. NEAL. I demand the regular order, or, rather, the special 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the consideration of such 
business as may be presented by the Committee on the District of 


Columbia. 
the Committee on the District of 


Mr. NEAL. I am authorized b 
Columbia to offer for adoption the resolution which I send to the 


t 


desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be directed to cause to bed wiring, marr 
use of the House, the statement of claims disallo transmitted to the 
tee for the District of Columbia of the first session Forty-fourth by the 
board of audit, with their answer to question No. 2 propounded committee 
to said as supplemental to House Miscellaneous No. 103, part 2, 
first session Forty-fourth 


Mr. NEAL. I wish to say in regard to this resolution that the 
House of Representatives in the Forty-fourth Congress requested a 
report from the District board of audit in regard to the claims which 
had been audited under a resolution of the Forty-third Congress. 
All of that report was printed except the schedule which gave a state- 
ment of the claims that had been rejected. This is the most impor- 
tant of all the schedules; and it must have been omitted accidentally 
by the clerk when the remainder of the document was sent to the 

rinter. The Attorney-General, whonow has charge of this subject, 
as prepared this resolution and sent it here. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The resolution is simply to print the statement of 
rejected claims? 

. NEAL. That is all—the schedule of rejected claims—a very 
important document, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly it is. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. NEAL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CLOSING OF AN ALLEY. 


Mr.NEAL. Mr. Speaker, Iam authorized by the Committee on 
the District of Columbia to move to take from the Speaker’s table 
and put on its passage at this time a bill (8. No. 1415) to provide for 
the closing of an alley in square 195, in the city of Washington, Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Speaker’s table will 
be discharged from the bill, and it will be taken up at this time for 
action. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The billavas , as follows: 

Be er pe e That the commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby 
authorized and instructed, on the petition of all the owners of property abuttin; 
on a certain alley north and south between Rhode Island avenue and O 
street, about one hi feet east of Sixteenth ner prom square 195, in the city 
of Washi KoE aay Porson EESO todeclaresaid F 
. ll unded in said 5 Provided, t the owners of the 
land abutting on that portion of alley to be closed in square 195 shall, as a 
condition + to such action on the part of the 
office of the surve; 


commissioners, d to the use of the public as a pu 
ground equal to the area of the alley-way declared to be closed. 
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ssioners, file in the 


of the District of Columbia a to be a ved by the 
S 


Src. 2. That the owners of the abutting on the portion of said alle; 
Prali be held to heve uired all the right ros 


the lines of the new alley. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time and passed. 

. NEAL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paced; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FILLING UP THE OLD CANAL, 


Mr. URNER. Iam directed by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia to move that joint resolution (S. R. No. 30) making an 
appropriation for filling up, draining, and placing in good sanitary 
condition the ground south of the Capitol along the line of the old 
canal, and for other purposes, be taken from the Speaker's table for 
action at this time. 

There was no objection, and the joint resolution was taken up, and 
read a first and second time. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by, £c., That the sum of $20,114 be, and the same is hereby, it samen 
out of any —.— in the 5 otherwise appropriated, fon Ga 0 
com the up, gece eye in good sanitary condition the old 
the of the United States south of the Capitol along the line of 
said canal. © commissioners of the District shall determine the plan of said 
work, employ the labor to do the same by the day, week, or month, and see that 
it is — ly conducted, and shall disburse the money and make report of the 
same ingress. 

Mr. RANDALL. That joint resolution appro riates money, and 
ought to be considered in Committee of the Whole. I wish to have 
the rules of the House observed. 

Mr. URNER. I move, then, that the House resolve itself into Com- 
ee of the Whole for the purpose of considering that joint reso- 

ution. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make the pointof order that 
the bill should go to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, F the order of the House made by unanimous 
consent 

Mr. RANDALL. I donot understand that vacated any rule of the 
House be rond giving a special day for the consideration of the busi- 
ness of t e District of Columbia Committee. The business of that 
8 „of course, has to be conducted under the other rules of the 

ouse. 

The SI ZAKER. It vacates some of the rules of the House. 

Mr. R. NDALL. That may be, but it does not vacate all of them. 

The SE ZAKER. It vacates the order of business, and, perhaps, 
does not ‘acate the other rules. The Chair will inquire for the con- 
venience >f the House, whether there are other matters to be referred 
to the Cc amittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. UI NER. I am advised there are not, that this is the only one 
inyolvinj an appropriation of money. 

The SE 2 The Chair notices a bill toamend an act entitled 
„An act roviding for the expenses of the government of the District 
of Colum ia.” 

Mr. UT YER. I am informed that does not involve an appropria- 
tion of m ney. 

Mr. NE L. It does not. 

TheS” AKER. The pending question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman fi n Maryland; that the House resolve itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of taking 
up and ce sid at this time Senate joint resolution No. 30, mak- 
ing an a, ropriation for filling up, draining, and gare in good 
sanitary condition the ground south of the Capitol along the line of 
the old canal, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. 
HENDERSON in the chair, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Houseis in committee, and under the spe- 
cial order the first business is the consideration of the joint resolution 
(S. R. No. 30) making an appropriation for filling up, draining, and 
placing in good sanitary condition the ground south of the Capitol 
eass the line of the old canal, and for other purposes. The joint 
resolution has already been read. 

Mr. URNER. I ask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, let the report of the committee be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia 1 rt that a ria- 
tions were made for the years 1879, 1880, and 1881 for the ponies of filing the old 
canal south of the Capitol. The work has been bee aarp to M street, leaving it 
unfinished between Mand N streets. It will a i Gees thesum of $20,114 to 
this work. as will a by the letters of Hon. J. t, president of commission- 
ers of District of 8 and Lieutenant F. V. Greene, assistant to the engi- 
neer co! ioner, which are herewith submitted as part hereof. The completion 
of this work will not only reclaim much valuable land, but will give employment 


to a large number of poor and deserving persons, now unem and who with- 
out it would probably be n sie charity.” The . — are of opin- 
ion the appropriation asked for should be promptly granted, and they report the 
accompanying joint resolution and recommend its passage. 


OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONERS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, January 25, 1882. 
Sm: aren ogee yy to TIR get eee, eee S 
tempore of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives, as req 
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Lieutenant F. V. 
„assistant to the engineer ioner of the District of Columbia, con- 
the work done in g up the old canal, in which was included an esti- 

mate of $20,114 as the cost of continuing the filling to completion. 
The work mentioned in said report gavo bese) yr fry pee toa 
persons, reclaimed much valuable , and incidentall 


by the joint resolution of J: 27, 1881, copies of the of 
by e joi anuary cop: report 


large number of 
caused the partial 


door 
improvement of several streets in its vicinity. It is vif desirable that it should 
be finished to N street, as contemplated in the report of Lieutenant G: and 


if an early appropriation should be made by Congress it could be resumed this 
winter, and would not only give further employment to a needy class who, with- 
out it, would be dependent upon charity, but could be done much cheaper, be- 
cause of the small demand for such labor at this season of the year. The commis- 
sioners, therefore, have the honor to inclose a copy of the joint resolution oR 
this subject passed at the last session of Congress and approved January 27, 1881 
and to e upon your committee and Congress the necessity and advantage of 
—— like provision for this improvement as early as practicable during the 
present session. 

By ies of the 15 190 

ery respec * 
na 5S J. DENT, President. 


Hon. H. S. bine 
Chairman mittee on the District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives United States. 


ENGINEER DEPARTMENT, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, January 5, 1882. 

Major: I have the honor to make the ee zepo concerning the work 
done in filling up the old canal during the winter of 1880-81: 

The joint resolution app riating $20,000 for improving the grounds south of 
the Capitol was approved on Jan 27,1881. The work was begun on Jam 29, 
1881, and continued until June 14. el, when the appropriation was exhaus 

Mr. J. J. Burrows, who had been similarly employed during the previous 
winters, was no pee Jorge te rintendent; and the carts, and water 
boys were selected by the police, from among the needy and deserving poor, in the 
N 1 8 with success during the previous winter, employment being lim- 

tos ys. 


cine cay period above referred to (Jan 29 to June 14) there were eighty- 
one wor days, and employment was given to 1,541 persons and 327 horses and 
carts, in ad .. Coona Coa s when A 

The work executed consisted in ext the sewer which emptied into the 
old canal, and in filling ee ee the old canal, extending over a length of 
770 feet and amounting to 4.83 acres in superficial measurement. The old walls 
of the canal and the abutments of a bridge at L street were removed, and the stone 
broken up for use in concrete. The earth was obtained from the adjoining streets, 
namely, ond street east and K and L streets south. 

These streets were excavated to the proper grade, and the curbs and sidewalks 
(where they previously existed) were d. 

The vuliding of the sewer extension necessarily involved the purchase of 
3 but the money used for filling the canal was almost wholly paid for 


r. 
The following is a detailed statement of the work performed: 


Earth excavated, hauled an average distance of 400 feet, and deposited 
in the canal, 46,000 cubic . pare. $9, 614 37 
Stone moved from canal bridge walls, 1,105 cubic yards 1, 030 72 
Completing an paianed work of previous winter on New Jersey ave- 
pue, namely: 
665 square of macadam, 491 square yards of cobble gutters, 125 
linear feet of . cnn cceceaccncccenewnewescccsncrocenscse 
Improvement of Second and I streets: 
1,394 linear feet of curb rests; 800 linear feet of gutter flag; 105 linear 
feet of flag crossing ; e e bode cobble gutters ; 499 square 


yards of brick sidewalks; 17 sets of wooden steps 250 02 
Re N ö DEED Mer rye Os kere ee 9 50 
20 linear feet of brick sewer, 33 feet in diameter; 51 linear feet of brick 


sewer, 34 feet in diameter; 1,009} linear feet of brick sewer, 63 x 44 


feet in GUE recone cdenciaccodssccabnstnsnitactoetsssadseadssseone 8, 458 06 
PPC ˙¹' r ß ee as Re eae R: 19, 981 90 

It is proposed to continue the paces Ep far as N street south, a distance of 
1,100 feet from the point where the work was suspended last s; „ This will 


complete the work. 


The estimated cost is as follows: 
684 linear feet of 63 X 4} sewer, at 68.50 22-2222 e ee $5, 814 00 
55,000 cubic yards of excavation and filling, at 26 cents 14, 300 00 
an i A A E PA EA D E A A 20, 113 00 


January to June, 1879... 
January to June, 1880... 
January to June, 1881... 


A map of the locality is submitted herewith. 
Very e your obedient servant, 1. V G 


First Lieutenant of Engineers. 
W. J. TW WII i i 
Major 5 o De Beso pg ict of Columbia. 


Mr. RANDALL. Lask the gentleman from Maryland having this 
bill in charge a single question, and that is whether the United 
States receives credit in accordance with the law providing that one- 
half of the expenditures necessary to support the government of the 
District of Columbia shall be paid by the Federal Government, or 
whether in view of the fact that the Government of the United States 
becomes the sole owner of the land reclaimed they have thonght it 
igang the Government should pay the entire amount? 

r. URNER. In answer to the question of the gentleman from 


Pennsylvania I will say the Government of the United States is not 
credited with one-half this appropriation, but that the whole comes 
out of the rf of the Government. That is in accordance with 
the precedents of 1879, 1880, and 1881, when similar . 
were made for this This canal which is being as I am 
informed and advised by the engineer commissioner and the assist- 
ant engineer commissioner, and the land which is being reclaimed 
belongs to the Government of the United States, It is Government 
property, and it is the opinion of the District Committee that this 
appropriation should be made by the Government of the United 
States alone. 

Mr. COBB. I wish to offer an amendment. 

Mr. URNER. The Clerk did not finish the reading of the report. 

The ts o the report above printed was then concluded. 

Mr. URNE Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise 
and report the bill to the House with the recommendation that it do 


ass. 
5 Mr. COBB. I offer the following amendment. 

Mr. URNER. I believe I have the floor, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. COBB. I have the right to offer an amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. The very object of going into Committee of the 
Whole House was that there might be an opportunity for offering 
and discussing amendments, if necessary. 

Mr. COBB. I trust the tleman from Maryland will withdraw 
his motion. He was certainly aware of the fact that I proposed to 


offer an amendment. 

Mr. URNER. Very well; I will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. COBB. Then I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word dollars,“ where it occurs in the bill, the words * one- 
half of which shall be paid by the District of Columbia.“ 

Mr. COBB. Now, Mr. Chairman, I insist that the amendment I 
have submitted is a nee and proper one. While the bed of this 
canal-way belongs to the Government, so far as the lands through 
which it runs are concerned, as I infer from the reading of the report, 
although I am not aware of the fact myself, it is averred by this same 
report that one of the great objects of the work sought to be accom- 
plished here is to improve the sanitary condition of the city. AsI 
understand from the reading of the report of the committee, and I 
confess that I did not hear it distinctly, it provides for the construe- 
tion of sewers, sidewalks, and such improvements as that, evidently 
outside of any rightful claim to improvement in the way of filling up 
this canal. 

Now, sir, we have a law, which is well known to the House, requir- 
ing the District to pay one-half of the expenditures for the purpose 
of keeping up the District government and making such improve- 
ments and doing such public works as may be necessary or desirable 
for the sanitary condition of the District, or for such nopean ene 
as may grow out of public necessities; and that law is still in force. 

Now, while I concede the fact, as the gentleman has stated, that so 
far as the appropriations heretofore made for this purpose are con- 
cerned, that is for filling up this old canal, they have been made out 
of the Treasury of the United States alone, yet I insist that if there 
have been exceptions to the general law, that should not be estab- 
lished as a rule to be followed in the future ornow. The District of 
Columbia should bearits due proportion of the cost, because I do insist 
that the appropriation which the Government of the United States 
agrees under the law to make, and the portion which the Government 
has to pay under that law, is already too great. But while it is the 
law and in force I am in favor of carrying it out; therefore I say it 
is proper that the Government should pa; one-half and the District 
the other half. But there is nothing in the law, nor can I conceive 
any justice in the demand, that the Government of the United States 
should pay the whole of it. By dividing the expense equally, as the 
law provides, justice is done to all i partot- 

It is said further by this report that this will give employment to 
a large number of persons who are now out of employment, thereby 

iving them a sustenance during the time this work is progressing. 
ey are, I presume, people living here already. Other citizens of 
the District of Columbia are certainly equally interested with the 
Government of the United States in seeing t these people who 
are needy and require work should have employment to enable them 
to support themselves and their families. Therefore I think it only 
proper, and that is what my amendment proposes, to require the 

istrict of Columbia to bear its equal share of the burden, 

This improvement is not for the benefit of lands belonging wholly to 
the Government, but it is forthe benefit of adjacent lands as well, andit 
will improve lots adjoining and in the neighborhood as well as im- 
prove the sewerage of the city, and thereby its sani condition, as 
the report shows, Therefore for this reason again should the Dis- 
trict bear its portion of the expense. . 

Mr. URNER. Mr. Chairman, I hope this bill will pass in the shape 
it comes from the committee and without the modification suggested 
by the gentleman from Indiana. As the report shows, the Congress 
of the United States has been making a similar appropriation for 
three years previous to this. In 1879 Congress appropriated $15,000 
for this purpose; in 1880 $20,000, and again $20,000 in 1881, and ap- 
propriated it without any dissent. Iam informed that a similar res- 
olution has always heretofore been by unanimous consent. 
There was not a dissenting voice in House. 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, the appropriation provided for in this resolu- 
tion is simply for the purpose of completing the work. It is for the 
completion of the work on Government pronade, It is true, per- 

e: 


haps, that the District of Columbia will derive some incidental ad- 
vantage from it. But it is trae also that when we appropriate for 
the improvementof the Mississippi River the citizens living along its 
banks derive advantages from it. When we make an appropriation 
in the river and harbor bill to improve our water ways the States ad- 
jacent and the people living along the banks of the the inhab- 
itants of that part of the country through which such rivers run, 
derive advantages from the appropriation; and ee such improve- 
ments are constantly made out of the Treasury of the Government, 
and there is no force in that portion of the gentleman’s ent, 

Now, I concede that when we come to make an oe ae pepo for 
the benefit of the District of Columbia, under the law the Govern- 
ment of the United States is required to pay one-half of the amount 
out of its Treasury. But there is no law that authorizes the District 
of Columbia or requires the District to pay one-half when we are 
making an appropriation for the benefit of the Government. 

Now, in the present case this is an 5 as the report 
shows, to complete this governmental work. It is but the continua- 
tion of the appropriation inaugurated in 1879, continued in 1880, and 
again in 1881; and this will complete it, and no appropriation for this 
pu e will be asked for ee 

e simply ask that this resolution shall be treated as the other 
resolutions of a similar character have been treated heretofore, I 
concede, Mr. Chairman, that incidentally it will benefit some of the 
people of the District of Columbia, because it will give employment 
to persons who are in need of employment. Incidentally, also, it 

ill benefit some of the streets in that locality, and it will make the 
neighborhood more healthful. As it is, I am informed that this old 
canal is filled with stagnant water that is there breeding malaria 
and mosquitoes, and producing pestilence and disease. It is a nui- 
sance in the city, and it is very important that this > ama 
shall pass, and pass at once, so that this canal may be filled. i 

I sineerely hope that the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Conn] will be voted down and that the resolu- 
tion vn be reported favorably to the House and will be promptly 

passed, 
: Tho. question being taken on Mr. COBB’s amendment, it was not 
a to. 

The joint resolution was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. URNER. I move that the committee rise and report the joint 
resolution to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HENDERSON reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under consideration the 
joint resolution (S. No. 30) 5 an appropriation for filling up, 
draining, and placing in good sanitary condition the ground south 
of the Capitol along the line of the old canal, and for other pur- 
poses, and had directed him to report the same back to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. URNER moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

GERMAN PROTESTANT ORPHAN ASYLUM. 

Mr. HEILMAN. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. No. 
3246) changing the name of the German Protestant Orphan Asylum 
Association. 8 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole House was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and it was 
brought before the House for consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


£c., That the tion and 
corporat organized 


Be it enacted, 
of Columbia and heretofore known as the Asylum As- 
sociation shall hereafter be known by the name and aye of the German 
Asylum Association of the District of bia; and hereafter it shall be lawful 
to have a board of directors composed of teen persons instead of twelve, as 
provided in the charter of said corporation. in this act shall be construed 
to affect in any way any property rights or any of said corporation. 


The bill was ordered to be e and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and . 

Mr. HEILMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
— ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LOTS FOR NEW POLICE STATION-HOUSE, 

Mr. DEZENDORF. I am instructed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia to ask that the bill (S. No. 827) be taken from 
the Speaker’s table and put upon its paupe, 

There being no objection, the bill (S. No. 827) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act making 5 to rig for the expenses o 
the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1882, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1881, 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and read a first and second time. 


f | to be ha 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, d., That section 3 of the act entitled An 8 9 
3 for the expenses of the government of the Distriet of Colum- 


for the year ending June 30, and for other * 1 4 
March 3, 1881, be amended by adding the words and convey” after word 
“sell,” in line 2, so as to make it read sell and convey.” 

r the words “ four hundred and ninety,” in line 5, add the words and 
parts of lots 1 and 17 in square 372.” 
After the word the,“ in line 14, add the words purchase of lots and the,“ 


so as to make it read purchase of lots and the erection.“ 

After the word two.“ in line 14, add the words or more,” so as to make it 
read two or more new 

So that section 3 of act will read as follows: 

“Sec. 3. That the i rs of the District of Columbia and they are 
hereby, authorized and empowered to sell and corte fet the 5 rere idder, as pub- 
lic auction, the following-named property belonging to the said District of Columbia 


lice station-houses.“ 


in Washington City: Lot 3, square 382; of lot 3, square 490, and parts 

1 and 17 3 and also the follo Sanna geo y in the ci of George- 
town belonging to said District: Fish- on re of lots 47, 48, and 49 
in square 30, an of lot 245 in square 99: Provided, Tha if, in the opinion of said 


such bi 
ier the said lot situate in Washington shall be applied to the purchase of lots 
and the erection and furnish: 


erection and Rot a new engine-house for e Company No. 5 of the 
eee of Columbia Department, at present located in said city of Geor 
wn.” 


Mr. BLOUNT. I rise to make the point of order on the bill, but 
reserve it until the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. DEZENDORF ] shall 
explain those amendments. Perhaps after his explanation it will 
not be necessary to insist on the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the report be read. 

Mr. DEZENDORF. There is no report, I believe, accompanying 
the bill. By the act of March 3, 1881, certain lots in Wachin gton 
and Georgetown were authorized to be sold. But that act left out 
the words “and convey,” so that while there was authority to sell 
the lots there was ng authority to convey them. ‘The sale has been 
made and this merely provides for remedying that omission. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is that all there is of it? 

Mr. DEZENDORF. Yes, sir. 

Mr. NEAL. There is one thing more. It was proposed the com- 
missioners should erect station-houses with the money received. The 
word ‘‘ erection,” I believe, was left out, and that omission is sup- 
plied by this bill. . 

Mr, RANDALL. Is there a Senate report accompanying the bill? 
If there be a Senate report I would suggest to the gentleman from 
Virginia that it might be inserted in the RECORD, so that there shall 
red ger on record the reason why it is proper the Honse should pass 


s bill. 

I would inquire of the gentleman from Virginia 
whether or not this bill as it now reads authorizes the conveyance 
of any other property than that provided for in the original act? 
Mr. DEZEND RF. Not at all. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ihave no wish to delay the bill, but only that 
the record may show the reason for it. 

Mr. NEAL. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. DEZENDORF] I 
think is mistaken in his answer to the gentleman from Indiana. I 
am informed by Major Morgan, one of the commissioners, that there 
is a small fraction of a lot at the intersection of Ninth street and 
New York avenue which is valueless for any purpose to the Govern- 
ment, a piece containing about three hun: square feet, which it 
is pro to sell. 

r. COBB. I know nothing about this eee ake nk 

Mr. NEAL, I know nothing about it either, except what I gather 
from the commissioners. 

Mr. COBB. But I wish to say I have very serious doubts whether 
this property ought to be sold. I had those doubts at the time the 
act was I do not believe this Distriet ought to be disposing 
of its public property, looking at the necessities of the District aris- 
ing every year. That amendment was insisted upon in the Senate 
as an amendment to the appropriation bill; otherwise it could not 
have gotin. My judgment is against this disposing of the public 
propery: There may be some portions of this Bin exis? which it 
might be well to dispose of which may not be needed; but the growth 
an 3 of this city are such that in my judgment you cannot 
tell y what in the next year may be of importance for the wants 
and demands of the city. 

Mr. NEAL, In answer to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. COBB] 
I will state that this property has all been sawi with the exception 
of the small piece at the corner of New York avenue and Ninth 
28 a piece of property which I am told willsell at a fair price for 
a pe pa ot, but is not valuable for any purpose of the gov- 
ernment of the District of Columbia. 

I fully accord with what the gentleman from Indiana saysin re 
to the impropriety, under ordi circumstances, of selling Goy- 


ernment property. It is one of the mysterious connected with 
this Government, that whenever the Government of the United States 
milding, there is none 


wants a yore of ground on which to erect a bui 
except the Government buys it at a high price; just as it 
is now proposed to purchase for a million of dollars a piece of ground 


on which to erect a library building. Yetwhenevera com- 


pany, or a market-house company, or aby other corporation wants 
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und for private purposes there is always plenty of public ground 

r them. 

It seems to me, however, thatin this case the objection comes too 
late. These commissioners ought to have authority to convey the 

reperty which they have sold So far as the piece of ground 
qs concerned which I have spoken of, and which was not embraced 
in a former bill, I know nothing more about it other than what I 
have learned from the commissioners themselves, in whose word I 
have t confidence in that regard. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand it was intended in the last appropri- 
ation bill to authorize the sale and conveyance of this property. 

Mr. NEAL. Yes; all except the three-cornered piece at the corner 
of New York avenue and Ninth street, which was accidentally omit- 
ted. If any gentleman has any doubt about the propriety of selli: 
that property he can move to strike it out of this bill. Ido not thin É 
there is any. I believe what Major Morgan, one of the commis- 
sioners, says is correct, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to say this in regard to the appropriations 
for the District: there is no doubt about the correctness of the posi- 
tion that appropriation bills should originate in the House of Repre- 
sentatives; and I think that all the appropriations for this District 
should come from the Committee on Appropriations of this House. 
Yet piecenteal by piecemeal the Senate is sending over here bills 
which really belong to the House and to the Committee on Appro- 
priations of the House to originate. But a few moments since there 
was here a 3 from the Senate to appropriate $20,000 for 
laborers in this District, with a view of giving them employment in 
filling up the old canal. For two or three years we did make that 
appropriation in answer to an appeal that it was on behalf of the 
poor of the District. But the last Congress absolutely refused to 
make any such appropriation, and the Senate now comes forward to 
supply the omission. What 1 desire is to protest against the Senate 
8 _appropriations piecemeal by piecemeal for the District of 

olumbia. 

Mr. NEAL. The remarks of the gentleman from Georgia do not 
apply to this bill. The principal purpose of the bill is to authorize 
t — ioners to convey the property which they have already 
sold. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have no objection to the bill as explained by the 


tleman from Ohio, [Mr. NEAL;] but I do object to the origina- 
— o any matter ting to the property of this District in the 
nate. e 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


passed. 

Mr. DEZENDORF moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion tọ reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


VACATING ROCK STREET, IN GEORGETOWN. 


Mr. DEZENDORF. I am instructed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to ask that House bill No. 4710, to vacate a certain 
part of Rock street, in Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, be 
taken from the House Calendar and considered at this time. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That the portion of Rock street, in Georgeto in th 
trict of Columbia, lying between Bridge street and the interssotion of said Rock 
street with Monroe street be, and the same is hereby, vacated. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let the report be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the 8 
22 vacate a certain part of Rock street, in Georgetown, District 
0 2 

That they have given the prayer of the petitioner due consideration and exami- 
nation, and have come to the unanimous conclusion that the same should be granted, 
and report a bill for that purpose. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask some explanation of this bill. 

Mr. DEZENDORF. Rock street is a short street made by cutting 
through a square in Georgetown. Since then Monroe street has 
been opened, which does away with the necessity for Rock street, 
and the Committee on the District of Columbia think it would be 
8 to close it up, as recommended by the commissioners of the 

istrict. 

Mr. BLOUNT. What becomes of the property? Is it intended to 
allow any one to occupy it? 

Mr. DEZENDORF. We simply propose to vacate it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to inquire whether the object is to 
allow the petitioner to ee the property which we vacate as 
a street? If so, then I raise a question of order on it. We are pay- 
ing one-half of the expenses of this District on the idea that the 
streets, avenues, &c., belong to us. 

Mr. DEZENDORF. I ask that the communication from the Dis- 
trict commissioners be read. 

Mr. NEAL. The law in regard to the streets and avenues which 
prevails in Washington does not prevail in Georgetown. 

Mr. BLOUNT. e pay one-half of the expenses in Georgetown 
as we do here; one-half of the expenses of the entire District. 

Mr. NEAL, That may be true. But this is a road which cuts off 
the corner of a square. 

Mr. BLOUNT. As we are charged with one-half of the expenses 
of this District, on the ground that we own so much property here in 
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the form of streets and avenues, I would like to know if this street 
is to be given up for some consideration ? 

Mr. N FAL. t the letter from the District commissioners be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Marcu 27, 


OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONERS, 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, January 26, 1882. 


Sm: In re 7 2 0 our inquiry, contained in letter of the clerk of your committee, 
under date o h instant, whether the fee simple to — et rae of Rock street 
p to be abandoned is in the United States or the individuals owning pro- 
perty along said part of Rock street, or have they simply an easement f" the 
commissioners have the honor to state that they are advised that the fee simple 
title to the streets and alleys in wn is not vested, as is the case with the 
streets and alleys in W. m, in the United States, but in the original owners 
of the land, subject only to an easement or right of — 1 N to the public; and 
that in case of the vacation of the street or alley the land reverts. 

The bill (H. R. 6998) is herewith returned. 

By order of the Board. 


Very respectfully, 


J. DENT, President. 
Hon. H. S. NEAL, 
Chairman 


Committee on the District of 8 
House of Representatives, United States. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand from the reading of that paper that 
while we are paying one-half of the expenses of the entire District 
on the idea that the streets and avenues belong to the General Gov- 
ernment, that is not true as to Georgetown. 

Mr. DEZENDORF. I understand that this Rock street is almost 
entirely in a ravine; probably the whole of it is not worth $50. The 
plat was submitted with re of the commissioners, which shows 
that the street runs di y across the square in a ravine. The 
other streets are now filled up so as to be some ten or eleven feet 
above Rock street, which it is proposed to vacate, so that Rock street 
is now ically useless. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It would be valuable, I suppose, to the petitioner ? 

Mr. DEZENDORF. I su 50. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. 8 er, I shall not oppose the geof this 
bill; but I wish to call attention to the fact that, while under the 
law we are paying one-halfof the expenses of the District of Colum- 
bia, and while in practice we are paying about 70 per cent. of those 
expenses, on the theory that we own one-half of the streets, yet as to 
the streets of Georgetown we bave no right in them at all except the 
right of way over e pri fee simple being vested in the property- 
owners, I think it high time that legislation should be had in the 
interest of the people of the United States outside of this District. 

Mr. COBB. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from Virginia 
whether any person pais cata J upon the street proposed to 
be vacated is objecting to proceeding, and whether any such 
Lair pda iad can be in any event injured by the action now pro- 

Mr. DEZENDORF. There has been no objection at all made be- 
fore the committee. 

Mr. COBB. This street, as I understand, belongs really to the 
owners of the Lit gate) ee upon it, who have an easement in 
it—a right of way—which cannot be taken from them except upon 
compensation, provided they be damaged. Therefore I suggest 
whether the next step of some of these ed eal dp may not be 
to come here to Con, asking remuneration for damages claimed 
to pavo Doen sufi by them in consequence of the vacation of this 
street 

Mr. DEZENDORF. No protest, no objection has been made to 
this proceeding by any of the 8 As I have stated, 
this ground is away down below the level of the new street, which 
has been laid out, and is practically useless. 

See TOPR. The gentleman has made personal examination of it, 
e : 

Mr. DEZENDORF. Yes, sir. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; was ac- 
9 read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ENDORF moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
yes pears; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

e table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing, from the President of the United States, was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 
GARFIELD MEMORIAL HOSPITAL. 

Mr. NEAL. I now call up for consideration the bill (H. R. No. 
3 incorporate the Garfield Memorial Hospital. This bill is on 
the House Calendar, but I am authorized by the committee to report 
an amendment in the form of an additional section. 

The bill was read, as follows: $ 

Whereas at a meeting of citizens of all sections of the country, held in the city 
of Washington, on the 5th day of October, A. D. 1881, the persons named in the 
first section of this act were ee an executive committee to organize and es- 


a general hospital in the District of Columbia both as a tribute to the mem- 
ory of the late James Abram Garfield, President of the United States, and as an 


asylum for the sick and afflicted: Therefo: 
Be it enacted by the and House tives the United States of 
Wind James 
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Sogna Fendall, and their successors, be, aoa g Apes hereby, constituted and 
dec to be a body hag ager the name and 
Hospital,” to be located in the of Columbia, and by that name it shall 
have tual succession, with power to sue and be sued, to implead and be im- 
pleaded, in the United States Saris, in the courts of the District of Columbia, and 


eral hospital in the District of Colambia for all persons, without distinction of 


race, sex, or color, and to such end and for such purpose the said corporation ma; 
tuke, receive, and hold, by purchase, gift, de or otherwise, real, an 
mixed pro may make absolute sale conveyance thereof, and incum- 


such surety 3 as may eee by the chief-justice or one of the asso- 
ciate ee of the supreme court of the District of Columbia, and conditioned for 


spect th d examine managemen: make a oy ch of 
su actions e eee the 9 of the t District of Colum- 
a th Ee transmitted with their annual report to the President of the 

ni 

Sec. 7. That Congress shall have the t at any time to modify, amend, or 
repeal this act. “igh T a 

Mr. DUNNELL. Let the report be read. 

Mr. NEAL. Lask that the amendment proposed by the committee 
be first read and then the report. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment submitted by the Committee on 
the District of Columbia will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the bill the following as a new section : 

And be it further enacted, as the end and pu for which the National 
Soldiers and ors’ Orphan Home in the District of Columbia was in 
have been completely accomplished, the board of trustees thereof are hereby au- 
thorized and empowered to conve: eee pny oc rg later tog 
sonal, and mixed, of the said National and Sailors’ Orphan Home to the 
said Garfield Memorial Hospital, to be taken, used, and disposed of by said hos- 
pital to the end and for the purposes named in the second section of this act.” 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia respectfully report that they have 
had under consideration House bill No. 1278, entitled A bill to incorporate the 
Garfield Memorial Hospital,” and recommend the passage of the same. 

The committee recommenda special act in this case, in preference to requiring 
the corporators to organize under the general law in force in the District in refer- 
ence to the formation of corporations, for the reasons set forth in a communication 
sent to the chairman of the committee December 7, 1881, by Messrs. H. A. Willard 
and Reginald Fendall, which communication the committee submit and append as 
a part of this be 

Your commi suggest two verbal amendments, as follows: 

In the first line of the second section strike out the words and 1 

In the second line of the second section strike out the word “ are and insert the 
word “is,” so that the section as amended will read. That the object of said cor- 
poration is to establish,” Ke. 

Respectfully submitted. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., December 7, 1881. 
Dran Sir: It has been to us that perhaps the question might be 
asked why the ns pian ani the organization of the “ Garfield Memorial 
Hospital” ask C for a charter when they can get one under the law in force 
in the District of Columbia authorizing the formation of corporations without 


an longing to the corporation shall be sold the proceeds t be 
need in ike mirdhaes bf caber real extate. 5 22 
In establishin 


g the Garfield Memorial Hospital the 1 d that 
it should be as wide in its scope of beneficence as was the kindly heart of the dead 
President in his outstretch of human sympathies,” and should not be hampered by 
the restrictions contained in the general incorporation act. 

In addition to this the elevated character and the broad field of usefulness de- 
pape for the Garfield Memorial Hospital, and the eminent character of the man 

whom it is named entitle it to a special recognition from the Congress of the 
=— States of which oae so distinguished a member. 
ours, very respec’ x 
af s . WILLARD, 
REGINALD FENDALL, 
Of the Executive Committee. 

Hon. HENRY S. NEAL, United States House of Representatives. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I hope the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. NEAL, 
the chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia, wi 
give us some statistical information concerning the financial re- 
sources of this hospital—how it is to be brought into existence, and 
how sustained. 

Mr. NEAL, That dee to do. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The gentleman wi crv, Ps my suggestion. 


Mr. NEAL. Certainly. It is entirely T. 

There is in this city an organization called the National Soldiers’ 
and Sailors’ Orphan Home, of which Chief Justice Cartter, of the 
Supreme Court of the District, is the president. The property owned 
by that association has ceased to be valuable for the purposes for 
which it was pnrchased—in other words there is no longer any neces- 
sity for a soldiers and sailors’ orphan home. The value of that 
property is variously estimated from $30,000 to $50,000. I send up 
to be read a resolution of the board of trustees of that organization, 
showing their wishes as to the disposition of this property. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Extract from the minutes of a meeting of the board of trustees of the National 
aoe and Sailors’ Orphan Home, held on the 18th day of January, A. D. 


* * + * * * * 
Whereas the end and for which this corporation was established have 
3 and the frust imposed upon it has been executed leaving in its 
s certain 


d 
Whereas the Garfield Memorial Hospital appeals to our sympathies and jadgments 
be dedicated, an — —— un- 
who our entire confidence, embodying in their 
designs and plans the objects which inspired a movement of a similar charity last 
8 and which this corporation ee a willingness to aid by requesting of 
matone the 5 asked: Now. therefore, 
it resolved, That the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America 3 they hereby are, requested such act as may be neces- 
sary to autho and impower this corporation to divest itself of the title to said 
property, and vest and transfer the same in and to the Garfield Memorial Hospital. 
* * * 


* * * * 


The above is a true extract from said miuutes. 
D. K. CARTTER, President. 


Mr. NEAL. In addition to this offer of the property of the Na- 
tional Soldiers’ and Sailors’ orphan. Home, contributions for this 
hospital have not only been e by the people of the United States 

nerally, but have come from various foreign countries. Even the 

edive of Egypt has made a donation of something like $1,200 to 
assist in establishing and endowing this institution. 

The object of securing a special charteris this. Under the law, as 
it now stands, this corporation can have no existence further than a 
period of twenty years. As a matter of course, after they commence 
organizing under the general law and come into this House and show 
their use ess as an institution of that character, there isnot aman 
on this floor who will then object to giving them all the corporate 
rights necessary for the purpose of carrying out to the fullest extent 
the object of their incorporation. 

Mr. Speaker, there is one other hospital which has been incorpo- 
rated by Co and that is the Providence Hospital, and the pro- 
visions of this charter, so far as the holding and conveying of real 
estate are concerned, are almost in the identical words of that act of 
incorporation. In regard to the necessity for this, if I may be per- 
mitted to say so, there is an absolute necessity for the incorporation 
of an institution of this character. There is to-day no hospital in 
the District of Columbia where the District authorities have any 
right to send any pauper patient or sick person not able to pay his 
way. The Providence Hospital, although it was erected by two ap- 
propriations from Congress of $30,000 each, is owned by a private 
corporation, and I understand they only receive there such patients 
as the Surgeon-General chooses to send under the authority given 
to him to expend $15,000 each year for the support and care of tran- 
sient paupers who may be sick in the District of Columbia. There 
is the Freedmen’s Hospital, which, because of the peculiar classes of 
pene it receives, is not designed nor intended to bea general 

ospital for all classes and conditions of pep le. 

en there is the Columbia Hospital, which is limited by its char- 

ter to women lying in or those affected with di peculiar to the 
sex. Usually it meets only 2 per cent. of the general sickness. 

Then there is the Children’s Hospital, which is designed for the 
treatment of those after whom it is named. 

Now in re; to the necessity for this 3 New York City 
has one bed for every 117 of its population; Philadelphia one for 
every 250; Baltimore one for every 150 of its population; while the 
District of Columbia has only one for every 540 of its population. 
I am informed there is to-day no place, except the poor-house, which 
is unhealthily located, where crimi and vagrants are sent, where 
a sick white man or woman can be sent by the District authorities, 
and to-day I am further informed there are not less than 100 persons 
who have been sent there for want of proper hospital accommoda- 
tions, and who, instead of being in the poor-house or prison, should 
be in a hospital where they can be properly treated and cured of the 
diseases from which they are suffering. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the gentleman say there is no place where 
the District authorities could send a sick stranger other than the 
poor-house f 

Mr. NEAL. Yes; I say that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would call my honorable friend’s attention to the 
fact that we appropriate every winter for the purpose of providing 
for just such transient paupers who are sick, and that they have 
been sent under that appropriation to the Little Sisters of the Poor, 
as well as to the Freedmen’s Hospital. 

Mr. NEAL. The gentleman from Georgia is right in part and 
wrong in part. Fifteen thousand dollars a year, as the gentleman 
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from Georgia is aware, he having been on the Appropriations Com- 
mittee for several years, has been expended by the Surgeon-General 
for transient paupers, but there is no rovision other than that. 
That supplies soventy-five beds only, and there is no provision for 
transient paupers other than that. Moreover, the District commis- 
sioners havo no control over that matter; they have no control over 


it whatever. It is the Surgeon-General who has the control over it. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Does not the Surgeon-General act for this District 
in that matter? 


Mr. NEAL. God knows who he acts for, I do not. He never 
makes any report, I understand, as to how he expends the money. 
The District commissioners have no place where they can send a 


pauper pot tees porao; z 

Mr, BLO 8 the gentleman will allow me, I will say that 
the Surgeon-General has considered it to be sufficient, and has 
advised against any other hospital time and again. 

Mr. NEAL. I do not care anything about what the Surgeon-Gen- 
eral has advised. I know whereof I a , and the Surgeon-General 
is simply ignorant of the facts if he makes any statement of that 
kind. 


n 

Mr. BLOUNT. He has a better opportunity to know than the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. NEAL. He has not, because he is not a man who takes the 
trouble to inform himself and report to the House. 

But, Mr. P poskan aside from all that, under the general law of in- 
corporation these gentlemen can become inco: if they choose 
to. The only object in coming here for legislation is that they may 
become perpetual in their charter instead of being limited to a period 
of twenty years. Anditis extraordinary that any gentlemanon this 
floor should deny the right to these gentlemen, or any other worthy 

hilanthropic persons, who desire to establish so desirable and bene- 
Keial a work as a hospital for the treatment of persons who may be 
maimed, and the halt, and blind, and sick in this city of Washington. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. Will my colleague state what amount 
of funds have been collected up to this time, and what amount is 
now on hand, if he can? 

Mr. NEAL. I cannot say what the exact amount is. 

Mr. MEDEOT of Ohio. Do you know what amount has been 

aidin 
£ Mr. NEAL. I do not srao It amounts to tens of thousands of 
dollars, but the exact amount I am unable to specify. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, this bill is a very important one. I 
do not see any material changes in it from the one considered here- 
tofore by the present Con e 

Now, so far as the erection of a building and the maintenance of 
a hospital is concerned, if it is intended that these corporators, to- 
gether with such people as may make contributions to e out the 


lan proposed, shall not only take the control of it themselves but 
Koa it up independently of the Government and without expense 
to the General Government, I should certainly not object to giving 


them such power as would enable them to do so. But Isay, and make 
the prediction in the light of facts that are known to all, that if this 
bill passes in its present shape the Government of the United States 
will be called upon for the pupos of erecting the building and for 
the purchase of the grounds and maintenance of the institution itself 
in the future. It will have to do that, or otherwise it will not be a 
success unless much larger contributions are made than we have any 
idea will be made from what we have seen. 

The committee proposes to enable the trustees of an institution here, 
called, I believe, the Army and Navy Orphan Asylum, or for the edu- 
cation of that class of people, to consolidate with this, and take the 
amount originally subscribed to that institution, whatever it may be, 
and incorporate it also with this new fund. I understand that there 
is on hand somewhere from twenty to thirty thousand dollars only. 
Now there is not an eligible site in this city. I know some facts in 
connection with this matter from an examination which I had occa- 
sion to give the subject ata previous session of Congress. Thesame 

rsons here asked for an appropriation for the erection of a central 
2 not all of them, but a number of these gentlemen, some of 
whose names I find appended here. I ascertained that it would cost 
$100,000 for a site for this institution merely. It was estimated that 
the bnilding would cost $200,000 more, and now where is the money 
to come from? It will have to be appropriated by the Government 
of the United States. Iam not going to say that it should not be 
done. That a central hospital will some time be greatly needed here 
I have no doubt; but the question arises whether or not we will or- 
ganize or e such a body as this for this purpose, and give 
it to the control of trustees whom we cannot or do not control. 

Now, I say again, if the gentleman from Ohio, or the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, will guarantee to me that the corporators 
of this institution will, by the contributions made by themselves and 
others, erect a building, procure a site, and run the institution with- 
out expense to the Government of the United States, Ishould gladly 

ive them the right to do so. But I have no such idea. I do not 

lieve that they will do it. It will never be done, and the Govern- 
ment of the United States will have to come and appropriate money 
to run the institution hereafter or it will fail. That will be the in- 
evitable result. And Imay say further that there is no great neces- 
sity for the erection of this establishment now. The gentleman is, 


mt need forit. We are 
constantly appropriating for what is termed a central hospital, which 
is a building somewhere in the center of the city, for the purpose of 
enabling such transient persons who may be injured here or who are 
in need of hospital attention to be taken in and provided for; and 
we appropriated for that purpose during the present year $15,000. 

I do not believe that this is necessary. I did not think that cen- 
tral institution was necessary. But as I have said, the gentlemen 
many of whose names I see here as incorporators, deemed that there 
was a necessity, and the appropriation was made. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we have here several institutions of this char- 
acter already which are by no means crowded, We have the alms- 
house. The gentleman has stated that there was no place where the 
commissioners could send anybody. But here is the almshouse, a 
well-constructed building, well ventilated, and useful for this pur- 
pers where such people can be sent. Besides that there is the 

eedmen’s Hospital. It has been stated here that white persons do 
not like to be sent there. But white persons go there now. Orig- 
inally it was intended as an institution for the freedmen, those who 
needed the charity of the public; but since that time it has been 
occupied by white people as well asothers. There is room there for 
twice as mary inmates as it now has; and I ask are we going to build 
another institution that will be necessarily a burden upon the United 
States Government when those in the city are not now full? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask my friend if it is not true that 
one-half of the room of the Freedmen’s Hospital is not occupied ? 

Mr. COBB. It is true, as I am informed, that not one-half of the 
building is occupied. There is room there for as many more pa- 
tients. Now, it may be said, Mr. Speaker, that opposition ought not 
to be made to this bill as it is designed as a lasting memorial in honor 
of the dead President. Now, I certainly, as I said once before on 
this question, would gladly do anything that is right and reasonable 
for the p of commemorating his name; but I do not under- 
stand that this is the way to commemorate the name of any one. 
We ought not to impose upon the public a burden that the public 
ought not to bear. 

. NEAL. I would like to ask the gentleman from Indiana a 
question, 

Mr. COBB. Certainly. 

Mr. NEAL. Whether the gentleman thinks there is any more 
likelihood of these gentlemen calling upon the Government for 
assistance if they are permitted to become incorporated by a special 
act than there is if they are incorporated under the gen law. 
They can be incorporated under the general law, unless the gentle- 
man from Indiana, or some one who agrees with him, will introduce 
and secure the passage of a bill to repeal that law. 

Mr. COBB. I think some of the provisions of this bill illustrate 
the view I take, Section 6 provides 

That there shall bea board of visitors of said hospital, consisting of the presi- 
dent of the board of ners of the District of Columbia and four other 


commissio: 
1 by the President of the United States. It shall 
the duty of said board of visitors to visit said hospital as often as they think fit. 


Mr. HUMPHREY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 


Mr. COBB. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HUMPHREY. Does the gentleman not think it better, if 
we havea public law which will allow it, that these gentlemen should 
organize under that law than that we should pass this private law, 
and give them a hold which otherwise they could not get ? 

Mr. COBB, I was about to say that I think that would be better. 
I think it would be much better that they should incorporate under 
the general law. If they did not expect aid from the Government 
of the United States, and from the tax-payers of the District of 
Columbia, I do not think they would come here and ask favors from 
Con This bill does not give them very much in addition to 
what is given by the general law. I am told that the reason for the 
introduction of this bill, and the only reason I have heard, is that 
under the general law they can only remain a corporation for I believe 
twenty years. Now, this bill is broad in its powers. It grs this 
board that is constituted here the right to purchase and sell and 
encumber their real estate at pleasure. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I wish to ask the gentleman from Indiana 
another question. If as a matter of law whether the incorporation 
takes place by a general law or by this act it does not become per- 
petual wy the act itself? 

Mr. COBB. This bill makes it perpetual. 

Mr. NEAL. It is intended to be perpetual. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. And when the general law allows it to be done 
it is not for twenty years merely; the corporation lives forever. 

Mr. COBB. Some one suggested that under the general law the 
incorporation could not take place for a longer period than twenty 
years. If that is the law, that should be repealed so far as this in- 
stitution is concerned. I ask the chairman of the District Commit- 
tee if that be the law? 

Mr. URNER. That is the law, which I will read if the gentleman 
will yield to me for one moment. Section 545 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to the District of Columbia, says: 

Any three or more persons of full age, citizens of the United States, a majority 
of whom shall be citizens of the District, who desire to associate themselves for 
benevolent, charitable, educational, literary, musical, scientific, religious, or min- 
sionary purposes, including societies formed for mutual improvement, or for thr 


I think, mistaken when he says there is ur 
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preemption make, and acknowledge before any officer author- 
Ae of tbe 8 may meka denis tn tho Nee eed fils in office of the 
ee deeds, to be recorded by him, a certificate in writing, in which shall 

First. PTT 

Second. Tho term for w. it is organized, not exceeding twenty years. 

Mr. CORB. Now, we have various charitable institutions. We 
have the Washington Asylum. We have, as I havesaid, the Geo: 
town Almshouse. And we have the Government Hospital for the 
Insane, a large institution that has been paid for by the Government 
until last year I believe entirely, that supports all the insane of the 
District; and until I called the attention of Con to it when the 
appropriation bill of last winter was before the House the District of 
Columbia never bore any ion of the burden of that institution. 
Then we have the Columbia Hospital for Women. That of course 
applies to a special class of persons. Then there is a national asso- 
ciation for the support of colored women and children; and we 
appropriated for that. There is the Woman's Christian Association; 
we appropriated for that. There is the Children’s Hospital; we ap- 
propriated for that. There is the Saint Ann’s Infant Asylum; we 
appropriated for that. There is the Industrial Home School; we 
appropriated for that. 

ere are a dozen institutions, very nearly, that are charitable in 
their character in one form or another that the government of the Dis- 
trict and the Government of the United States are now keeping up. 
Now, it is asked by these gentlemen that a bill shall be passed for what 
they term a central hospital. They call it a memorial hospital. And 
I may say here without doing injustice to them, and the chairman 
of the District Committee knows what I say to be true, that there 
are constantly men forming themselves into associations here and 
wanting aid from the Government for the 1 certain 
charitable institutions in the District of Columbia. t they are 
doing is creditable enough to them, but when Con is asked to 
legislate it is the any of Co: to look carefully at the matter 
and see whether it is doing its duty to the public interest as well as 
to the charitable interests of the District. 

With regard to this institution, the property and assets of which 
are pro to be conveyed by means of this bill, there is a grave 
question about that. I took occasion once to examine into that 
matter, and I know Judge Cartter’s views about it. A certain gen- 
tleman, whose name I do not remember just now, devised certain 
propery and a certain amount of money, which I believe was $20,000, 

‘or the purpose of an institution to educate the orphans of the Arm 
and Navy, of course of the late civil war. Now it is said, and 
have no doubt truly said, that there are no objects for that charity 
to operate upon to-day; that there are no minor o who are to 
take the benefit under this devise. But the question arises whether 
or not we will get ourselves into trouble if Congress should pass an 
act authorizing the conveyance by these trustees of this property. 
It is a question whether trustees have the right so to convey it. I 
know, as I have said, Judge Cartter’s views on the subject; and the 
board of trustees are anxious and willing to do what is n 
that the propery may be turned over to some good and benevolent 
object. But there is a grave question in their minds whether or 
not they can convey that property even under an act of Con 
They are maag however, to take the risk, for the reasons I have 
given. Ido not know and they do not know whether there is any 
one who would take this pro by descent. But the object of 
the bequest having ceased, it would revert to the testator or to his 
heirs perhaps, if there were any. Whether there are such heirs or 
not, I am not able to say. This property is now counted in as a part 
of the assets under this bill, to go to the erection of this memorial 
hospital. I take it that it amounts to but little, not to exceed 
$25,000 all told. 

Mr. NEAL. I now move the previous question. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Not now. 

Mr. NEAL. Yes, you can speak afterward. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I want to say a few words. 

= 1 You can speak after the previous question has been 
ordered. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I pi to speak now. 

Mr. NEAL. Very well. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Isimply wish to say that if the facts of the 
case are as stated by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Conn, ] if 
there are no persons to receive the benefit of this bequest, neither 
Congress nor any other power in this country can raise a scheme to 
carry the bequest into effect. There was never any power in any 
State for chancery even to raise a scheme of that kind. It is true 
that under the chancery practice of England a scheme could be got 
up to carry into effect, by act of Parliament, a bequest where there 
were no parties to take the benefits of it; but in this country it can- 
not be done, and Chancellor Kent so decided in early days. We may 
pass laws, but they will go for 9 We may pass an act of 
Con creating parties to take this bequest, but I say the heirs 
would be entitled to it. The act would be void if we passed it. 

As to the other question, if we are to do anything here to memo- 
rialize the late President I am willing to go as far as any one in order 
to have it done properly and completely; but I believe that in this 
District we have hospitals enough, so many that by reason of their 
not having sufficient aid we are called upon to aid them. Another 
point in this connection, in regard to the act of Congress which pro- 


vides that benevolent institutions may be created for the term of 
twenty years. It seems to me that the term of years would he held 
to be void; that if the law allowed a benevolent institution to be 
created, to be brought into existence, it would not terminate at the 
end of twenty years. 

It is a principle of law that whenever an act for a good purpose is 
a good act there is any clause init which if held to be operative 
would affect the act, then the clause is held to be void, and the act 
itself is carried into effect nevertheless. 

Therefore it seems to me that the public law is sufficient. If an 
benevolent institution is created under it, the fact that it is limi 
to twenty years would not affect it, for the courts would hold that 
such a provision was not tenable. if you pass a law to create a be- 
nevolent institution you cannot turn round, after you create it, and 
cut its head off at the end of ten or twenty years. The legal effect 
is that the act is valid in itself, and the limiting clause is of no effect. 

It seems to me that the > prosas law is broad enough, and Congress 
should let this matter take its course under the present law. We 
all know the evilsof State Legislatures creating private corporations 
when there are public laws for that p . They obtain grants 
from the islature or from Con and become wards of the Goy- 
ernment to be taken care of by the Government. It seems to me it 
is better to leave this to the public law as it is. 

Mr. BLOUNT. As has already been stated by the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Coss, ] the idea of a central hospital in this city has 
been in the minds of several gentlemen whose names are mentioned 
as corporators under this bill. They have always failed heretofore, 
for the reason that gentlemen in charge of the charities of this Dis- 
trict, notably certain divines and others, have 1 from time 
to time before the committees of this House and urged that there 
was no occasion for such an institution. When the matter has been 
presented to Congress upon its own merits it has utterly failed through 
a rana of years. 

‘ow, these gentlemen, taking advantage of the unfortunate assas- 
sination of the late President of the United States, taking advan- 
tage of the sympathies of the American people, under cover of that 
name and pretending to seek to erect a memorial to him in the shape 
of a hospital, are now before Congress seeking to accomplish that 
which they have always failed heretofore to accomplish upon its own 
merits. 

Who doubts, in view of the facts, that when these gentlemen shall 
obtain this charter, when they shall obtain the recognition which they 
have sought heretofore in the shape of an act of incorporation, they 
will then come here asking for aid in the matter of buildings, &c., 
saying that the donations which had been promised to them have 
failed; that there ought to be some aid given them by the Govern- 
ment to make res; ble this memorial to the late President of the 
United States? there was nothing else to make me oppose this 
proposition I should oppose it because these men are coming here 
with an old thing in eral Garfield’s name. It is a mockery of 
that name for them to come here with this old thing and attempt to 
get it throngh by that means, I trust this House will rebuke that 
spirit at once. 

Mr. URNER. It seems to me that the opponents of this bill are 
discussing a matter which is not now before the House. It is per- 
fectly competent for these gentlemen, under the general corpori 
tion law of the District of Columbia, these honored names, Willi 
T. Sherman, William Windom, James G. Blaine, and others, to go 
into the courts and obtain a charter of incorporation for the purpose 
of conducting this hospital. Under the charter which they could 
thus obtain they would have a perfect right to own property, and 
to carry on the hospital in the spirit which this bill contemplates. 
But, Mr. Speaker, it is well known that if they organize under the 
general incorporation laws of this District they cannot have a cor- 
porate existence for more than twenty years. 

Now, the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HUMPHREY] says that 
after the passage of a law authorizing the creation of such an insti- 
tution as this the courts would not permit the head of the corpora- 
tion to be cut off at the end of twenty years. But it seems to me the 
gentleman has forgotten that if this corporation comes into existence 
under the general law it will do so with the powers and subject to 
the limitations defined in that law, one of those limitations being 
that no corporation organized under the act shall have an existence 
for more than twenty years. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Con has passed a law authorizing the 
creation under its provisions of benevolent institutions, and if a cor- 
poration thus organized must, in order to carry out the purposes for 
which it was created, be perpetual, I ask how sucha 8 can 
be wiped out of existence at the end of twenty years, the objects of 
the institution being perpetual in their character? I submit that in 
such a case the clause of the law fixing the limitation of twenty 
years would be held to be void. 

Mr. URNER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Wisconsin, in put- 
ting his question, makes a wrong assumption. He asks if Congre: 
has authorized the creation of a corporation for purpeses which in 
their nature must be tual, would not the limitation upon its 
existence be nugatery? Now I answerthat the purposes of this cor- 
poration are not necessarily perpetual in their nature. It is true, 
we are told, that the poor we shall always haye with us; therefore 
there will always be a necessity for charitable institutions. But at 
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the end of twenty years there will be no necessity for this particu- 
lar charitable institution; its place may be supplied by others. 
Hence, as I understand, the title which it would acquire to its prop- 
erty under the District incorporation act would cease when the cor- 
poration itself ceased to have legal existence under the law. 

But, Mr. Speaker, gentlemen who oppor this bill are discussing 
a question not now before this House. e bill does not provide for 
any appropriation of money ; it does not ask or contemplate any ap- 
propriation by Congress. It simply p that these gentlemen 
who, under the existing law, have the right to go into court and be 
incorporated for twenty y. whether this Congress gives them any 
special authority or not, shall be incorporated by this bill for a longer 
period than twenty years and shall not be compelled to organize 
under an act limiting their legal existence. 

Mr. BLOUNT. ill the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. URNER. Certainly. i 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand that this bill proceeds upon the idea 
that we need additional hospital accommodations. Now, does the 

ntleman mean to say that the managers of this institution do not 
intend to come to Con hereafter for aid, but propose to rely 
exclusively upon such donations as may be contributed out of respect 
for the memory of General Garfield? I 

Mr. URNER. As I understand the purpose of this bill 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask the gentleman if there are not hospital 

Mr. URNER. The gentleman will allow me to answer one ques- 
tion before he asks another. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. URNER. As I understand the purpose of this bill, the cor- 
porators do not contemplate calling upon Congress fér any appro- 

riation now or hereafter. But ‘sufficient unto the day is the evil 
ereof. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Such institutions always do ask appropriations 


from Con 

Mr. URNER, If any Congress should in the future choose to make 
appropriations that will be a matter for them. 

Ar. BLOUNT. These institutions always do come here for aid. 

Mr. URNER. So far as we now know, no appropriation is asked 
or contemplated; and we are now dealing with the present alone. 

As I was about to remark when interrupted, the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia has alread 
told the House that donations for this hospital are coming in from all 
parts of the country. As I am informed, local associations through- 
out the Union are collecting money and sending itin vig eae ps the offi- 
cers of this hospital. More than that: from foreign lands money is 
coming here for the 3 building and maintaining and perpet- 
uating this institution for these laudable purposes. 

Now, it seems to me that when these benevolent gentlemen, hav- 
ing this philanthropic object in view, come to Congress and say 
“Do not give us a cent of money; we do not want your money; all 
that we ask is a right to exist as a corporation, and we will upon 
the benevolent people of the country and of the world for the neces- 
sary financial aid”—and the benevolent people of the world, even 
from Egypt, are responding—I do not think that under such cir- 
cumstances this Congress will say that this institution shall not have 
existence under a Sree charter. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Now, I ask the gentleman whether it is right for 
Congress to say that it will rely upon donations from the world at 
large for the support of charities in this District? If that is the idea, 
ough we not at once to vote down this bill and proceed to take 
cha ourselves of the matter of charities in the District of Co- 
lumbia? 

Mr. URNER. I will ay in reply to the inquiry that these gentle- 
men think it would be a fitting thing to erect an institution of this 
kind right here in this city, the capital of this nation, as a monument 
to the memory of the great and good Garfield. They do not want to 
erect merely a monument of granite or marble; they do not want 
merely to honor the dead; they want to benefit the living as well; 
and it is a proper thing for the people of this country to respond to 
this call and send their money here for the support of such an insti- 
tution in the capital of the nation, to which people come from all the 
States of the Union, and in some cases become dependent upon the 
Pipi of the public. This capital is the common property and 
should be the common pride of all the people of this country, and it 
is 9 that they by their volun charitable offerings should 
erect and maintain this memorial to the life and character of Gar- 
field, whose heart always beat in bag ecg with human cin 
It is indeed a very proper thing for the ple of this country 
give their benevolent and voluntary contributions for the 2 of 
erecting this monument to the memory of Garfield, that, as I have 
already said, will not only honor the dead, but at the same time allevi- 
ate the sorrows and sufferings of the living. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. ill the gentleman let me ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. URNER. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I ask, then, whether the only thing de- 
sired by these gentlemen is not that there shall be an extension of 
the term of their charter, the present law limiting the term of their 

rate existence to twenty years? Am I right; and, if so, what 
possible objection can there be to so amending the existing law as to 


secure to these 8 what they desire, and also afford the 
9 to give their benevolent impulses the fullest play ? 

. I will havea t deal of pleasure in answerin, 
that question. Perhaps that ht accomplish the same end, but if 
it does accomplish the same end, if you then have a corporation with- 
out limitation to its existence and that corporation will have the same 
power it will have under this charter which we propose to give it, I 
ask, then, why the necessity of defeating this bill and putting the 
stigma of Congress on this benevolent undertaking? Why should 
that be done and then give us the trouble of bringing in another bill 
at a subsequent time to amend the law so as to accomplish the same 

arpose that can be reached by the passage of the pending bill? 

t is the necessity of deferring what we can do now? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I will answer the gentleman 
if he will it me to do so. 

Mr. ER. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My point is this: it is not desirable that 
Congress shall in the name of Garfield champion any private insti- 
tution in this city. On the contrary, I would provide under the 
general law for the operation of healthful and noble impulses which 
seem to move these gentlemen to found this memorial hospital. 
What I object to is that the name and the memory of Garfield are 
invoked here in aid of an enterprise which is private in its char- 
acter, although benevolent in its purpose. I am willing to vote to 
amend the general law so as to accord to these incorporators the 
opportunity they seek to establish a Garfield Memorial Hospital, or a 
Lincoln Memorial Hospital, 8 by whatever other name they 
may select, but I do not want, so as Lam concerned, to pass a 
bill which will authorize these 8 to come to Co and 
invoke the name and memory of Garfield in aid of an appropriation 
for completing or g on their enterprise. I am opposed to 
making this memorial hospital our bantling by a special act of in- 
corporation with the result that Congress would be asked from time 
to time for an appropriation to sustain the bantling, and the name 
and memory of our murdered President invoked to induce members 
to vote for what is asked. I submit to my honorable friend that a 
name and memory sacred to us all are now utilized for the purpose 
of putting through a scheme which this House has over and over 


again rejected. 

Mr. What is that? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That this scheme to establish a hospital 
with funds from the Federal Treasury has been rejected over and over 
again by the vote of this House. 

r. NEAL. I wish to say 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I cannot yield now to my colleague. 

Now, sir, it has been already truly said that this hopital is not neces- 
sary to meet the wants of this District. I am advised that is so, and 
that they have more room now than is needed for charitable purposes; 
that there is ample room in what is known as the Freedmen’s Hos- 

ital, (which, in point of fact, is not limited to the accommodation of 
8 and is only in name a freedman's hospital;) that there is 
ample accommodation already for all who ap ly; and that the pro- 
posed hospital is not needed for the purpose o Christian benevolence; 
that it is not needed for the purpose of establishing a memorial to the 
name and memory of James A. Garfield; that the only object is that 
the name and memory of Garfield may be invoked to put through this 
House a private enterprise, and enable those who are interested in it 
to call on Congress again and again, and in the name of our late Presi- 
dent and his cherished memory solicit sufficient aid to make and keep 
the institution in a healthy condition financially. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, in 1864 the Congress of the United States 
chartered just such an institution as the gentleman from Ohio now 
condemns and the gentleman from Georgia reprobates. It is called 
the Providence Hospital. It was chartered for the benefit of the 
Sisters of Charity, and there were $60,000 appropriated for the en- 
dowment of that private institution. 

Mr. RANDALL, They give an equivalent for it. 

Mr. NEAL. I understand the gentleman to say they give an 
equivalent for it—how ! 

ANDALL. By the reception of every one in this District 
wounded or sick and unable to pay. 
Mr. NEAL. Providence Hospital receives $15,000 every year, and 
the gentleman from Ohio, the gentleman from Pennsylvania, or the 
gent eman from Georgia, neither of them will propose to strike out 
t 


t i ge ee 

Mr. COBB. No; because it gives an equivalent. 

Mr. HUMPHREY, I will move to strike it out, for I do not believe 
in the doctrine. 

Mr, NEAL. Let us see whether you will carry out your faith by 
your works. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. You will see my faith in my works. 

Mr. COBB rose. 

Mr. NEAL. One at a time; I cannot be interrupted by half a 
dozen. I say that the Providence Hospital gives no equivalent. It 
receives an appropriation of $15,000 a-year which into the hands 
of the Surgeon-General, and he has the right under that appropria- 
tion to fill seventy-five beds in that hospital. Now, suppose a char- 
ter is asked for an institution where the gentleman might be willing 
to go, and I might be willing to go, why that proposition is repro- 
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in terms I have 


bated and denounced by the gentleman from 
any other bill or 


never heard used on this floor before in reference 
any person. : 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt 
him for a moment ? 

Mr. NEAL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I want to say in regard to this Providence 
Hospital, and every other denominational establishment, that Ire- 
cand it as wrong. The principle is wrong, We are helping in this 
way to support denominational institutions, and I hold t it is 
against the genius of the law. pe fico genius of the Government. 
I hold that it should cease and this Government should not lend itself 
longer to any such practices. 

Mr. NEAL. Iwill say to the gentleman in onse that words 
are cheap. We will find that when that appropriation bill comes 
here how far the gentleman from Wisconsin gives it his sanction. 
The gentleman will have an opportunity to move to strike out that 

rovision when the bill comes before the House if he wants to, but 
arantee that if he is present he will not do it, and if he knows 
it in time when it will come up he will make it convenient to be 


absent. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I will say, then, to the gentleman from Ohio 
that if I am present I will do it. 

Mr. NEAL. I now move the previous question on the bill and 
amendments. 

Mr. WILSON. I hope the gentleman will allow me to offer an 
amendment, 

Mr. NEAL. No, sir; Icannot yieldforanamendment. I demand 
the previous question. 

The House divided}; and there were—ayes 42, noes 34. 

Mr. WILSON. No quorum has voted. Idemand tellers. If I can 
have an . to offer this amendment I shall not insist upon 
the demand. 

Mr. NEAL. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. WILSON. I will read the amendment myself. 

Mr. RANDALL. Before that, if the gentleman will permit me, I 
would like to read for the information of the House the provision of 
the law in reference to Providence Hospital, since that has been 
brought into question here. 

The SPEAKER. It can be done by unanimous consent. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

ere was no objection. è 

Mr. RANDALL. I read from the sundry civil appropriation bill 
of last year with reference to Providence Hospital: 

pire OF TRANSIENT PAUPERS, 

For c support, and medical treatment of seventy-five sient pau 
medical sate cal patients, in the city of Washin; A o ma . — Tobe 
made with such tution as the Surgeon-General of the Army may select, $15,000. 

That is the maximum, and under the organic act the whole of this 
is placed under the authority of the War Department; so that it is 
not fair to cite that as a justification of anything else of that nature, 
unless the same provisions are established as have been established 
in connection with this hospital. 

Mr. WILSON. Now let this amendment be read. 

Mr.NEAL. Iwill hearthe amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from West Virginia. 

The SPEAKER. By unanimons consent, the proposed amendment 
will be read for the information of the House. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, Thatif said ration shall at any time hereafter a for an a - 
= tion of money for its aid, such appropriation shall operate tp fonts of This 
act. 


pe NEAL. I am willing that should go in under the previous 
question. 

Mr. WILSON. Then I withdraw the point of order as to a quo- 
rum, and the demand for tellers. 

SE 1 further count being demanded) the previous question was 
ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inow move to recommit the bill to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia with instructions to report amendments 
to the general law in relation to the formation of corporations in the 
District of Columbia by extending the time for the duration of such 
corporations, and otherwise for the establishment of hospitals and 
other charitable institutions. 

The motion to recommit was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the yote by which the bill was 
recommitted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

INCORPORATION LAWS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. URNER. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee on 
the District of Columbia to report back the bill (H. R. No. 4299) to 
amend the general incorporation law of the District of Columbia, 
and recommend that it be passed. 

The bill was read. It is as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the five hundred and fifty. 
Statutes of the United States, relating to the District of Columbia, be, and the 
same is hereby, amended by adding after the words “ life insurance” the words 
or for the purpose of insuring titles to real estate. 


-third section of the Revised 


FFC bly to the aforesaid sec- 


tion of the said Re Statutes, for the purpose o: titles to real estate 
may % on jor J the office of the recorder of deeds of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia a certificate to that effect in like manner as is provided by law 
for the filing of the original certificate of incorporation. 


Mr. RANDALL. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 

Mr. URNER. There is a brief report simply recommending the 
passage. I will state, by way of explanation, that the object of the 

ill is this: under clause 4 of the general incorporation laws there 
is no corporation whose existence can extend beyond a iod of 
twenty years, with the exception of life insurance companies, 

Section 553 of the Statutes provides that— 

Any three or more ms who desire to form a com er of 
im doa on any kind of man . e 
ance, mercantile, transportation, or mar! business in the District, &.— 

Shall be required to make an acknowledgment of such purpose 
before some competent officer 
and file in the office of the recorder of deeds a certificate in writing, in which shall 


be stated: 
First. The corporate name of the pory and theobject for which itis formed. 
Second exceeding twenty years, except in case 


. The term of its existence, no 
of carporations formed only for the purpose of life fnenrance. Ko. 

That is the general law limiting the corporate existence of all 
such companies. Now, there are a number of real-estate insurance 
companies here whose business is to insure titles to real estate. They 
are embarrassed in their operations by reason of the provision of this 

neral incorporation law l them to twenty years. They want 

insure titles in fee simple, but are limited by this general law. 
This bill simply proposes a remedy to enable them to transact busi- 
ness, I ask the passage of the b 


The bill was ord: to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being en „it was 5 the third time, and passed. 
Mr. R moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


assed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
e. f 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


THOMAS EVANS. 


Mr. NEAL. There are only one or two other bills on which the 
Committee on the District of Columbia desire action to-day. Inow 
ask that the Committee of the Whole House be disch from the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2938) for the relief of 
Thomas Evans, and that it be brought before the House for present 
consideration. 

There was no objection, and the bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, do., That the auditor of the District of Columbia be, and is hereby, 
authorized to issue to Thomas Evans a duplicate certificate for one lost or burn: 
numbered 21609 of the board of audit, class 6, for $146.20. 

Mr. NEAL. That is not the bill reported from the committee. 

The READING CLERK. I have read the bill as proposed to be 
amended; I have read it as a substitute. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
beryl and being engrossed it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. NEAL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pat and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
Mr. RAND. „ Lask that the report accompanying the bill 
which has just been passed be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, The report is as follows: 


That it appears that board of audit certificate No. gees for the sum of acc 


egal holder thereof. 
Amendment to bill H. R. No. 2938, popoean by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 


Provided, That before the delivery of said Mie ere certificate the said Thomas 
Evans shall execute to the commissioners of 


the amount of said certificate, condition d ori, certifi shall have 
been heretofore ee to the legal holder thereof, or shall be hereafter presented for 
ownership there- 


payment, and paid, by any person who shall have 8 si 
ct o. 


of, then said Thomas Evans shall repay to said D. Columbia the amount 


redemption ‘of board-of-andit 5 
as commissioner of the sinking fund of the 


INTEREST ON ARREARS OF TAXES. bs 

Mr. NEAL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported, as a substitute for House bill No. 691, a bill (H. R. No. 
5535) fixing the rate of interest on arrearages of taxes due July 1 
1879, and on all special assessments due the District of Columbia and 
which may be pon by July 1, 1882, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it de., That the rate of interest to be collected on all taxes in 
arrears on the ist day of July, 1879, and on all s assessments due the District 
of Columbia shall be 6 per cent. per annum in of the rate and penalties now 
fixed by law: This act shall only apply to taxes and assessments pay- 
able on or before the Ist @hy of July, 1882. 
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Mr. NEAL. I ask that the report be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. NEAL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, that the 
waaieeltbes bare BAI uniek eomaeretien Tba bit TAE We aM) have directed 
him to the same to the House with a tute for the whole bill, the pas- 
sage of W. substitute they recommend. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
MASONIO MUTUAL RELIEF ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. KLOTZ, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. No. 5127) to amend 
an act entitled ‘An act to incorporate the Masonic Mutual Relief 
Association of the District of Columbia.” 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Masonic Mutual Relief A: 


class shall bear its own expenses and its pro rata share, 
ship, of the general expenses of this association. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

Amend the first section of the bill so as to read: 

That section 5 of the act entitled ‘An act to 
Relief Association of the District of Columb’ 
by adding to said section the words not ex 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
tune; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. KLOTZ moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DAY FOR DISTRICT BUSINESS. 


incorporate the Masonic Mutual 
as amended, is hereby amended 
ing $1,800.’"” 


Mr. CASSIDY. I amdirected by the Committee on the Dirtrict of 8 


Columbia to submit the resolution which I send to the desk, and to 
ask unanimous consent that it be adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Monday, A; 10, after the call of States and Territories for the 
introduction of bills and resolutions, be devoted to the consideration of busi- 
ness pertaining to the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that as a matter of con- 
venience the lan of the resolution should conform to that of 
the resolution heretofore adopted, so that the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia may control the business. 

Mr. CASSIDY. Let that amendment be made to the resolution. 

Mr. NEAL. Instead of saying ‘the consideration of business per- 
taining to the District of Columbia,” let the resolution read “the 
consideration of such business as may be reported by the Committee 
on the District of Columbia.” 

There being no objection, the resolution as modified was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed without amendment a 
bill of the House of the following title: 

A bill (H. R. No. 5020) granting a pension to Samuel Pollock. 

The message further eee that the Senate had passed with 
parry ag which the concurrence of the House was requested, 
bills of the House of the following titles : 

A bill (H. R. No. 4449) granting a pension to Lucretia R. Garfield; 


And 

A bill (H. R. No. 5221) to amend section 3066 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States. 

The message further announced that the Senate disa to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 308) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at 
the most accessible point within tive miles above the city of Saint 
Charles, Missouri. - 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a joint 
resolution and bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 15) correcting the military record of 
Wickliffe Cooper, deceased, late major Seventh Cavalry, brevet col- 
onel United States Army; 

A bill (S. No. 1575) to continue the publication of the American 


Archives; 

A bill (S. No. 111) for the relief of Albert H. Emery; 

A bill (S. No. 145) to reimburse the State of Oregon for moneys 
d by said State in the suppression of Indéan hostilities during the 
odoe war in the years 1872 and 1873; 

) to grant the right of way for railroad purposes 


A bill (8. No. 


— h the lands of the United States powder depot, near Dover, 
ew Jersey; 

A bill G. No. 1077) to establish an additional land office in Florida; 

A bill (S. No. 1083) referring the claim of the owners of the schooner 
Addie B. Bacon to the Court of Claims; and 

A bill E No. 1502) for the relief of the State of California and the 
citizens thereof. 


J. E. COBB. 
Mr. RAND. by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5536) to reissue a draft, ori, y issued to George G. Cobb, 


eceased, an assistant assessor in to J. E. Cobb, custodian 
of the minor children of said decedent; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 


EQUALIZATION OF CONGRESSIONAL SALARIES. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iaskunanimous consent to submit for con- 
sideration and adoption at this time the resolution which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
That it shall be in order when the executive, and cial 
a) bill for the ensuing fiscal year is S 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, to submii to said 


bill l to alization of the salaries of the Gs of th Some atte 
those of the Senate.. PS E eet ee a 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
object to the resolution? 

. HOLMAN. Icall for the regular order. As the law now stands 

that can be done. 

The SPEAKER. That is equivalent to an objection, and the reso- 
lution can be adopted only by unanimous consent. 


RELIEF OF POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. PEELLE. I ask consent to submit for adoption at this time 
the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

‘Whereas House bill No. 3251, hot Sowa ee bill auth the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral to adjust certain claims of postmas for loss by b , fire, or other un- 
avoidable casualty,” having passed both Houses of Congress and been signed by 
the President, is th law; and 

Whereas are numerous on the Private Calendar and 


can and ought to be adjusted 


said law: Therefore, 
Resolved, leave be, and the same is bereby, given to the members 
of the House to withdraw and all bills, reports, and other papers pertaining 
to such claims for presentation to the Postmaster-General as aforesaid, giving 
their respective receipts therefor to the Clerk of the House, or, upon the written 
request of any member of the House, it is hereby made the duty of the Clerk to 
transmit such bills, reports, and other papers to the Postmaster-General for the 


purpose afi 
Mr. RANDALL. I would su to the gentleman to makeit the 
duty of the Clerk to transmit these papers directly. 
PEELLE. Ihaveputit in both shapes. If members prefer to 


get the papom themselves and give their receipts for them they can 
o 80; or they can make their written request to the Clerk and have 
him transmit the papers to the Postmaster-General. I leave it op- 
tional with members. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman desires it in this shape I have 
no objection. 

Mr. PEELLE. I thought it would meet the approbation of mem- 


rs. 

There haig no objection, the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. PEE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN H. SCHABINGER. 


Mr. MARTIN. I ask unanimous consent that Senate bill No. 1510, 
for the relief of John H. Schabinger, ian of Susan McKnatt 
and Martha McKnatt, minor daughters of James McKnatt, deceased, 
be taken from the Speaker’s table for consideration at this time. It 
is a bill to authorize the issuing of a duplicate check for $1,001 for 
the payment of a pension, the former check having been lost. 

There was no objection; and the bill was accordingly taken from 
the Speaker’s table, and read a first and second time. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That the t for msions at Washington, District 
of Columbia, be, and he is hese; ped ihn Riper directed to issue a duplicate 
check, and the Treasurer, assistant treasurer, or designated depositary of the 
United States upon whom the same may be drawn is hereby directed to pay such 
duplicate check, for the sum of $1,001, in favor of John H. Schabinger, We 
for Susan McKnatt and Martha McKnatt, minor daughters of James McKnatt, 
deceased, late a private in Company B of the Fourth ent of Delaware Vol- 
unteers, war of 1861, in the same manner upon the same terms and conditions 
as provided in section 3646 ofthe Revised Statutes of the United States in case of 
lost checks not exceeding in amount the sum of $1,000. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


passed. 7 

Mr. MARTIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pesed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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EXTRADITION TREATY WITH GREAT RRITAIN. 


Mr. BAYNE. I ask consent to submit for consideration at this 
time the concurrent resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Wh the existing between the United States and Great Britain 
which pevviles for the i of fugitive criminals embraces only such per- 
sons as are charged with the crime of murder, or assault with intent to commit 
murder, or Piracy, oF ar A 8 or forgery, or the utterance of forged 
Pie — 8 with the crime of burglary, or larceny, or embezzle- 


tha provisions of said treaty: Th re, 
it = sed by tho House of S 3 9 
Presi ues take such steps as may be necessary to secure if pos- 
tile the — tion of an additional treaty between the United States and Great 
tain will provide for the e of such fugitive criminals as may be 
serious crimes and felonies, or who may have escaped before the ex 
ecution and completion of their sentence, and who are not under the 

existing treaty. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be some explanation of that 
resolution, 

Mr. BLAND. Is that tepore from any committee? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot answer. g 

Mr. ATKINS. Let it go to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. BAYNE. Very well. 

The concurrent resolution was accordingly referred to the Com- 
inittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House now adjourn. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Pending the motion to adjourn, 

Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Enrolled 717 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the follow- 
ing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

4 bill (H. R. No. 879) authorizing the construction of a bridge over 


the Missouri River at or near Arrow Rock, Missouri. 


ASSISTANT EXAMINERS OF PATENTS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President ; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 
Secretary 
the 24th instant, and the . the Commissioner of Patents, sub- 


3232 ot TTA 
of twenty-five an 0 
each. e matter is to the of Cone: 

CHES A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 27, 1882. ' 


The motion of Mr: BLAND was then a 


to; and accordingly 
(at four o’clock and fifty minutes p. m.) 


e House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The piling memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 


the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred, as follows: 
By Mr. BARBOUR: The petition of Howard S. Hoffman, for relief— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 


By Mr. BARR: The petition of honorably discharged soldiers of 
Pennsylvania, for the passage of the bill to establish a soldiers’ home 
at Erie, Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BA : The resolutions of the Hayes Post No. 3, Grand 
Army of the Republic, poeng against the e of any bill 
granting pensions to soldiers who were confined in confederate pris- 
ons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: The resolutions of the Board of Trade of Phil- 
adelphia for the abrogation of the reciprocity treaty now existing 
between the United States and the Sandwich to the Com- 
mittee on ae Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the German Society of the city of New York, for 
legislation to secure better protection for immigrants—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, the resolutions of the Maritime Exchange of 5 for 
the passage of the bill to facilitate the negotiation of bills of lading, 
&c.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH : The petition of Hon. Andrew Erken- 
breker and 30 others, and of H. J. Koch aud 40 others, merchants 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the removal of the tax on bank 
deposits—severally to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

y Mr. CAMPBELL: The petition of John W. Helm and 35 others, 
honorably discharged Union soldiers of Bedford County, Pennsylva- 
nia, who were 3 of war, asking Co: to pass a pension 
bill for their relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CANDLER: The petition of Edward I. Browne and others, 
of Benjamin S. Proctor and others, and of George E. Rogers, relative 
to the French spoliation claims bill—severally to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: The petition of John L. Arnold and others, 
praying Congress to t a pension to Lewis P. Sanders—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. COLERICK: The petition of Francis P. Griffith, ex-super- 
visor of census for sixth district of Indiana, for additional compen- 
sation—to the Committee on the Census, 
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Also, the petition of G. W. Neihardt and 74 others, citizens of Steu- 
ben and La Grange core asking for the immediate pas- 
sage of the bill entitled ‘A bill protecting innocent purchasers and 
users of patented articles from actions for damages,” introduced by 
Mr. COLERICK, of Indiana—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. W. R. COX: Four petitions of citizens of North Carolina, 
relative to the establishment of, routes and eee e 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

By Mr. CURTIN: Papers relating to the pension claim of Mary I. 
Chatham—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, for the establishment 
of a soldiers! home at Erie, Pennsylvania—t6 the Committee on Mili- 

‘airs. 

y Mr. DAVIS: The petition of Langdon, Richardson County, 
Illinois, for reimbursement for moneys expended in dredging Calu- 
met River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: The petition of members of the Stockbridge 
and Munsee Indian tribes of Wisconsin, relative to the cession of 
certain Indian lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of George W. Jones and others, citizens of Wash- 
ane County, Wisconsin, for legislation re; ting charges for 

way transportation—to the Committee on r 

Also, the petition of the vessel-owners of Milwaukee, Wisconsin. 
remonstrating against the passage of the bill to regulate lake and 
marine shipping—to the same committee. 

Also, the resolutions ofthe West Side Land e, of Wilson, Wis- 
consin, in relation to the imprisonment of American citizens in Ire- 
land—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, the petition of the New York Board of Trade and other com- 
mercial organizations, in favor of the passage of the House bill to 
establish a uniform bankruptcy law throughout the United States 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Papers relating to the pension claim of Mary 
Temple—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Papers relating to the claim of Alphonso Des- 
mare—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ERRETT: The petition of Captain A. L. Daß ett, for the 
panogo of bill (H. R. No. 1475) for the reorganization of the infantry 

ranch of the United States Army—to the Committee on Military 


Also, the resolutions of Hayes Post, No. 3, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Pittsb Pennsylvania, e e inst the pas- 
sage of any bill ing pension to soldiers an ors who were 
confined in confederate prisons—to the Select Committee on the Pay- 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. FLOWER: The petition of A. 8. Hatch and over 2,000 mer- 
chants of New York, for the passage of the Lowell bill to establish a 
uniform system of bankruptcy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HALL: The petition of Hannah M. White and others, for 
P of French spoliation claims bill—to the Committee on For- 


e airs. 

“Sy Mr. J. HAMMOND: The petition of various boards of trade, 
chambers of commerce, commercial exchan Ko., in all sections 
of the country, for the ee of the Lowell bill to establish a uni- 
form system of bankruptcy ughout the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARMER: The resolutions of the Board of Trade of Phila- 


pom ere for the abrogation of the treaty between the United States 
and the Sandwich I ds—to the Committee on Fo: Affairs. 
Also, the resolutions of the Maritime Exchange of Philadelphia, 


for the Hewitt bill to facilitate the negotiation of bills of lading— 
to the Committee on Commerce, 

Also, memorial in favor of the of the Lowell bill to estab- 
lish a uniform system of bankruptcy ughont the United States, 
indorsed by National Boot and Shoe Jobbers’ Association of the 
United States; Board of Trade, Trenton, New Jersey; Chamber of 
Commerce, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania ; Board of Trade, Cincinnati, 
Ohio; Board of Trade, Providence, Rhode Island; Oil Exchange, 
Olean, New York; New England Shoe and Leather Association Bos- 
ton, Massachusetts; Philadelphia Cotton Exchange, Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania; Leaf. Tobacco Board of Trade, New York; Western 
Iron Association, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania; convention ofmerchants, 
Rochester, New York; Manufacturing Chemists’ Association of the 
United States; Commercial Club, Boston, Massachusetts; Merchants’ 
and Manufacturers’ Association, Baltimore, Maryland; Board of 
Trade of Baltimore, Maryland; Dover Board of Trade, New Hamp- 
shire; Chamber of Commerce, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania; National 
Board of Trade of the United States; Nerchants Board of Trade, 
Denver, Colorado; New York Produce Exchange; Savannah Cotton 
Exchange; New England Furniture Exchange, Boston, Massachu- 
setts; Stationers’ Board of Trade, New York; Board of Trade, Dav- 
enport, Iowa; Boston Produce Exchange; Board of Trade, Burling- 
ton, Iowa; New York Board of Trade and Transportation; New 
York Merchants’ Club; New York Chamber of Commerce; Boston 
Board of Trade; Boston Merchants’ Association; Little Rock Cotton 
and Produce Exchange; Charleston Chamber of Commerce; Atlanta 
Chamber of Commerce, Georgia; Worcester Board of Trade; Scran- 
ton Board of Trade, Pennsylvania; Minneapolis Board of Trade, 
Minnesota ; eee Maritime Exc ; Association of Manu- 
facturers of Textile Fabrics, Philadelphia; Portland Board of Trade; 
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New Haven Chamber of Commerce; Philadelphia Board of Trade; 
Shoe and Leather Board of Trade, Baltimore, Maryland; Peoria 
Board of Trade, and a number of business firms throughout 
the ee ae the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SELTINE: Papers relating to the Indian a HE 
claim of Kerr, Brierly & Co.—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HASKELL: The petition of citizens of Panora, Kansas, 
concerning taxation, the national debt, and national banks—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HOBLITZELL: The petition and resolution of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce, of Charleston, South Carolina, oe the passa. 
of the bill for the location and construction of the Maryland and Del- 
ware free ape ip the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: The petition of John Love, to be relieved from 
the charge of desertion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relative to the claim of John P. T. Davis—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. HORR: The petition of George L. Maltz and others, of 
Alpena, Michigan, for increase of pay for émployés of the Life-Saving 
Service—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of William H. Miller and 68 others, for the 
passage of the bill ting pensions to soldiers and sailors of the late 
war who were confined in confederate prisons—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: The petition of James A. Doughty, for relief—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JADWIN: The petition of James Sturdevant, of Bradford 
3 Pennsylvania, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, the petition of Rev. J. L. King and oth citizens and 
soldiers of the late war, of Bradford County, Sper! vania, for the 
passage of the Bliss bill granting pensions to all soldiers and sailors 
of the late war who were confined in confederate prisons—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. LACEY: The resolutions of the Michigan State Board of 
Health for legislation to prevent the adulteration of food and drugs 
to the Committee on the Publie Health. 

Also, the pen of J. B. Sutton and 55 others, citizens of 
Michigan, for the repeal of the law imposing taxes on b 
bankers—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


uincy. 
and 


By Mr. LUNA: The petition of settlers and tees, praying for 
the 3 of 2 land claim No. 107, in the Persitory of 
New Mexico—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


By Mr. McCOID: Memorial of the city of Keokuk, Iowa, in re- 
lation to the harbor at that place—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. McCOOK: Memorial of the “Pioneers of 49“ and other 
Californians, asking that relief be extended to the orphan children 
of John A. Sutger—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOORE: A bill making an appropriation for continuing 
the improvements of Memphis Harbor, in the State of Tennessee—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MOREY: The petition of 200 citizens of Fayette County, 
Ohio, for legislation regulating charges for railway transportation— 
to the same committee, e 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of John P. Anderson and others, of 
William S. Bartlett and others, and of Clara L. Burnes and others, 
for the passage of the French spoilation claims bill—severally to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, the petition of naval officers against the restoration of offi- 
cers of the avy who have been dismissed or retired for drunken- 
ness, or who have resigned to escape courts-marshal—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. NORCROSS: The petition of the Grand Temple of Honor 
of Nines hontt for an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States to prohibit the manufacture and sale of all alcoholic bever- 

throughout the national domain—to the Committee on the 
Aeopolie Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: The resolutions of the Philadelphia Board of 
Trade, favoring the abrogation of the treaty with the Sandwich 
Islands, and requesting the Pennsylvania Senators and Members to 
vote for the same—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, the resolutions of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchan 
ing the passage of the Hewitt bill to facilitate the negotiation of 
bills of lading and other commercial instruments, and to punish 
frauds therein—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of sundry citizens, for the pa 
of the Sewell bill, providing for a national bankrupt law—to the 
saine committee. 

By Mr. POUND: Papers relating to the claim of Ann Gregory 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Papers relating to the pension claim of James 
McMullen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Anna H. Nones, widow of Captain Harry 
B. Nones, late of the United States Marine Revenue, for a pension— 
to the same committee. 

= Mr. JOHN B. RICE : The 8 of 345 soldiers and sailors, 
residing in the State of Ohio, who were in the Union Army during 
the war of the rebellion, and suffered confinement at Andersonville 
and other confederate prisons, praying that Co: pass the bill 
introduced into the House of Representatives by Hon. J. W. KEIFER, 


, favor- 
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February 16, 1880, for the relief of ex-prisoners of war—to the same 
committee. 


By Mr. D. P. RICHARDSON: The upean of Captain R. Curon 
and others, citizens of Marine City, Michigan, relative to the loca- 
tion for the construction of a 1 

River by the Niagara and Grand Bridge 
tee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: The petition of J. H. Schick and others, 
for protection against imported glass-ware—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

so, the petition of soldiers and sailors, for increase of pensions 
for soldiers and sailors who have lost one limb—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, the resolutions of the Produce repay of San Francisco, 
relative to the duty on Canadian malt—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, the rh of Laura D. Hall, relative to the French spolia- 
tion claims bill—to the Committee on ie Affairs. 

Also, the proceedings of a meeting held at Sweetland, California, 
March 4, 1382, relative to Chinese immigration—to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: The petition of Sophia Lowe Hoole, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: The petition of Dr. H. Hollister and 20 
others, 2p pace of Scranton, Pennsylvania, for the passage of a 
bill providing a suitable building anaray Medical Museum, library, 
and records of the Surgeon-General’s Office—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. S NBERGER: The petition of Emma G. Nelson, 
poe aoe of W. F. Nelson, for arrears of pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERWIN: Memorial of the land lenge of Elgin, IIli- 
nois, for the release of American citizens confined in prisons in Ire- 
land—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. SPEER: The petition of A. J. Hardeman and others, for 
the establishment of a mail route in Georgia—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STOCKSLAGER: The letter of Captain Winfred H. Wil- 
ot to accompany bill for his relief—to the Committee on War 

8. 

By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON: The petition of John C. Sayers, for 
a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. J. T. UPDEGRAFF: The petition of W. P. Hatch & Sons 
and 8 2,000 business men of New York City, in favor of the 
Lowell bill to establish a uniform bankruptey law throughout the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of the Woman’s Evangelical Tem- 
perance Association of the District of Columbia, praying the passage 
of an act to prohibit the location of liquor shops within a square of 
sie ay publie schools—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 


0. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: The petition of 2,000 business houses of 
New York City and of 66 firms and business houses of Rochester, New 
York, for the passage of the Lowell bill to establish a uniform sys- 
tem of bankruptcy throughout the United States—severally to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Memorial of the Historical Society of Min- 
nesota, asking the compilation and publication of a synoptical cat- 
alogue of publications issued under authority of the Government—to. 
the Committee on ee 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill making an appropriation to continue 
work on the Mussel Shoals, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

By Mr. WILLIS: Papers relating to the claim of W. J. Tapp & 
Co. to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, papers relating to the dain of Francis Timmons—to the Com- 


mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. G. D. WISE: The petition of A. B. Guigon, jr., relative to 
the ch spoliation claim bill—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
woe the petition of Ann Roberts, for relief—to the Committee on 

ar Claims 


bridge across the Nia 
Company—to the Commit- 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, March 28, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Buttock, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem laid before the Senate the followin 
message from the President of the United States; which was refe 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the ponsa or toe Interior, dated 
the 24th instant, and the accompanying letter of the Comm er of Patents, sub- 
mitting a supplemental estimate for an appropriation of $52,500 for the — — 


of twenty-five assistant principal examiners of ts at an annual salary 
each. The matter is ed to the consi tion of 8. 


CHEST: A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE Maxsion, March 27, 1882. 


1882. 
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HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and refe: to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3246) changing the name of the German Protest- 
ant Orphan Asylum Association; and j 

A bill (H. R. No. 4710) to vacate a certain part of Rock street in 
Georgetown, in the District of Columbia. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. — for the relief of Thomas Evans; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4299) to amend the general incorporation law of 
the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 5127) to amend an act entitled An act to incor- 
orate the Masonic Mutual Relief Association of the District of 
olumbia;“ an 

A bill (H. . No. 5535) fixing the rate of interest upon arrearages of 
taxes due July 1, 1879, and on all special assessments due the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and which may be paid by July 1, 1882, and for 


other purposes. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. ROLLINS. I present a petition, signed by Rey. J. W. Parker, 
D. D., and some nine hundred and seventy-one others, citizens of the 
District of Columbia, and as the petition is very short I will read it. 
It is as follows: 

To the Senate and Hi Representati the 

mace Falte States of America in Congress assembled : 
d. resid f the District of Col: that 
the tonih 3 the act imposin a . 3 by the Dis- 
trict Legislative Assembly under date of August 23, 1871, as amended by an act of 
the same body passed June 20, 1872, may be further amended by adding follow- 
ro 2 

also, That no bar- 0 „ ti -house, or other place 
for the sale of intoxicating li ones Se — ANI bel —. within two R of 
the high-school building or o other public-school building in the 
Columbia, and any license issued for such place so located shall be absolutely void.” 

Wasuixeton, D. C., January 2, 1882. 

The petition is signed by many clergymen, rol! hea: business men, 
and many ladies of the District of Columbia, to the number of some 
nine hundred and seventy-two in all. It is accompanied by the fol- 
lowing note, dated the 27th of March, 1882, addressed— 
To the honorable Chairman of the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Trafic: 

The W. 's E T Association ta that 
Fü oc 


Mrs, LAURA BARNARD, 
President W. E. T. A. 
Mrs. A. L. DAVIDSON, 
Corresponding 


WASHINGTON, D. C. 


I think, however, the petition should be referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, (and I was requested to ask that refer- 
ence by the party who gave it to me,) where I hope it will receive 
early attention. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented the memorial of the German Society of 


the city of New York, praying Congressional legislation for the pro- | p 


tection of immigrants arriving in the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of the Woman's S Association 
-of Pennsylvania, praying for a provision for suffrage to women in the 
constitution of Dakota when itted as a State; which was referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 

He also 8 the petition of the Grand Division Sons of Tem- 
perance of Western New York, officially signed, represent 2,000 
members, praying for an amendment of the Constitution of the United 
States to prohibit the manufacture and sale of all aleoholic beverages 
ee the national domain; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented the memorial of M. F. Reynolds, a citizen of Roch- 
ester, New York, on the 1 of a bill for the erection of a public 
building in that city; which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of New York City, in favor 
of the adoption of a bankrupt law in the form of the Lowell bill, so 
called; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr, FERRY presented resolutions passed at a sanitary convention 
held in the city of Flint, Michigan, January 25 and 26, 1882, favoring 
the passage of a bill for the prevention of the adulteration of food or 
drugs; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HARRISON presented a petition of certain officers of the 
Twenty-third United States Infantry, praying for the reorganization 
of the infantry regiments of the Army; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A Mr. . es 8 ve penton of ee bf a nega of 

‘ortsmout irginia, pra ‘or the passage of a bi pension 
Veterans of the War With Mexico; whieh was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


Mr. BLAIR. I present resolutions of the 3 of New Age 
shire . the sympathy of the people of that State for the 
people of Ireland in their struggle for more liberty and for deliver- 
ance from oppressive land laws. I ask that the resolutions be read. 

The resolutions were read, and referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, as follows: 


The following concurrent resolution was adopted by both branches of the Legis- 
lature J ay 1, 1881: 
Resolved by the house of ri ives, (the senate concurring,) That the Legis- 


lature of New Hampshire deeply sympathize with Ireland in her earnest si le 
for more liberty and better government, and with those unfortunate Irish patriots 
who are now suffering imp ent without trial, for their efforts to Es pre 2 
pressive land laws, and to secure the possession and ownership of the to the 
e That th be requested to forward ies of the fe 

t e governor o copies of the fore- 
going resolution to our Senators and Representatives in Congress and to tho Presi- 

ent and Secretary of State. 


Attest: 
CHAS. G. EMMONS, 
Olerk of the House. 
Attest: 
JAMES E. DODGE, 
Olerk of the Senate. 


STATE or New HAMPSHIRE, SECRETARY'S OFFICE, 
Concord, July 5, 1881. 


I hereby certify that the fi is a true f thi onnon In testimon 
waro ve hereunto md . Eee affixed the seal of 

e State. 

[5EAL.] A. B. THOMPSON, 

Secretary of State. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SLATER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 

referred the bill (H. R. No. 1337) ting a pension to Sylvador 


Jackson, reported it without amendment; an 
thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 520) for the relief of dy’s Company 
of Arkansas Home Guards, United States Volunteers, submitted an 
adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 336) for the relief of James J. Faught, late of Company D, 
Eighth Missouri Cavalry, reported it with an amendment; and sub- 
mitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JAC N, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 1979) granting a pension to Samuel Bur- 
well, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 1619) granting a pension to Flora C. McCaslin, reported 
it without amendment; and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. No. 1270) granting arrears of pension to Laura J. Prine, reported 
adversely thereon, 

Mr, CALL. I ask that that bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
Calender, with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. JACKSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 389) pogs pension to 
Spencer W. Tryon, to report it adversely. I ask that the bill be 

on the Calendar, as there may be some discussion upon it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (i R. No. 4787) for the relief of Benjamin F. Dobson, 
reported it without amendment; and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLATT. The petition of John C. McConnell was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, as also the bill (S. No. 1135) granting an 
increase of pension to John C. McConnell. As this is one of num- 
erous cases, the committee report against the bill, but submit a 
report, accompanied by an original bill covering the class of cases. 

bill (S. No. 1595) fixing the rate of pensions in certain cases 
was read twice by its title, and the accompanying report was 
ordered to be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill (S. No. 1135) granting an 
aetna of pension to John C. McConnell will be indefinitely post- 
po 


submitted a report 


ned. 

Mr. WINDOM, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (H. R. No. 111) authorizing the 
withdrawal from the Department of State of a certificate of indebt- 
edness in favor of Mifflin Kennedy and Richard King against the 
Republic of Mexico, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. WINDOM. I am also directed by the same committee to re- 
port back a communication from the Secretary of State in regard to 
the abolition of discriminating duties against certain productions of 
the Dutch East Indies, recommended in the President’s message, and 
ask that it be referred to the Committee on Finance. A bill on that 
es has been already referred to that committee. 

- MORRILL. Let the communication lie on the table, as the 
bill referred to has been reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will lie on the 
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table, to be considered in connection with the bill reported from the 
Committee on Finance. 
Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 


referred the bill (S. No. 984) increasing the pension of Emma H. Col- 
lins, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HARRISON. I am directed 225 the Committee on Mili 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1461) for the relief of 
Willis N. Arnold, to ask to be discharged from its er considera- 
tion, and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims, a bill relat- 
ing to the same subject being before the Committee on Claims. 

report was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. I am also directed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution (8. R. No. 4) 
authorizing the President to e Thomas L. Crittenden upon the 
retired list with the rank and pay of a brigadier-general, to report 
it adversely. As there is not a written report accompanying the 
joint resolution, I desire to say for the committee that this adverse 
report does not proceed upon any lack of appreciation of the distin- 
guished service of General Crittenden, but the committee have feit 
compelled to deal uniformly in all cases where retirement was asked 
at an increased rank over that held by the officer at the time of the 
retirement. Therefore, according to their rule, the committee have 
reported the joint resolution adversely. 

. BECK. Lask that the joint resolution be placed upon the 
Calendar. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be placed 
on the Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 


Mr. GROOME, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. No. 1436) granting a pension to Joseph Rigby, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1452) granting a pension to Catharine Louisa Benton, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the Senator will allow that bill to go on the 
Calendar, 

Mr. GROOME. Certainly, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 642) granting a pension to George Andrews, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Hugh SNI praying for a pension to date from May 7, 
1878, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed, and the committee were discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, who were 
instructed by a resolution of the Senate of February 25, 1882, to in- 

uire into the expediency of giving more aid than is now provided 
for to the various States and Territories in order that the organiza- 
tion of the militia force of the country may be encoura, and pro- 
moted and its thoroughness and efficiency strengthened, submitted 
a report thereon, ino e by a bill (S. No. 1596) to amend sec- 
tion 1661 of the Revi Statutes, making an annual appropriation 
to provide arms for the militia. 
he bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 
FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 


Mr. SHERMAN, res am direc wget sat 3353 on i es se 
report a bill as the purpose of the bill appears on its face, an 
it Would be ned passed, if passed at all, I shall ask for its 

resent consideration. 

The bill (S. No. 1594) to facilitate the payment of dividends to 
the creditors of the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company was 
read twice by its title, and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It amends section 6 of the act amending the charter of the Freed- 
man’s Savings and Trust Company, and for other purposes, approved 
February 21, 1881, so as to read as follows: 


That whenever said commissioner is prepared to make a dividend to the depos- 
itors, he is authorized and directed to — — and pay such dividend in favor of 
the creditors of the bank who have proved their as provided by law, with 
checks upon the Treasurer of the United States, or the assistant treasurer o 
the United States at the city of New York, with such written signatures as may 
be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TEXAS NORTHERN BOUNDARY LINE, 


Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Printing, having been in- 
structed to ascertain and report the cause of delay in printing the 
communication of the Secretary of the Interior ordered to be printed 
January 24, 1882, submit a report thereon. The report is very short, 

i a pocbana the Senator from Texas [Mr. MaxkVYI would like to 
ve it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 


Chestnut street where 


The report was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 
The Committee on Public Printi 


The Public Printer states 


Sin aon cert “oe 
ut in hand until after 


one is difficult tab 
poao but it will be ten days or two weeks 
‘or 


‘All of which is respectfully submitted. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr, LAPHAM (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1597) for the relief of the 
children of George MeCoy, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and refe to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. SHERMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1598) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
donate to the Ladies’ Soldiers’ Monument Society of Portsmouth, 
Ohio, four condemned cannon ; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with Fee tees papers, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON. By request of the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. 
LoGaN, ] who is unable to be in his seat this morning, I ask leave to 
introduce a bill. 

y unanimous consent, leave was nted to introduce a bill (S. 
No, 1599) to authorize the State of Illinois to commence and prose- 
cute suits against the United States in the Supreme Court of the 
United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTION CASES. 


Mr. BUTLER. I submit the following resolution, and ask for its 
present consideration: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
22.00 ass ceca ae 
Carolina, under date March 16, 1862, and the reply of Mr. Sanders thereto, 

Mr. President, my purpose in introducing the resolution is that I 
have seen in the public prints what purports to bea copy of a letter 
from the Attorney-General of the United States to this Mr. Saunders, 
so extraordi and so unusual for an official of such high position 
in the Government of the United States that I can sean credit it, 
and I desire to have from him, over his own signature, an exact copy 
of the instructions which he is said to have sent to this gentleman 
paper as assistant counsel to the United States district attorney 
in South Carolina. That is my object in asking for the passage of 
the resolution now. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


LOSSES OF POSTMASTERS, 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution ; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


‘Whereas under the act entitled An act authorizing the Postmaster-General to 
adjust certain claims of tmasters for loss by burglary, fire, or other unavoida- 
ble casualty,” approved 17, 1882, the Postmaster-General has jurisdiction 
of all such claims, and there are now pending before the Senate or its committees 
sundry such claims: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate is hereby authorized and directed to 
withdraw any and all bills, reports, and other papers relating 4 such claims for 
aby cramer to the Postmaster-General, and to transmit the samé to the Postmas- 

General for action thereon under said act. 


THE PHILADELPHIA MINT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning. 
business, proceedings under the Anthony rule will commence. 

Mr. BAYARD.’ fannie bill No. 813 is on the Calendar and was 
passed by without prejudice. I ask that it may be considered now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be regarded as the first bill 
under the Anthony rule, having been passed over without prejudice. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 813) appropriating ground in the city of Philadelphia 


for public p 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Finance with an. 


amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert : 


That in order to provide a suitable site, and for the purpose of g the 
United States Mint, or such other public use as may be required, the to and 
ownership of the area of ground in the city of Philadelphia, in the State of Penn- 

Ivania, which is bounded as follows s be the Secretary of the 

or taken for public use: 29 at a point on the north side of 
pro of the United States now ends, and extend - 
ings y therefrom to B street; thence northwardly Mong Broad street 
to South Penn square ; thence eastwardly to a point in the line of the property of 
the United States, and thence along the line of said property southwardly to the 


lace of J 

: . 2. a ‘am of money sufficient to pay for said land, in the mode herein- 

after gevas; is hereby fas gi ebay therefor out of any moneys in the 

not o eee : Provided, That the cost thereof, or the damages for 
8 


not exceed $350,000. 
of the shall be authorized to purchase said 
land, as soon as practicable, at such prices as may be fixed prasman between, 
and th or 


the said e tive owners, not exceeding whole the said 
beading tharekee shall be made to the respective owners, on 


the misitions of the F Reds baie aa upon the release and convey- 
ance of said land to the United by good an cient deeds executed in due - 
form of law: Provided, That no money hereby app: 


41 riated shall be ded for 
the purchase of said land or any thereof until the written op of the- 
Attorney-General shall be had in 


vor of the validity of the title to said land. 
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days, make a 
district of Pox 


ropert: 
5 ikeir rendano as far as the same can be which court is hereby an- 
thorized and requi upon such maya goes without delay, to appoint seven 
disinterested commissioners, freeholders of the said judicial district, who shall, 
before entering n their duties, take and subscribe an oath, before some officer 
in the said district authorized to administer oaths, that they are entirely disinter- 
ested in the purchase or sale of said real estate, and that they will well and truly 
discharge their duties as such commissioners; and they shall then proceed to 
make a just and equitable ican of the cash value of the several interests 
of each and every owner of the real estate and improvements thereon 3 
to be taken for the pabis use in accordance with the provisions of this act, ane 
b That wri 


urchase of which is contemplated by this 
least thirty days before p; C and in the case of a non- 
resident owner a similar notice s be given by publication in two daily news- 
papers of general circulation published in the city of Philadelphia; and if it shall 
appear that any owner or party otherwise interested in any portion of said real 
estate be a minor, or otherwise oe ate said court shall before proceeding 
to the appointment of said e ers, appoint some suitable person as guar- 
dian ad litem to re such person in ings in reference to 

such portion of said estate under this act. 
Src. 5. That the at pene of all premises 80 met for public use of 
have been made under the order and direction of said 


er pi 


the appraisement of the cash value of said lands and improvements — 55 
g the 


thorized and required to the several owner or owners respectively, or to such 
io 2 eral’, as 


the pro condemned shall} be taken or delivered, and may, if necessary, enforce 
3 any 8 for giving A pyar sry The * occasioned by the 
inquiry and assessment shall be paid by the United States; and as to other costs 
which may arise, hy shail yo or as the court may direct, 

SEC. 7. T ay in making an assessment of compensation, or in taking 

ssession, shall be occasioned by any doubt which may as to the ownership 
of the property, or any thereof, or as to the interests of the respective own- 
ers; butin such cases the court a deposit of the money allowed as 
compensation for the whole property or the part in dispute. In all cases as soon 
asthe United States shall have paid the oe prac assessed, or secured its 
payment by hoy tai of money under the order of the court, possession of the 

en. 


Property Tilt dn Secre of the Treasury shall report to Congress, at th 
EC. 8 0 e A e 
commencement of the carat Aei a statement of all the proceedings 
under the provisions of this act. 

Mr. BAYARD. By direction of the Committee on Finance, whose 
unanimous report is in favor of this bill I may say to the Senate for 
the second time, I am instructed to move the increase of the appro- 
priation $50,000 in line 5 of section 2 and in line-5 of section 3, so as 
to make the maximum sum to be paid for this property $400,000 
instead of $350,000. I move that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first amendment to the amend- 
ment will be reported. 

The ACTING Secretary. In section 2, line 5, of the amendment it 
is proposed to strike out ‘ three hundred and ” and insert ‘four 
hundred ;” so as to read: 

Provided, That the cost thereof or the for taking the same shall not 
exceed $400,000. 3 S 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment to the amend- 
ment will be reported. 

The ACTING SecrETARY. In section 3, line 
is pro to strike out ‘‘ three hundred and 
hundred;” so as to read: 

Not exceeding for the whole the said sum of $400,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was a; to. 

The PRESIDENT pe tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as amended. 

Mr. BECK. The information that the committee had was that the 
ground sought to be purchased is n for the use of the mint 
at Philadelphia, even if its operations are not extended beyond its 
paat limits by adding new e e I concurred in reporting a 

ill for purchasing whatever und is n to carry on the 
mint at Philadelphia as it now is, but I have very grave doubts as 
to whether it is judicious to extend the operations of the mint at 
Philadelphia because of the enormous cost of carrying them on. 

The great bulk of the gold bullion (as to silver I am not so well 
advised) which is required to be coined at the mint at Philadelphia 
comes from the port of New York. The statement of the Treasurer 
of the United States made on the 1st of March, 1882, shows that we 
have now gold coin amounting to 895, 335,840.98, and of gold bullion 
$78,422,033.09 on hand. Section 3553 of the Revised Statutes makes 
this provision: 

The business of the United States . York shall be in all re- 
spects similar to that of a mints, excep’ 

3 no 


manufactured therein; 


of the amendment it 
” and insert four 


Ww 1 „ 
its net value certified, hall be transfi to the mint at Philadelphia, under such 
directions as shall be made by the Secretary of the 


at the expense oi 
the contingent fund of the mint, 


shall be there coined and the proceeds re- 


food to make the soconenry arrangamonts for Gus adjustaent of the ecouchte upon 
© emen! or en upon 

such between the respective offices. 75 
The Senate was called upon a month ago to make up a deficiency 
for this expenditure. A letter was furnished to the Committee on 
Appropriations, which I asked the clerk of the Appre riations Com- 
mittee to hand me, signed by Hon, H. C. Burchard, Director of the 


Mint, addressed to Hon. Charles J. Folger, Secretary of the Treasury, 
and by him sent to Hon. WILLIAM B. ALLISON, chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, which contains the following statement: 


At the commencement of the present fiscal year, the New York assay office held 
$60,000,000, and has since received nearly $30,000,000 in gold bullion, all of which 
must be transferred to the Philadelphia mint, for co’ ©. 

It costs $1,000 per million dollars to transfer this bullion from, and return the 
resulting coin to, the New York assay office. Section 3553 of the Revised Stat- 


Which I have just read— 


rovides that such bullion shall be transferred to the mint at Philadelphia at 

e expense of the contingent fund of the mint, and the act of March 3, 1881, mak- 

ing appropriations for 8 executive, and judicial expenses for the fiscal 

ga ending June 30, 1 appropriated $20,000 for freight en bullion and coin 
ween the mints and assay offices. 

In the trans tion of bullion and coin between the New York assay office 
2 Philad esp eee been ee a carer eee and 
as the appropriation for contingent expenses of the Philadel int for the cur- 

That will be incurred 


rent year is insufficient to meet the oraes 

in the unusually hea’ 3 and of silver . the further transfer of 
bullion from New York to F. phia has been suspended until an appropriation 
can be made to defray the e se. 


I have estimated that it require an additional appropriation of $50,000 to 
defray the expenses that have been or will be incurred prior to the close of the 
present fiscal year in the transportation of bullion and coin between the New York 
assay office and the Philadelphia mint, and respectfully request that an immediate 
appropriation of that amount be obtained from Congress for this purpose. 


We allowed him all he asked, and we are now compelled, so says 

the Director of the Mint, to pay $1,000 for ea million dollars of 

ld bullion that is carried from New York to Philadelphia and back. 

t has to be coined at Philadelphia and returned to New York, and 

not a dime is added to its value, yet this is done at an expense of 
$90,000 a year for the $90,000,000 that we now have coined. 

I am not able to see, and I desire information, why there should 
not be a mint at New York as a part of or in connection with the 
assay office, where the bullion could be coined without paying $1,000 
for each $1,000,000, or $90,000 to carry the $90,000,000 of bullion from 
New York to Philadelphia and back, and why the mint at Philadel- 
phia should be extended so as to continue that process. It seems 
to me to be an absolutely unnecessary expenditure. If the mint at 
Philadelphia is to be increased, if its operations are to be magnified, 
it has to be done at that e , 80 says the Director of the Mint, 
because nearly all the gold bullion comes to New York, and after 
being transported to Philadelphia has to be taken back to New York 
and is not rendered more valuable by the operation. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. ALLISON, Mr. President 

Mr. BECK. Ishould like to submit one other remark. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be taken out of the time of 
the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. BECK. We have $90,000,000 of bullion, say 

Mr. BAYARD. Not annually. This is an extraordinary year and 
an extraordinary amount, 

Mr. BECK. other words, we have $90,000,000 of bullion not 
doing any good at all but dying Shere; and if you will not erect a 
mint at New Yorkit is proposed by some Sena’ myself among the 
number, to issue gold certificates upon that bullion, which can be 
used by the people in the form of currency, instead of having the 
bullion carried and coined at enormous expe which does no good. 
except the tear and wear caused by abrasionin handling. The Sen- 
ator from Iowa, I know, is pressing the measure ordering gold certifi- 
cates, and I should like to hear from him why we cannot obviate the 
difficulty and cost of transfer by thus utilizing the bullion, and 
repeal section 3553 of the Revised Statutes, which it is costing us so- 
much money to comply with and from which no comes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was rather amazed myself to find the condition 
of 7 1 . reported by the Director of the Mint. It seemed to me 
that 81, r million dollars was a very heavy cost for the trans- 
portation of bullion from New York to Philadelphia, I voted in favor 
of this bill when it was before the Committee on Finance, reco 
ing and believing as I do that this is a valuable and proper pure 
for the Government, whether the mint at Philadelphia is to be en- 
larged or to remain as it is. But on inquiry of the superintendent 
of the mint at Philadelphia with reference to the cost of transport- 
ing bullion from New York to Philadelphia, he informed me that there 
was some error in the statement of the Director of the Mint; and of 
course he is 5 familiar with the matter, because it is a trans- 
action which occurs every day at Philadelphia. 

Mr. BECK. We owe $29,000 to the express companies now, I 
believe, for hauling bullion and coin. 

Mr. ALLISON. So the Director reported; but the superintendent 
of the mint at Philadelphia tells me that it costs twenty-five cents 


f per thousand dollars or $250 for $1,000,000 from New York to Phila- 


elphia; and he states also, what I have no doubt is true, that a very 
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large portion of the gold coined at Philadelphia does not return to 
Sew York at all. 

Mr. BECK. The law requires it to be returned. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ifit were all returned there would be only a cost 
əf $500 for each million dollars transported. 

Mr. BAYARD. May I read in connection with what the Senator 
s saying from a statement of General Snowden, the superintendent 
i the mint at Philadelphia, made before a committee of the House 
Representatives about ten days ago? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAYARD. It shows that there must be some misapprehension. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was just saying that the superintendent of the 
mint at Philadelphia told me there was a mistake in that report of 
„he Director, and that he had made a report to the Committee on 
{Vays and Means, I should like the Senator to read it in my time. 

Mr. BAYARD. He says: 

These figures show the cost of the transportation of bullion from the assay office 
in New York to the mint in Philadelphia in twenty-seven years. In that time we 
have brought $301,154,360, and the cost to the Government of the transmissal of 
that enormous amount of bullion for twenty-seven years was only $194,523, which 
divided into years gives $4,982 per year. 

Instead of $90,000 a year. 

In that connection I will add that, with the exception of the last $106,000,000 of 
gold, 15o ripe paid was just double the price now by the express com- 
pany. 6 price cl on the larger amount, to wit, $174,000,000 of gold, in 
round numbers, was fifty cents, but on the $106,000,000 it was only twenty-five 
cents per thousand. That bullion was received at the assay office, and delivered 
at the 2 by the express company, which bore all the expense, ineluding insur- 
ance, &c. 

Mr. BECK. Some years nothing was transmitted, neither gold nor 
silver, for we had no coinage in those years. 

Mr. ISON. But there is a mistake as to the cost of transport - 
ing bullion from New York to Philadelphia. I only wished to make 
that statement as coming from the superintendent of the mint at 
Philadelphia in connection with what the Senator from Kentucky 
said. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Mr. President, I do not understand 
that this bill is for the purpose of enlarging the mint at Philadel- 
phia, but it is for ead of purchasing land adjoining the mint, 
and, undoubtedly, with the idea of next year or at some future time 
appropriating one or two million dollars to increase it. 

he gazes Bare 5 iven as to the cost of tr rting 
bullion from New York City to Philadelphia, and, as the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] has well said, the great bulk of the bull- 
ion comes originally to New York, either from the mines or from 
Europe. From 1854 to 1879 the fi which have been given to 
me, and which are said to be correct, show a total cost of $194,476.44 
for the transportation of the gold alone. The amount of silver trans- 
portation was $24,574,919. During the year 1881, when much 
amounts of bullion were transported an is usual, the amount of 
bullion transported from New York to Philadelphia was $65,000,000. 

It would seem to me, Mr. President, in view of these facts, that 
instead of making provision to increase the mint at Philadelphia it 
might be wise for this body to consider whether a mint should not 
be established at New York City. Already the principal sub-treasury 
of the United States is located there, and that is the prinoipai finan- 
cial office of the Government of the United States, the great bulk of 
allits transactions being made through the sub-treasury at New York. 
The assay office is also at New York, and to that office comes all the 
foreign coin that is imported into this country; and I see by the 
report of the Director of the Mint for the past year he says : 

The business of the New York assay office assumed immense during 
the year, owing to the continued and increased importation of forei; ld. The 
gold deposits were the largest in the history of the institution, $91, 497,168.61 of the 
amount being foreign coin and bullion. 

Nearly the whole amount of this foreign coin was rted from 
New York to Philadelphia and there recoined and returned to the 
city of New York at a very large expense. I think the Senator from 
Iowa has stated that the coin was not usually returned to New York, 
or at any rate not the principal portion of it. I hold in my hand a 
statement made by the Director of the Min. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from New York will excuse me. Of 
course the great body of the coin is returned to New York. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I was going to read a statement made 
by the Director of the Mint before a body connected with the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. He says: 

We arg not obliged to send it back to New York, * * * but nearly all the 


gold is returned to New York. The gromt bulk of gold bullion from abroad goes 
to New York and from there is taken to the mint at Philadelphia for coinage. 


It follows, in the words of the Director of the Mint, that it is first 
sent to Philadelphia at this large expense, there recoined, and then 
returned. Certainly if this was an ordinary business transaction 
carried on by individuals there would be no question about it what- 
ever; a mint would be provided in New York at once, and the saving 
in the transportation of the bullion from New York to Philadelphia 
and returning it from Philadelphia to New York would in a few years 
pay the entire cost of such a building. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator from New 
York is out. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, if we bring up the question as to 
new mints there are various points in the country where new mints 
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have been asked for and urgently requested, as Omaha and Saint 
Louis, as wellas New York. This measure only pro to make the 
parent mint of all at Philadelphia commodious and safe for the trans- 
action of its business, At the present time it is not safe in conse- 
quence of the fact that burglars with a simple crowbar may obtain 
admission to the vaults in a single night. I trust this bill will have 
the sanction of the Senate. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Mr. President, as has been stated by my colleague, 
the assay office is now in the city of New York; it is not in a con- 
venient location for the transaction of the vast business of the coun- 
try under the accumulations in the sub-treasury at that place, and 
there will be a necessity for enlarging or removing that. That it 
should be kept in New York no one questions. Now, why should all 
the vast treasure which comes to the city of New York be carried to 
Philadelphia for the purpose of being coined? It is an utterly use- 
less expense. If there are any local advantages arising out of the 
fact of the location of the mint at one or the other of these cities, 
the city of New York, to which all this commerce tends, is entitled, 
geographically entitled, to that advantage. A proportion is now 

nding in the other House, and I think in this y, for the estab- 

ishment of a mint at the city of New York; and I trust no final 
action will be taken upon paar ie until that shall have been con- 
sidered and determined, for if we decide to locate a mint in 
the city of New York an additional expenditure for territory con- 
nenied with and adjacent to the mint at Philadelphia will be entirely 
useless. 

It is for this reason, as one of the representatives of the State or 
New York, that I shail feel impelled to vote against this proposition 


as it is 5 

Mr. TE R. Mr. President, I do not see that the people in New 
York oe ai to compas very much that they do not have mint facili- 
ties, or that they do not have the mint. They have all the advan- 
tages of the mint at Philadelphia. The Government receives at its 
sub-treasury in New York coin without any reference to the cost of 
its transportation to Ly aries Bree it pays the entire full value, and 
then if it is necessary to send it on to Philadelphia to be coined it 
pays the expense of sending it over there and bringing it back. That 

a matter which may interest the Government, but om not interest 
specially the people of New York. If the Government buys silver or 
gold at the Denver mint in the State of Colorado, it proceeds eg 
its eae to deduct the cost of transportation from Denver to Phila- 
delphia. It does the same at other points in the country. I believe 
New York is the only place in the United States where the Govern- 
ment receives the gold and silver at its full value at the mint, pay- 
ing no attention to the express charges. There has been a good deal 
of Sey be made by the le in other sections of the country that 
if the Government pursued this course with reference to New York it 
ought to pursue the same course with reference to all other sections, 
I see no reason why the Government should pay in New York the 
full value of the gold and silver at its Philadelphia mint when it does 
not pay the same in the State of Colorado. Of course it costs more 
to 3 it from Denver to Philadelphia than from New York to 
Philadelphia; but if it is proper to deduct the express charges from 
Denver, it is proper also to deduct the express char, from Now 
York City, and I intend at no distant day to in uce some sort 
of a measure that shall correct what I think is a great hardship that 
we have suffered in the West in that respect. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Finance as amended. 

The amendment as amended was a to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Mr. President, in the consideration of 
this bill under the five-minute rule in Committee of the Whole, I 
was not able to say what I desired to say, and I will take this oppor- 
tunity to be heard further. I want it understood that Iam ing 
no opposition to the mint in Philadelphia; I am making no opposi- 
tion to any proper expenditure of money upon it to put it in proper 
condition to do its work or to protect it; but if I understand the 
report of the committee and the statement of the Senator from Dela- 
ware, it is necessary to tee $400,000 in buying lands around the 
mint in order to protect the mint against the danger of fire, and to 
enable it to be put in Sopor shape for doing its work, It seems to 
me that this is a remarkable statement. This mint has been in exist- 
ence almost from the beginning of the Government, and I know of 
no great loss which has occurred to it or damage by fire. If it be 
simply intended by the expenditure of $400,000 to prevent the mint 
from being destroyed by fire, it occurs to me that it might be done 
for a much less sum by constructing proper fire-walls and protec- 
tions. 

But, Mr. President, I am bound to believe that the ultimate ob- 
ject of this expenditure of money is to put this land in possession of 
the Government, and then at some future time, having the land, to 
proceed to expend large sums of money upon it for increasing the 
mint. To that increase only am I opposed. I am in favor of any 
measure which may be necessary for the proper protection of the 
mint and for putting the mint in a condition to properly carry on 
the work of the Government; but from the remarks which Lave been 
made by the members of the committee reporting the bill I have not 
yet been convinced that the expenditure of $400,000 is necessary in 


1882. 
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the mere matter of purchasing land in order that the mint may be 
rotected from fire and that it may be put in such condition as to 
est carry on the work of the Government. If it should be demon- 
strated to the Senate that that amount is n to put this mint 
in proper condition, then Iam bound to giye it my vote; but until 
such time as I can be convinced of that, I must hold my present 
opinion. 

5 5 MITCHELL. Mr. President, this proposition, I think, has 
practically nothing to do with the question of the location of the 
mint. The practical question for us to meet here is whether it is 
necessary to do anything to improve the mint already established 
in the city of Philadelphia, That mint was located there in 1793, 
the first one established in this country. In 1833, when the new 
building was constructed, it coined about three million dollars. } The 
last yearit coined $77,000,000. Without any permanent addition 
whatever to the main structure it coined the last year $77,000,000. 
The Superintendent of the Mint made a very 3 and full 
statement before the committees of this and the other House on this 
subject, and satisfied the committees in both Houses so that the 
have agreed unanimously to report this measure. He finds himse 


so cramped in his present cone that it is unreasonable, I think 
to make any opposition to this proposition atthis time. I will read 
from his statement. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator understands that I have only five 
minutes. I should cheerfully consent to be interrupted if the five- 
minute rule did not apply. The superintendent states: 

The trouble is, however, that we have sutera the A 40 of the building. 


When the members of the former committee visited us there were nine of 
t the mint Lr pnt Deg 
exte ø 


t, 
ed origin to hold only the stack through which the fumes of acid, the 
smoke, &c., fon the tn ~i FF roof with 


wooden structures, which are in every sense objectionable. The first objection 
these wooden structures is, that they r the mint by increasing some- 
what the liability to by fire. Theo structure was built of iron and 


fortable and proper formance of their duties. We have there in the space o: 
thirty-nine by y-four feet some one hundred ladies at work. When you con- 
sider that not only this room, with its closely crowded employés, but the whole 
interior of the mint is dependent, by the character of the buil n for t 

healt and the rO) A met E u by 
these objectionable structures. of 

Not only this, Mr. President, but the fact is that an enormous amount 
of money is stored there in very insecure vaults. There are practi- 
cally no vaults that are worthy of the name at the mint at Philadel- 
phia, and the necessity results for the employment of guards who cost 
the Government something over a thousand dollars a month to guad 
its treasure there. The 1 is to extend the lot on which the 
mint now stands out to Broad street. It is to purchase one hundred 
feet front on Chestnut street, so as to give tothe mint the whole of that 
square, and remove a large number of quite inferior buildings now 
standing between the mint and Broad street, which certainly endan- 
gers it somewhat from fire. 

I desire to say one word in reply to the statement as to the cost of 
transportation of gold from New York. Certainly the statement 
1 ae Senator from Kentucky thatit costs one dollar for every 

housand 
a CAMERON, of Wisconsin. This bill was taken out of its 
order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator from Penn 
sylvania is out. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Very well. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I hope the rule will be enforced. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from Wisconsin that it was not taken out of order; it was passed 
over heretofore without prejudice. 

Mr. BAYARD. The bill will pass if we can come to a vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is all I want. The truth is it costs us but 
twenty-five cents instead of one dollar thousand dollars. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed 

Thegitle was amended so as to read: “ A bill for the purchase or 
condemnation of Iand in the city of Philadelphia for public pur- 


poses. 
EDWARD HATCH, 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent to take up Senate bill 
No. 946. This bill relates to the settlement of the accounts of Gen- 
eral Edward Hatch, one of the most distinguished officers of the 
Army, who happens to be here now on leave of absence, and who 
wants to adjust his accounts before he leaves the city. It will take 
about two minutes and a half to pass the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I su t that the Senator call up the House 
bill, which is on the President’s table, I think. 

Mr. DAWES. Iwas agen Mie ask the Senator from Iowa to permit 
me to substitute the House bill, which is precisely like the Senate bill. 


XITI——146 


f | accounts of the In 


Mr. ALLISON. 
imous consent to take up the bill. 


That is what I want to do as soon as [have unan- 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is unanimous consent given to tuke 
up the bill (S. No. 946) to authorize the accounting officers of the 
Treasury to settle the accounts of Breyet Major-General Edward 
Hate nited States Army, chairman and disbursing officer of the 
special Ute commission appointed under act of Congress of May 3, 
1878? The Chair hears no objection, and presumes from that unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. DAWES. The bill which the Senator from Iowa has called 
up has passed the Committee on Indian Affairs unanimously, and 
they directed it to bereported. Since then the same bill identically 
passed the House of Representatives, and I desire to haye the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs discharged from the further consideration 
of the House bill which has been referred to that committee in order 
that I may ask the Senate to take it as a substitute for the Senate bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I agree to that. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Committee on Indian Affairs 
will be discharged, if there be no objection, from the consideration 
of the bill indicated by the Senator from Massachusetts, and that 
bill is before the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 4763) to authorize the accounting officers of the 
Treasury to settle the accounts of Brevet Major-General Edward 
Hatch, United States Army, chairman and disbursing officer of the 
special Ute commission appointed under act of Congress of May 3, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate bill on the same sub- 
ject will be indefinitely med if there be no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope that will be done. 

Senate bill No. 946 was indefinitely postponed. 


UNPAID INDIAN ACCOUNTS. q 


Mr. MILLER, of California. I ask unanimous consent to take up 
Senate bill No. 172, which was laid aside yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT yo tempore. It was reached yesterday and 
passed without prejudice. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 172) to authorize the auditing of certain unpaid 
n Bureau by the accounting officer of the 


Mr. MILLER, of California. This bill was explained 3 by 
the Senator from Colorado, [Mr. TELLER.] It passed the Senate at 
the last session of Sys oax and is now here with a unanimous report 
of the Committee on Claims. I have a letter from the Second Comp- 
troller to the Secretary of the Treasury, showing the necessity for 


the 2 of the bill. 
Nef DAVIS, of West Virginia. What committee does the bill come 
m 


7 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. From the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. This is a pretty large subject, in- 
volving a great deal of money in hand as well as a great many ac- 
counts to be examined. I suppose I do not SS when I say 
that $50,000,000 must be involved. It contemplates the reopening 
and reauditing of large accounts. Ido not know the amount, but 
I know it is a vast sum. The chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
riations probably is far better informed on this subject than I am, 
e having been 8 an at one time of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs also. If I understand this bill, it proposes to go back without 
limit, and dig up all the old Indian claims against the Government, 
no matter how stale or how often rejected. that be so, it is a dan- 
gerous bill, and one that ought not to pass. 
Mr. MILLER, of California. I think the Senator is in error in 
respect to this. It relates to certain claims which are explained in 
a letter from the Second Comptroller, which I ask the Secretary to 


read. 
The PRESIDENT pro oe pet The letter will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, May 28, 1880. 


fre snditing of certain * ge accounts in the Indian 
inclose herewith a copy of the report of the Comptroller in the matter for your 
information. 

Very respectfully, 


Hon. NEWTON Boorn, United States Senate. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, SECOND COMPTROLLER'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., May 26, 1880. 

Sin; I have the honor to transmit the inclosed letter of Hon. Newton Booth, 
United States Senator, addressed to this office, inquiring in re to the necessity 
of the goby Congress of a bill of the nature of Senate bill No. 1001, a copy of 
which is ine together with a copy of a House bill on the same subject. 

I have the honor respectfully to state in this connection that there are pending 
in the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and in the accounting offices, 
claims for services rendered supplies furnished for the benefit of the Indians, 
the most of which accrued Between June 30, 1873, and June 30, 1877, which have 
not been paid, and for the payment of which there is no existing appropriation. 
These claims have not been allowed by the accounting officer, some of them be- 
cause it is not shown that any formal order was ever issued by the Secretary of 
the Interior or the Commissioner of Indian Affairs directing the purchase of the 


JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 
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goods; others have not been approved because all the purchases for the fiscal 
exceeded the amount of fe she ni tr for such purpose during the year, — in 
some of the latter class it is very difficult, and require a great deal of labor to 
determine whether the entire appropriation had been covered by previous con- 
oe re entering into Fe: ee on which 5 25 claimant re — ca ihe 

of these cases, an aps a majority of them, are such as cann 
Aegi audited and allowed 4 ‘accounting officers for reasons above referred 
to, and yet in the most of them it appears evident that the claimants sold and de- 
livered tte goods or performed the services under the belief that they were to be 
paid out of the then existing appropriations. 

For these reasons it is my opinion that the passage of a bill of the nature of one 
of those inclosed is necessary. 

I think the inclosed Senate bill should be amended by inserting the words or 
its agents“ after the word bureau.“ in its ninth line, and by reinserting the 
W. to certify” in its eleventh line. 

I think the Senate bill thus amended or the House bill as worded in the inclosed 
copy would meet the necessities above referred to. 


Very respectfully, 
„Wi. W. UPTON, Comptroller, 

Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now read the bill that they report there. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The bill now before the Senate 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I understand that the former Secre- 
3 , [Mr. SHERMAN, I who is not in his seat, is opposed 
to this bill, and it would hardly be right to take it up and pass it 
during hisabsence. Yesterday, I believe, he opposed it, and had good 

und for his opposition no doubt. I shalt enter an objection at 
Pa until the Senator from Ohio comes in. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. It went over yesterday on that ac- 
count and I informed the Senator from Ohio that it would be called 
up this morning, and he told me he had no objection to it now; he 
had looked into it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made and the bill pe 
over; but the Senator from California states that the Senator from 
Ohio had withdrawn his objection. Does the Senator from West 
Virginia still object? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Vi ia. I think the Senator from Ohio 
wishes to be present when the bill is considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator propose to have 
it go over without 8 

r. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I have no objection to that. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed over without prej- 


udice. 
_ Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Until the Senator from Ohio comes 
in. 

NOTICES OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I desire to give notice that on Monday morning 
next, after the morning hour, I shall ask the Senate to take up for 
consideration the bill (S. No. 1572) for the improvement of the navi- 

tion of the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers, reported by me on the 
Sith of March from the Committee on the Improvement of the Mis- 
sissippi River and Tributaries. 

Mr. PLUMB, I desire to give notice that immediately after the 
conclusion of the Indian appropriation bill I will ask the Senate to 

roceed to the consideration of the bill {x No. 67) to authorize the 
8 of the Interior to ascertain and certify the amount of land 
located with military warrants in the States described therein, and 
for other purposes, commonly known as the 5 per cent. bill. ve 
the notice now because I gave notice last week that I should call it 
up yesterday, but it was displaced by the unfinished business and 
will have to go over until that is concluded. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let me ask the Senator from Kansas at what 
time he expects his notice to operate ? 

Mr. PLUMB. As soon as the Indian appropriation bill is con- 
eluded. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I will my tom friend from Kan- 

is 


sas that the agricultural appropriation bi to be considered, and 
also another bill. 
Mr. PLUMB. I understand that everything of this kind must 


give way to a po riation bills sope 
The PRESI pro tempore. The Chair will notify the Senators 
that there are half a dozen Senators from every side of the house 
giving notices; and when the Senate is going on under the Anthony 
rule the proceeding ought not to be interrupted by such notices. 
PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS. 
The bill in order on the Calendar was announced to be the bill 
ee No. 613) to fix the day for the meeting of the electors of Presi- 
ent and Vice-President, and to provide for and regulate the count- 
ing of the votes for President and Vice-President and the decision 
of questions arising thereon. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts wish that bill considered under this rule ? 
Mr. HOAR. I think it can be considered under the five-minute 
rule without any difficulty at all. 
The PRESID pro tempore. The bill will be read. 
ie Acting Secretary proceeded to read the bill, but before con- 
cluding, 
Mr. MCPHERSON. What is the use of reading this long bill? It 
certainly cannot be considered now. 
The P. IDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
said he thought it could be considered. 
. RSON. How can it be considered under the five-min- 
u 


Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator listen to me for a moment? This 
bill is a very important bill, it is unn to say. It has once 
passed the te by a very large majority. It was, I believe, then 
reported unanimously from a special committee, having been ma- 
tured by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] and the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] at that time. It is now reported 
unanimonsly by the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

So far as I can learn by inquiry it is very well understood in the 
Senate, and there is no gentleman who pro to discuss it except 
the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. MORGAN, } with whom I conversed 
yeniay, who thinks he can state in two or three minutes what he 

as to say about it. I think, therefore, it will be very convenient to 
the Senate to try the experiment of dealing with it under the five- 
minute rule. I think it will go through if the Senator from New 
Jersey does not object. It is the bill as heretofore passed by the 
Senate verbatim et literatim. . 

Mr. GARLAND. When this bill was before the Senate some three 


years there were about seven gentlemen, I think, on this side of 
the House who op it on constitutional grounds; that is to say, 
the trouble with them was that what the bill undertook to remedy 


cannot be remedied by legislation, but requires an amendment to 
the Constitution. Iwas one of the seven who entertained that view 
then. Ihave not had occasion as yet to change my views on that 
subject. I think it a very important bill; in fact we all know it is 
an important bill, and I donot object to its going over; but I should 
like to have a little more time n five minutes to enter into any 
explanation of any feature of this important bill. I am not object- 
age the consideration of it now or at any time hereafter. 

. HOAR. The Senator’s objections were stated with t clear- 
ness and ability, and I was not aware that the Senator desired to 
restate them. 

Mr. GARLAND. I do not know that I do intend to restate them, 
but I want it understood exactly under what rule we are proceeding, 
because five minutes would be a very limited time to consider an 
important roposition of this sort. 

. HOAR. I had supposed that probably five minutes would in- 
clude all the time any Senator desired to use from such information 
as I could obtain. Of course if any Senators desire to speak more at 
2 cay the bill will not come up under the present rule. 

. GARLAND. I do not know that I shall speak as much as five 
minutes. I am not in the habit of making long speeches on any sub- 
ject, but it is a serious thing to consider such a bill as this under the 
five-minuterule. I do not object to its present consideration, even 
to taking it up now and occupying the whole day with it, because I 
believe it is one of the most important bills we have to consider. 

Mr. HOAR. That would displace the tariff-commission bill. I 
would suggest, Mr. President, that the bill go over until to-morrow, 
retaining its place under the Anthony rule. If then any Senator 
who desires to diseuss it finds that he wishes to deal with it more at 
length than the five minutes, and if he then says so, of course it will 
go out of the Calendar and I shall be obliged to move its considera- 

ion at such time as may seem a proper time for the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed by without 
prepuce unless there be objection. 

. BAYARD. It does not lose its place on the Calendar ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly not. 


RAILROAD IN ALABAMA, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill No. ~~ peng 
the right of way over the 1 lands in Alabama an e 
lands to said State in aid of the Gulf and Chicago Air-Line way 
Company, and for other pu 8. 

Mr. MORGAN. I cannot have that bill considered under the five- 
minute rule, and I ask that it be paer over without prejudice, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed without prejudice. 


FORT SMITH RESERVATION. 


The bill (S. No. 521) donating a part of the abandoned mili res- 
ervation at Fort Smith, Ar to the city of Fort Smith for the 
use and benefit of the free public schools thereof, and for other pur- 
poses, was announced as next in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
ask for the consideration of the bill under this rule ? 

Mr, GARLAND, That is a very important bill, but Ido not suppose 
there will be any objection to it. It may as well be read. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PLUMB. I call for the reading of the re in that 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read the following repo 
mitted by Mr. WALKER on the 6th of February : 


The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 521) do- 
abandoned mili reservatii Arkansas, to 


peepee er ion at Fort Smi 
the city of Fort Smith, for the use and benefit of the free public ee eee 
and for 3 report the same back with amendments, and recommen: 
that so ed the bill be passed. 

itary reservation at Fort Smith has long since been abandoned for mili- 
no need of a fort or 5 


act of February 24, 1874, an An act to 
itary 4 ted its transfer 


„sub- 
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The bill as amended provides that so much of the reservation as is occupied by 
Garrison avenue and by the wharf of the city of Fort Smith be donated to said — 4 
to be used as an avenue and wharf; that an amount of said reservation not ex - 
ing nine acres be granted to the city to be used for public buildings and county 
eourt-house for the Fort Smith district of Sebastian County, and fora public park ; 
and the city of Fort Smith is required to lay off and forall time keep in repair a street 
or avenue sixty feet wide leading to the front gate of the cemetery, or the 
nine acres of so granted is to revert to the United States. 

That the city shall, as soon as may be, after the passage of the act, cause the 
reservation granted to be divided into lots and blocks corresponding as near as 
possible with the plat of said city; that all cing avenues, and alleys laid out 
on such of the avenue as is granted by this bi — to the city, to be 
held for the use of the public; that the remainder of such reservation be granted 
to the city of Fort Smith, to be held in trust for the benefit of the free public 
schools of the school district of said city, the city ä within ten years 
after the grant to cause the land to be sold in single lots at public sale for cash to 
the hest bidder, the purchase price to be from time to time, as sales are 
made, to the treasurer of the school board of such school district, to be used by 
the board, in erection of school-houses, for the pay of teachers, and the mainte- 
nance of public schools in said district. 

It is provided, also, that persons having fractional lots fronting on Garrison ave- 
nue in said city shall have the right to purchase within two years from the passage 
of the act, at private sale, so much of the reservation as shall be necessary to ex- 
tend their ve fractional lots back a distance of one hundred and forty feet 
at the nent yr square foot that the lots on the reservation nearest such fractional 
lot may for at public sale. In ma disposition of the reservation this ap- 
pears to be just, inasmuch as the reserva: o for a time had been uncertain, 
and purchases were made and buildings erected when it was believed to be else- 
where. This 5 by the fact that the principal street of the city is located 
upon a o 

The ernment derives no benefit whatever from said reservation or any part 
thereof, except that portion withheld by the provisions of this bill. The reserva- 
tion remaining in its present condition, undisposed of, is an obstruction to the 
growth and prosperity of the city of Fort Smith, by the capital and industry of 
whose citizens in erecting buildings and making improvements near the reserva- 
tion its value has been 9 

From the memorial presented by the committee appointed by the board of school 
directors of the school district referred to, it appears that by a census taken in 
August, 1881, there are in such district children between the ages of six and twenty 
years, white and colored, 1,221; that since that time there has been an increase of 
100, making 1,321 of scholastic age; that the amount derived from city and State 
tacha 1 to afford means for the education of more than one-third of 
this number. 

As the Government derives no benefit from the land embraced in the grant, and 
the proceeds arising from the sale thereof in the manner and for the use and benefit 
proposed will greatly aid in the education of the children of said school district, 
the committee are of opinion that the bill proposes just and proper 


Mr. PLUMB, I should like to ask the Senator who reported this 
bill the extent of this reservation and its value. 

Mr. WALKER. I will say that the extent of the reservation is 
nearly three hundred acres; its value I presume is from $60,000 to 
$75,000. The object is a good one, the purpose of establishing schools 
in the city of Fort Smith, and I hope the Senator from Kansas will 
not object ta the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not know that I care to antagonize the bill 
specially, but I desire to call attention to what has heretofore been 
done in similar cases. We passed the other day a bill providing for 
the sale of an abandoned reservation in the city of Savannah, egun 
ing it to be sold at public sale. There have been two or ps 
three bills passed for the sale of reservations in the State of 
and the Senate has manifested an indisposition to put them on the 
list of public lands, but has insisted on the Government having the 
full benefit of the value added to the lands by reason of their havin. 
been occupied, and that benefit to be ascertained by an appraisal, 
and the lands thereafter to be sold at public sale, and the money to 
go into the 3 or at all events to be sold at the appraised price. 

The public schools at Fort Smith are no doubt needy and desery- 
ing, but I am not walling that the mere fact of the proximity of a 
military reservation to Fort Smith be made a precedent whereby 
military reservations in every portion of the country will be asked 
for local benefit. The amount of $60,000 or $75,000 is a very nice 
thing to go into the school fund of any town; and inasmuch as the 
State of Arkansas is to-day making a large claim against the Gen- 
eral Government for swamp-lands and for other lands which have 
heretofore been granted to that State, and which it has not actually 
got, it seems to me it would be well enough to let this bill go into 
some common settlement of the obligations of the General Govern- 
ment with that State rather than give it to this community, and 
especially when other communities in the same locality, perhaps, are 
just as deserving and have just as good title to it, because the mere 
fact of proximity, as I have said, does not seem to give any great 
claim, after all. 

Mr. WALKER. I have ar to say at the present time in 
regard to any claim of the State of Arkansas. 

. MORGAN. The Senator from Arkansas will allow me to say 
to the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands that Arkansas 
1 snou the only State that is not pressing a claim for the swamp 

and now. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam totally misinformed if I am wrong in stating 
that there is a bill, and perhaps there are two bills, before the Sen- 


ee 


ate, and I think before the Senate Committee on Public Lands, in 
which the sopetas of the claim of the State of Arkansas against 
ve 


the General rnment is being sought on account of some lack of 
certification of swamp lands. 

Mr. MORGAN. That refers to an adjustment of existing difficul- 
ties ; claims that have been located but not growing out of swamp- 
land matters, 

Mr. WALKER. The State of Arkansas asks nothing asa grant on 
the swamp-land question; but by a proper bill presented here she is 
asking that she shall have a fair and just settlement in regard to 
swamp lands. Those who represent her take the position that the 
grant made by the Government passed the title, but that the Govern- 
ment has since improperly granted those lands to other parties. But 
that is not the question here. She asks peer Sage 2 isunjust. The 
swamp land question has nothing whatever to do with this Fort 
Smith bill. There are some two or hundred acres adjoining the 
city of Fort Smith that are asked by this bill to be given to common 
schools in that city for the education of the colo and the white 
people of that city. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Win the Senator from Arkansas allow me to 
inquire whether the State of Arkansas has a school fund, how it is 
derived, and how distributed to the different portions of the State? 

Mr. WALKER. The State of Arkansas has a school fund. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. What amount? 

Mr. WALKER. Distributed throughont the State without refer- 
ence to color. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I was not asking in regard to that; but the 
amount of the school fund, and whether it is distributed to school 
districts throughout the State. 

Mr. WAL It is distributed to the school districts, each child 
receiving so much, 

Mr McMILLAN. What is the amount of the fand? How much 
is distributed to the school districts per capita? 

Mr. WALKER. I cannot state the amount exactly, but it is a 
heavy tax on the people. Several hundred thonsand dollars are 
expended annually, raised by taxation for the school fund. 

Mr. HOAR. The question was about theschool fund, not the tax. 

Mr. WALKER. I said that I could not state the precise amount 
of the fund. 

Mr. McMILLAN. What amount does this district receive from 
the State for school purposes ? 

Mr. WALKER. This district receives about four thousand dol- 


Mr. McMILLAN. How much per scholar? 

Mr. WALKER. I cannot state the amount perscholar. Itis a 
very small amount per scholar. There are a e number of chil- 
dren; there are some twelve hundred in that school district. This 
will build up a fund to enable those people to have good schools for 
their children. It will help them very much. I hope there will be 
no objection to the bill. The city of Fort Smith does its duty, pays 
its taxes, contributes the bestit can toward the school fund; but 
the money from the tax on property there is not sufficient to educate 
the children who are there. Fort Smith is situated on the Indian 
line; a great many colored people have come in there and a great 
many poor white people are there. While this property is adjacent 
to the city of Fort Smith, it has been in the way of the improvement 
of = city, and it will bring more for school purposes than for any 
other p 

Mr. HOAR. Before this bill goes over I wish to move an amend- 
ment. It need not be read now, but I ask that it be printed. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The amendment will be printed. 
The hour of two o'clock has arrived, and the Chair lays before the 
Senate the unfinished business. 

Mr. WALKER. Does the Fort Smith bill lose its place? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not at all; it will be the order for 
to-morrow morning. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia : 

A bill (H. R. No. 4299) to amend the general incorporation law of 
the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 5127) to amend an act entitled“ An act to incor- 

rate the Masonic Mutual Relief Association of the District of 

olumbia;“ and 

A bill (H. R. No. 5535) fixing the rate of interest on 
taxes due July 1, 1879, and on all special assessments due the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and which may be paid by July 1, 1882, and for other 


a pages 
e bill (H. R. No. 2938) for the relief of Thomas Evans, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


VISITORS TO WEST POINT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. FERRY and Mr. LAMAR 
members of the Board of Visitors on the part of the Senate to attend 
the annual examination of the cadets at the United States Military 
Academy at West Point, New York. 

VISITORS TO NAVAL ACADEMY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. Dawes, and Mr. JONES 
of Florida, 3 Bonta of Visitors on the part of the Sen- 


es of 
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ate to attend the annual examination of the cadets at the United States 
Naval Academy at Annapolis, Maryland. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the followin 
message from the President of the United States; which was refer: 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Navy, with ac- 
companying papers, on the subject of purchasing from the American ‘Wood-Pre- 
8 Company the machinery which was erected by that company at the 7 8918 

yard, ton, under contract with the Navy Department, for the purpose of fully 
esting the company's process of 8 timber for use in the Navy. 
The attention of Congress is invited to the subject. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 28, 1882. 
TARIFF AND TAX COMMISSION, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 22) to provide for the appointment of a com- 
mission to investigate the question of the tariff and internal-revenue 
laws. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I am not free from doubt as to the 
pro riety of consuming the time of the Senate at this late day in 

ear ebate of a question that has been already so thoroughly and 
so ably discussed, but at the risk of a profitless consumption of time 
I will state at least some of the reasons which will control my vote 
upon the question. 

Mr. President, there is no question now agitating the public mind 
so important to the material interests of the peop e as the revision 
of the tariff and the reduction of the present high rate of duties to 
a strictly revenue standard. 

I am opposed to the bill under consideration, because the pome 
“to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises” is y the 
Constitution, given to Con, and cannot be delegated by Con- 

to any other tribunal; and because the Constitution requires 
at “all bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House;“ but 
this commission, which it is intended shall substantially formulate a 
tariff-reform bill and wield a werful, if not an absolutely controll- 
ing, influence ppan such legis tion as may be had on the subject, is 
to be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, excluding the House from all participation in the ap- 
pointment of the tribunal in which a revenue bill is practically to 
originate. 

r. President, to lay and collect taxes is purely a legislative duty, 
and one of the highest and most important of legislative functions. 
The people have appointed a commission, composed of two 
hundred and ninety-three Representatives and seventy-six Senato 
fully authorized by the Constitution to investigate, determine, an 
take final action upon this question—a commission in which every 
shade of opinion is represented, and each member of which will act 
under a sense of responsibility to the people he represents and who 
have the burdens of taxation to bear. 

If the object and pu of this bill is not to prevent legislation 
upon the question by this Congress, it has no object which, in my 
judgment, is consistent with the Constitution; but if the object be to 
prevent, then no better scheme could have been devised. 

If Con is not capable of dealing with this the most important 
legislative question, or, Doing capable, not willing to deal with it, let 
us so declare by voting for this bill, and ask the people to take notice 
that it is time they should change the Constitution, or send others 
to take our places here who are both capable and willing to perform 
the duties that the Constitution imposes upon them. 

Sir, I want to see this question considered and di of by Con- 

the only tribunal that has power under the Constitution to 
eal with it, and at the earliest day possible. Let the committees of 
the two Houses, or a joint committee of the two Houses, if that method 
shall be preferred, take the matter in hand, give the power to send 
for persons and papers and to administer oaths, and the authority to 
sit e the sessions of the Houses and during vacation. Then, 
so far as information from outside sources may be necessary, it may 
be obtained from every political economist and expert in the land; 
from the ranks of the protectionists as well as the ranks of those who 
advocate a tariff for reyenue only; in this way we will obtain the 
fullest and most accurate information, because the experts on all sides 
of the question will be examined and cross-examined, and the exact 
truth will be reached or at least approximated. 

But if this bill shall become a law and a commission of nine per- 
sons from civil life shall be nominated by the President, it does not 
require the inspiration of prophesy to foresee that the great majority, 
if not all of the commissioners, will be taken from the ranks of pro- 
tection and monopoly, who will reflect their own views in any report 
they may make, however prejudicial these views may be to all other 
interests except those of the protected classes. Of course the bill 
that the commission prepares will be introduced in the House, so 
that it may appear that it originated there, while we all know as a 
matter of fact that it 5 with the commission, aud that the 
commission was created for the express purpose of originating rev- 
enue bills and controlling legislation on the subject of taxation, thus 
preserving the empty form while violating the spirit and meaning of 
the constitutional requirement. A new form of lobby, expected and 
intended to influence and control legislation upon the most important 


uestions, with no constituency behind it, responsible to nobod p but 
ead paid o 0 


gnified because legalized 


ut of the public Treasury for its 
interference with the legisla 


tion of the country. Sir, I want no lobby, 
no msible commission to instruct or influence Congress as to 
how its perform its constitutional duties. 

We have for many years maintained, and are still maintaining on 
our statute books, a system of tariff taxation the most oppressive, 
unjust, and inexcusable that ever afflicted this people, under the oper- 
ations of which hundreds of millions of dollars are annually trans- 
ferred from the pockets of the many to those of the favored and pro- 
tected few. 

Congress has power under the Constitution“ to lay and collect 
taxes, duties, imposts, and excises.” But for what purpose? Is it for 
the purpose of protecting our domestic manufacturers, as the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. FRYE] says he would do, even if we needed no reve- 
nue? Is it for the p of extorting from fifty millions of people 
hundreds of millions of dollars 5 to be given as bounties to 
a few capitalists engaged in manufacturing? The Constitution 
announces the purpose to be “ to pay the debts and provide for the 
common defense and general we of the United States, clearly 
limiting the power to im taxes to the necessities of the Govern- 
ment for revenue. To the extent of such necessities no one will or 
can question the power, but when you go beyond this limit and levy 
taxes in excess of the amount of reyenue needed by the Government, 
you do so in violation of the letter and spirit of the Constitution, an 
to the great injury of the whole people. 

If the correctness of this construction is doubted, I have but to roter 
to the determination of the question by the highest judicial authori- 
ties, State and Federal. In the case of the Loan Association vs. 
Topeka, 20 Wallace, Justice Miller, delivering the opinion of the 
court, among other things said: 


The power to tax is therefore the s t, the most ading of all the powers 
of the Government, reaching directly or indirectly to all classes of the le. It 
was said by Chief-Justice in the case of McCulloch vs. The State of 

land, that the power to tax is the power to destroy. A striking instance of 
the truth of the proposition is seen in the fact that the existing tax of 10 cent. 
imposed by the United States on the circulation of all other banks than the 
National banks, drove out of existence every State bank of circulation within a 
year or two after its passage. This power can as readily be employed against one 
class of individuals and in favor of another, so as to ruin’ the one class and give 
unlimited wealth and prosperity to the other, if there is no implied limitation of 
the uses for which the 5 may be exercised. 

t 


To lay with one hand the power of the Government on the property: of the eiti- 
zen, and with the other to bestow it upon favored individuals private enter- 
rises and build private fortunes, is none the leas a robbe; itis done un- 


ry because 
wand is called taxation. This isnot legislation. 


er legislative forms. 

Nor is it taxation. <A tax,“ says Webster's Die , “isa rate or sum of 
money assessed on the person or property of a citizen by roment for the use 
of the nation or state.’ e are 8 an im by the legisla- 
ture upon persons or pro; raise money for public purposes.” 

ter, J., in No erden ve. Saint John's Church, says, A 
“TI think the common mind has everywhere taken in the understanding that taxes 
area 8 imposition, levied by ‘authority of the Government for the purpose of 
carrying on the Government in all its machinery and operations—that they are 
— y for a public purpose.“ 


It is adecree 


* * * * * — * 


If it be said that a benefit results to the local public of a town by establishing 
manufactures, the same may besaid of any other business or p t which em- 
purs capital or labor. The merchant, the mechanic, the innkeeper, the banker. 

6 builder, the steamboat owner, are equally promoters of the ae ap and 
equally 3 the aid of the citizens by forced contributions. No line can be 
drawn in favor of the manufacturer which would not open the coffers of the pub- 
55 treasury to the importunities of two-thirds of the business men of the city or 

wn. 


In the case of Allen vs. The Inhabitants of Jay, the chief-justice of 
the supreme court of Maine, delivering the opinion, among other 
things said: 

Taxation, by the ve 
lic uses, and excludes 
says Black, C. J., in 
izing taxation for any o void.” “A tax.“ remar) 
Green, C. J., in Camden vs. Allen, 2 Dutch., 800 is an im levied by authority 
of government upon its citizens or subjects for the support of the State.” 

No authority or even dictum can be found,” observes Dillon, C, J., in Han- 
Iowa, 28, which asserts that there can be any legitimate tax- 
ation when the money to be raised does not go into the public N or is not 
rong ree for the use of the government or some of the governmental divisions of 

© k 

If there is ay 21 about which there is an entire and uniform weight of 

judicial anthority, it is that taxes are to be imposed for the use of the people of the 
tate in the varied and manifold 3 of government, and not for private ob- 
jects or the ial benefit of viduals, Taxation originates from and is im- 
posed by and for the State. 
* * * 

The industry of each man and woman engaged in produetive employment is of 
benefit to the town in which such industry is employed. This can be pred - 
icated of all useful labor, of all productive industry, But because all useful labor, 
all productive industry conduces to the public efit, does it follow that the 
poo le are to be taxed for the benefit of one man or of one special kind of manu- 

acturing ? 
z * * . . . - 


The sailor, the farmer, the mechanic, the lumberman are equally entitled to the 
aid of coerced loans to enable them to carry on their business with Messrs. Hutch- 
ins & Lane. Our government is based on equality of right. The State cannot 
discriminate among occupati for a discrimination in favor of one is a discrimi- 
nation adverse to all others. e the State is bound to protect all, it ceases to 


3 * Tconcede,"” 


son vs. Vernon, 


* * — * 


give that just protection when it affords undue advantages, or gives special and 
exclusive preferences to cular individuals and cular and s al indus- 
tries at the cost and charge of the restof the community. (See 60, Maine Reports.) 


In answer to certain questions submitted by the Legislature of the 
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State of Maine to the supreme court of that State, among which 
was this question: 
Has the Legislature authority under the constitution to 


to’ by gifts of money or loans of to assist individ or corporations to 
establish oF paty on — of various kinds, within or without the limits 
of towns 


laws enabling 


Chief-Justice Appleton and Justices Walter and Danforth who 
signed the first opinion said : 

Taxes are the enforced proportional contribution of each citizen and of his es 
levied by the authority of the State for the support of ment and for 
public needs, They are the ee of citizen, taken the citizen by the 
government, and they are to of by it. 

A * * * * * > 

There is nothing of a public nature any more entitling the manufacturer to pub- 
lic gifts than the sailor, the mechanic, the lumberman, or the farmer. Our gov- 
ernment is based uj 8 of rights. All honest employments are honorable. 
The State cannot Tight ly among occupations, for a discrimination 
in favor of oue branch of industry isa discrimination adverse to all other branches. 
The State is equally to protect all, giving no undue advantages or special and 
exclusive preference to any. 

* * * > * * * 

No public exigency can uire private s) tion for the private benefits of 

fav individuals. Tf the — 5 rotected in his roperty by the constitu- 


p 
tion against the public, much more is he against private ra y. 
If AREP pron to pass an eee the tahabitante of the several towns 


mode by which 8 be taken from one or many and given to another 
or others can make no difference in the boven ee Itis the 8 
constitutes the wrong, no matter how taken. ether the cow or ox be taken 
from the unwilling owner and given to a manufacturer, or the gift be of the money 
obtained by a sale made by the collector, or by the myn: of the tax to avoi 

such sale, does not and cannot the 3 either case the cow or 
the ox or the value thereof is taken from the owner and is given away by others 
without the owner's consent. Ifa part of one’s estate may be given away, an- 


other e “Pe geben upon the same principle be given away, until all is 
gone. What is this but manifes eee á 
In delivering his opinion Judge Dickerson uses this langnage : 
What claim has manufacturing to such preference over other branches of in- 


sary this, slature the con- 
stifutional authority to authorize the towns and cities in this State to tax their 
r hie LAEE EDIE EEE, 
petting, DAN 5 insurance, and any other’ — tt of beneficial — = 

From these judicial decisions of the question it clearly appears 
that the power ‘‘to lay taxes, duties, imposts, and excises” rests 
wholly and entirely upon and is limited by the necessities of the 
Government for revenue. Hence, the object and purpose of every 
duty which can be constitutionally imposed by Congress must be 
revenue, R 

But the necessary and inevitable incident to a revenue duty im- 
posed upon any given article ee eke is protection to the home man- 
ufacturer of similar articles to the extent of the duty imposed; and 
asa general rule, though not invariable, he is enabled to sell the 
products of his manufactory at just that much more than he could 
sell them if exposed to competition in open market with the manu- 
facturers of the world, because his foreign competitors are handi- 
capped by a tax of from 30 per cent. to 100 per cent, apon the im- 
portation of their goods. 

That the consumer pays the duty on the imported article and the 
increased of 85 upon the protected home manufactured article is too 
pa to it of argument. To illustrate, let us take the article of 

essemer steel rails, upon the importation of which a duty of $28 
per ton, amounting to over 76 percent. ad valorem, is imposed. The 
same character of rail is manufactured in this country to a large ex- 
tent. In the year 1880, 954,460 tons were produced at the American 
manufactories, and 158,230 tons were imported; which shows a con- 
sumption of that article for that year in this conntry of 1,112,690 tons. 

The average price of this article in England, placed on board ship 
ready to sail, during that year was $31.53 per ton, while the avera 
price in this country for the same period was $67.50 per ton, or $35.97 
more than it cost on shipboard in England. The price at which it was 
sold in this country gave our manufacturers the full benefit of the $28 
duty, with the addition of $7.97 per ton for transportation. 

In speaking of this trade recently, the Hon. David A. Wells, dis- 
tinguished for his ability and research as a political economist, among 
other things, said: 

And how much does the tax at present amount to annually? Let us see. The 
domestic production of steel rails for the year 1880 was 954,460 net tons; the impor- 
tations were 158,230 tons, indicating a domestic consumption for the of 1,112,690 
tons. The average price of the American product for the 880 was $67.50. 
The a price of Bessemer rails in Great Britain for the same period were 
between £6 and £7, or from $30 to $35. It is therefore clear that the full pound 
of flesh—$23 per ton—which the tariff allows was taken on all the Bessemer rails 
bought and used in the United States during the year 1880, and that this increment 
of price in conseqnence—which was a tax on domestic consumption—amounted in 
the to $31,155,320. Thirty-one millions of dollars! Truly a big sum. 
A sum so that the mind is unable to take its measure except by instituting 
comparisons, or finding out how much the same number of dollars buy of some 
other commodities. 

These facts show conclusively that the price of the home manu- 
factured article was increased to the full extent of the duty imposed 
and the cost of transportation from England to this country, as I am 
satisfied is always the case where an article subject to duty can be 


imported and sold in our markets in competition with similar arti- 
cles manufactured here. That the consumer pays the duty in such 
ease upon the home manufactured as well as upon the imported arti- 
cle cannot be successfully denied. If it were not so, no one could 
engage in the business of importing merchandise of the same kind 
and quality that is produced in our manufactories; no one could 
afford to give his time and invest his capital in the business of im- 
porting unless he makes money by it; and no one would buy the 
imported goods if he could buy the home manufactured of the same 
kind and quality at less price than the imported goods—with duties 
and cost of transportation included—cost in the market. From the 
early history of the Government we have raised the bulk of our rev- 
enues by a tax upon imports. 

Iam willing to continue the policy of raising the greater part of 
our revenues in this way, but insist upon reducing the duties to the 
lowest point that will produce the amount of revenue required, and 
thus give to our manufacturing interests incidental protection to 
that extent. This is more than they have a right to demand, and 
all that Congress can constitutionally grant. 

The duties under the present tariff average about 45 per cent., 
certainly far above the revenue standard. In my judgment a tariff, 
the duties of which shall average 20 or 25 per cent., properly ad- 
justed, discriminating for revenue and recognizing protection only 
as the incident to a revenue system, will raise as much revenue as 
is raised by the present high protective duties, and will relieve fifty 
millions of po e from the burdens of taxation to the extent of the 
reduction of the duties, and give that additional freedom to com- 
merce which will enco exportations and exchange of commodi- 
ties in the ratio that importations are encouraged and increased. 

When the American farmer can send his surplus breadstuffs, cot- 
ton, beef, pork, and tobacco to foreign markets and exchange them 
for the surplus commodities of those markets which he needs, he will 
necessarily obtain better prices for his than would be possible 
if he could take nothing in exchange for them but cash; but, while 
you compel him to pay a tax of from 40 to 100 per cent. upon the 
the goods he imports, you force him toa ze ae extent to decline bar- 
ter and demand cash for his commodities, and therefore he must neces- 
sarily accept a less price for them, if indeed he can sell at all. Iam 
satishe d that the just and true policy of this country is to give the 
greatest freedom to trade and commerce that is consistent with the 
absolute necessities of the Government for revenue, 

Mr. President, let us examine for a few moments the rate of duty 
imposed by the present tariff upon a few articles of necessity and 
almost universal nse. I read from the report of the Chief of the 
Bureau of Statistics for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881 : 


MANUFACTURES OF COTTON. 
Plain bleached, valued at 20 cents or less square yard, 44.50 per cent., valued 
at over 20 cents per square yard, 35 per cen 
Unbleached, valued at 16 cents or less per square |, 43.61 per cent. 
Printed or colored (calicoes) of the lower grades, 43.64 to 58.05 per cent. 
Jeans, drillings, bed-tickings, ginghams, and co es: 


Over 200 threads tothe 
Over 100 and under 200 
Spool-thread from 75 to 78.50 per cent. 
8 IRON. 
Trade and halter A ie. secs tcceccysnecenccecccavecteses= 
Horseshoe nails 


Pen-knives and pocket Knives K 50. 00 


Files and rasps exceeding 10 
Steel pewea i 


—— — 


yalued at 20 cents or less per square 


RERREB 
S 8888 


Not exceeding 40 cents 
Over 40 and not above 
Over 60 and not above 80 
Over 80 cents per pound „„ „4444444 
Hosiery, valued above 40 not exceeding 60 cents per pound 
Valued above 60 and not P V 
Valued over 80 cents per 2 

S ˙ AAA AAA TOA 


=] 


S8 S888 88888 
SBSSsSSSSSNsss 


Over 80 cents per pound. 
Woolen 8 = 
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From this table it will be seen that the tax imposed upon these 


articles of cotton ranges from 43.64 per cent. to 78.50 per cent.; 
upon articles of it ranges from 41 to 59 per cent., and upon 
articles of steel from 43 to 76.29 per cent.; npon woolen goods from 
55.78 to 102.60 per cent.; upon salt from 40 to 64 per cent., while 
upon many other articles the duties range much higher, and almost 
every article referred to in the above table is of absolute necessity 


and in universal use. 

That these high rates of duties tly exceed the revenue standard 
there can be no doubt. That they are unjust and oppressive and 
maintained for tho of extorting from the earnings of the whole 
people hundreds of illions of dollars annually to be buted to 
a small number of capitalists who are engaged in manufacturing, 
there is as little doubt. 

I take from the report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics the 
following statement of the value of some of the above-named articles 
impactor into the United States for consumption during the fiscal 
years ending June 30, 1879, 1880, and 1881: 


1879. 1880. 1881. 

Manufactures of cotton $16, 933, 767 97 | $25,723,251 85 | $28, 084, 110 69 
Iron and manufactures of iron ..| 5, 894,760 71 | 34, 318, 581 68 32, 991, 088 45 
Steel and manufactures of steel.“ 4, 299, 604 50 11, 148, 454 45 18, 463, 535 15 
Sugar, molasses, and confection- 

„„ 74, 077, 045 65 | 77,039,788 35 89, 811, 785 48 
Wool and manufactures of wool.| 80,553,922 87 | 49,784,212 79 45, 164, 149 01 
Manufactures of silk 23, 630, 411 43 | 31,460,947 89 | 32, 377,226 48 


The importations of these six classes of 


aggre 
every 


goods in the year 1881 
te the sum of $246,891,851.26. Can anybody doubt, does not 
y know, that when the importing merchant sold these 

oods to the jobber, the retail merchant, or the consumer, that he 
8 and received for them a profit upon what they cost him 
laid down in his house, including the cost in the foreign market, 


transportation to this country, and the duties paid at the custom- 
house? If he did not make a 1 would he, could he continue to 
import from year to year? And if the home manufacturer would sell 
asimilar article of the same quality for less than was demanded by 
the importer, could the importer sell at all? These are self-evident 
propositions that need only to be stated; they are not susceptible of 
argument. 

r. President, the revenues collected upon imports in the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1881, as appears from the report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, amounts to $198,159,676.02. ould that our Bureau 
of Statistics could report to us the exact data to show how many 
times that amount was, under this monstrous system of taxation, ex- 
torted from the earnings of the whole poopie to increase the profits 
and the wealth of the small number of capitalists who are engaged 
in manufacturing. The duty paid on the imported goods goes into 
the Treasury, but that paid upon the home-manufactured goods goes 
into the pockets of the manufacturer. 

If we could show exactly what proportion the protected home man- 
batted goodi annually consumed in this country bears to the im- 
ported goods of the same character annually consumed, we could then 
see with absolute certainty what it costs the people to put a dollar 
into the Treasury under this system. I have no doubt that there are 
more than five times as many of the protected home-manufactured 
goods consumed by our fifty million ple as are consumed of im- 
poner goods of the same kind and er. But base the calcu- 


tion on the 17 of five of ufactured to one of im- 
ported annually consumed, and upon is it costs the consumers 
of these goods $1,188,938,056.12 to pu into th Treasury under this 
system of taxation $198,159,676.02; or, inj otheħ, in order to 
collect in the Treasury 8198, 159,676.02 


he people are compelled to pay 
e "798, 380.10. 

of millions of 

millions of 


a bounty to a small number of mann, 
This system of taxation, by whieh 
dollars are annually extorted from the 
people to be lavished upon a very smap 
class is justified” by its advocates upf 
ing and protecting home industry, pi 
from the competition of the pauper 


ident, is a misnomer and a false pretens¢. It entitled a 
plea to foster and protect the intere: pital at tlie!expense of 
American labor. If the stimulus of, protection into ex- 
istence manufacturing establishme ts that would mot, have existed 
without such stimulus, then I ante 


eee y o Aa has been 

benefited to the extent and only tothe extent‘of having this ad- 

ditional field opened to it where ith find employment. The 

laborers in a manufactory do not participate ints profits. They 

work for wages fixed and stipulated by and whether the 
Silect, tO any 


profits be large or small they do not material extent, 
the wages of the operative. Riz 

The time has not been, is not now, nor wW 
capitalists who own the mannfactory have employed and will 
not employ the labor necessary in the opem: market of the world at 
che very least price that it can be obtained. Does anybody doubt that 
if they could import pauper labor from Europe or 5 equally 
efficient and at less price than they pay American labor, that they 
would do so at once? Does anybody doubt that they have hereto- 


8 
it dyer come, when the 


fore employed and continue to employ the labor needed at the least 
eee ot without regard to nationality, race, color, or previous 
condition 

There is no duty on the importation of labor. So far from impos- 
ing a tax upon it, our policy been and is to invite and encourage 
immigration, and N of thousands are annually coming and 
making their homes with us, and com with the native Ameri- 
can in all the fields of labor. I am glad it is so. 

It would seem to me that if the real object is to protect the Ameri- 
can laborer instead of the American capitalist, you would handicap 
the competitor of the home laborer by imposing some onerous con- 
dition in the nature of a tax upon the importation of laborers, but 
the object being to protect capital at the expense of labor, the policy 
that imposes onerous conditions ween the importation of such goods 
as we can manufacture at home, leaving the manufacturer free to 
employ his labor in the free an markets of the world, it the 
least price that the competition of the world can reduce it to, is wise, 
because most certain to accomplish the object. 

Much as monopolists may in tender sympathy with the Ameri- 
can laborers, and much as they clamor about the evils apprehendeé 
from subjecting them to competition with the pauper labor of Eng- 
land, I am satisfied that the skilled operatives in the English fac- 
tories are as well paid as those in our own; even better paid, when 
you look to the actual necessaries of life that a given amount of labor 
will bring. The amount of the necessaries of life that a week’s work 
will bring is a better test of the rewards of labor than the number 
of dollars and cents that may be obtained for it, especially when all 
or nearly all, of the earnings must be spent in the maintenance of 
the 3 

Upon the relative earnings of American and English operatives 
I quote from Secretary Blaine’s letter introductory to the report of 
consuls in Europe on the cotton- trade of the world, dated the 
25th June, 1881. He says, page 95: 

In commenting on the —— then imminent in Manchester, Consul Shaw, in the 


report the foregoing e, says: 
The plea that the facto: ratives are now receiving higher wages in propor- 
— to the: time they work tham a opetatives is — 5 made by manu- 

turers together increasing among mill- 
owners, is — allaying the discontent among operatives." z 

Again, the honorable Secretary says: 

The hours of labor in the Lancashire mills are 58, in the Massachusetts mills 60 
28 The hours of labor in the mills in the other New England States, where 
e Massachusetts, are usually 66 to 69 per week. 
of English and American o 

more by the greater efficiency of the latter and th ger 
hours of labor. If this should prove to be a fact in practice, as it seems to be 
8 official statistics, it would be a important element in the estab- 
t of our ability to compete with England for our share of the cotton goods 

trade of the world. 

In the two pee factors which may be said to form the basis of the cotton man- 
ufacturing industry, 

England 

Mae eg raw material at our doors, i 
vert it into manufactures, all things else being 
facility than can be done by England, which impo: 


factures it in her mills. Thee of handling, 1 and commission 
must be an important item Are apandar] as com — our turning in the fiber 


from the cotton-fields to our mills and shipping it in the advanced form of manu- 
factured goods. Add to this the seco: fact that it costs us no more to handle 
and manufacture the same than it costs in England, and we stand on an undoubted 
equality thus far in the race of competi tion. 

These are the conclusions drawn by Secretary Blaine, himself an 
avowed high protectionist, in an elaborate letter reviewing the whole 
subject, on statistical reports made to him by our consuls in Europe. 

It must also be remembered in comparing the rewards of labor in 
England and America that under the free-trade policy of England her 
operatives buy all the necessaries of life, except meat and bread, at 
from 40 to 75 per cent. less than the American to pay for the same 
articles, and upon importations of meat and bread he only has to pay 
the cost of transportation in addition to the cost of the commodity 
in the country where it can be bought cheapest; while the American 
operative is e ee. by our protective policy to pay, in addition to 

e cost of uction, on every article of cotton clothing used by 
himself and family, a bounty to the owner of the manufactory of from 
40 to 78 per cent.; upon every article of woolen clothing, from 56 to 
102 per cent.; upon his salt, from 40 to 64 per cent.; upon every article 
of iron, from 40 to 60 per cent.; upon every article of steel, from 40 to 
60 per cent.; and upon his sugar, from 53 to 92 per cent.; while he 
buys his meat and bread at a small percentage less than his English 
cousin pays. 

But so great and rapid have been the improvements in machinery 
that year by year manual labor becomes a less and less important 
factor in the cost of manufactured products. And whenever it is 
shown that a machine, driven by water or steam, can do the work of 
ten, twenty, or fifty men and produce the article at less cost to the 
owner, upon the instant the solicitude of the manufacturer for the 
well-being of the laborer ceases and the machine is adopted, without 
stopping to inquire whether the laborers so dischar; can find em- 
ployment, shelter, or food; and yet the only ground upon which it 
is sought to maintain this system of plundering the many to enrich 
the few is the false plea of protection to American labor. 

Sir, I need not repeat that it is a false pretense. In the face of all 
this clamor about the dangers of competing with the pauper labor 
of a, Saat it is a well known and admitted fact that our manufact- 
urers have for years past competed and are now successfully compet- 
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ing with the manufacturers of not only in the Manchester 
antl London markets but in the markets of the world in the article 
of heavy cotton goods. 


Yet, upon these goods they demand the imposition of a duty of 
from 40 i 50 per cent. in order to monopolize the American market 
to themselves, and exact tribute from all who use these goods at 
home, while in all foreign markets, without protection and with the 
cost of transportation against them, they successfully compete with 
all tae manufacturers. 

But, Mr. President, suppose the amount of wages received by the 
operatives in American manufactories depended upon the amount of 
duty imposed upon imported goods, (which Ideny,) would it be just 
to impose a tax upon 50,155,783 people in order that the very small 
. engaged as operatives in manufactories shall be a little 

etter paid. 

The following table furnished by the Superintendent of the Census 

he number of laborers engaged in the year 1880 in the 
United States in the manufacture of the articles named below: 


There are other manufacturing enterprises I know that are not 
enumerated here which will swell this gate, but it is safe to sa 
e question narrows itse 


rate of 45 cent. on all they wear and on nearly Sere they 
consume 3 that 1,000,000 of people may receive a little better 
wages? 

Mr. President, I am inclined to think that the . who 
com about 75 per cent. of our population, and who toil in their 
fields in the sleet and snows of winter and the burning sun of sum- 
mer all the year ronnd, would not be inspired with a very high and 
enthusiastic sense of the justice of their Government if they realized 
the fact that the law compelled them to pay a bounty of from 43 to 
78 per cent. to the capitalist who owned the factory that produced 
the cotton shirt and cottonade pants that they wear in summer, and 
of from 50 to 100 per cent. on the flannels they wear and the blankets 
they cover themselves with in winter. Nor would their admiration 
or enthusiasm be increased by a knowledge of the fact that their 
trace-chains, plows, hoes, axes, spades, pitchforks, salt, sugar, and 
almost every article of necessity used or consumed by themselves 
and their families are required to make a similar contribution. 

They would be reluctant to consent to such exactions if made to 
increase the wages of their brother toilers who are protected from 
the snows of winter and the burning suns of summer by the roof of 
the factory. Much less would they consent to such exaction for 
the purpose of increasing the profits of the capitalists who own the 
factories and whose numbers do not bear the proportion of more 
than about one m ten thousand of the population of the country. 
A brief review of the tariff legislation of this country may not be 
unprofitable in this connection. 

he act of 1789 im an ad valorem duty of 8} per cent. upon 
imports, when the Government was in its infancy and having Put 
recently emerged from the war of the Revolution. The next year the 
duties wero increased to the average of 11 per cent. In 1792 they 
were again increased to the average of 13} per cent. The policy of 
increasing duties was persevered in until 1816, when the average 
rate was 30 per cent. 

The tariff of 1824 increased them to37 per cent., and the act of 1828 
raised them to the average of 41 per cent. During all this time our 
infant manufactories were clamoring for higher and higher tariffs 
to protect them; and not content with such protection as an aver- 
age duty of 41 per cent. would give, their cry was still for more. 

ence, in 1832, the tariff was again revised in the interest of protec- 
tion by an increase of duties, which resulted in a threat of nullifica- 
tion by one of the States of the Union; but this issue was happil 
averted by the passage of the act of 1833, which provided for a grad- 
ual reduction of the rate of duties until 1842, when they were to 
reach the Abt Jd of about 20 per cent. But in 1842, when the du- 
ties had reached the minimum rate provided in the compromise act 
of 1833, another act was passed which increased the duties to about 
the average of 35 per cent. upon dutiable imports. 

In 1846 the tariff was again revised under the administration of Mr. 
Polk, and the duties reduced to the average of about 23 per cent., and 
under this tariff the revenues ran up to a point so far beyond the ne- 
cessities of the Government that in 1857 the tariff was again revised, 
reducing the duties to the average ad valorem rate of about 20 per 
cent. This tariff remained in force, producing abundant revenue for 
all the necessities of the Government, until 1861. 

From 1846 to 1861 was the only period since 1824 that we enjoyed 
what may be called a strictly revenue tariff. 

The report of the Bureau of Statistics shows that our exports and 


rts were as follows, in 1845, before the reduction of the rate of 
duties, and in 1847, after reduction: 


1845. 
1847, (after reduction)... 


Showing an increase in our exports of $50,701,487 and in our im- 
ports of $9,238,027. 

In speakin of this 
of his learn 
said: 


The period from 1846 to 1860 was our of com tive free trade. 
act of 1846 removed subjects of currency an 
lation. Thus these two topics were for a time lai 
of the United States no period presents greater interest than this. It was a pe 
of Se and very solid prosperity. The tariff was bad and vexatious in many 
it the stand-point either of free trade or revenue tariff, bnt 
„It was called * a revenue tariff with in- 
The manufactures which, it had been said, would perish, did 
did not gain sudden and exorbitant profits. They made steady and 
gress. The repeal of the English corn laws in 1846 o 
cultural products, and took away the old argumen: 
used with such force, that England wanted other countries to 
ould not take their products. The effect on both countries 
was most happy. It seemed as if the old system was gone forever, and that these 
two great nations, with free industry and free trade, were to pour increased wealth 
upon each other. The fierce dogma’ of protection and its deeply-rooted 1 7 — 
ces seemed to have el e a fatal blow. Our shipping rapidly increased. r 
co p grew larger and larger. The discovery of gold in California added 
e e spea of proper. The States indeed repeated our old cur- 
rency follies, and the cof 185 ted, but it was only a stumble in a career 
of headlong prosperity. We recovered from it in atwelvemonth. Slavery nAi 
tion marked this 2 litically, and if le look back to it now they 
Le Sar indus pein! pret ec , and I will add also in the admin- 
istration of Government, the period from Mexican to the civil war is our 
golden ago, if wè have any. There was simplicity, even to dullness, in national 
affairs. It was one of those happy periods when a nation has little history. As 
pices of trade is concerned, it never was more regular and equal than 


And in referring to the same period, Hon. Robert J. Walker, See- 
retary of the Treasury under the Polk administration, said, in 1567, 
as follows: 

A tariff for revenue, as e: 
all industrial pursuits, inclu 


the oo „ Under the tariff of 1846, as shown by the census, our wealth increased, 


od Professor Sumner, of Yale College, in one 
and able lectures on protection in the United States, 


The sub- 


manufactures 87 per cent., being in both cases nearly double any ing ratio 
x imports, and revenue nearly tripled in the same 
of time, and our domestic è rose nearly in the same ratio. This aug - 
mented ratio is not the result of increase of pop on, which from 1850 to 1860 was 
less than 36 per cent. The Irish famine was supposed by my opponents to account 
for the increase the first year, although the decreased rie pak abroad that year 
üaled the additional sam paid by England for our bread- 
stuffs and provisions. t the next year and the next, before any gold had reached 
here from California, our exports and revenue went on papa pry Pay 8 
ing ratio, rising in ww... to $64,000,000 
under the tariff of 1 

This, Mr. President, was the condition of the country when, what 
is not inaptly called by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] the 
bill of abominations, the present tariff law, was , modified to 
some extent by subsequent legislation, but still, in the language of 
my friend from Kentucky, a bill of abominations. The arguments 
relied upon by its advocates at the time of its passage was the im- 
mense expenses incident to the war then beginning, and urged purely 
asa war measure. But the war ended about seventeen years ago, 
and as the reason for this high rate of duties has ceased, why is it 
that the duties are not reduced to the necessities of the estab- 
lishment? The Secretary of the Treasury reports that the collections 
of revenue from all sources during the last fiscal year amounted to 
5 If this amount of revenue continues to be annually 
collected it will not only pay the expenses of the Government, in- 
cluding interest on the public debt and pensions, but will extinguish 
the debt within the next ten years. 

Mr. President, in view of the fact that we can float our bonds at 
par bearing interest at the rate of 3 or certainly at 3} per cent. per 
annum, itis not wise policy to fd sts the people by exorbitant taxa- 
tion to hasten the payment of a debt that can be carried so cheaply. 
While I am in favor of paying the debt as rapidly as it can be paid 
without oppressing the people, I shall vote with those who go fur- 
thest in ucing the rate of duties upon imports, because what- 
ever may be the necessities for revenue I am sure that a tax upon 
imports is the most expensive method of raising revenue that any 
people ever adopted, or can adopt. 

I want to see the commerce of the world unshackled as far as is 
consistent with our financial necessities, and every ocean again 
whitened by the sails or clouded by the steam of our merchant ma- 
rine, our millions of toiling producers enabled to exchange their 
surplus products for the surplus products of other countries that 
they need. So anxious am Ito see this important result, that I can- 
not yield to the appeals of a few thousand capitalists who have in- 
vested their money in manufacturing enterprises, to continue an ex- 
orbitant tax on imports, so that they may be able to sell their prod- 
ucts af an average of 45 per cent. higher price than they could do 


for our cotton nearly 


in open market and in fair competition. They are here. They have 
always been here, fluent and ready with arguments favoring protec- 
tion; but the argument, when analyzed, amounts only to an ap 

to compel many thousands of men in their various indus- 
tries to pay tribute to the small number of capitalists who have 
invested their money in manufacturing enterprises. I am not will- 
ing to tax the labor of 50,000,000 of people to increase the profits of 
capital, nor would I be willing to tax the earnings of 49,000,000 of 
laborers in other fields to increase the wages of 1,000,000 of manu- 
facturing operatives, even if that was the question involved. 

Believing, as I do, Mr. President, that the creation of this com- 
mission will prevent any reduction br this Congress of the present 
highly protective rate of duties, I shall vote against the bill, hopin. 
that if it fails the Committee of Ways and Means of the House wi 
promptly report a bill SAt rin reducing the present high and 
oppressive rates, upon which the two Houses of Con who alone 
have the power, may act, and give that measure of relief to the people 
that has been so long delayed but is so justly due. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Prarr in the chair.) The ques- 
tion is on the amendment offered by the Senator from North Caroli 
(Mr. Vance,] which will be read. 

The PRINCIPAL LEGISLATIVE CLERK. It is proposed to add the 
following as an additional section to the bill: 

Sro. 5. That in the selection of said commissioners the President shall give 
representation to each of the industries of agriculture and manufactures in propor- 
tion to the capital invested and the number of persons engaged therein— 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, my attention had not been drawn 
to the amendment of the Senator from North Carolina. I do not 
know how it is to be made practicable or effective. Ican understand 
why it would be wise and seu that there should be riety ra like 
proportion; that isto say, that the importance of the interest involved, 
its magnitude, its variety should be respected by way of representa- 
tion upon the commission; but as I see upon scanning the amendment, 
it proposes to represent but two of the generic industries of the coun- 
try, agriculture and manufactures, and it proposes that those two 
great branches of public consideration and interest shall be e 
represented. Nothing is said, however, about other branches of 
in in the country. There are commerce and navigation, min- 
ing, and the great investments of capital and industry engaged in 
transportation. It would be difficult in a breath to recite all the lead- 
ing industries of the country, among which undoubtedly agricult- 
ure is the great nursing mother of all, and entitled to representation 
upon the commission if it is to be framed as fully as any other pos- 
sibly can be. 

Lam not disposed to stand in the way of any equitable arrange- 
ment which insure a proper representation to every l 
interest; but I ask my friend from North Carolina whether, in the 
nature of things, if a commission is to be formed, with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, he considers that either of these interests 
could be left out of consideration in framing such a commission, 
or if there is any necessity that they should put in the bill by 
erpe amendment? 

. VANCE. It was not my object in drawing the amendment to 
prescribe what representation should be upon the commission for all 
the other branches of industry of the country; it was only my object 
to provide that the manufacturing interest should not have the ad- 
vantage on the commission as it has on everything else. My amend- 
ment provides that if the manufacturers have direct representa- 
tion the agriculturist shall also have direct representation in propor- 
tion to the number of persons engaged therein and the amount of 
capital invested therein, leaying other industries to be represented 
in the discretion of the President; but excluding the ibility of 
having a packed commission of manufacturers to control the amount 
of money that the farmers shall pay. That was my object, sir. 

Mr. FRYE. That would put two agriculturists to one manufact- 
urer on the commission ? 

Mr. VANCE. It would put about seven to one. 

Mr. FRYE. In any investigation of the tariff with which I have 
ever been connected in the House, while agriculture with all its vari- 
ous d would occupy the Committee on Ways and Means 
a couple of days, manufactures with their immense variety would 
occupy the committee as many months. 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. Now, does the gentleman think that the agriculturists 
should be seven to one on the commission! 

Mr. VANCE. I think that it will take but a very short time to 
regulate the amount of protection that agriculturists shall have, 
because a short horse is soon curried, and we know that they have 
next to none; but it will take them a long while to see that the 
manufacturing interest does not get more out of the pockets of the 
agriculturist than they are entitled to. 

The Senator from Maine must know that in the tariff convention 
which met in New York the other day and disposed of this thing in 
advance of the action of Congress, the principal speaker announced 
that the proper way to frame this commission would be to give, for 
instance, cotton and cotton manufactures a representative, wool and 
woolen manufactures a representative, iron and steel a representa- 
tive, glass a representative, pottery a representative, and so on, 
and agriculture a representative; that is to say, pasing an interest 
which represents about forty millions of the people of the United 
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States on a par with an interest which numbers about five thousand, 
which I un d to be the number of glass manufacturers. That 
was the inequality which I had in my mind, and I would not vote 
for any commission in the Senate where the industries are to be rep- 
resented in that way. 

Let all of the manufacturing interests be E to be represented 
by one or by two, as the case may be, and let all of the agricultural 
interests of the United States be grouped to be represented by one 
or two or three, as the case may be, in proportion to numbers and in 

roportion to the amount of capital invested therein. That is in 
direct pursuance of the great principle of representation and taxa- 
tion going together, and it is following the fundamental principles 
of this Government. 

Mr. FRYE. There never has been but one article in which the 
agriculturists were especially interested as raising themselves which 
has caused the slightest 9 a reduction of the tariff. That 
article is sugar. There never been a question raised about 
wool, because the raisers of the wool and the manufacturers every 


time have met and upon the duties; and the duties have 
always been effected by an agreement between the wool-grower and 
the manufacturer. Of course, there never has been a question about 


butter, or cheese, or cattle, or live-stock of any kind; there never 
have been questions raised before a Committee on Ways and Means; 
and there never have been any difficulties about the tariff on these 
articles. There never has been any qoton about rice, and never 
any about hemp. The only one that I know of is sugar. I do not 
know but that an agriculturist might be able to settle the question 
of sugar, but it is the most serious and troublesome one connected 
with the whole tariff. I heard it discussed for over four months, 
and after the discussion of four months the committee divided about 
in the middle, and they did not divide politically at all. I was with 
the majority of the Democrats on the sugar question, It is an ex- 
ceedingly difficult question to settle. 

Take manufactures, and the variety is immense. If the Senator 
from North Carolina would go over the States of Connecticut and 
Rhode Island, I take it he would be as astonished as I was when I 
went over them and found the wonderful variety of manufactures. 
To settle the tariff needs men of business, men of understanding, 
men who should know about the various kinds of industries in this 
country. I take it that the agriculturist would not be the man re- 
quired; that it would be a ard different man, a man whose atten- 
tion had been carried into a different arena entirely from his. There 
is not any objection to putting an agriculturist on the commission, 
I take it; but to A She on seven agriculturists to one gentleman who 
is acquainted with manufactures would seem to me very absurd. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, Ido not know that it is intended 
by any other member of the Senate to make any further remarks 
upon the gal measure ; and under the parliamentary practice of 
this body I propose now to say in closing the debate some things that 
have occurred to my mind in the course of the long discussion which 
has now run on for more than two months, and to which I will 

tfully ask the attention of the Senate. 

In the first place, let us for a moment come back to the precise 
matter to be voted upon. We.are not voting, and we cannot now 
vote, to settle the principle and the system of our tariff taxation, 
We cannot ori, te a revenue measure in this body. While I do 
not deprecate the wide scope and drift of this discussion, on the con- 
trary, while I declare myself to have been very much informed by 
it, at the same time it has been outside of the precise issue presented 
by the bill, which simply is whether it is wise and expedient for the 
Senate to-day to indicate to the other House of Congress and to the 
country its opinion as to the manner in which we should proceed to 
deal with this question of tariff taxation. That we have a right to 
go; and * as we now stand before the country, I hold it is our 

uty to do. 

The Senate and the country will not shut their eyes to the fact that 
the House of Representatives (not at the present session merely but 
for the last ten years) have labored with this question without issue. 
Measures which have been suggested have been either strangled in 
the Committee on Ways and Means or certainly have been buried 
there; and no law since 1876 to amend the system of tariff taxation 
has come over to the Senate, although there is an almost universal 
concession that reform has long been and now is needed on such 
subjects. 

We propose by this bill to provide for the appointment of a com- 
mission to investigate the subject of tariff and internal revenue. I 
do not see how we could investigate the subject of tariff revenue 
without considering the subject of internal revenue. It is no more 

ible to consider the resources of this country by omitting one of 
its chief sources of revenue than it is to exclude one of two objects 
from view when both stand closely together before you. 

Objections have been raised here that itis unconstitutional and, as 
I understood my friend from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] this morning, 
a matter actually of usurpation for a commission appointed by the 
President and confirmed without the co-operation of the House to ob- 
tain the information and lay before Congress a scheme of wiso tariff 
and internal-revenue taxation. Certainly our legislative history has 
been overlooked b my friend. 

Mr. HARRIS. My friend from Delaware did not quite understand 


me as he represents me. My assertion was that the Constitution 
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uires revenue bills to originate in the House of Representatives, 


and that Congress is the only tribunal which can deal with revenue 
uestions. I say that if the commission is created constitutional 
aa will be observed, while everybody will know that the legisla- 
tion upon the question is absolutely controlled by another and a dif- 
ferent body, one wholly i msible and without constituents. 

Mr. BAY I do not . except for the purpose of giv- 
ing information to the two Houses of Congress, except for the intel- 
lectual and moral influence of such a commission, that there will be 
a particle of influence exerted by the commission or the slightest 
abdication of their just porer by the two Houses or either of them. 
The commission is simply an advisory body, and not in the slightest 
degree a controlling one. 

. President, let us look at the precedents on this nameet, To- 
day the people of the United States are living under a body of stat- 
utes which were revised and codified by a commission that did not 
contain a member of either House of Con; and those statutes 
were adopted by Con en bloc, as the French say. We have had 
the great question of bimetallism, the silver question so called, dealt 
with under a resolution of Con by a commission, indeed by two 
commissions, sent abroad at different times, neither of which con- 
tained a member of the Senate or House of Representatives, Even 
when we take the t question of the river ippi, so impor- 
tant to the whole Union and especially to that t group of States 
which line its banks, how did you deal with that? Bya commission 
of men fit to inquire and report information upon which to base legis- 
lation, and upon that commission there is not a member of Congrem: 
We framed the treaty of Washington with Great Britain before a 
high joint commission which sat in this city, and without a member 
of Congress in its membership. All over the country you see advis- 
ory commissions framed for the very p of obtaining full and 
correct information as well as a serene ju ent upon a difficult and 
complicated state of facts, To-day the Republic of France and the 
Empire of Great Britain propose to form a commercial treaty which 
shall be in substance an international tariff, and how is it to be done? 
By a commission upon which no member of the British House of 
Commons or the French Assembly sits. 

So far from this being an improper method of laying the basis for 
legislation, it is obviously the one most ordinarily resorted to, and 
in the present case is especially appropriate, In 1846, Robert J. 
Walker, of Mississippi, was the 8 of the Treasury, and he 
came before the Committee of Ways and Means of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and submitted to them his tariff scheme; and it was 
adopted by the committee and became a law almost as he recom- 
mended it, Yet that was certainly no usurpation on his part, nor 
an abdication of power or duty by Con On the contrary, I be- 
lieve many men in this country considered that we came nearer a 
sound and judicious tariff in 1846 than at any other time in our his- 
tory. In 1857 there was an amendment of the tariff, and upon whose 
suggestion did that originate? James Guthrie, of Kentucky, was 
then Secretary of the Treasury, and upon his plans the Con, of 
the United States acted, and were very glad to receive and adopt his 
suggestions. I say, with all due ct to my friends who preceded 
me in this debate, that there is nothing at all in the way of irregu- 
larity, in the way of novel precedent in the employment of a com- 
mission outside of Con to obtain information concerning the 
tariff and when we s have obtained it to make use of it in fram- 
ing proper revenue laws. LMr. ALLISON rose. ] Does my friend 
wish to interrupt me! 

Mr. ALLISON. I was about to suggest also to the Senator from 
Delaware in this connection that the law creating the office of Secre- 
tary of the Treasury itself provides that he s from time to time 

e report to Congress upon that very question. 
Mr. BAYARD. e, and you may carry the statement further. 
It is the duty of the President of the United States to lay before Con- 
matters touching the condition of the country, to give them 
information, and that information he may obtain through the diplo- 
matic and consular agencies of the United States, or from any other 
reliable source. . 

Senators, we are approaching a question the difficulties of which 
can scarcely be exaggerated, the complications of which seem to 
me to grow with the advance of civilization. What are the difficult 
ties of our framing a tax law in the two Houses that is to run through- 
out the United States and have equal effect in each State? Upon 
the very threshold what difficulties arise and confront us? The bias 
of local and diverse interests, absolutely tying men’s minds, and 
even where it does not tie their muds it ties up their tongues and 
they dare not speak in opposition to a local interest, although they 
may have decided judgments upon it. Take the influence of party 
associations. Let any man who has long been a member of either 
House answer the effect of the discussion, in a council chamber like 
this, of a question which takes a party turn; and that party turn 
ean be given by any man at any moment during the debate. They 
arrange themselves on either side; the common phrase is the other 
side of the House;“ and men are generally influenced in their votes 
by the body of party associates who sit around them, and with whom 
they are irresistibly carried in the tide of debate. We have already 
had in this debate the committal by preconceived expressions of 
opinion, the pride of opinion, which forbids men to retire from a dec- 


laration, although they may subsequently be disposed to doubt its 
correctness. 

Another fact is the preoccupation or the varied and distracting 
occupations of members of Con Ishould have no objection to 
have the almost daily details of the life of a busy Senator or Repre- 
sentative laid before the people of this country in its absolute truth 
that they might see, from the time he rose in the morning until the 
late hour when he went to his bed, how little time there was left free 
from en ing, varied, distracting occupation in connection with 
an infinite variety of public questions and duties. 

Another difficulty is the bias of personal self-interest, of men vot- 
ing in either Honse of Con upon questions in which their own 
pecuniary interest is directly involved. Some indeed seek Congres- 
sional life for the ayowed purpose of furthering their individual and 
class interests, and do not hesitate to appear as the personal advo- 
cates of their own interests on matters which should be controlled 
only by public considerations. Such things are scandalous, but they 
are true, and the history of tariff legislation is especially full of illus- 
trations. 

You cannot avoid these objections. In a body as numerous as 
this, much less in a body as numerous as the other House of Con- 
press, you cannot avoid these incidental results to representative 

ies large in point of numbers. But you can in a t meas- 
ure avoid them by selecting a small and limited body of men, be- 
cause you can tell, as in the pro commission, whether any one of 
those suggested is open to e ge or impeachment for the causes 
I have stated, or any other causes tending to disqualify him. 

We are told again that if you adopt this commission you will 
cause delay, and there seems to be almost a hot and eager haste for 
the purpose of e a great many obvious and admitted evil 
features of the present law. Iam op to delay; and it is be- 
cause I believe that this is the most expeditious method of obtain- 
ing the necessary information in advance, before attempting to deal 
with this great and multifarious question, that I favor the formation 
of this commission. In 1880 this bill introduced by the then Sena- 
tor from Connecticut, Mr. Eaton, was reported back by me from the 
Finance Committee, and then as to-day I stood urging its passage. 
The objection came from the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] 
that there would be delay; that he would not vote for the commis- 
sion because it tended to delay, or absolutely created delay. Others 

with him, and because of the alleged delay that commission 
bill did not become a law, not being acted upon by the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. BECK. It passed the Senate. 

Mr. BAYARD. Les, it passed the Senate; but I am only saying 
that was the argument my friend used then. It is the argument he 
uses now; and Í think it is fair for me to ask how has the sequel an- 
swered his argument? Ifthat bill had become a law in May, 1880, 
on the first Monday in last December, three months ago, the final 
report of that commission would have been before Congress and the 
country; the basis of information for legislation would have been 
formed; and the House would have been without a pretext for 
delaying further the reformation of this system of tariff taxation. 

So I say to-day, looking as I must look, at the organization of the 
Committee on Ways and Means of the House, it is in my judgment 
hopeless to expect a reformatory adjustment and reduction of the 
tariffunder such auspices. The clash of interest, the clash of opinion, 
for the last six years in that House and in its Committee on Ways 
and Means has prevented any bill from being sent over for our con- 
currence or amendment, and the present organization of the commit- 
tee is such, from the well-known public sentiments of the gentlemen 
composing and controlling it, as to make it idle and absurd to sup- 
pose that any steps tending to a reformation and reduction of the 
present tariff system can emanate from such a body. 

I have aright to recur to matters not that occur in the House of Rep- 
resentatives in the way of debate but as matters of public fact; and 
I believe I am correct in saying the only suggestions connected with 
the tariff at the present session have been to raise the duties upon 
steel blooms from 45 to 100 per cent. ad valorem. That is the kind of 
tariff reformation that we may expect at the present session. It is 
in view of that that I am largely influenced in saying that we should, 
in the Senate, as far as we can, pave the way for a proper examina- 
tion and reformation of the tariff. 

But, Mr. President, consider what power is there in this Govern- 
ment so far-reaching and important as its taxing power. The illus- 
trious Marshall once declared, speaking for a unanimous Supreme 
Court, that the power to tax is a power to destroy» It is the most 
absolute and unlimited power known in our laws; and it has been 
so exerted as to destroy. The present tariff virtaally does destroy 
many an industry valuable in its product and capable of giving re- 
munerative te ment to labor that would otherwise spring up in 
this country. It does virtually prohibit many a useful manufacture 
that to-day is rendered impossible by its provisions. One that has 
been pointed out is the manufacture of condensed milk, an article 
that is essential on sea voyages, and in many remote parts of the 
country to travelers, to invalids, and to infants, There are a thou- 
sand uses for it; and why can it not be made in this country? Lack 
of pasture there is none; and surely not of cows. Why is it that the 
American dairyman cannot compete with Switzerland in the pro- 
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duction of this familiar and almost essential article? Simply be- 
cause the tariff taxes upon tin and upon sugar are so heavy as make 
it impossible for him to compete with the Swiss, who in his distant 
home pays neither. That is but one illustration; and so you could 
go on and multiply the instances by which it could practically be 
pora that un i tariff laws the power of taxation has 

m exercised to the very point of the destraction of useful indus- 


es. 

Mr. President, I favor the tariff commission proposed, because I 
believe that we must lay our foundation for the exercise of the t 
sovereign power of taxation 2 a basis broad and deep and fast ; 
because if there be one thing that the prosperity of the people of this 
country demands, that the interest of all classes demands, it is that 
wes have permanence in our laws; that they shall not only be 
framed in language certain in its ing and capable of clear and 
easy comprehension, but that we shall have stability in our laws. 
There is no foe so fatal to a sound and an honest prosperity as insta- 
iyan legislation, and in nothing more than in legislation that 
touches the question of taxation. There is an interest for all classes 
and men of all pursuits in procuring stability. Whether a man favor 
the low tariff or the high tariff, there is not an intelligent manufact- 
urer in the country who will not say to you, Let us above all pro 

our business u a y 


know our fate; let us be able to 

basis and not be kept in continual dread, lest the legislative power 
of our Government acted upon by some party 3 or by party 
spirit shall upset our caleulations and destroy the whole basis upon 
which we have thoughtfully arranged the investment of our capital, 
embarked our energies, and contracted to give employment to our 
laborers.” 

Instability in tax laws is a curse. It is the destruction of capital, 
and of course it is ruinous to capital’s twin brother, labor. Manu- 
facturers should not be kept in continual agitation and alarm lest a 
sudden change of the law shall upset their entire calculations. 

To have a system that is to be permanent it must be based on 
justice; it must be equitable; it must be based upon a principle that 
every man and every branch of business in the country feel is 
fair and right between man and man. Unjust and Lary ber tax laws 
have caused more bloody revolutions in government than all other 
causes combined. 

Manufacturers must not alone be consulted. Their interests are 
interwoven with hundreds of others; they cannot be considered sepa- 
rately. No friend of theirs will desire that they shall be separated as 
a class from the rest of their fellow-countrymen. If any one shall 
seek to have a representation merely of manufacturing interests he 
will find himself in a woful minority. I say that he cannot compre- 
hend the bearings of this question if he should set himself wp asa 
representative of a distinctive interest as disconnected with all the 
other great branches of industry of the country. There are the in- 
terests of ship-building and navigation, transportation by land and 
by water, just as essential to the manufacturer as are the prices of 
the commodities which he uses in his manufactory, and the cost of 
the machinery and the wages of the labor which he ser aa We 
have mining interests, coal, copper, lead, iron, goldand silver, count- 
less Hanes and again we have agriculture lying underneath all, 
the t mother and nurse of all the other industries; and after 
passing over this great field of human exertion can you forget that 
many-headed, many-handed giant standing behind all, the labor of 
the country, which touches all, without which none could move— 
the great force which, directed by intelligence, inspired by morality, 
encouraged by justice, is the at foundation stone of this or any 
other country’s greatness? though the vast body of laborers may 
not come personally here to be consulted, although the very magni- 
tude of their number may practically exclude them from your coun- 
cils, they must not be forgotten; they must be cared for; they must 
be considered in the framing of every law imposing a taxation which 
in the end must chiefly fall upon their strong backs. 

Senators, it is not just to forget the rights of labor; it is not wise 
to do so; it is not safe to do so. There are significant proofs of dis- 
content before us to-day all through this country which should in- 
struct those who make the laws, and the owners of capital the duty 
and the necessity of considering closely the ee Bat welfare, 
the spirit of content of the laboring classes in every branch of in- 
dustry. For intelligent, industrious, and contented labor is the soul 
and substance of our country’s strength and safety. 

Grouping hastily and in this way such facts as these, what a field 
forstudy and examination is disclosed; what a field forlabor; what a 
field for continued, close consideration; and how should we approach 
it? How can we deal with such a subject or such an enormous class 
of subjects as this without removing just as far as we can from the 
heats of party strife and of party opinion? The very discussions that 
have preceded the vote we take to-day in this body have oftentimes 
been heated, and there have been, to my great regret, appeals to 

y and to party names which threaten to put an end to that calm 
Jodgment which is essential in the decision e et ap like this. 
e 


Senate will bear witness, and can readily 
the instances to which I refer. 

It is proposed to commit the subject to the consideration of nine 
men, who must be selected for our approval, men who will have 
been presumably chosen for their fitness to consider such questions 
‘by the light of statistics, by the aid of their own experience and 


the speeches and 
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their ial training and capacity to examine pub- 
ie questions 15 tlie thine and dovelion t0 the eee 
one great subject not distracted by oth 


er occupations and demands, 
because the man who undertakes to examine even one feature of the 
resent tariff will find all his time needed if he means to understand 
it thoroughly or with any poper sense of its relation and proportion 
to the questions that surround it. These nine men in sedate council, 
without personal or debate, chosen, so far as they ean be, with- 
out reference to their political ambitions or personal aspirations, are 
to devote themselves to the consideration of a t scheme, of na- 
tional taxation in which every interest and ustry in the broad 
land is to receive just and equitable consideration. Therefore it is 
that I believe such a body of men under the existing circumstances, 
such a commission, is in every view the best measure that we in the 
Senate can adopt for the erance of a sound, just, judicious, and 
permanent tariff system. 

I am not a prophet nor the son of a peppers, but I can assure the 
politician who sup he can shrink this great measure to the pro- 
portions of his individual and local fortunes he will find himself 
grievously mistaken. 

He may as well attempt to fix a hook in the nose of the leviathan 
as to harness the great chariot of taxation of fifty millions of free- 
men to the fortunes of a petty and personal ambition! 

The condition of the business of this country, the prices of its 
commodities, are not wholly affected either 3 or by sve jem 
duties. I have heard here a great deal said about a most conspicu- 
ous instance of unjust and unwise taxation upon Bessemer el It 
seems to me that in the consideration of that one business a most 
important fact has been overlooked, and that is the monopoly created 
by our own patent laws, wholly outside of tariff taxation, wholly 
unaffected by excise, which prohibits any but the holders of certain 
patents and their assignees and co-partners from engaging in this 
country in the manufacture of Bessemer steel. These patent mo- 
nopolies, like all other creations of civilization, bear unequally and 
hardly at times. The Constitution of the United States expressly 
gives to Con the right to reward inventions by the granting of 

tents for the exclusive manufacture of articles for a certain num- 

r of years; and that undoubtedly creates a monopoly pro tanto. 
In my opinion to-day but for the patents there would have been 
such an application of capital to the manufacture of Bessemer steel, 
that tariff or no tariff the price would have been Ler down by 
home competition to a very different rate from ‘that which we now 
see. Lonly mention this fact as it has occurred to me; and I think 
it would be well—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to remind the Senator there that it 
is possible free trade would have been no advantage to us in that 
matter, because the original patent is held in England. The inven- 
tion is patented on both sides of the water. 

Mr. BAYARD. I do not know the history of the English patents. 
I do not know precisely the number of poops in this country who 
are the 5 of the European patents, or how many patents there 
may be in Europe on this article. There is no international system 
which will protect the English patentee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. My 2 was simply in aid of what the 
Senator had already said. e fact that there was a patent in this 
case seems to have been overlooked entirely in the discussion. The 
pee is Mr. Bessemer’s own patent, and he lives yet to enjoy it, and 

hope he may long do so. He has become a very wealthy man, and 
he has been knighted for it. It is an English patent, however, and 
these gentlemen may charge upon English parens laws if they choose 
the fact that we have been paying so much for Bessemer steel. 

Mr. BAYARD. The policy or impolicy of our 
grave question. In England it has been serio 
any patents should be granted. In this country the question has 
never taken so extreme a shape as the abrogation of the system of 
patents; but there is a very strong, and, in my opinion, a Ty just 
tendency to restrain and limit the period for which patents should 
be granted and to op their unreasonable extension. But, Sena- 
tors, you cannot consider this question of taxation, either upon im- 
portsor by excise, in its effects upon the prosperity of trade and man- 
ufacturing industry or productive industry in all its many branches, 
unless you shall also give consideration to other features of the law, 
and other facts that surround us, to one of which I have referred 
merely for the purpose of illustration; and that is the effect of our 
patent laws in creating monopolies which control prices in our 
midst. There are many results in civilization that are full of in- 
equities; you cannot escape fromthem. Yon cannot create property 
by lew and then denude it of its incidental powers. It has its powers, 
which you cannot take from it unless you destroy the very life of 
property itself. There will always be the rich and the poor; there 
will always be the monopolist and his victim; and yon never will be 
able to frame any system of human law in which men shall escape 
from their inherent andirremediable inequalities. Ihaveseen myself, 
and the Senate will readily recall without my suggestion the names, 
sundry great merchants in this 3 whose prosperity has been 
enormous, but at the cost of how many thousand victims in the shape 
of their weaker and smaller rivals? Despite our chafing, despite 
our protests, despite our best endeavors, it will be found that power 
is power, whether it is under the forms of a republic or a monarchy ; - 
it has its universal and never-dying characteristics, selfish, and self- 


atent system is a 
y mooted whether 
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3 and are not to rid of such influences by stat- 
utes alone. f si = 


Mr. President, we are proposing now to arrange for the deliberate 
execution of a great and power, a power as absolute and 
essential in a republic as in a monarchy, the power of taxation, the 

wer which, as I said before, Chief-Justice Marshall has told us can 
fe exercised to the point of destruction. This isa power extending 
over fifty million of people, active, intelligent, industrious and free. 
The very statement of such a power shows yon its fearful signifi- 
cance : 

. — O! it is Lap an ra ik 
o have a 's strength; is tyrannous 
To use it 1 giant 

Deal, therefore, I beg of you, carefully with such a power as this; 
and there never was such occasion for care and for deliberation in its 
exercise as is before us now. We are at the close of a period of ter- 
rific convulsion, moral and physical. Years of gigantic armed con- 
flict have been followed by years of confusion and disorder, of moral 
and intellectual straggling and straining, the end of which we may 
not quite yet see, The period has been one of excitement, and there 
is no doubt it has quickened marvelously and abnormally many en- 
terprises und industries, and it has paralyzed for the time being 
many others; yet neither the impulse that quickened nor the stag 
nation that caused paralysis can be permanent. They were bot 
pon 1 a period of excitement, and in their very nature must end 
with it. 

Entering, and as I trust, permanently, upon an era of peaceful and 
prosperous progress, let bp err «A a incon in our legislation. Let 
us build to last. Let us carefully examine the foundations of our 
Jaws, and lay them deep and wide as our substructure of government. 
Knowledge and skill and painful care and considerations are essen- 
tials; serenity of 1 and not passionate declamation is our 
safe instructor. This exercise of sovereign power upon so wide and 
important a scope I would wish to see elevated to its proper cignity. 
I would wish to deal with it honorably and simply and worthily. I 
would select none but the best methods and the best minds to give us 
information as to how we shall approach the complicated, cult, 
and most important question, as to how we shall lay the uniary 
burdens of government upon our citizens justly, for the benefit of 
the entire Republic. There is no task higher; there is none more 
sacred; there is none that calls from ey: man more of labor, of 
conscience, of ‘careful and critical examination, as to every measure 
pepe than does the one now before us. 

This proposed commission can report atany time. Its final report 
shall be when we meet in the session of next December. Whether 
the House of Representatives shall give us the opportunity to adopt 
needed reforms in the tariff system at this session I do not know; 
but I do know that the passage of this bill by the Senate will not be 
in the way. I do not say with certainty that we are ing the 
day of reformation and just settlement of this question, but I do 
know we are not impeding or delaying it, that what we do here to- 
day in regard to this bill may have no more force than the expres- 
sion of our opinion as to how this question should be dealt with, I 
believe I know practically that if the amendment of my friend from 
Arkansas is adopted, which shall make two-thirds of this commission 


we shall find them, I do not know; who they are, I do not know, 
except that I am not one. Ishall give to my constituents my steady, 
constant attention to public business during the sessions of soy, ard 5 
I shall try to attend to my political duties out of Congress; but 1 
do not hold that there is any engagement upon me to take every 
waking moment of the year after my full period of labor here has 
been performed, in paying to frame a system of taxation which I 
am morally certain will be relegated to the ranks of party discussion 
when it is brought in here. 

For these reasons plainly given, but earnestly felt, I hope the Sen- 
ate will give its approval to the bill to create the commission as 
reported by the Committee on Finance, that it will vote down the 
amendment of the honorable Senator from Arkansas, which is to com- 
pose this commission partly of members of the Senate and partly of 
members of the House and then three persons called from the outside. 
If we are to have the light of independent opinion, give it to us of 
nine men, a class who Iam glad to say are increasing in this country, 
educated political economists, and let us obtain from them their views 
and their reasons and then sit in judgment upon their work in such 
a way as shall give a permanent prosperity to every branch of indus- 
n the land. 

r. BECK. Mr. President, I have not paid much attention to the 
charge of delay made by other gentlemen, but when the Senator 
from Delaware, a member of my own party, (if Imay refer to party 
without offense, ) suageste, or the country may be led to believe from 
his statement, that I am in favor of any delay in this regard, I am 
obliged to say something about it. 

When this bill was introduced by the then Senator from Connecti- 
cut, Mr. Eaton, two years ago, it was met by a counter proposition 
of the Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. GARLAND. ] 

Mr. GARLAND. Mine was first. 

Mr. BECK, The Senator from Arkansas reminds me that he intro- 
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duced the first bill and then the Eaton bill was brought in to meet 
that. We had then a Democratic House, we had a Democratic Sen- 
ate. I voted at that time for the Garland bill as the only bill that 
was likely to meet withany favor in the House of Representatives, 
whose duty was under the Constitution to deal with revenue el 
tions, and who alone could act upon tariff taxation in the first < 
Thebill that was sought to be made a substitute and was finally car- 
ried through the Senate by the aid of the Senator from Delaware 
as a substitute for the bill of the Senatorfrom Arkansas, was to de- 
prive the House of Representatives of their legal constitutional right 
and power and to vest it in nine men to be selected by the Presi- 
dent. I believed that the House of Representatives never would 
consider such a measure nor think of it, and the bill wassent to them 
and they never did consider it; and the delay was occasioned, not 
as the Senator from Delaware sought it, but as the men who origi- 
nated the bill sought it. The bill never was touched there. Ift 
bill I voted for had passed the Senate and gone to the House of Rep- 
resentatives there was at least a reasonable chance to believe that the 
House of Representatives would have acteduponit at once. I might 
as well charge, and 5 with far more fairness, that the bill now 
sought to be put throngh here was brought in to defeat the propos 
tion of the tor from Arkansas as a means of preventing the 
House from considering the Speen because it was a bill that gen- 
tlemen knew the House never would consider, and I think never 
ought to consider. 

make that statement to offset any charge that I sought to delay 
the revision of the tariff. The delay all came from the other side; 
and there is a charge of delay now when from the 10th of 2 
last, when I replied to the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. MORRILL, ] 
have been y to vote, and the Senator from Delaware who has 
c of the bill had power to force us to sit night and day to act on 
this bill, if he desired. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator from Kentucky seems to have had a 
strange misapprehension as to what I said. I said that then and 
now he char; that delay would be the result and the object of this 
bill, and I merely meant to show him that if the bill become a 
law, it would have facilitated the consideration of this question and 
speeded the coming of reform. 

Mr. BECK. Some other things have been said that I ought to 
notice. I am satisfied with the answer I have made to that point of 


delay. 

I determined that I would not take any further time in replying. 
to any remarks made in mse to the speech I had made; but the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] the other day made an elaborate 
speech, in which he went on to show that the question of Bessemer 
steel, of which I spoke, was not understood, and that the question 
in regard to cotton goods was misunderstood, and that labor was 
being greatly promoted all over the country by reason of this tariff 
protection. I will not make any reply of my own, but I desire to 
read from the Springfield Republican of March 24 a quotation from 
the official report of Carroll D. Wright, of the Bureau of Statistics of 
5 in the State of Massachusetts. Says the Springfield Repub- 

can: 


From a wide range of data Mr. Wright finds that from 1878 to 1881 the average 
/n T 
This is of course, very — A an to the working classes. Ai 

A very different statement from what we have been hearing from 
gentlemen on the other side; and in the Sentinel, of Lawrence, Mas- 
sachusetts, are two leading editorials, in one of which only the other 
day this is stated : 


The 25 per cent. cut-down of wages on the Pacific is a shock and rise. From 
90 cents to 68 cents a day for the same labor is a hard fall, especi when the 
former wages only sufficed for the reasonable necessaries and comfi of life to 
the worker. The times are called prosperous, the rich are getting richer, and capi- 
Foal pia great gains from its enterprises. But we must distrust the prosperity 

does not extend in benefits to the pone who create the wealth of the country. 
Higher cost of li and lower wages go ill together. American labor, as it sees 
the rich man’s lu es increase its own comforts diminish, may well complain 
o and seek the cause and demandaremedy. Its hope of relief evident] 
is not in a high protective tariff which increases the price of the necessaries of life 
while it fails to secure to the workin n the just wages of his labor. We trust 
Mr. Russet will consider this item in his promised tariff speech in Congress. It 
occurs to us to remark incidentally that the reduction on the Pacific does not apply 
to the overseers or ed offi of the corporation. All the burden is made to 
fall on the humble laborers who are familiar with a and its hard fare, who 
must submit or suffer worse. Somebody is likely, by and by, to ask if the brains 
left ee when J. Wiley Edmunds died and John Fallon retired from the man- 
agemen 

Again, in another editorial: 


market to-day. Fora ey of twenty years the co 
holders annual dividen r cent., an 

oe eee of these big dividends, has built additional costly. 
to build another, and has otherwise 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of four o clock has arrived. 

Mr. BECK. There are only three or four more lines of this. May 
I be allowed to read them? 

— peste! ee e 9 — the Pacific Mills eee = so high as to 05 
almost pro! ve, u. et, when an roposes uce the „ a 
outery 5 made by the capitalists, full of —— sympathy and solicitude for 
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the protected spinner of $2.81 hom which thes — 8 5 
e er o: week. m W hic: avi con- 
clude that protection is Denefivial to those who work in factories. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to supplement what my friend from Maine 
has said by about five lines from the Pall Mall Gazette, a well-known 
journal of London: 

There must be something 92 Bo th when thousands of unemployed work- 
ingmen of London have to solicit the Lord Mayor to assist them in emigrating to 
Canada while scores of farms are lying unlet and untilled at home. 

‘as * nothing of that kind has been occurring in this country 
tely. 

Mn GARLAND. The pending question I believe is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from North Carolina. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GARLAND. Let it be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. The amendment is, at the end of the 
bill, to add: 

Src, 5. That in the selection of said commissioners the President shall give 
representation to each of the industries of agriculture and manufactures in pro- 
portion to the capital invested and the number of persons engaged therein. 

Mr. GARLAND. My impression was a few moments ago that the 
Senator from Delaware who had charge of this bill did not object to 
this amendment. 

Mr. BAYARD. Oh, no; I did not say that I did not object to it; 
but I did not understand it. 

Mr. GARLAND. To this amendment I wish for a few minutes to 
call the attention of the Senate. I think the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from North Carolina very materially betters and im- 
ae the bill of the committee; and as a matter of course, if the 

ill is to pass in any shape, it is the interest of all to have it in as 


nopolies and not to secure fair w: for the workingmen. Sometime the work- 
ingmen of the country, even those in the“ protected in „ Will realize that 
high tariffs, instead o labor, y mean the lowest wages for which la- 
bor can be got and a higher cos of living for the laborer, and as the mono 

gow in power the workingmen grow feebler in ability to defend their rights and 

terests. Practical instan e that of the Pacific Mills, are w 
instruction than all the pla e theories of the protectionists and their advocates, 
Facts are the best evidence. When the corporation grows fat with great profits, 
and at the same time reduces the wages of its laborers, it is easy to see who is the 
protected and who the opp: 

These are answers to the statements made the other day to some 
extent; but four o’clock has arrived. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. VANCE. ] : 

Mr. FRYE, I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to present in 
reply to the article which the Senator from Kentucky has read another 
article, which is taken from Carroll D. Wright, chief of the Massa- 
chusetts Bureau of Labor Statistics. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can make a speech on 
any of these amendments and introduce it. 

. FRYE. I wanted it to go in connection with the article read 
by the Senator from Kentucky. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is entitled to five min- 
utes on the pending amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. Then, Mr. President, in this connection the commu- 
nication of Colonel Carroll D. Wright comes appropriately in reply 
to the Senator from Kentucky: 

The communication of Colonel Carroll D. Wright, chief of the Massachusetts 
Bureau of Labor Statis. to Bradstreets is timely, since it does show the ad- 


vantage of protection to the factory laborer. In communica’ Colonel z 
e the wages and the cont of Hring of a family of two adults and | good form as we can possibly get it. 
three children in Massachusetts and England on the supposition that they con- 


It has been admitted on all sides by those who have Dr ao 
in this discussion that the 1 between what are called the two 
schools on the tariff question is based almost entirely on one side upon 
the agricultural interest and on the other upon the manufacturing 
interest. This Ri er that is to be instituted goes directly to these 
two interests; and it is the proposition of the Senator from North 
Carolina, if I catch its meaning, to have these two interests repre- 
sented upon the commission in proportion to their relative numbers 
and also to the capital employed. It seems to me, if it be true, as 


sume the same quantities of food. Each family is also supposed to consist of a 


The Massachusetts weaver earns per weck $5 64 
Two children in weave-room, each average per week, $2. 3 4 66 


Total income per week of the family..-...-..-..--..-.-----+---- 10 30 | stated by the Senator from Vermont the other day, that he repelled 

The Lancashire weaver earns pa rak ee 8 81 eran 85 28 with some indignation, if nothing more, tho insinuation that he said 
Two children in weave-room, half-timers, each per week, $0. 84... 168 some one had given ont that the President would appoint certain men 
Total income per week of the family... .....2...22.2.202.2.2ee020200- 6 96 | of a certain school and no others on this commission, no one who de- 
— | sires a fair and full investigation of this matter can decline to sup- 

Excess of weekly income in Massachusetts 3 34 | port the proposition of the Senator from North Carolina. The propor- 


tion will not be precisely as seven to one on the commission, as the 
Senator from North Carolina indicated to the Senator from Maine a 
few moments since, That is about the relative numbers of the per- 
sons employed in the two interests; but another element of calcula- 
tion enters here, which is the capital invested in these two industries. 
That is to form another item in the basis of calculation ; and what 
would be the numbers representing these two interests Iam not now 
prepared to say. At all events, it is a fair proposition to those who 
want a fair and full and a complete investigation touching all the 
industries of the country. No one would want what would be called 
a stocked commission; no one could possibly want a commission that 
had prejudged the matter in advance, or had determined to follow 
„„ one particular course or channel of investigation. Precedent after 
Bread, 8 four-pound loaves........-2--.---2--2---seceeeeeereee precedent establishes this as a peop mode of investigation. Only 
Corn-meal, } peck. -- a few days ago, on the liquor bill of the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. 
CONGER, ] we provided for such a relative proportion as this by an 
amendment offered, I believe, by the Senator from West Virginia, 
LMr. Davis.] 

Several years ago, in reference to 5 juries in the United 
States co we made a distinction of this character with reference 
to selecting the jury commissioners. In the bill that recently passed 
the Senate and afterward the House, in reference to the holding of 
elections in Utah by a commission, we carried a distinction into that 
bill. I cannot for the life of me see how this can be objected to here 
because further in the s h of the Senator from Delaware delive 
on the 11th of January fast on this matter, and which to that extent 
he reiterated to-day, he said that the laboring-man had not been rep- 
resented properly before Congress on the tariff question, that the 
laboring-man had had no voice in this investigation, and would 
not unless a commission was established. [The President 5 
rapped with his gavel.] One word more, and I shall have finished. 

ow, the Senator from North Carolina asks that the laboring-man 
shall have a voice on this commission, and that he may not be 
rejected. I join with the Senator from North Carolina in hoping that 
he will have his proper proportion of numbers on the commission. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I am rather surprised that the Sen- 


The amount of food given below is the weekly subsistence of an English bs self 
ative's family of the size under consideration, as reported by English authorities. 
The English prices are based upon rates current in e December, 1881, 
and the husetts prices are those current here January 1, 1882: 


Prices and quantities consumed per week. 


After deducting the cost of living from the weekly wages the English weaver’s 
farnily has 224 cents and a Massachusetts y has $2.40), an advantage of $2.18 
in favor of the weaver who is p; 


Two clildren, fame tendas, average ber week each zl. 5... 7... .: 4 fo | ator from Arkansas favors this amendment. I had supposed that if 
this commission were created it would not be acommission of manu- 

Total income per week of the fam 13 79 | facturers or a commission devoted to any particular industry. If I 
The Black r 27280 | to vote for this commission, as I expect to do in case the bill is 
Two children (ittie tenders, helf ne) cach per week, 6 cents 2222722720. 1 52 finally put in fair and proper shape, I want to vote for such a com- 


mission as will act independently. Above all things I do not expect 
that we shall have opon this commission a man who is enga in 
a tariff upon steel, ora man engaged in the 


Total income per week of the family ..........-...-----------------++--+- 9 72 


From the above it appears that the English spinner’s family has $2.98} per week | the steel industry to 
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t iron indust 

e; and so of woolens and cottons. If we are to n 

of experts, or a commission of gentlemen who understand this ques- 

tion, they should be independent men who have no personal interest 

in the rate of duties that they propose to Congress. Therefore for 
ooki 


to tell us what the proper Oniy apon iron should 
ve a commission 


one I shall oppose all measures ng to the appointment of repre- 
sentatives of a particular industry, or any 3 class of men, 
upon this co’ ssion. If we are to have the two different schools 
of political economists on this commission, so be it. I would very 
much prefer to vote for an amendment that only a portion of these 
commissioners shall be 3 so called, per se, and that only 
a portion of them shall be free-traders as distinguished from those 
people who are in favor of the principle of protection at all hazards. 

It we want to make this distinction in the report which these com- 
missioners are to present to us, let us make it in a manly and fair 
way that these two systems of political economy shall be represented 
on the commission, Yt I were the President of the United States I 
would so appoint the commission as that it should not be composed 
of men who believed in one set of theories only, but composed of 
men who believe that a tariff should be imposed for revenue as well as 
for protection; but why say that these men shall be manufact- 
urers? Why do we direct the President by this amendment of the 
Senator from North Carolina to appoint manufacturers on this com- 
mission? I am opposed to any such direction. 

Mr. VANCE. he Senator will allow me to correct him. It does 
not say they shall be manufacturers or agriculturists. 

Mr. ALLISON. They shall represent particular interests. Iwant 
no interest represented on this commission. 

Mr. VANCE. The Senator has mistaken the purpose of my amend- 


ment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not want either agriculturists or manufacturers 
represented on this commission; I want fair, independent men who 
will take hold of this question as it should be taken hold of, intelli- 
gently, and present to bey ines a fair measure for its consideration 
without reference to special interests, whether they be those of im- 
porting merchants or of the domestic manufacturers or of the agri- 
culturists, Therefore I shall vote against the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. It seems to me that the amendmentitself presents 
the difficulty to its being successfully carried out. How is the Presi- 
dent to arrive at the proportion of capital invested and the number 
of persons en in these ve industries? It seems to me 
that is a complete answer to the proposition of the amendment. I 
shall vote against it because I do not see how it is to be practically 
carried out. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I hope none of these amendments 
will be adopted. The bill was 9 very carefully prepared by 
the Senator who first introduced it; it been undergoing exam- 
ination from that day to this. [represent an agricultural community, 
a State perhaps as much interested in agriculture as that of almost 
any Senator on this floor. We merely want manufactures in order to 
afford a market for our agricultural products. The interest of agri- 
culture will not be neglected by any one of the persons who may be 
placed upon this commission for the reason that it is the foundation 
of all our industries; but the interests of agriculture are tr: ar- 
ent, they are obvious, plain, and easily to be understood, while 
manufactures are diverse, and it requires a varied and extensive 
experience in order to understand them in all their relations. 

fT trust that we shall not be guilty of inserting this amendment in 
the bill, or‘any other of similar character. I think we may rely im- 
plicitly upon the nominations of the President for a fair commission, 


and at all events they will be before the Senate for revision, and if 


unsuitable nominations shall be made, they can be rejected. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I would leave it to every fair-minded 
man in the United States who has watched the course of this discus- 
sion upon this tariff question, if the whole of the argument made by 
those who favor the delegating of the duties which are — upon 
them by the Constitution to a lot of civilians on the outside was not 
based on the supposition that they knew more about these questions 
than we did ourselves. Sir, it has not been exceeding twenty min- 
utes since the Senator from Maine assured the Senate that so com- 
plicated and varied and ramified were the interests of the manufact- 
urers and their work that an agriculturist could not understand 
anything about them, and therefore he wanted a man who, dealin 
with them, did understand about them. In other w he wan 


experts; and now it seems that to avoid the force of this amend- | lin 


ment, in order to avoid saying to the agricultural people of these 
United States that Senators do not want them to have their power 
represented on this commission, Senators say we do not want any 
experts, or men engaged in manufacturing at all, but men entirely 
outside of all business that this commission would affect. In other 
words, we do not want a man engaged in any of the various occu- 
pations of agriculture, we do not want a man on the commission 
engaged in any of the various occupations of manufactures, of com- 
merce, of transportation, or of mining. 
* Well, now, Mr. President, if the p industrial interests of this 
country are to be intrusted to the ds of men who do not do any 


work themselves, who are engaged in no kind of business them- 
be the only instance where experts 


selves, I must confess that it 


were found among those who never have done anything on the 


matters which A are supposed to be expert in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amendment 
of the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. VANCE. ] 

Mr. VANCE called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Let the amendment be re à 

The ACTING SECRETARY. At the end of the bill it is proposed to 
insert as an additional section the following : 

Sec. 5. That in the selection of said commissioners the President shall give 
representation to each of the industries of agriculture and manufactures in pro- 
portion to the capital invested and the number of persons engaged therein. 

Mr. BECK. I do not know that the words used there embrace com- 
pletely the idea of the Senator from North Carolina; but recent events, 
very well known to us, show that something of that sort ought to be 
done. Not only do the protectionists demand everything for them- 
selves, but if you look over the census reports you will find there are 
twenty or thirty or how ey more special reports I do not know, 
made to give an account of the various industries and their wants. 
Some are published and some are not. I sent yesterday to Colonel 
Seaton, now Superintendent of the Census, for information as to the 
exact relations which all those men bore to the interests on which 
they were reporting; and while I have not yet got a full report, I 
ny to have it in half an hour from now. 

r. Swank, the secretary of the Iron and Steel Association, was the 
man selected to make the reports in regard to that great industry 
and so I think it will appear that men who are large dealers in woo. 
were selected to make up the reportsas to the woolen interest, and so 
with every other industry, a man who was employed in it was selected 
to make a report upon it. So it will be here, unless some limitation 
is put upon this bill. 

ore than that; at a public meeting of the Committee on Ways 
and Means of the House the other day, as published in the papers 
and as reported to me by several members of that committee, a lead- 
ing gentleman of Pennsylvania, sent there to appear before them to 
explain what was wanted, not only went so far as to denounce every 
man who belonged to a free-trade league as being a man utterly unfit 
to sit on the commission, as a man bought with British gold, but 
said that he wanted men to be put there representing every partic- 
ular interest, and that the amount of money allowed, $10 a day, was 
not enough to pay them, and he was ing to subscribe to a fund 
to pay well the men who should sit there. He 7 avowed it 
before the Committee on Ways and Means of the House; and unless 
some limitation is put on this bill, not only will you find men who 
are there in the interest of these various industries, but men who 
are secretaries of their associations; men who are drawing pay from 
the very persons whose interests they are placed there to guard on 
the ground that they are experts. 

An amendment onght to made excluding any man who may 
hold a seat on this commission from drawing an pay, from any asso- 
ciation of men atthe time he is acting on behalfof the United States in 
making up what cages to be a fair, free, and impartial report. If 
you will look at the debate before the Committee on Ways and Means, 
you will find that these men avowed that they want their own men 
there, and they propose to raise a pony-purse outside to pay themin 
addition to the meager sum the United Statesis going to give them, 
so that they shall be snpy compensated for the work they are to do. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope if the Senator from Kentucky has that de- 
bate he will have it read here and put on the record, so that any 
person who has made such an offer as that may receive the indignant 
condemnation of the American people. 

Mr. BECK. It will receive nothing indignant from the high pro- 
tectionists. There is not a member of the Committee on Ways and 
Means of the House who will not tell the Senator if he goes there 
that that was stated W before them all. 

Mr. DAWES. I inferred that the Senator had the debate in print. 
If the Senator depends upon newer reports 

The PRESID pro tempore. e time of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky is out. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has spoken once. 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, sir; Ido not wish to make a speech, but only to 
say that as it has been suggested there would be a difficulty in ascer- 
taining the quota between the 1 and manufacturers, I 
want to modify my amendment by inserting “as near as practica- 
ble” before the words “ in proportion to the capital invested,” in 


e 3. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, it would seem almost as though the 
Senator from Kentucky and the Senator from North Carolina had 
forgotten that feature of this bill which proposes that these commis- 
sioners shall be nominated by the President of the United States and 
+ deg by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. Itake 
it for granted that undertaking to advise what they shall be in ad- 
vance, it is perfectly competent for us, it is manifestly the duty of 
each man among us, if the names of unfit persons are sent here or of 
men whom we believe to be unfit, to object to their confirmation. If 
it shall be sought to make this a packed commission representing 
unduly any of the leading interests of the country, it will be the 
opportunity and duty of any Senator to refuse his vote for their con- 
firmation. 
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Mr. BECK. 


But will the Senator allow me? We then sit with 
closed doors and we can neither expose any one nor state what is 


said. 
Mr. BAYARD. It is true that in passing on the confirmation of 
these parties, that which occurs in our debates is not made public; 


but the fact is public. Theconfirmation of the commission and the 
conduct thereon is a subject for the widest and the loudest public 
discussion to any man who desires it. Iam not given to trading 
upon the wickedness and the follies of my political opponents; but if 
I wished their overthrow especially, I would advise them to attempt 
to pack this commission before the American people. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] as modified, upon 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. C ON, of Wisconsin, (when his name was called.) I am 

aired on this bill with the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. GEORGE. ] 

, however, under my ement with him, am at liberty to trans- 
fer m ir to some other Senator who agrees with me. Ihave trans- 
ferred e to the Senator from 8 MAHONE, ] so that 
ape the main bill and upon all the amendments the Senator from 

irginia [Mr. MAHONE] will be paired with the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, [Mr. GEORGE. 

Mr. JACKSON, (when his name was called.) I am paired on this 
question with the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. MCDILL.] If he were 

resent, I should vote“ yea.” 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, (when his name was called.) I am paired 
with the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. EpmMuNDs.] Not knowing 
how he would vote on this amendment, I do not feel at liberty to 


vote. 

Mr. SAULSBURY, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with 
the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Ferry.] If he were here, I should 
vote ‘‘yea. 

Mr. MORRILL, (when Mr. SHERMAN’s name was called.) The 
Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHERMAN] is paired with his colleague, [Mr. 
PENDLETON.] Mr. SHERMAN, if here, would vote“ nay,” and I sup- 
pose his colleague would vote “yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ROLLINS. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGan] is paired 
with the Senator from Oregon, [Mr. GROVER. ] 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 39; as follows: 


YEAS—21. 
Beck, Garland, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Call, Harris, Walker, 
Camden, Johnston, Slater, Williams. 
C A Jonas, Vance, 
Coke, Maxey, Van Wyck, 
Farley, Morgan, Vest, 

NAYS—39., 
Aldrich, Davis of Illinois, Hill of Colorado, Morrill, 
Allison, Davis of W. Va., Hoar, Platt 
Anoyi Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 
Blair, 7 Gorman, Lapham, Saunders, 
Brown, Groome, Me. x Sawyer, 
Butler, Hale, MepPherson Sewell, 
Cameron of Pa., Hampton, Miller of Cal. Teller, 
Cameron of Wis., Miller of N. Y. 8 Windom. 
Conger, Hawley, Mi! 

ABSENT—16. 

Edmunds, Grover, Jones of Florida, Mahone, 
Fair, Hill of Georgia, Lamar, Pendleton, 
Ferry, ngalls, yet, Saulsbury, 
George, Jackson, M Sherman. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT The amendment of the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] is first in order, his and that of the 
3 from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIAMS] both being substitutes for 
the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I believe there are three propositions before the 
Senate: one is to have a commission of outsiders entirely; another is 
a joint commission to be composed of Senators and partmembers 
of the House and the remainder of outsiders, and mine is to substi- 
tute a joint committee of the two Houses. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator's amendment may be 
read for information. The amendment pending now is the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Arkansas, who moves to strike ont and 
insert. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before that is acted on I wish to offer an amend- 
ment to the original text of the bill. 

The PRESID protempore. That will be first in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move in section 3, line 7, to strike out the words 


and the prance. | system of internal-revenue laws.” It seems to be 
= for „at least in all the debates as far as I have lis- 
tened to 


em, that when this commission shall be ae all 
legislation on the subject of the tariff will stop until their report 
comes in. 
Mr. CAMERON of Wisconsin, Mr. BAYARD, and others, Oh, no. 
Mr. ALLISON. That will be the practical effect, I will state to my 
friend from Wisconsin; and I suppose that is the practical intention 
of it. Now, I do not want the internal- revenue laws to stand in that 


sa 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Allow me to suggest that under the 
bill the commission is to report to the next session of Congress. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am aware of that; but everybody familiar with 
the legislation of Congress knows perfectly well that if this report 
shall be made on the Ist day of January next, or on the Ist day of 
December next, it will be practically impossible to consider it at that 
short session of Congress, which only lasts for three months. This 
commission will undoubtedly remain until the next House of Repre- 
sentatives shall be elected and come together in session. Any report 
made here on the first Monday of December next or the Ist day of 
January next cannot, in the nature of things, receive the considera 
tion that it ought to receive from the hands of this Congress. 

In view of this, I desire to disconnect the internal-revenue system 
entirely from the tariff report of this commission, so far as it may 
relate to the levying of taxes, because I am one of those who believe 
that it is a wise thing at this session of Congress to legislate, to some 
extent at least, with reference to our internal revenue, so as to reduce 
a portion of the taxes which are now received under our internal- 
revenne system. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I would ask my friend if this com. 
mission bill should pass both Houses is there anything in the wa 
of going on and perfecting either the customs duties or the interna 
revenue? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not so understand. I understand of course 
that we can, if we choose, go on and legislate on the tariff or on the 
internal revenue, but it is an open secret that the Committee on 
Waysand Means ofthe House, which must originate all tariff measures, 
have not considered the question of the tariff practically thus far in 
this session; and if this bill is voted up or voted down every Senator 
here must know that it is a practical impossibility to consider the 
tariff question at this session of Con ; and if it is a practical 
impossibility during the remainder of this session, it is equally im- 
practicable to consider it during the next session, which lasts only 
three months, when we are pressed night and day for the considera- 
tion of appropriation bills. Therefore we may just as well under- 
stand here and now that this proposition is a proposition to postpone 
until the next Congress the consideration of the tariff question, and 
I shall vote for it with that understanding. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the honorable Senator from Iowa allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. AL N. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does he consider that it is impossible at this ses- 
sion of N to rectify those incongruities and errors in the tariff 
— as they now exist which cost according to the statement of 
ied ere from Ohio $5,000,000 or $6,000,000 of revenue annually by 


u 

Mr. ALLISON. I consider that nothing is impossible with this 
Congress; but we have sat here since 1875, six years of that time 
with a Democratic 5 in the House of Representatives, and 
these complaints have been made over and over again in both Houses 
of Congress by Democratic speeches which would fill volumes, and yet 
that majority stood there for six years and never touched this tariff, 
4 8 stands to-day practically as it stood at the close of the war 
in = 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I should like to ask the Senator right there 
this question: If the Democratic party failed to do their duty for 
six years on this question, I ask whether he thinks it is any 
better for us, the Republican party, to adopt a commission whose 
only object is to do the very things which my friend suggests that 
the Democrats did for six sessions of Congress, and postpone reform 
till the next Congress ? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a very pertinent question, and I will 
ee $ in the next five — nere on some oiber s 5 

am only s now on the practical operation of the bi 

AEBID ENI pro tempore. The time of the Senator from Iowa 


has ee 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, it is not for me to measure the posi- 
tions of the honorable Senator from Iowa. I have said, I said a year 
ago, and I say it again that if there was any hope from the present 
0 ization of the House of Representatives that a reformation or 
a reduction in the tariff could be made, I should vote for no measure 
that would prevent my voting to assist in it; nor do I now in voting 
for this tariff commission do more than that simply which is practi- 
cable for a Senator to do under exi circumstances. And if to- 
morrow 2 a bill comes from the House practically reforming 
the tariff, I vote for it most heartily; but I do not hold that 
this bill in any way, expressly or impliedly, prevents me from voting 
upon any measure that shall come here that will enable me to rec- 
tify the tariff. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to say one word to the Senator from Del- 
aware. Ia with what he has just said; but in a practical sense 


is it not true that we are not to have a reform in the nature of tariff 
legislation from the other House at this session of Congress? Does 
not the Senator from Delaware know that? 

Mr. BAYARD. I believe that to be a probable fact, 1 
but if I should be mistaken I should be very glad that they should 
do better than I supposed. 
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Now, Mr. President, I regret very much that the Senator from Iowa 
during this five-minutes’ debate should throw into this body this 
arty taunt about a Democratic majority in the Senate or House not 
having acted upon the tariff, when he knows that there stood the 
veto power of President Hayes always over their action, and we know 
that many reforms we attempted in other directions were met by his 
veto and we could not overcome it. But I deprecate, where we are 
discussing a measure which you admit to be a business measure and 
onght to be so, that you should deliberately during a five-minutes’ 
debate throw into the Senate a taunt in regard to party action. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. VOORHEES, Mr. ident, it was my purpose to enter into 
this discussion somewhat at length. Within the last week or ten 
days, however, I found my health was not in condition to allow me 
to undergo the labor necessary for such a task. 

I only desire to say now that I shall vote for a commission on this 
subject, simply that we may have more light upon it. I believe the 
present tariff system needs revision; I believe there are in it many 
injustices; I believe that it needs a fant investigation, and that the 
result of that investigation should be laid before Con to enable 
us to legislate for the best interests of all classes, Every industry 
is entitled to our care, and hence we want all the information we 
can obtain. 

I believe that object can be accomplished better by the substitute 
offered by the Senator from Arkansas than under the bill offered by 
the Committee on Finance. I think it best for us to hold some con- 
trol over this question. The billreported from the committee gives 
the appointment of all the commissioners to the executive depart- 
ment of the Government. The substitute offered by the Senator 
from Arkansas gives a portion to this body, a portion to the House 
of Representatives, and a portion to the Executive, making a mixed 
commission, and I think that is better. It holds, at least, a majority 
control over the question in the hands of Lene, 

A word in regard to what the Senator from Iowa has just said. If 
I thonght this measure would postpone any proper 8 to 
reform the tariff laws of the country in the interest of justice and 
general prosperity to all industri would not vote for it. On the 
contrary, I vote for itsimply and solely as a measure to obtain infor- 
mation for future use, and if to-morrow an opportunity comes to 
legislate upon the same subject with sufficient light and sufficient 
information I shall embrace it at once. 

I voted for the amendment offered by the Senator from North Car- 
olina, [Mr. VANCE, ] because I am one of those who believe that there 
is no necessary antagonism between the agricultural and manufact- 
turing industries of this country. I believe there is a safe, sound 
middle ground between the high protectionist per se on the one hand, 
and the wild free-trader and direct-taxationist on the other; that 
the prosperity of this country lies where its growth and its develop- 
ment both of lands and manufactures will be eee and pro- 
tected, and I hope before this session closes to embrace an opportu- 
nity to point out that true medium ground; that ground where I think 
all the industries of this country can be encouraged and harmonized, 
and at the same time a sufficient revenue obtained. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, the amendment pt sg by the 
Senator from Iowa, [Mr. ALLISON, II think, would be very well, for 
the reason that it conforms to the House bill, and that is an indica- 
tion to us that the Honse of Representatives propose to act upon the 
internal-revenue question at this session, I fore ales that they will 
act upon some suggestions made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] the other day in relation to the sugar duties and other 
questions in the tariff. 

Mr. President, in relation to making up a part of this commission, 
as proposed by the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. VOORHEES, II want to 
say that of those who would be considered competent to go on the 
commission I do not know of a member on this side of the Chamber 
who would be willing to accept the post. Some of the tlemen 
here will want to be engaged on the stump; other gentlemen will 
want the time to recuperate after the wear and tear of this session, 
which will probably last until the Ist of July; and I think it will be 
impossible to find members of the Senate that are able and willing to 
accept itions on this commission. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I hope, Mr. President, that the surmises of my 
friend from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] are incorrect. I should regret very 
much if I thought we had to through this session of 1 
without any action on the tariff. So far as we are concerned in the 
Senate we are helpless; unless a bill comes from the other end of the 
Capitol; but I do hope they yet may take up some parts of the in- 


ternal-rexenue system and correct them. T are certain thin 
such as the tax on deposits in banks, such as the stamp tax on chee 
and the tax on ma and other little things, that are annoyin 


to the people, and yet yield but a small amount of revenue, which 
think ought to be acted on; and I shall regret very much if we do 
not reach them at this session of Congress, 

But, sir, so far as I am concerned, I merely want to say that at the 
beginning of this session, while we had up the subject of refunding 
a portion of the public debt, I took occasion to say that I was o 
posed to a tariff commission, because I wanted Congress to take hold 
of the matter and reform the tariff itself. I then called the atten- 
tion especially of the chairman of our Finance Committee, think- 
ing that I might, through him, reach the committee of the other 


House and the people of the country, but it failed to secure atten- 


tion in the proper quarter. Now more one-half of the session 
has passed, and we all know that nothing will be done unless it be 
to take hold of some of the smaller items. Therefore I have made 
up my mind that this commission can at least do us no h. and 
may do some good. Hence, I shall vote for the commission and try 
the experiment. Ido it on the ground that we may get some light 
from its labors, and that we may be able to take hold of the tariff 
after awhile, and do that which we ought to have done before, but 
for the failure to do which there is no fault to be found with the 
members of this body. Still it is unfortunate, to say the least, that 
we have not been able to act on it. Here, for instance, is sugar. 
We are collecting about $40,000,000 a year on sugar, one-quarter 
part or one-fifth part of all the money paid for sugar by the con- 
sumers of this country; it is a tax direct on them, and yet we are 
not touching it. There is a fault somewhere, but where it is I am 
not able exactly to say. 

Now, if we cannot act on that matter at this session, I shall vote 
for a commission and let them try their hands. They can at least 
do us no harm, and may do us a little good. Therefore I shall op 
the motion that is now before the Senate of the Senator from Arkan- 
sas, but I will vote for a commission, and I hope that fair men will 
be, selected tbe e to any interest that may be connected 
with the subject of tariif—fair men, 3 men who will give us 
the benefit of all their knowledge on this subject, and then that early 
next session at least we may be able to take hold of that subject and 
legislate upon it. 

r. BUTLER. 


of. 

$ AN. Mr. President, this matter has dragged along for 
such a length of time in the Senate that I am now convinced we have 
nothing to do except to make a soft bed on which the Committee on 
Ways and Means and, indeed, the Republican pariy of the House on 
this question may fall. It is now, as I think, distinctly shown to be 
the purpose to delay in one way and another any action whatsoever 
on the tariff at this session of Con, The honorable Senator from 
Ohio, the late Secre of the ury, who is well informed on 
this question both by his lon 5 in Congress and also by his 
practical inistration of aws, informed us a few days since 
that the tariff on sugar lost us, under the frauds perpetrated on the 
Dutch standard fixed by that act, $3,000,000 revenue per annum. He 
informed us that the tax on steel and on fur hats was the subject of 
such peculiar construction that a large amount of revenue was lost. 
He summed up his remarks as follows: 

Mr. President, I have called attention to these defects in the present tariff, 
— all of which have grown out of amendments that have been ed on 

Ə 


. you may say, the revolution in trade and prices that has oc- 
t 


curred in the years d which these laws have existed. There- 
fore, coming back „ how best to get at a revision of 


the tariff, I say the quickest way is the best way. Some of the difficulties stated 
5 not to continue during the present session. The duty ought at once 
to re by law; Congress will be derelict in its duty unless it does so. 
The incon, respect to steel and iron and wool ought to be corrected. The 
whole of essential and t might 3 in a bill of a single 
prin: executive officers can understand 


beying laws that no- 


Mr. President, we shall not get any bill of that kind from the House 
of Representatives at this session. Why? Because it is e 
well understood that when that bill comes here it will be amend 
in the Senate by some corrections of still other errors and t 
outrages in the reag ayran of tariff duties. Therefore we are to 
get nothing from the House of Representatives ; and, sir, I am not 
pre to make a soft place for the Committee on Ways and Means 
of the House to fall upon; I am not prepared by my vote to under- 
take to give relief to that committee, who are withholding all action 
on this subject with a view of seeping Gus question from being dis- 
cussed before the peo le next November, for that is the proposition. 

Of course I prefer the amendment of the honorable Senator from 
Arkansas to the bill of the committee, and I will vote for that amend- 
ment because that amendment will leave some part of this commis- 
sion at least under the control of the two Houses, and there may be 
a possibility that under that amendment we can some day or other 
get some action upon this tariff which will relieve the country. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem; The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] to strike out, in line 7 of 
2 3, the words “and the existing system of internal- revenue 

ws. 

Mr. WINDOM. I shall vote against the amendment proposed b 
the Senator from Iowa, and do not agree with him that if those wo: 
remain in the bill they will poes any amendment to the internal- 
revenue laws. I think we have full power over the subject, pre- 
cisely as we should have if those words were stricken out. I think 
the passage of this bill does not in any way interfere with any revision 
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either of the tariff or the internal-revenue laws that the House of 


Representatives ma 8 to us. Therefore I shall vote 
the amendment, an vote for any proper amendment to either 
of these laws whenever it is proposed hereafter. 

The question being put on the amendment, there were on a divis- 
ion—ayes 19, noes 29. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Insofar asI understand the feeling of whatare 
known as the tariff men of my State, they would have no objection 
whatever tostriking out these words; but I will say also that there is 
nop , 50 far as I know, among that class of citizens to use the 
passage of this bill to prevent the earliest possible action upon the 
main question of the amendment of the tarifflaws. Therefore, in 
view of the feeling expressed, I trust these words will be stricken 
out, and that everythin, g else will be done that possibly can be done 
to make this bill what it is intended by the tariff people of the coun- 

to be, a means of expediting work with a view to perfecting the 


tif legislation of the country. 
t this amendment. While I agree 


Mr. DAWES. Ishall vote a 

with the Senator from Iowa t it is wise to reduce internal taxa- 
tion, and while I express the hope with him that that may be done 
during this session of Congress, yet I do not know how far it may be 
done. I desire that it may be done to a considerable extent; but 
whether it be done more or less, whatever may remain of the inter- 
nal revenue is so absolutely interwoven with tariff legislation that 
it seems to me to be im ble to consider the one without consid- 
ering the other; and while it puts no embarrassment upon legisla- 
tion, as is said by the Senator from Minnesota, whether we keep in 
this clause or take it out, it seems to me to be very unwise to strike 
out the provision that the commission shall consider in connection 
with the customs duties the internal-revenue laws. 

I shall myself vote, whenever I can get the opportunity, to revise 
the internal revenue and strike off very many of the few remaining 
taxes that are im by that system; but we cannot e t to 
abandon it altogether, nor can we tell how many of the articles now 
taxed will remain on the list; and — shall we strike that ont of 
this commission’s duties? Why not let the whole subject be consid- 
ered together, as it seems to me absolutely necessary to consider it? 

Mr. BECK. My first impulse was to vote for the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Iowa; but after the extremely lucid 
presentation of the designs and p of the high-protective tariff 
men given by the Senator from e irenta far, MITCHELL, I I 
believe I cannot vote for the amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West V: I shall vote inst striking out, 
from the fact that this commission is intended to furnish informa- 
tion, and we certainly want information on the workings of the in- 
ternal revenue as much as we do on the tariff, and if clause is 
stricken out, of course we cannot have that. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The striking out of this clause would seem to 
indicate again a little more the 3 of this whole commission 
scheme: that is, that the matter of the revision of the tariff shall be 
indefinitely postponed. My friend from Vermont says it is safe to 
let Congress at this time legislate upon the subject of the internal 
revenue. I may be allowed to ask mp ena why, when for three 
months he and the projectors of this bill have been trying to make 
‘this body and the country believe it was not safe to allow this body 
all at once to rush into legislation upon this subject? But now he 


suddenly changes front and says it is safe to intrust this body with 
part of the matter proposed in this bill; that is, the in reve- 
nue portion. That is entirely safe; the Senate knows enough on 


that subject to A ye upon it; but this other problem is one that 
must be kept in the future. I should like to know the reason of the 
difference, bennas I would like to vote intelligently upon this sub- 
ject; I mean I should like to vote safely. 
The Senator from Vermont says it is safe for me to vote on the 
question 2 the ee te e ip HS is er safe, that wae body 
oes not know enough yet a e facts an inciples con- 
nected with the tariff. That can be iaid over ably. Doss my 
friend from Delaware concur in the same rt as my friend from 
Vermont? They are the projectors of this bill. If he will say so, I 
may be inclined to give up my own individual conviction, because I 
should like to act in conformity with the wish of the gentlemen. I 
should like to know just how far it is safe to let Congress go. The 
internal revenue we can legislate upon at this time, it is said, but 
the other subject it is not safe to touch. Oh, no! That indicates the 


varpose of this whole thing, sir. 

r. MORRILL. Iam not aware that I used the word ‘‘safe;” and 
all the remainder of what the Senator from Nebraska said was spoken 
in so low a tone that I was unable to hear it. [Laughter.] 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll on the 

samendment of Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. JACKSON, (when his name was called.) I am paired on this 
whole question with the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. MoDILL. ] I would 
vote “nay” but for that fact. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, (when his name was called.) On this 

quest ion I am paired with the Senator from Vermont, [Mr, EDMUNDS. ] 
ere he present I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. SAULSBURY, (when his name was called.) I am paired with 

the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Ferry. J 


YEAS—22. 
Aldrich, „ Lapham, Rollins, 

i fale Mo. Saunders, 
Anthony, Hawley, Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Brown, Hill of Colorado, Morrill, Teller. 
Cameron of Pa., Hoar, P 
Davis of Ilinois, Jones of Nevada, Plamb, 

NAYS—38. > 

Bayard, Davis of West Va., Jonas, Slater, 
Beck. Dawes, Kellogg, Vance, 
Blair, Farley, McPherson, Van Wyck, 
Butler, Garland, Maxey, 8 
Call, Gorman, Miller of Cal., Voorhees, 
Camden, Groome, Miller of N. X., Walker, 
Cameron of Wis., Hampton, Mo: ý Williams, 
Cockrell, i Pugh. Windom. 
Coke, Harrison, Ransom, 
Conger, Johnston, Sewell, 

ABSENT—16. 
Edmunds, Grover, Jones of Florida, Mahone, 
Fair, Hill of Georgia, Lamar, Pendleton, 
Ferry, togan, bury, 
George, Jackson, McD, Sherman, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The 
amendment of the Benatar from Sout 
which will be read. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will modify the amendment. I move to strike 
out Jan ” and insert “ December,” in line 4 of section 4, and 
to strike out ‘ three,” in line 5, and insert ‘‘two;” so as to read: 

And make its final report not later than the first Monday in December, 1882. 


Mr. ALLISON, I desire to say one word upon this amendment. 
I do not believe it is possible for this commission to 1 to us an 
intelligent final report by the first Monday of December of this year. 
This bill as it runs along and has run along in the House and Senate 
will not be likely to become a law for a month yet, and it is not in 
the nature of things that a commission of nine men can present to 
us a thorough revision of the tariff by the first of December. There- 
fore I am opposed to fixing so brief a time. 

While Iam up, I want to say in explanation to my friend from 
Delaware that it was the farthest from my mind to taunt my good 
friends on the Democratic side for failing to revise this tariff during 
six long years. I had nosuch a iy Of course in the brief time 
allotted to us it was impossible for me to elaborate my idea, but I 
only meant to say that if the Democratic , Which was pro- 
fessedly a ( tariff-for-revenue-only” party, could not do it in six 
years, the party now in possession of the House of ig eigen gaan 
professedly a party of protection, would not do it in the short space 
allotted tothem. That was all I meant to say, and I trust there is 
nothing partisan in relating an historical fact of this character. 

But if we are to submit this question, as the House and Senate both 
seem to do, to a commission who shall take it up carefull 
and revise it so that if there are to be future revisions of the tari 
they can be made on a percentage by reducing the tariff, if we have 
too much revenue, 10 per cent., or if we need more revenue by rais- 
ing it 10 per cent., rather than going into a general revision by which 
we shall change the specific rates of duty, let us give these gentle- 
men ample time to make a thorough report. I am gratified that my 
friend from Minnesota makes the statement that the appointment of 
this commission is not to interfere with le; tion upon the internal 
revenue or with legislation upon the tariff. It commends itself im- 
measurably to my supportif we are to leave this whole field open, as 
it is now open, for the active and energetic consideration of this Con- 
gress at session and at the next session. Therefore, I think, in- 
asmuch as the whole field a opet and inasmuch as we can still legis- 
late upon the oe we better give these men more time than 
the Ist day of mber, 1882, to make their final report. 

Mr. B R. Mr. President, Iam very much amazed at my friend 
from Iowa. We have been taunted here again and again because 
something has not been done to reform and revise the tariff by gen- 
tlemen who have a thousand other duties to perform, and now it is 

roposed to appoint nine gentlemen aed ag tes with nothing else to 

o except to re the tariff, and do what? This discussion has pro- 
ceeded on the assumption, it seems to me, by some Senators that we 
are abdicating, that we are surrendering some constitutional duty. 
Why, Mr. President, I do not so understand the bill. These nine gen- 
tlemen have nothing in the world to do except to take into consider- 
ation and thoroughly investigate all the various questions relating to 
so and so, and do what? Legislate? Pass lawsf Not at all. They 
have nothing to do upon the face of the earth except to “report to 
Congress the results of their investigation and the testimony taken 
in the course of the same.” That is all; and yet the Senator from 
Kentucky and the Senator from North Carolina and other Senators 
have proceeded upon the assumption that we are surrendering some 
high constitutional duty to nine gentlemen outside of Con 1 
do not so understand it. Now, the Senator from Iowa says that these 
gentlemen cannot report in six months, cannot in that time inform 
themselves upon subjects which they are supposed to know all about 
before they Be . If we can get the commission to revise and 
arrange te all the facts, I see no reason why Congress should 


uestion will now be on the 
Carolina, [Mr. BUTLER, ] 


and co 


not have its report in December. 


1882. 


Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator from South Carolina permit me 
to call his attention to the phraseology of the bill? The phraseology 
of the bill is that the report shall be ‘not later than the first Mon- 
day in January, 1883.” The Senator proposes to shorten that time 
by one month. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORRILL. If this bill shonld become a law and the com- 
mission be appointed by the Ist of July, this will give six months, 
If they are able to report before, undoubtedly they will under this 
law, for it says “not later than the first Mon y in January, 1883.” 


Mr. BUTLER. I . to have some earlier period fixed. 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will my friend from South Carolina 
yield to me? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
understands that all interruptions are taken out of his time. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. it expected that the investigation to 
be made by this commission will have no infiuence upon the subse- 
quent legislation in this and the other House? 

Mr. BUTLER. I presume it will, but I take it for granted that 
Members of the House and Senators have intelligence enough, and 
independence enough, and character enough, to form their own opin- 
ion upon the facts to be reported by the commission. I assume that; 
aud we are doing nothing more than has been done again and again 
in the Senate when we wanted information. It was done in the case 
of the silver commission, and I venture to say that there never has 
been in this or any other country such a collection of valuable infor- 
mation as was procured by that commission upon the silver question. 
It has been done again and again, I frankly confess that 1 am not 
so thoroughly informed upon this subject, and I do not believe, with 
due deference to other Senators, that any Senator on this floor is so 
well informed upon the subject that we cannot get light from gentle- 
men who have made it the study of their lives. Hence I shall vote 
for the bill. I prefer, however, that the commissioners shall make 
their report by the first of December, and hence I have moved the 
amendment, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator's time is out. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. When this question was before the Sen- 
ate at a previous session of Congress, I was of the opinion enter- 
tained by some of the Senators to whom my friend from South Caro- 
lina alluded, that such a commission was an infraction of the legis- 
lative power of Congress and in direct contravention of established 
parliamentary See When I last addressed the Senate on this sub- 

ect, I said that I did not think an example could be found in all 
zuglish history or in our great prototype of Leere the English 
House of Commons, where a grave question affecting the interests of 
the British people was ever referred to an outside commission like 


this. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator can find one now. I think at this 
very day and time an international commission is existing between 
France and England for the purpose of forming a commercial treat. 
with no other purpose in the world but to fix an international tariff, 
the very subject which we are now discussing. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. That is not a mere matter of municipal 
law. The most celebrated report ever made toa parliamentary body 
was the famous bullion report made to the House of Commons, and 
how was it made? Was it made by a body of experts taken from 
the British Empire? It was made by a select body of the Commons, 
who called before them gentlemen from all parts of the kingdom 
versed in the money question. Mr. Horner made that.report, which 
enoe aay a monument of learning of which that body may well 

roud, 
r. BUTLER. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 
77 10 PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida 
yie 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I would rather not, in view of the short- 
ness of time. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to ask the Senator in what respect 
the establishment of this commission is an infringement upon any 
3 fee of Congress? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I say any report which may be made 
by any outside commission to Con is intended todo away with 
the investigation of the question by members of Congress. If the 
members of this body would address themselves to that question the 
public will have the efit of their independent judgment, to which 
they are entitled, and not the judgment of people who are invested 
with no public trust. 

Mr. MORRILL, Will the Senator from Florida allow me to inter- 
rupt him? 

ont PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida 
viele 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. If Senators are going to take up the whole 
of my time they can have it. 

Mr. MORRILL. I merely wish to suggest to the Senator that a 
commission of three members was appointed on the tariff and tax 
question in 1863, and they made a report which was considered by 

ongress, 

Mr. HOAR. I desire, without debating this question, to say, in re- 
gard to the instance which the Senator from Florida cited, that the 
valne of the bullion report to which he referred is very largely in 
the testimony of the experts who were summoned before the com- 
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mittee, Mr. McCulloch, Lord Overstone, and so on; and it did hap- 
pen that Mr. Horner, who was a member of that parliamentary com- 
mittee and a member of the House of Commons, was one of the great- 
est geniuses that ever dealt with questions of finance and political 
economy in England. He gave to that report the result of a life, a 
short life but a very brilliant life, devoted to that subject. It can- 
not be expected, and it would not be tolerated even, that any gen- 
tlemen in Congress like my honorable friend from Vermont, or like 
the Representative from Pennsylvania in the other branch, who are 
so famous for their knowledge on this subject, should take possession 
of this commission and give the tone to its conclusion as Mr. Horner 
did to the conclusion of the bullion report. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, the senior Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. ANTHONY] developed this whole case perfectly yesterday in 
thess words: 


Manifestly, two bodies, acting concurrently, so numerous as the Senate and the 
House of Representatives, are not titted to examine such a subject originally and 
in its details, They are competent to fix the principles on which it shall be 
arranged, but the details should be prepared by a committee, or a commission of 
experts, and should, unless in exceptional respects, be adopted or rejected as a 
whole. For an amendment, apparently just in one article, may affect another 
article and, in its widening influences, reach whole classes of dutiable imports. 


The meaning of all which is perfectly apparent, that the friends 
of this commission do not believe that the two Houses of Congress 
have the ability to deal with the subject, which the Constitution 
vests in the House of Representatives as to the original proposition, 
with such amendments as the Senate sees fit to adopt; and that we 
must take a committee of experts and adopt their report as a whole, 
with some small exceptions which will perhaps be permitted; and 
when their report comes in, made up, as it will be, by the agents 
and friends of the protected industries, then the clamor of every man 
who is in favor of the commission will be,“ how dare you, ignorant 
men in the two Houses, who have not studied this subject, venture 
to differ with the report made up by experts, who have carefully 
compared one rate with another?” The effort will be to force the 
report at once upon us or charge that we are breaking up this sys- 
tem which is the result of the inquiry. 

if we were to do what I think we ought to do, let members of the 
two Houses chosen for the pu meet together, summon their ex- 
perts, swear them, take our Stenographer, Mr. Murphy, to write 
down every word they say, and let the members of the committee on 
different sides appear on the floor of the Senate and House and defend 
their action; there would then be some chance to have a judgment 
formed; but the meaning and intent as developed by the Senator 
from Rhode Island would be a report made up in solids by men who 
would be selected to make it up in the interest of a high tariff, and 
every man would be called an obstructionist who would not vote for 
their report, for the argument of ignorance now will have more 
prominence then, and any man in either House who differs with them 
will be told, ‘‘ You dare not set up your opinion against experts ap- 
pointed by both Houses of Congress and approved by the President.” 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Kentucky if 
he did not yote for a commission two years ago 

Mr. BECK. I voted for a substitute for this bill because it was 
less objectionable than this measure, and when the substitute was 
voted down I voted against this bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then it seems to me the Senator 

ne PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yie 

Mr. BECK. I wish to say one word more. That commission was 
to be made up exclusively of members of the two Houses. 

Mr. BUTLER, There were three eutsiders, 

Mr, BECK, There were three members of the House of Represent- 
atives, and three members of the Senate, and three others, not mem- 
bers of either House, to be selected by them, were to be associated 
with them. 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely. 

Mr. BECK. The whole matter was in the two Houses of Congress. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is exactly the bill of the Senator from 
Arkansas, [Mr. GARLAND. 

Mr. BECK. That is the bill ofthe Senator from Arkansas. I voted 
for it two years ago, but I will not vote that we are too ignorant or 
imbecile to consider any question of taxation that the Constitution of 
the United States imposes upon me as a member on this floor. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, I was one of the Senators who when 
this question was before the Senate on a former occasion voted against 
a commission, and for the reason which has been stated here, that I 
regard the appointment of a commission as an abnegation of the con- 
stitutional power of Congress. The Constitution provides that— 

All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives ; 
but the Senate may propose or concur with amendments as on other bills. 

Here this commission will be organized and the flesh, the muscles, 
the bone, the blood, everything that will go into a tariff bill will be 
the result of the commission, while the mere clerical duty of framing 
the bill will be all that will be left for the House to do in the dis- 
charge ofits constitutional powers, Therefore, I voted against such 
a commission when it was proposed in the last Congress. 

There is not now a divided responsibility as there was at the time 
of which the Senator from lowa spoke; but the House of Represent- 
atiyes, the Senate, and the President are all of one party, There is 


2338 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


ManrcH 28, 


a demand throughout the country that there shall be a reduction of 
the tariff; and this measure is nothing in the world but to transfer 
the power from the responsible parties to an irresponsible body and 
to tide over the great question of tariff and continue the protected 
monopolies. That is my judgment abont it. 

Therefore I have opposed a similar bill, and I oppose the pending 
measure: first, because I do not regard it as constitutional. I voted 
against appointing members to the international monetary confer- 
ence on the same principle, and I voted against this bill on the same 
principle; second, I object to it because you transfer the power to 
an irresponsible body; third, that pon flood this country with pro- 
tective literature, gotten up by this commission under the quasi 
indorsement and semi-official character of a body appointed by Con- 


What right has the President of the United States to appoint men 
co frame a tariff bill for this Government? Is it an answer to say 
that the commission is simply to furnish the substance, the essence 
of a tariff bill? The power to originate revenue bills was left by the 
Constitution to the House of Representatives because they are the 
immediate representatives of the people, the nearest to the people. 
Hence the su ce, the essence, the flesh, the blood, the bone, the 
muscles of a tariff bill must come from the Representatives in Con- 
gress who are nearest to the people. That was the meaning of that 
provision; and the great question which arose in the convention, 
and which came so near breaking it into pieces, was whether or not 
the control of the purse-strings should be given to the House or to the 
Benate. 

These are the views I had at the last Con and I have them now. 
I shall vote against this measure because in my judgment it is a cun- 
ning device to shift the responsibility and perpetuate this matter; 
and so far from it being the first of December when the commission 
will report in my opinion it will be the Greek kalends, for as sure as 
the commission is raised it will be carried over for one reason or 
another year after year, and the people will be left oppressed. That 
will be the result of it. 

When the proposition was made by the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. VANCE] that the commission should be composed of part 
agricultural representatives and part manufacturing representatives, 
it was objected to by the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. ALLIsSON.] That 
amendment would have put upon the commission the representatives 
of the two divergent theories, a tariff for revenue and a tariff for 

rotection, for nine-tenths of the agricultural community are be- 

ievers in the theory of a tariff for revenue, and all of the mwanufact- 
uring interests are for a tariff for protection. Hence if you put on 
the commission those two great industries you would have represent- 
atives of the two divergent theories of revenue and protection. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator a question before he takes 
his seat? What remedy does he suggest for the evils of the present 


tariff system ? 

Mr. MAXEY. The Republican party is in control of all the depart- 
ments of this Government, and is responsible to-day to the people, 
and if they do not furnish relief, the remedy will be perfect at the 
polls; and the American people, as certain as the Lord lives, will 
take that remedy in their ds and place in power an Executive, 
a House, and a Senate that will remedy these great evils. That 
is my answer to the Senator’s question. 

Mr. MORGAN. I concur with the Senator from Texas in his opin- 
ion that this is a mere device for the purpose of staving off investi- 
gation and action upon the tariff. Ido not concur with him, how- 
ever, in thinking that a commission is an unconstitutional body when 
rai We have a right, I think, to create a commission to gain in- 
formation from any source where we need information. I concur, 
however, with the Senator from Florida, [Mr. JonEs, ] that this is a 
virtual abnegation or abandonment of our parliamentary duty under 
the Constitution of the United States, which devolves the right and 
duty upon us to investigate this question for ourselves and for our 
constituents. 

An amendment was offered to the bill, which was voted down, in 
reference to the selection of these commissioners from the various 
industries of the country. Every industry in this country is repre- 
sented in the two Houses of Con „ because men are here from 
States and districts comprising every industry in the country. As I 
said in the observations I made a few days ago, we ought to have in 
Congress men of ability enough to remodel and revise the tariff if 
we had men of ability enough to enact it. If we have only capacity 
to do evil and not to do good, we ought to be disbanded and sent home. 

As to the time which is pro by the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, December, 1882, it seems to me the amendment is entirely op- 
portune and would be highly advantageous if the commission should 
be established. 

Upon what theory do we raise a commission at all? It is done upon 
the theory that the Senate and House have not got the time, in the 
first place, to inv ate this question in the scientific way that it 
should be investigated; and, in the second place, that we have not 
got the information. Òf course, therefore, we expect a commission 
of experts to be substituted in our place to gain this information. 
If they are experts now, they understand the question at this time, 
and understand it quite as well as perhaps they will by December, 
1882. If they are to be selected upon the ground of being experts 
in this matter, it cannot take them longer than that to inform them- 
selves. They surely have made up their minds, and having studied 


the subject so long they have become extremely skillful, and they 
can be ready to report by the Ist of December, 1882. Then there will 
be a possibility that we can have this subject Drought to the atten- 
tion of Congress in some legitimate and proper parliamentary way; 
but as matters stand now, to repeat what I said a few moments ago, 
we shall get no tariff bill whatsoever from this Congress, either at 
this session or the next. The next year after that the Presidential 
election will come on, and perhaps everybody will find it convenient 
then to allow the people still to suffer a loss of $6,000,000 of revenue 
taken from them aunually, and also allow the industries ofthis country 
to languish, because Congress has not got the will to come up and 
help the people sufficiently in their need. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Beck ] did me the honor to read an extract from my remarks yester- 
day; and, putting his own construction upon my motives, he seems 
to conceive that those remarks and that construction are embodied 
in the bill. The bill is to be interpreted as it reads, not upon his 
construction of the remarks that I have made use of in advocacy of 
it. My views no more go into the bill than his. 

No man has a higher respect than I have for the ability and the 
information of Congress, but I do not think that that ability will be 
strengthened or that information enlarged by refusing to receive 
information from persons upon subjects which they have made the 
study of their lives. Nor do I think it is any more an abnegation of 
the constitutional rights of Congress to ask information from out- 
siders than it is to ask information from the President or the heads 
of Departments. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I shall vote for the amendment of the 
Senator from South Carolina and for the amendment of the Senator 
from Arkansas, and I shall vote against the bill. Ishall be very glad 
to see some adjustment of the tariff for revenue that would afford 
adequate incidental protection to American industries. I regard this 
bill as very hurtful to the interests of those who are in favor of pro- 
tection, as very hurtful to the agricultural interests, and as in every 
respect a bill to be seriously objected to. 

The country demandsimmediate legislation. No Senator can point 
out here what a commission can do that may not be done easily here 
to-day. The members of the commission will have but opinions or 
facts. If opinions, they can be sent for to-day and communicated 
to a committee. If facts, they can communicate those to a commit- 
tee. Under the investigation that this subject has undergone by the 
ablest minds in this country there is nothing new to be learned. 
Capable men, the first intellects of this country, are to-day ready 
to communicate to Congress information upon every point aud upon 
every tax, its theories and ramified relations to the country. 

I hold in my hand a speech made by a representative man of New 
York, not a politician, a Republican, a distinguished and eminent 
lawyer, aud a highly educated man, Mr. Thomas Shearman. In 
calling upon Congress for immediate action, for reasons which no 
man can deny, and with a conelusiveness that is absolute upon its 
face, he says: 

There are no less than fifty men in the United States whose average incomo is 
$1,000,000 a year. There are about two thousand persons whose income is $100,000, 
and about one hundred thousand who average $10,000. There are one million who 
average only a thousand a year, and there are fourteen million working for the 
support of their families whose average not income does not exceed $100 a year. 

He points out the fact that this tariff imposes the entire support of 
this Government upon the 14,000,000 of workingmen who are not 
more than supporting their families. This statement cannot be truth- 
fully denied. 

It is said that the other House will not legislate. Let us demand 
that they shall legislate. Let us pass a resolution insisting upon such 
an adjustment of the tariff as shall be in the interest of manufact- 
urers, in the interest of agriculture, but first and chiefly in the in- 
terest of the 14,000,000 men who are making only $400 a year, and 
who while unable to support their families in comfort are compelled 
to contribute first from these scanty earnings almost the entire su 
port of the Government, while those who have grown enormously 
rich through legislative grants of special privileges are exempted 
from taxation exactly in proportion to their mean and scanty ex- 
penditure. There is no reason why we cannot make a thorough and 
complete revision of the tariff before we adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator's time is out. The 
question is on the amendment of the Senator from South Carolina, 
[Mr. BUTLER, ] to strike out “January, 1883,” and insert “ the first 
Monday of December, 1852,” as the time when the report of the com- 
mission shall be made. 

The amendment was agreed to—ayes 30, noes not counted. 

Mr. GARLAND, I move now to strike ont all after the enacting 
clause of the bill and insert what I send to the Chair. 

Mr. MORGAN. Before that amendment is acted on, I desire to 
amend the text of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I should like to have the amendment which I 
a xa to offer read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WILLI Aus] will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the 
enacting clause of the bill and to insert: 

That a joint committee of the two Houses of Congress, to consist of nine mem- 
bers, and to be called the Joint Committee on Revision of the Revenue Laws, is 


hereby created. 
Sec. 2, That the committee shall consist of four members of the Senate and five 
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f H f Re tatives, to be a ted by the presiding offi 
8 rove 3 x reo eye in 8 i said 3 shall cause tebe 
represented on said committee the views of those who favor a tariff for protection 
to domestic manufactures and those who favor a tariff for revenue sal 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of said committee to investigate all the ques- 
tions n to an intelligent and equitable distribution of the burdens of taxa- 
tion with as little damage as possible to any of the industries of the country. And 
said committee shall have power to employ a stenographer, a clerk, and a mes- 
senger, to send for persons and papers, and take testimony. It may sit during the 
sessions of Congress, and shall from time to time report its p: gs to the two 
Houses. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment just read is in- 
tended to be proposed by the Senator from Kentucky when it shall 
bein order. The amendment now in order is the amendment of the 
Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. GARLAND, ] but before that is read, the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN] wishes to move to amend the 
text of the bill. 225 

Mr. MORGAN. In line 6 of section 3, after the words “judicious 
tariff,” I move to insert ‘‘ for the purpose of raising revenue; “ so as 
to read: 

fi be to the establishment of a judicions tariff, 
Pel ine eee = „ revision of the DUAE aie and the ex- 
isting system of in revenue laws, upon a scale of justice to all interests. 

Mr. BROWN. I move to amend the amendment by adding after 
the word“ revenue” the words “with incidental protection. 

Mr. MORGAN. I accept that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as modified. 

Mr. MORGAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to offer a substitute for the amendment of 
the Senator from Alabama, to come in exactly at the same place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it an amendment to the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. HARRIS. It is an amendment to the amendment, but in the 
nature of a substitute. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I do not pretend to understand parliamentary 
law, but it has been already proposed by the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Brown] to amend the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment suggested by the 
Senator from Georgia was accepted by the Senator from Alabama. 
The substitute proposed by the Senator from Tennessee will be read. 

The ACTING Secretary. After the word “tariff,” in section 3, 
line 6, it is proposed to insert: 

Based upon the principle of the lowest rate of duties that will, when added to 
the revenues derived from internal taxes and other sources, raise revenue sufti- 
cient for the legitimate and necessary purposes of the Government. 


Mr. ALLISON. That is a pretty complicated amendment. Iwish 
the Senator from Tennessee would explain it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not think it is complicated at all. It simply 
proposes to instruct the commission in their investigation and re- 
port so that the rate of duties, when added to the other sources of 
revenue, will raise all the revenues that this Government may need 
for all of its legitimate and necessary purposes. 

Mr. ALLISON. But upon what articles, may I ask the Senator? 

Mr, HARRIS. Upon all articles that are to be taxed. 

Mr. ALLISON. But what articles are to be taxed is what Ishould 
like to understand. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is left for future consideration as to what articles 
it is proper to impose an impost duty upon. The amendment does 
not propose to pa them. 

Mr. HOAR. ay i ask the honorable Senator from Tennessee if 
his amendment will not, if adopted, be virtually an instruction that 
the present system of internal-revenue taxation is to be maintained 
without diminution ? 

Mr. HARRIS. Ido not understand that it will be an instruction 
that the present system of internal-revenue taxes as they are now 
provided by law shall be maintained; but I do understand it to be 
an instruction, and by me it is intended as an instruction, that the 
commission, if it shall be appointed, shall, in devising and shaping a 
revenue system, base its duties on imports upon the principle of the 
very lowest rate of duties which, when added to the other legitimate 
sources of revenue, will produce the amount of revenue ne to 
the legitimate purposes of this Government. That is exactly what 
I mean. 

Mr. HOAR. Ifthe commission is to propose a scheme for raising 
200,000,000 annually, it would very probably make very different 
regulations from those that it would propose if it were a scheme for 
raising $100,000,000 or $50,000,000 annually. Therefore, when they 
are instructed to propose a tariff scheme which, in addition to the 
revenues coming from internal sources, shall be adequate to the wants 
of the country, as defined by the amendment of the honorable Sena- 
tor from Tennessee, they have got to assume, of course, that the exist- 
ing system of internal revenue is to be maintained unchanged, and 
the existing amounts now coming from internal revenue are to be the 
exact amounts hereafter to be received, and the expenditures also; 
otherwise their scheme will be absolutely worthless. 

Mr. BROWN. IfI am in order I will move the same amendment 
to the substitute of the Senator from Tennessee, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The substitute is an amendment to 
an amendment. 


Mr. HARRIS. I shall not accept the amendment of the Senator 
from Georgia, because it is wholly unnecessary. The incidental pro- 
tection of a revenue tariff is as inevitable as that the shadow follows 
the man, and why we should give expression to one of those self-evi- 
dent facts that haman ingenuity could not n avoid I do not 
appreciate and cannot see. Therefore I decline to give expression 
to it while it is as inevitable withont being expressed as the Senator 
from Georgia, with all of his ability, could make it if he hada year to 
formulate the language. 

Mr. BROWN. I want to make a few remarks on the amendment 
of the Senator from Tennessee. I believe I amin order in doing that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Of course. The Senator from Georgia 
has the floor upon the amendment of the Senator from Tennessee. 
The Chair does not wish to cut him off. The amendment of the 
Senator from Alabama as amended by the Senator from Georgia and 
accepted by the Senator from Alabama constitutes one amendment. 
The RNIN from Tennessee moves to amend that. Therefore there 
can be no amendment to the amendment of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee, as it would be an amendment in the third degree. 

Mr. BROWN. If it be a substitute then 1 ik tay we onght to 
perfect the substitute before we vote on it. I submit that question 
to the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No matter whether it is a substi- 
tute or not, an amendment in the third degree is not in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. If my amendment shall be adopted as a substitute 
for the amendment of the Senator from Alabama the question will 
recur, Shall the amendment as amended be adopted? and I take it for 
granted the amendment of the Senator from Georgia would be in 
order at that 55 tab the proceedings, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unquestionably. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I do not agree with the honorable 
Senator from Tennessee in the position he takes in reference to the 
incidental protection necessarily following a tariff for revenue. It 
is true that if we have to raise $00,000, by tariff it is necessary 
to give incidental protection. I desire to put my amendment in 
thisshape: “ Incidental protection to American industries and Amer- 
ican productions.” We might put one-fourth or one-third of all this 
tariff “for revenue only” upon coffee and tea, er other productions 
that we do not compete with whieh are not raised in America at all. 
There is therefore a very great difference between raising the amount 
for revenue simply and raising it for revenue with a view to the inci- 
dental protection of American industries and American productiens. 

Mr. HARRIS. IfI am permitted I should like to say a word. 

ce PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Tennessee is out 
of order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then the Senator from Tennessee will sit down 
and be in order, 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to say that the words “a judicious tariff” 
in this day and generation mean nothing. I believe they meant a 
good deal in General Jackson’s day, but General Jackson had a way 
of infusing meaning into words that I believe we are not in possession 
of. The purpose of this bill is to raise a commission to investigate 
and to report to Congress, I do not, in amending the bill, desire to 
destroy the purpose of it. I shall vote against the bill, and if in the 
majority, down it will go; but I do not care to destroy or obstruct 
the purpose of the bill by any amendment I may offer. 

The amendment I have proposed is for the explanation of the 
words ‘a judicious tariff,” and it only defines the purpose to which 
these commissioners must devote their attention in the examination 
of the industrial interests, the commerce, &c., of the country. The 
difference between my proposition and the proposition of the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee is that he requires that we prescribe in this 
bill the method which they shall pursue in raising the tariff. Iam 
satisfied with defining the purpose and allowing them a free scope 
in the selection of the method. 

The Senator from Georgia, however, MEKSA an amendment, 
which I accepted, inserting ‘‘ with incidental protection.” I think 
that is going as far as we should go to give the commission any rea- 
sonable discretion in the matter. I do not propose upon this bill to 
undertake to define a theory upon the tari which be held to 
restrict the commissioners to a particular method of examination and 
a particular method of report. Iam willing to define the purpose, 
but I am not willing to define the method. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Brown] if he is not willing to submit his amendment to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] as an amendment 
to the substitute of the Senator from Tennessee, tate. HARRIS. } 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That cannot be done. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Georgia has been accepted by the Senator 
from Alabama and isa part of his amendment. en the Senator from 
Tennessee moved another amendment as a substitute. It is out of 
the power of the Senator from Georgia to withdraw his amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I desire to ask the Senator from 
Tennessee whether the amount he has in his mind as the sum which 
shall be raised includes the sinking fund, which I believe is about 
$40,000,000 a year? I believe that is a part of the law. 

Mr. HARRIS. In answer to the question of the Senator from West 
Virginia, I will state that I have not attempted to fix any amount; 
but whateyer amount may be necessary to the legitimate purposes 
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of the Government of the United States ought to and must be raised 


by some method—— 5 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent the Senator 
from Tennessee may proceed. í è 
Mr. in the time 


5 . Iam answering a 9 I sup 
of the Senator from West Virginia who propounded it to me; but if 
the Chair thinks I am ont of order, I shall not proceed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the Senator from 
Tennessee is clearly out of order. 
Mr. BECK. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. [“ No!” 
o No! ” 
Mr. HONY and others. That would violate the understand- 


ing. 

fir. BECK. I understood we were to cease making speeches at four 
o'clock, and then to commence voting on the amendments under the 
five-minute rule. j 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is true. 

Mr. BECK. And now if we go on at this rate we shall have to stay 
here all night. : 

The P IDENT pro tempore. It was distinctly understood that 
the five-minute rule should be applied to the amendments, and the 
Chair has endeavored impartially to administer the five-minute rule, 
No Senator has spoken beyond that time who has not been called to 
order by the gavel. 

Mr. BECK. Does the Senator from Delaware understand that, no 
matter how long the debate proceeds, we must vote finally on the 
bill to-night? 

Mr. BAYARD. Iwould be very glad to have an understanding 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not k any such understanding was 
made. If so, it was made without my knowledge or consent. I do 
not think the Senator from Delaware will say that the Senate made 
any such ment as that. 

Mr. BAY As what? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That we should sit here all night, if necessary, 
and pass this bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. I never heard that. I did not state it. 

Mr. BECK. It is nearly six o’clock, and I think we ought to ad- 


ourn. 
? Mr. MORRILL. I understood the understanding to be that we 
should take the vote at four o’clock, and subsequently it was agreed 
that there should be time for amendments, and five minutes’ debate 
was to be given. 
The P IDENT pro tempore. That was the understanding. 
Mr. MORRILL. ' fore the understanding was that the bill 


should be iy ii of to-day. 

Mr. BAY. . Mr. President, it so happens that this bill was 
placed in my charge to present to the Senate. Ihave not the slight- 
est idea of asking gentlemen to punish themselves in its considera- 
tion. They can ourn, of course, at their own sweet will, when- 
ever they see fit. The only question is whether or not we are econo- 
mizing the time given to us in respect to this aud other measures. 
I believe that the bill can reach a final vote this evening if the Sen- 
ate are content to do it. I believe that the debate that already 
taken place since four o’clock must pretty well have exhausted the 
various amendments, and I believe if the Senate will go on as they 


now stand they can get a vote within half an hour. 
The P. ENT pro tempore. Is the motion to adjourn with- 
drawn? 


Mr. BECK. I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Now let us proceed to vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] to the amendment of 
the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. MORGAN. ] 

The question being 2 and a division called for, the ayes were 9. 

Mr. RIS. I ask for the yeas and nays. I want to see how 
many are in favor of protection and how many are in favor of a rey- 
enue tariff. 

The and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iwantto say a word in response to the Senator 
from Tennessee. The Senator stated a while ago that he fully con- 
curred with the Senator from Georgia that incidental protection 
followed a tariff for revenue as the shadow followed the man, but 
that it was not necessary to say so in the law. I differ from him on 
that point. There were certain self-evident truths that existed from 
the foundation of the world that Thomas Jefferson thought it worth 
while to insert in the Declaration of American Independence, and I 
am not averse to ting great truths, and I do not think the pre- 
cedents of history justify a man in saying that he will not repeat or 
restate a proposition because it is manifestly so. We might, then, 
stop repeating the Ten Commandments and all the truths of the Gospel, 
as well as stop repeating the Declaration of American Independence 
on the 4th day of July. For my part I am willing, and desire, so 
that our 2 may not be obscure on that question, but may be 
a blaze of light, to say what we mean. If we mean that a tariff for 
revenue carries incidental protection, I intend to say so. And for 
that reason I shall vote for the proposition of the Senator from Ala- 
bama as amended by the Senator from Georgia; and inasmuch as 
that covers the whole question, I shall not vote for the proposition 
of the Senator from Tennéssee, although by itself it would not be 
objectionable. 

. ALLISON. I want to hear the amendment read, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The ACTING Secretary. In line 6, section 3, after the word 
tariff,“ it is proposed to insert: 

For the purpose of raising revenue, with incidental protection. 

To which the following amendment is offered. After the word 
“ tariff” insert: 

Based upon the principle of the lowest rate of duties that will, when added to 
the revenues derived from internal taxes and other sources, raise revenue suficient 
for the legitimate and necessary purposes of the Government. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is that to be added to what is already proposed? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; itis to be substituted for the 
amendment of the Senator from Alabama. 

The yeas and nays were taken. 

Mr. FARLEY, (when his name was called.) I am paired with my 
colleague, [Mr. MILLER.] If he were present, I should vote in favor 
of the amendment of the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. HARRIS. ] 

Mr. ALLISON, (when Mr. HALx's name was called.) The Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE] has been called from the Chamber, and de- 
sired me to say that he is paired on this bill with the Senator from 
North Carolina, [Mr. RANSOM. ] 

Mr. JACKSON, (when his name was called.) I am paired with 
the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. n 

Mr. MORRILL, (when the name of Mr. Joxes, of Florida, was 
called.) The Senator from Florida [Mr. Jones] is paired with my 
colleague, [Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. KELLOGG, (when his name was called.) I am paired on this 
amendment, and also on the final vote on the bill, with the Senator 
from Oregon, [Mr. SLaTER.] I should vote “nay” on this amend- 
ment if he were here. 

Mr. PENDLETON, (when his name was called.) On this question 
and all questions connected with this bill to-day Lam paired with my 
colleague, [Mr. SHERMAN. ] 

Mr. SAULSBURY, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with 
the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Ferry. ] 

Mr. WINDOM, (when his name was called.) I am paired with 
the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. COCKRELL.] If he were present, I 
should vote “nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam requested by the Senator from Missouri Dur. 
COCKRELL] to state that if he were not paired with the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. Windom] he would vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 11, nays 39; as follows: 


YEAS—11. 
Beck, Harris, Vance, Walker, 
Coke, Maxey, Van Wyck, Williams. 
Garland, Pugh, Vest, 

NAYS—39. 
Aldrich, Cameron of Wis., Hill of Colorado, Morrill, 
Allison, Conger, oar, Plai 
Anthony, Davis of West Va., Jonas, Plumb, 
Bayard, Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Rollins, 
Blair, Frye, Lapham, Saunders, 
Brown, Gorman, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Butler, Groome, MePherson, Sewell, 
Call, Hampton, Miller of N. V., Teller, 
Cainden, H son, Mitchell, Voorhees. 
Cameron of Pa., Hawley, Morgan, 

ABSENT—2. 

Cockrell, Grover, Kellogg, Ransom, 
Davis of Illinois, Hale, Lamar, Saulsbury, 
Edmunds, Hill of Georgia, Logan Sherman, 
Fair, Ingalls, one, Slater, 
Farley, Jackson, MeDill, Windom. 
Ferry, Johnston, Miller of Cal., 
George, Jones of Florida, Pendleton, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from bama [Mr. MORGAN] as modified. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move, after the word “ protection,” to insert “ to 
American industry and American products.” 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection to that, and will accept it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be so modi- 


fied. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I desire simply to say that I will vote 
against the amendment of the Senator from Alabama as amended by 
the Senator from Georgia, for the reason that it affirms broadly the 
doctrine of protection, to which I am utterly opposed. 

Mr. MORRILL. I am very anxious to have a vote and do not wish 
to consume any further time, but I desire to say this: most of the 
amendments that will now be proposed of course are moved by those 
who are hostile to the whole bill; we scarcely could t that they 
would vote for the bill, and this amendment is giving the commission 
an instruction which I should deplore, whether it was made in behalf 
of “protection” or ‘for revenue only.” I want this commission to 
be entirely free to act as this bill proposes, so as to do justice to all 
portions and sections of the country. Therefore, I hope no amend- 
ment will be made by which the commission — 5 be instructed to 
report a bill that is either for protection or against it. 

Ir. MORGAN. I cannot permit the statement to go uncontra- 
dicted that the amendment 1 have proposed affirms that a tariff 
ought to be constructed for the purpose of protection. On the con- 
trary, I expressly deny that, by saying that the tariff ought to be 
framed for the purpose of revenue. 
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It is said by the Senator from Pennsylvania that protection is an 
incident of the raising of all revenue. No one is prepared to deny 
that. The Senator from Indiana says that it is our duty to express 
the purpose and to express in words the effect of that purpose. I 
concur with him. It is not only our duty, but it is a duty required 
of us, Therefore we have here the purpose of raising revenue, and 
ouly that purpose expressed by this amendment, and if that does 
give incidental protection to American industries and American prod- 
ucts, what American can object to that much protection given by 
the raising of revenue under his own laws? I am not in favor of the 
destruction of American industries or American products. I am in 
favor of assisting them to the extent we are compelled to raise a tariff 
for revenue; and whenever we have a tariff law framed in this coun- 
try whose purpose honestly is to raise revenue, that being the lead- 
ing and controlling idea of it, not only will it satisfy me, but it will 
satisfy all the ideas of Democracy that I have ever had. I have not 
studied the institutions of this country in the light of Democratic 
example and precedent with any success whatever if a tariff for rev- 
enne, which necessarily yields incidental protection, is not after all 
a tariff for revenue the pu of which is to raise “ revenue only,” 
but the protection follows, as a matter of course. 

Mr. COKE. Let me ask why put that in the amendment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Because I am not afraid to express my opinion on 
uny question that comes before the Senate. That is my reason for it. 

Mr. COKE. I vote against it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He 
las spoken on this question. 

Mr. MAXEY. The objection which I have to this amendment may 
be expressed in a single word. The amendment requires the tariff to 
be laid in such a manner as to afford incidental protection to Ameri- 
can industries. So far so good. Wherever a tariff is levied upon a 
foreign article similar to that which is manufactured or produced in 
this country it does necessarily furnish incidental protection to the 
extent of the tariff levied ; but the amendment limits the commis- 
sion to levying a tariff alone on articles which come in conflict with 
articles produced in America, and thus that entire body of articles 
upon which a tariff ought to be levied will be left out under a con- 
struction which can be placed on this amendment as offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Alabama as amended. 

Mr. MORGAN called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

The Principal e woe Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FARLEY, (when his name was called.) I am paired with my 
colleague, [Mr. MILLER. ] 

Mr. JACKSON, (when his name was called.) I am paired with 
the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. McD, ] but his colleague informs me 
that he would probably vote on this question as I propose to do, and 
hence I am at Rberty to vote. I vote“ yea.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Perhaps that is stated too strongly. I think my 
colleague would vote “ yea,” but I do not know how he would vote. 
I vote *‘ yea” myself. 

Mr. JACKSON. Am I at liberty to vote? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think so. 

Mr. PENDLETON, (when his name was called.) I am paired with 
my colleague, [Mr. SHERMAN. ] 

r. SAULSBURY, (when his name was called.) I am paired with 
the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Ferry. ] 

Mr. WINDOM, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with the 
Senator from Missouri, [Mr. COCKRELL, ] 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 15, nays 38; as follows: 


The Senator is not in order. 


YEAS—15. 
Allison, Davis of Illinois, Jackson, Van Wyck, 
Brown, Gar! By Jonas, Vest, 
Butler, Groome, Morgan. Voorhees. 
Call, Hampton, Saunders, 

NAYS—38. 
Aldrich Davis of West Va., Jones of Nevada, Pugh, 
Anthony, Dawes, Lapham, Rollins, 
Bayard, Frye, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Beck, Gorman, McPherson, Sewell, 
Blair, Harris, axey, ‘Teller, 
Camden, n, Miller or N. Y, Vance, 
Cameron of Pa. Saway Mitchell, Walker, 
Cameron of Wis., Hill of Colorado, Morrill, Wiliams. 
Coke, Hoar, Platt, 
Conger, Johnston, Plumb, 

ABSENT—23. ° 
Cockrell Grover, Lamar, Ransom, 
ee Hill of o MeDili cement 
‘air, ill of Georgia, Dill. 

Farley, In 5 = Mahone, Slater, 
Ferry, Jones of Florida, Miller of Cal., Windom. 
George, Kellogg, Pendleton, 


The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. GARLAND. I will simplify my amendment so that it will 
take but a moment to dispose of it. If the Secretary will take the 
committee bill, in line 4 of the first section I movè to strike out 
“nine members” and insert from the bill I offered: 


Three Senators to be appointed by the Senate, three members of the House of 
Representatives to be appointed by the Speaker of the House, and three others, 


not members of either House, to be selected by and associated with them, with 
authority to determine the times and places of meeting, to employ a stenogranher, 
and to take evidence, and whose duty it shall be— 

Then strike out the second section of the bill and all down to line 
2 of the third section, so as to read— 


To take into consideration and to thoroughly investigate— 


Retaining all the rest of the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Do I understand the Senator to 
move what he has read as a substitute for the bill! 

Mr. GARLAND. No; as a substitute for so much of the bill of the 
committee. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator does not intend to 
offer a substitute for the whole bill? 

Mr. GARLAND. No; let the Secretary read the amendment as 
now offered. 

The ACTING Secretary. In line 4 of section 1 it is proposed to 
strike out “ nine” and insert: 

Three Senators to be appointed by the Senate, three members of the House of 
Representatives to be appointed by the S. er of the H and three 
not members of either Mouse, to be selected by and with them, with 
authority to determine the times and places of meei to employ astenographer, 


and to take evidence, and whose duty it shall be to tak into consideration and to 
thoroughly investigate. 


Mr. BAYARD. Is this an amendment of the substitute offered by 
the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. GARLAND, It is an amendment offered to the bill reported 
by the committee for the purpose of simplifying the proceedings. 
Instead of moving my entire bill, I leave out all the rest of it and 
simply present the question as to whether the commission shall be 
organized of three Senators, three Members, and three outsiders, or 
nine outsiders to be appointed by the President. That is the only 
question now presented. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. HARRIS called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk p to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, (when his name was called.) The 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Manone] to whom my pair was trans- 
ferred is now present; and I am now paired with the Senator from 
Mississippi, [Mr. GeorGr.] 

Mr. FARLEY, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with my 
colleague [Mr. MILLER] on this question. If he were here, I should 
vote “yea.” i 

Mr. ALLISON, (when Mr. HALx's name was called.) The Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE] is paired with the Senator from North Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Ransom. ] 

Mr. JACKSON, (when his name was called.) I would vote „yea“ 
on this amendment but for my pair with the Senator from Iowa, 
(Mr. woe 

Mr. PENDLETON, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with 
my colleague, [Mr. SHERMAN. ] 

Mr. JONAS, (when Mr. SLaTer’s name was called.) The Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. SLATER] and the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
KELLOGG] are paired on this bill and all amendments to it. 

Mr. WINDOM, (when hisname wascalled.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Missouri, [Mr. COCKRELL;] otherwise I should vote 
“nay. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. RANSOM. I am paired on this bill with the Senator from 
Maine, [Mr. HALx.] He would vote against this amendment and I 
should vote for it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The colleague of the Chair Hir. 
poner is paired on this bill with the Senator from Oregon, [Mr. 

ROVER. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Iam paired with the Senator from Michigan, 
[Mr. Ferry.] I would vote for this amendment, and then vote 
against the bill if it were adopted. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 34; as follows: 


The question is on the amendment 


YEAS—18. 
Beck, Davis of West Va., Maxey, Voorhees, 
Call, Garland, Morgan, Walker, 
Camden, Harris, Vance, 
Coke, Johnston, Van Wyck, 
Davis of Minois, Jonas, Vest, 

NAYS—M. 
Aldrich Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 
Allison Frye, La Pugh, 
Anthony, Gorman, Me. y Rollins, 
Bayard, Groome, McPherson, Saunders, 
Blair, 2 one, Sawyer, 
Brown, n, Miller of N. Y., Sewell, 
Butler, Hawiy Mitchell, Teller. 
Cameron of Pa., Hill o Colorado, Morrill, 
Conger, Hoar, Platt, 

ABSENT—34. 

Cameron of Wis., George, Jones of Florida, Pendleton, 
Cockrell, Grover, Kellogg, 
Edmunda, Hale, Lamar, Saulsbury, 
Fair, Hill of Georgia, oe Sherman, 
Farley, Ingalls, MeDill, Slater, 
Ferry, Jackson, Miller of Cal., Windom. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempote. The amendment of the Senator 
from Kentucky, [Mr. WILLIAMS, ] which is a substitute for the bill, 
is now in order. The Senator from Kentucky moves to strike out 
all after the enacting clause and insert. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not desire to speak on the amendment. 
The amendment, I believe, has been read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It is understood by everybody, and I think has 
been thoroughly discussed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will put the question 
on the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. HARRIS called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let the amendment be reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the 
enacting clause, and insert : 

That a joint committee of the two Houses of Congress, to consist of nine mem- 
2 to be called the Joint Committee on Revision of the Revenue Laws, is 


reated. 

Sud. 2. That the committee shall consist of four members of the Senate and five 
members of the Honse of ee to be appointed by the presiding officers 
of the respective Houses, who, in said appointments, shall cause to be rep- 
resented on said committee the views of those who favor a tariff for protection to 
domestic manufactures and those who favor a tariff for revenue only. 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of said committee to investigate all the ques- 
tions 3 to an intelligent and equitable distribution of the burdens of tax- 
ation with as little damage as possible to any of the industries of the country. And 
said commuttee shall have pe to yo yes a stenographer, a clerk, and a messen- 
ger, to send for persons and papers, and take testimony. Tt may sit during the 
Caner of Congress, and shall from time to time report its proceedings to the two 

ouses. 


The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 


Mr. JACKSON, (when his name was called.) I am paired with 
the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. MCDILL.] If he were here Ishould vote 


a ea.” 

Nr. VANCE, (when Mr. Ransom’s name was called.) My colleague 
[Mr. Ransom] is paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE. ] 
If he were pare my colleague would vote“ yea.” 

Mr. SAULSBURY, (when his name was called.) I am paired with 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 3 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced — 


yeas 15, nays 37; as follows: 
YEAS—15. 
Beck, Garland, Mor Vest, 
Call, Harris, Pugh, Walker, 
Coke, Jonas, Vance, Williams. 
Farley, Maxey, Van Wyck, 
NAYS—37. 

Aldrich, Davis of Illinois, Hoar, Platt, 
Allison, Davis of W. Va., Jones of Nevada, Rollins, 
Anthony, wes, 12 Saunders, 

yard Frye, McMillan, Sawyer, 
Blair, Gorman, McPherson, well, 
Rrown, Groome, Mahone, Teller, 
Butler, Hampton, Miller of Cal., Voorhees, 
Camden, Harrison, Miller of N. V., 
Cameron of Pa., Hawley. Mitchell, 
Conger, Hill of Colorado, Morrill, 

ABSENT-24. 

Cameron of Wis., Grover, Jones of Florida, Plumb, 
Cockrell, ale, Kellogg, Ransom, 
Edmunds, Hill of Georgia, Lamar, Saulsbury, 
Fair, Ingalls, Logan, Sherman, 
Ferry, Jackson, Me s Slater, 
George, Johnston, Pendleton, Windom. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. One amendment was made as in 
Committee of the Whole. The question is on concurring in that 
amendment, 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

1 VANCE, Lask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 

ill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BROWN, fore the yeas and nays are taken I desire to an- 
nounce that, as I understand, my colleague [Mr. HILL, of Georgia] 
is paired with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Van Wyck] on the 
final vote upon this proposition. If my colleague were here, he 
would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, (when his name was called.) On 
the question of the passage of the bill I am paired with the Senator 
from Mississippi, [Mr. GEORGE.] If I were not paired, I should vote 


“ ” 

Mr. JACKSON, (when his name was called.) I am paired on this 
question with the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. McDity.] But for that 
pair I should vote “ nay.“ 

Mr. JONAS, (when Mr. KELLoae’s name was called.) The Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. KELLOGG] is paired with the Senator from Ore- 
gon, [Mr. SLATER. ] 

Mr. ROLLINS, fren Mr. LoGan’s name was called.) The Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. LoGax] is paired with the Senator from Ore- 


gon, (Mr. GROVER.] If present, the Senator from Illinois would vote 
ea. 


í 

Mr. PENDLETON, (when his name was called.) On this vote I 
am paired with my colleague, [Mr. SHERMAN.] If he were here, I 
should vote ‘‘ nay. 

Mr. VANCE, (when Mr. Ransom’s name was called.) I desire to 
repeat the announcement that my colleague [Mr. Ransom] is paired 
with the Senator from Maine, [ Mr. Hae If present, my colleague 
would vote “nay.” 

Mr. SAULSBURY, (when his name was called. 
the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. FERRV.] 
should vote “nay.” 

Mr. VAN WYCK, (when his name was called.) Iam paired on this 
vote with the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. HILL. ] He was in favor 
of this bill, and if I were not paired I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. WINDOM, (when his name was called.) Ishould vote “yea,” 
but for my pair with the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. COCKRELL. ] 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr, CONGER. My colleague [Mr. Ferry] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Delaware, [Mr. SAULSBURY. ] present, my colleague 
would vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to announce for the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. Hate] that he would vote “yea” if here, but he is absent and 
paired with the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Ransom, ] who 
would vote “nay.” 

The result was announced, yeas 38; nays 15, as follows: 


Jam paired with 
he were present, I 


YEAS—38, 

Aldrich, Davisof W.Va, Johnston, Lesa 
D, Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 

Anthony, 0, 12 Rollins, 
Ba; Gorman, McMillan, Saunders, 
Blair, Groome, McPherson, Sawyer, 
Brown, Hampton Sewell, 
Butler, Hannon, Miller of Cal Teller, 
Camden, Hawley, Miller of N. * Voorhees. 
Cameron of Pa., Hill of Colorado, Mitchell, 
Conger, Hoar, Morrill, 

NAYS—1L. 
Bec Farley, Maxey, Vest, 

k, G zi ý M 4 ý Walker, 
Coke, v Pugh, Williams. 
Davisof Ilinois, Jonas, Vance, 

ABSENT—23. 
Cameron of Wis., Grover, Kellogg, Saulsbury, 
Edn unds, j Hill of Georgi # — = 
o 
Fair, si Mal Van Wyck, 
Ferry, Jackson, Pendleton, Windom. 
George, Jones of Florida, Ransom, 
So the bill was passed. 


PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS. 


Mr. HOAR. I move to take up Senate bill No. 613, providing fo 
the Presidential count. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. This bill will take but a short time. 

Mr. DAWES. I give notice that whatever bill is taken up I shall 
ask to have it laid aside to-morrow for the Indian appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar. 

Mr. HOAR. This bill ought to go to the 
very short bill, 

Mr. BROWN. The bill to grant theright of way to the Saint Louis 
and San Francisco Railway Company has been delayed, as the Chair 
knows, from various causes for quite a length of time. It is very 
important that it should be acted on at the earliest day possible on 
account of a bridge at the river, where the railroad company will go 
on building immediately if they have the charter; otherwise they 
will suspend work. I think it was very well understood when we 
referred this bill back to the committee that it would resume its 
place on the Calendar, and I think we had the general consent of the 
Senate to consider it. 

Mr. HOAR. That is on the Calendar and has the morning hour. 
I will say to the Senator that if he will allow this bill to come up 
now it will be the unfinished business at the expiration of the morn- 
ing hour to-morrow, and it is very important that it should go down 
to the House soon. It is of great national importance. The Sena- 
tor’s bill can be taken up to-morrow in the morning hour. 

Mr. BROWN. We cannot debate it in the morning hour, because 
there are some principles involved which will require more than five 
minutes, 

Mr. HOAR. You can lay aside the Anthony rule and extend de- 
bate during the morning hour. The two bills need not come in con- 


House at once. It is a 


et. 
The PRESIDENT tempore. The Chair ought to state that in 
the opinion of the Chair the Anthony rule cannot be laid aside. 
There must be a day’s notice to drop or suspend a rule. The Anthony 
rule cannot be laid aside without such notice. 

Mr. HOAR. But the Anthony rule contains the words ‘ unless 
otherwise ordered.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is true. 

Mr. MAXEY. I trust the Senator from Massachusetts will listen 
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to me fora moment. I know his courtesy. The bill which the Sen- 
ator from Georgia calls up was one of the earliest bills reported. It 
was recommitted with the understanding that it should resume its 
place. It was again reported back from the committee, and from 
various causes has been postponed. Now, it is of great importance 
that that bill should be taken up and considered, and it will take but 
a very short time. 

Mr. HOAR: I will agree to lay this aside informally for the Sena- 
tor’s bill. 

Mr. MAXEY. That will answer all purposes. 

Mr. DAWES. Both gentlemen should understand that they must 
give way to the appropriation bill. 

Mr. MAXEY. I withdraw with that understanding. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar] moves to take up the bill (S. No. 613) to fix the day for 
the meeting of the electors of President and Vice-President, and to 
provide for and regulate the counting of the votes for President and 
Vice-President, and the decision of questions arising thereon. 

The motion was spe to. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Now I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was to; and (at six o'clock and forty-one min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, March 28, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. POWER. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, (during the reading of the J pases) 
I ask unanimons consent that the ing of so much of the Journa 
as relates to the introduction of bills and joint resolutions be omitted. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object. No member can undertake to correct 
the Journal unless he hears it read. 


GULF AND SHIP ISLAND RAILROAD. 


Mr. MULDROW. I ask permission to present at this time, to be 
printed in the RECORD, a memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Mississippi for extension of land grant to the Gulf and Ship Island 
Railroad, 

There being no objection, the memorial was ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD and referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
It is as follows: 


To the Congress of the United States in reference to waiver of forfeiture of the 
grant in aid of the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the : 
Congress of the United States in Congress assembled : 


Your memorialists would respectfully show to your honorable body that the 
State of Mississippi has made repeated but ineffectual efforts heretofore through 
its 8 in the form of resolutions and memorials to Congress, to obtain a 
revival of the ut of public lands made the Government in to aid in the 

i f thi f publie lands made by the G in 1856 id in th 
construction of the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad. That this liberal and valuable 
donation was lost by no supineness or indifference of our people, but by the inter- 
ruption of all works of internal improvement caused by the late war, and, sinceits 
close, to the prostration and poverty which it entailed. No enterprise in ourState 
has ever received more repeated and cordial indorsement from our Legislatures 
and people than this. At its present session our islature has granted a new 
act of incorporation with liberal provisions, thas n attesting the abiding and 
earnest interest felt by our people in this important work. 

It is almost superfluous to dwell on the t benefits to our State which would 
result from the construction of this road. It would gratify a long-cherished aspira- 
tion of all Mississippians to have within our own borders a seaport town through 
which the export and import trade of the State could be conducted. It would 
speedily popas and develop the resources of a large section of our State hitherto 
isolated and neglected for want of facility of access, a section of immense resources 
in its magnificent pine forests, its bold, perennial streams, whieh afford unlimited 
water-power, and its genial, salubrious climate, making it the appropriate seat of 
cotton and woolen manufacture on a large scale. There is no portion of our State 
so well adapted to sheep husbandry, stock raising, and farming on a small scale. 
We are persuaded that Us natural advantages would ily attract a hardy and 
thrifty population from the Westand North, and that the development of its great 
natural resources would add largely to the wealth of our State and its annual reve- 
vues. So long since as 1860 Professor Eugene W. Hilgard, of the University of 
Mississippi, (distinguished throughout the country for his valuable contributions 
toscience,) says: 

“The most casual observer, as soon as pens inspection shall have made him 
conscious of the reality, cannot fail to be impressed with the immense importance 
of opening a highway through which Mississippi may communicate over ber own, 
with a portion of her territory which possesses both a harbor commensurate with 
the magnitude of her commercial interests and a climate not only healthful and 

pleasant but capable moreover of producing many of the choicest fruits of the 

ropics as well as of the temperate zone. ong with the cotton bales of north 
and central Mississippi the lumber and tarpentine of the vast pine forests of the 
South would find their way through this channel to the great highway of nations. 
Nor would the ample grazing-grounds which separate these forests from the coast 
long remain without a lan k to guide the travelers. May the day not be far 
distant when one uninterrupted band of iron shall link together the wheat and 
cotton fields of the South and West with the live-oak and orange groves of the 
coast of Mississippi.” 

It is not our State and its people alone who wonld reap advantages from the 
construction of such a road. The work wonld a semi-national importance 
in affording to the grain-growers of the West and Northwest the shortest and 
cheapest line of transportation to the seaboard for the export of their large aunnal 
surplus products, while at the same time it would enable them to receive their 
supplies of sugar, coffee, and other tropical products, as well as foreign merchan- 
dise, at a great reduction in cost of transportation. ‘The Legislature of Mississippi 
has just granted a charter to the Yazoo Valley and Mississippi River Railroad to 


extend from Jackson, via Yazoo City, to Arkansas City, in the State of Arkansas. 
This franchise was obtained by the Chicago, Saint Louis and New Orleans Rail- 
road, which, with ample ani p = this line without delay. The 
addition of the k ackson to Pascagoula, or other point on our 
board opposite 745 sland Harbor, will then connect the grain fields of the 

y 


sea 
West and Northwest by almost an air line of railway with the shipping of the 
world at that port. 


We must consider the most important practical question of the resources avail- 
able for the work. It is manifest the cannot be built by corporate or individ- 
ual subscriptions in our own State. The well-known condition of our 
people forbids such a hope. But we have good reason to believe that if the former 
grant of Government lands can be revived a substantial basis of credit will be 
created}; and with this material aid assured there will be no difficulty in enlisting 
seed in and foreign capital to insure the early completion and equipment of the 


roa 

It is apparent that this revival of the Government land grant or waiver of for- 
feiture on the terms and conditions of the in gon — becomes the all-important 
and indispensable condition of success in the undertaking. Hence we make thia 
direct appeal to Senators and Representatives in Congress, and earnestly request 
that they will without delay revive and extend the grant of 1856 at the present 
session of Congress; and as in duty bound your memorialists will ever pray, &c. 


Resolutions of the Mississippi Legislature accompanying the memorial to Congress 
in referemos to the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad. 


Resolved by the Legislature of the State of M: That our Senators and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress be requested to present to their respective Houses of the 
National tg ear in Con assembled the foregoing memorial, and to urge 

m their Houses suitable bills to secure the waiver of the forfeiture and exten- 
—— of time asked in the . memorial. 

Resolved further, That his ex: mcy the governor be requested to forward copies 

of the foregoing memorial and resolution to our Senators and Representatives in 


Congress: 
Adopted by the house of representatives March 8, 1882. 
W. H. H. TISON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Adopted by the senate March 7, 1882. 
R. O. REYNOLDS, 
President of the Senate. 


Approved: 
ROBERT LOWRY, 
Governo: 


T. 
OFFICE SECRETARY OF Srarx, 
Jackson, Mississippi. 


I, Henry C. Myers, secretary of state, do euy that the memorial hereto 
attached, entitled ** memorial to the Con of the United States in reference to 
waiver of forfeiture of the grant in aid of the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad,” is a 
true and correct copy of the original now on file in this office. 

Given under m and the me seal of the State of Mississippi, hereunto 
affixed, this Hth day of March, 1882. 

[SRAL] HENRY C. MYERS, 

Secretary of State. 
DELEGATE FROM ALASKA, 


Mr. CALKINS. I rise to a question of privilege. I desire to call 
up the case of the claimant to a seat in this House as a Delegate from 
the Territory of Alaska. I wish to have this case disposed of, and I 
will state for the information of the House that I think it will not 
oceupy more than an hour. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to raise a question of consideration 

Mr. KNOTT. I make the point of order that the matter which the 
gentleman from Indiana pait: CALKINS] seeks to bring up is not a 
question of privilege at all. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. CALKINS, ] 
chairman of the Committee on Elections, proposes to call up the case 
of the gentleman claiming a seat as a Delegate from Alaska. The 
gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. Knorr] makes the point of order that 
this is not a question of privilege. 

Mr. CALKINS. I should be glad to hear the gentleman’s views 
upon the point of order. 

Mr. KNOTT. I make the point that this is net a privileged ques- 
tion or a question of privilege at all. There is no law authorizing 
Alaska to send a Delegate to Con ; there was no law authoriz- 
ing any election to be held in that Territory, and even if there had 
been, this is not a question of privilege. The right of a member to 
his seat isa question of privilege, but not that of a mere agent whom 
Congress by law authorizes to come here representing a Territory. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. -I suggest to the gentleman from Indiana 
that inasmuch as the Committee on Election#by their report have 
referred this subject to the Committee on the Territories, which cem- 
mittee hasnot yet reported, the gentleman should postpone bringing 
this case forward until a report been made by the Committee on 
the Territories. Iread the resolution of the Committee on Elections: 

Resolved, That M. D. Ball be not admitted to a seat in the Forty-seventh Con- 
groas. as a Delegate from the Territory of Alaska until the Committee on Terri- 


shall report thereon, and that the matter be continued until that time for 
further action. 


Now I willsay that the Committee on the Territories have the sub- 
ject under advisement. 

Mr. CALKINS. I will first answer the suggestion made by the 
cone from New York, [Mr. Van Yoouurs- | The very question 

fore the House is whether the papers in this case shall be referred 
to the Committee on the Territories and the consideration of the 
question postponed until the report of that committee. 

As to the 3 raised by the gentleman from Kentucky, [ Mr. 
Knott, J without stopping to diseuss generally the right of Delegates 
to seats in this House, I may state that in the earliest cases that arose 


these Delegates were admitted by resolutions of the House. They 
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were admitted after Territories had been organized. Tiet were ad- 
mitted as qualified or limited members of the House, with all the rights 
of members on the floor except to vote. In some of the earlier cases, 
after Territories had been organized by acts of Con s, these Dele- 
gates were admitted upon informal elections similar to that upon 
which the claimant in this case asks his seat. If the Honse should 
adopt the report made by the minority of the Committee on Elections, 
then whatever membership a Delegate has upon the floor would 
immediately attach to this claimant. 

This question was referred by the House to the Committee on Elec- 
tions, because that committee can investigate and report only upon 
the right of membershipin this House. Under this clause of therule 
the committee obtained jurisdiction, because the question related to 
this right of qualified membership; and under this jurisdiction the 
committee has made its report. Being a question of 3 in the 
outset, that privilege must necessarily attach to it all the way through. 
Hence, the committee having made a report with reference to the 
right of a gentleman claiming title as a qualified member on this floor, 
it continues a matter of privilege until dis of by the House. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair would inquire of the gentleman from 
Indiana whether there is a report before the House from the Commit- 
tee on Elections! 

Mr. CALKINS. There is areport; both a majority and a minority 


report. 

The SPEAKER. The recollection of the Chair is that when the 
matter was reported from the Committee on Elections it was, at the 
request of that committee, referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. CALKINS. It was not so referred. The only question pre- 
sented now by the report of the majority is whether the Committee 
on Elections shall be discharged from the further consideration of the 
case and the matter refe to the Committee on the Territories. 
That is precisely the resolution now pending upon the report of the 
majority. The minority report the following resolution in favor of 
seating Mr. Ball: 

Resolved, That M. D. Ball be admitted to a seat in the Forty-seventh Congress 
as a duly elected Del from the Territory of Alaska, with all the rights and 
privileges of Delegates from other Territories of the United States. 

It is within the power of the House of course to adopt this resoln- 
tion and vote down that reported by the majority. Upon the report 
of the minority of the committee the gentleman’s question of order 
certainly would not lie. As to the report of the majority, it simply 
presents the question ina different phase or aspect, as it proposes to 
discharge the Committee on Elections from the further consideration 
of the subject and refer it to the Committee on the Territories. 

Mr. KNOTT, IfI am able to understand the remarks of my friend 
from Indiana, I think he has failed entirely to touch the question I 
make, which is that this cannot in any sense be considered a question 
of privilege. Lreiterate that there never has been an act of this 
Congress passed organizing the Territory of Alaska; there never has 
been an enabling act passed authorizing them to send a Delegate 
here; and until that is done the gentleman presenting himself as a 
Delegate can have no right and can claim no privilege. And the re- 
port of the Elections Committee can give him no privilege over the 
rules of this House and the laws of the United States. 

The point I make is this: the question, whatever it may be, relat- 
ing to a supposed election in Alaska has no right to take precedence 
over any othe question in this Con There are a great variety 
of things here to be considered, and this is not a Joseph’s sheaf to 
which all others must bow down and do obedience, 

I simply say, Mr. Speaker, the rules of the House onght to be en- 
forced in regard to this proposition, as they will manifestly be enforced 
in regard to any other proposition, for no motion connected with 
this Kiaka question can claim any privilege at all, 

Mr. CALKINS. May I be permitted to ask the gentleman from 
Kentucky, to point out the particular rule he refers to when he asks 
that the rule of the House be enforced in regard to this proposition. 

Mr. KNOTT. It is that rule of the House which requires each 
report to take its were upon the Calendar and be considered in order 
when it is reached. You must show on your side a privilege to call 
it out of the operation of that rule. 
I say you cannot establish a privilege or right on the part of this 
pretended claimant, because he was sent here by a town meeting 
without authority of law and perhapsat the instigation of this claim- 
ant himself, in order that he might get mileage from Alaska to the 
capital of the country and $5,000 a year besides. There were 304 
votes cast, I believe, of which there were 246 for him. [Mr. CALKINS 
rose.] And yet he comes in here and claims this is an overshadow- 
ing question of privilege to which the tariff question, the appropria- 
tion bills, and every other question upon our Calendar must give 


That is the point I make, and 


way. 

Mr. CALKINS. The gentleman will allow me tosay in his remarks, 
before he takes his seat, that the question I presented I think per- 
haps he did not hear, and that is the right of representation even in 
Territories has been regarded by Congress as an inherent right, that 
is, the right of resentation. 

The Delegates from Territories are admitted on the theory that all 
the people of the country, even in the Territories, had to do was to 
erganize under the laws and they had a right to be represented. 
That is the theory. 

- Mr. KNOTT. Grant that to be true.“ 


Mr. CALKINS. Now, if this House adopts the resolution whichis 
reported by the minority of the committee giving Mr. Ball his seat, 
then he has a right with all the other Delegates on this floor—I do 
not agree that minority report istrue; but if the House should adopt 
it, Lask whether he would not under this limited membership have 
the same right to have his case, to have his right to a seat deter- 
mined as well as any other Delegate. 

Mr. KNOTT. Now, Mr. Speaker, in answer to the gentleman, I 
wish to say that I do not admit, because I do not know it to be a fact, 
any Delegate from any Territory ever has been admitted to a seat on 
this floor simply on account of the inherent right of the le of a 
Territory to representation. But pranting that the people of a Ter- 
ritory have the inherent right of representation, they must claim 
their right under and by virtue of law. They must exercise it, in 
other words, in virtue of some law. There must be a law here author- 
izing them to hold this election and authorizing them to send their 
Delegate here, and that law mey be made, perhaps, in deference to 
the inherent right of a people of a Territory to be represented. But 
until that right is fixed by law this gentleman claiming this seat has 
no more right to come here and claim the attention of this House than 
any other man on Pennsylvania avenue could come and claim the 
right to a seat here from any State or Territory of the Union—not 
one particle. I insist on the point of order that this is not a question 
of privilege and should not sweep from the floor all other measures. 

Mr, CAMP. Mr. Speaker, if this is a question of privilege it be- 
comes a question of privilege simply because it is made such by the 
rules of this House, or because it affects the right of some member 
of this House to a seat upon this floor. Now, the rules of this House 
do not make this a question of privilege. I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the House to paragragh 47, Rule XII, which provides: 

The following-named committees shall have leave to report at any time on the 
matters herein stated, namely, the Committee on Elections, on the right of a mem- 
ber to his seat. 

Now, the question recurs, is this gentleman claiming to represent 
the Territory of Alaska as a Delegate on this floor a member of this 
House, entitled to a seat on the floor of the House, or has he any 
rights here which may demand present and immediate consideration ? 
I submit that the Territory of Alaska, never having been organized, 
and having no cs aes a Territorial Delegate, it isdoubtful if under 
the rules of the House the question of the demand of a person claim- 
ing to be a Delegate under such circumstances would present a priv- 
ileged 1 at any time. The question of seating a member 
of the House, a Representative from one of the Sta is a question 
of prviege; because in the very nature of things it is necessary to 
consider it in order to organize the House itself, and in order that 
the people entitled to representation should have a Representative 
here upon the floor of the House. But the Territory of Masia never 
having been organized at all, the people of that Territory are not 
entitled to representation here until, under the law, the Territory 
is organized and authority given to proceed to the election of a Dele- 
gate. It is clear to my mind that the people of that Territory have 
no ar ied here, or not such rights as would make this a question of 
privilege, and certainly the rules of the House do not make it such. 

ALKINS. The gentleman from New York assnmes the very 
point to be decided by the House. That is exactly what the people 
of Alaska claim. The only question presented here is the right of 
representation ; as to whether it is an inherent right, or whether it is 
aright under treaty obligation or treaty stipulations. As a matter 
of right they claim it as being in consonance with the treaty stipu- 
lations between this Governmentand the Government of Russia when 
Alaska was ceded. That is the point at issue. It is the very propo- 
sition involved, and if the House decides that they have no right to 
a representation upon this floor, that istheend of it. But that mat- 
ter may be presented and decided by the House. Whenever the 
House, having jurisdiction to treat that question, refers it to its ap- 
propriate committee, clothed with certain rights, among which is 
the right to report at any time, and have its report acted upon at any 
time, that right conferred upon the Committee on Elections follows 
it all the way through, and attaches to this as well as to any other 
report made by the committee. That being true, andI imagine it is 
a proposition that will not be disputed, this becomes a question of 
privilege under the rules of the House. Consequently if this House 
shall decide that either under treaty stipulations or as a question of 
inherent right the people of this Territory are entitled to representa- 
tion and have a right to that seat, it becomes as much a privileged 
question as any other report froin the Committee on Elections, That 
is all there is in this case, and from the foundation of the Government 
all of these Territorial officers have been treated just in this way. 

Mr. HASKELL. Mr. Speaker, the question under consideration 
here concerns the claim of a certain portion of the domain of the 
United States, which to-day has no organized government and no 
place in our political system, except that of an unorganized Terri- 
tory, to the right of representation on this floor. The right of a Del- 
egate to his seat is the right of an organized body under our laws to 
representation, and that right is undenied and unquestioned. But 
Alaska to-day is a mere piece of property belonging to the United 
States like any of the public lands, so far as its government goes. 
It has no organized government whatever. It has no political status 
whatever. It is simply a part of the public domain of the United 
States. The very purpose the gentleman from Indiana has in view 
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is to give that Territory a status on this floor under which a person 
claiming a seat would have privileges in this House that cannot at- 
tach to the Territory of Alaska in its unorganized condition. The 
question of privilege therefore concerns a person who has no legal 
status before this House. Now, here is a measure to make a law under 
which he can subsequently claim a question of A but which 
to-day is absolutely void of a single feature of right. That is the 
substance of the whole matter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In further confirmation of the views just sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Kansas, I desire to cite the fact that 
the majority report of this Committee on Elections provides for the 
reference of this question to the Committee on the Territories, for the 
purpose of reporting a law by which such privilege will be conferred 
upon a person claiming to represent the Territory of Alaska. But the 
only question presented here is as to whether or not this presents a 
question of privilege such as will entitle it to precedence over every 
other question now before the House. Now, this Committee on Elec- 
tions, by its majority repert, have stated that it is not a question of 
pri vile re, and cannot be made a question of privilege withouta change 
in the law to that effect. : 

I hold in my hand a resolution adopted by a majority of the Com- 
mittee on Elections in the following words: 

Resolved, That M. D. Ball be not admitted to a seat in the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress as a Delegate from the Territory of Alaska until the C tee on the Ter- 
ritories shall report thereon ; and that the matter be continued until that time for 
further action, 

The very terms of their report show it is not a question of privi- 
lege. 

Ar. VAN VOORHIS. That shows that the question is as to the 
right of Mr. Ball to a seat; and the gentleman from Illinois assumes 
the very thing the House has to pass upon. We want to get the 
matter before the House so that it may decide whether he is entitled 
to a seat or not. My friend from Illinois decides he is not entitled 
and therefore the question is not one of privilege. That, it appears 
to me, is begging the wholé question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hold he cannot be entitled to a seat because 
there is no law under which the election could take place. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. We have to find ont whether there is such 
a law or not. We cannot say in advance that there is not. 

Mr. AINSLIE. I desire to say a word in regard to this matter. I 
am glad to hear the claim made by the chairman of the Committee 
on Electious that this is a question of privilege—the question whether 
the people of Alaska are entitled to representation on this floor. 

I am not acquainted with the gentleman who is claiming the seat; 
I never saw him in my life. But I am glad to find the Committee on 
Elections, 5 by its honorable chairman, claiming that this 
is a question of privilege, and declaring that Ane poopie of an unrep- 
resented portion of the United States are entitled to some little con- 
sideration in this House, 

I have been here for nearly three years; I have been on the roll 
of the House, and have drawn my salary very regularly; but I have 
never known my people to be represented at least by a vote. We 
have just thesame rights that the colonists had a hundred years ago 
when they rebelled against Great Britain; we are under taxation 
without representation, 

I am glad the Committee on Elections is claiming the right now 
of a portion of the population of the United States, even though 
they be among the icebergs of Alaska, to be represented on this floor. 
Whether it is a question of privilege or not I do not know. But I 
hope it will be considered a question of DOE that the people of 
all portions of the United States shall be represented, and I hope 
the committee will frame a bill that will give the people of the Ter- 
ritories a right to be represented by a vote on this floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was of the opinion this subject was 
not before the House, and so indicated to the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, [Mr. CALKINS, J stating that the report of the Committee on 
Elections was, at the time it was submitted to the House, referred to 
the Committee on the Territories. The Chair will direct the Clerk to 
read from the RECORD what took place in relation to the matter at 
the time the report was presented. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DELEGATE FROM ALASKA. 


Mr. Rrremm. I am directed by the Committee on Elections to submit their 
report on the petition of M. D. Ball for admission to a seat in the Forty-seventh 
Congress as Delegate from Alaska. 

Mr. Galxixs. Let the resolution reported by the committee be read. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That M. D. Bail be not admitted to a seat in the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress as a Delegate from the Territ of Alaska until the Committee on Territo- 
ries shall report thereon, and that the matter be continued until that time for 
further action. 

The Seraken. The report and accompanying resolution will be printed and lie 
over. 

Mr. Catxrxs. I understand that my colleague on the committee [Mr. RITCHIE] 
desires to have this matter referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. kircute. There is a recommendation to that effect in the e 

Mr. CALKINS. We may as well dispose of the matter now by referring it to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

The SPRAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Rircuig} asks that the report 
on this subject, together with the resolution and accompanying papers, be referred 
to the Committee on the Territories. Is there objection! 

There was no objection, and it was ordered ingly. 

Mr. CALKINS. A minority of the committee desire to submit their views with 
a resolution embodying a different conclusion. It is desired that the views of the 


minority may take the same reference. 


The SPEAKER. The House — doubtless give consent to that. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. this action relate to the matter of a 
Alaska! 


from 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. Rosrxson, of Massachusetts. As I understand, the majority of the commit- 
tee pro to submit hereafter a resolution covering the case. 

Mr. CaLKrns. The ae gree of the committee now — their conclusion in tho 

form of a resolution and ask that the whole case be referred to the Committee on 
the Territories for a report with reference to the organization of Alaska asa Ter- 
ritory. The minority of the committee ask leave to make a report hereafter, pro- 
posing that the applicant for a seat be seated. As I understand, they wish Ame 
to prepare that report. 
r. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. It ours to me—I do not knaw what the Com- 
mittee on Elections have reported or may report—but it oceurs to me (and 1 pre- 
sume a great many others share in that opinion) that the title of the gentleman 
coming here from Alaska and asking a seat in this House is an exceedingly slim 
one. It is proposed now, as I understand, to continue his case along pers after 
month until the Committee on Territories shall report on the question. 

The SPEAKER. The subject is not up for consideration now. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, I understand the question is, What shall be 
done with this report! I want to take this, my earliest opportunity, to say that 
in — 5 opinion it is not right 

The SPRAKER. The matter is not before the House for consideration. It has 
been referred to the Committee on Territories. 

TheSPEAKER. What has just been read from the RECORD accords 
with the Chair’s recollection. 

Mr. CALKINS. The report in the RECORD as to what took place 
in the first instance is correct, but subsequently when it was stated 
that a minority of the committee desired to make a report, the refer- 
ence of the minority report—and I am sure my colleague on the com- 
mittee [Mr. RITCHIE] will say the same thing—was not considered 
as having been made. That was still left pending in the House. 

Mr. RITCHIE, It was my understanding that the majority report 
was referred to the Committee on the Territories, but I did not under- 
stand that the minority report was so referred. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal is in accordance with the RECORD, 
showing that the whole subject was reterred to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

Mr. CALKINS. I never did understand that the report of the 
minority was taken from the House and referred to the Committee 
on the Territories. My understanding was that the minority of the 
Committee on Elections having reported in favor of seating Mr. Ball, 
that report was pending; and that is what has to be disposed of now. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state there was no report of a 
minority. There were simply views of the minority presented, and 
the action of the committee which carried with it the subject was 
referred, as the Chair understands, to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. In that the memory of the Chair is sustained by not only 
the RECORD but by the Journal. And the views of the minority, 
which they were allowed to submit at the request of the chairman 
of the Committee on Elections, had simply to follow the course of 
the report of the majority of the committee. 

But the Chair is disposed to sustain the point of order made by the 
gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. Knorr] on other grounds, and does 
so sustain it. 

Mr. CALKINS. Let it be then understood, so that there shall be 
no mistake about it that this report is now in the hands of the Com- 
mittee on the Territories to report hereafter. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal and the Recorp both show that 
that was the action of the House at the time the report was presented. 

Mr. CALKINS. I ought, in justice to myself and the other mem- 
bers of the committee, to say that it never was the intention, what- 
ever may appear in the Recorp or in the Journal on that subject—it 
never was the intention ef the majority of the committee to cut off 
the right of the minority to submit to the House the question of the 
right of Mr. Ball to a seat on the floor. That was not the intention 
of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. But the majority of the committee made their 
report, and that, by the action of the House, was referred to the Coin- 
mittee on the Territories, taking with it the whole subject. 

Mr. CALKINS. Inadvertently. No doubt that was done, but not 
purposely done. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. KELLEY. I move that the morning hour be dispensed with, 
my object being that the House may go into Committee of the Whole 
1 19 on the state of the Union to consider the tariff- commission 

1II. 

The question being taken on Mr. KELLEY’S motion, there were 
ayec , noes 29. 

So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the morning hour 
for the call of committees for reports was dispensed with. 

Mr. KELLEY. Inow move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to consider the 
tariff-commission bill. 

Mr. CALKINS. And pending that motion I desire to give notice 
that by instructions of the Committee on Elections I shall call up the 
Cannon and Campbell contested election case from Utah on Thursday 
next, and insist upon its consideration at that time. I am bound to 
give that notice to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that he make a simple motion to go into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, without connecting it 
with any particular measure, but leave that to be determined by the 
order of the House. 
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Mr. BOWMAN. I raise the question of consideration on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and call up the special 
order, being the bill to refer all private claims to the Court of Claims. 
That is the special order, and I believe has precedence of the motion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. KASSON. The special order referred to by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Bowman] is a continuing order, is it not? 

The SPEAKER, It is. 

Mr. KASSON. Then I ask the gentleman from Massachusetts not 
to antagonize the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
KELLEY ] at this time, but allow us to commence the consideration 
of the tariff-commission bill to-day. The gentleman will have the 
gane right any other day in regard to the special order that he has 
to-day. 

Mr. HOUSE. The special order has been delayed for a long time. 

Mr. BOWMAN. Iwill state briefly the reason why 1 antagonize 
the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. The little bill 
which is the special order will not probably take more than one or 
two days at the outside for itsconsideration. As regards the tariff- 
commission bill, as nearly as I can ascertain, every member of this 
House, except myself, has in his desk a speech an hour long on that 
bill, It will therefore take about two hundred and ninety-two hours 
for members to deliver their speeches on that bill. It will certainly 
take two or three weeks to dispose of it. Now, they can better give 
us two days for the special orderthan we can give them three weeks. 

Mr. KASSON. The point to which I wish to call the attention of 
the gentleman is this: the consideration of the tariff-commission bill 
can be commenced to-day, and later perhaps it may be suspended for 
a day or two. But so many interests in the country demand that 
we shall consider the bill that I think it is important for us to let 
the country know that we are willing to take up the measure. We 
have accommodated the gentleman from Massachusetts for the last 
two or three weeks on account of his absence, and he can do the same 
thing to-morrow or the day after that he seeks to do to-day. Weask 
that the consideration of the tariff-commission bill shall be begun 


to-day. 

Mr. BOWMAN. A wordof personal explanation in reply to what 
has been said by the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. Kasson.] Owin 
to the kindness of members interested in the claims bill the specia 
order has been postponed on account of my sickness. The friends of 
the bill now request me to bring it up, and in justice to those gentle- 
men who have been so considerate to me I do not feel that I can ask 
for any further postponement of it, as I have already encroached too 
far on their kindness. I do not desire to antagonize the tariff-com- 
mission bill, but the gentleman sees where I am placed. 

Mr. KASSON. We understand that. 

Mr. HOUSE. I wish to say, in addition to what has been said by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. BOWMAN, ] that this bill for 
the reference of all private claims to the Court of Claims involves 
a question in which every member of this House is interested. If we 
are going to pass this bill at this session so that it may become a law, 
it is full time that it had left this House and gone to the Senate. 

The measure which the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] is 
pressing has already been considered in the Senate, and I see from 
the papers that a vote on the question will probably be taken in that 
body to-day. This bill for the reference of claims to the Court of 
Claims will not, I am certain, take at the farthest more than two 
days for its consideration, perhaps not so long. But the universal 
interest felt in it by every member of this House, and the importance 
of having some measure adopted to relieve Con of these private 
claims, will, I hope, lead members to no longer delay action upon it, 
so that it may go to the Senate and be acted upon there. That ought 
to be done if we propose to do anything with it at this session of Con- 


Mr. KASSON. I wish to add that I am one of those gentlemen who 
have been willing to aid in the passage of some measure of the kind 
referred to by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. House.] But all 
we have asked or expected is that such a measure shall be passed 
during this session. 

On the other hand, the tariff-commission bill limits the time in 
which the commission may act. They are obliged to make large ex- 
aminations and to report to Congress in December next. The whole 
country petitions for some action. 
the essence of the contract. It is of the greatest importance that 
the House shall take action. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Bowmax] will have the same right to-morrow or the next day 
as he has to-day in regard to the special order. What we ask is that 
the discussion on the tariff-commission bill shall be commenced, so 
that the country may know that we are at work upon it. 

Mr. BOWMAN. How soon would the gentleman consent that I 
should call up the special order? 

Mr. KASSON. The gentleman can any day call it up with the 
same right that he has to-day. 

Mr. HOUSE. Has the Chair decided the point raised by the gen- 
theman from Massachusetts? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not, The Chair hoped that gen- 
oe would be able to arrange this matter without a decision from 
the Chair. 


Mr. KASSON. Let us have a vote on the motion to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 


As we say in the West, time is of | © 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that the special order 
called up by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BOWMAN] takes 
eee of the motion to go into Committee of the Whole. The 

ill indicated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. KELLEY, } 
in accordance with a previous ruling of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, is not a reve- 
nue bill. Hence a motion to go into Committee of the Whole would 
not take precedence of a special order fixed by a suspension of the 
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rules. 

Mr. KASSON. If that point is presented now, I will raise the qnes- 
tion of consideration against the special order; or, if the gentleman 
will leave it to a vote of the House, all right. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa has a right to raise 
the question of consideration. 

Mr. KASSON. The constituents of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. BOWMAN] have more interest in the bill I am seeking to 
bring up than the one he proposes, 

Mr. BOWMAN. I do not know about that. I only wish to see if 
we cannot arrange this matter, I understand that it will be 

Mr. RANDALL, I object to debate, 

Mr. BOWMAN. I only wish to ask a question. 

a SANDALI We have already wasted half an hour upon this 
question. 

Mr. BOWMAN. I understand certain gentlemen are prepared to 
make s hes to-day on the tariff bill, and I would like to do so. I 
will ask whether it can be arranged that this claims bill may come 
up the first thing to-morrow, 

Mr. KASSON. The gentleman waives no right by allowing the 


tariff bill to come 8 

The SPEAKER. bate is not in order. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts 78 BOWMAN] calls 79 285 cial order made under 
a suspension of the rules—the bill (H. R. No. 684) to afford assist- 
ance and relief to Congress and the Executive Departments in the 
investigation of claims and demands against the Government. The 
gentleman from Iowa raises the question of consideration. The 
question is, Will the House now consider this special order! 

The 1 1 9 8175 being taken, there were —ayes 76, noes 85. 

Mr. HATCH. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 87, nays 116, not 
voting 89; as follows: 


YEAS—87. 

Aiken, Culberson, Houk, 

Armfield, Curtin, Ho Rice, Theron M 
Atherton, Davidson, Hubbs, n. 
Atkins, Davis, LowndesH. Hutchins, Robertson, 
Barbour, Dibrell, Jones, Geo. W. Robinson, Wm. E 
2 8 2 James K. 3 

ugro, ott, „ 
Blackbarn Ellis, Ladd, Springer, 
Haud, Finley, Leedom, ompson, P. B. 

Bliss, Flower, Le Fevre, ‘iliman, 
Burrows, Jos. H. Ford, Matson, Townshend, R. W. 
Caldwell, Forney, McKenzie, Tucker, 

Carlisle, Frost, McLane, ‘Turner, Oscar 
Cassidy, Garrison, MeMillin, Upson, 
Chapman, Geddes, i Vance, 

Mark, Gibson, Money, Warner, 
Clements, Hammond, N. J Morrison, Wellborn, 

obb, Hardenbergh Moulton, hi 0. 

Sook, M 4 Williams, Thomas 
oo William R Hase! tine, Payson, Willis, 
Covington, atch, Pettibone, Wise, Morgen R. 
Cravens, Hoge, Phister, 

NAYS—116. 
Aldrich, Dingley, K i Ryan, 
Anderson, Dunvell, Kelley, Scranton, 
Barr, Dwight, Kete i Shallenberger, 
Buyne, Ermentrout, zao, Sherwin, 
Beach, ae Lewis, Shultz, 
Belford, Farwell, Chas. B. Lord. Skinner, 
Bingham, Farwell, Sewell S. Marsh, Smith, A. Herr 
Bragg, Fisher, McCoid, Smith, Dietrich C. 
eres — k, 1 —— 
ggs, rou 8 er, 

rumm, Guenther, Moore, Steele, 
Burrows, Julius C. 5 Morey, Strait, 
Butterworth, Hammond, John Morse, Taylor, 
Calkins, er, Mutchler, Thomas, 

amp, Haskell, O'Neill, Townsend, Amos 
Cam; bell, Hazelton Turner, Heury G 
Candler, Heilman, Pee! ler, 
Cannon, Henderson, Phelps; pdegraff, J. T. 
Carpenter, Hepburn, Pound, Updegratf, Thomas 
Caswell, Hewitt, G. W. Randall, rner, 
Chace, H k, Ranney, Valentine, 
Crapo, Ho Reed, Wait, 
Crowley, Horr, Rice, John B. Walker, 
Cullen, Hubbell, Rice, Wi ard, 
Davis, George R. Humphrey, Rich, Webber, 
Dawes, acobs, Richardson, D. P. Williams, Chas. G 
Deerin. Jadwin, Ritchie, Willits, 
De Motte Jones, Phineas Robeson, Wilson. 
Dezendorf, Joyce, Russell, Wood, Walter A. 

NOT VOTING—89. 

Allen, Browne, Clardy, Darrell, 
Belmont, Buchanan, Colerick, Deuster, 
Black Buck, Converse, Dibble, 
Blanchard, Buckner, o Dunn, 
Blount, Cabell, Cox, Samuel S. Evins, 
Bowman, Chalmers, Fulkerson, 
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George, Manning, Talbott, 

Gunter, Martin” Ray 8 Wm. G 
Harris, Benj. W. Mason, Ro inson, Geo. D. Van i 
Harris, Henry S. McClure, Robinson, James S. Van Horn, 

Hawk, MeCook, Rosecrans, an Voorhis, 
Herbert, Miles, Rosas, Wadsworth, 
Herndon, Mosgrove, Scales, Washburn, 
Hewitt, Abram S. Muldrow, Scoville, Watson, 

ill, March, Shackelford, West, 
Hoblitzell, eal, Shelley, Wheeler, 
Hooker, Nolan, Singleton, Jas. W. White, 
Jorgensen, Norcross, Singleton, Otbo R. Wise, D. 
Kenna, Oates, Smith, J. Hyatt Wood, Benjamin 
King, Pacheco, Spaulding, oung. 

Klotz, Parker, Stephens, 
Latham, Paal, Stockslager, 
Lindsey, Peirce, Stone, 


So the House refused to consider the special order. 
The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk : 
. PEIRCE with Mr. BARBOUR. 

. BOWMAN with Mr. ALLEN. 

. SHACKELFORD with Mr. LINDSEY. 

. Mason with Mr. LATHAM. 

. HERBERT with Mr, PETTIBONE. 

. CORNELL with Mr. NOLAN. 

. YouNG with Mr. Cox of New York. 

. SHELLEY with Mr. PRESCOTT. 

. SCALES with Mr. ERRETT. 

. West with Mr. OATES. 

. Van AERNAM with Mr. SCOVILLE. 

. SPAULDING with Mr. KENNA. 

. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, with Mr. CABELL, 
. NEAL with Mr. Evins. 

. VAN Horn with Mr. CLAR Dv. 

. ROBINSON, of Ohio, with Mr. COLERICK. 

. MANNING with Mr. Norcross. 

. Curts with Mr. Dunn. 

. MuLpRow with Mr. MILES. 

. HERNDON with Mr. WASHBURN. 

. CHALMERS with Mr. WATSON. 

. VAN Vooruis with Mr. HxwIrr of New York. 
. McCook with Mr. DIBBLE. 

. KLOTZ. Lask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
names be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. KASSON, I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MULDROW. I desire to call up, as a special order, the bill 
(H. R. No. 4429) to aps the powers and duties of the Department 
of Agriculture. This bill was made a perpen order for last Saturday, 
to be considered from day to day until disposed of, not to interfere 
with 1 7 SRY bills. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. MurpRow! 
calls apas a special order. the bill to enlarge the power and duties 
of the »artment of Agriculture. 

Mr. VALENTINE. This question was informally before the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture 

Mr. MULDROW. Lam not a member of that committee; but that 
fact does not 3 me of the right to make this motion. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in the form of a motion. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I desire to say that this question was inform- 
ally before the Committee on Agriculture, and it was understood by 
that committee that it would not antagonize this tariff commission 
with the special order which has been referred to, as it was a special 
order pending from day to day, and could be called up after the 
tariff commission had been dis of. The Committee on Agri- 
culture had already antagonized the tariff-commission bill with an 
appropriation bill, and they did not wish to do so again. 

z r. MULDROW, I submit that question of consideration to the 
ouse. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (H. 
R. No. 5020) granting a pension to Samuel Pollock; when the Speaker 
signed the same. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. MULDROW. I insist on raising the questiun of consideration 
in behalf of the sial order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi calls up the 
special order, which is the consideration of the bill CH. R. No. 4429) 
to marge the powers and duties of the Department of Agriculture, 
and the bill (H. R, No. 896) for the establis nt of a bureau of ani- 
mal industry. This special order was made to continue from day to 
day until disposed of, not to antagonize revenue and general appro- 
priation bills. The Chair feels bound to hold, as it did in reference 
to the former bills, that it is a special order, and would take prece- 
dence of a motion to go into committee. 

Mr. KASSON. I rise to a privileged inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KASSON. Does the Chair recognize a gentleman not in cha 
of a bill, and against the wish of the committee reporting the bill? 

The SPEAKE R. The Chair does not know of any rule which cuts 


off any member of the House calling up a special order which has 
been made by nnanimous consent. 

Mr. KASSON. I raise the question of consideration. 
sary to go through this thing again, let it be done. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House proceed to the 
consideration of the special order called up by the gentleman from 
barat Hoe : 

Mr. MULDROW. I demand a division on that question. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes, 41; noes, 73. 

Mr. MULDROW. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. KASSON. I hope the gentleman will not filibuster. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Let us see how many friends the 
farmer has on this floor. 

The Honse divided; and there were—ayes 22. 

The SPEAKER. One-fifth have not voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I demand tellers on the yeas and 


If it is neces- 


nays. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 32. 

So tellers were ordered, more than one-fifth of a quorum having 
voted in the affirmative, 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr, Mutprow and Mr. Kasson. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 38. 

The SPEAKER. That is more than one-fifth of those present, and 
the yeas and nays are ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 82, nays 118, not 
voting 92; as follows: 
YEAS—82. 
Aiken, Culberson, House, Robinson, Wm. E. 
Atkins, Davidson, Jones, George W. Simonton, 
Beltzhoover, Davis, Lowndes H. Jones, James K. Singleton, Otho R. 
Deuster, Knott, Sparks, 
Blackburn, Dibrell, Ladd, Springer, 
Blanchard, Dowd, Leedom, Stockslager, 
Le Fevre, Thompson, P. B 
Finley, Martin, man, 
Blount, Ford, Matson, Townshend, R. W. 
Bragg, Forney, McLane, Turner, Henry G. 
Burrows, Jos. H. Garrison, Me. N Turner, Oscar 
Caldwell, Geddes, Mills, Upson, 
C y, Guenther, Money, Vance, 
Cha 0 Hammond, N.J. Morrison, Warner, 
Clark, Hardy, oulton, Wellborn, 
Clements, Haseltine, Muldrow, Whitthorne, 
bb, Hatch, rth, Williams, Thomas 
Cook Hewitt, G. W. Phister, Wise, George D. 
Cox, William R. Hoblitzell, y Wise, Morgan R. 
Covington, Hoge, Richardson, J. 8. 
Cravens, Holman, Robertson, 
NAYS—118. 
Aldrich, Dwight, Kelley, Scranton, 
Anderson, Ermentrout, Klotz, Shallenberger, 
Armfield, E Lacey, he 
Barr, F: „ Chas. B. Lewis, Shultz, 
Bayne, Farwell, Sewell S. Lord Skinner 
ord, Fisher, Marsh, Smith, À. Herr. 
Bingham, Flower, McCoid, Speer, 
Brewer, Frost, McKinley, Spooner, 
riggs, George Miller, Steele, 
Browne, Godshalk, Moore, Strait, 
mam, Grout, Morey, Taylor, 
Burrows, Julius C. Hall, Morse, homas, 
Butterworth, Hammond, John Mutchler, Thompson, Wm. G. 
Calkins, Hardenbergh, O'Neill, Townsend, Amos 
Camp, Harmer, Page, Tucker, 
Campbell, Haskell, Parker, Updegraff, J. T. 
Candler, Heilman, Payson, Upde; raff, Thomas 
Caswell, Henderson, Peelle, Valentine, 
Chace, Hewitt, Abram S, Sra Van Veorhis, 
Cornell, ill, Randall, ait, 
yak hed eee, Kanes, Waker, 
Zullen, orr, 
Darrell, ouk, Read, Webber, 
Davis, George R. Hubbell, Rice, John B. White, 
Dawes, 5 en tog Rice, Theron M. Williams, Chas, G 
Deering, Jacobs, Rich, Willits, 
De Motte, Jones, Phineas Richardson, D. P. Wilson 
Dezendorf, Jorgensen, Ritchie, Wood, Walter A. 
Dingley, Joyce, 
Dunnell, 8 Ryan, 
NOT VOTING—92. 
Allen, Dunn 
Atherton, Ellis, McClure, Scoville, 
Barbour, Evins, McCook, Shackelford, 
Beach, Fulkerson, McKenzie, Shelley, 
Belmont, Gibson, iles, Singleton Jas. W. 
Black, Gunter, Mosgrove, Sm Dietrich C. 
Bowman, Harris, Benj. W. Murch, Smith, J. Hyatt 
Buchanan, Harris, Henry S. Neal, Spaulding, 
Buck, Wk, olan, Step! 8 
Buckner, Hazelton, Norcross, Stone, 
Cabell, Hepburn, Talbott, 
Cannon, Herbert, Pacheco, ler, 
Carlisle, Herndon, ` rner, 
C nter, Hooker, Peirce, Van Aernam, 
Chalmers, Hubbs, Pettibone, Van Horn, 
8 Hutchins, Pound, Wadsworth, 
Cole ck, Jadwin, tt, Washburn, 
onverse, Kenna, Rice, William W. Watson, 
Cox, Samuel 5. Ketcham, est, 
rapo, King, Robinson, Geo, D. Wheeler, 
in, Datat, Robinson, James S. Willis, 
Cutts, Lindsey, Rosecrans, Wood, Benjamin 
ibble, Manning, Ross, { . 


So the House refused to proceed with the consideration of the special 
order, 
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The following additional pairs were announced: 
Sir. WADSWORTH with Mr. MURCH. 
Mr. McKenzie with Mr. HAZELTON. 
Mr. HARRIS, of New Jersey, with Mr. Buck. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, with Mr. TALBOTT. 
Mr. MULDROW. W pair with the gentleman from Connecticut, 
Mr. Mixes, did not apply to this vote. 
On motion of Mr. CAMP, (by unanimous consent,) the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. DIBBLE, for ten days, on account of important business; and 
To Mr. Cox, of New York, indefinitely, on account of important 
business. 
TARIFF COMMISSION. 


Mr. KASSON. Imove that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. Camp in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and by special order of the House the 
business to be considered is the bill (H. R. No. 2315) to provide for 
the appointment of a commission to investigate the question of the 
tariff and internal-revenue laws, the consideration of which is to 
continue until disposed of, not to antagonize the regular appropria- 
tion bills. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. When wasthis special order made? 

The CHAIRMAN. On Monday, March 20. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Lask that the special order be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the order under which 
the Honse is acting. 

The Clerk raad as follows: 

On motion of Mr. KELLEY, 

Resoloed, That be bill (H. R. No. 2315) to provide for the appointment of a com- 
mission to investigate the question of the tariff, as reported by the Committee on 
Ways and Means, made the peca order when next the House resolves itselt 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and to continue as aspecial 
order until disposed of, not to antagonize the general appropriation bills. 

Mr. KASSON. Mr. Chairman, the bill presented for the considera- 
tion of the House is not new either to the House or to the country. 
It contains but few provisions, and they are easily comprehended, 
and may be simply stated. It is substantially the bill which was 
presenta at the last Congress; which, after passing the Senate, was 

ronght to the consideration of this House, so far as it could be 
brought, by being upon the Speaker’s table, and with unsuccessful 
attempts to reach it for the action of the House. It is a bill, sir, 
which provides for the appointment of a commission of civilians, to 
be composed of nine persons, appointed by the President of the United 
States, and approved b the Senate, who are to investigate all the 
facts relating to the subject of the tariff and to report the result of 
that investigation to this House and to Con on the first Monday 
of December next. It contains also a provision for reporting progress 
in this investigation from time to time; that the facts ascertained 
by them shall be printed at such times as they shall determine, and 
sent through the mails’ to the members of Congress for their inter- 
mediate consideration. 

The theory, as I understand it, of its provisions is that this com- 
mission shall take he a given subject, for example the question of 
iron and its advanced products, 8 with this investigation, and 
so soon as the examination shall be rounded up and concluded, their 
report on that subject, and the facts ascertained by them shall be 
immediately distributed for the consideration of Senators and mem- 
bers of the House. Then, another subject, wool and woolens, silks, 
agricultural products, and so on, so far as it shall be found necessary 
to consult the material interests of this country, and to consider 
their relations to each other. By another provision of the bill their 
report shall be submitted to Congress, the entire report, at the first 
meeting of Congress in December next, that action may be taken on 
it at that session. These are, simply stated, the provisions of the 
bill. The first question, I apprehend, that the members of this House 
would desire to be satisfied upon, is whether a revision of the pres- 
ent tariff is necessary; whether the present system in its character, 
scope, and details is or oe to be satisfactory to the country. 

This proposition, Mr. Chairman, needs but very little debate. I 
know of very few people in the United States who admit they have 
no complaint to make against some part of the details of the present 
tariff. Whether you are free-traders or prohibitory tariff men, pro- 
tective tariff men, or advocates of a tariff for revenue only, I take 
it for granted that you all a that in some manner the present 
tariff should be reviewed and more or less modified. 

For the last twenty years, subject to some slight partial modifica- 
tions, this country has been conducting its business under the pres- 
ent tariff laws. As to its character and effect I shall speak later. 
At present I have only this to say, that the interests of the country 
have themselves become greatly modified and in some respects 
radically changed in the course of these twenty years. New indus- 
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tries have acing up, and modifications of old industries have come 
intoexistence. New inventions have been appunta many arts, and 
thousands of new influences bearing upon the question of relative 
protection, upon the ratesof duty required, upon the cost of produe- 
tion, and combination of materials, have arisen not only in America 
but in Propa The conditions of competition between this country 
and Europe have consequently materially changed. This could not 
be ee Changes are always occurring in progressive countries, 
not only in mechanical appliances but in the products of industry 
put upon the markets of the world. 

These changes are elements that always enter into a question of 
revision of any tariff system every few years in the progress of any 
nation; and every nation is obliged from time to time to revise its 
system of revenue owing to the changed conditions which have come 
into existence, and have modified the character of the results ob- 
tained under the previous conditions. A striking proof of the neces- 
sity in our own legislation is found in the fact stated in the other 
House, that in four years 1,800 cases for the decision of the Secretary 
of the Treasury have been submitted to him arising under our pres- 
ent system. any cases have been decided by the courts. All this 
shows the need of revision of law based on investigation of the actual 
present condition of our industries and securing greater precision. 

The manufacturers themselves address us in the following lan- 
guage: 

Some excessive duties remain on the statute-book ; some datiable articles should 


be on the free list; and some of the provisions of the tariff have become obsolete. 
New industries have sprang which uire consideration. C ms Sa e 
einsnñi- 


u 

mutual relations of raw 3 and manufactures have taken place. 

ciencies in the language of our tariff laws in important particulars to express in- 
dubitably their intent, have been disclosed 8 and administrative con- 
structions, as in the case of knit goods, and have sometimes opened the way to 
gross irness, as in the case of cotton-ties, while some errors in the codification 
of the tariff laws require correction. 


The free-trader denounces the whole system in principle and detail, 
and demands revision for his destructive purposes. I may assume, 
then, sir, [think without dispute, that there is common consent on both 
sides of the House that there should be a revision of the tariff. It 
being admitted that a revision is necessary, the next question is as 
to the manner of the revision. Three methods are proposed. One of 
them is the ordinary method of the action of your Committee on Ways 
and Means reporting a bill to the House and obtaining action on that 
bill. The second is a proposition to combine members of the two 
Houses of Congress with civilian experts, and thus make a commission 
for the revision of your tariff; and the third mode is the selection of 
commissioners, civilian experts, if you please, who shall devote their 
whole attention to the subject, investigate the facts, the relation of 
one industry to another, the relation of raw material to the manifold 
forms of its finished produet, its relation to the manufacture of the 
same things abroad; and having completed that investigation, shall 
put it in compact and logical form, and so give us the facts upon which 
we shall revise and adjust the tariff. That is the third proposition, 
and it is the one presented by this bill. The Committee on Ways and 
Means, by a majority, considered the latter mode the best mode; and 
I think the House, upon candid consideration, will a with them 
that the first mode, which involves a report simply from your Ways 
and Means Committee, is not the one that will bring us to union and 
harmony in the action of the House. Later experience is inst it. 

Mr. Chairman, have gentlemen of the House considered their own 
experience in connection with this subject during the last fifteen 
years? Since the war closed there have been repeated efforts to 
obtain from the Ways and Means Committee a report which would 
be accepted by this House; and with what result? We have on one 
occasion succeeded in getting a horizontal reduction of 10 per cent. 
We have afterward succeeded in getting a horizontal increase of 10 
per cent. restoring it. 

Wows e eas We repealed the act which made the reduction of 

r cent. 

. KASSON. Beyond that you have hardly accomplished a single 
significant thing by your ordinary mode of action, notwithstanding 
the admitted errors and declared injustice of the tariff. Ihave taken 
some trouble to find the evidence of the insufficiency and unsatis- 
factory character of this mode of arriving at desired results. I will 
take only the last few Congresses to illustrate what I mean; those 
Co which have been controlled by our friends on the other 
side of the House who have been loudest in their claim of the injus- 
tice of the tariff and the necessity of its revision. 

Beginning with the Forty-fourth Congress, there was a general bill 
to simplify the tariff, reduce rates, &c., introduced, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and never reported. My excellent 
friend from Illinois, [Mr. MORRISON, ] always claiming errors, in- 
justice, and wrongs in the tariff, undertook himself to cure them as 
was his duty to do. He, in that Congress, introduced a bill to revise, 
simplify, &c., a general bill, and that was referred but not acted 
upon, except that a substitute was reported and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, where we are to-day, and there it perished and 
never came back to the House. 

In the Forty-fifth Congress again our former associate, the chair- 
man of that committee from New York, [Mr. Wood,] introduced a 
bill for a general revision. That was reported from the Committee 
on Ways and Means and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state ofthe Union. That also perished in Committee of 
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the Whole. There weremany bills for a partial revision referred and 
not acted on. Another gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] also 
introduced a bill, had it referred, and it like the others was not acted 
upon. 

ts the Forty-sixth Congress a revision and a partial one of the 
tariff was again presented and action sought by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Wood] the chairman of the committee. There were 
other bills for a partial revision or an entire revision, great numbers 
of them, which il not take time to read; but no action was had 
upon them. It was in that Congress, the Forty-sixth, that my hon- 
ored friend from Virginia, [Mr. TUCKER, j a member of the Ways and 
Means Committee, reported a bill for this purpose which came into 
Committee of the Whole and there it was left to perish. 

So you find that during the last three Congresses, as well as in 
many instances before in. previous Congresses, all your efforts by the 
Ways and Means Committee to procure a revision and procure action 
upon your tariff have utterly failed and the House has accomplished 
nothing in the way of results, Now, sir, what is the reason of that? 
I think we can all perceive it. Wein the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee go to our work upon that subject with fixed opinions and preju- 
dices sharpened by political contact and fastened to a great extent 
upon us by the articles of the pisses of the respective parties. 
We are always antagonizing politics with the business of the coun- 
try, so that everything that we report to you is more or less colored 
by the allegation that it results from our party affiliations and our 
partisan fooling. The House divides itself in that way. And in addi- 
tion to that there come up special interests that the committee has 
failed to get hold of. This is a great country in territorial extent 
and in the character of itsindustries. Will any member of the Ways 
and Means Committee rise in his place here and say he knows all of 
these vast industries and their relations to each other and to their 
foreign rivals? Is any man vain enough to say that he is master of 
a sae abora and all the industries of this continent or even of this 

nion 

How few of us can take the one article of iron ore and trace it 
through its manifold forms to its results in finished products? How 
many of you can take any one of a hundred subjects suggested by 
the tariff and carry it through all its forms and tell us the relations 
which the one bears to the other, the cost of the labor, of the product, 
and the worth of the manufacture ? 

I affirm that politicians as we are, with here and there rare excep- 
tions, we are not enough practically acquainted with the industrial 
interests of the country to be able to tell the House and to satisfy the 
country that we have adjusted their relations and their taxation in 
the right way. 

If we had boards of trade and manufactures such as some foreign 
governments have, if we had,as others of them have, chambers of 
commerce in charge of these industries which could be consulted by 
the Government, then the Government itself might prepare a bill and 
sendit here to us with some assurance that it was carefully prepared, 
and that every interest of the country had been duly considered. But 
we have no such machinery; we have no such ministrations of the 
Government to which we can resort. 

When you come to detailed 83 there is but one safe source 
of action, that is the practical knowledge of practical men. Gentle- 
men may ask, do we not get this in the Committee on Ways and 
Means by summoning witnesses? I answer yes, partially, but only 
partially. The richest manufacturers come to us, those who perhaps 
east reed protection. The poorer manufacturers do not come to us. 
Every man who comes to us voluntarily, all the way from the seat of 
his own industry, which is usually limited within a certain radius 
from Wash n—every such man comes here for the purpose of 
taking care of his own interest, not the interests of the i ae coun- 
try. 

Now, what is desired above all things is that there shall be men 
selected who will advise in the general interests of our whole country, 
not those of an individual manufacturer or the manufacturers of a 
single article inthe market, The advantage of the system pro 
is that it directs the commissioners to visit the places where these 
industries are carried on. It gives them power to call men before 
them as well as to hear those who come voluntarily. They have 
their whole time to pursue this inquiry and to reach a result in har- 
mony with the prosperous development of all our diversified labor. 

I have perhaps sufficiently stated why the result has been so poor, 
so unsatisfactory of all attempts at a revision of your tariff which 
have been made in the ordinary way. It has become too vast a sub- 
ject for any committee to grasp in the ordinary course of business. 

our Committee on Ways and Means, chiefly composed of politicians, 
does not win the confidence of the country in dealing with exelusively 
business interests, 

I venture to say that not a tariff bill could be presented here by 
any numberof men upon this floor now getting together and prepar- 
ing such a bill that would not call forth complaints of the country 
that some interest had been omitted, injuriously affected, others 
e and still others unduly benefited. That would be inevi- 
table, because the information we get in ordinary forms is partial and 
the result of personal interests in contradistinction to national 
interests. 

What would vou gain if, as proposed by some gentlemen, we 
should combine with this expert commission, so called, a representa- 
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tion of the Senate and the House, having three members of the 
House, two Senators, and four civilians? The same objections exist, 
because the majority of the elements of the commission would be sub- 
ject to the same prejudices and the same political influences as our 
own committees are here, and their action would not advance us a 
step in the revision beyond that of the civilian commission. 

An additional reason for our objection to both the tirst and the sec- 
ond methods which I have named is this: our Congressional elec- 
tion comes off this year. How many members of this House are 
willing to devote their entire time from now till December next in 
the pursuit of these inquiries? How cool and persistent would they 
be in that pursuit during an exciting electoral contest involving 
their own political fortunes? Sir, every day of the vacation is re- 
quired for the commission to reach results. Your Committee on 
Ways and Means—and I should have given this reason before—de- 
votes an hour and a half twice a week, or three hours a week to the 
consideration of this question. Suppose they devoted the same time 
each day for six days in the week to this sole work, that would be 
but nine hours a week for this far-reaching investigation. 

But a commission selected from civilians would give forty-eight 
hours a week to its consideration, where we now give but three 
hours, and they would thus arrive at the result we desire vastly 
sooner than it could be arrived at by the Committee on Ways and 
Means or by a mixed commission, part of whom must absent them- 
selves during the political contest. You cannot successfully get 
your work done by the first Monday in December next, except 
through an independent and free commission. 

Gentlemen have often said to us, Oh, you do not mean anythin 
by this tariff commission except delay; you de not want to touch 
the tariff or modify it at all; you have held this policy before us for 
one, two, or three years for no other purpose than to shield the 
manufacturers against a revision of the tariff.“ Mr. Chairman, I 
take this occasion to say that this allegation does not come with the 
proper grace from our friends on the other side, who had it in their 
power in the last Congress to have allowed that bill to be taken 
from the Speaker’s table and acted upon, as was desired by every 
member on this side of the House. Had that been done, then by 
January of this year a report would have been before you, a bill pre- 
pared, aud your revision of the tariff would have been now in full 


E We have seen in the resistance offered to-day the same course pur- 
sued by our free-trade and revenue-tariff members against taking up 
the question at all. I ask them to look the facts in the face, that 
this side of the House has been pressing the matter for consideration ; 
that instead of using this proposition as a screen to prevent any 
action we have tried to hasten it; while for three Congresses our 
Democratic majority have utterly failed to give anything in the way 
of a revision in the ordinary form. It must therefore be evident 
that if we can do anything at all in this Con it must be through 
this bill, and by the aid of a commission including neither Senators 
nor Representatives, but only men who can give their whole time to 
the subject and who can visit the seats of our great industries. 

It is further commended to your earnest consideration that scores 
of thousands of petitioners from twenty States of the Union, repre- 
senting numerous industries in all parts of the country, have begged 
you to adopt this method. They tremble at the prospect of hasty 
and ill-considered legislation. hey want security, steadiness in 
your laws, and careful justice to vast labors and enterprises under- 
taken under the encouragement afforded by your existing laws. No 
government consulting the welfare of its people springs sudden 
changes for which the business of the country is not prepared, and 
as to the effect of which it has not been consulted. Ido not dare to 
force my theories nor yours upon the country in this manner. This 
method is not new—the method of inquiring by commission. Fre- 
quently it has been had by the House of Commons in England, by 
royal commission, on various subjects. In Germany there was acom- 
mission touching the entire revenue system in 1817. In France they 
have, I think, over seventy legal chambers of commerce, and whic 
furnish all the information . may demand. In Austria 
they have their chambers of commerce organized by law, which are 
official in their character and are consulted by the government in 
reference to all their action affecting the great business interests of 
the empire. Everywhere except here on this floor and at the other 
end of the Capitol governments recognize the advantage of consalt- 
ing their own people, consulting practical business interests, before 
they adopt Fee that may sweep industries out of existence 
and convert the prosperity of the country into equally great adver- 
sity by the destruction of its vital interests. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I admit that there is one class of men who 
may justly protest against any delay in the revision of the tariff in 
order to obtain trustworthy information by a commission or other- 
wise. Those gentlemen who care for nothing but“ revenue only“ 
are justified in asking immediate action. If you do not care what 
effect your action has upon the business interests of this country, 
then you want no commission. You may take your tables of returns 
in the Treasury, find how much each article has yielded under the 
tariff, make your estimates as to how much revenue you want, and 

ade your rates of duty accordingly. If, on the other hand, you 

lieve that there is such a thing as a national system, that there is 
such a thing as protection, whether absolute or incidental, and that 


2350 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. MARCH 28, 


national industries are worth preserving, then you must be careful 
what you do; it is then your duty to consult the interests that are 
to be atfected by your action. 109 hata 

This brings me to the question, Is there any merit in the principle 
of protection? Is there any duty to maintain that principle in the 
United States? And an interesting question I find it—a most inter- 
esting question to every patriot who wishes to see his country inde- 
pendent and great. The direct question, which we cannot evade, is 
whether you will care in your legislation to maintain your great and 
minor industries to that end, or whether you care only that the rev- 
enue needed to carry on your Government shall be obtained. 

Mr. Chairman, the changes of opinion that have taken place since 
the beginning of this Government on this question are curious. We 
have had nine chief tariffs, 2 out of sight the minor modifica- 
tions of existing tariffs. The first was in 1789, and it declared its 
object to be, among other things, ‘ for the encouragement and pro- 
tection of manufactures,” ee desire at the beginning of the 
Government to foster their growth. Singularly enough it was in- 
troduced by a distinguished gentleman from South Carolina, who 
was then chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means. And we 
find these gentlemen from the South in the boginn ng the advocates 
of protection. In the tariff of 1789, of 1816, of 1824, we find the South 
still uniting in this policy of protection. In 1828, up to which time 
New England had given protection the cold shoulder, because she 
was 80 largel engaged in the carrying trade and navigation—in 
1828 New England regarded the question of protection assettled. It 
had been N Pgs pe and stronger from 1789 to 1828; so New 
England said, We will come in and share these benefits ;” so she de- 
manded protection for her woolen manufactures. This increased the 
cost of blankets for the slaves, and a revolt came among the South- 
ern gentlemen on that subject. The tariff of 1828—a higher tariff 
than that which exists to-day—was called by them “the tariff of 
abominations.” From that time the country began to divide still 
more distinctly upon the lines of North and South. Mr. Monroe, in 
his address of 1817, was a decided advocate of protection: 

Our manufactures will likewise require the systematic and fostering care of 
the Government. Possessing, as we do, all the raw materials, the fruit of our own 
soil and industry, we ought not to depend, in the degree we have done, on sup- 
plies from other countries. While we are thus dependent, the sudden event of 
war, unsought and unexpected, cannot fail to plunge us into the most serious diffi- 
culties. It is important, too, that the capital which nourishes our manufactures 
should be domestic, as its influence in that case, instead of exhausting, as it must 
do in regs hands, would be felt advan usly on agriculture and on every 
branch of industry. we ba important is it to provide at home a market for our 
raw materials; as, by extending the competition, it will enhance the price and pro- 
tect the cultivator against the casualties incident to foreign marke President 
Monroe's first address, March 5, 1817. 

In this he only followed Mr. Madison, who said in his special mes- 
sage of May 23, 1809: 

The revision of our commercial lava prones to adapt them to the arrangement 
which has taken place with Great Bri , will doubtless en; the early atten- 
tion of Congress. It will be worthy at the same time of their just and provident 
care to make such further alterations in the laws as will more es y protect 
and foster the several branches of manufacture which have been recently insti- 
tuted or extended by the laudable exertion of our citizens. 

Andrew Jackson said, in a letter to General Patterson, in 1823: 


Upon the success of our manufactures, as the handmaid of agriculture and 
commerce, depends in a gen measure the oa of our country, and I 
soporo you that none can feel more sensibly than I do the necessity of encouraging 
them. 

Virginia was formerly in the ranks of protection as well as other 
Southern States. Since that time we find the condition is changed, 
changed except as to sugar and rice. The South still sees the neces- 
sity of protecting these articles, and certainly they are not without 
protection to-day. There is a pretty fair 3 on rice, which 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. AIKEN] the other day in- 
sisted ought to be maintained. Although he was opposed to pro- 
tection for other parts of the country he was for protection of the 
rice district. 

Mr. AIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me to correct him by sim- 
ply stating, with all deference, that he puts me wrong before the 
country? T said I was willing that enough protection might remain 
to put the domestic rice-planter upon the same footing with the for- 
eign rice-planter, but beyond that I was unwilling to go. 

Ale. ON. Does the gentleman propose to reduce the present 
tariff? 


Mr. AIKEN. I would if I could. 

Mr, KASSON. How much? 

Mr. AIKEN. I would take it all off. I would not give one cent 
of protection if it was left to me as a representative farmer. 

Mr. KASSON. Then that modifies the gentleman’s speech, and I 
hope it may be added to it when he sends the speech to the people 
in the South. 

Mr. AIKEN, I leave my speech exactly as it was delivered, and 
I respectfully ask the gentleman to give it a perusal. 

Mr. KASSON. I will gladly be corrected if I am in error. I 
listened to a of the gentleman’s speech, and I understood the 
gentleman as I have stated. I have among my pepers here a quota- 
tion from one of the free-trade organs, saying that protection even 
in part—the least part of protection—is robbery, and it says South 
Carolina is for that much protection, although protection is robbery. 
This perhaps gave me my impression, as well as what the gentleman 
said in his speech. 


Mr. AIKEN, The paonon will allow me to say that I hope he 
will not class me with any such man as he mentions as representing 
free trade. If that man makes a foolish declaration, I hope the gen- 
tleman will not insist that all the rest of us must give it paternity. 

Mr. KASSON. For example, the editor of the paper from which I 
neg was feasted at a dinner the other day, as a representative of 

e free-trade policy. His paper says: 

All the Congressmen from South Carolina are protectionists; they believe in 
“incidental spoliation. They all say, you cannot frame a revenue tariff that will 
not incidentally protect some industry; and the West will answer, then down 
with the custom-houses, and let us have no tariffat all. If we cannot have a tarifi 
without a taint of robbery in it, let us have none at all; for protection in any 
degree is nothing else but robbery. 

And the gentleman will see that I was justified in my supposition 
by finding that free-traders had the same impression, 

Mr. Al I must ask permission of the gentleman from Iowa 
for time to make a correction in what he has said. He is evidently 
placing my et i in a false light, and as one or two of them are 
absent from the House at this time, I wish to say they are opposed 
to protection, but at the same time they know, as sensible men, we 
must have revenue to carry on the Government, and that that rev- 
enue must be collected by duties on imports. They are in favor of 
course of raising revenue to defray the expenses of the Government 
by duties on imports, but anything else in the shape of protection 
does not meet with anything like encouragement from me or from 


my colleagues. 
r. KASSON. Not even on rice? e 
Mr. AIKEN. I have declared my position on the rice question. I 


am opposed to the protection of rice absolutely. 

Mr. KASSON. I pass on then with the simple statement of fact 
that rice and sugar are protected, and I know of no one from the 
South where those articles are produced that desires the duty to be 
taken off either one or the other. I speak of it in the line of my 
argument, and for the purpose of showing you that according to local 
interest men’s opinions change; how John C. Calhoun changed his 
opinions; how Andrew Jackson, who supported one of the protective 
tariffs, afterward became a friend of so-called free trade. Whenever 
local interests change the Representative naturally largely changes. 
Hence it is that now all over the West where ‘tariff for revenue 
only“ was thought to be popular a few years ago the development 
of our coal fields and their relation to the maintenance of our mann- 
factures has changed opinion on this subject largely, and Democrats 
are coming into support of the protective principle. Take Indiana, 
take Iowa, take Tennessee, take Northern Georgia and Alabaina, fol- 
low the seams of coal and iron, and you follow the argument that 
often changes the opinions of men, because it brings them practi- 
cally to the test whether they will ruin the interests that are behind 
them, or will help the interests which give prosperity to their people. 

Why, sir, if I were to ask where the test of a nation’s prosperity 
is above ali other places, I should say it was in the output of their 
coal mines. It is one of the greatest tests, and will satisfy any gen- 
tleman who will look into it, that as the coal mines are developed 
so are the industries of the country developed. I have a table here 
showing the itude of the production of coal and its increase, 
and I will add it to what I have to say, only saying now that in 
round numbers the consumption of coal for the iron industry alone 
for the year ending June 30, 1880, as obtained from the census report, 
is, of anthracite, 3,322,000 tons; of bituminous, 5,600,000 tons; and 
of coke, converted into coal-tons, 3,000,000, or a total of 12,774,000 
tons of coal. This does not include founderies, machine-shops, car- 
works, &c., which would largely increase it, The production of 
bituminous coal has been in ten years, the last census period, in- 
creased 122 per cent., and again in the yearly tonnage 135 per cent. 
But I will print the table: 

Production of bituminous coal during the census year ending June 1, 1880, 
compared with the one ending June 1, 1870, for mines east of the one hun- 
dredth meridian, 


1. Gain in number of mines 


ö. amount paid as es 85 
in total number of emplo yes 133 
7. Gain in total capital a deuseswans bashes ³0»V T 54 


You see the reason why if you strike any of the industries to which 
coal is essential, you stop the production of coal to thatextent. You 
cannot hit one part of our great industries without having it react 
throughout the whole vast 5 to the last man at work in the 
mines and to the farmer who feeds him. Diminish your coul—it 
means that your railroads carry less and have less business; dimin- 
ish your coal—it means the 5 for which it is used in all 
the great manufactures of the country are diminished. Let foreign 
production take the place of home production in our markets and 
yon stop the output of all the coal which would have been used at 

ome for their production, and youenforce idleness on so much home 
labor as would have been employed. You trace its consequences not 


merely back to the single factory which you stop by withdrawing 
its power to compete with foreign goods, but you stop whatever that 
factory uses, you stop everything back of it; the labor which works 
underground in mines; and all the way back in all sorts of indus- 
tries upon which it is dependent for materials and appliances. It 
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is this, sir, that rendersit necessary for us to be anxiously careful in 
all modifications of our protective system. 

I have a statement here showing the effect upon labor as well as 
upon capital in respect to that champion product of free trade in the 
last three Congresses, the taking of the duty from quinine while leav- 
ing the duty on the bark! The effect of that was that our home fac- 
tories were prostrated, while the sick man paid the druggist the same 
price as betore. 

Let one of the vietims make his own statement in a letter a copy 
of which he sent to me: 

You further «tate that the factories are at work and receiving all the net earn- 
ings their labor deserves.“ In response we will state that during the week ending 
today we produced just one-sixth of our capacity; our works running one day 
instead of six, and for several months past have run only two days or T the most 
three days in each week. 

If you ask the cause of D ed turn to the entries at the port of New York 
for the week ending March 8. There bate will find the following: bark imported, 
not a single pound; foreign quinine imported, 31.800 ounces,” which is the most 
re cause of our works running on one-half to one-sixth time. The country 
s flooded with foreign quinine, over 30,000 ounces as the weekly importation, while 
our former bark trade with South America has been diverted to London, that city 
receiving during the past year nearly 15,000,000 pounds, the increase alone in re- 
ceipts at London being much greater the total amount of bark received by the 
United States. 

And this was that rash wisdom of Congress which violated all 
economic laws of all the schools by taking off the duty on the manu- 
factured article while leaving it on the raw material, Is it surpris- 
ing that business men prefer an inquiry by a commission instead of 
a Congressional committee? The result is that the bark which 
formerly came direct to this country has gone to other channels, 
chiefly to London; and the large increase of the amount received 
in London shows this to be the fact. All the foreign employers in 
that particular industry are now profitably at work to supply our 
market while our own laborers are deprived of wages. At own 
citizens are turned out of the factories and have to seek other em- 
ployment. Being unaceustomed to other branches of industry, many 
are thrown out of employment altogether by the stoppage of the 
factories. I leave out the question o e e and cite this to show 
the ot of careless, hasty, and inconsiderate legislation upon the 
tariff, 

Now, sir, to come back to the line of my argument. We must admit 
the reasonableness of a change of representative opinion, when the 
interests which have sprung up and which affect all his constituents 
require that his opinion shall conform to the demand of national 
independence and prosperity. 

I desire now, sir, to offer certain propositions of my own against 
the cnstomary free-trade propositions for the consideration of this 
House, The -trader tells you that every man should have the 
N of buying in the cheapest and selling in the dearest mar- 
et. This is avery taking individual proposition, but it fails utterly 
to observe the other fact that the definite action which he demands 
to make a cheap market, would, by destroying home competition, 
make what is to-day the cheapest market to-morrow the dearest. It 
utterly fails to observe that a nation must be independent to be se- 
cure, and that every nation which depends upon a foreign nation for 
its supplies becomes the slave to that foreign nation and to the fluc- 
tuations of its market. Let war come and intercept the supplies, 
and it would not take long to find how it would bear upon the ques- 
tion of national independence and a cheap market. 

The real principle that controls the price of articles consumed is 
that of competition. It makes no difference in respect to the price, 
I admit, allowing for difference of transportation, whether your com- 

tition is from abroad or at home. On the mere question of price, 

repeat, if the merchandise is laid down in yourmarket in snficient 
eee to create ample competition, it does not matter whence 
the competition comes. The price is controlled by competition. The 
price is highest when the supply is less than the demand. It is low- 
est when the supply exceeds the demand. 

But home competition is better than foreign in this, that while it 
ceaches the same end in reduction of price, it gives employment to 
domestic labor; retains capital at home and so increases local wealth; 
retains profits at home which again create new competition and new 
reductions of price; the home capital and labor bear the burdens of 
taxation and consume local products of the soil; and the manufact- 
ure adapts itself to local wants. 

No nation can be really independent under the varying circum- 
stances of human history which depends upon another nation for its 
food, its clothing, its implements of production, or its necessary sup- 

lies for the comfort of its people, or the maintenance of its military 
‘orces. It becomes a dependent of that nation which supplies its 
necessary wants. 

_ Diversity of national industries is indispensable to national growth 
in population, wealth, and independence. In a country of great ter- 
ritorial extent it is of vastly increased importance to establish near 
markets, on the one hand for consumption of agricultural supplies, 
und on the other for the supply of needful manufactures, so as to avoid 
the costs and risks of long transportation, especially where an ocean 
intervenes. 

Whatever legislation shall secure diversity of industry, proximit 
of markets, domestic independence, and ample home competition is 
more profitable to the country than any legislation whatever whose 
effect shall be to destroy these living elements of a prosperous na- 


RECORD—HOUSE. 2351 


tional life. These propositions, sir, I will maintain against all the 
theories of the propagandists of British free trade. 

The opening of our markets freely to British, Belgian, German, 
and French industries, without discriminating for protection of our 
own, is to advance their industries, their wealth, and their inde- 
pendence at the expense of our own. Under the present condition 
of capital and labor this would work the destruction of our own. 
In proportion as these interests are destroyed the home market for 
our food products is destroyed, our producers of bread are increased 
and the consumers are diminished. We become doubly the prey of 
foreign nations, doubly dependent upon them for our welfare; first, 
on their consumption of our agricultural products, and next, on 
their ability and readiness to supply their manufactures on reason- 
able terms. This enlarged market inevitably advances prices. 

Mr. Chairman, the day after our market should be thus freely 
opened prices abroad would advance to an equality with our own, 
and exceed them as our competition became ruined in the struggle, 
and so leave the market exclusively to the foreigner. 

I think it may be stated as a general rule that about one-half of 
the duties which we collect are met by a reduction in foreign prices; 
that is to say, that the concession of the foreign producers, in order 
to meet our duties in the market, is about one-half of the entire sum 
of the duties, and in some instances more. 

I desire now, Mr. Chairman, to pursue the proof of the proposi- 
tions that I have advanced. What has been the effect of protection 
npon prices in the United States? Has it added the duties to the 
cost and so enhanced the price to the consumer of the articles whose 
production in this country has been developed by the principle of 
protection in our tariff? 

I will take several leading articles, having no time to go into them 
all. Ihave written to the census agents, and other persons, for in- 
formation on the subject. The honorable gentleman from Michigan, 
[Mr. Horr,] the other day, informed us what protection has done 
for salt, as follows: 


PRODUCTION DURING THE HISTORY OF SALT MANUFACTURE IN THE STATE. 


The salt manufacture in this State commenced in 1860. The following shows 
the amount produced yearly since that time: 


AVERAGE PRICES, 
The average net price to manufacturers for the salt product during a series of 
years is shown as follows: 
Average price per barrel in the year— 


From this table you will see we made in 1860 about 4,000 barrels of 
salt. At that time salt was $2.57 a barrel. In 1860 Michigan fur- 
nished only about 4,000 barrels. In 1861 this was increased to 125,000 
barrels ; in 1864 we reached over 500,000 barrels ; in 1874 over 1,000,000 
barrels, and in 1881, 2,750,000 barrels, and the price has fallen now 
to 75 cents a barrel from $2.57. 

Then, again, take Bessemer steel, to which we gave what was 
thought a very high protection during one term of my former service 
in Congress, Beginning with the year 1868, the price was 8158.50. 
The price went down under home competition till in 1879 it was 
$48.25. It is, of course, subject to the fluctuations of 
demand in the market. In the year 1880 it rose to $67.50, and in 
1881 fell to $61.124, and in February last to $55. Taking the year 
1880 against 1868, the fallin price has been from $158.50 to $67.50 
anne the operation of this protective“ robbery” involved in your 
tariff. 

I take now, Mr. Chairman, the silk industry of this country, an 
industry entirely the growth of the protective system; entirely I 
may say, barring the incipient stages of it, a growth since 1861, and 
which is now spreading over several States of this Union and in- 
creasing from year to year. The most sinking Tos in that industry 
is that while our annual consamption of si is something over 
$50,000,000, the production in the last year of finished goods was of 
the value of 834,410,463. That is to say, here at home we are pro- 
ducing more than half the silk 1 demanded by the annual con- 
sumption of those articles in the United States. Have we gained 
anything else than the employment of thousands of home laborers? 
With this creation of a new home manufacture, the establishment 
of a new home industry, have we guined anything in price? The 
census agent writes me as follows: 


In a way it may be stated with certainty that the average decline in 
value of silk goods is not less than 25 per cent., and is probably over 30 per cent. 


ater or less 
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which 


The decline is most marked in the classes of 3 
have outgrown foreign competition. For instance, machine twist” (sewing silk 


in the last fifteen years. 


on 7 for use on sewing machines) is not imported at all, ours being better than 
the chor Italian. Itis the oldest branch of thesilk industry here. For years 
past its manufacturers have been the severest competition, both as to 
cheapness and as to superior quality of goods. The product of to-day is very pany 
improved, so that it is not fair to compare it directly with the sewing silk of ty 
years but the price of it is fully a third less. The improvement in the char- 
acter o s made has been very marked in all branches of the industry within 
r 
eee WM. C. WYCKOFF, Secretary. 

Thus it appears that in this great industry, in all its forms, which 
las been introduced among the enterprises of this country you find 
the effect of protection has been not only to diversify our labor, to 

produce local wealth subjected to local taxation, to employ local 

Tabar, to give business to local establishments incidental to it, but 
it has improved the quality and reduced the prices which prevailed 
before home production took the pia of foreign production. 

In respect to wool and woolens, I will submit also a statement upon 
that subject. It shows the price of woolen goods at the mills in the 
years from 1865 to 1880—the average selling prices at the works. 
And it shows in blankets, cassimeres, flannels, e shawls, 
&c., a most important reduction in prices continually going on, and 
proves again the law I have stated that it is the uction which 
is RSA at home that has had the effect to reduce the prices to 


consumers throughout this country. 


Prices of woolen goods at mill in years from 1865 to 1880—Average selling 
prices in currency at works. 


1870. | 1875. | 1880. 


Cents. | Cents. | Cents. 
65 50 
130 125 
45 30 
224 
32 to — 18 to 22 
50 40 
45 35 
Missouri.. 40 25 
Rhode Island 110 90 


*Per nd. In 1860, 114 ounces to the ; in 1880, 13 ounces to the yard. 
Per a $ Each. - yang z 

I have other tables here upon other subjects. In cotton goods the 
same result appears. It is the same with nails, which are largely 
used of course throughout the country. I will not take now the 
time of the committee to go into details and read the tables. I will 
print them. 


Table showing the decline in prices of cotton goods—Average selling prices 
in currency at works. 


States. 
Missouri 
issou?i NTE Ba 
New Hampshire... 


Connecticut Gingham 


Fer pound. 


Per yard. 


(currency. ) 


85888 
rr 
; 838883825 


D 
x 
8 
a 
8 


Under the revenue tariff in 1860 iron rails were 848 per ton; under 
the protective tariff in 1881 the price was $47.15 per ton. You may 
ask if this decline in prices has involved diminution of wages of the 
laborer. In reply I submit the letter addressed to me by the special 
agent of the census, who furnished to me most of the foregoing 
tables. He says: 


My DEAR Sin: As per 
from 1800 to 1880 of v 


our 


uest, I leave to hand you the of prices 
ous * duced in this eon 


sles of consumption produced country, 


When not otherwise stated the figures are from the reports made to me as special 
agent of the census. 

While these figures show a material reduction in the selling price, in most cases 
there has been no cusl corresponding reduction in wages. In many instances 
there has been a di ed increase. In some the wages are about the same and in 
others there has been some reduction. 

For example, at a prominent cotton mill in Massachusetts, making gingham, 
the reduction in of act from 1865 to 1880 was fully 50 per cent. In this 
country weavers received $1.11 per hundred weight in 1865 and $1.32 per hundred 
weight in 1880. Spinners received 61 cents a day in 1865 and $1.75 in 1880, Ata 
Rhode Island cotton mill mule spi was $1.50 a day in 1865 and the same in 
1880. Weaving $1.20 in 1865 and $1.25 in 1880. In a New York woolen mill spin- 
ning was $1.75 a day in 1865 and $2.05 a day in 1880. 

Respectfully, 
JOSEPH 8 
Expert, Special Agent. 
Hon. Jonx A. Kassox, Washington, D. C. 
_In further answer I add the following from a responsible commer- 
cial journal of Boston, comparing the wages paid in 1860, under a 
revenue tariff, with those of 1882: 


Wages of woolen operatives for 1860 and 1862. 
[From Boston Commercial Bulletin.) 
We present the following figures, representing the average weekly wages of 


woolen-mill operatives in usetts to-day and in 1860 
Operatives. 1882. | 1860. 
80 40 $698 
7 50 5 72 
7 00 5 32 
460 3 37 
13 50 8 90 
9 50 7 50 
8 50 6 79 
20 00 12 00 


hose wages were not far higher in 1878 than in 1860. 


My examination of the subject, sir, uniformly shows that this great, 
law of competition, and home competition as being nearest the con- 
sumer, is the law that regulates prices in this country far more than 
the duties which we impose in order to encourage the industries 
and maintain them at home, instead of depending on foreign markets 


and foreign conpetition alone. I have said enough on this subject 
xe make clear my propositions, and the proof I hope will sustain my 
egations. 

I return again to the policy of protection as against the policy of 
free trade. Gentlemen have always pointed om to the Boplish ex- 
ample, and demanded of us that we shall follow the English prece- 
dent. And when I say to them that the interests of labor in this 
country are the controlling considerations in this question, in view 
of all the results that grow out of its employment and the generons 
compensation of the laborer, they say that is a mere political claim, 
and that we are trying to reconcile the laborer to this system of pro- 
tection, whereas interest of the country is for free trade. 

Now, let us try to get at the real facts in the c: for I wish to 
look every one of themin the face. Mark you, Mr. Chairman, I am 
always speaking of the principle of protection, and not of the rate 
of duty required to protect; t subject must be p med until 
the facts are before us. Lam speaking of the principle of protection 
and its relation to the welfare of our 9 and of our people. This 
principle has been maintained in six out of the nine tariffs that this 
2 has tried. It was maintained continuously from 1789 to 
1833, the four p ing tariffs involving the principle of protection, 
and that of 1828 affirming it toa — a beyond our present tariff. 
In 1833 the so-called compromise tariff was adopted to adjust the diffi- 
culties between northern manufacturers and southern consumers. 
That compromise tariff involved a sliding scale—an annual reduction 
of 10 per cent.—down to the year 1842, when the tariff was to be ad 
valorem and the rates were to be reduced to 20 per cent. on value. 
It was to kill our industries by successive inches of mutilation. 

At the time that tariff was passed the country was prosperous, 
and that prosperity had been created by the 1 protective 
tariffs, supported by such men as Presidents Madison and Monroe, 
General Jackson, and many other southern men, as well as, during 
the latter portion of the time, by the statesmen of New England. 
Now comes the first change with a tendency to free trade or “ tariff 
for revenue only.” What was the result? We are most of us old 
enough to remember what happened in 1837, 1838, and 1839, how the 
country went down with panic and into ruin, alarming our states- 
men more than anything that had occurred in the previous history 
of the country. 

When Congress met in 1842 the first thing they did to restore the 
prosperity of the country was to restore the protective principle in 
the tariff, and they did that in the tariff of that year. Again the 
country revived—I am speaking of the facts of history—again the 
38 revived; agriculture, manufactures, mercantile business, 
everything revived, and the country again became prosperous. 

And then, mark you, it was a change of parties that brought ii 
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about in the political convulsion of the Harrison campaign. The 
country becoming prosperous, the people afterward drifted back into 
the Democratic or free-trade line. ey began immediately to bat- 
tle against the great industries of the country, and to subject them 
to burdens they could not bear, in obedience to the dictates of the 
non-manufacturing States. 

Thus came the tariff of 1846, the Robert J. Walker tariff; admira- 
ble in its system, in its grouping, but ultimately most unfortunate in 
its effect as modified by the law of 1857 in the same line of action. 
Yon know what happened about that time; how the credit of the 
country was destroyed, its enterprise stagnant, its hopes nullified. 
There was deficient revenue coming into your Treasury, and it cost 
you 12 per cent, interest to borrow money for the Government. Dis- 
aster after disaster fell upon us with war ensuing. 

Then in 1851 came again a political revolution, and the protective 
turiff again. Generally after the close of a t war a country is 
impoverished, industries are slackened, and the people suffer. But 
in our country, after five years of the tariff of 1861, industries were 
active, people were employed, everybody was engaged in active pur- 
suits, poverty was diminished, and all through the country activity 
in business prevailed, and the country grew more prosperous, and so 
continued during and after the war for twelve years without inter- 
ruption. 

ut, say gentlemen, how about the disaster of 1873? I see the 
question in the smiles on the faces of my friends over the way. The 
answer to that is very evident, that under the influence of overpro- 
duction both at home and abroad, extravagant enterprises were in- 
augurated, in railroads especially, with great inflation of credit. 
The first great railroad that broke down took others, the whole iron 
industry, and the whole system of credit down with it. Then com- 
menced the toppling of connected industries and credits, and one 
after another at went down. The same disaster went over free- 
trade England, and all Europe, for the same overproduction was 
there. But now mark the sequence of the history of that disaster. 
Which was the first country to recover? Was it a European free- 
trade country like England? Ou the contrary, we were the first coun- 
try that began to recover from that disaster of overproduction, And 
it was only in consequence of our recovery that England began to 
recover; only began, for she has not y recovered to this day, 
while our prosperity surpasses all our former experience, No polit- 
ical revolution occurred among us as after the previous disasters. No 
change of tariff system followed to lift us out of the mire. After a 
rest, and slow consumption of accumulated stocks, our people rose 
up, like a giant . by sleep, and resumed their prosperous 
march, We therefore find that when we stumble during the exist- 
ence of a protective tariff, we recover from that stumble, while under 
other tariffs we fell and rested on the ground till a change to protec- 
tion revived us. I therefore hold that, taking the history of our dif- 
ferent tariffs, we find it the most uniform rule that under a protective 
tariff there has been prosperity, and under free trade disaster. Under 
protection we recover without change of system, while under a rey- 
enue tariff we only recover by virtue of a change of system back to 
protection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope the gentleman will be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. TUCKER. I move that the time of the gentleman be extended. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KASSON, I thank gentlemen for their courtesy and shall not 
trespass much longer upon the time of the committee. This being, 
then, the effect of protection, as we look at it in our own country, I 
ask gentlemen to look for a moment to that country upon whose 
example they propose we shall model our legislation. 

What has been the effect in England of her system of free trade 
since it was adopted? 

I need not go over the whole ground so often gone over that Eng- 
land was formerly a great protective nation; that her prosperity 

w up under the principle of protection; that Chatham, the younger 
itt, Canning, Brougham, Huskisson, and all her t statesmen 
before the time of Sir Robert Peel, were advocates of protection and 
maintained the principle for England. I need not go over all that 
ground. It is an admitted fact that her prosperity was acquired 
under the most rigid protection, accompanied by the most persistent 
assaults upon the markets of other countries, including her colonies. 
It was by commanding foreign markets and controlling rigidly her 
own that England attained her prosperity; and it is only recently 
that she has given liberty to her colonies to establish their own sys- 
tem, of which they are availing themselves to-day. 

Nor do I need to do more than allude to the failure of England to 
permanently convert the rest of pone to her new policy. Public 
opinion throughout Europe on this subject of protection has within 
the last three years very much changed. England, in the highest 
tide of the free-trade sentiment, secured low-tariff treaties with 
most of the countries of Europe, securing the admission to them of 
her s at low rates. Other European countries made the like 
treaties between themselves. Within the last three years those 
treaties have in the main expired; and, with few exceptions, the 
free-trade treaties made in the earlier of the decade from 1870 
to 1880 have been refused to be continued by the countries with 
which they existed. Italy has partially gone back upon that sys- 
tem; Russia has gone back upon it; Austria and Germany have shut 
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themselves off from it. France, in the face of the most determined 
efforts on the part of England, has refused to renew her free-trade 
treaty with Great Britain. 

It may be that these facts ought not conclusively to guide us; but 
they certainly help to form a judgment as to what has been the 
effect of free trade practically upon the countries of the continent 
of Europe which have adopted it, they being the judges. 

Mr. Chairman, we have no example now guiding us in the direc- 
tion of free trade but England herself, and it is questionable whether 
we shall much longer have that. Let me read something that oc- 
curred recently in London, to show the condition of English industry 
and English feeling to-day under the operation of her free-trade 
system. 

Toa the 14th of February last, a little over a month ago, a public 
meeting was held in London to consider the question of the relief 
of the working population of England. Atthat meeting Lord Salis- 
bury, the leader of one of the great parties of England, offered a 
resolution— 

That under the present circumstances it is a matter of national interest that 


archasers of textile fabrics should, as far as possible, give preference to goods of 
British make, a N š 


Mark the careful language. It is, he says, a matter of national 
interest that the people of England should voluntarily, irrespective 
of price, purchase British-made fabrics instead of foreign. Then, in 
his following speech, he used the language which I will ask the 
Clerk to read: 

The Clerk read as follows: t 

That it was within the power of each in ee and in proportion to her pur- 
chases to determine whether or not large ies of English artisans and large 
bodies of English agriculturists should flourish or decay; whether industries 
that had given employment and comfort to great numbers should be permanent 
or should die away ; whether the sources of prosperity should flow with new and 
abundant volume or whether, at least in some of their most important branches, 
they should dry up. 

Mr. KASSON. Thus will be observed the effect of free trade in 
England upon her working population—upon the very existence of 
her industries. The chief of a great party in England so recently 
as last month called upon the women of England to cease buying 
foreign goods, and, irrespective of price, buy British goods, to save 
from poverty and suffering the workingmen of England and to help 
to save her industries! Would you bring the same condition upon 
the workingmen and the industries of America? Is free trade a 
blessing? It is the very principle of the law of protection that 
Lord Salisbury desires voluntarily to make operative, because Eng- 
land still hopes to force the United States, by her various modes of 
influencing our action, into the column of free trade, thus securin 
our markets and letting our industries and our workingmen perisl. 
instead of her own. But, sir, they begin to appreciate in England 
the sentiment which is so strong in this country. Iwill read another 
extract. It is from the London Times of July, 1880, and is in answer 
to the allegation that the United States would soon fall into their 
line of action. The London Times says: 

The United States have not yet seen the errors of their ways. It is doubtful if 
they are in the road for seeing them. England, as our Philadelphia correspondent 
remarked in a recent letter, has gone on for the last fourteen years or so repeating 
that America could not long put off ry ey ae trade. There is not. our corre- 
spondent declares, the 3 sign of the fulfillment of this long-standing 3 
ecy. The United States do not approach the question from the same point of view 
as ourselves. The object of their statesmen is not to secure the largest amount of 


wealth for the country generally, but to keep up, by whatever means, the standard 
of comfort among the laboring classes. 


This allegation is further provod by the statement recently made 
(and published) at Pittsburgh by the manager of a Staffordshire iron- 
works in England, who was inspecting American industry. He said: 

I find that in many respects you have the advantage of us as regards mechan- 
ical appliances, while in others we are ly ahead of your manufacturers. We 
can manufacture iron at just one-half the cost as far as the price of labor is con- 
cerned. I find that your rate of wages is about exactly double what we have to 
pay. 

While the great English journal declares that to be our policy, 
ou on the other side gave it. We reaffirm it, and say if youdo not 
eep up your protective policy your workingmen will fall as griev- 

ously as the workingmen of England—fall lower—because the latter 
will then have the employment of which your own workingmen will 
be deprived. You may then, like the apeh statesman, call on the 
American women to abandon the use of nch and English fabrics 
and to use American goods to save our industries and our people from 
starvation. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. KASSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Is not the extract which the . has just 
read a part of a letter written from the city of Philadelphia to the 
London Times? 

Mr. KASSON. On the contrary, it is the comment of the London 
Times on that letter. 

Mr. CARLISLE. A letter written from Philadelphia? 

Mr. KASSON. Yes. And I have here a comparison of pricesshow- 
ing how much more we pay our workingmen. 

Fare: Mr. Chairman, let me call the attention of gentlemen of 
the House to the dependence of agriculture and of every productive 
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element of prosperity in the country upon the conditions of comfort 
among the great masses of the community. Where will we find a 
sufficient market for the products of the farmer if the people are not 
paid enough to buy comforts for themselves and families—to buy 
wheaten bread, meat, clothing, and the other comforts of life? Good 
wages are the very means by which we enlarge our home market for 
the necessaries of life which we produce. Without it consumption 
must be diminished. Poverty consumes little. 

Do you ask us to depend alone on the foreign market? Do you 
say a certain amount of goods must be produced and it makes no 
difference whether produced in England or elsewhere, the laborers 
must be fed? Isay in answer, that it makes a great difference where 
these laborers live who are to be fed. If it were not for our home 
market consuming on the N three-fourths or more of all we 
produce, we should suffocate in the unsalable abundance of our own 
production. The foreign laborers do not buy as much as our own— 
they cannot afford it with their low wages, and they do not live as 
well as our own. I recollect during the period I was abroad that 
u mine was filled with water and several hundred workingmen were 
turned ont. It came out in connection with that calamity that the 
very next day they had to solicit charity to feed the men whose 
daily wage was only enough for their daily bread. 

And yet you ask me to accept a policy which shall either sweep 
away our industries absolutely by foreign competition or compel 
them to pay the same low rate of wages which is paid abroad. In 
the latter case our industries might live poreibly; some of them; but 
in the struggle you will force our workingmen down to the starving 
level upon which workingmen are forced to live abroad, where, in 
many places on the continent, their wage is forty-eight to fifty cents 
a day. As we have seen, this phase of the 5 is appreciated 
in England. It is there recognized as the policy of our statesmen— 
meaning thereby the statesmen who stand by the policy of protec- 
tion—to increase the comforts of the workingmen of the country. It 
is a policy not resting on sentiment alone or on charity. It rests 
upon the evident principle that there must be men able to buy and 
consume, or else we shall have no need to produce. 

Now, sir, this proposition also is inevitably involved in the ques- 
tion before us, between protection on the one hand and free trade on 
the other. It is an additional reason for requiring this commission 
to go where these laborers are assembled, where they can hear their 
statements from their own mouths, learn their rate of wages, and see 
what their wages produce for them in previdne for their comfort. 
And let ns take care that we do not force down the price of pro- 
duction to an extent which will reduce our laboring population to 
helplessness and poverty. 

I challenge theories with the presentation of facts. I show you 
Ireland, once prosperous with diversified industries which were sus- 
tained by protective duties, now, since the act of union and abolition 
of these duties, crushed, bleeding, ruined, depopulated, wretched, 
withont recovery. I point you to India, whose former wealth and 
glory have been the theme of historians and poets, prostrated and 
impoverished by the compulsory free trade forced upon her by her 
conqueror. I point you to Turkey and Japan. struggling against 
the manacles imposed on them by non-terminable free-trade treaties 
long ago secured by England, and still prostrating their home indus- 
tries. I direct your attention to Russia, Austria, Germany, and 
France abandoning the revenue-tariff treaties at their expiration two 
years ago, refusing their renewal, and returning to the protection of 
their national industries. I ask you to look at colonial Canada, 
alarmed at her migrating people and her treasury deficit, establish- 
ing a protective system against Great Britain, and now congratulat- 
ing herself upon her full treasury and the contentment of her people. 

And I especially ask you to direct your eyes upon your own coun- 
try after twenty years of this!“ protective-tariff robbery.” The war 
found ns with a low tariff and obliged us to order even the clothing 
of our soldiers from foreign countries at prices advanced by our very 
necessities. It found the Confederate States with scarcely a factory 
or machine-shop within all their borders, and dependent on foreign 
countries for many of their most important supplies. The South 
would then have voted-millions for those home manufactures so 
necessary to national independence. But they had persistently and 
for years opposed the principle under which alone they could be 
called into existence. Decided protective duties were now imp 
by the United States, in part for revenue and in part to Stooge 
home industry. They have in the main continued ever since. The 
demands of the war created in many departments increased activity 
to manufactures. After the wara million of men deposed their arms 
and took up the labors of peace with a promptitude and good order 
without precedent in the world’s history; our home market was 
retained for our own industry, and all found employment; new fac- 
tories, instead of poorhonuses, were built; the revenues of the coun- 
try were ample and were freely paid; depreciation of currency dis- 
appeared by steady, progressive steps; rates of interest for public 
and private debts were reduced as the national credit advan: the 


public debt has been paid off at a rate for which the whole world 
shows no precedent, and upon which we ourselves look with grate- 
ful admiration and amazement. 

The financial prosperity of the Government was only a reflex of the 
progress The opening of new and count- 


popular development an 
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less farms and of new home and foreign markets for agricultural 
products, the 5 of new mines, the establishment of fur- 
naces, rolling-mills, factories, machine-shops, the vast extension of 
railroads, the calling in of foreign debts and the accumulation of 
wealth at home—these mark that period as an era of prosperity 
certainly unequaled in the past, if if shall ever be repeated in the 
future. Even when both Europe and America staggered under the 
disasters of 1873, produced by universal overproduction, it is an in- 
disputable fact that the United States were the first to rally by 
reason of their ability to supply their own reviving market, and are 
the only nation among them all which has yet recovered her former 
prosperity. Never, in the hundred years of our acknowledged nation- 
ality, has a census revealed such treasures of national independence 
and happiness as that just completed. Thank God for it! 

And yet in the face of this history, which we ourselves have wit- 
nessed, it is demanded by a majority of our political opponents that 
we shall abandon the American system and adopt the British. 

Let us look, then, at the comparative condition of England. Let 
us remember that before she reached her character of free-trader 
she had established her fame as the test protectionist on the face 
of the globe. She had opened and monopolized numerous foreign 
and colonial markets by force of arms, compelling them to furnish 
her the raw material only, while she alone could send them manu- 
factures. They could make sugars, but establish no refineries; they 
could raise wool, but establish no factories; they might raise their 
own food, but she must clothe them and furnish their instruments 
of labor. Such was her colonial system. So England became the 
profitable workshop of the world, while imposing high daties on 
articles competing with her own at home. As late as 1816 the sound 
policy of England, as Lord Brougham declared, was to stifle “in the 
eradle those infant manufactures in the United States which the 
war had forced into existence.” In 1824 the policy, according to 
Huskisson, was an extension of the principle of reducing duties 
just so far as was consistent with complete protection of British 
industry. 

Having tbus obtained a vast capital, a low rate of interest, a t 
body of skilled artisans, an enormous plant in manufacture, all ona 
small, isolated, and compact territory, and having under her control 
the colonial and subject markets of two hundred millions of people; 
and ample ships for cheap transportation, she trusted the rest to her 
diplomacy. She abandoned her agriculture in order to get cheaper 
food for her other and greater interests. She abandoned war as the 
means for obtaining new markets, and vrs herself to treaties and 
to the dissemination of free-trade pamphlets for the conversion of her 
neighbors. 

And with what result to-day? The conversion of her neighbors 
was not lasting. They attended her lectures, but have since * fallen 
from grace.” With all her preaching agencies she has not converted 
the richest and most expanding market of the world, the United 
States. Her agriculture is so seriously depressed that her landlords, 
beginning with their hereditary prince, have been obliged to relin- 
quish a large percentage of the rents legally due to them. One of 
her eminent statesmen has advised the English farmers to relieve 
their distress by 3 to other lands. She is obliged to repu- 
diate her children. Many thousands are leaving her shores for dis- 
tant lands. She has become a Naomi sending off her Ruths to find 
refuge in the arms of an alien Boaz. Many of her industries are 
reduced, work at her factories and mines is e stopped, strikes 
are frequent to preserve even the low rate of wages paid to the la- 
borer. Her minister says the penny-income tax now yields less than 
formerly. Her poor-houses do not become less populous; but for 
emigration they would become overcrowded. Her wealth is con- 
stantly being concentrated and not diffused among her people. 

Notwithstanding the tribute she draws from her mercantile ma- 
rine, and from a debt-paying world, she is finding no new resources 
to develop, while she is losing the old. With all her ificent 
intellectual development, with all her splendid achievements in 
war and peace, it cannot be denied that her devotion to free trade is 
founded exclusively npon her own interests, and gives us not the 
slightest reason to follow her counsels. We have been far more pros- 

rous under protection than England has been under free trade. 

o you still deny it? Why, then, do the sons of her rich men come 
here to buy land and open 8 — ? Why do her laborers and artisans 
annually flock by thousands to our hospitable shores? Why, hav- 
ing experienced the “injustice” of our protective system, do they 
not return to the profits and enjoyments of a free- e jurisdiction ? 
Do they not know whether the net account of human comfort here 
or there is better and more profitable? There is but one answer to 
these questions. Life in thiscountry is richer, happier, more profit- 
able, with wider hopes and better realities, both for himself and his 
family, than in the -trade country he has abandoned. 

Profoundly appreciating the sympathy of the British free-trader 
for our ‘‘overtaxed and suffering people,” I would endeavor to as- 
suage his benevolent grief. I assure him that we are still able to 
feed and clothe our people without sending a single able-bodied man 
or woman to the poor-house; that we have enough left to feed and 
clothe annually some hundreds of thousands who are leaving, for some 
reason, his happy free-trade country and coming to our “ protected” 
shores in search of labor und food. We manage somehow to do even 
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more—we clothe them, we educate their children, we give them 
farms, we build churches for them; and he will hear with astonish- 
ment that they rarely return to the blessings which they left behind 
in the old country. 

Ido not believe, Mr. Chairman, that it can be urged here for a 
moment that the laborer is not better off, that the farmer is not better 
off, that the poor man is not better off in the United States of America 
with twenty years of protective tariff than he is in the British Em- 
pire with more ‘ea of free trade. Why should we adopt her plan 
and her principle? Are her people happier than ours? Is she get- 
ting more wealth year by year than the United States of America? 
Is she as a nation better off than we are? Are her factories being en- 
lurged, her laborers getting higher rates of wages? Are her people 
res government better off than are the people and government of 
this country? When you answer these questions in the affirmative, 
when you can tell me that her people are in a better condition than 
ours, that her manufactories are being enl and her productions 
increased, then come to me and ask me to abandon the protective 
poses which has wrought such rich results of p. rity here. 

ut until you can do that I cannot concede the logic of your argu- 
ment. 

Mr. SIMONTON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question ? . 

Mr. KASSON. Les. 

Mr. SIMONTON,. Are iey not better off in free-trade England 
than in protective Germany 

Mr. KASSON. The laborers do not appear to be better off there. 
The tendency of free trade has been to accumulate capital in the 
hands of a few rich men, to make the rich richer and the poor poorer, 
because it leaves the laborer no savings to lay by to provide for his 
wantsinthe future. The farmers of Germany are not advised by the 
statesmen of that country to emigrate, as the English are. 

Whenever PEs bring this theory to the practical test of benefit to 
the masses of the people you cannot ask me to abandon the principle 
of protection. 

t others aing the theoretical beauties and blessings of free trade. 
Enough for me that I find the sure path which has led to the prosperity, 
the greatness, and the glory of my county: Lend par earsif you will 
to the melody of free trade, which is like the scholar’s story of the 
music of the spheres, never Sy heard by mortal sense. The American 

‘patriot will rather incline his ear to that music which is made by the 
lade that cuts the waving grain, by the hum of thespindle, the sharp 
ring of the anvil, the whistle of the plane, the crash of the great 
roller upon masses of iron and steel, the blow of hammers, the rush 
of machinery, and the whir of the railroad trains which exchange 
food and mannfactures in an unceasing stream among our people. 
As fire and water, light and heat, electricity and magnetism are 
elemental forces producing the infinite variety and utility of nature. 
so do these represent the formative physical forces of our organiz 
rd at asanation. This is the song of labor. It means wages 
or the laborer, bread and clothing and education for his children, 
and hope for the future. Itmeans that employment of capital which 
distributes its earnings among the pr number. It means diver- 
sity of national industries, which defends us against privations in 
war and secures our independence in peace. It means national en- 
richment by buying at home instead of spending abroad. It means 
accumulation of national wealth, which in turn flows back in a 
thousand channels to fertilize new enterprises, and develop new 
sources of wealth. It means the beneficence of boundless charity 
and the endowment of schools and colleges and churches. It means 
the progress, the prosperity, the comfort, and the happiness of a peo- 
re 3 great, and with a yet greater destiny in the future. 
pplause. 

Mr. CARLISLE addressed the committee. [See Appendix. ] 

Before Mr. CARLISLE had concluded, 

Mr. ROBESON said: Will the gentleman yield for a motion that 
the committee rise? If so, I will make that motion, with the under- 
standing that the gentleman shall be entitled to the floor when the 
House 97 2577 into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Iam willing to yield for that motion, if it is the 
pleasure of the committee. ; 

Mr. KELLEY. I will ask that there shall be an understandin 
that we shall gointo Committee of the Whole to-morrow long enon 3 
to allow the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] to conclude 
his ment while itis fresh in his mind. 

Mr. ROBESON. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CAMP re that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
No. 2315) to provide for the appointment of a commission to investi- 
gate the question of the tariff and internal-revenue laws, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. KASSON. I have been requested by gentlemen on both sides 
of the House to ask that the bill now under consideration in Com- 
inittee of the Whole be reprinted for the use of the House, as the 
former print of the bill has been exhausted. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House adjourn. 
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Mr. THOMAS. I wonld like to present a report. 
Mr. RANDALL. Regular order. 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills and 
a joint resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed 
the same: 

An act (S. No. 827) to amend an act entitled An act making appro- 
priations to provide for the expenses of the government of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for the fiscal vear ending June 30, 1882, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 3, 1881 ; 

An act (8. No, 1415) to provide forthe closing of an alley in square 
195 in the city of Washington, District of Columbia; 

An act (S. No. 1510) forthe relief of John H. Schabinger, guardian 
of Susan McKnatt and Martha McKnatt, minor daughters of James 
McKnatt, deceased ; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 30) making an appropriation for fillin, 
up, draining, and placing in good sanitary condition the groun 
south of the Capitol along the line of the old canal, and for other 
purposes. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

Am e from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its Le an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment the bi GE 
R. No. 4763) to authorize the accounting officers of the Treasury 
pees to settle the accounts of Brevet Major-General Edward 

atch, United States Army, chairman and disbursing officer of the 
special Ute commission appointed under act of Congress of May 3, 
1878. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 


requested : 

A bill (8. No. 813) for the purchase or condemnation of land in the 
city of Philadelphia for public purposes ; and 

A bill (8. No, 1594) to facilitate the payment of dividends to the 
creditors of the Freedman’s Savings and t Company. 


PEACE IN SOUTH AMERICA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which, with the accompanyin, 
documents, was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, an 
ordered to be printed: 


To the House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith, in response to the resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives of yesterday, the 27th instant, a report of the 5 with accom- 
panying papers, touching the negotiations for the resto: of peace in South 


America. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 28, 1882. 


AMERICAN WOOD-PRESERVING COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which, with the accom- 
panying documents, was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secre of the Navy, wit! 
accompanying papers, on the subject of purchasing from American Wood- 
Preserving Company the machinery which was erec by that company at the 
navy- Boston, under contract with the Navy De ent, for the purpose of 
fully testing the company’s process of 8 ber for use in the Navy. 
The attention of Congress is invited to the subject. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MAxsiox, March 28, 1882. 
SUFFERERS BY MISSISSIPPI OVERFLOW. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, in response to House resolution of the 22d instant calling 
for information relative to further relief needed by sufferers from 
the present overflow of the Mississippi River and its tributaries; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. RANDALL, that the 
House adjourn, it was a to; and accordingly (at five o’clock 
and ten minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other pa 
the Clerk’s Iak under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: The petitions of William Tyler and others, of 
C. W. Munson and others, of William Fauth and others, and of B. 
F. Guiles and others, for the passage of the Keifer bill, granting pen- 
sions to soldiersand sailorsof the late war who were confined in con- 
federate prisons—severally to the Select Committee on the Payment 
of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. AIKEN: The resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Charleston, South Carolina, favoring the construction of a free ship- 
canal connecting the Chesapeake and Delaware Bays—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BARR: The petition of Frank A. Clark and others, for the 
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passage of a bill to establish a soldiers’ home at Erie, Pennsylvania— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BAYNE: The petition of W. H. Hespenhide & Co. and 6 
others, wholesale dealers in liquor, of Allegheny, Pennsylvania, 
against any extension of distillers’ warehousing bonds beyond the 
period of t years—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CANDLER: The petition of H. H. Swift & Co. and others 
and of D. G. Bacon & Co. and others, for the p of House bill 
No. 4864 to levy ad valorem duties on sugar—severally to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. CRAPO: The petition of Joshua Dyer and others, of Bos- 
ton and Provincetown, 2 relative tothe French spolia- 
tion claims—to the Committee on hpi Affairs. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: The petition of Emil Priebe and others, urg- 
ing an increase of force in the Pension Office—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FROST: The petition and resolutions of the Central Land 
Leagues of Saint Louis, Missouri, relative to the imprisonment of 
American citizens in British jails—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HARDY: The petition of Joseph M. Cummings & Co., for 
relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAZELTON: The petitions of Lamberton Doolittle, of 
Mary Cooper, and of Mrs. Sarah A. Torbett, for pension—severally 
to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay. A 

Also, memorial of the Wisconsin Legislature, asking for increased 
mail facilities between Lancaster and Cassville, Grant County, Wis- 
consin—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: The petition of H. T. Olmsted and 200 others, 
citizens of Harrison County, Iowa, praying that the Sioux City and 
Pacifice Railway Company be authorized to erect a bridge across the 
Missouri River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of John Kennedy—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUTCHINS: The petition of citizens of New Rochelle, 
Westchester County, New York, for the enactment of a law to pro- 
hibit the erection of monuments to the memory of British officers or 
their sympathizers of the revolutionary war—to the Joint Committee 
on the Library. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of Edward Blake, jr., and others, 

sraying for the passage of the French spoliation claims bill—to the 

‘ommittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Captain George K. Brady and others, praying 
for the passage of the bill for the reorganization of the infantry regi- 
ments in the United States Army—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ORTH: The petition of Samuel Fisher, of Anderson, Indi- 
ana, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. RANDALL: The petition of the officers of the Twenty-third 
Regiment of the United States Army, praying for the passage of the 
bill for the reorganization of the United States infantry regiments— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. W. E. ROBINSON: The petitions and resolutions of the 
Buffalo Land League; of the Eleventh Ward (New York City) Land 
League; of citizens’ meeting of the eighth ward of Brooklyn, New 
York; of the Emmet Branch of the Land League of Washington, Dis- 
trict of Columbia; and of the Newark (New Jersey) Land League, 
relative to the imprisonment of American citizens in British jails— 
severally to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: The petition of Frank S. Reader and 
150 others, comrades of Post of the Grand Army of the Republic, New 
Brighton, Pennsylvania, for the passage of the bill to establish a 
soldiers’ home at Erie, Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. O. R. SINGLETON: Memorial of the Legislature of Mis- 
sissippi, relative to the waiver of forfeiture of the land grant in aid of 
the Quit and Ship Island Railroad—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. VANCE: Papers relating to the pension claims of William P. 
Payne, of Emma Jean Clark, of Dovey Pace, of Jeremiah Buckner, 
of Mrs. J. Elder, and of Daniel E. Freeman—severally to the Com- 
inittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of William B. Morrow—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the heirs of John C. Garland 
of Levi Jones, and of the widow and heirs of Stephen Tipton and 
John H. Sams—severally to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of C. R. Byrd and others, for the establishment 
of a post-route from Burnsville to Ramseytown, North Carolina—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: The petition of Samuel Sherrill and of 
Thomas J. Whitaker, for compensation for property taken and used 
by the United States Army during the war of the rebellion—seve- 
rally to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr M. R. WISE: The petition of L. R. Boyle and 20 others, 
honorably disc ed soldiers, for the passage of the bill to establish 
a apes home at Erie, Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
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WEDNESDAY, March 29, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Buttock, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the 5 of the Interior, trausmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 28th ultimo, the report of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office concerning the Saugre de Cristo grant in Col- 
orado; which, on motion of Mr. COCKRELL, was ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. MITCHELL presented a memorial of the Philadelphia Mari- 
time Exchange, in favor of the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 1059) 
to facilitate the negotiation of bills of lading and other commercial 
instruments, and to punish fraud therein; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 
change and a memorial of the Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, 
remonstrating against the extension of the steam grain-shovel patent; 
which were referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a memorial of the Vessel-Owners’ and Captains’ 
Association of Philadelphia, in favor of the establishment of an ice 
harbor and a light-house in Delaware Bay, and for the completion 
of the Delaware breakwater for the improvement of the navigation 
of the Delaware River; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented the petition of Patrick Boyle and others, citizens 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the establishment of a soldiers’ home at 
ro in that State; which was referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of citizens of Mississippi 
County, Missouri, praying for un appropriation for the repair of the 
levees and river front of the Mississippi River; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River and 
Tributaries. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I present resolutions in the nature of a 1 8 
h 


of citizens of Saint Louis, and I ask that they may be read. ey are 
very short. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be read. 


The resolutions were read, and ordered to lie on the table, as fol- 
lows: 

Whereas a number of citizens of the United States of America have been 
arrested, and without trial or other due process of law have been confined in gaols 
in Great Britain and Ireland, to the serious detriment of their health, their 1 
ness, and their reputation, and in violation of the = terms of a treaty mado 
between the 3 reat Britain san Daa United 


That our Representatives in the Ponera of the United States be, and they are 
hereby, requested to ascertain, through the proper authorities, whether the facts 
related above are true, and, if so, to use every influence which they possess or can 
bring to bear upon the matter to secure the release of such citizens of the United 
States so imprisoned; or, if it is alleged that they are held charged with any crime or 
offense, that they be brought to speedy trial, that so the interests of right and jus- 
tice may be best served. 

, secondly, That, as American citizens of Irish descent, we Togari with 
abhorrence the present tyrannical and altogether unjustifiable arrests and confine- 
ment by the British Government of persons of Irish extraction then tem ly 
and peaceably sojourning in Ireland and England, but whose allegiance is solely 
due to the Government of the United States, and that the ina, oo s 


laced upon this country merits the reprobation of all li = le. 
Lees ST cb HOMAS O REILLY E. b. 
Chairman of the Central Council of Saint Louis Land Leagues. 


Mr. COCKRELL. When resolutions are in order I shall offer a reso- 
lution on this subject looking to action by the Senate. 

Mr. ROLLINS presented a petition of the Grand Army of the Re- 

public located at Portsmouth, New Hampshire, praying for the pas- 
sage of a bill authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver six con- 
demned cannon to Storer Post, No. 1; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
He also presented a petition of Mrs. Josephine B. Bruce, Annie M. 
Purvis, and Helen A. Cook, representing the National Association for 
the Relief of Destitute Colored Women and Children of Washington, 
District of Columbia, praying an appropriation for a new building 
for the accommodation of that association; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BROWN presented a petition of citizens of Macon, Georgia, 

raying for an std Hag appropriation for the improvement of the 
SS of Savannah; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of bankers and others, citizensof 
Kansas, praying for the abolition of taxes on national and other bank- 
6 which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

e also presented the petition of John W. Johnson, of Labette 
County, Kansas, late private of Company C, Forty-ninth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteers, praying for arrears of pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented the memorial of Mrs. Hugh L. Brinkley, 
of New York, on the employment of women in the civil service of the 


1882. 
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Government; which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service 
and Retrenchment. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I am instructed by the Committee on Civil 
Service and Retrenchment to report back the bill (S. No. 133) to reg- 
nlate andimprove the civilservice of the United States with amend- 
ments, and I ask that the amendments and bill be printed and put 
upon the Calendar. I desire to say at the same time that the report 
which was intended to accompany this bill is not quite prepared, but 
will be submitted to the Senate at an early day. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to state that the report is only a report of a 
majority of the committee, a minority of the committee not being able 
to agree with the majority as to the particular plan, and I desire 
some opportunity to satisfy the Senate of a better plan. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I am instructed by the Committee 
on Claims to report back without amendment the bill (H. R. No. 
3869) for the allowance of certain claims reported by the accountin 
officers of the United States Treasury Department. I will remar 
that the bill makes an appropriation for the payment of 1,359 claims ; 
a great many persons are interested in it, and I should like the per- 
mission of the Senate to call it up at an early day out of its order on 


account of its importance, for the Bad eo of considering it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 321) to refer the claim 
of the Western Cherokees or Old Settlers to the United States 
Court of Claims for adjudication, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 3542) for the relief of Charles F. Benjamin and 
Henry H. Smith, reported it without amendment; and submitted a 
report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1310) for the relief of C. Bohn, submitted an adverse report 
thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of C. Bohn, praying for repayment of some of the money paid 
out by him in 1863-64 for certain privileges in connection with the 
sale of newspapers and periodicals, and which privileges were sub- 
sequently denied him, submitted an adverse report thereon ; which 
was ordered to be printed, and the committee were discharged from 
further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 696) for the relief of William H. Crook, reported it 
with an amendment; and submitted a reported thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 1143) for the relief of Timothy E. Ellsworth, re- 
ported it without amendment; and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. ANTHONY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1600) authorizing recruits in the Army to 
purchase on credit certain articles n for their cleanliness and 
comfort; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1601) authorizing the Public Printer to pay A. 
Hoen & Co., of Baltimore, Maryland, for the lithocaustie illustra- 
tions made by them; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1602) for the relief of Will- 
iam H. Powell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1603) donating cannon and cannon-balls to 
aid in the construction of a suitable soldiers’ monument at Ports- 
mouth, New Hampshire; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1604) to establish an assay office at Dead- 
wood, in the Territory of Dakota; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. - z 

Mr. PLATT asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1605) to correct an error in the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. 

Mr. MITCHELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1606) for the relief of George A. Jaeger; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1607) granting a pension to Mrs. M. A. Michel; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 


to introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 55) conferring the rank of 
surgeon on the retired list of the Navy of the United States on Passed 
Assistant Surgeon Francis V. Greene, for highly meritorious service 
during the prevalence of the yellow fever on board the United States 
ship Lancaster in the year 1875; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 

Mr. JONAS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. No. 1572) for the improvement of the navigation 
of the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers; which was ordered to lie ou 
the table and be printed. 

PROTECTION OF AMERICAN CITIZENS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I submit the following resolution and ask for 
its present consideration : 

Resolved, That the See of State be, and hereby is, directed to inquire and 
ascertain whether citizens of the United States of America have been arrested and 
are now held in confinement in Ireland, and if so for what length of time and for 
what cause; and if erg ae with crime what steps, if any, have been taken to se- 
cure a speedy trial; and if not charged with crime what steps, if any, have been 
taken to secure their release; and to report the result to Congress at the earliest 
time practicable. 

Mr. GARLAND. The Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Voonhxxs, ] 
who is now absent from his seat, stated tome yesterday that he pur- 

sed introducing a resolution of this character and wished to be 

eard upon it. If it will suit the convenience of the Senator from 
Missouri, I ask him to let this resolution lie over until the Senator 
from Indiana comes in. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to that course. I had no 
idea that any one else was preparing a resolution of this character. 
I will let it lie on the table for the present. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the resolution may be adopted, because every 
day that it is delayed delays the inquiry. There will be plenty of 
opportunities for the Senator from Indiana to address the Senate on 
the general subject on other resolutions. I hope the inquiry may 
not be delayed for that purpose. 

Mr. GARLAND. I merely make the statement for the Senator 
from Indiana, who is absent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be acted upon now, and then 
a Senator from Indiana can submit his remarks upon the general 
subject. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say that I think the information will come 
in immediately from the, State Department, and that will aid the 
Senator from Indiana in his discussion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing tothe 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


TARIFF DUTIES. 


Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, the debate and votes upon the tariff 
commission bill and the amendments offered to it disclosed so much 
confusion, contrariety, and conflict of opinion among Senators upon 
this great economic question, that at the risk of increasing that con- 
fusion and conflict I have prepared some resolutions which are de- 
claratory of what I believe myself to be the true, constitutional, 
American system in reference to our tariff. I will read the resolu- 
tions as part of my remarks: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives concurring.) first, That itis 
the imperative duty of Congress at its present session to revise the existing tariff 
laws and reduce and adjust the rates of duty on imports, so as to secure justice, 
equality, uniformity, and permanence in our revenue system. 

2. Resolved, That the power of Con “to lay and collect taxes, duties, im- 
posts, and excises, to pay the debt and provide for the common defense and gen- 
eral welfare of the United States,” is a revenue power only, and cannot be con- 
sanal to embrace the power to prohibit importations to protect any American 

ustry. 

3. Resolved, That in exercising its revenue power Congress may, and it is its 
duty to discriminate between articles imported, and decide what articles are ne- 
cessaries, and what articles are not ne es; and also what articles are raw 
material and what articles are manufactured, and which and how mach of each 
are produced or manufactured in the United States; and to make a free list of 
articles not produced or manufactured in this country; and to so apportion the 
duty on all or any articles imported of like kind with those produced or manufact- 
8 in the United States as that the rate of duty on each article, or class of arti- 
cles, shall produce its equal and just share of revenue, and, by its n and 
desirable effect as a revenue duty, afford enough incidental protection to American 
labor and capital to enable each to compete with European labor and capital with- 
out imposing upon any industry or class any more burden than its just and equal 
share of the revenue necessary to supply the legitimate wants of the Government. 

I ask that these resolutions may lie upon the table and be printed; 
and hereafter on some day, of which I shall give the Senate notice, 
I shall call them up for action by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be printed 
and lie on the table subject to the call of the Senator from Alabama. 
BANKRUPTCY SYSTEM. 

Mr. INGALLS. Public interest in the subject of bankruptcy has 
been so great that all copies of the bill (8. No. 1382) to establish a 
uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United States, reported 
by the Judiciary Committee, in the document room, have been ex- 
hausted. The demand still continues, and I move that the bill be 
reprinted for the use of the Senate. 

n this connection I give notice that on Monday next, or as early 
thereafter as the condition of 3 bills or unfinished busi- 
a will permit, I shall move the consideration of this bill by the 

nate. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


If there be no objection, the bill 
will be printed. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. INGALLS subsequently said: At the suggestion of several 
Senators who think that the number of copies of Senate bill No. 1332 
reprinted should be larger than the usual number furnished by the 
Senate, I will ask that 2,500 additional copies be printed. 

Mr. ANTHONY. A resolution to print extra copies must go to the 
Committee on Printing by statute. 

Mr. INGALLS. I thought it was where the amount exceeded $500. 

Mr. ANTHONY. That is where the printing is ordered by one 
House alone. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas will then 
offer a resolution for reference ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I will prepare a formal resolution. 

f The resolution was referred to the Committee on Printing, as fol- 
ows: 

Resolved, That 5,000 additional copies of Senate bill No. 1382 be printed for the 
use of the Senate. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passec the following bills: 

A bill (S. No. 90) to pay the creditors of the late Henry O. Wag- 
goner, late consular clerk at Lyons, France; and 

A bill (S. No. 864) to confirm certain instructions given by the 
Departmentof the Interior to the Indian agent at Green Bay agency 
in the State of Wisconsin, and to legalize the acts done and permit- 
ted by said Indian agent pursuant thereto. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 4449) granting a 
pension to Lucretia R. Garfield. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution ; and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore : 

A bill (S. No. 627) to amend an act entitled “An act making appro- 
priations to provide for the expenses of the District of Columbia for 
the fiscal yearending June 30, 1852, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 3, 1881; 

A bill (S. No. 1415) to provide for the closing of an alley in square 
195, in the city of Washington, District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. No. 1510) for the relief of John H. Schabinger, guardian 
of Susan McKnatt and Martha McKnatt, minor daughters of James 
McKnatt, deceased ; 5 

A bill (H. R. No. 5020) 9 a pension to Samuel Pollock; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 30) making an appropriation for fill- 
ing up, draining, and placing in good sanitary condition the grounds 
south of the Capitol, along the line of the old canal, and for other 
purposes. 

COURT OF APPEALS. 


Mr. GARLAND. The other day, under instruction from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, I gave notice that on yesterday I would 
call up the bill (S. No. 420) to establish a court of appeals, but other 
business has displaced that. I wish now to give notice, in view of 
the importance of this bill and the pressure brought from the coun- 
try for the passage of some such measure, that immediately after 
the present orders of business are disposed of I shall ask the Senate 
to proceed to the consideration of that bill. 


SARAH H. BRADFORD. 


Mr. TELLER. On the 10th January the Committee on Pensions 
reported adversely the bill (8. No. 372) granting an additional pen- 
sion to Sarah H. Bradford. There seems to be some reason to suppose 
that the bill ought to be recommitted ; it is said the committee did 
not have all the evidence before them. The Senate concurred in 
the report, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. I ask that that 
action may be reconsidered in order that the bill may be recom- 
mitted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote by which the bill was 
1 A postponed will be reconsidered if there be no objection. 
The Chair hears none. The bill will be recommitted to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

LAURA HENTIG. 


Mr. MAXEY. I call the attention of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions [Mr. TELLER] and the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. GROOME] to the bill (S. No. 754) to increase the pension of Mrs. 
Laura Hentig, which was reported adversely. At the time the report 
was made there were some papers in the possession of the chairman 
which the sab-committee did not have, and I think it not unlikely 
that they would have an influence in the action of the committee. 
Therefore, as a matter of justice, I ask that the bill be recommitted 
if those Senators do not object to it. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not think there will be any objection. 

Mr. GROOME. There is no objection on my part. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the bill will be recomm'tted to the Committee on Pensions. 

On motion of Mr. MAXEY, it was 


Ordered, That the pease in the case of Mrs. Laura Hentig be taken from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the bill (S. No. 330) authorizing the 
construction of a bridge over the Missouri River at or near Arrow 
Rock, Missouri, be indefinitely postponed, in order to get it off the 
Calendar. A House bill on the same subject has passed both Houses. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
postpone the bill indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 

FORT SMITH RESERVATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being no further morning 
business, the Senate will proceed under the Anthony rule. 

The bill (S. No. 521) donating a part of the abandoned military 
reservation at Fort Smith, Arkansas, to the city of Fort Smith for the 
use and benefit of the free public schools thereof, and for other pur- 
poses, was announced as firstin order upon the Calendar, and itscon- 
sideration was resumed as in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill was reported from the 
Committee on Public Lands with amendments, which will be read in 
their order. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Public Lands was, in sec- 
tion 1, line 19, after the word“ walls,” to insert “and ten feet around 
said walls;” so as to read: 

That all the remainder of said 8 reservation, except the streets, alleys, 
and avenues hereinafter mentioned, and except the national cemetery and one 
hun feet around the walls of the same, and except, further, all the ground in- 
cluded within the exterior line of the walls of the fort, together with all of said 
walls and ten feet around said walls, be, and the same is hereby, ted to said 
city of Fort Smith, to be held in trust by said city for the use benefit of the 
free public schools of the single school district of Fort Smith. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 11, after “cemetery,” 
to insert ‘‘ and a street or avenue from Garrison avenue one hundred 
feet wide to the entrance of said fort fronting on said Garrison 
avenue ;” so as to read: 

Provided, That the city shall lay off, and for all time keep in repair, a street or 
avenue sixty feet in width leading to the front gate of the ALIODAI OM etery, and 
a street or avenne from Garrison avenue one hundred feet wide to the entrance of 
said fort fronting on said Garrison avenue. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 14, after „said,“ to 
strike out “street” and insert ‘‘streets;” and in the same line, after 
“or,” to strike out avenue“ and insert “avenues;” so as to read: 

Said Garrison avenue; and if the said city shall fail to so lay off und keepin paie 
the said streets or avenues, the nine acres of ground hereby granted to her 
revert to the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 17, before “ years,” to 
strike out two“ and insert “ten;” so as to : 

That the said city shall, within ten years from the date of the of this 
act, cause all that of said reservation granted by this act to it — trust for the 
use of the free public schools of the single school district of Fort Smith to be sold 
in single lots at oe sale for cash, to the ees bidder, the city, when such 
sale is made and the purchase-price paid, to make a deed to the purchaser for the 
same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 24, after the word 
“soon,” to insert “and from time to time;” after the word “ aid,” 
in the same line, to strike out “the gross amount of; ” and in line 26, 
aer the words“ Fort Smith,” to strike out “the same;” so as to 
read: 

And as soon and from time to time as the purchase price is paid the same shall 
be paid to the treasurer of the school of the single school district of Fort 
Smith, to be used by said board in the erection of school-houses and for the pay of 
teachers and the maintenance of the public schools in said district. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I moved an amendment to the bill yesterday. I am 
informed that the amendment was sent to the Public Printer. It 
may be found in the RECORD possibly. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was not read, and therefore does 


not ap in the RECORD. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have the bill passed over until a little 
later in the morning hour, so that that amendment may be returned 
from the Printing Office. 

Mr. WALKER. I have read the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts and I accept it. 

Mr. HOAR. But the amendment is not here. Let the bill be passed 
over until the Printer sends back the amendment. It will take only 
five or ten minutes to get it here. 

Mr. WALKER. There can be no objection to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair ought to inform the Sen- 
ate that the Printing Office is a day behind. No bills have come up, 
and the Calendar for to-day has not yet been sent to the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. It is unnecessary to wait until the Government Printer 
ps it, but he can be directed by telephone to send the paper back 

ere. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The original will be sent for. 

Mr. HOAR. It will be here in five or ten minutes, and then the 
bill will ae without opposition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair simply informs the Sen- 
ate of the reason why there is not a Calendar printed for to-day. 

Mr. GARLAND. The bill simply goes over informally ? 
hat is all. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


1882. 
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UTE RESERVATION IN COLORADO. 


The bill (S. No. 27) to amend an act entitled“ An act to accept and 
ratify the agreement submitted by the confederated bands of Ute In- 
dians in Colorado for the sale of their reservation in said State, and 
for other purposes, and to make the necessary appropriations for car- 
rying out the same,” approved June 15, 1880, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That section 8 of an act entitled An act to accept and ratify the agreement 
snbmitted by the confederated bands of Ute Indians in Colorado for the sale of 
their reservation in said State, and for other purposes, and to make the necessary 
appropriations for cit ame ont the same,” approved June 15, 1880, be, and the 
same is hereby, repealed, 

The amendment was W to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there any report with this bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no report. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 think some one onght te explain it. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado. I will explain the bill. By the act of 
June 5, 1880, which it is proposed to amend, a certain spring with 
four square miles of land around it was reserved. It has been found 
since the passage of that act that a portion of the land reserved had 
been settled upon and occupied in good faith by citizens of the United 
States some years before. The spring is also found to be worthless. 
l have examined it myself, taken water from the spring, and had 
a careful analysis made of it by competent persons; and I can say 
that the water of the spring has no value whatever for medicinal or 
other purposes. 

To protect the rights of citizens who have settled upon these lands 

is the object of this bill. The bill, as first introduced, provided for 
cutting down the reservation made under the act of 1880, reducing 
it to a smaller tract, but in consideration of the fact that the sprin. 
is of no value the committee pro as an amendment the repea 
of a 8 of that act. There is no reason why it should not be 
repealed. 
r. TELLER. When the act mentioned here was before the Sen- 
ate in 1880, the Senator from Iowa moved to except this spring with 
u mile square of land. I then stated to the Senate that there was 
no propriety in excepting it, that it was of no value to the Govern- 
ment and never could be of value; that it was one of a dozen springs 
of that character in the neighborhood. By excepting a mile square 
we took in parts of three or four small farms that had been made in 
that vicinity. . As stated by my colleague, the spring is of no value 
whatever to the Government. Ido not suppose that the spring, 
aside from the land cultivated by these farmers, could be sold for 
$500. In fact I do not believe it has any value whatever. In that 
little valley there is a great number of warm springs, and this is one 
of them; a small amount of water flows from it; but there can be 
no propriety in the Government reserving it to the great damage of 
those people who went there as they legally might at the time. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 


A bill to 1 section 8 of an act entitled An act to accept and ratify the 


nent submitted by the confederated bands of Ute Indians in Colorado for 


the sale of their reservation in said State, and for other purposes, and to make 
the necessary appropriations for carrying out the same,” approved June 15, 1880. 


PALATKA AND INDIAN RIVER RAILWAY. 

The bill (S. No. 855) granting a right of way through public lands 
to the Palatka and Indian River Railway Company was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
an amendment, in section 2, line 12, after the word “ use,” to insert: 

Nor to lands which at the date of filing of the plat hereinafter mentioned are in 


possession of persons claiming the same under the homestead or pre-emption laws 
of the United States. 


So as to read: 


And provided further, That this grant shall not apply to public lands reserved 
for public use, nor to lands which at the date of filing or the plat hereinafter men- 
tioned are in possession of persons claiming the same under the homestead or pre- 
emption laws of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

KICKAPOO INDIANS IN KANSAS. 


The bill (S. No. 932) to provide for the settlement of the estates of 
deceased Kicka Indians in the State of Kansas, and for other pur- 
poses, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator reporting this 
bill what is the necessity for its passage ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Under the treaty to which reference is made in 
the first section of the bill certain male members of the Wiskapes 
tribe were allowed to become citizens, and when so citizenized allot- 
ments of lands were made to them. In the course of time some of 
these allottees abandoned their land and returned to the tribe which 
still had a diminished reservation. In the course of nature others 


died, leaving widows and orphans. Under the treaty no provision 
was made by which women could become citizens or take by descent 
and distribution. In consequence of this omission in the treaty a 
considerable amount of very valuable land has been left unoccupied, 
having been abandoned by the allottees in consequence of their re- 
lations with the tribe, or in consequence of their death. This land 
is therefore in a condition of paying no taxes and yielding no revenue 
tothe Indian fund, The bill provides that in cases where allotments 
have been abandoned or where allottees have died the land shall be 
sold in accordance with the laws governing descent and distribution 
in the State of Kansas under appraisement, the proceeds to be paid 
into the fund of the Kicka dian tribe. 

The bill, I may add, has the support of the Secretary of the Interior 
and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, to whom it has been referred. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAPANESE INDEMNITY FUND. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 85) in relation 
to the Japanese indemnity fund. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair supposes the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. Toncan] does not wish to consider the bill 
under the five-minute rule, and it will be passed over. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Of course. 


FRANK SOULÉ. 


The bill (S. No. 551) releasing Frank Soulé, late collector of inter- 
nal revenue for the first district of California, and his sureties, from 
liability to the Government of the United States, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Finance reported the bill with an amendment, 
in line 14, after“ 1875,” to insert: 


Which judgment was confirmed by the Supreme Court of the United States at 
the October term, A. D. 1879. 


So as to make the bill read: 


That Frank Soulé, late collector of internal revenue for the first district of Cal- 
ifornia, and C. C. Webb, Ira P. Rankin, J. J. Felt, F. H. Waterman, James Dows, 
Samuel Soulé, W. A. Dana, James McM. Shafter, John Center, Horace Kilham, 
and Samuel Brannan. sureties of the said Frank Soulé, are hereby released from 
their liability to the Government of the United States for the sum of $11,744.23. 
for the recovery of which sum suit was brought in the circuit court of the United 
States for the district’ of California, and judgment had at the February term of 
said court in A. D. 1875, which judgment was confirmed by the Supreme Court of 
the United States at the October term, A. D. 1879; and the proper officer of the 
BAA get Department be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to discharge 
said judgment and all liability thereon. 


Mr. COCKRELL. If there is a report I ask for the reading of it. 
The Principal Legislative Clerk read the following report, sub- 
mitted by Mr. BAYARD February 7, 1882: 


The Committee on Finance, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 551) releasing 
Frank Soulé, late collector of internal revenue for the first district of California, 
and his sureties, from liability to the Government of the United States, having 
had the same under consideration, submit the following report: 

This bill was before the Finance Committee at a former session and a favorable 
151 8 made thereon, (Report No. 467, second session Forty-fifth Con J and the 
bill passed the Senate, but was never reached in the other House of Congress, and 
thus failed to become a law. 

In the mean time the ap by Frank Sonlé et al. taken to the Supreme Court 
has been heard, and the judgment of the circuit court of the United States for the 
district of California has been atlirmed. 

The decisions of both courts as to the legal liability of the petitioner and his 
sureties are clear and conclusive, and it was not opon any alleged or sup error 
in those judgments that this committee proposed to grant relief, but in the exercise 
of an equitable discretion which it was beyond the power of the executive or judi- 
cial branches of the Government to interpose or even consider, and which is vested 
* in the legislative branch. 
$ We are therefore disposed to restate and roly upon the grounds set forth in the 

ormer report. 

Your committee report the bill back with an amendment to meet the present 
Aegina of the case, and for the reasons set forth in subjoined report recommend 

ts passage: 


(S. report No. 467, Forty-fifth Congress, second session.] 


The Committee on Finance, to whom was referred the petition of Frank Soulé, 
late collector of internal revenue for the first district of California, together with 
the bill (8. No, 2) for the relief of his sureties, having had the same under con- 
sideration, respectfully report: 

The petitioner, Frank Soulé, in this case waa collector of internal revenue for 
the first district of California for the period of four years and one month, and 
prays for the ko of a bill releasing him and his sureties from liability on ac- 
count of certain defalcations that are shown to have occurred in. the office of said 
collector during his term of service. 8 

The said sureties, C. C. Webb, Ira P. Rankin, J. J. Felt, F. H. Waterman, 
James Dows, Samuel Soulé, W. A. Dana, James Me. Shafter, John Center, 
Horace Kilham, and Samuel Brannan, by bond to the United States, dated Janu- 
ary 12, 1867, also pray for relief of said liability. 

The evidence in this case shows that one of the clerks in the office of the 
assessor, in computing the aggrogato amounts shown on the pages of one of the 
assessment books, omitted to include the footings of one entire page and added up 
short of the true amount a number of in other assessment books, the ag; 
ae of such omitted sums being cient to cover the amount for which Sir. 

ulé is charged as being in default; that such omissions were made for the pur- 
pose of deceiving, and did in fact deceive, the assessor; that Supervisor Foulke, 
a witness on the 758 of the Government in the suit brought by United States 
against said Soulé and his bondsmen to recover the amount of his alleged defalca- 


tion, testifiedjthat it was more than a year after the said assessor's books were de- 
livered to him for examination and more than a year after Mr. Soulé had ceased 
to hold the office of collector before said Foulke discovered that an embezzlement 
had been committed; that Mr. Soulé testifies that he did not receive notice from 
Supervisor Foulke that an embezzlement had been committed in the collection of 


revenues under him (Soulé) until sixteen or seventeen months after he had ceased 
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to hold the office of collector; that it was the duty of the assessor to ascertain by 


proper examination that his books were correct before delivering them up to the 
collector; that with the limited clerical force allowed him by the Government it 
was impossible to make such examination of the assessor's ks in the office of 
the collector for the purpose of detecting errors ; that the clerical force of his office 
was so limited that the clerks were compelled to labor upon Sundays, for which 
extra service he paid them at the same rate per diem as was paid them upon ordi- 
nary working days, which amounts he charged to the Government, but which the 
oflicers of the Government refused to allow, claiming that there was no 3 
for such allowance; that he paid between six and seven thousand do to detec 
ives and informers as their legal percentage of the moneys collected for fines and 
forfeitures, such payments having been made after the Flue arp of an act of Con- 
as requiring all moneys recovered by such tines and forfeitures to be into 
9 — United States Treasury, and the amounts due thereon to such detectives and 
informers to be pale out of the Treasury upon the certificates of the collector; 
that he made such payments in accordance with the law in force when he assumed 
the office of collector, and before he was officially advised of the change therein 
by the enactment of Congress referred to; that upon the trial of the suit brought 
against said Soulé and his sureties the courtinstructed the jury that the amounts 
s0 paid by said Soulé for the extra work performed on Sundays by his clerks, as 
before stated, and also the amounts paid out by him to detectives and informers 
as their legal share of fines and forfeitures collected prior to his receiving official 
notification of the change in the law in relation to the mode of making such pay- 
ment, should be allowed said Soulé as an offset to the amount claimed by the 
United States as due from said Soulé; that because of the long delay in advising 
Mr. Soulé that a balance was found due from him to the United States, such de- 
lay covering a period of sixteen or seventeen months, he was prevented from as- 
certaining which one of his clerks had been guilty of the embezzlement, or to so 
far fasten the guilt upon any one of them as would justify his proceeding inst 
them by legal process to compel a restitution; that the only mode by which the 
guilty party could have been discovered would have been by obt: on 
of the receipts given by his collection clerks to the persons whose names were 
entered upon that page of the assessor's books, the footing of which was omitted 
in computing the aggregate amount shown on said book, as also the names of the 
persons entered upon the pages footed short, as above stated, such receipts being 
the only evidence to show which of his collection clerks received the moneys em- 
bezzled ; that each collection clerk reported the collection to the bookkeepers b; 
receipt tags, which were destroyed as soon as the moneys collected were credi 
to the payer; that when Mr. Soulé was notified of such embezzlement, numbers 
of the persons of whom the moneys so embezzled had been collected had left the 
State, and others had changed their residences to other parts of the State, hence 
making it exceedingly difficult to collect the receipts, even assuming that none had 
been destroyed; that Mr. Soulé held the office of collector four years and one 
month, during which time he collected and accounted for Sey $17,000,000, at 
an expense to the Government computed to be less than one-half of 1 per cent., 
tehido the present claim of the Government against him and his sureties, 

In addition to this statement of facts, the prayer of the petitioners is sup- 
ported by the recommendations of the jury, the judge of the United States circuit 
court, the United States attorney, and the chief witness on behalf of the United 
States in the prosecution, the United States supervisor of internal revenue, Their 
statements are as follows: 

“San Francisco, CAL. 


“ We, the jury before whom was tried the case of the United States against Frank 
Soulé and others, in the circuit court of tie United States at the February term of 
said court in the year A. D. 1875, hereby certify that u the trial of said case 
the United States claimed that there was due the United States from the said 
Frank Soulé a balance of $18,373.36 upon his aceount as collector of internal reve- 
nue for the first district of California, as stated by the Treasury Department ; that 
transcripts were introduced by the United States attorney tending to prove that 
fact; that testimony was introduced by the defense tending to disprove the claim 
of the United States; that upon the testimony and under the instructions of the 
court we rendered a verdict in favor of the United States for the sum of $11,744,23. 

* We farther certify that, from the evidence introduced upon the trial of the case, 
it was, and is now, our firm uclicf that no part of said balance of $11,744.23 arose 
from any default or negligence on the part of said Frank Soulé. 

We also certify that it satisfactorily e to us that Frank Soulé was col- 
lector for a little over four years, during which time he paid over and accounted 
for to the Treasury Department nearly $20,000,000. 

We therefore respectfully but earnestly recommend Congress to relieve the 
said Frank Soulé and the sureties on his official bond from any liability on account 
of the aforesaid balance. 

E. G., Foreman. 
“GEO. H. BELL. 
“CORNS. STORM. 
“A. ROMAN, 
„8. S. MORTON. 


“J. SPAULDING. 
“CHAS. METZNER. 
HOS. ROGERS. 


I do not think Mr. Frank Soulé received any part of the deficit as above, and 
so far, and no further, indorse the foregoing. 0. . KAIL 


Upon a careful consideration of the testimony introduced on the trial of this 
cause, I am fully satisfied that Mr. Frank Soulé, the principal in the bond, in no 
way profited by the defalvation charged in the complaint. 

LORENZO SAWYER, Circuit Judge. 


“As United States attorney at the time of the N I will state that 
I fully concur with Judge Sawyer in the opinion that Mr. Soulé never profited by 


the deficiency in his said accounts. 
“WALTER VAN DYKE. 


As United States supervisor of internal revenue of California, Seda ay 3 
&c., at the time of the above-mentioned trial, and principal witness behalf o 
the Government in the case, I fully concur with Judge Sawyer and Mr. Van 
Dyke that Mr. Frank Soulé never profited by the sco arr ia ~ 1 7 1 


We think that, from the evidence in this case, Mr. Frank Soulé administered 
the duties of his office honestly and faithfully, and that he exercised proper vigi- 
lance in protecting the interests of the Government. The defalcations, which 
were discovered to him nearly seventeen months after he had ceased to hold the 
office of collector, were occasioned bya subordinate or subordinates in conspiracy, 
who so successfully laid their plans of operation as to deceive all the officers whose 
duty it was to pass upon and examine their accounts, and were only detected long 
after it was beyond the power of the collector tocompel them to make restitution. 
There has been at no time any suspicion of fraud against the said collector, who, 
on the contrary, is held in highest esteem by all who know him and by all the offi- 
1 5 wo e who have been engaged in prosecuting frauds against the 


Similar cases have been passed upon favorably by Congress, none having mors 
merit than this one; and we may mention the following as similar in principle: 
Act of July 19, 1876, for the relief of James Atkins; Statutes at Large, volume 


19, 455. 
Tes of July 19, 1876, for the relief of James F. Buckman; volume 19, page 470. 
Act of February 4. 1873, for the relief of John T. Mason; volume 17, page 723. 
Act of A 17, 1872, for the relief of Sherman S. Bailey; volume 16, page 652. 
Act of h 3, 1871, for the relief of Logan H. Roots; volume 16, page 690. 
mae of December 20, 1870, for the relief of Lawrence L. Murry; volume 16, page 


a 

Act of May 4, 1870, for the relief of James L. Ridgley; volume 16. page 664. 

The following officers have been relieved from the default of employés by acts 
of e pe to wit: William J. Patton, collector of in revenue, second dis- 
trict of Arkansas, $36,081.88; E. B. Pendleton, collector of internal revenue, fifth 
district of Virginia, $26,476.28 ; J. L. Thomas, jr., collector of customs, Baltimore, 
$27,540.25; F. E. Spinner, United States Treasurer, default of Seth J ohnson, 
$37,894.20 ; also for default of F. A. Marden, $11,413.97. 


The following cases are also similar in principle: E. H. Webster, 16 Stats., 703; 
R. R. Bo! „ 17 Stats., 768; W. B. Thomas, 18 Stats., 555; Thomas Hillhouse, 18 
Stats., 532; Willard Davis, 18 Stats. 


533. 

The Senate has recently passed favorably bills for the relief of collectors also 
similar in prints) and we maymention the cases of James C. McBurney, Senate 
bill 1033; W. L. s, S. 997; and J. W. Douglass, S. 55, all of this session. 

We therefore recommend Leger year a of the said bill, (S. 2.) with an amend- 
ment fon amy, et name of the principal Frank Soulé, relieving him and his 
sureties from liability on account of said defalcation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

JAPANESE INDEMNITY FUND. 


Mr. MORGAN. What became of the bill in relation to the Jap- 
anese indemnity fund ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill was reached and the Chair 
announced that he did not think the Senator from Alabama wished 
to take it up under the five-minute rule, . 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwill not undertake to take it up under the five- 
minute rule if any Senator objects to an enlargement of the time on 
the expiration of five minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule cannot be suspended in any 

articular except upon a day’s notice. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very well; under the circumstances I will not 
insist on it. 

Mr. TELLER. I suppose the rule can be suspended by unanimous 
consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not believe anybody will object. 

Mr. MORGAN. If Jean get unanimous consent to allow me to 
eall up that bill now, I think it can be passed within the hour. I 
ask unanimons consent of the Senate tu take up the Japanese indem- 
nity bill, as we have reached it on the Calendar, and I am satistied 
we can pass it during the morning hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been reached in its order, 
and can be taken up. Some Senators the other day stated that it 
could not be discussed under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I do not think an important bill like this 
ought to be taken up in the morning hour. For my part I have a 
few words to say about it. 

Mr. MORGAN. If there is any ubjection, I do not insist upon it 
now. I only state to the Senate that I hope I shall have their judg- 
ment to take up the bill at a very early period. The Committee on 
Foreign Relations have bestowed great attention upon it. 


THOMAS B. SHANNON, 


The bill (8. No. 585) for the relief of Thomas B. Shannon, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to authorize the 
accounting officers of the Treasury charged by law with the settle- 
ment of the accounts of Thomas B. Shannon, as collector of customs 
at the port of San Francisco for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1876, 
to credit him with the amonnt paid out of the sub-treasury at San 
Francisco upon a draft erroneously signed by him in favor of Messrs. 
J. C. Merrill & Co. during that fiseal year; but it is to be shown to 
the satisfaction of the accounting officers and of the Secretary of the 
Treasury that the draft was 1 pt by Shannon in due course of 
business and in good faith, without actual fault or neglect on his 
part; that diligent effort was made to recover the amount paid on 
said draft, and that the amount so paid is utterly lost to Shannon 
and to the United States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the report be read in that case. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read the following report, sub- 
mitted by Mr. BAYARD February 7, 1882: 

The Committee on Finance, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 585) for the 

relief of Thomas B. Shannon, of San Francisco, California, beg leave to submit the 
following rt, with an amendment to the bill: 
Thomas B. Shannon became collector of customs at San Francisco in July, 1872, 
and at the time of his entry in service a system of rules and re; ions issued from 
the Treasury Department was in force, which, contrary to his suggestions in cer- 
tain important particulars, was continued until he left said office. 

As collector of customs he was obliged, ex oficio, to disburse public moneys by 
check ; and all such checks were by these Treasury regulations made payable to 
bearer and not to order. The check-books in blank were furnished by the De = 
ment, and no others were to be used by the collector. Under the practice at the 
various custom-houses, where the amount of duties upon an invoice was not im- 
mediately and accurately ascertainable, a deposit was made by the importer, which 
deposit, upon a subsequent and definite tion of duties, was either increased 


to meet the amount due to the Government, or diminished by the check of the col- 
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lector, previously countersigned by the naval officer, for the amount of rebate to 


ve Phe house bf J. G. Merrill & Co. was largel engaged in the importation of 
e house of J. C. „was y n the im no 
en , and as the deposit was generally so arranged as to be in excess of the prob- 
able amount of duties it was a uent occurrence to refund to them considerable 
amounts to balance their overdeposit for duties. One of the blank checks was fnr- 
tively abstracted by some unknown person from the book of blanks kept by the 
refunding clerk, which abstraction was made from a e remote from t upon 
which the last check had been filled up and entered, so that its abstraction was not 
reasonably discoverable until the check was reached in the usual order of consump- 
tion of checks. 

The check in question was made out for $4,777.84, dated September 13, 1875, and 
duly numbered. From the testimony before the committee, of the detectives and 
clerks, the signature of the naval ollicer was forged and the check, thus appar- 
ently approved by the naval officer, was presented, in what appears to have been 
the regular course of business of the custom-house, to the collector for his signa- 
ture, which was by him unsuspectingly attached. Upon the discovery of the fraud, 
a few days subsequently the amount was promptly made good by the collector out 
of his private funds on September 21, 1875. 

It is obvions to this committee that such an order of business was insecure and 
lacked the reasonable features of protection to the public interests and Treasury 
and the officers, but it also appears that the business was conducted under the rules 
and regulations of the Treasury Department, which the otticers, including the col- 
lector, were not permitted toamend. Indeed Mr, Shannon objected to the practice 
of drawing checks to bearer for these large amounts paid in rebate of duties, and 
drew the attention of the assistant treasurer of the United States, Mr. William 
Sherman, to the obvious danger of such practice, but the objection was not sus 
tained, and the practice was continued. 

Mr. Shannon, it seems, had suggested additional checks to accompany the refund 
of duties, such as the aut h initials of the auditor of the custom-house, and of 
the accountant of the naval otlice, and drawing the checks to the order of the per- 
son entitled to receive payment, but his suggestions were not suffered to prevail. 

In September, 1875, a period of financial consternation in California followed 
upon the failure of the Bank of California, and a considerable amount of money, 
overdeposited by importers, was in the custom-honse, rendering the early liqni- 
dation of duties especially necessary. The house of J. C. Merrill & Co. had been 
for along time engaged in the importation of sugars, and large amounts had been 
pan them by way of refund of duties, the last payment having been made in July. 

875, and for an amount closely approximating the sum demanded upon the fo 
check. It was under these circumstances, and controlled by the re; 
the Treasury Department, using the blank checks prescribed by the tment, 
drawn to bearer, by the regulations of the Department, and countersigned only 
by the naval officer, that Collector Shannon, by reason of the ordinary and ap- 
parently regular routine of business in his office, i the check for $4,777.84, to 
which the counter-signature of the naval officer had been forged. 

It appears the collector made no demur as to his strict legal liability, and 
pe paid over to the assistant treasurer the amount of the forged check, and 

as been without the use of the money from that time to this. He employed a de- 
tective to examine into the case, and theaid of all the officers of the United States 
of that district was also called into requisition. 

Reports from J. F. Evans, the special agent of the Treasury; of J. F. Miller, 
auditor of the custom-honse ; of Henry Hook, refunding clerk; of J. C. Merrill & 
Co., the importers; of William Sherman, tant treasurer; and of J. W. Lees, 
captain of the detective force of San Francisco, which were before your committee, 
all combine to show the earnest and vigilant effort made to discover the guilty 
party in the transaction ; that suspicion fell upon a person not connected with the 
custom-house, who is now dead. No suggestion of any personal dishonor or neg- 
lect u the part of the collector has been made from any quarter. 

Following the proposition laid down by the Court of Claims for the relief of 
honest ofticers who have been victimized in similar cases, your committee recom- 
mend the passage of the gmc acai, bill for the relief of Thomas B. Shannon. 

Atlirmative proof of his honesty and fidelity is attested by a letter from Hon. 
John Sherman, Secretary of the Treasury, dated February 19, 1881, to Mr. Shan- 
non, which is in the hands of your committee. 

This committee have also submitted the draft of the foregoing report, with the 
accompanying papers, to the Secretary of the Treasury, and have in their hands 
a letter to him from H. A. Lockwood, the Acting Commissioner of Customs, dated 
January 23, 1882, in which he states: 

“The allegations of the claimant are not disputed by the accounting officers.” 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Finance with an 
amendment, in line 8, after the word “ with,” to insert“ the sum of 
$4,777.36.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

FORT SMITH RESERVATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will 
e was passed over in consequence of an amen 

ere. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of bill (S. No. 521) donating a part of the abandoned military 
reservation at Fort Smith, Arkansas, to the city of Fort Smith for 
the use and benefit of the free public schools thereof, and for other 


purposes. 
Mr. HOAR. I understand the amendment is accepted by the Sen- 


ators from Arkansas. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 
The ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the bill: 
Provided, That the appropriation by said 
or the proceeds thereof, 12 aay other iS 8 F 
forfeiture to the United States of all such land or proceeds so appropriated, and 
— p — land herein granted, or proceeds thereof, remaining in the possession of 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were coucurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


tions of 


o back to a bill 
ent not being 


JOHN T. HENNAMAN. 


The bill (S. No. 241) for the relief of John T. Hennaman, of Bal- 
timore, Maryland, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 
The Principal Legislative Clerk read the following report, sub- 
mitted by Mr. Beck February 7, 1882: 


The Committee on Finance, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 241) for the 
relief of John T. Hennaman, respectfully report as follows: 

‘This case is in all respects similar to the case of J. E. Montell, for whose relief 
a fal act was by the rhe ee Congress. 

n 1863 Montell purchased a lot of snuff which had been manufactured prior to 
the first internal-revenue act, and was, by the terms of the law, exempt from tax. 
In 1865-67 Montell sold a portion of this snuff to John T. Hennaman. The snuff 
was duly inspected Dy the Government officers, and by them branded in the same 
manner as though it had been a tax-paid article; and it was in all respects upon 
the same legal footing as snuff manufactured after 1862, and on which the Govern- 
ment had actually received a tax. Hennaman purchased the snuff under these 
circumstances at a full — Sae price. 

The act of July 20, 1868, by provi for the use of internal-revenue stamps, 
introduced a radical change in the method of collecting tax upon tobacco, The 
change, however, related merely to the form and me of future collection, and 
did not impose any new or additional tax. It was, however, provided by this act 
that all 3 chewing tobacco, or snuff” s) after the Ist day of 
Jannary, 1869, “be taken and deemed” as though it had been manufactured after 
the eb the said act, and should not be thereafter offered for sale unless put 
up and stamped as uired by the said act. This period was subsequently 
extended from January 1 to February 15, 180. 

The purpose and effect of these provisions was to give to dealers a limited period 
in which to dispose of their old stock before the new method of evidencin pay: 
ment of tax by means of stamps went into full effect. The great majority o - 
ers succeeded in disposing of their stock, as 8 by the act, and of course 
suffered no hardship. But there appear to have been a few cases in which par- 


ties were unable to dispose of all their stock within the period prescribed, and 
they were then compelled to purchase and affix stamps to the balance which they 
had been unable to sell. 


In such cases, where parties were thus forced to pay two taxes upon the article, 
Congress has in several instances granted relief, and the policy appears to have 
been uniform in this respect. 

It was exactly in this way that Mr. Montell and Mr. Hennaman were caught 
with the lot of old tax-free snuff, above described, on hand after February 15, 
1869; upon which, in order to avoid seizure and penalties for violation o 
the law, they have since been compelled to affix, or cause to be aflixed, at their 
€ se, stamps at the rate of thirty-two cents a pound. 

their cases are thus not distin; hable in principle from those cases where an 
actual duplicate tax was paid ; t is to say, in both instances the parties have 
paid one tax too much, and the hardship upon both was equally 

Mr. Montell, as to the portion of this cular lot of snuff which remained in 


his ion, has been fully relieved by the act in his case above referred to. 
The present bill proposes to t the same relief as to the smaller portion of this 
lot of snuff which remained in the possession of Mr. Hennaman. 


‘The committee have reason to believe that this was the only lot of snuff in the 
country concerning which this question could arise; and Congress g 8 
relief to Montell, there would seem to be no just reason for refusing relief to Hen- 


naman. 
The bill leaves the evidence in the case to be jud; of by the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, and the amount to be dete: by The maximum 
amount claimed does not exceed $5,500. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill as amended and herewith 
returned. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Finance with an 
amendment, in line 5, after the word “ appropriated,” to insert“ not 
PERREN „500;“ in line 9, after the word “ in,” to insert “person 
or through Gail & Ax, for;” in line 10, after the word “used,” to 
strike out “by him;” after the word “ paid,” in line 11, to strike out 
“ or declared paid;” and in line 12, before the word “tax,” to insert 
“which was;” so as to make the bill read: 

That the Secre of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, authorized and directed, 


out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise — . een not exceeding 
ary „such sum as the said 


$5,500, to pay to John T. Hennaman, of erke 
oi 


Hennaman shall the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 


roveto the 
person or through Gail & Ax, for the purchase of revenue- 
k manufactured snuff upon Thich a tax had been 
free, under the revenue laws in force at the 


The amendments were to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
BATON ROUGE BARRACKS. 


The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (S. R. 
No. 9) to authorize the Secretary of War to grant the temporary use 
of the United States barracks at Baton Rouge, Louisiana, to the 
State Institution for the Blind, which was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs with an amendment, in line 4, after the word ‘‘to,” to strike 
out“ t” and insert“ lease;“ and after the word “ Blind,“ in the 
same line, to insert ‘‘at a nominal rent;” and in line 7, after the word 
“service,” to insert“ and that he be authorized and directed to insert 
in the contract of lease a clause niring said institution to keep 
and maintain said buildings in repair so long as it shall occupy 


the same under such contract of lease ;” so as to make the joint reso- 
lution read: 
That the Sec of War is hereby authorized and directed to lease to the 


Louisiana State Institution for the Blind, atanominal rent, the use of the Govern- 
ment barracks at Baton Rouge, Louisiana, until said buildings shall be required 
for the public service ; and that he be authorized and directed to insertin the con- 
tract of lease a clause requiring said institution to keep and maintain said build- 
ings in good repair so long as it shall occupy the same under such contractof lease. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendments were concurred in, 
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The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed, 

The title was amended so as to read: 
A joint resolution to authorize the Secretary of War to lease the tem 


of the United States barracks at Baton Rouge, Louisiana, to the State 
for the Blind. 


Try use 
tution 


UTE INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 


The bill (S. No. 945) to provide for the payment of ten claims for 
depredations committed by the Ute Indians at the time of the mas- 
sacre at the White River agency in 1879 was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It provides for the payment, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated; to Josephine Meeker, 
of $460; Mrs. A. D. Meeker, of $778.85; Sophronia E. Price, of $701.50; 
Sarah M. Post, of 8500; W. E. Eskrid e, of $220 ; George T. Dresser, 
of $831; George L. Shepard, of $108; Thomas T. Thompson, of 8203; 
Albert A. Woodbury, of $79.50; F. L. Mansfield, of $187.25; and to 
McLane & Dillman, $300, in full satisfaction of their claims for dam- 
ages caused by the Ute Indians at the time of the Ute massacre at 
the White River agency in 1879. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there any report with that bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. No, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask whether these men are to be paid out of 
the Treasury of the United States or whether there is an Indian fund 
arising from proceeds of land or otherwise? 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator will look to the second section, which 
is offered as an amendment to the bill, he will find—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was perfectly aware of that, for I have the 
bill in my hand; but that does not answer the question. I want to 
know whether these Indians have a fund of their own, and not one 
created by our annual appropriation, out of which this amount can 
be paid. 

r. DAWES. The money ont of which it is provided that this 
shall be paid is the proceeds of land in the State of Colorado which 
was once the Ute reservation, and which has been or is to be sold 
and converted into money, to be put in the Treasury for the benefit 
of these Indians when they are removed to where the statute re- 
ferred to in the second section provided they should be removed. 
When they are removed there their rights in the reservation in Col- 
orado are to be sold and the United States is to put in the Treasury 
for their benefit the sum a 8 between them and the Utes, 
which a ment was ratified in that bill. Out of that sum it is 
ro to pay these damages to these unfortunate people who suf- 
ered at the time of the Meeker massacre. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection; I think they ought to be 
paid, and probably a great deal more than is here 8 but is 
that fund in such a condition that if we pay these amounts out of it 
we shall not have to reimburse them out of the 

Mr DAWES. So the committee understand. The Senator from 
Colorado on my left is more familiar with the nature of that agree- 
ment; he prepared this amendment, and will state precisely the 
terms of it. 

Mr. TELLER. This bill is for the purpose of paying to the people 
who were employed at the agency at the time of the White River 
massacre for the actual things that they lost, the property destroyed, 
and it gives nothing as compensation for suffering, or privatio ns, or 
anything of that kind. 

I prepared the bill with a view of taking the money out of the 
United States Treasury, not paying any attention to whether it was 
over to be reimbursed to the Government or not. After the United 
States had condoned the offense of these Indians by appropriating 
about four hundred thousand dollars in money directly for their bene- 
fit, and then by recognizing that these Indians had a right to twelve 
million acres of land in fee—a thing never heard of before in this 
country—I thought that the Government of the United States ought 
not to stand very much upon the payment of $4,000 that these pets 
had destroyed when 7 take into consideration the great outrages 
they committed in addition to the destruction of the property of these 
people. Afterward it was suggested to me that inasmuch as the pro- 
vision of the act of June 15, 1580, provided that all the po sof 
these twelve million acres of land should be paid into the Treasury to 
reimburse the Government for any advances it might make, it was 
proper to put into this bill a clause that whatever the Government 
should pay to eee poopie should be charged 5 . . this fund; and 
therefore I prep the second section, which is reported by the 
committee as an amendment. 

Now, as I understand the bill, that is what ought to be done, and 
that is what it does; first, the Government is to pay this $4,200, or 
whatever it is; then when this land is sold, this one-fifth of the State 
of Colorado, which was donated to these Indians, for which they had 
no more right or claim in law or equity thanI had, 1 come from 
the Territory of Mexico, and we taking this land not subject to any 
Indian right whatever—but when this vast quantity of land shall be 
sold and the money come into the Treasury, as it will as soon as it is 
possible to open it by the removal of these Indians, then the Goy- 
ernment will reimburse itself from that fund and there will be ample 
to reimburse the Government. There is no question of it. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
an amendment, to insert as an additional section the following : 


Sec. 2. That the money to be paid under the provisions of this act shall be 
refunded to the United States by g the amount so paid from any money in the 


8 of the United States by the provision of section 3 of an act entitled 
“ An act to roepe and ratify the agreement submitted by the confederated bands 
of Ute Indians in Colorado for the sale of their reservation in said State, and for 
other purposes, and to make the necessary appropriations for carrying out the 
same, approved June 15, 1880. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to amend the amendment in line 3 b 
inserting after the word“ money“ the words “now or hereafter ;” 
so as to read: 


That the money to 3 under the provisions of this act shall be refunded to 
the United States b; g the amount so paid from any money now or hereafter 
in the Treasury of the United States, &c. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not think that will do. The of this 
bill is not to take this from any money belonging to the Palani, but 
to take it from the general funds of the Government, and then the 
Government looks to this Indian fund for it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do I understand the Senator to say that this is 
a square recognition of Indian depredations to be paid by the Gov- 
ernment without any reimbursement from an Indian fund ? 

Mr. TELLER. This is a square recognition of that principle. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to know if that is the fact. 

Mr. TELLER. That is exactly what it is and just exactly what 
the law provides the Government shall do to-day. In 1802 the Gov- 
ernment passed a law that they would take from the Indians who 
had dealings with the United States any sums that were necessary 
to make good the depredations the Indians had committed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. When was that? 

Mr. TELLER. In 1802. Then the Government, in addition to 
that, declared that they would guarantee to every citizen of the 
United States that they would make good all the depredations that 
Indians mien have committed. That act continued in force in those 
terms until 1834, when the intercourse act was passed, and it was 
re-enacted almost exactly in the same terms. It continued in force 
then until 1859, when it was sapra co so far as the guarantee of the 
Government was concerned. That is, the Government did not any 
longer guarantee that they would make good the depredations unless 
the Indians had pro y from which the Government could take it. 

Now, these Indians have in the hands of the Government of the 
United States a half million dollars of bonds, and they have a large 
amount of interest that has not been paid them, as I understand, so 
that the Government can, if it chooses, under the provisions of its 
treaty of 1863 with these Indians, compensate itself for any money 
that it 88 out. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand the Senator does not ask to have 
the Government compensated out of that, but this is a square appro- 
1 from the Treasury of the United States to pay Indian depre- 

ations. 

Mr. TELLER. The Government of the United States does not 
need any act to compensate itself. It can take it out of the money 
in the hands of the Government as a trust fund for these Indians 
without any act. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Do you say that the executive branch of the 
Government can do that without any act of Comers 

Mr. TELLER. I say they can do it, because the act provides that 
they may, and the treaty provides that they may. The treaty of 1868 
says the Government may pay these claims, but I do not care whether 
it does or whether it does not, I do not think the women and the 
children who suffered by the depredations of these Indians ought to 
be required to wait until the lands are sold on that reservation and 
the money comes into the Treasury, and then have their money. I 
want these people to be paid now, right off, out of the money inthe 
Treasury, knowing that the Government of the United States can 
make itself perfectly safe, having a half million dollars in its hands 
and having twelve million acres of land that it holds in trust to sell 
for the benefit of these Indians. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object tothe further consideration of this bill 
unless my amendment is accepted. I will read it, and give the 
reasons for it. The section now is: 


That the money wae pa under the provisions of this act shall be refunded to 
the United States by ng the amount so paid from any money in the Treasury 
of the United States. 

If there is not now any money in the Treasury of the United States 
this will not permit them to take the money which may hereafter 
come in, and therefore I move the amendment, immediately after the 
word“ money,” to insert “now or hereafter.” 

Mr. TELLER. I do not object to that. 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not see any objection to that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 2 


JOHN PARSONS, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 3197) grant- 
ing relief to John Parsons. i 
r. SAWYER. I move that that bill be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, as the same subject has been 
covered by a general bill. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Under the resolution which was passed yester- 
day all these cases are required to be sent to the Postmaster-General. 
Why not just simpy strike it from the Calendar ? 

Mr. SAWYER. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that would be the better way. The 
Secretary is making up, under the resolution I introduced yesterday, 


have no objection to that. 


all the papers, and will transmit them to the Postmaster-General, 
and that will get us rid of all of them. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Is it asked that the bill be indefi- 
nitely 588 

Mr. COC RELL. I should simply strike it from the Calendar; 
or indefinitely postpone it, if you choose. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. How can you strike it from the 
Calendar without indefinitely postponing it? 

Mr. SAWYER. If it is referred to the committee, will not that 
take it from the Calendar? 

Mr. COCKRELL. But it would still be pending in the Senate. 

Mr. SAWYER. I have no objection to the indefinite postpone- 


ent. 
Mr. HARRIS. If the resolution of the Senator from Missouri is 
executed, of course after the Secretary performs the duty of sending 
those bills to the Department they are thereby stricken from the 
Calendar. The very object of the resolution was to postpone and 
end them. rd 

Mr. COCKRELL, If we cannot make an entry that they bestricken 
from the docket, I move that they all be indefinitely postponed, and 
the Secretary can hunt them up and strike them from the Calendar. 
The motion was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely, 


EUGENE B. ALLEN. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1120) for the 
relief of Eugene B. Allen. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Is there no report with that bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishall object to it. 

Mr. INGALLS The facts in this case appear in the report of the 
committee of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It does seem to me that in a case involving 
$37,000 for a breach of a contract we guest to have some report on it. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. If the facts are brought to the 
attention of the Senate it is quite immaterial whether they are in a 
House report or a report of our own committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How can a Senator know what the facts are? 
The case was referred to the committee that they might present the 
facts. If there is a report somewhere else, or a document in some 
other book and it is never brought to the attention of the Senate 
until the case is brought up for consideration, how can any Senator 
give attention to it? 

Mr. INGALLS. Would the Senator consent to hear the report of 
the committee of the House of Representatives on the same bill read ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. If I could have a copy of it while the reading 
was proceeding I should not object. Here is a committee of the Sen- 
ate that is peed a bill without any reference to anything and without 
any amendment, appropriating $37,000 to pay a man as an indemnity 
for loss sustained by reason of the breach of a contract. 

Mr. INGALLS. I admit that 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Court of Claims has jurisdiction of this case 
if there was a contract in writing. There is no reason given why this 
party has not gone to the Court of Claims, 

Mr. INGALLS. I was about to say that I admitted that the com- 
mittee was daring! censurable for its omission to present the facts 
in a formal report, but inasmuch as they appeared in a printed re- 
port of the committee of the House of Representatives which had 
the same subject in charge, it was the action of the committee to 
adopt their report as it might be read in support of the bill when it 
came before the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Has the bill passed the House? 

Mr. INGALLS. The bill has passed the committee of the House 
and is now on the House Calendar; and it was my purpose to ask an 
amendment to this bill reducing the sum to the amount named in 
the bill of the House, $25,753.94, which is the sum practically agreed 
upon by the Secretary of the Interior as the amount actually due 
upon the breach of this contract. The facts appear in the report of 
the House committee, and if the Senator would like to hear that read 
I will send the report to the desk. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will not object now, unless it is insisted that 
we shall go on with the bill, I ask that the case lie over, without 
losing its place on the Calendar, until I can have an opportunity of 
reading the report and knowing whether I agree to the ill or not. 

Mr. INGALLS. That will be agreeable to me. 

Set AEN: pro tempore. The bill will be passed by without 
prejudice. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator had better propose his amendment 
to the bill now, so that we shall know what it is. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move then, Mr. President, to strike out, from 
line 6 to line 10 inclusive, the following words: “ whatever sum of 
money, not exceeding the sum of $37,306.80, shall appear to the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury, upon examination and proofs to 
be presented by said Allen, to be justly due him as indemnity,” and 
insert the words “the sum of $25,753.94,” to be followed by the words 


m 


of the bill “for losses sustained by.” The bill may now be passed 
over, retaining its place on the Calendar, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order has been made, 


MAGNUS S. THOMPSON. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1062) for the relief 
of Magnus S. Thompson. 

The bill was read. It proposes to relieve Magnus S. Thompson, of 
Sioux City, Iowa, from the operation of section 1218 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. What is that section of the Revised Statutes? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
(Mr. ee ene the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Lask the Senator from South Carolina what is the 
statute from which this party is to be relieved? 

Mr. HAMPTON. The statute prohibiting the appointment of any- 
body who served in the confederate army in the military service of 
the Government. This was a young man who at a very early age 
entered as a private in the confederate army, and he has since then 
made application for a position in the Federal Army. He simply 
desires that the disability may be removed in order that his applica- 
tion may be considered. 

I will state to the Senate that the bill passed at the last session in 
identically this form with very great if not entire unanimity. 

Mr. HOAR. I had an impression that a bill of that kind had come 
up at the present session, and that it was objected to. 

Mr. HAMPTON. The Senator from Massachusetts is right. A 
similar bill, but not this identical one, was considered. It was one 
in the case of Dr. Tebbs. That bill was recommitted to the W 
Committee, and they have brought in a report which the Senator wi 
find as Order of Business 398. it has been reported back by the com- 
mittee with a recommendation that that provision be repealed. 

Mr. HOAR. As a general law? 

Mr. HAMPTON. sir. 

Mr. TELLER. Why not let this be passed over and take up the 
general bill ? 

Mr. HAMPTON. Iam perfectly willing to do so. 

Mr. TELLER. Let this be passed by for the present. 

Mr. HOAR. I think this had better stand. impression is that 
there should be a 1 law properly restricted. rather than have 
various special bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina consent to this bill being passed over? 

Mr. HAMPTON. Without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be done. 


THOMAS J. MILLER, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 49) for the relief 
of Thomas J. Miller, of Washington Territory. It is a direction to 
the Secretary of War to examine into and ascertain the loss and dam- 
age sustained by Thomas J. Miller, a citizen of Washington Territory, 
by the seizure and sinking of his ferry-boat on the Columbia River 
by the armed forces of the United States, for the purpose of prevent- 
ing the same being used by the hostile Indians during the late Ban- 
nock war, on or about the month of July, 1878, The sum of $500, or 
as much thereof as may be necessary, is appropriated to enable the 
Secretary of War to adjust and the accounting officers of the Treasury 
to pay the amount of the loss and damage so allowed. 

Mr. HOAR. Is there a report? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is none. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senator who reported 
the bill whether this property was seized to prevent its being used 
by the enemy when war was actually impending? There have been 
quite a number of such bills, and the Senate has always refused to 
recognize that principle. 

Mr. COCKRELL, It comes clearly within the rule the Senator 
from Massachusetts refers to. This was property destroyed during 
war, just such as the Committee on Claims reported adversely. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I think the bill had better go over. 

Mr. HAMPTON. My recollection of the bill—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is objected to and goes 
over. p 

Mr. HOAR. I waive the objection to hear a statement. 

Mr. HAMPTON. This property was taken during Indian hostili- 
ties. The Government, to prevent the Indians from crossing a river, 
seized and destroyed the flat-boat of this man. We had before us in 
committee the letters of the officers who ordered the destruction of 
the flat-boat. I think the bill provides for a small compensation ; I 
do not remember what it is, but the facts are very clear that this 
was destroyed by the United States authorities. 

Mr. HOAR. Tue Senate has had before it in the last few years 
quite a number of bills seeking to reimburse persons whose property 
had been taken and destroyed in a Territory which was actually the 
theater of war, with the view of preventing its coming to the mili- 
tary use of the enemy, and the Committee on Claims have uniformly, 
I believe, reported counter to that proposition. There are some cases 
of vessels, if I am not mistaken, quite a large number of cases, and 
we have had one case at the present session of Congress. We have 
always gone on the principle that where property was so situated as 
to be part of the military resources of the enemy if it were not 
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destroyed, its destruction was not a cause of claim as a matter of 
right 7 the Government. I therefore object to the bill. 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over. 


ALICE M’MAHON. 


The bill (S. No. 251) granting a pension to Alice McMahon was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Alice McMahon, widow of the late 
Private Daniel McMahon, of Company L, Second New York Artillery 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY J. WEST. 

The bill (S. No. 455) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
West was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for 
the payment to Mary J. West, widow of Commander William C. 
West, of a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The report recommends amendments, but I do 
not see them in the printed bill. The bill certainly ought to be made 
to conform to the report. I ask that the report be read. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read the following report, submit- 
ted by Mr. PLATT, February 7, 1882: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 455) grantin 
an increase of pension to Mary J. West, have carefully examined the same, an 


report: 
hat a similar bill was reported favorably to the Senate in the Forty: sixth Con- 


by the Committee on Pensions, as follows: 
That it ap from the evidence in this case that the petitioner is the widow 
of William C. West, deceased, late an officer of the United States Navy; that said 


William C. West entered the service of the Navy as a midshipman in 1841; that he 
was promoted at various times during his long and continuous service, and at the 
time of his death at Washin, District of Columbia, in J 1879, he was on the 
retired list with the rank of commander, he paving been pl on the retired list 
in 1877. It also appears from the records of the avy De ent and the certifi- 
cate of Navy surgeons who attended him at the time of death that he died of 
rheumatism affecting the heart and stomach, for which he was placed on the retired 
list, and which was contracted in the line of duty. 

The medical records of the Department show that Commodore West was under 
treatment at various times during his service. His widow, the petitioner, is now 
drawing $10 per month pension, it having been decided by the Pension Bureau 
that she was pensionable under the general law, the only question being as to 
whether the pension should correspond to the rank of the officer at the time of 
death or to his rank at some former time during his service when the disease was 
ee to have been contracted. Undera ng of the Department it appears 
to be held that the pension should correspond to the rank when the disease which 
ultimately caused death was contracted ; and it was held in this case that the dis- 
ease was contracted or originated in 1853, at which time Commander West was 
treated for rheumatic fever. 

“The medical records of the Navy De ent are very full in this case, and it 
appears that the oflicer was frequently under treatment for short periods all through 
hie service, and that from an early period in his service he suffered occasionally 
with acute attacks of cardiac neura and during the intervals was seldom free 
from adull pain about the heart with sharp pains shooting along the bronchial 
nerves. It would seem, however, that his condition was sufficiently bad as to 

revent his rendering efficient service, until finaliy, in 1879, his rheumatic disease 
Terminated. in death. There appear to be no data of value as to when the disease 
oceasioning death did originate, and your committee are of the opinion that the 
pension should correspond to the rank when the final attack took place which 
occasioned death.” 


The committee adopt the foregoing report; recommend that the bill be amended 
by 8 thereto the words, the same to be in lieu of 3 which she is 
now receiving, and to commence from the passage of act,” and, as thus 
amended, pass. 

Mr. COCKRELL, It is strange that the bill was not printed ac- 
cording to the report with the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is evidently a mistake, and the 
Chair will put the question upon the amendment reported by the 
committee. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. The Committee on Pensions report the 
bill with an amendment, to add: 


The same to be in lieu of the pension which she is now receiving, and to oom: 
mence from the passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
NANCY LEONARD. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the — 1 85 No. 736) restoring 
to the pension-roll the name of Nancy Leonard. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill is reported adversely. 
Mr. FRYE. I ask that it may be passed over without prejudice, 
Mr. PLATT. Does the Senator desire it recommitted ? 
Mr. FRYE. I may desire it recommitted, and probably shall. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice, R 
EUGENE WELLS. 
The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 416) for the relief 
5 pome Wells; which was considered as in Committee of the 
ole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
That the provisions of law ting appoin ts in the Arm: 
pended for the papas of e abe e the President Ware Be wey trad rane 


nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, ig — Eugene 
Wells a second lieutenant in the artillery, United States Army, in the same grade 


and rank of second lieutenant held by him on the 13th day of October, in the year 
1877, in the first vacancy which may occur in said artillery in said e: Pro- 
vided, That no pay, com tion, or allowance shall pois bs given to said Wells 
for any time een October 13, 1877, and the date of appointment under this act. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Let the report be read. 
The Principal Legislative Clerk read the following report, sub- 
mitted by Mr. COCKRELL on the 7th of February, 1882: 
The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 416) 
— the relief of Eugene Wells, have duly considered the same, and submit the fol- 
wing report: 
Eugene Wells was appointed a first lieutenant, infantry, May 14, 1861, and was 
id ferred’ to the Thirtieth 1 1 — 
ne 


ie July 6, —49 whe — . — 
e on and join 

untilDeto r 13, 1877, when he was ssed 

2 approved by the President. The 

and 


e service by the sentence of a court- 
were 


on: 
“ GENERAL COURT-MARTIAL ROOMS, WILKESBARRE, PA., 

** September 4, 1877. 
We, the 3 members of the general court-martial in the case of 


Lieutenant E e First Artillery, do hereby unite in recommending the 
accused to the clemency of the reviewin; E 0 
5 WI. SINCLAIR, 


Captain, Third Artillery. 
“A. M. MILLER, 


“ Official copy: 
W. M. DUNN, 
NJudge · Advocate · Generul. 
The President did not know of the recommendation for clemency when he ap- 
proved the sentence. This is about the only case where such a unanimous recom- 
mendation by all the members Lor the court-martial was totally overlooked, and 


was therefore wholly i 
for the bill ain permits the President to appoint 


The substitute pro, 
Mr. Wells to the e he held on date o missal without any pay or emolu- 
e pas- 


ments. Believing this an exceptional case, your committee recommend th 
sage of the substitute herewith reported. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend the amendment of the committee 
by striking out all after the word ‘‘Army,” in line 8, down to and 
including the words ‘‘seventy-seyen,” in line 10. That will simply 
authorize the President to appoint him a second lieutenant in the 
Army, and will not restore him to the rank and grade he would have 
had if he had remained continuously in the Army. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Kansas does not understand 
that this bill undertakes to give Mr. Wells the rank he would have 
attained, it simply places him back precisely where he was in Octo- 
ber, 1877. He does not gain one solitary cent by increased rank in 
any way. It simply kives him the same relative rank to-day, if he 
is appointed under this act, that he had at the day he went out of 
e Army. It does not increase pay in any way nor do any injustice 

any one. 

Mr. PLUMB. These words mean something or they mean nothing. 
If they mean what I understand the Senator from Missouri to say 
they do mean, then they are surplusage entirely, because if the Pres- 
ident appoints him a second lieutenant he ranks from the date of his 
confirmation, and if it is designed to put him back and put him over 
all men appointed since that time to the Army, then that is what I 
object to. I do not want that to be done. I think it is not fair to 
take men who have gone out of the Army on account of some dere- 
liction of duty, and use some flaw has been found in the court- 
martial, not in the offense of which they are charged, but a flaw 
merely in the court-martial’s action, to put them back into the Army 
over 8 os who have no faults to condone. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of two o’clock has arrived 
and this bill goes over. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House insisted on its amendments to 
the bill (S. No. 308) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at the most accessible point within five miles above 
the city of Saint Charles, Missouri, di to by the Senate; asked 
a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the twe 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. H. F. PAGE, of California; 
Mr. R. G. Horr, of Michigan; and Mr. ROBERT M. McLane, of Mary- 
land, managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the’ House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the ae pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. No. 4763) to authorize the accounting officers of the 


8 to settle the accounts of Brevet Major-General Edward 
Hatch, United States Army, chairman and disbursing officer of the 


1882. 


special Ute commission appointed under act of Congress of May 3, 
78; and 
A bill (H. R. No. 4449) 
Sarah Childress Polk, an 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


ting pensions to Lucretia R. Garfield, 
Julia Gardner Tyler. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which is the bill (S. No. 613) to fix the day 
for the meeting of the electors of President and Vice-President, and 
to provide for and regulate the counting of the votes for President 
and Vice-President and the decision of questions arising thereon. — 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, I desire to take the floor upon the bill 
which is the unfinished business, but I give way to the Senator from 
Massachusetts. À 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the Sen- 
ator from Alabama when the bill comes up f 

Mr. BROWN. Lask the Senator from Massachusetts to be kind 
enough to permit this bill to be pees by informally and let us take 
up the bill granting a railroad charter across the Choctaw territory. 

Mr. HOAR. It may be done by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The Senator from Georgia asks that 
this bill be temporarily laid aside informally until he can call up 
the bill to give the right of way through the Choctaw Nation. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the arrangement made last night was 
by gentlemen interested in these bills that that might be done, but 
that when it was done neither of the bills was to interfere with the 
e gets a the Indian 


Indian appropriation bill; so that if my coll 
hoctaw bill 


appropriation bill, when he gets through with it this 
will come up. 

Mr. BROWN. Then I — — to the Senator's colleague to be kind 
enough to let us get forward with the bill. 

Mr. DAWES. With that understanding I do not make any objec- 
tion. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator from Massachusetts 
who is on the Appropriations Committee understands that there is one 
other appropriation bill now also waiting besides the Indian bill. 

Mr. DAWES. I understand this, that these gentlemen will give 
way to the Indian 3 bill after they have got the permis- 
sion of the Senate to lay aside the pending order. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I understand they give way for all 
appropriation bills. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN KENTUCKY. 


Mr. BECK. ask the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Dawes] for a moment. There is a bill reported unanimonsly 
by the Committee on the Judiciary authorizing the division of Ken- 
tucky into two judicial districts, which, I think, will only take as 
long as it can be read to pass it. We desire it to go over to the other 
House and have them pass it, so as to have the reorganization per- 
fected before Con, adjourns. I shall be much obliged if I can 
have the bill considered now. 

Mr. DAWES. If it does not involve any debate I shall not object. 

Mr. BECK. I ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. MAXEY. I hope that will not displace the arrangement made 
last evening. 

Mr. BECK. Not at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky to agree that if there is any debate on the bill it 
shall be laid aside. 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

By unanimons consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 1389) to establish the eastern 
judicial district of Kentucky. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
an amendment to add at the end of section 8 the following proviso: 

Provided, That all criminal | perenne 5 to the passage of this 
act, in the present district of aai iT in which the United States are a party 
or for offenses against the laws of the United States, shall be tried and 
of in the district as now required by law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE. 

On motion of Mr. VEST, the Senate proceeded to consider the action 
of the House of Representatives, insisting on its amendment to the 
bill (S. No. 308) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River, at the most accessible point within five miles above 
the city of Saint Charles, Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Sevate insist on its amendment, agree 
to the conference asked by the House, and that the Chair appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMANDA J. M’FADDEN. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill (H. R. No. 864) granting a pension to Amanda J. McFadden was 
indefinitely postponed. The adverse report was made yesterday or 
the day before, and I desire to have the vote reconsidered and the 
bill placed on the Calendar. 
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7 The motion was agreed to, and the bill was placed on jhe Calen- 
ar. 
KATE L. USHER. 


On motion of Mr. VANCE, it was 

Ordered, That the vote by which the bill (S. No. 635) perang a — to Mrs. 
Kate L. Usher was indefinitely postponed be reconsidered and that the bill be 
placed on the Calendar. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BROWN. By the courtesy now of the two Senators from Mas- 
sachusetts, I desire to call up the bill mentioned a while ago, Senate 
bill No. 60, and I suggest if there is no objection to it, as the original 
is a long bill and the committee report a substitute, that we waive 
the reading of the original. 

Mr. DAWES. Let that be done when the bill comes up for action. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business will be laid 
aside informally, and the Chair understood that the appropriation 
bill was to goon. Whenever this unfinished business comes up for 
re alain, then the bill of the Senator from Georgia will have 
the floor. 

Mr. BROWN. Unless the gentleman in charge of the appropria- 
tion bill will permit me to go forward now. I am aware he has the 
right of tracks. 

. DAWES. I Will a to any way that will reach what the 
Senator from Georgia desires without interfering with the appropria- 
tion bill. The familiarity with the rules which the Chair possesses 
will help us out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Dawes] wants to go on with the Indian appropriation bill, 
and then the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Davis] gave notice 
that after that is finished there is another appropriation bill to be 
considered. The junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] got 
the leave of the Senate last night to take up the Presidential count 
bill as the unfinished business, which he has in charge, and which 
he to have laid aside whenever he had a right to the floor, 
for the benefit of the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BROWN. Do I understand the Chair as objecting to the 
Appropriations Committee extending the courtesy to me that I now 
go on with the bill No. 60? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not at all. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not understand that the Senator from Georgia 
expects to go on with his bill now; he only proposes to get it before 
the Senate, and then to lay it aside temporarily. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is before the Senate. 

Mr. DAWES. That is the understanding. 

Mr. BROWN. I did not so understand it. I may have misappre- 
hended the remarks made by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. It was understood last night that the Appropriations 
Committee had the right to take us all off our feet whenever it chose, 
and I agreed with the honorable Senator from Texas that I would 
consent to have the Presidential count bill give way informally for 
this bill in which the Senator from Georgia is interested, the under- 
standing being, however, that my colleague would take both off the 
floor whenever he chose. So that the Senator from Georgia will be 
entitled to my consent to take up his bill as soon as my colleague 
gets through, unless some other appropriation bill interferes. 

Mr. BROWN. Then I have to yield to the Senator’s colleague. It 
appears I misunderstood the Senator. I thought that the Senator 
consented that bill No. 60 should go forward and that he would give 
way to it. 

Mr. DAWES. I understood that my colleague consented to have 
the bill the Senator from Georgia reported take the place tempora- 
rily of his bill. 

Mr. HOAR. That is it. 

Mr. BROWN. That consent we had last night; but it seems I mis- 
understood the Senator having charge of the bill of the Appropria- 
tions Committee. 

Mr. DAWES. I think the Senator from Texas understood it. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will state it as I understoodit. The arrangement 
was a very simple one. The junior Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Hoar] desired to take up the bill affecting the Presidential count, 
and that was an mized, as they call it nowadays—a word I do 
not like to use—by the bill in charge of the Senator from Georgia. 
It was agreed that the bill of the Senator from Massachusetts should 
be taken up and made the order of business, and that then it should 
be laid aside informally to take up this bill. Then the senior Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] came in with his appropria- 
tion bill; and of course it is understood all around, I believe always, 
that an appropriation bill shall have precedence; and if the senior 
Senator from Massachusetts will not give us the time, I 0 rors 
that he has the right to go ahead; only I desire it understood, I be; 
both Senators from Massachusetts to remember, that when they ge 
through the 5 bill I shall have the opportunity of call- 
fis this bill. 

r HAWLEY. That is all right. 

Mr. DAWES. The Indian . bill is No. 4185. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the appro- 
priation bill No. 4185 will be taken up. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the indulgence of the Senator in charge 
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of the Indian appropriation bill e . the purpose of cesar 
a bill. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] introduced a bil 
authorizing the Texas and Saint Louis Railroad Company to build 
certain bridges in the State of Arkansas, the company existing in 
Missouri. The bill was referred to the Secretary of War, and the 
engineers have made elaborate reports, suggesting amendments, &c., 
in the bill. I have taken the engineers’ reports and all the bills that 
have been passed by the Senate authorizing the construction of 
bridges, and have prepared a substitute embodying all the provisions 
recommended by the engineers, and also those recommended by the 
Committee on Commerce. I ask to introduce that billas a substitute 
for the bill presented by the Senator from Arkansas, and I make a 
special request that it may be printed and laid before the Committee 
on Commerce by ten o’clock in the morning. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1608) 5 the Texas and Saint Louis Railway Company 
to build certain bridges in the State of Arkansas; which was read 
twice by its title, ASi referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BUTLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 


for 1882 are as follows: 
Increase: INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Ins; r of Indian schools, and traveling expenses. 
Buildings at agencies, and repairs.......... 
special as and contingencies. .... 
Expenses of In commission, (omitted in 
Support, &c., Prairie band of Pottawatomie Indians. 
— a of e eee 5 
upport Shoshones an nocks o Territory. 
Support, K., Klamaths and Modoc s 
In police, additional privates 
85 police to prevent sale of liquors. ss 
ransportation of supplies 
Removal of Mescalero Apaches to Jicarilla reservation 
Incidental 3 Indian service, Utah Territory 
Survey of Indian reservations 
Settlement of accounts in Indian Offl ee 
Industrial schools 
School buildings, erecting and furnishing. 
Education of Indian children in the States 


introduce a bill (S. No. 1609) making an appropriation for continuing Reduction : 

work on the jetties in Charleston harbor; which was read twice by | For Indian agents $6,700 

its title, and referred. to the Committee on Commerce. Te le ihe Missiset 1, 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 3 For Chippewas, Pillagers, &., 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. Pru- | Por Grows, flour and Heat. . ... ... . .. H 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President yesterday | For Poncus .. 7, 
e and signed the following acts: For Apaches of Arizona, & . 55, 

act (S. No. 17) to extend the northern boundary of the State of | For Arapahoes, Chey: Veen as —— 10 
Nebraska; and p For Assinaboines of Montana 5, 

An act (S. No. 650) to authorize the Secretary of War to release a | For Blackfeet, Bloods, and Piegans 15, 
right of way across lands of the United States at Plattsburgh, New x . = ar Le -- 2 
York. > For roving bands in Oregon" af 5, 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. For Kavens Indians 2 
For Makahs x 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 4185) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending 
June 30, 1883, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DAWES. Before the reading of the bill is proceeded with, 

rhaps it will facilitate its passage if I state briefly what is in the 

vill, and I will take no more time than is necessary to inform the 
8 9755 of what is in the bill. I therefore submit the following 
tables: 
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For incidental expenses service in Arizona 
For incjdental expenses service in Colorado 
For incidental expenses service in Idaho ........ wake 
— ee expenses re, — RY oooh 5 
‘or incidental ex service ashin, errito; 
For vaccination af Indians ASE 3i 
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Indian appropriation bill. 
Amount of estimates for 188üuãi .. 


K En of seccnibi Tor . E T 
Amount of deficiencies already appropriated 


Total appropriations for 188ꝶꝶꝶ: :e 
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Amount of this bill as the House... 
Amount added by the committee... 


Total as reported to the Senate. S 5, 160, 003 91 


‘The bill as reported less than estimates 681,710 00 
The bill as reported exceeds appropriations for 188 69, 137 11 


The items of increase and reduction made by the Senate commit- 
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Net increase made by the bill as reported over appropriations for 1882. 
APPROPRIATIONS UNDER TREATY STIPULATIONS. 


Boise Forte Band of Chippewas 75 


tee are as follows: Chippewas of the Mississfppi ..-..--- -455-1141111 a0e 

INCREASE MADE TO HOUSE BILL. Chippewas, Pillagers, and — Winnebagoshish bands . 
For e . T OCOT . AAA A 0000 
For gs at agencies and repair n 


For three s nts, traveling expenses, & 
For one . schools, expenses, &kcc 
For Kickapoos in Indian Territorꝶ enaner 
FOP PORK sas coed sacs anne ea anes ean 
For Prairie Band of Pottawatomi 
For Sioux of different tribes 
For Arapahoes, Cheyennes, Apaches, A 


For Shoshones and mocks at Fort H A 
For Klamaths and Modocs 5 
For Shoshones, Bannocks, and Sheepeaters, Lemhi agency, Idaho... 
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For industrial school at Forest Grove, Oregon 
For new buildings for Indian schools 
For education of Indian children in the States 
For removal of Mescalero Apaches to Jicarilla reservation 
For survey of Indian reservations 
For temporary clerical force in Indian Office 
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For pay of Indian S PF e E T 
Chippewas of the Misisippi, piliing twine Kr nae. 

Chippewas of the p i e for nets .... 

Chippewas, Pillagers, &c., ailing e for nets........- 
Pawnees, farming utensils and stock dis 
Apaches in Arizona and New Mexico . 
Roving bands in South Eastern Mit — 2 
Navajos, Moqvis Pueblos, and Pueblos o 
Indian service in Arigona 
Indian service in Idaho 
Indian service in New Mexico.. 


Total reduction made from Dill........-.-....--.---+--s---++-+ 85, 200 00 
Net increase made to bill by Senate committee 230, 800 00 


Sioux of different tribes, ineludin 
Sioux, Sisseton and Wahpeton and Santee Sioux 
Sioux, Yankton tribe of 
U: Tabequache 8 coh 


Utes, Tabequache, M 
Winnebagoes. - 
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Total under treaty stipulationee e be 


Santee Sioux of Nebraska....... 1, 
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The changes made by the bill, as reported, in the appropriations 


$5, 000 00 
5, 000 00 
9, 500 00 
4,700 00 
8, 000 00 
60, 000 00 
2.000 00 
1; 000 00 
10,000 00 
5, 000 00 
25, 000 00 
15, 000 00 
1, 500 00 
5, 000 00 
4, 000 00 

130, 200 00 
50, 000 00 
17, 000 00 

900 00 
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INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Amounts appropriated by bill as reported to Senate : 


For Indian 77777 sme aeeeniet we A SA A $90, 100 00 
For interpreters ...-..--------+-- eee 25, 000 00 
For inspectors and expenses 2 3 26, 000 00 
For buildings at agencies, and repairs . 40 25, 000 00 
For contingencies of Indian service, special agents, & 42,000 00 
For Indian commission 4,700 00 
Fulfilling treaties with Indian tribes ........-----.--..-- 2, 945, 703 91 
Removal, settlement, subsistence, and support of Indians 1, 102,500 00 
General incidental expenses of the Indian service 142, 000 00 
Miscellaneous, as follows : 
gay of Indian police 80, 000 00 
ay of special police = 5,000 00 
Vaccination of Indians. ois 25 . . seans 800 00 
Telegraphing and pons ee OTOT 40, 000 00 
Trans} on of Indian supplies 275, 000 00 
Nemoval of Mescalero Apaches, &. 15, 000 00 
Survey of Indian reservations 5, 000 00 
‘em clerical force in Indian Office 4,000 00 
For industrial schools . .. .. . . ae 282, 200 00 
For the erection of Indian school buildings. 50, 000 00 
Total as reported to the Senate. 5, 160, 003 91 


AMOUNT FOR SUPPORT, ETC., OUTSIDE OF TREATIES. 


Apaches and other Indians, Arizona and New Mexico.......-.---... 


Arapahoes, Cheyennes, Apaches, Kiowas, 0o3ũ: 
ye ested Gres Ventres, and Mandans............-...----.+--+---- 
Aasinaboines in Montana .- <6. .62 cen scsi scekneccdeccwasunsvsccssats 
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Indians of late Central superinten dene 
Indians at Fort Peck CCT 
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Shoshones and Bannocks, Idaho Territory 5 sz. 22, 
K ENAT O en embacaabadsieed TPO ETAETA YA 5 
Klamaths and Modocs 6, 
De 6, 
Bhoshones, Bannocka, and Sheepeatars ai! 
on ocks, an i 
Modocs in’ Indian Territory 5, 
Navajo Indians. . . 5, 
Moquis, Pueblos, and Pueblos of New Mexico 9, 
Nez Percés, Joseph's band. ............---..---- 20, 
IDE Sl CARO ol np napa en sseaekseny esses 5, 
/ ¶õ¶ cc 18, 
( ˙ ˙⁰ -w M 228 6. 
Walla Walla, Ca: K 10, 
Wichitas and 16, 
Yakamas and other Indian 26, 
Do 8 1, 102, 500 00 
INDIAN AGENTS—REVUCTIONS AND CONSOLIDATION OF AGENCIES IN THE BILL AS 
REPORTED FROM 1882. 
Reduction: 
e and Neah Bay consolidated, net reduction $600 00 
isqually, S Kokomisk. and Saane consolidated, net reduction 2, 000 00 
Lower Brulé and Crow Creek consolidated, net reduction 800 00 
Ponca, Pawnee, and Otoe consolidated, net reduction 2, 500 00 
Pottawatomie and Great Nemaha consolidated, net reduction 800 00 
Hoopa Valley, omitted 350 E ROANNE 1, 000 00 
Union agency, reduction. ssi ssssassaaaoprs e ooparsaian nnee eaaa 200 00 
nett y 7, 900 00 
1. 200 00 
Net reduction pay Indian agents 6,700 00 
Amount appropriated for Indian agents, 18822 $96, 800 00 
Amount appropriated for Indian agents in this bill 90, 100 00 
OONOUON 5 scot ee e . 6,700 00 


Reduction in number of agents, 8. 


INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS. 


Amount of appropriations for, in bill as reported: 
For support of industrial schools and for other educational purposes 
I . 
For support of industrial school at Carlisle 
For support of school at Hampton, Virginia 
For support of industrial school at Forest Grove, 


Total educational purposes. 412, 200 00 


The above is exclusive of amounts appropriated for various tribes in bulk for 
support, education, civilization," &o. 


EDUCATIONAL PURPOSES UNDER TREATIES. 
ri pases) Kiowas, and Comanches, one teacher, about .....-.-.--.... 
Cheyennes and Arapahoes, one teacher, about 
Boise Fort band of Chippewas, one teacher and books. 
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00 
900 00 
800 00 
Chippewas of the Mississippi, support of schools 4, 000 00 
Chippewas, Pillagers, &c., education 2, 500 00 
Choctaws, education 6, 000 00 
Creeks, education 10, 000 00 
Crows, teachers, books, & Siea 1, 500 00 
Towas, for education or other beneficial purposes z 2,875 00 
Kickapoos for educational and other beneficial purposes = 4,679 05 
Klamaths and Modocs, two school teachers 1, 800 00 
Miamies of Kansas, for educational N 1.094 24 
Molels, teachers, schools, and subsistence of pupils 3, 000 00 
Nez Percés, two matrons in charge boardin; 
en . 2, 000 00 
Northern Cheyennes and Arapahoes, one teacher 900 00 
Osages, for educatio: e EN S 3, 456 00 
Pawnees, support of two manual schools and two teachers 11, 800 00 
/ . 1, 000 00 
Ee, x 200 00 
Seminoles, support of school. 2, 500 00 
Shawnees, for educational purposes. ñ 5, 000 00 
Shoshones and Bannocks, one teacher 900 00 
Sioux of different tribes, five teachers and for schools 11, 200 00 
Tabequache, Muache and other Utes, two teachers. 1, 800 00 
80, 804 29 
AMOUNT OF INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
For fiscal year— 
, . ĩ ᷣͤ 3 $6, 121, 004 81 
1871 ant 22 164 — 
540 
680, 651 96 
222 702 01 
0 
829, 865 69 
746, 275 70 
55 5 5 
1 
090, 866 80 


I ask that in the reading of the bill the amendments proposed by 
the Senate Committee on n be acted on as they are 
reached in the reading of the bill in regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. INGALLs in the chair.) That 
order will be observed. The Secretary will proceed with the read- 
ing of the bill. 

he Acting Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment reported from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions was, in line 8, before the word “agents,” to strike out “sixty” 
and insert “fifty-eight ;” so as to make the clause read: 

For of fi ht agents of Indian affairs, at the follo named agencies, 
at the — 3 namely. wins 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 70, to increase the item for pay 
of agent at the Uintah agency from $1,000 to $1,500. 

The amendment was a to. 

The next amendment was, in line 73, after the word “‘agency,” to 
insert ‘‘ who shall also perform the duties of teacher and clerk ;” so 
as to make the item read: 

At the Navajo agency, who shall also perform the duties of teacher and clerk, 
at $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment wus, in line 75, after ‘‘ Mescalero,” to insert 
“and Jicarilla;“ so as to make the item read: 

At the Mescalero and Jicarilla agency, at $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 81 and 82, in the fol- 
lowing words: 

At the Great Nemaha agency, at $1,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line 87, after the word “ Pottawato- 
mie,” to insert „and Great Nemaha;” and in line 88, after the word 
“thousand,” to insert “two h so as to make the item read: 

At the Pottawatomie and Great Nemaha agency, at $1,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 89, after the word “ Ponca,” to 
insert “ Pawnee and Otoe;” so as to make the item read: 

At the Ponca, Pawnee, and Otoe agency, at $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 91 and 92, in the fol- 
lowing words: 

At the Pawnee and Otoe agency, at $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 95, to increase the item for pay 
of agent ‘at the Quapaw agency” from $1,200 to $1,500. 

The amendment was a to. 

The next amendment was, in line 103, to reduce the item for pay 
of agent at the Union agency” from $2,000 to $1,800. 

he amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 105, to increase the item for pay 
of the agent at the White Earth agency from $1,600 to $1,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in line 121, after the word “agency,” to 
insert “who shall also perform the duties of teacher and clerk ;” in 
line 122, after the word“ thousand,“ to strike out “three” and insert 
“‘five;” and in line 123, after the word “all,” to strike out “ninety- 
one thousand four” and insert “ninety thousand one ;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

At the Moquis Pueblo cy, who shall also perform the duties of teacher and 
clerk, at $1,500 ; in all, $00,100." à 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 127, before the word “ thousand,” 
to strike out twenty“ and insert “ twenty-five ;” in line 128, after 
the word “interpreter,” to insert “employed east of the Rocky Mount- 
ains;” and in line 129, after the word“ dollars,“ +o strike ont “and 
section 2070 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same is hereby, 
repealed; ” so us to make the clause read: 

For the payment of interpreters, to be distributed in the discretion of 
the Secretary of the Interior, $25,000; but in no case shall the annual compensation 
of an interpreter employed east of the Rocky Mountains exceed $400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 135, to insert: 

For pay of one of Indian schools, $3,000; and in addition to his duties 
as inspector he is hereby required to 8 a plan for carrying into effect in the 
most economical and efticient manner all existing treaty stipulations for the educa- 
tion of Indians, with careful estimates of the cost thereof; also a plan and esti- 
mates for educating all Indian youths for whom no such provision now exists, and 
estimates of what sums can be saved from existing expenditures for Indian sup- 
port by the adoption of such plan. 

For traveling expenses of one inspector of Indian schools, $2,000. 

The amendment was a to. 

The next amendment was, in line 148, to increase the appropriation 
“ for buildings at agencies, and repairs of the same,” from $20,000 to 
$25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 153, before the word “special,” 
to strike out “two” and insert ‘‘five;” and in line 154, after the 
word “each,” to strike out “ thirty-two thousand five hundred” and 
insert ‘ forty-two thousand ;” so as to make the clause read: 

For contingencies of the Indian service, including traveling and incidental 
expenses of Indian agents and of their offices, and for pay of employés not other- 
pee oponas for, and for pay of five special agents at $2,000 per annum each, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, in line 159, after ‘‘ 1869,” to strike out 
“ five thousand“ and insert “ four thousand seven hundred ;” in line 
161, after the word“ dollars,” tostrike ont “for clerk, $1,200 ;” in line 
163, after the word “office,” to strike out “one thousand” and insert 
“four hundred;” and in line 164, after the word“ dollars,” to insert 
“for traveling expenses of the commission, $1,500 ;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For the expenses of the commission of citizens, serving without compensation, 
appointed by the President under the provision of the fourth section of the act of 
April 10, 1800. $4,700, to be distribu as follows, namely: for secretary, $2,000 ; 
for messenger, $600; for rent of office, $400 ; for traveling expenses of the commis- 
sion, $1,500; and for contingent expenses of office, $200. 

And after the word “dollars,” in line 166, to insert: 

And hereafter the commission shall only have power to visit and inspect agen- 
cies and other branches of the Indian service, and shall consult with the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs in the purchase of supplies, and in connection with him 
shall inspect all goods purchased, and shall report their doings to the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President. 

Mr. DAWES. Isuggest that that amendment be passed over until 
we go through with the bill, for the Senator from Maine, I under- 
stand, wishes to offer an amendment to it. Therefore, if the Sena- 
tor will wait until we get — we can have that portion of the 
bill passed over and will proceed with the other amendments. 

Mr. HALE. I prefer t this part of the bill should be passed 
over with the ape | that it is not completed, but that we 
shall go back to it afterward. 

Mr. DAWES. I make that suggestion, and we can go on with the 
other amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will note the reser- 
vation. 

Mr. ALLISON. How much is reserved? 

Mr. HALE. The whole clause, from line 156 to line 172, of the 
bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The text of the bill down to line 172 
may be read, leaving the amendments to be acted upon hereafter. 

Mr. HALE. There is no necessity for reading it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I su t that the reading be omitted, and that 
we consider the text with the amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The text of the bill had better be 
read, as all bills are required to be read once in full. ‘The amend- 
meuts can be considered afterward. 

‘The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on 1 was, in the appropriations for fulfill- 
ing treaties with Indian tribes,” under the head of ‘‘ Chippewas of 
the Mississippi,” in line 242, after the word“ dollars,” to insert “in 
all, $25,000 ;” so as to make the clause read: 

For the support of a school or schools upon said reservation, during the pleas- 
ure of the President, in accordance with third article of treaty of March 19, 1867, 
$4,000 ; in all, $25,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, to strike out lines 244 and 245, in the 
following words: 

For gilling twine for nets, $300 ; in all, $25,300. 

The amendment was a to. 

The next amendment was, in the a ame for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with the ‘‘ Chippewas, Pi ER Te Lake Winnebago- 
shish bands,” in line 261, r the word “dollars,” to insert “ in all, 
$25,166.66.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out line 263 to line 265 inclus- 
ive, in the following words: 

For gilling twine for nets, $300; in all, $25,466.66. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with the Choctaws, after line 300, to insert: 

That the sum of $10,000 is hereby 8 out of the $300,000 reserved b 
the third article of the with the Choctaws and Chickasaws concluded Ap 
8, 1866, for the e ucating freedmen in said tribes, to be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, three-fourths thereof for the freed- 
men among the Choctaws and one-fourth for the freedmen among the Chickasaws : 
Provided, That said sum of $10,000 shall be deducted in like proportion from any 
moneys in this act appropriated to be paid said Choctaws and Chickasaws: And 
provided further, That if either of said tribes shall, before such iture, adopt 
and provide for the freedmen in said tribe in accordance with said third article, 
the money herein provided for such education in said tribe shall be paid over to 
said tribe for that purpose. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in the appropriation for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with the Kickapoos, in line 406, after the word “ here- 
after,” to strike out „six“ and insert “eight;” and in line 407, 
before the word “thousand,” to strike out “ten” and insert “twelve ;” 
so as to make the clause read: 

For settlement, — and civilization of Kickapoo Indians in the Indian 
Territory, lately removed Mexico, and such as may be removed hereafter, 
$8,000; in all $12,679.05. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with the Miamies of Kansas, after line 440, to insert: 

For payment to the delegation of the Western Miami Indians of Kansas, now 
or recen Y in Washington, the sum of $1,000, to be poa out of any funds belong- 
ing to said tribe, and to be immediately available. And the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior is hereby directed to pay per capita to the Western Miami Indians of Kansas 
now residing in the Indian Territory the amount found due said Indians at this 
date on account of proceeds of sales of their unallotted lands in as pro- 
vided by the act of March 3, 1873, the same to be immediately available, except 
the per capita shares due the family of Sepequab, or Jane Drake, nine in namber, 
the same to be retained in, the Treasury for their benefit. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to call the attention of the Senate to lines 
441 to 444 inclusive. I have some information that the Western 
Miami Indians have already been paid these expenses; but I am not, 
certain whether it is true that they have been paid. I call the at- 
tention of the Senator from Massachusetts who has charge of the 
bill to the fact, and ask that in conference it be further examined. 

Mr. DAWES. There is some doubt, I think, about that matter, 
and when the bill gets into conference if it shall ap that they 
ety been paid, upon further investigation of the Department, it 
will go ont. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts desire the amendment to be reserved or formally a to? 

Mr. DAWES. I desire it to be adopted. Istate to the Senate that 
there may be some doubt about the first clause. It will be taken 
care of, I 3 in conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was a to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for fulfillin 
treaty stipulations with the Pawnees, in Tine 522, after the wor 
“teachers,” to strike out ‘‘(and for one shoemaker and one carpen- 
ter, one thousand six hundred dollars,) seven thousand,” and insert 
five thousand four hundred;” so as to make the clause read: 

For pay of two farmers, two blacksmiths and two apprentices, one miller and 
apprentice, and two teachers, 65. 400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 525, to insert : 

For pay of one shoemaker and one carpenter, $1,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 531, after the word “ dollars,” to 
insert “'in all, $47,500.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out lines 533, 534, and 535, in 
the following words: 

Z * ae of farming utensils and stock, per same article and treaty, $1,000; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with the Poncas, in line 545, after the word “employés,” 
to strike out “five thousand” and insert “seven thousand five hun- 
dred ;” so as to make the clause read: 


For this amount, or so much thereof as may be necessa: 
cretion of the President, to 
in the arts of civilization, wi 
pay of employés, $7,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


to be used at the dis- 
on the work of aiding an instructing the Poncas 
a view to their self-sapport, for clothing. and for 
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The next amendment was, in line 549, after the word “Poncas,” to 
strike out “twenty-five” and insert ‘‘thirty;” in the same line, after 
the word ‘‘all,” to strike out eee t thousand” and insert 
“forty-five thousand five hundred;” and after the word “dollars,” 
in line 550, to insert: Pe aa. 

e fore, sums 
e ee de ier ren 
So as to make the clause read: 


For this amount, to be e ded under the direction of the Secre! of the 
Interior, for subsistence of the Poncas, $30,000; in all, $45,500: 5 hat the 
foregoing sums shall be divided pro rata among all the members of said tribe in 
the Ladin Territory and in Dakota Territory. 

The amendment was agreed to. 8 x 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with the Pottawatomies, in line 595, after the word 
“cents,” to insert: 

And the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed to pay to or expend 
for the support, civilization. and instruction of the Prairie band of Pottawatomie 
Indians the amount of interest that has accrued, or may hereafter accrue, on the 
fund in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of said band set apart for 
their benefit under authority of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1875: Pro- 
vided, That not more than $3,000 shall be expended under this provision in any one 
year. 


pai cme cer mens all the mem- 
in Dakota Territory. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the . for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with „the Sioux of different tribes, including Santee 
Sioux of Nebraska,” to strike out the following clause, in lines 810 to 
814: 

F bsiste: f the Si and for of their civilization, as 
ment ratified by uct of Congress, approved February 28, 1877, $1,250,000" 2 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


For subsistence of the Sioux and for rine e m of all supplies, $1,100,008. 
For civilization and instruction, including Indian labor and caval employés, 


150,000. 
For annuity goods, $150,000. 
Mr. DAWES. I desire to modify the amendment by inserting after 
the word “supplies,” in line 816, the words“ from termination of 
railroad or steamboat transportation to agencies.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be agreed to 
us the recommendation of the committee. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment was, 
after the word million,“ in line 825, to strike out “‘ six hundred and 
fifty-seven” and insert eight hundred and seven ;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

In all, $1,807,300. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with “the Sioux, Yankton tribe,” in line 853, after the 
word “of,” toinsert “and purchase of stock for; so as to make the 
clause read: 

For subsistence and civilization of, and purchase of stock for, 2,000 Yankton 
Sioux, heretofore provided for ina sopii ns under “ fulfilling treaty with Sioux 
of different tribes,” $50,000; in all, $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out lines 917 to 922, as follows: 

Collecting and subsisting Apaches and other Indians of Arizona and New Mex- 
ico: For this amount. to subsist and propa ae for the Apache and other 
Indians in Arizona and New Mexico who have or may be collected on reser- 
vations in New Mexico or Arizona, $310,000; 

And in lien thereof to insert: 

For subsisting and caring for the Apaches and other Indians of the San Carlos 
reservation, in Arizona: For this amount, for subsistence, $210,000; for civiliza- 
tion and instruction, including pay for Indian labor, $20,000; for annuity goods, 
agricultural implements, seeds, and supplies, $35,000; for pay of employés, $10,000 ; 
in all, $275,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 934, before the word “ thou- 
sand,” to strike out “ fifty” and insert “sixty ;” so as to make the 
clause read : 

For subsistence and civilization of the Arapahoes, Cheyennes, , Kiow: 
Comanches, and Wichitas who have been collected — rola seri rd 
apart for their use and occupation, $360,v00. 

Mr. DAWES, After the word“ occupation,” in line 934, I move 
to strike out ‘three hundred and sixty” and to insert four hun- 
dred ;” so as to read ‘$400,000 ;” and after the word “ dollars,” to 
a ‘tof which $50,000 shall be immediately available;” so as to 
read: 


For subsistence and civilization of the Arapahoes, Cheyennes, Apaches, Kiowas, 
Comanches, and Wichitas who have been collected upon the 5 set 
vlna a their use and occupation, $400,000, of which $50,000 shall be immediately 
ay: . 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Ihe amendment as amended was eed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment, was to 
strike out lines 994 to 1001, in the following words: 

Settlement, subsistence, and support of Shoshones and Bannocks and other bands 
in Idaho and Southeastern Oregon: For this amount, to be nded, by the direc- 
tion of the President, in assisting the roving bands of In in Southeastern 
Idaho to move and locate on the Fort Hall reservation, in Idaho Territory, and to 
assist them in educational and agricultural pursuits on said reservation, $20,000. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


For subsistence, support, civilization, and instruction of the Shoshones and Ban- 
XIII. 149 


$ 


nocks and other Indians of the Fort Hall reservation, in Idaho Territory, includ- 
ing pay ofemployés, $22,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out lines 1006 to 1010, in the fol- 
lowing clause: 

For this amount, to be 5 by direction of the President, in assisting the 


roving bands of eastern Oregon to move and locate on some pro 
reservation in Oregon, and to assist them in agricultural pursuits thereon, $2,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out lines 1014 and 1015, as 
follows: 

For su; and civilization of the Klamaths and Modocs, incl of 
employes. $5,000. naig pay 

And in lieu thereof to insert : 

For su ci and instruction of the Klamaths and Mi and 
other mdan of tho ete agency, in Oregon, including pay of — gone 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out lines 1024 to 1026, in the 
following words: 

For support, education, and civilization of the mixed Shoshones, Bannocks, and 
Sheepeaters, including pay of employés, $20,000. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

For support, civilization, and instruction of the Shoshones, Bannocks, and Sheep- 
eaters, and other Indians of the Lemhi agency, in Idaho Territory, including pay 
of employés, $21,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out lines 1034 and 1035, in the 
following words: 


RER support and civilization of Navajo Indians, including pay of employés, 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


For instruction and civilization of the Navajo Indians, including pay of farmer 
and the purchase ly api implements, seeds, school and miscellaneous s 
plies, and medicines, $5,000. > B; sins 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1039, to insert: 

For the employment of a physician and the purchase of medicines, school sup- 
plies, agricultural 3 and seeds for the Moquis Pueblo Indians $2,000. 
And the commanding officer at Fort Wingate, New Mexico, shall, under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of War, transport supplies for the Navajo and Moquis Pueblo 
Indians from said post to their respective agencies. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, after line 1046, to insert: 

For civilization and instruction of the Pueblo Indians of New Mexico, includin, 
pay of teachers and purchase of seeds and agricultural 1 $7,500; and o 
this sum not exceeding $1,500 may, in the discretion of the issioner of Indian 
Affairs, be used in constructing ting ditches at Zuni and Jemez Pueblos. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator who has charge of the 
bill what we are to understand by this last amendment. I tind ap- 
propriations all through the bill“ for civilization and instruction.” 
I do not understand exactly what use is to be made of the money. 
It seems that in some places it is for education” and at others for 
civilization and for instruction.” I wish the Senator would explain 
to us what that means. 

Mr. DAWES. It is a phrase that has been used for a great many 
years. We have modified the phraseology in some places and used 
the word “instruction” where “education and civilization” have 
heretofore been used; but it is for the general purposes of aiding the 
Indians in getting into schools and in apogee, their civilization, 
teaching them to work and all the arts of civilization, which the 
Senator from Colorado knows are various and multiplied. It would 
take me a great while to enumerate them, and it would not aid the 
Senator at all if Iwere to do so. The words are such as the Senator 
can readily understand. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not intend to make any objection to the phrase- 
ology, but it seems to me that we do not know what we are appro- 
priating this money for. Is it for the physical support or is it for the 
education of the Indians? 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him, when 
we mean simply the physical 1 we call it ‘‘ subsistence.” 

Mr. TELLER. Very well. en about half of the bill is for phys- 
ical support. 

Mr. DAWES. More than half. 

Mr. TELLER. I find here: 

For support and civilization of the Kansas Indians. 


* * * 
For support, civilization, and instruction of the Klamaths, &. 
Then I find, in line 1020: 
For subsistence and civilization of the Mohawks. 
I think the proper way to present this matter to the country would 


be to say so much for subsistence and so much for education, which of, 


course includes civilization, because A bates cannot civilize the Indians 
until to some extent you educate them, and when you do educate 
them yon civilize them. 

The complaint has been made all over the country, and probably 
justly, that we have not done enough in the way of educating the 

dians; but how do we know in considering this bill whether we 
ought to add to it or take from it, inasmuch as we have no means of 
knowing how much of this money will be expended for educational 
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p how much for civilization in the way of teaching them to 
va whieh is a part of education as a matter of course, and how 
much is to be paid out in the way of food and elothing ! 

Mr. DAWES. I with the Senator that the structure of the 
bill is defective. The Senate Committee on Appropriations think 
that they have improved it to some extent in that very particular. 
In some parts of the bill (perhaps not where the Senator’s eye falls 
upon the bill) the committee have endeavored, as well as they could, 
to meet this objection. But these estimates are made in the Interior 
Department, and some estimates are for subsistence and instruction 
together. It would be impossible for a committee to take those esti- 
mates and from their limited knowledge be able to say how much of 
the appropriations ought to be appplied to subsistence and how much 
ought to be applied to instruction. I hope in future, perhaps in the 
near future, we may expect some improvement in the estimates in 
this particular, so that we may know exactly how much is to be ap- 

ropriated for subsistence, how much for instraction, and how much 
for civilization, I shall look forward with t pleasure and hope 
of profit to the Indians and to the United States whenever we can 
have a realization of that necessity infused into the administration 
of the Interior Department. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not design to atthe bill. I understand 
that a Senator proposes to move to add largely to the educational 
fund appropriated ty the bill. Iam quite willing 2 to vote a 
liberal supply for the education of the Indians, but I really should 
like to know before I am called upon to vote for an additional sum 
how much money is appropriated for that purpose. I thought per- 
haps the Senator could tell me how much of this amount is so appro- 

riated. 
p Mr. DAWES. In a few moments, when we get through with the 
amendments of the committee, I will state to the Senator just how 
much is appropriated for educational purposes. 

Mr. TE LER. Perhaps I am premature, 

Mr. DAWES. The objection the Senator makes I cannot meet; 
it is an objection apparent upon the bill; but I can tell how much 
is appropriated exclusively for educational purposes, and I shall be 
gratified to do that in a few moments. : 

The objection which the Senator makes is well taken to the structure 
of this bill, and I am in earnest when I say that I wish the estimates. 
had been made in detail, so that we might know exactly how much 
was for subsistence, how much for one thing and how much for 
another; but they are made in this form, and the committee of the 
Senate taking the bill from the House and the House taking the items 
from the estimates have come as near particularity as was possible. 
I do not criticise the Senator’s ona I agree with him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e Secretary will proceed with the 
reading of the bill. 

The reading of the bill wasresumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 1072, to increase the appro- 

riation “ for subsistence and civilization of the Yakamas, and of 
ndians removed from Malheur reservation, including pay of em- 
ployés,” from $25,000 to $26,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in line 1078, after the word “support,” 
to strike out ‘‘and;” in line 1079, after the word “ civilization,” to 
insert “ and instruction ;” in the same line, after the word“ river,” 
to insert “‘and;” in line 1080, after the word “ Maricopa,” to strike 
out band Moquis Pueblo;” in the same line, after the word “ agen- 
cies,” to strike out „twenty“ and insert “sixteen;” in line 1082, 
before the word „thousand,“ to strike out “‘sixteen” and insert 
‘‘eight;” and in the same line, after the word “all,” to strike out 
“thirty-six” and insert ‘‘twenty-four;” so as to make the clause 
read: 


Incidental expenses of Indian service in Arizona: For general incidental ex- 
penses of the In service, inch traveling of agents in Arizona, 
support, civilization, and instruction of Indians at the Colorado River and Pima 
an ry agencies, $16,000, and pay of employés at same agencies, $8,000; in 


Mr. ALLISON. I call the attention of the Senator in charge of the 
bill to line 1154. It should read “eighty-two thousand dollars,” in 
order to have the a — eee 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator is right. I propose that amendment. 
I move to insert two“ after “eighty;” so as to read “eighty-two 
thousand dollars.” ` y 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The 1 of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, 
after line 1154, to insert: 
z pay of special police to detect and prevent the sale of liquor to Indians, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1159, to increase the appropria- 
tion “ for support of industrial schools and for other educational pur- 
poses for the Indian tribes” from $148,000 to $150,000. 

The amendment was a to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1160, after the word ‘ Indian,” 
to strike out “training school” and insert “industrial school; “ in 
line 1161, after the word “Pennsylvania,” to insert ‘‘and for trans- 
portation of children to and from said school;” and in line 1164, after 
the word “ Indian,” to strike out“ training school” and insert “ in- 
dustrial school ;” so as to make the clause read: 

For su of Indian industrial school at Carlisle, vn . 

tation of children toand from said school, $67,500 1 8 

R. H. Pratt, in charge of said industrial school, $1,000; in all, $68,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1166, after the word ‘‘su port,” 
to strike out ‘‘of” and insert “and education of one n 
children at the;” so as to make the clause read: 

For support and education of on 
Hee rer anā 8 © hundred Indian children at the school at 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1169, after the word “ Indian,” 
to strike out! training school“ and insert industrial school ;” 
line 1170, before the word ‘ thousand,” to strike ont “twenty” 
and insert “‘thirty;” and after the word “dollars,” in line 1170, to 
insert : 

And said sum shall be disbursed upon the basis of an allowance of $200 for the 
support and education of each scholar, and not exceeding $500 of said sum may be 

for the transportation of children to and from said school. 

So as to make the clause read: 


For l of Indian industrial school at Forest Grove, on, $30,000; and 
said sum shall be disbursed upon the basis of an allowance of $200 for the support 
and education of each scholar, and not exceeding $500 of said sum may be — for 
the transportation of children to and from said school. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1175, to insert: 

And the 8 the Interior is coving eee to cause to be constructed 
at a point in the Indian Territory adjacent to the southern boundary of the State 
of Kansas and near to the Ponca and Pawnee reservations a building suitable in 
size and convenience for the instruction and care of one hundred ‘and fifty Indian 
children, and shall cause to be instructed therein, inthe English language and in 
industrial pursuits, the children of such of the Indian tribes located in the Indian 
Territory as are least provided for under existing treaties or laws; and for this 
purpose there is here K ee the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, to panne ya available: Provided, that not exceedin 
$15,000 of this sum shall be expended in th 
said building. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I wish to give notice of an amendment that I 
shall offer to the bill after line 1191. I will let the amendments of 
the committee first be acted upon, but I give notice of the amend- 
ment now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment was, 
after line 1191, to insert: 

And the Secretary of the Interior is hereby further authorized to cause to be 
constructed, at some suitable point on the Sioux reservation in Dakota Territory, 
a building suitable in size and convenience for the instruction and care of one 
hundred and fifty Indian children aud shall cause to be instructed therein, in the 

lish language and in industrial pursuits, the children of the Indian tribes 
located on said reservation; and for this 


e erection, completion, and furnishing o: 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out lines 1099 to 1104, in these 

words: 

Incidental expenses of Indian service in Idaho: For general incidental 
of the Indian service, including traveling g expenses of ts in 3 21 and 
8 of employés at Lemhi agency, and ional employés at Fort Idaho, 

„000; in all, $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out lines 1116 to 1122, in these 
words: 

Incidental expenses of Indian service in New Mexico: For general incidental 
expenses of the Indian service, including tra expenses of agents in New 
Mexico, sas and civilization of Indians at Jicarilla, Pueblo, and Mescalero 
agencies, $10,000, and pay of employés at same agencies, $8,000; in all, $18,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 148, before the word privates,“ 
to strike out „eight hundred” and insert ‘‘one thousand;” and in 
line 1154, before the word “thousand,” to strike out “seventy” and 
insert “eighty ;” so as to make the clause read: 

Pay of Indian police: For the service of not ex 9 
month each, and not exceeding one hundred officers at $8 per month each, of In- 
dian police, and for the purchase of equipments and rations for policemen of non- 
ration agencies, to be employed in Sa ernia ordér and prohibiting illegal trafic 
in liquor on the several Indian reservations, $80, 000. F 


purpose there is hereby appropriated the 
sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as maros necessary, to be immediately avail- 
able: Provided, That not exceeding $15,000 of this sum shall be expended in the 
erection, completion, and furnishing of said building. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1204, to insert: 

And the Secre of the Interior is farther authorized and directed to provide 
for the care, support, and education of one hundred Indian children at any estab- 
lished school or schools other than those herein provided for, in any of tho States 
of the United States, such schools to be selected by him from applications made 
to him, at a cost not exceeding $167 per anuum for each child; and for this pur- 
pose there is hereby ap 3 the sum of $17,000, or so much thereof as may 

necessary: Provi: That not more than twenty of said pupils shall be edu- 
cated in any one State. 


Mr. HOAR. I rise to move an amendment to this paragraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would observe that it 
pee customary to proceed with the amendments of the commit- 
tee first. 

Mr. HOAR. I propose to amend the amendment of the commit- 


tee. 
on PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair begs pardon of the Sen- 
ator. 
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Mr. DAWES. I suggest that there will be no objection to the 


Senator offering his amendment after the reading of 
eluded. 0 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that the committee’s amendments are 
first in order, but I propor to move to amend the pending amend- 
ment of the committee before the vote is taken; which I suppose is 
in order, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would state that in that 
event the better plan would be to reserve the pending amendment 
and allow the remaining amendments of the commi to be first 
considered, 

Mr. HOAR. I was about to make that n if the Chair 
please. I will make my motion now, with the leave of the Chair, 
to amend the amendment of the committee, and then reserve the 
whole amendment with mine pee until the convenience of my 
colleague who has charge of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be received. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to move several amendments to the pas ph, 
but I desire the consent of the Senate to have them treated and voted 
upon as one. They are in fact a substitution of one entire sentence 
for another. In line 1207 I propose to strike out the words ‘one 
hundred” and insert the 0 g „all,“ and to make other substitutions. 
I will read the clause as I propose to amend it: 

And the Secret of the Interior is further authorized and directed to provide 
for the care, ie and education of all Indian children dwelling west of the 
Mississippi and not belonging to the five civilized tribes in the Indian Territory, 
or so mary thereof as mar be practicable, under such BE be grees as may be ap- 
proved by the President, in any of the States of the U: States, at a cost not 
exceeding $200 per annum for each child; and for this purpose there is hereby 
appropriated the sum of $2,000,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr. DAWES. Now let the amendment of the committee be reserved. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have consent to treat what I have 
read as a single amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What portion of the amendment 
of the committee does the Senator wish to have reserved? 

Mr. HOAR. The entire paragraph, from line 1205 to line 1215 
inclusive. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reserved. 

Mr. ALLISON. As the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. SAUNDERS] 
has an amendment which I think has some merit, I suggest that the 
paragraph from line 1192 to line 1204 inclusive be also reserved. 

Mr. HOAR. That amendment has been agreed to, so that it can- 
not be reserved. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. There will be no objection to reserving it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Nebraska gave notice of an 
amendment; and although the amendment of the committee was 
agreed to, by unanimons consent it may be reserved. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The agreement to the amendment 
was purely informal, and of course needs no formal action to rescind 
it. The Chair did not understand from the Senator from Nebraska 
what part of the amendment he desires to amend. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I shall pro an amendment in the nature of 
2 substitute to take the place of the amendment of the committee, 
beginning with line 1192 and extending to line 1204. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will note the reser- 
vation, 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 1216, before the word 
“ vaccine,” to insert“ pure;” so as to make the clause read: 


For pure vaccine matter and vaccination of Indians, $800. 


The amendment was a i to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1219, after the word “service,” to 
strike out “advertising” and insert“ 3 all advertising for 
said service;” and in line 1223, after the word “ telegraphing,“ to 
insert “and sleeping-car fare ;” so as to make the clause read: 

Telegraphing and making purchases of Indian supplies: To contract for the 
Indian service, inclu eee fact goer Lab eae eee e ge - 
lar commercial rates, tion, and all other expenses connected there 
including telegraphing and sleeping-car fare, $40,000. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent to have the words “and 
sleeping-car fare” trans: d from line 1223 to the end of the para- 
graph, after the word “ transportation,” in line 1231. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
there is no objection. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment was a to. 

The . the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, 
to strike out lines 1237, 1238, and 1239, in the following words: 


To defray the expense of the removal of the Indians at Mescalero agency to 
the J orn reservation, $9,000. of 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


For the removal, with their consent, of the Mescalero A e Indians to the 
Jicarilla reservation, and for the support, civilization, and instruction of the 
Indians of said reservation, including pay of employés, $15,000. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to add to that amendment the words I send 
to the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 


e bill is con- 


That transposition will be made if Mary 


The PRINCIPAL LEGISLATIVE CLERK. After the word “ dollars,” in 
line 1244, it is proposed to insert: 

And if said consent shall not be given, then $10,000 of this ebe eee 
for the 2 civilization, and instruction of said Indians at the present agen- 
cies in equal proportions at each agency. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, 
after line 1244, to insert: 

F f Indian ti der the direction of th f 
a artoa c reservations, under the e Secretary of the 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1246, to insert: 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay counsel fees incurred in defend- 
ay Soe now 1 the North Cai Cherokees, $1,000; said amount 
to be paid out of the funds in the Treasury belonging to the said North Carolina 

jerokees. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 1251, to insert: 


To pay the following claimants named in the letter of the Secretary of the 


Interior of Feb: 8, 1882, being Senate Executive Document No. 100, Forty- 
seventh C „ first session, for damages suffered from the raid of the Northern 
Cheyenne Indians in September, 1878, to be paid from the une: ded balances of 


treaty funds eS the Northern Cheyenne and Arapah 


hereby reapproj for the purpose, namely: 

To Dore Weephalen, $300; i * 

To Peter Westphalen, $365; 

To Julia Laing and dadghters Laing, Elizabeth Laing, and Julia Lain 

0 

$1,500; in all. $8965, S oT ae * E 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to insert after the word “do ” in line 
1268, what I send to the Chair. I will send to the Clerk's desk to be 
read, in order that it may go into the Recorp at this point, the letter 
of the agent of the Indians and of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
upon this subject, showing the importance of the amendment which 

move. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands it to be an 
amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. DAWES, It was ig to by the Appropriations Committee, 
but it has not been formally reported upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas to the amendment of the committee will be read. 

The PRINCIPAL LEGISLATIVE CLERK. After the word “ dollars,“ 
in line 1268, it is proposed to add: 


oe Indians, which are 


Also the following sums, to be paid from said un déd balances of treaty 
funds belonging to said Northern e and 23 Indians: To Barbara 
Springler, $1,059 ; to Dina Stenner, ; to Frank Sperank, $316.30; to Ernest 


Janosek, $731 ; to Jo! Banda, $133; to Frank 
ocasek, $740; to P Janosek, 80. 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask in this connection that the letter to which I 
referred be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It can be printed in the RECORD. 
Mr. PLUMB. Very well. 
The letter is as follows: 
UNITED States INDIAN SERVICE, 
CHEYENNE AND ARAPAHOE AGENCY, 
Darlington, I. T., March 20, 1882. 
Sin: Referring to office letter October 4, 1880, ‘ Cir,” transmitting twelve claims 
against Northern Cheyennes for alleged depredations amounting in the a, gate 
to $8,148, I have the honor to return the same herewith, with 3 with 
the information that the same were this day presented to the remnant of Northern 
Cheyennes remaining at the mey, who admit that depredations were committed 
by the raiding parties, but as dividuals disclaim the responsibility. 
have taken time and have made every effort to secure evidence of the parties 
of these claims, and have indorsed them accordingly, namely : 


00 
116 00 
581 00 
156 00 
160 00 
1, 036 00 
1. 190 00 
299 00 
798 00 
133 00 
167 00 


pe 
$ 
g 


Very respectfully, 
JOHN D. MILES, Indian nt. 
Hon. H. PRICE, Sa 


Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Washington, D. C. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
March 27, 1882. 
The foregoing has been compared with the original on file in this office and 
found correct, and I know of no reason why the amounts recommended for pay- , 
ment by J. D. Miles, United States Indian agent, should not be paid. 
H. PRICE, Commissioner. 


2372 


Mr. ALLISON. I to the Senator from Kansas that itis not 
worth while to repeat the words that he uses at the beginning of the 
amendment. X | 

Mr. PLUMB. The only purpose of that is owing to the fact that 
preceding the appropriation for the other claims in the amendment 
of the committee an executive document is cited. These claims are 
not embraced in the executive document, and I desire amy, to dis- 
tinguish them from the others in order that the recital may be correct. 

. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. BECK. Why were they not reported? 

Mr. PLUMB. They have just been received to-day from the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, 

Mr. BECK. They are of the same character with the others? 

Mr. PLUMB. Of the same character precisely as the others, and 
are referred to in the executive document as being under examination. 

Mr. BECK. And they have been since examined and approved? 

Mr. PLUMB. They have been examined and approved, as isshown 
by the letter of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. j i 

Mr. DAWES. They are precisely like the claims provided for in 
the amendment of the committee, and were in process of examination 
when the amendment was agreed upon in committee. 

Mr. BECK. I understand it now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is u 
the amendment of the Senator from (Mr. 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. ; 

Mr. PLUMB. In line 1268 I move to strike out “$3,965” and insert 
„89, 870. 10,“ in order to make the total correct, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading 
the Committee on Appropriations was, after line 1269, to insert: 

For this amount, or so much thereof as may be necessary to enable the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs to employ tem sufficient clerical force to effect a 

rompt settlement of the accounis of Indian agents which have been unduly 
elayed, $4,000, to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 11, before the word 
t thousand,” to strike out“ ” and insert twenty-five;” so as to 


n agreeing to 
UMB] to the 


read: 
That uch of the appropriations herein made as may be required to for 
. — 1 Tor br the year ending June 
or supplies shall be dis- 


‘oods and lies, and for of the same, 
o, 1883, shall We immediately ae bat no such 
tributed or delivered to any of said Indians prior to July 1, 1882; and the Secretary 
of the Interior, under the tion of the 1 use any surplus 3 
C for the purchase of su 
ence for the several Indian tribes, to an amount not exceeding $25,000 in the aggre- 
gate, to supply any subsistence deficiency that 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. The next 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was to insert as a 
new section the following: 

Sec. 6. That the President may, in his discretion, consolidate two oe 
cies into one, and where Indians are located on reservations created by executiv: 
order, he may, with the consent of the tribes to be affected thereby, 
the usual manner, co: one or more tribes, and abolish such agencies as are 
thereby rendered unnecessary; and preference shall at all times, as far as practi- 
cable, be given to Indians in the tae a ad of clerical, mechanical, and other 
help on reservations and about 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to insert as a new section : 

Src. 7. That it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to cause 
to be compiled and printed for the use of Indian agents and inspectors the pro- 
visions of the statutes . 5 their respective duties, and 
6 time information of new enactments upon 

e same subject. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, to insert as a new section: 
Shee 9 ends Aa Leura basa ORAO AROA ISDA NE e 
whole or discharge 
of treaty obligations to be 4 And ill vers ng to Congress at its next 
a sul a) riation, an consequence ereof their 
favare support will depend mone con their own exertions. 
The amendment was to. 
Mr. DAWES. I have some amendments to offer from the Com- 
bag Appropriations. I move to insert a new paragraph, after 
e 8 


may occur. 


For support of Tonkawa Indians at Fort Griffin, Texas, $4,000. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. DAWES. After line 1098, I move to insert: 

For general incidental expenses of the Indian service in Idaho, including travel- 
ing expenses of agents, $1,000. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to insert, after line 1115: 

For traveling expenses of agents in New Mexico, $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
T DAWES. Now I offer the following, to come in after line 
For the erection of a school buil on the Cœur D'Alene Indian reservation 
in Idaho Territory, to replace the one by fire, $5,000, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 


Maron 29, 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Vi I ask my colleague on the commit- 
tee whether the amendments he is now offering were passed upon 


by the committee? 

Mr. DAWES. They were 3 upon, but they were overlooked 
in matag up the printed b Imove after the amendment just 
adopted, to 2 


For the erection of a school building on the Northern Cheyenne and Arapahoe 
reservation in the Indian Territory, to replace the one destroyed by fire, $5,000. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DAWES. These are all the amendments we have to offer. 
Three have been reserved. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not understand 
whether the Senator from Kentucky rose to object to the adoption 
of the last amendment. - 

Mr. BECK. No, sir; but believing it was the last amendment, I 
wanted to say a word. 

Mr. DAWES. I merely wish to state that three amendments were 
reserved; one by the Senator from Maine, [Mr. HALE Tono by my 
colleague, [Mr. Hoar, ] and one by the Senator from Nebraska, [Mr. 
SAUNDERS.] With these exceptions all the amendments proposed 
by the Committee on wa gh eg have been passed upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands, there being 
no objection, that the last amendment has been agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I wish to ask a question about it. 
If I am correct, I noticed that there were two school-houses burnt. 

Mr. DAWES. Two school-houses burnt. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Are they in the same place? 

Mr. DAWES. No; one is up in Idaho and one down in the Indian 
Territory. The items for new buildings were recommended by the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs and passed upon by the committee. 
and we supposed till a moment ago that they were in the bill, until 
the Senator from Oregon called our attention to the fact that they 
were not. 

Mr. BECK. I have no 5 to building school-houses, I 
think that is all right; and I voted in committee to erect all they 
wanted. But the other day I was unfortunate in making a remark, 
it seems, relative to the $50,000 required to be given to feed the Nava- 
joes. I believe that I said that we had either to feed or fight. It 
turns out that that $50,000 has been e by the Senate and 830, 000 
more has been given for the Arapahoes, Cheyennes, and Apaches. 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs, my friend Price, writes me a 
letter, thinking I made some remarks that I ought not to have made 
relative to the demands of his Department. I do not want to reply 
to his letter formally, and I rise now to say that it was the furthest ` 
thing from my thoughts to reflect on him. I have voted for all the 
amendments to this bill, or nearly all of them, principally on the 
ground that Mr. Price, the present Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
with whom I served in the House, is a man who can be trusted with 
anything; and whatever irregularities may have occurred before he 
came there, whatever contracts may have n made that were im- 
provident, I think they were made before he knew anything about 
them. I have sustained the Department in all the amendments they 
asked and all the appropriations they said were wanted, in very great 
part because of the confidence I have in the integrity of the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs. If he supposes I meant to make any 
suggestion that looked in the direction of reflecting on him in any 
remarks I may have made about a deficiency of $50,000 to feed the 
Navajoes, or the Apaches, or any other tribe, heismistaken. At any 
rate, I want now to assure the Senate and to assure the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs that I meant no such thing, but just the reverse. 
There is no officer of the Government in whose integrity and desire 
to do right I have more confidence than the Commissioner of Indian 


Affairs. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment reserved on the 
suggestion of the Senator frem Maine [Mr. HALE] will now be 


ig ese 
. CALL. I wish to offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Will the Senator from Florida with- 
hold his amendment until the reservetl amendments of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations have been acted on? The amendment 
88 at the request of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] will 


The Principal Legislative Clerk read the amendments to the clause 
from line 156 to line 172, relative to the expenses of the commission 
appointed under the act of April 10, 1869. 

r. HALE. Mr. President, I would prefer, if the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] is willing, that he should go on with his 
amendment, as I find myself unable, owing to trouble in my throat, 
to talk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This amendment will then be further 
reserved, and the Secretary will report the next reserved amend- 
ment, which is the amendment reserved at the suggestion of the 
Senator from Nebraska, [Mr. SAUNDERS. ] 

Mr. SAUNDERS. If the Senator from Massachusetts is ready, I 
am willing to give way. His proposition is much more extensive 
than my own, and it may cover all that I propose in my amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. Why not adopt our committee amendment in that 


t? 
. SAUNDERS. Perhaps I had better goon. I propose as asub- 
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stitute for the committee’s amendment, beginning in line 1192 and 
going down to line 1204, inclusive, the following : 


And the Secretary of the Interior is hereby farther authorized to establish in 
the school building now standing on the Pawnee reservation, in the State of Ne- 
braska, a school for the care of and instruction in the English language and in 
industrial he, chs such 15 3 s 477 tribes e —— 1 

Dakota as can m] or; and for purpose is y app: 
pe ¥ $5,000, or so thereof be 


priated the sum of much 
made immediately available. 


Mr. DAWES. Ithink Iam authorized by the committee to say that 
they accept that amendment. 

Mr. BECK. Wait awhile. What is it? 

Mr. DAWES. I understand that there is a building there belong- 
ing to the Government sufficient for the purpose, and instead of re- 
quiring the erection of a new building it is pro to have the thing 
done in the building already erected there, and thus save the expense 
of erecting a building. It is not at the same place, but it is near there. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. It is the same place for all practical purposes. 

Mr. BECK. At the time this bill was before the committee it be- 
came a question as to whether we ought to limit the Secretary of the 
Interior to any particular point on the Sioux reservation. As the 
bill came from the House, if I recollect it aright, this school buildin 
was te be near the line of Nebraska; but there were two great rail: 
roads which had acquired the right of way through that territory, 
one the Milwaukee and Saint Paul Railroad, running along to the 
south of the Black Hills, and the other the Chicago and Northwestern. 
The probabilities seemed to be that some point more convenient to 
reach the children of the Indians aight be found than the present 
locality. The committee deemed it best to limit it to a particular 
point in the Territory where the school building should be erected. 
Was not that the understanding of the committee? I ask the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to sng; to the Senator from Nebraska, 
if the Senator from Kentucky will allow me a moment—— 

Mr. BECK. I want to get it right. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest tothe Senator from Nebraska to modify 
his amendment, so that instead of striking out, as he proposes, the 
words from line 1192 to 1199, he allow those words to stand, and then 
after the word “ reservation“ in line 1199, insert “or in his discre- 
tion the Secretary of the Interior may establish said school;” so that 
if it shonld turn out that that portion of the Pawnee reservation 
now having a number of buildings on it should be the best place for 
this school, the Secretary of the Interior can establish the school 
there instead of establishing it at any other point. That still enlarges 
his discretion. 

Mr. BECK. That is all we seemed to desire, to enlarge the discre- 
tion so as to put it at the best point; and if we find it best to build 
a new school somewhere else and repair the old one at the same time, 
I shall not object. I am one of those who believe that the best way 
to reach those bands is to teach the young ones something valuable. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. L have no objection to that. I have no doubt 
the Secretary of the Interior will do what I suggest. 

Mr. BECK. If my friend from Iowa and my end from Nebraska 
will consult a few moments, I think they will get it right. 

Mr. ALLISON. We do not need to consult. 

Mr. BECK. All I seek is to leave the largest discretion with the 
Secretary of the Interior that the most good may be done with the 
money. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as modified will be 


read, 
Mr. ALLISON. I move to add after the word “‘ reservation” in 
line 1199: 


Or in his discretion the Secretary of the Interior may establish said school. 


And then let the language of the amendment of the Senator from 
Nebraska follow. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Lask the attention of the Senator from 
Iowa, the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, It willbe 
observed that in line 1203 it is provided that not more than $15,000 
of this sum shall be expended for the sehool building. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Fifteen thousand dollars will be saved by this 
amendment of mine, 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I do not know about that. 

Mr. ALLISON. We should insert after the word “that,” in line 
1202, the words ‘if a building is to be erected ;” so as to read: 


Provided, That if a building is to be erected, not exceeding $15,000 of this sum 
shall be expended in the erection, completion, and furnishing of said building. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Why say “ not exceeding $15,000?” 
As it now stands all of it may be spent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Everything stands as now in the bill excepting 
that the words suggested by the Senator from Nebraska are to be 
added after the word “ reservation,“ in line 1199. All the rest 
remains as reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Met oe Then let us have the amendment 
as it will read reported and then we can see how it stands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair suggested that the amend- 
ment be read as modified by the Senator from Iowa, but Senators 
interposed with remarks, It will now be read. 


as may be necessary, the same 


The ACTING SECRETARY. After the word reservation,“ in line 
1199, it is proposed to insert: 

Or in his discretion the Secretary of the Interior may establish said school, and 
for said purpose there is hereby appropriated the sum of $25,000, &c. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let this be passed over for the moment till we 
fix it. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. While it is being prepared I will say to the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia that this is a very large school-house on the 
Indian reservation. The Pawnee Indians have now been removed ; 
they are all in the Indian Territory; the building is left there. I ex- 
pected to ask Congress to give it to some denomination, that they 
might take charge of it in some way. It belongs to the Government; 
it is near enough to these Indians for all practical purposes. You do 
not want to put your sehool right in among the Indians; you want 
it at a proper distance, and yet you do not want it a thousand or 
fifteen hundred miles off, That would be expensive. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. How far is this school building 
from the Indians for whom it is proposed to use it? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. They are one hundred and forty or one hundred 
and fifty miles from the Pawnee agency. 

Mr. DANIS of West Virginia. t are the means of communi- 
cation 

Mr. SAUNDERS. There is a railroad within twenty miles. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Now let us hear how the amend- 
ment stands. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Let the amendment be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. In line 1199, after the word “ reserva- 
tion,” it is proposed to insert: 

Orin his discretion the Secretary of the Interiormay establish said school in the 
school building now standing on the Pawnee reservation in the State of Nebraska ; 
and for this purpose there is hereby g a Fare the sum of . or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, to be diately available: That not 
exceeding $15,000 of this sum shall be expended in the erection, completion, and 
furnishing of said building. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Then I understand nothing is to 
be stricken from the bill, but this isto be added as an amendment 
offered by the Senator from Iowa, 

Mr, SAUNDERS. It just increases the ap ropriation. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope in that form it wi ie adopted. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to ask the Senator from Nebraska at 
what point in Nebraska this building is located ? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. About one hun miles west of Omaha, on a 
fork of the Platte River, and about eighteen miles from the Union 
Pacific railroad. Railroad communication within sixty days will be 
within 105 55 miles of the Spotted Tail agency. z 

Mr. PLUMB. Now, I desire to say that this amendment does not 
commend itself to my judgment at all as carrying out the purpose 
which I think was in view in putting in the clause which it is now 
proposed to strike out. Here is an Indian reservation on which are 

ocated about twenty-five thousand Indians of different branches of 
the Sioux tribe. It was designed to put upon that reservation a 
school for the education of their children, and to put the school near 
enough to relieve them from the necessity and obligation of trans- 
porting the children at a considerable cost to that school, and at the 
same time made it far enough from the agency in order that it might 
not be subjected to the disturbing influences of proximity to the or- 
dinary operations going on in the tribe proper. Now, to go to work 
and put this school one hundred and fifty miles away or one hundred 
miles away is to introduce a new element, a new proposition, and to 
form an entirely different purpose from that in contemplation by the 
committee. 

I do not say that that may not be better, but it does not seem to 
me so, and it is 5 different from that which I believe the com- 
mittee had in mind, and upon which they consulted the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs. The parpose was, so far as we might, to commence 
in a practical way the education of the Sioux: Indians in accordance 
with our treaty obligations, This was deemed to be the best start 
that conld be made; and in the discussion in the committee in regard 
to this matter the location was one of those things which were spe- 
cially considered, and considered with reference to the fact that the 
Senator from Kentucky has stated about the proposed building of 
railroads to the reservation, thereby bringing not only the chil 
themselves but the supplies for the carrying on of the schools and 
the material for putting up the buildings within easy reach. This 

urpose is now to be entirely defeated in order that a building which 
is one hundred and fifty miles away may be made use of; whereas 
the cost in order to take the children down there, and the additional 
cost of supplies, and all the miscellaneous expenses of that school 
after it is so established will presently outrun the value of the build- 
ing entirely. 
ir. SAUNDERS. The Senator from Kansas, in the first place, does 
not understand the modified form in which the amendment stands. 
It leaves it now discretionary with the Secretary of the Interior to 
do this if he thinks best, and he will not do it unless he thinks it 
best. Around the Pawnee reservation the country is settled; there 
are farms, and farm products can be obtained cheaper than where 
the Indians are. 

In the second place, 5 Ses ent—and I know that men of 

better judgment than mine have the same view of it—it is not best 


2374 CONGRESSIONAL 


stele ib K ⁵ uͤù . ] . eS 8. 


RECORD HOUSE. MARCH 29 


to have the school located too near the Indians. You will have too 
many visits by the Indians, and the result will be to retard very 


much what would be gained by having them at a little distance. 

Within a radius of two hun miles there are more than 20,000 
Indians, That includes the Spotted Tail and Red Cloud Sioux In- 
dians, the Santee Sioux, and Sacs and Foxes. They are about 
all that are in that country now, except the Omahas and the Win- 
nebagoes, all of whom are within a radius of two hundred miles of 
the point where this building is. I would not have suggested that 
point as above any other but that the property belongs to the Gov- 
ernment, and there is a school-house yerected. I do not know 
what else you will do with it unless you turn it over to some church 
organization. It cost $30,000 to build. 

Ir. BECK. I do not see any objection to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Nebraska as now modified, because it leaves it 
all in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, I donot think 
any Secretary of the Interior would be likely to exercise his discré- 
tion to place a school for these Indians where that school-house is, 
but if he should do it upon full reflection, I would be willing to trust 
him, whoever he may be. 

But this was the idea the committee had: these Sioux have been 
for many years turbulent; they are the warriors among the Indians, 
and the most tronblesome of all; and I am one of those who believe 
that when you can teach an Indian to understand that his son, when 
he can make a set of harness, or can make a wagon, or can do some- 
thing that will realize money, may be a sent man in his tribe be- 
rause he can do these things instead of being a great man only 
because he has taken a white man’s scalp, you have made a at 
advance in the civilization of the Indian. Ithink the schools at Car- 
lisle and at Hampton, the schools anywhere that excite the ambition 
of the young Indians to acquire useful knowledge and information, 
and make them respectable at home after they have acquired knowl- 
edge, are a great step toward the civilization of these people. The 
fact that we have made so many of the Indians Indian scouts, and 
pay them $5 or $6 a month, that we have made them teamsters, that 
we have found them faithful and true, sompiying with their obliga- 
tions, 2 them understand that when they get hold of money 
they can buy land and own cattle and horses and farms of their own, 
is a sign that we are progressing in the right direction; and it is the 
only way we can do any pays 

How, desire this school to be established, and any amount of money 
necessary given for the young boys of the Sioux to go to it. I want 
the . to place it wherever he thinks it Will do the most 

rood; and if it is necessary to have two, I am willing to vote two. 

hat is the cheapest way in which we can get along with the Indian 

uestion. I do not want to embarrass the Senator from Nebraska ; 
Tdo not want to embarrass the Secretary; I want to give all the 
money necessary to do whatever can be done in that direction, That 
is what we consulted about and upon, I think. Whatever 
will accomplish it is what I want. That is all Ihave to say about it. 

Mr. DAWES. I would not yield to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Nebraska upon any other condition except that the matter is 
left to the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior upon an exam- 
ination of the whole subject, with hays authority to put the build- 
ing where the committee contemplates or to avail himself of the one 
already in existence. I assume that the Secre of the Interior 
will exercise a wise judgment in the matter, and I think it may be 
left with him, Iam not quite certain but that this locality is so far 
from the reservation that to use the Vedat, Bares would impair 
very much the beneficial effects anticipated by the committee in pro- 
viding for this building. I am not sure about that, but I am quite 
sure that the Secretary of the Interior will be certain in that par- 
ticular before he avails himself of the existing building. The mere 
building itself is a small matter in comparison with the beneficial 
results to come from the school, but if that building which belon 
to the United States can be availed of and the whole $25,000 entire M 
devoted to the purposes bf education, I shall be glad to see it. Ithin 
a can be no harm in leaving the matter in the discretion of the 

ecretary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Nebraska, [Mr. SAUNDERS, ] as modified, 
to the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment, as modified, to the amendment was a to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now Loffer this to be added to the proviso, so that 
there may be no misunderstanding. After the word“ provided,” I 
move to insert: 

‘That if the Secretary of the Interior shall not establish said school in the build- 
ings on the late Pawnee reservation, not exceeding $15,000 of this sum shall be 
expended in the erection, completion, and furnishing of said buildin, 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know but that that refers to the Pawnee 
building by the way the woting is. 

Mr. ISON. If it shall not be established there, then nothing 
follows from this. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

Mr. DAWES. The next amendment reserved was the one reserved 
by my colleague pi Hoar. ] 

Mr. HOAR. T have put my amendment in the form of a substi- 
tute for the entire amendment of the committee. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment ofthe Senator from 
Massachusetts will be read. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to strike out the amendment of the commit- 
tee, beginning in line 1205 and ending in line 1215, as follows: 

And the Secre of the Interior is further authorized and directed to provide 
for the care, support, and education of one hundred Indian children at any estab- 
lished school or schools other than those herein provided for, in any of the States 
of the United States, such schools to be selected by him from applications made 
to him, at acost e . per annum for each child ; and’ for this purpose 
there is hereby iif ad gegen e sum of $17,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary 15 eee at not more than twenty of said pupils shall be educated in 

y one 8 


And to substitute therefor: 

And the Sec of the Interior is further authorized and directed to provide 
for the care, ee and education of all Indian children dwelling west of the 
Mississippi River and not belonging to the five civilized tribes in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, or so many thereof as may be practicable, under such regulations as may 
be approved by the Sr gene in any of the States, at a cost not exceeding $200 

annum for each child ; for this purpose there is appropriated the sum of 

000,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr. President—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Massachusetts yield to me 
amoment? The Senator from Massachusetts desires to address the 
Senate somewhat at length on this 9 The Senate has been 
holding long sessions this week, and we have had no executive session 
for some days. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business, leaving the Senator from Massachusetts the 
floor for to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty-five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at four o’cloek and 
fifty-two minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, March 29, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. POWER. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS, 


Mr. WALKER. Lask unanimous consent to report from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs for present consideration the resolution 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resol: That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be authorized to have printed 
all B them pertaining to the 3 — for French spoliations, and their 
re n. 


e being no objection, the resolution was considered and 
opted. 

r. WALKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LILBURN E. TABER. 


Mr. PHISTER, (by request,) by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 5537) for the benefit of Lilburn E. Taber; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CREDITORS OF HENRY O. WAGGONER, 


Mr. BELFORD. I ask unanimous consent to have taken from the 
Speaker’s table and considered at this time the bill (S. No. 90) to pay 
the creditors of the late Henry O. Waggoner, late consular clerk at 
Lyons, France. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the reading of the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That the sum of $545.50 be, and the same is hereby, appropri- 
ated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be plied 
by the United States consul at Lyons, ce, under the direction of the Secre 
of State, to the payment of the expenses occasioned by the sickness, death, 
funeral expenses of Henry O. Waggoner, late consular clerk at Lyons, France. 

There was no objection; and the bill was accordingly taken from 
the Speaker's table, read a first and second time, ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BELFORD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


WIDOWS OF EX-PRESIDENTS. 

Mr. HOUSE. I move by unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 
4449) granting a pension to Lucretia R. Garfield, for the purpose of 
concurrence. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair hears no objection, and the amend- 
ments of the Senate will be taken from the Speaker’s table and read. 


1882. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the follo 1 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is e authorized to place the 
name of Lucretia R. Garfield, widow of James A. deceased, late dent 


of the United States, on the pension roll, and allow and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $5,000 per annum from and after passage of this act.” 

And in lieu thereof insert the following: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here 
names of Lucretia R. Garfield, widow of James A. Garfiel 
John Tyla vaecasad on th ie hare 5 bony rd f th ion during 

0 vler, on the on- each of them a pension 
5 75 eee ae lives at the rate of $5, A year from and after the 19th day 
0 tember, 1881. 

dc. 2. That the pension of $5,000 sates 7 this act to Julia Gardner Tyler 
shall be in lieu of the pension heretofore granted her by Congress.” 

Amend the title so as to read: 

TA OSOON OE SERATO EGIk and Julia 
Gardner Tyler.“ 


Mr. HOUSE. Imeve those amendments of the Senate be concurred 
in 


directed to place the 
; Sarah Child- 
r Tyler, widow of 


The motion was a to. 

Mr. HOUSE moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendments 

of the Senate were concurred in; and alse moved that the motion to 

reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

INDIAN AGENCY, GREEN BAY, WISCONSIN. 

Mr. POUND. I dislike toask business be taken up ont of regular 
order, but the urgency of the case compels me in to ask that Sen- 
ate bill No. 864 be taken from the Speaker’s table and passed. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (S. No. 864) to confirm certain instructions by the Department of the 
Interior to the Indian agent at Green Bay agency, in the State of Wisconsin, 
e to legalize the acts done and permitted by said Indian agent pursuant 

ereto. 

Whereas on the 28th day of November, 1881, the Commissioner of Indian A ffairs 
addressed to the Indian agent at the Green Bay agency, in the State of Wisconsin, 
a letter of instructions as follows, namely: 

‘DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRES, 
“ Washi , November 28, 1881. 

E. STEPHENS, United States Indian agent, Green Bay agency, Wisconsin : 

“Sm: Lnoticein your annual reporta statement that . 
complain that they are not allowed to dispose of the dead and down timber going 
to waste on their reserve. 

** You are hereby informed that the sale of such timber is allowed by this office ; 
but t care must be taken by you to see that the Indians dispose of only surplus 
dead or down wood which without such disposition would soon become worthless, 
and that they do not take advantage of this permission to cut other timber, in vio- 
lation of section 262 ‘ Instructions to Indian agents.’ 

Personal oversight should be exercised by you of the bargains and sales made 
by Indians under this authority, and that they should understand that a failure 
to observe the restrictions of permission will result in a forfeiture of the 
permit, 8 es 
Tours. respec A 

3) H. PRICE, Commissioner; and 

Whereas under the authority supposed to be conferred by the said letter of 

instructions, said Indian agent tted the Indians upon the reservations under 

the charge of the said a a proceed to cut into logs a considerable quantity 
of timber of the kind designa in said letter of instructions, in which work they 
are now engaged ; an 

Whereas authority of the said Commissioner to authorize such sale, disposal, 
cutting, or removal of such timber has been called in question : Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House ives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the instructions of the said Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs contained in the above-recited letter to the said Indian agent at the 
Green Bay agency, in the State of Wisconsin, be, and the same are hereby, rati- 
fied and contirmed, and all acts done or permitted by said 
thereof are hereby legalized and d. valid ; and the dis 
or prepared for market or which may be cut or eg or market during the 
logging season of the present year is hereby au in conformity with said 
instructions; and the logs or timber so cut shall be subject to all remedies which 
are sinensis by the laws of the State of Wisconsin to enforce liens upon logs or 
timber. 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, when this bill was asked to be taken 
up for consideration heretofore I have objected, because I did not 
believe in the principle of the House affirming an act of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior not authorized by law. I have every confidence 
that the present Commissioner of Indian Affairs will not in the future 
permit any such act to be repeated. In addition I have the assur- 
ance of the gentleman who asks unanimous consent that there is not 
and will not be any live timber cut under this authority. Therefore 
I do not desire to interfere further with the p of the bill. 

There was no objection, and the bill was taken from the Speaker's 
table and read a first and second time. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Let me ask the gentleman from Wisconsin whether 
this bill has had the consideration of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
of the House ? 

Mr. POUND. It has, and has been favorably reported. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Unanimously? 

Mr. POUND. Yes; unanimously. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. POUND moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LOUISIANA LOTTERY. 
Mr. MANNING. I ask by unanimous consent to introduce the fol- 
iowing resolution: 
Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be directed to inform the House of 
resentatives whether an order was issued by the Post-Office Department for 


issued by the Post-Office Depar 
where was it issued and for what Is it operative now as the rule of the 
Department, and what are the limitations affecting it. 

There was no objection, and the resolution was received and adopted. 

Mr. MANNING moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

Am from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced the passage of a bill (8. No. 22) to provide for the appoint- 
ment ef a commission to investigate the question of the tariff and in- 
ternal-revenue laws; in which concurrence was requested. 

ADDITIONAL EMPLOYES IN THE FOLDING-ROOM. 

Mr. URNER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privile report 
from the Committee on Accounts. I am directed by the Committee 
on Accounts to report back the following resolution and recommend 
its adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to employ twelve additional laborers in the House ingaoom 
for the purpose of folding speeches; to be paid out of the con t fund of the 
House at the rate of $720 per annum while employed: provided that the said twelve 
additional employés shall be Coppa from the rolls of the Doorkeeper at a period 
not more than one month after the expiration of the present session. 

Mr. KASSON. I will ask the gentleman to explain whether these 
twelve employés are in addition to the number already employed in 
the folding-room. 

Mr. URNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KASSON. And if so, what is the necessity for this request? 

Mr. URNER. I will explain, Mr. Speaker, that while these twelve 
employés are in addition to the force we already have there, yet it 
is in accordance with the custom of the House. It has been custom- 
ary for the House during a long session of Congress to appoint an 
additional force in the folding-room. It was done by resolution dur- 
ing the Forty-sixth Congress, and these additional employés are for 
the pu of folding speeches which are accumulating very rapidly, 
in fact in such numbers as to be agoni the reach of the present force 
in the foldin g-room. They are totally unable to mana em. There 
are about 150,000 speeches there now, I am informed, and they are 
coming in quite rapidly. The debate upon the tariff commission 
will unquestionably increase the number largely, and the force in 
the folding-room is not sufficient for the demands of the service. 

Mr. KASSON. That was the point I wanted the gentleman to in- 
form the House upon. If the present force is not sufficient to perform 
the work, as I understand him, then this is to provide an additional 
force to enable them to accomplish the work. 

Mr. CALKINS. Whether this does or does not increase the force, 
it is ane that it was allowed during the last Congress, and the same 
number. 

Mr. URNER. My impression is—— 

Mr. RANDALL. The ten or twelve additional employés provided 
for during the last Congress, I am informed, are now employed there, 
having never been removed. 

Mr. CALKINS. Not those authorized by a ial resolution? 

Mr. RANDALL. Those that were allowed by the special resolution 
during the last session of Congress are now there. 

Mr. That is not in accordance with the information re- 
ceived from the Doorkeeper. When this matter was under consid- 
eration by the Committee on Accounts, the Doorkeeper and superin- 
tendent of the folding-room were called upon. I have a resolution 
3 was adopted in the Forty-sixth Congress, in the following 
words: 

Resolved, That the Doork of the House is hereby authorized to employ ten 
meng toned for service in the folaing-reom to be paid out of the contingent fund of 

6 House. 

That was a supplemental force, Now this resolution provides for 
twelve instead of ten, an increase of two only. 

Mr. RANDALL. I dislike to differ, certainly, as to a matter of 
fact, with either the Doorkeeper or the chairman of the Committee 
on Accounts. But I think 1 am well informed when I state that the 
ten or twelve who were authorized by the resolution adopted by the 
Forty-sixth Con are still employed there. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. If the gentleman will not let the resolution 

over, perhaps he will accept an amendment to the effect that this 
oes not exceed the force in the Forty-sixth Congress at its long 
session. 

Mr. KASSON. I hope the Committee on Accounts will be able to 
inform the House definitely on that point. 

Mr. URNER. The Committee on Accounts in considering this 
matter sent for the officers of the House, who were in possession of 
the necessary information, and questioned them as to the necessity 
for this additional force, and we got the information from what they 
considered the most reliable source available. They informed us that 
this increase was absolutely necessary. 
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tleman stated some 
moments ago that the same g had been e in the Forty-sixth 
Congress, which allowed an increase of ten or twelve. Now as to 
the necessity for this force I do not take issue with the gentleman, 
but I am credibly informed that an additional force has already been 
appointed and is serving there 2 This resolution, therefore, pro- 
vides for a further increase, as I understand it. 

Mr. KASSON. I ask the gentleman if he will not consent to with: 
hold his resolution until to-morrow, so that we may be able to un- 
derstand whether this is an addition to the force allowed by the last 
Congress or not? 

Mr. HUMPHREY. If the amendment I have suggested is not ac- 
cepted I object to the consideration. 

he SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is too late for objection. 

Mr. MARTIN. There can be no question about the fact that this 
is an increase of twelye over and above the force employed in the 
folding-room during the Forty-sixth Con Now, as to the ne- 
cessity of the increase here recommended, the gentleman from Mary- 
land states the faet that the superintendent of the folding-room and 
his principal assistant who has charge directly of the folding of 
speeches and documents, did state to the committee that this increase 
was absolutely necessary to fold the speeches in the document-room 
as ordered by the members of the House. As to that I do not care, 
however, to express an opinion. The question of this increase is for 
the House to act upon itself. 

Mr. KASSON. I ask the gentleman from Maryland if he will not 
delay this matter so that he may be able to get accurate information 
on that point? My own action on the resolution would be very much 
nffected by that. 

Mr. DUNNELL. It seems to me conceded on both sides of the 
House that thisadditional forceisneeded. And whether it is or is not 
in excess of the force employed last year really is not necessarily a good 
argument, The gentlemen of the committee tell us on the authority 
of the officers of the House that this extra force is needed; and we 
all understand there is a large increase in the business of that office ; 
and simply because it is an increase over the force of last year is not 
in Wy aes crane a good argument why the increase should not be 
made. 

Mr. RANDALL. I only want that this resolution should not be 
passed upon the strength of the statement that the Forty-sixth Con- 

ss had done the same thing, when as a matter of fact, as asserted 

y the gentleman from Delaware, [Mr. MARTIN,] a member of the 

committee, thatisa mistake. Now, we are on this side not informed 
fully as to the necessity of this increase. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The gentleman from Delaware admits that there 
is a demand for this increase. 

Mr. RANDALL. On the contrary, the gentleman from Delaware 
has expressly said he reserved any opinion on that point. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. He merely said that the superintendent of the 
folding-room so stated. 

Mr. RANDALL, If the majority want to make this increase, on 
them rests the responsibility. 

. I desire to make an inquiry. Is this a privileged 
repor 

e SPEAKER. It is not only privileged but is under consider- 
ation without objection. 

Mr. McMILL But there has been no call on the part of the 
Chair for objections. 

The SPEAKER. No member objected. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I objected to the present consideration of the 
resolution, 

The SPEAKER. Not till after the subject had been under discus- 
sion. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But, with all due deference to the Chair, I wish 
to say the Chair failed to ask the House if there was objection ; there 
has been no demand for objections. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated the resolution was privileged 
and was under consideration without objection. The gentleman from 
Maryland [ Mr. URNER] is entitled to the floor. 


Mr. MARTIN. It is a privil report. 
The Chair has repeatedly stated 


Mr. RANDALL. That may be so; but the 


The SPEAKER. Undoub 
so to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. URNER. At the urgent uest of quite a number of gen- 
tlemen here on both sides, I will withhold the report till to-morrow 
morning to get some additional information. I would ask whether 
this report cannot lie over till to-morrow morning ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland asks that this 
matter lie over until to-morrow morning as ished business. 

There was no objection. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXATION. 

Mr. KELLEY, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
a bill (H. R. No. 5538) to reduce internal-revenue taxation; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. KASSON. I call for the regular order. But if the morning 
hour be dis with, I am quite disposed to yield for pressing 
reports, if there be any. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I hope the morning hour will not 
be dispensed with. 


REMOVAL OF AN OFFICIAL REPORTER. 


Mr. STEPHENS. I desire to submit a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. abe ee ge from Georgia [Mr. STEPHENS] 
desires to submit a question 8 

Mr. STEPHENS. I ask for ing of the ninth rule of this 


House. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
QUESTIONS OF PRIVILEGE. 


Questions of privilege shall be—first those affecting the ts of the House 
collectively; its safety, ty, and the integrity of its ; secondly, the 
rights, reputation 


Mr. STEPHENS. That is enough. I now ask for the reading of 
the thirty-sixth rule. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
OFFICIAL AND OTHER REPORTERS. 
1. Thea ent and removal for cause of the official re of the House, 
including stenographers of committees, and the manner of the execution of their 
duties shall be vested in the Speaker, 


Mr. STEPHENS. That is enough. I now submit the preamble 
and resolution which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia submits a preamble 
and resolution, which he claims presents a question of privilege. 
The Clerk will read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas Rule XXXVI provides that the appointment and removal for cause 
of the official re of the House, including stenographers of committees, and 
the manner of the execution of their duties shall be vested in the Speaker; and 

Whereas the 2 corres} ence mg the removal of one of the 
official reporters of the House is ed to have taken place: 

"SPEAKER'S Room, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
“Wi , March 23, 1882. 

“SIR: Lie og hereby * — — barS psa ba nego for cause as 

tenographie reporter o e House o. resentatives. 
nat 5 

“Henry G. Hares, Esq., Stenographer, House of Representatives. 

“ WASHINGTON, D. C., March 24, 1882. 

“Sm: I fo erg areas to be informed of the cause for which I am removed, by 
your of y, from my official position as stenographic reporter 
of committees of the House of Representatives. 

“ Your obedient servant, 
“HENRY G. HAYES. 

“Hon. J. WARREN KEIFER, Speaker of the House of ives. 


“Speaker's ROOM, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
“ Washington, March 24, 1882. 
“Str: I am directed by the Speaker to acknowledge the receipt of your note of 
this date, and to advise you in FONS Shes he Seve not think that any public or pri- 
vate p will be subserved by g a detailed statement of the cause or 
—— which have led to your removal as stenographic reporter of committees of 
e House. 


“ He is desirous, however, that you should not be led by the language of the let- 
ter < maoa to infer that any criticism was intended to be made upon your pri- 
vate racter. 


“Very truly, yours, 
. C. ROYCE, Private Secretary. 
‘Henry G. Hayes, Esq., Washington, D. C. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., March 28, 1882. 
„Sin: Ihave waited for the last five days in the hope — would, on further 
consideration of the rules of the House, 5 letter of the 23d instant, noti- 
7 that you had removed me from my office. 


have not ass! any cause for action, have refused to assign any, 
and 8 far as I — . Hse to I beg, respectfully, to inform men 
that I do not recognize its legality. 
Very respectfully, 


“HENRY G. HAYES. 
“Hon. J. WARREN KEIFER, Speaker House of Representatives; and 
Whereas it is claimed on behalf of Mr. Hayes that the action of the Speaker in 
the premises does not legally constitute removal for cause: Therefore, 

, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instructed to make full in- 
quiry into the facts of the case and to report without delay, and at any time, what 
is the legal tenure of the official reporters, and whether Mr. Hayes has lawfully 
ceased to be an officer of the House; also tomake such investigation in the matter 
as the committee may deem proper. 


Mr. KASSON. I desire to reserve the point of order as to this being 
a question of 1 

Ar. RANDALL. If that point is to be made it had better be settled 
first 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion this resolution should be 
referred to an appropriate committee. 

Mr. STEPHE 8. That is my object, that this matter shall be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. That the resolution itself be referred! 

Mr. STEPHENS. The whole matter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks for the refer- 
ence of this resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. REED. It seems to me the question should be referred to the 
Committee on Rules. 15 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia desires the reference 
of the resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. STEPHENS. And I wish to be heard for a moment. 

The SPEAKER. The matter of reference is not debatable. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I wish to be heard on the merits of the case. 

The SPEAKER. But it is a matter of reference. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Certainly I have a right to be heard. 

Several members called for the ord 


er. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for, and the resolu- 


tion will be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. But the 
Chair will submit to the House a request for unanimous consent that 
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the gentleman from Geo: (Mr. STEPHENS] may be heard upon 
this subject, after which the Chair desires to state what reasons led 
to the removal of this man, Mr. Hayes, or rather to his discharge as 
an employé of the House. 

Mr. ROBESON. I object. é 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I hope there will be no objection. 

Mr. ROBESON. Ido not care what the gentleman may hope; I 
do object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Object to what? 

Mr. ROBESON. I object to debate. ! 

Mr. CAMP. There is other pressing business waiting for action. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to submit a report from the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has this matter been of? 

The SPEAKER. It has been referred to Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I did not understand that it was referred. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. No. 4763) to authorize the accounting officers of the 
Treasury to settle the accounts of Brevet Major-General Edward 
Hatch, United States Army, chairman and disbursing officer of the 
mg Ute commission appointed under act of Congress of May 3, 
1878. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. Mar- 
SON, for one week, on account of important business. H 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. RITCHIE asked and obtained unanimous consent for the with- 
bbe from the files of the House of papers in the case of Darwin 
Smith. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PAGE. I ask unanimous consent 

Several MeyBers. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded by gentlemen on 
both sides of the House, which is the call of committees for reports. 
REPORTER OF THE SUPREME COURT. 

Mr. ‘TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported as a substitute for House bills Nos. 1279 and 1849, a bill 
(H. R. No. 5539) defining the duties of reporter of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, fixing his compensation, and providing for 
publishing and distributing said reports; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, aud, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. The Committee on the Judiciary 
desire that leave be given to the minority of that committee to file 
their views hereafter. 

The SPEAKER. Leave will be given. 

EXCHANGE OF GOLD COIN FOR GOLD BARS. 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 3526, a bill (H. R. No. 
5540) to authorize the receipt of United States gold coin in exchange 
for gold bars; which was read a first and second time, placed on the 
satin Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSES, BEACON LIGHTS, ETC. 

Mr. PAGE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the following bills; which were seve- 
rally referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and the accom- 
panying reports ordered to be . 

A bill (H. R. No. 4354) making an appropriation for the erection of 
light-houses on the Hudson River at Tarrytown, Livingston’s Creek, 
in Percy’s Reach, (between Catskill and Hudson,) and at Lamphere’s, 
(in the narrow channel near Coxsackie ;) 

A bill (H. R. No. 4624) extending the operations of the Light-Honse 
Board over the Saint Croix River within the States of Wisconsin and 
Minnesota, and the Chippewa River within the State of Wisconsin, 
and making appropriations therefor ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2923) extending the operaticns of the Light-House 
poata over the Red River in Louisiana, and making an appropriation 
therefor; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4934) to provide for protecting the navigation of 
the Ohio, the Big Kanawha, and the Tennessee Rivers by increasing 
the number of lights on the Ohio River and extending the system of 
beacon-lights to the Big Kanawha and Tennessee Rivers ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3571) making an appropriation for the erection 
of a beacon-light on one of the jetty-walls at Saybrook Bar, in the 
State of Connecticut; and 

A bill (H. R. No. SN) sppropristing money for the establishment 
of a Tog bignal at San Obis arbor, California. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I 1 to inquire of the gentleman sub- 
mitting these several reports whether it is an application to have 
the Committee on Commerce disc from these several bills and 
have them referred to the Committee on Appropriations ? 
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Mr. PAGE. Not at all. 


Mr, BUTTERWORTH. I wish to call the attention of the gentle- 
man to the fact that the Committee on Appropriations, as the law 
now stands, has no authority to report bills appropriating money for 
these several purposes. 

Mr. PAGE. Under the rules of the House the Committee on Com- 
merce is charged simply with the duty of considering bills for light- 
houses and to report them for reference to the 9 on Appro- 
priations, if they report favorably upon them. The Committee on 
Appropriations has the duty of reporting the appropriations for such 


purposes if it sees proper. 
z BUTTERWORTH. Do Iunderstand the gentleman to say that 
under existing law we have authority to report appropriations for 


these pi 7 

Mr. PAGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I am very glad to hear it. 

Mr. PAGE, If the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] will 
turn to volume 20, Statutes at Large, pages 380 and 381, and volume 
21, pages 262, 263, and 437, he will find numerous items of appropria- 
tions for light-honses, beacons, and fog-signals, which for many years 
have been annually reported in the sundry civil appropriation bill, 
many of which were so included upon the previous recommendation 
of the Committee on Commerce. 


HUNTER’S PORT CHARGES OF THE WORLD. 


Mr. PAGE, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported back 
the bill (H. R. No. 1074) making an appropriation for the purchase 
of Theodore Hunter’s Port Charges of the World for the use of 
United States consuls, and moved that the committee be dischar, 
from its further consideration, and that the same be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

UNLADING OF VESSELS. 

Mr. CANDLER, from the Committee on Commerce, reported, as a 
substitute for House bill No. 4520, a bill (H. R. No. 5541) to extend to 
sailing vessels the same privileges in unlading cargo as are now 
granted to steamships; which was read a first and second time, 
ordered to be placed on the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

FOG-BELL, ETC., SANDY POINT, CHESAPEAKE BAY. 

Mr. McLANE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
favorably the memorial of the Board of Trade of Baltimore, 5 
asking an appropriation for changing the light and fog- bell at Sandy 
Point, Chesapeake Bay; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

MARINE HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


Mr. McLANE also, from the same committee, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. No. 657) to increase the efliciency of the Marine 
Hospital Service; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


PORTS OF DELIVERY IN MISSOURI. 


Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. No. 740) to establish ports of delivery at Kan- 
sas City and Saint Joseph, in the State of Missouri; which was 
ordered to be placed on the House Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

MYRON k. DUNLAP. 


Mr. BAYNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported, as 
a substitute for House bill No. 1445, a bill (H. R. No. 5542) for the 
relief of Myron E. Dunlap; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


LIEUTENANT FREDERICK SCHWATKA. 


Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
the bill (H. R. No. 4594) authorizing fall pay to Lientenant Frede- 
rick Schwatka, United States Army while on leave to serve in com- 
mand of the Franklin search expedition in the Arctic, moved that 
the committee be discharged from the further consideration of the 
same, and that it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed te 


PUBLIC LANDS&. 


Mr. POUND, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported, 
as a substitute for House bill No. 3493, a bill (H. R. No. 5543) to con- 
firm certain entries on the publie lands; which was read a first and 
second time, ordered to be placed on the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 

Mr. RICE, of Missouri, (for Mr. DWIGHT, ) from the Committee on 
the Public Lands, repo: back adversely the bill (H. R. No. 4631) 


to authorize the Commissioner of the General Land Office to allow 
persons to make a second homestead or timber-culture entry upon 
the public lands under certain circumstances; which was laid on 
the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
WESLEY MONTGOMERY. 
Mr. RICE, of Missouri, also, from the same commi reported 
‘ m No. 4013) for the relief of Wesley 


k. 


back favorably the bill (H. 


2378 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 29, 


Montgomery ; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

ARTHUR W. EASTMAN. 

Mr. RICE, of Missouri, also, from the same committee, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. No. 795) for the relief of Arthur W. 
Eastman ; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
onsha d Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

CHEROKEE RESERVATION, ARKANSAS, 

Mr. CRAVENS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported, 
as a substitute for House bill No. 47, a bill (H. R. No. 5544) to provide 
for the disposal of the Cherokee reservation in the State of Arkan- 
sas ; which was read a first and second time, and ordered to be printed 
and recommitted. 

SOUTH CAROLINA ACCOUNT FOR ARMS. 


Mr. SPARKS, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. No. 1559) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to adjust and settle the account for arms between the State of 
South Carolina and the Government of the United States; which 
was referred tothe Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

SHIP-CANAL ACROSS MICHIGAN. 

Mr. LORD, from the Committee on Railways and Canals, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. No. 3693) for the survey of a water- 
route to connect the waters of Lake Michigan with the Detroit 
River; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be 


rinted. 
i Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. On behalf of a minority of the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals, I ask consent to file their views on 
the bill just reported. 
There was no objection, and leave was granted. 
SHIP-CANALS, ETC. 


Mr. LORD also, from the same committee, reported, as a substitute 
for House bill No. 4319, a bill (H. R. No. 5545) declaring and definin 
the jurisdiction of the United States over certain ship-canals an 
other navigable waters, and for the regulation and uses of certain 

ublic ER and for their care and preservation; which was read a 
and second time, placed on the House Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, GREENSBOROUGH, NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. FORD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 1190, a bill (H. R. No. 
5546) for the erection of a public building at Greensborough, North 
Carolina ; which was read a first and second time referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ASHEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA, 

Mr. FORD also, from the same committee, reported, as a substitute 
for House bill No. 1214, a bill (H. R. No. 5547) for the erection of a 
public building at Asheville, North Carolina; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, NEW BERNE, NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. FORD also, from the same committee, reported, as a substitute 
for House bill No. 2543, a bill (H. R. No. 5548) for the erection of a 
public building at New Berne, North Carolina; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, CHARLOTTE, NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. FORD also, from the same committee, reported, as a substitute 
for House bill No. 1221, a bill (H. R. No. 5549) for the erection of a 
public building at Charlotte, North Carolina; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 
$ PUBLIC BUILDING, NEWBURGH, NEW YORK. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois, from the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds, reported, as a substitute for House bill No, 4230, 
a bill (H. R. No. 5550) for the erection of a public building at New- 
burgh, New York; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, CLARKSBURGH, WEST VIRGINIA. 

Mr. SCRANTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 1797, a bill 9 5 
R. No. 8861) for a public building at Clarksburgh, West Virginia ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, NEW ALBANY, INDIANA. 
Mr. DE MOTTE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 294, a bill (H. R. 
No. 5552) for the erection ofa public building at New Albany, Indiana; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole Honse on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, TERRE HAUTE, INDIANA. 


Mr. DE MOTTE also, from the same committee, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for House bill No. 248, a bill (H. R. No. 5553) for the erec- 
tion of a public Building at Terre Haute, Indiana; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, PORT TOWNSEND, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. DE MOTTE also, from the same committee, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for House bill No. 1932, a bill (H. R. No. 5854) for the erection 
of a public building at Port Townsend, Washington Territory ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, GREENVILLE, SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. BEACH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 1555, a bill (H. R. No. 5555) 
for the erection of a public building at Greenville, South Carolina; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, NORFOLK, VIRGINIA. 


Mr. BEACH also, from the same committee, reported, as a substi- 
tute for House bill No. 2718, a bill (H. R. No. 5556) for the erection 
of a public building at the port of Norfolk, Virginia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

' REBECCA TAMSETT. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. No. 1235) granting a pension to Re- 
becca Tamsett; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM AVERILL. 

Mr. PEELLE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the bill 
(H. R. No. 3967) for the relief of William Averill; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

COLONEL ALFRED B. MEACHAM. 


On motion of Mr. the Committee on Claims was discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 1669) for the 
relief of Colonel Alfred B. Meacham; and the same was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

JOSEPH HERTFORD. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back the bill (H. R. No. 5215) for the relief of Joseph Hertford ; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS J. TIFFANY. 

Mr. RAY, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the bill 
H. R. No. 1722) for the relief of Thomas J. Tiffany ; which was re- 
erred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 

dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. HOLMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
adversely the following cases; which were laid upon the table, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1801) for the relief of John W. Ramsburg ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3319) for the relief of William Lavery ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4143) for the relief of Philip Rohr ; 

Petition of Allen E. Anderson, of Claiborne County, Mississippi; 

Petition of James Russell, of Marion County, Tennessee ; 

Petition of John W. Rowlett, of Hart County, Kentucky; 

Petition of Jacob Robinson, Garrard County, Kentucky ; 

Petition of Thomas L. Shamblin, of Alabama; . 

Petition of W. S. Jennings, of Little Rock, Arkansas; 

Petition of George C. Harper, of Scott County, Mississippi; and 

Petition of Ransom Thompson, of Saline County, Arkansas. 

COMMEMORATION OF BATTLE OF MONMOUTH. 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on the Library, reported back 
the bill (H. R. No. 5457) in regard to a monumental column to com- 
memorate the battle of Monmouth; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

REPORT ON PUBLIC-SCHOOL BUILDINGS. 

Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 

the following resolution with the recommendation that it be adopted: 
That there be printed 1,000 of the rt of the commission ap- 


pointed by the resolution of the House of February 20 last for the pur of in- 
vestigating the public-school buildings of the Di num- 


of Columbia; of w. 
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ber 600 
missioners of the District, 100 for the use of the 
somes for the use of the superintendent of public schools of the District 


f the House, 100 . 
copies shall be for the use of the e and 200 
olum- 


The resolution was adopted. . 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONSTRUCTION OF BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI. 


Mr. PAGE. I ask by unanimous consent to take from the Speak- 
er's table the bill (S. No. 308) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at the most accessible point within five 
miles above the city of Saint Charles, Missouri, returned from the 
Senate with disagreement in the amendment of the House. I move 
that the House insist on its amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In section 2, after the words United States,” insert the words or for passen- 
gers or freight passing over said bridge; so it will read as follows: 

“Sec, 2. That any rigo builtunder this act and subject to its limitations shall 
be a lawful structure, and shall be and known as a post-route, upon 
which also no higher charge shall be e for the transmission over the same of 
the mails, the troops, and the munitions of war for the United — or for passen- 

pa 


gers or freight ing over said bridge, than the rate per mile for the trans- 

portation a railroad or public highways l to the said bridge; and it 

shall enjoy the rights and pri of other post- in the United Ss 
Mr. PAGE. I move that the House insist on its amendment, and 


ask for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. PAGE moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
IMPROVEMENT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. THOMAS. I ask, Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on 
Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi River, to submit the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 5393) for the improvement 


of the Mississippi River be made a s 0 for Tuesday, April 10, 1882, atter 
the morning hour, and from day to day thereafter until completed. 


Mr. CAMP. I object to the resolution in its present form. 
IMPRISONMENT OF AMERICAN CITIZENS ABROAD. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, by unanimous consent, presented reso- 
lutions of citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, in relation to imprisonment of 
American citizens in foreign countries; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. ' 

TARIFF COMMISSION. 


Mr. KASSON. I move the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole for the purpose of resuming the consideration of the spe- 
cial order. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House according! 
itself into the Committee of the Whole, Mr. ROBINSON, of 
setts, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee resumes consideration of the 
bill (H. R. No. 2315) to provide for the appointment of a commission 
to investigate the question of a tariff and internal-revenue laws 
on which the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr, CARLISLE then resumed and concluded his remarks. [See 


endix. 

Arpe SPEER. Mr. Chairman, in common with every one present I 
have listened with profound interest to both of the distinguished 
gentlemen who have preceded me in this debate. Iam at a loss, sir, 
which more to admire for lucid statement, for earnest advocacy, for 
eloquence of style, or for excellent good conduct and fairness of tem- 

. They are both indeed conspicuous representatives of the two 
yreat schools of political economy now contending for mastery in the 
administration of our Government, and although I shall follow them 
in close sequence I shall in no sense attempt the discussion of any of 
the questions involved in this debate from the stand-point of party 
policy or party advantage. 


resolved 
hu- 


Mr. Chairman, the general condition of our country is most pros- 


perous. The unexampled production of the American people and 
the opulence of our resources are as well Suuava as satisfactory 
to those who are intrusted with legislation. e agricultural and 
mineral wealth of the country is largely in excess of the demands of 
our home markets. Careful estimates of the productions of America 
for the past year may be condensed in a table, which is as follows: 


In fields, forests, mines, fisheries, and manufactures, the whole country has 

rospered. Our cereal 8 are estimated at 51.000, 000, 000: our hay crop at 
50 000,000 ; potatoes, $80,000,000 ; and tobacco, $25,000,000. There are no exact 
statistics, or even close estimates. of the timber felled for home consumption and 
foreign export, nor of the products of our fisheries, but the amount is very large. 
Tue cotton yield was over 6,000,000 bales of 450 pounds each, of which 1,000,000,000 
pounds have been consumed at home and twice as much exported. The cash value 
of this is not less than $300,000,000. The wool crop has been not less than 250,000,000 
pounds, worth about one hundred million dollars. The sugar, rice, and molasses 
produced at the South are valued at $30,000,000. The output of coal is estimated 
at 75,000,000 tons as against 69,000,000 in 1880, and this, at $3 per ton, will aggregato 

225,000,000. The output of gold and silver did not fall below $75,000,000. Three 
million tons of pig-iron were smelted during the year, representing a still greater 
value. Then $250,000,000 may be added for pro not included in the above. 


The sum total thns reached exceeds $2,500,000,000, a vast sum to be added in one 


gee ee ee T: all the items named it has been a year that 
n i e in the uction of 8 — — 15 
ut 0 resents our 8 * tures have e 

and the eee of mesa Aa ee predicts 8 very large. Of agri — 
implements our exports were nearly $3,000,000; clocks and their parts, $1,500,000; 
manufac cotton goods, $10,000,000; articles in iron and steel, $13,000,000; 
leather and its manufactures, $7,000,000; musical ts, $1,500,000 ; refined 
mineral oil, $35,000,000; ordnance and stores, $1,000,000; wood and its manufactures, 
$17,000,000. These represent lus products over and above what was necessary 
for the supply of our needs, and were sold at lucrative prices. Added to these are 
our exports of fruits and 1 Of the latter our exports have 

$17,000,000, while bread und have been exported to the © of 
$300,000,000. Over $2,000,000 worth of fruit has been sent abroad to supply the de- 
ficiencies of Europe, and also $220,000,000 of cotton to keep theirlooms busy. Cotton- 
seed, linseed, and other seeds, in natural or manufactured form, have been exported 
to the amount of $350,000,000, while bacon, butter, cheese, &c., to the amount 
of $130,000,000 have been shipped abroad. Tobacco to the value of $20,000,000 has 


been rted. Taking all our exports, a d total of nearly $900,000,000 was 
TORS hS ta 1881. s Sy 2 
It appears, sir, from this statement that an active foreign demand 


leaves the balance of trade, amounting to two hundred and fifty mill- 
ions, in the hands of those who represent the thrift, industry, and 
enterprise of the American people. 

Our finances, sir, are prosperous. The cent financial policy 
of successive administrations, with what seems to be a eyes 
prescience of the commanding ition of America in the money 
markets of the world, presents the 8 and astonishing ex- 
hibit that our bonds, payable at a day certain, with a fixed rate of 
interest, have been exchanged by the voluntary action of our ered- 
itors for our other bonds, payable at our pleasure and bearing a less 
rate of interest. The reports of the Treasury demonstrate that dur- 
ing the first half of the pra fiscal year $75,100,000 of the national 
debt has been paid to the national creditors; and the present year 
will most likely witness the payment of one hundred and fifty mill- 
ions more toward the extinguishment of the public indebtedness, 
At this rate, sir, in three years our bonded debt, now payable at the 
option of the Government, will be fully paid and disc , and 
then for six years and eight months thereafter we will have no debt 
payable at our option. Our credit is so 1 and our securities are 
so valuable that our creditors prefer our bonds to our money. This 
is indeed, sir, a most gratifying showing, and is abundant reason for 
national self-gratulation and pride of country. But to those who 
here represent this great and prosperous people, and who are here 
intrusted with the duty of enhancing and preserving that prosperity, 
there are presented considerations of the utmost moment to the welfare 
of the country and to the happiness of the people, Sir, what are these 
considerations? While the country is RIES have our impoverished 
sections; while the finances are sound and stable, the Government 
is gathering surplus revenue from the people at the rate of more than 
one hundred millions of dollars per annum. While the country is in 
a condition of profound peace the poopie are impatiently enduring 
the onerous and oppressive system of war taxation imposed twenty 
years ago, during a period of internecine revolution, And, sir, the 
reports of the Secretary of the Treasury demonstrate that the amount 
of surplus money, money more than enough for all the necessities of 
the Government, including the interest upon the public debt, and 
the amount set apart for the purpose of a sinking fund is scarcely in 
excess of the revenue which, I say, is wrung from the people by this 
oppressive system of internal-revenue taxation. It is demonstrated 
by the figures, if not by the reasoning of the , that we are 
gathering from the people by harsh and unpopular excise duties more 
than one hun millions per annum in excess of the current ex- 
poe of the Government, including the interest on the public debt. 

is condition of affairs is 8 with the greatest imaginable 
consequences to the future of the country. It concerns the happiness 
of the people, the purity of the Government, the individual Ilderty 
of the citizen, and more especially does it affect that portion of the 
people who are impoverished and who are the least able to sustain 
455 N burdens of unnecessary taxation. For what is this 
one 

Mr. Chairman, it is to accumulate immense treasures in the vaults 
of the Treasury, not unlikely to become the spoil of the lobbyist or 
the swag of any publie plunderer who, like the man in the Arabian 
story, may become possessed of the open sesame,” at whose talis- 
manic sound the Treasury doors will outward. For my part I 
think this question of tariff and internal revenue are one and T 
arable. They must be considered together, and the bill which comes 
from the Senate, and is now onthe Speaker’s table, treats these ques- 
tions together. Isay that the time Mas come for the people of this 
conn to rid themselves of this excise system as rapidly as may be 
possible. 

Sir, my first appearance in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD was to 
introduce a petition for the repeal or modification of this internal-tax 
system. I venture to reproduce the petition : 


To the honorable Senate and House of resentatives 
of the United in Congress assembled: 

The petition of Emory Speer, of Georgia, shows that the internal- 
revenue laws bear with unequal and unequal — upon the people of the 
United States, and especially the ultural people of certain sections. They 
antagonize the people to the Government by a forcible interference with the inherent 
and natural right of the citizen to do as he pleases with his own property. They 
violate the spirit of our free institutions. They tend toincrease lawlessness. They 
necessitate a vast array of officers immense cost to enforce their provisions. 
In view of the enormons outlay to maintain their machinery for assessment, enforce- 
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ment, and collection, they present perhaps the most costly excise system of which 


history gives an account. By their complicated and ambiguous clauses they ren- 

der it well-nigh impossible for the peop: to understand the law, and yet a viola- 

tion occasioned by the lack of knowledge of the citizen is punished with harshness 

which should be visited alone on crimes of the most heinous nature. Your peti- 

tioner therefore prays that eager Rac ey hes abolished, or that some modification 
eve 


of the law may be had which W get pressive features. 
ORY SPEER Georgia. 
W. H. FELTON 


I look upon that action with no emotions save those of gratifica- 
tion and pleasure; and it is even sug, ive of more pleasure that 
the petition was signed by a distinguished hited ere then, but not 
now, a member of this body; and my distinguished and honorable 
friend, Mr. STEPHENS, added to the petition the great weight of his 
name. His is, indeed, sir, clarum et venerabile nomen, and, in the course 
of a long and valuable life, freighted with good deeds and kindest 
emotions and impulses for the welfare of the people; a life marked 
by temperate conservatism and devotion to the 1 of free 
government, never did he hold to a conviction with more tenacity, 
and never, in my judgment, more wisely or beneficially to those who 
delight to trust and honor him. 

Mr. Chairman, excise laws are invariably unpopular laws, and 
laws which are unpopular are very apt to be bad laws. In his lumin- 
ous commentaries on the common law, Mr. Blackstone tells us that— 

The rigor and arbitrary proceedings of excise laws seem hardly compatible with 
the spirit of a free nation. Such was the opinion of their general unpopu 
larity, that when in 1642 aspersions were cast by t persons upon the House 
of Commons that they intended to introduce excises, the house for its vindication 
therein did declare that these rnmors were false and scandalous, and that their 
authors should be apprehended and brought to condign punishment. 

Not even the genius of Burns, the tuneful and soulful son of the 
people, could make the exciseman Burns 3 favorite. And, 
sir, the gauger is not more unwelcome among the hills of Georgi 
than he is among the rocks of Tipperary and Connaught; and the 
right of the Irishman to make the potheen from his potatoes is quite 
as dear to him as is the privilege of the moonshiner, so called, to dis- 
till the apple-jack and peach brandy from the products of his own 


ore x 

This hostility to the internal-revenue laws is perhaps not entirely 
sentimental in its character; and reports sometimes reach the pub- 
lic of resistance to the revenue officers. These reports are not with- 
out exaggeration. You hear but one side of the question. For when 
the moonshiner, so called, by a show of resistance has . 
the exciseman, he is 3 careless what telegram the fleeing 
officer, with his mind frightened from its propriety, may send to the 
revenue bureau. What community is there in the Northern States 
which would not be startled, excited, and stoi if a raid of forty 
or fifty revenue officers, armed like the braves of Sitting Bull, should 
come riding and foraging the country, destroying property, arrest- 
ing and pursuing the people and in em away to trial in 
the Federal courts, before juries not of the vicinage and for an offense 
made penal by law and not by the principles of right and morality— 
crime malum prohibitum and not malum in se. Sir, there is not a com- 
munity from New England to New Mexico that would patiently en- 
dure the operation of such laws. 

Nor, sir, is this hostility confined to any one portion of our coun- 

8 history nor indeed to our country itself. I find in a work en- 
titled Breckenridge’s History of the Insurrection in Western Penn- 
lvania, a territory now represented, I believe, by my honorable 
iend Mr. Errett, the following graphic account. This, sir, was 
about the year 1794: 

The farmers, having no market for their produce, were from necessity compelled 
to reduce its bulk by converting their grain into whisky. A horse could carry 
two kegs of eight gallons each, worth fifty cents per gallon on this and $1 on the 
other side of t. worth 
at Pittsburgh, the former fifteen to twenty cents per d, the latter $5 per bushel. 
The still was, therefore, the necessary appendage of every farm where The farmer 
was able to procure it; if not, he was compelled to carry his to the more 
wealthy to be distilled. In fact, some of these distilleries on a large scale were 
friendly to the excise laws, as it rendered the poorer farmers de ent upon them. 

Such excise laws had always been unpopular. r e small in 
Great Britain they excited hatred, which they brought with them to this country, 
and which mare regarded as hereditary. Scarcely any of the causes of complaint 
which led to the Revolution had so strong a hold on the people of Pennsylvania as 
the stamp act. an excise ed as an 9 or colonial industry. ET 
attempt of the colony or State to enforce the excise on home-distilled spirits 
failed ; and so fully were the authorities convinced that they could not be enforced 
that the last law on the subject, after remaining a dead letter on the statute - boo 
was repealed just before the attempt to in uce it under the Federal finan 
system by the Secretary of the ry, Alexander Hamilton, 

‘There were, moreover, circumstances necessarily attending the collection of the 
tax revolting to the mind of a free ple. Instead of a general assessment, a 
license system, confined to a few dealers on a large scale, or an indirect tax on for- 
eign imports while in the hands of the importers or retailers. This tax created a 
numerous host of petty oflicers, scattered over the country as spies on the ind 
of the people, and practically authorized, at almost any moment, to inflict domi- 
ciliary visits on them, to make arbitrary seizures, and commit other vexatious acts. 
The tax was thus brought to bear on almost each individual cultivator of the soil. 
Laws which cannot be enforced but by such means, no matter what may be their 
object or moral nature, will always be revolting to the spirit of our © and be 

the foundation of distrust in the 


executed with difficulty, or often evaded, la: 
Government and want of mutual confidence een it and the people, which no 


fancied or real good can ever compensate. 
Sir, that picture of 1794 in portions of Pennsylvania is almost pho- 
phic of some of the more mountainous and remote portions of 
our Southern States 3 Nomine mutato de te fabula narratur. 
And, sir, it would seem from the veracious account of this 


e mountains, while he returned with a little iron and 


that the Revolutionary sires of our Pe lyania friends were guilty 
of conduct which, though playful in itself, might seriously discom- 
the present honorable Commissioner of Internal Revenue. For 
stance, they occasionally amused themselves with one Gorham, 
who held the now obsolete office of collector-general, by singeing his 
wig and putting coals in his boots. Repeated unconnected assaults 
on collectors and riots in different parts of the western country are 
lamented by the chronicler of those times. One Robert Johnson 
was first shorn of his hair and then in lieu of his natural covering was 
pasay endued with a coat of tar and feathers. So with Wilson. 
ne Rosbury was tarred and feathered for simply speaking in favor 
of the excise law. Perhaps gentlemen who will controvert my views 
had better bear this in mind and keep away from the district repre- 
sented by my friend Mr, ERRRTr. 

It was difficult,” says the historian, „for the common mind of this 
country to hap uy an attack upon the officer appointed to carry 
a law odious to them into execution from the opposition under the 
stamp act of Great Britain at a more early period.” 

Mr, Chairman, these are indeed hard laws, and let me say they are 
not always enforced with discretion ; and if men who have inherited 
the spirit of liberty, the descendants of the intrepid mountaineers, 
who, . the principles of the stamp act at King's Mountain, 
routed and destroyed Ferguson and his red coats and Tories, if these 
men sometimes trench on the bounds of propriety in their opposition 
to these laws, it is as much an argument against the law as against 
the law-breaker. 

I have listened, sir, to my honorable friend from Kentucky [Mr. 
CARLISLE] in the delivery of his beautiful theories on the subject of 
free trade. For my p Mr. Chairman, I think that free trade, like 
charity, should begin at home; and I am unwilling that this House 
should be occupied entirely with the consideration of the benefits 
which may arise by taking the tariff off foreign goods when I see 
that a farmer in this country is not permitted to sell the product of 
his own farm to his neighbor without paying a heavy tax or incur- 
ring the risk of an odious and degrading penalty. t free trade 
begin with our own people as protection is for the benefit of our own 


people. 

I 1 that the Government must be supplied and the public debt 

pa as our bonds mature. But, sir, this can be done without impos- 
ng upon the people one dollar of internal taxes. We cannot pay the 
debt until it becomes dueunless we go into the market and buy the 
bonds at a premium. We haveno bonds the Government can pay at 
its pleasure except the extended 3} percents. Then two hun 

and fifty millions of bonds are redeemable not until the 1st September, 
1891; and $738,788,000 not until July 1, 1907. Now, at the rate at 
which we are collecting surplus money by means of internal revenue, 
in less than ten years we will have taken from the hard and pain- 
fully earned wages of labor more money than all we will need at the 
expiration of twenty-five years to pay the public debt. In other 
words, this generation is compelled to pay, and to pay in advance, 
the obligations of the Government to discharge which would more 
properly and equitably fall to succeeding generations. Why, sir, I 
saw this morning in one of the illustrated publications of the day 
the picture of Brother Jonathan, the typical American citizen, as he 
is wrung through the Con ional , and one hundred and fifty 
millions per annum that the Government did not need squeezed from 
his pockets, by no means plethoric at best. And Hogarth’s cartoon 
of the Rake’s Progress does not more vigorously present the degen- 
eration of that day than does this cartoon of Puck the evils which 
co seeking to point out to the consideration and action of the 

ouse, 

I fail to see why this ganetan should do all this for er: In 
the language of Sir Boyle Roche, ‘‘ What has posterity done for us 
that we should do all this for posterity?” Mr. Chairman, compare 
the 83 power of this country to-day with its debt-paying 
powo twenty-five years ago, and en bom, whether or not twenty- 

ve years hence our people who live r us will not be abundantly 
and far more abundantly able than we are to discharge these obli- 

ations. But the argument is exhausted when I say that the debt 
oes not become due until that time. 

I am aware that my opinions on this st ie may be attributed to 
motives which are entirely alien to my mind. I know that a system- 
atic attempt has been made to impress upon the minds of the North- 
ern people the idea that the people whom I immediately represent 
are 5 hostile to the enforcement of these revenue laws. 
Like their Representative, sir, they are not enamored with these 
laws. They find it difficult to understand why a farmer cannot sell 
the products of his own farm to his neighbor without appearing on 
the criminal docket. But there is no undue demonstration of hos- 
tility there. And the systematic exaggeration of a certain revenue 
official in that district reminds me of what Dr. Livingstone said was 
the custom ofthe Bechuana Hottentots. The great explorer tells us 
that when that people would give him a miserable goat they would 
exclaim, ‘‘ Behold! An ox!” it has been with the reports of this 
revenue officer, Isolated instances of violation of the law by a few 
people have been made to involve entire counties and a pretense for 
expensive expeditions to be paid liberally from the public Treasury. 

tlemen have observed how the columns of the Washington 


newspapers are occasionally enlivened by telegrams from the South 
reciting how valiant revenue officials, presumably at great risk to 
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themselves, have seized and destroyed large distilleries, immense 
quantities of malt and mash, and oceans of beer and spirits. Why, 
sir, the mail is not sufficiently swift to convey to the world the 
accounts of the achievements of the doughty lieutenants of the 
honorable Commissioner of Internul Revenue, and so electricity is 
invoked f : that purpose. 

Let an nvestigation be asked, and the telegrams are multiplied. 
Conspirucies, ambuscades, murders, and riots Hash along the wires 
like the sheet lightning in a summer’s ovane, until an unsuspect- 
ing and patriotic people, a quiet agricultural and pasior people, 
who are devoted to the Government and its prinpip es, are made to 
appear, by falsehood and calumny, as rebellious and disaffected. 

A few weeks ago the following startling telegram, in substance, 
was forwarded to Washington by the then collector of the second 
district of Georgia: ‘A few days ago,” said the telegram, “my dep- 
uty discovered and broke up a bad nest of distillers in Gwinnett 
County. Since that time the guide, William Rice, has been mur- 
dered ;” and I believe that the telegram said that his head was cut 
off. ‘‘I have sent a deputy to investigate,” said the collector. 

Now, we have not heard from the deputy, but the people down 
there have made an investigation, and it is ascertained that William 
Rice is not dead; that there has been no murder, no homicide, no 
mutilation, no decapitation. But Iam very happy to say that the 
investigation of the honorable Secretary of the Treasury, which was 
pending at that particular juncture with reference to this revenue 
collector, has resulted in his discharge, and the alleged decapitation 
of William Rice did not prevent the actual decapitation of the col- 
lector. 

Sir, it would be well if gentlemen knew the difference between a 
distillery properly so called, one of the mammoth structures that 
you see in the North and West, and the wretched and paltry con- 
trivance to distil a few gallons of peach or apple brandy or corn 
whisky, which so excites and inflames the representatives of the 
Revenne Bureau in that country. 

Perhaps a withered beldame, ‘‘old and droll,” is driving along a 
mountain road. Her conveyance is a rickety two-wheeled cart. 
Her team is a miserable bull, whose native ferocity has been tamed 
by hard penury. It is true, perhaps, that there is under the fodder 
in the body of the cart a five-gallon keg of whisky to which there is 
affixed no stamp bearing the noble and classic features of the honor- 
able Commissioner himself. The deputies are in ambush for her. 
They rush upon her, and like Falstaff are masters of her wealth. 
She screams and scratches with all her might in the defense of her 
property. And then the wires flash to Washington—“ Great seizures 
of blockade spirit; desperate resistance by the armed offender, but 
the gallant officers captured the moonshiner with wagon and team.” 

Now, I say, and I say it with all candor, this is in a large measure 
typical of many cases of which the Northern 8 hear so much. 

$ knew one case which came to my own knowledge, and which 
would excite the sympathy of the kind-hearted from whatever sec- 
tion. There was in my town a colored man, a good Mone pe too, 
I will say. His name was Adam Malone. And though but lately en- 
franchised, he had an honest desire to obey the laws of that Govern- 
ment which had conferred on him the inestimable boon of freedom. 
He was a shoemaker, and in some way, in pay for his work, had be- 
come pomp of two gallons of whisky. Somebody heard he had 
it, and went to him to buy his whisky. Adam said, No; it is agi 
the law for me to sell this whisky ; but you have some shingles that 
I want to finish my house; and while I cannot sell the whisky, it is 
not unlawful for me to let you have the whisky for the shingles. And 
if you will give me the shingles for the whisky, you may have it.” 
Well, the trade was effected, and the commodities were exchanged. 
Poor Adam was as guiltless as the babe unborn of any attempt to 
evade thelaw. The lynx-eyed revenue officers heard of the transac- 
tion. Poor Adam was prosecuted and convicted for retailing with- 
out a license, and before he served out his term he died in jail. 

Mr. Chairman, these facts came out on the trial, or rather came to 
my knowledge as the counsel for the unfortunate defendant. Buta 
short time ago Judge Hill, the Federal district judge, who I believe 
came from Mississippi to preside in my collection district, I am in- 
formed, ordered the discharge of two hundred men who under this 
revenne system had been arrested and brought before the court for 
offenses so contemptible in their littleness that he considered them 
unworthy of the attention of the court. De minimis non curat ler was 
the maxim of this wise judge, and what must be the oreen of oppres- 
sion 7 10 would produce the state of facts on which this judge 
passed 

To-day, sir, the State of Georgia is aflame with the homicide of 
one of its citizens perpetrated by the revenue officials. An old man 
sixty years of age shot down at his home in one of the counties of 
my district, the county of Gwinnett, by four men who went there to 
arrest him. It would manifestly be improper for me in advance of 
the judicial investigation to express my opinion as to the guilt or 
innocence of these parties, but what I do say is this, that it is the 
iniquitous system which inflicts on the people of that country ‘‘ deep, 
burning wrongs to stir a fever in the blood of age, or make the infant 
sinews strong as steel.” I shall feel it my duty, sir, to give the evi- 
dence developed on the coroner’s inquest of that case to the Ameri- 
can ple, and let them see how these revenue laws affect their 
bro in blood, like them patriots, and like them devoted to the 


principles of free 
tion makes the following statement: 


vernment. A reporter of the Atlanta Constitu- 


In company with Walter Hicks, a son of the murdered man, I went down this 
little branch to take a survey of the distillery that was the prime cause of the 
death of old man Hicks. About a hundred yards into the woods we came upon 
the distillery completely demolished by the raiders. It was an insignificant little 
affair built of logs and covered with boards. The still, cap, and worm were torn 
out and hacked into pieces. The inside of the cee pl was covered with mash 
which had run from the tubs as they were knocked to pieces. The stream of 
water which flowed upon the heater was still running down through a small trough 
made of a snecession of pine poles with trenches hewn in them. After making a 
survey of the wreck left by the raiders, I returned to the house and had a conver- 
sation with Mrs. Hicks, with Walter Hicks, and Miss Jane Partee, a step-dangh- 
ter of Mr. Hicks, The statements which were given me were straightforward, 
and given without reservation. They eee me with the idea that they were 
not given with an intention to deceive, and were in perfect accord with the infor- 
mation which was secured from other sources. I had previously talked with 
officials in Atlanta who were in position to know the facts, and it is fair to say 
that the statement which is given below is a correct and substantially accurate 
one: 

About three weeks ago old man Jackson Hicks, who was nearly sixty years of 
age, established his little distillery. He was, however, informed on by a young 
man in the neighborhood, and on Monday evening last Deputy Marshal Bolton 
with two men from the internal revenue office and one other man from some other 
source, left the city tomake the seizure of the distillery and to arrest the owner. 
They reached the distillery about midnight and lay in wait until daylight, expect- 
ingi at they could capture the men in the still at work if they waited until day. 
About ag Sei Hicks went down to the distillery, and the raidi y say 
fired it up. Iton was, however, not content to capture one bird, but restrained 
the men in the hope that a second man would come to the still and commence work. 
While they were waiting it is said that they were discovered by adog, which set up 
a furious barking, which alarmed Hicks, who left the still and re to the house. 
This is the statement that the raiders make, but they will go no further in giving 
the details. Bolton's party followed the old man to the house, and when the: 
reached the garden one of the men was sent around the garden to head him off., 
The old man was standing near the bonse when the raiders 8 at the corner 
of the garden. The sworn evidence isthat they did not he old man walked 
on in advance of them until he had tarned the corner of the house and was about 
to enter the kitchen door when the firing commenced. 

The evidence is that the old man was unarmed and offering no resistance. The 
raiders fired several shots, the last of which took effect in the breast, and the old 
man sank upon the ground. They then turned their attention to a half-witted 
boy who was near the stable and who, seeing the fracas, was throwing rocks at 
the crowd. Several shots were fired at him, one of which struck one of the legs of 
his trousers, When the 8 at him commenced he threw up his hands and said 
that he would surrender. He was caught and brought to the spot where his 
father lay, and after taking a survey of the prostrate man the party, including 
the boy, took up the line of march toward Norcross, where they took the train for 
Atlanta. They stopped at the distillery long enough to demolish it. The old man 
was left on the ground and was pic up by his wife and daughter and carried 
into the kitchen, from which place he was carried into the dwelling-house, where 
he soon died. When he was shot down his wife was standing at his side ng 
the officers to quit shooting, as no resistance was being made and no effort at 
escape was contemplated. 

Cua afternoon an inquest was held and every particle of evidence which 
could be obtained was secured. The inquest was conducted under ‘ial instruc- 
tions of Solicitor-General Mitchell, and the evidence is all in good shape and duly 
5 FAP and filed. The first witness who testified was Mrs. garet J. Hicks, 
who gave an account of the incidents of the killingas follows: 

am the wife of the deceased. The first I heard of the shooting was when I 
wasin the 1 ing for breakfast. Theard a shot and ran out of the house 
into the yard, and Mr. Hicks was coming toward me. He walked a few steps fur- 
ther, and a pistol was fired at him. He then walked a step or two further and fell. 
I told them not to shoot him as he was not going to run. I told them that they 
had killed my husband. They shot at Walter, too, my step-son. I ordered them 
to quit shooting, that he would surrender. They kept shooting; they made no 
halt; they ran and caught Walter. The shooting was with a pistol, and not with 
a gun. All had pistols and all fired. I live in Gwinnett Coanty. The shooting 
took place at my house March 14, about sun- up or a little before. There were 
four or five of them—not less than four. I did not hear my husband speak to them. 
He has no firearms and had none this morning. There were none on the place. 
They did not speak to but only shot at him. ad got up and was getting a 
fast when he came around the house. It was light enough to see them. I was 

htened too bad to have scru them closely. There was one little fellow 
a little size larger than C. II. Brand. He was low. He came and looked over at 
Mr. Hicks when he was shot. I suppos my husband went out to feed. Don't 
know where he came from, but I reckon he had been to feed. Mr. Hicks and my 
step-son offered them no resistance. Mr. Hicks had not been out more than fifteen 
or twenty minutes before they attacked him. There was one tall man of dark skin 
and big cheeks, and he was the man that shot my husband. I am sure he is the 
man that shot Mr. Hicks. Walter ran after Mr. Hicks was shot down, and not 
before. They shot at him all the time with pistols. I heard the first shot. Iran 
out of the house into the yard. The shot that killed was fired after I got out. He 
walked a few steps further before he fell. “I heard the bullets. I was about two 
feet from him when he was shot down. 

The man that shot and killed Mr. Hicks was eighteen or twenty feet from him. 
He fell about four feet from where he was standing, and fell toward the man that 
shot him. He was walking in the direction of the man that shot him; he was not 
running, but was in a slow walk. The tall, dark man was the man that shot him. 
Ido not know the parties by name. They did not say anything tome. I don't 
know whether they hit Walter or not. ey shot at him with all vengeance to 
kill him. They carried him off and did not let him come back at all. ey were 
3 at him before he began to run. He was going to feed the horse, aud had 
the feed in his hands. No one but my 8 ane was present at the time. I 
don't know who Mr. Hicks's parents were by name. John Coley and Jerry Hicks 
were his brothers. Mr. Hicks was about fitty-six or fifty-seven years. T. L. B. 
Luther and J. P. Bird are our nearest neighbors. I saw my husband killed. Me 
and m 8 picked him ee in the and put him in the kitchen, and my 
son John Osborne and Marcus Ivey carried him from the kitchen and pnt him on 
the bed in the big house. He died in about ten minutes after he fell. He did not 

k a word. He died on the bed. I had no idea who the men were, nor what 
eir business was. Besides the low, chunky fellow and the tallone that killed 
Mr. Hicks the others were a little smaller than the tall one. He noticed ig 
after he fell. No one of the men opened his mouth. He fell sorter on his side, an 
when he fell the little, low, fair-skinned man stepped around him. It was on the 
14th day of March, aboutsun-up. The tall man had whiskers on the chin. Think 
I would know them were I to see them, but am a little uncertain, Walter was 
about sixteen.” 

Jane Partee, a daughter of Mr. Hicks, who was in the smoke-house when the 
fatal shot was testified at the coroner's inquest as follows: 

„When it took place I was in the smoke-house and pa was at Ne 
This dark-skinned man ran up at the back of the en, and went 2 pa while 
he was at the hopper, and W. around from toward the far kitchen door 
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Marcu 29, 


I could get out of the smoke-house to that door he was shot down. The 


and before 
dark-skin fellow began to load his pistol, and I thought they would ma, too. I 
saw them shooting at Walter. He hollered to them that he would give up. Thi 
kept shooting. and ma b t him 23 Mr. Hicks] in the kitchen, an 
Jaid him on the floor. Our house is in G County. Itoccurred March 14, 1882, 
{st about sun-up. There were about five of them. After he was shot down, one 
fellow looked at him in the face. Idid not see the man that shot him nor where 
he shot him. I heard a shot while I was in the smoke-house. I don't know the par- 
ties. Think I would know the dark-skin fellow with whiskers on the chin. He 
never said a word, f. e., dark-skin fellow; never said halt or anything. All got in 
a huddle where pa fell, and the little fellow walked around him. I saw their pis- 
tols. Two came up on one side and two or three on the other side of the house. 
Walter had a pan of meal in his hands when they hollered ‘halt’ at him, and he 
y it down at the edge of the cotton-patch when they hollered ; he had started to 
eed the mare. Walter did not start to run before they shot at him. ‘The little fel- 
low was clean shaved, fair skin, light hair, had on striped-looking clothes ; all the 
rest had dark-looking clothes. alter offered no resistance: neither did pa. He 
had no gun or pistol 3 When me and ma started in the house they went 
off. None of us knew the officers were in the country. They never hollered stop to 
Walter was in the cotton-patch when he [father] was shot down. They hit 
Walter on the head with their fist haat eo in a while as they took him off. Mr. 
Hicks was my stepfather; don't know his father and mother. Messrs. Fuller and 
Bird are our nearest neighbors. My father never said a word to them. He did not 
say a word after he was shot. The smoke-house is north from the big house; the 
pn Menlo is east of the big house; the kitchen-door, where I found pa dying, is 
southeast from the smoke-house. The kitchen is between this door and the smoke- 
house, but I can see through the doors to where he was lying from the smoke- 
house ; I could see the ash-hopper from the smoke-house. Marcus Ivey and brother 
John Osborne helped to put pa on the bed when they took him from the kitchen. 
He lived about twelve or thirteen minutes after he was shot.” 

Marcus Ivey testified to living near Hicks and to hearg the pistol shots and 
hearing the screams of the women. He saw the smoke and heard the men cursing 
Walter Hicks. He went down to the house and assisted John Osborne in placing 
the old man on the bed. 

P. B. Massey testified as follows: 

„ know Walter Hicks. About an hour by sun this 5 March 14, I saw 
four men with Walter about a mile and a quarter from Mr. Hicks's. One of them 
had Walter by the arm, and he (not Walter) had a big pistol in his hand as they 

me. Iwas inthe field at work. We howdied. and I said. vou have been 

them have you ?' and they said ‘yes,’ and on. All were dressed in 

k clothes except one, who on light-colored clothes, a little fair skin, chunky 
fellow, about five feet high. I have heard this and it is correct. 

Dr. J. W. Riley made the post mortem examination, which shows that the ball 
entered the chest on the right about one and one-quarter inches to the left of the 
right nipple and about half an inch above it. It ranea downward, and was cut 
out on the left side, two inches above the crest of the left ilium, and three inches 
to the left of the sp column. 

The verdict of the jury was made as follows: 

“GEORGIA, GWINNETT County, March 14. 

We, the coroner's jury, this day summoned by Fleming J. Peters, coroner of 
said county, to hold an inquest on the body of J. J. Hicks, now lying dead before 
us, having carefully inquired into the cause of the death of the said J. J. Hicks, 
Dr. Riley making the post mortem examination in our presence, from the evidence 
adduced before us, we come to the decision that the said J. J. Hicks came to his 
death from the effects of a pistol-shot wound inflicted on him (the said J. J. Hicks) 
on the 14th day of March, 1882, by one Robert Bolton, as principal, and Brentlen 


and other unknown parties, as 
“ALSTON MARTIN, Foreman.” 


The evidence which I give above is an accurate copy of the sworn testimony 
filed with Solicitor-General Mitchell. 

Mrs. Hicks said to me in answer to a question : 

Mr. Hicks was a member of the Oldside Baptist Church, and was buried yes- 
terday at Friendship meeting-house.” 

How long since you were married }” 

We were married about twelve years ago." 

How many children are there!“ 

There are two sets of children—eleven in all.“ 

Were there really no fire-arms on the place!“ 

“No. Never since we have been married has Mr. Hicks had Seea pistol in 
the house except when it would be brought there by some of thec or neigh- 


* Was he — ‘ta resistance at all?” 

No; I was standing within two feet of him when he was shot down, and he was 
not the slightest resistance. He had told me that if the revenue officers 
attempted to arrest him he would make no resistance. Ican't see why it was neces- 
sary for four armed men to shoot down that old man who was offering no resist 
ance, was unarmed, and was not making an effort to escape." 

The trial, which is to occur Monday in Altanta, will probably result in placing 
the matter in the United States courts. Solicitor-General Mitchell is anxious to 
prosecute the case, and says that he will do so in the United States courts if directed 
to do so by the governor. The people of Gwinnett County are worked up toahigh 
pitch of excitement, and the feeling against the revenne officers is very strong. 


Bat, sir, it is not alone amon. r agricultural classes 
this law is detested, nor is the demand from this country for its 
repeal a new feature in our history. These laws have always been 
regarded as essentially war taxes. It is true that the law of 1792 was 
not passed when the 8 was in actual war, but it brought on war, 
the western insurrection of Pennsylvania to which I havealluded. We 
are told, sir, by an eminent PNA no other than the distinguished 
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, [ Mr. KELLEY, ] that to 
quell that insurrection cost the Government $1,500,000. About that 
time, writing to Mr. Monroe, Thomas Jefferson declared, and I be 
the disciples of the Jeffersonian Democracy will hear the utterance o 
the sage of Monticello: 

The excise system is an infernal one. The first error was to admit it by the 
Constitution; the second, to act on that admission. ‘The information of our militia 
returned from the westward is uniform that though the le there let them 

mietly, they were the objects of their laughter, not of their fear; that their 
etestation of the excise law is universal. is now associated with a detesta- 
tion of the Government. 

On one occasion, sir, my distinguished colleague [Mr. STEPHENS] 
was speaking to the people of one of his most populous counties. 
The house was crowded ; the people had turned out en masse to hear 
the words of wisdom and patriotism from lips to whose thrilling and 
musical periods their grandsires had listened with trust and eager 
confidence, The day was va and the enfeebled body of my ven- 
erable friend required an ificial stimulant, After a splendid 


iod, which expressed in happy phrase his ideas of party principle, 
5 drew from his 5 a Pial of the untaxed mountain-dew, 
which is his constant companion, and, taking what Dick Swiveller 
would call “a moderate quencher,” returned the flask to his pocket 
and, continuing his thought, said: ‘‘ That, fellow-citizens, is true Jef- 
fersonian Democracy.” In an instant the crowd was uproarious, and it 
was some time before my venerable friend understood why the spirit of 
his definition was so contagious. Sir, in view of the recital I have 
given of the principles of Mr. Jefferson, my friend, after all was not 
wg wide of the mark. 

e war of 1812 with its increased expenses necessitated the re- 
imposition of the revenue tax, which had been repealed by a pre- 
vious Congress acting on the recommendation of President Jefferson. 
Peace was declared, and Mr. Monroe was President. On his acces- 
sion to the Presidency he found the Government was collecting asur- 

lus tax. It was only $2,700,000, but it was sufficient to bring from 

r. Monroe a recommendation for its repeal, and it was repealed. 
Sir, what would the fathers of the Republic have thought of an 
internal-revenue system which wrings from the people $137,000,000 
per annum, the bare cost of the collection of which is $5,000,000 per 
annum, and almost every dollar of revenue and cost in excess of 
the necessities of the Government? 

Where will gentlemen find so admirable an opportunity for the 
exercise of the much vaunted virtues of retrenchment and reform? 
Where for cutting down the number of offices, for reducing salaries, 
for relieving the toiling masses of the people, as in the utter eradica- 
tion and abolition of this revenue-taxation system? 

Do gentleman need other authority than that which I have given 
from the language of Jefferson and Monroe, and from the acts of pre- 
vious Congresses in repealing war taxes where they were no longer 
necessary? Ifso they are easily attainable. 

What says the Forty-first Congress? At the suggestion of my dis- 
tinguished friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY ] they adopted a 
resolution in the following words: 

Resolved, That the true principle of revenue reform points to the abolition of 
the internal- revenue system, which was created as a war measure to provide for 
extraordinary expenses, and the continuance of which involves the employment, 
at the cost of millions of dollars annually, of an army of assessors, collectors, super- 
visors, detectives, and other oflicers previously requires the re -~ 
at the earliest day consistent with the maintenance of the faith and credit of the 
Government, of all stamp and other internal taxes, and that properly adjusted 
rates shall be retained on distilled spirits, tobacco, and malt liquors so long as the 
ewe expenses of the Government require the collection of any sum from 
internal taxes. 

Sir, this resolution was adopted by a Republican House of Repre- 
sentatives by a vote of 156to 6. Among the names recorded for the 
resolution are such men, prominent in the history of the country, as 
Allison, Conger, Eldridge, Ferry, Kelley, Garfield, Hawley, Knott, 
McCrary, O'Neill, Orth, Schenck, Voorhees, Wallace, and Wood. 

Indeed, sir, the only vigorous opposition came from a gentleman 
whom I am happy to believe my friend, and whose splendid talents 
excited my enthusiasm and admiration when I was yet but a school- 
boy. And, sir, the ardor of this boyhood’s admiration has been in 
no wise diminished by my more intimate acquaintance here with his 
eminent abilities. I mean the erudite and distinguished gentleman 
trom New York, [Mr. Cox.] And yet, how did my friend oppose this 
resolution, which so happily, as I think, epitomizes the objections to 
the revenue laws? Sir, by other resolutions, which, while they in 
a measure embody his own es of proper tariff legislation, yet 
concede substantially everything I have said and everything em- 
braced in the resolutions of Mr. KELLEY, which became the sense of 
the Forty-first Congress: i 

Whereas the Government of the United States was established by the people 
for their own protection and benefit, and should be administered upon the strictest 

rinciples of frugality and economy in its expenditures, and that no money should 

taken from the people by taxation, except to supply the necessary wants of the 
Government administered upon such principles; and whereas, at the present time 
the ordinary expenditures of the Government, exclusive of the payment of the in- 
terest on the public debt and a reasonable sum to be applied in the reduction of 
said debt, should not exceed the sum of $100,000,000 annually; and whereas the 
money annually raised by taxation upon the le should not exceed the sum of 
$250,000,000, said sum being amply sufficient to provide for the ordinary expendi- 
tures of the Government, the payment of the interest of the public debt, and 
$25,000,000 to be applied in liquidating the principal of said debt; and whereas it 
is believed that the existing internal-revenue system should be abolished, and the 
sum deemed ae sag to be raised by internal taxation ed in just quotas or 
p. rtions to the several States, to be collected by the authorities thereof and 
p into the national Treasury, thereby dispensing with the expensive, corrupt- 
ng, and annoying machinery now in force for that purpose, &. 

The Forty-second Congress, by a vote of 131 to 21, reaffirmed the 
principle of the repeal by readopting the identical resolution pro- 
posed in the Forty-first Congress by my friend Mr, KELLEY, and again 
dressed by him in the Forty-second Congress. My distinguished 
riend from New York there again was present, again opposed it, 
and made a very brief speech, but brevity is not the soul af his wit, 
and no one desires him to be brief. I object to that “pig. iron reso- 
lution” was all that he said. But, sir, it is not alone the resolu- 
tions of Congress that are inimical to this system. What says the 
aggregation of the representatives of the great industries of the 
country? What says the tariff convention of New York? Sir, I 
have the report of their committee on resolutions here: 

It has been well said that the present internal-revenue system.“ red to 
meet an enormous war expenditure, is far too affluent for a time of peace.” The 
immense sums of money flowing intothe Treasury from this source are not derived 
from a tax on vicious indulgences which it tends torepress, as the unthinking fondly 
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believe, bat are paid as other taxes out of the preducts of labor, and are a burden 


upon the industries of the country. 

The tax opos banking capital and circulation, on bank checks, and on matches 
and propris articles are im ts to commerce, a lication in some in- 
stances of burdens upon objects under State laws, or petty exactions which 
annoy and cost the people more than they benefit the revenue. ir continuance 
ane justifiable by any necessity of the Government, and they should be abolished 
at once. 

‘The question of taxation of tobacco and whisky eras, “hog the most careful con- 
sideration. These taxes are immensely productive, and Ris assumed that they are 
voluntarily paid by the people who may consume these articles or refrain from doin, 
so. With respect to tobacco this is to some extent the case ; but the burdenisdivid 
between the producer and the consumer, and to the extent that culture is 
obliged to contribute the tax must be regarded as an injury, espec as it tends 
to depress the farming interest in an impoverished section of the country. No re- 
former will claim that the tax has had the effectof g the use of tobacco, 
which appears to be constantly increasing, and its reduction or re; is not likel; 
to increase consumption; but it might check injurious adulterat: over W 
there is no legal supervision, and which are extensively practiced. If tho Govern- 
ment is not prepared to relinquish this tax wholly, we would recommend a chan; 
in the law, by which the tobacco grower and the tobacco manufacturer would 
left free from espionage under complicated regulations enforced by heavy penal- 
ties, and the revenues would be derived solely from a tax on sales, in the form of 
licenses or otherwise. 

What we have said with respect to the effect upon consumption of the tax on 
tobacco applies as fully to the tax on whisky. The reason urged by some philan- 
thropists for maintaining it, that it is a tax on vice,” if it were altogether true 
would be good ground for advocating its repeal. The dependence of Great Britain 
upon the spirit and malt taxes is regarded by her economists as a great misfortune, 
and we would deprecate a permanent ip of our Government in the busi- 
ness of manufacturing and selling liqnors as something to be avoided. It is fortu- 
nate for us that we can dispense with this source of revenue altogether without 
causing a deficit in the finances, and it will be advisable to do this before increased 
expenses attach themselves to our overflowing and render it impossible. 
The collection of the tax on spirits involves a supervision by the Government 
which employs more than 4,000 ts at a cost exceeding $5,000,000 annually. The 

lan of the distillery must have its approval ; it prescribes the place of eray pipe: 
t watches the mannfacture; it watches the storage, the transportation, 0 
sale. There is a rovision of law for every step and e in the business, and a 
Government official to see that it is observed. The profits of successful evasion 
are creat, and it Her bon an army of detectives and another army of soldiers to pre- 
vent illicit distillation. In some parts of the South efforts to enforce the law con- 
stantly encounter armed resistance, the Internal Revenue Bureau publishes its 
lists of killed and wounded and makes an enormous amount of b 
courts. As spirits in different forms are largely consumed in the arts, the tax is 
w ua extent a real burden upon the people, and its repeal would be a substantial 

nefit. 

The rh gmc of the moralist, who may honestly think that the removal of the 
tax would increase the habit of 3 among the people, have no weight, for the 
traffic is subject to State control. All of the States —— it and some prohibit it, 
and the revenue relinquished oe Government may be taken up by the States. 
Some of them need it ly. e Government collected twenty-eight and a half 
millions of dollars from the Southern States during the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1880. This is justifiable only upon grounds of extreme necessity, which do not 
exist. Ifthe tax must be wholly or in part continued for a time, we deem it essen- 
tial that such changes shall be made in the manner of seine and collecting it 
as will dispense with the numerous agents now employed and elicit the voluntary 
co-operation of the people. It is quite eee Generar ps groans 
licenses might be at is needed, and the agency of the tates ht be em- 
ployed to secure its efficient execution. would withdraw the F. Gov- 
ernment from a field in which it earns a great deal of ill-will—‘‘a consummation 
most devoutly to be wished.” 


In the hony of the convention these resolutions were not formally 
adopted by the convention; but Mr. Hanlon, the secretary of the 
convention, gave me and to other members of the Ways and Means 
Committee a statement showing that five hundred and twenty out 
of seven hundred and fifty representatives in that convention were 
in favor of an abolition of the tax. 

What said your convention of bankers? They recommended the 
repeal of the tax. What says the great tariff convention of the 
Northwest ? 

Resolved, That our national internal-revenne taxes should be ređuced, 
5750 sereen 

Sir, I was delighted to see that one of the Senators from Georgia, 
my honored friend [Mr. BROWN] on yesterday declared that this 
reyenue system is an excrescence upon the body-politic, in his able 
speech during the debate on the tariff in the Senate: 

I consider [said he] the present internal-revenne system an excrescence u 
the body-politic. So us that of the war of 1812. They v were war measures. They 


were justifiable in public estimation tapon noother theory. I wish to see the peo 
ent internal-revenue system gotten of, so that we may return to the old rule of 


the fathers as soon as the expenditures can be reduced to a point where we can, 
withont too heavy an imposition of tariff upon imported . collect the entire 
money that the Government must raise annually by a upon — ee ad- 
vocated and practiced, except in time of war, b Jefferson, Adams, 


Madison, Monroe, Jackson, Calhoun, Clay, Webster, and all the great statesmen 
of this country. It is safe to heed the counsels and follow the example of such 
men. The sooner we return to the old beaten track trod by them the better 
Sir, the tidal wave of public opinion is sweeping against this ex- 
cise tax. The great monopolists may resist it if please, but it 
will bear themdown. The people of this country will never submit, 
as do the people of Great Britain, to have the excise system fastened 
ermanently upon them as a means of collecting the revenues of the 
yovernment. I shall be surprised, sir, before we are through with 
this discussion, if some gentleman does not advance the argument 
that this tax is in favor of the cause of tem ce. If, in my judg- 
ment, it were in favor of that, I would be much more loth to assail 
it than I am now. But I deny that it is true. The imposition of a 
tax on Tapped liquors has never, the statistics will show, dimin- 
ished either their production or consumption. 


It is stated by competent and credible authorities that after the 
enactment of the statute of George I, in 1736, a: a license of £50 
on the sale of spirits in quantities less than two 


ons, and also a 


direct tax of 20s. a gallon, this well-intended effort in advancement 
of temperance utterl failed of its purpose, although 12,000 people 
were convicted of violations of the law: 

The consumption of spirits in England and Wales rose from 13,500,000 . 
1734 to 19,000,000 in 1742, and there were within the bills of mortality 20, 000 houses 
where gin was sold by retail. 

It is argued, Mr. Speaker, with much force that a government does 
not necessarily protect what it taxes, and the fact that the manu- 
facturer of spirits is taxed does not evidence any sympathy between 
himself and the taxing power. Institutions and occupations which 
are untaxed have the same claim to the protection of governments 
as others which contribute to the public revenues. But there is, sir, 
the fact which we must notice. The people argue that to tax the liquor 
trade legitimates it, and there is no more popular reply to the tem- 
perance reformer than the argument of the liquor dealer,“ We pay 
taxes to the Government, and this gives us the right to sell alcohol 
even if it be true, as yousay, that it wrecks society, destroys the body, 
and damns the soul.” Imaybepardoned forciting an apt quotation 
of another, from Lord Chesterfield, in the House of Peers: Luxury, 
my lords,” said the elegant gentleman and accomplished man or 

‘airs— 


Lu is to be taxed, but vice prohibited, let the difficulty in the law be what 
it will. ould you lay a tax upon a breach of the Ten Commandments! Would 
not such a tax be wicked and scandalous? Would it not imply an ind mee toall 


those who could pay the tax! Vice, my lords, is not property to be rey butsup- 
pressed. 

Why, sir, I was talking to a prominent representative of the spirit- 
uous interests in one of the lobbies of the Capitol but a day or two 
ago. I will not give his name because I am not authorized to do it. 
I said to him, “What would you say to a eal of this tax ?” 
“Why,” said he, “we do not want it repealed.” “Why? said I. 
It gives us a legal status,” was his answer. So indeed it does. It 
is a very popular and a very strong argument for him to make when 
he says, we pay taxes for permission to sell liquor, and therefore 
we have got the right to sell it, no matter how much you temperance 
people may argue.” 

. Chairman, perhaps the most dangerous and captivating excuse 
for the spirit tax is the immense revenue it brings to the Treasury. 
To the philanthropist, to the friends of temperance, this is the most 
forbidding view of the question. Sir, it is undeniable that it gives 
the Government an interest in the fountain of the still which, while 
it pours a Pactolean stream into the Treasury vaults, pours its caustic 
poison down the throats of the people. 

There is no policy so inimical to wise and temperate legislation as 
that which aliies horrors like the slave trade or the opium trade or 
evils like the liquor traffic with a nation’s exchequer. Then indeed 
does the alliance become offensive and defensive. Then indeed does 
vice intrench itself in the nation and the stone walls andiron vaults 
ofthe Treasury are its fortifications. Why, sir, the most wicked war 
of the century was the opium war, when Great Britain with her 
fleets and armies, for the sake of the revenues to her treasury, forced 
open the ports of China and compelled Tias ga to admit her 
opium. But if the opium traffic is a cherish 1 with the 
British Government, the liquor traffic, it is contended by the friends 
of temperance, is a cherished monopoly with our Government. And 
Iam apan to quote the language of an eminent economist, and 
‘say with Wilberforce : 

Those terrible words that look you in the face out of the book of the Prophet 
Jeremiah like a glowing coal: ‘‘ They shall be ashamed of their revenues because 
of the fierce anger of the Lord.” 

There is, sir, an unanswerable reply to those who are unwilling to 
antagonize the capital and power which sustain the great liquor 
manufactories from which this revenue is mainly collected, and who 
therefore maintain that the revenue tax is the friend of temperance. 
No amount of revenue, however gas can adequately compensate 
the Government for the general ibution of ruin and wretched- 
ness which this baleful system accomplishes. 

The true object of government is not to aggrandize treasure, but 
to confer the greatest happiness upon the greatest number of the 
people. If gentlemen will reflect upon the immeasurable injuries 
these liquor monopolies occasion, the ruined lives, the wasted for- 
tunes, the pauperism, the crime, the anguish of widowhood, and the 
pitiable and infinite pathos of childhood’s sufferings, the pecuniary 
interest of the Government in its profits is beneath the contempt of 
the man who has the of his country and of mankind near to 
his heart. Sir, I maintain that the liquor tax of this Government is 
no ally of temperance. Its immense profits to capital increase pro- 
duction, and its temptations to fraud increase adulterations, and the 
consequence is it produces more whisky and viler whisky, and there- 
fore more intemperance and more dangerous intemperance. 

Mr. Chairman, are these my own conclusions merely? Not so, sir. 
They are the opinions of good men all over this country. They are 
the opinions of good women everywhere, God bless them. There is 
in our midst an association of Christian women, patiently and with 
the self-sacrificial spirit of true womanhood laboring in the cause of 
temperance. I mean the Woman’s National Christian Temperance 
Union, the preamble of whose constitution declares: 


The Christian women of this ener conscious of the increasing evil, and ap- 
at the tendencies and dangers of intemperance, believe it is peculiarly our 
uty under Providence to unite our efforts for its extinction. 
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What says their report on the revenue from the spirit tax? Sir, 
in the eloquent eee of Judith Ellen Foster, they say: 
In every place where this liquor crime is found the Government divides with it 
$ into the publi: 
the spolieot He beton lives on the deetraction of it ows sons and daughters. 
“ye reommond— 


Say they— 
the repeal of all revenue laws touching the traffic in these beverages. 


This, sir, is the reply of the temperance advocates to those who 
maintain that the liquor tax is the friend of temperance. I simply 
maintain that internal taxation is no ally of temperance, and I am 
unwilling to see this monstrous wrong on the peop o perpetrated and 
perpetuated in the name of those principles of morality and sobriety 
to which it is an arch enemy. 

Mr. Chairman, I have about concluded. I am teful for your 
forbearance and for the courteous attention of the House. I arraign 
this system of internal taxation because it is a spy tax, because it 
encourages and maintains a horde of rotten informers, whose claim 
to promotion is their skill in the arts of treachery and dissimulation, 
and who often supplement these despicable talents with unblushing 
perjury. These laws lay waste farms and destroy the peace of commu- 
nities. They are a fruitful source of unhappiness and disaffection, of 
litigation, of broils and bloodshed, of disquiet to every peaceful inter- 
est and industry. Sir, this country must and will strike them, from 
the 5 Then let us raise the revenues of our Government 
from customs. In that way, by scientific tariffs, adequate protection 
can be afforded to American industry. If we cannot have free trade 
with the world, we can at least have free trade and freedom at home. 
If we cannot bring relief to the manufacturers of foreign merchandise, 
we can bring relief and contentment to that great mass of the Amer- 
ican people whose most priceless N e Y is the spirit of liberty, 

rsonal and public, bequeathed to them by the heroic men who, for 
impositions such as these, rebelled against British power, threw off 
the yoke of King George, and established the great American Repub- 
lic, to perpetuate in its people the ving principles of independentism, 
and to animate future generations of freemen with devotion to its 
matchless institutions. [Applause. | . 

The committee rose informally, and the Speaker resumed the chair. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House, by Mr. PRUDEN, his secretary, who also 
informed the House that the President had approved and signed a 
bill of the following title: 0 

An act (H. R. No. 4440) to establish a railway bridge across the 
Mississippi River, extending from a point between Wabasha and 
Read’s Landing, in Minnesota, to a point below the mouth of the 
Chippewa River, in Wisconsin. 

TARIFF COMMISSION. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. ERRETT. Mr. Chairman, considering the multitude of 
8 hes that are being made here upon the tariff, I fear there is some 

anger of members coming to the conclusion that the bill before the 
Committee of the Whole is a tariff bill, and not a bill creating a com- 
mission to inquire into and report upon the subject of a revision of 
the tariff. I hope, therefore, to be excused if I address the committee 
on the bill now before it, and not upon the tariff. 

Mr. REED. Oh, you cannot be allowed to wander from the record 
in that way. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Certainly not. 

Mr. ERRETT. I am afraid it will be out of order, but I will run 
the risk of being called to order, and attempt to discuss the bill 
before the committee, for a little while at least. 

Mr. Chairman, the bill under consideration is so well known as to 
its general porpory that it is not necessary to enter into any detailed 
ex ation of its provisions. It is in effect the Eaton commission 
bill of the last Congress and the Morrill commission bill of the pres- 
ent Congress, with these two differences: first, the present bill re- 
quires the commission to report a bill not later than the first Monday 
in December, 1882, instead of the first Monday in January, 1883, and 
it takes the revision of internal-revenue taxes entirely out of the 
jurisdiction of the commission, which was included in both the Eaton 
and Morrill bills. The reason for this the framers of this bill find in 
the fact that internal-revenue taxes are now levied upon but few arti- 
cles, and that the public mind is nearly unanimous in favor of re onig 
absolutely all these except those apon tobacco, fermented and distill 
liquors, and upon the dealers in those articles. The task of 1 
these taxes is so much simplified by this temper of the public min 
that it seems useless to burden a commission with this extra duty. 
The revision of our internal- revenue system can be made here while 
the commission, if it is authorized, is engaged upon the tariff. 

The bill, thus 3 e simply provides for a commission 
of nine experts, charged with the duty of revising the tariff and mak- 
ing it more harmonious, just, and equitable than it now is. 

e present tariff was formed in 1906 —esventeen years ago, just as 
the country was cogs oe an exhausting civil war, with an 
enormous debt upon i nds, and with a depreciated currency in 
circulation, sap? Shines on gold being then in the neighborhood of 
200 per cent o object of that tariff was protective; of that there 


can be no question. It levied ific duties upon all manufactured 
articles its framers were then able to specify, and these specific duties 
were then, as they are y, protective. But there were many 
manufactured articles that its framers could not then enumerate or 
had no rang fie of, and many new branches of manufacture have 
since been developed into activity and prominence. spn all these, 
the partially known and the unknown, it levied ad valorem duties ; 
and as all duties were vere in gold, and the premium on gold was 
very high, these ad valorem duties were then as protective as the 
spenne duties, and were so intended to be. And so, for many years, 
ey proved to be. 

But all this has changed. The lapse of time has wrought a com- 
lete alteration of cireumstances. The funded debt has been re- 
uced from $2,500,000,000 to $1,500,000,000; the interest on it has 

fallen from $150,000,000 to $7! 000, 000 annually; the currency has 
Chen to par, and the premium on gold has disappeared. The 
ad valorem duties, intended to be protective, are no longer so; new 
industries have sprung up, and new forms of manufacture devel- 
oped which are entitled to the fostering care of the Government, but 
which the tariff as it now stands denies to them. The circumstances 
in which the country finds itself are entirely changed. We have, in 
fact, outgrown the condition in which we were in 1865; and we 
need a revised tariff as much as a boy grown to be a man needs a 
larger suit of clothes in place of the one he hasoutgrown. The fact 
that the tariff needs revision is not and will not bedisputed. Free- 
traders and protectionists alike in that. All are ee that 
there should be a revision, but are divided in opinion as to the method 
and purpose of revision. 

As a former member of this House, [Mr. Fryx,] and a member of 
the Ways and Means Committee in the last Con has elsewhere 
said, I for one recognize as an important fact that our tariff laws 
must be harmonious, just, and equitable, and that the existing law 
does not in all respects answer thisdemaud. Since the distinguished 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] gave it to the country, so- 
called amendments have been made to it from time to time, some 
healthy, some unhealthy. The condition of business, the require- 
ments of trade, the necessities of the people, have changed; the rul- 
ings of the Treasury Department have modified its terms; there are 
excrescences that ought to be removed, rates too high that should be 
reduced, and in some instances too low, requiring raising. Some 
articles now free should be taxed, and many now taxed should be 
made free.“ 

There being, then, a general acquiescence in the opinion that there 
should be and must be a revision of the tariff, the only question re- 
maining to be settled is, How shall it be revised ? And the bill now 
under consideration is the answer of a majority of the members of 
the commun teen? on Ways and Means as to what they think the best 
method. 

There are three ways in which the revision may be made: first, b. 
the House of Representatives in Committee of the Whole; second, 
by the Committee on Ways and Means; and, third, by a commission 
such as the bill under consideration provides for; the result of both 
of these latter methods being, of course, subject to the farther re- 
vision of the House in Committee of the Whole. 

The first of these methods, I take it, will meet with but little 
favor. Very few members of -this House will feel a desire to throw 
the complicated business of revising the tariff into the Committee 
of the Whole, where many, if not the most, of the members must act 
withont that minute knowledge of details which is necessary in 
such an undertaking. A 9 or a small committee can hear 
the parties interested and make up their minds from the facts ascer- 
tained by a close scrutiny of the evidence before them; but the Com- 
mittee of the Whole must act, and in many cases promptly, upon 
each individual’s knowledge, obtained as each one can. It is mani- 
fest, therefore, that such a revision would be made upon insufficient 
knowledge, and would be so utterly unsatisfactory as to defeat itself 
and end in nothing. 

There remain the other two methods, and between these we are 
now called to choose; for if this bill the whole business of 
revision must revert to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

For one, I confess that the project of a commission, when first 
broached, did not'strike me favorably ; but the more I have exam- 
ined it the more I am convinced that it is the most practicable way. 
There are gentlemen in this House, and gentlemen in whose judg- 
ment I have great confidence, who think the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee could frame a bill faster and better than a commission can; 
but I am constrained, partly by what I see and partly by what I hear, 
to come to a different conclusion. 

The Committee on Ways and Means is composed of thirteen mem- 
bers of this House. These thirteen men have all their duties as mem- 
bers to attend to. They each have a large correspondence to carry 
on; they each have frequently to visit the Departments to attend to 
the business of their constituents; they each have the regular busi- 
ness of the committee, outside and independent of the tariff, to look 
after, and they each have their duties as members of this House, in 
the many questions of current legislation to attend to. If the mem- 
bers of this committee, then, give the requisite attention to all these 
duties they have but little time left to devote to the revision of the 
tariff. They will, I know, if the task is put upon them, give what 
time they have to its discharge; but when they have given all the 
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time they can now spare to it they would find themselves unable to 
complete their task in season for any action upon it at this session. 
The committee now meets twice a Fase and its sessions frequently 


run into the hours devoted here to legislation; its sub-committees 
sit nearly every day upon the matters referred to them; and so far, 
giving attention only to the other business referred to it, the com- 
mittee has found its time fully employed in its regular business, out- 
side of the tariff altogether. It cannot be expected that this com- 
mittee will lay aside all its other duties and neglect the legitimate 
business of its individual members. To revise the tariff intelligently 
and properly, its members must forego all that a Representative is 
sent here for, and seclude themselves almost absolutely from legisla- 
tive life. This, I say, cannot fairly be expected of them. 

But, if it could, I do not see how the committee could complete 
such a task in time for the intelligent action of the Honse upon it at 
this session. There remain but three or four months of this session 
in which to work, and Congress should have at least one of these 
months to act upon the legislation it might frame, so that the com- 
mittee would have but two, or at most months, for such work. 
Already four months of this session have slipped away, and those who 
will look back upon them will easily be able to comprehend how short 
a time such a term affords for gathering up the requisite evidence 
upon which to act intelligently in this matter. 

I do not think the House has any right to ex that the members 
of this committee will voluntarily oreg all of their rights and priv- 
ileges as members here for the sake of taking up such a work; and 
if they do not do that, they have not sufficient time on their hands 
to do that work as promptly as a commission would. 

There are gentlemen here, I know, who think it is a small and easy 
matter to revise the tariff and adapt it to our present wants. They 
are gentlemen who are inte in a revision only as to a few 
articles. One wants, specially, free salt, and another perhaps lower 
rates on sugar; and, not having occasion to care for anything else, 
imagine it to be easy to fix hére all that they want fixed. But this, 
it seems to me, is taking a very narrow view of the case. This isa 
very large country now, and the tariff concerns it in all and every 
part; and to adapt the tariff to the wants of the whole country is 
à great work, requiring more than an hour, or a day, or weeks, or 
even months to complete upon a proper basis and with a view, in 
the language of the Constitution, to the laying and collecting of 
duties in such a way as ‘‘to provide for the common defense and 
general welfare of the United States.” 

Again, it may be and I have no doubt will be said that 3 
or a committee of Congress is as competent to revise the tariff as a 
commission is. So far as mere intellectual ability is concerned, that 
may beconceded. But “competency” grows out of familiarity with 
the details of the subject to be passed upon. A lawyer may be more 
competent in making laws than a carpenter, but when it comes to 
pene an opinion upon building a house or deciding upon how it 
shall built, the practical builder is more competent than the 
other to pass upon that special question. So an expert in tariff mat- 
ters, one who has become saturated with facts and acquired knowl- 
edge as to the working of a tariff, and as to how to make it harmo- 
nious, just, and equitable, may be vastly more competent as a spe- 
cialist to arrange the details of a revised tariff than members of Con- 
gress may be, and that simply because his training fits him for that 
special duty. This fact is apparent in our every-day life. The spe- 
cialist is songht for on all occasions when a special necessity arises 
such as now confronts us on this question. 

Indeed, I may say here, without casting any reflection on the abil- 
ity or good judgment of any one, that the present tariff needs revis- 
ion because it was not framed bye or by practical men famil- 
iar with all the industrial needs of the country. It must be borne 
in mind that it is the action of Congress in the past that has now 
made a tariff revision necessary, and all the inequalities and incon- 
sistencies that now demand redress are simply the result of a lack of 
the reqnisite experience in framing it at the first. This does not 
grow out of any want of Congressional ability, but it grows out of 
the very nature of the case. Congress has always been filled with 
competent men; but their facilities for obtaining that unwritten 
information which an expert acquires by experience are not bound- 
8 and they need the services of those who have made the tariff 
study a specialty. 

For these reasons, I think that a commission of experts charged 
with this one duty, and this one duty only, would do its work far 
more speedily and satisfactorily than the Committee on Ways and 
Means would be likely to do. A commission can sit here and devote 
its whole time daily to gathering up information and condensing it 
into form for practical use; it can visit the great manufacturin, 
centers and gather up the many items of unwritten knowledge whick 
come to men through observation, and which written evidence fails 
usually to convey ; and it can also visit the great pea em and im- 
porting centers, and learn all about the many complications that 
surround the present tariff system and give rise to constant disputes 
and litigation, Having obtained this knowl and the bearing it 
has upon our revenues and our industries, it can intelligently address 
itself to the task of framin goana suited to the present wants of 
the nation and based upon protective principle that has taken a 
deep hold upon the mind of the country, and one that while afford- 
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ing an adequate revenue will secure adequate protection to our con- 
stantly-growing industries. 

Within the seventeen years of the present tariff many new indus- 
tries have sprung up that were not dreamed of when it was framed. 
The manufacture of steel in this country, now immense in its extent, 
has been almost entirely developed within that time, and it is now 
sufficiently great to extort the admiration of our British cousins en- 

aged in the same business. The use of iron has been very largely 
extended, and iron is now made into many shapes and for many uses 
never thought of, or but little dreamed of in 1865. The manufacture 
of tin, of p ate-glass, and of many other things I cannot now stop to 
enumerate has been begnn, and all these new industries not only 
need the fostering help of the Government, but need such a revision 
of the tariff as will leave capital free to engage in them without fear 
of hostile and constantly varying interpretations of legislation, such 
as they are now subject to. To effect this is a work that requires 
assiduous care, such as only a commission can properly give. 

I may also here dwell fora moment upon the fact that within the past 
seventeen years our system of manufactures has spread itself over the 
Northwest and the Southwest, and even into the South, which is just 
beginning to feel the first tingling in its veins of the quickened blood 
which flows from a knowledge of its great mineral resources. Cin- 
cinnati and Cleveland, Louisville and Saint Louis, Chicago and 
Detroit are now large manufacturing centers, and Atlanta and Chat- 
tanooga are following in the same direction. Besides these large 
centers, nearly every county town in the States west of Pennsylvania 
is the seat of some manufacturing enterprise; and since it has been 
found practicable to furnish all these with cheap fuel in the 
shape of coke, there is but one reason why this great N of manu- 
facturing industry should not go on and enlarge itself to the t 
benefit of the country at large, and that one reason is to be found 
in the uncertainty of tariff legislation and the lack of adaptability 
of the present tariff to the wants of many of these industries. 

To learn how to adapt the tariff to the wants and needs of this 
groas development is the work, in my judgment, of a properly 

ormed commission. It takes in a wide circle of inquiry, such as 
fear no committee of Congress properly attending to its other and 
legitimate duties can find the time to give. The question of fosterin, 
American industry is no longer a local one; it is no longer confin 
to New England and Pennsylvania; but includes the whole country 
Maryland and Virginia, North Carolina and Georgia, Tennessee and 
Kentucky, Missouri and Illinois, with the whole West and Northwest, 
as well as New England and the Middle States. The people of Penn- 
3 have sometimes felt that New England had grown careless 
about protection, feeling ially able to do without it, and the 
time may come when the South and West may entertain the same 
idea about Pennsylvania; but for the present we are all in one boat 
and all are clamoring for such a revision of the tariff as will adapt 
itself to the chan circumstances of the country. 

This revision, for the reasons I have stated, should be based upon 
a large been pee and a marching inquiry; it should be adapted to 
the wants of the entire country, and be ed with a view to revenue 
as well as to protection; and all this, in my judgment, can best be 
done by a commission. For that reason I favor the bill now under 
consideration. I know that it has been and will be said that a com- 
mission is a new and untried method. So far as our e ience goes, 
it is; but in other nations it has been tried and its usefulness abund- 
antly proved. The British Parliament conducts all its inquiries in 
this way, and obtains through commissions all the data upon which 
its legislation is based. The unusual circumstances in which the 
country finds itself to-day justify us in resorting to it in this instance. 
Its work, whatever it may be, will still be subject to Congressional 
revision; but it will be able to put its work in such shape and base 
it upon such reasons as will PRE the work of Congress in acting 
upon it comparatively easy. 

The main outcry of those who oppose a commission is that it is 
intended for delay, and will result in an indefinite postponement of 
revision, but I can see no reason for such an outery. For the reasons 
I have stated, a commission will expedite instead of re ing re- 
vision. The anxiety for revision in all circles is too strong and too 
pressing to make delay possible. It is ridiculous, in se judgment, 
to say that nine experts, with nothing else to do, and able to sit daily 
and constantly, cannot do their work quicker and better than a com- 
mittee of this House burdened with other duties and able to give 
only a limited part of its time to this work. My experience in this 
House of the irresistible tendency to smother everything in talk, and 
in the Committee on Ways and Means of the unlimited amount of 
2 that interested delegations indulge in, after clamoring for a 

earing, warn me of what a terribly slow process revision in com- 
mittee will prove to be, and I am satisfied that a commission can, if 
it will, do as much work in a day as a Congressional committee can 
do in a week in hearing and determining the questions involved ina 
revision of the tariff. Whatever the original or concealed purpose 
may have been in first proposing a commission, delay is no part of 
the purpose of the friends of a commission now, nor do I believe that 
the original pupo was delay. Iconclude, from all that I have seen 
and know, that the idea of a commission grew out of the very despair 
of getting bar cea ractical done otherwise, and was begotten of 
the many failures to do anything through the action of Congressional 
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committees. It was to be able to get something done that the idea 
of a commission was put into shape, and its purpose was early action 
instead of delay. 

It may be thought unkind to suggest, but it may be well enough 
to stop and ask if the clamor about delay does not cover up a pur- 

to stave off if possible all action in this Congress on the subject 
of the tariff, in the dim hope that a subsequent Congress may be 
more susceptible to free-trade influences andideas. Idonotof course 
charge that as any one’s purpose; but certainly it has as much if not 
more foundation than the plea that delay is any part of the purpose 
of the friends of a commission. 

I have, in these remarks, referred to no statistics and entered upon 
no argument on the general subject of protection, but have confined 
AAEN the reasons which guide me in favoring this bill; and I 
hope that these reasons will prove equally conclusive to the members 
of this House. 

Leaving the question as to how the tariff is to be revised, I come 
now to the consideration of the general question why the protective 
policy of the Government should be continued. 

All tariffs are primarily laid for revenue. That is the first and 
direct object of all tariff duties. But when it comes to arranging 
these duties one class ef people claim that they should be levied for 
revenue only; and another class claims that they should be so ar- 
ranged as, while affording ample revenue to carry onthe Government, 
to afford likewise a fair measure of protection to home industries. 

Those who clamor fora tariff for revenue only hold as a cardinal 
article in their creed that protection to home industry is no part of 
the duty of the Government, and that our industries should depend 
solely on their power to compete with similar industries elsewhere, 
and should neither expect nor receive any aid from the legislation of 
the country, either direct or indirect. Those who are consistent in 
holding this view logically conclude that therefore our tariff duties 
should be levied not on such manufactures and products as we can 

roduce ourselves, but on what we cannot produce, and on foreign 

uxuries and the raw materials imported for use in our manufactories, 
This class of people would let steel and irun come in free, but would 
tax all the material used in their manufacture. 

For one, I believe it to be the duty of the Government to foster its 
own industries and protect its citizens in prosecuting manufactures 


be to prostrate the home industry and raise the price of the foreign 
one. 

This is well illustrated in the rice crop, the statistics of which are 
very instructive. The gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. AIKEN, ] 
although free-trader in principle, is not only willing, but anxious, to 
have a duty on rice that will enable the home-grower to compete with 
the foreign one. Rice of foreign growth, I understand from him, can 
be laid down now in Charleston at 24 cents a pound, while the South 
Carolina grower cannot produce it for less than 44, therefore he wants 
a duty of 2 cents a pound on rice. Yet he scruples at a duty of 1} 
cents a pound on iron and 2 cents on steel. y, if rice is to he 
protected, should not iron and steel be? Because, he will prob- 
ably say, we want cheaper iron and steel, and therefore favor a lower 
rate of duty. And we, I answer, want cheaper rice, and would be 
justified, on his theory, on going against any duty on rice. 

Now, on my theory that the repeal of a duty does not cheapen the 
foreign product, I am justified in voting to keep the duty on rice; 
while he, on his theory, is not justified in voting to retain the duty 
on rice while he wants to repeal it on iron and steel. There is no 
logical consistency in asking for heavy duties on rice, hemp, tobacco, 
sugar, and other Southern products, while opposing duties no heavier, 
comparatively, on iron, steel, and other Northern products; and the 
advocates of protective duties on rice, hemp, and sugar have no log- 
ical refuge outside of the doctrine of protection as we contend for it. 

Let us look for a little while at the statistics of rice production and 
consumption. These statistics have been compiled by the Savannah 
Rice Association, and in citing their fi s and conclusions I am 
citing not only statistics of Southern authority, but the most remark- 
able testimony yet produced from any quarter, in favor of the pro- 
tective doctrine, that protection in connection with home competi- 
tion results, as in this instance, in giving cheaper rice to this country 
than we would have without it. It appears by this report of the 
Savannah Rice Association, as the following table will show, that 
from 1791 to 1830 the United States produced rice enough for its own 
consumption, and exported besides an average of 65,164,440 pounds 
per annum. 


The following table shows the export of rice from the United States, beginnin 
with 1791 and continuing by decades to 1830, inclusive: E 
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greatest possible cheapness in the prices of manufactured products. 

It was well said by a predecessor of mine upon this floor, (Hon. 

Richard Biddle,) that if we bought all our manufactures abroad and 

depended for a market for our K Seo FIR products upon a foreign 
e 


demand for them, our one sole chance for a profitable market abroad | s Home 
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poor and unremunerative market at home. A prosperous home in- 
ustry, such as has always existed under . tariff, insures 
us a prosperous home market for our agricultural products. 

The secret of nearly all the opposition to a protective tariff in this 
country is to be found in the deceptive, but logically false 3 
that the amount of duty levied on any foreign article imported adds 
that much to its cost; and that by parity of reasoning, if the duty 
were not levied on it, we should be able to get it that much cheaper. 
At first blush this theory seems logically correct, but experience 
proves the contrary to be the fact. The framers of this theory leave 
out of view the fact that foreign manufacturers, relieved from our 
home competition, would have the market all to themselves, and 
could charge whatever bene thought the market would bear. When 
the heavy duty on tea and coffee was taken off did it reduce the 
price of those articles in our market? Not one particle. To come 
nearer home, when the duty on quinine was taken off by the last 
Congress, was the cost of quinine to the consumer reduced? Did 
any consumer of that product in large or small quantities get his pre- 
scriptior: nlled cheaper after repeal than before? If so, the fact has 
never been made public. 

So, also, in reducing the tax on tobacco, the growth of which be- 
ing confined to a comparatively small areais practically a monopoly, 
did it cheapen the price of manufactured tobacco to the buyer? I de 
not use the weed myself, but I ask any one who does whether his 
cigars, or smoking-tobacco, or fine-cut, or plug is a whit cheaper to 
him now than before? The growers and the manufacturers, hav- 
ing no outside competition, got all the benefit of the repeal, and so 
the foreign manufacturer, relieved of our home competition, which 
is possible only under protection, takes to himself all the benefit of a 
repeal of a. duty that may haye been levied upon his products. 
This is clearly shown in the case of quinine; and all the benefit that 
resulted from a repeal of the duties on tea and coffee were appropri- 
ated by the countries producing them. If we were growers of tea 
and coffee and could grow them without estar the result might 
have been different, andif a protective duty were necessary to our 
production of them, the only result of a repeal of such a duty would 
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In the first of these years, the export was 75 per cent.; in the second, 31 per 
cent.; in the third, 40 per cent. of the production. With the year 1860 ended the 
first period of the American rice Eej which was distinctive, in the absence 
of the importation of foreign rice, in maximum home production, in low prices, 
and in exportation, which controlled the markets of foreign countries and made 
them large contributors to American prosperity and wealth. 

From 1820 to 1860 the census tables show usthat we grew an aver- 
age of over 200,000,000 pounds per annum, consumed an average an- 
nually of 72,000,000 pounds, and exported annually an average of 
130,000,000 pounds, Then the war came and destroyed the whole 
system of home production, and the States not in rebellion were com- 

lled to depend for rice exclusively on the foreign product. The 

‘ollowing table will show the status of American production and 
commerce in rice for this period: 


The crops of 1861, 1862, and 1863 were wholly lost to the Union. Hence the con- 

sumption in the Northern and Western States was limited to foreign rice, and ex- 

nec for these years from American ports was exclusively of foreign rice laid 
own in bond. Despite the of 1 
0 


pounds more than 
This period of the American rice industry is — ive as the period of maximum 


From this it will be seen that we imported and consumed about 
the same amount of rice as we had heretofore consumed of American 
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rice. Here the foreign producers had the market all to themselves. 
But now as to the prices. The duty prior to 1862 was 20 per cent. ad 
valorem, and from 1862 to 18651} cents a pound; it is now 23. From 
1861 to 1865 the prices of rice pe poundin the New York market were 
as follows, in the months of January and July of this period : 
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The prices from 1862 onward were war prices, peculiarly the result of armed con- 
flict between interdependent sections of the same country, one of which no longer 


prices limited only by the necessities of the consumers an 
to Under the condition of war rice becomes very an article 
hospital consumption. Hence, in the 9 when the armies of the United States 
were most numerous and most active the consumption of rice was the t. In 
1863 the consumption was 60,836,790 pounds; in 1864 it reached 98,059,44 
or only 3,735,585 pounds less than the whole consumption of the United 8 n 
1860, when they. were at peace. 

Note that in 1860, with home competition, the price ranged from 
27 to 34 cents per pound; that in 1862, with home competition shut out 
by the war and the duty only 20 per cent. ad valorem, the price rose 
to from 44% to 8} cents per pound; that in 1863 and 1864, with the dut 
increased from 20 per cent. to 1} cents per pound, the prices remained, 
except for Rangoon rice, at the same rates; and that in 1865 and 1866, 
with home production still so small as not to be competitive, the 
price still ranged as high as 14} cents a pound, and it remained at 
these high figures until the home production grew competitive, and 
then it at once went down, and is now, under a duty of 23 cents a 
pound, selling at about 44 cents a pound; and if the home produc- 
tion were at all equal to the home consumption the price would un- 
doubtedly go down to 3 cents a pound, the ante-war rate. Toshow 
that it has not yet reached that point, i subjoin the following table : 


supplied the other with a domestic, now ted by a fi ct com- 
pp supplan y ners and thet ability 
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Table showing domestic production, importation, exportation, and consumption of rice. 


The point to which I wish to call special attention here is that 
when home competition was destroyed prices went up from 200 to 300 
per cent., and that as soon as home competition became effective 
under a protective duty prices at once went down to nearly ante- 
war rates. Had it not been for this protective duty the cultivation 
ofrice in the South would have been impossible, and we should to-day 
be paying the enormous prices which grew up from the lack of home 
competition. Instead of 5 this high duty has, by ren- 
dering ä possible, brought prices down to the consumers 
of rice. e Savannah Rice Association, after citing these facts, 
pleads for a continuance of the present duty in this cogent way: 

This re imposed in time of war, but why may it not be continued in time 
2 peace? Goe or war it wae Couren e to ay) Kesi of the job Buste bn 

n ore! onopoly. in e peace remains a on a fore 
iuported commodity undionirianed in volume and tothe maintenance 
of the Government in undiminished amount, while it is a necessary prevention 
against the re-establishment of a foreign monopoly and a protection alike to the 
American producer and consumer. 

And its final conclusion is so terse and so convincing that I add 
it here as a protective-tariff argument from a thoroughly southern 
source: 

In conclusion, the facts relating to the American rice industry for the past six- 
e Dar go to prove that it is an example where taxation of a foreign product is 
sound policy if not the duty of the Government— 

First, for the prevention of monopoly in either the domestic or bay Pass -a 
8 to the advantage of the domestic consumer as well as of the 

Peconi, for the enco ent and permanent establishment at home of an 
industry ere yd afford food and hospital supplies in time of war, and so to 
promote national independence. 


Third, because protective taxation has been clearly educational to the domestic 
product, practically developing it from its infancy until it has reached the promise 
of such successf in reasonable time to become independent of 


ul permanence as 
protection. 

This, let me say here, is and always has been the argument ad- 
vanced by protectionists in the North, and I hail it as the true doc- 
trine coming to us from a new quarter. 

I may be excused from dwelling upon this rice matter because it 
is such a potent illustration of the protection ent, but I do so 
now only to call attention to another phase of the argument of the 

ntleman from South Carolina, He said in substance that it costs 

4 cents a pound to lay down American rice in the Charleston market; 
that foreign rice can be put down there for 24; therefore, as I under- 
stood him he favors a duty on rice of but 2 cents a pound, because 
that is the difference in the cost of production between the two, and 
would keep the price to the consumer so nicely balanced as to give 
no advan to the home producers. But sup „ as is warrant- 
ably supposable, that the foreign producers or shippers should, for 
the purpose of destroying our home competition, combine to put down 
the 5 product to 2 cents a pound and keep it there until they 
had driven out home competition? Such a combination, if main- 
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tained long enough, would undoubtedly have that result, and then 
they could reimburse themselves by a rise in prices. That such a com- 
bination is possible is, I think, demonstrable. I have heard that there 
is a combination among American distillers to export spirits to Eu- 
rope at a loss, dividing that loss among themselves for the purpose of 
keeping up the price at home as well as to make eventually a market 
abroad, and a similar combination among foreign rice shippers would 
be just as possible as this. But it will be argued if that were done, 
as soon as the market began to rise the American rice growers could 
come in and again raise rice as before. That is easily said, but men 
who have once abandoned an unprofitable industry and withdrawn 
their capital from it to other uses will be slow to again venture upon 
such an uncertain business, unless they are sure of the protection 
necessary to make it permanent. 

On this vay point I have an illustration, drawn from the experi- 
ence of one of my constituents who was tempted many years ago into 
investing his capital in the manufacture of soda ash. This is an 
article which enters largely into the manufacture of glass, one of the 
leading industries of Pittsburgh. He knew, as a chemist, that the 
raw material for the production of soda ash was lying all around 
him, cheap and almost asking to be used; yet Pittsburgh glass-makers 
were importing all they from England solely because there was 
then no other source of supply. Common salt, of which Pittsburgh 
produces an abundance, is the main ingredient in its manufacture, 
and coal for heat, to effect the chemical transformation into soda 
ash, was still more abundant. There seems to be no reason why, 
with the raw material at his hands, and a ready market for all he 
could make right at his door, he should not be able to build up a 
3 and safe 3 He put up his works and turned out 

‘or a year a good article, for which he found a steady home market, 
and succeeded so well that he made $14,000 on that year’s work. 

The investment promised to be so remunerative that other capi- 
talists were induced to go in with him, aid him in enlarging his fac- 
tory, and extending his business; but just at this time the British 
manufacturers, or their shipping agent acting for them, finding the 
Pittsburgh market slipping out of their hands, instructed their Pitts- 
burgh a to quote the language used to him, to“ put out the 
fires of Mr. Bennett's furnace.“ In other words, to undersell him 
down to a point at which he could not compete with the British 
manufacturers. The result was, as they persisted in even at a 
heavy loss to themselves, that Mr. Bennett was ruined. His invest- 
ment and that of his friends were swept away. The home sage tre 
tion thus removed, the British manufacturers had the market all to 
themselves, and they soon reimbursed themselves for what they had 
lost through increased prices. The rate of duty was then only 23 
per cent, ad valorem, which afforded no protection whatever. at 
was not only possible, but practicable, in that instance, is always 
practicable except in cases where the duty is so high as to 
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such competition ruinous to those who engage in it ; and on the plan 
proposed by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. AIKEN] of so 
nicely balancing duties as to bring up foreign wares to the cost of 
production here, this ruinous kind of competition would be prac- 
ticable as to be a constant temptation to its exercise. 

Even with protective duties there is occasionally an attempt at 
this ruinous kind of competition. The manufacture of steel is an in- 
stance. Prior to the establishment of the steel industry in this coun- 
try, and when England had a U of the steel market, the price 
of English steel in New York was 174 cents a pound. Since we have 
begun to make steel the price of English steel has been reduced, and 
the price now in Paris and other continental markets is 12} cents a 

and ; yet to-day, with the English and European price standing at 

2} cents a pound, the same quality of English steel can be bought 
in New York at 10}cents a pound. Thatis, the English makers pay 
the cost of t ortation, say 3 cent a pound, and the duty, 2 cents 
a pound and sell it at 10}, or 4} cents a pound less than they sell it 
in the European markets. To say that they can make it for this, we 
must conclude that they are reaping a profit of 4} cents a pound on 
their European trade. The other conclusion is that, for the pu 
of breaking down the American manufacturers, they are selling here 
at a heavy loss. Under either conclusion it is plain thatif our duty 
were removed the price would go up, not only to 12} cents a pound, 
the price the English makers now e e to 285 but above that, 
up even to the old rate of 174 cents, it being fairly deducible from 
the facts that the price now charged in European markets is limited 
by the ibility of American competition, which would follow at 
any higher rate. ‘ y yi 

High duties on steel, it will thus be seen, instead of increasing the 
price has reduced it; and the present prosperous state of American 
steel manufacture is due solely to protection, Without that pro- 
tection we should have no such manufacture, and without it we 
should to-day be paying for steel whatever price the English makers 
might choose to ask. ; 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HORR ] has shown conclusively 
that the same thing is true of salt. The price of salt has gone down 
under protection to a wey. low rate; 9 75 ppe a low sarih 8 

rice went up, as it would go up again, if the duty were re 

$ int ra beyond the present price of the domestic * 

ere we have tea, coffee, rice, steel, and salt, as illustrations that 
high duties do not increase the price, while low rates or no duties at 
all do increase the price; and to this I may add sugar. Under the 
Hawaiian treaty, sugar to the extent of 90,000,000 pounds comes in 
yearly from the wich Islands free. Yet sugar is no ore on 
the Pacific coast—which consumes all the free sugar 8 from 
the Sandwich Islands, free of duty—than sugar is on the Atlantic 
coast, where we pay a duty on it. The advantage of the difference 
between the two is reaped by the Sandwich Islands sugar grower, 
and not by consumers, and it is noted as a fact that some of the 
sugar refiners of San Francisco, after the treaty went into effect, 
transferred their capital and skill to the Sandwich Islands, finding 
it much more profitable to grow sugar there than to refine it in Cali- 
fornia. It is safe to say that, if it were not for the competition of 
the sugar wers of Louisiana, the same result would flow from a 
repeal of the duty on foreign sugars imported to the Atlantic sea- 
bo 


ard, > 

From this I deduce the theory that protective duties, backed up 
by home. competition, even y reduce prices below the prices 
that would be current if there were no protection. We thus not 
only secure to the people of this country reasonable prices for the 

roducts they consume, but build up home industry and create a 
ome market for agricultural products. 

In the discussion which has already taken place on this bill it has 
been denied that the laborer has received any benefit from the tariff; 
that his w. are no higher and his condition no better than it was 
twenty or forty years ago. In some remarks which I made in this 
House on the 29th of May, 1878, I had occasion to refer to this very 
matter in connection with the fact that the workin n is now pay- 
ing much more attention to the tariff question than he did forty years 
ago, and I cannot better answer the allegation I am here comment- 
ing on than by appending the following extract from the remarks 
then made: 


man of the worker, and a thin man as well. He has not been highly educated. 

it is true, and his thoughts may at times be too crude for the e professors o 

science and believers in philosophical rig 2 and abstractions; but he is the grad- 
from their stand-point nor 


ee of 1 1 21 workers, and he must not be j 
dealt with as they are dealt with. Forty years ago the workingmen of the country 
were comparatively ignorant. A visit to the furnace or iron- showed them liv 
y cabins; a house of two rooms, perhaps, but N Sera only 
the furniture was mean and scanty, the cooking- 
utensils few, and the whole miserable dwelling bore about it the air of constant 
privation and discomfort. Now, the Joonas, although still but poorly paid 
and compelled to look ahead with some feeli gor my Pata rng has risen toa 
eps ry His house is stiil a poor one, but he has learned to make it bear the 
look of comparative comfort. The floors are with some cheap material ; 
the house is clean; there are more rooms, more furniture, and more attention to 
rsonal comfort. There are books and papers, ines and pamphlets on the 
le; and altogether the advance is 3 to be noted and — 

Then they did not know enough to reason about 
fect them, and the mer who undertake to pass a tariff which does 


; now theydo. Tariffs af- 
not take them 


into the account are as th tless as the man who undertook to build a house 
without first counting the You cannot deal with these men as European 
eae a their workers or legislate upon their basis, because, in ad- 

ition to the different ge, evel intelligence which our workers possess, they have 
with that intelligence, w ver its degree may be, political power. 

Mr. RUSSELL obtained the floor. 

Mr. KELLEY. Ifthe gentleman from Massachusetts will yield, I 
will move that the committee rise. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. KELLEY. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BricGs having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, 
reported that the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. No. 2315) to pro- 
vide for the appointment of a commission to investigate the question 
of the tariff and internal-revenue laws, and had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was ted as follows: 

To Mr. PAUL, for four days, on account of sickness in his family; 

To Mr. CORNELL, indefinitely, on account of important business ; 

To Mr. ERMENTROUT, for ten days, on account of important busi- 


Ness ; 
To Mr. STOCKSLAGER, for ten days, on account of sickness in his 


y; an 3 

To Mr. WALTER A. Woop, indefinitely, on account of important 
business. 

INTERNAL BANKING ASSOCIATIONS. 

Mr. BERRY, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to have printed 
in the RECORD as a portion of the debates of this House some remarks 
upon the bill (H. R. No. 4167) to enable national banking associations 
to extend their corporate existence. [See Appendix.] 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
loping See when the Speaker signed the same: 


(H. R. No. 4449) granting pensions to Lucretia R. Garfield, 
Sarah Childress Polk, and Julia Gardner Tyler. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. PAGE of Cal- 
ifornia, Mr. Horr of Michigan, and Mr. MeLANR of Maryland as 
the conferees on the part of the House upon the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses upon the amendments of the House to the bill of the 
Senate No. 308 to authorize the construction of a bri across the 
Missouri River at the most accessible point within five miles above 
Saint Charles, Missouri. 

A COMMON MERIDIAN OF LONGITUDE. 

Mr. FLOWER. Lask unanimous consent at this time to present a 
memorial of 2,300 prominent citizens of the United States, headed by 
Professor Barnard, president of Columbia College, asking that Con- 
es er a joint resolution inviting the governments with which we 

ve diplomatic relations to appoint representatives to meet in con- 
vention in the city of Washington, at such time asmay be deemed best, 
for the purpose of agreeing on an 8 for adoption a com- 
mon meridian to be used as a stan of reference in the 
statement of terrestrial longitudes, &. I ask that the body of the 
petition be printed in the RECORD, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The petition is as follows: 

To the honorable the Senate and Hi i 
w ane Bou of puyera 5 

The und members of the American Meteorological Society, and other 
citizens, respectfully represent: 

That the diversity of the methods now in use for indicating, by means of geo- 

co-ordinates, the positions of points on the earth's surface, is a source of 
inconvenience, not only to hers and na rs, but to all who have 
occasion to make use of maps or or een ap ra. ks of reference ; 

That, since the wide extension of the system of railroad transportation, and of 
electrical communication, whereby the extreme limits of the civilized world are 
b ‘ht practically near together, the diversities of local times in use have intro- 
duced a new element of confusion into human affairs ; 

‘That these embarrassments and disadvantages arise from want of concert be 
tween different poe as to the meridians of reference from which longitades and 
systems of time-reckoning are deduced ; 

t these inconveniences admit of easy removal, by the adoption on the part 
of the leading nations of the earth of one common meridian to which to refer all 


terrestrial longitudes, and upon which to found a common system for the reckon- 
ing. of local time throughout the world; 

Chat. in the belief of the undersigned, such a uniformity of usages may be brought 
about $4 Beare instrumentality of an international conference between delegates ap- 
pointed by the * of the principal nations, to consider what meridian of 
reference is best adapted to subserve the purposes of geography, navigation, and 
the general convenience of mankind, and to report the result of their deliberations 
to their several governments for their tance and ratification. 

The prayer of your memorialists, therefore, is that the President of the United 
States be authorized and requested, by joint resolution of the two Houses of Con- 
gress, to extend to the governments of all states in diplomatic relations with our 
an = f to sheet alegita oe — in the ay of er at 
such time as he may think fit to gna or the p 0 on rêo- 

to be At ear ake f 


local time-reck- 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
» Mr. KELLEY. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr, ROBINSON, of Massachusetts in the 
chair. 


TARIFF COMMISSON. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and will resume the consideration of the bill (H. 
R. No. 2315) to provide for the appointment of a commission to investi- 
gate the question of the tariff and internal-revenue laws, upon which 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RUSSELL] is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, the tariff-commission bill, as re- 
ported from the Ways and Means Committee, and now under consid- 
eration, provides that the President shall select and appoint nine 
citizens of the United States, from civil life, to constitute a commis- 
sion whose duties shall be to investigate our tariff and revenue laws 
as they relate to duties on imports, and that their proceedings shall 
be reported to Congress as its guide for future legislation. I cores 
this measure in the committee on the ground that it was the duty of 
the Ways and Means Committee at the present session of Congress to 
enter into a general revision of the laws, believing that earlier 
conclusions could be reached by suchacourse. The committee could 
have drawn upon the same sources of information, made as thorough 
and intelligent investigation of the ep Se as a commission, and on 
completion of their bit ya Ses to by the committee, it would have 
been so fully understood by them as to greatly facilitate the passage 
of a bill when reported to the House, 

In admitting the necessity for early sorio as I do, I am not moved 
by the considerations urged by some, that the industrial interests of 
the country are suffering for want of marked changes in our tariff 
laws, for such is not the case. The busy hum of industry was never 
more manifest than now. The farmer, the mechanic, and those en- 
gaged in professional pursuits are not without occupation, and find 
ample reward for their labor, The country as a whole was never 
more p rous. 

But while the discussion and support of t economic questions are 
too often determined by considerations party, licy rather than by 
the real merit of the issues involved, and the public mind, from recent 
a 8 of the tariff, is impressed that a revision should be made, 
I believe the tariff should be taken up, reviewed, and disposed of so 
that there may be on this question stability of law for some years 
to come. The business of the country is always sensitive to and 
alarmed at any contemplated changes in laws touching any of the 
great economic questions, and no Jaws are more widespread in their 
effect upon business than those on the tariff, bosing as they do di- 
rectly upon our manufactures and our foreign and domestic trade. 
Business enterprises now established will be confined within their 
present limits, and new ones delayed until this question has been 
passed upon and settled by Con 2 

It is for this reason that I 93 action on the tariff, but your 
Ways and Means Committee in reporting this bill have vi y, 80 
far as they are concerned, delegated the whole matter to the com- 
mission. Itherefore shall yote forthe commission bill in the House 
as the now speediest way of reaching a result. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask now the attention of the House while I sub- 
mit a few remarks on the general subject of the tariff, although I 
cannot expect to enlighten its members upon this much- debated ques- 
tion, the ground has now been so thoroughly traversed. But I desire to 
put on record my observations, coming to me through a long experi- 
ence with business, workmen, and work, both as employer and em- 

loyé. The people whom I directly represent are, I think, more 

argely engaged in the manufacture of textile fabrics than the people 

of any other ct in the country, and therefore have a vital interest 
in your action. 

There is a variety of views in regard to the manner in which a 
revenue should be raised for the support of the Government. Some 
believe, and their policy has advocates on this floor, that our system 
of levying imposts upon foreign goods to raise revenue is a meong 
one; that our custom-houses never should have been established, 
but the revenue raised by direct taxation upon property. These, 
however, hardly expect to bring about at this late day such a revolu- 
tion in our affairs. The struggle, therefore, that is going on with the 
great body of our people is with the question, S the tariff be ad- 
1 so as to protect and promote industries here; or shall we be 

eft to compete even-handed with all the world, and duties be im- 
posed only upon articles of luxury, and such as are not, from our 
climatic conditions or our want of facilities, produced here? 

Whether the founders of our present system of raising the revenue 
foresaw the t moral, Baer A and material benefits which it has 
worked out for us or not, they are certainly the authors of the prin- 
ciple which has so far 7 us. The text is set forth in the pre- 


amble to the first law, passed July 4, 1789, which reads: 

‘Whereas it is necessary for the support of Government, for the of the 
debts of the United States, and the encouragement and protection of tures, 
that duties be laid on pits x Sedge pio acum ba — ia 


The next year in another law this principle was reiterated in a 
preamble, as follows: 

An act for a duty on wares, and merchandise im: 
United 8 goods, wares, and merchan 


into the 
so imported. 


for the di f the debts of the United States and th t and 
e — a Be e debts of the es e encouragemen 

Our pursuits at that time were chiefly agricultural and commercial. 
Our early efforts to establish . retarded and finally 
destroyed by the repressive legislation of the mother country and by 


the after devastation of war. Without the protective features of 
the tariff if manufacturing had been re-established at all it would 
have been in competition with Europe and European prices for labor. 
The only advantage to us, the transportation from shore to sho: 
would have been more than counterbalanced by their long-establis 
business. The progress of manufactures here, if they had crept in at 
all under such circumstances, would have been gradual, and the rate 
of compensation for labor, and the condition of our workmen kept on 
the same level as then existed and now exists in European countries. 

As I have said, whether our early legislators understood that the 
law then made would work out for us such grand and noble results 
or not, we find ourselves to-day as a nation in material prosperity 
and a condition of social life among all classes far in advance of any 
other people—the envy of the whole world. Are we then toabandon 
the policy which has achieved for our people such beneficial results 
on the simple declaration (without any tests to prove it) that we 
would have been as well off under a system of free trade? This doc- 
trine, though lashed to a great political party as an issue, will hardly 
induce the people to reverse a policy so successful in its results. 

THE TARIFF A POLITICAL ISSUE. 

As I have suggested, the tariff question is made a political issue. 
All the arguments for free trade, or its equivalent, a tariff for reve- 
nue only, that come to us in the ReEcorpD from the other end of the 
Capitol are from Democrats, and those for protection from Repub- 
licans. With afew exceptions (those gentlemen who represent manu- 
facturing districts on this floor) the other side of this House supports 
a tariff for revenue only. The two parties in the last Presidential 
campaign declared, one for a tariff for protection and revenue, and 
the other for a tariff for revenue only. 

The Democratic party, which claims to espouse the cause of the 
working classes, occupies a strange position on this question. It can 
be accounted for in no other way than from the fact that the 50 
lican party has from its birth, as well as its predecessor, the Whig 
party, pronounced for eee, and having tenaciously held this 
ground, has left the other party no alternative but to declare asa 
party issue for anti-protection. 

A TARIFF FOR REVENUE OXLY. 
This term is ambiguous and misleading—an ingenious one for its 
5 It is interpreted in sections inclined to free trade to mean free 
e, and in sections inclined to protection (and there a dangerous 
doctrine for party success) it is claimed that it has in it elements of 
protection. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. Coke] in his recent speech, after 
paying a high compumeny to the superiority of our workmen and 
machinery, says, Can it be possible that this people thus conditioned 
need more eons than a strictly revenue tariff will give to pre- 
serve their home market and their home manufactures?” How de- 
ceptive! There is no protection in a strictly revenne tariff—that is, 
to an American manufacture; for if a revenue is to be derived from 
an imported article it must be imported, which certainly involves 
its manufacture elsewhere, and the rate of duty must be so fixed as 
to invite its importation. Therefore a tariff cannot be adjusted on 
a single article to serve the double purpose of revenue and protec- 
tion. It must either be at a point to check importation and thus 
protect, or it must be at a point low enough to admit importation 
and thus produce arevenue. That is, when fixed at a revenue point 
it ceases to protect, and when fixed at a protective point it ceases to 
yield a revenue. 

A TARIFF FOR REVENUE AND PROTECTION. 

A tariff for revenue and protection requires the division of articles 
of import into two classes, one for revenue and one for protection, ad- 
justing the duty upon the various articles of merchandise we have 
facilities to and desire to manufacture here to the protective point, 
or to that point that will enable our manufacturers to pay American 
wages and compete with the foreign manufacturer with foreign 
wages; and selecting such articles of necessity or luxury as cannot 
well be produced here, npon which to impose a duty for revenue. 

A protective tariff not only involves the manufacture of the neces- 
saries of civilized life in our own country, by our own citizens, but 
makes it possible, through higher wa; to maintain our working 
classes on a higher plane of civilization than is enjoyed by any other 
people. This is the principle involved in a protective tariff—nothing 
more, nothing less. 

It is neither necessary nor politic to fix a 3 tariff so high 
as to encourage combinations for unreasonable profits, although we 
have passed that period in the history of this country when such 
combinations can exist. Our industries are too wide-spread, capital 
is too eager for investment, skill and enterprise too ready, to permit 
for any length of time unreasonable profits. In fact, an over-high 
tariff would bring about an unhealthy competition among ourselves. 
No wise protectionist asks it. 

FREE TRADE TAUGHT IN COLLEGES. 

The principle of free trade is maintained and taught in many ot our 
colleges on the so-called broad philanthropic ground that legislation 
should embrace within its care the whole world. Its theory is that 


JARJA > he r i ee eee 
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there should be no artificial barrier erected between one country and 
another to preventa free interchange of products, cereal, raw or man- 
ufactured ; that all people should stand or fall, unaided by legislation 
upon their natural advantages and resources, Such freedom would 
be exceptional, rather than general. Our whole system of life, 
whether it relates to social life or business affairs, is one of barriers. 
Free-trade would be as disastrous to our business affairs as free-love 
to our social life. Treaties and armaments are necessary to protect 
the nation from the encroachments of other nations. Our national, 
State, and municipal laws prescribe rules for the regulation of prop- 
erty and many phases of social life; and shall we shrink from regu- 
lating by law our commercial dealings with other nations? 

This doctrine seems to a casual observer a fair one, but history and 
our own observations show that it is a theory not profitable in prac- 
tice. Diversified interests, agricultural and manufacturing com- 
bined, lead the people in any country to the highest type of civiliza- 
tion. The old countries of the world, those with the simpler and 
fewer occupations, rank lowest in civilization. A people following 
single pursuits are cramped in their views and actions. Our own 
thinly-populated States or sections of ounte e without the best 
facilities for the highest development of mankind. The country vil- 
lage, with its schools, churches, lyce and Korane den ney better 
privileges for education; and cities, with all their attendant evils, 
offer peculiar advantages for the interchange of thought, for rivalry, 
for high attainment. The farming sections of the country, if con- 
fined exclusively to the cultivation of the soil, must necessarily be 
thinly populated and the opportunity for social intercourse and edu- 
cational advantages somewhat limited. 

Under a free-trade system we should have been confined princi- 
pal to agriculture; manufactures could never haveobtained a foot- 

old and made such progress and the scale of prices been maintained 
for wage labor iu this somi Now, manufacturing enterprises are 
spreading South, East, and West, improving our water powers, con- 
suming our raw material, and adding wealth to the country. The 
two, agriculture and manufacturing, are helpmeets. The farmer finds 
a home market for his products and the manufacturer a market for 
his, each receiving in return the highest ible reward for his labor. 

Therefore, if we so legislate as to combat the collegiate theory, im- 
prove the condition of our own people and those who seek refuge 

ere, we maintain our tion as pioneers in a system that elevates 
the race, rather than follow the example of the older countries of 
the world which have kept their subjects in poverty and ignorance. 


DOES THE TARIFF PROTECT LABOR OR CAPITAL? 


It is charged that a tariff for protection is to protect capital or the 
manufacturer and not the laborer. Is this true? Capital is but 
accumulated labor, and when labor has taken the form of capital it 
needs no protection. It is free to find its own channel of usefulness. 

The opportunities, thrift, and prudence of our people have now 
accumulated such an abundance of capital as to force the rate of in- 
terest here nearly as low as at any ober point in the world, and cap- 
ital to-day in this country would find sufficient inducement for invest- 
ment in manufacturjng under a system of free trade, were it not for 
the question of higher wages paid to our working classes. This is 
clearly demonstrated by the fact that foreign capital, though free to 
invest in American manufactures, has not to any extent done so. For- 
eign capital invests in our government, State, and municipal bonds 
and our railroads, but not in our mills. It is the foreign laborer 
that seeks our shores that he may better his condition, for it is for no 
other reason that people in large numbers will leave their native 
land and kindred. From the report of the Bureau of Statistics it 
appears that the number of immigrants arrived in the United States 
during the calendar year 1881 was 720,045, being much r than 
duiing any preceding year. It exceeded the 8 of the State 
of Connecticut by 97,345, the population of Maine by 71,109, the 
5 of Nebraska Pe 267,643, the population of Vermont by 

„759, the population of New Hampshire by 373,054, the population 
of West virgis by 101,588, and the population of Rhode Island by 
443,514; and it was less by only 127,417 than the aggregate popula- 
tion of the States of Colorado, Delaware, Florida, Nevada, and Ore- 

on. It also exceeded by 113,226 the aggregate population of all 

he Territories of the United States, exclusive of the District of 
Columbia. Such a tide of immigration from all nationalities, em- 
bracing common and skilled laborers as well as farmers, is the best 
argument or speech that can be made in favor of our system of pro- 
tection, whether in relation to manufacturing or farming. 

Capital is an important factor in the development of our resources, 
whether it be in farming, manufacturing, or mining; but as capital, 
or wealth, it is the representative of labor. A very small percent- 
age of it is the native product of the earth; not over 10 per cent. 
is raw material, whether it comes from the forest or the earth. The 
other 90 per cent. is the human power, bone and muscle used in 
mng and fashioning this raw material into forms for use, whether 
for building houses, implements for agriculture, ships, or clothing, or 
food, or what not. Hence, if you are protecting any farming, me- 
chanical, or mining enterprise at all, you are in some form protect- 
1 The advocates of free trade cannot gainsay this fact. 

ost of our manufacturing establishments are built and operated 
by incorporated capital, a union of the savings of the many. With- 
out such combinations of capital our manufacturing development 
would have been limited. e advocates of free trade, in discussing 


the tariff issue, assail these corporations and try to arouse public pre- 
judice against them. 
The Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. WILLIAMS,] in a recent speech, 


said “The t mone: corporations are rapidly absorbing all 
the wealth of the nation.” I have from official sources a statement 
showing that ay of the leading corporations in Lowell, Lawrence, 
Chicopee, and Salem, Massachusetts; Manchester, Nashua, and New- 
market, New Hampshire ; Lewiston and other points in Maine, repre- 
senting a capital of $50,000,000 engaged in manufacturing the vari- 
ous grades of cotton and woolen fabrics, have paid to their stock- 
holders in the last five years an average dividend of alittle less than 
7 per cent. per annum oniy: 

r dividends were formerly realized, but sharper competition 
has reduced their earnings. Manufacturing capital is subject not 
only to revolutions in business but to floods and fire, e divi- 
dends thus paid exceed but very little the interest paid for the same 
time on guaranteed capital. e operatives employed by these cor- 
porations have received on their deposits in the savings banks dur- 
ing the same time, without the risk of business, about 6 per cent. 

o cost of American manufactured goods is not only enhanced by 
the extra wages paid to the workmen in manufacturing the same, 
but it costs twice as much to build a mill in America as it does to 
build a like mill in England, our principal competitor in textile 
fabrics. A millis built here by Pace labor. The value of the 
raw material, the lumber in the forest, ore in the earth, and clay for 


bricks is less than 10 per cent. of the total cost. More than 90 per 
cent. is in labor. 

The following tables show the comparative rates paid American 
and English laborers in erecting mills: 


American. Per week. 
$7 00 to $9 00 
12 00 to 18 00 
9 00 to 15 00 
10 00 to 18 00 
10 00 to 15 00 
12 00 to 16 00 
10 00 to 15 00 
12 00 to 18 00 
10 00 to 15 00 
12 00 to 18 00 
12 00 to 18 00 
English. Per week. 
$5 82 
9 25 
8 70 
7 80 
9 00 
8 90 
972 
— 9 00 
Seas z 9 72 
Granite-workers........... — 8 00 
cb 7 00 to 10 00 


I also print letters of the Conant Thread Company, Clark Thread 
Company, and J. & P. Coates, who are familiar with the cost of mills 
in both countries and with the cost of labor in operating them, to 
substantiate this fact: 
OFFICE or THE CONANT THREAD COMPAXY, 
Pawtucket, Rhode Island, January 19, 1882. 
In reply to yours of the 18th, we can err the best data we can obtain. 


the cost of bı and equi, a cotton factory in New England, as com 
with the cost of a by bag — in Lancashire or Scotland, is howl geen double, 
or, to give a few figures, a new fire-proof brick stracture, hed with steam- 


P 
wer and all necessary adjuncts, in shape of store-houses and accessories, contain- 
50,000 to 80,000 spindles, spinning, with all prepared machinery complete for 
spinning, 60s. to 120s. yarns, land ‘and Ai, can be tarnished in Lancashire to-day for 
twenty-two to twenty-four shillings per spindle, 

In Rhode Island the same will cost $12 to $15 per spindle. 

Trusting this will be satisfactory, we remain, 

Yours, traly, 
CONANT THREAD COMPANY, 
H. CONANT, Treasurer. 


CLARK THREAD COMPANY, NEWARK, N. J., 
January 25, 1882. 
DEAR SIR: As requested, we herewith send you a list of es paid the workers 
— 3 & Go.', Paisley, Scotland, call the wages paid tha ane 
ewark, N. J.: 


same class of workers 


Girls: Per week. Per week. 
S ˙ A T $3 50 to $3 75 $7 00 to $9 00 
FCC 3 50 to 3 75 7 50 to 8 50 
Cop-winders 3 50 to 3 75 7 50 to 8 50 
ß5ßé6‘‚WçM . 8 2 25 to 2 50 5 00 to 6 M 
CCCP VVT 1 50 to 175 3 00 to 3 00 
Paban oiana „ 125 to — 2 50 to 2 50 

en: 
ee T N 7 00 to 7 50 16 50 to 18 00 
C/ ˙ — . 7 00 to 7 50 16 50 to 18 00 
Dyers 7 00 to 7 00 15 00 to 15 00 
Bleachers 6 50to 6 50 13 50 to 13 50 
RWK 6 00 to 6 00 12 00 to 13 00 


The above is, to the best of my knowledge, correct. 
P. S—Erec a fac , including buildings and machinery, in Newark will 
ang — — in Paisley. 8 


cost 80 to 85 per cent. more 
Yours, respectfully, CLARK THREAD COMPANY, 
WILLIAM CLARK, 


1882. 
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PAWTUCKET, RHODE ISLAND, February 2, 1882. 


Dear Sm: I have to acknowledge receipt of ee er 

tories here Latah ek to nand you com vo rates 33 
es 

it being im Aoa a T oE onr goode with ee class 

0 p. e average: 

$3 a week, whreas here ie averages $1.50 per omembe the difference fa 

the time run een two countries ected from the rates paid 


make the com more correct.) ie fs dodnoted from the rates paid hee — 
but the great bulk of those we employ are females. Wn ese obtign’ to psy: 


wages, as we have to employ help to the best class —— 
ing and other r highly — departments of labor. nless we doso, we our help 

unwilling to sa r mia steadily, ject to — strict disc’ necessary to 
produce our quality of These to Scotland as well as here, 


where our e eaaa proves the help to Ve quibe ae t and able to attend to 
as many mac or spindles. 


Tne e eee ce in wages between the two countries affects the prices of 
the various descriptions of suppl 5 — ratio, 


and eee .. of the 

average rate of interest. is laid a our furnaces there for 3s. per ton, 

eee 16 = ada for g 
th the automatic stoker, and ves as good ts as the used here, whic 


. e The power 
aa IE DA DoE ON SIE ape pola eee are less than one- 
third of w we 


To the best of my judgment and experience, a factory would cost fully twice as 


much to build here as in 
I deduct from the paid here an amount corresponding to the difference of 

Saes ee tink the tote in the two countries. 
the information I hg sufficiently covers the ground, as it repre- 

senta tho gront maas of onr empl 10 8 
am yours, very respec! 
JAMES COATES, 

Of J. & P. Coates. 


36 59 $3 40 $3 19 
5 69 2 55 314 
437 194 2 43 
2 63 1 52 11i 
T88 3 52 4 36 
725 2 80 445 
7 80 3 04 492 
9 84 6 32 3 52 
11 81 5 10 6 71 
5 25 243 2 82 
13 13 7 94 519 
10 66 5 83 4 83 


I venture to say that there is not a man or corporation. who could 
erect a mill at the English cost, purchase the raw material and em- 


ploy labor at foreign prices but would, viewing this strictly from a 
material stand-point, independent o of the higher benefits derived from 
it, scorn the 3 of protection. Approachiug this question 
from any stand-point you will tind that the compensation or reward 
for labor is the Sery of contention between the free-trader and the 
protectionist. Eliminate that and there is no contest between us. 

I insert tables obtained from consular reports, Tont ea E IEA paid 
in different countries for labor and the retail prices for the principal 
necessaries of life: 


Statement showing retail prices of necessaries of life in the several countries, compiled from consular reports, and compared with prices in New York. 


New York. 


Germany. 


Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. 
3to7 4 to 4to 41 
5 7 to 3to 4 
22 30 22 12to 16 
14 18 15 Sto 8 
20 30 264 14 to 16 
13 18 18 8to 12 
—— 18 8 to 10 
14 18 22 lto 12 
20 7 20 to 24 
— AN 17 9 to 10 
14 18 22 12 to 14 
2 25 l4to 16 
17 18 16 8 to 10 
17 20 15 8 to 10 
er 12 16 8 to 10 
22 8 to 
8 8 to 
+ ee RR 8to 
141 245 10 to 
37% A pals A 6 to 
22 25 to 
24 12 to 
50 $1 40 to 


z a 8 
— 
Occupations. E F i 5 3 United States. 
2 AA 
Agricul 2 
Men, without board or lodging JJ $315 $2 87 $3 50 $3 60 
Men, and 1 36 148 180 2 60 
Women, without board or 110 1 08 155 180 
Women, with board and S 75 60 115 
House-building trades: 
Brickla: 86 00 |.......... 400 3 60 3 45 8 12 | $12 00 to 815 00 
5 40 St 5 42 400 418 825 9 00 to 12 00 
F 3 65 3 95 7 25 10 00 to 14 00 
6 00 445 5 00 4 30 4 00 8 10 12 00 to 18 00 
426 15 490 3 92 4 60 7 25 10 00 to 16 00 
N 3 80 435 8 10 10 00 to 15 00 
S 5 50 3 60 3 90 7 75 12 00 to 18 00 
ES Kc 400 3 90 7 90 10 00 to 15 00 
425 5 55 3 50 8 90 6 50 5 00 to 8 00 
3 90 5 45 3 55 3 94 8 12 10 00 to 14 00 
3 72 485 3 82 3 90 7 83 12 00 to 18 00 
4 20 3 20 5 49 7 40 10 00 to 14 00 
4 50 5 42 3 85 4 20 7 23 8 00 to 12 00 
8 6 00 3 97 495 7 70 9 00 to 13 00 
410 7 00 3 30 4 35 7 30 12 00 to 16 00 
3 85 3 30 3 90 7 40 12 00 to 16 00 
3 85 463 4 00 3 90 800] 10 00to 13 00 
1 400 4 00 972| 15 00to 25 00 
3 85 5 40 3 25 3 50 7 20| 12 00 to 18 00 
400 3 30 495 7 50 10 00 to 15 00 
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ARE FARMERS PROTECTED! 

tleman from New York, [Mr. Cox,] in a speech made in 
this House in the last Co (a copy e ust put into 
my hands, ) undertakes to show by computation that of the 15,000,000 
of the working class in this 5 700,000 are taxed by the tariff 
provisions for the benefit of the 3, „000 engaged in manufacturing 
and mining. I insert his table: 


Table showing number of persons ue in the various classes of voca- 


The 


Vocation. Percent. mente ae 
4 18825 
9| 135.000 
22 3, 300, 000 


This reduced to terms of tariff means that the protected workers are 3,300,000 ; 
unprotected workers, 11,700,000. 

In the first place, the 47 per cent. of the whole working Reape 
tion, the f ng class, which he puts with the unprotected, is in 
fact directly and highly protected. 

Ars the farmers not protected? Can the farmers want free trade? 
All their products have protection. 

xcept for b; u ,) 20 cent.; bacon, 
ivi pf — 8 — 1 e Dot cent.; butter, — 
; hay, 20 per cent. ; 
bushel, 15 cents ; 


20 per cent. ; wheat, per bushel, 20 cents ; wool, 
m. 


To be specific, we would not fear a competition in breadstuffs and 
other agricultural products other than from Canada, though we are 
now importing potatoes from Ireland and cabbages from y; 
but Canada, lying along our border and convenient to our market, 
with cheaper labor, would materially affect our farmers, 

There was imported in 1881, principally from C farm prod- 
ucts to the value of $16,634,498.55, paying a revenue of 84, 419,748.97. 
The following table shows how distributed: 


Products. Value. Duty. 
A 

Esttlosse $384, 068 59 $76, 813 30 
Hog «“ 8, 834 22 766 84 
a N E A 2, 520, 692 80 504, 138 54 
eeb·U·ꝑ³4õ«õõõẽ. 972, 396 38 194, 479 23 
ATL AAS cases ea tasmaswecansataunascuersts=s0) 86, 833 94 7, 366 78 
Total animal products 8, 917, 93 783, 564 69 
56 325, 207 46 
88 9, 507 13 
84 146, 214 81 
11 393, 126 40 
2³ 2, 762, 128 48 
4,419, 748 97 


Those engaged in the professions and personal service, trade and 
transportation, the gentleman puts down asthe unprotected class. If 
there are any adyantages to the manufacturing, mechanical, and 
mining classes in protection, those in the professions and trades must 
certainly share that advantage. These are the necessary adjuncts, 


supported by the farming and mechanical classes, and they are di- 
rectly affected by their prosperity or adversity. But divide this 
4,650,000 engag: 


in incidental service 3 between the 
agricultural and mining industries, and you have engaged in agri- 
culture andits attendant services 10,300,000, leaving 4,700,000 engaged 
in the manufacturing, mechanical, mining, and their attendant occu- 

ations. We have, chen, 50,000,000 po ulation, in which the work- 
ing classes and those engaged in professions and occupations are 
represented in the following Ba tape in round numbers, say 
17,000,000 supported by manufacturing, mining, and attendant vo- 
cations, and 33,000,000 supported by agriculture and its attendant 
vocations. In this calculation I am more than fair, for I doubt if 
there is connected with the agricultural interests so ay a percent- 

e of persons engaged in personal services as I have allowed. 
0 one contends that this aa of 17,000,000, (equal to our 
entire population in 1840,) or at least but a small portion of it, would 
have been American citizens to-day if we had lived under a free- 
trade system. They BDY have lived elsewhere and been consumers, 
but not in America. None of these are producers as we are treat- 
ing this question, but all are paas of the farmers, 8 on 
wer for their food, clothing, fuel, and the material for building their 

mes. 

The great metropolis of New York, the very hot-bed of freetrad- 
ism, the money source for promulgating the Cobden Club doctrines, 
largely occupied in dealing in foreign commodities, would still flour- 
ish. But the extension of our foreign trade and importation cen- 
tralizes wealth and population in our seaboard cities, and does little 
toward the best development of the interior sections of the country, 


. — + 

y manufacture with culture.) The many small manu- 
Lew, crea growing de this city of New York, giving em- 
ployment to a large number of mechanics and skilled laborers, will 


soon change the sentiment, and in time perhaps leaven the whole 


lump. 
The marvelous increase in the leading 5 produets in the 
last decade are shown in the following table: 


407, 859, 033 
478, 103, 573 
The total cereal productions for the last four decades are— 


Wheat, corn, and oats. Bushels. 
1850 .. «+» 867, 453, 967 
1800 1. 239, 039, 947 
1870 - 1, 387, 299, 153 
C EE RAAR EE ET E PA DIRIA TA S SAE 697, 962, 456 


With an increase of bút 29 per cent. in 8 in the last de- 
cade, these cereal products have doubled. proportionate increase 
is accomplished mainly by improved implements and modes of per- 
formin labor. 
The increase in sheep, EaR er other farm products is even more 
8 


striking. I append a table showing the progress of the sheep and 
wool-growing industry: 
Year. | Sheep. Wool. 
| ‘ounds. 
.. oy iwaaeest seas 471,275 | 60, 264, 913 
T7777. E O E E 28, 477, 951 | 100, 102, 387 
R E A T E N 1, 389 , 684, 834 


As shown in the eighth, ninth, and tenth censuses, from which these 
figures are taken, there been a steady but rapid increase in the 
number of sheep and the wool-clip. The high tariff has had much 
to do with the thrift in this branch of industry, and has been of im- 
mense importance and advan to the farmers. Sheep-raising is 
not confined to any one section of the country ; all the States partici- 

ate in it, ranging in the census year from 17211 sheep in Rhode 
sland to 4,902,486 in Ohio; Indiana has 1,100,511, Kentucky 1,000,269, 
Michi 2,189,389, North Carolina 461,638, and so on. 

We find in these figures no argument against the protective features 
of the tariff as it relates to agriculture. ere is no evidence in them 
that it is a burdened industry; checked somewhat between 1860 and 
1870, during the rebellion, but showing a wonderful increase during 


the last decade. 
SHOULD THE SOUTH WANT FREE TRADE? 

Take the South, more purely agricultural. Her cotton crop in 
1870 was 4,352,317 bales ; in 1880, 6,600,000 bales, the largest crop ever 
raised in any one year. Free labor may have aided in this result, 
but the fact that labor there now is better paid adds another argu- 
ment to support our theory. 

We find in this reasons why men on this floor who represent the 
agricultural sections of the country, who have heretofore given en- 
couragement and strength to the free-trade party, are now coming 
one by one to support the protective tariff principle. The South, 
heretofore the most clamorous for free trade, is now in sections where 
manufacturing is creeping in, hesitating, and will soon fall into line. 
In fact, in some of the agricultural sections of the South, light is 
dawning. Itake pleasure in quoting fromthe h of Colonel John 
Scriven, of Georgia, delivered at the recent tariff convention in New 
York. He says: 

We of the South have observed the deur of the growth of the North, and 
let me say to 1 7 all candor that despite defeat, despite humiliation, (it matters 
not whether it be deserved or not,) we are proud now to join you in the glory of 
your country. I believe, fellow-citizens, in common with many of my W Aas 
men in the South, that these great results, these enormous evidences of your 
22 and welfare, are due to the high, conservative principles which you 


ave announced in this convention. We would follow, humby though it be, in 
the shadows that you leave behind you. 


Let them fall from some northern sun 
Upon the climes from which I come. 

Colonel Robert Beverly, of Fauquier County, Virginia, who isa 
large farmer, in a communication recently made to the Religious 
Herald, expressed the following sentiments : 

What Virginia wants most is manufactures. Never let a ton of iron ore, a foot 
of timber, a pound of wool or cotton or tobacco, or a bushel of wheat leave her 
borders until it is manufactured, and her home people supplied. Move people 
here to work these mac and not send the raw Material, to Pennsylvania or 
New England or Old En; 
enormons rate of freight 


Pennsylvania and Delaware for manufacture. 

folly? Our season has been unpropitious, it is true: but it has been equally so all 
over the United States. But the trouble is our people are not making the most of 
their productions and country and climate—the tinest that God ever gave to man. 


ement in some sections along all the various railroads, in founderies 
and manufactories starting and many new railroads -—all indicating a great 


her ers. TTTTCCCT See Soe 

south-side and tide-water V at home; also agricultural impl. horse- 
shoes, K., thus building up e towns and villages —— and our 
money at home! Then we could stand droughts better nobod wanta 
political office, and k tion would be ; and w Providence 
smiled on us with His next propitious season we wi forget we had a drought 
and a frost in 1881, and would be a happier and more prosperous people. 


The Richmond Dispatch, one of the ablest Conservative papers in 
the South, comments on this as follows: 
From what we have been able to observe, ae — 41 ine South now hold to 
s e 


free-trade d es. ence amoun 80 far as the 
rest of the world is concerned; indeed 1 unto death 
ofit. The there under the name of fair trade tes how utterly Cob- 
den and his fellow-prophets have failed in their We in the South are 


st beginning the world in manufactures, but 
We have at —— all the raw materials n. 


coun’ 


fact that what made such industries 
the same effect in the South; hence want our 
anid lately to scorn the old frow4rede notans thas 

Pennsylvania looks with no jealous i e the iron and coal regions 
of the South, and the North is joining hands and capital with T- 
gia to build mills and improve her water power, aiding her to con- 
sume her raw material. 

The South has heretofore depended upon the North for her manu- 
factured cotton 9 boied she now finds that she has some climatic 
advantages. She can both grow and spin her cotton. Gunny-bag- 

ing, used for pang Ores hp heretofore im or manufactured 
at the North, is now being made at the South also. Several mills are 
already established there, employing the people and saving transpor- 
tation. The raw material, jute an 5 butts, is imported direct]: 
from India to the southern ports. Upon this raw material there 
a duty in the interest of the hemp-growers of the Southwest and 
West. The South in many ways, though somewhat slowly, is im- 
proving opportunities that always have been within her reach. 

Yet in some portions of the South they are restless under what they 
call a system for the benefit of a section. The country’s prosperity 
and greatness is national, not sectional. Ifthe North is prosperous 
the South is also j it is a natural consequence, 

North Carolina’s Senator | Mr, VANCE] would have free trade. His 
instructors, Adam Smith, John Stuart Mill, Fawcett, Wells, &c., teach 
him that a country cannot get rich trading with itself. The object 
lesson which this country affords must shake the faith of any who 
have entertained these views—growing rapidly in wealth, as we are, 
and never so fast as when we most nearly supply our own wants by 
our own people. 

A nation’s greatness depends first upon the breadth of its bound- 
aries, the fertility of its soil, and its mineral deposits, and second, 
but not least, upon the willingness of its people to improve the fa- 
cilities they have. No nation has variety of climate to furnish all 
the needs and luxuries of modern life, so we are in ameasure depend- 
ent upon each other. But those people that have the most possi- 
bilities and improve them will lead in richness and greatness, and 
protective America leads the van to-day. It is not enough to say that 
our natural advantages, climate, and soil have done all this. The 
Indian tribes had these. Their primitive living would never have 
res to wealth or greatness, neither would the single pursuit of the 

armer. 

It is true our natural resources are assed; we have exten- 
sive and cheap arable lands, with they e our forests and 
deposits of gold, silver, copper, iron, coal, and other minerals are of 
superior quality and in abundance, But with all these England, 
France, Italy, Germany, Belgium, Asia, and Africa would have con- 
trolled prices for labor here for all time without the intervention of our 
Government with protective tariff laws rescribing how exchange 
of products should be carried on with A countries. We should 
have got on in some way without trade restrictions, and perhaps a 
little better than the countries I have named, but we never could 
naye reached such an advanced position as we occupy without 
them. 

We grow rich in proportion to the number of our diligent popula- 
tion, and the more varied our vocations the more numerous our people, 
and therefore the greater our facilities for accumulating wealth. The 
latent native forces are good for nothing if not 5 upon. Mine 
your iron and other minerals, build your machinery, spin your cot- 
ton and wool with your own people. If a man is able by his work 
to add anything above his own bare subsistence to the nation’s 
wealth, it matters not whether it has come through farm or mechan- 
ical labor. 

But the Senator, when he gets along to what he calls my own 
people,” says: 

I want all American labor to have a fair and even chance. I want my own poor 


a at home protected not only against foreign paupers but also against 
domes 


possessions in Africa. This p 
ore dug by free American labor in Alabama, Georgia, Tennessee, North Carolina, 
and other States. It comes in as ballast in foreign bottoms, to the detriment of 
American ship-owners. 
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And here he leaves rent neta ng og eee e if not 


i that the iron-ore producers of ennessee 
Norah Gere ina, and other States are obliged eee with free 
iron ore, when in fact it is protected 20 cent. $ 


per 

The duty on rough lumber of all kinds is about 20 per cent. ad val- 
orem, which protects our timber sections against the forests of Can- 
ada. Every tree in North Carolina is enhanced in value by this duty 
directly; and it is farther enhanced in value by the general proteet- 
ive features of the tariff, for the country is now largely dependent 
upon the southern pine timber for the erection of Wille and ware- 
houses. There is, according to the report of the Census Bureau, 
5,229,000,000 feet of this timber now standing in North Carolina. 

The Senator [Mr. VANCE] puts the claims of the protectionists in 
the following order: 

In the first they say that protection increases the of labor and pre- 
1x 
; 1 up a home mar our 
t 2 $ thini, that the ty ofthe 


Sedna ee expecially of 3 


His answer to the first, admitting that protection enables increased 
wages, answers the second and third, and gives away his whole case. 


Everybody must admit that American wages are higher than foreign 
W. and as to the purchasing power of American w. com 
with foreign, that is shown by the savings-bank statements giving 


the financial condition of the wage laborers in both countries. But 
there is an unquestioned test—water will find its level. An ocean 
passage costs less than $30—which way is the tide flowing? 

There is another very important consideration in estimating the 
value of protection as it affects compensation for labor here; that is 
the steady employment furnished our workmen. Our wages are not 
only more per diem than in other countries, but the employment 
constant, insuring a larger PN income. Our works are not so 
easily affected by the ebb and flow of surplus products as with other 
countries; the laws of demand and supply control the increase of 
manufactures here, and we seldom have long seasons of depression 
and consequent suffering among our people. 


ADVANTAGES OF DIVERSIFIED INTERESTS. 


We have in our manufacturing cities good illustrations of the ad- 
vantages of protection and diversified interests, both as they relate 
to the cities themselves and to their importance to other sections of 
the country, 

The city of Philadelphia, the second in the Union, has within its 
limits a ter variety of industries than any other in the country. 
It is both commercial and mechanical. It deals with the interior 
and abroad, and manufactures cotton, wool, silk, pa 
machinery, and chemicals, and the people are less affected by com- 
mercial and financial revulsions than any people in this country. 
Even Wall street transactions do not shake its foundations. They 
are almost a world to themselves, yet a prosperous one. 

Lowell, though with less variety of interests and of more recent 

wth, is another example. This city is in the district I represent. 
tis only about sixty years ago that steps were taken to establish 
manufacturing at this point. Twenty years later a like work was 
begun at my home, Lawrence, and where not more than a score of 
families then found support, there now exists in these two cities, 
in prosperity and comfort, 100,000 persons. 

Nature here provided facilities for improvement, which va ster read- 
ily seized by erecting the dam; thencame the mills, then homesand 
places of business. Now are engaged the spinners, weavers, machin- 
ists, and all kinds of mechanical laborers, supporting the merchant, 
minister, lawyer, payun, and all the other attendant occupations. 
They have free schools and libraries, the lyceum, the lecture-room 
and all the privileges of civilized society. Not only the farmers and 
small industries in the immediate vicinity of these cities find a ready 
and convenient market for their products, but you gentlemen of the 
South share in our prosperity, furnishing us cotton to spin; you of 
Pennsylvania, coal for fuel and iron and steel for machinery, and you 
of the West our breadstuffs and wool. Not oneof these 100,000 per- 
sons is, in your sense, a prodacer but a consumer. 

We have Manchester, Fall River, and a score of other large manu- 
facturing cities in New England alike depending upon the agricult- 
ural regions for their food. All of these have sprung up since the pro- 
tective tariff{of 1816, and not one of them would have been in exist- 
ence to-day without it. 

Manufactures, fortunately for our safety, are not now confined to 
the water courses in New England and the Middle States. They 
follow the railroads as they seek the remoter sections of the country. 
Like advantages to both the farmer and those engaged in manufacture 
will come to these smaller and newer villages and cities as are now 
enjoyed in the large centers of manufacture. The improvement in 
steam power, by which mills are being located nearer the raw ma- 
terial, thereby saving ceca toch iors is doing much to distribute 
manufacturing more widel ughout the States. 

Lowell is about twenty-five miles from the sea-coast, with an area 
of about 7,000 acres. It has a fo ero of 60,000, the lar in 
the State or in the United States wholly engaged in the manufacture 
of textile fabrics, and therefore well illustrates the condition of the 
industrial classes in our New England manufacturing centers. 

Of the 60,000 inhabitants 22,589 are employed in the various cor- 
porations and mills. There are seven b of discount, with a capi- 


r, iron, glass, 
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tal of $2,500,000. There are six savings- 
of $11,646,212 to the credit of 33,408 de 
1,735 are depositors of amounts above 


banks, with a total deposit 

itors. Of this number 
„and 31,673 depositors of 
$300 and under, showing how general the habit of saving has become 


among our ple, and what a large proportion of the funds in the 
savings-banks are the earnings of the wage laborers. Ihave it from 
authority that about seven-eighths of the deposits in these savings 
banks are the laid-by earnings of the wage laborers. 

In Lawrence, with a population of 40,000, grown up wholly out of 
manufacturing and now supported by it, we finda like result. There 
are 13,000 operatives, three savings-banks with $5,000,000 deposits, 
and 13,728 depositors. 

Manchester, England, corresponds with these two cities in its occu- 
pations more nearly than any other. Let us contrast the condition 
of its people: Manchester, with a population of 341,508, has in its 
various savings-banks £1,434,140 or $6,883,872; a city three anda 
half times as large as Lowell and Lawrence, and less than one-half 
the amount of deposits in its savings institutions. I commend these 
facts to the other side of this House, who claim that the wage labor- 
ers in this country are no better off with our wages and cost of living 
than those in England. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. But the gentleman has left out of 
‘his calculation money invested by operatives in co-operative associa- 
tions, which erect homes for them. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I have taken all the deposits in the city and 
postal savings-banks. We have some co-operative associations in 
this country, but what is better still and absorbs the earnings of 
our laborers is the building and owning of their own homes, which 
is true, to a large extent,in our manufacturing cities, and would 
fully counterbalance the investments you refer to. 

ile this well illustrates the financial condition of these people, 
it does not tell the whole story. The American laborer is better fed 
and clothed, and spends more for the modern comforts of life than 
the English laborer, as well as lays up more money. 
SHALL WE DESTROY HOME MARKETS ? 

It is claimed that the tariff for protection which maintains high 
wages here adds such additional cost to our manufactured products 
that we are not able to compete with those countries that have low- 
waged labor. There is some force in this, if you look alone to the 
primary cost of the article, but let us look at its converse. If a high 
tariff makes high wages a low tariff would make low wages, and 
what would our home demand and consumption be with low wages 
here? We cannot afford to destroy that. 

A much larger percentage of our agricultural products than of our 
mechanical is exported, yet of the $9,000,000,000 worth of agricult- 
ural products raised last year, only 10 per cent. was exported, our 
own people consuming the balance. Are we to trifle with such a 
customer in the hope of gaining an uncertain market abroad ? 

ENCOURAGEMENT OF OUR MERCHANT MARINE. 

There are ways in which we can aid our mechanical industries, 
now overlooked and neglected. . products will al- 
ways find a market; hungry peo le will come for them. But our sur- 
plus manufactures canno d their way to foreign markets for the 
want of better facilities for trade and transportation. I called your 
attention to that in the last Congress, in my report on the decadence 
of our merchant marine and the extension of our foreign commerce, 
and I call your attention again to the fact that the South American 
States depend almost wholly upon other countries for manufactured 

oods, textile fabrics, &c., which we might supp if we had more 
lirot communication ; the baying almost wholly from England 
and France. We e FR from Brazil alone, in 1880, $51,900,000 
worth of her products, selling to her in exchange only $8,600,000 of 
ours. 

If we despair of regaining the freight traffic between our country 
and the principal ports of Europe, we should by some means, by sub- 
sidy or otherwise, open up direct communication with Brazil and 
other countries where we have reciprocal trade, unless the outcry 
against subsidies has made us cowards. 

Our shipping property swept from the sea by the war has not im- 
poverished the nation. The capital thus displaced found better 
investment at the time; but our now cheaper capital and the im- 
portance of establishing new markets for our surplus products sure 
to come demand the attention of Con, to find some scheme to 
encourage our capital to invest in steamship lines to be engaged in 
reaching these markets. 

HOME PRODUCTS PREVENT FLUCTUATING PRICES. 

An important consideration for the encouragement of home indus- 
tries and mechanical products is the fact that in the last business 
boom, so-called, in 1879-80, those articles of merchandise produced 
here were least affected in price, while those imported advanced 50 
and 100 per cent., and in some instances more. The more largely we 
are dependent upon 5 dhs the more we shall be subject to fluctua- 
tions in prices. Both the foreign manufacturer and the importer can 
take advantage of our necessities when a scarcity exists, and with a 
surplus glut our markets and upset values and business. It is a note- 
worthy fact that those articles that are free, and not manufactured 
in this country at all, experienced the greatest fluctuation. Bleach- 
ing powders, which are on the free list, advanced more than 100 per 
cent., while alum, protected, and largely manufactured here, made 


no advance whatever. This fact is a direct challenge to the charge 
that a spirit of monopoly exists among our manufacturers. 
DOES PROTECTION CHEAPEN MANUFACTURES? 

I propose to present some facts and statistics in relation to a few 
of our now well-established industries, which show conclusively that 
protection cheapens commodities, and that duties fixed for protection 
are not added to the cost of goods here, but that competition here 
regulates prices. 

referred to the fact that the article of alum was unmoved by the 
speculative prices in 187980. This article is used very largely in 
manufacturing, and it is but a few years since its manufacture began 
in this country. Its production here. has been steadily increasing, 
and although it is protected by a tariff of 60 cents per 100 pounds, 
or about 30 per cent. ad valorem, the price has been gradually de- 
creasing. In 1873 it was selling for about 3} conts per pound; to- 
day at about 2} cents per pound. Although the consumption of this 
article is increasing, its importation is rapidly falling off. In 1879, 
5,961,057 pounds were imported, agai 2,086,950 in 1881. Here is 
an instance in the man of chemicals where, by protection, 
home manufacture has been established and now home competition 
is reducing prices without a corresponding reduction of the tariff. 

The gentleman from Texas (Mr. COKE] further says, in commentin, 
upon the encouragement of infant industries,” that the first tari 
law, framed in 1789, imposed an average ad valorem duty of 8} percent. 
The next year it was raised to 11 per cent.; in 1792 to 13} per cent.; 
in 1816 to 30 per cent.; under the tariff of 1824 raised to an average 
of 37 per cent.; under the act of 1828 increased to an average of 41 per 
cent., and they are to-day on an average about 43 per cent. Most 
of the duties are on the ad valorem principle, and as values have 
fallen off the tariff has been increased to maintain the same pro- 
portionate protection and therefore has not in many cases increased 
the duty at all. But the gentleman has not told the whole story. 
Notwithstanding the duty on some articles has been raised and on 
others maintained to the highest point fixed, the cost of all manu- 
factured articles has greatly declined under protection. And this 
decline is constantly going on by home competition, independent of 
the provisions of the tariff f 

When the cotton industry was in its infancy the price of sheetings 
was 30 cents per yard, while it is now about 7 cents. Calicoes in 
1816 were 22 cents per yard, and now about 6} cents. What is true 
oe cotton manufacture is true of many other kinds of textile 

abrics. 

Under the protection first imposed, and in some cases an increased 
tariff duty, prices have been steadily reduced, and to-day through 
superior skill of workmanship, born of protection, we are able to 
compete with the world in the manufacture of cotton cloth, If we 
cannot send our cloth to Lory eo we can to the countries she has 
been supplying, and all this been brought about without any re- 
duction of the tariff. The very cheapest kind of cotton cloth is pro- 
tected to-day 5 cents per square yard or about 70 pa cent. ad valorem. 
Why, if the gentleman’s argument is correct, that capital and cor- 

rations take advantage of every Wied eae as he says,“ to swell 
its hoard,” do they not combine and demand 10 or 12 cents per yard 
for their cotton cloth? The protective tariff certainly affords them 
this opportunity. 

The truth is, as is shown in this case, if the people could have 
reliance that the tariff would not be changed in its main features, 
capital would be attracted to manufacturing, and on those articles of 
manufacture where we have the raw material or import it free, we 
should grow away, and for a time be independent of the tariff. But 
we should be imitated. The European manufacturer would substi- 
tute new modes for old, and supplant his old and obsolete machinery 
with new and improved. 

The vantage ground we 55 in the manufacture of cot- 
ton cloth we have acquired by skill and enterprise and we shall hope 
to hold it. The tariff of 5 cents per yard on cheap cotton cloth and 
calico troubles no one, imposes no burden, and no one asks to have 
it stricken from the law. It may stand there as encouragement to 
those who may in the future embark in this business, and to prevent 
the foreign product being dumped upon us in a time of extreme 
depression, or to protect our laborers if we areever overtaken. The 
contest be provoked will go on, and its benefits accrue to the com- 
mon : 

a-ash, the principal chemical used in this country, in quantity 
or value, is almost wholly imported. There was imported last year 
295,227,766 pounds, or 147,613 tons, valued at $4,154,258.44. This 
article is used in glass, paper, and soap making, for bleaching, and 
in various other industries. We have the ingredients here—salt, 
coal, and pyrites—and an attempt was made to establish its mann- 
facture in 1850, but the protection was too small and not dong enough 
maintained to effect this. A history of the effort to establish this 
industry was well set forth by Mr. John L. Hayes, a well-known 
authority on tariff matters, in 1867. He says: 

The first effort to manufacture soda-ash in this country was made in Pitts 
burgh, a favorable eee the abundance of coal and facility of obtainin 
salt from saline springs, about 1850 or 1851, when the duty on this article was 1 
per cent. ad valorem. Although the duty was hardly high enough to protect the 
American against the foreign manufacturers, it sufficed to induce capital to embark 
in the business. The manufacturers here were able even under duty to com- 


pete with the English, who, to use their own words, as written to their agents ir 
this country, were determined to put out the fires of the American works.” Te 
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manufacturers of the 
despairing of a returnof the public to the protective ideas of 1842, were com- 
pelled to mako some com OE ENS ad pins, e adopted the theory of 
trade in raw mai a th which, enough as applied to mate- 
rials which could not be produced country, was unsound when applied to 
those which could be 
though raw material to woolen man: are ultimate man tothe 
chemist and farmer requiring the raw materials of coal, hay, and This 
theory prevailed in the of 1857, 5 oer the rate of duty to 4 per cent. 


The manufacturers of this 
competition the price of the British 
of 1861 soda-ash was made free. 


sulphuric acid; that 
ing, and in many other 
tion of a manufacture whi home a regular an 
all these arts would be no little boon to manufacturers 


Although soda-ash was put upon the free list in 1861, as above 
stated by Mr. Hayes, there is a duty of cent per pound upon it now, 
insufficient, however, to encourage home competition to any extent. 

The boot and shoe industry fears but very little from foreign man- 
ufactures now that this work is so largely ee ore by machin- 
ery. It was one of the first industries protected, being incorporated 
into the tariff act of 1794. The 3 has grown rapidly, and 
through our experience we have perfected machinery for the manu- 
facture of boots and shoes which reduces very largely the percentage 
of hand labor. The protection of 35 cent. more than counter- 
balances the difference between foreign and American labor, yet 
the home competition holds prices below import prices. The entire 
abolition of the duty might invite competition from across the Cana- 
ig border where labor is not so well paid and the raw material 


Iron, one of the leading interests of the country, has in its manu- 


facture a larger percentage of manual labor than any article pro- 
duced. The native value issmall. It is a business in which the 
question of protection to labor comes especially to the front. It is 
said that the material of a nation is measured by the con- 
sumption of iron. I find that in 1880 the total production was 7,265,140 
tons as against 3,655,215 tons in 1870, or about double the quantity. 
Allowing for the increase in hg ater psa which was 29 per cent., and 
for the greater importation of foreign iron in 1880 than in 1870, it 
would make the increase in consumption of iron in the United States 
in the last decade fully 60 per cent. per capita. This result proves, 


taritt | by this well-admitted test, all the most sanguine protectionist could 


claim as to the effect of our system of protection upon the growth 
and p ity of the country. The accompanying tables show the 
extent of this industry. 

The following table presents the 5 of mineral products 
used by the iron and steel works in 1880: 


|] 


Works. Tron ore. . | paras eee Coke. 
Blast furnaces 7, 250, 684 3, 169, 149 2 O18 182 1,051,753 | 2, 128, 255 
Rolling-mills......| 303, 9500 126 3,915, 377 14, 834 
Bessemerand open- 

hearth steel works . 140, 458 465, 655 104, 980 
Crucible steel 2.128 Payer 0 am 
w „ E G, o Are „ 
Forges and bloma- 
. 79, 610 —— 3⁴⁰ 1,613 6, 695 
T 7, 709, 708 3, 169, 149 3,322, 208 | te 2, 277, 555 
Of the iron ore and limestone given in the table, at least one-half 


was purchased from independent producers; of the anthracite coal, 
nearly all was so purchased; and of the bituminous coal and coke, 
fully two-thirds was so purchased. 

‘The following table shows the quantities of all other leading raw 
materials used in 1880 in the manufacture of iron and steel: 


In the Plomin: tabis is presented a summary of the hands em- 
ployed, hours of labor required, and wages paid in the iron and steel 


United States. 
Ann 
Grand total 1011870 e e wedecnesssccucecss 
Percentage of increase in 1880 FCC ˙ A 
Percentage of decrease in 1880. ũ„«„œ zꝛꝛçv | 
STEEL RAILS. 


Much is said about the tariff on steel rails. Let us see what pro- 
tection has done for this industry. 

The manufacture of steel rails by the Bessemer process began in 
England in 1863. The first imported into thiscountry cost, laid down 
here, about $180 per ton, They were selling here at $166 per ton in 
1867, when their manufacture began here. Small works were estab- 
lished at Wyandotte, near Detroit, Michigan, in 1867. In that year 
but 2,277 tons were made ; in 1868, 6,451 tons; in 1869, 8,616 tons; in 
1870, 30,357 tons, with the following result in its effect on prices: in 
1867 they were selling in this market at $166 per ton; in 1868, at 
$158 per ton; in 1869, 8132 per ton; in 1870, $106 per ton. 

At this point the duty was changed from an ad valorem duty of 45 


Swedish billets 


ä —ͤ—ͤ-⁊—⁊—ꝛ— — 


industries of the United States in 1880, compared as far as possible 
with like statistics for 1870: 


„ PETI 
1 EE 
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per cent. to a specific duty of 2 per ton. This gave a new impetus 


to the business here. New works were commenced, and there has 
been a rapid increase in production and consequent decline in poe 
The production has risen from 30,357 tons in 1870, to 1,200,000 in 
1881. The works have increased in number from the one at Wyan- 
dotte in 1867 to fifteen in 1881. The price has fallen by home and 
foreign competition from $106 per ton in 1870, at the time the tariff 
was raised, to $55 pe ton at the present time. 

It is claimed and computations are made to show that the country 
has suffered to the extent of many millions of dollars in consequence 
of the tariff on steel rails. It is by no means certain, however, that 
we have in the aggregate, independent of the incidental advantage 
through the manufacture of the rails here, paid any more for our 
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rails up.to the present time, while the prospective gain to the coun- 
try by tho establishment of this industry can hardly be estimated. 

ithout the tariff, works would not have been established here and 
we should have been dependent entirely upon the foreign manufact- 
urers. Such a demand u their works would of necessity mate- 
rially advance the price abroad. Furthermore it is our experience 
that when we have no domestic competition foreigners take advan- 
tage of our necessities. 

ehave evidence of this on this very article. Although the manu- 
facture of steel rails with the improved process commenced in ae: 
land in 1863 the price was maintained up to $166 per ton in 1867, 
when we commenced the manufacture here, they following down in 
price, year by year after that, the price fixed here by home competi- 
tion. 

If the duty on steel rails was removed, the price might fall to about 
$35 per ton, the importing price. Our fires would go out, and then 
a steady rise in the cost of rails would follow from the great demand 
on foreign works. The capacity of our own works now exceeds that 
of all Europe, aggregating 1,500,000 tons in 1880, but improvements 
recently completed, and others now in progress, will increase the 
capacity to over 2,000,000 tons per 2 a quantity fully equal to the 
present demand of the country. There are now no patents in force 
essential to the manufacture of steel rails. Any one is free to embark 
in the business, The home competition has forced, year by year, and 
now month by month, the price down. From these facts there is 
every reason to believe that American-made steel rails will be fur- 
nished to American customers as low as American labor will permit, 
independent of the tariff. Steel rails at present prices are among 
those manufactures most heavily protected; but mark you, there is 
no industry that has made greater strides as to extent of manufact- 
ure in the last fifteen years, and none have shown more marked 
improvement in the application of mechanical appliances; and have, 
too, have been wrought out from our own experience and these 
greatly reduced the cost to consumers. The consumption of pig-iron 


in the Bessemer steel works of this country in the next year 
will equal the total production of pig-iron in 1878, 
While the consumption of iron may mark the material growth and 


prosperity of a country, it is also said that the consumption of paper 
indicates its intellectual growth and condition. The United States 
consumes per capita twice as much as England, and nearly twice as 
much as France. I cite this as another proof of the high intellectual 
standard of the American people, as well as to show importance 
of paper-making as an industry, I regret that the statistics of the 
Census Bureau showing the growth in the last decade and the pres- 
ent extent of this industry are not available. It ranked in 1870 as 
the third or fourth in the manufactured fabrics in importance as to 
capital invested and value of product, 

though paper is among the least protected articles, the duty on 
news paper, but 20 per cent., has been the 8 of constant as- 
sault. The enormous consumption of paper in this country has made 
us largely dependent upon the European countries for the raw mate- 
rial—rags, but the discovery and use of wood as a paper-making fiber, 
recent improvementsin paper machinery, and home competition have 
steadily reduced the price totheconsumer. The cost for har panera ws 
called) in the manufacture of paper is very great compared with the 
production. Wereit not for this additional cost and the higher 
wages paid to American labor, we should be able to furnish paper 
as ODPADY as in England, and there is but very little difference 
now for like qualities. 

The opponents of the tariff select, to illustrate their theory, those 
articles most general in their use. 

Blankets is a favorite one with them, as they are articles of ne- 
cessity and used by all classes, Although there are cheap blankets 
made from a mixture of cotton and wool, the principal production 
here is made from all wool, medium grade. They are therefore man- 
ufactured from a raw material—wool—heavily protected. There is 
nothing that better illustrates the falsity of the charge that the duty 
is STS to the cost of our domestic production than the article of 
blankets. 

Ihave it from unquestioned authority that a recent purchase of 


blankets was made in England for the purpose of PARE g compari- 
sons as to cost with foray sey manufac with e patie re- 
188. Id. or 


sult: a pe of English-made blankets cost in E 
$4.45. specific and ad valorem duty and custom-house fees paid. 
$4.90, made a total cost of $9.35. The American blankets of equal 
quality are now selling in our market for $5.58 per pair, which is only 
about 25 per cent. above the original cost of the English blank 
althongh there is a duty on blankets to cover the duty on wool an 
extra Tagos paid of about 80 per cent. ad valorem, 

But if there never had been any duty on blankets, their manufacture 
would not have been established here at all, and the price, no doubt, 
be fully equal to the cost price to the consumer here to-day. As it is, 
we have a large and growing industry, producing last year in value 
$7,000,000 worth of blankets, consu e quantities of wool, 
n prices to the farmer, and with well-paid labor, supporting 
50 of our people. 

e home competition has, as I have shown, reduced the cost to 
the consumer far below the importing price. Whatever the addi- 
tional cost to the consumer may have been it has not gone out of the 
country, but is in the hands of the wool-grower andt the well-paid 


laborer. I wish to here note: the 2 on wool valued at 32 cents 
pr pound is 12 cents per pound and 10 per cent. ad valorem, about 
cents pound or per cent. ad valorem; but this does not 
show the effect upon the manufactured article, from: ue fact that 
wool shrinks from 45 to 65 per cent. in its conversion into cloth, and 
this really makes the duty upon the woolen manufacturer's imported 
raw material nearly 100 cent. or on the domestic clip such per- 
centage thereof as is added to the cost in consequence of the tariff. 
This high duty on wool and consequent high duty on all imported 
wool and part-wool fabrics makes woolen goods higher here than in 
other countries. Woolen fabric in some form is used by all classes, 
and it may be regarded as the leading article which materially in- 
creases the cost of living here as compared with other countries. 
Cotton fabrics are cheaper here and nearly all kinds of food. The 
removal of the duty on wool would doubtless affect the cost of all 
woolen fabrics; but believing, as I do, firmly in the protective prin- 
ciple, the tariff must be general and fair in its application and the 
wool-growers protected. 
The increased cost of woolen fabrics to the farmer or any class of 
consumers is many times compensated ciety Bos ppc value to farm 
products and higher compensation to m ical and professional 


service. 

But it is asked why, with all this inventive genius and superior 
facilities, we hesitate to throw open the doors to foreign competition, 
If it were not to prevent foreigners making this the dumping-ground 
for their overproduction at times, which would make our businese 
here unstable and deter American capital from embarking in manu- 
factures, we might from time to time consign articles now protected 
to the free list; though I have plainly shown, as in the case of cot- 
ton cloth and other manufactures, that the reduction of the cost of 
manufactured articles to the consumer is brought about by home 
competition and not by the reduction or abolition of duties, 

18 THE DUTY ADDED TO THE COST OF RAW MATERIAL! 

In every manufacturing industry I have cited eee has cheap- 
ened products, and there is not a single manufactured article that 
can be named to disprove this rule. tection in the long run will 
inevitably cheapen all kinds of manufactured commodities, In leg- 
islating, therefore, upon any of the great economic questions not 
immediate nor local interests should govern us, 

The invariable rule as applied to manufactures will not hold good 
as applied to all kinds of raw material, iallx as it relates to wool. 
Inthe promis condition of sheep husbandry in this country the value 
of the domestic product is affected by the duty on foreign wool, 

We imported in 1881 67,416,966 pounds of wool, on which there 
was assessed and paid into the Treasury as duties $4,860,815.40. A 
part of this sum was added to the cost to the consumer of this raw 
material imported. It also enhanced the cost of the wool-clip here. 
The wool 3 last year was about one-fifth the total amount 
consumed. If the one-fifth imported was made to cost more in con- 
sequence of the duties, it is fair to say that our whole domestic clip 
was increased in value, and this advantage has gone into the pockets 
of the wool-growers of America, and has so far helped to lift this 
class of our population above the wool-growers of other countries. 

The competition among farmers is unlike the competition among 
manufacturers. If there is an over product of wool or other farm 
product they can change their crops or stock; but manufacturing 
capital once invested in a plant must struggle on through the vary- 
ing conditions of business without change. Iron works cannot be 
converted into cotton mills, nor woolen mills into shoe shops. 

The gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. AIKEN ]—the professional 
and practical farmer—in his speech the other day brought forward 
the old but fallacious argument that the tariff duties imposed upon 
an imported article were wholly added to the total cost of the domestic 
production in this country, and taking up the article of iron in its 
various forms endeavored to show by computation that the country 
suffered thereby many millions of dollars. 

This is all wrong, as I have demonstrated on several articles, and 
could on many more. But let us admit it to be true for the purpose 
of carrying out the gentleman’s theory to a conclusion; and, as the 

ntleman speaks for the farmers, we will take their products to 

her illustrate his theory. There was produced in this country, in 
1880, Indian corn, wheat, rye, oats, barley, buckwheat, potatoes, to- 
bacco, and hay to the value of $1,850,812,617; on these articles, 
according to his theory, there would be a duty cost of 8580, 281, 204.40. 
The production of farm animals, ho cows, sheep, hogs, &c., in 
the same year, was valued at $760, 147, On these the duty would 
be $152,029,496. No one claims that these two sums, amounting to 
$732,310,700.40, are really added to the cost te the consumers of our 
farm products, yet it is as fair to assume this as it is to believe his 
statement in re to the duty cost of the product of iron. If this 
were true, the gentleman’s figures for “total tariff on iron products 
in 1880, $150,733,900,” look small beside the total tariff cost on his 
. And I have not included in this estimate 
many other agricultural products, such as wool, or butter, cheese, 
and provisions. But this whole plan of reasoning is good for nothing 
from the fact that our home competition has more to do with prices 
than the tariff, either in farm products or manufactured articles. 


DOES OUR SYSTEM MAKE THB RICH RICHER AND THE POOR POORER! 
It is said that our system of protection makes the rich richer and 
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the poor poorer, and a few men who live in our great commercial 
cities are made the Ae pA Dae Their t fortunes furnish the 
text for all sorts of hostile legislation. © very general prosperity 
of the country makes it possible for the bold and enterprising to ac- 
cumulate. The great fortunes, however, have been made in this 
country in land, railroad, and commercial speculations, and not in 
manufacturing. Very few manufacturers have fortunes independent 
of their brick and mortar investments. It is quite the reverse in 
England. The largest fortunes there are among the manufacturers 
and land-holders. We have nolaw of primogeniture, handing down 
estates one generation to another. ath scatters our fortunes. 
Property is more generally distributed among the people in America 
than in any other country. It has been no easy task to establish 
manufacturing in this country. It has been done by hard-working, 
plucky, persevering men, and the successes have come through years 
of struggle and anxiety. Wrecked fortunes and worn-out lives in 
vain attempts are more numerous. You only call attention to the 
successful. Ifa history were written showing the losses and misfor- 
tunes it would disarm all criticisms upon manufacturers. While suc- 
cesses have inspired many, misfortunes have deterred more from 
attempting what is free to all. 
PROTECTION ELEVATES WOMAN. 

Protection maintains the women of America in their proper sphere. 
The difference in the percentage of women engaged in factory and 
out-door labor here and in Europe is very marked. Out-door female 
farm laborers are almost as common as inale in England, Scotland, 
and Ireland and on the Continent. Our farmers’ wives and daugh- 
ters, with simpler homes than now, with less refinement and educa- 
tion, might have time to perform farm labor; but do we desire that ? 
Does such a system tend to the highest and best development of the 
race? Let history answer that question. I admit that there is 
apparently a measure of profit in this; it makes a wide difference 
whether wives and daughters are spending moneyorearningit. But 
the intellectual and social condition of our women is one of the foun- 
dation pe cies which we are building up this new-world system, 
and is only made possible by our protective policy, by which there 
can be such division of labor as to give the mothers and children 
time for mind-culture while the adult males, by their well-paid labor, 
provide for the material wants of the y- 

Our population as shown by the tenth census is not yet classified 
into occupations, but the . e fes of males and females employed 
in the different industries not 8 materially changed from 
that shown in the ninth census. I find that in 1870 there were en- 
gaged in agricultural pursuits in the United States 5,225,503 males 
and 396,968 females—14 males to 1 female. By official returns of the 
industries of Great Britain and Ireland the proportion engaged in 
agriculture there at that time was as 6 to 1—6 males to 1 female. 

n the United States the number engaged in manufacturing, me- 


-chanical, and mining industries was, males, 2,353,471; females, 
353,950—7 males to 1 female. There were enga in these same pur- 
suits, at the same time, in Great Britain and Ireland 2 males to 1 


female. 

The proportion of children employed in manufacturing industries 
indicates more forcibly the straits to which the le of these coun- 
tries are put to obtain a livelihood. The statistics showing the num- 
ber of children employed in manual labor in the United Kingdom and 
this country are not computed on the same basis as to age. Those 
in Great Britain and Ireland are taken at 20 years and under, while 
those in the United States are taken at 16 and under. 

I find that of the 2,707,421 persons engaged in manufacturing and 
mining in the United States, 75,643 are children under 16 years of 

1 — Add twice this number for those between 16 and 20, to brin 
the calculation on the same basis with Great Britain and Ireland, an 
we have 226,929, or 12 adults to 1 child. In Great Britain and Ireland 
in a total of 6,425,137 engaged in like pursuits, 1,567,716 are children 
under 20 years—or 4 adults to 1 child. 

In England the proportion of children enga ed 
named pursuits is about 2 males to 1 female; u Scotland 14 males 
to 1 female, and in Ireland 1} females to 1 male. The percentage of 
female children to male is greater in Ireland and Scotland than in 
England, and you will observe the very much greater percentage of 

female children laborers in the two former than in the latter country. 
And here I leave this picture. 

FREE TRADE IN ENGLAND. 

But they say Great Britain gets on with free trade; but how does 
she get on? In her early history she had a protective tariff, but, 
cramped territorially and with a e share of her narrow domain 
absorbed for deer-parks for her lo she found that she could not 
be a great nation with such limited agricultural resources. So she 
determined to obtain outlying possessions and turn her islands into 
workshops to supply her subjects and neighboring countries with 
manufactured articles. Being with mechanical facilities 
to supply the wants of her own people, and wanting cheap raw ma- 
terial, she launched into the troubled sea of free trade. Although 
they have been thus far successful as a manufacturing nation in 
competing with the whole world, yet their prosperity has not been 
general among all classes of thei people II has built up an aris- 
tocracy of wealth. Their artisans, ugh whom they have acquired 
-such wealth, have not had their share. Very few possess homes or 


in the above- 


laid-b sexnings, end they are ill-prepared to meet the new condi- 
tion of affairs that awaits her now that the countries of all Europe, 
and even her own colonies, are shutting their doors against the 

tn a re of l F Saa 12 

is country possibilities for acquiring w , social an 

public position are open and easier to all. e to-day may 
to-morrow be the employer. His rise or fall is marked only by his 
own diligence and prudence. 

But it is said that England cannot stand the drain of paying for 
the breadstuffs we furnish her, in gold rather than in her manufact- 
ures. What marvelous concern for our t rival! These same 
men who cry out for fair play for England on this question of 
free trade deplore the fact that England is permitted to carry even 
the breadstuffs she purchases of us in her own ships, and urge free 
trade as the only possible way by which we can build ships and take 
from her the carrying trade. What consistency! 

INFLUENCE OF PROTECTION. 


Our people are well fed, well clothe 3 and stimulated 
to ingenuity and skill, providing us with the best appliances for prog- 
ress in m ics, arts, and the sciences. Underfed ignorant men 
seldom invent anything except mischief. 

Our schools of technology turn out young men between twenty 
and twenty-five years of age with better knowledge of these than 
were acquired formerly in a lifetime. 

The development of the mental force or ingenuity of our people 
is pany revealed at the Patent Office, The spirit of improvement 
is aroused ; the zeal and rivalry for superior methods in material 
or social life were never more ap tthannow. The patents issued 
in 1837 were but 435; in 1850, 995; in 1880, with only about double 
the population of 1850, there were issued 13,947 patents. 

Comparing this with Great Britain we find that but 3,461 patents 
were issued by them in 1879, (no later reports are given.) 

The free-traders claim that the tariff is a burden, and that it bears 
more heavily upon those least able to bear it, This is not true. 
With the exception of the duty on sugar, and some of the raw ma- 
terials for manufacture, our revenue is largely derived from articles 
of yelping? and articles to meet the demands of taste and fashion 
among the wealthy or “ well-to-do” classes, which are not articles 


of necessity. Our own cotton and woolen manufacturers supply sub- 


stantially all the fabrics of these classes consumed by the t mass 
of our people. I insert a table showing the value of and duties paid 
of luxury and fine dress goods imported last year: 


upon artic: 


f 
2 
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80 185 62 

222 STT, 8, 330, 071 45 835, 052 19 

3 1, 526, 734 38 763, 367 19 

2, 835, 282 90 957, 826 95 

ae papheccepenes, 1, 885, 892 02 415, 767 60 

8 2, 183, 865 47 218, 386 55 

n 32, 377, 226 48 19, 038, 665 81 

0 2, 031, 679 34 2, 963, 889 67 

53 2. 883, 668 08 1, 369, 763 60 

8, 650, 990 41 2,011, 269 32 

S 6, 474, 938 67 4, 655, 591 67 

2, 340, 884 00 702,115 20 

23 span 5, 124, 102 76 1, 793, 435 96 

1.021, 112 35 810, 556 18 

3, 133, 500 00 1, 096, 756 50 

64, 354 00 53, 679 79 

kers 238, 025 20 227.800 05 

L Wate E EER E 12, 511, 806 39 8, 341, 843 66 

Fine cut glassware ........---.-.---- 802, 807 20 328, 322 83 

S sane aA Ads 1, 137, 514 35 398, 130 01 

Cotton velvets and fine cotton goods 8, 590, 297 49 3, 006, 604 12 
a ncn sidawnatauadacedd cahthms ehdcacen a? 100, 093, 301 74 


This sum is greater than the revenue of the Government from cus- 

— in any year up to 1851, and nearly eqnal to that received in 1858, 
„or 8 

Let us turn for a moment to our neighbor, the Dominion of Canada. 
They have had a long and full trial of free trade, and abandoned it. 
Their experience ought to be worth something to us and fortify 
rather than weaken us in our protective 2 

The Dominion of Canada has a total area of territory almost equal 
to our own. Although much of it is in tual winter they have 
a large domain of fertile lands and abundant mineral resources. 
This country was settled simultaneously with our own, and has been 
for more than a century a colony of an English-speaking race. Her 
growthin Population and wealth has been very slow. Like the other 
colonies of Great Britain she has been made to furnish the products 
of her soil and forests to the mother country in exchange for manu- 
factured commodities—the theorist’s way of enriching a country—by 
trading largely with other nations. 

The Canadian provinces have been almost wholly engaged in farm- 
ing, lumbering, and fishing, adding but very little to their popula- 
tion or wealth. In 1871, of their total population of 3,602,331, less 
an 5,000 persons were engaged in manufacturing woolen or cotton 

rics. 

The aay ean aking people of these provinces, who control its 
destinies, have n long loyal to the mother country; but seeing 
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England’s present condition, the movement among the continental 


countries to en their present or adopt new protective tariffs, 
and our own bright example na before them, made them dissat- 
isfied and restless. For a time they saw no other relief than through 
annexation to the United States, and were ripe for it. First came 
the confederation of Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, and the Can- 
adas. Then theirstatesmen were determined to try our policy, which 
took shape in a high protective tariff, adopted in 1879. Such 
has been the result of their new departure in this brief period that 
the question of voluntary annexation has ceased to be discussed. 
Now manufacturing is springing up all over the provinces, and you 
are to have a young rival on this continent. I bid them 1 
Though in this imitation of our system we are to be deprived of 
some trade, it will inure to their social and material benefit, 
The Premier’s last address to the Dominion Parliament is an argu- 
ment full of facts to prove the benefits of their new protective policy. 
I quote a few extracts: 


THE POSITION OF THE GOVERNMENT. 


Sir, the position of eee when they introduced what is called the 
oe ey was a cult ons, hay ayer pena A had a — question to deal 


cates. There was a gueron in their minds, as well as in the minds of gentlemen 
te, whether, if 


tion had to specula! 
respect to its effect. But, sir, in 1880, the opinions we had entertained in 1879 were 
being confirmed by the experience of the nine months in 1880. They were still 
stronger, because evidence accumulated to show that our position the correct 
one, and to-day we stand in an impregnable position with respect to the results of 
the tariff, both for protective and revenue purposes. - 


THE INCREASED IXDUSTRIES 


When the house took recess I was the attention of honorable members 
to some facts to prove that the fears ent by some gentlemen of the opposi- 
tion, that this policy would not increase the number of industries in the country 
or give additional employment to manufacturers were unfounded. I was about to 
state the following fact in reply. Iwill take up first the increased im or the fol- 
lo used in man tures, namely, raw cotton, and and wool 
im 3 fair idea of the increase 
of value of the manuf: 5 


7,243,413 pounds, and in 1880-81 amounted to 16,018,721 pounds, or an increase of 
more than double in the three years. The hides in 


1877-78 was 6,230,084 pounds; in 1880-'81, 8,040,287 pounds. 

3877-78 amounted to 2,445,893 pounds; in 188081, to 1,404,123 pounds, 

increase of imports of 1,810,000 punt. and a decrease of exports, whic 
n 


1,041,770 pounds, thus mang ea increase in the consumption of wool between the 
two periods of 2,857,973 pounds. The increased value of cotton, leather, and woolen 
manufactures for the Mag 1881, as compared with 1878, taking these facts into con- 
,000 on these articles alone. 


eav 


shows 


I may say that the cotton factories that arenow in course of 
probably be completed within twelve months will employ 
3,000 hands in addition to those I have 8 mentioned. [Hear ! hear] © 
four hundred odd factories visited and that were in existence, less the -five 


that I havo named as established since 1878, show an increase of employés 
from 5 to 35 cent., and with an average of 17 per cent. In these three 
hundred and fifty factories that were in o tion before that 17 cent. on the 


number of employés, as far as we can ga from the census of 1871, making an 
allowance for reduction in the number employed between 1871 and 1878, would give 
17,850, making down to October last 24,875, as the increase of employés since 1878. 


[Applause.]} 
THE POSITION OF THE FARMER. 


Great sympathy is e. e eee reference to the farm - 
„ it could be shown that tariff had no advan for 
the farmer, that he paid more and received nothing in return, that he ht be 


induced to accept the invitation of honorable gentlemen opposite, and oppose this 
poleg, whenever it is put upon its trial. Let us see, now AE the leading articles 
w. he is consuming are no higher than before and in many cases they are less 
than rap Deog benefit he has in addition to the lowest price. In my ju ent 
the farmer is as greatly interested in class of men in the 
Dominion. 
opposite referred to the 


b and veal and other meats, the butter, the ch 
they offer for sale, they obtain higher prices on account of the home market than 
is obtained in localities where they have to sell to the middleman and ship to 
another market. Now, sir, in conversation with some of those tlemen I found 
that in 1878—I speak now * pen of a conversation I had with some farmers not 
a hundred miles distant, in the 2 and energetic manufacturing town of Gan- 
en ee e uently came to market with their v 
would stand there all day, not able to get a price which would be an 
object to them, would drive home and wait for another 0; 
compelled to return and take what was offered. 
now. We sell eve ing we bring in for cash at better prices." 
cause in that locality everything is in ah N 


Why, sir, under the operation of this tariff for the vegetables, the fruit, the K 
the lam Nery for almos pk aar iiA 


have increased.” They have pn of money with which to rishable prod- 

ucts. I 0 y of perishable which cannot be sent to a distant 

market. Now, itis said, and it may be said by some honorable tleman oppo- 
t some 25,000 more 


pe are emplo: than n these manufactories, and if they represent four 
‘or each fa: you have 100,000 people to be fed who were without employment 
or were only partially employed or not in the country in 1878, it and the benefit to 


SAVINGS-BANK DEPOSITS. 
This is a marvelous fact to which I wish just here to call the attention of the 
house: that the amount that is now being into savings-banks of the D 


e Domin- 
ion of Canada every month is nearly $400,000 over and above the sums withdrawn, 


and upward, making 
country in the banks of the 8 and the sa 
$36,000,000 and upward; and this while we are investing 
other industries of the country large sums of ital; while we are sending our 
money to Manitoba and the Northwest and investing it there; while the people of 
have invested in the last three months $3,000,000 of the C. P. and other 
securities. Still, notwith this increased demand, notwithstanding that 
ely their discount sheets, we find that these deposits 
to the extent I have pointed out. No better evi- 
dence could be given of the prosperity of the country than this, and I shall, be- 
cause I hope to prove it before I get through, largely ascribe it as due to the N. P. 


The time fixed for the age of the commission makes early action 
of Congress necessary. The evidence or facts to be collected by a 
commission cannot be gathered in a day. Different sections of the 
country should be visited and the condition of all branches of in- 
St reported upon, that Congress can more readily formulate a 


our manufactories and 


tion of our late lamented Presi- 
e 0 for the people of the United States—not for 
the whole world.” 

[During the delivery of the foregoing remarks, when Mr. RUssELL’s 
time had 1 

Mr. KELLEY said: Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman’s 
time may be extended. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RUSSELL resumed and concluded his speech. } 

Mr. KELLEY, I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had 
under consideration the bill (H. R. No. 2315) to provide for the ap- 
pointment of a commission to inv: te the question of the tariff 
and internal-revenue laws, had come to no resolution thereon. 

IMPROVEMENT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. THOMAS. Lask unanimous consent to have considered at 
this time a resolution fixing a day for the consideration of the Mis- 
sissippi River improvement bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. We will hear it read, subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, Bie the consideration of House bill No. 5393, for the improvement of 


the Mississippi River, be made a special order for Tuesday, April 11, 1882, not to 
e TED general appropriation bills, and from day today thereafter until com- 


Mr. KELLEY. Lask that the resolution be modified so that this 
Dill shall be subject to the priority of revenue bills as well as gen- 
eral Spe riation bills. 

Mr. THOMAS. bisag well; I desire also that it shall not antago- 
nize the Geneva aw bill, which is a special order. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I must object to the resolution 
at the presenttime. Neither the bill northe report has been printed. 
Ihave sent for them this afternoon, and it is impossible to get them. 

Mr. THOMAS. They will be here in a day or two. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I may not object after I have 
seen what the bill is. 
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LIGHT-HOUSE ON THE HUDSON. 


Mr. BEACH, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5557) making an appropriation for the erection of a light-house on the 
Hudson River, at Danskammer Point; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HENRY STRAWBRIDGE. 


Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent that Senate bill No. 240, 
granting an increase of pension to Henry Strawbridge, be taken from 
the Speaker's table for reference to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken up, read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SUSAN BAYARD. 


Mr. CURTIN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5558) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan Bayard; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE G. SNYDER. 


Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent that Senate bill No. 42, for 
the relief of George G. Snyder, be taken from the Speaker’s table and 
put on its passage now. This bill has passed the Senate twice; and 
a bill identical in form has been referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands in this House and reported unanimously. It proposes simply 
that a man who settled upon Government land thirteen years ago, 
and who now finds when the survey is made that it is included in 
a school section, shall have the right to perfect his title, the Terri- 
tory of Utah in which the land is situated receiving indemnity by 
the selection of other Government land. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speakers 
table, and read a first and second time. It is as follows: 


Whereas by the fifteenth section of an act of Congress approved 1 1850, 
entitled ‘‘ An act to establish a Territorial government Ufone M it was provided 
that when the lands in the said Territory shall be surveyed under the direction of 
the Government of the United States, preparatory to 8 the same into mar- 
ket, sections 16 and 36 in each township in said Territory shall be, and the same 
are hereby, reserved for tho purpose of being applied to schools in said Territory 
and in the States and Territories hereafter to be erected out of them;” and 

Whereas George G. Snyder did, in the — 1869, settle upon an unsurveyed tract 
of land in said Territory, upon which he since and made valuable im- 
provements, which tract, when surveyed, was found to be the east half of the 
northwest quarter and west half of the northeast quarter of section 16, township 
2 south, range 4 east; and 

Whereas said tracts are not subject to entry under the homestead or other laws 
owing to the reservation crea’ by the organic act of said Territory above 
recited; Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House 
Americain assembled, That the 


law; and u 
ance with the 1 of said law the said Snyder sh. 
receive a paten 
shall be sel 


full compli- 
be entitled to have and 
amountin lieu thereof 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


passed. 
Mr. LACEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I move the House adjourn, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I desire to make a privileged report from 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SPRINGER. no action is proposed at this time, I have no 
objection. 

r. BUTTERWORTH, fom the Committee on n 
reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 5040, a bill (H. R. No. 
5559) making chon efi for the pir of the 3 the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

NANCY PRITCHETT. 

Mr. PETTIBONE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5560) granting a pension to Nancy Pritchett; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM F. M. HYDER, 
Mr. PETTIBONE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 5561) to restore the name of William F. M. Hyder to the 
ension-roll; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Jommittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
SAMUEL BIRD. 
Mr. PETTIBONE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
H. R. No. 5562) for the relief of Samuel Bird; which was read a 
t and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 
MARTHA SMITH. 
Mr. PETTIBONE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 


(H. R. No. 5563) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha Smith; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSIAH MAHONEY. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 5564) granting a pension to Josiah Mahoney ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

$ JOHN R. SHULTZ. 
Mr. PETTIBONE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
H. R. No. 5565) for the relief of John R. Shultz; which was read a 
and second tiime, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 
PLATE-PRINTING, TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. HARDY, by unanimous consent, submitted a resolution re- 
questing the Secretary of the Treasury to report to the House infor- 
mation in regard to the work of Piare pantig in the Treasury Depart- 
9 steam-power presses; which was referred to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

CUSTOM-HOUSE, PROVIDENCE, RHODE ISLAND. 

Mr. SPOONER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5566) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase land 
adjacent to the eustom-house in the city of Providence, Rhode Island; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

FORT LEWIS, COLORADO. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House the 
following message; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from 
the Secretary of War, dated March 25, 1882, with accompanying dence, 
plans, and estimates, in which he recommends an appropriation of $40,000 for the 
completion of the new post at Fort Lewis, Colorado, 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 29, 1882. 


TRESPASSES ON INDIAN LANDS, 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House- 
the following message; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, dated 
24th instant, in relation to the urgent nee to action on the part of red e 
for the prevention of trespasses n Indian lands, with cory of he, apai from Com- 
arr e of Indian Affairs upon the subject and draft of for the object indi- 


cated. 
The subject is commended to the consideration of Con 
CHESTER A, ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 29, 1882. 


LAND-GRANT RAILROADS, 


The SPEAKER also, 8 consent, laid before the House 
a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
report of the Commissioner of the Land Office in response to a House 
resolution of the 9th ultimo calling for information concerning land- 
grant railroads; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ENTRANCE TO SABINE PASS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a communication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report 
from Captain W. H. Heur, Corps of Engineers, of the result of sur- 
vey of the entrance to Sabine Pass, Texas, made with a view of re- 
consideration of the pisn of improvements, and also report of the 
board of engineers for fortifications and for river and harbor improve- 
ments on the subject; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. Jones, of New Jersey, by unanimous consent, was granted. 
leave of absence for five days. 

. MRS. E. M. BOGGS. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York, by unanimous con- 
sent, leave was granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House 
of the papers in the case of Mrs. E. M. Boggs. 

And then, on motion of Mr. SPRINGER, (at five o’clock and twenty- 
five minutes p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other 7 0 were laid on 
the Clerk's desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR: The petition of Annie Lon, e and others, 
of Nannie Longsdale and others, and of Malvinia Miller and others, 
for relief—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: The resolutions of the Philadelphia County 
Medical Society, for the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 4789) to pre- 
vent the adulteration of! food and drugs—to the Committee on the- 
Public Health. 
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Also, the resolutions of the Board of Managers of the Commercial 
Exchange, and the resolutions of the Maritime Exchange of Phila- 
delphia, Pennsylvania, protesting against the extension of the steam 
grain-shovel patent—severally to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. C BELL: The petition of honorably discharged sol- 
diers of the late war, residing in Cambria County, Pennsylvania, for 
the passage of the bill to establish a soldiers’ home at Erie, Penn- 
sylvania—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIN: The petition of citizens of Pennsylvania for the 
passage of the bill to establish a soldiers’ home at Erie, Pennsylva- 
nia—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill for the improvement of Apalachicola 
Bay, of the Choctawhatchie River, of the Tampa Bay, of the With- 
lacoochie River, of Peace Creek, of the Escambia River, and of Pen- 
sacola Harbor, in the State of Florida—severally to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. GEORGE R. DAVIS: The petition of officers of the United 
States Army, relative +o allowance or commutation for fuel, &c.— 
severally to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLOWER: Memorial of the German Society of the city of 
New York, for legislation for the protection of arriving immigrants— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HARDENBERGH: The petition of the National Tobacco 
relative to the abolition of export stamps and exportation of 
tobacco; and also a protest against the passage of a free-leaf tobacco 
bill—severally to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of various boards of trade, chambers of commerce, 
commercial exchanges, &c., for the passage of the Lowell bill to es- 
3 a uniform system of bankruptcy—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. McMILLAN; Papers relating to the claim of Jane M. 
Goodall—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. NEAL: The petition of Captain James B. Bazell, for relief— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. O’NEILL: The resolutions of the Commercial Exchan, 
and the resolutions of the Board of Maritime Exchange of Philadel — 
phia, protesting against the extension of the steam grain-shovel 
patent—severally to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the resolutions of the Philadelphia County Medical Society 
urging the passage of the bill to prevent the adulteration of food 
and drugs—to the Committee on the Public Health. 

By Mr. RANDALL: The resolutions of the board of of 
Maritime Exchange ͤ Pentonyivania protesting ageinet 

time Ex of Phi phia, Pennsylv: pro i 
the extension of the patents on steam eee the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr, AMOS TOWNSEND: The petition of citizens of Clevelan 
Ohio, protesting against the extension of the steam grain-sho 
patent—to the same committee. 

By Mr. OSCAR TURNER: The petition of the mayor, council, and 
citizens of Columbus, Kentucky, for an appropriation to protect said 
place from the encroachments of the Mississippi River—to the Com- 
mittee on Leeves and Improvement of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. UPSON: The petition of Bernard Smith, to be relieved 
from the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VANCE: Papers relating to the claim of the heirs of W. 
B h—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WATSON: The petition of various boards of trade and 
other commercial organizations, for the ag ode the Lowell bill to 
establish a uniform law of bankruptey ughout the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. WALTER A. WOOD: The petition of citizens of Green- 
wich, New York, for the repeal of the law imposing a tax on bank 
deposits and the two-cent stamp on bank-chec to the Committee 


on Ways and Means. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the petition of Joseph Magoffin and 
others, citizens of El Paso, Texas, for an appropriation to construct 
an approach to Fort Bliss, was SY estes from the Committee on Mil- 
i Affairs, and referred to the Committee on Re i aot 

80, pares relating to the claim of George L. Key were re- 
rted from the Committee on Military Affairs and referred to the 
ommittee on Claims. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, March 30, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the followin 
message from the President of the United States; which was re: 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, dated 
24th instant, in relation to the urgent necessity of action on the part of Congress 
for the more adequate prevention of trespasses upon Indian lands, with copy of 


Pp from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs upon the snbject, and draft of a 
bill for the object indicated. The subject is commended to the consideration of 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 29, 1882. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

Itransmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from 
the Secretary of War, dated March 25, 1882, with 5 correspondence, 
plans, and estimates, in which he recommends an appropriation of $40,000 for the 
completion of the new post at Fort Lewis, Colorado. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 29, 1882. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report of Lieu- 
tenant-Colonel G. K. Warren, Corps of Engineers, containing inform- 
ation called for by a resolution of the 17th instant, in relation to the 
estimates of the cost of increasing the depth of the main ship channel 
of Providence River and harbor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the report be printed and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce; and I present a memorial of the 
State harbor commissioners of Rhode Island, resolutions of the Gen- 
eral Assembly of Rhode Island, and a memorial of the mayor of the 
city of Providence and of the Providence Board of Trade bearing upon 
the same subject, which I move be referred and printed with the 
report of the Secretary of War. 

e motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in compliance 
with a resolution of the Senate of March 20, 1882, such information 
as has been collected by the Bureau of nanganan relating to the 
maritime canal at Suez, which, on motion of Mr. MILLER, of Cali- 
fornia, was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

PETITIONS. AND MEMORIALS, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of United States 
ugers and storekeepers of the fifth district of Illinois, praying 
t they be placed on the same footing with other officials, 
who are allowed a days’ leave of absence annually without loss 
of Bess Which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

BLAIR presented a petition of the Grand Lodge of Good Temp- 
lars of New Hampshire, representing 3,000 members, praying for an 
amendment of the Constitution of the United States to prohibit the 
manufacture and sale of all alcoholic beverages throughout the na- 
tional domain; which was ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. LAPHAM presented a memorial of business firms of the city of 
Rochester, New York, in favor of the passage of the 5 ill 
known as the Lowell bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BROWN presented a petition of cotton merchants and others, 
citizens of Macon, Georgia, and a petition of railroad men and rail- 
road employés of Macon rgia, praying for an appropriation for 
the improvement of the harbor of avannah, in that State; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr, PENDLETON paree a petition of the Grand Division of 
Sons of Temperance of Ohio, representing 4,000 members, praying for 
an amendment of the Constitution of the United States to prohibit 
the manufacture and sale of all alcoholic beverages throughout the 
national domain ; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAWES. I present the petition of E. R. Mudge, Sawyer & 
Co., and a large number of other merchants of the city of Bosto: 
praying for the passage of the bankruptcy bill known as the Lowe 

ill, or any other bill that may be before Congress having the gen- 
eral features of that bill. petition represents not only the in- 
terests of large merchants but the Sa of most intelligent gen- 
tlemen of that class, derived from their dealings in all parts of the 
country, and sets forth what they deem essential features of any 
bankrupt bill to form a permanent system. 

As this matter has already been reported upon, I move that the 
petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. I present the petition of “ The Little Sisters of the 
Poor,” a charitable institution of this city, praying that an act may 
be passed authorizing the cl of an alley, ane that they be re- 
lieved from the payment of 5 improvement taxes to the District 
of Columbia. I move that petition be referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of George S. Case, W. L. Hick- 
man, and others, citizens of Saint Louis, Missouri, praying for such 
legislation as will protect the land in what is known as Sawyer's 
Bend, between the water-works in North Saint Lonis and the north- 
ern limits of the city, from the abrasion caused by the waters of the 
Mississippi River; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

He also presented the petition of John D. Hinchel, of Missouri, 
praying for the passage of the bill (S. No. 1012) ting penmons 
to certain Union soldiers of the late war of the rebellion who were 
confined in the co-called confederate prisons; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. COKE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 1608) authorizing the Texas and Saint Louis 
Railway Company to build certain bridges in the State of Arkansas, 
reported it without amendment. i 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 978) authorizing the Texas and Saint Louis 3 Company 
te build certain bridges in the State of Arkansas, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. i 

Mr. FARLEY, I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 795) to allow the construction of 
a bridge across the Willamette River at Portland, in the State of 


Oregon, to report it with an amendment in the nature of a substitute. 
Mr. Mc AN. I desire to state that that is a majority report 
merely. 


Mr. FARLEY. It is a report of a majority of the committee. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 4454) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Keithsburgh, in the 
State of Illinois, and to establish it as a post-road, reported it with 
amendments. 

He also, from the same committee to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 777) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Mis- 
sissippi River at or near Keithsburgh, in the State of Illinois, and to 
esta lish it as a post-road, asked to be disc from its further 
consideration; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. VAN. WYCK, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1492) for the relief of settlers and pur- 
chasers of lands on the public domain in the State of Nebraska, re- 

orted it with an amendment; and obtained leave to submit a report 
writing at some future day. 
Mr. LAPHAM. A few days since the manuscript of arguments 
made before the Judiciary Committee of the Senate, January 23, 
1880, on the subject of a constitutional amendment in relation to fe- 
male suffrage was referred to the select committee on that subject. 
I am instructed by that committee to move that the manuscript be 
printed for the use of the committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


POTOMAC RIVER OWNERSHIP, 


Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported the following resolution; which was considered by unan- 
imous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Attorney Goatee be, and is hereby, directed to investigate 
and report to the Senate, at the earliest day possible, who are the owners of the 

Virginia shores opposite Conn's Island, above the 
Great Falls in the Potomac River, and who are the owners of Conn's a 
who en ee owners of the water, water-power, and privileges at the Great Falls 
on iver. 


RECIPROCAL TRADE WITH MEXICO. 


Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee or Foreign Relations, to whom 
Was referred the concurrent resolution, submitted February 6, 1882, 
in reference to Mexican reciprocity, reported it with amendments 
to make it read: 


Resolved by the Senate, (the House eee That the in- 
ing w ercial interco: 8 el Wortes uad af the United 
between the two great repub- 


to the people of both countries, make 
the two coun’ whether on overland 
citizens 


as will be equally advantageous to boi 
to bring this subject to the attention of the Government of Mexico. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MILLER, of Califo: asked and or unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 161 ) for the relief of C. 
N. Felton, late assistant treasurer of the United States at San Fran- 
cisco, California; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1611} to regulate the terms 
of court in the western district of Wisconsin; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VANCE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1612) to rovide for the closing of an alle 
in et 751 in the city of Washi gton, District of Columbia, an 
for the relief of the Little Sisters of the Poor; which was read twice 
by 17 title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

Mr. WILLIAMS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1613) to prohibit the importation of neat 
cattle from the Dominion of ; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Mr. ALDRICH asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leaye 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1614) making an appropriation for the 
erection of a light-house at or near Sakonnet Point, Rhode Island ; 
ot was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ommerce. 
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MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. Vest, Mr. KELLOGG, 
and Mr. Coke as the conferees on the part of the Senate upon the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House 
of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 308) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Missouri River at the most accessible 
point within five miles above the city of Saint Charles, Missouri. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of W. A. Wilson, of Washington, District 
of Columbia, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, subject to the rules. 

SOLDIERS’ HOME GROUNDS. 

Mr. CONGER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on ee re e. be directed to inquire b 


whose order and for what reason the west entrance to the Soldiers’ Home groun 
is closed and admission to the grounds through the same forbidden. 


NANCY LEONARD. 


Mr. FRYE. The bill (S. No. 736) restoring to the pension-roll the 
name of Nancy Leonard was passed over yesterday without peoa 
dice when it was reached on the Calendar. I move that the bill be 
recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. The Senator who re- 
ported the bill adversely [Mr. PLATT] has no objection to a recom- 
mittal. I make the motion on the ground that additional testimony 
has been forwarded and is now before the House committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EUGENE WELLS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ifthere be no further morning busi- 
ness the morning hour is closed, and the first case under the Anthony 
rule will be reported, which was partly considered yesterday. 

Mr. INGALLS. Underthe stipulation made yesterday, the bill (S. 
No. 1120) for the relief of Eugene B. Allen, was to retain its place on 
the Calendar and be considered first under the Anthony rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill No. 416 was partly con- 
sidered yesterday, and it is better to go on with the bill which has 
been partly considered and then go back to the other bill as soon as 
it is disposed of. It has been the ruling that a bill which has been 
partly considered under the Anthony rule should be finished before 
saking up a bill which may have been placed at the head of the Cal- 
en 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 416) for the relief of Eugene Wells, the pend- 
ing question being on the amendment submitted by Mr. PLUMB to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
strike out, after the word “ y,” in line 8 of the amendment of the 
commi down to and including the word“ seventy-seven,” in line 
10, as follows: 

In the same grade and rank of second lieutenant held by him on the 13th day of 
October, in the year 1877. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the amendment to the amendment will 
not prevail. The words pro to be stricken out were inserted 
by the committee, and the bill is amply guarded as it stands. 

Mr. SHE . Mr. President, I donot want to prevent the pas- 
sage of a bill by the Senate, especially a bill for the relief of a single 
person, by my solitary veto; but I must protest against the passage 
of bills like . I believe they tend to demoralize the Army. 

This gentleman, whom I do not know, and therefore I am entirely 
impersonal about it, was court-martialed for drunkenness. No court- 
martial officers ever pronounced a man guilty of a charge and con- 
demned him to dismissal from the Army unless there was good ground 
for it, and upon clear and satisfactory proof. Their mere recom- 
mendation to mercy is a natural consequence of the general cordial 
feeling among officers of the Army. I have heard officers of the Army 
speak of this very often. 

It seems from the report which has been read that this gentleman 
was an officer of the Army at the beginning of the civil war. He 
seryed without much promotion for some ten or twelve years, and 
then voluntarily retired, and received no doubt one year’s extra pay, 
he 1 7 0 advanced only to the grade of captain. Then he was re- 
appointed in the Army to the grade of second lientenant, and after 
serving a few years was court-martialed for drankenness—drunken- 
ness on duty is the charge—and was recommended to the tender mer- 
cies of the reviewing officers. The reviewing officers undoubtedly 
approved the finding of the court-martial, and he went out of the 
Army. Now itis pro to put back in the Army an officer who 
entered the Army originally more than twenty years ago. It seems 
to me that an example of that kind, followed by other cases of a like 
character, would tend to demoralize the Army. Therefore, I wish 
bac Sad to record ian yote in the negative on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the observations e by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio must commend themselves strongly to every person 
Who is familiar with what has been done in een during the 
past five years. I with him fully in saying that nothing car 
tend more to destroy the morale of the Army and degrade its dignity 
and render it ugeless and helpless, and also destroy the self-respect 
of those who obey the rules and laws of war than this constant at- 
tempt to overcome the verdicts of courts-martial, either by Presi- 
dential clemency or by acts of legislation, 
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I have on previous occasions called the attention of the Senate to 
what has been done in this direction hitherto. I have justobtained 
a list from the records of courts-martial of what was done during 
the administration of President Hayes in respect to the mitigation 
and remission of sentences of courts-martial for drunkenness. In 
the year 1877 there were twenty sentences of dismissal from the Army 
for drunkenness by the decision of courts-martial. Of these, twelve 
were reversed by the President. In 1878 there were six sentences of 
dismissal; and of these one was remitted. In 1879 there were six 
dismissals, of which four were reversed by the President. In 1880 
there were nine sentences of dismissal, of which five were reversed 
by the President. In 1881, one sentence, which wasreversed. Mak- 
ing, during the administration of President Hayes, a total of forty- 
two sentences of dismissal from the service for drunkenness, of which 
twenty-three were reversed and nineteen allowed to stand. How 
many must be added to these by acts of Con like that whichis 
at present before the Senate I do not know, but I leave these facts 
which I have read without further comment as to the course that 
has been pursued in regard to the preservation and protection of the 
honor and dignity of the Army of the United States. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have nothing to say in defense of the 
practice, I may term it, which has grown up in the Senate of com- 
muting to a certain extent the judgments of courts-martial in cases 
like the present. I appreciate, to the fullest extent, the objection 
made by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. SHERMAN ;] but, sir, this is an 
exceptional case. The evidence in the case, if the Senator from Ohio 
will take the trouble to examine it, shows that the jadgment of the 
court-martial itself was based upon the very flimsiest sort of testi- 
mony, and was rendered with so much doubt by the officers compos- 
ing the court that they afterwards sent to the Secretary of War, and 
to the President, the following recommendation: 

GENERAL COURT-MARTIAL Rooms, WILKESBARRE, PENNSYLVANIA, 
September 4, 1877 

We, the undersigned, members of the general court-martial in the case of Lieu- 

tenant Eugene Wells, First Artillery, do hereby unite in recommending the ac- 


cused to the clemency of the reviewing authority. 
WM. SINCLAIR, 2 
A. M. MIL zti 25 J 
tain, Engineers. 
GEORGE A. THURSTON, 
First Lieutenant, Third Artillery. 
— Lieu Third Artillery 
JOHN R. MS, Arti 3 
HEMAN DOWD, * 
Second Lieutenant, Third Artillery 


Official copy: 


I shall not undertake to go into the testimony in detail, nor to 
read to the Senate the testimonials in regard to this officer’s gal- 
lantry and his high character as a military man during the war. I 
assert, however, that the evidence shows that the judgment was 
rendered with the greatest hesitation and reluctance by the court, 
and, as I have already read, he was recommended to the clemency 
of the Executive, and the case has stood thus from that day to this. 

Since that time Lieutenant Wells has been in the civil employ- 
ment of the Government. He was a soldier; he had no other employ- 
ment, and after leaving the military service he became an rh in 
one of the Departments at Washington. In that employment his con- 
duct has been without reproach, and the official record shows that 
no one has conducted himself with more propriety, with more indus- 
uy, with more personal self- ct. 

is connections in the State of Missouri are of such character that 
I may safely say that his name, his family, the prestige that comes 
from birth and association and education, indicate that if guilty of 
this offense—I say if guilty, because the evidence is not at all con- 
clusive—it was an 3 ion and not a habit. 

Under the circumstances, the refusal of Congress to permit the 
Executive upon the recommendation of the court-martial to remove 
this stain from the life of a young man who was a gallant soldier, and 
who has been an exemplary citizen since he lost his rank in the Army, 
would be extreme cruelty, and that too after Congress has in so many 
cases, not half as strong, not one-fourth as strong, by a unanimous 
vote, restored gentlemen to their rank in the service when the proof 
was clear and conclusive against them. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUME] to the amendment of the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. is bill is carefully guarded as amended by 
the committee. It does not place Lieutenant Wells back in the place 
he would have occupied, but it puts him in the same paai va grade 
that he did occupy at the time he was dismissed. The ous 
recommendation of the court-martial, had it been known to the Pres- 
ident, would have received his favorable sanction, and the sentence 
would not have been approved. There is conclusive evidence of that. 


Mr. TELLER. Dose it put him back where he was, in the same 
grade? 7 

Mr. COCKRELL. It puts him back in the same relative grade; 
that is, he does not go back at the foot of the second lieutenants in 
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in Amoy, but he will occupy the relative grade that he occupied 
in 


Mr. TELLER. He will be just as well off, then, as if he had re- 
mained in the Army? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; he might have been a captain by this time 
or a first lieutenant. He gets no increased grade by reason of being 
out of the Army. That is the point. His relative grade is not in- 
creased an parao by this bill, 

Mr. TELLER. What is the objection to the amendment, then? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The objection is just this: if this amendment 
prevails, he is made the junior of all the second lieutenants; if the 
amendment does not prevail, he occupies under this new appoint- 
ment the same relative grade ropes second lieutenants that he did 
occupy in October, 1877. That is the only difference. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not know anything about this case. I only 
know that this is the worst body in the world to present a case of 
this kind to. We have no means of knowing anything about the 
facts except as we get them from the committee, and the committee 
gets the facts from the friends of the applicant, and in nine cases ont 
of ten it is an er parte statement entirely, prejudiced in favor of the 
party who desires to be restored. Some time ago, during this session, 
we passed a bill to restore a man to the Army who had been dismissed 
for drunkenness. We were told that he had reformed. Before the 
bill reached the other House he was reeling in the streets here drunk, 
notoriously so, and I believe the Senate reconsidered the matter. It 
was not this man, I admit. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

at PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yie 

Mr. TELLER. I yield. 

Mr. VEST. I presume that the Senator from Colorado refers to 
the case of Colonel Kirby when he makes the statement that a bill 

assed here for his relief and he was immediately found drunk. I 
eny that statement. I have the proof to show that the statement 
is not true, if there is any credit in human testimony, I have in my 
hand, received this morning, affidavits in relation to that charge 

Mr. TELLER. I did not give way for the Senator to make a speech. 
Let him make his speech when I get through. 

Mr. VEST. I deny the statement. 

Mr. TELLER. I have not referred to Colonel Kirby. I did not 
refer to any one by name. A bill passed here to restore an officer, 
and I was told by the gentleman who was his attorney that he threw 
up the case because his client was drunk in the street. I was told 
that by other people. I do not wish to call this man’s name or any 
other one’s name; but the fact that this is an incompetent body to 
pass upon such questions cannot be denied. There is no method of 
arriving at the truth about a case of the kind in such a way as 
ought to satisfy any one. 

think, as was said by the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. INGALLS, } 
the whole system is wrong. While occasionally we may and un- 
doubtedly shall do a great hardship to some man who may have 
been overtaken and not be an habitual drunkard, I think the War 
Department will rarely proceed against a man who is not at least a 
confirmed drunkard. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, I understand from the remarks of 
one of the Senators that if this bill passes with the amendment 
which is proposed as a substitute, this officer will be placed in the 
same position as to numbers above and below other second lieuten- 
ants as he held when he was dismissed from the service. I cannot 
vote for a bill which will restore this officer to the same number 
which he held then. If he had held his position, in the natural 
course of events he would have been promoted and would now be 
out of the way of the second lieutenants, and out of the way of 
interfering with their promotion. I cannot see why by any arbi- 
trary rule this man should be set down in a particular number, 
simply because he had it when he was di from the Army. 
over those who have the right to expect their own promotion, an 
their own advancement in the regular order of service; and I can- 
not vote for the bill as far as I am acquainted with the subject now. 

If this bill can be so amended that this man may be made a sec- 
ond lieutenant as of to-day, coming in after those who would pre- 
cede him, I have no objection to that; but I think the precedent 
set by the bill as it stands will be wrong. It would be very un- 
just to innocent, honorable men who have gained their positions for 
9 to legislate them out of their positions in favor of a man who 
Was di hanged for drunkenness. In my A Congress go far 
enough if they overlook the fault and allow him to return to the 
Army again at all. There are men, as I am told, second lieutenants, 
who haye been long in the service, waiting for promotion and their 
chance for promotion, and they have the right to it under the laws of 
the United States. With the amendment giving him the number he 
held (which is a mere arbitrary rule, an accidental rule) when he 
was disc’ ed from the Army for drunkenness, I cannot approve or 
vote for the bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I know little about this case, 
and I am quite sure I should have said nothing about it but for the 
extraordinary view of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] upon 
the capacity of this body to transact business of this kind. I had 
thought this body was quite capable of ag, rt matters through 
its committees, and I cannot account for the distrust of it expressed 
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by the Senator from Colorado, except upon the ground that he ex- 
pects soon to cease to be one of us, and he does not want to bear with 
our mode of doing business much longer. I do not think with the 
Senator from Colorado that a person seeking to be relieved gets such 
a sort of hearing as he seems to con Sr I have looked at the re- 

rt in this case. It was made by the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. 

OCKRELL, ] and I have been taught to believe that he was rather 
careful in re song e of this kind, but according to the Senator 
from Colorado my 
lance on these questions. I have been in the habit of observin 
action of some three or four members of this body since I have been 
here, and when they report in favor of relieving anybody I am ready 
to vote for it, and I have the utmost respect for my friend from Mis- 
souri, and he is the very head of the list whom I implicitly follow. 
I think I can assure him that the Senate, despite the warnings raised 
by the Senator from Colorado, may safely vote for this bill as it came 
from the committee. 

Something has to be trusted, and a great deal more than some- 
thing, nearly everything almost has to be trusted here to the vigi- 
lance, labor, and care of committees, or we shall do nothing at all. I 
have found that the real difficulty in getting through a committee— 
by a person applying for relief—has been, not that he gets a one- 
88 in his favor, but first as to whether he gets a hearing 
at all, because it is the inclination of men’s minds, especially men 
when they get to be of sufficient age to be Senators, to leave done 
those things which have been accomplished. If I were to approach 
the presiding officer of this body in a judicial capacity, one of the 
first impulses of his mind would be to find whether the thing had 
been decided once against me, and if it had it would be res adjudicata 
square in my face. It is so with every committee of this y- We 
go there; we may have some unfortunate client that has stumbled 
some time or other in the great journey of life and who wants to get 
up again, and he is met right at the committee door, even before he 
gets in, with the decision of the Department, the ruling of the Bec- 
retary. It is all against him. Here is the record, he is told. He 
commences at the very foot of the hill, climbs slowly, removing 
little by little the obstacles that are in his way every inch of the 
ground; and instead of the committees giving too much relief of 
this kind they do not give enough, They slam the door in the face 
of many a person worthy of relief on the ground that the case has 
been adjudicated against him, and it is not to reopen it, as 
reopening it would involve a ppe deal of labor, and all that. 

I do not know whether this bill restores this man to the exact rank 
he would have had if he had not met this misfortune, nor do I care. 
I will do him the justice of restoring him; but on that question I think 
we can trust the committee; I k we can trust the Senator from 
Missouri and the Committee on Military Affairs; and with all due 
respect for amendments offered to bills here in the Senate, it has to 
be shown that some obvious injustice is being done by the bill or that 
some fact or circumstance has been overlooked by the committee 
which ought to be corrected here in this body, or I will give the com- 
mittee my approval rather than those who here, without investigat- 
ing the case, propose to amend the result of their investigations. I 
shall vote for the bill as it came from the committee, regrettin 
extremely that the Senator from Colorado called me from my usu 
quietude during the morning hour to nd to criticisms which he 
is giving us in Coes the last period of his service in this body. 

he P pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to the amendment of the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected, there being on a 
division—ayes 19, noes 26, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
oe Committee on Military Affairs as a substitute for the original 

ill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and read 
the third time. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I ask for the yeas and nays on the 
passage of the bi 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the roll was called. 

Mr. GARLAND, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with 
the Senator from Vermont, (Mr. EDMUNDS. ] If he were here, I should 
vote „yea. 

Mr. CONGER, (when Mr. Frrry’s name was called.) My col- 
league [Mr. FERRY] is paired with the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. 
e 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced 
yeas 35, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—35. - 
Bayard, Davis of W. Va., Jonas, Sewell, 
Beck, Fair, Jones of Florida, Slater, 
Brown, Farley, Jones of Nevada, Vance, 
Hampton, Maxey, Vest, 

Call, Harris, Miller of Cal., Vv 
C en, Harrison, Walker, 
Cameron of Pa., Hawley, Pen n, 

og y Jackson, Pugh, Windom. 


Coke, Johnston, Ransom, 


iend from Missouri must 3 usual TRE Edmunds 
e 


NAYS—21. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Mitchell, Sawyer, 
‘Anthony, Frye, Morrill, I 
7 of Colorado. P. Teller. 
Cameron of Wis., Hoar, Plumb, 
er, Topaia, Rollins, 
Davis of Illinois, er of N. Y., Saunders, 
ABSENT—20. 
Allison, Gorman, Kellogg, McMillan, 
„ Groome, Lamar, MePherson, 
Ferry, Grover, Lapham, Mahone, 
5 Hale, Logan, Saulsbury, 
George, Hill of Georgia, Mell. Van Wyck. 


So the bill was passed. 
EUGENE B. ALLEN. 


Mr. COCKRELL, Yesterday Order of Business No. 178, the bill 

a No. 1120) for the relief of Eugene B. Allen, was passed by in- 
ornially without prejudice, not to lose its place on the Calendar, at 
my instance. I hope now that it will be taken up. 

The bill (S. No. 1120) for the relief of Eugene B. Allen was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from feos [Mr. INGALLS, ] which will be reported. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. The proposed amendment is to strike 
out from line 6 to line 10 inclusive, as follows: 

Whatever sum of money, not the sum of $37,306.80, shall ap to 
the proper accounting officers of the upon examination and proofs to be 
presented by said Allen, to be justly due him as ity. 

And to insert in lieu thereof the sum of $25,753.94.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be en d for a third reading. 

Mr. INGALLS. In line 14 the word “Hoyt” should be“ Hayt.” 
The error is a mere clerical one. The name of the commissioner 
referred to is“ a hat 

The PRESIDENT pro bis, prt The correction will be made. 

The bill was read the t time, and passed. 


THOMAS J. MILLER. 


Mr. HOAR. Let Senate bill No. 49, which was passed over yes- 
terday without prejudice, be now taken up. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. No. 49) for the relief of Thomas J. Miller, of 
Washington Territory. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MILITARY EXPENSES OF KANSAS, 


The bill (S. No. 87) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
ascertain and report to Congress the amount of money expended and 
indebtedness assumed by the State of Kansas in repelling invasions 
and suppressing Indian hostilities was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Sec: of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed, with the 
aid and assistance of the of War, to cause to be examined and investi- 

ted all the claims of the State of Kansas against the United States of America 

or moneys to have been expended and for indebtedness alleged to have 
been assumed by said State in organizing, arming, equipping, subsisting, trans- 
ying the volunteer and military forces o State called into active 
service py se pra of said State between the 15th day of April, in the 
1861, and the date of this act, to zepa Indian invasions and to suppress Indian bos. 
said State and upon its Peg including ak proper expenses necessa- 
et Aponte pol ewe State on account of said forces having been so called into 
ve service as aforesaid; and also all properclaims paid or assumed by said State 
—5 horses and equipments actually lost by said forces while in the line of duty in 


ve ce. 
Src. 2. That no higher rate 3 allowed for the services of said Save, ! 
ou, transportation, exp other ses, than was allowed an 
by the United States for similar 2 and for the same = 
T- 


one capacity at the same time, or for an experts a the Secretary of 
War shall ecko there Was bo DAOG the time smd endex.all the OONN 


stances. 
Src. 3. That to enable the said officers to make the 


edness and the purposes for which they were made, and accompanied with proper 

Woy wh 8 f the Treasury shall, at the 
0. t the of the 

action the results of such 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be fh tee for a third reading. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the bill contain any Be page ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not at all. It simply allows the Secretary of 
the Treasury to examine and report to Congress. 
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Mr. ALLISON. How can the Secretary make an examination with- 
out a force to do it? What is the method to be adopted ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The same kind of method he has been using 
since 1863~64, the same machinery that he has used in his office for 
the examination of all the claims of the States. 

Mr. ALLISON. Are these claims on file in the Treasury ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Some of them are, and some are to be filed. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to examine and report to Congress the amount 
of all claims of the State of Kansas for money expended and indebt- 
edness assumed by said State in repelling Indian invasions and sup- 
pressing Indian hostilities,” 

COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Mr. MORRILL. I ask that the bill (S. No. 724) to fix the term of 
office of collectors of internal revenue may be considered at the next 
session of the Senate without prejudice. It was passed over some 
weeks ago on account of the absence of a Senator. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is it likely to take time? 

Mr. MORRILL. I think not. I merely ask that it be placed on 
the Calendar so as to be considered without prejudice at the next 
session of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is on the Calendar passed 
over without prejudice, and will be taken up to-morrow unless there 
is a bill pending at that time. 

BREVET MAJOR-GENERAL MEIGS. 

The bill (S. No. 1117) for the retirement of Brevet Major-General 
Meigs with the rank and pay of a retired officer of the grade of major- 
general was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The bill was reported by direction of the Military 
Committee before General Meigs was retired. Just after that a mes- 
sage came in from the President retiring him. Therefore it is neces- 
sary to change the wording of the bill. I move to substitute the 
following, which is the same in substance but in different language: 


Whereas the President did, by virtue of the . in him 
by section 1204 of the Revised Statutes, retire rand Brevet or General 
ontgomery C. Meigs, General of the United States y, from 
ve ce, lee 
Whereas at the date of his the n had 
served his country faithfully for over forty-nine and one- ving 
been appointed 


Py ay ees gone in 1861, twenty Lend ago, had by advice 
and e Senate, been brevetted to the rank o on July 5, 
1864, and had served under 3 to duty according to rank of males 
general by brevet for over seventeen years: 

Be it enacted, de., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to place 
Bri, r and Brevet Major General peo genet S Meigs on the retired of 
ure r 3 brevet with the pay and emoluments of a 

or-general on the re! list. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move to amend the title to read: 

A bill authorizing the President to place Brigadier and Brevet Major General 

C. on the retired list with the and emoluments of a major- 

Montgomery C. Meigs on t pay t ofa maj 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a preamble to the bill. 

The preamble was surest: 


TOWN OF PERU, IOWA. 


The bill (S. No. 916) to provide for the 8 and sale of 
lots in the town of Peru, Dubuque County, Iowa, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let the report be read in that case. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think I can explain this bill in a few moments, 
and thus avoid the necessity of reading the report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 

Mr. ALLISON. There were laid out in 1836 four or five towns in 
the State of Iowa, this town of Peru being one of them, and embrac- 
ing six hundred and forty acres of land. The town has been wholly 
abandoned. There were in 1837, I believe, some one hundred lots 
sold. The owners of those lots have passed away apparently; at 
least they make no claim to them, and for the last twenty years this 
land has been settled upon by agriculturists. There is no town there. 
The object of this bill is to have the land appraised and sold to the 
highest bidder; giving, however, these agriculturists an opportunity 
as the land at the appraised value. Thatisall there is in the 


Mr. COCKRELL. This bill provides for three commissioners at 
85 a Sey each, to view and appraise town lots that probably do not 
exist, the town having been utterly abandoned and the town lots 
being under cultivation. I do not see oy necessity for any such 
sepone being incurred by the Government of the United States when 
nobody wants the lots and there are no improvements upon them. 

Mr. ALLISON. At tirst view I quite with the Senator from 
Missouri, and I introduced a bill substantially providing for the sale 
of these farm lands; but on submitting it to the General Land Office 
they insisted that those persons who purchased lots should in 
some way be protected if any record appeared with reference to their 


and therenpon I consented to the machinery as proposed 


8 

Ia this b Sorang she appraisement of town lots if there are 
any there. The town been ly laid out, and the plat of it 
is in the Land Office, and I think there will be no trouble about it. 
Iwill say to my friend from Missouri that I do not think this appraise- 
ment will occupy more than two or three days of time, so I appre- 
hend no great cost will result. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no doubt but what there ought to be a 
vesting of the Government title in the present owners of the land in 
some way; but that there is any necessity for agricultural lands to 
be appraised as town lots, and have commissioners to appraise them, 
I cannot see. 

Mr. INGALLS. I wish the Senator from Iowa would inform me 
what title the Government has in these lands. If I understand the 
operation of the town-site act, whenever the town was laid out the 
conveyance was made by patent to the probate judge of the county, 
and to certain other officers named, and the title of the Government 
was absolutely divested. Therefore, if subsequently the town was 
abandoned, the right to take subsequent proceeding vested in the 
State laws. In my opinion the Government has no more to do with 
the disposition of these town lots in Iowa than it has to do with the 
sale of property in another jurisdiction. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should be very glad to know that the law is as 
stated by the Senator from Kansas. Ishall turn to the statutes in a 
moment. Commissioners were appointed to sell the land in these 
various towns in Iowa. The title has always remained in the United 
States Government and is in the United States Government to-day ; 
so that there is no way of making disposition of this property other 
than the way 2 in the bill, unless we donate it to the settlers 
who are upon the land now. If the Senator will turn to the statute 
of 1836, laying ont the towns, he will see that commissioners were 
appointed to appraise and sell the lots. f 

Mr. PLUMB. This town was laid out under an old law not now 
applicable to the public domain, and the Government proceeded to 
sal, as it does not now do, the lots according tothesurvey. Itsold 
about sixty lots of the total number emb within this town plat. 
After a time the town site was practically abandoned for town pur- 

but still the record remains of the subdivision of this tract 
into town lots, and these people still hold upon this tract these sub- 
divisions, which they purchased with reference to that plat. 

It was not possible, therefore, to sell the land according to the legal 
subdivisions, because to do so would have embraced one or more of 
these lots so sold. Consequently it had to be sold excepting these 
lots, or it had to be sold according to the plat and survey as made for 
town purposes. In the embarrassment which surrounded the con- 
sideration of this question, the Committee on Public Lands, being 
advised by the General Land Office, concluded that the best way was 
to have an 5 and a sale under the authority of commis- 
sioners, in order that the Government might not only derive proper 
advantage from all the existing circumstances which may have given 
in value to this land, but at the same time the purchasers of 
these lots from the Government heretofore in these small subdivisions 
may be fully protected. 

e law under which this tract was originally laid out is not the 
law of YAL which my coll e quoted, and which provides now, as 
the law did not at the time of this survey, for the entry of not more 
than half a section of land by a town company practically, to be 
patented to the county judge of the county for the benefit of the 


occupants. 

I think the bill has been sufficiently considered, and embraces sub- 
stantially the only practical solution of the difficulty by which we 
are confronted, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is an amendment reported 
by the Committee gn Public Lands, which will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. In line 12, after the word“ months,” it 
is moved to insert: 


rr beaten a ogee eee to the records of the General 


Land Office, have already been paid for or paten 

So as to make the clause read: 

Said comm: shall have power, and it is hereby made their duty, to view 
FVV eration the vements 
thereon, after w a 5 register and receiver 
said lots to public sale to the highest b , after advertising the same in three 
public newspa at least three from such sale such lots as, 
according to the records of the General Office, have already been paid for 
or pa 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the preamble. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

JOHN J. SALTER. 

The bill (S. No. 322) for the relief of John J. Salter was considered 

as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the President is hereby authorized to revoke so much of War Department 
Special Order No. 216, of date June 22, 1864, as relates to and directs the dismis- 
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1 ene; according] i as 
aucun after the date r ald order of dismissal. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and p i 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the relief of John 
I. Salter.” 

H. v. PHILPOTT. 


The bill (H. R. No. 1671) for the relief of H. V. Philpott was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment 
to H. V. Philpott, of Texas, of 8500, in for services rendered by 
him by order of Hon. John C. Watrous, judge of the United States 
district court for the eastern district of eee - 
ing, and labeling certain papers and records in the office of the cler) 
of that court at Galveston. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM D. WHITING. 


The next bill, (H. R. No. bod) for the relief of Captain William D. 
Whiting, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides 
that Captain William D. Whiting, United States Bary having been 

romoted for faithful and efficient war service, and having served 
in the Navy faithfully for forty 8 and by Paes pea having been 
appointed chief of the Bureau of Navigation of the Navy Department 
with the relative rank of commodore, and holding that position on 
the date of his retirement in pursuance of law on account of phys- 
ical incapacity, such incapacity having been contracted on duty or 
being incident thereto, his name shall be placed on the retired list 
of the Navy with the rank and retired pay of a commodore as though 
he had been 5 to that grade prior to his retirement. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Is there any report with that bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro a, There is a House report. 

Mr. TELLER. Let that be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
MORSE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs in the House of fem 
sentatives, January 17, 1882: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No, 697) 
for the relief of Captain William D. Whiting, United States Navy, beg leave to 
report the same back with a recommendation that it do pass. 

Captain William D. Whi has one of the best and most honorable records of 
any officer in the Navy. For fidelity and effici in the service, as well as 
his 1 he was appointed by the dent as C of the Bureau of Navi- 
gation. wine eae position, he was under the law entitled to the rank of com- 
modore, while real rank was thatof captain. While in the line of his duty as 
commodore he became afflicted with the loss of his eye-sight. The original cause 
of this antedates his service as chief of the bureau, and originated in the line of 
duty, but yet this incapacity was not so severe as to become very serious until after 
his promotion. Your commi in view of his honorable record, the fact that he 
held the rank of commodore while chief of the bureau, and the facts attending his 
loss of eye-sight, deem it an act of justice to him that he shall be retired upon the 
rank and 1 pay ot a commodore. Possibly just such a combination of facts can never 
occur again. 

Mr. FARLEY. This bill was reported by the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] a member of the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. He is not present, but the report is unanimous, and the ques- 
tion was very thoroughly considered in the committee. We adopt 
the House report. e tor from New Jersey is not here to-day, 
but the report is very full, and the bill was considered very carefully 
in the committee, and they are unanimously in favor of the measure. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN M. DORSEY AND WILLIAM F. SHEPARD. 


The bill (S. No. 214) for the relief of John M. Dorsey and William 
F. Samy ang was considered as in Committee of the ole. It pro- 
vides for se paren of $9,021.33 to John M. Dorsey, and of $3,746.66 
to William F. Shepard, in full settlement for beef and 5 fur- 
nished certain volunteer troops by Dorsey, She and one S. B 
Wallace while those troops were en in qu the Indian dis- 
e in the Territory of Utah, now the State of Nevada, in the 
year y 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a report in that case? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir; a long report. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Senator is familiar with the 


case, 
Mr. COCKRELL. I remember the case now. I was engaged in 
conversation when the name of the bill was announced. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EARL S. RATHBUN. 


The bill (S. No. 891) granting a pension to Earl S. Rathbun, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, after the word month,” in line 7, to strike out and to 
begin at the date of the honorable discharge of said Rathbun from 
the military service” and insert from and after the date of the 


passage of this act, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving ;” so as 
e the bill read: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions limitations of the pension 
laws, the name of Earl S. Rath eee 
and to der pile eee of said Rath the mili- 


discharge bun 
the date of the passage of this act, in lieu of the pension 
hela now receiving. s 
The amendment was to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
MRS. S. A. WRIGHT AND MRS. C. FAHNESTOCK. 
The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 272) for the relief 
of Mrs. S. A. Wright and Mrs. C. Fahnestock. 
Mr. PLATT. That bill was reported by the Senator from Kentucky, 
[ Mr. WiLLiaMs, ] who has been called from the Senate on account of 
indisposition, and he requested me to ask that it be passed by with- 
ops pradie, 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be so done if there be no 
objection. 
ADVANCES BY GEORGIA. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 270) to repay 
the State of Georgia $27,175.50, money advanced by said State for 
the defense of her frontiers against the Indians from 1795 to 1818, 
and not heretofore paid. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims, with an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to audit 


the claims of the State of for moneys advanced by said State to ae 
TCC 


Mr. MORRILL. I think that is so old a claim for advances made 
from 1795 to 1818, that it ought to have a full explanation. I do not 
see the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] present who re- 
ported the bill. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. There is a brief report which I 
think sets forth very clearly the nature of the claim. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think the bill had better go over until the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts is present. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope, as the Senator from Massachusetts and the 
Senator from Georgia are both absent, the Senator from Vermont 
will allow the bill to go over without prejudice, 

> yes. 


Mr. MORRILL. Oh, y. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 


LIQUOR PROHIBITION. 


The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (S. R. 
No. =) proposing an amendment to the Constitution in relation to 
alcoholic liquors and other poisonous beverages. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. This was introduced by the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire, [Mr. BLAIR, ] who doubtless desires to sub- 
mit some remarks, as it has only been read the first time. It will be 
passed over. 

JONATHAN R. SPENCER. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 887) granting a 
pension to Jonathan R. Spencer. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over until I can hear more 
from the Department. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


FORT LEAVENWORTH MILITARY RESERVATION. 


The bill (S. No. 406) to provide for the sale of certain portions of 
the Fort Leavenworth military reservation was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole, 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend by adding another section to the 
bill. I think the Senator who reported the bill [Mr. Maxry] will 
ape with me that this is necessary for the purpose of carrying out 

e spirit of the bill : 

SEC. 4. That if any railway ponpa , other than the said Kansas Central Rail- 
way Company, now occupying said right of way, or being in precess of construc- 
tion to or upon the same at the date of the appraisement hereinbefore provided 
desire to and occupy any portion of the land, the sale of which 

or, such company or companies shall have the right to 
a pro rata proportion of the whole of such tract herein authorized to be sold, upon 
and conditions hereinbefore prescribed for the said Kansas Central 
third section of the act of July 20, 1868, 
be made accordingly. 


Mr. MAXEY. The bill under consideration was reported by myself, 
and in my report on behalf of the canmittee, I incorporated section 
3 of the act of July 20, 1868, and I ask that that be read to explain 
the rights which the railroad companies have. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


SEC. 3. And be it That for the use 
there 


further enacted, lea, 
bridge from either side of the river 


to said 


of railroads ding 
is hereby granted aright Y way through 
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Mr. MAXEY. Iwill say that I have no objection to the amend- 
ment. Thep of the committee was to carry out the provisions 
of section 3 of the act of 1868, and to make grants to various rail- 
road companies as provided by that section; and the third section 
of this bill as reported by the committee in its conclusion says: 

S by all other railroad compa- 
L way under the said third section of the act of 

Therefore, as the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas 
simply carries out that section 3, and asks no more or other rights 
than were granted by that act, of course I make no objection to the 
amendment, 

The amendment was a to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ADVANCES BY GEORGIA. 


Mr. BROWN. I introduced a bill here at an early period of the 
session to pay to the State of Georgia a certain amount of money 
that she nal expended in the Indian wars at an early period of the 
Government. It was reported on by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Hoar,] a member of the Committee on Claims. A while 
ago, while we were both out, I understand it was called up and passed 
over, as the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. CAMERON] is kind enough 
to tell me, without prejudice. I think it will take but a few min- 
utes, and I shall be glad to go back to it now. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. That will be done. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 270) to repay the State of Georgia $27,175.50, 
money advanced by said State for the defense of her frontiers against 
the Indi from 1795 to 1818, and not heretofore repaid. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question ison the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Claims, which has been read. 

r. HOAR. I will make a very brief statement. This is a very 
old State claim, but the committee unanimously reported the bill to 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to pay what he shall find 
due on, finding also the facts which are required to be proved. It 
is a claim for advances by the State in Indian wars soon after the 
formation of the Federal Constitution. Other States were paid for 
similar expenditures, but the vouchers of this State were lost and 
the State never was able to prove the facts which were necessary 
for the allowance of the claim. Those vouchers were discovered by 
the honorable Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Brown,] when he was 
governor of the State, in a crypt at the state-house. That I think 
was during the war or about time of the war; and after their 
discovery they were presented. 

The bill is very carefully guarded to place upon the Secretary of 
the Treasury the responsibility of re-examining these facts which 
have been proved to the satisfaction of the committee, and we think 
it is a very clear and plain case. 

Mr. BROWN. Our State-house at Milledgeville was not a very 
large one, There were some basement rooms in the State-house that 
were used as a place of deposit of such early documents as it was 
thought would not be of much use in future. They had been unfor- 
tunately neglected there by former governors of the State. When 
I came into the executive office, in looking through those basement 
rooms I found a ral file of old documents of that character, some 
of which were nearly rotten, many of them were lost, a few of them 

robably of much importance. having the whole thing over- 

auled, however, among other papers in the cellar were found these 
vouchers that the State had never before been able to find, showing 
that we had pa out this money in aid of the United States Govern- 
ment in the Indian wars. They were sent on, and it was found that 
everything co nded except a small item, I believe of three or 
four thousand dollars, for which vouchers were not found, and that 
was deducted. We do not claim it, because we cannot prove it. 
That is the history of the loss. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
2 by the Committee on Claims as a substitute for the original 

ill. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘A bill to provide for the 
repayment to the State of Georgia of $22,567.42, money advanced by 
said State for the defense of her frontiers against the Indians.” 


ROBERT J. BAUGNESS. 

The bill (S. No. 404) for the relief of the heirs or legal representa- 
2 of Robert J. Baugness, deceased, was announced as the next 
in order. 

Mr. PLUMB. That bill has been reported adversely from the 
Committee on Pensions. I have some testimony which was not be- 
fore the Committee, but it is not now in hand, which I shall have 


here in the morning, on which I think I shall be able to convince the 


Senate thatthe bill ought to the report of the committee to the 
con notwithstan I therefore ask that it may be passed 
over informally to retain its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that will 
be ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Was that evidence submitted to the Committee 
on Military Affairs ? 

Mr. PL It was not. It was only recently received by me. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why not recommit the bill? 

Mr. PLUMB. I will take the chance of convincing the Senate as 
to the propriety of passing the bill, and if they think it ought to be 


. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

SMITH E. G. RAWSON. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 203) for the 
relief of the widow and children of Smith E. G. Rawson. 

Mr. PLATT. I understand that a House bill similar to the Senate 
bill has been es there is some delay, and I have not been able 
to 7 the House bi I ask that this bill be passed over without 
prejudice. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed over without 
prejudice. 
LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1) to promote 
the efficiency of the Life-Saving Service, and to encourage the say- 
ing of life from * 

. CONGER. t that be passed over without prejudice. The 
RNI has acted on the House bill. Let this remain on the Calen- 


A 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

CYRUS C. CLARK. 

The bill (H. R. No. 89) for the relief of Cyrus C. Clark was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the accountin 
officers of the Treasury to allow to Cyrus C. Clark, late an additiona 

a ter in the Army, in the settlement of his account, a credit for 
$i 979.87, as of the date of April 6, 1865, the same being for money 
lost by himin the discharge of his official duty, without fault or neg 
lect on his Poe decided heretofore by the Court of Claims. 

Mr. COC . Let the report be read in that case. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I make the suggestion to the Senator from Mis- 
souri, as he himself must observe the shortness of time, that the 
reading of the report will take just about the five minutes that re- 
main. He is familiar with every line of it, having heard it read and 
commented upon, and having agreed to it. I do not wish the Sen- 
ate to pass the bill, because I shall defend it, without question; but 
if the Senate will omit the reading I will make a brief statement 
which I think will supply the place. 

Mr. COCKRELL. t us have something that will show why we 
ought to pass a bill of this kind. There should be something on 
the record. I have no objection to hearing the statement in lieu of 
having the 1 read. 

Mr. WLEY. This officer, as is shown by citizens and brother 
officers, was an effective man in his place, a man of excellent char- 
acter, and was exercising, as the court of inquiry shows, a fair dis- 
cretion and judgment in the care of his property. He had a pretty 
large sum of money on hand for the payment of troops, some thirty- 
one thousand dollars. He had looked over it, and he knew just how 
much he had in his safe. He had people whom he thought he could 
trust in his quarters. He went away for an hour or two on business, 
and came back and found that the safe had been broken up and this 
amount of money carried off. He went directly to the commanding 
officer and demanded a court of inquiry. The court sat some days, 
but was unable to fix anager the amount. The testimony, which I 
have here in pamphlet in , Shows that the two persons who were 
implicated as possibly guilty were afterwards tried, convicted, and 
they were sentenced to a long and severe sentence. Further, the 
commission reported that the officer was not to blame, and exon- 
erated him ; and that is the opinion of the paymaster of the district, 
who gave him a full vindication. 

Not to dwell too long upon the matter, for I shall be reading the 
report if I continue, the case went to the Court of Claims; it went 
up from the Court of Claims to the Supreme Court, and went back 
to the Court of Claims, and then came up on another appeal. The 
opinion of the Supreme Court was, on the whole, in all respects favor- 
able. I will read just a paragraph from the report: 

This led the eee court to a second reversal of the judgment, and remand- 
ing of the case for further proceedings, in doing which, however, that tribunal 
declared its opinion that as to the amount lost, the fact of loss being first proved 
by other competent evidence, the petitioner was a competent witness—that is, 

k—as at common law, under which, in certain circumstances held parallel to 
those of the present case, a loser, although a party in interest, might testify to the 
contents of a lost package. This last decision was rendered February 25, 1878. 

Then the case came down to the point how the exact amount of 
loss should be proved; and it was objected by counsel for the Gov- 
ernment that Clark himself could not establish it. The Supreme 
Court said that there being other evidence as a basis Olark might 
then be allowed to talk aboutit. Then the caseseemed open to final 


1882. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


2407 


and complete settlement; but in the mean time Clark had disappeared 
wholly. He got into some little scandal, and like a foolish man ran 
away. In my opinion he would have got through well enough had 
he staid. He ran away and left his bondsmen with this bond upon 
theirshoulders. But the evidence in the Court of Claims, before the 
commission of inquiry, and in the De nt, shows beyond ques- 
tion the amount that was lost. All that remained of the case was a 
purely technical point as to proving the exact figures. There was 
no doubt about what it amounted to. : 

This case has had the deliberate and careful consideration of two 
of the ablest lawyers in the House of Representatives, men of high 
judicial character and ability. It has had three favorable reports 
from them; and being sent to me in the Committee on Military 
Affairs I could not do anything else in the world but accept the re- 
port of one of these gentlemen, and it is this report, No. 153, literally 
made by one of these cane, which was adopted by the Senate 
committee. I think there can be no question that every possible 
safe has been observed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 182) to print 90,000 copies of the statistics of the popula- 
tion of the United States, &c.; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had appointed Mr. W. 
D. WASHBURN, of Minnesota, a conferee on the part of the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the 
House to the bill (S. No. 308) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at the most accessible point within five 
miles Sone the city of Saint Charles, Missouri, in p of Mr. PaGE, 
exe 5 

The message further announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution providing for the printing of the reports prepared 
gy the direction ofthe United States Fish Commission for the census 
of 1880. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. No. 1361) to provide additional accommodations for poachers we 
ment of the Interior, with an amendment, in which it requ the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 

A bill (S. No. 42) for the relief of George G. Snyder; and 

A bill 8. No. 383) to amend section of the Revised Statutes 
of Nev United States, relating to license fees of officers of steam- 
vessels. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The mpage also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Fe tempore : 

A bill (S. No. 90) to pay the creditors of the late Henry O. Wag- 
goner, late consular clerk at Lyons, France; and 

A bill (S. No. 864) to confirm certain instructions given by the 
Department of the Interior to the Indian agent at Green Bay agency: 
in the State of Wisconsin, and to legalize the acts done and permitted 
by said Indian agent pursuant thereto. 

: PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS. f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of two o’clock has arrived, 
and the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which 
is the bill (S. No. 613) to fix the day for the meeting of the electors of 
President and Vice-President, and to provide for and re te the 
counting of the votes for President and Vice-President, and the de- 
cision of questions arising thereon. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask that the unfinished business may be tempo- 
rarily laid aside in order to proceed with the consideration of the 
Indian ap ropriatien bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, that course 
will be pursued. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 182) to print 90,000 copies of the 
statistics of the pease of the United States, &c., was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

FISH COMMISSION REPORTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That of the 
reports pre —— under tue direction of the lech States Fish Commission for the 
census of 1880. 1,500 additional copies be printed from the stereotype plates for the 
use of and distribution by the Commission. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the followin 
message from the President of the United States ; which was refe: 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, dated 
the 28th instant, and the accompanying letter of the Superintendent of the Gov- 


— 
of the present 


for the Insane, 9898 an estimate for a deficienc: 
„792.51 for the support of that Institution for the — — 
re CHESTER A. ARTHUR. . 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, March 30, 1882. 


He also laid before the Senate the following message from the 
President of the United States ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, inclosing draft 
of a bill to amend section 2056 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relat- 


to the term of office of Indian Indian agents. The subject is 
po trata ty to the consideration 8 Congress. zy 8 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE Mansion, March 30, 1882. 


He also laid before the Senate the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication from the 


spectively, to the appropriations for salaries, fees, and commissions of registers 
and peo, and for contingent expenses, land as, for the next fiscal : 


TER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE Maxsion, March 30, 1882. 


He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, in response to a resolution calling for the amount of supplies, 
tents, and transportation furnished by the Department to the sev- 
eral States for the relief of the sufferers by the overflow of the Mis- 
sissippi River; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. VANCE. House bill No. 2938, for the relief of Thomas Evans, 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. It should have been 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The change of reference will be 
made, 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. No. 4185) making appropriations for the cur- 
rent and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for ful- 
filling treaty 1 with various Indian tribes, for the year 
ending June 30, 1883, aud for other purposes. 

Mr II. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr Hoar] ve 
kindly said yesterday that he would consent to an amendment whic 
I have offered to the Indian appropriation bill being considered be- 
fore his. Le 
very 
that his amendment wi 

Mr. DAWES. I shoul 


tion. 
The PRESIDENT 2 tempore. The amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] will be laid aside temporarily, and 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] proposes an amendment, which 
will be read. 
The ACTING SECRETARY. After line 652, it is proposed to insert: 
That the pape Page Mpeg Sie papery ne oer groan ez States and 


the Seminole and Creek of Florida to be to the part of the Seminole 
tribe in Flori A Spare 
or 


Mr. DAWES. Is that amendment in print? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is partly in print, and partly in 
manuscript. 

Mr. C . I will state to the Senator from Massachusetts that 
the addition to the amendment is only explanatory, in order to make 
the language more definite. 

If the Senator from Massachusetts will give me his ear for a mo- 
ment I will explain the amendment. In 1839, and again in 1856, the 
United States made a treaty with the Creek and Seminole nations. 

Mr. PLUMB. Before the Senator proceeds I want to say on behalf 
of the committee that I wish to reserve the point of order on the 
amendment. 

Mr. CALL. Then itis unnecessary for me to say anything. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not mean to say that the point of order will be 
raised; only that it may be raised. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Massachusetts in charge of the bill 
agreed with me that it would not be raised. 

Mr. PLUMB. So far as I am concerned, having had something to 
do with the preparation of the bill, this opening op the general ques- 
tion of amendment and so on, I desire to reserve the point of order. 
I may not raise it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order will be reserved. 

Mr. CALL. I will state the case, and then the Senator can raise 
the point of order if he wishes. The amendment is a very merito- 
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rious one. Itis one that no Senator can raise any kind of objection 
to in reason. In 1856 the United States made a treaty with the united 
Creek and Seminole nations, which will be found in the collection of 
treaties published by authority of Congress, By that treaty the 
Government a to appropriate the sum of $250,000, the interest 
on which was to be paid to the remainder of the Seminole Indians 
then remaining in Florida, when they should emigrate and join their 
brethren in the West. Those Indians have never emigrated; they 
are now in Florida; they are becoming good citizens ; they are peace- 
able people, and the people of Florida are content for them to re- 
main there. The consideration which the United States agreed to 
receive for that appropriation of money has been paid. 

Mr. DAWES. ill the Senator be kind enough, while he is speak- 
ing, to give me the date of the treaty? 

‘ir. CALL. I will give the date of the treaty and read a passage 
fromit. The treaty was made August 28, 1856, and is found on page 
110 of the Revision of Indian Treaties. The language of the treaty, 
which I wish to read, is as follows: A 


The further sum of $250,000 shall be invested in like manner whenever the Sem- 
inoles now remaining in Florida have ted and joined their brethren in 
the West; whereupon the two sums so in shall constitute a fund belon; 


That remnant of the tribe never migrated to the West, they are 
in Florida. They are not within the jurisdiction of the Interior 
Department, as the Secretary of the Interior says they are not the 
objects of its care. The consideration which was stipulated by the 
tribe has been paid. The Indian title has been extinguished through- 
out the whole State of Florida to the public land which had been 
recognized as theirs, and the cession of which was the consideration 
on their part in this treaty. They are there without care, without 
land, without a home, without any assistance on the part of the Gov- 
ernment, and their portion of the consideration has been long ago 

id and utilized by the Government. The people there are content 
for them to stay. 

These Indians are capable of being civilized, and with the assist- 
ance of the money which on amendment would give them, provid- 
ing for them the same schools that are provided under the treaty for 
their brethren in the West, giving them some assistance in becoming 
agriculturists, these peaceable people, who have commended them- 
selves to the good feeling of the people of Florida in the period of 
time from the treaty until now, ask that the equitable purpose and 
spirit of this provision be applied to their benefit, and that by the 
head, per capita, of those now remaining there with those of the tribe 
who have migrated west since the treaty. It is but a very small pro: 
portion, there being very few in numbers in Florida, but I ask that 
their proportion of the interest upon that sum of money shall be paid 
to them and for their benefit and not be paid to those in the West to 
whom it was stipulated it should notbe paid. You will perceive the 
plain language of the treaty is that it is to be paid to the united tribe 
when those then in Florida shall migrate and join their brethren in 
the West, which they have never done. 

There are from three hundred to six hundred of these Indians now 
in Florida. The number is not specifically known, notwithstanding 
the Government has had an agent down there trying to find out. 
They are in the extreme southern ‘See of the State of Florida 
living in their tribal relations, with their own villages, upon land 
belonging to individuals, without homes, here and there occupyi 
places which the settlements have not yet reached. It is to the in- 
terest of ae pen of that country that those Seminoles, who can- 
not be moved out by force, should be provided with some means of 
subsistence and should be encouraged in agriculture, and should not 
be left to starve and to depredate upon the cattle and the homes of 
the people there; that they should be encouraged in the good work 
which they have of themselves commenced. 

The amendment which 1 have offered to the bill provides that per 
capita, by the head, of those now remaining there, compared with 
the number of those who have gone west under the provisions of the 
treaty, this amount shall be distributed to them under the direction 
and control of the Secre of the Interior. . 

Mr. DAWES. The condition of the Indians in Florida, the rem- 
nant of the Seminoles left there who have never gone to the Indian 
Territory, I have no doubt has been correctly set forth by the Sen- 
ator from Florida, and it wonld be very proper to do something for 
those Indians. One cannot tell exactly how safe it would be to 
adopt this amendment by simply hearing the treaty read, as the Sena- 
tor from Florida has read it, without having some examination at 
the Interior Department of subsequent legislation. 

My attention has just been called to a similar case, where a large 
sum of money was by treaty withheld by the Government from the 
North Carolina Cherokees, who are in very much the same condition 
with these Seminoles, Each one of them was to have so much mone 
who would remove to the Indian Territory. Some have remoy 
and some are still there, in very much the condition of these Indians, 
and they want to have the money applied to them. I prepared an 
amendment to meet that case; but upon conference with the Indian 
Bureau this morning I find that Congress deliberately, by subsequent 
acts of e e in the face of the treaty, has diverted that whole 
sum to other purposes and so tied it up by statute that it cannot be 
applied as proposed. 


4 
Ido not know that Congress has done anything with this treaty 
stipulation like that, but I do not know that it has not. There has 
been no report from the Interior Department, no examination by the 
Committee on A . or the Co ttee on Indian Affairs 
upon this 5 and it is Supt m the statement of the Senator 
from Florida, which I have no doubt is true, according to his own 
information, that we are called upon to legislate. the Senator 
would make it an appropriation chargeable upon the Treasury, and 
let the fund be eee of subsequently, if it is at liberty, to reim- 
burse the Treasury, then we could see the merit of the proposition 
not 8 by any treaty provision. So far as I am concerned, 
I should be willing to listen to an amendment of that kind; but 
representing the Committee on Appropriations here at this time, I 
am compelled to oppose the e of the amendment. 

_ Mr. CALL. The Senator from Massachusetts will find that the 
interest upon $250,000 is being appropriated annually ; the principal 
fund is still intact, but the interest is being appropriated to the Sem- 
inoles in the West, treating the question as if the Indians who have 
ever been and are still in Florida had ted west in conformity 
with the terms of the treaty. The fund exists and the ahs sip pa 
of the interest is being e every year to those in the West in direct 
violation of the terms of the treaty. 

Mr. DAWES. Very likely; that may be so; but the record of the 
treatment of the Government toward the Seminoles, the Senator from 
Florida well knows, is a very unfortunate one from the begi g in 
every t of it. While I would desire to see a new leaf turned 
over, I should like to know just exactly what that leaf will cover. 

Mr. CALL. If my honorable friend will allow me, I will say that 
that is not a very fair objection, when the committee bring in a bill, 
as I understand, appo riating the very money to a purpose forbid- 
cahy ane shied which I ask to be applied according to the spirit 
of the i 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator point out the provision of the bill 
to which he refers? 
as CALL. I have not seen it in the bill, but I have no doubt it 

there. 

Mr. DAWES. It is not too late for the Senator to move an amend- 
ment to any portion of the bill, even when it comes into the Senate 
out of the Committee of the le. 

Mr. CALL. I have notcritically examined the bill. The practice 
of the Senate seems to be to bring in an appropriation bill and have 
it pwo before anybody sees it, 

. DAWES. Iam representing the Committee on Appropriations 
at this moment, and I am instructed by the committee to oppose 
amendments of this kind. However, my own nalobjection does 
not rest upon the statement of the Senator, for that commends itself 
to me, but upon the uncertainty and dangerous character of any such 
amendment being adopted at this time. 

Mr. CALL. Lask the Senator from Massachusetts if he will con- 
sent to allow the amendment to be passed in such a form that the 
money shall be appropriated subject to the discretion of the Secre- 


tary of the Interior, allowing the Secretary to exercise his discretion 
on the subject? 
Mr. DAWES. If the Senator will find the provision of the bill 


which appropriates the interest of the fund to the Seminoles, and 
will pro an amendment to the effect that so much of that shall 
be paid to the Seminoles in Florida as in the discretion of the Inte- 
rior Department would be just and proper, I should think that would 
meet the point which he raises. 

„CALL. I have found the provision in the bill. 
line 648, it reads as follows: 

For 5 per cent. interest on $250,000, to be paid as ene 4 (they having joined 
their brethren West) per eighth article of treaty of August 7, 1850. 812,500. 

I had not examined the bill, but I knew the provision was in it; it 
has been in all the former Indian appropriation acts. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs have in their possession a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior nene the fact tbat 
he has sent an agent to Florida, and that that agent has reported as 
to the number, I will not be positive but I think over three hundred 
of these Seminoles now remaining in the territory of Florida. 

Mr. TELLER. Are they provided for in the bill? 

Mr. CALL. No; the money is given to those in the West. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, it seems to me from the discus- 
sion which has taken place that the bill appropriates money which 
by treaty stipulation is to be paid to the Seminoles upon their re- 
moval to the West, and appropriates the whole of that sum to those 
who have now gone to the West, whereas by the statement of the 
Senator from Florida there is a portion of those Indians, some three 
hundred of them, in the State of Florida. The question with me is 
not whether those in Florida are entitled under treaty stipulations 
to any portion of the fund, but whether the whole amount of the 
appropriation should be made to a portion of the tribe who have gone 
west; whether there ought not to be an equitable distribution of it, 
and at least a certain percentage of the sum withheld for the benefit 
of those in Florida when they may comply with the terms by which 
they would be entitled toit. Those who have gone west are getting 
the whole of the appropriation, whereas those who have remained in 
Florida are getting none, and would get none after they go west, 
except the portion of the fand which is thus distributed from year 
to year. I think the appropriation ought to be limited according to 
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the number of Indians of the tribe who shall have Apa their breth- 
ren in the West, and that the whole amount should not be given to 
them. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to call the attention of the Senator 
from Delaware to the fact that, as I understand, we have no trea‘ 
with this small band in Florida. I think it is called the Tiger's T 
band, or by some such name. There is no treaty with them at all, 
as I understand. eal 

Mr. CALL. Oh, no; I will state to my friend that he is mistaken. 

Mr. TELLER. Perhaps so. i ; 

Mr. CALL, The treaty was with the united tribe of Seminoles; it 
was made here in Washington City, and icipated in by the chiefs 
then in Florida. Under the treaty of 1856, with reference to the 
Indians in Florida, whose children are there now, and some of the 
very Indians are living at this time, it was provided that when they 
should emigrate west, the portion of the tribe which is referred to, 
then the interest upon this „000 should be paid to the united tribe. 
Now, I say they have never removed; very few of them have gone 
west. The Secretary of the Interior has communicated the fact to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. This communication is here in the 
committee-room; I know the fact; it was brought up here and read. 
This money which was to be paid when they ted west has been 
appropriated every year, and the interest on the $12,500 has been 
paid 1 tribe in the West, as if the Indians now in Florida had 

one there. 
$ As to the treaty, of course the letter of the treaty has not been 
complied with. ey cannot come here and say that they have ful- 
filled the obligations of the treaty. They have not done so. They 
are in Florida, and the stipulation was that they were to be paid 
only if they went west. But they have ceded their lands to the 
Government. That part of the consideration they have given. They 
have done more than that. They have abstained from hostilities. 
They have become peaceable and law-abiding people. They are 
there without homes, while the purpose of the treaty has been com- 
plied with and completed on their part in every essential particular 
except that they have not gone west. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Florida states the facts with 
great fairness, but in stating those facts he states the difficulty, which 
is that we cannot legislate in the manner in which he su; with- 
out conflicting with the treaty and it may be with subsequent legis- 
lation, It isa very hard case for that remnant of the Seminoles who 
were at best driven out at the point of the bayonet, and at a terri- 
ble cost of life blood and treasure. What remain there have become 
absorbed in the population of Florida and are becoming to some extent 
useful members of, society there. It would be right and proper that 
the Government should ds something for their benefit; but the very 
statement of the treaty shows difficulties. 

I suggest to the Senator that instead of moving his amendment 
upon this appropriation bill he ask Con in a separate bill to 

provide some remedy for the hardship which exists in the case of the 
ininoles who have remained in Florida. 

Mr. TELLER, I was not mistaken when I said that we had no 
treaty with this small band in Florida, The treaty is with the other 
Seminoles; and it is provided that when those in Florida go with 
others who have already gone to the West, then a certain amount of 
money shall be paid in addition to what was otherwise a d to be 

paid. We are under no treaty obligation to maintain the three or 

Soar hundred Indians in Florida, and unless we see fit we need not 

do so. If we see fit to make them a donation, of course we have a 

right to do it; but it cannot be said that we are e treaty 

obligation if we withhold any appropriation from that band of In- 
ans. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Colorado whether those Indians are not in fact a part of the Seminole 
tribe with which the treaty was made ? 

Mr. TELLER. No; they are not part of the tribe with which the 
treaty was made. The tribe with which the treaty was made agreed 
to send to Florida, which they did do, a certain delegation of their 
tribe for the purpose of inducing the Seminoles there to emigrate, 
and a great many of them did emigrate. As I understand, only three 
or four hundred are left. That is the fact. So the treaty made in 
1856, of which we are speaking, made after the Seminole war, is a 
treaty with those who are now in the West, recognized by the Gov- 
ernment as the Seminole tribe, and those in Florida are recognized as 
but stragglers from the tribe. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Was it a condition of the treaty that the In- 
dians in Florida should be removed before the Seminoles in the West 
should be entitled to the interest on $250,000 ? 

Mr. TELLER. I have the PAI Ep ht here, 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, aa it. 

Mr. TELLER. This is what the treaty says on that point: 


Also to invest for them the sum of $250,000, at 5 per cent. per annum, the inter- 
est to be py Speed paid over to them per capita as annuity; the further sum of 
$250.000 shall be invested in like manner whenever the Seminoles now remaining 
in Florida shall have emigrated and joined their brethren in the West, whereupon 
the two sums so invested shall constitute a fund belonging to the united tribe of 
Seminoles, and the interest on which, at the rate aforesaid, shall be annually paid 
over to them per capita as an annuity; but ne portion of the principal thus invested 
or the interest thereon annually due and payable, shall ever be taken to pay claims 
or demands against said Indians, except such as may hereafter arise under the 
intercourse laws. 
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Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It would seem to me that no part 
of the interest on the $250,000 ought to have been paid over until the 
Seminoles, then in Florida, had removed and joined their brethren 
in the West. 

Mr. TELLER. That is the plain morang of the treaty. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. This bi rg Wee to assume that. 
they have already removed and joined their brethren in the West. 
That is the language of the bill in line 649. 

Mr. DAWES. Some of them have moved and some have not, and 
enn that those who have moved get all the interest on the 


Mr, CAMERON, of Wisconsin. But it would seem from the pro- 
visions of the treaty that no part of the money ought to be paid over 
until they had all removed to the West. 

Mr. SA BURY. It is a condition precedent. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. As stated by my friend from Del- 
aware, that is made a condition precedent. 

Mr. DAWES. Has the Senator the treaty before him? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Senator from Colorado has 
just read that provision in the treaty. There seems to be a condi- 
tion precedent. 

Mr. HOAR. Is it not this case, Mr. President? I make it as am 
inquiry, not as an argument on either side; I do not know anything 
about it. The United States provided that when a tribe of Indians 
moved they should have the interest on $250,000. A part of that 
tribe were willing to remove and a part were not. The United 
States, however, accepted the removal of a part as a valid removal. 
In fact the Government removed them. My impression is that they 
were removed with a line of bayonets immediately behind them, and 
they went in that manner; but that isa separate question. If the 
United States chooses to pay the whole or a part of the interest on 
that fund to the major ion of the tribe who have been so removed, 
what interest is it to those who remain, or what rightful claim have 
they? The Senator from Florida does not come in and say it is not 
a oie expenditure of Government funds to pay this money to the 
Indians who have pone to the Indian geet the: Saingi only a 
part of the tribe ; but he says we should pay the Indians who have 
not complied with the condition, not the Indian who went but the 
Indian who adhered to his original resolution to stay. Is not that 
the fact about it! 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. No, I think that is not the faet. 
The Senator assumes that the Seminoles were not removed until 
after the treaty which has been referred to was entered into. It 
seems that the treaty was entered into in 1856, and according to my 
recollection the Seminoles were removed long years before that time. 

Mr. HOAR. Not the people the treaty speaks of as Seminoles then 
remaining in Florida. The treaty says that when the Seminoles then 
remaining in Florida go, the tribe shall receive this sum of money. 

Mr. C RON, of Wisconsin. The treaty provides that the sum 
of money shall be paid to the entire tribe. 

Mr. HOAR. Part of them have gone and part of them have not. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The treaty assumes that none of 
them shall be paid until they have all gone. 

Mr. HOAR. What reason is there for paying one cent to those who: 
refuse to go? 

Mr. C RON, of Wisconsin. What authority is there for pay- 
ing one cent to any until they all go? 

. HOAR. It is the money of the United States, and the Govern- 
ment pays to whom it chooses, 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. No; it is the money of the Semi- 
noles, not the money of the United States. The United States holds. 
it in trust for the benefit of the Seminoles. 

Mr. HOAR. Where did they get it? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. They got it in consequence of the 
sales of their land. It is a fund belonging to that tribe. It does not 
belong to the United States, but belongs to the Seminoles, and it was 
to be paid upon the happening of a certain event, which event has- 
not yet happened. 

Mr. TELLER. I have not looked this matter up, and I speak from 
recollection about it. My attention was called years ago to these 
Indians, and I have a pariy distinct recollection of them. The In- 
dians who are now in orida are a very small remnant of the Indians 
who were there when the treaty wasmade. Of the Indians who were 
referred to in the treaty of 1856 there was quite al number of 
them. Most of them went wesi, and I believe it was claimed for some 
time that they had all gone. It was afterward learned that in the 
everglades there was a small band, which I think could not have ex- 
ceeded three or four hundred, who had been left. I am informed that 
for a long time they had no connection with the white people at all, 
and the Government treated the matter as if they had all been re- 
moved under the treaty. ; 

Mr. CALL. There is no doubt about the facts of this case, if Sen- 
ators wish to vote in conformity with them. The appropriation bill 
proposes to pay $12,500 under the obligation of the treaty. I say 
that that payment is in direct violation of the treaty. The treaty 
made in 1856, on the part of the United States and on the part of the 
Indians by certain Seminoles, some of whom were chiefs of the tribe 
then in Florida, provides as follows : 


And whereas the United States desire by providing the Seminoles remaining 
in Florida— 
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In 1856— 

with a comfortable home west of the Mississippi River, and by making a liberal 
generous provision for their welfare, to fice theta $0 emigrate. ad become 

one people with their brethren already west, and also to afford to all the Seminoles 

VWWPWPPPPWWWWWWWWWWWWW BOYER: 

ment 


Therefore they agree to invest the further sum of $250,000— 


in like manner whenever the Seminoles now remaining in Florida shall have emi- 
grated and joined their brethren in the West. 

There is no authority for the statement that the principal 
of the Seminoles, who in 1856 were in Florida, have ever emigrated 
west. It is a fact known to the records of the Interior De ent 
here, and certified before the Committee on Indian Affairs in the last 
Congress, that there was no evidence that those Indians had ever 
emigrated to any considerable extent west, but there was evidence 
that there were then, as now, in the State of Florida an unknown 
number, from three to six hundred. 

The treaty was made, I will say to the Senator from Colorado, by 
a part of the chiefs of the Seminoles, the chiefs and the tribe them- 
meres then living in Florida and still living in Florida. One of 
those chiefs, by the name of Micco, when over a hundred years old, 
died but a few days ago. I will say to Senators that ever since the 
war Congress has been 3 $12,500 annually for the Semi- 
noles of the West, who did take part in the t contest between 
the Northern and Southern States on the subject of secession, but 
the Indians in Florida remained entirely neutral in that contest. It 
isasingular spectacle, when we consider the equitable spirit and ob- 
ligation of the treaty, made, as it declared, for the education of the 
Indians and for providing them with the means of support, the 
treaty ee p ee the Indians should extinguish their title to 
Indian lands in Florida, Which was done, this tribe agreeing to it 
with the others, and the Government ponang that for their educa- 
tion and support $250,000 should be invested, but attaching the con- 
dition that the money should be paid when they went west. Every 
object which was intended to be provided for by their going west 
was accomplished. The Indians remaining in Florida have been 
peaceable, and they are satisfied, and the wen are satisfiod with 
them, and have been for twenty years. ey live in a remote and 
inaccessible portion of the State. They have no homes; they have 
no means of being educated. They have no means of e sub- 
sistence except by the permission of ns who own the land. 

When I say to Senators that I ask them not to vote this money to 
the western tribe upon the ground that these Indians have gone 
west when there is no evidence that they have gone west, and there 
is evidence that a number of them have not gone west, but to 

ive it to those entitled to it, I am met with the objection of the 

nator from Massachusetts that it may cause some conflict. Con- 
flict with what? Not with the treaty; not with duty; not with 
benevolence; not with the proper spirit and purposes of the treaty. 
I venture to say to my learned friend, whose eloquence in behalf of 
the Indians has been so often heard, and heard with great effect and 
good Ey aca that there is not a single reasonable objection that can 
made. 

The learned Senator from Colorado said that the treaty was not 
made with this tribe. I will grant it for the purpose of the - 
ment, not for truth, because it was; but I will agree with him that 
it wasnot. What does it matter whether I make a compact with the 
Senator from Colorado to do a certain thing for the Senator from 
Iowa or some other Senator, or whether I makeit directly with that 
Senator? The obligation is the same; the ee is the same; there 
is no difference in the moral or the public obligation, So here it does 
not matter if the mere letter of the treaty was that these Indians 
were to go west. The object was to provide, as the treaty says, 
generously for them the means of education, and to produce quiet 
and good order in the State of Florida. That object has been accom- 
plished. The title to the Indian lands has been extinguished, and 
every object of philanthro y and of good government demands that 
a part of the payment of gi „500 interest should be appropriated to 
these poor wandering Indians, who have neither house nor home, 
having given to the Government of the United States the title to 
their land, as stipulated in the treaty. 

Mr. DAWES. I would not object to the Senator's adding to the 
provision from line 648 to 652 these words: 

No part of said sum shall be paid to any of such Indians who have not so joined 
their brethren west since the date of Mid treaty. 

Mr. CALL. Iam very much obliged to the Senator, but unless I 
can get the treaty carried out for the benefit of the Indians in Flor- 
ida, who are entitled to it, I do not care to be niggardly about it, and 
the Senator can give it to ry beani else he pleases. There is the 
plain treaty, and the object of the treaty, and the spirit and purpose 
of it; and my concern is that these poor wandering people in Flor- 
ida, who have given their homes and their houses to the Govern- 
ment, shall receive some part of the consideration. Takeoffas much 
as you please from the allowance becayse of their not migrating 
west, but give them a consideration, a part at least, for their inter- 
est in the Indian title to the land in Florida, which the Government 
recognized and stipulated they would pay this money for. 

Mr. DAWES. Ishould be very glad to yield if I could see my way 
clearin conformity with treaty stipulations todo so. I hope we may 
have a vote upon the amendment. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Ithink this discussion has revealed facts here 


rtion 


that most of us do not appreciate. Here is a treaty made with the 
Seminole Indians. A provision was incorporated in that treaty to 
the effect that upon the removal of a portion of the tribe then exist- 
ing in the State of Floridato join their brethren in the West the in- 
terest on the sum of $250,000 should be paid to the Seminole Indians, 
A part of the Indians then resident in Florida have under that treaty 
stipulationremoved west. Another part ofthe tribe within the State 
of Florida, including some of the chiefs with whom this treaty was 
made, still remains in the State of Florida. The proposition of the 
ee is to pay the whole of the sum to the Indians who have gone 
west. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. That has been done heretofore. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. It has been done time and again. There has 
been no recognition of those who remain in Florida, but the whole 
sum has been paid to that portion of the tribe which has removed 
west of the Mississippi. 

There are equitable considerations in favor of the proposition of 
the Senator from Florida unquestionably. If there is a part of that 
tribe there, a part of the same body of men with whom this treaty 
was made still remainin g there, some of whom have since died in the 
State of Florida, as I understand, there certainly is an equitable con- 
sideration that ought to address itself to the Senate as to whether the 
whole of this money should be paid to that portion of the tribe which 
has gone west and nothing to those who have remained in the State 
of Florida. 

For my part I am perfectly willing that this appropriation should 
be made to the Indians, but not the whole of it to be made to that 
portion who have gone west, leaving entirely destitute and unpro- 
vided for the portion that remain in the State of Florida. An equi- 
table distribution of this fund, it seems to me, ought to commend itself 
tothe Senate. Ifsome proposition to divide the sum shall be made, 
I certainly shall vote for it. 

Mr. TE R. The whole difficulty arises from the fact that Sen- 
ators assume that the treaty was made with the Indians in Florida. 
The treaty was made in 1856 with the Indians who had already 
removed, and not with those in Florida. 

Mr. CALL. A part of them. 

Mr. TELLER. They especially go on and sayin the treaty, as any- 
body can see after an examination of the treaty itself, (and it isa 
historical fact they had removed before that time,) that it is for the 
purpose of inducing the rest of them to remove that they make this 
treaty. They were Indians who came from the Indian Territory here 
to make the treaty. After they had made the treaty, then a portion 
of the Florida Indians went west, not a portion of those who had 
been engaged in making the treaty. The Government of the United 
States lost sight of the fact that there were any Indians in Florida, 
and for years did not know there were any Indiansin Florida. Offi- 
cially they do not know it to-day. There is nothing in the Indian 
Commissioner's report to show that there are any Indians in Florida 
that I have ever seen. In the statistics of the Indians there is no 
mention of them; but I am informed, as the Senator says, (I had un- 
derstood it before, but of course if T had not I should rely upon his 
statement, ) that there are three or four hundred Indians in Florida. 
ere we have no connection with them officially, and never have 

any. 

Mr.CALL. I willask the Senator from Colorado to be kind i 
to read that part of the treaty which shows that it was made by 
Indians who were not in Florida at the time. 

Mr. TELLER. It may be found in the very first part of the treaty. 
I will read, commencing on page 105: > 


urious dissensi 
ustment of their relations to each other 


It starts out in that way. 

Mr. CALL. I will admit that. 

Mr. TELLER. As a historical fact I think nobody will deny that 
the treaty was made here, and made with those western Indians. 

Mr. C . IWill admit that there is nothing in that clause which 
shows that any of the Indians in Florida had anything to do with the 
treaty. There is another clause, however. There are several clauses 
in this treaty. It also recites that— 

Whereas the United States desire, by 8 the Seminoles remaining in 
Florida with a comfortable home west of the moog River, and by making a 
liberal and generous provision for their welfare, to induce them to emigrate and 
become one people with their brethren already west, and also to afford 
Seminoles the means of education and civilization, and the blessings of a regular 
civil government. 

Now, I will ask if there is anything there to show that there were 
no Florida Indians? 

Mr. TELLER. I have never said that there were no Florida 
Indians. I have repeated that there were a number of Indians in 
Florida, but not holding official relations with the United States at 
that time. 

Mr. CALL. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

It was immediately after, or not long after, the 


Mr. TELLER. 
Seminole war. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. FARLEY in the chair.) The 
Senator from Florida is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CALL. Iam glad to hear the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. I have asked a question. 

Mr. CALL. I am obliged to the Senator; I am glad to hear him. 
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The fact is, I have great respect for my friend from Colorado and for 
his ability, but there is not a particle of reason in the tion he 
has made here to-day, nor a particle of fact. In 1856 the Government 
of the United States had an Indian war in Florida. Do you call that 
an official relation ? 

Mr. TELLER. No, not strictly. 

Mr. CALL. It looked very much like it; and it was in consequence 
of that war, for which you will find large appropriations were made 
in the laws of this Government, that the treaty of 1856 was made. The 
Government of the United States have always had knowledge of the 
fact, if their officers had any kind of knowledge of the history of the 
country and the people who live in it, that there was a wargo porian 
and I will say nearly the entire portion, of the Seminole tribe who 


Mr. ALLISON. My friend, the Senator from Wisconsin, is alread 


converted to the theory, and says it ought to be done.” Now, 
say it ought not to be done. These Indians have never shown them- 
selves entitled to one single dollar of this fund; but I am willing, 
notwithstanding that, to give them whatever is necessary to promo 
their education and civilization in Florida, where they have re- 
mained, and doubtless desire to remain. But do not let us tamper 
with the provisions of the treaty requiring this fund to go to the 
Seminoles in the Indian Territory. 

Mr, SAULSBURY. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa if 
we are not trifling with the provisions of the treaty when we take 
a fund only to be e on certain conditions, which conditions have 
not oom complied with, and appropriate it to the Seminoles in the 

est 


were treated with in 1856 who have remained in Florida. That isa | W 


public fact acknowledged, and that is the history of it. John Jumper 
and Tuste-nuc-o-chee were Seminole Indians, and Jumper was one 
of the participants in the war of 1856, They brought those Creek 
Indians here to Washington City, and they brought some of the Semi- 
noles who came in to Tampa Bay, as the officers of the Army will tell 
you, here to Washington in order that they might confer with the 
chiefs from the West and make a united treaty, and then go forward 
and induce the Seminoles in Florida, who had given the Government 
at expense and trouble, to emigrate to the West. They did go 
own there. The Seminoles were tra rted by the Government 
from the West, and met Jumper and others who were engaged in the 
war in Florida. They were sent out through the lines into the ever- 
glades and met with the Indians there and sought to induce them to 
west. The result was that they carried a beggarly hundred In- 
ians or something like that number to the West, but the chief por- 
tion of the tribe remained in the inaccessible swamps and everglades 
oof Florida, and they have been there from that day to this unprovided 
or. 

The very provisions of the treaty made for their benefit after the 
war have been converted by Indian agents and through the efforts 
of the Department here to another purpose, and the money has been 
paid to the Indians of the West, while these Indians are left without 
any kind of provision except private charity, and every day they are 
incited more or less to commit acts of violence on account of their 
extreme want and destitution. 

The amendment which I pope is one that is very necessary for this 
Government, We had an Indian war in 1856. We may have another 
Indian war. Although these people are peaceable and well disposed, 
and are living upon land that is not yet desired for occupation, they 
have no homes, and they may be incited by a condition of want into a 
state of hostility which would cost the Government $1,000,000 or 
$2,000,000. We only ask this little pittance per capita to be provided 
according to the at and the equity of thetreaty. Wedonot claim 
the literal obligation of the treaty, These Indians have not gone 
west; they have no right to the aaa rapid the letter of the treaty ; 
but they have ceded their lands. That is part of the consideration 
which they have given. They have become peaceable people; they 
have abstained from aets of violence; and they ha ve conducted them- 
selves in such a manner as to be satisfactory to the pa of Florida 
as inhabitants and as citizens. We ask that they shall have some 
aid from the Government in the good work which they are com- 
mencing and which they may be unable to complete. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 8 is on the agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Florida, [Mr. gar] 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 10, noes 10; 
no 8 voting. 

JONES, of Florida. 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihope the amendment will not be adopted. Ifthe 
Senator from Florida will say that these Indians in Florida are in 
need, and pot igor A in need of schools for the purpose of education, 
Lam perfectly willing to stand with him in putting a provision in 
the bill for their education ; but if we adopt this amendment we shall 
get into interminable difficulty with the Seminoles. 

In the first place, here is a treaty made in 1856, which treaty was 
made undoubtedly with the Seminoles west of the Mississippi. It is 
also true, however, that the remnant of the Seminoles in Florida par- 
ticipated in the treaty, as stated by the Senator from Florida, and 
the very fact that they participated in it is a reason why we should 
not do this thing. This sum was agreed to be given to the remaining 
Seminoles in Florida upon a condition, namely, that they should go 
and join their brethren in the Indian Territory and become a part 
of that tribe. They never did that. 

The tribe in the Indian Territory have a right to this fund, because 
we eave it to them in a en and if we divert a portion of this 
fund from those who are in the Indian Territory they can come back 
and rightfully ask us to make a full appropriation for them; and 
they will do it. 

If this amendment is inserted it is establisning a principle which 
will require us to go back for the last twenty-four years and appor- 
tion the money we have already paid to the Seminole Indians. We 
have had several cases of this kind, My friends from Florida would 
at once come in and ask for anew division in order to ascertain the 
amount that is due to the Seminoles in Florida, because of overpay- 
ments heretofore made. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It ought to be done. 


There is a quorum here. I ask for the 


Mr. ALLISON. If my friend from Delaware would enlarge his 
travel a little bit, and visit one of these tribes of Indians, he would 
find it exceedingly difficult to convince an Indian tribe that they are 
not entitled to a fund which is named in a treaty. They cannot 
split hairs and draw dividing lines as well as the Senator from Dela- 
ware can; and you could never make them understand that they are 
not entitled to this money as provided by the treaty. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. It was stated a little while ago by the 
Senator from Colorado pir TELLER] that the Government of the 
United States was utterly ignorant of the fact that there were any 
Indians in Florida. If that is true, it is a very strong criticism on 
the manner in which the Indian Bureau has been mana; I do 
not say that with the intention of reflecting on anybody, but it has 
been notorious to the entire people of the Union as a matter of com- 
mon history that the whole Seminole tribe did not leave that State, 
and that from the time of the emigration of the main body up till 
now there has been in the State a very considerable remnant of the 
tribe, which has maintained its distinctive organization and lived 
separate and apart from the white portion of the community, not 
recognizing particularly any laws that govern and control the peo- 
ple of the State. They have been very inoffensive asa general thing, 
although some complaints at times have been made of a little law- 
lessness on their part. They live upon game and fish and the culture 
of small patches of corn, and they maintain their tribal organization 
regularly, just the same as they do in the Indian country. 

A little while ago I called the attention of the Indian Bureau to 
the state of the Indians in Florida, and the then head of the Indian 
Burean sent an officer down there to look into their condition. I 
think he made a 97 on the subject, which may be found some- 
where in the files of the Indian Bureau; but he accomplished noth- 
ing. The truth is, he had no means at hand to do anything. He went 
down there on an exploring ex tion and saw a few of the Indians 
but did not get to see the great body of them. He made a report in 
which I think he said that there are between four and five hundred 
Indians still there of the Seminole tribe; and they elect a chief and 
live within themselves, and have called upon the Government for 
pome I do not say that they call for anything now, but my col- 
league has stated their case for them. 

xf! have a great dread of Washington, I have been told. They 
do no like to hear the name of Washington mentioned in the Indian 
country there, because of the traditions that have come down to them 
of the injustice which they en Bites rpetrated upon their fore- 
fathers. Forone, I would be glad if that terrible prejudice should 
be removed now by 1 in the way of justice toward the sur- 
viving part of that celebrated tribe, because after having read with 
some interest the history of the operations of the American Army in 
Florida in order to exterminate the Indian tribe, I have been shocked, 
I confess, at some of the acts of our civilized officers there. It is true 
the Indians were to some extent to blame as savages, but there are 
some portions of our history that I could wish were not written in 
relation to the treatment of the Indians there. But they were re- 
moved, and the main body have gone west. There are four or five 
hundred remaining in the State, and I think the time has come to do 
something for them. 

Inasmuch as the Constitution has vested the authority in this Gov- 
ernment to deal with the Indians independent of the States, I see no 
reason why five hundred Indians, maintaining their tribal organiza- 
tion and living apart from the white community of Florida, should 
not be taken under the protecting care of this Government just the 
same as the Indians in the West. I will say in reply to the Senator 
from Iowa, [Mr, ALLISON,] who put the question awhile ago, that 
their condition imperatively requires the attention of the Govern- 
ment. They need education, they need attention, and they are in a 
condition I think to respond to any effort that may be honestly made 
to improve their situation. They have done more for themselves, I 
will say, living in that section, than any Indiansin the whole country. 
They have no title absolutely to the land they live upon; they occupy 
it and roam upon it and cultivate little patches; but there is so mach 
waste land in that section of the State owned by the Government 
that no question has been made about their occupancy; but the time 
may come when their title will be questioned. There are parties 
4 Selena there now witha arge grant of land, and what will become 
of these Indians iñ the event of white population coming in there in 
numbers, I am not prepared to say, but I am Meri sure that if any- 
thing can be done consistently and properly for their advancement, 
it ought to be done by the Government of the United States. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, upon the statement of the Senator 
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from Florida, as I intimated to his colleague some time ago, if he 
will withdraw this amendment and offer an amendment providi 


for the appropriation of say $3,000 for the very purpose s 
here, I make no objection to it; but it seems to me the plainest 
reading of this treat ows that we are in no position to take it 
from the interest of that fund. The fund itself was not to exist by 
the terms of the treaty, the fund was not to be created until after 
the Indians had gone west. Let me read: 

The further sum of $250,000 shall be invested in like manner whenever— 

And not till then— 
whenever the Seminoles now remaining in Florida shall have emigrated and 


con- 
ging to the united tribe of Seminoles, and the interest on 
which, at the rate aforesaid, shall be annually paid over to them per capita as an 
annuity. 

The sum of $250,000 has only been created as a fund, because in 
the opinion of the Government the Seminoles had removed west. It 
can have no existence except after they have removed west. There- 
fore, if the Senator will withdraw his amendment, upon his state- 
ment and that of his een Sed I do not believe any one will object 
to the adoption of an amendment appropriating $3,000. 

Mr. CALL. I willask the Senator to say $6,000 instead of $3,000. 
That would be nearer. If he will say $6,000 I will agree to his 
proposition. 

I wish to submit a sug; on to the Senator from Massachusetts, 
in order that he may see how fully this case is a meritorious one. In 
the treaty made long precedent to this treaty, to wit, in 1823—and 
these treaties continue up to 1836 and 1856—providing for the cession 
of certain lands by these Indians in Florida, the United States stipu- 
lated by article 3: 

The United States stipulate to continue to Econchatimico, his sub-chiefs and 
warriors, their p of the annuity of $5,000 to which they are entitled under 
the zag of Camp Moultrie so long as the Seminoles remain in the Territory, 
and to advance their proportional amount of said annuity for the balance of the 


term stipulated for its payment in the treaty aforesaid whenever the 
final]; . in e puben with the terms of the treaty concluded at Payne's 


Landing on 9th May, 1832. 

Under the provisions of that article of the treaty the sub-chiefs of 
the tribe held, and held with perfect right, that they had a right to 
remain in the Territory of Florida unti the themselves to 

o away, and that that stipulation of the Government for which 
ey had conveyed their land was obligatory upon the Government 
in their favor as sub-chiefs It is under that construction of the pre- 
cedent treaty that the Indians refused to comply with the treaty 
made in Washington City by Jumper and others in their behalf. 

Now, I hope the Senate will not disregard the positive obligation 
of this Government to pay these annuities to these Indians long 
before they were merged in the treaty of 1856, and which has never 
received the assent of those chiefs there. I will ask the Senator 
from Massachusetts to make the amount $6,000, which is a sum 
wholly inadequate for the three hundred Indians that are there, and 
I will withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I observed with great satisfaction 
the remarks of the Senator from Florida [Mr. JONES} when he said 
that the name of Washington was odious to these people. I think 
on the whole that the Government’s dealing with the Indians has 
not added very greatly to that name, and I think the more that has 
been given to them the worse they have been off. I think to-day 
the Senator from Florida who last pore [Mr. CALL] is the worst 
enemy these Indians have in askin, t the Government shall in- 
trude itself upon them and their affairs to expend for their benefit 
nominally the money which he asks shall be expended. 

Mr. CALL. How is that? I did not hear the Senator. 

Mr. PLUMB. I willelaberate the idea. Some years ago the Gov- 
ernment made a treaty with the Cheyenne and Arapahoe Indians, 
whereby those tribes affiliated for the time being and agreed to remove 
to the Indian Territory. When the time came for them to go, some 
of them, thinking of the running water, and of the and of all 
the associations of the country in which they had lived, said they 
would not go at all, and did not go. The remainder of them went 
to the Indian Territory ; they entered into treaty relations with the 
Government; they received annuity goods; they received in addition 
donations from the Government of beef, of flour, of coffee, of sugar, and 
of varions things that were intended for their comfort, for their con- 
venience, and for their support. It was not long until some of those 
who had gone below and had been thus fed, mindful of the attrac- 
tions of the home of their fathers and of the places in which they 
themselves had lived, concluded to go back, and did go back, and 
received punishment for breaking away from the reservation. But 
those who did not godown there, a large portion of them, had located 
upon a military reservation on the Yellowstone River at Fort Keogh, 
received no bounty, no annuity, no allowance, no food, no clothing, 
no annuity goods, no trinkets, and they have remained there from 
that day to this, supporting themselves, and they are better off to- 
day than those who went to the Indian Territory and received the 
bounty from the Government. 

I venture to say that the condition of the Seminole Indians who 
are in Florida, and who receive nothing from the Government, is 
better in every way, physically, mentally, in matters of comfort, 
convenience, support, and everything that goes to make up the things 
that men live for, than the Seminole Indians who receive annuities 
from the Government and live in the Indian Territory. Itis just as 


true of an Indian as it is of a white man, that a thing that does not 
cost him anything is not worth anything. The gifts we give the 
Indians to-day are the burdens under which they labor. If it were 
in the power of the Government to take away from all the Indians 
under treaty relations to-day every single dollar we give them, those 
Indians, with possibly very rare exceptions, would be better off. It 
is a mistaken kindness. The Indian no more than the white man cares. 
for a thing which does not cost anything to him. The Seminole In- 
dians of Florida, living inthe Everglades where Billy Bowlegs lived 
and where he fought and where he died, are better off without the 
reception of a single dollar of the bounty of the Government, with- 
out the intervention of the Government, without its control, without 
its interference, than the Seminoles are who live in the Indian Terri- 
tory and receive $25,000 a year as annuity from the funds which the 
Government has invested for their benefit. 

Possibly that does not affect the equities of this case. Possibly, and 
I might say probably, on the statement of the Senators from Florida, 
who are familiar with all the facts of the case, the Indians in Florida 
ought to receive a pro rata proportion of this money. But this treaty 
which was made with them was made upon the Lrg supported at 
the time no doubt by facts, that it was the interest of the Indians and 
the interest of the Government that the Seminoles should go west. 
They did not choose to go. Like the Northern Cheyennes and Arapa- 
hoes of whom I have spoken, they chose to abide by the graves of 
their fathers, by the birth-places of their children. They chose it 
because of climatic considerations as well, and they are better off 
to-day, as I said, where they are than they would be if they had 
removed. 

But the Government dealt with them as a tribe upon the plan and 
the practice which was then in vogue of re; ing the chief as the 
exponent, as the spokesman, as the organ of the tribe and authorized 
to speak for them, and not regarding fractions of the tribe, not re- 
garding the sub-chiefs, not regarding heads of families, not regard- 
ing individual Indians at all, but alone those who were constituted 
by reason of their position as chiefs to speak for the tribe and in its. 
ranana to the Government about all these matters that concerned 

e tribe. 

Now, if we are to break away from that at this time we involye 
ourselves in our relations with all the Indian tribes with whom we 
have heretofore dealt, because, as I have said, here are a portion of 
the Northern Cheyennes and Arapahoes 8 on the Yellow- 
stone River who did not go south, notwithstanding the fact that the 
chiefs of those tribes agreed that they should go. We involve our- 
selves in our relations with the Cherokees of North Carolina, who 
are somewhat similarly situated perhaps. In other words, we are 
introducing a disturbing element, a new element, in our dealings with 
Indians in regard to transactions which have been considered as 
settled and finally 0 e of; and who shall tell where it will end? 

We say here we will give members of the Seminole tribe who have 
remained in Florida a pro rata proportion of the funds to which they 
muy be equitably entitled in common with others who have gone 
west of the Mississippi River, and that of course makes a question 
ofcomputation. It induces the Indians perhaps, who have gone west 
of the Mississippi River, to come back. It interferes with the pur- 
pose the Government had in requiring them to go west, and in locating 
them in the new territory. It applies equally to a great many other 
tribes, and the moment we have done this we shall be obliged to re- 
cast our relations with all these other tribes and recompute the 
annuities; and the moment that is done there will come a claim for 
back annuities. If these Indians are entitled to a portion of this fund 
now, they were entitled to it last year and the year before and the 
year before that, and for fifteen years preceding. 

It seems to me we ought to consider these Indians in Florida not 
as a portion of the Seminole band of Indians in treaty relations with 
the Goyernment, under the article of this treaty which says a cer- 
tain sum shall be set apart for their benefit, but simply as a class of 
people who are by reason of their circumstances and of their race 
wards of the nation, and if such wards of the nation entitled to what- 
ever may be deemed to be their due on account of their dependent 
condition. Are they so dependent? We do not know it in any way 
except as the Senators from Florida state it. What I mean to say 
is, that wherever hunger ades a class of people we are apt to hear 
about it. Wherever destitution prevails we hearabout it. If these 

ple have not been fed, and have not been clothed, and if they 
hove not taken care of themselves, we should have heard about it 
in some way. They would have spoken louder than the voice of the 
Senators from that State, as it seems to me. I do not want to dis- 
parage their statement at all; I do not question the accuracy of their 
information, or of their statement, but I say that when we come to 
consider it in view of all the considerations that I have presented, 
it does not present itself in an attitude that requires us to take away 
the moneys which have been provided to be paid to the Seminole 
tribe of Indians, and not to individual members of the tribe, nor 
does it require us to take funds from the Treasury of the United 
States in order that these Indians may get their proportion. 

Mr. CALL. I will not weary the Senate by any reply to the Sena- 
tor from Kansas. I will only say Fat it may be very true that a 
man may be better off without a house and without any clothes to 
wear or any land, but Ido not think the Senator entertains that 
opinion in regard to the homestead laws. I have further to say, that 
in regard to this treaty I have read the provision of the treaty by 
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which this money was to be paid out ae capita, by the head, to 
those in Florida and those west; not to the united tribe, but when 
they became united. The Senator from Kansas does not regard 
that, but that is the treaty. 

I have further read the treaty of 1823, which stipulated with the 
‘sub-chiefs that this Government would pay them $5,000 a year for 
that portion of the tribe of the Seminoles as long as they remained 
in Florida, 

Now, what kind of answer is it to say that we treated with the 
united tribe in 18567 In 1823 and in 1836 the Government of the 
United States solemnly stipulated that they would pay $5,000 per 
year to that portion of the tribe as long as they should remain in 
the Territory of Florida, and these sub-chiefs stand here, and stood 
in 1856, and from then until now, and said: ‘‘ How can you by a 
treaty made in Washington City surrender our rights and the 
plighited faith of the Government in 18237“ You cannot answer such 
-a proposition as that. It is a simple fact, and the honorable Sena- 
tor’s argument about the Indians being better off when they have 
nothing to wear and nothing to do, may be very correct for aught I 
know as applied to Indians in the West, but it isnot so as applied to 
those in Florida. The Indians in Florida, as „ are 
now being confined into a narrower scope of country. e wonder- 
ful production of the country, its natural production, is being taken 
-away from them; the area is being circumscribed. There is a canal 
being cut in the Everglades, and they no longer have the means of 
living. Now, I will accept the offer of the Senator from Massachu- 
‘setts (ME. 3 he will make the amount 86,000. 

Mr. TELLER. For education ? 

Mr. CALL, And agriculture ; whatever the Secretary sees fit. The 
oe Senator from Colorado (Mr. TELLER] will be able to judge 
-of that, 

Mr. DAWES. Call it 35,000. 

Mr. CALL. Very well. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Massa- 
-chusetts or the Senator from Florida what is the per 7 th appropri- 
ation to the Indians of the tribe, for it seems to me if this agreement 
between the Senators from Massachusetts and Florida is to be ratified 
by the Senate, the amount should be fixed according to the per capita 
allowance to the Indians in the tribe, and not a mere as around 
sum that is to be appropriated to the remaining In s in Florida. 

Mr. DAWES. I understand that it allows $6 for each Indian as it 
is paid out now in the Seminole country, There are about two thou- 
sand of them. 

Mr. HOAR. I yielded the floor tomy honorable friend from Florida 
on the expectation that he had a brief amendment which would take 
two minutes. It has now taken an hour and a half. 

Mr. CALL. I am very much obliged to the Senator from Massa- 
-chusetts, and I am very sorry to have ioe ra his time. I accept 
the offer of the other Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] for 
85,000, and withdraw my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Florida withdraws 
his original amendment, and will send up the amendment he now offers. 

Mr. PLUMB. I desire to state in answer to the Senator from Ten- 


essee—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Let the amendment be reported. 
Mr. PLUMB, I will state now for the purpose of answering the 
-question, the number of Seminole Indians on the Indian reservation 
-at the last estimate was 2,636—that is in the Indian Territory. The 
-amount of annuity they receive is $12,500. 
Mr. JONES, of Florida, We have no official report of the number 
in Florida, because 
Mr, DAWES. I Rope the amendment as modified will be reported. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida [Mr. 
CALL] offers an amendment, which will be read. 
The ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert: 
That $5,000 and the same is hereby, riated for the establishment of 
Sat the d, agricultural, im 


schools and the ear of lan ements, and seeds, to be 
-expended under the direction of the Secretary of the or. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Where is this to come in? 

Mr. CALL, The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] will 
indicate. 

Mr. TELLER. It might be put on page 28, after line 662. 


n 


The PRESIDING OFFICE the Senator from Florida 
accept that sug; on? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BECK. Is there any recommendation from any Department 


-of the Government in regard to this? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator raise the point of 


order ? 
Mr. ALLISON. There is a recommendation of the two Senators 


from Florida. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I ask the Senator from Kentucky if he 
wants a response to his question? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I want to know if it is a fixed principle 
governing the action of this body that it is powerless to do anything 
in the interest of justice or to promote the cause of education, as in 
this case, without a recommendation from a Department? 

Mr. BECK. I desire to say that that is no answer at all to the 

nestion Iasked. Iasked the question, a very proper one, whether 
se was any recommendation, and I am asked in return if the Sen- 


ate is powerless to do anything without a recommendation. Does 
the Senator think that an answer to my question ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Ido. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator says he does, 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Because if we are capable of doing jus- 
tice in this case outside of the recommendation of the Department, 
it seems to me its recommendation is entirely unnecessary. 

Mr. BECK. Then all the rules of the Senate requiring recommen- 
dations of heads of Departments or recommendations of committees 
are absurd, according to the suggestion of the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Does the Senator raise that point? 

Mr. BECK. I do not raise any point. I say the answer I received 
was no answer at all, and it is always a suspicious circumstance when 
Senators will not go before either of the committees that are 5 
pointed to investigate all these matters, and bring in bills in accord- 
ance with representations based on facts carefully considered, nor to 
ask for a recommendation from the heads of the Department, nor to 
venture before committees of either House, to state where these 
Indians are and whether they can be captured at all to be educated. 

I want to know of the Senator from Florida how many of those 
young Indians to whom this $5,000 is to be paid for education can 
in his opinion be caught even, far less be put inside of a school-house, 
or whether it is not some effort to make an appearance of seeming 
to obtain education for Indians that are not in a condition to be 
educated, and that would never be educated, even if the money were 
given? How many Indian children of school age can now be gath- 
ered together at any point in Florida to be got inside of a school- 
house? That is a proper question. 

Mr. Jones, of Florida, rose. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr, President, what is the pending question ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Catt] which the Secretary 


will pork 

The ACTING SECRETARY. At the end of line 662 it is proposed to 
insert: 

For the Seminole Indians in Florida $5,000, and the same is appropriated for 
the establishment of schools, for the of land, rarik riaa g implements, 
and seeds, to be expended under the of the Seereteny Of the Tnterlor. 


Mr. JONES, of Florida. I wish to reply to the Senator from Ken- 


tucky. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Massachusetts that the Senator from Massachusetts yielded his 
proposition, which was the pending question. 

Mr. BECK. I want an answer to my question. 

Mr. HOAR. Hasan int of order been made? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No point of order has been made. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The Government has for years been spend- 
ing millions of dollars upon the Indians of the United States, out- 
side of Florida, and according to the best information I have there 
are from three hundred to five hundred Indians maintaining a dis- 
tinct organization in Florida in need, without one dollar having been 
expended upon them. The Senator from Kentucky thinks it is late 
to make any ap for them now. I do not think so. A year ago 
an officer from the Indian Bureau went down there and looked into 
their condition, but there was no money in the Bureau by which to 
enable them to do anything. He made a report, and I think stated 
their number to be near five hundred, there living separate and apart 
from the white community. The question is whether this little sum 
of $5,000 8 to be granted now. 

Mr. BECK. How many children are there ? 

Mr, JONES, of Florida. I cannot tell, because no census taker has 
ever been ne ina to go near them. 

Mr. BECK. Ifa census taker is not permitted to go near them, 
how can you educate them when you cannot catch them? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. You might apply that to some of the wild 
Indians of the West. Ithink if the money is appropriated it will be 
applied to the 3 

e PRES OFFICER. The guestion is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Florida, Air. CALL. J 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it come in after line 1159. 

Mr. CALL. Very well. 

The amendment was a, d to. 

3 3 I now call up the amendment which was temporarily 
aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar. ] 

The ACTING SECRETARY. In lieu of the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, contained between lines 1205 and 1215 
inclusive, the Senator from Massachusetts proposes to insert: 

And the Secretary of the Interior is further authorized and directed to provide 
for the care, hen works and education of all Indian children dwelling west of the 
Mississippi not belonging to the five civilized tribes in the Indian Territory, 
or so many thereof as may be practicable, under such regulations as may be ap- 
proved by the President, in any of the States, at a cost not exceedin 7200 per 
annum for each child; and for this purpose there is appropriated $2,000,000, or s0 
much thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts to yield a 
moment so that we can dis of a formal amendment which may be 
overlooked. I move to add at the close of line 1154, after the word 
** dollars :” 

Provided, That no portion of this appropriation shall be used in the eat of 
police for service among the dive of 8 „E 
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I ooh the assent of such members of the committee as I have con- 


sul 
Mr. DAWES. I hope that will be adopted. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PLUMB. Now, in lines 441 and 446, I move to strike out the 


word „western,“ which is a matter of surplusage; so that it will 
read Miami Indians” instead of “delegation of the western Miami 
Indians.” 

Mr. DAWES. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Now the question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I wish to submit a few remarks to the 
Senate in favor of the amendment which has been read, and before 
doing so I desire to express my pleasure that the Committee on 
Appropriations in 9 this bill, and the Senate in adopting the 
amendments which have been already proposed by the committee, 
have taken two very bs ie steps in Indian education, steps 
which I think determine the principle which, if acted upon, will re- 
move from our legislation the Indian problem in the course of five or 
ten years, which will put anend to the alarm felt by every frontiers- 
man whose dwelling is within reach of an Indian warlike expedition, 
and to the necessity of vast ae in the suppression of In- 
dian hostilities and the control of Indians who are nominally at peace. 
The committee have proposed and the Senate have established the 
office of inspector of Indian education, and have made it the duty of 
that officer to conceive and report a complete practicable scheme for 
the education of all the Indian children in the country. They have 
added a small but substantial sum to the appropriation for the object 
of Indian education, which will enable the experiment that I think 
has already been safficiently tried to be further tried within the next 
twelve months; an appropriation which cannot be ig olen except 
upon a principle that requires Congress to extend the benefit which 
the committee extend to one or two hundred Indian youths to every 
Indian youth of school age in the country. So, then, I do not con- 
ceive myself as antagonizing, to use a modern phrase, the opinion 
to which the Committee on Appropriations have committed them- 
selves and the Senate. 

There are in the United States, not including Alaska, 246,417 per- 
sons of Indian blood now under the control of the agents of the Gov- 
ernment. Of these 59,277 are in five self-supporting civilized tribes 
in the Indian Territory; 15,030 others are in the powerful and popu- 
lous States of New York and Michigan, far removed from the western 
frontier. The necessary agencies for their control and the necessary 
agencies for their education and civilization can be easily wielded 
by those States on such terms and at such time as they and Congress 
may agree. There are left 172,110 persons, most of them Avols 
west of the Mississippi, who present to our consideration what is 
called the Indian problem. The first consideration which strikes us 
is the pettyness of this force which has baffled the statesmanship and 
defied the strength and dishonored the fair fame of the American 
peo le for so many years, and, unless we change our policy, seems 

ikely to do so for so many years to come. The whole of them are 
not a two-hundredth part—those we have left to deal with are not a 
two hundred and ninetieth 8 of the population of the country. 
There are hardly enough of them for a Congressional district. 

athered into a city they would be the eleventh in size of our cities. 

‘eeble in numbers, they are made feebler still by ignorance and bar- 
barism. They are divided from each other by ancient feuds sadby 
differences of language. If the United States should cease to fi 
them a large portion of them would starve. If the Government did 
not protect them the fighting stre of any one of ten Massachu- 
setts cities with the resources of civilization would be enough to ex- 
terminate them from the continent. With the exception of the five 
tribes I have referred to they have probably continued nearly sta- 
tionary in numbers since the Pilgrims landed at Plymouth. The 
best statistical authorities declare that the Indians are not a perish- 
ing or dying, race. Major Clark, an accomplished statistician, has 
shown conclusively that the Indians within our dominions have 
slightly increased during the past thirty years, and are now increas- 
ing, and that it is at least quite doubtful whether there were more 
Senden upon this continent when the first white man landed than 
are here now. 

His conclusions with those of Major Powell, who is perhaps 
our most accomplished ethnologist. Colonel Mallery, in his paper 
read before the American Association for the Advancement of Science, 
in August, 1877, sums up the matter as follows: 


ence, 
that the bt” and ‘‘ withering,” or Jere naturæ theory, ved tel 
$ —.— always be expected 


d J 
among individual t; at the of their tion from eny or barbar- 
ism to more ci 


Feeble, infinitely feeble and petty, is the power of the Indian, 


when we compare his numbers or his military resources with our 
own. But in wealth the comparison is still more to his disadyan- 
sap. Against the few ponies and herds and household implements 
which make up the bulk of the personal possessions of the race that 
once were lords of this continent, is op a valuation of thirty- 
three thousand millions of dollars, standing third on the list of civil- 
ized nations, and only exceeded by Great Britain and France. The 
average annual income of our fifty millions of people, men, women, 
and children, is $165, an average exceeded by no other nation, and 
equaled by but one. Our wealth has increased during the past ten 

ears at the annual rate of eight hundred and twenty-five millions. 

t is now undoubtedly increasing at the annual rate of at least a 
thousand millions. The sum which has been set in this bill as the 
outer limit of the sum needed to secure this race from barbarism, 
a sum, I believe, much larger than is needed, is not more than three- 
tenths of 1 per cent. of that which each year adds to the accumu- 
lated capital of the country, not more than the gain made in a single 
working day. 

The question what one of these two powers shall do with the other 
isone which, it would seem, the experience of a hundred years might 
have settled. We have tried many experiments. I think the time 
has come when the country should render its final judgment. We 
are able now, I think, to determine without great difficulty three of 
the essential elements for the solution of the Indian problem: 

1. The capacity of the Indians for education, for civilization, for 
citizenship. 

2. What it costs not to educate him. 

3. What it costs to educate him. 

The capacity of the Indian for civilization and for a very high 
degree of intellectual development has been proved by numerous 
individual instances. But I preferto rest this point on one very touch- 
ing and decisive piece of evidence from an official Indian source, 
whose authority is beyond question. I quote entire the last thanks- 
giving proclamation of D. W. Bushyhead, the present principal chief 
of the Cherokee Nation: 

Last year the census of the tion and possessions of the Cherokee Nation 
was first taken within their history. We have now counted our treasares and 
know for what and for how much we should feel grateful as a family of le 
having and x Fre few. one home in common. From this authentic source we fin 
our people bl with one hundred and two primary schools fora rapidly-increas- 
ing population of 20,300 citizens; two high schools, male and female; an orphan 
asylum, an asylum for the unfortunate—insane, blind, and helpless; forty-five 
churches and as many native ministers of the gospel; one hun and fifty native 
teachers by profession; a written constitution and code of laws; a government 
consisting of executive, legislative, and judicial branches, well understood and 
administered ; a le peaceful and progressive, and in all material regards more 
than self-supporting; and having but five fishermen and fifteen hunters by occu- 
ö left among them as the last vestige of a savage state from which we have 

rescued within the memory of men yet living by the goodness of an overrul- 
ing Providence. 

ch is the situation of the Cherokee Nation to-day, in the fair and ample coun- 
ty secured to them by treaty and by patent, and of which the honor and honesty 
2 their great earthly protector, the United States Government, is pledged to guard 


eir possession. 

Such are the blessings for which our thanks are continually due, among which 
blessings the first and t of all is saving knowledge whence they come and a 
sense of obligation which restrains pride. 

Therefore L D. W. 


ites, ap) 
of pante thanksgivin; e this nation, and call upon the Cherokee pons 
to devote the time desi to the giving of expressions and evidences o 

r 


dispensations, 
never forgetting that blessings are such indeed only when used inthe cause of the 
Great Giver, which is the happiness of all alike; and that the results of our short- 
ee but benevolent cautions . evil —no less blessings, if we so regard 
them, t 0 

I have here also a report made on the 16th of March by Mr. Pol- 
lock, the Indian inspector, to the Secretary of the Interior, giving an 
account of the success of the education at the Indian school at Car- 
lisle, under Captain Pratt, which is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, INDIAN INSPECTION SERVICE, 
Aurora, Illinois, March 16, 1882. 

Sim: Compl, ith instractions of the 6th instant, I proceeded to Carlisle, 

0 — — 


ed five days self with the conduct 

general management of the training school for In youth at that place, 

under the of Captain R. H. and I have now the honor to submit the 
following re: ; 


That school was commenced by Captain Pratt on the Ist day of November, 1879, 
with 147 Indian children in attendance as pupils, most of whom could not under- 
stand or speak a word of the os pra png eTA of whom had never seen a white 
man before starting out on th e = hep Carlisle. : 

Of the 147 present at the opening of the school, 86 were Sioux, the others being 
from ten different agencies. 

At different times since the arrival of the original 147 children there have been 
received 199 others, from 17 different tribes; so that at this 27 different 
languages might be sek there, and yet there is but ene, the English. 

Of the 346 Indian children brought to Carlisle, 14 boys and 5 girls have died ; 48 
boys and 12 girls have been returned to their tribes; 17 boys and 6 girls are out 
with benevolent families learning civilized pursuits; leaving 164 boys and 80 girls 
now in actual attendance at the school. 

Of these, 9 of the boys are apprentices in the tin shop, 9 in the tailor shop, 14 in 
the harness shop, 9 in the shoe shop, 9in the blacksmith and wagon shop, 10 in 
the carpenter shop, from 1 to 3 on the farm, and 2 in the bakery. 
saci ene by regular details work in the sewing-room and the dining-room 

itchen. 

All are required to spend half of each day in school, so that they are acquiring 
a knowledge of the mechanical arts and an education, as well at one and the same 
time, and, I may add. the 5 ars they have made in each is certainly wonderful. 
By the girls all their own is made, and many of them have learned to be 
both useful and graceful in the room and kitchen; while in the different 


1882. 


—* boys make not only their own clothing, but also tinware, harness, boots 
an . Ce and all of iron work and carpenter work in all its forms. 
Be buildin, of a hospital, repairs at and about the school buildi 


to and at different 


The per capita nses of subsis 
the first arrival at Carlisle, to Decem 


these children from October 5, the date of 
31, 1879, was 16.10 cents per day; from 
January 1 to - 


had been expended in educating 

Carlisle, the Indian problem would have long since been solved, and our Govern- 
ment might with some degree of pride have pointed to its treatment of those peo- 
ple whom it has di of a continent. 

A wise and in t policy would suggest the establishment of a school or 
schools similar to that at Carlisle in every Western State and Territory, and the 
consequent cessation of Indian wars. 

Soon thereafter would the enlightened Christian influence of educated Indian 
children become dominant among the tribes, and not as now be merged and lost 
among the heathenish rites which now prevail among them. 

The personnel of the employé force (thirty-five in number) at Carlisle is good— 
perhaps on the male side, in some particulars, it might be better. 

Cap Pratt himself, is one of the very 8 fitted by nature and by 
education to successfully handle and manage 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


WM. J. POLLOCK, Inspector. 
Hon. S. J. KuK woop. 
Secretary of the Interior, Washington, D. C. 


There are few more significant historic illustrations of the truth 
that the ways of transgressors are hard than are to be found in the 

enalties which have attended the dealing of this nation with the 

dians. Let us see, so far as can be ascertained and approximately 
estimated, what this race of 250,000 persons have cost us since 1789, 
which would have been saved if they had been peaceful, self-sup- 
porting citizens, In the first place, let us take the items which ap- 
pear on the books of the Treasury, specifically charged to the Indian 
service. I will read a letter addressed to me by Mr. Bayley, the very 
able and learned statistician at the Treasury, with its accompany- 
ing papers: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, WARRANT DIVISION, 
May 18, 1881. 

DEAR Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your memorandum of 
the 20th ultimo, containing the following interrogatories : 

2 The oma of Indian pappiies and transportation, (excluding proceeds of funds 
which were equivalents for ceded lands.) $ 

8. The cost of Indian education, in gross and per capita. 

In reply thereto, I herewith inclose a statement showing the expenditures on 
account of the Indians by decades, from 1789 to 1880. An analysis of this state- 
ment shows the followmg expenditures : 


r d4ucedsnsunpramibaptsaouss $8, 175, 046 90 
Transportation and supplies. 25, 892, 948 94 
Basten — 3,949, 112 98 
Miscellaneous purposeeeewnrnnn . 140, 141, 420 40 

CCC FI TET EE ⁵ D ĩ ¾ 2 187, 158, 585 22 


From this amount there should be deducted, however, on account of mone 
received and covered into the on account of Indians from 1789 to ` 
inclusive, the snm of $23,464,931.32, the net expenditures from the organiza- 
tion of the present form of government to June 30, 1880, inclusive, $163,693,603.90. 

I have made a careful examination of the expenditures on account of the military 
establishment, and estimate the expenses incurred on account of the several Indian 
wars, for the period mentioned, to amount to $100,998,883.86. 

In this connection, it may be proper for me to state that I have found it a most 
difficult task to separate these for the reason that the different accounts 


are m a S O VOO SEN impossible to distinguish 
in most cases the amount righ to be deducted on account of Indian wars from 
the expenses incident to the other es of the service. I have used 


every exertion to procure sources the data which I could form 


different 
ve succeeded in but fewinstances. Such as I have been able 


A com „ t 
ee Tieton h — I find that in here Indians ha’ 

8 ese e case where ive 
forfeited their rights under treaty sti 5 the Government has 


restored them to favor by new — re-establishing them by new in 
lieu of former stipulations to meet the changes ppo nba v of Seam 


I have had prepared a statement of 
service, , 1789 to 1876, show- 


the whole ex tures on account of the 
ing the net amount e: ded during under each 
herewith. 


head of 
appropriation, which I can the time to look it 
i F'shall be glad . 


T inclose also a copy of a statement prepared by myself some time since, show- 
ing all the receipts 2 1380 to 1873, foclusive, and by reference to pages 9 to 13 
you will notice the different sources whence these Indian come into 
be s WWW is nearly 

y tor p 8. 

Trusting these papers may prove satisfactory, and that you will consider me at 
your service at any and all 

Iam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


Hon. GEORGE E. Hoar, 
United States Senate. 


R. A. BAYLEY. 
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Quartermaster-General, the Commissary: 
master-General, from which it will be seen that— 
The Quartermaster's Department expended in 


$9, 110, 872 00 
19, 263, 856 00 


The Subsistence Department expended in 


508, 953 95, 
1, 132, 512 78 
And that the total expenditures in 1864 and 1865 amount to... 30, 530, 742 92 
Some of the above information having been only recently received, this report 
could not be made in time for the last session of Congres, Tut the earliest oppor. 
tunity is now taken for presenting it. i 
Your obedient servant, 
EDWIN M. STANTON, 
Seoretary of War. 
Hon. SCHUYLER COLFAX, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


This sum is a very small part of what the Indians have cost us. Ib 
does not include the proportion of the general expense of the Army 
attributable to that part of it en in Indian wars. It does not 
include the pay of officers or men. It does not include the cost of so. 
much of the Army as must be maintained in peace by reason of the 
danger of Indian wars. It does not include the cost of volunteer 
troops or the sums repaid to States. It does not include ons to, 
the wounded or the widows or children of the slain. It does not in~ 
elude the destruction of property by the Indians themselves, or the 
effect upon the value of a extent of territory pe reason of Indian 
possession or neighborhood. It does not include the sums expended 

or Indian supplies, or the 88 actually e ded in a waste- 
ful and improvident way for Indian civilization and education. Some 
of these things could never be ascertained. 

But I believe it is safe to affirm that this country has expended 
and lost since Washington took the oath of office fully a thousand 
million of dollars which it would have saved if our 210,000 Indians 
had been ordinary 2 farmers or mechanics. In this I 
reckon the principal of the expenditure and loss only. The inter- 
est on the interest of this x hac oy ro expended, would be enough 
to civilize and educate every Indian child of school age within our 
limits. I believe that this expenditure, continued for a few years, 
would save the necessity for any further mse to the Government 
on Indian account, except such as is required by treaties as an equiva- 
lent for lands purchased. 

I do not propose to recount the hundred-times-told tale of the- 
cruelty and breach of faith and rapacity and dishonor that have 
accompanied our gosling with the red man. It is a sad and pitiful 
story. I am dealing only with its Di 
Our relations with the little tribe of Seminoles have cost, according 
to Major Clarke’s estimate, about one hundred millions of dollars 
since we acquired Florida. They were 5,500 all told, men, women, 
and children; about one thousand warriors. We made war upom 
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them twice, the first time because the e the Divine mandate, 


+: betray not him that wandereth,” and would not surrender fugitive 
slaves. The first war lasted seven years. We put into it between 
thirty and forty thousand men, including over twenty thousand vol- 
unteers and militia. The maintenance of the- volunteers cost us 
upward of fifteen millions, and of the regulars twenty-five millions 
more. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would like to say to the honorable Senatorthat 
the Seminole Indians at that time were slave-owners, and when 
they received pay from the white settlers they appropriated it to 
purchase slaves for their own use. 

Mr. HOAR. They would not give up the runaway slaves to their 
masters, whether they were slave-owners or not. 

Mr. MORGAN. Because they kept them for their own use. 

Mr. HOAR. We lost fifteen hundred and fifty officers and men, 
‘besides hundreds of white citizens who were killed. Sixteen years 
after we had hostilities again with the remnant of the tribe, which 
lasted more than three years, and cost several millions more. 

The Sioux war of 1852 cost five millions. The Oregon war of 1853 
cost ten millions. The war of 1862 with the Sioux in Minnesota cost 
twelve millions. In 1864~65 we withdrew eight thousand Union sol- 
«diers from the South and sent them against the Cheyennes, who put 
two thousand warriors into the field. They were subdued at a cost 
-of $3,500,000. Less than twenty of them were killed, at a cost of 
$175,000 apiece. For each Indian slain fifteen whites lost their lives. 

I am informed by my coll e that the Commissioner of Pensions 


said that it would take $32,000,000 to pension the soldiers engaged 
In Indian w. which I have not included in my estimate. 

ee , 1866, General Sherman wrote from Fort Lyon, Colo- 
rado: 


T do not see how we can make a decent excuse for an Indian war. Ihave tray- 
ere faker Laramie without a „ escort. I met single 
weling along the road as in Cattle and horses 
‘loose far from their owners, most tempting to a starving Indian; end though the 
Indians may easily make a descent upon those scattered ranches, yet they have 
snot done so, and I see no external signs of fear of such an event. 


The next year a war broke out with the friendly Cheyennes and 
Arapahoes, whose causes and cost I will state in the language of 
Hon. N. G. Taylor, Indian Commissioner, in his special report of 
July 12, 1867: 


S Seinen ans pacts ck ties TOTALEN te tha wer ace the Silowing 
o v: war are the É 
As tribes, th 1 about 


250 be 2850 0 bab de, 8. l, Se the Teton Sioux Kaser 
not consent to cede the right of way for the road er River and 


about 1 
the cession of the road and es, some 150 s, about 300 warriors 
those of the Two Kettle of Bipax enfertatain the same ews, about 150 lodges, 
and some 300 warriors; making, in all, about 1,600 to 1,800 effective warriors. 
These were the Indians who C 


i Southern C 
and about 500 warriors, with possibly a few from other tribes. 

I am led to the conclusion, secondly, that the causes of the war are easily traced 
understood when a few facts are known. These facts I proceed to 


In December, 1864, occurred the horrible Sand Creek massacre of friendly Chey- 
-ennes and Arapahoes in Colorado Territory. maddened by 
this Lace aye but of their women and children, disarmed warriors, and 


b 

River of the North, and res eae SS sapere Reece miele e Myer Sot 

a a valuable lives and $40,000,000 in money. Peace was conclud 
the southern Indians in October, 1865. 


* * * * * * * 


I wish to say that I am ing these extracts not for the paons 
of makin; rg pony on the righteousness or hteousness of our 
dealing with these Indians. e point I wish to make is simply the 


matter of dollars and cents, and I only read these other things where 
they are interwoven with the statements of the cost of the Indian 


wars, 
But how shall be so and so soon made? Simply by re our 
if piy Beg erin Meme 


easil 
wrong steps and by doing right. Pay the Northern Chi 
-and the hostile Sioux for reike ire have — — their 


destru: 
, Valued at $100,000, in April last, has alread 
$5,000,000 in money, one h liv 
all our material in’ on the plains and along hundreds of 
This war cost a trifle of forty millions. In 1866 we built forts on the 
Yellowstone and lands owned by the Sioux without gaining their 
consent. The war which followed cost ten millions. 
The Navajo war, according to a careful estimate made by Mr. 
sLoughridge, in the other House, cost twenty-five millions. 


General Sherman said in 1866 that the Army service in New Mexico 
alone for the last twenty years had cost one hundred millions, the 
Army being employed most of the time solely in watchin Indians. 

In Arizona, General Ord in 1869 and General Schofield in 1871 
estimate the Army service for watching Indians at three millions a 
year. Loughridge estimates this service in Arizona for fifteen years 
at thirty millions. 

General Pope in his report of August 11, 1866, says: 

Of all the powerful and populous tribes which once inhabited the Northwest but 
a few hundreds of hopeless and helpless Pain pe remain. Of the history of the 
white settlers, the pioneers of emigration in the great States of the Northwest, it is 
5 speak. Such a record of nameless horrors, of inhumanity to 
whites and Indians, and of lavish and wasteful e ture of public money, can- 
not at this day be read without astonishment and indignation. Such a process of 
extermination of both Indians and white men has never before been permitted to 
T people, and it will long remain a reproach to 

Government. 

The Modoc war cost several millions and the life of Canby and one 
hundred and sixty men. Twelve Indians were killed. 

Mr. Loughridge, in the same h, declares that the cost of mil- 
itary operations alone inst the Indians in the forty years end- 
ing 1874, had been $500,000,000. Since that time we have to add to 
the bloody catalogue the wars with the Modoces, with the Sioux, the 
Nez Percés, the Bannocks, the Northern Cheyennes, the Utes, the 
Sheepeaters, and Apaches. The Secretary of War, in reply to a 
resolve of the Senate at the present session, in his letter of 
March 4, 1882, (Ex. Doc. No. 123,) gives the following tables of the 
number of officers and soldiers emplo in each year for the pan 
ten yearsin the observation and control of Indians, the cost of Indian 
wars in those and the cost to the Government during each of 
said years of so much of the Army as has been engaged in the obser- 
vation and control of Indians, and whose presence has been rendered 
necessary as a protection from danger of Indian hostilities: 


STATEMENT C.—Expenditures on account of Indian wars from 1872 to 
1881. 


Period. Total. 
187273. Modoo ..........] $335, 009 78] $189 3 -| $835, 193 13 
sexes Texas 3 al 6,641 61 
1875. a ccohescistisensad N E S r ETEA 20, 377 79 
1876-77. Sou. . I, 894, 361 28 8/1, 918, 159 26 
T EA e EENT PRERIO EE & OUT Ob RN 5,967 59 
— Nez Percés . 986, 558 41 
1877-'78 ..| Nez Percés.....|.........--.|.----+--| 7, 287 31 aate 87, 227 31 
GEE Bannock. 2 5| 568,175 88 
D/ „ Gm SOR OER 42,301 73 
1878-79. Northern Chey-| 34,209 574 34, 209 57 

ennes. 
1 3 2 193, 439 33 
al oy Sa r 6,993 67 
aaa! = SEPA EPIA ENT so = 
1879...... Se ee a ee a ieee re 

1880-'81..| Apache .........].....--.----|--------| 91, 564 64 91, 564 G4 
071 78 


1275 8 5 p 

2 28 85 E 

ae ann Bi] 

>, 2 3 Z 

TE Q 2 oe a F 

8 = E gas 3 ay 

see. HEHE = 

PER Ng 

sete | ieigl | ag He 

KE 2 E ass FE 225 

siai | 225% 282 8 

A 3 E a ; 

n ie i | 
00 | $2,069, 040 00 $99, 874 43 | $22, 883,100 43 
00 bees a 43| 22 820, t4 43 
oo| inen t 21 574, 019 43 
00 1, 444, 500 00 99, 874 43 21, 402, 525 43 
V 
00 17, 417, 781 20 998, 744 30 223, 801. 264 
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It will be seen from these tables that the cost of Indian hostilities 
and of military protection against Indians for the last ten years is 
estimated by the Secretary of War, with the substantial concurrence 
of the General of the Army and the Adjutant-General, at $223,891,- 
264.50. The Interior Department, by letter of February 17, 1882, 
gives the amount expended for Indian subsistence and education 
during the last five years at 822, 342,385.44, (Ex. Doc. No. 113.) For 
the past ten years you would have nearly doubled said sum. This 
estimate does not include the sums appropriated by treaty or other- 
wise for the five civilized tribes. We shall clearly be far within the 
truth if we estimate the cost of Indian wars, military protection 
against Indians, and Indian subsistence for the past ten years at 
two hundred and sixty millions. i 

This period of ten years includes two of those covered by the esti- 
mates of Mr. e e Together they cover only forty-eight of the 
ninety-two years that have elapsed since the bi tear of Washing- 
ton’s term. Making the proper deduction for the two over-lapping 

ears and adding to the remainder of the seven hundred and sixty mill- 
ions the cost of Indian wars for the first forty-four years of our national 
existence the cost of Indian subsistence from 1789 to 1872, the sums 
paid to States and to volunteers, the property destroyed by Indians, 
and the effect on the value of property exposed to Indian hostilities, 
for the whole period of our history, and it will be admitted that the 
estimate of a thousand million dollars as the sum which the Indians 
have cost this country is within the truth. 

We have tried in our Indian policy war and force and rapine and 
cruelty and treachery. The only experiment we have left untried 
isthe experiment of simple justice. 

I now, Mr. President, submit the tables furnished by the Secretary 
of the Interior, showing the amount for each of the past five years 
required to keep our treaty stipulations for the education of Indians. 
These promises are in large part the consideration for the Indian 
title to lands of great extent and value. The table contains the sta- 
tistics for five years only. It shows that while we were bound by 
solemn promise to expend $2,649,250, we have, in fact, expended but 
$219,900. We are in arrears $2,429,350. If this obligation had been 
to England we should not have fallen behind a day in its perform- 
ance. The sum overdue for the last five years is more than is likely 
to be required for the next year to carry out the provisions of this 
bill. But we have been behindhand on an average more than twice 
that length of time. 


TABLE Feger, ety necessary to fulfill treaty stipulations tn regard 
to education with certain tribes whose aggregate population is 68,076. 


Stipulations. | 1877. 


Amount required to erect school- 
houses in fulfillment of those 
treaties 


E000 N a A SON r 
Appropriations required to sup- 
Soak’ okoo in fulfillment of 

those treaties 5 486, 000 | 486,000 | 486,000 | 486,000 | 371, 250 
Amount specifically appropriated 
in fulfillment of educational pro- 

visions in those treaties......... 44,880 | 48, 080 46,580 | 46, 280 34, 080 


* This is alow 8 is for buildings (in addition to all those erected by 1881) 
which should have been built by 1877, in order to fulfill treaty provisions. With. 
out such buildings the schools contemplated in the treaties could not be supported - 


Nore.—The decrease in 1881 is owing to the expiration of treaties with tribes 
in Washington Territory and Oregon: 


The Commissioner of Indian Affairs adds to this table these re- 
marks: 


Table 3 shows the riations which would have been required annnally for 
the last five years to the educational provisions of treaties with certain tribes 
whose aggregate population is 68,076, or a little more than one-third of the whole 
Indian popu tion of the United States, exclusive of the five civilized tribes. 
‘This table also shows the amounts which have been specifically appropriated in 
fulfillment of those treaty stipulations. How much, in addition bo thas has 
been taken from other general funds and applied in support of schools among 
tribes could not be ascertained without an expenditure of time and labor which 
would be unjustifiable in view of the inability of the present clerical force of this 
ottice to keep with current work. But when it is observed, by a com n 
of tables 2 and 3, that the amount required to fulfill treat: Ar ms with these 
68,000 Indians is more than is expended from all sources Indians, I think it 
will be sufliciently evident that the Government has broken its treaties on the ve 

int where it would have been most to its own advantage, and in accordance wi 

ts own genius, to have kept them. 
* * * * * * * 

These fignres are necessarily approximate, but are so carefully collated as to 
form a reliable basis for comparison and deduction, and though not covering all 
the ground will, I trust, answer the purpose contemplated in the resolution. 

In general, I desire to say that where treaties have provided for the annual 
appropriation of a specified sum for education, those treaties have been fulfilled ; 
but where they have specified that certain schools should be maintained, without 
specifying the sum which should ere har expended therefor, they have not 
been fultifled. For instance, the Navajo ty provided that a building should 
be erected, a teacher employed, and a school supported for every children 
of school age in the tribe for ten years. The ten years expired in 1881, and the 
ouly appropriations ever made in fulfillment of that treaty provision have been 
$2,000 per annum for salary of two teachers! From other funds the office has suc- 
ceeded in erecting a e building, which will accommodate about sev- 
enty-five papules The tribe numbers 16.000! It is only similar cases which can 
be inelnded in table 3. Treaties with other tribes in the country either provide 
made, or made a general 


for the appropriation of specific sums, which has been 
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provision for education, civilization, agriculture,” &c., or made no provision 
whatever for education. 


I have the honor to be, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
= 4 . PRICE, i 


The Commissioner, in his annual report for 1881, makes some in- 
teresting statements on this subject: 


It becomes more evident with each year that the obstacle to the education os 
the Indian children of this generation fies not in their inability to be tanght, nor 
in the indifference or hostility of the parents to education, but in meager appro- 
priations. For the education of its 49,000 children of school age, in day and 
evening schools alone, the State of Rhode Island expends annually 000. 
For the education of the same number of Indians (which is about the number to 
be provided for exclusive of the five civilized tribes in the Indian Territory) the 
United States Government last year appropriated, in fulfillment of s fic treaty 
stipulations, $64,000, and for schools not otherwise provided for“ $75,000, making 
a total of $139,000, with which to maintain day-schools, furnish books to all pupils, 
erect and furnish school-buildings, and support boarding-schools! other 
funds appropriated for general civilization, but which can be applied to schools 
after other demands not more important but more immediately urgent have been 
met, the office has been able to expend about $5,000. This, of course, has fallen 
so far short of meeting the needs of the service that requests for increased school 
accommodations at various agencies have repeatedly been refused. 

For the current fiscal year an increase of $10,000 was made by the last Congress, 
but this will hardly cover the increase in the cost of beef and flour consumed in 
the schools, to say nothing of maintaining new boarding-schools opened this fall 
in the new buildings before referred to, of sapporting throughout the year schools 
opened near the close of the last fiscal year, and of erecting new buildings at 

therto neglected agencies. Consequently, requests for new ae ool 
buildings at seven agencies and for needed enlargement of school buildings at 
five other agencies have already been refused, and unless a = snag anes 4 appropria- 
tion is made by Congress at its next regular session many Indian ing-schools 
will have to be closed early next spring and the children remanded to the debasing 
surroundings from which the school was intended to redeem them. 

It must not be supposed that by the appropriation of $64,000, above referred 
to, treaty provisions with the various tribes have been fulfilled. This covers only 
meee sums called for by treaty. In the treaties of 1868, made with the Sioux, Nav- 
ajo, Ute, Kiowa, Comanche, Cheyenne, Arapaho, Crow. Shoshone, and Pawnee 
tribes the educational provision is a general one, and is substantially as follows: 

In order to insure the civilization of the Indians entering into this treaty the 
necessity of education is admitted; especially of such of them as are or may be 
settled on said agricultural or other reservations, and they therefore pledge them- 
selves to compel their children, male and female, between the ages of six and six- 
teen years to attend school, and the United States s that for every thirty 
children between said ages who can be induced or compelled to attend school, a 
bouse shall be provided and a teacher competent to teach the elementary branches 
of an English education furnished, who will reside among said Indians and faith- 
fully discharge bis or her duties a#teacher. The provisions of this article to con- 
tinue for not lesa than twenty years.” 

These tribes number in the aggregato 60,000, and have at least 12,000 youths of 
school age. For these ch&dren the tables herewith show that after a lapse of thir- 
teen years only twelve boarding and seven day schools have been provided, which 
will accommodate respectively 858 and 565 pupils. To furnish day-achools only, 
according to the treaties, for the remaining 10,000 youth would uire the eres. 
tion and furnishing of 250 school-houses at an av cost of not less than $800 
each, total, $200,000, besides an annual pee of $150,000 for salaries of 250 
teachers at $600 per annum, and $80,000 for books, school appliances, &., (at an 
average of $8 zs pupil,) or more than the entire amount expended during the 
past year at all agencies for both boarding and day schools. The shortsighted- 
ness and dishonesty of the policy hitherto porate in this connection is beyond 
question. As Lieutenant Pratt says, after making a similar estimate: 

“The injury done by the United States Goverment to this large number of In- 
dian boys and girls who have grown up during this period by withholding this 

and valuable intelligence, and the actual 8 oss to the country 
2 their having been an 1 per, peace-disturbing, life-destroying, im- 
3 instead of an intelligent, producing element, could not be Stated in 
gures.” ` 


In 1875 the President appointed a very able commission, at the 
head of which was the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. ALLISON, I to treat 
with the Sioux for the Black Hills country. The report of the com- 
mission is full of interest. I call attention to its recommendations. 
The Senator from Iowa—and the preparation of this report will, in 
my judgment, be sometimes counted by him and by those who honor 


him as among the crowning services of a very distinguished public 
life—said : 

Nearly seven years have passed away and these Indians are no nearer a condi- 
tion of self-support than they were when the treaty was ed. And in the mean 
time the Government has a meen nearly $13,000,000 for their support. So that 
the future treatment of the Sioux becomes a matter of serious moment, if viewed 
from no higher stand-point than that of an economic question. 

The purchase, lease, or occupation of the Black Hills by the whites is a mere 
incident to the great question, shall be done with the Sioux people! It is 
said As long as we feed them we will not be required to fight them.” If this 
alternative is presented now, it will be fifty years hence if we continue to furnish 
them subsistence and take no st toimprove their condition, as we surely have 
not in the last six years. And if their numbers are in as we believe, the 
amount to be annually expended will increase in like ratio. e commission is 
therefore of the opinion that Congress should act upon the whole question and de- 
vise a policy 8 3 to the Sioux nation within the spirit and letter 
of the treaty of 1868. This treaty contains two leading ideas and was intended to 
secure two pu namely, the education of the g ge and the self- 
support of all the tribes. 6 former was made compulsory by theseventh article 
of the treaty, and nearly all of the rem provisions, so far as the Indian is con- 
cerned, were intended to accomplish the latter by holding out to him inducements 
sup to be ample to secure easy and rapid compliance. That this was in- 
tended and expected is clear, from the fact that the treaty Fe rovided subsist- 
ence for four years at most. can, under the letter of the treaty, provide 
most stringent laws for the education of those between six and sixteen. 

The Government is pledged by the treaty to provide schools and teachers, and 
the Indians agree and pledge themselves to compel their children, male and 
female, between the ages of six and sixteen years to attend school.” The obliga- 
tion is mutual and the power ample. Surely, if England and the German states, 
Hun aud Denmark, and the most e: tened of American States think it 
worth while to enact stringent laws to enforce the attendance of the youths at the 
common schools, our Goverument, when it has the power, should, by stringent 
laws faithfully enforced, make the experiment which it is pledged to make by the 
treaty of 1868. The common school in the several States of the Union is sup- 
pod by taxation of property. Iowa taxes her people $4,000,000 annually, and 

assachusetts, with about the same population, $6,000,000 annually to support 
free schools. The State of New York has expended in the last twelve years for 
public school purposes $116,000,000 raised by taxation. 
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the property of the le on the theo 
o the 2 of the State. These p 


These enormous sums are levied u 
that universal education is essential 
are within the territorial limits of the United States and subject to their author- 
ity, and cannot be removed out of that jurisdiction. Education to them is essen- 


tial if they are to be reclaimed from semi-barbarism, and it concerns the whole 

ple of the United States. We now supply all the children of the Sioux Nation 
Eeteen the ages of six and sixteen years with food and clothing, and with better 
food than is enjoyed by a yery largo portion of the laborers of the country, and ex- 

md as much per capita for clothing as is expended by many of our laborers, so 

at the only additional expense in educating them would be the employment of 
competent teachers and the necessary e: of buildings for school gpl tees 
These schools ought to be established at points not accessible to the adult Indians, 
for instruction in the elementary branches of e exer as usually taught in our 
primary schools, and should also embrace instruction in the ruder employments, 
such as are taught in manual-labor schools for boys and industrial schools for girls. 
It might be difficult to separate pve Sansa cd children from their parents, and an 
attempt so to do might meet with serious We so that at first those in charge 
should select, with the consent of parents, the 2 paeje and most promising youths 
for such schools. And in the mean time other schools of like character, with strin- 
gent rules for their government, should be established in the neighborhood of the 
agencies, but wholly separated from them. In this way the ans would very 
soon realize the benefits to be derived, and further se ion would be less difficult. 

* * * * * * * 

The Commissioner of Education estimates that there are 10,217,825 children in 
the United States between the ages of six and sixteen years, or about one-fourth 
at the whole population. Assuming that about the same ratio prevails in the 
Sioux tribes, there are now on the Sioux reservation $,000 children who are grow- 
ing up in barbarism, not 200 of whom have ever received any instruction what- 
ever; and these children are not decreasing in numbers. An actual count of the 
Indians at Yankton agency was made in , report of which is found in Indians 
Report of that year. is count shows, men, 440; women, 632; boys, 473; girls, 
427, and about 150 absent; which shows the ratio of children to be not less than 
above estimated, If this condition is to continue, how long will the people of the 
United States be taxed to support the Sioux nation? If the Government shall 
enter upon the work in earnest, these labor schools could be established in a mild 
climate and productive country, and could soon be made self-sustaining; but the 
power of force, mildly exerc must be invoked in the beginning. To rely upon 
voluntary attendance is futile. This has been tried fortwo hundred years, and 
has rarely been a success among the wilder tribes of Indians. This experiment 
may not ox but should be * gradually, and upon a well-matured plan, 

repared by eminent teachers. It may be said that this experiment will make 
arge drafts upon the Treasury. This need not be so. As stated before, these 
children are now clothed and subsisted; or. rather, money is expended to clothe 
and subsist them. Allabove twelve years of age could, if well directed, very soon 
be made to earn their own subsistence and enough to gt food to all attending 
school, and, in time, to do very much toward providing their own clothing. The 
latter, if successful, would relieve the Government from clothing them for thirty 
years, as requ by the treaty. Besides, the experiment could be tried in suc 
a gradual way as that, if failure should follow, it need not be pursned. Or, if it 
shall prove too expensive, it could at any time be abandoned by Congress. This 
method is suggested for consideration. If a better can be found, it should be 
adopted. It seems to the commission that education, as here suggested, or by 
some effectual method, is the first step toward the civilization of these tribes. 
Religious missionaries or sectarian schools are useful as adjuncts, or may follow; 
but a complete system of education, br eine any Soe the children, is the first requi- 
site. Some comprehensive system of education for the Sioux nation should be estab- 
lished, or all attempts to educate and civilize them might as well be abandoned. 

* * * * * * * 

At Red Cloud there are four companies of infantry and two of cavalry; at 
Spotted Tail three of infantry and one of cavalry; a post at Fort Laramie con- 
3 to the ee, 4 se —— at — 55 of the other agencies, = 
made necessary by the conduct of the Indians, an requiring great expense for 
their maintenance, except those on the Missouri River, onaccount of the distance 
from cheap transportation. Now they ask that the Government shall use this 
military force, not only to preserve order and protect property at the agencies, but 
also that it shall be used against citizens of the United States who choose to violate 
law and treaty obligations, and who in addition take the risks of conflict with the 
Indians for the wy prospect of gold in the Black Hills! 


Mr. President, I believe that in ten years, perhaps in five, the 
Indian problem could be settled, and much more than the sum 
expended for education saved from other expenditures. Whenever 
the children of a tribe can be put at school the peaceable behavior 
of that tribe is secure. The sum expended for Indian subsistence is 
expended for children as well as for adults. Of course so much of the 
cost of rations furnished any tribe as now goes to the support of 
children of school age would be more economically used in the mode 
now proposed than in the present wasteful method. 

The average cost per capita of the rations now issued to the Indians 
supported by the Government is about sixty dollars. This is an in- 
detinite and, under our present policies, will be a N burden. 
It instead of this you increase the sum to $167.50 for five or six years 
and make the Indian self-supporting, it requires little arithmetic to 
show the gain by the transaction. 

Thesum we now owe the Indians for education under express treaty 
stipulations is more than is needed at present. 

The partial experiments made in the past have been made under 
great disadvantages. It is easy to see the reasons why Indian edu- 
cation has not been more effective hitherto. A few boys have been 
taken from a savage tribe and returned still in early youth to dwell 
in a savage community. It is not strange that what would bring 
ruin to your child or mine should bring it still more surely to the 
child of the Indian. 

Few Indian girls have been sent to civilized schools. The girl, 
when marriageable, is regarded by her parents, in most tribes, as 
valnable property to be sold to her husband. They have been un- 
willing to spare them for education in the white man’s ways. You 
cannot hope to completely civilize the children while the mothers are 
savage. The nomadic habit of the Indian has been an obstacle, but 
now they are becoming corralled in; they are learning more and more 
their own weakness and our strength; they see that the game is dis- 
appearing; they are learning something of the advantage of civili- 
zation, se who are engaged in Indian education agree in the 


belief that we shall hereafter have no diffculty in obtaining all the 
Indian children for whom we will consent to provide an education. 

Consider also the protection against Indian wars which will be 
afforded by the custody for purposes of education of a large portion 
of the children of the tribes. It seems to me that the responsibility 
for future Indian cruelties and crimes must rest largely upon Con- 
gress if it refuse to pursue this simple and easy policy. These people 
are savages, and in future as in the past will conduct as savages if 
in despite of the teaching of experience we keep them savages. 

The various bands who may be properly classed under the general 
name of Sioux are estimated by Mr. ALLISON at a little more than 
41,000innumber, This bill appropriates for them $1,962,300. He shows 
that they are rapidly increasing in number. We are bound by treaty 
to educate their entire school population. We break this covenant, 
and keep this powerful band of savages a perpetual terror and men- 
ace to our new States and Territories. The Commonwealth which 
I represent must pay twenty, perhaps fifty, fold of the tax which it 
will require to keep our treaty stipulations compared with that to be 

aid by any State or Territory whose people are directly affected. 
She will gladly pay it if you will but make trial of this experiment. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, so far as the financial part of the 
speech of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] is concerned, 
I have only to observe that the Army goes on, like Tennyson’s brook, 
whether there be a war or not. It will probably never be less than 
25,000 soldiers. It has not been more except in the case of the civil 
war. It is not fair to charge the country with the support of the 
Army on account of Indian wars, when that support will go on, 
whether we are at war or whether we are at peace. I think, there- 
fore, that the larger portion of the estimate of the financial conse- 
quence of our Indian policy drops out. S 

I am not going to deny either the obligations of humanity or the 
obligations of treaty toward the Indians, and I regret that in the 
summary which the Senator from Massachusetts has made, and which 
is going to be largely accepted as authority, he started so late. Some 
time since the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Vest, ] in discussing an- 
other subject, remarked that the victors would write the history of 
the war in which their victory had been won; and I recognize the 
fact that the eastern people are going to most largely write the his- 
tory of this Indian controversy. I regret, therefore, that the Senator 
from Massachusetts, who has contributed his portion of that history, 
should not have gone back of 1789, and that when he arraigned the 
American people and the American Government for its injustice, and 
forits tardy justice and for its improvidence, he did not go back to 
the history of the Massachusetts colony. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator understand that the people whose 
history I have stated for the last sixty years is not my own people? 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not know about their being his own people, but 
he might have gone a little nearer home if he had been so minded; 
and I am reminded in the same connection that about a year ago a 
book was published which was entitled“ A Century of Dishonor.” 
It purported to be an account of the nation’s dealing with the In- 
dians during the last hundred years and was written by a Massachu- 
setts lady. The work was well done, and I do not mention it to dis- 
pute the allegations it contained, but like the speech of the Massa- 
chusetts Senator, and unfortunately, as I think, it began too late to 
give a complete history of dealings with the Indians on this conti- 
nent. It did not take into account at all the treatment of the Indians 
by the New England people. _I have before me Mr. Palfrey’s History 
of New England, from which I read on page 221 the following poet- 
ical account of the disposal of the captives of the war with Philip: 

Of the two hundred prisoners taken by Waldron at Dover, and sent to Boston 
under the charge of having violated the treaty of e, seven, who, in pursuance 


of that dy, were ascertained to have taken life, were executed; the rest were 
sent to Bermuda to be there sold. 


There is one thing to be said in favor of the western people: they 


never sold any of the Indians into slavery ; they never profited in 
their pockets by Indian hostilities, at least in that way. 


And this latter— 
Quoting now from Palfrey— 


is said to have been the fate of Philip's son. It was a shocking way of disposing 
of the conquered barbarians. The selling of man, woman, or child to be a slave 
is a horrible act, though there was nothing to give it peculiar aggravation in the 
circumstance that one of the sufferers was Philip's son. 


I do not speak of that for the purpose of arraigning the people of 
New England, but for the 3 of showing that an important 
part of the history of the dealings of the American people with Indian 
tribes has been omitted, and a part, too, of importance in the general 
summary. In summing up the expense that has attended the extinc- 
tion of Indian tribes on this continent, not a dollar has been added 
on account of the expenses incurred by the Massachusetts colony in 
completely wiping out the tribes within its limits. There are to-day 
perhaps five hundred or one thousand Indians left of all those who 
once occupied the eastern coast, and they are located in the States of 
Massachusetts and Maine. The cost of exterminating the powerful 
tribes whom the Pilgrim fathers encountered, and robbing them of 
their territory, the selling of them into slavery, is not exhibited by 
way of example to show how much cheaper it is to feed and educate 


the Indian than it is to fight him. Everything is charged up on the 
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transactions west of the Alleghanies, and occurring within the last 
eentury. 
8 the Senator from Massachusetts by way of explana- 
tion says that the people who have done what he complains of are 
his people; that they represent the same blood which he represents ; 
and that is true. The blood of New England has gone across the 
Alleghanies and throughout the whole West and Northwest, fertil- 
izing and enriching the population, and impressing upon institutions 
and people its own peculiar characteristics. The State I in part 
represent is the debtor of New England in all their ways. But when 
the Senator comes to sum up the responsibility for what he calls the 
improvidences of the Government and the outrages on the Indian 
tribes, he conveniently omits any statement of the responsibility 
which attaches to the immediate section of country which he repre- 
sents. It is not perhaps material to a proper consideration of this 
question whether the responsibility be East or whether it be West, 
but it is worth while, now that the country is entering upon a new 
hase of the Indian question, that those of ns who live West and who 
face been held up as the type of the aggressive, of the implacable, 
and of the brutal andrevengeful element which has entered into this 
controversy on the white side, should not be charged with what we 
are not guilty of. 

Mr. President, the history of that controversy is simply the history 
of a struggle for race supremacy. The white race was contending 
with the red race for the mastery, and with the inevitable result, as 
we believe, foreordained from the beginning, that the red race shall 
give way. I quote from an honored son of Massachusetts now living 
when I say that the red race is a provisional one. The Indian, ac- 
cording to this theory, is not designed to improve, and increase, and 
fill the land, but simply to make things ready for the Anglo-Saxon; 
and the people whe landed at Plymouth Rock and at other places 
on that bleak coast acted on that principle long before Mr. Holmes 
spoke, and when he said the red was a provisional race he spoke of 
a race that had already been destroyed by his own people. 

Mr. President, I am not going to deny, as I said in the outset, the 
obligations of humanity. By just as much as these people are de- 
pen ent, by just that much our 0 is augmented. We are 

sound to do for them all that we are bound to do for any people who 

are wholly dependent. Independent, however, of treaty agree- 
ment, our obligation to the Indians is nothing as compared with 
that we are under to the blacks. Here are 4,000,000 people brought 
here for commercial reasons and who have been emancipated, and 
upon whom the obligations and responsibilities of citizenship have 
been thrust and who are not qualified properly to exercise those 
obligations and responsibilities, because the Government has not 
done for them that which the Senator from Massachusetts so elo- 
quently argues ought to be done for the Indian. If we are to con- 
sider simply the obligations of humanity, the obligations to society, 
the obligations to the present and the obligations to the future, 
independent of contract, our duty is a thousandfold stronger in 
favor of the black in the Southern States than it is in favor of the 
Indian. : 

A common charge, repeated by the Senator from Massachusetts, is 
that the Government does not carry out its treaty obligations with 
the Indians, and this is especially alleged to be the case in the mat- 
ter of education. It is true, as the Senator says, that when we con- 
sider the letter of many of the treaties, and compare the number of 
children of school age in the various tribes with the number actually 
provided with facilities for education, there is an apparent failure to 
comply with treaty obligations, But there are two sides to this 
question. Take the Navajo Indians that the Senator quoted, for in- 
stance, The treaty provides that the Government shall provide a 
teacher and school-house for every thirty children of the school age. 
The idea in view when the treaty was made undoubtedly was that 
the Navajo Indians would form small and separate communities, as 
white people do, and that there would be here a little settlement and 
there a little settlement, and that where there was a settlement em- 
bracing thirty children there should be a school-house on an adjacent 
hill, with of course a teacher, 

But the Navajo Indians did not settle down in that way, and they 
never called on us for the fulfillment of that obligation. The max- 
imam number of children they haye ever furnished to the school 
established on their reservation is about one hundred and thirty 
out of over sixteen thonsand souls comprising the tribe. They have 
manifested but little willingness whatever to receive the benefits of 
the education we obligated ourselves to furnish them; and while the 
treaty seemed to contemplate compelling the Indians to send their 
children to school, the Government has, wisely, I think, refrained 
from using compulsion, and the result has been, on the whole, favor- 
able; more so, I think, than would have occurred if the opposite 
policy had been pursued. 

In 1868 the Navajo Indians were located upon a reservation in the 
neighborhood of Fort Stanton, New Mexico, a reservation remote 
from the territory which they had before that time occupied, and 
one to which they had been removed by force. Under treaty they 
were taken to the place where they now are on the borders of Ari- 
zona, New Mexico, and Colorado. By virtue of the provisions of 
that treaty they were given in 1869 15,000 head of sheep and 1,000 
goats. About four years later they were given 10,000 head more of 
sheep, and what is the result? Their sheep and goats have increased 


until they number 1,250,000. They have besides about 40,000 horses 
and a large amount of other stock. They have not the number of 
educated children the people of Massachusetts have in proportion to 
their population, but they are self-supporting, and have been for 
the last two or three years. They roam over a large extent of coun- 
try, taking with them their families and their flocks and herds, and 
only a small number are ever found near their agency. They have 
not desired that any considerable number of their children should 
be edueated, but they assiduously devoted themselves to the acqui- 
sition of the means of support. The potential part of the treaty 
with thein was the stock they acquired, and not the provision for 
the education of their children. 

Now, if there is any one here or elsewhere who begradges these 
Indians this independence and regrets that the Government did not 
bring them within the limits of a comparatively small reservation 
and did not compel them to give up their children to be educated, and 
therefore bring them under conditions where the Government would 
ha ve been compelled to support them, all I have to say is that his 
notion and mine of the proper result to be attained are wide apart. 
These Navajoes support themselves. They are indifferent no doubt 
to the benetits of education; they do not care much about the other 
civilizing influences except so far as they relate to the acquisition of 
property; but that burden which was cast on the Government prior 
to the treaty of 1668 and for ten years after has been entirely removed 
so far as the support of this tribe is concerned, to the great saving 
of money to the Government and to the great advantage of the In- 
dians,who have redeemed themselves from pauperism, and by that 
fact have greatly advanced in the scale of civilization—far more, I 
think, than they would have done if they had submitted to education 
under circumstances which would have prevented them from becom- 
ing self-supporting. 

A few years ago the Government moved from their reservation to 
the Indian Territory the Cheyenne and Arapaho Indians. The Kiowa 
and Comanche and other Indians were also moved there, and with 
what result? They were not given stock, but they were encouraged 
to try farming, after the style of the white man, and a systematic 
effort has been made to educate their children. No doubt the pro- 
cess of education has been attended withsome success, but the tribes 
are not only not self-supporting, but they require increasing sums 
each year for their support. In this case the i pier applied to the 
Navajoes was reversed, aud the experiment of civilization begun in 
the wrong way. 

My idea is that the first step in the civilization of the Indian is to 
make him self-supporting; and the chief obligation of the Govern- 
ment is to put him in this condition. Why? Solely and only for 
the reason that we have had an agency in removing from them the 
opportunity for supporting themselves by the destruction of the 
game upon which they had heretofore lived. We have taken away 
that meuns of support. The pro of white settlement has brought 
this abont, and an ee results to put them in a condition to 
meet the new order of things. 

The money that we have donated to the Indians, including the 
tribes I have named, for the pu of 1 a far exceeds the cost 
of all the education we eee fhar. e are making an actual 
donation to the Cheyenne and Arapaho and Kiowa and Comanche 
Indians of $400,000 per annum beyond treaty obligations. This 
would far more than educate all the children of these tribes. Be- 
sides we have supplied means of education with a not illiberal hand 
and nearly if not quite up to the desire of the Indians themselves. 
Having the choice it has been wisely exercised, I think, in feeding 
them rather than furnishing them more education and less food. It 
has kept the peace, has to some extent tamed them, and made a foun- 
dation on which better things can be built hereafter. They have not 
been specially clamorous about increased facilities for education; in 
fact they come slowly to an appreciation of its advantages, except 
as they see in it present food and raiment, for every child while in 
school gets full rations and is well clothed. 

Without the food and the clothing that is the inevitable accompani- 
ment of the child in school, you would get very few Indian children 
into school. Education is a good thing for Todians as well as for 
whites, but the number of Indians who have been rendered self-sup- 
porte by education during the last ten years is very small indeed. 

t will instruct the Senator from Massachusetts to read the reports 
from the various Indian agencies on this point. 

It will not do to educate the Indian simply for the fun of the thing. 
It should be for the purpose of putting 555 beyond pauperism, to 
take him off the 1 of the Government. When we have brought 
ee about we have accomplished all the Government should under- 
take. 

Why edueate them more than we educate the black people in the 
Southern States, to whom we are under more obligations? The pur- 
pose of all this education onght to be to put these ple upon a self- 
supporting basis; and I say now, not as something new, but as 
uttering a truism, that the only education that amounts to anything 
is that which enables a man to be self-supporting, and which is ac- 
companied by a proper idea of the results of labor. When you have 
pos an Indian, or a white man, or any one else in a position to earn 

is living you have laid the foundation for education, because you 
have quickened his perceptions by the suggestion of self-interest. 

The trouble about our Indian policy is just this: we feed the 


2420 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marcu 30, 


Indians; we do not compel them to labor; we support them in idle- 
ness; and the longer this goes on the worse the Indian is off. Ile 
does not appreciate any more than a white man that which costs 
nothing. Ie we cut down his ration he threatens to fight, and we 
put it back, and, realizing his power, he counts on being always able 
to live an indolent life. 

Now, the Senator from Massachusetts says if we will only educate 
them we shall not have to fight them; but if we educate them we 
have got to feed them at the same time and afterward as well; for 
education as a means to self-support on the part of the Indian has so 
far been barren of results. 

Is it not better to commence at the other end and learn them first 
to support themselves, or at least to put the two together, giving the 
preference on the whole to that which more directly tends to self- 
support? 

Mr. President, the report from which the Senator from Massachu- 
setts read of the present Commissioner of Indian Affairs, a gentle- 
man for whom I haye very high respect, contained in one paragraph 
a statement of the vice of this whole . In a brief aud 
sententious expression which he uses he states the whole trouble: 

But so long as the American people now demand that Indians shall become white 
men within one generation, the child must have other opportunities and 
come under other influences can offer. 

That states the whole case. We want the Indian to do in one 

eneration what the white race has been twenty generations in 
doing: We are not willing to have him commence where we did and 
come up through regular gradations of improvement, but he is to 
be forced up on to our plane ata jump. This occasions much of the 
trouble we are constantly confronted with. The Indian is a nomad. 
He cannot be brought into close quarters at once to advantage. He 
must come by degrees. He is better fitted for herding than to till 
the soil or engage in the mechanic arts. He wants stock—herds of 
cattle and sheep—and he wants them a t deal more than he 
wants the Greek root or the differential calculus, 

And, Mr. President, when we commence that as we have with the 
Nayajoes, when we give to the Comanches, to the Cheyennes, to the 
Arapahoes, to the Sioux the means of sap rting themselves in a way 
which is related to their natural mode of life and which they are per- 
fectly competent to do, we shall have laid the foundation for an edu- 
cation that will not only make them self-supporting, but will in time 
bring fruit of a kind which the Senator from Massachusetts wants, 
but which he never can get upon the basis upon which he is proceed- 
ing. The Indian problem is to remain so long as present methods con- 
tinue. It is the same to-day that it was yesterday, and to-morrow we 
shall be confronted with it, and so on. 

Mr. HOAR. How jong? 

Mr. PLUMB. Until the Indian disappears, unless we change our 

olicy. 
p ‘As I said, there remains the obligation of humanity. To that I 
respond as fully as anybody, and whatever amount of money is neces- 
sary to meet this obligation should be appropriated. But it should 
be so used as not to damage the recipients, as it will do if it encour- 
ages idleness. The first thing, then, is to learn the Indian to labor, 
and in order to do this he must be enabled to see the fruits of labor. 

The Indians who are educated at Carlisle Barracks cannot support 
themselves in competition with white labor. They are imitative 
and do much work well under instruction, but they could not cut 
loose and do for themselves. It takes more than mere ability to put 
so many pegs into ashoe in so many minutes to make a person fit for 
the active competitions of life. It takes mental and physical fiber, 
self-reliance coming. of race, of birth, of training. In the Anglo- 
Saxon this isthe product of generations ofdevelopment. The Indian 
will not acquire it in one, and it is not to his discredit to say so. 
There are many things he can do. He can be made useful and self- 
opponi if he is given congenial employment in the line of his 
habits, of his training, of hisinstincts, and when he has been brought 
to the condition: of self-support the obligation of the Government 
toward him has been discharged. As I said before, this will come 
best only by-beginning at the beginning—with stock, with the most 
rudimental agriculture, and the education which the Senator from 
Massachusetts desires can only come in connection with or after this. 

The Government has fairly observed its obligations to the Indian 
so far as they are fixed by treaty stipulation. It has done more than 
that; it has been liberal. In the very bill now under consideration 
there is more than $1,000,000 given beyond treaty obligation, given 
us charity, given as charity to people whom to great extent it is 
pauperizing by that charity, too. 

There has been a good deal of talk about lands in severalty, about 
the civilizing influence of giving an Indian one hundred and sixty 
acres of land and compelling him to live on it; and at this very ses- 
sion of Congress there has been a delegation here from the six tribes 
of New York protesting against having their lands allotted in that 
way. They live there surrounded by the civilization of that Em- 
pire State; their land is traversed by railroads; it is fertile and 
valuable. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator does not wish to misrepresent those 
Indians. They base their protest entirely on their title; that they 
would lose their title if their land was parceled out to them in sev- 
eralty, as I understand. 

Mr. TELLER. Why? 


Mr. DAWES. Because they hold their title under special provis- 
ions in their grant, which it was the opinion of their attorney, in 
which the Committee on Indian Affairs agreed, that they would forfeit 
their title unless they held it in a particular way. 

Mr. TELLER. I suppose the Senator will not deny that even in 
the civilized tribes in the State of New York there is a great objec- 
tion to holding lands in severalty. 

Mr. DAWES. That may be; but they were here for the purpose 
of satisfying the Committee on Indian Affairs that they cannot obtain 
a title to their land in severalty under the grant which they have, 
not from the Government of the United States, but under a purchase 
from some of those Holland companies of some character or other 
which once held such a large part of Western New York. That was 
the ground. 

Mr. PLUMB. Well, Mr. President, the Senator will remember 
that he presented a petition from the Caddoes the other day to the 
same effect. Was that put on the same ground? 

Mr. DAWES. I admit that the Indians in the Indian Territory 
to which the Senator alludes shrink from the idea of land in sever- 


alty. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not say that land in severalty may not be a 
good thing for certain Indians, but it is not equally good for all. 
Some can stand it and some cannot. But it is not a panacea. The 
changes it will bring must come by degrees in order not to do damage. 
Such Indians as are able to stand alone must be first allowed to try 
it and others come to it 11. force of the example. But in many cases, 
if applied to tribes, it will deprive the weak of the help of the strong, 
and ibly prevent the introduction of herds of cattle and sheep by 
which chietly the Indian is to be enabled to take care of himselt, 

The protests of the New York and other Indians who have lived 
for generations in contact with the whites shows how reluctantly 
the Indian gives up his habits of life and how determined he is not 
to yield to innovation. The process of adaptation is slow with him. 

Those of us who live near to the Indian are greatly interested in 
this problem. The burden is ours. If the Indian is a pauper or a 
criminal the community in which or adjoining which he is located 
must suffer in consequence. We want them to be self-supporting 
first; we want that to precede everything else. We want the Gov- 
ernment to say that by just as much as it has the power it will put 
the Indian in condition to live by his own labor, and we want him 
taken off the shoulders of the Governmentas early as possible, not be- 
cause of the money it costs, because that is the smallest considera- 
tion, but because we want that example applied to them which is 
applied toeverybody else; we want every man to earn his living by 
the sweat of his brow, and we do not want a distinction made between 
the Indian and the black, or between the Indian and the white. We 
are interested in this problem more than anybody else. 

The Indian is to be civilized by labor, but he ought to be Chris- 
tianized as well. The Government isa machine. It sends out an 
agent for a particular ta tere He may not always be the best man 
to civilize and humanize the Indians. Year after year the various 
Christian denominations of this country take up great contribu- 
tions for foreign missions. They are interested in civilizing Japan 
and China; they are interested in furnishing flannel clothes to the 
inhabitants of the torrid regions, and in every way the charity of 
the people is invoked in favor of races who live on other continents. 

Here now are 250,000 or 300,000 Indian ple, many of them ob- 
jects of charity, and all needin religious instruction ; needing edu- 
cation of some sort; to be taken by the hand of sympathy and shown 
the better way. Why do not the sympathy, the good-will, the hu- 
munity, the religious zeal of all these organizations go out to these 
people ł Why are not the operations of the Government more largely 
supplemented by the operations of the religious organizations of the 
country? This aid ought to be more effectively given than ever here- 
2 and if given with zeal and good-will, important results would 

ollow. 

As I have before said, any one who looks over this bill will find 
that the Government has dealt with t liberality with every In- 
dian tribe. Itis paying a million dollars over and above all treaty 
obligations. It paid last year, according to the estimate of the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, about four hundred thousand dollars for 
educational purposes alone, Perhaps that was not all wisely ex- 
pended, but P think if any one will read the reports of the various 
agents 

Mr. DAWES. For the support of schools for the year ending June 
30, 1881, $208,996.47 is the amount reported. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam very sorry to correct my friend from Massa- 
chusetts, but I read from the statement furnished by the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, in which he says: 

Total expenditure for education for 1881, $379,288, 


Mr. DAWES. Iread from the tabular statement of “ disbursements 
made from appropriations for the Indian Department for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1881,” and I read from the table just as I have 
read, and under the head“ support of schools“ 


Mr. PLUMB. When the doctors differ I do not know what we 
shall do; but I have here the letter of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs of date of February 17, 1882, which is tolerably late, in which 
he puts the total expenditure for education for the fiscal year 1881 
at $379,258. That was exclusive of the sums used for similar pur- 
poses in the civilized tribes. 
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Mr. DAWES. I have the appropriation bill of last year before 


me, and the sum total of everything that is appropriated for the 
Indian service for that year; and I have a table here which shows 
where every dollar of it went, and there is no head that has any refer- 
ence to education but the one I have read; all the rest of it comes 
under different heads. 

Mr. PLUMB. The quarrel of the Senator is with the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, and not with me. I do not care to swap tables 
with the Senator from Massachusetts, but I have given him the state- 
ment as it is published in this Executive Document No. 113. 

Now, Mr. President, 1 say the Government has fairly responded to 
its obligations to educate the Indian. It has educated substantially 
all the Indian children which the Indian tribes desired to have edu- 
cated, and it has made, I think, a somewhat improvident use of the 
money it has otherwise used for their benefit, and we have got to 
have, I admit, considerable of a renovation of our Indian system in 
order to put the Indians on a self-supporting basis. 

The experiment with the Navajo Indians shows what can be done. 
I think the Senator from Massachusetts who reports this bill will 
agree with me that if the Nayajoes had had more education of the 
kind usually supplied they would have had less sheep. 

The evidence before the sub-committee was to the effect that the 
goods distributed at the agency were an element of demoralization; 
that the 5 or 10 per cent. of the tribe who got those goods staid 
around the agency away from their flocks and herds for three or four 
weeks, getting drunk, raising disturbances, doing no good, and finally 
ended by swapping off their annuity 1 to the adjacent Mexicans 
for whisky, while the Indians who did not come in for goods, but 
who were off in the little valleys taking care of their flocks and herds, 
give the Government no concern and io not care whether there is a 
Government or not, because they have with their own exertions 
amply supplied themselves with all the necessaries and many of the 
luxuries at: life, and are constantly yeaa 3 in wealth. 

Something has been said about teaching the Indians to manufact- 
ure. The Navajo Indians, without any instruction, with no induce- 
ment except self-interest, have become the manfacturers not only of 
blankets but of hosiery, of shirts, of stockings, and various other 
articles of wear, and they sell these articlesat high prices on account 
of their superior quality, This manufacturing they have taken u 
because it is related to their main occupation, that of raising sa 5 
They are reported to keep on hand large suppliesof the goods of their 
manufacture, and sell as much as a quarter of a million dollars’ 
worth each year. 

How much better would the Navajo Indians be to-day if they had 
been brought close aronnd Fort Defiance and been fed day by day 
since 18687? If every child had been put to school and kept there at 
the expense of the Government, voali he bave been more than self- 
snpporting? Could he more than have fed and clothed himself? 
That is what he is doing now. 

To begin with the education of the school-house is to begin at the 
wrong end. Begin at the bottom, put these people in a condition 
to be . sharpen their faculties by acquisition, by self- 
interest. mey want luxnries either of education or anything 
else, let them feel stimulated to get them by their own exertions; 
what they will then learn will be of lasting value to them. 

The report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs on this question 
of the obligation of the Governmentis, asI think, misleading. While 
I confess, as the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. becx] did the other 
day, that I accord to the present Commissioner of Indian Affairs not 
only ability but a conscientions desire to discharge his duty, he has 
taken the nominal obligations of the Government, not its actual ones, 
in making np his statement. There is no obligation to educate the 
Navajo children that has not been responded to, because the Navajo 
has not wanted all the education named in the treaty. This isequally 
true of other tribes. It takes time to get them ready. It takes 
experience to tell what and how best to teach. A large sum of money 
appropriated now will likely be squandered, and the amount pro- 
vided in this bill seems ample forall practical purposes, all that can 
be profitably spent. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not exactly know—it may be from 
a want of apprehension on my part—what to make of the speech of 
the honorable Senator from Kansas, [Mr. PLUMB.) I have not uttered 
to-day a word in regard to the conduct of any Western community, 
of any Western man, of any Western State. I have not under- 
taken to refer to any Western opinion. I undertook to make this 
argnment, tha* since the organization of the Government, the only 
national Government we have had in this country, we had expend 
a thousand millions of dollars in a particular way, and that we were 
likely to E on in that way forever, and that by expending a half 
millon of dollars annually in another way we could save the whole 
of it; and in establishing that proposition I had to read from official 
reports in one or two instances, one especial instance from an official 
report made by a very eminent statesman, now a Senator on this 
iloor from a Western State, in which there were mixed certain state- 
ments that the treatment of the Government had been cruel or 
unfaithful, or something of that kind. I said that I only read them 
because I could not read the sentences in which they were contained 
withont them, and thereupon the honorable Senator from Kansas 
seems to be put into a state of mind in which he finds some comfort 


in saying that my ancestors two hundred or two hundred and fifty 
years ago in Massachusetts did not treat their Indians well. . 

Ihave noticed that anybody who wants to defend an old abuse, 
or who wants to bring down the manners and habits of the fifteenth 
or the sixteenth century into the nineteenth, or anybody who has 
been caught in some act of dishonor or of oppression or of cruelty 
or of breach of faith—this last part of my utterance does not in the 
least refer to the honorable Senator from Kansas—seems to take 
great comfort in referring to the early Puritan history of Massachu- 
setts; and if by any possibility that generation which came across 
the Atlantic out of a realm where men were burnt at the stake for 
religious opinions, where the rich oppressed the poor, where people 
had not learned the iniquity of slavery or of oppression, or servitude, 
retained any of the taint which they brought with them, it is a t 
comfort to anybody who has got to make a speech in favor of any 
abuse now. Well, let the comfort be enjoyed by everybody who 
chooses to consider it a comfort. 

The Senator from Kansas thinks I ought to have added to the state- 
ment of the cost to our Government of a policy which I think is a 
bad one and which, if I understand him aright, he thinks is a bad 
one, a statement of the conduct of Massachusetts in treating her 
Indians prior to 1650. Well, now, I cannot see, I do not see how that 
could haye helped this consideration. Doesthe Senator mean to carry 
the doctrine of total depravity so far as to claim that because of some 
misconduct of my ancestors, which he made out when he alluded to 
it before by faking about half a sentence of the historian and leav- 
ing off the rest of it, so as to change its meaning—I refer to his 
former reading of Palfrey’s history in another debate of this kind— 
I am not entitled to my view as a Senator of the United States on a 
question I have got to vote on; or that so long as the Constitution 
of the United States gives every State two Senators that is any State 
of this Union that has not the right to express its opinion? 

Mr. PLUMB. Not only do I not hold that, but I hold not only that 
the Senator has a perfect right to vote on this gue, but that he 
had a perfect right to commence his history of Indian wrongs just 
after Massachusetts had got rid of all its Indians. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I did not make any history of Indian 
wrongs, and the Senator knows enough to know that he ought not 
to say it. I undertook to state, from the official documents, the cost 
of something in dollars and cents, and I began forty years after the 
organization of this Government, and in that way only made a gen- 
eral estimate. I have not made any history of Indian wrongs at all, 
and I say again that in the speech which I prepared there is not one 
solitary word that alludes to any act for which the people of Massa- 
chusetts are not as thoroughly responsible as the people of Kansas or 
of Colorado. 

Mr. PLUMB. Now, Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. I do not yield; I propose to complete what I have to 
say. They are twenty times as responsible, because Kansas and Col- 
orado are young States, whose Representatives have had nothing to 
do with the Indian policy which, under the law, the Government of 
the United States has pursued. Idid not state that anybody had been 
to blame except by a foolish expenditure of money—not a word. I 
cited Western authority with high commendation. That was all I 
said abont any Western person, and I repeat that if anything I said 
can be taken to be an imputation of wrong to anybody, and not simply 
of mistaken policy, it rests wholly on my State and not at all on the 
State which the Senator represents, because my State has been in 
existence all the time to take a share in these things, and his State 
did not come into the Union until within a very few years. 

Now by what right does the Senator assume to divest himself or 
the Senate from the true issue here by . to revive this old 
and wretched State jealousy and get up a quarrel? I spoke of the 
committee; I prefaced what I to say by e ing my delight 
at the liberal and wise policy, which I unders the honorable Sen- 
ator from Kansas concurred in as a member of this committee, that 
it had reported a provision which seemed to me to involve the prin- 
ciple which I advocated; and I addressed my argument to support- 
ing what I understood to be the opinion of that committee and to 
giving some reasons which I thought should properly induce the Sen- 
ate to go further. 

Now, Ido not understand that the Senator from Kansas, when you 
come to get at the point of speech which he has made, differs from 
me in opinion. He thinks the religious bodies in Massachusetts or 
elsewhere in the country have not done enough for Indian civiliza- 
tion and education. They have donea great deal. They have their 
agents in most of the Indian tribes. The history of the five nations 
who have become civilized and self-supporting rests upon the contri- 
bution and the effort and the direction, very largely, of the American 
Board of Commissioners of Foreign Missions. I have no personal right 
to speak for the labors of that t charitable body. The denomi- 
nation of Christians to which I belong I suppose would not be ad- 
mitted to membership in its ranks ; but respect and honor, as among 


the treasures of American history, the great charitable work of that 
organization and of its present associate, the American Missionary 
Association, both of whom have contributed to the extent of the 
ability of their members to this and ether public charities, domestic 
as well as foreign. 

The Senator says just what I said, that our present Indian policy 
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is to keep the Indian problem perpetually with us, and on my ask- 
ing him how long, he says until the Indian perishes or is extermi- 
nated. If the statistics of Major Powell, Colonel Mallery, and Major 
Clarke are right, the Indians are increasing and not diminishing, so 
that this fire of Indian batred is to burn until the eternal doom is 
reached. 

The Senator agrees with me in that. IIe also agrees that so far as is 
practicable the Government should provide for the education of the 
ndian. But he says that you cannot get all the Indians; they will 

not consent, and that it is not politic toforcethem. Ihave notsug- 
gested thatitis. M proponon is that instead of limiting it to a 
gross sum like $50,000, the President of the United States should have 
at his disposal a sum of $200 a year for every Indian child who can 
in his discretion be profitably educated. My opinion is and it isthe 
view of persons whose opinion is a great deal better than mine, that 
if there are Indians now ready for such education, in five or ten years 
the Indian tribes will be civilized and the Indian problem remoyed, 
and the Indians become entirely self-supporting. 

The honorable Senator says that he would rather have the Indians 
taught to be manufacturers of woolens or of blankets, or herdsmen, 
than to learn the Greek root. Well, the first suggestion of teaching 
an Indian the Greek root that I ever heard of has come from the 
Senator from Kansas. The proposition is to educate them in pre- 
cisely the things in which he agrees that they ought to be educated. 
If the children are of a tribe fitted for manufacturers of woolens, and 
the members of the tribe are engaged largely as herdsmen and own 
sheep, of course the President of the United States, or the Secretary 
of the Interior, who knows something about Indians, (and I believe 
he does not belong to one of these eastern communities that is not to 
be permitted to express its opinion here,) will be very apt to know 
it, and will make proper regulations, The instrucvon which is now 
going on with so much success at Hampton, at Carlisle, and at For- 
est Grove is that instruction which fits these children to go back to 
their tribe and be useful and industrious, not merely to make speeches 
to the Indians in English! 

I do not agree with the honorable Senator from Kansas, that the 
experience of the Nuvajoes, as he has related it, warrants us in pur- 
suing a policy which is to confirm them in their nomadic habits. 
Pretty soon settlements will approachtheland. Then we shall have 
propositions in Congress to build railroads through their territory; 
we shall have propositions in Congress to purchase their lands: 
mines may be discovered possibly under the soil which the Indians 
own ; and then how long will the Senator’s children and my children, 
or his neighbors and my neighbors (if we can judge N from 
the experience of the past) permit a small tribe like that to wander 
over hundreds of square leagues of territory fit for the occupation 
of white men? 

The Senator does not in his entire speech make a point which as 
it seems to me is inconsistent with the proposition Ihave made. All 
I have to say is this, and it may be summed up in one statement; 
you are paying now to feed in idleness, in ignorance, in savagery, 
$50 a year on an average for every youth of these Indian tribes. I 
do not mean “you” specially, but the past policy of the Government 
continued will continue that thing for a thonsand years, and you 
will have in addition all the expenses of wars, the terror, the injury 
to the value of lands on the border which we have had in the past. 
Now take for five years that expenditure of $60 a year and add $140 
a year more, which is enough, for every one of these youths, and you 
have them during the process as hostages for the good behavior of 
their tribes, and you send them back in a single generation ready to 
make their tribe self-supporting. That is the whole proposition. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President. 

Mr. PLUMB. Allow me a word. 

Mr. BECK. I will yield a moment to the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. My quarrel, if it may be so called, with the Senator 
from Massachusetts is that the Senator in his résumé of the Indian 
qnestion commenced with the dealings of the people west of the 

Ueghanies. I do not differ with him so much substantially — 

Mr. HOAR. Now, if my honorable friend from Kansas will allow 
me, I deny having referred to any dealings with the Indians except 
the dealings of this Government at Washington. 

Mr. PLUMB. This is just exactly what I stated. He commenced 
at a convenient point away from the responsibility of the community 
of which he is now the representative. I say that in order to put 
this Indian question properly before the country not only for the pur- 
pose of actual knowledge but for the purpose of enlightenment and 
for the purpose of instruction for the future, we ought to take it all, 
not only for the convenience of persons speaking on this floor but in 
making history, and not commence at a point where the responsibili- 
ties of certain communities ended. That is the objection I have. As 
I said, that is a part of the plan which seems to be carried ont in the 
book I have spoken of, A Century of Dishonor, and which conven- 
iently did not go back any further and take in the dealings of the 
peop e of the New England coast with the tribes they found there. 

. BECK. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. i 

Mr. GARLAND. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BECK. I do not desire an executive segsion for more than five 
minutes. I want to make some reports. 


1 An executive session of five minutes willamount 
to nothing. 
Mr. ALLISON. I think it is too late to have an executive session 


to-day. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to make a 
statement to the Senate? I desire to say that to-morrow morning, 
when this bill comes up, I propose to limit the amount in my 3 
ment, which is now $2,000,000, to $500,000, and put it in the discere- 
tion of the President, and to take the vote on the amendment in that 


shape. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Arkansas that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was a, to; and (at five o’clock and forty-five 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


THURSDAY, March 30, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. POWER. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. KASSON. I move to dispense with the morning hour, and that 
being done I shall give way to some gentlemen for inatters which 
will not give rise to debate. : 

Mr. CALKINS. Before that motion is put I desire to say, Mr. 
Speaker, in accordance with the notice I gave some days ago, I will 
call up this morning for consideration by the House the Utah con- 
tested-election case of Campbell against Cannon, 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Iowa is in 


order. 
Fè KASSON. After that the gentleman from Indiana can raise 
is point. 
The motion was d to; and the moona hour was dispensed 
with, two-thirds having voted in favor thereof. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. MILLS, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to print in 
the RECORD as part of the debates some remarks on interstate com- 
merce, [See Appendix. J 

LICENSE FEES OF OFFICERS OF STEAM-VESSELS. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I ask, Mr. Speaker, unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker's table Senate bill No. 383, to amend section 
4458 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to license 
fees of officers of steam-vessels, and put it upon its p. e. Iwill 
say to the House that a bill of this character panoa the House some 
weeks ago, and is now in the Senate. This bill, to the same purpose 
and extent, passed the Senate and is now on the Speaker's table. 
The only difference between the two is, that while we fixed the fees 
of these officers at seventy-five cents and one dollar and a half, the 
Senate, responding to the suggestion of the Department, fixes them 
at fifty cents. 

I will say further, in this connection, that the accumulated fund 
arising from these fees now in the Treasury amounts to nearly $700,- 
000, sufficient to pay the expenses of this system for a quarter of a 
century if nothing else is added. This bill which the Senate 
has the recommendation of the Department, and I hope there will 
be no objection to its rare by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The bi will be read. 

The bill was read a first and second time. It is as follows: 

Be it enacted, d., That section 4458 of the Revised Statutes be, and is hereby, 
amended by striking out of the h, nag in the eighth line thereof, 
the following words, that is to say: master, chief engineer, and first-class 
pilot licensed as herein provided shall pay for every certificate granted by any in- 
spector or inspectors the sum of $16; and every chief mate, engineer, and pilot of 
an inferior grade shall pay for every certificate so granted the sum of $5 und in- 
sort in lieu thereof the following: Each master, engineer, piot and matelicensed 
as herein 3 shall pay for every certificate granted by any inspector or in- 
spectors sum of fifty cents.“ 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I am glad that my friend from Ohio 
[ Mr. BUTTERWORTH] has called up the Senate bill, and I wish to add 
a few words to what he has so clearly stated. The people whom I 
have the honor to represent have by petition and otherwise formany 
successive Con called attention to the propriety, jnstice, and 
necessity of this legislation. Early in the first session of the Forty- 
fifth Saes I presented a petition npon this subject signed by sev- 
eral hun 3 and engineers of the western waters. Other 
gentlemen at the same time presented similar petitions. After rest- 
ing so many years under this unjust discrimination I hope that their 
ery for relief will at last be heard and heeded. Why should it not 
be? What reason can be given for demanding of this one class a tax 
of $10 for pursuing a legitimate, responsible, and honorable vocation ? 
Why should not every trade and profession be required to pay a simi- 
lar license and rest under a similar burden? Will it be said that the 
pilots, mates, and engineers of a steamboat are intrusted with hu- 
man life, and that this justifies the Government in scrutinizing their 
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qualifications? Grant that to be true, and yet it would only author- 
ize a charge sufficient to cover the actual expense of issuing the 
license, which would not be more than fifty cents. But, if this bea 
ground for demanding a fee of the engineers and officers of a steam- 
vont, is it not equally applicable to other occupations? Take our 
railroads as an example. Are not our papers daily burdened with 
the details of dreadfal disasters—collisions, misplaced switches, neg- 
lected signals—the outgrowth of official carelessness or criminal in- 
competency? What good reason can be given for demanding a license 
of the engineer of a steamboat that does not apply with equal, aye, 
with tenfold force, to the locomotive engineers of your numerous 
passenger trains! j 

But not only, Mr. Speaker, is the license now demanded an odious 
discrimination against a most worthy class of citizens, not only does 
it single them out as objects of some peculiar er to be placed 
under the eye of official espionage and surveillance, thus placing 
upon them a mark of dishonor and reproach, but it is the infliction 
ot a pecuniary hardship. The great majority of our river men are 
in humble circumstances, The nomadic life which they lead, the 
large expenses consequent upon their necessary absence from their 
families, and the prodigal manner in which they use their scanty 
means, makes this annual tax of $10 a heavy burden upon them and 
their families, The tax, as we know, was first imposed during the 
war, and was one of the many means of resources then called into 
existence, Sinceit was placed upon the statute-book over $600,000 
have been collected and are now in the Treasury as a distinct, sepa- 
rate fand. Not only is this large amount thus derived now standing 
to the credit of this fund, but as we all know the revenues of the 
‘Treasury from other sources during-the past year have been enor- 
mously great, far beyond the necessary demands of the Government. 
With over $100,000,000 of annual surplus revenue coming into our 
Treasury can we not afford to repeal this odious personal tax, a relic 
of the war, a tax, as I have said, discriminating in its nature, extor- 
tionate in its effect, and exceptional in its character? 

Sir, if necessary, I wonld appeal to the generosity as well as the 
justice of this House. Representing as I do a city which has a com- 
munication by navigable riversof over 12,000 miles, I know well the 
history and character of the menin whose behalf I now appeal to this 
House for relief. Bold, self-reliant, and energetie, they have been the 
hardy pioneers of civilization and commerce in our Western country. 
extending the bounderies of its power and adding to its growth and 
prosperity. Gallant, brave, and patriotic, they have been everready 
to man your vessels and gunboats, achieving in war victories no less 
renowned than those of peace. Generousand self-forgetful, the sailors 
and mariners of every country have been the chosen ebjects of legis- 
lative bounty and protection, Shall we not imitate this worthy ex- 
ample by extending to them now and here the hand of relief and 
friendship? 

And in conclusion, sir, may I not suggest that the present is a most 
tavorable opportunity to grant the relief asked for in this bill? The 
cry for cheap transportation is coming to this Congress from all parts 
of this land. The oppressivo exactions of railroads is exciting the 
deepest interest among all classes of our people. The battle against 
monopolies is already and fiercely begun. Where do our constitu- 
ents look for safety Where can they look for aid and succor and 
protection in the contest with these great and growing evils? Where 
and how is this demand for cheap food and transportation to be 
unswered ? Where, except on and through the mighty rivers and 
lakes whose navigation and destiny are committed to the strong arms 
and brave hearts of the men who are now appealing to us to honor 
and to aid their vocation ? 

Sir, I hope that appeal will be listened to, and the pittance asked 
for now will be granted by this House without a dissenting voice. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read a third 
time, was passed. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
Dill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CLARA A. THOMPSON, 


Mr. RANDALL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5567) granting a pension to Mrs, Clara A. ‘Thompson; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSION LAWS. 


Mr. JOYCE, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the Pay- 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, reported back with amend- 
ments the bill (H. R. No. 1410) to amend the pension laws by in- 
creasing the pensions of soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm or 
a leg in the service; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed, 


PUBLIC LANDS, 


Mr. HOGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5568) to enable the Solicitor 
of the Treasury to carry out the provisions of sections 3749 and 3750 
of the Revised Statutes, and of the act of June 14, 1878, relating to 
lands of the United States in his charge, and to amend the same; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


CONFEDERATED OTOK AND MISSOURIA INDIAN LANDS, 

Mr. VALENTINE. I ask unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's table Senate bill No. 930, to amend an act entitled “ An act 
to provide for the sale of the remainder of the reservation of the 
confederated Otoe and Missouria tribes of Indians in the States of 
Nebraska and Kansas, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 
1881. ‘These Indians have nearly all gone into the Indian Territory, 
and are desirous of disposing of their lands in order that they may 

et the benefit of the purchase-money. 

The SPEAKER. The title willbe read, after which objections will 
be asked for. 

The title of the bill was reported. 

Mr, RANDALL. I will ake an objection until I can ask the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska a question, whether this bill has been con- 
sidered in any committee of the House ? 

Mr. VALENTINE. It has not, 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I object. 

Mr. VALENTINE, Wait a moment. I say that it has not been 
considered by a committee, but I took the bill to the chairman of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and asked him to examine it closely, 
and see if there were any objections to it. Hestated there were none, 
in his judgment. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object. On the subject of Indian lands the 
committee should act in formal meetings. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Then I ask that the bill be taken from the 
Speaker's table and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker's 
table, read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

CENSUS REPORTS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to make a privileged report from the 
Committee on Printing. The committee to whom was referred a 
resolution providing for the printing of volume 1 of the Census 
Reports, direct me to report the same back to the House and recom- 
mend the passage of a substitute. 

The SPEAKE The substitute will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Substitute for joint resolution H. R. No. 160, joint resolution H. R. No. 182 to print 
50,000 copies of the statistics of the population of the United States, &c. 

Resolved, &e., That there be printed and bound 55,000 copies of the volume lately 
issued by the Census Office, characterized Statistics of the Population of the 
United States, by States, Counties, and Minor Civil Divisions, compiled from the 
returns of the tenth census, 15,000 copies to be for the use of the Senate, 35,000 
copies to be for the use of the House of Representatives, and 5,000 copies for dis- 
tribution by the Secretary of the Interior, as now provided by law. 

The joint resolution was read a first and second time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If I can have the attention of the House I will 
explain this in one moment. 

This resolution provides for the printing of 55,000 copies of the first 
yolume of the census on the subject of population. Under the law 
as it now stands the Interior Department, through the Census Office. 
has printed but 1,000 copies of this volume; it has not been rinted 
for circulation at all but merely for the use of the Interior Depart- 
ment. It is now in stereotype plates ready for printing and such 
distribution among the people as Congress may provide Er a resolu- 
tion; and thisis the first resolution which has been introduced for the 
5 of providing for an enlarged circulation. 

r. KASSON. I ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
how soon we may expect the copies to be ready for distribution! 

Mr. SPRINGER, The work is now all ready for printing, the 
stereotyping and everything necessary having been done; und as 
soon as the order is made the printing will begin. 

Mr. KASSON. I desire to ask the gentleman farther how many 
copies does he propose to allow for distribution by each member of 
the House ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The resolution provides that there shall be 
35,000 copies for the use of the House, 15,000 for the use of the Sen- 
ate, and 5,000 for the use of the Interior Department. 

Mr. KASSON. How many will that be for each member? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The number of copies for each member will be 
something over one hundred. 

Mr. DUNNELL, I desire to ask the gentlemen from Illinois 
whether this volume which he now proposes to have printed takes 
the place of what has been heretofore denominated the Compen- 
dium of the Census? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It does not. The compendium will be published 
hereafter when all the volumes are out. This is the first volume of 
the full report of the census on the subject of population, and is all 
the Department has to publish on that subject. The cost of this 
volume will be, according to the estimate I have obtained from the 
Public Printer, for printing the first 1,000 volumes, $3,574.12; for 
printing 10,000 copies, $20,741.20, and the same for each additional 
10,000 copies, or abont $2 a volume for this volume. There is a great 
demand for this book at present, and as this is the first volume of 
the census members desire early action upon the resolution, 

Mr. KASSON. Will the gentleman from Illinois state about what 
time the compendium which is usually the volume for general ciren- 
lation may be expected to be ready ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am not able to answer that question. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I have the information from 


the Superintendent of the Census that it will not be ready for several 
months, 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I suppose it will be ready in six or eight months. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. This is the volume which is most 
sought after and desired by the public. 

Mr. SPRINGER, So I understand. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I desire to offer an amendment if it is in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will hear the gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. HUBBELL. Will the gentleman from Illinois accept an 
amendment to increase the number of copies? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Committee on rinsing have made this rec- 
ommendation in view of the number of copies of former publications 
of the same kind; and at therequest of the Secretary of the Interior 
they have included 5,000 copies for the use of that Department. It 
is, however, for the House to determine the number of copies which 
shall be printed of this and of the other volumes. But I may state 
that additional copies may hereafter be ordered without any incon- 
venience, as the plates are stereotyped. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I suppose I give the experience of every mem- 
ber of this House when I say that I have applications on file now for 
nearly double the number of copies which this resolution proposes 
to give to each member. It is a volume very much songht after. It 
embraces the sort of information we ought to give the people if we 
give them any at all, Therefore I offeran amendment to double the 
number suggested by the gentleman from Illinois, 

Mr. BAYNE, (to Mr. SPRINGER.) Accept that amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. HUB- 
BELL] can accomplish his purpose by increasing the number to be 
allowed to the House of Representatives. There is a great dispro- 
portion between the numbers allowed by the resolution to the House 
and to the Senate in proportion to the number of Senators, But it 
was supposed the Senators, representing States, would have a larger 
demand upon them. I think if the gentleman would move to in- 
crease the number only to members of the House, the object he has 
in view would be accomplished. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. HUBBELL] to be to increase the number 
from 35,000 for the use of the House to 70,000 for the use of the 
House, and to increase the gross number ordered to be printed 35,000. 

Mr. KASSON. I think it is important that we should be careful 
to understand this. The compendium is the popular volume. That 
contains all the facts of interest to the people. These larger vol- 
umes contain details which are not required for the information of 
the people at large. They contain special information; and I think 
it bad policy to increase so enormously the number of copies of the 
larger volumes with the larger cost instead of ordering a larger num- 
ber of compendiums when they shall be printed. 

i regret very much the delay which has been suggested here as 
likely to attend the presentation of that compendium. But I think 
we had better wait to order the larger number of copies until the 
compendium has been presented. 

Mr. KELLEY. The compendium cannot be printed for some years, 
for the very good reason that the facts which will be summarized in 
that compendium have not been collected. This is true of several 
of the departments of the census, some of which are very important, 

I hope that the number of copies of this volume proposed to be 
printed will be largely increased. This volume will in more 
request than any volume ever ee by Congress. From the pub- 
lication of the volume which I hold in my hand the source of statis- 
tics will take a new character, and the new era will date from the 
American census of 1880. The maps in this yolume are unlike any- 
thing the world has ever seen. A gentleman in a single evening, by 
going over these maps, can get the pith of all the information em- 

odied in this volume. I trust, therefore, that the largest number 
8 will be adopted by the House, in justice to our country, 
and to give this work its proper position among the statisticians of 
the world. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I desire to say that 35,000 copies for 
the House will give to each member 120 copies; and doubling that 
number will of course give each member 240 copies, which I think is 
little enough. I think, therefore, that the House ought to adopt the 
amendment. 

Mr. REED. I think that before the House decides upon this ques- 
tion members had better bear in mind the fact that this volume is 
only the initial volume, and that there is likely to be a large number 
of volumes in addition to this. If we start ont with an edition of 
seventy or eighty thousand copies of this volume, it must be con- 
tinued with all the other volumes. 

Mr. HUBBELL. It ought to be continned. There never was a 
census taken before in which the people had so much interest, If 
there is any information which we should furnish the people of this 
country, it is the information contained in these volumes. 

Mr. REED. All the information will be contained in a more acces- 
sible form in the compendium, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the House will vote down all amendments 
now, and pass the resolution as reported by the Committee on Print- 
ing. That committee, as soon as they have ascertained the number 
of volumes that are to be published, will bring iu a general law to 
cover the whole series, providing for such number as certainly will 
satisfy the desire of members. This is intended to be a temporary 
relief to members who are receiving urgent appeals from their con- 
stituents for this volume. It will not delay the publication in the 
future of such number of the other yolumes as Congress may desire 


toorder. I hope, therefore, that the House will allow this resolution 
to pass in its present shape. 

Mr. AT. . I think this is a little premature, and that the reso- 
lution had better be recommitted to the Committee on Printing so that 
action may be uniform upon this subject. I do not want any little 
spasmodic affairs of this kind. 

Mr. HUBBELL. This is no spasmodic affair. 

Mr, 8 We do not yet know how many volumes there 
are to be. 

Mr. CASWELL. I want to say that I think the number proposed 
by the committee is large ee It will give each member of the 

onse 115 copies. There are yet to follow some forty or fifty volumes 
of this character, and the total amount will be simply enormous if 
we increase the number for the House to 70,000 copies. I think the 
report of the committee should be adopted as it now is. 

The SPEAKER. The question is npon the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan, 1505 HUBBELL, ] to increase the number of 
copies for the House to 70,000. 

he e was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 98, 
noes 42. 
So (no further count being called for) the amendment was agreed 


to. 

Mr. HUBBELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was 8 to; and also, moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr, KASSON. Let the resolution as amended be now read. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

eee That there be printed and bound 90,000 cones of the volume er 
issued by the Census Office characterized Statistics of the Population of the Uni 
States by States, Counties, and Minor Civil Divisions, compiled from the returns 
of the tenth census; 15,000 copies to be for the use of the Senate, 70,000 les to 
be for the use of the House of Representatives, and 5,000 copies for distribution by 
the Secretary of the Interior as now provided by law. 

The joint resolution as amended was then ordered to be nn Prot 
and read a third time; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question was upon the passage of the joint resolation. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. do not know but it would be 
well to have the yeas and nays, for I think we are rather too hasty 
in this matter, making so large an order. 

Mr. HAZELTON. The Senate can make any correction that is 


8 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York call for the 
yeas and nays? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I do not antagonize this resolu- 
tion to any extent, but 1 think we are rushing a little too fast. 
However, I will withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 

The joint resolution was then > 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was a; to. 

TheSPEAKER. Thetitle of the joint resolution should be amended 
to correspond with the amendment made in the body of the joint 
resolution, by changing the total number from 55,000 to 90,000. If 
there is no ébjection, that change will be made. 

There was no objection, and the title was amended accordingly. 

REPORTS OF THE FISH COMMISSION. 

Mr. SPRINGER also reported back from the Committee on Print- 
ing, with a favorable recommendation, the following concurrent reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and adopted: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring.) That of the re- 
ports pre under the direction of the United States Fish Commission for the 
census of 1880, 1,500 additional copies be printed from the stereotype plates for the 
use of and distribution by the Commission. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the con- 
current resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL ACCOMMODATIONS FOR INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER. By direction of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Gronnds, and because the measure demands early action, I ask 
unanimous consent to call up from the Speaker’s table Senate bill No. 
1361, to provide additional accommodations for the Department of the 
Interior. If the bill be taken up, I propose, by direction of the com- 
mittee, to submit an amendment reducing the appropriation from 
$20,000 to $15,000. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de. That the sum of $20,000 be, and hereby is, appropriated, out of 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the p of ena- 
bling the tary of the Interior to rent or lease from year to yeara eal table build- 
ing or buildings for additional accommodations for the Departinent of the Interior. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to ask whether this bill has been consid- 
ered by any committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve the right to object. ' 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. This matter has been very carefully 
considered by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the 
House; and we have already reported a bill of similar character, which 
is now before the Committee on Appropriations, proposing an expend- 
iture of $15,000 for this specific Parnes: We have also considered 
the matter since this Senute bill has been upon the Speaker's table 
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and we are still of opinion that $15,000 will secure the requisite ac- 
commodations. Weask that an amendment reducing the appropria- 
tion to this amount be incorporated in the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I move to amend by striking ont 
„twenty“ and inserting “ fifteen,” so as to make the appropriation 
$15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. , 

Tho bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed, P 3 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE OVER MISSOURI RIVER. 


Mr. CLARK. I ask unanimous consent that the House take from 
the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union House bill No. 3871 for present consideration, This is a bill 
authorizing the Saint Louis, Carondelet and Forest Park Railway 
Company to construct a bridge across the Missouri River. The bill 
contains all the uirements and conditions which have been in- 
serted in bills of the same character; and it is exactly similar, I 
believe, to a bill passed a few days ago by the House. 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. No. 3871) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the Mis- 
souri River at or near Hamburgh, Missouri. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve the right to object after the bill has 
been read, 

Mr. WASHBURN. In order to save time I will state that this bill 
is of precisely the same character as other bills that have been re- 
ported by the Committee on Commerce. The rights of navigation 
are protected in every respect; and every provision which has been 
inserted in any bill of this character is in this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
desire that the bill be read? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That it shall be lawful for the Saint Lonis, Carondelet and For- 
est Park Railroad Company, a corporation created by the laws of the State of Mis- 
sonri, or its assigns or successors, or any other! M inco: ted railroad com- 
pany which may be associated with it therein, to build a bridge and maintain the 
sane across thé Missouri River at or within nine miles of the town of Hamburgh, 
in the county of Saint Charles, State of Missouri. 

Sec. 2. That the Leroy = to be constracted under this act shall be a lawful struct- 
nre, and shall be recognized asa post- route; and for the transmission of the mails, 
troops, and munitions of war of the United States or for passengers or freight 

assing over said bridge no higher charge shall be made than the rate per mile paid 
lor their transportation over the railroads and public highways leading to said 
idge ; and it shall enjoy the rights and privileges of other post-roads in the United 
tates. 

See. 3. That if said bridge be made with unbroken and continuous spans, the 

ns thereof shall not be leas than three hundred feet in length in the clear, and 

è main span shall be over the main channel of the river. The lowest of the 
superstracture of said bridge shall be at least fifty feet above extreme high-water 
mark, as understood at the point of location, and the bridge shall be at right angles 
to and its piers parallel with the current of the river; rovided, That if the same 
shall be constructed as a draw-bridge, the draw or pivot shall be over the main 
channel of the river at an accessible na ble point; and the spans of the draw 
shall not be less than one hundred and sixty feet in length in the clear on each 
side of the central or ree pier of the draw; and the piers of saul bridge shall be 
parallel with, and the bridge itself at right angles to, the current of the river; and 
the spans shall not be less than ten feet above extreme high-water mark, as under- 
st at the point of location, to the lowest part of the superstructure of said 
bridge: Provided also, That said draw shall be opened promptly upon reasonable 
signal for the passing of boats; and said company or corporation shall maintain, 
at ifs own expense, from sunset till san suc! Bes ia or other signals as the 
Light-House Board shall prescribe. No bridge s be erected or maintained 
under the authority of this act which shall at any time substantially or materially 
obstrnet the free navigation of said river; and if any bridge erected under such 
authority shall, in the 4575 of the Secretary of War, obstruct such navigation, 
he is hereby authorized to cause such change or alteration of said bridge to be made 
as will effectually obviate such obstraction ; and all such alterations shall be made 
und all such obstrnetions be removed at the expense of the owner or owners of said 
bridge. And in case of any litigation arising from any obstruction or alleged 
obstruction to the free navigation of said river caused or alleged to be ca: by 
said bridge, the case may be bronght in the district court of the United States 
of the State of Missouri in which any portion of said obstruction or bridge may be 
located; Provided further, That nothing in this act shall be construed so as to re- 
peal or modify any of the provisions of law now existing in reference to the protec- 
tion of the navigation of rivers, or to exempt this bridge from the operation of the 
same, 

Sec. 4. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shall have 
and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of railway 
trains over the same and over the approaches thereto, upon payment of a reason- 
able compensation for such use; and in case the owner or owners of said bridge 
and the several railroad companies, or any one of them desiring such use, shall fail 
to agree npon the sum or sams to be paid and upon rules and conditions to which 
each shall conform in using said bridge, all matters at issue between them shall 
hò acne hed the Secretary of War upon a hearing of the allegations and proofs 
of the parties, 

Sec. 5. That any bridge authorised to be constructed under this act shall be 
built and located under and subject to such regulations for the security of navi- 
gation of said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe, and to secure that 
object the sail company or corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War, for 
his examination and approval, a design and drawings of the bridge and a map of 
the location, giving for the space of one mile above and one mile below the pro- 
posed location the graphy of the banks of the river, the shore-lines at high 
and low water, the direction and stren of the currents at all stages, and the 
soundings, accurately showing the of the stream, the location of any other 
bridge or bridges, and shall furnish such other information as may be req fora 
full and satislactory 9 of the subject; and until the said plan and loca - 
tion of the bridge are approved by the Secretary of War the bridge shall not be 


built; and should any change be made in the plan of said bridge during the prog- 
a 8 construction such change shall be — — to the approval of the Secretary 
of War. 


po That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved. 

oe 5 Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bil 

Mr. ROBESON. In order to avoid unnecessary consumption of 
time, I object. 

Mr. CLARK. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. ROBESON. Well, I object on a broader principle. I objeet, 
and shall object hereafter, to important legislation going through 
here by unanimousconsent. Ifgentlemen desire important measures 
considered, there are rules under which it can be done. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. CLARK. It is unfortunate the gentleman from New Jersey 
did not think of that sooner. 

The SPEAKER. The right to object was reserved by the gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. HOLMAN,] and of course the right can be 
exercised by any other gentleman, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I ask unanimous consent that Tues- 
day, the 25th of April, be set for the consideration of the bill for the 
admission of Dakota. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object. 

ae BURROWS, of Michigan. Would Wednesday suit the gentle- 
man 

Mr. RANDALL, No day that week would suit. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. In accordance with the warning 
of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. RoBEsoN] there can be no 
more proceedings by unanimous consent. 

ADDITIONAL EMPLOYES IN THE FOLDING-ROOM. 

Mr. URNER. I desire to call up the unfinished business which 
went over yesterday, the report of the Committee on Accounts in 
regard to the employment of additional men in the folding-room. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland calls up the 
unfinished business of yesterday, a resolution reported from the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to employ twelve additional laborers in the House folding-room 
for the purpose of folding speeches, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House at the rate of $720 per annum while 8 : Provided, That the said twelve 
additional employés shall be 1 from the rolls of the Doorkeeper at a period 
not more than one month after the expiration of the present session. 

Mr. URNÆR. It has been suggested, Mr. Speaker, by the gentle- 
man who introduced this resolution and who had it referred that we 
had better correct it by inserting after the word “speeches” the 
words ‘and documents.” 

The SPEAKER, It there be no objection that modification will be 
made. 

There was no objection, 

Mr. URNER. Mr. Speaker, I wish now to make an explanation in 
regard to the necessities, as we understand them, of this service. 
When this resolution was first referred to the Committee on Ac- 
counts, and when the Committee on Accounts desired to consider it, 
they sent for the Doorkeeper, the superintendent of the folding-room, 
the chief clerk of the folding-room, and the foreman of the laborers 
or the actnal folders in the folding-room, The last-named tle- 
man has been in that employment four or five years—several Con- 
gresses, at any rate—and we were informed these additional em- 
ployés were absolutely necessary in order to do the work which was 
to be done. 

And we were also under the impression, from the information we 
then got, that it was not an increase. I have since yesterday ex- 
amined the records of past Congresses, as far back as the Thirty- 
sixth Congress, I find up to the Forty-tifth Congress there had been 
simply an appropriation in bulk for materials and labor in the folding- 
room. In the Forty-fifth Congress there was a special apprapriation 
made for the different persons to be employed, and there were twenty 

persons named in that appropriation bill forthe Forty-fifth Congress. 
There was but one appropriation bill, as the House will remember, 
in the Forty-fifth Congress, the second appropriation bill failing to 
pass for reasous we all remember. 

In the extra session of the Forty-sixth Congress the appropriation 
bill of the Forty-tifth Congress was continued with some few modi- 
fications, among which was an increase of five folders in the folding- 
room, making at that time twenty-five men to be employed in the 
folding-room, And then it was, in 1880, during the extra session of 
the Forty-sixth Congress, a resolution was passed by the Honse 
increasing the number ten, which made it thirty-five persons. 

There are now, as I am informed by the Doorkeeperand the snper- 
intendent of the folding-room, thirty persons employed in folding 
documents and speeches, and they are distributed and are employed 
in receiving and sending out the mail direct from the folding-depart- 
ment. A great many members of Congress, we are informed, have 
their documents mailed direct from the folding-room and do not 
therefore have them sent to their rooms. Four are employed in 
filling the orders of members. One man is employed in keeping a 
register of accounts of members in regard to their documents. Then 
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there is one person employed on a speech-book, keeping an account of 
8 hes; one for miscellaneous work, a man-of-all-work around 
the department, who is considered one of the most important men. 

Then there is one man employed in piling up books and keeping them 
in order so that they shall not collect in a miscellaneous and confused 
mass. There is one person employed in carrying the books from the 
tables to the folders, and his services, we are informed, are very im- 
portant. Then there are nineteen employed in the actual folding of 
books, that is, putting them in wrappers for mailing. 

So far as computation can be made there are about two hundred 
thousand speeches already in the folding-room waiting to be folded. 
There are from twenty to thirty thousand speeches coming into the 
folding-room daily. Members are clamoring for the hes for 
which they have subscribed, desiring to send them to their constitu- 
ents, but they are unable to get them with that promptness the Door- 
keeper and his assistant desire to furnish them, because of the lack 
of force, Then there are 4,000 documents coming in daily in the shape 
of books from the Government Printing Office. And to-day aresolution 
has been passed providing for another publication. 

Now, then, the less number of persons employed in the Forty-fifth 
Congress and in the Forty-sixth Congress is not able to do the work, 
because the Government Printing Office was then behind in its work. 
The members of the House will all remember that the Government 
Printing Office a year or two ago very frequently stopped its work, 
and to a great extent furlonghed its hands, but now the superinten- 
dent of the folding-room is receiving from the Government Printing 
Office agricultural reports of 1879, three years behind hand. The 
Government Printing Office, in other words, is working its full force 
and sending these documents to the Capitol at the rate of 4,000 copies 
a day, and speeches at the rate of twenty to thirty thousand a day. 
There is an immense number already on hand, and the Commit- 
tee on Accounts, believing this increase of force was necessary for 
the service, and without stopping to inquire particularly whether 
the Thirty-sixth or the Thirty-seventh, or the Forty-fifth or the Forty- 
sixth Congress employed more men or less men, they thought this 
Congress needed these men to do the work that there is to be done, 
and recommended the adoption of the pending resolution. I hope it 
will be adopted without further delay. 

The resolution was adopted. 8 

Mr. URNER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

DRY-DOCK, DES MOINES CANAL. 

Mr. PAGE. I desire to make a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. Iam instructed by the Committee on Com- 
merce to report back the following resolution, and recommend its 
adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to furnish the House withany 
information in his possession concerning the need of aGovernmentdry-dock at the 
Des Moines Rapids Canal, on the Mississippi River, together with the views of the 
Department on the subject. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. PAGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled Senate bills of the 
following titles: 

A bill (S. No. 864) to confirm certain instructions given by the 
Departinent of the Interior to the Indian agent at Green Bay agency, 
in the State of Wisconsin, and to legalize the acts done and permit- 
ted by said Indian agent pursuant thereto; and 

A bill (S. No. 90) to pay the creditors of the late Henry O. Wag- 
goner, late consular clerk at Lyons, France ; when the Speaker signed 
the same. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimons consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. OATES, for ten days, on account of important business; and 

To Mr. SCOVILLE, for three days. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. BLACKBURN to 

“ens from the files of the House the papers in the case of Mary 
Jallan. 

On motion of Mr. CALKINS, by unanimous consent, leave was 
granted to withdraw papers filed in the several election cases from 
South Carolina, as shown in the tabulated list below, to be returned 
to the district attorney of South Carolina, printed copies of the same 
having been left on file with the Committee on Elections: 


Mr. CALKINs asks leave to withdraw the papers shown in tabulated list herewith 
filed, and return them to the district attorney of South Carolina, printed copies 
having been left on file with the Committee on Elections : 

United States supervisors’ reports. 
SMALLS VS. TILLMAN. 
Varisville precinct, Hampton County, South Carolina. i 
Williston precinct, Barnwell County, South Carolina. 
. Williston precinct, Barnwell County, South Carolina. 
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MACKEY vs. O'CONNOR. 

City Hall precinct, Charleston County, South Carolina. 
Court-House precinct, Charleston County, South Carolina. 
Market Hall precinct, Charleston County, South Carolina. 
Palmetto Engine-House precinct, Charleston County, South Carolina, 
Hope Engine-House precinct,Charleston County, South Carolina, 
Eagle Engine-House precinct, Charleston County, South Carolina. 
Marion Engine-House precinct, Charleston County, South Carolina. 
Ashley Engine-House ones, Charleston County, South Carolina, 
Wad No. 8, Niagara Engine-House precinct, Charleston County, South Caro 

ma. 
Henderson Store precinct, Charleston County, South Carolina. 
Twenty-two-Mile House precinct, Charleston County, South Carolina. 
Blackville precinct, Charleston County, South Carolina. 
Saint 5 precinct, Charleston County, South Carolina. 
Muster-House precinct, Charleston County, South Carolina. 
3 Potter's precinct, Charleston County, South Carolina. 

s Bluff (Saint Andrew’s) precinct, Charleston County, South Carolina. 

Pineopolis precinct, Charleston County, South Carolina. 
Cooper Store precinct, Charleston County, South Carolina. 
Mount Pleasant precinct, Charleston County, South Carolina. 
John's Island House precinct, Charleston County, South Carolina. 


3 ets Gap precinct, Charleston County, South Carolina, 


k Oak precinct, Charleston County, South Carolina. 
Strawberry Ferry precinct, Charleston County, South Carolina. 
Calamus Pond precinct, Charleston County, South Carolina. 
Biggin Church precinct, Charleston County, South Carolina. 
Ten-Mile Hill precinct, Charleston County, South Carolina. 
Brick Church (Saint Andrew's) precinct, Charleston County, Sonth Carolina. 
Enterprise precinct, Charleston County, South Carolina. 
Camp Ground (Edisto Island) precinct, Charleston County, South Carolina. 
Cross- Road precinct, Charleston County, South Carolina. 
Cross-Road precinct, Charleston County, South Carolina. 
Stoneville Engine-house precinct, Charleston County, South Carolina. 
Branchville precinct, Orange h County, South Carolina. 
Zeighler’s precinct, Oraugebu County South Carolina. 
Jamison precinct, Orangeburgh County, South Carolina. 
Orange precinct, Orangeburgh County, South Carolina. 
Brown's precinct, Orangeburgh County, South Carolina. 
Connor's precinct, Orangeburgh County, South Carolina. 
eee AR 9 Orangeburgh County, South Carolina. 
Rowesville precinct, geburgh County, South Carolina. 
Corbettsville precinct, Orangeburgh County, South Carolina. 
Bull Swamp precinct, Orangeburgh County, South Carolina. 
Bull Swamp precinct, Oran; — e e Carolina. 
Gleaton's precinct, Orange argh ‘ounty, South Carolina. 
Cedar Grove precinct, Orange h County, South Carolina. 
Bookhardt's precinct, Orangeburgh County, South Carolina. 
Fogle's Psi net, Orangeburgh County, South Carolina. 
Lewisville precinct, Orangeburgh County, South Carolina. 
Fort Motte precinct, Orangeburgh County, South Carolina. 
Fulton precinct, Clarendon County, South Carolina. 
Calhoun precinct, Clarendon County, South Carolina. 
Witherspoon precinct, Clarendon County, South Carolina, 
Jordan's precinct, Clarendon County, South Carolina. 
Fork precinct. Clarendon County, South Carolina. 
Packsville precinct, Clarendon ity, South Carolina. 

LEE V8. RICHARDSON. 
Marion precinct, Marion County, South Carolina. 
Berry's Road precinct, Marion County, South Carolina. 
Arial's 8 Marion County, South Carolina. 
Campbell's Bridge precinct, Marion County, South Carolina. 
Clio precinct, Marlborough County, South Carolina. 
Brownsville precinct, . County, South Carolina. 
Red Bluff precinct, Marlborough County, South Carolina. 
Brightsville precinct, Marlborough County, South Carolina. 
Bernettaville precinct, Marlborough County, South Carolina. 
Smithsville precinct, Marlborough County, South Carolina. 
Hebron precinct, Marlborough ty, South Carolina. 
Hebron precinct. Marlborough County, South Carolina. 
Adamsville precinct, Marlborough County, South Carolina. 
Red Hill precinct, Marlborough ty, th Carolina. 
Cartersville precinct, Darlington County, South Carolina, 
Society Hill precinct, 5 County, South Carolina. 
Timmonsville precinct, Darlington County, South Carolina. 
Effingham 8 began feet County, South Carolina. 
Leavenwo zton Count; se eae 
aro! 


Pipkins precinct, Williamsburgh County, South Carolina. 
3 — Pa Williamsburg M 


Court-House precinct, Georgetown County, South Carolina. 
Pedee precinct, Georgetown Caney, South Carolina. 
y, South lina. 


ewe pronto Georgetown County, South Carolina. 
pper 
Carver's Bay precinct, Georgetown County, South Caroli: 
Choppec precinct, Georgetown County, South Carolina. 
Lower Waccaman precinct, Georgetown County, South Carolina. 
Lynchburgh precinct, Sumter County, South Carolina. 
Suniter, No. peon Sumter County, South Carolina. 
Carter’s Crossing precinct, Sumter County, South Carolina. 
Rafton Creek precinct, Sumter County, South Carolina. 
Martin Hill precinct, Henry County, South Carolina. 
Cheraw precinct, Chesterfield County, South Carolina. 

POLL LISTS, 
Timminsville precinct, Darlington County, South Carolina, 
Sumter, No. 2 precinct, Sumter County, South Carolina. 
Bennettsville precinct, Marlborough County, South Carolina. 
Adamsville precinct, Mariborough County, South Carolina. 
Highhill precinct, Marion County, South Carolina. 
Mount Nebo precinct, Marion County, South Carolina. 
Brown's Ferry precinct, Georgetown County, South Carolina, 
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BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. WASHBURN as 
a cenferee on the part of the House upon the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses upon the amendments of the House to the bill of the 
Senate (No, 308) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at the most accessible point within five miles above 
Saint Charles, Missouri, in place of Mr. PAGE, excused on his own 
request. 

ELECTION OF PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Iowa, by unanimous consent, from the Select 
Committee on Law Respecting Election of President and Vice Presi- 
dent, reported a bill (H. R. No. 5569) to carry into effect the provis- 
ions of the Constitution respecting the election of Presideut and 
Vice-President of the United States; which was read a first and second 
time, ordered to be printed, and recommitted to the said committee. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. KASSON. I now move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to call up the contested-election case of 
Campbell vs, Cannon from the Territory of Utah. I wish to state to 
the House in this connection that if the House shall decide at this 
time not to consider this contested-election case, I shall take it that 
they do not want to consider it until the close of the debate on the 
tariff-commission bill. I believe, however, that we ought to consider 
and dispose of it now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Any time this summer will do for that. 

Mr. KASSON. I believe our situation in reference to the Utah case 
is very good, and therefore I must raise the question of consideration 
at this time. 

Mr. CALKINS. Before that motion is submitted I desire again to 
state that the Committee on Elections, I believe unanimously, have 
agreed that this case ought now to be disposed of, and that is the 
reason I urge it. I therefore ask the House to proceed with the con- 
sideration of that case. 

The SPEAKER, The question is, Will the House now proceed to 
the consideration of the contested-election case ? 

‘The House divided ; and there were—ayes 40, noes 60. 

Mr. CALKINS. I do not want to take up the time of the House, 
but that is nota very decided vote, and Lask that tellers be appointed. 
; Tellers were not ordered, twenty-three members only voting there- 

or. 

So the House refused to proceed with the consideration of the 
contested-election case. 

Mr. CALKINS. I give notice now that at the close of the discus- 
sion on this tariff-commission bill I will insist upon the considera- 
tion of this case. 7 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, 
informed the House that the Senate had passed a joint resolution and 
bills of the following titles, in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 9) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to leuse the temporary use of the United States barracks at Baton 
Ronge, Louisiana, to the State Institution for the Blind; 

A bill (S. No. 27) to repeal section 8 of an act entitled An act to 
accept and ratify the agreement submitted by the confederated bands 
of Ute Indians in Colorado, for the sale of their reservation in said 
State, and for other purposes, and to make the necessary appropria- 
tions for carrying out the same,” approved June 15, 1880; 

A bill (S. No. 241) for the relief of John T. Hennaman, of Balti- 
more, Maryland ; 

A bill (S. No. 251) granting a pension to Alice McMahon ; 

A bill (8. No. 455) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. West; 

A bill (S. No.521) donating a part of the abandoned military reser- 
vation at Fort Smith, Arkansas, to the city of Fort Smith for the 
use and benefit of the free public schools thereof, and for other pur- 


poses ; 

A bill (S. No. 551) releasing Frank Soulé, late collector of internal 
revenne for the first district of California, and his sureties, from lia- 
bility to the Government of the United States; 

A bill (S. No. 585) for the relief of Thomas B. Shannon; 

A bill (S. No. 855) granting a right of way through public lands 
to the Palatka and Indian River Railway Company; 

A bill (S. No. 932) to provide for the settlement of the estates of 
deceased Kickapoo Indians iu the State of Kansas, and for other pur- 
poses; 

A bill (S. No, 945) to provide for the payment of ten claims for 
depredations committed by the Ute Indians at the White River 
agency in 1879; and 

A bill (S. No. 1389) to establish the eastern judicial district of 
Kentucky. 

TARIFF COMMISSION, 


Mr. KASSON. I now renew the motion that the House resolve 
15 into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

The motion was a d to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachu- 
setts, in the chair. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committeo of the Whole 
Honse on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. No. 2315) to provide for the appointment of a commission 
to investigate the question of the tariff and internal-revenue laws. 


The gentleman from Minnesota has the floor. 
Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, I am fully satisfied that when 


we assembled here in December last the people of the country ex- 
stare of this Congress a revision of the existing tariff laws, They 
iad become aware of their character and their practical operation 
pS the reports of the officers of the Government, public speeches, 
and the press. Changes in these laws had been asked of Congress 
by the fiscal officers of the Government for a series of years. The 
people were not ignorant of the changes which had been wrought 
during the operation or existence of these laws. They had found out 
that certain provisions of the tariff were so complicated and cum- 
bersome that they had given rise in their execution to innumerable 
questions for contest; that blunders, to say the least, not afew, were 
made in the revenue laws when the statutes were revised; and that 
over two thousand snits were pending in the Federal courts to settle 
disputes between the importers and the Government. They had 
heard of the alleged frauds which were practiced in the importation 
of sugar and various other articles of foreign merchandise. They 
remembered also the promises and pledges which were made in 1874 
by Democratic orators and newspapers, that the tariff should be 
revised and largely changed if only the Republican party should be 
driven from power in this Honse. They had witnessed the weak- 
ness of the Democratic party when it came into power, and the non- 
fulfillment of its promises, and heard with pleasure the assurances 
of Republican speakers that the Republicans, if returned to power, 
eal do what their opponents had failed to do. 

The expectation was everywhere entertained that this Congress 
would revise the tariff laws. This will not be denied; and it ought 
not to be denied that they need revision. The presence of this tarii- 
commission bill, if honestly here, is an admission of this. The hon- 
orable gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] who opened the debate 
on the pending bill pointed out different methods by which these 
changes may be reached, and defended the comr' ission bill as the 
one most worthy of use. 

Let me here remark that I do not take my present position in oppo- 
sition to the commission bill because I desire to He singular in my 
attitude, or because I assume for myself judgment superior to those 
with whom I have been associated on the Committee on Ways and 
Means, but I do it on the grounds that the revenue laws now in force 
need revision, and that this Congress has no right to adopt any 
method that puts it beyond itself. In the Committee on Ways and 
Means I deemed it a duty to vote against the tariff-commission bill 
now under discussion. ‘The reasons which influenced my vote in the 
committee were there briefly given; but it is my purpose now to 
elaborate these reasons and also attempt other arguments in support 
of the attitude which it seemed a duty for me to assume in regard to 
the tariff question, 

It is my opinion and will be my argument that the tariff needs 
change, modification, revision; that it is the duty of this Congress 
immediately to enter upon the work and not indefinitely postpone it 
by the appointment of a commission. It is my conviction that this 
commission if created by Congress and set in operation will utterly 
fail to meet the expectations of every member who hopes or desires 
to get a revision of the tariff by this Congress. If we shall secure a 
revision through that commission, I venture the assertion that the 
men who are the most earnest in its support will be the most disap- 
pointed. 

To establish the correctness of these views it will he incumbent 
upon me, I confess, to demonstrate that the interests of the Govern- 
ment and of the peonia demand a new or amended schedule of tariff 
rates; that this demand is so pressing that Congress cannot, without 
furnishing just cause for cblie censure and disapproval, neglect 
forthwith to enter upon the work, and that the appointment of a 
commission is delay, and will work such a delay that this Congress 
will expire before the needed changes are made, and will do no more 
than turn over to the Forty-eighth Congress a mass of material with 
which, perchance, it may have no sympathy and by which it may 
refuse to be gnided. 

Before entering upon any attempt to make clear the correctness 
of my position, allow me to say that I do not deem it necessary to 
discuss the relative merits of a protective and a revenue tariff. It is 
not essential to a fair consideration of this question that we should 
even denominate the existing tariff as a protective tariff. While it 
is such and was intended to be such, while under it the Government 
has raised immensely large revenues, revenues which a war and a 
large public debt made necessary and withont which the public faith 
could not have been kept or scarcely the Government itself been 
saved, yet I contend that the questions which confront this Congress 
are whether the tariff needs revision and when and how it shall be 


made. 
I respectfully maintain, with the fiscal officers of the Government, 
that the custom laws need radical changes, and personally insist that 
the real question before us is wholly outside of the question as to 
how the revision shall leave it. Nearthe close of my remarks I shall 
quote from a speech of the late President Gartield, aud use it as à 
text to express my own views on some phase of the tariff question, 
and to combat some statements made by the honorable gentleman 
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from Massachusetts [Mr. RUSSELL] who addressed the committee 
yesterday. 

Vast e have taken place since 1865 in the trade and manu- 
facturing interests ofthe country. Raw materials and manufactured 


articles have wonderfully changed their intrinsic as well as their 
relative values ina great many instances during this long period. 
Discoveries in manufactures and improvements in machinery, as well 
as the new uses to which manufactures have been put, within this 
time, have put out of joint the present tariff laws. s 

What, when the law was made, demanded and received specific 
duties should in many cases now have an ad valorem duty; and what 
had an ad valorem duty affixed to it should have now a specific duty. 
Many articles which justly bore a low ad valorem rate of duty when 
ihe law was passed are now well nigh prohibited. It would be easy 
to continue an enumeration of the incongruities now found in the 
laws whose amendment is the subject of this debate. For two or 
three years before his retirement Secretary Sherman annually called 
the attention of Con to a revision of the tariff. During the last 
Congress he appeared before the Committee on Ways and Means and 
personally urged immediate action. He fully and ably set forth the 
difficulties attending the administration of many parts of the tariff 
laws; and especially sought action from the committee and from 
Congress upon that part of them which regulated the importation of 
sugar. 

tonflicting opinions, however, fostered by the ingenious reason- 
ings of the sugar importers and refiners, made enormously rich b 
the growth of a business not anticipated when the law was passed, 
prevailed. The conflict, however, still goes on between these men 
and the Government. ae 

The House of Representatives, the constitutional originator of rev- 
enne legislation, is now asked to prolong their career for another and 
indefinite period of dangerous and oppressive gains, It is not in the 
line of my argument to dwell upon the character of the proposition be- 
fore the House at this time, but I will do so later in the course of my 
remarks, 

1 deem it not out of place, and indeed very proper, to quote from 
the last annual report of the honorable Secretary of the Treasury. 
He says: 

A revision of the tariff seems necessary to meet the condition of many branches 
of trade. That condition has materially changed since the enactment of the tariff 
of 1864, which formed the basis of the present tariff as to most of the articles im- 
vorted. The specific duties imposed by that act, for instance, on iron and steel 
in their various forms, had then a proper relation to the ad valorem duties im l 
on the articles mannfactured from those metals; but by a large reduction in the 
values, especially of the cruder forms of iron and steel, the specific duty imposed 
thereon now amounts, in many cases, to an ad valorem duty of over 100 per dent.; 
while the ad valorem duties on manufactured articles have not been changed. The 

rowing demands of trade have led, also, to the importation of iron and steel in 
Serine and under designations not enumerated in the tariff, and the great dispropor- 
tion between the specific and ad valorem duties is a constant stimulus to import- 
ers to try to bring the merchandise under the ad valorem rate. This produces 
uncertainty, appeals from the action of collectors, and litigation, which prove em- 
barrassing to business interests as well as to the Government; and what is in- 
atanced as the case with iron and steel will be found to be the case with other ar- 
pan An equalization of the tariff and 4 simplification of some of its details are 
needed. 

The above extract from the report of the Secretary is amply suffi- 
cient for the purpose of my argument. Yet in order that I might be 
able to present to the House a fuller list of the articles that have caused 
litigations and embarrassments to the collectors of the Government, 
I addressed a letter to the honorable Secretary of the Treasury, the 
tenor of which will be discovered in the following reply ; 


x TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
February 18, 1882. 

Sm: Tam in receipt of your lotter of the 14th instant, in which you request, as 
a basis for presenting some views to Congress in regard to a revision of the tariff, 
a statement of the questions which have been presented of conflicts in construction 
bet ween the importers and Treasury oficials in regard to the law governing the col- 
lection of duties on imports. 

In reply I inclose a tabular statement which presents the questions involved in 
cases of the greater magnitude before this Mes! ee It is not practicable to 
give you the amount involved in each class of cases thus arising. In the su 
case | think it safe to say that not less than $1,500,000 is involved exclusive of in- 
terest and costs. 

Very respectfully, 
CHAS. J. FOLGER, Secretary. 

Hon. MARK H. DUNSELL, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. e 


The honorable Secretary furnishes, as a part of his letter, a list of 
articles with remarks applied to each article. The articles are: 
measurement of ale, aniline colors, bottles, cottons, iron ore, sugars, 
silk and cotton goods, statuary, placques, wool knit goods, granite, 
steel blooms, steel wire rods, cotton-ties, glucose or grape sugar, 
bone-black, steel cross ends, scrap-iron, and goat hair and cotton 

oods. 

g I will here read what he has said upon a few of these articles: 


COTTONS. 

The cotton tariff fonnd in Schedule A is so complicated and cumbersome that 
it givea rise to innumerable questions. A e number of appeals have been tiled 
under this schedule, some of which relate to the question 12 8 . certain classes 
of goods are goods of like description to those which are specifically named. Other 
questions arise in relation to whether fabrics which are irregularly woven or are 
open-work goods are to be considered as dutiable according to the number of threads 
to the square inch. The whole cotton tariff, more than any other of the taritf 
schedules, peeds simplification and revision, and thus put an end to the embar- 

questions which now arise. 


TRON ORE. 


The Treasury Department has classified iron ore under the provision in Sched- 
ule M for mineral and bituminous substances in a crude state not otherwise pro- 
vided for at the rate of 20 per cent, ad valorem. 1 97537 have been filed against 
this classification upon the ground that it is dutiable only under the provision in 
section 2516 for non-enumerated manufactured articles at a duty of 10 per cent. ad 
valorem, this claim being based in part upon the ground that iron ore is not a 
mineral substance but a metallic substance. The courts, however, have sustained 
the action of the Treasury Department. 


SUGARS. 


The action of the Treasu ee, whe ae in regard to the collection of duties 
u su is based upon the order of Mr. Secre' Sherman, of September 2, 
1879, which related to sugar claimed by the officers of the Government to have been 
artificially colored for the purpose of erating. the duty due thereon by the Dutch 
standard. A copy of that order is inclosed herewith. Some three hundred suits 
are now pending at the port of New York upon the question involved, and the 
claims therein amount to over one million two hundred thousand dollars, besides 
interest. One case was tried at New York, and the verdict was against the Gov- 
ernment. The question was lately argued in the Supreme Court of the United 
States on a writ of error, and it is e cted that a decision will be reached at an 
early day. Considering the fact the duties on su collected last year 
amounted to $43,000,000, or about 21 2 of the total revenue from customs, 
the importance of some plan by which disputes can be avoided, and the proper 
duties collected, cannot be overrated. 


Of course I should state that since this letter was written to me 
the Supreme Court of the United States has decided that the order 
of Secretary Sherman was illegal. As a result of this important de- 
cision not only will the Treasury be called upon to give up between 
one and two millions of dollars illegally collected under that order, 
but henceforth, if we fail to amend the law, the law regulating the 
importation of sugar, the flood-gates to frand now opened will re- 
main open until the tariff commission can report, and until in the 
unknown future, Congress awaiting the report of the commission, 
shall meet the urgent necessity. 

I will make as a part of my remarks the following further por- 
tions of the letter of the Secretary: 


SILK AND COTTON GOODS. 


Under the act of February 8, 1776 08 Stat., p. 307,) all goods made of silk, or 
of which silk is the component material of chief value, not otherwise named in the 
act, are liable to a duty of 60 per cent. ad valorem, provided they do not have as a 
component material 26 per cent. or over in value of cotton, flax, wool, or worsted. 
If the goods have over 25 per cent. in value of either of these materials they are 
remanded for duty to the provisions of Schedule H. 

A large number of appeals have been taken on the question of fact whether 
goods have 25 per cent. or over of the named materials, and it seems unwise to have 
a double test for the classification of these goods, namely: silk, chief value, and 
then 25 per cent. in value of the named s 


WOOL KXIT GOODS. 


The question in this class of cases is whether such 
provision in Schedule L, reproduced from the act of March 2, 1867, under which 
they have been classified by the Treasury Department both before and since the 

ge of the Revised Statutes, or whether they are dutiable under the provision 

n Schedule for articles made on frames of whatever material composed, ex- 
cept silk and linen, at a duty of 35 per cent. ad valorem. One case involving the 
qoon went to the Supreme Court, which decided in favor of the lower rate of 

mi The mandate was, however, subsequently stayed, and the case is now 
waiting a motion for permission for a reargument, It is a very important ques- 
tion, involving large interests to importers and to domestic manufacturers of this 
class of goods. This question arose out of a blunder in the Revised Statutes 
which reproduced in Schedule M the paragraph referred to, and which had 
been repealed, so far as concerns woolen goods, by the act of 1867. 


STEEL BLOOMS. 


Schedule E, reproduced from the tariff act of 1864, provides for duties accord- 
ing to yalue on steel in ingots, bars, coils, and sheets. These duties range from 
2} cents per pound to 3) cents per pound and 10 per cent. ad valorem. The first 
form of steel is an ingot, An ingot is cat into a number of pieces and rolled, and 
is then a bloom. Blooms are not named in the tariff, and it has been stated that 
at the time of the I of the act of 1864 the name “blooms,” as applied to 
steel, was not known in the United States; at all events blooms are not named in 
the law. The question arose in 1867 whether steel blooms were liable to the duty 
imposed on steel in ingots and and it was held that they were not, but were 
dutiable under another provision in Schedule E for manufactures of steel not 
otherwise provided for. A st this decision appeals have been taken, based 
npon the und that the article is not a manufac of steel, but is dutiable at 
the rate of 30 per cent. ad valorem under the provision in Schedule E for steel 
in forms not otherwise provided for. It certainly is anomalous that steel in ingots, 
which is the first form of steel, and bars, which is a more finished form, should be 
assessed with the high rate of duty imposed by the tariff, while the intermediate 
forms of steel in blooms should be subject only to aduty of 45 per cent. ad valorem, 
or 30 per cent. ad valorem, which is only about one-fourth of the duty on steel in 
bars, according to the present prices of the materials abroad. 

COTTON-TIES. 

Schedule E imposes duties ranging from 1} to 13 cents pound, according to 
width and thickness, upon band hon and 2 . is a piece of 
hoop iron which has been cut to the proper length of 11 feet to go around a cotton 
bale. In connection with the band is a buckle, designed to fasten both ends around 
the bale. Some of the bands as im have the buckles riveted to the end of 
the band, while others have the buckle detached, to be placed on the end of the 
tie in the act of paling: 

The question in this class of cases is whether cotton-ties are to be classified as 
hoop-iron, or, as claimed by the importers, as a manufacture of iron not otherwise 
eee for, at 35 per cent. ad valorem. Under the nt decisions the cotton- 

ies which have the buckle anently attached to the bands are admitted at 35 
per cent. ad valorem, while the bands not having the win gt e attached 
are classified as hoop-iron. The courts have ruled against the classification of the 
latter as hoop-iron and in favor of 35 per cent. ad valorem; and a case involving 
the question is now before the Supreme Court of the United States. Theminimum 
rate of duty on hoop-iron is 11 cent per pound, or $28 per ton, while the duty at 
35 per cent., based on present prices in England, is about $13.50 per ton. 


STEEL CROP ENDS. 


This article is the result of the manufacture of steel rails, and consists of pieces 
cut off at each end to make the rails of uniform length. Some of the crop ends 
are very short, while others are of greater length. The shorter pieces have been 


ods are dutiable under the 


generally classified as steel in forms not otherwise provided for, at a duty of 30 per 
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cent. ad valorem, while the longer pieces. which are adapted to many of the uses of 
steel in bars, have been classified as steel in bars. 

The work of drawing a dividing line between the two classes has been, and con- 
eee be, one of difficulty, and is embarrassing to merchants and to the cus- 
toms officers. 


SCRAP-IROX. 

Schedule E imposes on wrought scrap-iron of every description 88 per ton, 
bat provides that nothing shall be deemed scrap-iron except waste or refuse iron 
that has been in actual ase, and is fit only to be remanufactured. There are great 
quantities of scrap-iron, which, in the sense of the statute, have never been in 
use, which consist of pieces of new iron, or pieces which are left as residuum in 
the process of manufacture. This latter class of merchandise has been obliged to 
be excluded from the classification of serap-iron, because it has never been in actual 
use. No reason is perceived why both classes may not properly be placed on the 
same footing. 

GOAT'S HAIR AND COTTON GOODS. 

Schedule L imposes upon manufactures of wool not specially enumerated a duty 
of 50 cents per pound, and, in addition thereto, 35 y cent. ad valorem, while npon 
manufactures of g>2t's hair the duty ranges from 20 cents per hound to 50 cents per 

und, and in addition to each 35 per cent. ad valorem. Goods are imported which, 
Wis claimed by the importers, are composed of s hair and cotton, without any 
admixture of wool, and it requires the most critical examination to decide whether 
the goods are as claimed or whether they are manufactared wholly or in part of 
wool. These cases require much care on the part of the officers of the customs, and 
consume t time in the settlement of the questions involved in each case. 

There have been many other questions before the Department on appeal, but 
they have been minor ones, not of general importance, so that they are not referred 
to in detail here. 

Here we have a reference to only a few of the articles reported in 
regard to the duty upon which the collection officers of the Govern- 
ment find daily and hourly trouble, In this statement are found 
reasons for the legislation which this bill has ultimately in view, 
and which it is my purpose to show this Congress should at once 
undertake. It is not as yet in argument maintained that the tariff 
should be revised because we are raising under it larger revenues 
than are needed by the Government. My attempt thus far has been 
to set forth sufficient reasons for its modification without making 
any reference to the rate of duty affixed to any single article of im- 
port. Conceding that the existing tariff has fully met the double 
purpose of its enactment—a supply to the national Treasury with 
the moneys needed to meet the wants of the Government, and pro- 
tection to the manufacturing interests of our people as they might 
be affected in a larger or less degree by the importation of the pro- 
ductions of other nations; and conceding further, for the sake of 
argument, that the existing tariff has fully met each purpose which 
its framers had in view, still the reasons given for its modification 
are ample and well taken. oe A 

It may not be-amiss, but serve a good end to give in this place the 
yearly receipts from customs since 1866. They are as follows: 


Receipts. 


But, in my opinion, the time has now come when less revenues from 
customs are needed by the Government. The estimated receipts for 
the fiscal year are „000,000. The total estimated expenditures 
including the sinking fund, are $340,462,507.60, leaving an estimat 
surplus of $59,537,492.55, Excluding the sinking fund, the estimated 
expenditures will be $294,850,793.43, showing a surplus of $105,149,- 
204.57. In the above estimated expenditures for the next fiscal year 
is the item of $100,000,000 for pensions. The amount called for dur- 
ing the next fiseal year for the sinking fund should be collected and 
set aside. If it is, then there will be a surplus of $60,000,000 in round 
numbers. To this fact our attention has been called by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury; and he deems the policy of purchasing in the 
market the 4 and 4} per cent. bonds of doubtful propriety, and there- 
fore discusses methods of relief. The Secretary says: 


not provoke to Key ee ask go in amount than a wise economy would permit 
and upon objects that would no 
3 ee national 9 In some 

owing and projects a expen 
the furtherance of pablic sucks of doubtful legitimacy and expediency, but in aid 
of ente: nomore than quasi public in character. Can a government be justly 


Ayre than it could pay, if lawfully presented, and when its means of payment 
the future must be taken from its denizens by burdensometaxation? And is it 
a beneficent exercise of governmental power to raise money by taxation in greater 
sums than the lawful demands upon the government ne. when those demands 
are of themselves a heavy burden upon the industry and business of the country? 


The condition of the Treasury, the increase of the surplus in it, 
does not in my opinion constitute the only argument for a reduction 


of tariff rates. A weighty argument is found in the rates themselves. 
Upon some articles of importation we raise altogether too much 
revenue; from others we raise far too little. I shall now enumerate 
some articles the present rate of duty upon which should be reduced; 
and shall maintain that a reduction can be made with no damage or 
even an approach of damage to the home industry or interest. This 
enumeration which I now propose to read isnot made wholly to show 
that the duties are too high but in part for the purposes of illnstra- 
tion further on in my remarks: 


BLANKETS. 
Blankets, when valued at not exceeding 40 cents per pound, pay a duty of 20 
cents per pound and 35 per cent. additional. The average ad valorem rate of duty 


has been, for the last year, 76.63. The whole amount of revenue collected from 
this class of blankets for the last year was only $238.56. The average ad valorem 
rate of duty upon the second class was 90.49 and naturally the amount collected 
was but $79.74. Upon blankets of the third class the duty is 40 cents per pound 
and 35 per cent. additional. The average ad valorem rate of duty has 2 98.91 
and the amount collected $258.50, The next two classes pay a daty of 50 cents per 
pound and 35 per cent. additional. The average ad valorem rate of duty in one 
case was 71.50 and in the other 85. In the latter of the two classes the amount, col- 
lected was but $17, and in the other only $898.65. The entire amount of duty 
collected for the last fiscal year on blankets was $1,452.10. 
FLANNELS, 

Flannels are put into five classes for the collection of duties. The first class is 
then valued at not exceeding 40 cents 2 pound, with a rate of duty at 20 cents per 
pound and 35 per cent. additional. The average ad valorem rate of duty was 95 
and the sum of 95 cents was brought into the Treasury. The average rate of duty 
upon the second class of flannels has been 102.60; of the third class, 95.68; of the 
fourth class, 65.43, and of the fifth class, 65.45. The amount collected during the 
last fiscal year was but $16,150.81. 

HATS. 


Hats, when valued at above 40 and not exceeding 60 cents per pound, pay a duty 
of 30 cents per pea and 35 per cent. additional. The average ad valorem rate 
of duty for the last year upon this class was 93.90 and the amount collected was 
84.31. The average ad valorem rate of duty upon the second class was 96.63, and 
the amount collected $47.21. The average ad valorem rate of duty of the third 
class of hats was 58.22 and the amount collected for the fiscal year on all the classes 
was $599.34. The mean average ad valorem rate of duty upon these three classes 
of goons, needed in every family in the land, has been 83.62, approaching 100 per 
cen 

Gentlemen may anticipate, and reasonably, the use to which Imay 
put these figures before I close; for if protection to be such must 
work prohibition, then these citations will be very apt illustrations 
of duties laid for revenue, but which are substantially prohibitory, 
and hence yield little or no revenue. These duties, as will be seen, 
actually destroy or render impossible any competition between the 
home and foreign producer, This may be all very satisfactory to the 
home producer, but is not so to the consumer. 

THE MANUFACTURES OF SILK. 

The manufactures of silk, embracing braids, laces, fringes, gal- 
loons, buttons and ornaments, dress and piece goods, Hoss, hats, caps, 
and bonnets, hosiery, pongees and vestings, ready-made clothing, 
and ribbons, have paid an average ad valorem rate of duty from 60 
down to 35 per cent., a mean average of 56.50, while the mean aver- 
age duty upon blankets, flannels, and hats has been 83.63. I was 

ueated in the belief that duties should, as far as possible, be higher 
upon articles purchased by the rich or by the few and lower upon 
those needed by all, and consequently by the poor. The present tarr 
does not now so appear. If it was originally so constructed, then its 
present operation furnishes the best possible argument for its recon- 
struction. 

BUGAR. 

I call the attention of the committee to the large amount of reve- 
nues derived from sugar, molasses, and melada during the last fiscal 
year. The Secretary of the Treasury makes the following statement 
in his last annual report: 

The duties connected with sugar, molasses, and melada during the past fiscal 
year amount to $47,997,137, or nearly one-quarter of the whole amount of our reve- 
nnes from customs. Tho difticulties attending the collection of these duties have 
Lg emeg ee the attention of committees of Congress during several past years, 
The Dutch standard of color as applied to the apparent color of n Ee is 
no longer a test of the saccharine strength or value for refining purposes. 

Aside from the facts given in the above extract, which alone con- 
stitute an argument for an early revision of the tariff, I allude to 
the subject of sugar, and insist that the amount of revenues collected 
from it is wholly disproportionate to the whole amount collected. 
Sugar is an article of universalconsumption. It comes to the tables 
of the poor as well as the rich, and, indeed, to the former in greater 
proportion than to the latter. It is made to pay into the Treasury 
nearly one-quarter of the whole amount of our revenues from cus- 
toms. It cannot be contended that the large protection which is fur- 
nished by the present tariff is needed by the producers of sugar in 
this country. The rates under the Dutch standard of color are as 
follows: 1} cents per pound plus 24 per cent. per pound on sugar not 
above No. 7; 2 cents plus 25 per cent. on sugar above No. 7 and not 
above No. 10; 2} cents plus 25 per cent. on sugar above No. 10 aud 
not above No. 13; 2} cents plus 24 per cent. per pound on sugar above 
No. 13 and not above No. 26; 37 cents plus 25 per cent. per pound 
on sugar above No. 16 and not above No. 20; and 4 cents plus 25 per 
cent. per pound on sugar above No. 20. The total amonnt of sugar 
imported the last year for consumption was 1,869, 173,007.50 pounds, 
valued at the ports of shipment at $82,725,087.27. The duties were 
$45,933,045.09, or a fraction above 54 per cent. ad valorem. The 
amount collected the last year exceeds the amount received the pre- 
ceding year by 86, 825, 788.74, while the increase of duties on total 
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entries for consumption was but $11,052,226.12, so that about 62 per | the duty paid upon it. The following figures are taken from a recent 


cent. of the increase on all duties came from sugar. 
THE FREE LIST. 

Many articles not produced in this country now paying a high 
rate of duty should be carried to the free list. The spices now pay 
duties equivalent to an ad valorem duty from 34 por cent. to 780 per 
cent. Spices paid an aggregate duty last year of $1,124,532.48. 

DIAMONDS. 

When it is remembered how high the duties are on articles of com- 
mon consumption, and to which I have alluded, it will appear curi- 
ous that diamonds “not set” pay under this tariff only 10 per cent. 

If reductions in taxes are to be made—and I contend that they may 
be and should be—and to the amount of $60,000,000, from what 
sources can one-fifth or one-fourth, or indeed one-third, of these come 
so well as from a reduction in the duties on this article of prime 
necessity ? 

In England there is no duty on sugar. Sugar costs there hardly 
half its present price here. The consumption of sugar in England is 
about 69 pounds per capita, and in this country about 38 pounds per 
capita. This article of prime necessity and healthfulness is kept 
away from the laboring people of this country—is kept away from 
the masses by this enormous tax upon the raw material. 

With all due respect to gentlemen who argue in favor of a commis- 
sion, I dislike the commission because it puts off these adjustments 
that are pressing upon us every hour. I insist that this Congress 
ought to revise the sugar tariff. I respectfully maintain that the 
Committee on Ways and Means during the last ninety days should 
have busied itself in revising the sugar and other portions of the 
tariff. Instead of that, in an evil hour, in my judgment, it listened 
to arguments favoring a commission, and its members one by one 
yielded to them. What is this commission? It is to consist of nine 
men selected from civil life. They will be selected as the represen- 
tatives of interests, or they will be experts in certain industries. It 
will be their labor, under the law, to collect data touching the vari- 
ous industries indicated in the bill. The reports will come to us in 
December and possibly not till January in the next session. No 
matter how valuable the reports may be they will come to us too late 
for use. If we pass this bill the Forty-seventh Congrese will, in my 
opinion, fail to witness any changes in our revenue laws, 

J become impatient when told that we need a tariff commission in 
order that we may have tariff revision. I cannot suppose for a mo- 
ment that there are many men in this House who believe that the 
Forty-seventh Congress will do anything on the tariff other than turn 
over to the Forty-eighth Congress a collected mass of material, out 
of which possibly a tariff might be drawn. Each Congress has its 
own peculiar and distinctive character. It has its own way of think- 
ing and acting, and the hihi: Congress will care but little 
what the Forty-seventh Congress did. It will not be this Congress; 
it will be another body. Many men who are here to-day will not be 
in that Congress. One-half of our number may be returned, perhaps 
less. There will be a new Committee on Ways and Means and anew 
organization, 

‘hat Congress will not care to consider the methods of this Con- 
gress or be governed by its action on this subject. It will know that 
we avoided the labor of revision; that we had not the pluck, the 
force, or the courage to do what was in front of us and what was 
demanded of us. I am not a believer in the doctrine that a party 
gains anything by shirking a present responsibility. I insist, sir, 
that the other side of the House lost control of this House because 
it did not redeem its promises upon the tariff and other questions, 
It went out of power largely because it did not do what it had prom- 
ised. We have reached a period in politics and legislation in this 
country when parties cannot live by ideas or principles resting on 
mere sentiment; we have got beyond the period of the war, e 
ought to realize that we are now in a period where pro; ive legis- 
lation isdemanded. We ought not as Republicans to let the Forty- 
seventh Congress die, as did the Forty-sixth, with a record of non- 
action, 

The Republicans of this House may reasonably ask what they have 
done so far in this session. It is not the province of this Congress to 
help the Forty-eighth Congress do its duty. The Forty-seventh 
Congress has a specific duty to perform, and one of its duties is a 
modification of the tariff, not on any declared basis which individ- 
uals may lay down, but such a one as is demanded by the interests 
of the country. Drive out of your Federal courts your twenty-three 
hundred tariff cases pending there. Let the Secretary have plain 
sailing when he attempts to administer the revenue laws of the coun- 
try. Let this House say to the Executive Department“ We will no 
longer withhold facilities in the execution of the revenue laws.” 

In further illustration of the operation of our revenue laws, let me 
ask attention to another article of common consumption. 

RICE. 

The great bulk of the rice imported into the United States comes 
in as cleaned and uncleaned. The former pays a duty of 23 cents 
per pound and the latter 2 cents per pound. During the last fiscal 
year there were imported of these two classes 42,162,200 pounds, val- 
ued at $1,000,756.68, paying a duty of $1,052,283.26. The average 
ad volorem rate of duty, as can be easily seen by calculation, is 1 
per cent., the rice therefore costing less ut the places of shipment than 


report of the Rice Association of Savannah: 


Domestic Total 


Tears. production. | consumption. 


Pounds. Pounds. 
11, 592, 600 68, 462, 280 
12, 206, 729 76. 851, 823 
14, 602, 600 53, 314, 734 
26, 790, 200 70, 947, 911 
53, 957, 000 95, 900, 697 
47, 348, 000 78, 126, 092 
89, 625, 990 93, 6.5, 048 
52, 634, 400 114 621, 237 
62, 900, 380 126, 176, 194 
68, 241, 400 115, 099, 317 
72, 360, 800 |, 119, 145, 857 
81, 391, 800 135, 903, 047 
77, 240, 400 125, 462, 837 
84, 739, 200 121, 941, 880 
86, 996, 800 135, 389, 719 

117, 766, 000 175, 535, 691 


The difference in these columns for each year will give the amount 
imported. The following extract from this report, wholly devoted 
to a defense of the rates of duty, is here submitted: 

The duty on cleaned rice had been raised in 1862 to 14 cent per pound. In 1864 
it was n inc to 2} cents per pound, and so remains unchanged. 

This duty was imposed in time of war, but why may it not be continued in time 
of peace? time of war it was contributary to the cost of the war, but it was 
also a tax on a foreign monopoly. In time of peace it remains a tax on a foreign 
imported commodity undiminished in volume and contributary to the maintenance 
of the Government in undiminished amount, while it is a necessary prevention 
against the re-establishment of a foreign monopoly, and a protection alike to the 
American producer and consumer. 

The duty before 1862 was 20 per cent. ad valorem. The home pro- 
duction in 1850 was 215,313,097 pounds; home consumption, 147,313,- 
097, leaving 68,000,000 for exportation. In 1860, the production was 
187,167,032 pounds; home consumption, 111,794,032, leaving for ex- 
port 72,373,000 pounds. Before 1862 the duty was 20 per cent. ad 
valorem; now it is equivalent to an ad valorem rate of 105 percent. 
I fail to discover in the statistics piven any good reason for the con- 
tinuance of a war tax so very much in excess of the old rate of duty 
upon an article of such universal use, and the changed conditions of 
labor in the 1 States do not seem equal to this great 
difference in duties, Tariff experts may find that the present duty 
is just as it should be, but I am unable to convince myself that it is. 

Mr. KELLEY. May I ask the gentleman a question! 

Mr. DUNNELL. In a moment. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to ask the gentleman whether the increase 
in the ad valorem rate of duty on rice is not the result of the fall in 
the price of the commodity under the duty ? 

Mr. DUNNELL. I do not—— 

Mr. KELLEY. Let mestate further that there has been no change 
in the rate of duty. 

A Mr. DUNNELL. Ido not understand the matter as the gentleman 


oes, 
Mr. KELLEY. How, then, has the ad valorem rate changed? The 
fact is that the duty is the same. 

Mr. DUNNELL. It is not now an ad valorem rate. It is now a 
specific rate, but this estimate is on the ad valorem basis. The aver- 
age duty, if it were an ad valorem, would be 105 per cent.; that is, 
the present specific duty is equivalent to an ad valorem of 105 per 
cent, 

Mr. KELLEY. Has not the ad valorem increased under the spe- 
cific duty by the diminished price of the commodity? We paid 15 
cents a pound for rice and we now buy it for 4 or 5. 

Mr. AIKEN. Will the gentleman from Minnesota allow me to ask 
a question of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY? 
Does he say the price of rice is less than it was anterior to the war 

Mr. KELLEY. No, sir; we were exporting rice before the war. 
But at the elose of the war we were paying 16 or 17 cents a pound; 
and the 3 from South Carolina can tell us what the price 
is now; I think it is4or5cents. And I do not see that a duty which 
reduces the price of a commodity 75 per cent. is a burden to the 
consumer. 

Mr. MORRISON. Yon never saw such a duty anywhere. 

Mr. DUNNELL, When the honorable gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr KELLEY] has his hour, I trust he will answer me, if I am 
incorrect in my position. 

Mr. KELLEY. I will endeavor to do so. 
MANUFACTURES OF IRON. 


Mr. DUNNELL. I come now to the manufactures of iron. 

It would be easy to make a Jong list of the manufactures of iron, 
giving the rates of duty imp upon the various articles, which 
would most clearly demonstrate that rates fixed when the law was 
made are now wholly unreasonable, and in many instances absolutely 
oppressive. They have become unanswerable arguments in favor of 
modification and reduction, They suggest the arguments for reduc- 
non which the honest and intelligent protectionist would himself 
adopt. 

The duty on cut nails and spikes is 14 cents per pound. The amount 
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imported was valued at $242.63. The duties collected were 8127.18. 
The rates on the two classes of cut tacks and brads are 24 and 3 cents 
per pound. The amount imported was valued at $33, and $16.66 were 
the duties collected. Cast-iron butts and hinges have a duty of 24 
cents per pound. Chains, trace, halter, and fence, bear a duty of 24 
cents per pound, 3 cents, and 35 per cent. Horseshoe nails bear a duty 
of 5 cents per pound. The Treasury received $20 the last year on 400 
ponnds. The above rates cannot be defended. The collections are 
substantially nothing; showing that the rates are well-nigh prohib- 
itory. They render competition impossible. The producer is so pro- 
tected that the consumer is wholly at his mercy. As already stated, 
the list could be a long one. The above is sufficient for my purpose. 
MANUFACTURES OF STEEL. 

Under this heading I shall have time to do no more than refer to 
steel rails, and indicate some of the ill effects of the present high rate 
of duty upon steel. The following extract is from the Bulletin of 
February 15, 1882: 

In the following table we give the statistics of the annual production of steel 
rails in the United States since the commencement of their manufacture, together 
with the average annual price at which they have been sold and the rates of duty 
— ae Serve rails. The yearly price has been obtained by averaging the 
mon . 


| Product, in gross | Price, in cur- 
rency. 


toe. Duty. 


Year. | 


45 per cent. ad 
valorem. 


$28 per ton. 


The steel-rail mills of this country can this year 3 fully 1,500,000 gross tons 
of steel rails if that quantity should be needed. edo not need to import a tonof 
steel rails to-day to meet the present demand, and as a matter of fact indications 
point to an early virtual termination of all importations of both steel and iron rails. 


I shall allude further to this extract when I allude to some of the 
remarks made by the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Rus- 
SELL. 

The anty of $28 per ton on steel rails was fixed in 1870. It is not 
my purpose to discuss whether the duty was then too high or what 
effect the rate has had in reducing the cost of rails, but insist that 
a continuance of this high duty is well-nigh a crime. During the 
last year 372,375,307 tons of steel rails were imported into the United 
States, paying an aggregate revenue of 84, 654,691.31. Steel rails are 
now made at about the same cost of iron rails. The above table 
shows the growth and capacity of the mills. The profits of these 
mills have been for the last few years simply enormous. The census 
returns show that they were in 1880 from 60 to 70 per cent. on the 
entire investment, Every person traveling upon a railroad or send- 
ing a pound of freight on it is compelled to contribute to these vast 
profits. This high rate can and should be reduced at once. Experts 
are not needed to decide so simple a question. A large manufacturer 
of Bessemer steel rails in Saint Louis, within the last sixty days, as- 
sured me that the duty could be reduced to $14 per ton and the manu- 
facturers still realize large profits on their investments. Enhanced 
cost in the construction of the railroads of the country is a continu- 
ing burden upon the producer. All profits must be paid for by some- 
bod y. Reasonable profits are right and rightly fostered, but profits 
which create and sustain monopolies have no claim upon legisla- 
tion for their continnance. It would be easy to show these profits. 
The production in 1881 was 1,200,000 tons. 

Permit me just here to at that when we look this steel question 
fairly in the face we can find no possible reason for the continuance 
of this large duty of $28 per ton. Nearly four hundred millions of 
tons of steel rails were imported into the United States dnring the 
last year, notwithstanding this high rateofduty. No interest which 
has been fostered by the Government till the annual profits on the 
investment range from 60 to 70 per cent. bas any right to ask for 
any further time. Such profits are dangerous. They are unhealthy. 
The steel-rail manufacturers are loudest in their demands for a com- 
mission. A commission pleases them. It gives them more time to 
5 the burden upon the movers of our vast internal commerce 

y rail. 

I do not wonder that every steel magazine printed in the city of 
Philadelphia is out in favor of a tariff commission. These fellows 
are bright; they are smart, and they are as impudent as they are 
smart. ‘They ask us to continue a monopoly by a twenty-eight-dol- 
lar per ton tariff, which enables them to declare a dividend of 67 per 
cent. [Mr. KELLEY rose.] I cannot be interrupted. 

Mr. KELLEY. I affirm—— 

Mr. DUNNELL. Isay I cannot be interrupted. 

Mr. KELLEY. That for five years they received no dividends. 


Mr. DUNNELL. Not simply do these large profits go into the 
coffers of these manufacturing companies but their inflaence runs 


down into every district in this country. In my own State and in 
the great West thousands of miles of railroad are to be built next 
year. If npon each ton of iron or steel rails there is an unnecessary 

urden of $20, what will be the effect of that increased cost on all 
these miles of railroad? That increased cost must be paid by some- 
body. The producers of the cereals of the West must pay for that 
increased expense. 

We raise in Minnesota, and either ship in its unmanufactured form 
or manufacture if into flour and ship it, 30,000,000 bushels of wheat. 
That large volume of products must find its way to the East. Shall 
it be carried over steel rails that cost $60 per ton, or may it not travel 
over rails that shall not cost over $45 per ton? The Canada Pacific 
Railroad is being built with steel rails at a cost of $32 to $35 per ton, 
while the Northern Pacitic is paying $60 per ton. The difference 
between these costs must be paid for by somebody, and the men who 
reap these large profits, and not the producers, are asking for this 
tariff commission—not an organ of the steel interest in this country 
but is asking for the tariff commission. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TUCKER. I move that the time of the gentleman be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. For how long? 

Mr. DUNNELL. Say thirty minutes. 

Mr. TUCKER. Indefinitely, as it has been done for other mem- 


bers. 

Mr. RANDALL. That means an hour. 

There was no objection, and the time of the gentleman was extended 
indefinitely. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXATION. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The tariff-commission bill, as referred to the Cor- 
mittee on Ways and Means, contained a clause submitting to the com- 
mission our internal-revenue system, This clause was struck out by 
the committee. The bill providing for a tariff commission which has 
just passed the Senate does contain a reference of the interual-revenue 
taxation. Bills are pending in this House providing for a repeal of 
all internal taxation, and also for a reduction of the duties now 
imposed upon spirits, tobacco, cigars, and malt liquors. 

Internal Revenne Commissioner Raum recently appeared before 
the Committee on Ways and Means and gave the losses to the Treas- 
ury which would follow certain proposed reductions in rates of taxa- 
tion. He said: 

The receipts from spirits the last year upon the gallon tax amounted to some- 
thing over $60,000,000; the receipts of the first six months of the current year 
show an increase of $1,608,000; so that it would be perfectly safe to assume 
$63,000,000 as the basis of our calculations. That being the basis and 90 cents 
being the tax, a reduction of 10 cents on the gallon would be equivalent to a 
reduction of $7,000,000. A reduction of the tax to 75 cents a gallon would reduce 
the revenue abont $10,500,000; and a reduction of the tax to 60 cents would make 
a reduction of $21,000,000, and a reduction to 50 cents would make a reduction in 
taxation of $28,000,000. 

The Commissioner further replied to the committee that if the tax 
on tobacco be reduced from 16 cents per pound to 12 cents, the amount 
received from tobacco would be reduced $5,875,000; and if reduced 
to 10 cents the loss to the Treasury would be $3,412,000. The reduc- 
tion of the tax on cigars from $6 to $5 per thousand would cause a 
reduction in receipts of $2,666,000, and if reduced to $4 per thousand 
a loss to the Treasury of $5,332,000. If the present tax on malt 
liquors be reduced from the present rate to 80 cents per barrel, it 
would cause a reduction of revenues to the amount of $2,650,000, and 
if reduced to 60 cents per barrel, to $5,300,000. The reduction of 
revenue would thus be as follows: on distilled spirits, at 75 cents per 
gallon, $10,500,000; on malt liquors, 80 cents per barrel, $2,252,000 ; 
tobacco, 12 cents por ponud, $5,875,000 ; cigars, $5 per thousand, 
$2,666,000; a total reduction of $21,293,000. If the reduction be 
calculated on the basis of the greater scale of reduction proposed, the 
result would be as follows: on distilled spirits, at 50 cents per gal- 
lon, $28,000,000; on malt liquors, at 60 cents per barrel, $5,114,000; on 
tobacco, at 10 cents per pound, $8,812,000; on cigars, at$4 per thousand, 
$5,332,000. A grand total of reduction in receipts on the above scales 
of $47,158,000. 

Bills are pending for reducing taxation upon spirits, malt liquors, 
and tobacco upon the above scales. In my opinion they will soon 
be before us for discussion and action. If they shall pass, the 
$47,158,000 will go far toward wiping out the surplus of $60,000,000 
heretofore alluded to. 

The Secretary of the Treasury in his report to this Congress, when 
referring to the income from the tax on spirits, malt liquors, and 
tobacco, said: 

The tax on these articles is a tax on the appetite, on 5 legitimate sub- 
Janon taxation when taxation is enforced. A reduction of the tax is not recom- 
men . 

With this opinion of the Secretary, Mr. Chairman, I most cordially 
agree. I here enter my protest against a reduction of the internal- 
revenue resources of this Government, in the absence of any effort or 
declared purpose to secure any reduction in customs duties. If this 
Congress proposes deliberately to reduce the tariff revenue tax on 
whisky from 90 cents a gallon to 75 cents, or 60 cents, or 50 cents, 
and at the same time declares its purpose to put off and indefinitely 
N a reduction of the tariff upon the necessities of life, then I 
simply proclaim my purpose to take no part or lot in the play. If 
the tariff is to remain uuchanged upon all those articles to which I 
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have made allusion—flannels, blankets, shawls, hats, the manufact- 
ures of iron and of steel, upon rice and sugar, articles called for 
and needed by the laboring people of the country, bearing to-day a 
higher ad valorem rate of duty than the luxuries which wealth im- 
ports; and if there is to be a reduction of taxation upon those arti- 
cles of consumption which are justly denominated luxuries, whose 
use tends not to the enrichment but to the impoverishment of the 
people, then we shall do a work which the people will not indorse. 

I should not have referred to the internal-revenue laws were 
they not involved in this proposed action of Congress. Certain 
leading journals, devoted to special interests, are daily and weekly 
urging upon Congress the passage of this bill. These journals now 
adinit that the rates imposed by the tariff are too high; they never 
admit or hint at a reduction of duty on any single article named in 
the schedule; but while they concede that the tariff should be 
revised, they call for a complete abolition of the internal-revenue 
system. ~ 

The estimated receipts from this system for the next year are 
$157,000,000. How would the loss of this large amount affect us? 
It would work incalculable injury. We should have no anxiety 
about any surplus; our trouble would be to find out a way to keep 
good the sinking fund and supply a still further deficiency of sixty 
millions. A policy which should make inevitable an annual increase 
of the public debt for whose reduction we have borne heavy burdens 
for the last fifteen and more years, would not tend to perpetuate the 
dominant party of this House. Is it possible, Mr. Chairman, that 
this policy is advocated that tariff rates may be increased? That 
WoA be absolutely necessary if our public credit is to be kept as 
good as it now is, = 

We now raise this large sum from admitted luxuries. If our aggre- 

ate revenues are beyond the demands of the Government, which 
will be fully admitted, then let the reduction come from the neces- 
saries of life. Even the consumers of these luxuries would so decide, 
if it were submitted to them. The distillers and wholesale dealers 
in spirits and tobacco are alone asking for this reduction. I would 
be very unwilling to go home to my constituents and tell them that 
I had voted to make whisky and tobacco cheaper for them, and con- 
fess that 1 had failed to vote for a reduction of duties upon articles 
daily needed by them; that I had voted for cheaper whisky upon my 
own judgment, but decided to refer the questions of cheaper cloth- 
ing and food to a committee of experts. 

It is estimated that the receipts from internal revenue for next year 
will be $157,000,000. There is now pending here a bill which will 
reduce that amount by about $19,000,000; so that if the present tax 
remains upon malt beer, tobacco, and whisky, the amount to be re- 
ceived from internal revenue the next year will be about $140,000,000. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. SPEER] yesterday dwelt very 
eloquently upon the destructiveness of our present internal-revenue 
system. He told the committee that Edith Ellen Foster had said that 
she was in favor of wiping out the whole system of internal-reyenue 
taxes. 

I fail to see how the cause of temperance, for whose advancement 
this lady labors, can be . promoted by repealing the tax 
upon whisky. It would make whis y cheaper to the producer and so 
increase the consumption. A repeal of the law upon the tax would 
also tend to increase the relative proportion of poor . 

It is easy for me, Mr, Chairman, to anticipate the reply which will 
be made to the views which I have thus far expressed. It will be 
admitted in the arguments of gentlemen favoring this bill that the 
tariff should be revised ; that the tariff commission means that, and 
ihat it means a systematic revision. I have not objected to the com- 
mission wholly because of its character, though it has never before 
been resorted to in tariff legislation during our entire national his- 
tory, but my chief objections to it have been and are now because it 
must postpone and indefinitely postpone what should be done now. 

My friend from Rhode Island, [Mr. CHACE,] who accosted me so 
pleasantly yesterday as “ friend Mark,” said to me that the English 
Government resorts to commissions. That may be true; but not in 
the manner and to the extent proposed by the bill under considera- 
tion. A commission there investigates a single subject, or certainly 
a very few compared with the number which must come before a 
commission in this country, charged with all the work marked out 
in the bill before us. 

It must be conceded that our revenue laws need amendment, else 
this bill has no business to consume our time and attention. An 
issue is, shall these amendments be discovered by this House, 
through its constituted Committee on Ways and Means and through 
the House itself, or shall these amendments be suggested to us by 
men outside of Congress and in no sense responsible tothe people! 
The appointing power will be singularly fortunate if some of these 
men do not in some manner find themselves serving interests which 
they think at least were exerted for their selection. The framers of 
the Constitution conceived reasons for conferring upon the House 
of Representatives the formation of revenue bills. Gentlemen de- 
voted to a study of the laws of exchange, of values, and of trade 
may by their exclusive devotion to the reason and philosophy of 
these laws be wonderfully unsuited to the collection of facts, which 
at last must come re Congress for examination, and from which 
the desired bill must be taken. Scientific experts are not always 
practicai men. 

The members of this House are amenable to the Constitution, and 
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responsible to constituencies, The Constitution imposes upon the 
House of Representatives all reyenue measures; this is because its 
members are representatives of the people and their interests. The 
nine men appointed under this bill, ifit becomes a law, will be bur- 
dened with no such sense of responsibility ; they will be the cold 
collectors of facts; they will have a recerd to make of the fucts col- 
lected, and a report to submit. When they have done this their 
work will end. They are not called on to formulate a bill. That 
will be left for a Committee on Ways and Means. This committee, 
in the absense of the witnesses furnishing the facts, will be but the 
readers of facts which other men have brought together. In the 
reports the members of this committee will readily discover the bias 
of the witnesses. The commissioners have gone to their homes, ani 
these reports will furnish but little aid in the preparation of the bill. 

Admitting that an argument may be found in behalf of a commis- 
sion, yet my objection to it remains. Iam opposed to a postpone- 
ment of tariff legislation because it is a work which should be done 
now. I havealready reada letter from the Secretary of the Treasury 
which alone furnishes all the reasons for immediate action, which 
the legislative branch of the Government has no right to neglect. 
Let me here read two and a half lines from the last annual report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. They are as follows: 

On the Ist of July, 1881, 2,376 suits against the collectors of customs—nearly all 
tr 2 refund of customs duties were pending in the United States courts of New 

In the face of this startling announcement and the other official 
statements concerning the practical working of the revenue laws, 
giving rise to innumerable disputes and vexatious suits, it is delib- 
erately pro to refer these laws to a commission, whose report 
at best will not come to us till the beginning of the next short ses- 
sion of Congress. That report must be voluminous; it will consist 
of four, five, six, or seven volumes of printed matter. The different 
schools of tariff economy must be represented on the commission, or 
its findings will be rejected as one-sided. Iam not among the num- 
ber who believe that a tariff bill can be taken from these reports, 
brought before the House, and passed duting a session which, as 
experience has always shown, is scarcely sufficient in length for the 
passage of the appropriation bills. 

Are we at liberty, Mr. Chairman, so to manage that this work 
shall go over to the Forty-eighth or some subsequent Congress ? 
We shall, in my opinion, justly merit and receive the censure of the 
peony if we so vote. It would be impolitic and unwise; it would 

e unpatriotic and dangerous to the interests which changed duties 
might affect. When the right time for action comes it is dangerous 
todelay. The interests involved are putin jeopardy by such a course. 
A revision of the tariff was rightly expected of this Congress by the 
country, and it is our duty to make it. 

We are told, sir, by some gentlemen who advocate the passage of 
this bill that we have now no time. If I had advice to give to the 
dominant side of the House, in view of the expectations of the coun- 
try and an approaching Presidential election, I would say to it, 
Bring in a tariff bill if it contain no more than six lines; bring it 
in here, if it consists of but one item; bring it in here that we may 
correct one at least of the hundred sources of embarrassment in the 
collections of the revenue.“ This would be my advice. Idonotclaim 
that I have any authority to give advice. My service of eleven years 
in this House given me some experience, or at least afforded me 
some opportunities for observation. Iam very clear that when the 
people gave the Republican party control of this House they expected 
something from it. 

If we put off to the uncertain future a revision of the tariff laws of 
the country, when we go back to the people we will find it difficult 
to satisfy them that we did our duty simply by referring it to a com- 
mission ofexperts, who will owe responsibility neither to them nor to 
us. 

Let me ask attention of the committee for a few minutes to an 
extract from a speech delivered by the late President Garfield in this 
House in 170. The President used this language in 1870: 

After studying the whole subject as carefully as Lam able, I am firmly of she 
opinion that the wisest thing that the protectionists in this House can do is to unite 
in a moderate reduction of duties on impo articles. He is not a faithful repre- 
sentative who merely votes for the highest rate pro} in order to show on the rec- 
ord that he voted for the host figure, and therefore is a sound protectionist. He 
is the wisest man who sees the tides and currents of public opinion and uses his best 
efforts to protect the industry of the people against sudden collapses aud sudden 
chan Now, if I do not misunderstand the signs of the times, unless we do this 
ourselves, prudently and wisely, we shall before long be compelled to submit to a 
violent uction, made rudely and without discrimination, which will shock, if 
not shatter, all our protected industries. 

These words would have had their fulfillment had not this Honse 
in aoe yielded to a reduction which in this speech he proclaimed it 
must do. 

Mr. KELLEY. No reduction was made in 1872. 

j Mr. DUNNELL. I do not yield. A reduction was made two years 
ater. 

Mr. MORRISON. Ten percent. was taken off. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Itis very hard for interests declaring enormons 
dividends to act wisely. They are deaf to the voice of the people. 
They will not yield till obliged to do so. It is the part of statesmanu- 
ship to protect every interest. That cannot be done when certain in- 
terests, becoming arro; 
how and when it sha 


nt through great and dangerous gains, dictate 
be done, Certain interests in the country 


made immensely remunerative by a large protection too long con- 
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tinued have become exacting beyond measure. They demand a tariff 
commission, and denounce every man who entertains an honest con- 
viction that they should be willing to accept honest profits and allow 
the people to have some share in the benefits of the interests which 
their Representatives have enabled them to build up. 

I was this morning not a little amazed by some utterances found 
in the speech of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RUSSELL] 
made here yesterday: He said in his speech: 

There is no protection in a strictly revenue tariff—that is, to an American mann- 
facture; for if a revenue is to be derived from an im article it must be im- 
ported, which certainly involves its manufacture elsewhere, and the rate of duty 
must be so fixed as to invite its importation. Therefore a tariff cannot be adjusted 
on a single article to serve the double purpose of revenue and protection. It must 
vither be at a point to check importation and thus protect, or it must be at a point 
low enough to admit importation and thus produce a revenue. That is, when fixed 
at arevenue point it ceases to protect, and when fixed ata protective point it ceases 
to yield a revenue. 

If the gentleman is correct, then the duties laid on blankets, flan- 
nels, hats, and the manufactures of iron alluded to by me afew mo- 
ments since are not quite high enough for protection, for we do col- 
lect a few dollars on them. The gentleman is greatly in error. He 
will not deny that $28 per ton on steel rails furnishes a good, fair 
protection, since statistics show that the mannfacturers in 1880 
made 66 per cent. clean profit on their investment. Notwithstand- 
ing this, we collected some $4,000,000 revenue from imported steel 
rails. If the duty had been $14 per ton our revenues would have 
been larger, and still the home 11 9 9 8 7 would have realized profits 
far beyond an average return on like investments. Enormously large 
revenues are received from sugar, and certainly no one will claim 
that our home producers are not protected by the duties imposed. 
It would be very a to find other articles in the tariff laws, as 
they are, where we fully protect and yet obtain reasonable revenues. 
If every American manufacturer must be 8 by so large a 
dnty as to prevent importation, it will be difficult to see where our 


revenues are to come from. 

If we prohibit importation we must piro a monopoly to the home 
producer of the article which we prohibit; we utterly destroy com- 
petition, the only regulator of prices. Let me here quote another 


sentence from the speech of the late President Garfield. He said: 


T hold that a properly adjusted competition between home and forei roducts 
is the best gauge by which to regulate international trade, Duties should be so 
high that our manufactures can fairly compete with the foreign products, but not so 
high as to enable them to drive out the foreign article, enjoy a monopoly of the 
trade, and regulate the price as they please. 

I scent the doctrines taught by that extract. I do not go beyond 
them. He became the Republican candidate for President and was 
elected. He never took back the above declaration. Henry Clay, for 
whom I cast my first vote for President in 1844, never went beyond 
that, and never hinted at the extreme doctrine now advocated, that 
protection and revenue cannot be obtained at one and the same time. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RUSSELL] put it in these 
words: 

Therefore a tariff cannot be adjusted on a single article to serve the double 
parpose of revenue and protection. 


‘There is a radical difference between the sentence just quoted and 
that last given from the speech of Garfield. 
The only protection which is rational and which the American 
cople will long consent to is that which lets the American producer 
fave the lead, have the advantage in the race. If the home producer 
has that, he has all he has any right to ask for. Duties are laid for 
purposes of revenue. If the Governmentin laying them gives a just 
and safe advantage to ourown people, it should be called upon to do no 
more. The existing tariff in very many articles goes far beyond this. 
Iam not among the number who would strike 2 a single American 
industry. Rather, I say, let them all live; let them all flourish; let 
them all yield good honest returns and declare like dividends. But 
when I am asked to refer to a commission and so indefinitely postpone 
reductions in rates, such as the steel rail rates, I am asked to te an up- 
holder of a terrible monopoly, I am indeed asked to commit a crime. 
Jam asked to put and continue burdens upon all the agricultural 
products of the nation, These products constitute the chief bulk of 
our internal commerce. Every bushel of eee seeking a market cries 
out against it. [Mr. RUSSELL rose.] cannot now yield, Un- 
reasonable gains, Mr. Chairman, are not healthy to the body politic. 
Enormous profits debauch, enormous incomes corrupt. They will 
not let Congress alone. They want delay if their continuance may 
be affected by t It is no good sign of the times that there 
are throughout the country men and interests not satisfied with good, 
healthy, reasonablereturns. They want enormous protits and crave 
colossal fortunes. Such fortunes, in no small degree, are made by 
the people, but not for them. They drain, too often, the sources of 
individual prosperity. Somebody must pay the cost of them. The 
consumer must pay, if not always, very often. I do not understand, 
therefore, that Í am called upon to keep on certain articles such a 
rate of duty as will build up these fortunes. But, sir, a single sen- 
tence upon another pn 
Mr. RUSSELL. I hope the gentleman will yield to me for a mo- 
ment. 
Mr. DUNNELL. Very well. ' 
Mr. RUSSELL. I thank the gentleman from Minnesota for call- 
ing attention to the protective features of the speech which I made 
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yesterday. I contended yesterday as I contend to-day, that the most 
effectual way to produce cheap commodities in this coun is to 
build up domestic manufactures. And the gentleman from Minne- 
sota, as other gentlemen, may be able to light upon a single indi- 
vidual enterprise at a single specific time and show that if the tariff 
is removed from that specific article we would have for a time a 
cheaper commodity. But I contend, in the light of events and of 
the facts around me, that we shall have cheaper commodities by pro- 
tecting our domestic industries. Now the gentleman from Minne- 
sota has referred to blankets. I desire to show him in that connec- 
tion—— 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, I have made no allusion what- 
ever to the speech of the gentleman from Massachusetts, except to 
read the words which I have read; and he has no right to interpo- 
late an argument in my speech sustaining his position of yesterday, 
buos it be specifically with reference to the words which I have 
quoted. 

I will simply ask the attention of the committee, in closing, to our 
duty here at the present time. I perhaps have already anticipated 
what I had intended to say at the close of my remarks. 

I believe in the Republican party, and desire to see it behave well. 
I desire to see it act wisely, discreetly, and reasonably. Ihave been 
with it ever since if was born, and have gone along with it through 
its history. I do not believe, however, that the party, with all of its 
goodness, with all its grand record, can hold a place upon this side 
of the House, or a majority place, unless it deserves it by action. 
The Republican party in the Forty-third Congress slaughtered itself. 
I was present on that occasion. It was slaughtered one night—slaugh- 
tered in the house of its friends; and it went out of power, and the 
Forty-fourth Congress was Democratic. 

The loss of this House by the Republicans in the elections of 1874 
was as logical in its result as that effects will follow causes, It was 
not in the power of man to avert the result which overtook it. 

Mr. WHITE. May I ask the gentleman from Minnesota to be 
explicit, and to tell us—— 

Ir. DUNNELL. No, I cannot yield. The gentleman must excuse 
me. Iam alone responsible for my statements, and do not care to 
enter into any further explanation. I have stated that the Repub- 
lican party lost control of this Congress in the summer of 1874, and 
from good and sufficient causes. I am not called upon to relate the 
causes here, but the political history of the conntry for the last 
twelve years will hold fast to the causes of that defeat. 

The Democratic party came into power in 1875. It met with an 
irreparable loss during the first year of its accession to power. It 
lost a great leader, and the party in the Forty-fifth and Forty-sixth 
Congresses worked out for itself, month by month, session by ses- 
sion, the result that finally overtook it in the last election. 

Mr. HORR. Who is the dead Democrat ? 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, I have been almost disposed to 
forgive the Democratic party for its career in the last four years of 
its control here. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. Do not forgive it yet. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Its career was doomed and marked ont for it. 
The organization of this House in the Forty-fifth Congress foretold 
its doom. That Democratic House could no more revise the tariff 
than we can revise it. It was powerless to revise it, and it went on 
four years handicapped, bound hand and foot in its very organiza- 
tion; and a party thus committed in its organization, committed 
against reforms, against any progressive movement, cannot live. 
The people will not allow soy pariy to remain in power many years 
tbat failsthem in trial. The Democrats did not rovise the tanii and 
could not. We are now putting ourselves into the same condition, 

I have been frank, Mr. Chairman, in my statements, and have a 
right to be frank. I have the right of a representative of the people 
to say what I believe upon this floor, if not in violation of any of its 
rules. I may be entirely alone on this side of the House in my posi- 
tion on this tariff-commission bill. I may be wholly alone, and no 
man be in accord with me. The luxury of personal convictions is 
my privilege to enjoy. It isan immensely 8 thing ſor a man 
to entertain his own convictions as I do on this question. 

I said a little while ago that a party in this country that hopes to 
hold power a great while must be a progressive party. We cannot 
remain here, gentlemen, on this side of the House four, six, or eight 
years unless we do something. Our lost American commerce ought 
to be brought back; at least we ought to make some attempt to do 
it. We ought to revise this tariff. We ought to make something 
more for ourselves by way of record than we shall make unless we 
take hold of living issues. 

The Democrats took up the cry of retrenchment and reform; the 
people grew weary of those words and desired practical legislation— 

egislation that effected them, A party assuming to control the 
interests of a mighty republic could not survive by making dollar 
reductions in petty offices, The people want to see a bold, progres- 
sive administration; full of pluck, of courage, and progressiveness. 
But if we turn over to experts work which we ought to do, and 
which the Constitution imposes upon us, we plead our own folly ; we 
plead our own ignorance in the presence of the people ; and we pro- 
claim our departure from the course of action which the Constitu- 
tion has marked out for us. [Applause. ] 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York,. Mr. Chairman, I send to the Clerk’s 
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desk to be read a resolution which, at the proper time after the dis- 
cussion is closed, I p to offer. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
a = eee bo . bre. in- 
structions ays and Means to report within thirty days, or 
an earlier date if it be practicable, abill based upon the following instructions : 
First. That all raw materials, meaning thereby all materials which have not 
been subjected to any process of manufacture, and all waste products, meanin 
— Po waste materials which are fit only to be manufactured, and all chemi- 
cals w) 


ich are not produced in this country, and alcohol for use in manufactures, | 


gy nee e far ne possible specific duties shall be substituted for ad valorem 
duties, and that in determining such specific duties the ave: dutiable value of 
im during the last three years shall be taken as the standard of value, upon 
which no higher rate of duty s. be imposed than be necessary to compen- 
sate for the difference in the cost of the labor at home and abroad expended in the 
production of such products, after ing due allowance for the of trans- 

on, and that the rate of duty shall notinany case, except on luxuries, exceed 

per cent. of such average dutiable value. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Those gentlemen who have followed 
the distinguished Representative from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] 
in the remarks which he has just concluded, will find that in the 
resolution which has been read there is no issue to be made with him. 
But there is an issue which presents itself clearly and unmistakably 
with the doctrines which have been proclaimed on this floor by other 
gentlemen on his side of the House. 

I confess that when the distinguished gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Kasson ] took the floor, I expected to have as little controversy with 
him as I tind I have with the gentleman from Minnesota. I sup 
that the gentleman from Iowa would plant himself upon the doctrine 
that American industry could not flourish without free raw materials. 
I supposed he would insist that protection, if ever arnan, should 
be granted only to infant manufactures, and that in framing a tariff 
there should always be kept in view the desirable end of being able 
to get access to foreign markets with our surplus manufactured 

ucts. 

p I had reason for this expectation, for I remember that long before 
I became a member of this House, when I was deeply concerned in 
tariff legislation, in 1866 the gentleman from Iowa delivered upon 
this floor a speech which might almost be taken as the text for those 
who are now in favor of reforming the tariff and of getting to freer 
trade in the markets of the world. To my astonishment I found that 
he had abandoned the doctrines which he then proclaimed, that he 
has planted himself on the ground of protection for the sake of pro- 
tection, and that he has enforced his position with facts, arguments, 
theories, and conclusions from which I am compelled absolutely to 
dissent. ‘To these arguments and conclusions I propose to address 
myself to-day. I propose to show that wages are not and cannot be 
fixed and maintained by the tariff. I proposo to show] 

Mr. KASSON. Will the gentleman from New York before he passes 
on allow me to ask him if I understood him aright as saying I ever 
made a h in 1866, or at any other time, advocating free trade? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I did not say the gentleman had 
made a speech advocating free trade. . 

Mr. KASSON . Did not the gentleman say—— 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I will ad what I said, and then 
the gentleman can correct me if he sees fit. I said that he, in 1866, 
eee himself in favor of free raw material, and of protection 
only to infant industries; and for such a tariff as would enable us to 
get access to the foreign markets of the world in competition with 
other manufacturing nations, 

Mr. KASSON. en the gentleman will, with that modification, 
allow me to say—— 

Mr. of New York. No modification. I have repeated 
precisely what I said before. 

Mr. KASSON. Then I challenge the production of any remark I 
ever made that ignored the question of protection where it was 
needed by American 08 55 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I do not know what the gentleman 
desires precisely. But I will ask the Clerk, as my own voice is un- 
happily in a very precarious condition, to read the passage I have 
eke | from the remarks of the gentleman from Iowa made in the 
House on the 9th of July, 1866. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

What you call protection amounts, therefore, simply to a system of equal rob- 
bery; taking ely one home personas pay 8 . ai 


[Applause from the Democratic side. ] 


When you have done this you say that you have framed an equal tariff law, and 
thatits Pee oe eee ee over all the ditferent interests. I say that this 
is it is absurd. You must change your theory of a tariff or else you must 

y fail in your effort to gain a system that shall actually make the United 
tates rich. If that is your object you must diminish the cost of the production 
of your manufactures; and when you have done that you have taken a great step 
toward protecting both the manufacturers and the people of the United States. 
But if we go on in the present plan of adding to the cost of e we produce, 
there is not another country on the face of the globe that will contribute one cent 
to enrich the people of the United States or be able to buy a single article of our 
production. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. That, I think, makes a sufficient 
answer to the statement of the gentleman in regard to his position 
on protection. And I may add, further, that the very io “that 


it was robbery” was commented upon by General Garfield, who fol- 


lowed him in reply. 
Ir the gentleman will allow me, without taking 


Mr. KASSON. ; 
time to read the context, I will refer him to page 3518 of the same 


volume of debates, where I declared distinctly, in controversy with 
Mr. Thaddeus Stevens, that there were 8 of opinions upon 
the subject of protection and free trade. And I said: 

Between these two extremes— 

Prohibitory tariff and free trade— 
are two classes. One of them wishes simply to foster the incipient industries of 
America until heey As able to take care of themselves without help in fair com- 

tition with the industries of foreign countries. To that class of free-traders I 

ong. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. And I stated that the gentleman 
was in 1866 in favor of protection of infant manufactures. But 
those infants, after sixteen years, are nowso much more feeble than 
they were then, that in his speech the other day he planted himself 
upon the doctrine of protection for the sake of protection. 

Mr. KASSON. You will find that I stated then that my position 
was ‘‘to foster the incipient industries of America until they are 
able to take care of themselves without help in fair competition with 
the industries of foreign countries.” 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KASSON. Now, let me say further, in order to end this con- 
troversy, that I have never in any speech waived the right and duty 
of protecting American industries sufficiently for their maintenance. 
And whatever language the gentleman may quote of mine at that 
period, such as the language he has quoted now, was uttered in con- 
troversy about my position. I wish to say also that further exami- 
nation and experience has convinced me more and more of the mer- 
its of my principle of protecting American industries always as long 
as needed to enable them to maintain themselves against the indus- 
tries of foreign countries. And if I committed any folly several 
years ago I am not afraid to say now that it was a folly. But when 
the gentleman will fairly interpret the language he has quoted he 
will find it all standing upon that principle, it being a difference of 
opinion as to the extent to which protection should go. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I do not wish to deprive the gen- 
tleman of any opportunity to put himself right; but I am bound to 
say that if this comes out of my time I think it is rather unreasona- 
ble to ask it of me. 

Mr. KASSON. It will not come out of the gentleman’s time. I 
would like to ask the gentleman if in his opinion this statement is 
wrong? 

An experience of more than ninety years has compelled me to believe that the 
rotection of American labor demands from the American people their most pro- 
ound consideration and their most decided action. The question now to be con- 

sidered is, whether we, as a nation, are willing to know the truth andl let the 
truth make and maintain our freedom, or whether we have deliberately determined 
to follow the advice of men and nations that have a direct and immediate interest 
in misleading and deceiving us. 

I believe that to be so, and I am more than ever opposed to follow- 
ing the advice of the English nation, which my friend from New 
York is disposed to follow. What I have read is a statement by a 
man venerated throughout the country—not unknown to the gentle- 
man from New York—whose name is Peter Cooper. [Great laughter. ] 
I hope the gentleman will indorse that statament. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I will reply to the gentleman in 
regard to Mr. Cooper as I did once on the occasion of a little dinner; 
and what I said then has never appeared in the papers, I said that 
usually when I was introduced to astranger my introducer commonly 
said, This is the son-in-law of Peter Cooper.” Isaid that the great- 
est ambition of my life had been, at some time or other, that Mr. 
Cooper might be introduced to some one with the statement, This 
is the father-in-law of Abram S. Hewitt.” [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. KASSON. I believe that Mr. Cooper does not concur with the 
gentleman in that desire. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I have not that access to Mr. Cooper’s 
opinions which the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. Kasson] seems to have. 
But I suggest to him that the speech which he made in 1866 shall be 
reprinted entire as an appendix to my speech. I did not intend to 

uote from it. I intended simply at the outset to say that I dissent 

m the gentleman’s presons position, but that I stand upon the doc- 
trines of his speech of 1866. Itmight have been entirely unn 
for me to do more than to ARAS that , in order to make the 
argument which I hope to make against this bill and in favor of an 
immediate revision of the tariff. With that I will ask the Clerk to 
read a passage which I have marked in the speech of the gentleman 
from Iowa at that time. It will be found on pa o 3718 of volume 59 
of the Congressional Globe. It was made July 10, 1866. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Kasson. If I understand the 3 from Vermont [Mr. eee gh 
correctly, in his opinion as well as mine the title of this bill should be changed so 
as to „ A bill to prevent the diffused bl of Divine Providence from 
being enjoyed by the people of the United States.“ It is an attempt against the 
laws of Providence to force the people of this country to pay more for what they 
need than the laws of Providence would otherwise require. ` As I was going on to 
say, this system of protecting one of the articles that you raise the cost of by this 
bill compels you to go imm tely to another interestand raise the price of that. 
Take the article of wool, for instance; no sooner do you pro) to incraase the 

on wool than you immediately go to the manufacturers of wool and give them 
an increased protection on their manufactures. And thus those who raise the 
wool pay back a large part of the bounty that is paid for the raising of wool to 


contribute to the bounty given to the manufacturer, and the non. producer of wool 
Paya oah bounties in buying his clothing. And so it is in relation to the article 
0 


n, or upon any other particular branch upon which eg increase your tariff, 
6 tariff upon other col- 
ected by it; and so you build up a gigantic system of bounties 


ya immediately gO off in another direction and increase 
teral interests 
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them. The fundamental error 


make the people of this country grow rich oft 


in this bill is this: you endeavor 
each other. 

[Applause on the Democratic 9 

Mr. SON. Do I understand t the gentleman from New 
York accepts my principle of protection ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Do I accept your principle of pro- 
tection? I do not understand your ponus of protection. 

Mr. KASSON. Not as stated in what I read to the gentleman ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. What you read? Istand upon what 
the Clerk read and what you said. 

Mr. KASSON. You take it away from all its context. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Well, I think I haye had read now 
ubout one-quarter of thatspeech. I am ready to sitdown and allow 
the whole s h to be read to this House in lieu of what I have to say. 

Mr. KASSON. I do not think you could do better. 8 7 8 
I think in a few years you will be quoting from the speech | made 
the day before yesterday. 

Mr. WITT, of New York. I think the gentleman from Iowa 
will not complain that I have not allowed him the largest liberty to 
make his case clear. But if he desires I will print his entire speech 
as an appendix to mine, so that the country may have the opportu- 
nity to see whether he was right then or whether he is right now. 

Mr. KASSON. You had better print yours as an appendix to mine, 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The gentleman from Iowa seems to 
be rather unhappy. I am sorry to be the cause of giving him unhap- 


iness. 
i Mr. KASSON. Quite the contrary. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I accept the plea of infancy which 
the gentleman has put in here. I have occasion to plead the 
“baby act” myself in the course of my time, and I know how it is 
myself. 

r. KASSON, Iam afraid you will have to do it again after this 


speech, 

lr. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the 
bill creating a tariff commission, for the reason that it will make 
delay, and Relay is dangerous in the present perilous condition of 
general business. We are now p us, but our prosperity will 
continue only so long as there is an eat brar market for our products. 
At present we have a foreign market chiefly for raw materials—such 
as bod products, cotton, petroleum, and tobacco. For our manufact- 
ured products the markets of the world are practically closed against 
us—closed because it is impossible to sell our goods in the open mar- 
kets of the world in competition with other manufacturing nations. 
The reason of this is, mainly, that our tariff legislation has erected 
artificial barriers to the free introduction of raw materials, and by 
the imposition of unwise taxes we are handicapped at the very out- 
set in the commercial race. These obstructions cannot be removed 
too soon. They are well known and can be enumerated without 
difficulty. We tax food, of which we are the great exporters; we 
tax wool, which is the foundation of a vast industry; we tax bitu- 
minous coal, iron ore, and scrap-iron which lie at the base of the great 
iron and steel industry; we tax copper ores, alcohol, and oils and 
numerous chemicals, without which many branches of industry can- 
not exist. 

Ilaving thus created an artificial system we find it impossible to 
compete with Great Britain and France and Germany, whose in- 
dustry stands upon the firm and natural basis of free raw mate- 
rials. This defect in our revenue system could be remedied by a joint 
resolution in one week, and the Committee on Ways and Means 
could then take as much time as might be needed to consider and 
adjust the infinite detail involved in the reconstruction of a tariff 
covering 2,500 articles. Unless a remedy be speedily apphoa the 
industry of this country will be surfeited by the excess of products 
for which it can find no market. There is a limit to the amount of 
food which we can sell abroad, and it is a great mistake to suppose 
that Europe cannot raise food in competition with America. The 
question is not, as many seem to suppose, so much the relative cost of 

roduction, as the amount of rent which can be collected from the 

armer in Europe, in addition to the cost of production. It is there- 
fore purely a question of rent. Foreign farms will not be abandoned, 
but the rents will be reduced and the products will be increased, so 
that, instead of larger, we are likely to have more restricted mar- 
kets. The process of readjustment is now going on. Rents have been 
reduced from 20 to 30 per cent., and if that is not sufficient they will 
be further reduced until land is as free in Europe as it is npon this 
continent. Nations will not abandon the soil, but they will resist 
the imposition of rent and taxes which it will not bear. 

To any one studying the condition of this country at the present 
time three things are evident: first, that we are the most prosperous 

ople in the world; and there I agree with the gentleman from 

owa; secondly, that we are paying the highest wages of any peo- 
jle in the world; and there again I agree with the gentleman Fon 
owa; lastly, that we have the highest tariff duties of any nation in 
the world; and there I think I agree with the gentleman from Iowa. 
But he reasons post hoc propter hoc: because we have a high tariff, 
therefore we are prosperous, and therefore we pay the highest wages 
of any nation in the world. 

But let me take him back to that era of depression between 1873 
and 1879; and let us diagnose the condition of things then. Wehad 
then an erà of depression in which men went to and fro in this land 


all these interests upon 5 


begging for employment. Then we had the lowest rate of wages 
that has prevailed in this country for the last forty years; and then 
we had the same high tariff that we have to-day. If I were to rea- 
son, as the gentleman from Indiana did, post hoc propter hoc, I should 
say that the high tariff caused the bad times and the low wages and 
the want of work. But the truth is that the tariff has nothing to 
do with the matter. Iwill not say“ nothing to do;” it has an influ- 
ence for evil, but it has no influence for good ; it cannot create good 
times; it cannot create high wages; it cannot 12 employment 
except in one single contingency, to which I shall recur hereafter ; 
and in that varias pase it was powerless from 1875 to 1878 inclusive. 

The only logical conclusion from these facts which cannot be dis- 
puted is, that the depression then and the prosperity now, the low 
wages then and the high wages now, were not produced by the reve- 
nue system, in which no changes whatever have been made, but by 
causes which must be searched for elsewhere, and which must be un- 
derstood before it will be possible for Con to deal intelligently 
with the work of revenue reform, which public opinion requires it to 
undertake. 

Now, then, I take my first proposition, directly antagonizing the 
gentleman from Iowa. I assert that legislation cannot create value nor 
can it determine the rateof wages. The issue is fairlymade up. There 
is no source of wealth in any country except that which is derived 
from the soil by the application of labor, machinery, and capital. 

It is not ible by any human contrivance, by any amount of 
abstract thought, by any schemes of legislation to add to the natural 
resources of any country. Whatever there may be, is in the soil and 
in the rain and sunshine that fructify it. Capital can only support 
the labor which is 5 to bring about the annual harvest, and 
machinery can only be u to economize the amount of labor be- 
stowed, With labor and skill safficient for the cultivation of the soil, 
the economy of production will be proportioned to the amount of cap- 
ital and machinery employed in its cultivation. There is no royal road 
to wealth—there is no patent process by which the resources of nature 
can be augmented, ‘Can a man by taking thought add a cubit to 
his stature?” Inthe absence of any legislation the work of production 
will 1 in a natural channel, and all that 1 can by any 
possibility do will be to divert labor and capital from the direction 
which they would have taken under nati laws. I feel it neces- 
sary to make this statement, because many persons who have not 
given much reflection to this subject seem to think that there is 
some potency in legislation which can add value to the forces of 
nature. This fallacy underlies a great many of the propositions 
which are made in regard to money as well as industry. It is the key 
to the fiat-money delusion, and it is the explanation of the mistake 
which is made by those who advocate protection for the sake of pro- 
tection. When it is once realized that value cannot be created by 
pega action, and is the offspring only of hard and honest labor 
aided by actual capital—that is, by the possession of accumulated 
wealth either in the form of money, structures, materials, or machin- 
ery—most of the difficulties in the way of intelligent legislation and 
of placing our industry upon a secure basis will disappear. 

But if legislation cannot create value, it can prevent the growth 
of wealth by misdirecting industry into unprofitable channels, and by 
depriving us of the profit which is realized when we exchange the 

roducts of our labor, properly applied, for commodities which can 

e produced in other countries with less expenditure of labor than 
is nec to produce these commodities at home. In other words 
the profits of legitimate commerce may be altogether or partially de- 
stroyed by artificial obstructions to the free natural interchange of 
commodities. These obstructions constitute a deduction from the 
amount which our producers would otherwise receive for their labor 
and skill, and are therefore to be avoided, and not created by the 
action of government. 

From this simple statement it will be apparent that I do not 
believe in the efficacy of taxation in any form as an aid to the devel- 
opment of industry. If we could dispense with taxation altogether 
it must be evident that the producers of this country would have 
more to spend and the consumers would get more for the money which 
they have to expend. As I have already stated, the only possible 
effect of taxes im d upon foreign commodities must be to alter 
the direction or distribution of human effort. To understand the 
bearing of this proposition we must go back to the origin of the Gov- 
ernment. In order to secure sufficient revenue, duties were placed 
upon imports, and those imports were selected upon which the duty 
could be most readily collected. The duty imposed added to the price 
of the article, and hence as this article was raised artificially in price, 
labor directed to its production would be better rewarded than 
labor devoted to the production of the untaxed 5 
always that the labor and capital in each case were not misapplied. 
In such cases the revenue duty necessarily becomes protective, the 
labor devoted to the production of the protected article being thus 
better paid. Thus there is a diversion from the unprotected channels 
of business into the protected channels, until an equilibrium is pro- 
duced between the wages paid in both divisions of production. 


WAGES FIXED BY FREE TRADE AXD NOT BY PROTECTION. 


The exchanges made between these divisions very soon adjust 
themselves upon a common standard of wages, so t labor and 
capital are equally rewarded, whether employed in the protected or 
the unprotected branches of business. This proposition is true ofa 
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country which has no surplus productsto export, and in such a country 
the tax levied upon foreign imports distributes itself equally among 
the whole mass of the consumers. But whenever there is a great 
surplus of natural products to be exported the price of these pro- 
ducts is not made at home, but in the foreign markets where the 
are sold, and the ‘oe which can be paid to the laborer engage 
in the production of these articles, are therefore and thenceforth 
fixed and determined by what they produce in money, not at home, 
but in the foreign markets where they are sold. When the time 
comes that these products constitute the great bulk of the industry 
of the country, then it is clear that the wages which can be paid for 
labor is fixed abroad, and not at home; in other words, by free trade 
and not by 8 This is our case at the present time. We 
are selling from seven to ves hundred millions of dollars’ worth of 
our foodand other raw products in Europe. These products repre- 
sent the branch of business in which kor oan number of our peo- 
ple are occupied, namely, in the agricult employments, wherein 
nearly 50 per cent. of our people are employed. 

Wages in this country are therefore not regulated by the tariff, 
because whatever wages can be earned by men engaged in the produc- 
tion of agricultural products, the price of which is fixed abroad, must 
be the rate of wages which will be paid substantially in every other 
branchof business. If other branches pay better, labor will quit agri- 
culture and take to manufacture; and, vice versa, if agriculture pays 
better mannfactures will decline and agriculture will progress. 
Wages, like water, seek a level. Thus we dispose of the first er 
fallacy of the protection system, which declares that a high tariff pro- 
duces high wages, The wagesof labor at any given time depend upon 
demand and supply. They will be high when our products are all 
wanted; they will be low when there is a surplus which the world 
will not take. Our great products are agriculture. In years of fam- 
ine the world will take all we have to spare; in years of plenty there 
will be a surplus for which there is no foreign outlet. And in the ab- 
sence of markets for our manufactured products, we are reduced to the 
unnatural position of basing our prosperity upon the misfortunes of 
mankind; when in fact the 8 and comfort of the human race 
ought to be proportioned to the abundance and not the scarcity of 
the necessities of life. 

I have stated that the effect of import duties is to divert enter- 

rise into the production of the articles upon which such duties are 
imposed, provided the natural conditions for their production are 
favorable. The development of the country accommodates itself to 
the situation thus created, and if circumstances or a mistaken policy 
lead to the imposition of other than revenue duties, then the articles 
so taxed will be produced in increasing quantities, nntil the market 
is supplied with the domestic product, and the foreign article is 
rh: cai excluded. A tax thus imposed for revenue at the outset, 
if sufficiently high, first becomes protective, and then becomes pro- 
hibitory in the natural course of events, and the whole industrial 
structure of the country accommodates itself to this condition of 
affairs. Interests of a vast and complicated nature are created, 
intertwining and interlacing with each other, so that any injury to 
one immediately reacts upon all the others, 

If by any possibility, as did occur in our case, the exigencies of 
war require the imposition of taxation on every conceivable form of 
value, and upon an unprecedented scale, then the interests created 
are so powerful, and reach into so many remote connections, that the 
work of reduction becomes not only exceedingly dificult, but very 
dangerous to the immediate welfare of society. The long era of 
depression to which I have adverted was, in my judgment, caused 
by the t waste of capital due to the war and to the false s. 
tem of ce under which we carried on the struggle. High duties 
were absolutely essential to meet the interest upon the public debt 
thus created, and when the reaction came, it was impossible to reduce 
these duties without interfering disastrously with many branches of 
business, which were notwithstanding these high duties at times car- 
ried on at a loss, 

LACK OF EMPLOYMENT. 


The test calamity that can befall a nation is that any con- 
siderable portion of its laboring r should be unable to get 
work. t was the condition between 1873 and 1879. Any con- 


siderable reduction of duties at that time must have added to the 
army of unemployed laborers. In bad times tariff reform is not pos- 
sible; because of the suffering which is produced in special cases at a 
time when the demand for labor is slack. It is only in good times 
that we can attack the problem and hope to introduce reforms. But 
even then these reforms must be so made as not to cripple or inter- 
foro with any considerable existing interest. The object must be not 
to cripple but rather to remove obstructions which interfere with 
the natural and healthy growth of business. 

We must therefore proceed slowly so as not to interfere with the 
occupations of people, and not to dislocate industry to such an extent 
that men are compelled to seek new occupations by a sudden stoppage 
of those in which they areengaged. This has happened in Germany, 
where the new revenue system of a highly protective nature has posi- 
tively destroyed many branches of business and reduced whole towns 
to a condition of destitution. In lowering the duties I would be 
careful to avoid these calamitous consequences, for, as I have said, 
there is no evil in a community equal to the lack of employment for 


those who desire work. Persons out of work not only become demor- 
alized but they compete with others who are employed, reducing the 


standard of comfort and lowering the moral status of the entire com- 


munity. They are not only paupers themselves but they breed pau- 
8 social disease so persistent when once permitted to get a foot- 
old that no amount of moral quarantine is ever adequate to remove it. 
But, on the other hand, if reforms are not introduced we come upon 
another condition of affairs which is even worse than the one which 
we have described and desire to avoid. That condition of affairs 
springs from what is mistaken overproduction—that is, from the pro- 
duction of articles which the world wants but from whose markets we 
are excluded by an unnatural revenue system, shutting us up asif we 
were bounded 1 impassable stone wall. This is the condition in 
which we shall find ourselves whenever by good harvests abroad we 
shall no longer have a foreign market for the surplus products of our 
farms and our plantations. In the ordinary course of nature this 
condition cannot be far distant, and it is for that reason that I fear 
the delay which will be inevitable if action upon the tariff is to be 
postponed until we get the report of any commission, no matter how 
constituted, ‘ 
COMMISSIONS. 


Although the French commissions of inquiry on the tariff simply 
delayed legislation for five years, and then bore no valuable fruits, 
agains, commissions I have no prejudice. In the English system 
of jurisprudence they do most excellent work, and they can be intro- 
duced with t advantage into many branches of our own admin- 
istration, where we are suffering from the lack of a comprehensive 
knowledge of the facts necessary to secure reform. When the Eaton 
bill was introduced two years ago, I was willing to accept it, becauso 
we were then at the outset of an era of prosperity, which I felt sure 
would last long enough for the commission to report, and for co 
lative action to be taken. But now the time for a commission has 
passed by. Thecountry cannot afford to wait for the results of its 
investigations. The business of the country is still 8 but 
the conditions on which its prosperity rests have greatly changed 
since the Eaton bill was passed by the Senate in the Forty-sixth 
Con Then we had be to enjoy the fruits of a concurrence 
of favorable conditions such as have never existed before in the his- 
tory of this or any other country. 


CAUSES OF PROSPERITY. 


For six years, between 1873 and 1879, the country had been econo- 
mizing its resources and paying its debts. It was a period of the 
strictest economy, public and private, and of the accumulation of 
capital in the shape of convertible assets. The transfer of floating 
into fixed capital had practically ceased, and is sufficient to account 
for the want of an adequate demand for labor in the ordinary chan- 
nels of business. It wasa period of incubation and of recuperation. 
The resources of the country had been overstrained and exhansted 
by the expenditures of the war, and by the delirium of an incontro- 
vertible paper currency, which produced an unnatural exhilaration 
in the industrial system. The reaction was necessarily severe. It 
did not and could not cease until the currency was placed on the 
solid basis of convertibility into gold, the universal standard of value 
in the world of commerce, This restoration of the currency of itself 
set free as money, and added to its available stock, all the accumu- 
lation of the precious metals in the Treasury, which before had been 
as dormant as if they were still locked up in the mines whence they 
had been extracted. It is the sy circulation of money and its 
availability for immediate use, rather than its mere existence which 
produce activity in business and inspire a healthy trade. The free- 
ing of $250,000,000 of coin, before denied an outlet into the channels 
of commerce would alone have been sufficient to restore confidence 
and give new life to the energies of the le. 

But contemporaneous with the resumption of specie payments, 
and preceding it for a sufficient time to make resumption possible 
came the period of famine in Europe and of abundance in the United 
States, whereby the balance of trade, so long adverse, was turned in 
our favor, and from being a debtor nation we were enabled to pay 
off all our floating obligations, largely to reduce our permanent 
debt to foreigners, and to draw from Europe a vast sum in actual 
specie: in 1879, $12,853,594; in 1880, $85,239,284; in 1881, $105,393,594 ; 
making a total of $203,481,472 up to the month of January, 1882, when 
the tide turned, and the outward current has set in. Besides this 
great addition to our reserves of specie we were able to retain the en- 
tire production of our gold and silver mines, amounting in the same 
period to over $200,000,000, making a total addition in t years to 
the bullion and coin reserves of the country of over $400,000,000, a 
sum which dwarfs the treasures of “Ormus or of Ind,” recalling the 
tide of wealth which after the discovery of America served, through 
Spanish channels, to revolutionize the whole face of European com- 
merce. 

Besides such causes as these, with the effect of which economists 
were familiar and could predict, there was another element in regard 
to which no previous experience existed, and which added to the net 
profits of our foreign trade an amount which has not been estimated, 
and which but few persons appreciate. I refer to the cheapening of 
transportation caused by the substitution of steel for iron rails, and 
the genera! introduction of screw propellers and compound engines 
into ocean steamers. The economy of these improvements has inured 
to the benefit of the United States chiefly, and the reduction in cost 
has been added to the profits of the producers upon this side of the 
ocean, while it has not been of corresponding advantage to the coun- 
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tries who compete with us for supplying the manufacturing nations 
of Europe with food. 

The current price of grain, like that of other products, depends upon 
the demand and supply from day today and from week to week, but the 
underlying and pre-existing conditions of production determine the 
average price at which grain may be permanently and R sup- 
plied. In Great Britain, which affords the great market for our food 
products, the cost of production is increased by a system of rents 
which must be added to the natural cost of pronaci. Our great 
competitors for supplying the English markets with n are yet 
without any considerable railroad system, lacks the best tools of pro- 
duction, such as plows, reapers, and ing-machines, and have no 
elevators for handling grain at the ports of shipment. 

Such were in brief the conditions of competition when our railroad 
system, steadily growing and expanding, reached the test and 
most fertile portions of the wheat-growing regions of the valleys of 
the Mississippi, the Missouri, the Saskatchewan Rivers and their 
tributaries. The introduction of steel rails, the cost of producing 
which had, by inyention and experience, been reduced to an equal- 
ity with iron rails, so rapidly brought down the expense of trans- 
portation, that within ten years the charges of carrying grain have 
been rednced from 1.59 cents to .3945 cents per ton per mile dur- 
ing the recent railroad war. In the same manner the cost of ocean 
freights has been reduced from 10.56 pno in 1873 to 4.13 pence in 
1881 for a bushel estimated to weigh 60 pounds. The whole of this 
reduction in the cost of transportation from the farms of the West to 
the grain markets of Europe has gone into the pockets of the pro- 
ducers and has been added to the wealth of the United States, and 
this has happened because the unusual scarcity of food in Enrope has 
afforded an adequate market for our entire surplus. I estimate that 
the sum thus added to our national wealth in t years amounts to 
a sum larger, including the saving on domestic consumption, than 
the whole value of the food products which we have exported to 
foreign countries. 

To Sir Henry Bessemer chiefly, and to our lately deceased country- 
man, Alexander Lyman Holley, who perfected Bessemer’s invention, 
do we owe these vast results, which are rapidly changing the face of 
society, undermining the strongholds of privilege and monopoly, and 
will ultimately transfer the poy of industry from the European to 
the American continent, unless we obstruct the course of nature by 
artificial impediments and unwise legislation. 

The result of this great invention is already to be seen and felt in 
the land movement in Ireland, Scotland, and England, certain to 
end in the downfall of the aristocratic system, and the transfer of the 
land on equitable conditions to the actual cultivators of the soil. 
When this is accomplished the margin of profit now realized from sup- 
plying Europe with food will be reduced, and for this curtailment of 
profit we must prepare by making the conditions and cost of produc- 
tion more favorable than they are now. In other words, every obstruc- 
tion to the cheap production of food from unnecessary taxes, either 
national or municipal, must be removed, and every possible element 
of economy must be introduced. But the pressure from this direc- 
tion is not yet felt, and will not be felt until abundant harvests in 
Europe shall reduce the average price of grain. 

Now, the result of the cessation of the era of depression, stagna- 
tion, rest, and recuperation which followed the panic of 1873, and 
of the revival of business due to the substitution of good money for 
bad money—of the fortunate concurrence of unlimited markets for 
our food products, with the cheapening of transportation due to the 
. of new and most beneficent inventions, of which we are 
able to appropriate the first and best fruits, has been to reopen the 
channels of immigration which had been closed for five long and weary 

ears, thus restoring an element of growth and prosperity which had 
tan absent for a time. The num of immigrants who came to 
our shores in 1879 was 250,565; in 1880, 593,703; in 1881, 720,045, 
making a total in three years of nearly 1,600,000 persons—exceeding 
the combined population of Maine, New Hampshire, and Rhode 
Island—and if it should continue as it is now proceeding in three 
years more the number of immigrants for six years will exceed the 
entire population of New England. 

In the main this addition of our population consists of a hardy, 
frugal, and industrious class, who go direct to the land and aid in 
producing the products which we sell abroad. They have thus en- 
abled us practically to reap the vast profit which has made the 
revival of business in this country a possibility and areality. They 
have brought us not only bone and sinew and muscle but in actual 
money an amount which in the year 1881 is estimated to have ex- 
ceeded sixty millions of dollars; and if ever a human being in the 
prime of life had a market value of $1,000, then the productive 
power of this nation was increased over $700,000,000 by the emi- 
grants who reached our shores in a single year. 

I have not time to pursue further the estimate and statement of 
the inconceivable advance made by the United States during the last 
ten years in all the elements of wealth, and in the fundamental con- 
ditions which produce prosperity and business, The increase in popu- 
lation alone amounts to 30 per cent., but this increase gives but little 
idea of the growth of wealth during the decade which has just closed. 
When the census fi are available it will be found that we have 
made vast strides in the accumulation of capital, in the capacity for 
production, and in the development of the fundamental conditions 
upoh which we may hope to enter into the great markets of the world 


oct the products of our genius and industry applied to the forces 
of nature. 

It is estimated by the best authorities that the wealth of the world 
inereases, at the present time, at the rate of $10,000,000 per day, to 
which the United States contributes from one-quarter to about one- 
third, and therefore grows richer at the rate of $2,500,000 with each 
revolution of the sun; but this increase, amounting to $1,000,000,000 
annually, depends upon our having full employment for our labor in 
channels where it is usefully bestowed. 

HOW TO INSURE PROSPERITY. 

I have entered into this exhaustive, and ibly exhaustive 
analysis of the causes which have produced the improved and satis- 
factory condition of business, in order to demonstrate my second 
proposition, which is, that the existing tariff has been as powerless to * 
duce the prosperity we no enjoy as it was to prevent the d ion of busi 
ness from which, happily, we emerged in 1879, which it then served to 
aggravate by rt da A access to foreign markets for our manu- 
factured products. spite of the tariff, and not because of it, we 
alone of all the nations of the world can be said to be in a pros- 
perous condition. To insure the continuance of this prosperity is 
the first and highest duty of statesmanship. If it can be made 
permanent by sitting still, by refraining from legislation, then Con- 
gress should not meddle with our revenue system, no matter what 
may be our preconceived notions on vexed economic questions, 
whether we be the devotees of free trade or the advocates of protec- 
tion. When things are well and likely to continue well quieta non 
movere is the safest rule of statesmanship. But if we can detect the 
clouds which precede the storm in the industrial world, then it is our 
duty to provide against the coming rs and to avert, as far as we 
can, its disastrous co: uences from the firesides of those who have 
sent us here to protect the present and provide for the future wel- 


‘fare of the people. 


If it were done, when tis done, then twere well 
It were done quickly. 

Let us then see how far the causes of our present prosperity are con- 
tinuing causes—how far they are permanent, and how far they are 
transitory. In considering this question let me say that the great 
natural resources upon which the prosperity of the country is founded 
cannot in our ey. exhausted or sensibly impaired. We have in 
fact but explored the outcrop of the treasures with which our com- 
mon country is endowed, There will be a population of 200,000,000 
before there can be any pressure for room, or upon the means of sub- 
sistence, provided perfect freedom for development and for the inter- 
change of commodities is secured and access for our products is not 
denied to the open markets of the world. 

We may also assume that the free Government under which we have 
grown withsuch marvelous strides and which is so admirably adapted 
to full continental development will be preserved by the people, 
who comprehend that civil liberty is the corner-stone upon which 
individual enterprise and personal prosperity are found 

We may conclude that the benefits of a sound currency are now 
so fully understood that nothing short of the exigencies of a great 
civil conflict, apparently and happily now impossible, will ever be 
permitted to disturb or banish the metallic money of the Constitu- 
tion and of the fathers. But we shall not again e ience the stim- 
ulus which was given to confidence and enterprise y the resumption 
of specie payments. That work is done, and, as I hope, with the 
coming decision of the Supreme Court in regard tolegal-tender issues, 
will never have to be encountered again. The benefit of a sound 
currency will be a continuing one, but the stimulus of its recovery 
is exhausted and cannot be renewed. 

So in like manner we shall never again, in all human probability, 
feel the sudden and incalculable benefit of a at reduction in the 
cost of transportation. It is inconceivable that another Bessemer 
invention can in our day be made and perfected. If ever there is 
to be another benefaction in this direction, it must come from the 
superseding of railroads by some other or better mode of transporta- 
tion, in the air or in the water, or by some improvement in motive 
power through the gate which has of late been opened by the prog- 
ress of electrical science. But so far as human judgment can pre- 
dict the cost of railroad tra rtation reached its minimum during 
the recent war of the trunk lines, 

What cause then remains to insure to us a continuance of our pros- 
perity? Only the access which we have to the foreign markets of 
the world for our raw products. What are the facts in regard to 
these markets, and the prospect of their continuing to absorb not only 
the quantity heretofore taken but the increasing surplus which we 
got m the steadily increasing acreage brought into cultivation. 

or three years past we have been relieved from the necessity of ask- 
ing or considering this question, but to-day it presses upon us for solu- 
tion. Already the change has commenced. The official returns from 
the year 1881 are now available, and cast an electric light upon the 
dangers of our present condition. The change is tively start- 
ling and must arrest the attention of every thoughtful student of 
public affairs, 

THE SITUATION. 

The exports of 1880 were $875,564,075; the exports of 1881 were 
$814,161,573, showing a decrease of $61,402,502. This decrease of 
itself would be most suggestive of serious ch in our commer- 


cial position, but when it is found that the whole of this enormous 
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decrease has taken place during the last four months of the year 
and is therefore going on at the rate of $180,000,000 per annum, we 
cannot shut our eyes to the peril of the situation. 

While the exports have thus decreased the imports have increased 
in the last five months of the year $32,000,000, or at the rate of nearly 
$80,000,000 per annum. If the same 8 should continue 
during the year 1882—and so far as the month of January is con- 
cerned it has continued—the change will amount to over „000,000 
in our international balance-sheet. The balance in our favor in the 
fiscal year 1881, amounting to the enormous sum of $259,712,713, 
would thus be totally 5 and we should be compelled to 
algo e the treasures of and silver, of stocks and bonds, which 
we have accumulated during the past three years of plenty with us 
and famine with our customers. 

What will be the actual result I do not pretend to predict, but the 
shipments of gold have already commenced, the stock exchanges of the 
country are deeply disturbed, and values have seriously fallen; mer- 
cantile failures are increasing and confidence is impaired, so that a 
halt has already been called upon enterprises of a speculative charac- 
ter, while others, based upon sound principles, are compelled to move 
with great caution. The situation, if not ing, is very serious. If 
there is not likely to bea sufficient outlet abroad for our surplus pro- 
ducts they must be consumed at home or perish in storehouses and 
granaries. We can all recollect such periods in our history and know 
what depression, distress, and general disaster such a surplus of pro- 
ducts not needed for consumption is sure to entail; our very abun- 
dance becomes the source of our misery. 

This brings me to my third proposition, which is, that access to the 
open markets of the world for our manufactured products is essential to the 
continuance of our prosperity. 


STEPS TO BE TAKEN. 


If we could consume our surplus food in the production of manufact- 
ured articles which conld find an outlet in the open markets of the 
world, which we could sell in competition with other nations, who are 
not impeded by charges upon raw materials, we could at least, if no 
longer able to draw into our coffers the accumulations of gold and 
silver with which our industry has been fructified—we could at least 
find occupation for our working population, and gradually establish 
our industries upon so broad a basis that the failure or superabun- 
dance of a single harvest would not affect their general stability. It 
is true that we cannot hope to provide remedial measures which will 

produce immediate results, but any improvement in the conditions 

or production by which our markets may be widened will moderate 
the impending calamity and shorten its duration. Any delay in re- 
moving these obstructions is not only dangerous but 3 crim- 
inal. Congress will be held to a strict account for its sins of omission 
as well as of commission. So far as we have the knowledge and ex- 
perience, we are bound to apply it at once to the problem which is 
upon us and demands solution, If there be things which require 
investigation before action, let them by all e investigated; 
but while we are waiting for the results of this investigation neither 
public opinion nor our own conscience will justify us in postponing 
the consideration of the reforms for which the knowledge exists, the 
facts are accumulated, and the need is urgent. 

What steps can then be taken in order to relieve the force of the 
calamity which will result from being cut off from the abundant mar- 
kets which we have had for our surplus products during the last 
three years ? 

Happily in considering the situation we are relieved from all the 
necessity of deciding the vexed question of free trade or protection. 
That question, important as it is, is not now involved in the work 
before us. I have already pointed out that interests have grown u 
under the existing tariff, which has lasted for twenty years, of sak 
a vast and complicated nature, and employing such a large propor- 
tion of our populatian that any interference which would tend to 
dislocate this industry, that would be likely to impair its efficiency 
and not advance the substantial elements of its prosperity growth, 
and increase, would not only be an act of folly but wo å produce 
results so disastrous to the whole community that no party or set 
of men who might undertake it would be sustained by the popular 
approval, but would be consigned to oblivion at least for a genera- 
tion, I have already pointed out the direction in which the reforms 
may be undertaken, and the obstructions to the development and 
growth of our industry interposed by the tariff may be removed, 
nos any without injury to any existing interest, but to its positive 

enetit. 
BENEFICENT EFFECT OF REDUCING TAXATION. 


The existing tariff was enacted as a war measure, intended to raise 
revenue at any cost. It succeeded in its pornos To-day it pro- 
duces 8150, 000,000 annually more than is needed for the national 
expenditure. To that extent it imposes an unnecessary burden upon 
the productive energies of the people. It is a tax upon consumption 
and is substantially a per capita tax, and therefore presses with 
peculiar severity upon the working classes. If this surplus tax were 
not collected there would be just so much more left in the pockets 
of those who pay it. Stated in its simplest form, it is an unnecessary 
tax of $3 per head upon eachinhabitant of the country. Assuming 
that each workman supports five persons, including himself, he is 
paying an unnecessary tax of $15 a year. If this tax were removed 

would either have $15 more in cash to expend, which would in- 
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crease the general volume of business and the demand for labor, or 
he could afford, in case of close competition, to take $15 less wages, 
which would cheapen the cost of new products and enable new mar- 


kets to be sec . Obviously, then, it is the immediate duty of 
Con to remove this excessive tax, in order that either the remu- 
neration of labor may be enhanced, or the market for it enlarged, at 
the time when it is t tened with restricted markets abroad for 
its products, and restricted employment at home. Nor can this duty 
be postponed or delayed without aggravating the distress which 
must inevitably fall upon the working classes, when the demand for 
labor is narrowed by any cause whatever. And here let me say that 
Congress, in giving attention to what the best interests of the work- 
men of the country demand, will best serve the interests of capital 
which, so long as it has the protection of law common to all pro- 
perty, needs no special protection, and least of all protection at the 
expense of the normal remuneration of labor. 

n reforming the tariff I would select first the raw materials of 
industry and waste products as proper subjects to be transferred to 
the free list. This change will lead at once to the extension of many 
branches of business and the establishment of many new avenues 
for labor. No injury will be done to any existing interest, because 
on these raw ae the freight is always sufficient to compensate 
for the difference of the rate of wages prevailing in this country, and 
in the countries from which these products are imported. Many of 
these raw materials are needed for mixing with our own materials, 
and indeed many branches of industry cannot be successfully con- 
ducted without such admixture. Every pound of foreign material 
thus imported will enable an additional quantity of our own mate- 
rials to be used, and in this way the market for these materials and 
the area for the employment of labor will be greatly and steadily 
enlarged. The abolition of the duty on raw materials will then 
enable us to make a co nding reduction in the duties imposed 
on the manufactured products of which they are a component part. 
This reduction of duty on the manufactured product will lead to 
lower prices, which in their turn will produce a larger consumption, 
whereby the area of employment will again be enlarged. Notably 
in this class of reduction will be placed the manufactures of cotton, 
wool, iron, steel, and many chemical products. This will relieve us 
from the necessity for raising duties in any case, as was proposed in 
what is known as the McKinley bill. In the rearrangement of the 
tariff upon this basis, I shall be able to produce the testimony of the 
most intelligent manufacturers engaged in these great branches of 
industry. that the result will be beneficial and not injurious. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from New York has 


expired. 

Mr, McKINLEY. I move the time of the gentleman from New 
York be extended indefinitely. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and it is ordered 
accordin Bly 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I am much obliged to the gentleman 
from Ohio and of the House for their courtesy, 

PROTECTIVE DUTIES. 

The argument for protective duties is based entirely upon the differ- 
ence which exists between the compensation for labor paid in this 
country and in the countries with which wecompete. [have already 
shown that this difference is not due to protective duties and can- 
not be affected by them, but arises from the great natural advan- 
tages which the labor of this country enjoys and from the absence of 
vast standing armies, which elsewhere consume the substance of the 
people. But the difference in wages does exist, and there are branches 
of industry which cannot be carried on without an equivalent sees Ste 
sation in the form of protective duties, or of a bounty from the public 
treasury, Whether it would have been better originally that these 
branches of ee should never have received any artificial stimu- 
lus, is a question which it is not necessary now to discuss. They do 
exist as the result of a revenue system, which is the growth of a 
hundred years, and I do not think that there is anywhere the wish 
ifthere be anywhere the power, to strike these industries down. i 
acknowledge, therefore, and I assert, that at this late day it is not pos- 
sible, nor politic, to reorganize our general business upon any other 
basis, than that which recognizes, and so long as possible perpetuates, 
the difference which exists in the rate of wages, because even if the 
purchasing power of our wages were no greater than those which are 
paid by our competitor, we make a very great gain when we exchange 
products produced at a high rate of wages with nations where a lower 
rate of wages prevails. we sell our labor abroad at $1 per day and 
purchase the products of foreign labor equally efficient at fifty cents 

r day, we get the fruits of two days labor in exchange for one. 

ence, it is our interest not to cut off and restrict foreign trade, but 
to give it the largest expansion which is possible without reducing 
the rate of wages paid in this country, 

It is thus that foreign commerce is ee not uy the interposi- 
tion of obstructive charges, as my colleague from New York [Mr. IIIS- 
cock] seemed to suppose in his recent remarks, but by the removal 
of e PEYE in the way of the interchange of commodities which 
are pr uced with less labor in our country than in the other with 
which it exchanges. 

As long, then, as the higher rate of wages may be maintained in 
this country, and as long as we desire to preserve those branches of 
business wherein the higher rate makes it impossible for us to com- 
pete on even terms with other nations, we must so arrange the tariff 


es 
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that in these branches, there is a rate of duty established which will 
compensate for the difference of the cost of labor in each. In order 
to do this we must determine, first, what is the actual difference in 
the rate of wages, and, secondly, how the duty shall be applied in each 
case in order to compensate for this difference. 

I shall not have time to go into details as to the difference in the 
rate of wages, but I will append to these remarks the tables which 
were constructed in the State Department in 1879, giving the differ- 
ent rates of wages and the cost of food in the different countries of 
the world in the year 1878, when we were lowest not only in this 
country butin allcountries. It will be sufficient for me now to say, 
that as between Great Britain and the United States, the rate of wages 
is on the i about 50 per cent. Pagnon here than there. It is 
true that skilled labor ismuch more highly paid in the United States 
than in Great Britain, while the difference in common labor is not so 

t as I have stated; but the tendency of modern industry is to 
introduce machinery by which the amount of skilled labor employed 
issteadily reduced. Thisisstrikingly illustrated in the manufacture 
of Bessemer steel, where, although the profits have been upon a scale 
of unprecedented magnitude, the wages e for common labor in 
Pennsylvania ($1.17 per head) is precisely the same as the wages paid 
for the same class of labor in iron works, while the w. for skilled 
labor in the Bessemer steel works are very much less the wages 
paid for skilled labor in iron works, being $2.46 per day in the former 
and $3.03 per day in the latter. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Is that on account of skill? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. No; because by the machinery of 
the Bessemer steel works another set of faculties in the human con- 
stitution is called into exercise. It is rather in the eye you want 
skill there than in the manipulation, while in the iron works it is 
rather the skilled hand than the skilled eye. 


INDUSTRIES DEPENDENT ON PROTECTION. 


The branches of business which are dependent upon the tariff are 
chiefly the manufactures of cotton, wool, flax, iron and steel, pot- 
tery, and silk. They employ a large number of operatives, although 
by no means so 75 E a ratio of the population as is 
posed, probably not exceeding 7} percent. If the works engaged in 
these manufactures were stopped, the persons employed would doubt- 
less be absorbed in other branches of business without affecting 
materially the wages of labor. We have in fact absorbed in the last 
three years a foreign immigration far larger than all the population 
depending upon the manufacture of iron and steel, and we have 
done this not only without reducing the wages of labor but in the 
face of an actual rise in wages. Nevertheless during the process of 
absorption very great suffering would be entailed upon the work- 
men who would be thus compelled to seek new occupations. Their 

resent business has been assigned to them not of their own choice 

ut by the operation of laws which did not make, but which were 
made very largely in order to save the lifeof the nation in its hour 
of peril. In dealing with these interests, therefore, we have eve 
motive to be considerate and just, and in effecting reforms whic 
we believe to be necessary, because they are inevitable, we must take 
care not to narrow or close up the immediate ayenues of employment 
for any class, which depends upon the industries 5 pro- 
tective duties for their continued existence. In determining the rate 
of duty which each one of these branches requires, it will be neces- 
sary to ascertain the ratio which the labor employed in each bears 
to the market value of the products when produced. The ratio is not 
always the same in different industries between the cost of the labor 
and the cost of the raw material. From the examinations which I 
have made, the results of which only it is here possible to give, I am 
satisfied that in the cotton manufactures duties varying between 25 
and 30 per cent. will be sufficient, in the woolen business from 30 to 35 
per cent., in the iron and steel business from 35 to 50 per cent., in the 
3 business about the same rates, and in the silk business about 

per cent. would cover the difference in labor, provided the duties 
are entirely removed from the raw materials used in these several 
branches of manufacture. Now, if it be conceded, or can be demon- 
strated, that these rates are sufficient in order to compensate for the 
difference in the wages of labor, we have simply to apply them in 
order to meet the demands of those who insist and concede that 
the tariff must afford adequate protection to American labor. 
TARIFF FOR REVENUE ADEQUATE FOR PROTECTION. 

While I myself believe with General Garfield, that “revenue is the 
primary object of a tariff,” and protection ay. the necessary incident, 
and otherwise neither lawful nor desirable, I find there is in reality a 
substantial harmony of interests in ing a tariff, whether designed 
for revenue or protection, looking to the interests of the whole com- 
munity, in which the consumer is entitled to protection equally with 
the producer. It isidle to adopt a rate of duty which produces no 
revenue, therefore in devis ng a revenue tariff the rate to be adopted 
sho ald be that which produces the amount of revenue required on the 
average of years. In the very nature of the case the results of such 
a duty must be fluctuating, at times admitting of large importations 
and at other times absolutely preventing importations. Now, the 
only time when the competition of foreign products is to be dreaded 
is when prices are low and foreign nations seek to flood our market 
with their surplus products. At such times, it is the part of wisdom 
to preserve our home market for our own industry if possible. Em- 
ployment is then slack, and any considerable introduction of foreign 


nerally sup- 


goods tends to diminish the demand for home labor, and I have already 
pointed out the evils which result when any considerable part of the 
population seeks work in vain. 

Now, the amount of duty which is required to preserve ourhome 
market under such circumstances becomes a revenue rate of duty 
when prices begin to rise and importations are resumed. While pro- 
tecting the American producer in his hour of need, it then protects 
the American consumer by keeping the prices in check and givi 
him a chance of supplying his wants abroad, in case he cannot ge' 
what he wants at a fair price at home. In other words, the revenue 
duty properly applied, protects the producer when he needs protec- 
tion and protects the consumer when he needs protection, while, 
so far as the Treasury is concerned, it receives on the ave: of 
years a reasonable and adequate contribution from the trade of the 
country. 

Thus it is apparent that “a tariff with incidental protection” and 
“a tariff for revenue only” are in effect identical and are converti- 
ble phrases. This proposition is, however, only true of specific and 
not of ad valorem duties. If the duty rises with the price, the con- 
sumer is cut off from the 8 of fair competition, while the 
producer gets the benefit of a high duty when he does not need 5 
and finds the duty fall to an unprotecting point when he does 
it. If, therefore, the normal rate of duty be 35 per cent., or what- 
ever it may be, it should be applied to the average price of the com- 
modity, and the specific amount thus arrived at should be the rate 
of du Kopen in any Proposa tariff. 

PDEGRAFF, of Ohio. What does the gentleman mean by 
needed protection of industries ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. They would receive all necessary 
protection. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him what he means by necessary protection, as he claims that no pro- 
tection is necessary ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Ifthe gentleman will recall what I 
have already said he will see that I enumerated several branches of 
business in this country which could not exist in competition with 
foreign countries unless the difference in the rate of w was com- 
pensated by countervailing duties, and that is what I mean by needed 
protection. 

MONOPOLIES TO BE AVOIDED. 

I have thus established my fourth proposition, which is, that a tariff 
designed to produce an adequate revenne on the average of years will give 
all the protection which American industry needs; and in I think I 
have shown thatthe true revenue duty coincides with, and affords the 
protection which, on any reasonable theory of equivalents, can be de- 
manded for American industry, and I have given a rule easy to be ap- 
plied for formulating the rates required for this purpose. Any other 
method of procedure has, and would have, only the effect to build up 
special interests at the expense of the general good, and to produce 
anomalies which are at war not only with the fundamental princi- 
ples of economic science but with the welfare of the community. 
The manufacture of steel rails affords an example of this violation 
of sound principle. The duty which was once a reasonable appli- 
cation of the ad valorem principle has become in the course of time, 
by the progress of invention and experience, concerts and prohib- 
itory, and has produced some results so remarkable that they should 
be recorded as a warning. 

Last year the production of steel rails in this country was in round 
numbers a million of tons. Inasmuch as the demand exceeded the 
supply the whole or nearly the whole duty ($28 pe ton) was added 
to the price. I think Iam justified in saying from my knowledge 
of the business, that the pon of last year were between fifteen 
and twenty millions of dollars on an original investment of not more 
than the same amount. Now, if this vast profit had been divided 
between the owners of the works and the labor employed in operat- 
ing them, the community at large, although still paying an extrava- 
gant price for the steel rails which they require, might perhaps look 
with some complacency upon the exactions to which they have been 
subjected by the operation of the law; but the inexorable rule, that 
wages are determined by demand and supply, applies itself to the 
manufacture of steel rails with the same certainty that it operates 
in other branches of business. 

According to the census returns the workmen employed in the 
Bessemer steel works in 1880 were 10,835 in number, and were 
$4,930,340, being at the rate of $460 per head, while in the iron works 
80,133 workmen received $34,047,099, being at the rate of about 
$450 per head. As a matter of fact, I oe they were paid at ex- 
actly the same rate on the ave But there was this remarkable 
difference between the two branches of business: in the steel works 


$5,000,000 paid out in w produced a profit of from fifteen to 
twenty millions of dollars to the proprietors, while in the iron works 
$5,000,000 paid out in wages did not produce more than $1,000,000 protit 


to the owners. At least in my own experience the profits in the man- 
ufacture of iron do not exceed on the average of years 20 per cent. 
of the amount paid out in w. and 1880 was an average and not 
an exceptional year. The operation of the tariff therefore, so far as 
steel rails are concerned, is not to benefit the working classes, who 
are not paid at any higher rate than they would be paid in any other 
branch of business, but to take from the community at large at least 
fifteen times, if not twenty times, as much profit as tko general average 
business of the country will warrant. It is thus that the rich grow 
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richer and the poor poorer, and it is facts such as these that call upon 
us in solemn tones and without delay to remove from the statute- 
book all legislation which tends to aggravate the inequalities of for- 
tune. 


COMMISSION UNNECESSARY. 

The principles I have laid down can be applied without the aid 
of any commission. As I have already said, the information is al- 
ready in the possession of the Committee on Ways and Means, or 
within the knowledge of members of this House. If the committee 
is disinclined to undertake the task of applying these principles, 
then let the Representatives in Con assembled undertake it 
and constitute special committees for the work. There is no leading 
branch of business which is not represented in this House. Mem- 
bers here know what measures of reduction can be permitted and 
what raw materials can be admitted free. To this work of reform 
both parties are committed. President Arthur in his letter of aecept- 
ance used the following language: 

Such changes should be made in the present tariff system of taxation as will 
relieve every burdened industry and enable our artisans and manufacturers to 
compete successfully with those of other lands. 

On the other hand the Democrats, when they planted themselves 
upon a tariff for revenne only, declared through their leading men, 
and by ever anthority whose utterances are worth considering, that 
their only intention was to remove the obstructions to the growth of 
industry by making raw materials free sadby establishing a rate of 
duty whic would be just as between the producer and the consumer, 
protecting each at the time when each needed protection. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Is the gentleman in favor of the abolition of the 
duty on wool? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I am absolutely in favor of the abo- 
lition of the duty on wool, and I am confirmed in this view by the 
opinion of the largest wool manufacturer in the United States. If 
the wool-growers have removed from them the burdens of the extra 
pao they pay on . consume they will receive ample 

demnity for any sacrifice they may make in the reduction of the 
duty on wool. 

CONSEQUENCES OF DELAY. 

My fifth proposition is, that pee shall fail to deal with this question 
now and at once, it is inevitable that we shall soon be relegated to the con- 
dition of suffering in which we found ourselves during the trying era between 
1873 and 1879. During that period of suffering we had all the benefit 
which a protective tariff cau offer, for the tariff we have now was 
the tariff we had then, and yet business was never so bad, employ- 
ment never so hard to get, and wages were never at a lower ebb. 
This fact is sufficient demonstration that the tariff does not and 
cannot control the rate of wages, or provide an avenue for labor, 
except in the one contingency when foreigners eek to make a mar- 
ket for their surplus products in a period of general stagnation, and 
for this contingency a tariff designed for revenue on the average of 

ears, as I have already shown, fully provides. What troubled us 
n that sad time of depression was the fact that, weighted as we 
were with duties upon the materials which lie at the basis of indus- 
try, we could not get access to the general markets of the world for 
our products. When such a period returns, as return it will, we shall 
encounter precisely the same difficulty, but it will be aggravated 
beyond any past 8 by the great increase in the capacity 
for production which we have been making during the last four 


ears. 
X Mr. KELLEY. Could England find a market for her products 
during the era to which the gentleman refers ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. It could not. 

Mr. KELLEY. Then it was not protective duties which shut our 
commodities out of other markets? But was it not the inability of 
the people to consume? And further, did that not come froma 
financial cause, namely, the suppression by Germany of the great 
part of her paper—of bank notes under $25, or £5 sterling, the abro- 
gation of the use of silver by 1 the steady application of our 
surplus revenue to the contraction of our“ Serene ?” L am not 
going into a discussion of which is money, but to assert that green- 

acks performed the functions of money. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. But Iam afraid the gentleman is. 

Mr. KELLEY. They were then performing the service of money, 
but the demonetization of silver by this Government through the 
withdrawal of the medium of exchange from the world by these two 
governments, did it not paralyze industry, the consumptive capacity 
of the whole world? No tariff can control such contingencies. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. 
ing that his long question is a conundrum proper to be ad 
the Republican party. They framed all this legislation. 

Mr. KELLEY. Oh, no; they did not frame the German legisla- 
tion. 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I did not ae the gentleman, 
but let him have his own time. They framed all the financial legi 

lation of this country. They created this system of taxation which 
I think one of the worst ever constructed, and which contributed 
more than anything else to bring on the financial depression to which 
he refers. When we got back to the solid Democratic ground of hard 
money then we got back to prosperity. I answer the gentleman, 
therefore, in this wise: if he is, like Martha of old, troubled about 
the many things he has pointed ont to me, I ask that he go over to 


EWITT, of New York. I will answer the gentleman by say- 
dressed to 


his own side and settle it with his own people. 


[Laughter and 
applause. 


Mr. KELLEY. I should like the gentleman to answer whether I 
did not name the causes. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. You named a great many causes, 
but I find the puranen generally omits the right cause, which is in 
TE can a high prohibitory and destructive and obstructive tariff. 

ppiause. 

Mr. KELLEY. I refer to that period, and ask the gentleman 
whether I attribute to the right causes, to the coincident demonetiza- 
tion of silver by the United States? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I have heard the whole catalogue. 

Mr. TRELER To the contraction of money by those two govern- 
ments 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I answer the gentleman that many 
things enter into good times and bad times, that this is a very big 
world, that its condition at any one timo is the resultant not spring- 
ing from one nation but from all nations. All nations contributed 
to the period of depression to which the gentleman referred, each in 
its own way, and we contributed most seriously by our obstructive 
tariff, which refused to allow onr people to exchange their products 
which they would have been glad to sell for the products of other 
nations, which these nations were able to produce at a less cost than 
we were able to produce the same articles. Next to the destructions 
caused by the civil war that was the chief canse of that long period 
of depression. [Applause. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. Had Germany or England a prohibitory or de- 
„ tariff at that time, and did not both suffer in common with 


us 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. They suffered from onr inability to 
consume, and our inability to consume was the result of a bad finan- 
cial system coupled with our obstructive tariff. [Applause.] 

Mr. BRUMM. Willthe gentleman now permit me to ask hima 
question! 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Certainly, The House has kindly 
extended my time, and I shall be glad to answer any question gen- 
tlemen desire to ask. 

Mr. BRUMM. As I understand it, the gentleman from New York 
has stated that the tariff prevents the interchange of our commer- 
cial articles with foreign nations; in other words, that it has pre- 
vented us from sending abroad those articles which we produce to 
receive in return those which we consume. Now, the question is this, 
Did that tariff interfere in any manner to preveut the farmers of the 
West, who had their corn piled up by millions of bushels, from ex- 
changing their corn with the coal mines of the East, who had their 
coal piled up Imight say by millionsof tons almost, between whom 
there was no tariff and no obstruction to traffic? Did the tariff pre- 
vent the interchange of those commodities, the miners of the East 
ane for the corn, and the farmers of the West freezing for the 
coa 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Really I do not know why the farmers 
in the West, whose farms are near the great cval fields which under- 
lie the State of Illinois, almost the entire State, also great portions 
of Indiana and of Iowa and a considerable part of Missouri and Kan- 
sas, in allof which States vast bodies of coal are known to exist—I 
say I do not know why they should be so exceedingly anxious to ex- 
change their produce for that commodity derived from the East, 
when they have it at their own doors in superabundance and profu- 
sion. It would be “ ing coals to New Castle.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is coal enough in my own district to sup- 
DIY Ermas Ivania for a thousand years. 

r. WHITE. And enough in Kentucky to accomplish the same. 

Mr. BRUMM. But how does the gentleman from New York an- 
swer the ee on the part of the miners who were starving for 
the corn 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I answered that question some time 
ago, but I may as well take this occasion to answer another state- 
ment made by the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. Kasson,] that our 
tout was better employed at the present time than labor in Eng- 

n 

The coal miners in Pennsylvania to-day are working only on half 
time, or else are on a strike, there being but few coal mines there 
now worked on full time. From my personal knowledge I am en- 
abled to state that the coal miners o that region are absolutely suf- 
fering for the comforts of life for themselves and their families, the 
result of this stoppage of work. The condition of these coal miners 
is the fruit of a protective system, a system that has built up an 
unnatural industry, for the product of which there is no sale in 
5 at the unnatural cost of production. If they could 
sell this coal the miners would be at work, and there would be com- 
fort among them instead of e <a 

But I will go astep further. The gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. Kas- 
SON, ] in the course of his remarks upon this bill, made a comparison 
between the condition of this industry in England and here. He 
properly took the article of coal as his standard of civilization and 
pro . By the returns just received for 1881, I find the number 
of tons of coal mined to be 154,184,300 tons, against 146,969,409 in 
1880, showing an increase of 7,214,891 tons. ere was also an in- 
crease of the iron ore of 194,040 tons. The increase in the number 


of hands employed is stated at 10,544 in the coal and iron business, 
showing that the coal and iron business is greatly improving and on 
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the increase in Great Britain. To prove that England is not retro- 
grading, I annex a table prepared by Mr. Mulhall, an eminent statis- 
tician, which proves that in all the leading lines of business there has 
been a steady increase of exports, and that the year 1880 is the best 
year for activity in business which Great Britain has ever known: 


Increase of British exports—average annual exportations. 


Decade end. | Decade end - 
Exports. ing 1870. | ing 1880. Tear 1881 

9, 600, 000 15, 050, 000 19, 070, 000 

1, 760, 000 7, 730, 000 3, 710, 000 

880, 000 980, 000 1, 680, 000 

36, 000 43, 000 §2, 000 

12, 300 45, 000 48, 000 

5 3, 200 8, 600 7, 400 

Soa) oy 9, 000 13, 500 19, 600 

Co o million yards.. 2, 400 3. 700 4,490 

Woolen cloth wae x 255 302 263 

Jute cloth 30 115 183 

Linen cloth 203 190 165 
Silk cloth 3 43 01 

Books 2, 150 4. 100 5, 000 

Porcelain £1, 500, 000 | 21, 800, 000 £2, 100, 000 

Machinery £4,700, 000 | £8, 000, 000 £9, 300, 000 


I am sorry to say, however, that the product of coal, which meas- 
ures the progress of industry, is falling off in this country at the 

resent time. 

Mr. KELLEY. Of anthracite, not bituminous. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. It applies to both. The other coal 
product increased somewhat, but now, since the strikes, the product 
of bituminous coal is falling off; and the cause of these strikes in 
Ohio at least is that whereas the miners were receiving seventy-five 
cents per ton for mining the coal and putting it on cars, the operat- 
ors have attempted to reduce the figures to sixty-five cents, and the 
strikers are therefore not strikes for an advance, but against a reduc- 
tion of wages. If gentlemen have any doubt about the matter I will 
quote the authority. 

Mr. BRUMM. Is it not a fact that the anthracite ion was 
worked all of last winter, a matter unknown heretofore, and, by 
reason of that, overstocked the market? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Not overstocked the market. I am 
interested in the anthracite business myself, and am familiar with 
its details : 

Mr. BRUMM. Lam aware of that; I know it to bea fact. But 
is it not true, as I have stated, that this anthracite region was work- 
ne ey of last winter? 

r. HEWITT, of New York. No; in the anthracite region we 
have been working on half time ever since Congress met. 

Mr. UPDEG F, of Ohio. Will the gentleman from New York 
state what the duty is on anthracite coal? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. There is no duty on anthracite coal. 
I want to keep it free. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. Then this article at all events comes 
in under a free-trade system. 

Mr. BRUMM. Because there is no anthracite coal produced any- 
where else. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I beg the gentleman pardon. South 
ee is full ofit. I have been in South Wales myself, and know 
the fact. 

Mr. KELLEY. The Welsh pople do not seem to be aware of it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Wales has a considerable iron in- 
dustry dependent on anthracite, and the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania ought to know it, because it is used for the manufacture 
of pig-iron. 8 and applause. 

r. KELLEY. There ia no pure ant ite coal in Wales. 

Mr, HEWITT, of New York. I Dog tia gentleman’s pardon. There 
is a large quantity of anthracite in Wales; Ihave been in the mines, 

Mr. KELLEY. Of what is called anthracite ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The gentleman’s pet industry was 
built up on the experience of Mr. Crane, of Wales, and in Wales. 
whose manager and bookkeeper, Mr. David Thomas, came out and 
built the first furnace in Pennsylvania, making use of anthracite. 

Mr. KELLEY. And Mr. David Thomas has told me he never saw 
anthracite coal in Wales. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. And the same Mr. David Thomas 
will be very much disgusted to hear this statement, for it is the chief 
glory of his honorable career, and he has often repeated to me the 
story of this great discovery and experience with Mr. Crane in the 
use of anthracite coal. 

Mr. BRUMM. There is in Wales a coal that is semi-anthracite or 
semi-bituminous, but it is not pure anthracite. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I beg the gentleman’spardon. Ido 
not want to be interrupted on a question of fact which I know, and 
I repeat that there is plenty of anthracite coal in Wales, that it is 
not semi-anthracite and that it is not semi-bituminous. 

Our capacity to produce is now fully equal to our own wants, and 
in most branches of business there are already indications that the 
demand is not fully equal to the supply. If the surplus when it 
comes cannot get an outlet, then it will not be produced, and a por- 
tion of our labor will be unemployed, and no increase in the tariff, 


not even if the existing rates of duty were doubled, would provide an 
adequate remedy in such an emergency. The laboring classes, there- 
fore, have nothing to expect or gain from protective tariffs, but they 
have everything to gain by removing every possible obstruction to 
the extension of business imposed by the existing tariff, and by the 
removal of taxes upon what they consume, and by a transferjof the 
burdens of government, so far as may be practicable, from those who 
actually produce its wealth to those who own the fixed capital of the 
country and are the consumers of luxuries. In other words, in re- 
vising the tariff, taxation should be made to fall as far as possible 
upon the rich, and removed from the articles consumed by the working 
classes. Henee I would not tax tea, coffee, or tobacco. I would reduce 
the duties on common sugar, and by the removal of duties on raw mate- 
rials, cheapen clothing, and all articles which are consumed by the 
working caine. ‘Thus may we in a measure prepare for the t 
alterations which are impending and will change the face of the 
world from causes more powerful than any mere human devices, 
bringing about the time when all trade shall be free, and all men 
shall be brothers— 


When the war-drums throb no longer, 
And the battle- are furied, 


In the to 
The 3 of the world: 

This transition may either be gradual and natural, or, if we at- 
tempt to dam up the stream of progress, it may come by a conyul- 
sion which will shatter the very frame-work of society. If the 
change is provided for by intelligent legislation we shall begin by 
exporting our coarse cottons, as we did before the war; we shall ex- 
tend the foreign markets for our admirable products of steel and 
iron in the form of -labor-saving machines, and gradually supplant 
Englandin the markets of the world, with the productions which we 
can turn out at a less cost in labor than will be possible for her to 
do, after paying freights on our raw cotton and our food. The pri- 

of industry be transferred gradually but steadily from 
the Old World to the New, and free trade will give us the markets 
of the world which are now controlled by the mother country, and 
this without impairing our ability to pay the higher rate of wages 
due to 3 ood, lower taxes, and greater personal intelligence 
in work. 
LYON PLAYPAIR. 

That this anticipation is not illusory, let me adduce the testimony 
of Dr, Lyon Playfair, the deputy er of the House of Commons, 
and one of the highest living authorities in the laws of industrial 
progress. I quote from the February number of Macmillan’s Maga- 
zine, in which he sums up the results of his observations on our 
industries during his recent visit to the United States. He says: 

No one e ta a ition of the advan of free trade, nor is i 
to be desired Na walking on 9 must not — — 
be pulled away from him. England does not suffer so much from the protective 
policy of the United States as she believes. The protective duties of America 
seb rep om rere nF haope SE 
and enable us to peak even into the United States 225,000,000 of manufactured 
goods, while they return to us less than 5 It is impossible not to fore- 

the great manufacturing country of 


and the final consummati y immensely retarded by the res 9 
less evils, which spread like weeds over a country where a protective policy has 
long prevailed. 

It is these weeds which, by judicious steps of reform, slowly but 
intelligently pursued, I hope to eradicate, and some of these steps, the 
safe and sure steps, I want to take without any delay whatever. 

CONELUSION. 

But let us reverse the picture, and see what is likely to happen in case 
we delay the reforms in the tariff, which are demanded by both politi- 
cal parties, and by every consideration of public interest. If good har- 
vests should be secured abroad we shall have a t surplus of food 
upon our hands and the price will fall; wages will go down with the 
fall in price; the reduction of w: will be resisted by strikes and 
lockouts; the conflicts between capital and labor will be reopened, and 
indeed have already begun; the Propan of the country will be 
arrested; railroad transportation will falloff; new railroads will cease 
to be constructed; our shops will lack work; there will be a dearth 
of amploymens all over the country; the volume of immigration will 
fall off, and the career of expansion and general development will 
be brought to a disastrous conclusion; the sad experience of 1873~79 
will be repeated until through the gate of suffering, poverty, and 
want, we shall establish a lower rate of wages and the products of 
the country, weighted as they are with obstructive taxes, which must 
be deducted from the wages of labor, will force their way into the 
open markets of the world in spite of the tariff. We shall then 
reach the era of free trade, but on conditions which will deprive this 

neration of workmen of all the benefits which they would have 

erived from it, if the way had been properly prepared for its final 
triumph, The result cannot be arrested, but with wise statesmanship 
the transition may be made not only without disaster or suffering 
but with positive benefit to the general welfare. With a failure, 
however, to comprehend the situation it will come through convul- 
sions and revolutions, from the suffering and horrors of which I 
prefer to turn away in silence. 

But there is one aspect of the case to which I cannot shut my 
eyes. The whole structure and genius of our Government must be 
changed in order to meet the primary necessity which will thus 
arise for preserving social order, With the general occurrence of 
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strikes and lockouts will come, as in the case of the railroad riots | putin peril. Such a calamnity ought never to come to pass, and it 
in 1877, the demand upon the Federal Government for the presence | never will come unless this 1 of men and the representatives 
of its troops to maintain order and put down violence and mobs; | of this generation u floor fail to comprehend the spirit and 
force will be met with force; a ed eY standing Army will be de- | the warnings of the time; when capital and labor, mobilized by the 
manded by public opinion and conceded by Congress; the powerand | discovery of new laws of force and by the progress of invention, 
rights of the States will be subordinated to the superior vigor and | demand and will secure the same free interchange for their products 
resources of the National Government; the duties of governors will | which they have already achieved for themselves; when all thought- 
be merged into the prerogative of the President. Witha stand- | fal men now see and know that the “glad tidings of great joy,” Pro- 
ing Army acting as a national police, under the direction of an Ex- claimed two thousand years ago, “of peace on earth and good-will 
ecutive whose authority will thus be as omnipotent as his troops | toward men,” are, after the lapse of ages, to be made a reality, 
will be omnipresent the era of free government will have passed | through the untrammeled intercourse of men and nations with each f 
away, and the reign of despotism will have commenced. The sacred | other, bringing to naught and utterly confounding the doctrine born 
3 of individual citizens will be lost in the general demand | of passion, prejudice, and ignorance, which regards men as natu- 

or a strong 88 and all that freedom has gained by the | ral enemies, instead of proclaiming them to be the children of the 
heroic struggles of our forefathers fer a thousand years, and by our | same Heavenly Father, “whose service is perfect freedom.” [Great 
resistance to tyranny for three centuries in the New World, will be | applause. ] 


Weekly rates of wages in the principal cities of Europe, compiled from consular reports, and compared with rates in New York and Chicago. 


Occupation. „ . Ee Se 
Chicago. 
House-building trades : 
Brickla; z $6 00| 861 80 $3 00 $5 40 84 80 $9 25 | $12 00 to $15 00 $6 00 to $10 50 
5 40 $3 75 3 00 5 00 6 00 9 00 9 00 to 12 00 7 50 to 12 00 
Fr cc SSN SSTT, 4 60 7 80 1000 to 14 00 10 00 to 12 00 
6 00 6 00 4 80 870 | 1200 to 18 00 12 00 to 15 00 
e. 7 00 460) 8 50 1000 to 16 00 6 00 to 12 00 
5 40 7 00 4 60 9 72 1000 to 15 00 9 00 to 15 00 
SC A O E a ETRE abe scuncbelsynenpeanase 460 9 00 1200 to 18 00 12 00 to 20 00 
4*＋*72ͤ‚³•5õ.k ! ce sececceccsnenvesece|scsces cence] „„ 460 9 72 10 00 to 15 00 12 00 to 18 00 
S ee eee . 5 00 to 8 00 8 00 to 12 00 
6 00 4 80 8 90 10 00 to 14 00 9 00 to 12 00 
6:001 SSO)... (3.00 ee 460 8 00 12 00 to 18 00 9 00 to 20 00 
r |. SOC] PAIR). | (COR Rises 7 20 1000 to 14 00 8 00 to 15 00 
6 00 4899 % 22 8 00 to 12 00 12 00 to 18 00 
4 80 6 00 8 00 900 to 13 00 7 00 to 15 00 
6 00 4 60 8 75 1200 to 16 00 6 00 to 15 00 
6 00 4 60 8 90 | 1200 to 16 00 15 00 to 20 00 
5 50 460 —ͤ — 10 00 to 13 00 15 00 to 10 00 
6 00 4800 15 00 to 25 00 9 00 to 30 00 
8 00 480. „„„%4„%%ĩßx i444 12 00 to 18 00 15 00 to 25 00 
10 00 to 15 00 12 00 to 20 00 
6 00 8 00 to 18 00 12 00 to 18 00 
rr 12 00 to 15 00 6 00 to 12 00 
e TETE TEE 12 00 to 18 00 12 00 to 15 00 
6 00 12 00 to 18 00 900 to 18 00 
Eal 48) 800) RO) eee 24 Oi. 12 00 to 18 00 6 00 to 18 00 
WON i On de 10 00 to 14 00 9 00 to 12 00 
S 6 00 to 9 00 5 50 to 0 00 


Occupations. 


Pin, wind board $315] $287] $3 50 $3 40 $4 25 
en, 

Men, with board and 136| 148| 180 30 | $1 50 to 2 40 

110| 108] 155}. 16 1 80 to 3 25 

3 75 80 75 00 to 1 00 


60 
2 60 2 
1 80 3 
115 1 
400 8 60 3 45 812 58 9 63 612 00 to $15 00 | $6 00 t0 $10 50 
5 42 400 418 8 25 33 8 129 00 fo 12 00 7 50 to 12 00 
dee 3 65 3 95 725 95 8 40 | 10 00 to 14 00 10 00 to 12 00 
5 00 430 400 8 16 58 8 28 12 00 to 18 00 12 00 to 15 00 
4 90 3 92 4 60 725 5⁴ 8 16 10 00 to 16 08 6 00 to 12 00 
eee eee 3 80 435 8 10 68 10 13 | 10 00 to 15 00 9 00 to 15 00 
5 50 3 60 3 90 7 75 46 7 13 12 00 to 18 00 | 12 00 to 20 00 
4·4ã42424 4 „„ „444 q 4ꝙq „„ „„ „ „ „ b 4 00 3 90 70 . neas22 8 30 10 00 to 15 00 12 00 to 18 00 
5 55 3 50 3 90 6 5⁰ 6 605 00 to 8 00 8 00 t0 12 00 
545 3 55 3 91 8 12 |. 7 0410 00 to 14 00 9 00 to 12 00 
4 8⁵ 3 82 3 90 7 83 |. 6 50 | 12 00 to 18 00 9 00 to 20 00 
7222. 3 20 5 40 740 6 90 | 10 00 to 14 00 8 00 to 15 00 
5 42 3 85 4 20 7 23 475 8 00to 12 00 12 00 to 18 00 
6 00 397 495 TTO |... . 8 48 9 00 Fo 13 00 7 00 to 15 00 
7 00 3 30 435 18 . . 6 10 | 12 00 to 16 00 6 00 to 15 00 
—— 2 3 30 3 90 7 40}. 7 10 | 12 00 to 16 00 15 00 to 20 00 
4 63 400 3 90 8 00 |. 6 25 | 10 00 to 13 00 | 15 00 to 10 00 
3 4 00 4 00 |. 9 72|. 8 75 15 00 to 25 00 9 00 to 30 00 
5 40 3 2⁵ 3 50 120 7 00 12 00 to 18 00 15 00 to 25 00 
— 222 2 3 30 4 95 |. 7 50|- 7 50 10 00 to 15 00 12 00 to 20 00 
470 4 80 3 90 775 |. 7 528 00 to 18 00 12 00 to 18 00 
5 00 3 60 3 90 6 89 6 15 12 00 to 15 00 6 00 to 12 00 
222 3 30 3 90 7 30 |. 6 33 | 12 00 to 18 00 12 00 to 15 00 
475 312 432 7 35 |. 7 35 12 00 to 18 00 9 00 to 18 00 
5 10 3 58 430 730 7 00 10 90 to 18 00 6 00 to 18 00 
440 3 65 3 60 7 30 |. 6 00 | 10 00 to 14 00 9 00to 12 00 
. 2 92 2 60 5 00 |. 4 50 600to 9 00 5 50 to 9 00 
11 33 8 35 9 50 912 9 00 BO occ ek eee eee 
6 25 3 30 4 50 6 00 4 50 4984 —T——! . g 2 
3 60 322 — 22 · 5 50 4 00 4 69 
5 85 3 52 4 00 |. 5 60 5 00 512 
5 50 3 41 400 5 60 5 00 519 
5 00 2 60 3 40 |. 4 50 4 00 444 
3 35 310 3 30 |. 450 400 427 


— 
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Statement showing the retail prices of the necessaries of 8 1 in the several countries, compiled from consular reports published herewith, and compared 
th prices in New York and Chicago. 


United Kingdom. United States. 


New York. Chicago. 


A Ap ne a 1 5 4 
4 3 4 25 43 
20 2212 16 8 12} 
— 287 14 16 8 13 
12 20 8 12 4 7 
15 8 10 6 10 
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15 9 10 5 12 
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13 10 5 
18 10 12 
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Statement showing the retail prices of the necessaries of life in the sagt rga pas oa 9 Euro, eh compiled from consular reports, and compared with same 
a 


Belginm.| France. Germany. Italy. Switzer- 3 United States. 


Liverpool. New York. Chicago. 


Cents. Cents. Cents. 
to 4 4 to 4} 4 to 4 
to 5 3 to 4 2} to 

22 12to 16 8 to 123 

16 6 to 8 5 to 8 
18 14 to 16 8 to 124 

16 8 to 12 4 to 7 

14 8to 10 6 to 10 

20 10 to 12 10 to 12 

20 2to 24 125 to 15 
14 9 to 10 5 to ist 

20 12 to 14 5 to 1 

20 lito 16 10 to 15 

16 8 to 10 4 to 8 

16 8to 10 6 to 12 

20 8to 10 1 to 12 

24 8 to 12 7 to 15 

16 8 to 10 4 to 10 

20 8to 10 6 to 10 

16 10 to 12 6 to 10 

LD 8 to 7 5 to 9 

24 to 36 2to 32 10 to 40 

12 to 20 Bt 15 5 to 16 

20 to $1 50 | $1 40 to $1 60 60 to 80 

4 to 10 8to 10 5 to 10 

E e Tto 10 5 to 9 

6 to 8 8to 10 3 to 6 

14 to 18 25 to 30 10 to 24 

34 to 4 4 to 5 4 to 5 

40 to 85 50 to 60 25 to 81 00 

24 to 40 20 to 30 15 to 40 

5 to 8 8 to 10 7 to 10 

D er a Pe Les eee 60to 70 40 to 80 

4 to 10 6 to 7 3 to 8 

re: 8 to 10 5 to 10 

$3 65 to $4 38 | $3 00 to $5 25 | $3 00 to 86 75 

a SHEFFIELD. ae of five years great depre rele in ia as many cases ea ibar have Lage 2 4 . 
port, by Consul Webster, on (1) rates of 8 cost of living, (3) present state business, eo e rates have advanced, the 
4) habits of the workingmen fete trict — — actuall, much diminish the fact that there is so much 
Shame} Se OPEN OS, or the dis of less work to be er res he fact must be considered, however, that men Cyes now 
t circular earn amoun: na given time than ormer years on account o e in- 

„elaring tothe Department to present a Semen g information 2 — which ome them to work more rapidly. For instance, the 
i steel for round, half-ro borg a and uare files was formerly made square, 

+ RATES OF WAGES. and the file-forger was o to hammer it into the required shape. The samo 


The rates of wages in most of the Sheffield trades have been kept up to the stand- | was true of steel for cutlery, including razors, edge-tools, and many other articles, 
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Now the steel comes to the hand of the forger from the manufacturer already rolled 
into shapes suited to the various og? E fi d 

much time and trouble to the fo: . The use of machinery also—th 

r instead of leg-power, for % -in 

is greatl, © now 


The fo! 
earn, if working 
Railway employés :* 

En vers, twelve hours per daz 
Firemen, twelve hours per day 
Passenger guards, per week 
Goods 8, per week of seventy-two hours 
Pointsmen, per week of seventy-two hours 
Watchmen, per week of seventy-two hours 
8 per week of seventy-two hours. 

pe 


Goods po: r week of seventy-two hours. 
Engine-fitters, per week of sixty-six hours..... 

Examiners, per week of seventy-two hours 
Oilers, (boys,) per week of seventy-two hours 
Laborers, per week of seventy-two hours 
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Cutters. 
Sawmakers : 
and circular saw smiths...................----2+--+----5 
smiths. f 
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Men * Ne work six days per week, while those in 
department work seven days. Engine-drivers babina -a eighteen hours 
two days; sixteen honrs, one day and a half; fourteen hours, one day an 
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2 40 to 2 88 
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9 12 
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to 9 62 

to 8 26 

to 8 52 
to 10 92 
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— with small cottage and garden. 

Mr. HISCOCK. When I rose a few moments ago I did not desire 
to interrupt my colleague, but I desired to inquire if there was any 
limit within which he would expect his prophesy fulfilled. 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York. It ma; ed iù time. Ifnot, 
it may be fulfilled in eternity. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HISCOCK. I allude to the picture you have painted. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I did not understand my coll e. 


I do not pretend to measure the future. I have no more foresight 
than m nye 

Mr. REED. do not think there should be any cross-examination 
on this matter. 

Mr. MCKINLEY was a 

Mr. KASSON. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] yields 
that I may move that the committee rise. 

Mr. RAND. Before that motion is put I wish to say a word. 

Mr. KASSON. I withhold the motion for the present. 

Mr. RANDALL. Allusion has been made by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Hewitt] tothe production of anthracite coal. Now, 
anthracite coal has on it no burden of tax. We can in Pennsylvania, 
being practically without competion, produce more anthracite coal 
than we can find consumers for. I think the gentleman from New 
York will agree with me that we can probably mine in nine months 
as much coal as we can sell in twelve. This arises from the super- 
abundance of coals of various kinds throughout the United States, and 
I may say throughout the world. 

But we are steadily increasing in securing the sale of anthracite 
coal by a system of railroad construction reaching the lakes on the 
north, reaching the southern territory, and reaching far west, as the 

ntleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] can tell us, and we are abso- 

utely in that way coming into competition with and reaching points 
for the sale of our coal situated right over the soil under which there 
are coals of other descriptions. I a with the gentleman from 
New York when he says that we can do better for anthracite coal by 
keeping it as it now is, free from the burden of taxation. 
r. SSO N. I renew my motion that the committee rise. 

The motion was to. 

The committee soang rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 3 had 
under consideration the bill (H. R. No. 2315) to provide for the ap- 
pointment of a commission to investigate the question of the tariff 
and internal-revenue laws, had come to no resolution thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. KASSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to say that, as a result of a discussion in 
the Committee on Ways and Means this morning, a tacit understand- 
ing I think was reached that on Saturday, immediately after the 
reading of the Journal, the Honse should be asked to into Com- 
mittee of the Whole to continue the discussion of this bill. It might 
be well to have an understanding in the House to that effect. It 
will be observed that the members of the Committee, in the exercise 
I think of a wise discretion, have now ceased to speak as members 
of the committee and have given way for the members of the House 


Mr. ON. I have no objection to the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. I think it would be proper to come to that 
understanding. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to say in this connection, aud in view of 
the remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. RANDALL, ] 
that there will be an attempt on the part of the gentleman having 
charge of the Army appropriation bill to bring it up for consideration 
to-morrow and continue the consideration of that bill until it shall 
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finally have been passed by the House, and I have no doubt it will 


take both Friday and Saturday. i 

Mr. RANDALL. Thesuggestion I made was discussed in the com- 
mittee, and I sup was agreed to by the committe, but if it be 
objected to I withdraw it. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. 
business now for Saturday. 

Mr. RANDALL. I was only seeking to arrange as to the debate 
on this bill. We do not want*to waste too much time. 

Mr. MORRISON. I do not think that this is wasting time. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. HARDENBERGH, till Monday next; 

To Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, for the remainder of this week; 

To Mr. Marsu, for ten days from April 1; and 

To Mr. Smrru, of Pennsylvania, for four days from to-morrow. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. WARNER obtained unanimons consent to have printed in the 
RECORD some remarks upon House bill No. 4167, to enable national 
banking associations to extend their corporate existence. [See Ap- 

endix. 
5 Mr. GEORGE obtained unanimous consent to have printed in the 
Rxconb some remarks on petitions and memorials which he will here- 
after present from the State of Oregon, asking for improvements on 
its rivers and harbors. [See Appendix. 


MESSAGE FROM TILE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, 
es that the Senate had passed without amendment House 
bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 89) for the relief of Cyrus C. Clark; 

A bill (H. R. No. 697) for the relief of Captain William D. Whit- 


ing; and 

Avi (H. R. No. 1671) for the relief of H. V. ry be 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon its 
disagreement to the amendment of the House to the bill (S. No. 308) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River 
at the most accessible point within five miles of the city of Saint 
Charles, Missouri; had agreed to the conference asked for by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed 
as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. Vest, Mr. KELLOGG, and 
Mr. COKE. 


It is not necessary to arrange the 


HEALTH OF OVERFLOWED REGION. 


Mr. KING, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on the Public Health: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Health be instructed to investigate 
into the probable effect of the present overflow of the Mississippi River on the health 
of the people arag in said overflowed and what, if any, measures are 
necessary in the premises to preserve the public health in said region. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is already pending, having been 
submitted by the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. N. 


JAMES W. MAGERS. 


Mr. DAWES, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5570) to rerate the pension of James W. Magers; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PATRICK GALLAGHER. 
Mr. DAWES also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5571) to rerate the pension of Patrick Gallagher; which was read 


a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES A. GALBRAITH. 
Mr. PETTIBONE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5572) for the relief of James A. Galbraith ; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 


GOVERNMENT HOSPITAL FOR THE INSANE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following from 
the President; which was read and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, dated 

the 28th instant, and the accompanying letter of the Superintendent of the Govern- 


ment Hospital for the Insane, submi an estimate for a deficiency a) pria- 
tion of $20,792.51 for the support of that institution for the — partion of 


the present fiscal year. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 30, 1882. 


INDIAN AGENTS AND INSPECTORS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 


from the President; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of ives : £ 
I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, including draft 
of a bill to amend section 2056 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relat- 
ing to the term of office of Indian inspectors and Indian agents. The subject is 
commended to the consideration of Congress. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 30, 1882. 

LAND REGISTERS AND RECEIVERS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, dated 
the 29th of March, and the accompanying letter of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, submi an estimate for the additions of $34,200 and 000 


$20, 
3 to the appropriations for salaries, fees, and commission of registers 
and receivers, and for contingent expenses, Land Office, for the next fiscal year. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
Exxcurwx Maxsiox, March 30, 1882. 


The motion of Mr. Kasson was then to; and accordingly (at 
five o’clock and five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The premog memorials, petitions, and other pa were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: The petition of banks and bankers of Chicago, 
IIlinois, for an early passage of the Lowell bill to establish a uni- 
form system of . the Committee on the Judiciary. 

p Mr. BINGHAM: The resolution of the Commercial Exchange 
of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, opposing the project of a free ship- 
canal to connect the C esapeako and Delaware Bays—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, the resolution ef the Board of Trade of Philadelphia, pro- 
testing against the renewal of the steam grain-shovel patent—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Also, the resolution of the Board of Health of Philadelphia, for 
the passage of the bill to prevent the adulteration of food and drugs 
—to the Committee on the Public Health. 

By Mr. BRAGG: Memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, pray- 
ing a cession of certain lands to that State to be kept as a park—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BRUMM: The ene of D. P. Thompson and 86 others, 
honorably discharged soldiers, for the passage of the bill to establish 
a soldiers’ home at Erie, Pennsylvania—to the Committce on Mili- 


tary Affairs. 

By Mr. CASWELL: The petition of Edward Sanderson and 51 others, 
vessel-owners, protesting against the extension of the steam grain- 
shovel patent—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. CORNELL: The petition of William S. Maywelland others, 
for the improvement of Saugerties Creek, in the State of New York 
—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. CURTIN: The petition of citizens of Pennsylvania for 
legislation to restrict Chinese immigration—to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: The petition of importers and dealers in 
pogar at the port of New York, for the passage of a bill imposing ad 
valorem duties upon sugar, as embodying the only just and equita- 
ble system for an import tax on that article—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

, the petition of members of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, 
protesting against the extension of the steam grain-shovel patent— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. FORD: The resolution of the Central Council of the Land 
League of Saint Louis, Missouri, asking that American citizens now 
imprisoned in Ireland have a speedy trial or be at once discharged 
from 3 tho Committee on decom. er pea 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Memorial of the islature of Wisconsin, 
relative to the donation of certain lands to the State for park pur- 

to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HARDENBERGH: The petition of importers and dealers 
of sugar at the port of New York, for the passage of the bill impos- 
ing valorem duties upon sugar—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

By Mr. HAWK: The petition of John Swansey and 43 others, mem- 
bers of Ridott Grange at Ridott, Illinois, for the p of the bill 
for the protection of innocent purchasers of patented articles—to 
the Committee on Patents, 

By Mr. MONEY: Memorial of the Legislatue of Mississippi, rela- 
tive to the waiver forfeiture of grant in aid of Gulf and Ship Island 
Railroad Company—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MOORE: Papers relating to the claim of John Pittman, 
of Memphis, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of W. F. Mallalieu and others, for 
N for the suppression of polygamy- to the Committee on the 

udiciary. ` 

By Mr. O'NEILL: The resolutions of the Board of Trade of Phila- 
delphia, against the extension of the steam grain-shovel patent—to 
the Committee on Patents. 
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Also, the resolutions of the board of managers of the Commercial 
Exchange of eee against the construction of the canal to 


connect the Chesapeake and Delaware Bays—to the Committee on 
Commerce, 7 > 

Also, the resolutions of the Philadelphia Board of Health, urgin 
the p of the bill to prevent the adulteration of food an 
drugs—to the Committee on the Public Health. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of H. H. Swift and others, in favor 
of ad valorem duties on oe ae the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of Mrs. Frances S. Collins, of New Haven, Connecti- 
ent, in favor of the passage of the French spoliation claims bill—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. POST: The petition of the governor, secretary, and other 
officers of Utah Territory, asking for a charter for a toll-road and 
ferry—to the Committee on the Territories. ‘ 

By Mr. RANDALL: The resolutions of the Commercial Exchange, 
of Philadelphia, relative to the project for a free shi to con- 
nect the waters of the 8 Bay and the Delaware Bay- to 
the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, the resolutions of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, protest- 
ing against the extension of the patent in steam grain-shovels—to 
the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the resolutions of the Philadelphia Board of Health, in favor 
of the passage of the bill to prevent the adulteration of food and 
drugs—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. JAMES W. SINGLETON: The petition of Sophia L. Dyer 
and others, citizens of Quincy, Illinois, praying that the said Sophia 
L. Dyer be restored to the pension-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

My Mr. R. W. TOWNSHEND: The petition of citizens of Hamilton 
County, Illinois, praying for the passage of a bill granting one hun- 
dred and sixty acres of land to the volunteer soldiers of the late war 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. JOHN T. UPDEGRAFF: The petition of D. G. Bacon & 
Co., of New York, and 40 other business firms, in favor of the bill 
imposing ad valorem duties on sugar—to the Committee on Ways 


and Means. 

By Mr. VANCE: Papers relating to the claim of William D. Jus- 
tus—to the Committee on War Claims, A 

By Mr. WILLIS: The petition of Sapp, Goldsmith & Co., and a 
large number of other citizens of Louisvill e, Kentucky, for the resto- 
ration of the harbor at Vicksburgh, Mississippi—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. WILSON: The 5 of W. W. Deloe, for a pension to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG: The petition of John Beeheer, Jacob Swartz, and 
many others, citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, asking legislation against 
the immigration of coolies—to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, March 31, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the S er of the House had ed the 
following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President 25 tempore: A 

A bill (8. No. 383) to amend section 4458 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States relating to license fees of officers of steam-vessels ; 

A bill (S. No. 42) for the relief of George G. Snyder; 

A bill (H. R. No. 89) for the relief of . Clark; 

A bill Al. R. No. 697) for the relief of Captain William D. Whit- 


ing; and p 3 
x bill (H. R. No. 1671) for the relief of of H. V. Philpott. 
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT ACCOMMODATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 1361) to 
provide additional accommodations for the Department of the Inte- 
rior, which was, in line 1, to strike out the word“ twenty” and insert 
“fifteen” before “thousand.” 

On motion of Mr. ROLLINS, it was 

That the Senate to th endment of the H to said bi 
win ee. with tho House on the disagreeing vous of the two . — 
thereon. 

By unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the Presi- 
dent pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. ROLLINS, Mr. Mon- 
RILL, and Mr. Joxxs of Florida. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro bro anata before the Senate a communica- 

tion from the Secretary of War transmitting a report from Lieutenant- 


Colonel Craighill, Corps of Engineers, ofa survey made in compliance 
with requirements in the river and harbor act of March 3, 1881, of 
James River, 1 for the purpose of ascertaining the practica- 
bility and_cost of procuring a channel twenty-five feet deep at full 
tide from Richmond to the mouth of the river; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Attorney- 
General, transmitting correspondence with Dallas Sanders, under 
resolution of the Senate of the 28th of March; which, on motion of 
Mr. Butler, was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BROWN presented the petition ofa large number of merchants 
of the city of Macon, Georgia, and also the petition of a large num- 
ber of railroad employés, praying an adequate appropriation for the 
improvement of the harbor of Savannah; whieh were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore presented a petition of gaugers and 
storekeepers of the eighth internal revenue district of Tilinois, ray- 
ing to be placed upon an equality with other Government 5 
in respect of leave of absence; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. LAPHAM, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1128) to authorize the Secretary of 
State to allow for ekpenditaree within named to James Rea, late 
consul at Belfast, Ireland, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 35) to incorporate the Gar- 
field Memorial Hospital, repo it with an amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 360) to provide for a scientific exploration 
of the Territory of Alaska, reported it with an amendment. 


REIMBURSEMENT TO SENATOR INGALLS. 


Mr. HOAR. I am directed by the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections to report the following resolution, and I ask its present 
consideration : 

Resolved, That there be out of the contin, 8 
of $8,195 to Joux J. Tres Senator from — fana 3 e 
ment of expenses necessarily incurred by him in defense of his title to his seat. 

By unanimous consent, the resolution was read the second time and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I voted the other day against the resolution 
to reimburse the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER ]and the 
Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. KETLLOdd, J and I shall vote against 
this; but I take occasion to say that I know from being a member 
of the committee that the Senator from Kansas did incur very heavy 
expenses in defending himself against the accusation of fraud, and 
his claim is certainly entitled to be considered as much as that of the 
Senator from South Carolina or the Senator from Louisiana. 

Ishall vote against this proposition because I voted against the 
other and because I believed then, and believe now, that it is mak- 
ing a precedent that we ought not to make; but in justice to the 
Senator from Kansas, upon whose investigation I was placed, Ideem 
it proper that I should say that I know from personal observation 
that he Was unce great personal expensein defending himself against 
charges o ud. 

The resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
On motion of Mr. HALE, it was 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT COLUMBUS, 

Mr. ROLLINS. I am directed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1501) for 
the erection of a public building at Columbus, Ohio, to report it 
with an amendment. 


Mr. SHERMAN. This bill provides for the erection of a Govern- 


tal = unprovided with a Government building. Itso happens that 
we 


be, and he — is, authorized and di- 
rected dk oy a suitable site, and cause to be erected thereon, at Columbus, 


of Ohio, a substantial and 
vaults, for the use and accommodatio: States 


e ae 
; and the site purchased shall leave the building 
fire in adjacent buildings by an open space of at least 
mentioned tho 


1 from 
fifty est, inclading atrests and alleys, and for the purposes LOCE 
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f $100, appropriated out of any mone; 1 not other- 
wise appropriated. to be expended under ua on of the Secretary of the 
Treasury : vided, That no of said sum shall be expended until a valid title 
to the said site shall be vı in the United States, and the State of Ohio shall 
cede to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same during the time the 
United States shall be or remain the owners thereof, for all purposes except the 
3 of the criminal laws of said State and the service of any civil pro- 
cess therein. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. As a member of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, I must say that the poreon in this bill, 
which is incorporated into many others of a like character, in my 
judgment is entirely unnecessary. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is that? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. That which provides for the cession of 
jurisdiction to the Federal Government over lands set apart for a 
public building in any State. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is a law in Ohio, I can inform the Senator, 
which cedes by general provision jurisdiction whenever the Govern- 
ment of the United States erects a public building in Ohio. A gen- 
eral law of the State cedes to the Government jurisdiction, in the 
langnage of the Constitution, over such site. 

Mr. ONES, of Florida. do not think that a post-office or a 
custom-house is the kind of building that the Constitution contem- 
plated when it spoke of the cession of jurisdiction. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is for the courts of the United States also. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I understand that. But take the case of 
an ordinary lot of land in a city or town. The courts of the United 
States have held that there can be no cession of jurisdiction except 
it is exclusive, under the Constitution; so that if upon a piece of 
ground situated in the heart of a t city of this Union a public 
building is erected for the use of the Government of the United 
States, and a cession of jurisdiction is made by the State over that 
land, an offense committed within such ceded land or territory 
would be cognizable only under the laws of the United States; so 
that if a citizen’s pocket should happen to be picked in the post- oflice, 
or a murder should be committed on that land, there would be, un- 
der the rulings of the courts of the United States, no jurisdiction to 

the offender in the courts of the State. I, after some consider- 
ation of this subject in the Committee on Public BEEP and 
Grounds, in connection with other gentlemen who examined the sub- 
ject, came to the conclusion that it would be very unwise in cases of 
this kind to vest exclusive jurisdiction in the Federal Government 
which would onst the authority of the State to punish every descrip- 
tion of offense which wonld otherwise fall within State jurisdiction. 

I remember a leading case that came within my own practice under 
this provision of the Constitution for the cession of jurisdiction in 
cases of this kind, It was the case of a murder near the Pensacola 
navy-yard, where jurisdiction had been ceded by the State of Florida 
to the United States. The territory, I will say, there was very ex- 
tensive, being three miles square. The Government exacted a ces- 
sion of jurisdiction from the State, and a citizen killed another out- 
side of the walls of the navy-yard in Pensacola, not in any wise con- 
nected with the Government, but a citizen killed another outside of 
the walls of the navy-yard within that ceded territory. The State 
court was powerless to try him. On the other hand, he was indicted 
under the act of Congress of 1790, which provides for trial and con- 
demnation in all such cases which should take place within the 
exclusive jurisdiction of the United States. That man was tried in 
the Federal courts and executed. Although I brought the case to 
the consideration of the executive 8 and obtained the 
opinion of the Attorney-General, Mr. Black at that time, it was held, 
a the most mature consideration, that the effect of a cession of 

nrisdiction of this kind is to oust completely the authority of the 

tate over every description of offender who ma, ig is to com- 
mit a crime within the ceded land or territory. the Senator from 
Ohio wants that kind of jurisdiction in this case, I shall make no 
objection. 

PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds asa 
substitute for the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

; BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1615) for or a site or sites for 
additional buildings for the accommodation of the Interior Depart- 
ment and Post-Office Department of the Government of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1616) to repeal and amend certain acts pertaining 
to tue shipment and discharge of seamen ; which was twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No, 1617) establishing a certain post-road in 
the State of Missouri; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. VAN WYCK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
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to introduce a bill (S. No. 1618) for the relief of John Fraser; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

FISHERIES REPORT. 


Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following concurrent resolution ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives conourring,) That there be 
rinted 10,000 extra copies of the report of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries 
‘or the year 1881, of which 2,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 6,009 for the use 
of the House of Representatives, and 1,500 for the use of the Commissioner of Fish 
and Fisheries, the illustrations to be made by the Public Printer under the direc- 
tion of the Joint Committee on Public Printing, and 500 for sale by the Publio 
Printer, under such regulations as the Joint Committee on Printing may prescribe, 
at a price equal to the additional cost of publication and 10 per cent. thereto added. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT HOT SPRINGS. 


Mr. GARLAND, Senate bill No. 1101 is one of the public building 
bills reported some time since by the Senator from Missouri, [ Mr. 
Vest, ] and I ask the consent of the Senate to take it up and consider 
it; it will take but a few moments. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 1101) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to erect a parua building in the city of Hot Springs, 
Arkansas, for the use of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


The PRESIDENT pro s aren The Senate will now proceed to the 
consideration of the Calen under the Anthony rule. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. A bill was passed over informally yesterday 
morning without prejudice, which I should like to have taken up this 
morning, the bill (S. No. 272) for the relief Mrs. S. A. Wright and 
Mrs. C. Fahnestock. 

Mr. MORRILL. I prefer that the bill to fix the term of office of 
collectors of internal revenue should be taken up now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem, The Senator from Vermont asks 
that a bill prior in time to the one named by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky be taken up, which it was agreed should be taken up this 
moming. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 724) to fix the term of office of collectors of internal 
revenue, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Finance, with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That from and after the passage of this act collectors of internal revenue shall 
be appointed for a term of four years. 

Src. 2. That the commissions of all collectors of internal revenue who shall have 
served four years or more on the goth day of June, 1882, shall expire on that day; 
and the terms of all collectors of internal revenue then in office s expire when 
they have completed a term of four vente Provided, That all collectors heretofore 

1 or hereafter appointed shall, after the expiration of their terms, hold 
ntil their successors are appointed and qualified. 

oe That all aets and parts of — inconsistent with this act are hereby 
Mr. ALLISON. I move to strike out“ four” where it occurs, I 
think in the second section, relating to the length of the term, and 
insert ‘‘five.” I think five years is a better term for these collectors 
than four, and I might elaborate the reasons but I think they will 
be apparent to Senators. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Is the consideration of this bill liable to a 
single 9 ? 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is, but then the sense of the Sen- 
ate can be taken upon it. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I object to its consideration this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio objects to 
the present consideration of this bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. If the Senator objects, I suppose he will allow it 
to ge over without prejudice. 
2 PENDLETON. I will to-day allow it to go over without preju- 
ce. 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT E~ tempore. The bill goes over if objection is 
made to it, and as the Chair understands, the Senator from Ohio is 
meaag that it shall go over without prejudice. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Les, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desired to ask the Senator from Ohio if he makes 
his objection upon the ground that the five-minute rule allows too 
short a time to debate this bill, because if that be true his objection 
may as well go to that point, and then we can consider it at some 
other time. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I want to have an opportunity to look into it 
a little. I am willing to let it go over without 1 for the pres - 
ent, and then I will consider whether I shall object to it or not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. The 
bill referred to by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WiLt1AMs] will 
now be taken up. 


MRS. 8. A. WRIGHT AND MRS. C. FAHNESTOCK. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 272) for the relief of Mrs. S. A. Wright and Mrs, C. 
Fahnestock. It provides for the payment to Mrs. S. A. Wright, widow 
of the late George Wright, deceased, and Mrs. C. Fahnestock, widow 
of the late S. S. Fahnestock, deceased, of $10,000, in full consideration 
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for the entire past and future use by the Government of the United 
States of the patent linchpin of the deceased George Wright and S. 
S. Fahnestock, when a full, sufficient, and legal transfer and license 
shall be executed and deposited with the War Department, for the 
Government 2 a free of all charges of royalty. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report is long. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The report had better be read. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to read the report, sub- 
mitted by Mr. WILLIAMs February 8, 1882, as follows: 
ley Committee on Patents, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 272) for the 

f of deceased, and Mrs. 


Mrs. S. A. Wri ow of George Wright, C. Fahne- 


t. w 
stock, widow of S. S. Fahnestock, deceased, which asks for remuneration for the 
use of the patented linchpin of said deceased George Wright and S. S. Fahne- 


stock, ret doae by the United States Government for field- ery carriages, make 


the follo 5 
May 20 1502 rge Wright invented a linchpin for field-artillery carriages, 
and ortly thereafter obtained a patent for said linchpin. (Previous to the issu- 


ance of the letters-patent he assi one- interest to his attorney, S. S. Fahne- 
ora bens y duly recorded in liber J 11, page 191, of Transfer of Patents in the 
aten ce. 

The invention was adopted by the Ordnance Department and approved by the 

of War, under date of September, 1863, and since has been in use by the 
Government. 

In May, 1865, in a communication to the Secretary of War, Mr. Wright says: 

“ That your petitioner above named, seeing the want thereof, for the use more 
es y of field-artillery carriages, did invent a safety linchpin, which bein 
duly examined and tested, was adopted by the Ordnance Department and approv: 
by the Secretary of War, under date of September, 1863, and for which invention 
and improvement your petitioner has received letters-patent of the United States. 
Your petitioner therefore prays that such compensation may be awarded to him 
for the past and future use of said invention or patent, some seventeen years yet, 
as, in the judgment of the Secretary of War, Chief of Ordnance, and Hon. W. 
bs — $ ar 2 other persons of the Secretary's choice, they may consider him 

justly en Aa 

This tion was referred to the Ordnance Department for report, and by it to 
Major Benton, commanding at the Washington arsenal. who returned it with an 
indorsement that Mr. Wright invented this linchpin without orders, but merel 
from a desire to correct a serious defect in the linchpin then in use in our fiel 
artillery. This invention was made while Mr. Wright was employed as a master 
machinist, at a compensation of $3.73 per day. It has given entire satisfaction to 
eo oe pers on the strength of was adopted by the ordnance board in 

0 oi 

The record shows several references, the principal contention being that Mr. 
Wright was in the employment of the Government as a master machinist when 
he made this invention, without intructions or orders from his superior officer, con- 
sequently was not entitled tocompensation. Finally, the whole matter was referred 
by the Secretary of War to the Judge-Advocate-General, for his opinion on the fol- 


ng 2 soem ? 
x 8 oo ‘he validity of a claim by a Government employé for the use of his patented 
vention. 
2. Whether the claim in this case is valid in law and proper to be paid.“ 
He returned the following reply to the Secretary on the 8 


Wan DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF MILITARY JUSTICE, 
April 11, 1866. 


receive any compensation for any service, &c., performed 
by him beyond his fixed pay, &c., unless the same shall be authorized by law, 
and e Held set out in the appropriation.’ This bureau has been informed by 
the Chief of Ordnance Department that Wright, who is a master workman at 
the Washington arsenal, isin no manner connected the military service. 
The provisions of the two — referred to would not therefore apply to his 

y com- 


the right 


* * * 
J. HOLT, Judge - Adrocate- General.“ 


Later, the Secretary of War referred to the Judge-Advocate-General a commu- 
nication for an opinion upon the views therein presented, and the following was 
his reply: 

Wan DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF MILITARY JUSTICE, 


“ May 30, 1866. 

“ Respectfully returned to the Secretary of War. 

“ The within claim of George Wright, an . of the United States, not in 
the military service, having been heretofore referred to this bureau, and a report 
F that such claim was valid in law, and might properly be 

owi 2 * * * 

“It may be observed, also, that under our patent laws it is only the inventor, 
the person in whose brain the new form or method has been conceived, who can be 
invested with the patent-right. To one who may have furnished the labor or ma- 
terials m to its completion a patent cannot be issued. for the subject of the 

tent is led as the property of the inventor only. In this instan: ere- 

ore, the property of Wrightin bis linchpin is recognized by law, and the United 
States, for merely using the same for public purposes, (in the absence of any con- 
tract.) would be obli; to render him a proper compensation. * * * 

“The conelusion of this bureau, therefore, is that the present claim is not in- 
valid in law or equity. * * As the reasonableness of his demand is not con- 
tested, it is recommended that it be approved. 

“J. HOLT, Judge-Advocate-General.” 


The decision of the Ji Advocate-General establishes beyond doubt that said 
Wright was notin the itary service, but simply a private citizen, and conse- 
quently entitled to all the rights, immuni and pri as such. 

The honorable Secretary of War, E. M. Stanton, y refused pa: nt to 
George Wright for the use of his patented linchpin in the military service of the 
Governmenton the ground that the Department had no authority to make him com- 
pensation, Con alone 8 to act. 

Under date of November 23, 1874, George W t submitted to the Chief of Ord- 
nance a request (for his approval or otherwise) t the pa in his ease be sent 
to Congress for its consideration, upon which the following rsement was made. 


Mr. COCKRELL. There is no necessity of reading the indorsements. 
I called for the reading of the report, but Ido not want to hear that 
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of it. Ishould like to hear the letter of the Secretary of War of 
ebruary 1, 1882, and down to the appendix of the report. 
The Principal Legislative Clerk read as follows: 
January 23, 1882, your committee referred bill S. 272 to the Secre of War for 
his views, and requested certain information. ‘The following is his eply g 
“Wan DEPARTMENT, 
“ Washington City, February 1, 1882. 
“Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 23d 
ultimo, inclosing Senate bill 272, Forty-seventh Gan Tirst 8 ‘for the 
relief of Mrs. S. A. Wright and Mrs. C. Fahnestock,’ which bill provides for the 
payment of the sum of $10,000, in fuil consideration for the entire past and future 
use of the paons linchpin of the deceased George Wright and S. S. Fahnestock. 


In rep! afte? inquiries as to whether the amount pro by said bill is 
excessive for the Government to pay for said gean fin pin, and as to what 
amount the Government has paid for the inven 


of George Wright, and what 
saving their use has effected, I beg to invite the attention of the Committee on 
Patents of the Senate to the inclosed report, dated the 27th ultimo, from the Chief 
of 8 which contains the information requested, so far as the same can be 


I concur in the views of the Chief of Ordnance. 
“ Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
$ ROBERT T. LINCOLN, 


etary of War. 
Hon. Jonx S. WILLIAMS, 
Q Sub-Committee of the Committee on Patents, United States Senate.” 
“ORDNANCE OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
“ Washington, January 27, 1882. 
Sin: I have the honor to return letter from Hon. J. S. Williams, Senate sub- 


committee on nts, inclosing Senate bill 272, for the relief of Mrs. S. A. Wright 
and Mrs. C. Fahnestock, ropriating $10,000 in full consideration for the en 
past and future use of the Wright patent linchpin, Ko., and to report: 

“ To the first question, Is the amount proposed by 8 excessive 
for the Government to pay for said patented linchpin! I reply: Considering the 
high commendation pra to the invention by distin ed artillery officers 
practical experience in its use during the war, and that the petitioners have been 


waiting for compensation for very many 8 not think the amount named 
in the bill excessive. To the second question, at amount has the Government 
paid for inventions of George Wright, and what saving has their use effected ! I 
reply: That the act approved July 27, 1854, sppcoprist $5,000 for George W. 

as a full compensation for the use of for making and ng percussion- 
caps, &c. Also, on the 5th March, 1864, George Wright received $1,500 from the 
Government in full for the use of his patented mold for casting Borman fuses, 
Ko. These patents for making percussion-caps and channe asos were of great 
value, but it is impossible to say what saving their use effected. 

No percussion-caps nor have been made since 1865. 
„Very 


ht, 


ly, your obedient servant, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Ora —— 
pa i i nance. 
“The Hon. SECRETARY OF Wak.” 
The patent 8 a valid one, and the use of the invention for more 


than sixteen years being admitted by the War De ent as a valuable auxiliary 
to the artillery arm of the service, and its present and future use recogn: asa 
ut to the reports of artillery officers, Chief of 


necessity, giving due acknowl 
Ordnance, and recommendation of the Secretaries of War as to the value of thein- 
vention to the Government, and considering the many acts of Congress in cases 
corresponding in principle (cited under ey’ and the decision of the Jud, 
Advocate-General that the property of Wright in his linchpin is recognized by 
law, and the United States for merely using the same for pubhe purposes (in the 
absence of any contract) would be obliged to render him poper compensation,” 
which is supported by e ruling of the Supreme Court in the case of the 
States vs. Burns, that the Government cannot, after the patent is issued, make 
use of the improvement any more than a private individual without license of the 
inventor or making compensation to him. 

With this state of facts your committee are forced to the conclusion that said 
linchpin is a meritorious invention, and, as no compensation has been awarded, 
that the claim for payment for its use by the Government is a valid one. 

Five favorable reports have been made by committees of Congress, and a bill 
both Houses of the Forty-first Congress to pay for the use of said linchpin 
vy the Government, but failed to receive the ap roval of the President through 
lack of time. A similar bill the House of Representatives, and the 
Committee on Patents of the Forty-sixth Congress unanimonsly, but did not reach 
h „ r Therefore bill S. 272, as amended, is reported back with rec- 
that it pass. 


Mr. COCKRELL. This case has been up before. I see that the 
bill reads “in full consideration for the entire past and future use 
Dy tip Government of the United States of the patent linchpin.” 


en was the patent granted? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. In 1865, as appears by the report. 
Mr. PLATT. In 1886. 2 2) 


Mr. COCKRELL. I fail to find any clause in the report stating 
when the patent was granted. I find on the contrary that it was 
ted about 1862, or the Senator is incorrect in the statement of 


is report. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. He made the invention in 1862, and under date 
of May 9, 1865, the patent was granted. The patent is given in the 
report on page 7: 

Given under my hand, at the city of Washington, this ninth day of May, in the 
year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and y-five, and of the Independ- 
ence of the United States of America the eighty-ninth. 7 1 Un 


Secretary of the Interior. 
Countersigned and sealed with the seal of the Patent Office. 
D. P. HOLLOWAY, 
Commissioner of Patents. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; I see it is given in the exhibit there. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I scarcely know whether it is necessary for the 
Secre to read all those exhibits. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I stopped the reading of that part of the report. 
Mr. PLATT. I suggest to the Senator that there is an amendment 
reported by the committee, reducing the amount. 
. COCKRELL. I notice the amendment. I do not ask for any 
further reading of the report. 


1882. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Patents, in line 7, to strike out 
“ten” and insert ‘‘ five,” so as to read “the sum of $5,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MINERAL LAND CLAIMS. 


The bill (S. No. 26) to amend section 2326 of the Revised Statutes, in 
regard to mineral lands, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It provides that the adverse claim required by section 2326 of the 
Revised Statutes may be verified by the oath of any agent or attor- 
ney in fact of the adverse claimant cognizant of the facts stated ; 
and the adverse claimant, if residing or at the time being beyond 
the limits of the district wherein the claim is situated, may make 
oath to the adverse claim before the clerk of any court of record of 
the United States or of the State or Territory where the adverse 
claimant may then be, or before any notary public of such State or 
‘Territory. 

Mr. BAYARD. From what committee is the bill reported! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. From the Committee on Mines and 
Mining. There is no report. 

Mr. BAYARD. I think whoever reported the bill, as it seems to 
me one of general law relating to mining claims, should explain its 
provisions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
HILL] reported the bill. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado. As the law now stands a person owning 
a mine and residing at a long distance from the mine is compelled, in 
case any person should attempt to procure a patent for a portion or 
the whole of it, to go to the district where the mine is located in order 
to file an adverse claim. A resident of New York owning a mine in 
Idaho cannot file au adverse claim without making the necessary affi- 
davit in person, within the district in Idaho where the claim is located. 
This works a very great hardship in many cases. A claimant for a 
patent may make all the proofs required by law through an authorized 
agent. 

“The object of the bill is to relieve persons who, in protecting their 
interest, are compelled to make an adverse claim from the necessity 
of traveling hundreds or thousands of miles to reach the district where 
the claim is located. That is all there is in the bill, and I think it is 
a very important measure. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator will permit me, I will read the 
section of the Revised Statutes that the bill proposes to amend, so 
that the Senate may understand it. Section 2326 of the Revised 
Statutes reads as follows: 

Where an adverse claim is filed during the period of bn dea it shall be upon 
oath of the person or persons making the same, and shall show the nature, bounda- 
ries, and extent of such adverse cl and all proceedings, except the publication 
of notice and making and filing of the affidavit thereof, shall Na stald until the 
controversy shall have been settled or decided by a court of competent jurisdiction, 
or the adverse claim waived. It shall be the duty of the adverse claimant, within 
thirty days after filing his claim, to commence proceedings in a court of competent 
jurisdiction, to determine the question of the right of possession, and prosecute the 
same with reasonable diligence to final judgment; and a failure so to do shall be a 
waiver of his adverse claim. After such udgment shall have been rendered the 
party entitled to the possession of the claim, or any portion thereof, may, without 
giving further notice, file a certified copy of the j ent-roll with the register of 
the land office, together with the certificate of the surveyor-general that the re- 
= amount of labor has been expended or improvements made thereon, and 
the description nired in other cases, and shall pay to the receiver $5 per acre 


for his claim, together with the proper fees, whereupon the n and 
the judgment-roll shall be certibed by the ter to the Com: mer of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, and a patent shall issue thereon for the claim, or such portion 


thereof as the applicant shall l appear, from the decision of the court, torightly e 
sess. If it ap oF 53 — the d 5 several peu ee 
to separate an erent portions of the eac! ma; or on 
of the claim, with the DDOE fees, and file the cortiiests 21 — — the 
surveyor-general. whereupon the register shall certify the proceedings and judg- 
ment-roll to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, as in the precedin g case, 
and aena shall issue to the several parties according to their ive rights. 
Nothing herein contained shall be construed to prevent the on of the title 
conveyed by a patent for a mining claim to any person whatever. 


This section does not require the affidavit to be taken by any par- 
ticular officer. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado. The section read by the Senator from 
Missouri states: 

Where an adverse claim is filed durin, 
oath of the person or persons making 

The Land Office has held that the person making the adverse claim 
must make the necessary oaths or affidavits within the jurisdiction 
of the land district. The object of the bill is simply to allow the 
affidavits to be made by any duly authorized =, or by the prin- 
cipal himself, if a non-resident, at the place where he may reside, 
before the clerk of any court of record. Iam sure there can be no 
objection to that provision. 

Ir. TELLER. The Land Office authorities have held, as stated 
by my colleague, that the oath must be made in the district where 
the claim is located. If an of | ae were made, and either my 
colleague or myself desired to file an adverse claim, if the application 
interfered with our property, we must go home to do it. A citizen 
of New York, or any other State, holding property in Colorado or in 


XIII 154 


the period of publication it shall be upon 
e same. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2449 


the western Territories, is liable to nave some adjoining claimant 
lap over on him, and in some instances there are cases where they 
have attempted to take the whole claim. The law requires the per- 
son then to file this adverse claim. If he does not, and they go on 
and publish sixty days and get their patent, he is forever estopped 
from making any complaint. As the law stands now, as interpreted 
by the officers who have this matter in charge, a citizen of New York 
must make a trip clear to Colorado, clear to Idaho, or to Montana. 
This bill is simply to allow him to do by oath what he could do if 
there in person, if he is not a resident of the State or Territory, or 
happens to be away. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The decision of the Land Office is wrong; that 
is all there is about it. 

Mr. BAYARD. It seems to me, then, that the remedy for that in- 
convenience is not to allow the affidavit to be made by some other 
than the person having knowledge of the facts and having the in- 
terest but to allow it to be taken anywhere. I am indeed surprised 
to know that in any proceeding where an affidavit is to be taken, ex 
parte, under the laws of the United States, it may not be taken before 
a United States commissioner or a United States judge in any part 
of the United States 

If the inconvenience sought to be remedied is that underthe pres- 
ent rulings of the Land Office the distant owner is compelled to go 
into the State where the land lies in order to set up his claim, it ought 
to be remedied by permitting the affidavit required by section 
to be made anywhere. But Isubmit to the Senators that you are 
here authorizing a duly authorized agent to make affidavit of the 
facts and of title, of matters of knowledge not of hearsay, which must 
be known and known only to his principal, and who ought to be 
responsible for what he swears to. 

Mr. TELLER. Would not the agent be responsible? He would 
be liable to indictment for perjury. 

Mr. BAYARD. No; I apprehend a man e for anothers 
affairs and upon mere knowledge and belief, would not have the 
same responsibility, and 3 ought not to have the same rights, 
as where a man is swearing upon his own responsibility. I only make 
the suggestion to my friends. I think they had much better allow 
the affidavit to be made anywhere before competent authority. I 
think this thing of bringing aman a thousand miles and compelling 
him to go to a distant State for the purpose of making the ex te 
affidavit required is very hard and inconvenient; but I dv not t 
this is the proper remedy for it. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Delaware will listen to me a 
moment he will see that he is all wrong. The agent living in Colo- 
rado, for instance, will know ten times as much about the question 
in controversy as the principal can know, because it is not a ques- 
tion of record; it is a question of identity, perhaps of veins. Each 
party goes ont into the wilderness and stakes off his claim. Hesays 
that that claim bounded by his stakes and described is his. Another 
man goes and laps his claim over it, and says that is his. Itisa 
question of identity of veins, whether the veins are the same or not. 

ery frequently the party, living in New York, has not the slightest 
idea upon the subject, and never can have except as it is given to 
him by his agent in Colorado. The agent makes the affidavit if he 
desires to enter the claim. Nobody objects to that, I can take a 
power of attorney from anybody in Colorado and go into the Land 
Office and make the . I make all the affidavits for my 
principal; I swear to the amount of work on the claim; I swear to 
the proper location of it; I swear to everything as his ut. On 
the other hand, if somebody attacks that claim, why should Inot be 
allowed to make the affidavit? I think it is safe to say that the 
sponi in Colorado, as a general rule, has ten times the knowledge of 
the facts to be sworn to that the principal has living in New York 
or Delaware. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Colorado might have gone a 
little further. Practically, the proof required in establishing an 
adverse claim or setting it up for the consideration of a court is the 
same that would be required to prove the claim as an original entry. 
The faron of posting the notice, of running the lines, and all the 
detail and minutiæ going to make up the title is something which no 
man can know except a person on the ground who participated in 
the putting up of the notices, or in the various little transactions 
which went to make the claim valid. For that reason, to prevent 
the spent himself from making the affidavit would be a practical 
denial of justice, for the principal would not know that the notice 
had been put up at a certain time or that a survey had been made 
at a certain time. He could only know what somebody told him 
about it, which would fall far short ofa basis or foundation for the 
affidavit which he is required under the statute to make. 

There may be some occasion to observe the practical effect of the 
law as it now stands. It amounts to a denial of justice. In this 
case and in all other cases in regard to mining claims the person who 
bas the knowledge (and of course he must disclose that knowledge 
in his affidavit) ought to be entitled to make the affidavit. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments reported by the 
Committee on Mines and Mining will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. In line 5, before the word “ agent,” the 
committee report to insert “duly authorized.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was to add to the bill as an additional sec- 
tion: 

Sec. 2. That applicants for mineral patents, if 8 beyond the limits of the 
district wherein the claim is situated, may make any oath or affidavit required for 
proof of citizenship before the clerk of any court of record or before any notary 
public of any State or Territory. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado. An amendment of the title is rendered 
necessary by the adoption of section 2. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to amend section 
2326 of the Revised Statutes, in regard to mineral lands, and for 


other purposes.” 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT ERIE. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I ask the Senate to take up the 
bill (S. No. 102) to provide a building for the use of the United 
States circuit and district courts and post-office at Erie, Pennsyl- 
vania. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to purchase a site for and cause to be erected a suitablé building, with fire-proof 
vaults therein, for the accommodation of the circuit and district courts of the 
United States, the post-office, internal-revenue offices, other Government offi- 
ces, at the city of Erie, Pennsylvania. The site and buildings thereon, when 
completed upon plansand specifications to be previously made and approved by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, shall notexceed thecost of $200,000: Provided, That 
the site purchased shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire in adja- 
cent buildings by an open space of not less than fifty feet, including streets and 
alleys ; and that no money appropriated for this purpose shail be available until a 
valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor 
until the State of Pennsylvania shall have ceded to the United States exclusive 
jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States shall be or remain 
the owners thereof, for all p except the administration of the criminal laws 
of said State and the service of any civil process therein. 

Src. 2. That the sam of $100,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out 
of any money in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, to 
be used and expended in the purchase of said site and toward the construction of 
said building. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was a to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have no objection whatever to the bill as re- 
ported by the committee and no criticism to make; I know nothing 
about it; but I avail myself of this opportunity to ask whether the 
whole matter of erecting public buildings is not in a better condi- 
tion than it was for many years in this respect. The bill provides, 
for example, that the building at Erie is to cost not exceeding $200,- 
000. Ishould like to know whether that is based upon any plans 
and specifications and contracts, or whether it is mere verbiage, as 
it has been in the case of nine-tenths of the public buildings, in the 
construction of which the architect has made his plans to suit him- 
self and the people of the locality, and started and spent his $200,000 
on the foundation, and come for „000 more each year for a series 
of years afterward. 

If anything has been done to improve that I should be very glad 
to know it. I have hada painful example of it in my own town, 
where some $200,000 or $300,000 was appropriated fora public build- 
ing. Comparatively no regard whatever was paid to the amount 
appropriated; it was taken as a per The building is almost done 
now, after ten years, at a cost of $900,000. 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator from Connecticut evidently has not 
listened to the reading of the bill. All the bills reported from the 
Committee on Public ae pap, and Grounds contain a similar pro- 
vision to thut in the pending bill, which reads as follows: 

The site, and buildings the when completed upon plans and fications 
to be previously made ok 8 by the daaratery of the 9 not 
ex the cost of $200,000. 

It depends, of course, upon the administration of the Treasury 
Department. I think for the last half dozen years the Treasury De- 
partment have been very rigid and have required this provision in 
all acts in relation to public buildings and grounds to be lived up to. 
I do not know of any abuses that have occuyred within the last half 
dozen years. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That, of course, isin general satisfactory; only 
that it does not require a previous contract, and it does not appear, 
80 far as that is concerned, that the abuse may not continue. It is 
true the Treasury Department may have been more careful, and that 
is the only reliance you have; but no contract has been made, and 
there is no absolute assurance that the building will be erected for 
the amount we appropriate. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The provision was introduced some five or six 
aa ago in the law, and has worked verx well, that the architect is 

und to make the plans of a public building come within the limit 
fixed for the cost; and if he does not do so he will be called, and is 
always called, to a very rigorous account, both by Congress and the 
Department. During the time of Mr, Hill as Supervising Architect 
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I do not recall a single case where the work was not completed within 
the amount appropriated; that is, in the last four or five years. 
There may be an exception, but if so, it was made by 8 
Sometimes the plan of the building did not suit the member of Con- 
gress interested. I remember one case in Virginia where the Virginia 
member was very anxious and got the plan changed by an increase 
of the amount; but it has always been done by the action of Con- 


gress. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let me suggest to the Senator from Ohio, what 
test is there of the ibility of constructing the building within 
the amount named? You say the architect is required to submit 
pane which must come, in the concrete, within a certain sum; but 

ow can you test that save by ascertaining from constructors and 
builders whether they will contract for that amount? 

Mr. SHERMAN. They now have in regard to the public buildings 
certain plans, mainly of brick and stone, of solid material, and they 
can tell with great accuracy the cost of building according to cer- 
tain plans. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

RICHARD H. PORTER. 


Mr. GROOME and Mr. JONAS addressed the Chair. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I call for the regular order. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The regularorder will be proceeded 


with. 

The bill (S. No. 905) for the relief of Richard H. Porter, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, to strike out the enacting clause and the bill and in lieu thereof 
to insert: 

Whereas the Third Anditor of the Treasury did, on the 10th day of May, 1861, 
make the following award : 3 5: 

“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, THIRD AUDITOR'S OFFICE. 
“ May 10, 1861. 


In pursuance of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1849, entitled ‘An act 
to 5775 de for the payment of horses and other property lost or destroyed in the 
milit: service of the United States,’ and of an opinion of the Attorney-General 
dated April 25, 1861, it is adjudged that there is due from the United States to 
James and Richard H. Porter, for property impressed by order of Colonel Johnson, 
then in command of the United States forces en rowte for Utah, and lost by them 
in the fall of 1857, while transporting goods from Atchison, Kansas Territory, to 
sanp Scott, Utah Territory, and while said property was in the service aforesaid, 

follows: one hundred and seventy-five head of cattle, at $55 head, $9,850 ; 
five horses and mules, at $150 cach, $750; and this sum, $10,100, is payable to the 


claimants present. 2 r 
“R. J. ATKINSON, Third Auditor ;” 

which award was, on the 16th day of , 1864, reconsidered by the Third Audi- 
tor and modified so as to allow only $750 instead of $10,100; and 

Whereas there appears to have been no fraud or improper conduct charged 
against the said Richard H. and James Porter; and 

Whereas Attorney-General Bates, in 1861, declared the first award made in ac. 
cordance with the law, the Solicitor of the Treasury havin; 


g twice since approved 
ives of the United States of 
eee Head sar of the Treasury pay to Richard 
H. Porter and James Porter the said sum of $10,100, less the said sum of $750 paid 
them under the second award, in full for all claims for damages or 5 ion 
for property impressed by order of ohnson, in command of the United 
States troops en route for Utah in 1857. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and W 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
preamble. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘A bill for the relief of 
Richard H. and James Porter.” 

BILLS POSTPONED INDEFINITELY. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The next bill on the Calendar is the bill (S. No. 
283) for the relief of Charles E. Gunn, and the one following is the 
bill (S. No. 285) for the relief of Van B. Bowers. Both those bills 
are to pay postmasters for losses suffered, and are covered by a gen- 
eral bill recently passed. I move that they be indefinitely postponed, 
so as to take them from the Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SHREVEPORT. 


Mr. JONAS. Iask unanimous consent to take up the bill (S. No. 
750) to provide for the construction of a public building at the city 
of Shreveport, State of Louisiana. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, in line 11, after“ one hundred,” to strike 
out and fifty ;” so as to read “one hundred thousand dollars.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read tha 
third time, and passed. 


1882. 
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JABEZ BURCHARD. - 

Mr. ANTHONY. I give notice that hereafter I shall object to any 
thing being taken out of order while this rule prevails. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The regular order. 

The bill (S. No. 738) for the relief of Jabez Burchard was an- 
nounced as next in order on the Calendar; and it was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It directs the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury to allow to Jabez Burchard, assistant engineer on 
the retired list of the United States Navy, an amount which, with 
payments heretofore made to him, will ual to 75 per cent. of 
the sea pay of the grade or rank held by him at the date of his retire- 
ment by a naval board of the United States Navy. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a report in that case? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ere is a report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have either the report read or 
some explanation made to show why we are giving this officer back 


pay. 
j Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I think the Senator will finda 
full explanation in the report. 
The PRESIDENT tempore. It is a very long report. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, A similar bill passed the Senate 
certainly once and I think twice before. Let the report be read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The Principal Legislative Clerk read the following report, sub- 
mitted by Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, February 10, 1882: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 738) for 
the relief of Jabez Burchard, having had the same under consideration, beg leave 
to submit the following ee 

A bill for the relief of Ja Burchard passed the Senate at its last session, and 
a bill for his relief passed the House Committee on Naval Affairs also at the last 
session of Congress, but was not reached on the Calendar of the House, containing 
several thousand bills. 

The bill, as now introduced, provides that the proper accounting officers of the 
Treasury be; and they are hereby, authorized and directed to allow to Jabez Burch- 
ard, poset Prat engineer on the retired list of the United States Navy, an amount 
which, with payments heretofore made to him, will be equal to 75 per cent. of the 

pay of the e or rank held by him at the date of his retirement by a naval 
board of the United States Navy ; said amount to be paid out of any money in the 
United States T: not otherwise appropriated, and to take effect from and 
after the date of his retirement by said naval Cand: 

Mr. Burchard entered the United States Navy March 14, 1865, as acting third 
assistant engineer. He served five months on the monitor Naubuc; was detached 
and ordered to the United States steamer Powhatan. He served a little over two 
years and sjx months on this steamer; was detached and granted one month's 
jeave of absence, and was honorably discharged. Here-entered the Navy Septem- 
ber 1, 1870, as second assistant engineer and was ordered on special duty at League 
Island, Pennsylvania; detached m there Jan 11, 1872, and ordered to thb 
United States monitor Terror, at Havana. While attached to this monitor at Key 
West, Florida, in July, 1872, he was taken with an affection of the eyes, was ex- 
amined by u board of medical officers, condemned, and sent home. After remain- 
ing on sick-leave for nearly a year he reported as fit for duty, and was ordered to 
join the United States steamer Tuscarora, at San Francisco. After joining this 
ship he was again attacked with affection of the eyes, and was again condemned 
by a medical survey and sent home. After his arrival home he placed himself 
under the treatment of Dr. P. D. Keyser, an eminent oculist, who pronounced his 
dlisease to be one of the worst forms of inflammation of the retina. While in this 
condition he was ordered before the retiring board at Washington, which board 
decided that he was unfit for duty by reason of disability which did not originate 
in the line of duty. This decision pi him on the Potred list with the rate of 
pay of $500 per annum. The report of the medical officers on the retiring board is 


as follows : 
t NAVAL RETIRING BOARD, WASHINGTON, D. C., 
October 12, 1874. 

Sin: We have examined Jabez Burch: assistant engineer, United States 
Navy, and find him affected with chronic retinitis. He had been twice condemned 
by medical survey of disease for the eyes, and there is no evidence on record that 
his disability ori ted in the ‘line of duty.“ He is at present unfit for duty, 
and, in our opinion, is permanently incapacitated to perform the duties appro- 


priate to his commission. 
“ Respectfully, &., “GEORGE PECK, 


* Medical Ii r. 
“DAVID KINDLEBERGE 
“ United States Naval Surgeon. 


Commodore J, W. NICHOLSON, 
President Naval Retiring Board.” 

Mr. Burchard asserts that when he appeared before the retiring board he was 
wholly unprepared with essential and necessary proof, such as a certificate from 
his family pliysician, who had known him from childhood, and other important 
testimony, to show that the disease did F 
necessary, but that he relied hee die the merits of his case,which he supposed 
would be clearly evident from a ple statement of the plain facts of the same. 

From a very careful and diligent examination of the papers in this case, your 
committee are of the opinion that the decision of the retiring board was erroneous 
and unjust, as will appear from the following certificates from Dr. P. D. Keyser, 
surgeon at Wills’s Eye Hospital, Philadelp! and Dr. William T. W. Dickeson, 
the family physician of Mr. Burchard, which yw very conclusively that the dis- 
ease with which he is unfortunately afflicted was contracted in the line of duty 
while in the service of the United S and it was not hereditary: 


“1630 ARCH STREET, PHILADELPHIA, 
Jay 2, 1876. 
“Mr. Jabez Burchard, assistant engineer United States Hav, came to me in 
ee 1873, suffering from a severe attack of retinitis, which has assumed a 
chronic form. 

This affection of the eyes is the result of his duties on monitor service, the 
reat heat and severe of light, &c. I can find no signs of any constitu- 
zonal (acquired or cong ) disease. 

“ He has been under my treatment up to the present date, and is still and always 

will be incapacitated for any use of his eyes. 
P. D. KEYSER, M. D., 


“ Surgeon Wills's Eye Hospital, Philadelphia. 


This is to certify that I am personall inted with Dr. P. D. Keyser, and 
Know him to be among the first physicians and ocoulists in this city: °° 
— * 


“ Ohief Olerk Philadelphia Post-Ofice. 


“Thereby certify that I am acquainted with Dr. P. D. Keyser, a physician in 
good standing, and further that the foregoing is his certificate. 
Witness my hand and official seal t day of May, A. D. 1876. 
“ROBERT R. SMITH, 
Magistrate of Court No. 8, Philadelphia. 


“ MEDIA, PA., May 4, 1876. 
“I certify that I bave known Jabez Burchard, assistant engineer, United States 
Navy, since he was a child, and can positively assert that there never was any 
hereditary disease about him; that he wasin a sound physical condition on entering 
the United States service, and had always good eyesight until sent home from duty 
on the monitor Terror. 
In his present condition, from chronic retinitis, he is absolutely unable to use 
his eyes from the painfulness caused by this disease. 
“WILLIAM T. W. DICKESON, M. D. 


“ DELAWARE COUNTY, 42: 


“On this 4th day of May, A. D. 1876, personally appeared before me. 1 
8 of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, residing in said county, William T. 
V. Dickeson, M. D., who, being duly atlirmed according to law, says that the 
above facts are true as he verily believes. 
“ Affirmed and subscribed before me the day and year above written. 
“A. P. OTTEY, Notary Public.” 


From the following letter of the former Secretary of the Navy. Mr. Robeson, to 
the Fourth Auditor of the Treasury, it will be seen that it was the opinion of the 
Navy Department that the disease was incident to the service: 


“Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 1, 1877. 


“Sin: Upona full review ot all the facts in the case of Assistant Jabez 
Burchard, United States Navy, the Department is of the opinion that the causes 
which incapacitated bim for active duty were incident to the service, and that he 
should receive the higher rate of pay wed to retired officers by section 1588 of 
the * goose ote 5 

Very res; y, Co., 
i “GEO. M. ROBESON, 
“ Secretary of the Navy. 

Hon. S. J. W. TABOR, Fourth Auditor of the Treasury.” 


The following is a letter from the Secretary of the Navy to Hon. A. A. Sargent, 
former chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs of the Senate, which gives a 


concise history of the whole subject: 
“Navy DEPARTMENT, March 14, 1878. 


Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of this date in- 
quiring, on behalf of the Naval Committee of the Senate, what were the reasons for 
placing Second Assistant Engineer Jabez Burchard on the retired list on farlough 
pay, and why it is now desirable to change his status. 

“January, 1874, Mr. Burchard was ordered before a retiring board, the findin: 
of which was that he was affected with chronic inflammation of the retina, — 
was consequently, at the time, unfit for duty, but not incapacitated within the 


meaning of the law.“ 
In October, 1874, he was again ordered before the retiring board, and found 
o incapacity orig- 


incapacitated for service, and that there was no evidence that 
inated in the line of duty. 

The President concurred in opinion with the retiring board, and directed that 
— Assistant Engineer Burchard be retired on ‘furlough pay,’ and he was so 
retired. 

In 1876, Mr. Burchard appealed to the Secre of the Navy to examine into 
his case, which he regarded as one of peculiar hip, and filed certain pa; 
in support of his claim that his disease originated in the line of duty, and asked 
that the President be requested to nominate him for transfer from the furlough to 
the retired pay list. 

‘Copies of these papers are herewith inclosed. The Solicitor of the Navy, to 
whom these papers were referred, reported: ‘The evidence is so strong to prove 
that Burchard's loss of eyesight was caused by e: ure in the pertormance of 
duty, that I respectfully advise that he be nominated for transfer from the furlough 
to the retired pay list.’ 

“No nomination for a trausfer was made, but instead thereof the Secretary of 
the Navy, March 1, 1877, informed the Fourth Auditor of the Treasury that, upon 
a full review of the case of Mr. Burchard, he was of opinion that the causes which 
incapacitated him for active duty were incident to the service, and thathe should 
receive the higher rate of pay allowed to retired officers under section 1588 of the 
Revised Statutes. 

It appears that this view was accepted by the Fourth Auditor, and that Mr. 
Burchard was paid for the time he had been on the retired list the difference be- 
tween furlough pay and retired Rey, 

“On the 10th January, 1878, the Second Comptroller called on the Department 
for a copy of so much of the decision of the retiring board in Mr. Burchard's case 
as related to the question whether or not the causes were incident to the 2 
and, it is understood, decided, quite properly it is thought, that Mr. B. 
could only receive the higher pay by transfer, under section 1588 of the Revised 
3 and gave directions to check against him the difference of pay he had 
received. 

As he was getting only ‘furlough pay,’ or half of ‘leave of absence . $500 
a year, the chec of this difference: which he had received, agaiust this small 
sum of $500 per annum, was a peculiar hardship. Mr. Burchard therefore applied 
to the Department for a recommendation to the President for his nomination en 
the furlough to the retired pay list. 

*“ Under all the circamstances—that is, the probability that Mr. Burchard’s dis- 
ease might have been incident to the service; that the Secret of the Navy 
had given him the benefit of this view; that he had received the difference of pay; 
that a checkagea, st his pay of $500 per annum would be peculiarly hard ; 
that he is nearly blind, and was not charged with nor retired for immoral conduct— 
I consider the case as one calling for my favorable action, and his name was sub- 
8 to the President for nomination from the furlough pay to the retired pay 


t. 
“A copy of the report of the medical officers on the retiring board is herewith 
inclosed; also a copy of a statement made by Burchard before the board. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
“R. W. THOMPSON, 


; “ Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. A. A. SARGENT, 
“ Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, United States Senate.“ 


Mr. Burchard was su ucntly nominated for the retired list of the abet 80 
that he could lawfully receive 75 per cent. of sea pay, and he was confirmed by 
the Senate. He was accordingly transferred from the furlough to the retired pa 
list, April 1, 1878, to take effect from the date of his retirement, October 26, 187d. 
Tue Comptroller, however, still adhered to his former decision that Mr. Burchard 
could not receive that rate of pay without a special law of Congress allowing the 
same. Hence this bill. 

A bill for the relief of Mr. Burchard was reported from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs of the House of Representatives at the last session of Congress on the very 
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last day of the session, but failed to receive the final action of that body for want 
of time. The report submitted by Mr. Frank Jones, on behalf of the committee, 
at that time shows that that committee held the same views in relation to the 
justice of the bill that your committee do. The report is as follows: 

Mr. Frank Jones, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, submitted the follow- 
ing report, to accompany bill H. R. No. 5642. 

“The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
5642) for the relief of Jabez Burch assistant engineer on the retired list of the 
United States Navy, having made diligent inquiry in reference to the merits of 
this bill, respectfully report: 

It appears from evidence furnished from the Navy Department that Assistant 
Engineer Burchard was retired in October, 1874, on account of defective vision, 
incapacitating him for active duty, and that a board of officers reported that his 
disability resulted from injuries received not in the line of duty; he was conse- 

uently placed upon furlough pay. In 1876 he appealed to the Secretary of the 
Navy for a re-examination of case, and furnished evidence in support of his 
claim, that his disease resulted from injuries received in the line of his duty. The 
evidence was so strong in support of the fact that Mr. Burchard lost his ey ht 
by exposure in the performance of his duty that the Secretary consid it just 
that he should be transferred from furlough to the retired list of the Navy, and he 
ordered the accounting officer of the Treasury to allow him 75 per cent. of the sea 

vy of his grade, which he was accordingly paid. Buta new Comptroller coming 
late oftice ruled, under the opinion ger by the Attorney-General, that having 
been retired by a report of a of officers, stating that his disability was not 
the result of injuries incurred in line of duty, he was entitled to but 50 per cent. 
ot sea pay. Afterward Secretary Thompson, with a view to give him 75 per cent. 
of sea pay, recommended that he be nominated for the retired list of the Navy, and 
the President so nominated him ; after an examination of all the papers in 
connection with the case the Senate confirmed the nomination. He was accord- 
ingly put on tne retired pay list of the Navy. But the Comptroller still decided 
that such nomination and confirmation could not give him the 75 per cent. of sea 
pay withont an act of Congress, and in this decision he was sustained by the Attor- 
ney-General. There was therefore no recourse left Mr. Burchard but to appeal to 
Congress. In his letterto the chairman of the Senate Naval Committee, Secretary 
Thompson said: Under all the circumstances, and considering the eae, 
that Mr. Burchard’s disease might have been incident to the service; that the Sec- 
zuy of the Navy had given him the benefit of this view, and that he had received 
the difference of pay; that a checkage against his small pay of $500 per annum 
would be penisy hard; that he is nearly blind, and was not charged with or 
retired for immoral conduct, I consider the case as calling for my favorable action, 
and his mane was submitted to the President for transfer from furlough pay to the 
retired pay list.“ 

“ Considering all the facts and circumstances in connection with this case, the 
committee report favorably thereon, and recommend that the bill ought to pass.” 

Mr. Burchard is entirely incapacitated from pursuing any avocafion that re- 
quires the use of his eyes, and is therefore debarred from the pursuit of any occu- 
pation by which he might earn a sufficient income for his support. 

Should the bill recommended by your committee pass, Mr. Burchard will receive 
pay at the rate of $1,275 per annum, or be 8 cent. of the sea pay of his grade, his 
pay at present being $850 per annum, or 50 per cent. of the sea pay of his grade. 

The following statement is bitin! wre in this report for the information of the 
—.— which shows the rate at which Mr. Burchard has been paid since his re- 

ment: 


Jabez Burchard retired October 26, 1874, and paid as follows: 
From October 26, 1874. to June 30, 1875, at $950 per annum (248 days) 
From July 1, 1875, to March 31, 1877, at $500 per annam à 


From April 1, 1877, to June 30, 1877, at $1,275 pi annum. 
From July 1, 1877, to September 30, 1877, at $ 3 annum. 
From October 1, 1877, to December 31, 1877, at $1,275 


Checked in first quarter 1878 


H 

From January 1, 1878, to January 31, 1878, at $1,275 per annum. .........- 108 29 

From February 1, 1878, to March 31, 1878, at $500 per annum 80 33 
From April 1, 1878, to June 30, 1878, at $1,275 per annum $317 88 

Disallowed by Comptroller -00004-000201 tsseeee 105 96 nee 

11 92 


From July 1, 1878, to September 30, 1878, at $850 annum 214 25 
From October 1, 1878, to ber 31, 1878, at per annum É 214 25 
From January 1, 1879, to March 31, 1879, at $850 per annum 209 59 
From a a 1, 1879, to June 30, 1879, at $850 per annum 211 92 
From July 1, 1879, to September 30, 1879, at per annum 214 25 
From October 1, 1879, to December 31, 1879, at $850 per annum 214 25 
Paid by certificate April, 1877, difference between 75 per cent. of $1,700 
annum ($1,275) and 50 per cent. of $1,900 per annum ($950) from 
RADON 20. 281d 1 SURO OE SOTO poeta anion Sppene roencesena eb eserane 220 82 
Difference between $1,275 and $500 per annum from July 1, 1875, to March 
Bi, IST DONO ooo ae eee heehee sine cinine sc EE T RS 1, 356 79 


Taid by certificate Apa 15, 1879, diference between $500 and $1,270 per 
annum from February 1, 1878, to March 31, 1878, and amount checked 
by paymaster first quarter 1878 (880. 4)))))j 205 70 


N. B.—This officer received the pay at $1,275, or 75 per cent. of the sea pay at 
$1.700 per annum from date of retirement, October 1874, to March 31, 1878. 
April 1, 1878, it was chan to 50 per cent. of $1,700, (#850,) and he is so paid to 
December 31, 1879, last return in. 

Your committee are of opinion that this is a very meritorious case, and one that 
ap to the magnanimity and justice of Con, 

he bill is therefore rey 

mended. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN C. BAMPTON. 


The bill (S. No. 110) for the relief of Benjamin C. Bampton was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the proper ac- 
connting officers of the Treasury, in settling the accounts of Be a- 
min C. Bampton, passed assistant engineer United States Navy, (re- 
tired,) to remove any cbeckages or suspensions made against him on 
account of his pay, and provides that thereafter his pay shall be 50 
per cent. only of the sea pay grade or rank held by him at the time 
of retirement, and appropriates, for the purpose o paying him the 
amount of the checkages or suspensions against him, the sum of 


favorably, and its passage is earnestly recom- 


$456.58. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be eugrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
` HIRAM C. SHOUSE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next case on the Calendar was 
reported adversely. 


w HAMPTON. May I ask the Secretary to read the title of that 
bil 

The Acting Secretary read by its title the bill (S. No. 607) to 
increase the pension of Hiram C. Shouse. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be indefinitely post- 
poned unless some Senator indicates the contrary. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest, the Senate not being full now, that 
the bill had probably better be passed over. ə Senator who 
reported it [Mr. PLATT] is not present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


JOHN WAISHKEY, JR. 


The bill (S. No. 1188) to confirm the homestead entry of John Waish- 
key, jr., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides 
that homestead entry No. 1828, made at the United States land office 
at Marquette, Michigan, May 8, 1879, by John Waishkey, jr., upon 
the south half of the southeast quarter and south half of the south- 
west quarter of section 10, in township 47 north of range 2 east, under 
authority of the instructions of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, dated July 2, 1878, shall be confirmed as of the day of the date 
of the entry; but due proof of compliance with the provisions of 
the homestead law is to be made in the usnal manner, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HUGH FOSTER. 


The bill (S. No. 1189) to confirm the homestead entry of Hugh Fos- 
ter was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to 
confirm as of the date of entry homestead entry No. 1790, made at the 
United States land office at epee Fer Michigan, March 22, 1 
Hoen Foster, upon the south half of the northeast quarter and no: 
half of the southeast quarter of section 10, in township forty-seven 
north of range 2 east, under authority of the instructions of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office to the local officers dated July 2, 
1878, and recommended for confirmation by special act of Con 
by the Secre of the Interior in the decision on the case rendered 
November 18, 1861, but due proof of compliance with the provisions 
of the homestead law is to be made in the usual manner. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

D. T. KIRBY. . 


„The PESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill on the Calendar is the 
bill (H. R. No. 909) for the relief of D. T. Kirby, a similar bill having 
pene the Senate as a Senate bill. It was understood that the House 

ill was not to be referred to the committee, at the suggestion of 
the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. VEST. ] 

Mr. ROLLINS. I suggest that the bill had better be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. VEST. What is the suggestion? 

Mr. ROLLINS. I think the Committee on Mili Affairs ought 
to make further inquiry in reference to the facts in the case. 

1 VEST. Ithink the bill ought to be disposed of. It is a House 

Mr. ROLLINS. In reference to this officer I think the facts had 
better be investigated. If certain statements which have been made 
are not correct, the Committee on Military Affairs can immediately 
report the bill and it can be passed. There is ample time to do it. 

Ir. VEST. We are ready to meet any charges that may be made. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I have no charges to make; but I think the mat- 
ter had better be further inquired into. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is moved that the bill be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was not a: to. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the bill be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the bill be taken up notwithstanding the objection. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I call the attention of some member of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs who is izant of the facts. I call for 
the yeas and nays on taking up the A 

The PRESIDÈNT pro tempore. The call is too late. The Chair 
has announced the decision of the motion. The bill will be read. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 909) for the relief of D. T. Kirby. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Is there a report with reference to the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. None at all; it has never been 


referred. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Never referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs? 

Mr. VEST. The case was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There was a Senate bill on the 
same subject which was referred and recommended for passage and 
passed by the Senate. This is a House bill, and the reason that it 


was not referred, as the Senator from Missouri stated at the time, 
pa because it was similar to the bill that had already passed the 
nate. 
Mr. VEST. It is the same bill. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I will simply state that a bill precisely similar 


1882. 
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indeed in the same words precisely, was reported from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs by the chairman, the Senator from Illinois, 
[Mr. LoGAN,] who is now absent. That was discussed in the Sen- 
ate, passed the Senate, and went to the House. On the same day 
that the Senate passed that bill the House was discussing this bill 
und passed it, and the bills crossed each other. Our bill is pending 
in the House and the House bill is pending here, They are both the 


same. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There was a statement made on the floor of the 
Senate by some one that this gentleman had been during the pend- 
ency of the bill intoxicated in the streets of this city. Is this the 
same one referred to yesterday ? : 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was denied by the Senator from Missouri, 
(Mr. Micki, Now, it seems to me that is a proper issue that may be 
sent to the Committee on Military Affairs to be reported upon. If this 

rentlemen, while applying to Co: to be restored to the Army, 
RE been guilty of the offense for which he was expelled from tho 
Army, it will De another reason why he should not be restored. It 
seems to me that the bill had better be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and let them inquire into the facts. Ihave no infor- 
mation abont it. I move to refer the bill to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Mis- 
souri how this officer happened to be suspended. Was it for intem- 

verance ! 

: Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not remember the report. I have not got 
the report here. He wassuspended by court-martial. My colleague 
is more familiar with the case. Ican send and get the report; it 
was made some time ago. He was dismissed ; and the Senator from 
Illinois who examined the case reported a bill to allow him to be 
restored to the Army. As I stated, that bill passed the Senate, and 
on the same day that it passed here the House passed a similar bill. 
The bills crossed each other. The House bill is here and the Senate 
bill is in the House. 

Mr. ROLLINS. What the Senator from Missouri states I have no 
doubt is correct in reference to the 1 of the two bills. About 
the time of the Dev of the bill by the House some reports were 
made discreditable to this officer, and I called the attention of sev- 
eral members of the Committee on Military Affairs to the fact, among 
them the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. COCKRELL, ] and suggested then, 
as I suggest now, that the Honse bill had better be committed to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and that they inquire as to the real 
condition of affairs. 

If this officer is a deserving man, he ought to be put back and I 
hope it will be done. If, on the contrary, the reports that have 
reached us are true, it would be an outrage on the military service 
of the country, and then I hope it will not be done. I do not want 
under any circumstances to have injustice done to this officer, and I 
think the only proper way to do is to have the bill committed to the 
Committee on Military Affairs and let them inquire into the facts and 
report to the Senate. There is ample time to do this, the bill havin 
already passed the House; it can be reported back in a few days, and 
if injustice has been done in this matter the bill may then be acted 
on. I think that is but a fair and reasonable request, and as I un- 
derstand it from personal conference with several members of the 
Military Committee that was just the course which they desired to 
be pursned, and I made the motion thinking that I represented the 
views of a majority of the Committee on Military Affairs, and I am 
inclined to think so now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] stated 
that the same billin the same words was presented in each House. 
The House committee reported favorably and the House passed a bill, 
and the Senate commi tee reported favorably and the Senate passed 
a bill, the two bills going through the respective Houses on the same 
day. Nowcomes that which I would rather not discuss in the Senate. 
I should think it had better be discussed in committee. I prefer to 
have it so now. 

This officer was cashiered because of drunkenness. He was a gal- 
lant and brave officer, and had done a great deal of good service for 
his country, and he served well afterward in civil life; but there 
comes in a story to us from responsible sources that the great joy over 
this restoration induced a repetition of the offense for which he was 
cashiered, right on the spot and about this Capitol and about these 
open streets. I am sorry to be obliged to refer to this. I hope it 
is a slander; the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] thinks it is; but 
mist we say who told us and what we know about this here in the 
Senate? I do not care if it is recommitted under instructions to 
report within a week. I think it had better go to our committee 

in. I hope there is no truth in the story, but it did make many 
Senators say all about here that they were glad the case had not got 
any further than it had. 
. VEST. If the bill can be reported back in a few days or 
within a week, I have no objection to the recommittal. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Give the committee time to turn about in the 
matter. 

Mr. ROLLINS. 
forthwith. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


I have no doubt the committee will act upon it 


The Senator from Ohio moves to 


commit the bill. The Senator from Missouri can move instructions 
if he sees fit. The question is on the motion to commit. 

Mr. VEST. With instructions to report in a week. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I propose to refer it to a friendly committee, a 
committee that has already reported the bill once. It is not usual 
in the Senate to instruct committees in that way. I do not care any- 
thing about it, however. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I do not think there had better be any instruc- 
tions. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will say to the Senator from Missouri that the 
Committee on Military Affairs has not on this or any other occasion 
shown a disposition to be negligent. If the bill is recommitted, as 
I think it should be, it will be reported early. 

Mr. VEST. I withdraw the instructions, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
commit the bill to the Committee on Military Affairs. - 

The motion was agreed to. 

THOMAS DOAK. ; 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 286) for the relief 
of Thomas Doak. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no written report in that case, and 
therefore I cannot tell upon what ground the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post- Roads reported adversely; but it is a claim for losses 
sustained. I ask that the papers in the case, if they have not already 
been, be transmitted to the Postmaster-General and the case stricken 
from the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be indefinitely post- 


poned. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And I ask the Secretary to see that the papers 

are transmitted to the Postmaster-General. 
ELLEN M. GODFREY. 

The bili (S. No. 718) granting a pension to Ellen M. Godfrey was 
considered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Ellen M. Godfrey, widow of James A. 
Godfrey, late captain of Company G, Eighteenth Regiment Maine 
Volunteer Infantry, subsequently of the First Maine Heavy Artillery, 
at the rate of $20 per month, and $2 per month additional for her 
minor child, until sixteen years of age, from March 3, 1878. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, which was, after the word “ artillery,” in line 8, to strike 
out the words “at the rate of $20 per month, and $2 per month addi- 
Rona for her minor chìld, until sixteen years of age, from March 3, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the followin bill 
an joint resolution; in which it requ the concurrence of the 

nate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3045) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasur 
to remit certain customs duties and custom-house charges to 8 
General Alfred E. Lee; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 183) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to use rations for the relief of destitute persons in the district over- 
flowed by the Mississippi River. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a concur- 
rent resolution granting the use of the Rotunda, and rooms imme- 
diately adjacent, to the Ladies’ Aid Association for the Gartield Memo- 
rial Hospital on the first Saturday in May, for the purpose of holdin, 
a reception ; in which the concurrence of the Senate was reques 

PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of two o’clock has ar- 
rived, and the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which is the bill (S. No. 613) to fix the day for the meeting of the 
electors of President and Vice-President, and to provide for and reg- 
ulate the counting of the votes for President and Vice-President, and 
the decision of questions arising thereon. 

Mr. DAWES. Lask that that be laid aside informally with a view 
to take up the Indian appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the bill will be laid aside informally. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER OVERFLOW. 


Mr. GARLAND. Thereisajoint resolution of very great importance 
that has just come over from the House, and inasmuch as the Senate 
will not sit again until Monday, and the Secretary of War indicates 
that he wants to have the money called for in the joint resolution at 
once, I ask to call it up now. It will take but a few minutes. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 183) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to use rations for the relief of destitute persons in the district 
overflowed by the Mississippi River was read twice, and, by unani- 
mous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to consider it. It appropriates $100,000 for the purpose indicated, 
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and authorizes the Secretary of War to co-operate with the authori- 
ties of the several States of which the overflowed district is a part in 
making the distribution. 

Mr. GARLAND. I hope the resolution will be acted on imme- 
diately. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GARFIELD MEMORIAL HOSPITAL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the House concurrent resolution be 
acted on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives: 

Resolved by the House ee ere ey (the Senate concurring.) That the use of 
the Rotunda and rooms ee nt bo granted to the Ladies’ Aid Asso- 
ciation for the Garfield Memorial Hospital on the first Saturday in May, to hold a 
reception, the object being to raise a fund for the current expenditure of the asso- 
ciation. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that that be concurred in. 
The resolution was concurred in. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 3045) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasur 
to remit certain customs dutiesand custom-house charges to Consul- 
General Alfred E. Lee was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 


AMENDMENT TO AN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GARLAND submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. No. 4466) making appropriations for the 
Agricultural Department of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1883, and for other purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, * 


Mr. BROWN. Lask an indefinite leave of absence for my colleague, 
(Mr. HILL, of Georgia.] The accounts 1 have from him are favor- 
able; his wound is healing; but the physicians cannot say at what 
time he may be able to return to the Senate, and as no fixed time can 
be named at present I ask that leave of absence be granted to him 
indefinitely. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the request of the Senator 
from Georgia be granted for an indefinite leaye of absence for his 
colleague? The Chair hears no objection, and it will be granted. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 4185) making appropriations for the cur- 
rent and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for ful- 
filling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year 
ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. HOAR. I will modify the amendment by making the sum 
appropriated $500,000. I wish also to make another modification. 
Instead of moving this as a substitute, I offer it as an additional 
amendment, to come in after the twelve hundred and fifteenth line, 
so that the clause recommended by the committee will stand, and may 
he adopted without any motion of mine to amend it. Isuppose, there- 
fore, the question is first on the amendment of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will put the question on 
the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations, which will be 
read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. The amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations is, after line 1204, to insert: 

And the Secretary of the Interior is further authorized and directed to provide 
for the care, support, and education of one hundred Indian children at any estab- 
lished school or schools other than those herein provided for, in any of the States 
ot the United States, such schools to be selected by him from applications made to 
him. ata cost not exceeding $167 per annum for each child; and for this purpose 
there is hereby Appropriate the sum of $17,000, or so much thereof as may be ne- 
cessary: Provided, That not more than twenty of said pupils shall be educated in 
any one State. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Now I move my amendment, as modified, to insert 
after the amendment just adopted— 

And the Secretary of the Interior is further authorized and directed to provide 
for the care, support, and education of all Indian children dwelling west of the 
Mississippi and not belonging to the five civilized tribes in the Indian Territory, 
or so many thereof as may be practicable, under such regulations as may be ap- 
proved by the President, in any of the States, at a cost not exceeding $200 per 


annum for cach child; and for this purpose there is appropriated $500,000 or so 
much thereof as may be necessary. 


Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I have not been able to hear all the 
diseussion on this subject, but I wish to know whether the compu- 
tation of the amount of half a million of dollars is based on an ac- 
tual knowledge of the number of children to be educated. It is very 
well known that whatever may be the amount of your appropria- 
tion, it follows as certainly as the night follows the day that all will 
be expended. : 

Mr. HOAR. I think not, if the Senator will pardon me for inter- 
rupting him. The number of children to be educated is probably 
nearly thirty thousand, At $200 apiece, that would take $6,000,000; 


but a very large proportion of them cannot be educated in this way; 
the Indian parents would not consent at present. This amendment 
limits the amount to be expended for each child, to be expended 
in the discretion of the President or Secretary of the Interior, to 
$200 a year, and limits the entire ap ropriation to half a million dol- 
lars. I presume that probably the President or Secretary of the In- 
terior will not find it practicable to provide for expending more than 
a portion of that amount the first year. We are now paying $60 a 
year for their rations. I believe the accurate estimate of the per- 
sons in charge at Hampton and Carlisle is that this expense can be 
conducted at $167.50 per child, if Iam not mistaken. 

Mr. BAYARD., This appropriation is entirely extra to the present 
appropriation for the Hampton and Carlisle schools! 

Mr. HOAR. Entirely extra. 

Mr. BAYARD. I always hesitate, Mr. President, to obtrude my 
voice or counsel in matters to which I have not given some de 
of attention and examination; and I deem it necessary, therefore, 
in this body to rely upon the judgment of those of our associates 
who have carefully considered and adjusted a plan, although that 
plan may be one involving as this does the expenditure of a large 
sum of money. I am one of those who feel, and always have felt 
since I arrived at years of discretion, that the treatment of the In- 
dian tribes by the people of my own race in this country had been 
very dishonorable and shameful; that if we are to look for our title 
as a Christian people it must be outside of our management of In- 
dian affairs. For that reason I strongly favor every attempt made, 
however tardy, to repair the injustice to which this fast-fading rem- 
nant of a once powerful race has been subjected during all the time 
of the white man’s government in this country. 

At the same time, while I am disposed to give, and probably shall 
give, my vote iu favor of this proposition, I can only express the ho 
that this appropriation has been founded upon a diligent and well- 
digested inquiry, such as will make the law efficient for the relief of 
this very class; and if it does so, if the law is efficient to reach and 
remedy their wants, it will be one of the very few from which the 
Indians receive the benefit which the Government designed for them. 
From one of the good men of this country who did great public sery- 
ice in a quiet way—I refer to the late William Welsh, of Philadel- 
phia—I have heard a great deal of the complete perversion, diver- 
sion, destruction of the charities of the Government—I will not call 
them charities, but the duties of the Government—as intended to 
be performed toward these people—how the supplies which by treaty 
stipulations were to be furnished, supplies the result of eee by 
their own moneys, were completely defeated and they were given 
dust and ashes instead of comfort and support. 

Therefore it is that when this scheme, not reported by a commit- 
tee, but which comes from a very intelligent source, is offered now 
as an amendment to this bill, I am disposed to vote for it. I have 
only to express my hope that it has been so arranged that this lib- 
eral wach of money—more liberal I take it per capita than any edu- 
cational appropriation ever voted in Con or I do not think 
anywhere in Con or in the Legislatnre of any State a sum so 
liberal as this, of $500 per head, has ever been sought to be given by 
law—will reach the objects for which it is designed. If it does so I 
shall not regret that the whole of it has been voted. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Delaware, with reference to the last point he made, to the fact that 
this appropriation is for a class of persons whom the United States 
are now supporting at an expense of $60 on an average per head, 
and the appropriations made in the States are for pupils who are sup- 
ported at home, and are merely appropriations for expenditures in 
the day-schools. The point which I endeavored to make apparent 
was that it was cheaper for the United States to increase this ap- 
8 of $60 a head for the five years of schoolage to have these 

dian youths trained in the English language, and in agriculture, 
to $160 or even $200 a year, and end the expense at that time, instead 
of paying the whole $60 a year to them and their posterity forever. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, this amendment is so in the line and 
the spirit of the amendments proposed ee Committee on Appro- 
priations, and only carrying along in the same line further those 
amendments, that I confess to some embarrassment between the duty 
with which I am charged by that committee to maintain the in- 
tegrity of this bill as reported to the Senate from that committee, 
and an inclination and desire to vote for the amendment itself. 

It is due, however, to the committee as well as to the action of the 
Senate already upon its amendments, all of which have been adopted 
without opposition by the Senate, that I call their attention to what 
has been recommended by the committee in this line and what has 
already been determined by the Senate to be their policy in refer- 
ence to the education of Indians. 

I have caused a table to be prepared of all the . wegecy in 
this bill as it is now adopted by the Senate, including what came in 
it from the House and the amendments offered by the committee and 
adopted, which are 5 for educational purposes. There is 
running through the whole bill, however, not included in this amend- 
ment, a provision which the committee believed would work out a 
further advancement in that line, and a more particular application 
to purposes of instruction of the Indian appropriations which have 
been heretofore made in such general terms that there was no require- 
mentof law to apply them to t 


t purpose, and they naturally floated 
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away into subsistence and clothing and annuities and the like, which 
were much easier of expenditure and much more calculated to keep 
the Indians quiet and comfortable for the time being than any other 
expenditure of the fund. But for the exclusive purpose of the educa- 
tion of the Indian, and outside of treaty obligations, the bill as 
adopted by the Senate thus far now contains for the support of in- 
dustrial schools and for other educational purposes of the Indian 
tribes in one gross sum $150,000. That was the whole sum estimated 
for by the Department. That is as far as the Department desired to 
go. In addition to this, there have been appropriated for the sup- 
port of the industrial school at Carlisle $68,500; for the support of 
a like school at Hampton, Virginia, $16,700; for the support of a 
school at Forest Grove, Oregon, $30,000; for the education of one 
hundred Indian children in the States—a new feature in the bill— 
$17,000; making a total ofthis character ofappropriations of $282,200. 
There is, in addition, for educational purposes, an appropriation 
for the erection of two new buildings for school purposes for Indian 
children $50,000, and then an amount for educational purposes spe- 
cifically named under treaties of $80,000. 

Mr. TELLER. What is the total not named in treaties? 

Mr. DAWES, The total not named in treaties is $282,200, and 
$50,000 for the erection of two new buildings for school purposes, 
making $332,200. In addition there are appropriations, as I have 
said, under treaty obligatione, of $20,000, making a total of $412,200. 
In addition to this is the creation of a new office called an inspector 
of Indian schools, with a salary of $3,000, and $2,000 for travelin 
expenses, out of which if properly discharged the committee, and 
believe the Senate, as they concurred with the committee, have great 
hope in future in respect to the improvement of the Indian schools. 

t wonld be interesting, if it would not tire the Senate, to go over 
in this table, as I have had it prepared, just at what points and just 
how much at each point under existing treaties educational provision 
is made; and perhaps the Senate will indulge me, because it is in- 
structive when you come to look at the general question of educa- 
tion of the Indian in a practical way, mA when you come to inquire 
how far you can add to this expenditure and in what places; and 
although I may tire the Senate, I think it will be instructive to go 
over it. 

Under existing treaties, the appropriations in this bill for educa- 
tional purposes are: for the Apaches, Kiowas, and Comanches, one 
teacher, about $900; Cheyennes and Arapahoes, one teacher, about 
$900; Boise Fort band of Chippewas, one teacher and books, $800 ; 
Chippewas of the Mississippi, support of schools, $4,000 ; Chippewas, 
Pillagers, &c., education, $2,500; Choctaws, education, 36,000; 
Creeks, education, $10,000; Crows, teachers, books, &c., $1,500; 
Kiowas, for education or other beneficial purposes, $2,875; Kicka- 
poos, for educational and other beneficial pnrposes—the character of 
which I do not at this moment call to mind—$4,679.05; Klamaths 
and Modoes, two school teachers, $1,800; Miamies of Kansas, for 
edneational purposes, $1,094.24; Molels, teachers, schools, and sub- 
sistence of pupils, $3,000; Nez Percés, two matrons in charge board- 
ing-schools and two assistant teachers, $2,000; Northern Cheyennes 
and Arapahoes, one teacher, $900; Osages, for educational purposes, 
$3,456; Pawnees, support of two manual schools and two teachers, 
$11,800 ; Quapaws, for education, $1,000; Sacs and Foxes of the Mis- 
souri, 8200; Seminoles, support of schools, $2,500; Shawnees, for 
educational purposes, $5,000; Shoshones and Bannocks, one teach- 
er, $900; Sioux of different tribes, five teachers and for schools, 
$11,200; Tubequache, Muache, and other Utes, two teachers, $1,800— 
$80,804.29. 

You will observe, Mr. President, that this sum of $80,804.29 is distrib- 
uted at twenty-four different points in addition to the general purposes 
of education otherwise provided for. So, while I would go just as far 
as machinery and instrumentalities can be provided to make every 
dollar tell for the purpose for which it is applied, we have neverthe- 
less not left the Indian entirely abandoned in respect to education. 
I am one of those who believe with my colleague that every dollar 
expended properly and judiciously in educational purposes is a dol- 
lar saved in subsistence and care of the Indians, and that if every 
such dollar shall be properly expended the time is not far distant 
when the $5,000,000 expended for Indians, if two and a half million 
of it should be spent for that purpose, would entirely disappear from 
the statute-book; that the Indian may be made, if not as valuable a 
citizen as his Caucasian brother, nevertheless a self-supporting citi- 
zen, and to some extent a strength instead of a 5 to this 
country. j 

But the Committee on Appropriatiens must look at it as a present 
practical question; and in the amendment last adopted by the Sen- 
ate this morning providing for the taking of one hundred Indian 
children from different parts of the Indian tribes and distributing 
them among the educational institutions of the States—an amend- 
ment suggested by the distinguished chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, [Mr. ALLISON, ] who has heretofore contributed, as 
my colleague has well said, so much in the line of educating our own 
poopie up to the idea of educating the Indian as a relief from the 

urden—is to be found the germ of a method from which, properly 
carried out and cared for, will grow up the instrumentality that will 
finally cope with and dispose of this whole work. It can, as the 
Senate will see, be added to and carried on simply by an addition to 
the sum appropriated just as fast as we shall find beneficial results 


flowing from it, either from the effects upon the Indian children 
themselves, or the disposition of the tribes to have their children 
educated, or from the disposition of the educational institutions 
throughout the country to co-operate and aid this work. 

It is precisely in this line that the addition of $500,000 now pro- 
posed by my colleague is a measure that would be desirable if it were 
perfectly clear that it could be utilized at this moment, and I am in- 
clined to vote for it notwithstanding I am charged with the duty of 
maintaining the integrity of the bill as it came to the Senate. I do 
it because I do not want to vote it down. I do not want the Senate 
to vote down this proposition lest an unjustified inference may go 
out to the country. The committee and the Senate have committed 
themselves to the doctrine I know, but nevertheless to vote down 
this would lead the country to infer that the Senate has turned its 
back upon a proposition of this kind to relieve through educational 
instrumentalities the conntry from this great burden. 

When the proposition to which this is an addition was made, it 
seemed to me to reach better the need of the moment than any I have 
heard of; and how far we are prepared to go at once, of course is for 
every Senator himself to judge. The committee—and I was one of 
the committee and Ia i with the committee—were entirely unan- 
imous in the opinion that the bill as it came from us in this partic- 
ular was about as far as at this time we were able to go. I shall be 

atified, however, if the Senate shall see its way clear to go further 
in the line urged so ably by my colleague yesterday, 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I propose to vote for the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar,] but I want to 
correct a little history before I speak on the amendment. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] yesterday read from the report 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs of 1867 with regard to an oc- 
currence in the Territory of Colorado, I have no fault to find with 
the Senator from Massachusetts. Ile read from a public document 
which has been read from before in this Senate and in other parts of 
the country; but I wish to puton tile here a denial of the statement 
in that report. It is there stated: 


In December, 1864, occurred the horrible Sand Creek massacre of Pert Oha — 
ennes and Arapahoes in Colorado Territory. Exasperated and maddened by th 
cold-blooded butchery of their women and children, disarmed warriors, and old 
men, the remnant of these Indians sought the aid and protection of the Comanches 
and Kiowas, and obtained both. 


The statement that the Cheyennes and Arapahoes were friendly 
Indians in 1864 is not supported by any fact in the world. I speak 
now of what I have personal knowledge of, and what at least twenty- 
five thousand people living in the then Territory of Colorado also 
had personal knowledge of. The population of Colorado was then 
abont twenty-five thousand. In 1860 we were represented as having 
about thirty three thousand people; the emigration took another 
direction that fall, and then broke out the war, so that our population 
was reduced, as shown by our census in 1865, taken by the Territory, 
to a little less than twenty-six thousand people. 

Here were twenty-five thousand people at the base of the Rocky 
Mountains. It was five hundred miles to the nearest settlement in 
the East. The only communication that we had with the East was 
by a wagon-line, a stage-line, and a telegraph line. There. was no 
railroad line west of the Missouri River at that time. These twenty- 
five thonsand people were called upon early in the war to contribute 
their due proportion, which they did, to the Union cause; and I may 
say partially of them as was said of Kentucky, that the quota was 

artly filled, at least, on both sides, for we furnished men for the con- 
ederate army. Out of about twenty-five thousand people, we had 
furnished, when this Indian war broke out, four thousand men for 
the United States Army. We had had more or less trouble durin 
the years 1862 and 1863, but early in the spring of 1864 a gene! 
Indian war broke out. The eutire tribe known as the Cheyennes, 
with all its different branches, and the Arapahoes, with the exception 
of one little band of Indians controlled and headed by an Indian b 
the name of Friday, were engaged in this outbreak. Friday, wit: 
his band, living in Colorado in our midst, was uninjured and undis- 
turbed during the whole war. But these Indians who were said to 
have been friendly and peaceable at Sand Creek had raided onr en- 
tire Territory, had extended themselves into neighboring Territories, 
had murdered our settlers, had driven our miners out of the minin 
camps, had driven the settlers from the outside in toward the capita 
of the Territory, and these Indians came within twelve miles of the 
capital of the Territory and murdered a whole family. They came 
nearer than that, and they alarmed the whole community. All por- 
tions of the Territory were terrorized by these Indians. We had not 
any troops, the United States had not any vel there. A few mili- 
tia were called out and sent out, and later in the season the Govern- 
ment called for a regiment of troops. These troops were organized 
in accordance with the laws of the United States and pla under 
the control of a military officer of the United States. 

These Indians, when cold weather came, assembled themselves in 
the sonthern part of the Territory, away frem the settlements, where 
our people never went, and where, undoubtedly, they supposed they 
would be secure, and went into winter quarters. Colonel Chi vington, 
who commanded the United States troops, composed, of course, of 
citizens of Colorado, without consultation with anybody except the 
royernor, as we know—I do not know what his directions may have 

een from Washington, but without consultation with his troops at 
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least—went down into the neighborhood where he knew these Indians 
were assembled, and early one morning, at the break of day, made an 


attack upon their camp. At the very time that he made the attack, in 
the center of the encampment the leading chief had swinging from 
his tent the scalps of a great number of the citizens of Colorado, which 
were captured by these troops, and recognized by their friends as the 
hair from thé heads of those who had been killed; and these scalps 
were flying from the tent of the leading chief of that tribe. 

Mr. President, as early in the morning as the attack was made these 
Indians were not there peaceably ;‘ they were in their rifle-pits with 
their embankments prepared to make a defense if any troops came. 
They knew they had forfeited the right to be treated as friendly In- 
dians, and they were prepared tomake the fight, and they were nearly 
equal in numbers with the soldiers, and they made the fight, men, 
women, and children, and a desperate fight they made, and a great 
many of them were slaughtered in the end, as of course they would 
be under such circumstances. The superior force, the superior cour- 
age of the settlers, exasperated as they were, controlled by skillful 
— — — put them into a position to subdue the Indians; at least to 
defeat them in the battle. The Indian women, as well as the men, 
engaged in that contest, and when the dead were gathered up it was 
found that a number of women had been killed; it was found that 
some children had been killed. 

I do not suppose it can be denied, I do not suppose it will be 
doubted, that among these ten or twelve hundred were some exas- 

nerated men whose families had been destroyed; for there were men 

in that regiment whose wives had been murdered, whose children 
had been murdered, whose houses had been burned, whose stock had 
been destroyed and run off, who committed outrages upon these In- 
dians. I believe in some instances Indians were killed after they 
had surrendered. I believe that the superior Caucasian race for a 
little while was disposed to treat the Indians as the Indians had 
treated them; but the great mass of the men who were engaged in 
that battle repudiated any such conduct and saved such of the pris- 
oners and children as they could. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not want it to go down in history that 
the people of that country made an attack on an unoffending band 
of Indians. Iknow whereof I speak. Ihad been myself called out of 
my bed by the ringing of bells in the night-time to notify me that 
there was danger from Indian attacks, and the people of the whole 
Territory had been in alarm all the summer and all the season. For 
six weeks during that season we had had no communication with our 
friends in the East. We did not know whether the confederate gov- 
ernment was the supreme government of the land, or the National 
Government; and the line from the Mississippi River to Denver was 
marked with the nameless graves of hundreds and hundreds of men 
who were seeking that new country in which to make them a home. 

Mr. President, the people of that country were the people of the 
United States. Of the 33,000 people in that Territory in 1860, 4,125, 
the census said, came from the State of Ohio, 4,000 from the State 
of New York, 1,400 from the State of Massachusetts, 1,000 from Con- 
necticut, and so the great mass of those men who were then in Col- 
orado were people from the Northern and the Eastern States of the 
Union. The State of Indiana had sent 1,500 men to Colorado, IIli- 
nois 3,000. They were men like cther men in this country; they 
were active, energetic young men inostly, that had come out there 
to make them a home or to make wealth and return with it and enjoy 
it in their eastern homes. They were not barbarians. They had 
endured all these things from the Indians during the summer, and 
when they found an opportunity to chastise them they chastised them 
severely. 

Then, Mr. President, when the camps were examined there were 
found the household utensils, there were found the garments that 
the Indians had taken from the desecrated ranches all over the State, 
and as I said there were found scalps in great numbers. Other things 
were found there, of which I need not speak, that convinced every- 
body in that conntry that this band of Indians had been warriors and 
not peaceable Indians during the entire season. 

But we were away, far away, from the seat of Government; and 
owing to some dissensions in the Army, as some parties desired that 
Colonel Chivington should not receive any benefits from this achieve- 
ment, he was immediately charged with having made an attack upon 
a friendly band of Indians. Chivington had supposed, his friends 
had supposed, that he would be complimented for this action; but 
those — 5 preferred that other men should be promoted took the 
other view of the case, and Chivington was complained of. An in- 
vestigation was had here, and the poo le of Colorado were not 
heard; rarely were any of those who had participated in the battle 
consulted about it, and so it has gone into history that this peaceable 
band of Indians, numbering several hundred warriors and a t 
many women and children, were slaughtered by the people of Colo- 
rad 


0. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts has said nothin 
offensive in that matter, because he simply quoted history; but 
merely wanted to put on record the denial that there was any bar- 
barity excepting in the few extreme cases I have mentioned, and 
I want to sa at they were not a tithe, not a hundredth part of 
the barbarities that had been practiced upon our people. I sa 
also that the burnt ranches and desolate homes of that new Terri- 
tory were much more numerous than the wigwams made vacant by 


that battle; and I think that it is but fair to those young men who 
went into that battle in defense of their homes, in defense of their 
families, that I should put on record my emphatic denial that there 
was any reason to oe of the attack of the troops upon the In- 
dians at Sand Creek. I speak from personal and actual knowledge, 
having contributed during that summer a considerable amount of 
money to the operation of the people of that Territory, and haying 
myself gone into the field and sat down by the smoking tires in these 
Indian camps to eat my dinner. I know whereof I speak when I 
say that those people are traduced and slandered when they are 
charged with having committed crimes of this character. 

Now, Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator passes from that point I should 
like to ask him, as a part of his very interesting historical statement, 
whether he has any reason to question the accuracy of the estimate 
eee by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs as to the cost of that 
war 
Mr. TELLER. I would say that I have not, and I believe I have 
on two or three occasions here spoken of the great outlay of money 
by reason of the stupidity, I think I have even said, of the Govern- 
ment in dealing with the Indians. 

Mr. HOAR. If my honorable friend from Colorado will permit 
me, I wish to say a word, though I do not suppose it is necessary for 
his satisfaction; but I should like to have it go in connection with 
his remarks, that it may be read elsewhere. I read yesterday an ex- 
tract from the report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs of that 
year in which he said he had culled certain facts as to the origin of 
that war from the official records. I made no statement of my own. 
The statement which I read from him does not contain any sugges- 
tion that these ines were done by the ple of Colorado; on the 
contrary, wherever he speaks of their being done, he says they were 
done by the United States forces. When I read that sentence, how- 
ever, I interrupted the reading, and to say that Imade these extracts, 
not for the purpose of charging any cruelty or wrong-doing upon any- 
body—that was not my point—but because they were so inextricably 
interwoven with the statement of the cost of the Indian war that I 
could not very well read one alone without mutilating the record 
from which I read. 

I endeavored yesterday, in mekog the point which I made, to con- 
fine myself to this one proposition, that under the present method of 
dealing with these 250,000 Indians who ought to be controlled by the 
force of a single city with civilization atits back, and a pretty small 
city, too, the United States with its fifty million people was expending 
millions upon millions of dollars every year, RN had expended a 
thousand millions since the foundation of the Government, and was 
to increase and not diminish that wasteful, profligate expenditure if 
it went on without a change; that to take all the Indians of school 
age, make them hostages for the behavior of their parents while 
they were held, and to educate them, would cost a million or two a 
year for four or five years, and end the whole problem; and I forti- 
lied that . by this statement from the official records us to 
the cost of the wars. 

Mr, TELLER. Mr. President, if the Senator had listened to me 
when I commenced speaking he would have noticed that I exonerated 
him, that I said I did not refer to this matter because I had any com- 
plaint to make of him; I only referred to it because it was put in 
the RECORD»as a historical fact, and I could not leave it there with- 
out some contradiction of it. I had no fault to find with the Senator. 
I saw that he could not make his statement without reading this, and 
19 I stated that I had no complaint to make of him upon that 
subject. 

Mr. President, I am not disposed to quarrel with the Senator in 
reference to the results of the education of Indians. ‘The only thing 
that I take exception to really is what he said. I think, perhaps, 
there are two views he presented which may be somewhat doubted, 
The first is that if we had educated the Indian we should have saved 
all this money. That cannot be exactly true, because it was neces- 
sary that there should be some conflict; we had to come in contact 
with the Indians; we could not get at them to educate them until we 
had expended some money growing out of that necessary contact. I 
want to put on record my protest against the idea that you can edn- 
cate Indians so that they become civilized and will discharge the 
duties of citizens in five or ten years; and that is what I complain 
of; that is what I have complemen of in the Senate again and again, 
that we proceed upon a false assumption; that we do not under- 
stand the character of the Indians, and that we propose to take a 
race of men who have had certain notions ingrained in them by a 
thousand years of existence and to take from them their pride and 
their ade rer and their passions and put them on the plane occu- 
pied by intelligent, educated people, in five or ten years. It isa 
moral impossibility. It cannot be done. 

Mr. HOAR. The honorable Senator will allow me to inquire, if it 
will not interrupt him—because I ask the question for information 
and not by way of disbelieving what he says—could we not accom- 
plish it with the present instrumentality if we had money enough. 
so far as it has been done within a generation in the case of the Chero- 
kees, as described by Mr. Bushyhead in his proclamation which I read, 
and so far as it was done in less than twenty years in the case of the 

ple of the Sandwich Islands? Ofceurse nobody supposes that the 
herekee or the present Sandwich Islander equals or approaches the 
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white man; but two things have happened to both those communi- 
ties: they have become able to support themselves in a certain 
degree of civilization, and they have acquired enough intelligence 
te knowledge of the arts of life not to undertake to make themselves 
the source of military danger to anybody, if you can call it military 
danger. 

Mr. TELLER. I will answer that asI go along. The question 
the Senator asks me illustrates the difficulty we have in contending 
with this Indian problem. The moment that I doubt the honorable 
Senator’s conclusion, then the honorable Senator doubts my anxiety 
to do what he is trying to do. 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, no; I do not. 

Mr. TELLER. If not, it would seem so at any rate by the ques- 
tion. But I know that is the general feeling in the country. The 
moment a man stands on this floor and says that that thing cannot 
be done with money, that it cannot be done at all within a certain 
time, that time must be given to do it, then it is immediately said, 
“You do not believe the thing can be done at all.” And very likely 
such a man will be charged with having the sentiment that a dead 
Indian is the only 3 Indian in the country. 

Mr. HOAR. I certainly said nothing which would warrant the 
Senator in coming to such a conclusion. My point was this: the 
Senator said that it is a great misfortune to suppose you can civilize 
a race which has had thousands of years of savage life, savage hab- 
its, savage traits, in five or ten years. My question was, supposing 
that to be true, conceding it, is it not true in the Senator's judg- 
ment that they can be so far civilized, as I supposed in my question, 
as was done in the case of these other savages? Now, I do not see 
that there is anything in that which imputes to the Senator a prefer- 
ence for a dead Indian over a live one. 

Mr. TELLER. I thought the honorable Senator seemed impa- 
tient that I was going to take too much time to do it. 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, no. 

Mr. TELLER. Now, I will answer his question, because the Sen- 
ator does not seem willing that I should reach it in the regular 
course of my remarks. 

I believe it to be the duty of the Government to proceed now and 
to adopt any theory that will promise the quickest result; but 1 do 
not want to be misunderstood; 1 do not want our people to start it 
upon the theory that they are going to civilize these Indians in five 
or ten years, and at the end of that time find they have not done it, 
and then throw the whole matter aside and say it cannot be done at 
all. I want to proceed upon an intelligent theory, first that the In- 
dians are to be educated, and when I speak of their education I do 
not mean education simply in books. Lagree with the Senator from 
Kansas, [Mr. PLUMB, ] that there is something else to be done with 
these Indians besides teaching them to read and to write and to 
spell and to cipher. I think the first thing to be done is to teach 
thes to work, and in my judgment that is the great civilizer of the 
human race. If I have not read history wrong, no people have ever 
come from a savage condition to a civilized one until they first be- 
came laborers, and whenever you have taught your Indians to work, 
then you have entered upon a solution of this great Indian problem, 
I would couple with the learning to work the learning to read; I 
would couple with it the book knowledge that every man ought to 
have who is to be able to take care of himself; and I believe that is 
a theory upon which the Senator proposes this amendment to this 
bil 


The honorable Senator refers to the Choctaws as an example of 
what can be done, and refers to the proclamation of Mr. Bushyhead. 
Let me call the attention of the Senatorto the fact that the Choctaw 
Indians when first known in this country were agricultural Indians. 
They had some of the elements of civilization; they were laborers; 
they were cultivators of the soil in the beginning of their history in 
this country. Lou may take the Sandwich Islanders, and they are 
a very different class of men from our Indians. They have not half 
the mental strength of the Indians. Such of them as I have come 
in contact with are not as capable as the Indians, in my judgment. 
I believe there is a great deal of mental strength in the Indian, but 
I do not believe that lie will readily take to books. I believe that 
when you attempt to educate the Indian, I mean now in the book line, 
you have a big job on your hands, I do not deny but that it can be 
done; I do not deny their ability to take in knowledge; I do not 
deny but what they will learn readily to read. The trouble is whether 
you can keep them at it; the trouble is to keep them steadily em- 
ployed. Yon may take them to Carlisle, and you may put them there, 
and they will learn, and I have no doubt they will make as much 
proficiency as any other class of stndents that you can pick up; I 
mean taking them generally through the country. I have no doubt 
of it. I think that some branches of the Indian tribes that I have 
met are really very superior men. 

I think the Ute Indians, of whom you have heard something from 
me in the Senate on one or two occasions, are a remarkable people. 
I think they are capable of high improvement in time, whenever 
you can tear out of their minds the pene of their traditional 
eee: Whenever you can get a Ute Indian to say and to deter- 
mine that he wants to be like a white man, then he can be like a 
white man, and as quick as any other savage man in the world he 
ean be like a white man, and quicker than most of the savages of 
the world. But he has so much pride, so much feeling, so much 
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tenacity of purpose to stick to his ancestral notions that he will not 
readily take any instruction in the way of books, and he will not 
labor until he is compelled to do it, because he has been educated in 
the idea that labor is de ing tohim. And it is not strange, it is 
one of the misfortunes that here you have a savage, and the ques- 
tion is how you are to deal with him. 

On various occasions I have said in this Chamber that the Govern- 
ment owed to the Indians a duty; I have repeated it every time the 
Indian question has come up, and I have never since I have been a 
member of the Senate vo inst a liberal appropriation either 
for the subsistence or the education of any Indian tribe. _ I believe, 
as the Senator from Massachusetts has said, that it is the duty of the 
Government to educate them, and I believe it is cheaper to educate 
them than it is to fight them, but I do not believe that education 
will save them from more or less conflicts with the white people; 
but, Mr. President, it will help. I do not believe you can bring 
Indian children from Dakota or from the Indian Territory to Carlisle 
or Hampton and do them very much good. A few may be benefited, 
but the trouble is you cannot take the mass of them. 

I spoke a little while ago of an Indian in Colorado by the name of 
Friday. Friday was an educated Indian, who read English, who 
spoke English, who read French and Spanish. I do not know whether 
he had any knowledge of the Greek roots, but it would not have 
helped him if he had. At all events, he was an educated Indian, aud 
805 he was not any better than the rest of the Indians, and why should 

e have been? He was the only Indian of his band who spoke Eng- 
lish; he was the only Indian I know of in all that country who could 
read at all. He had not any association but the blanketed Indians, 
and why should he not be an Indian? He was an hereditary chief; 
he was the leader of his band; and why should he not naturally be 
an Indian? 

When gon take these children to Carlisle and send them back, they 
will be skilled in some things; they will be capable of domineering 
and dominating a certain class of Indians, but the danger is that if 
you do not have a mass for them to associate with who have notions 
like unto theirs they will go right back to the same condition that 
their ancestors were in and that they themselves were in before they 
were taken to Carlisle. Is that to be the history of Indian educa- 
tion? There have been Indians educated to such a degree that they 
would be an ornament to any society in the world, and yet those same 
Indians have roamed over the country with their blankets and their 

uns as 2 as the most savage Indians of all their clan or tribe. 

have looked into the history of Indian education in this country, 
and I find that a very large percentage of all the Indians who have 
been educated have gone back to barbarism and savage life; and it 
is not the fault of the Government; it was the fault of the people 
who attempted to educate a few and did not educate enough to give 
them the W and the strength that they ought to have had; and 
that is why I say that you cannot educate the Indian race and bring 
it from degradation to civilization by the education of a few in 
Pennsylvania or Virginia. You must extend the benefits to the whole 
tribe, to all the Indian youths, and you cannot take them to Penn- 
Sylvania; you must put your schools down by the side of them where 
they can be got at, and where the children can be brought in either 
by moral suasion or by force, and give them the advantages of edu - 
cation. 

I know, Mr. President, that it is said you must take the Indian 
children away from the adults, that you cannot educate them if you 
keep them in contact with their parents. I will admit that; I will 
admit that it is very difficult to educate them if you allow them to 
go home and stay at the lodges over night; and yet I believe that 
the education of the children will have some little influence upon 
the adults, and I believe that if you could bring the school within a 
reasonable distance, where the parents could occasionally go and see 
that their children were taken care of, where they could see that 
they were not 3 treated, it would add very much to the 
strength of this system. The Indian is as much attached to his chil- 
dren as the white man is. I believe they are a remarkably aftec- 
tionate people so far as their family relations are concerned. They 
object, as I find from looking over the reports, to sending their chil- 
dren away to the eastern schools to be educated, and if one of them 
dies those who had objected to the children going, say to the Indians, 
„look here, they killed your child down there.” You must do as is 
done in this bill when it puts an Indian school in Oregon; if you 
want to educate the Indian children of Oregon, put the school in 
Oregon ; if yon want to educate the Indian children of Colorado, put 
the school in Colorado; if you want to educate the Indian children 
of Utah, put the school in Utah; and so on. 

Mr. President, there are many theories with reference to the Indians, 
and every man in this country who has a sympathetic heart, who is 
anxious for their welfare, adopts a theory of hisown. Two years 
ago it was“ land in severalty.” I remember we were promised if 
we would only pass a bill giving to each Indian one hundred and 
sixty acres of land, that that would end the Indian problem. Why, 
Mr. President, the Indians who want land in severalty are alre 
civilized Indians. Land in severalty is all right for such of the 
Indians as are capable of understanding it and appreciating its ad- 
vantage, but not for all. So education is good for some, but it will 
not do to attempt to educate them all at once. It cannot bedone. It 
will be found to be a physical impossibility. 
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Iam in favor of this amendment. I am in favor of giving to the 
President—for I understand it is lodged in him—the discretion to 
establish just as many Indian schools in this country as in his judg- 
ment will be beneficial to the Indians. I do not care what the ex- 
pense is. | realize that the Senator from Massachusetts is correct 
when he says that our Indian policy has cost us a thousand millions 
of dollars, I think it has cost us all of that money. I know a very 
intelligent man who lives in the Indian country, who told me that 
it had cost $1,250,000,000 two years ago here in this Capitol. A few 
millions, as the Senator said, in the way of an educational fund can 
be well spent; but not, as I said before, will this Indian question be 
solved in five, ten, fifteen, or twenty years. It will go on for some 
considerable time, and there will be Indians left in some parts of the 
country who will resist with t energy all efforts to give them an 
education; but the mass of the Indians in this country, I believe, 
can be brought within the influence of schools provided there is a 
sufficient appropriation of money, and provided, further, that the 
man who is mentioned in this bill as the superintendent, or whatever 
he is called, is wisely selected. Much will depend upon that. You 
may take a man learned in all the learning known to the age and 
send him out there, and if he lacks good practical common sense 
and a disposition to adapt himself to the circumstances he will prove 
a failure in that place. You may pick up a man who perhaps is not 
noted for his education, like this man Captain Pratt, or some such 
man who by nature is adapted to the business, who has skill, who 
has patience, and all that is desirable; who, if put in this place, may 
make a grand success of it; but a man ought to understand when 
lie takes the place that he is not to be removed by change of admin- 
istration for political purposes; he ought to dedicate his life to this 
service; and if you get such a man, and Congress shall support him 
thoroughly with money and with . the time will come 
when this question will be robbed of its difficult and objectionable 
features at least. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I entirely sympathize with the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] in the object he has in view as 
proposed in this amendment. I do not know but that I ought to 
thank him for the kind allusions he made to the report which I had 
the honor to make to the Secretary of the Interior some years ago in 
reference to the Sioux tribes. In that report I substantially agreed 
with the suggestions now made by the Senator from Massachusetts. 
I said then that the Sioux tribes could only be made self-supporting 
by means of the enforcement of the treaty made with them in 1868. 
1 think, however, that the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Massachusetts appropriates more money than is necessary to carry 
out the object he in view. The bill as reported from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations provides for two new schools which shall 
each support one hundred and fifty children, one to be located in the 
neighborhood of the Indian Territory for the purpose of educating 
the chidren of such Indian tribes as are not comprised in what are 
known as the five civilized tribes, and the other to be located in the 
neighborhood of the Sioux reservation for the pur of educating 
Spe youths of that race. Thus provision is made for three hundred 
children. 

We have also made reasonable provision for the education of such 
of the Indian youths as are willing to come to Carlisle and Hampton, 
as I believe it is now conceded that both those institutions have 
proved a success, where they teach not only the English branches of 
education but also the varied industries to which the Indians are 
supposed to be willing to apply themselves when they shall have 
finished their education. 

We have also provided in this bill for a superintendent of Indian 
education, a person whose duty it will be to study in detail and with 
care, havin rd to the situation of these Indian tribes, this very 
question of Indian education. 

Now, the Senator from Massachusetts proposes to supplement all 
these things by providing for the education within the next fiscal 
year of 2,500 Indian youths at $200 apiece. I submit to him that in 
the very nature of things—— 

Mr. HOAR. Only so many of them as it may be practicable to 
provide for at present. 

Mr. ALLISON, Undoubtedly; but I submit to the Senator that 
in the very nature of things it will be found impossible to get 3,000 
Indian children who can be provided for next year in the way pro- 
posed in the amendment. 

I think there is another difficulty in the way of the Senator's 
amendment, unless it be that he intends to carry out the provision 
already in the bill which provides for the education of a hundred 
children, which I did not mention, namely, that those children shall 
be educated at schools now established and in existence; because if 
school buildings are to be erected, and if all the necessary machin- 
ery is to be supplied for them, there is no provision made for that, 
because the expenditure cannot exceed $200 for each child. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Iowa will excuse me for inter- 
rupting him a moment, this amendment of mine has in mind the point 
which was so forcibly stated by the Senator from Colotado ; that is, 
you have provided for the education of two or three hundred children 
in all out of the 30,000 in the country. The Senator from Colorado 
says what I had said previously myself, but more briefly; he said it 
more at length, and of course with much more authority, because he 
lives in the neighborhood of the Indian country, if you take halfa 
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dozen boys from a tribe, educate thema year or two, or three or four 
years, at a white school and send them back to be the companions of 
a generation of savages of their own age, they will go back inevita- 
bly into barbarism. 

If nty friend will pardon me I will state a fact that I was told by a 
very high official in this country in corroboration of that. In one 
of the recent surveying expeditions, one of the young scientific gen- 
tlemen, a graduate of Yale College, was sitting alone in a hut in a 
country where there was great danger of an attack from hostile In- 
dians. The expedition had gone away leaving him behind, alone. 
He looked up and saw an Indian, naked, with a very trifling excep- 
tion, and with his war paint, standing silently, motionless behind 
him. He was a good deal alarmed at the apparition. The Indian 
broke silence by saying, “Can you tell me whether old Professor 
Kingsley, of Yale College, is living now?” The man had been a grad- 
uate of Yale College, had been in Europe, and had gone back to his 
tribe and resumed their habits, and was out on the war-path at that 
moment; but regarding the tie of a Yale College graduate as stronger 
than the hostility between him and the whites, he thus add a 
fellow-graduate. 

Some of these bands are large and some are small. If you enable 
the Secretary of the Interior to consult with the honorable Senator 
from Colorado some time next year, if he shall be in his neighbor- 
hood, and act upon the idea and take from some one tribe boysenough 
to give knowledge to the whole generation when they go back, you 
will have done the work for that tribe. That is what the provisions 
made by the committee taken alone will hardly permit, but this ad- 
ditional appropriation of mine will permit; and it only authorizes 
or directs this to be done by the Secretary of the Interior so far as 
he shall find it practicable, limiting the number to 2,500 in all. If 
he cannot find the means of doing it for 2 in the next year, he 
will not do it. That is the theory on which I went. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwas only intending to state that in my judgment 
the sum pro by the Senator from Massachusetts is not necessary 
and not practicable; that is, that not more than one-half the sum can 
possibly and reasonably be used during the next year. 

Mr. TELLER. You speak now of the whole $500,000? 

Mr. ALLISON. I say that $250,000 is an ample fund for the pur- 
pose indicated in the amendment proposed by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts ; and that being so, I hope he will consent that this exper- 
iment may be tried with one-half the sum he proposes. 

Mr. DAWES. You mean that that is all thatcan be used, but not 
that it is sufficient to accomplish the purpose. 

Mr. ALLISON. I say it is all that can in the nature of things be 
safely and prudently used within the first year, and I say thatin the 
face of the fact that I sympathize with him thoroughly, as also with 
the Senator from Kansas and the Senator from Colorado. Their 
speeches and advocacy supplement each other. I agree with them 
that you cannot make the Indian a laboring-man until you teach him 
the habits of alaboring-man. You cannot do that otherwise than by 
changing to some extent his present nature and condition. I visited 
the Sioux tribe in 1875. I should myself despair of making those 
Sioux who are over forty years of age in any way self-supporting, 
and yet I believe that if we could go into the Sioux Nation and take 
from that nation a majority or even a large portion of the youths of 
the tribes, and put them in places separate from their fathers and 
their mothers, and educate them for four or five or ten years, and then 
send them back, if you please, to mingle with those who remained, 
they would dominate, and not the savage portion of those tribes; 
but you never can make the Sioux Nation a self-supporting nation 
until you practically educate all the youths of that nation. 1 advo- 
cated that in 1875; Ladvocate it ay, and if there was not a par- 
ticle of sentiment in this question, if there was nothing of humanity 
in it, or nothing of a disposition to elevate a savage race to a con- 
dition of civilization, our own self-interest requires us with refer- 
ence to that . tribe to adopt this method. 

As was said graphically yesterday by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, the Sioux tribe and the Kiowas and Comanches and all the 
affiliated tribes, ranging from the borders of Texas to the borders of 
the British dominions on the north, were engaged in a savage war- 
fare with our own troops in 1864, 1865, 1866, and 1867. We expended 
beyond question during those “Hoots $100,000,000 for the suppression 
of those Indian hostilities. Those Indian hostilities arose fret the 
contemplated incursions of civilization into the regions over which 
they had roamed for generations of time. We said we will build the 
Union Pacific Railroad, threading its pathway throngh nearly a thou- 
sand miles of Indian territory which had scarcely ever before seen 
the foot of a white man. So it was in the region toward New Mex- 
ico and toward Arizona. Those Indians resisted and resented that 
incursion, and said this region was set apart for them, and they went 
to war for the purpose of protecting what they supposed to be their 
homes and firesides and those of the generations who had gone 
before them. 

Mr. MAXEY. Lask the Senator from Iowa, from his knowledge 
of Indian character and habits, if it would not be betterif we adopt 
the system here indicated, to establish the schools right among them 
where the fathers and mothers can visit them, and where the influ- 
ence of the schools will be spread about all over the land? 

Mr. ALLISON. I would establish these schools in the neighbor- 
hood. As I was about to say, that question was agitated in Congress 
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in 1866 and 1867, and a commission was selected to make peace with 
those tribes. That commission was a joint commission; I believe 
General Sherman, of the Army, was placed at its head; and in 1868 
they did make treaties with all those Indian tribes, and treaties 
which would have been munificent fortunes to any other but savage 
people. If we were to carry out the letter and spirit of the treaty 
which we made with the Sioux tribes in 1868, it would cost this 
Government more than $100,000,000 in money. We have already 
expended in the execution of that treaty nearly $30,000,000. There 
isin this bill for subsistence and clothing alone for those tribes and 
for little scraps of education $1,800,000. 

I said in the report referred to by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
and I repeat it here to-day, that this expenditure of $2,000,000 will 
go on as long as the Sioux tribes last unless we change our Pepsi 
with reference to them. It made me sad in 1875 to see $2,000,000 ex- 
pended there with these tribes merely for the p of giving 
them a pound and a half of beef per day, and so many pounds of 
coffee and other rations for each hundred pounds of beef selected. 

Now, that is togo on unless we educate the youths of those tribes. 
I say this in the face of the statement made by the Senator from Kan- 
Sas Lar. PLUMB] yesterday with reference to the Navajoes. The 
Navajoes, it is true, were always a savage tribe, but there are old 
men in this Chamber who will remember that away back in 1856 and 
1857, nay, earlier than that, a Navajo blanket was the greatest luxury 
that could be purchased in the eastern portion of our country. ~The 
Navajoes for nearly half a century have been veg 7 in that class 
of labor. It is true they have grown immeasurably since 1869, under 
the impetus and stimulus of the treaty of 1868; but the Navajoes live 
in a different country from the Sioux. There is no possibility of the 
Sionx living as the Navajoes live to-day or have lived. In the first 
lace they are on a reservation which is not largely agricultural; they 
ve in an inhospitable clime; they cannot raise sheep and other stoc 
in that region without laying up during the summer time a large 
amount of forage for the stock in the winter. Every man knows that 
an Indian will not dothat. Therefore that system will not do for the 
Sioux tribes, although it has proved so excellent in the case of the 
Navajoes. 

I say then that the only way to solve the problem with reference 
to this great tribe of forty thousand people is to educate them. As 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. Maxey] very properly suggested, I 
would educate them in the immediate neighborhood of the Sioux 
reservation; but I would not place the schools upon the reservation 
or in the midst of the locations of the tribes; because if you do that 
it will be much more difficult to educate the children than it would 
be if separated from them. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will state to the Senator that one reason I gave 
was from my personal knowledge. In the civilized tribes living near 
me there are schools all over every one of those nations, and in my 
judgment nothing has done more toward the civilization of those 
tribes than the influence of the schools. What does good in one 
place I think onght to do good in another. 

Mr. ALLISON. But the Sioux are a warlike nation; they are a 
hunting Spice ji Now their game is gone; they have no means of 
livelihood except by the munificence of the Government as provided 
in the treaties. The Union Pacitic Railroad traverses their old res- 
ervation. The Black Hills were discovered in their present res- 
ervation, and we took a great hole out of it. There are two rail- 
roads now, with their own consent, rgnning into the reservation to 
the Black Hills. The Northern Pacific Railroad runs through their 
reservation. It will be only a few years when they will be com- 
pletely surronnded on all sides by civilization, and their reservation 
will be penetrated into its very heart by railroads, by towns, by 
miners, and by agriculturists, Therefore, they must in some way 
adopt our civilized habits and civilized life, and we must enable 
them to begin by providing them with industrial schools of some 
character. 

My judgment is that, although the sum is small this year, if the 
experiment is to be successful it must be much larger next year; but 
as a practical question you cannot establish the schools within the 
next year. Therefore J would suggest a smaller appropriation ; and 
I would take the school superintendent the bill provides for, and let 
him visit the Sioux tribes and the Kiowas, Comanches, and other bar- 
barous tribes, as well as the half-civilized tribes, and report to us 
a method by which we can expend prudently and economically this 
money, without going into it haphazard and not knowing exactly 
what the effect and result will be. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Will the Senator from Iowa permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. LISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Did not the Committee on Appropriations go 
just as far in that line as it ought to go, or as it is right to go? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Missouri knows that I would 
have been willing to go considerably further. The committee went 
as far as they could agree to go, I admit; but I think we could have 
gone further with perfect safety. 

Mr. BECK. Let me ask, was there any suggestion from any mem- 
ber of the committee to go any further than we did in the way of the 
edneation of the Indians? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think there was any material change 
suggested. If I may be permitted to state what occurred in com- 


mittee, I will say that I suggested $50,000 under that last appropri- 


ation. We finally settled down upon a smaller sum. 

Mr. BECK. What I want to understand is this—for I have not 
taken any part in this debate—are the Senator from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. DAwEs, ] the member of the committee in charge of the bill, and 
the chairman of the committee [Mr. ALLISON] now about to add on 
large additional sums to the amounts appropriated by the committee 
for educational purposes in this bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not know what the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Dawes] propan to do. 

Mr. BECK. I did not hear his speech. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should myself be willing to vote for $200,000 
or $250,000 for the purpose suggested by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. HOAR. 

Mr. BECK. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Dawes] the question. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Kentucky I think heard what 1 
said myself. 

Mr. BECK. I beg pardon, I did not; and that is the reason why 
Iask the qnestion. 

Mr. DAWES. Isaid, that being charged with the duty of main- 
taining the bill intact, I had great embarrassment between my duty 
in this respect and my inclination to vote for the amendment, be- 
cause the amendment was precisely in the line of an amendment 
which the committee had a to, and which the Senate had 
ail ; and thatmy only hesitancy about the question was whether 
in that line we could expend more money than we had provided for 
in the bill, being disposed, as I thought the whole committee were, 
to go just as far as every dollar Sold be judiciously spent. That I 
understood to be the position of the committee. I endeavored to 
hold myself true to the committee in this matter. I said that I did 
not want the amendment voted down, for the reason that it might 
be misconstrued into a condemnation by the Senate of the very prop- 
osition which we had agreed to already, but that I wanted to vote 
for the amendment. 

Mr. BECK. The reason wiy I ask the question is because, hav- 
ing been obliged to go to the House of Representatives on some busi- 
ness with a colleague there, I was called out while the Senator from 
Massachnsetts made his speech, and I was not aware of the position 
that the Senator from Massachusetts in charge of the bill had taken 
in regard to the amendment of his colleague: I understood the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to say yesterday 
when he began his speech, that while he desired to go a good deal 
farther, he was somewhat obliged to the committee for taking the 
rather liberal view they had taken. The serious apprehension I 
have is that in the conflict that will necessarily arise between the 
two Houses over the bill, we have indeed gone quite as far as we 
shall be able to maintain ourselves. After the experiment has been 
once fairly tested, if it works as well as we hope it will, and we are 
able to maintain what we have done, upon a subsequent occasion, 
1 7 775 on the very next year’s bill, we may proceed still further. 

ut Iam afraid that any effort to go beyond what we have done 
may result in failure, as we must all admit it may, aud we should 
then be thrown back instead of being advanced. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the pill as reported to the Senate does 

o very far in the direction of the experiment of Indian education, 

t provides for the support of the Indian industrial school at Carlisle, 
Pennsylvania ; it penaa for the Hampton Indian school, at Hamp- 
ton, Virginia; and it also provides for an Indian training school at 
Forest Grove, Oregon. In addition to that, the bill provides for a 
new school to be set up in Kansas near the Ponca and Pawnee reser- 
vations, and for an additional new school for the Sioux Indians in 
Dakota Territory; and having done all that, it embarks on an en- 
tirely new experiment. On the suggestion of the chairman of the 
committee, the Senator from Iowa, the bill makes an appropriation 
for taking Indian children from their reservations and introducing 
them into the schools in the different States to the number of one 
hundred and educating them there. Ido not know what other way 
there is of experimenting further in the matter of the education oi 
Indian children. 


Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to ask him a 
question ? 
Mr. HALE. I can only talk for a moment, and I would prefer if 


the Senator would let me finish, 
Mr. HOAR. I wanted to get a fact on the point the Senator is 


stating. 

Mr. TaLe. I have no objection to the Senator asking a question. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator has no objection I will ask it; if he 
has, I will not. My question is, of all the 10,000 school children for 
whom the chairman of the committee affirmed we are bound by 
treaty to provide education, what number does the committee pro- 
vide for? 

Mr. HALE. There is no limitation, excepting in reference to the 
one school to be established near the Sioux reservation, as to where 
the children shall be drawn from. If it is thought desirable, the 
whole of the hundred children provided for by the amendment, on 
page 50, may be taken from the Sioux. 

I see no other method of experimenting which is available except 
the methods provided in the bill. It may be that we can experiment 
further by expending more money in these directions; but I think 
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the provisions I have pointed out cover what will be said by sensi- 
hle men to be the available methods of experimenting in the educa- 
tion of Indian children. After all, it is an experiment, and being 
an experiment, and the committee having gone as far as it has in 
this direction, and a year being but a brief time, I am content to 
rest here for the present. I should like to have the appropriation 
of $17,000 placed in the hands of the Secretary of the Interior, to be 
used for the year coming in order to see whether it is a success, to 
see whether it is even possible to take a hundred Indian childen from 
the tribes and introduce them into our schools, and see if it can be 
set afoot and a year from now reported as an experimental success. 
Iam willing to stop there. Ithink the method can be proven either 
in one way or the other in the next year. I agree with the Senator 
from Iowa that it is better to wait and spend no more money for 
this purpose now. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, my objection to the amendment is 
not that it seeks to appropriate $500,000 for the education of Indians, 
but because, as I said yesterday, it nepina at the wrong end. Inmy 
judgment, we have got to take hold of the Indian as he is; we have 

ot to make use of his ordinary and legitimate aptitudes. He is 
kin enough, he is smart enough in the directions in which his intel- 
lect and his ambition have been heretofore directed. The Indian is 
now confronted, as we are, with a changed condition of things, and 
the question is whether we shall turn around completely and seek 
to put him into an entirely new channel of thought and of action, 
or whether we shall utilize him as he is and as he has been in the 
direction of self-support. My own belief is that the expenditure of 
this money will simply tend to make so many Indians, if not paupers, 
genteel loafers. 

The Sioux Indians—and that tribe has been mentioned by the Sena- 
tor from Iowa, who has seen their reservation, as I have not—occupy 
a territory to-day which is more than one-half in territorial extent 
the size of the State of Kansas, More than 40,000 square miles of 
territory are embraced in the reservation of that tribe. The tribe 
numbered at the last census about twenty-four thousand. It is a 
country which is, perhaps, not susceptible of agriculture as we ordi- 
narily use that term, but it is a country covered with grass, and is 
bisected with running streams of water. Itiscalenlatedin thehighest 

egree for ing. It is a better country for ing than the country 
which lies four 5 miles south of it. While the climate is not so 
temperate, the average weight of cattle is at least one hundred and 
fifty pounds each greater; and the white people who live in that 
country have no trouble whatever in wintering theircattle, wintering 
them substantially without cut forage. It is idle to say that an Indian 
cannot take care of an animal during winter time as well as during 
the summer time, To say he cannot do that is to confess the whole 
case away against him; because if he cannot do that, how can he 
do the more intricate thing, requiring more deftness, more intellect, 
more judgment, more capacity, that of taking care of himself in the 
mechanic arts? He certainly cannot compete with the white people 
in those things which naturally grow out of school-book education. 
He can compete with them as a herdsman, he can compete with them 
as a grower of stock, he can take care of himself. 

The objection to this amendment is that we are diverting our- 
selves from the true point in this controversy ; that we are delud- 
ing ourselves with the idea that we can make the Indian self-su 
porting by educating him; and to that extent we are neglecting his 
obvious capacities and our equally obviousduty. Instead of giving 
$250,000 to educate him in the school-houses, we ought to give him 
$250,000, or $500,000, or $1,000,000, as the case may be, in order that he 
may be provided with stock, in order that he may take care of himself. 
That is the reason why I object to the amendment. The old col- 
onists, of whose descendants the Senator from Massachusetts is a 
representative, said they would give millions for defense, but not a 
cent for tribute. I would give millions for cattle and millions for 
sheep before I would give a cent for education. When I say “ edu- 
cation“ I mean the education of the books. 

Mr. President, what is education? Is it not educating a man to 
teach him to do something that he has not before done? Is it not 
educating a man to teach him to take care of cattle that he has not 
before done? Is it not educating a man to teach him to take care 
of his body and lead himself from the pauperized condition in which 
he is found? Is there any higher education than that? Ifso, what 
is it? When you have put a man in a condition to cover his back, 
to clothe himself, to feed his stomach, and to relieve himself of the 

ood offices and charities of the Government, is there any other office 
the Government ought to perform in regard to him? Whatever else 
comes to him will come to him because of the inducement which the 
result of his labor brings to his comprehension. If he wants the A 
B C’s, it will be because by reason of what he has learned he realizes 
that the A B C's e e his capacity; that he can take care of more 
cattle; that he can multiply his faculties, his opportunities, and his 
offices. As I said, we apo begins. at the wrong end when we neg- 
lect these obvious things an propose to give the money of the Gov- 
ernment to these Indians for that which they do not appreciate, and 
which cannot in any appreciable way make them self-supporting. 

I yielded on the committee to the amendment which was reported 
and which has been adopted by the Senate, proposing to add to the 
large sum heretofore appropriated for the purpose of education 
proper, because I was unwilling to put myself against what seemed 
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to be the universal disposition; but I say now as I said yesterday, 
and as I have said before on this floor, that the whole Indian policy 
has been a mistake, a wretched, grievous, wicked, and cruel mistake 
from the beginning, in that it has not taken the Indian as we found 
him, but senate make him other and different from what we found 
him; not making use of the capacities which he confessedly has, but 
endeavoring to give him capacities which he has not. I say that by 
just as much as we pursue this line we get away from the true the- 
ory; we commit ourselves to his support; we pauperize him in ad- 
vance, and we pledge ourselves that hereafter for all time to come 
we will support him from the Treasury of the United States. The 
Sioux Indians, yea nine-tenths of all the Indians in the United States, 
would in the next five years, by pursuing the poney L have indi- 
cated, be put upon a basis of self-support by the appropriation of 
one-half the money that we appropriate now for school-books and 
teachers and school-houses, and thus the Indian problem would set- 
tle itself. Is there any one who will say that any other obligation 
remains over against the United States? Why does it not equally 

rtain to all the people who are uneducated within the entire lim- 
its of the country? It is a mistake, a grievous and a cruel mistake. 
It is a mistake which will result in the destruction of the Indians, 
physically and morally. It is a violation of the obligations of hu- 
manity. It is a violation of the objects and purposes of the Govern- 
ment. 

If the Senator from Massachusetts will move that half a million 
dollars be appropriated for the purpose of supplying, not school- 
books, not teachers, not school-honses, not food, but stock and instruc- 
tion in the care and in the use of stock to these Indians, I will vote 
very cheerfully with him for the appropriation of that sum of money, 
because, as I said yesterday, this is not a question of money. Five 
hundred thousand dollars is no sum of money if the object is propor- 
tionate to the amount to be 5 but it is because of the Pact 
that this money is to be expended for a purpose which can result in 
no good, which will result in detriment, which will result in wrong 
and a perpetuation of wrong, that I say we ought not to go any fur- 
ther than we had proposed to go already in this bill before the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts was offered. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I acquiesced very cheerfully in all the 
efforts that were made by the Committee on Appropriations in the di- 
rection we have gone in this bill as amended by the committee, and 
Jam afraid to go any further at present; first, because it is an ex- 
periment. While I think it is an experiment in the right direction, 
what we have to allow is about all that the Department have 
advised us that they can very well use, and the fact will be devel- 
oped whether we can properly go further after the experiment has 
been made, 

I believe the best thing we can do is to endeavor to educate the 
younger Indians. I believe it is one of the safest things we can do 
to get them into our possession and take good care of them; and it 
should be done somewhere in their own neighborhood, so that the 
older Indians can see that their children are well cared for. They 
should not be taken away and held as hostages, for they are very 
jealous in matters of that sort, but they should be somewhere where 
they could go home and visit their nts and friends occasionally. 

Mr. HOAR. Will it disturb the Senator from Kentucky if I make 
a brief statement? It has been said by two or three gentlémen that 
the committee have done all that the Department asked. I do not 
know whether the Senator from Kentucky alluded to the report of 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs—— 

Mr. BECK. I referred to the estimates of the Department. 

Mr. HOAR. But still they made their estimates undonbtedly on 
the theory that the present policy was to be continued substantially. 
The Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in his annual report for 1881— 
and unless I am much mistaken there is a corresponding paragraph 
in the report of the Secretary of the Interior—says: 

It becomes more evident with each year that the obstacle to the education of 
the Indian children of 1 lies not in their inability to be taught, nor 


in the indifference or hostility of the parents to education, but in meager appro- 
priations. 


Then he goes on to speak of the obligation of the Government to 
educate the 10,000 Sioux and the necessity for a large appropriation 
for that purpose. This report is made up largely of that subject. 
Then, also, he sets forth that what the Senator speaks of as an ex- 

ee to be tried has been tried successfully at Hampton and at 

arlisle. 

I beg the Senator’s pardon for interrupting him, but I repeat the 
statement which I made yesterday that in five years with a proper 
appropriation for education this whole Indian matter can be removed 
from the Government, and that is a quotation from a statement to 
me by the present intelligent Commissioner of Indian Affairs ; it is 
his language. 

Mr. BECK. I am entirely willing to make the experiment so far 
as I think it can be faithfully carried out. I think the whole com- 
mittee have endeavored to do that. We made treaties with those 
Indians in 1868 which of course we were obliged to violate. The 
railroad system compelled us, if you pre to do it; and a great 
inany things crept into that system which proved very bad, indeed 
so bad that in 1870 or 1871 Congress refused to carry out the treaties 
altogether, and appropriated a sum in gross to the then President of 
the United States, General Grant, to manage the matter as well ag 
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he could. The next year the House were so stubborn over the whole 
treaty question that the Senate of the United States agreed to the 
passage of an act, which is now a part of the Revised Statutes, pro- 
viding that the Government should make no more treaties with the 
Indians without the consent of the House of Representatives, aban- 
doning the whole policy of the Government from its foundation, and 
by a law giving up the whole question. z 

Little by little we have been improving. The first report which 
was ever made that struck me as conveying the whole sense of our 
conduct with the Indians was made by the late Superintendent of 
the Census, General Walker, when he was Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs. I sent for it a moment ago, and I will read the principles he 
set forth. He says: 

The mistake of those who op the present Indian policy is not in erroneously 
applying to the course of the Government the standard they have taken, but in 
taking an altogether false standard for the purpose. It is not a whit more un- 
reasonable that the Government should do much for hostile Indians and little for 
friendly Indians than it is that a private citizen should, to save his life, surrender 
all the contents of his purse to a highwayman; while on another occasion, to a 
distressed and deserving applicant for charity, he would measure his contribution 
by his means and disposition at the time. ere is precisely the same justifica- 
tion = 255 sao of the Government in 52 75 saucy fot — 33 8 
to repletion, w O POE OEO eat © an er a 
8 by hard work, or what to an Indian 9 It is ae of course 
to be understood that the Government of the United States is at the mercy of In- 
dians; but thousands of its citizens are, even thousands of families. Their e 
situation on the extreme 2 of settlement affords a sufficient justification to the 
Government for buying off the hostility of the savages, excited and exas, ted as 
they are, and most naturally so, by the invasion of their hunting-grounds and the 
threatened extinction of game. . 

Again he says: 

The first month of hostilities would see fifty valleys, up which population is 
now slowly but steadily 22 under cover of the 1 swept bare 
by the horrid atrocities of Indian warfare, or deserted by their affrighted inhabit- 
ants, hastily “o before them what of their stock coald be gathered at amo- 
ment's notice, and ing away what of their household could be carried 
in their single wagons. Such would be the result even with the most favorable 


issue of tary operations. 

Now comes a sentence which I wished particularly to read: 

Tt is right that those who criticise the policy of the Government toward the 
Indians, and ridicule it as undignitied in its concessions and unstatesmanlike in its 
temporizing with a recognized evil, should fairly face the one alternative which is 

presented. There is no question of national dignity, be it remembered, involved 
n the treatment of savages by a civilized power. With wild men, as with wild 
beasts, the question whether in a given situation one shall fight, coax, or run, is 
a question merely of what is easiest and safest. 

I have regarded that as the key-note. We have todo the best we 
can. If we can get possession of a number of their children in a 
friendly way, and educate them near where they are living, so as to 
let the other Indians see that we are taking care of them, and let 
them understand that the Government of the United States is en- 
deavoring to treat them justly, and get those people torecognize this 
country and not their tribal relations, we shall have made a great 
advance. I remember that when the senior Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr Dawes] was chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the House of Representatives, the first band of Sioux I ever 
saw came to Washington. Red Cloud and Spotted Tail came with 
them. We visited them at the Washington House. Red Cloud was 
very sulky ; he and Spotted Tail had quarreled. They were kinsmen, 
I believe, but did not speak. The interpreter told them who we were 
and what we cametodo. We held the interview, and if he reported 
Red Cloud aright, and I have no doubt he did, for that Indian saw 
that he was in the presence of men who had to deal with Indian 
affairs, who had to make their appropriations—he acquiesced, and in 
his 8. h (and no man in the Senate can make a better one) he told 
us of the treaty of 1858; he told us of the violations of it; he told us 
of the troubles he had had and of his desire for peace, of the effect 
of the bad treatment. He said that he had intended to go upon the 
war path, but he had come here; he had pume through Chicago, 
and had passed through different cities on his way to Washington ; 
he had seen how hopeless and sae RE his people were in a contest 
with a greas country like this, and all he begged of us was that we 
would do the best we could, so that he could go home and tell his 

ple that they must submit, that they were hopeless and helpless. 
Hie naked the committee to do him reasonable justice, for he did not 
believe that he could make the Indians believe that half he had seen 
was true. They would say somebody had conjured him, that some- 
body had done something to him and converted him from being a 
warriorintoasquaw. I never will forget the speech he made. Every 
time you bring a band of Indians here and show them our power, every 
time you pot basing children under our control and have them im- 
proved, every time you do 1 in that direction you break down 
the hostile spirit of the Indians and make them understand their true 
relations to this country. 

I do not mean Peso kl the people from whom K epran with the 
Sioux, but the Highlanders of Scotland, three or four hun years 
ago, were not a very great deal better off in the t that the 
fought under their clans, stood together as separate tribes, and each 
stood by the head of the clan. key knew no law but Roderick 
Dhu’s command; they cared noting or loyalty to the government. 
The Campbells on the oneside and the Grahams on the other brought 
their clans together, and it never was until after the rebellion of 1745 
and after the battle of Culloden, when they abolished the tribal 
relations and took off the kilt, when they could look to the govern- 
ment for their school-houses, that they became good citizens and law- 


abiding people. Donot misunderstand me. I donotdraw any anal- 
ogy between the Highlander and the Sioux except in the one single 
feature of loyalty to the clan and fealty to its chief. As long as the 
Sioux and each of the different bands stand by each other and re- 
gard the order of their chief as higher law than the law of the United 

tates or obedience to the Government, you will have no peace. You 
have got to bring them somehow or other into subjection to this Goy- 
ernment. 

I was willing to make the experiment, and I think we have gone 
as far as we can now in building some school-houses among them, 
aiding them in every way that we can in order to see if we cannot 
bring about that condition of things. I desire to make them work. 
I believe with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUME] that there is 
nothing so demoralizing as to pauperize them and to keep them beg- 
ging and relying upon us to furnish them rations. Whatever we can 

o in that direction I am willing to do. I think that is the first step. 
At the same time we may conjointly with that make some experi- 
ments toward educating their children, which this bill pro todo, 
as far, I think, as we ought to go. That is the idea I had in voting 
in committee, and the only idea I had. 

This is a difficult problem. We have got to work it out the best 
way that we can. I do hope the Senator from Massachusetts will 
not press the committee any further at this time with what may here- 
after be a very judicious amendment. But I think we have gone as 
far as we can in order to carry the bill through a conference of the 
two Houses, and as far really as has been fairly asked for. If the 
experiment proves to be a success the Senator can come with t 
pores at the next session of Congress and tell us that what has been 

one has worked well, and we can extend it further and extend it 
properly. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. President, I wish to say a very few words 
on this question. My own opinion is that we have got to take up 
this subject as we would all others where we are trying to make re- 
forms and do it by de I do not think it necessary to appro- 
priate a very large sum of money for the purpose now proposed for 
the first year or two. It will require some money, but I do not think 
we need . the large amount which is proposed by the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. HoAR.] Irather 
agree with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] in thinking that 
one-half of that amount will be sufficient. 

I rose, however, mainly for the purpose of reading an extract from 
a letter which I have received from a friend of mine, who is a very 
intelligent gentleman and is located as a trader at one of the agencies, 
the largest of any I believe in the country, the Red Cloud agency. 
I wrote to him some time ago to get some information. I knew that 
he was devoting a great deal of time to the study of the Indian 
character in order to ascertain what was best to be done for them. 
He is not only an intelligent gentleman but he has the disposition 
to try and elevate the Indian if ible. He had written me be- 
fore that the best step which ever been taken by the Govern- 
ment was in giving employment to the Indians, instead of allowing 
the white men to do all the work and get all the money around these 
agencies. He stated as one fact that 351,000 had been saved by the 
Ogalalla band of Sionx Indians at that agency in one year by haul- 
ing their own goods from the Missouri River to the agency, some two 
hundred miles or more, and that it had encouraged the Indians so 
much that many of them had now commenced to try and lay up 
some money. Heretofore they had nt it all as fast as they re- 
ceived it; but when they earned it themselves they were inclined 
to save it. That will apply to white people as well as to Indians; 
when they earn money themselves they think more of it than they 
do when it has been given to them by the Government. 

I do not wish to be tedious and therefore will read only a part of 
this gentleman’s very interesting letter. I have no doubt it would 
be n to every Senator here to hear it all, but I shall only 
give a part of it to the Senate now. After going on to thank me for 
asking him the questions and thus giving him an opportunity to 
state his views, he said: 

During my stay here I have tried to have in mind something more than the sub- 
ject of money-making, and have 5 studied the character, habits, moral 
and rel us ideas, as well as capacity of the mind. A word in regard to the prog- 
ress e by these Indians in three years. Three years ago not one of them lived 
in a house, while now there are more than two hun families occupying houses 
built by their own hands, Government furnishing doors, windows, and rds; 
then there were hardly more than six bands of Ogalalla Si while now they are 
subdivided until there are five times that number; then 6,000 Indians were within 
six miles of the Government store- house, now they are scattered over thirty miles 
and have located with reference to desirable lands, timber, and water; then the 
head chief was with them a head soldier or general, whose order was supreme, 
the agent being more a disbursing officer than an agent of the Government, whose 
duty it was to control their acts. Now chieftainship is spelled with a small e and 
agent with alarge A. Instead of Indian soldiers guided by a big chief, we have 
fifty 8 police, armed and equipped by the United States and governed by its 
agen’ 

Two years ago the organization of the poli 
large neater 0 . — particularly Wee oR ä Ay oppoved hed of 
Chief Three-Bears, who opposed it in bitter terms by act and word of mouth. 
He afterward resigned his chieftainship and volunteered to become a private on 
the police force. o died a few days since and was escorted to the grave with 
full military honors, a salate being fired over the grave by ten Indian police. 

‘Three years ago there was but one school and t poorly attended, now there 
are six and the attendance at each larger than at the one then. At that time it 
was counted a ce for a buck Indian to do any kind of work; now they 
do a large amount of freighting, a Boos many are employed as day-laborers by the 
agent, and two of the best employés are full-blood Indians employed by the com- 
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d t. They are more and more taking up the ways of the whites 
Ori oye 


missary 

in style o. r, dress, and amusements. Three years ago the sale of a wagon, 
buggy. bed, chairs, clothing, boots, hats, or anything of the kind to an Indian was 
— 1 SA ht of; now I have a good trade in all these things. While few of them 
provide for the future there are cases where several hundred dollars have been 
saved by Indians from theirown 3 A good number of them have not only 
wagons furnished by the Department but extra ones with two sets double har- 
ness bought by themselves. A few have put up barns and about them are seen 
cows, pigs, and chickens, and a stack of hay for winter use. Earning money by 
work is giving them some idea of its value, though most of them 1 money 
foolishly. The great drawback to their 8 self-supporting is the unfortu- 
nate fact that they have been located wherea white man could not possibl ina 
living by farming. Crops will not grow here unless the lands are irriga and 
this 2 out of the question, or rather it cannot be done to any advantage or with 
any profit. The streams are small and where an irrigation ditch can be used it is 
— 95 to water a very small area of land; the lands being broken“ and the bottom 
lands narrow. The grass growing here is the most nutritions of any I ever saw 
and has better fattening qualities, yet I do not believe it is a desirable country for 
breeding cattle, as the loss by severe winters is great and the natural increase is 
much smaller than farther south. 

For horse raising or 8 is superior to any country I have any knowl- 
edge of. Texas horses used in dri 7 Magee through reach here 1 sore-backed, 
and sore-footed, and yet in spite of the severe winters they will improve without 
hay or grain and in the spring come out” fat. I noticed this last winter when 
the weather was the most severe I ever rienced, both on account of cold and 
snow. Horses paw through the snow for food, a thing cattle will not do. If itis 
the intention of the 8 to invest any more money for stock for any of 
these northern Indians, I think it would be much better to put it in good work- 
horses than in cattle. 

Then I pass on. He says, after alluding to the raising of stock, 
&e.: 

The best thing ever done to improve these fellows was Commissioner Hoyt when 
he issued wagons and harness, and I understand that Commissioner Price has the 
same idea of teaching them to work. The first sep his been taken and men work- 
ing now are not called “squaws.” Though these Indians have but recently been 
located here and at a great 3 the time will very soon come when they will 
have to be moved to an agric country or they never will be self-supporting, 
unt always Government paw The Government has lacked a great deal here 
in improvements for the jon sped and a change now of location would be a poor 
policy, though it will have to be done soon, both in the interest of the Indians and 
of the Government. 


Probably I have read enough to show what I wanted to present to 
the Senate, that we need to train the Indians as much in the busi- 
ness of life as in educating them in books. We want to do both, but 
we may overlook the more important matter. 

The Indian, I have often thought, is like some of the wild animals 
of the country, he is a little hard to be tamed and cultivated up to 
become a part and parcel of our own people; it takes a great while 
to do it. I know the school that was taught in the building referred 
to in one of the amendments of the committee, which building now 
belongs to the Government. It was once used by the Pawnees. The 
younger Indians would go to the school and would learn a little 
something, but you never could get them to talk the language when 
outside. They went right back and mixed up with the others and 
talked the same language the others did, and they would be ashamed 
to talk with any one else. I have met them myself and I would ask 
them, “ Can you talk English?” They would shake their heads and 
would not talk English; and that was the case with those who had 
been in the school some time and had learned considerable. On that 
account, in the expenditure of money for schools the Indian chil- 
dren eught to be located at some distance from the tribe so that the 
Indians who are being educated can talk to the whites. 

I could speak further on this subject, because I have learned a 
gree deal not only from the experience I have had heretofore from 

eing near to the Indians but from what 1 have been told by others. 
However, there has been les said on this subject to enlighten 
the Senate and the country. I take it there is no danger but what 
this experiment will be properly kept up from year to year until it 
is fully tried; at any rate, I hope so. Being as I am near to the 
Indians, nearer than many here, I feel more interested in the subject 
than many others do. I know that a great many of our western 

eople take the view that we never can make anything out of the 
Tn s, and I doubt myself whether we can ever make much out of 
those who are now grown up, the older ones; but I believe the 
younger ones can be taught to do something, and will become finally 
self-sustaining. It will take time, it will take work, it will take 
money; but I am in favor of giving them a reasonable amount. I 
am not in favor of giving so large an amount as the amendment of 
my friend from Massachusetts calls for, and I shall favor an amend- 
ment cutting the amount down to $250,000. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, I do not desire to prolong this debate, 
but I wish to add a few words to what has been said in regard to 
the pending amendment. 

There is very much in what was said by the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. ernea Bin ct to beginning the education of the Indian 
by teaching him how to herd cattle and sheep, and to raise horses. 
The first ting to do toward the education of the Indians, in my 
judgment, is to break up their tribal relations, localize them, and 
teach them individuality and self-reliance. 

I am in favor of the amendments reported by the Committee on 
Appropriations because they are, in my judgment, in a wise direc- 
tion. The committee recognize the policy heretofore adopted by the 
Government in the sending of Indian children to the schools at Hamp- 
ton, Jarlisle, and Forest Grove, in Oregon. That is not changed by 
the œ mmittee, but they go further than that and, in my judgment, 
in the true direction; the committee go on and make appropriations 
for the building up of schools right among the Indians. 


Whenever you teach the Indians that the Government of the United 
States, instead of laying the mailed hand of oppression upon them, 
as the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] endeavored to prove 
yesterday, desires to treat them kindly and well and manifests that 
desire by building school-houses among them, by taking their chil- 
dren and sending them toschool and educating them, then their re- 
spect and love for the Government will be increased. Besides, an 
Indian only believes what is in sight. When you bring these school- 
houses where they can see what the Government is doing, where they 
may see their own children taken to those schools and educated and 
treated kindly, they will visit them, and the motherly influence 
radiating from the schools all over those people, in my opinion, will 
be very great, and the amount of good flowing from the schools es- 
tablished among the Indians will be far greater than from the schools 
established at Hampton and Carlisle and elsewhere, 

Therefore the departure which the committee has taken is right, I 
think; but if I have counted rightly, all those appropriations made 
in this bill amount to $432,200. en you come to count them up 
and take the entire number of Indians who have to be provided for, 
and cut out of those the number now in schools, you will find that 
it is avery large appropriation. I for one am not willing to go any 
further than the committee has gone in this direction. Let us see 
how this will work, and if it works well then we can go on in the 
same direction hereafter. 

Before you can make anything out of the Indian you have got to 
break up the idea that he is dependent upon the Government; you 
have got to break up the tribal relation; you have got to localize 
the Indians and divide the lands in seyeralty among them, teaching 
them not only to raise cattle and sheep and hogs and horses but 
gradually to raise corn and wheat and oats and other things, and 
elevate them from the pastoral to the agricultural state, and so along 
step by step. In the mean time, while doing all that, let us educate 
the Indian children, as this bill provides for doing, and do not make 
any collision between the theory of the Senator from Kansas and the 
theory of the committee. Both in my judgment can be very well 
carried out, 

I make no pretentions to be a philanthropist; I do not run in that 
direction to any very alarming extent; but I believe that I am as true 
a friend of the Indian as anyone here. I certainly have had more to 
do with the Indians than most men on this floor. Ihave had some 
experience and some observation not only with the civilized tribe. 
but with the wild tribes; I have had a great deal to do with them, 
and my judgment is that the direction which the committee has 
taken is about right; if it works well we can keep on. I think the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] was precisely right in that view of 
the question. Festina lente. We have to 8 aste slowly about 
anything which is of so much importance as this. We are now try- 
ing to change the practice which has been going on from the time 
the colonies were first settled down to within the last fow years, the 
practice of bringing power to bear upon the Indians, and we are to 
replace that by kindness, by attempting to educate them. There is 
a bill now pending in the Senate to break up their tribal relations, 
to localize them, giving them their lands and teaching them how to 
take care of themselves. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to make one suggestion merely in reply to 
what the honorable Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] has said. 
The Senator from Kentucky says that the committee have proposed 
an experiment which he thinks goes far enough in this direction. I 
do not see that the committee have proposed any experiment at all. 
The schools at Hampton and Carlisle have been thoroughly tried and 
tested. The Hampton school has been in operation six or seven 
years; Indian children have been educated there with great success 
and have gone back and have taken places in life and are doing 
well. So of Carlisle. It is not a new experiment, but something 
which the Department report to us has been already successfull 
tried. Then, in addition to that, except the appropriation for suc 
schools as have been in the Indian tribes, there are two schools to 
be established, one in the neighborhood of the Sioux and one in the 
neighborhood of the Indian Territory, on the Ponca and Pawnee 
reservation, for one hundred and fifty children each. That certainly 
is not a new experiment. 

Mr. BECK. Imeanttosay, ifthe Senator will allow me, that grati- 
fied as we were with what had been done elsewhere we were now 
endeavoring to establish schools in the neighborhood of the Indians 
themselves where the other Indians could be with them, as we had 
done on the Sioux reservation, in order to see how that would work. 

Mr. HOAR. They had a school there, as the Commissioner reports, 
for ten or twelve years. Being under treaty obligation and pledge 
of faith to educate and provide schools for 10,000 Sioux children, we 
have provided schools for 100 or 200 for a number of years past. 
When the Sioux are ready to fill the schools for their education, one 
additional school, which will accommodate 150, is called a new ex- 
periment, and Senators say it is as far as they think on the wholo 
we ought to go, and we had better make haste slowly. Gentlemen 
say they do not want to expend $500,000; that it is more than can 
be usefully expended this year. My amendment does not propose to 
expend $500,000; it only proposes to authorize up to that limit the 
Secretary of the Interior, under regulations established by the Presi- 
arih to educate as many children as he shall find it practicable to 
educate. 
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I should like to ask the Senator from Kentucky to answer this 

roposition: you and I have promised that we will educate 10,000 
Baa If the Secretary of the Interior is of opinion that he can edu- 
cate 1,500, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs having already said it 
could be done and thatthe only difficulty with this 1 Sioux busi- 
ness is the want of our keeping faith, and there not being an W 
n is that a reason for refusing to let him use it? Can there 

e any better test of the success of an experiment than the adjudi- 
cation of that officer that it is a success? The objection is made to 
my je Sg ne by a gentleman nearest the neighborhood of the In- 
dians, the Senator from Colorado, [Mr. TELLER, I not that your plan 
will fail for educating any of them, but becanse you do not educate 
enough; that nothing will be gained toward removing this mass of 
Indian savagery from our limits if you only take a few hundred chil- 
dren and send them back to a savage tribe to live there as soon as 
they have left school. That is a sound, clear argument. The hon- 
orable Senator from Kentucky says, ‘‘Oh, let us keep trying that 
experiment, which has failed over and over again; we do not want 
to go any further; perhaps, if that does well, we will do something 
else next year,” 

Mr. DAWES. Now, Mr. President, I hope we may have a vote. 

The PRESIDENT 88 The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar. ] 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Before the vote is taken I should like to in- 
quire of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DawrEs] who has charge 
of this bill how much is en by the committee for educa- 


tional Dae ara in the bill 
Mr, DAWES. If the Senator will turn to the twenty-fourth pi e 
of the RECORD of yesterday he will find it stated there to be 8412 200 
in the bill as it has already been adopted by the Senate; in addition 
to which is the superintendent of Indian schools at $3,000 salary and 
$2,000 for expenses; and in addition to which, going through the 
whole bill, are some verbal amendments which require that which 
heretofore may have been all appropriated for subsistence to be partly 
applied for education. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I only inquire as to the educational ap ro- 
priation. I should like to follow that with another inquiry. Low 
many children of the Indians are to be educated ? 

Mr. DAWES. At Hampton there are to be 100 and at Carlisle 300; 
at the two places where there are to be new buildings erected 300 
more, which makes 700; and 100 more are to be taken from the 
Indians at 12008 and distributed among the schools in the States. 
That makes 800, and 130 at Forest Grove makes 930, in addition to 
those who will obtain education under the appropriations in the 
second table in the RECORD to which I refer, which is a table of 
the rponn ure of $80,804.49, in compliance with the Indian treaties. 
That is in response to the inquiry of the Senator from Delaware. 
WhatIhavestated are appropriationsnot required by Indian treaties, 
There are appropriations to the amount of eighty thonsand and odd 
dollars required by Indian treaties, which are expended in twenty- 
four different pea among the treaty Indians. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Then, as I understand, there are appropriated 
in this bill, outside of treaty obligations, over $450,000 for educa- 
tional purposes; and besides that, there are appropriations under 
treaty stipulations of about $80,000, making more than half a million 
dollars appropriated for educational purposes among the Indians. 

Mr. HOAR. What does the honorable Senator mean when he says 
“outside of treaty obligations?” Does he mean that we appro- 
priate one-tenth part of what our treaty obligations require ? 

Mr. DAWES. I will explain to my colleague what I meant b 
that phrase. Outside of treaty obligations” refers to Indians wit 
whom we have no treaty stipulations that we shall expend anything; 
but to those with whom we have treaty stipulations for educational 
pripone we have appropriated $80,000. 

. HOAR. How much do the treaty obligations require ? 

Mr. DAWES. The treaty obligations require in addition to that 
appropriation for N school-houses and maintaining schools 
which cannot be measu exactly in dollars and cents, but have 
been estimated by the Department at a very large sum, something 
between three and four hundred thousand dollars, I understand. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not intend to occupy the time of the Sen- 
ate in eee ale 8 I shall vote against the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. HOAR, ] regarding all this 
effort to educate the Indians as a mere experiment. I think the ap- 
propriations reported by the committee are sufficient for the purpose 
of making an experiment. Therefore I shall vote against the amend- 
ment of the junior Senator from Massachusetts. 

We have had this Indian question here a great many years. Ever 
since I have been in the Senate, year ufter year, this Indian ques- 
tion has been up, and various schemes have been devised for the civ- 
ilization and improvement of the condition of the Indians. Some- 
times the proposition was to give them land in severalty; sometimes 
it was to do one thing and then another. The proposition now is to 
give them an education, and the Senator from Massachusetts pro- 
poses an appropriation of $2,000,000 in addition to that which has 

een recommended by the committee. As was remarked, I believe, 
by the Senator from Texas, [Mr. errant we ought to move slowly 
in this matter, and at least see whether the money we are appropri- 
ating is going to have any benetit toward the civilization and the 
improvement of the condition of these people. I believe there is a 
great deal in what the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLuMB] 


said, that we must have some reference to the condition of the In- 
dians and provide for them in reference to their situation and sur- 
roundings. We cannot undertake to say that we will send these 
people to Harvard University or to some other fine college, and by 
that means civilize those that remain out on the plains. I shall vote 
against the amendment. 

Mr. WINDOM. Imovye to amend the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts by reducing the amount to $250,000, 
do this, not in hostility to the proposition, but because I believe 
$250,000 will answer the purpose and make the test, and perhaps it 
is as much as we can use successfully in the coming year; and I think 
that sum would be more likely to stand, I am exceedingly in favor 
of the principle of the amendment—— 

Mr. SAUNDERS. If the Senator from Minnesota will allow me, I 
wish to suggest that I think the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] 
moved wane an amendment to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
make the motion. 

Mr. WINDOM. He made some such suggestion, but moved no 
formal amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. In deference to the suggestion of the Senator from 
Iowa, [Mr. ALLISON, ] who I know is friendly to the general accom- 

lishment of the object, as well as to the Senator from Minnesota 
Mr. WrxpoM] and the Senator from Nebraska, [Mr. SAUNDERS, ] I 
will accept the amendment to the amendment rather than have a 
7 vote. 
Ir. PLUMB. I think it is just as vital to the principle involved 
that the amendment should be voted down at $250,000 as at $500,000. 
We are simply starting in the wrong direction, If it is only $250,000 
thrown away, we had twice as well throw away $500,000.. If the 
Senator from Massachusetts will modify his amendment so as to a 
ropriate $250,000 to meee these Indians upon a self-supporting basis, 
P will vote for it; otheawise I shall not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts as modified, reducing the appro- 
priation to $250,000, 

The question being pat, there were on a division—ayes 30, noes 13. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Several Senators. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. HOAR. As I have modified it. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


The Senator from Iowa did not 


And the Secre of the Interior is further authorized and directed to provide 
for the care, support, and education of all Indian children dwelling west of the 
Mississippi not belonging to the five civilized tribes in the Indian Territory, 


or so many thereof as may be practicable, under such D N as may be on J 
paros by the President, in any of the States or Territo: at a cost not ex: - 
ng $200 per annum for each child; and for this purpose there is appropriated 
$250,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CONGER, res es Mr. FERRY’s name was called.) Fisch ye 
(Mr. Ferry] is paired with the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. SAuLs- 
BURY. 

Mr. heck, (when Mr, McMILian’s name was called.) I forgot 
when my name was called that I am paired with the Senator from 
Minnesota whose name has just been called, [Mr. MeMiLLAN. ] He 
would vote “yea” if he were here. I ask leave to withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky will be withdrawn. 

Mr. SAULSBURY, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Ferry] on political questions. 
This I do not regard as a political question, but I suppose we should 
differ on our votes. I would vote against the proposition, and I sup- 
pose he would vote for it. Therefore I shall not vote. 

The roll-call was concluded, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam paired on political questions with the Sen- 
ator from Florida, [Mr. CAI. ] Not understanding this to be a politi- 
cal question, I have voted. ; 

Mr. PLATT, (after having voted in the affirmative.) I voted, not 
thinking that I was paired with the Senator from West Virginia, 
[Mr. CAMDEN.] I do not know how he would vote, and therefore 
I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CONGER. I made the announcement of the pair of my col- 
league [Mr. RESTS, as he requested me to do, without thinking that 
this was not a political question. I have no objéction at all, and I 
presume he would have none, to the Senator from Delaware voting. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not care to vote on the proposition, as I 
suppose the Senator’s colleague and myself would differ. While we 
were only paired on panapa questions, believing that we would 
differ in our votes on this amendment, I shall not vote. 

Mr. CONGER. Ihave no doubt my coll © would vote in favor 
of the amendment; but I presume he would have no objection to the 
Senator voting. 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 

Aldrich Davis of Illinois, 1 Sawyer, 
Allison Dawes, Mahone, Sherman, 
Anthony, Frye, Miller of N. Y., Teller, 

ya Harrison, Mitchell, Walker, 
Blair, T Mo Windom. 
Butler, Hill of Colorado, Pendleton, 
Cameron of Wis., Hoar, ollins, 
Conger, Ingalls, Saunders, 
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NAYS—18. 
Cockrell, Groome, Jonas, Ransom, 
Coke, Hale, Maxey, Voorhees, 
Farley, Hampton, Mo: Williams. 
Garland, Ha Plumb, 
Gorman, Jackson, h, 
ABSENT—29. 
Beck, Ferry, Lamar, Sewell, 
Brown, George, Logan. Slater, 
C Grover, MeDili, ance, 
Camden, Hill of Georgia, McMillan, Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Pa., Johnston, McPherson, Vest. 
Davis of W. Va., Jones of Florida, Miller of Cal 
mun Jones of Nevada, one 
Fair, Kellogg, Saulsbary, 
So the amendment was a to 


Mr. DAWES. There is one more amendment reserved. 

Mr. HALE. That is on page 7. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The reserved committee amendment 
will be read. 

Mr. PLUMB. Before thatis acted on I move, in line 443, after the 
word“ dollars,” to insert ‘‘ to reimburse them for money expended in 
1881.” That is an amendment suggested by the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs to remove an objection to that e 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will put the question on 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was a to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question will now be ou the 
reserved amendments in the Lorde h from line 156 to line 172, 

Mr. HALE. The amendment that I proposed to offer I have put in 
a different form from what I 
as a substitute for that part o: 
the following: 


ve notice of the other day. I move 
the bill from line 156 to 172, inclusive, 


For the expenses of the commission of citizens, serving without compensation, 
appointed See President under the provision of the fourth section of the act of 
April 10, 1869, $10,000. 

I have no desire to consume the time of the Senate, as it is late, by 
any lengthy discussion. The amendment which I have offered is 
the provision that from year to year was in the Indian appro- 
priation bills providing for the continuance of the board of Indian 
commissioners. It is an old subject; it has been discussed time and 
again in the Senate and in the House, and after much discussion last 
year it dropped ont, was not left in the bill, I think unwisely. I 
believe the board had its uses, was valuable. It was so certified by 
the Secretary of the Interior and by the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs; and I have offered this amendment for the purpose of rais- 
ing that question in the Senate whether it will continue that com- 
mission with its old powers and to the extent that it was continued 
for years, or whether we will drop it. 

r. DAWES. The committee were of opinion that it was not wise 
to dispense altogether with this commission, but that it was quite 
roper to confine their duties somewhat more than they had been 
e If the amendments proposed by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations shall be adopted, they will be confined to those duties 
im by the original statute which created the commission. 
he commission came into existence under these circumstances: 
in 1869, after the ratification of that series of treaties to which the 
Senator from Iowa alluded this afternoon, a series of treaties which 
involved such an immense charge upon the Government, and which 
the House of Representatives at that time thought was unreasonable, 
there sprang up between the House and the Senate a difference about 
those treaties. The House took the ground that they had been made 
with a handful of Indians, and they discovered that in the executive 
sessions of the Senate they had been ratified in the most perfunctory 
manner by two or three Senators—I am only speaking of the rumors 
which prevailed in the House—and the House took the ground that 
they would not recognize those treaties as binding law upon the 
United States, and that if they made appropriations in conformity 
with those treaties there would be a ratification by an act of Con- 
gress. They determined not to do that thing, and the Senate taking 
the same decided ground in support of the treaties, the Indian appro- 
priation bill fell between the two Houses, 

It seemed utterly im ible to come to an a ment, and at the 
last moment, in order that the Indian service might not be left with- 
out any ng ake per em it was determined to put in the hands of the 
then new President—President Grant—the sum of $3,000,000 to dis- 
pose of in his discretion for the support of the Indian service. It 
was apparent that the President could not devote his individual 
attention to the distribution of that money, and these men came for- 
ward and tendered their services in aid of the President for that pur- 
pose, and they were enacted into a commission, agreeing to serve 
without compensation and to superintend, under the President, the 
expenditure of that money in the Indian service. 

That is the origin of the commission. After the law of Congress 
was enacted forbidding the making of any more treaties with Indians 
and the Senate and House came to an understanding thereafter upon 
the Indian bill and appropriations were made in nuch the ordinary 
way that had prevailed: for many years before, the Indian commission 
had rendered such valuable service in the manner of seeing to the 
allowance of contracts, in the manner of seeing to the delivery of 
goods, and in the manner of watching Indian agents and keeping 


guard over those in the Indian service, that they were continued in 
precisely the same e by which they were originally created, 


and have come down and have had added in practice to their duties 
rescribed by the original law many other duties. One was to super- 
ntend and pass upon the allowance of all accounts for the Indian 
service when we had officers in the Interior Department and officers 
in the Treasury Department for that very purpose. Another was to 
supervise and indorse contracts when we had officers to draw those 
contracts in the Interior Department, and officers to pass upon the 
character of contracts and all that, until within a few years there 
has sprung up an opposition to the commission growing out more of 
the superadded duties imposed upon them than ont of the perform- 
ance of the duties prescribed by the statute. 

The present House of Representatives, having refused to follow 
the last House, which took the ground of retaining the commission 
but refusing to pay their expenses, requiring of them by statute im- 
portant duties and yet refusing to pay even the traveling expenses 
of the commission, the Committee on Appropriations on the part of 
the Senate thought that if you retained the commission with the 
duties prescribed in the statute enjoined upon them, and they con- 
tinned to serve withont personal a for their services, it 
did not become Congress to withhold from them the necessary ex- 
penses at least, and therefore they have provided for the payment of 
their secretary, who has served the last year, I believe, without any 
compensation—certainly he has received none from the United 
States—we have provided for their secretary a reduced compensation 
of $2,000; we have peona for room- rent 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Massachusetts will yield to 
ine for a moment, I should like to ask him if it would not be more 
agreeable to him to conclude his remarks on Monday? [Laughter.] 

Mr. DAWES. I will state to the Senator from Tennessee that it 
would be much more agreeable to me not to make them at all, and I 
would not do it except that I thought—— 

Mr. HARRIS. I thought perbaps the Senator would prefer to 
yield the floor for the purpose of enabling me to move that the Sen- 
ate ourn. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator from Tennessee will let us finish the 
bill I will sit down. I hope the Senate will finish the bill, and I will 
agree to say nothing more. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] to the amendments of the 
Committee on Appropriations in the clause from line 156 to line 172. 

Mr. PLUMB. fore that is put I desire to call attention to the 
action of this commission. I concurred with the members of the 
Committee on Pee oe in the provision which I find in the 
bill continuing this commission. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator from Kansas yield for a motion 
to adjourn ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I will yield entirely in a moment. 

We found that this commissionhad been exercising a certain con- 
trol over contracts; we found that that control had been the ocea- 
sion of great delay in the performance of the Svc Para, of the Gov- 
ernment, and in reporting what we have reported here we thought 
we had covered the ground substantially of keeping the commission 
in existence for all it was intended to perform. 

If the Senate will have the curiosity to examine the report of this 
commission for the last year, the thirteenth annual report of the com- 
mission, they will find that out of the ninety-seven pages it contains 
tifty-six pages are a reprint absolutely of matter which is contained 
in the report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and the remainder 
of it is wholly comprised of an account of the operations of certain 
niissionary societies among the Indians. In other words, this com- 
mission prints fifty-six pages of matter which is contained in the re- 
port of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, which is therefore totally 
unnecessary, and justifies its existence by printing in addition to 
that about forty pages of the reports of various missionary societies 
among the Indians, and not one pa page of its own doings what- 
ever. I think on the whole that a board which is required to jus- 
tify its existence by reprinting a large amount of expensive matter 
which is printed by another executive officer of the Government, and 
then printing the proceedings of outside organizations, is pretty hard 
put to to justify itself. 

I think on the whole that the Senate Committee on Appropriations 
have done all that this board could require, all that the obligations 
of the Government to the Indians could require. We have put this 
board in the condition of doing all that it can possibly do for the pur- 
pose of protecting the Indians and the interest of the Government, 
aud it would not, as I think, be wise to enlarge its functions as pro- 
vided by the Senator from Maine. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
of the Senator from 
Appropriations, 

‘The amendinent to the amendments was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro témpore. The question is on the amendments 
of the committee in this paragraph. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iask consent of the Senator from Massachusetts 
(and, I think, in connection with a letter of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs which he has he will consent to it) that all of line 
170, and the remainder of the word “ purchased,” in line 171, may be 
stricken out. 


The question is on the amendment 
Iaine to the amendments of the Committee on 
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Mr. DAWES. I agree to that. 

Mr. PLUMB. The words I propose to strike out are: 

And in connection with him shall inspect all goods purchased. 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs recommends that that be 
stricken out. 

Mr. DAWES, Iwill nar Sa Iconsent to those words being stricken 
ont because they are in the Revised Statutes already. 

The PRESID bel ade tempore. It is proposed to strike out, in line 
170; “atid fo oonmbotioh with hini ahall ineneet all goods purchased.” 

Mr. BECK. What is that? z 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator from Kentucky will look in the 
Revised Statutes he will find the words there. 

Mr. BECK. I know that. 

Mr. DAWES. There is no harm in there being here, I suppose. 

Mr. BECK. I think not, but if they are stricken out it just leaves 
these commissioners nothing to do, but allows the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs to do whatever he likes. 

Mr. PLUMB, Oh, no. 

Mr. DAWES. I see that the Senator from Kentucky is right, 
because the word “only” is here. 

Mr. BECK. That is the trouble. 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, the word“ only” is here, and the Senator from 
Kentucky is right. The words should not be stricken out. The Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs was laboring under a mistake. He was 
under the impression that these words imposed a new duty i but they 
are found in the Revised Statutes. Since the word “only” is put in 
line 167, if we strike these words out here the result will be to take 
that wel he Saar this commission, which is an important one. 

Mr. . If these words are not to be stricken out, they 
should be modified perhaps, and in connection with him ;” that is, 
in connection with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. It is per- 
fectly certain that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs cannot inspect 


all these things. It would take five men to do it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will put the question 
on striking out. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Whatis the 8 question before the Senate ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e words proposed to be stricken 
out will be read. 


The ACTING Secretary. After the word “supplies,” in line 169, 
it is pro to strike out “and in connection with him shall in- 


spect a ure z 

Mr. VOORHEES. I should like to hear the chairman of the com- 
mittee explain why those words are to be stricken out, if it is agree- 
able for him to do so. 

Mr. DAWES. I will call the attention of the Senator from Iowa 
to these words in the Revised Statutes : 

And shall ins all goods purchased for inconnection with om- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, whose duty it shall be to consult the 9 
making purchases of such goods. 

The Commissioner was under the impression that he was only to 
be consulted as to samples. I have shown him this provision ofthe 
Statutes, and he says he was mistaken. Y 

The P. pro tempore. The question ison the amendment 
to the amendments, to strike out the words which have been read. 

The amendment to the amendments was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendments 
of the Committee on Appropriations to this paragraph of the bill. 

The amendments were to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of ogres eee by Mr. JoHN Bar- 
LEY, its chief clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. R. No. 183) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to use rations for relief of destitute persons in 
the district overflowed by the Mississippi River; and it was there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MAXEY. Inpursuance of the agreement entered into the other 
evening, I now ask that the bill in charge of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar] be laid aside informally, in order that Senate 
bill No. 60 may be taken up for consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the unfin- 
ished business will be laid aside informally, with a view to take up 
the bill indicated by the Senator from Texas; but the Senator can 
eall it A lir ust as well. 

Mr. X. I that it be read by its title. 

The SECRETARY. „A bill (S. No. 60) ratifying the act of the gen- 
eral council of the Choctaw Nation of Indians granting to the Saint 
Louis and San Francisco Railway Company right of way for a rail- 
road and — 397 line through that nation. 

Mr. MAXEY. I ask that it go over as unfinished business. 

The PRESIDENT eee The unfinished business is the bill 

usetts. 


of the Senator from ; The Senator from Massachusetts 
can give Nin Be Monday. 
Mr. VOORHEES. For what it is worth, I desire to give notice to 
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the Senate that after the disposition of the bill called up by the Sen- 
ator from Texas I will ask the Senate to consider the bill (8. No. 
842) authorizing the construction of a building for the accommoda- 
tion of the Con ional Library. I give notice that after the dis- 
position of the bill called up by the Senator from Texas I will ask 
the Senate to consider the bill which I have named. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator does not expect to displace the pending 
business, which is the Presidential count bill ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I supposed it was not the desire of those having 
that bill in eee to pren it for discussion at this time. Perhaps 
I was led to that conclusion from the fact that the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] is not present. 
an 


Ido not wish to antagonize 
easure that has the right of way before me. 
. HOAR. If the Senator from Indiana will allow me to make one 
statement to him, this Presidential count bill was taken up a few 
days ago. On inquiry about the Senate I found no hostility to it. 
It is a unanimous report of the committee and has once passed the 
Senate; but one Senator who was on the committee that reported in 
its favor, the Senator from Alabama, desired to make aspeech which 
would extend more than five minutes. So we did not keep it in the 
five-minute rule, but it has the right of way. Then I consented to 
accommodate the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. BROWN, ] who is some- 
what unwell and desires to be absent from the Sonate, and who is 
interested in the bill that the Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY ] has 
called up, to lay my bill aside informally that that might be taken 
ap; but of course I should not have done that if at the expiration 
of that time some other Senator was to displace my bill alto- 
gether, because I should have got my bill through by this time if I 
not given way. I will say to the Senate that I do not believe 
the Presidential count bill-will take two hours. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Then there will be no trouble about arranging 
the matter. 

Mr. HOAR. None at all. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider - 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business, After eleven minutes t in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at five o’clock and 
twenty-five minutes p. m.) the Senate adjo è 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, March 31, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. POWER, 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. S r— 

Mr. CAMP. _I call for the order. 

Mr. ROBESON. Idesire to have a correction made in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

. CORRECTION OF THE RECORD. 

Mr. ROBESON. On page 17 of the Recorp of this morning I find 
that I am reported as saying— 

Well, I object on a broader principle. I object, and shall object hereafter, to 
im: 
Seca VT 


I did not say that. What I said was “let them make the rules so 
that it can be done.” That is the correction I would like to have 


e. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 

Mr. ROBESON. I did not commit myself to the folly of saying 
that the rules were now so that important business could be done ; 
1 jon to the contrary is the case. 

Mr. REED. With your views of eternity you could not tell a lie 
like that. ee ie 
F Mr. RANDALL. We are ready to discuss the rule question if you, 

esire it. 

INTERNAL REVENUE, ETC. 

Mr. KELLEY. I am directed by the Committee on Ways and 
Means to ask unanimous consent that House bill No. 5237, to amend 
the laws relating to internal revenue, and for other ee be taken 
from the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
ofthe Union, and recommitted to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

ALFRED E. LEE. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Lask unanimons consent that the Committee ot 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar be di from the 
farther consideration of House bill No. 3045, to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to remit certain customs dues and custom-house 
charges to Consul-General Alfred E. Lee, and that the bill be taken 
up for present consideration. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, do., That the f the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
and directed to remit to Alfred N. Lee, late consul-general of the United 
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States at Frankfort-on-the-Main, Germany, all customs dues and custom-house 


charges on the service to him by his German friends at Frank- 
C 1881. on his retirement fon the public service, 
now heid at the custom-house in New York. 

Mr. McKINLEY. The bill is accompanied with a report from the 
Committee on Ways and Means; and I ask that the report be read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is not necessary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [ask that the report be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. The report is as follows: 

The Committee on Ways snd Means, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
3045) to authorize the Secretary of the to remit certain customs dues and 
eustom-house charges to Consul-General E. Lee, submit the following 


report: 
Mhe value of the service mentioned in the bill is $479.80, and the duty thereon, 
valorem, would be $191.92. As the service was presented to Mr. 


t from the 
your committee are of the opinion that the 
customs dues d be remitted, and therefore the bill favor- 
ably to the House, its passage. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar was discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill; which was then ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 

fir. McKINLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion Was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH I move that the morning hour for the pre- 
sentation of reports of committees be dispensed with to-day. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the object? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The object is to take up the Army appro- 
pratio bill if the consideration of the Private Calendar should also 

dispensed with. 

The motion of Mr. BUTTERWORTH was agreed to, two-thirds voting 
in favor thereof. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, Iam directed by the Committee on RARA 

riations to move also that the consideration of the Private Calen- 
ae be dispensed with for to-day, with a view to taking up the Army 
appropriation bill. 
he question being taken on the motion of Mr. BUTTERWORTH, 
there were—ayes 76, noes 29. 

Mr. DIBBRELL. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the motion of Mr. BUTTER- 
WORTH was 8 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent to submit at 
this time a favorable report from the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call for the regular order. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 89) for the relief of Cyrus C. Clark; 

An act (H. R. No. 697) for the relief of Captain William D. Whit- 


ing; 

Aa act (H. R. No. 1671) for the relief of H. V. Philpott; 

An act (S. No. 42) for the relief of George G. Snyder; and 

An act (S. No. 383) to amend section of the Revised Statutes 
= the United States, relating to license fees of officers of steam-ves- 
sels. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. WALKER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 

for ten days from April 1, on account of important business, 
LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, I ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I ask unanimous consent that House 
bill No. 1049, to promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving Service 
and to encourage the saving of life from shipwreck, be taken from 


the Speaker’s table for the purpose of concurring in the amendments 
of the Senate. 

ies SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
objects. 

. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I ask the gentleman to withdraw his 
objection. It will take but a moment to concur in the Senate amend- 
ments. 

Mr. CLARK. I object. 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move that the House now resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the pur- 
of considering the bill (H. R. No. 5559) making appropriations 
‘or the pe fata of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, 
and for o p > 
Mr. BRAGG, I desire to reserve all points of order on this bill. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Points of order were not reserved when 
the bill was reported. The proposition of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. BRAGG] is not well taken at this time. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin states that he 
desires at this time to reserve points of order on the bill. 


A 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. To which I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. y were reserved the other day. 
F Have not points of order already been reserved on 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that they have not been. 
The question is whether it is not now too late to reserve them. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is a new bill? 

The SPEAKER. This is a bill reported on the day before yester- 

day and referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 


of the Union. 
Mr. RANDALL. At any time before going into Committee of the 
Whole upon the bill we may reserve points of order. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would be obliged if the gentleman 
would submit the rule which authorizes the reservation of points of 
order at this stage of the bill. 

Wes en es At any time before we go into Committee of the 
ole 

Mr. BLOUNT. But points of order were reserved. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The first reading of the bill has not been had, and 
until that has been had the practice has been that points of order 
are allowable. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I reserved all points of order, but was not heard 
by the Speaker. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Wisconsin did reserve all 
points of order on the original report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia is undoubtedly 
right as to the reservation of all points of order against the original 
bill. That bill was recommi and a substitute reported to the 
House and referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
ae of the Union, and on that substitute no one reserved points of 
order. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is the exact fact. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not think myself it makes any difference, 
Daf that points of order still exist against the bill without notice at 


Mr. BRAGG. They can be taken against the bill any time before 
we go into committee. ; 

. HOLMAN. Under the practice, Mr. Speaker, I submit points 
of order are allowable until the bill has been taken up for considera- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would be glad to hear gentlemen on 
the rule in this case. 

Mr. RANDALL, Undoubtedly the practice has been to give notice 
when the bill is introduced that 3 order are reserved. Now, 
that does not increase or diminish the right of any member to make 
a point of order against the bill if the bill comes in conflict with 
any rule of the House. 

e SPEAKER. The Chair would be in no embarassment about 
the question if it were not for the practice to reserve points of order 
at the time of the introduction of bills. The Chair would agree 
with the gentleman from Pennsylvania that itis unnecessary, but 
a practice seems to have grown up to reserve points of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is true, but it has grown up from over- 
caution and is not in the line of vacating the right of any member 
under any rule. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Is it not a fact, Mr. Speaker, that this appro- 
priation bill comes before the House under peculiar circumstances? 

TheSPEAKER. Gentlemen will resume their seats, and the House 
will come to order so gentlemen eras be heard. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I wish to submit a suggestion, Mr. Speaker, 
and I do not believe an „ e in this House will object to it. 
This bill comes before the House, a general appropriation bill, under 
peculiar circumstances, It was reported 1 oue of the Committee 
on Appropriations, through the member from Ohio, [Mr. BUTTER- 
WORTH, ] ordered to be printed, and upon his motion, at the instance 
of his committee in order that amendments might be offered to it, it 
was afterwards recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 
Now, that is not a usual procedure. It was brought back by him 
and rereported to the House and committed to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the State of the Union. 

When it was first reported points of order were reserved by the 
gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. BLOUNT.] When it was recommitted 
to the Committee on Appropriations and rereported to the House, 
the Speaker doubtless is technically right that points of order accord- 
ing to the practice, though not according to the rule, as the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] says, should have been 
reserved again. 

But I am sure 8 charge of the bill and nobody interested 
in the passage or consideration of the bill wants to take any undue 
or unfair advan Points of order were reserved when the bill 
was first reported here. It was recommitted and rereported, which 
is an unusual procedure, 

Mr. ATKINS. Are there points of order in the bill? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There are points of order in it, I think. I 
appeal to the sense of fairness in the House to points of order 
shall be considered as reserved, for we have not yet gone into Com- 
mittee of the Whole. There is a point yet to be decided whether it 
is not in time to reserve ts of order up to the time the House goes 
into Committee of the le House on the state of the Union, and 
no matter whether itis so or not every gentleman here knows points 
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of order are reserved on all appropriation bills and were reserved on 
u 


this one when first re t was recommitted and re rted, 
and I submit it would not be fair to refuse any member of the House 
his right to make points of order. ; 

Mr. ATKINS. I hope the gentleman from Ohio who has eharge of 
the bill will adopt the eee of the gentleman from Kentueky. 
As intimated by the gentleman from Kentucky I believe it is in the 
power of the House if gentlemen should technically insist no points 
of order under the rules could be made to this bill, to recommit the 
bill, and when the bill is n back into the House then points 
of order could be reserved. Although a little cireumlocutory, I think 
it could be reached. I think the gentleman from Ohio had better 
consent to the su tion of the gentleman from Kentucky. i 

So far as the ruling of the Speaker is concerned, I believe he is 
correct. I remember the executive, legislative, and judicial appro- 
priation bill in the first session Forty-sixth Congress was brought 
in just as this was and points of order were reserved, but it was re- 
committed to the Committee on Appropriations, and when rereported 
points of order were not reserved, and in the Committee of the Whole 
the chairman decided that, not having been reserved, points of order 
were not as against that bill. 

Mr. B RWORTH. I am quite content to consider the points 
of order as haying been reserved upon the bill, in order that we may 
proceed to its consideration without farther delay. 

r. BRAGG. Before the question is decided I would like to call the 
attention of the Speaker to the third subdivision of Rule XXIII, which 
evidently contemplates that points of order may be made at any time 
before the bill is considered in Committee of the Whole. The last 
clause of this subdivision reads, e os bills touching the appro- 
priation of money, that they considered in Committee 
of the Whole, and a point of order under this rule sball be at any 
time before the consideration of a bill is commenced.” Now, what 
consideration? Why, consideration in Committee of the Whole pro- 
vided for under this subdivision. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Thave stated that Iam willing to concede 
that the points of order have been reserved upon the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state, in response to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin, that the rule to which he refers relates to points 
of order made against the consideration of bills outside of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and provides the point of order that it shall be 
first considered in Committee of the ole shall 


be no objection to the gentleman from Ohio 87 eng the suggestion 
that is made, to treat the bill now as if the points of order had been 
reserved upon it. The Chair desires further to state that at this time 
he prefers not to decide this question, and in fact there seems to be 
no oceasion for it under the circumstances. Why the practice grew 
up of reserving points of order upon bills of this character the Chair 
is not now able to state. 

Mr. BRAGG. I dislike very much to differ with the ruling of the 
a ge eae but this relates to the consideration of bills in Committee 
of the Whole. That is the caption of the rule, and the rule provides 
that at any time before such consideration is a point of order 
shall be good. That is the subject of the rule, referring as it does to 
consideration in Committee of the Whole. 5 

The SPEAKER. It is not necessary for the Chair to decide that 
point at this time, inasmuch as it is not presented for present consid- 
eration. 

Mr. BRAGG. But I desire the Journal to show that the point of 
order has not been decided adversely, so as to make it a parliament- 


ary rule. 

e SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is not necessary to anticipate 
the point of order. 

ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. The 
will perceive that this relates to the consi tion of bills under that 
rule, as the exact language declares. Under that rule the point of 
order may be made that certain bills must be first consid: in the 
Committee of the Whole, and is confined to that special consideration. 

Mr. BRAGG. What does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. That the point of order under 
this rule which he quotes only operates to send certain bills to the 
Committee of the Whole; that is all. The provisions of Rule XXI 
are entirely distinct. 

Mr. BRAGG. Of course, but made at any time before the consid- 
eration begins in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. B ERWORTH. I now renew the motion that the Honse 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the purpese of considering the Army appropriation bill. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itselfinto Committee of the Whole 
House en the state of the Union, Mr. HASKELL in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill mak- 
ing appropratian for the support of the Army, the title of which the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. No. 5559) makin propriations 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883 and for other 


tleman from Wisconsin 


for the support of the Army for 
purposes. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move to dispense with the first formal 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is not a very long bill, and inasmuch as this 
substitute has only recently been presented for consideration and 
few members have had an opportunity of examining it, I ask that 


the bill be read at len 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. Before concluding, 

Mr. HOLMAN. This bill being now read for the first time, I wish 
it to be understood that it shall not be necessary in order that points 
of order may prevail that they shall be made on this reading, but 
that they may be made when the bill is read by paragraphs for con- 
sideration and amendment. 


W CHAIRMAN. All points of order have been reserved on the 
ill. 
Mr. HOLMAN, Iwasaware ofthat; butI wish it to be understood 


that they may be reserved until the paragraphs are read for consid- 
eration. 

The CHAIRMAN. That isthe ordinary process. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If otherwise, the points of order would be made 
now; but if it is understood that the points of order may be reserved 
until the paragraphs are read for consideration, then, of course, there 
will be no objection to the reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the 
withdraw his demand for the formal reading of the bi 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; I prefer to have the bill read. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, home if it please the 
committee, first tò explain this bill, especially in relation to impor- 
tant changes, of which there are some, and having done so to have 
the committee determine whether it is desired to have general de- 
bate, and, if so, then to have the committee rise with a view to 
limiting that debate. 

I will briefly run over the provisions of the bill, calling attention 
to each increase in the appropriation where it is substantial, and the 
reason for such increase, and whenever an important change is made, 
to call special attention to that. 

The first item of the bill, that which relates to the contingent 
expenses of the commanding general’s office, is unchanged. The 
next item, for expenses of recruiting and transportation of recruits 
from rendezvous to depot, has been increased by $5,000. 

This slight increase has been rendered necessary by the fact that 
a much smaller number of enlisted men re-enlist than formerly, re- 
sulting from rare opportunities in the West to engage in other pur- 
suits which prove more remunerative than serving in the Army. 
The sub-committee made a very careful inquiry into the necessity for 
this increase and were thoroughly satisfied that it should be allowed. 
I may say that it will require the recruiting of 8,508 men, accordin: 
to the Adjutant-General’s report, to take the place of those who wil 

out of service during the present fiscal year. I may add that I 

ave in my possession, though not at this moment upon my desk, a 
detailed statement in re, to the recruiting service, to which ref- 
erence can be made whenever the House or any member may desire. 
The next item is precisely the same as that appropriated for the pres- 
ent fiscal year. } 

Under heading of the pay department” there is a reduction 
of nearly $100,000 ; not that it was deemed a less sum would be re- 
quired, but by changing the order of book keeping in the pay depart- 
ment instead of requiring each paymaster to keep se te aceounts 
we consolidated certain items at the suggestion of the department, 
and upon careful investigation so as to be able to reduce the appro- 
priation as stated. 

In connection with the clause providing for pay of the Army, there 
is a clause relating to honorable retirement, or to use a phrase more 
common, compulsory retirement. The language is as follows: 

That on and after the passage of this act all officers in the Army who crag vid 


pov Saath pesca ad shall be placed on the retired list; and no act now 
shall bo so construed as to limi or restrict the retirement of officers as herein pro- 
for. 


It is proper to say in this connection that the Military Committee 
propose to offer an amendment or two, a part of which I am in- 
strueted by the Committee on Appropriations to accept. This clause 
has been inserted here, the committee deeming it to be in order, to 
accomplish what has been desired for fifty years by the Army and 
all those who desire to secure its efficiency. It is the concurrent tes- 
timony of officers in the Army, old and young, that this clause, or 
a similar clause, is indi ble to secure that efficiency in the 
Army which is desirable; and, beyond that, to secure that justice to 
junior officers which ought not to be withheld. Justice to the Army 
and justice to the country alike demand the adoption of the provision 
providing for honorable retirement at a fixed age. This clause pro- 
pea to retire all officers who have attained the age of sixty-two. 

t is the concurrent testimony of all the officers and experts who 
have borne testimony in this behalf, in this country and in England, 
that compulsory retirement in the army is indispensable to efficiency. 
And the provision which fixes the age of retirement at sixty-two 
years is certainly not subject to criticism of not being liberal to those 
who are inclined to remain in the service after they have, by the 
judgment of competent officers, ceased to be equal to the require- 
ments of the active list. 

I have this additional word to say touching this clause, and then 


een: to 
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I shall not refer to it again unless in the course of general debate it 
shall become necessary. It is the history not only of our own coun- 
try but of the world, that before armies in the field have been re- 
lieved from the command of aged and incompetent generals, before 
officers rendered incompetent for the arduous duties of the field could 
be weeded out by the necessities of the service, necessities which 
forced themselves on the attention of the law-making power or the 
wer having authority to provide a remedy, thousands of men, sol- 
ers, have been sacrificed, vicarious offerings on the altar of age 
and resulting incompetency. It was so at the beginning of our own 
conflict, and history but repeats itself in each war. It is true this 
is a time of profound peace, but it is wisely ordered that in time of 
peace we should provide for war. To wait until armed conflict be- 
ins to adopt measures to make the Army efficient is not only in the 
t degree unwise but unpardonable in that it exposes men to 
needless slaughter. 

I have said this is the unanimous voice of all the officers of the 
Army. So itis not only of those who would be promoted but of those 
who would be retired as well. This clause provides for the honor- 
able retirement of those who have either served faithfully forty years 
in the service or have attained to the age of sixty-two years. [Mr. 
WHITTHORNE rose.] I have a statement to which I U call the 
attention of the House when we consider this bill by sections which 
shows the exact number of officers who will be retired under this 
provision. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. It is as to that I desired to ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio a question. 3 

The CHAI Does the gentleman from Ohio yield? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I desired to ask the gentleman from Ohio 
right here how many officers will be retired if this provision be- 
comes a law ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I havea statement here which I can turn 
to in a moment. I had intended, however, I will say to my friend, 
to call attention to that when we come to consider the bill by para- 


hs. 
ue WHITTHORNE. I simply desired to know, . to 
my consideration of the provision before it was reached. I under- 
stand from the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. Upson,] who is a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Military Affairs, that the number is about 
three hundred. 4 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It is "gal proper that attention should 
be called to that at this time. prepared a statement which 
gives the information my friend seeks upon that point, and I will 
read it for the information of the House. I have this letter from the 
War Department : 

Sin: Referring to the request contained in your letter of the 14th instant ad- 
dressed to the tant Adjutant-General, I have the honor to transmit herewith 
a statement prepared in this office showing the number of officers in each arm of 
the of The Army who are now sixty-two years or over, and of those who will 
have attained the age of sixty-two by June 30 of each year up to the year 1887. 


The Secretary says further: 


It will be observed that the table is made without reference to the probable mor- 
tality among the officers enumerated during the next five years. 

There is transmitted with that letter a statement showing the 
number of officers on the active list of the Army who will be eligible 
for . J 75 30, e te and each year for Bond de ee 

ears by reason o sixty-two years. e year ere 
Wil be cared cot is provision: of general officers of the Army, 
two; officers in the Quartermaster’s Department, two; in Subsist- 
ence Department, one; in Medical Department, five; Pay Depart- 
ment, five; Corps of Engin six; ce ment, none; 
cay: , none; artillery, five; none; and re tal 
chaplains, seven; professors of the Military Academy, one; and 
military ordnance storekeepers, eight. 

The next year there will be retired: in the Quartermaster’s De- 
partment, two; Subsistence Department, one; Medical Department, 
one; Pay Department, one; Corps of Engineers, none; Ordnance 
Department, none; cavalry, one; artillery, two; aie three; 
3 and regimental chaplains, one. 1884 there be re- 
ti altogether nineteen; in 1885, eleven; in 1886, thirteen; and 
in 1887, twenty-two; in all the departments of the Army. 

Altogether during the next five Tt arpa taking no account of the 
mortality which may occur amo e officers, there will be eligible 
for retirement one hundred and nineteen officers. So my friend from 
Tennessee [Mr. “aban ter pert oe in error in supposing that the im- 
mediate effect of this bill will be to retire two or three hundred offi- 
cers, or the number suggested by him. The immediate effect of it 
would be to retire forty-two officers, and during the next five years 
one hundred and nineteen officers m all the branches of the service, 
if they should all survive to be retired. And by looking at the de- 
tailed statement which I will here insert, my friend can see from 
what departments of the Army these officers will be retired. Ishall 
recur to this subject again before this debate closes. 

The next portion of the bill which I will consider is the matter of 
subsistence. The ee for that p in the aggregate 
has been increased. e necessity for that grows out of the fact that 
the cost of all articles purchased by the Subsistence De ent has 


materially increased. The price of beef, which is purchased in the 
western markets, has increased very considerably. In point of fact, 


the cost of a ration has increased some 12} per cent., and in a much 
greater ratio than we have increased the appropriation for the pur- 
chasing of supplies. 

I ought to say in justice to the sub-committee having this bill in 
aed that this matter was very carefully and fully investigated 
bý re: with a view of keeping the appropriation clearly within 

unds. 

I come now to the provision which looks to the transfer of the ad- 
judication of claims for quartermaster’s supplies and commissary’s 
stores, now pending in those departments, to the Court of Claims. 
As I do not | pt appa to refer to this matter again, I wish to call the 
attention of the committee to this provision, and the object, pur- 
pose, and intent of the clause making the transfer. 

In 1864, while the war was 2 with a view of enabling cer- 
tain parties in Tennessee, and I think possibly in a part of West 
Virginia and in a part of Kentucky, to secure pay for quartermaster’s 
or commissary’s stores, taken by or supplied to the Union Army, 
under conditions which prevented the parties from whom those su 
as were taken from obtaining redress before any judicial tribunal, 

ongress passed a law which authorized the Quartermaster and Com- 
missary Departments to hear and examine evidence and to determine 
whether 8 was due for supplies so taken or furnished, and if 
so, to recommend the claims to the Third Auditor for settlement. 

At that time there were very few of these claims, and the law was 
passed with reference to doing justice to a class of men who had been 
wronged by having their stores and property taken without com- 
pensation, and who were themselves loyal to the Government. I 
wish to call attention to the precise language of that law of July 4, 
1864, because it raises the question as to what the provision of hs 
which we are about to enact should contain in order to restrict the 
jurisdiction of the Court of Claims to the consideration of only such 
claims as we desire to transfer to thattribunal. That law provides: 

All claims of ot gs citizens in States not ‘ 
same x in rebellion, for quartermaster's 


stores, 
the of the United States, and receipted for by th 
5 receiving ropra or which may have been taken by such officers 


without such may be submitted tothe eral of the 
United with such proofs as Sach alata imant can present of the 
facts in his case ; it shall be the du General 


such claim to be examined, Mad if convinoed that it is just, and of th 5 1 
us 
the claimant, and that the stores have been actually recetved Or taken for thease 
of, and used by the Army, then to report each case to the Third Auditor of the 
Treasury, with a recommendation for settlement. 
That is section 300 A of the Revised Statutes. Section 300 B con- 
tains similar provisions in regard to the Subsistence Department. 
It will be observed that act limits the jurisdiction of the 
artments to the claims of loyal 


consider only the claims of such men, and to decide apon the ques- 
the 


over fifty-three thousand have been filed in the Quartermaster’s 
Department, and a very large number in the Department of the Com- 
missary General. For about seventeen or ie, cot years they have 
been engaged in considering those claims. ey have employed a 
large number of agents to go out and investigate the claims, and this 
last year there was paid out of the Easel ba these agents for their 
88 round numbers, $140,000. They have also employed clerks 
during that period of seventeen or eighteen years to examine 
these claims, to go through the proof, brief it, &c. 

Mr. HOUSE. it not interrupt the gentleman I would like 
to ask him a question. 2 

Mr. B WORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. HOUSE. How many of these claims are now in the Quarter- 
master-General’s Office ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I cannot tell the gentleman exactly. 

Mr. HOUSE. About how 3 7 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I should say twenty thousand or upward. 

Mr. HOUSE. Does the gentleman know how many of them have 
been investigated and proof taken ? 

Mr. BUTTERWOR I suppose the evidence has been taken in 
a great many cases; that is the er parie statements; the formal state- 
ment of the claim has been filed nearly every case. 

Mr. HOUSE. Ido not mean the er parte proof. In how many cases 
has veg Quartermaster-General sent out commissioners and taken 
proo 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iam unable to state accurately now. I 
should su , however, that that has been done in several thou- 
sand out of the twenty thousand cases. 

Mr. HOUSE. The point I wish to bring the gentleman’s mind to 
is this: the investigation that the Quartermaster-General makes by 
sending out his commissioners to different parts of the country to 
take proof, I suppose, is an investigation that could not be very-well 
complained of; it is not an ex parte investigation by any means. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No, I do not refer to that as an er parte 
examination. 

Mr. HOUSE. Now, that proof has been taken, that investigation 
had, at very great expense, as the gentleman states. Why not refer 
to the Court of Claims all that portion of these claims in reference 
to which this expensive investigation has not been made, allowing 
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the Quartermaster-General to go on ard decide the cases in which he 
has taken his 15 771 and which he is ready to decide? 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. In the first place, nothing would be gained 
in point of time for the claimants by pursuing such a course. The 
Quartermaster-General advises me that in his best ju ent it will 
be twenty years before his department can di of the pending 
cases, so that claimants will be dead and buried before their cases 
are reached, 

More than that, the method of determination is thoroughly un- 
satisfactory to the Quartermaster-General himself. He is unable to 
do full justice to these cases, unable to make that examination which 
is necessary; so that virtually many of the cases are determined by 
the clerks of the Department ; for no Quartermaster-General with the 
limited time at his dis could inside of Srrenty years ive per- 
sonal examination to all these cases and dispose of them ence, he 
suggests that they be transferred. 

i this bill we provide that all the testimony taken, all the affi- 
davits and exhibits, the statements of every character, shall be trans- 
ferred to the Court of Claims, and shall be considered by the court 
in determining the cases, just as the r e would 
do. In other words, we put these e ts to no additional ex- 
pense, but instruct the court to consider these claims, if they will, 
upon the evidence already taken; and if it shall occur in the course 
of: the examination that other proof ought to be required or is prop- 
erly demandable, the court have authority to take such proof. 
Otherwise, it will dispose of the cases upon the proof taken in the 
Quartermaster-General’s Department. 

Mr. HOUSE. The point to which I wish to call the geatleman’s 
attention is this: if only those claims now in the Quartermaster- 
General’s Department which have not been investigated should be 
referred to the Court of Claims, that will greatly lessen of course 
the number of claims demanding examination in that Department. 
If only those claims in the Quartermaster-General’s Department 
which he has not investigated, in which he has taken no proof, be 
referred to the Court of Claims, there would remain for disposition 
by the Quartermaster-General only those claims in which he has 
taken proof; and he certainly would not be too much crowded by 
leaving to him the disposition of this class of claims, 

After he has gone through this e ve process of investigation, 
and has a large lot of claims in reference to which he has taken 
proof, why not let him go on and dis of them and not put the 
claimant to the expense perhaps of having the proof taken over 
again? We do not know what the Court of Claims will decide in 
reference to that proot ; and it does seem to me that the transfer of 
cases of this kin would put the claimant to much greater delay 
than to allow the cases to be concluded in the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral’s Department; for if the Quartermaster-General with his force 
cannot dis of the cases in which proof has already been taken, I 
do not see how the Court of Claims can very well do it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The gentleman would gain nothing by 
the course he proposes. We authorize the court to act upon the 
same testimony that has been taken; and it will do so with a better 
judicial mind and a clearer insight into what ought to be done. We 
authorize the Court of Claims to take that testimony and do withit 
as the Quartermaster-General would do. There are three members 
of this court; and they will be able to dispatch this business with 
greater certainty of securing justice to the claimant and to the Gov- 
ernment, 8 

Now, let me say to my friends that in all these claims we have em- 
ployed a large body of clerks, at an vid Sips of $100,000 a year, for 

riefing testimony. Whether they brief it well or ill I do not know; 
I suppose they do it well; but that is not a matter I am concerned 
about just now. 5 are, however, now busy briefing this testi- 
mony. So far as they have briefed it this work will all be utilized 
in the interest of honest claimants and in the interest of the Govern- 
ment, while claimants will not be put to any additional expense. 
The present Quartermaster-General says it is next to im ible for 
him to give these claims the consideration they ought to have, either 
in the matter of justice to the claimant or justice to the Government, 

Mr. HOUK. the gentleman state that the present Quarter- 
master-General desires this transfer ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Undoubtedly Ido; and so does the Com- 
missary-General. They insist upon it as a matter of justice to the 
sa eer the Government, and to the claimants, 

HOUSE. Now, there is a large number, as the gentleman is 
aware, of those claims very small in amount. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is true. 

Mr. HOUSE. Ranging from $100 to $150, and may be not so much. 
It seems to me as to those small claims it would be enhancing delay 
8 to force them, after the proof has been all taken, into the 

ourt of Claims. 

Mr. BUTT 3 There js where my friend falls into error 
in supposing this work must un again. 

Mr. HOUSE. No. s 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If it is of a character to authorize a recov- 
ery by these claimants there is no question, I think, but they will 
recover what is due them, butif it is not of that character my friend 
will readily see the Quartermaster-General and the Commissary-Gen- 
eral ought not to allow them. By force of law these claims are re- 
ferred to the court, taken up in order, the claimant put to no expense, 


not a particle; no claimant but is represented by somebody, some 
attorney, some agent, and it can impose no additional burden on him, 
but does place within the range of probability, not simply of possi- 
pup — — early adjudication of his claim and the payment of what 
is due him. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I should like to ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio a question on that point with his permission. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Would it not be better, instead 
of transferring these claims to the Court of Claims, to follow the 
suggestion of the Quartermaster-General and the Commissary-General 

e at the last Congress that a man be detailed, an Army officer, 
without additional pay, to assist in the discharge of these duties? 
Is not that the recommendation of the Secre of the Treasury ? 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. I do not remember whether it was or not; 
but if it was it was a bad one. These are properly judicial questions, 
and testimony ought to be weighed with Jadleial care, and these men 
who are entitled to redress or to recovery of the Government ought 
to have their claims disposed of. 

Mr. BRAGG. I understood the gentleman from Ohio to state in 
reply to the gentleman from Tennessee that he was unable to give 
the exact figures called for as to the number of cases and their con- 
dition pending in the de nt. I will give him the information 
desired. The whole number of claims now pending is 17,347; the 
number wholly examined is 2,000 ; the number investigated by agents 
and ready to be submitted, 8,147 ; the number in the hands of agents 
now making investigation, upon which testimony has been partially 
taken, 7,200; making the sum total, 17,347. 

Mr. ATKINS. Ihave not heard the gentleman from Ohio in all 
his remarks, but—— 

Mr. BU RWORTH. Before the gentleman proceeds I would 
like to say that I have a detailed statement such as the gentleman 
from Wisconsin has submitted to the House, but at the time I could 
not lay my hands upon it. 

Mr. ATKINS. I desire to call attention to this point, as the gentle- 
man is making a general explanation of this whole subject. He 
should, I think, bring before the committee in his remarks the effect 
of this legislation in transferring the jurisdiction of these claims from 
the Quartermaster-General and Commi General to the Court of 
Claims, that the Court of Claims is intended to be restricted by this 
legislation in deciding these cases without reference to the decision 
of the Supreme Court that a man living in the Southern States was 
loyal, prorina he has taken the oath. 

. BUTTERWORTH. Iwill refer to that. 

Mr. ATKINS. Itis due to the committee the gentleman should 
bring out that point clearly and distinctly, so that gentlemen when 
toy come to vote on this proposition will understand what they are 

oing. 

Me HOUSE. That is all covered by the bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Thap of this clause is to transfer 
to the Court of Claims only such claims as the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral and the Commissary-General might take rightful jurisdiction of 
under the act of 1864, and they are marked ont with distinct partic- 
ularity. They are claims of loyal citizens within a certain section. 
I admit there are a number of clauses together in this proviso; all 
inserted in the hope that if one does not secure what is desired an- 
other will, and at least three are adopted as embodying the sugges- 
tions of different members of the committee. The object and pur- 
por of the clause asa whole is to provide that the jurisdiction of the 

ourt of Claims may not beenlarged, that they may consider only such 
claims as the Quartermaster-General may now rightfully consider; 
just such claims and none others as the Commissary-General may 
rightfully consider. As I have stated, there are three or four clauses 
to the provision in this bill looking to the accomplishment of that 


object. 

Ar. HOUSE. In other words, you do not give the claimant any 
greater rights before the Court of Claims than the law of 1864. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is it precisely. My friend, Mr. Ar- 
KINS, is making his point under the decision in the case of the United 
States, rs. Klein, in which it was decided that whenever a party gets 
in the Court of Claims or the Supreme Court he is treated as having 
been rig de absolutely loyal, by virtue of having been pardoned by 
the President of the United States; that by that pardon he has 
been rehabilitated with all the rights of property, &c., which he had 
before the war. The only way that we can prevent the recovery by 
any citizens for property taken by the Government or used in its 
service is by denying him the right to go into a tribunal where he 
may have the privjlege of asserting his ene And, as was sug- 

My the 3 from Tennessee, the object here is not to 
restrict the rights of any party, but to give them all and to give all 
equally the same rights in the Court of Claims that they now have 
in the Quartermaster-General’s Department and in the Commissary 
Department. That is all there is of it. 1 

Now, my friend from Maine, who seems to be pregnant with some 


inquiry, may have an opportunity. 

Mr. REED. I am not 3 the condition suggested by the 
gentleman from Ohio, but I have been a patient waiter and I trust 
may be therefore no loser. The gentleman from Ohio has made one 


statement which undoubtedly would materially affect this commit- 
if the statement be correct, and that 


tee in its action upon this bi 
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is, that it will take twenty years to close up this business which 


has accumulated. Therefore he suggests that it is to be violently 
wrenched away from the department which has had it under con- 
trol for so long atime; ado ent which understands the methods 
of dealing with it, and which has a thorough knowledge u the 
subject acquired from experience, which knowledge it would seem 
the best interests of the country ought not to require us to throw 
away. Now, then, the gentleman has stated, as I have said, that it 
will take twenty years to dispose of these matters. That is ae 
a powerful argument in favor of the change. But I want him to 
me, Mr. Chairman, how that is consistent with certain figures which 
are official and which I desire to present for his consideration. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I can answer 

Mr. REED. In March, 1882, if the gentleman will permit me to 
get my proposition out, the number of claims reported as havin 

n filed was not 20,000, as stated by him upon the sug; ion o 
. from Tennessee, and perhaps guessed at by both, but 
17,347. Now, these being the residuum of some 53,000 claims, neces- 
sarily contain a t many that are duplicates, so that it may be 
safely assumed that there are perhaps 10,000 claims in actual num- 
bers now remaining. Now, by the official records it is shown that 
3,813 claims were disposed of during the fiscal year. That being 
sọ, how is it ible that it would take twenty years to dispose 
of these remaining claims? Would not the logic of mathematics 
seem to indicate that they may be finally disposed of within three 
8 And if they may be finally d of within three years 

y a tribunal that cognizance of them, gained by a thorough 
knowledge of all the methods of false representations or systematic 
evasions that can detect falsehood by reason of experience, why 
should they be sent to another tribunal where the results under the 
new system of evidence, (for your plan does not confine them to the 
same evidence that comes in soppor of the claims before the Quar- 
termaster’s Department or the Subsistence Department)—I say why 
send them to another tribunal when it may take a great many years 
to dispose of them, as well as result in great injury and loss to the 
Government through the courts not 5 Ways, Which 
are not always vain, of some of these people? at, I believe, in 
substance is what I wanted to ask the gentleman. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And that is in substance what I shall pro- 
ceed to answer. The trouble with my friend’s proposition is that 
he assumes that the date of the settlement of these claims can be 
determined by the logic of mathematics. That is not so. It does 
not follow because a class of claims has come under the jurisdiction 
of the Quartermaster-General which he was enabled to determine 
5 the remainder of them should not require five times as 
long. Now my information in this regard comes from a gentleman 
thoroughly competent to give the information, as he is called upon 
by existing law to adjudicate these claims, Colonel Holabird. 

I do not know where my friend from Maine gets his information, 
but mine is from the gentleman who presides in the Quartermaster- 
General’s Department. He has to of these claims as they 
come before him, to give them the consideration to which they are 
entitled, an examination intended to secure to the honest claimant 
that which he is entitled to, and preventing the dishonest claimant 
from getting that to which he is not entitled, and to do that work 
it is estimated that it will require twenty years. I do not know 
further than that. I do know that there are a great many claims 
pending. I think the agents en in these investigations are 
very naturally 1 to this transfer to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. HOUK. ho does the gentleman from Ohio say is opposed to 
this transfer? ' 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Isay I think it likely that many of these 
agents sent out by the Quartermaster’s Department are opposed to it. 

Mr. HOUK. Does not the gentleman from Ohio know that every 
regular claim agent in this town is lobbying in favor of this transfer, 
to get another chance at these claimants who have their little claims 
of tom fifty to two hundred dollars, and force them, at additional 
expense, to go through a new investigation, and thus get another 
dip Ly the Treasury of the United States in regard to these very 
claims 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will say that these things had better be 


inserted in the gentleman’s own speech, which Iam quite willing he 


should make. But I answer him very earnestly, I know no such 
thing. On the contrary, I will say to him, since he presses that mat- 
ter, that there are a good many agents and attorneys who seem con- 
siderably annoyed that they have been handicapped in the treatment 
of their claims through the partiality and wisdom, possibly, of cer- 
tain agents employed to investigate these claims. 

Mr. HOUK. In other words 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I had rather the gentleman would save 
that for his own 5 

Mr. REED, (to Mr. Houx.) Let him go on. Let me do all the 
interrupting, for I have not any great speech to make on the sub- 
ject 


ject. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The idea of stating to this House and 
the country that you are going to abridge somebody’s rights by 
transferring their claims to a judicial tribunal established for the 
express purpose of passing on such claims is very remarkable, es- 
pecially when we do not pro to abridge the rights of those 
claimants, not one of them, but to provide that the court shall con- 


sider all the testimony now taken, all the exhibits now on file, all 
the affidavits on file. 

We have made that provision because we did not desire simply to 
authorize the court to consider the evidence on file, as the word “‘ evi- 
dence” has a technical legal significance. But we did provide that 
55 paper upon file, the comprehensive term“ pr being used, 
should be considered by the court. And if my friend’s constituent 
has lost a peck of onions or a drove of cattle his claim will be con- 
sidered with reference to its importance. It will be considered with 


reference to the showing he makes now before the Quartermaster’s 
Department. As re the matter of expense, this transfer will 
save to the Government not less certainly $200,000 a year. 


Mr. REED. Not a cent. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I do not know why my friend says “not 
a cent. 

Mr. REED. I will explain that if the gentleman will allow me. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the gentleman from Ohio explain, if it saves so 
much to the Government, whether it is not at the expense of those 
small ede who have been trying to get their pay for twenty 

ears 
5 Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Not at all; I will explain to my friend 
from Kentucky how the saving occurs. In the first place it dis- 
penses with a corps of agents now employed in the fleld 

Mr. REED. Not 2 intend to find the facts. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And the annual expense, as recited in the 
official statement, amounts to $139,404. There are employed also in 
the several Departments here a large corps of clerks engaged in this 
judicial service of oe ee testimony, which is ward sub- 
mitted to the Quartermaster-General, not one-tenth part of which 
has he the opportunity to examine and weigh and determine. 

Mr. HISCOCK. How much is that clerical expenditure? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have a statement here, but am unable 
to lay my hand on it at this moment. 

Mr. BRAGG, Will the gentleman yield to me for a question! 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. BRAGG. Is it not a fact that in the Quartermaster-General’s 
Department subordinate employés e Poem! an abstract of the 
evidence, so that it can be presented for his consideration, and all 
he has to do is to determine on the heads of the evidence properly 
abstracted? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That depends, as my friend from Wiscon- 
sin knows very well, upon the character of the abstract. Of course 
that is the Rapo exactly. 

Mr. BRAGG. Hasthe 8 examined the proceedings in the 

uartermaster-General’s Office for the purpose of ascertaining how 

e business is done? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, sir; I have. 

Mr. BRAGG. Did the gentleman ever find a case passing from one 
officer to another till it reached the Quartermaster-General so ab- 
stracted as to show the substance of the testimony of each witness? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is precisely what I have stated: 
that if they do not go beyond the examination of the indorsement 
on the envelope which contains an abstract of the testimony the 
chief clerk decides the case and not the Quartermaster-General, who 
simply enters the judgment which the clerk has made. I do not 
imagine anybody ever supposed the clerks were employed for any 
other 33 in the matter of examining the testimony than to 
make an abstract and suggest the points made. I have a statement 
here, which I will hand to the re rs, 3 the precise num- 
ber of clerks whose services will be dispensed with and the a 

te of their salaries. My recollection is that in the neighborhood of 

100,000 is paid to clerks engaged in this work. 

Mr. HOUK. Willit not take a smaller number where you propose 
to transfer the cases? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The gentleman knows better than that. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman now permit me 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] says 
that mathematics has nothing to do with this question. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Pardon me; I said nothing of the kind. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman says in substance that my proposition 
that if there are ten thousand claims and they are disposed of at the 
rate of four thousand a year they will be finished in three years 
has not much to do with this matter. He says because one batch 
has been ay tt of at a particular rate that is no reason why another 
one can be disposed of at the same rate. Now, if it be proved that 
previous batches have been disposed of, all of them at very much 
that rate, it would seem as if there was some logic in my suggestion. 

And I want to make another ig Serpe and that is, if tHis Gov- 
ernment intends to ascertain the facts about these claims it cannot 
afford to dispense with a single one of those agents that are in the 
field; and if it intends to dis; of these cases fairly and fully, to 
have them suitably briefed for the 9 to examine them, it can- 
not dispense with any clerksin the Quartermaster-General’s Depart- 
ment. 

And I further wish to say that the exaltation of these claims into 
a judicial affair is something that is without parallel. These are 
claims of the same character as thousands in number that are sub- 
mitted to every department of this Government, and are decided and 
disposed of by clerks from the Treasury Department down to the 
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Post-Office Department, and backward and forward. There is no 
reason on earth why these claims should have a judicial consideration 
more than the others, and why the same methods and, a fortiori, 
stronger methods have got to be applied in these cases © ges at the 
8 there would be in the other cases; why, we should subject 
them to a court where you would have nothing but the written tes- 
timony of witnesses testifying seventeen years after the event. 
Nothing but personal examination by agents on the spot and reports 
by them will ever prevent this Government from ou from one 
end of the year to the other. I say it is not safe enina n, it is not 
wise legislation, there is no economy in the way of dollars and cents, 
and it ought not be listened to for a moment. 

Mr. B RWORTH. Well, for a question, that is something 
immense. [Penge] 

Mr.REED. That is notaquestion, but a rejoinder, and a conclu- 
sive one, I think. 

Mr. B RWORTH. In the natureofarebuttal. The trouble 
with my friend from Maine is, that he does in this case what he is 
accustomed to do on this floor, sets up a man of straw and then 


pounds him formidab 


ly. 

Mr. REED. Well, 55 belted him. [Laughter. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Idid not assert what the gentleman states, 
I said that I did not deny the logic of his mathematical proposition ; 
I denied that the logic was applicable to this case. The gentleman 
assumes here, and then makes 5 ent on his assum 
tion, an assumption not authorized by the fact, that is, that all the 
testimony taken, all the labor performed, all the investigation had, 
will be 8 thrown away if you transfer these claims to the 
Court of Claims. Now, I have distinctly assured him, and the bill 
distinctly assures him, that that is not the ease, but that the court 
by the very language of this bill is enjoined to consider everything 
on file which bears on the claim, to examine it, and to decide upon 


it as the Quartermaster-General himself would pass upon it. 


If the testimony taken, however taken, if the statements filed, 
however filed, show that these claimants are entitled to recover, then 
the Court of Claims is authorized and required to report in their 
favor. If the testimony, however produced, however procured 
from whatever quarter it comes, shows that aclaimantis not entitled 
to recover, the 8 neral would not allow the @aims 
and the court should not do it. Then, how is any right abridged ? 
The testimony is taken in cases running from $25 up to $1,000. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the gentleman yield to me 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will yield. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to move that the committee rise, for the 
purpose of introducing a joint resolution appropriating $100,000 
more for the relief of the sufferers from the overflow of the Missis- 
sippi. This action seems to be n at once, as the Senate is 
likely to adjourn soon to-day and until Monday next, and the Secre- 
tary of War desires this appropriation to be available by the Ist of 
Apa, which will be to-morrow. 

. BUTTERWORTH. Iwill yield for that purpose. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. REED having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HASKELL reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union had had under consid- 
eration the bill (H. R. No. 5559) making GLa espe for the su 
port of the Army for the fiscal year en une 30, 1883, and for 
other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, was 
communicated to the House, announcing that the Senate di 
to the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 
1361) to provide additional accommodations for the Department of 
the Interior, asked a conference with the House on the di ing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. ROLLINS, 
Mr. MORRILL, and Mr. JONES of Florida to the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the ee titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

1 A pill (S. No. 49) for the relief of Thomas J. Miller, of Washington 
erritory ; 

A bill (8. No. 87) to authorize the Secre of the Treasury to ex- 
amine and report to Congress the amounts of all claims of the State 
of Kansas for money expended and indebtedness assumed by said 
Sent in repelling Indian invasions and suppressing Indian hostili- 

ies; 
A bill (S. No. 214) for the relief of John M. Dorsey and William F. 
Shepard; 

A bill (S. No. 322) for the relief of John J. Salter; 

A bill (S. No. 406) to provide for the sale of certain portions of the 
Fort Leavenworth military reservation ; 

A bill (S. No. 15 panes a pension to Earl S. Rathbun; 

A bill (S. No. 416) tor the relief of Eugene Wells; 

A bill (S. No. 916) to provide for the appraisement and sale of lots 
in the town of Peru, Dubuque County, lowa; 

A bill (S. No. 1117) authorizing the President te place Brigadier 
and Brevet Major-General Montgomery C. Meigs on the retired list 
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51 the pay and erfdlnments of a major-general on the retired list; 
an 


A bill (S. No. 1120) for the relief of Eugene B. Allen. 


GARFIELD MEMORIAL HOSPITAL. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask the gentleman from New York to yield to 
me for a moment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will yield. 

Mr. RANDALL. I send to the Clerk’s desk a resolution, to which 
I think there will be no objection from any one, and I ask that it be 
considered at this time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

„J. That the use of the Rotunda and rooms imme- 
the first Saturday in May to hold a on the 
on 
object being to raise fonds for the current expensitures at the — 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SUFFERERS FROM THE MISSISSIPPI OVERFLOW. 


Mr. HISCOCK, from the Committee on A ig kere by unani- 
mous consent, 2 as a joint resolution GER o. 183) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to use rations for the reliefof destitute persons 
in the district overflowed by the Mississippi River; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, de., That the sum of $100,000 is hereby ye ee et of which sum s0 
much as is shall be used by the of War in the purchase and 
distribution of su ence stores to aid in the of destitute 
district overflowed ae tne i River and its tributaries, he is author- 
ized to co-operate with the authorities of the several States of which such district 
is a part in making distribution of the same. 

Mr. MILLS. I would like to inquire of the 
York [Mr. Hiscock] if the State governments 
to aid these sufferers ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Not that I am aware of. 

Mr. KING. Iwill say in answer to the gentleman that they have. 

Mr. MILLS. How much has been appropriated by the different 
State governments for this purpose ? 

Mr. KING. Iam not able to state. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will answer the gentleman by saying that there 
has beén no appropriations made by the State governments. I now 
call the penaus question on the joint resolution. 

Mr. . I desire to say that I think the State governments 
ought to help. While I am willing that Congress aid, I think 
the State governments should help these unfortunate persons as well 
as the General Government. 

„ELLIS. I would like to say one word. 
krr SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from New York 
yie 

Mr. HISCOCK. I yield to the gentleman for a moment. 

Mr. ELLIS. As the statement been made and reiterated that 
the people of the overflowed region are doing nothing for them- 
selves, I wish to say to the House and through it to the country that 
the city of New Orleans, as will be shown by the facts and statistics 
now being prepared, has thus far contributed in money, provisions, 

rtation, and Pia) fees of that kind, more than been thus 
far appropriated by the eral Government. 

The previous question was ordered ; and under the operation thereof 
the jont resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 

the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HISCOCK moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I now move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, to resume the con- 
sideration of the Army F bill. 

The motion was ag to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and resumed the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 5559) making appropriations for the oppo of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other pur- 


poses. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. In addition to what I have already said 
upon the point I was discussing, I wish to sa sar that I will em- 
body in my statement the exact amount which will be saved by this 
transfer, showing the expense for clerical hire in the several De- 
artments. In this connection it is proper to say that my honorable 

iend from Maine [Mr. REED] is quite in error in saying that all 
these clerks will be required to brief these cases for the Court of 
Claims. It is rather exceptional for judges to have clerks to brief 
their cases or make such preparation of them as is done for the 
Quartermaster-General. 

Upon this subject I will add if I thought this measure would 
abridge in one iota the right of these claimants, if I thought it would 
put it beyond their power to fairly prosecute a just claim to a favor- 


ntleman from New 
ve taken any steps 
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able result as cheaply, all things considered, @ under the present 
system, I should not urge the adoption of this proposition. I am not 
seeking to work any hardship upon these claimants—quite the re- 
verse; and I do not believe a single honest claimant who is perfectly 
advised in reference to the provisions of this clause will oppose the 
transfer, because it will afford him a tribunal to dispose of his claim 
at a much earlier date than is possible under the existing system, 
and with the assurance that it will be disposed of fairly. 

Why there should be any complaint in regard to this proposition I 
am unable to see. I regret as much as my friends here that it will 
put a large number of men out of employment; but in the course of 
our legislation here it has been, I believe, a constant policy to reduce 
the force in the Departments everywhere, so far as consistent with 
the proper dispatch of public business. 

Mr. HOGE. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. HOGE. There is a class of claims pending in the Quartermas- 
ter-General’s and Commissary-General’s Departments to which no 
reference has been made. I refer to claims which have been disal- 
lowed upon the false or mistaken reports of agents of the depart- 
ment as to the loyalty of the claimant. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. They are still pending, however. 

Mr. REED. Oh,no; those are cut off by this bill just as effectu- 
ally as without it. 

Mr. HOGE. The point to which I refer can be illustrated by a case 
within my own experience. An agent of the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral’s Department reported that a man who had a claim pending was 
disloyal. 

Mn BUTTERWORTH. Where was that? 

Mr. HOGE. In West Virginia. It was ascertained that the report 
was untrue. At the instance of this claimant, a constituent of mine, 
I presented a number of affidavits showing beyond any possible dis- 
pute that the man was entirely loyal; and among them were affida- 
vits of three parties whom this 7 5 cited as his authority for the 
statement that the claimant was disloyal. When this testimony was 
brought before the Quartermaster-General’s Department and its con- 
sideration asked he stated in a letter to me that notwithstanding the 
presentation of these new proofs, which seemed to show that the 
party was aera big loyal, yet the rule of the department was that 
the case having n once decided it could not be reconsidered. 
Now, I wish to ask the honorable gentleman from Ohio what will 
become of that class of cases under this bill? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I willsay to my honored friend that the 
class of cases to which he refers will be left just where they are now. 
This bill does not propose to confer upon the claimants any greater 
rights than they have now in that respect. Whether the decision 
of the department should have been what the gentleman states Iam 
not clear; I should think the case ought to have been reopened. 
But I believe it is true that the department has adopted the rule 
which he mentions, and adheres to it. 

Mr. HOGE. Any judicial tribunal, upon a proper presentation of 
those facts, would have granted arehearing. I wantto know whether 
the arbitrary decision of the Quartermaster-General is to be final, and 
whether this bill includes that class of cases among those which can- 
not go before the Court of Claims? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It transfers those that are pending. The 
language of the clause is ‘‘such claims as are now pending and unde- 
termined.” So I suppose such a claim as that mentioned by my friend 
from West Virginia would be excluded. In this connection I want 
to say that it seems to me these are claims which ought to be fairly 
investigated by a judicial tribunal. And for that reason I doubt 
whether it is expedient or wise to permit an agent, as the gentleman 
suggests, to go out and as he may see fit determine the questions 
which involve rights of property as important as there are in some 
of these cases. 

I want to say one word more in reply to my friend from Maine, 
[Mr. REED.] He says several Departments of the Government are 
now authorized to dispose of such claims. That is true. There are 
exceptional cases provided for by existing law, but no such scope 
and sweep as this. It was thonght when this law was passed (I re- 
fer to the act of July 4, 1864) there were but few of these claims, and 
they might be disposed of in the most convenient way—it being 
while the war was going on—and do most speedy justice to those 
n by referring them to the Quartermaster-General’s De ent. 

t is different now, however, and I urge again that no cient rea- 
son has been given why we should refuse to transfer these claims to 
a judicial tribunal, inasmuch as no additional hardship is imposed 
on the claimant, and in view of the fact he is more certain to obtain 
a rae determination of his case. 

ne word touching the suggestion of my friend from Tennessee, 
[ Mr, ATKINS, ] and that is, that no claim, under the provision of the 
bill we are now considering, can be transferred to the Court of Claims 
except that of a loyal claimant within the country mentioned in 
the act of 1864, and the acts amendatory and resolutions supplement- 


thereto. 
Se HOUSE. The only question in my mind was whether this 
would give to these parties a more speedy hearing. My idea was 
perhaps the Quartermaster-General in those cases he has already 
investigated could more speedily proceed to final determination than 
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the court. But has the gentleman any statement from the Quarter- 
master-General on that subject? j 

y have recommended the transfer. I 
have a letter from Colonel Holabird. 

Mr. REED. Colonel Holabird has been relieved from that duty. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Not that I am aware of; but whether he 
has or has not it is a matter of no consequence what officer is there. 
This was the recommendation in the Quartermaster-General’s report, 
as my friend will find. 

Mr, REED. The general object had in view is correct. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I think the opposition in the main comes 
from the fact that a large number of persons will go out of employ- 
ment, rather than that the right of any single claimant will be 
abridged. I regret that m: , nevertheless it is in the line of 


proper legislative policy to be economical. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Has the gentleman from Ohio any information 
upon which he can base the opinion to be given to the House as to 
the probable time which will be required for the consideration of 
these claims before the Court of Claims if the transfer should occur? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I only know from an interview with a 
judge of that court as to the general course of business and the 

ity and promptness with which business is dispatched there. 
They have an r now to address themselves to the consider- 
Rion oF these claims at once and to dispose of them as rapidly as 
possible. 

Mr. REED. Can they dispose of them faster than ten a day? 

Mr. CAMP. I rise to a question of order, and that is, the gentle- 
man’s time has expired. He has occupied more than an hour, and 
this discussion seems to be general. 

Mr. REED. If the gentleman from Ohio wishes to extend his 
r will take the floor and give him my hour. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iam entirely willing to give way, if it be 
the pleasure of the House, I have yielded to gentlemen on either 
side with the view of getting at the true inw: ess of the subject 
under consideration. I wish to ran over the other clauses in the 
bill, and then will yield the floor. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I move, by unanimous consent, 
that the gentleman’s time be extended. 

The 0 The gentleman from Ohio, by reason of inter- 
ruption caused by the rising of the committee and going into the 
House for the Daypoee of passing a joint resolution, fas about four 
or five minutes | 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Let him proceed by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. REED. I will make that motion. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there any objection to the extension of the 
time of the gentleman from Ohio ? 

Mr. C „I object to extending it indefinitely, 

Mr. ATKINS. I claim the floor in my own right as a member of 
8 Committee on Appropriations and will yield my time to the gen- 

eman, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio has four or five 
minutes of his time yet left. 

Mr. ATKINS. Ifthe gentleman will allow me I will take the floor 
and yield him my fras when his time is out. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I do not desire to trespass upon the time 
or patience of the House or any member of the House, but I was pro- 
N as rapidly as possible to explain the various provisions of 

e bill. 


Mr. CAMP. I have no objections to the gentleman making bu 
spordis my objection was to every one making his speech for him 
[ 71 : 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have no complaint to make of my friend 
from New York. Now, the next item in the bill is for the Quarter- 
master’s Department. There is an increase in the . for 
that de ent, for instance under the item of horses for cavalry 
and artillery. It is an ascertained fact that the price of horses has 
greatly increased. The number required for the service has been 
carefully ascertained and estimates made in accordance with the 
facts, and your committee were of opinion, and are still, that the 
increase in that behalf was authorized and demanded by the needs of 
the service. 

Under the head of incidental expenses, while considerable increase 
was asked for, it pleased the committee not to allow it all. 

Mr. BRAGG. rg ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainty 

Mr. BRAGG. I wish to ask if the committee in preparing this 
bill have reduced the 8 for the Quartermaster-General’s 
Department and the Department of Subsistence prospectively in 
view of the effect of the possible transfer of these claims to the Court 
of Claims, and the necessary decrease of expenditure of those depart- 
ments arising therefrom ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No; so far as the agents are concerned 
there will be a reduction. 

Mr. BRAGG. But have you reduced the sum recommended by the 
bill, taking into consideration that it will lead to the discharge of a 
large force of men, and a reduction in the expenditures of from one 
hundred to two hundred thousand dollars? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I do not think, in that view, that we have 
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made such reduction, because we did not think it wise toreduce the 
amount of the bill, if that question was at all presented, until we 
had authority by a reduction of the force, and therefore that was 
not taken into consideration by the committee at all. 

Mr. BRA But there should be a reduction to correspond with 
the pro change. 3 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the gentleman from Ohio will permit me, I 
think that I can make a su ion in that connection by way of 
reply to the gentleman from Wisconsin. That reduction to which he 
Hs sh will properly be made if the amendment be adopted in the 
legislative 2 n ates bill. 

Ar. BRAGG. Then it can hardly be claimed that this proposed 
amendment in this Army appropriation bill reduces expenditures, if 
you are looking forward to some other bill to accomplish that fact. 

Mr. BBTTERWORTH. I think the gentleman is mistaken. If 
we reduce the Army, say from 25,000 to 20,000, we certainly reduce 
expenditures in that proportion. It does not necessarily follow that 
because nee appropriate a certain sum of money you are compelled 
to t 

r. BRAGG. But if you make an appropriation the Quartermas- 
ter’s Department has custody of it, and spends the money thus 
placed under its control. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BRAGG. And yet you have not provided any reduction in 
view of the contemplated discharge of a ae employé. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Notin that direction. 

Mr. BRAGG. Then this bill does not reduce expenditures. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly it does. It cuts off a branch of 
the service. In that manner it certainly reduces expenditures. The 
next item refers to the matter of Army rtation. It was found 
that there would be a very considerable deficiency in that branch at 
the end of the current year, and I am apprehensive that there will 
be, notwithstanding the increase made in this bill, at the end of the 
next fiscal year. e fact of the matter is that our small Army has 
to do the work of an army of twiceits numbers. The great distances 
which regiments and companies have to be moved from one part of 
the country to another entails enormous outlays. Regiments are 
transpo from New Mexico to Washington Territory and from 
Texas to the Northwest, and so on. 

The western country is infested with Indian tribes, and wherever 
any indications of hostilities are manifested troops must be trans- 

orted to those points by wagons, by rail and river, to be ready 
Jor the emergency of hostilities. A careful investigation of the ex- 
penses under that head satisfied the committee that the increase 
was absolutely necessary. It is believed by the committee to be in- 
dispensable and an increase has been allowed; and yet, notwith- 
standing that increase, I am apprehensive that there will be a 
deficiency in this department of the service at the end of the next 
fiscal year. 

The next item is for barracks and quarters, which is the same at 
last year, an increase mvg been asked for but not granted. The 
item for the construction and repair of hospitals is the same as last 
yae An eee of e eee provided 3 for the 

urchase of clothing, camp and garrison equipage, &c. It is proper 
That I should say to the committee in that behalf that since the war 
the Quartermaster-General’s Department has been using all the 
odds and ends of clothing which remained over. Recently the last 
vestige of that, old stock been turned over to various homes, and 
it occurs now that it is impossible to supply the wants of the y 
with clothing. 

The Quartermaster’s Department has been compelled to take cloth 
directly from the looms and have it manufactured into clothing. 
The department has been unable to fill a requisition for overcoats 
from the West in the last ninety days, because they did not have a 
sapay: We have not a proper supply onhand. Weare living prac- 
tically from hand to mouth in that respect. It has not been the 
custom heretofore to keep the department in that condition, but to 

rovide a stock n to meet any reasonable exigencies. This 

und provides only for a four months’ supply. The increase asked 
for was much larger, and in my judgment it should have been 
allowed, but the committee thought differently and incorporated a 
smaller amount in the bill. 

The officers of the Army were very anxious to have an appropria- 
tion made for surveys and reconnoissances in military divisions and 
departments, and $50,000 was asked for. That item was stricken 
out altogether. In the Ordnance Department, for current expenses 
of the ordnance service, the same amount was allowed as was al- 
lowed last year, although a larger amount was estimated for. For 
the grading of grounds and erecting of azines and other neces- 
sary buildings for a powder depot the Chief of Ordnance desired 
$150,000. The committee allowed $100,000. Some time ago the Ord- 
nance Department was authorized by law to purchase certain ground 
in New Jersey, near Dover, for the express purpose of . 
powder magazines. We have none worthy the name in this country. 
Our powder has been kept in the forts and arsenals, and every period 
of five years wipes out our entire stock by reason of its becoming 
damp and unfit to use; hence the department was authorized to pur- 
chase grounds and build a powder ine. As I have said, for 
the prosecution of that work $100,000 been allowed. For the 
manufacture of arms at the national armories we have allowed 
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11905505 the estimate was $800,000. For testing machines we allow 


? 

I will say, with regard to the item of $400,000 for the manufacture 
of we have on hand now a sufficient number of guns to 
arm soldier in the Army, and we have about thirty-seven thou- 
sand stands of arms besides, This comprises the entire stock of 
serviceable belonging to the United States. We have four or 
five hun thousand rifles of the old Enfield and Springfield pr 
tern, which in modern warfare would be esteemed as something bet- 
ter than clubs. The modern Springfield breech-loading rifle takes 
the place of the old Enfield and 8 eld „and shoot with 
accuracy from 1,500 to 2,000 y e old stock of guns are not 
worth to exceed from $2.50 to $3.25 apiece. Some parts of the old 

are utilized in the manufacture of the new. The committee 
thought that for the manufacture of those guns the appropriation of 
$400,000 was certainly within bounds. 

There is another matter to which it is proper now to call the atten- 
tion of the committee, and which I omitted. That is the appropria- 
tion for cartridges, cartrid, bullets, &c., and tools for target 
and gallery practice, and for target materials, including frames, paper, 
targets, cotton cloth, &. Heretofore, under the mi ear pe in 
order to fit our soldiers for the service, they have been allowed to prac- 
tice to the extent of about one shot a month. They have been allowed 
to fire their pieces at least once a month in order that they might 
become ere eee, as soldiers. The Ordnance Department, 
in view of modern improvements in implements, in machinery of war- 
fare, deemed it important if we had soldiers at all that they should 
know how to shoot. As it is, we have a t many who would not 
be especially dan us to a man at one hundred yards’ distance. 

We are now using, as I suggested a moment , the Springfield 
breech-loading rifle which many of our soldiers shoot with great 
accuracy one thousand or one thousand five hundred yards. In 
modern warfare it is no longer a question of the bayonet or short 
sword, but soldiers in Europe and in our own Army have become so 
proficient with the modern weapons that they can kill a man ata 
thousand yards. And since the business of a soldier is to kill men 
he should become, by practice, proficient in his calling and be able 
to use effectively the arms which are placed in his hands; and in 
order to do that it is absolutely indispensable that provision be made 
for target practice. Hence, on the suggestion of the Chief of Ord- 
nance, General Benet, and other officers of the Army, this appropri- 
ation is recommended. It is not as large as they requ „but it 
was deemed by the committee sufficient at least for the present. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, unless some gentleman desires to ask me a 
3 in relation to some part of the bill to Which I have not re- 

erred, I will move that the committee rise with the view of limiting 
general debate. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Before the gentleman makes that motion I desire 
to ask him a question 5 or two points in the bill alread. 
passed over in his remarks. I have 8 my interrogatories ti 
now rather than eee the thread of his discourse. 

I see that under the head of Pay Department,” beginning on 

age 2 and ending on page 4, there is appropriated something over 
5000,00 for pay. On page 3 beginning with line 49 is the point 
I desire to call his attention especially to. The provision there is 
in these words: 


For the paraat of any such officers as may bein service, either upon the active 


or retired list during the year ending June 30, 1883, in excess of the numbers for 
each class provided for in this act, enlisted mAn of all grades nok exsesding 25,000 
men, 500 ted men of the Signal Corps. 


I desire to know if this is not an increase of five hundred men 
over the 8 ; I mean the two taken together. 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. I will say to my friend from Tennessee it 
is not. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Has not the law heretofore provided that these 
men rh oe Corps should be included in the number of enlisted 
men, 25, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I think that is so; but there are certain 
employés not enlisted men who are paid out of the appropriation 

e under this head. The number of enlisted men is not in excess 
of 25,000, as I understand it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iean see from the bill that the number of enlisted 
men for service is not in excess of 25,000. But whereas we have 
heretofore had 25,000, including those in the Signal Co: we now 
have by this bill, 1 think, 25, 000 exclusive of them; and I believe the 
gentleman from Ohio will agree with me when his attention is called 
Particularlx to that. 

Mr. B ERWORTH. I will look that up by the time it is 
reached in the consideration of the bill by paragraphs. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The other matter to ‘hich I ee to call the 
attention of the gentleman is on page 4 of the bill, and is contained 
in the proviso beginning with line 78, as follows: 

And provided further, That on and after the of this act all officers in the 
e eee ee be on the retired list; and 
no act now in force be so construed as to limit or restrict the retirement of 
officers as herein provided for. 

Does not existing law restrict the number on the retired list to 400? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It does. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And this provision may work an increase of the 
retired list. 
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Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It may. A 

Mr.McMILLIN. Is it not a fact that there are now officers in the 
service who are -two years of age? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is true. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then it would inevitably work an increase of 
the retired list. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is true; and yet it would reduce the 
amount paid to those several officers. 

Mr. McMILLIN. In regard to those officersit would diminish the 


expense. 2 
Vr. BUTTERWORTH. It would take away their allowances and 
one-fourth of their pay. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But it would put others in their stead Who must 
be paid, and hence the appropriations for the Army would have to be 
increased. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is an error. In point of fact other 
officers may be promoted, but it does not follow by force of law that 
they will be, and hence the clause is not obnoxious to the point made 
by the gentleman. In the case of retiring an officer a reduction of 
expenditures inevitably follows, but it does not follow per force of 
law that another officer will be page: to fill his place. It may 
be done, and is authorized, but the law of itself does not do it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I take it that an army without officers would 
be an anomaly in this or any sneer country. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. at is very true. I am speaking only 
on the point of order which my friend makes and am not expressing 
a doubt that other officers would be promoted to fill vacancies. There 
is a desire on the part of a number of gentlemen to speak upon this 
bill, and I therefore will move that the committee rise with a view 
of fixing the time for general debate. 

The motion to rise was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HASKELL reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill 
ee R. No. 5559) making appropriation for the suppert of the Army 

or the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move that the House now resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
purpose of further considering the Army appropriation bill. Pend- 
ing that motion I desire to submit a motion limiting the time for 

neral debate. I would like to hear from gentlemen what time is 
deans If it is satisfactory I will move that general debate be limited 
to two hours, one hour on each side, 

Mr. CANNON. Ob, no; one hour altogether is enough. 

Mr. THOMAS. One hour is enough. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. A number of gentlemen have spoken to 
me about it, and I do not feel like disregarding their wishes. 

Mr. HOL . There are several important questions presented 
by this bill, and it seems to me that two hours for general debate, 
one hour on each side, would not be unreasonable. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Then I move that the time for general 
debate be limited to two hours, one hour on each side. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Will that allow the introducer of the bill an 
hour at the end of that time, making three hours in all? 

The SPEAKER. It would not. The same rule does not apply in 
this case as applies after the 5 7 5 5 question is ordered. 

Mr. 1 S. The whole debate then will be limited to two 
hours 

The SPEAKER. All general debate would be limited to two 
hours, as the Chair understands the motion of the gentleman from 


hio. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is my purpose. Ido not understand 
that that cuts off my right to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. The rule in regard to the previous question does 
not apply in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CANNON. Unless there is serious objection I would like to 
move an amendment to limit general debate to one hour, thirty 
minutes on each side. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. A numberof gentlemen have expressed a 
desire to be heard. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not think they care much about it, because I 
have heard no objection to my proposition. 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, we do object. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I think I will take the sense of the House 
on the amendment any way. 

Mr. HOUK. Is debate in order! 

The SPEAKER. Not on this proposition. 

Mr. HOUK. This is a very important bill and it has some very 
important provisions in it. It seems to me there ought to bea longer 
time than that allowed for its discussion. 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. CANNON to 
limit 3 debate to one hour; and upon a division there were 
ayes 28, noes 47. 

So (no further count being called for) the amendment was not 
a to. 

The question was then taken on the motion of Mr. BUTTERWORTH 
to limit general debate to two hours; and it was agreed to. 

The question recurred upon the motion of Mr. BUTTERWORTA, that 


the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole; and being 


taken, it was agreed to. 

The House pce, # Toon itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. HASKELL in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
and will resume the consideration of the Army appropriation bill. 
By order of the House all general debate on this bi 8 limited 
to two hours. 

Mr. HOUK. I do not know that I quite understand the arrange- 
ment into which the House has pao 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to ee oe by what method and by whom 
the two hours allowed for general debate are to be distributed. 

Mr. HOUK. That is exactly what I want to know. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that there has been 
no 8 by which the time is to be controlled by anybody. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isuggest that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Houx] take the floor and distribute the hour on his side. 

Mr. COCK. Isuggest that the hour in favor of the bill be un- 
der the control of the gentleman from Ohio, 32 BUTTERWORTH. ] 
I suppose the gentleman is indifferent as to who shall distribute the 
other hour. 

_ The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Chair will be 
guided by that suggestion; and the gentleman from Ohio will be 
recognized to control the hour in behalf of the bill. Is there any 
gentleman on the floor who desires to an niz» the bill? 

Mr. HOUK. I wish to antagonize certain feat ires of it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say something upon some amendments 


which I propona to offer. : 

Mr. B . I desire to antagonize that proposition of the bill 
which Mpa to the compulsory retirement of officers over sixty-two 
years of age. 

The C The Chair hearsno objection to the proposition 
that the gentleman from Ohio shall dispose of the o ae hour’s debate 
in favor of the bill. The Chair will now recognize the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Houx] in antagonism to the bill, and the dis- 
tribution of time can be better arranged by gentlen en on the floor 
than by the Chair. 

Mr. HOUK. I wish to offer some observations in regard to cer- 
tain features of the bill, in which I will be as brief as possible, after 
which I desire to give the remaining time to such gentlemen as I 
may elect on my side of the House. tian ‘hter.] 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to call attention to the fact that this bill 
contains provisions which change the policy of this Government as 
it has existed from its foundation to the present hour. I refer to 
that clause of the bill which pro to transfer to the Court of 
Claims all claims now pending before the Quartermaster-General’s 
Department. In order to test the propriety of this radical change 
in the policy of the Government it is proper to look into the juris- 
diction of the Quartermaster-General, and see what it is that he is 
engaged in investigating. As every gentleman on this floor knows, 
there were many claims pending against the Government of the 
United States for quartermaster’s stores taken and used by the Army 
during the war. 

The act of July 4, 1864, provided the means by which these claims 
should be ascertained, and this was by the filing of the claims with 
the Quartermaster-General, accompanied with proof of ownership 
of the property taken, proof of its use by the Army; and there was 
the additional requirement that the loyalty of the claimant must be 
affirmatively established. Under this legislation the Government 
of the United States said through its laws to those who had become 
its creditors, N or otherwise, that if they were loyal when 
their property was taken they shouid have the right to resort to a 
tribunal which should hear, determine, and adjust their claims. 

Now let me explain how injustice is likely to be done by this radi- 
cal transfer. If this Government should now provide that all claims 
not already filed shall go to some other Department of the Govern- 
ment, that would be right and just. But under the authority of the 
law I have mentioned, emanating from the Government itself, claim- 
ants against the Government have filed their claims in the Quarter- 
master-General’s Department; the expense and trouble of investi- 
gating them have been incurred. The claimants have employed 
their attorneys, paid them fees, made out their cases, and asked from 
the Department a decision upon the evidence submitted in compli- 
ance with the law of the Government itself, by which it is to be deter- 
mined whether they shall be paid or not. 

Now, what is the result? Originally—and I ask attention to this 
point—originally this investigation was ex parte, the decision being 
made upon evidence filed by the claimants. Under this system frauds 
were discovered, and means were resorted to by the Quartermaster- 
General and the Treasury Department to circumvent these frauds. 
The first measure taken for this purpose resulted in an injustice in 
many instances to the claimants. How? Secret agents were sent 
out. As originally the evidence in support of the claim was ex parte, 
so when the Government began to investigate for itself its investiga- 
tions were ex parte; that is, agents went into the localities where the 
claims originated, made secret investigations, and in many cases, 
like that which has been stated by the gentleman from West Virginia, 
[ Mr. Hoge, ] improper information was communicated to the Depart- 
ment and just claims were rejected. 
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Since that time the whole policy of the Quartermaster-General’s 
‘Office has been changed. Theagents sent out to investigate these 


claims no longer institute an ex investigation. Going into the 
community hes the claim originated, oer give notice to the claim- 
ant of the purpose for which they came; they notify him whose tes- 


timony they are going to take; they authorize him to bring such 
roof as he sees proper. There is a full, free, fair, impartial inves- 
Ligation ; and a report is made, upon which the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral renders his decision. : J : 
Mr. BRAGG. Willthegentleman permit me to ask him a question? 
Mr. HOUK. Yes, if it is not taken out of my time ; not otherwise. 
Mr. BRAGG. I wish simply to call your attention tothe fact that 
that policy was made so by law—that the change of policy was made 
so by law. 
Mr. HOUK. Yes, sir; I think so. And that makes it that much 
stronger and fairer, both for the Government and for the claimant. 
Now, I appeal to gentlemen on this floor whether it is fair, whether 
it is just to these 8 whose claims do not perhaps amount 
to $50, $150, or $200, to change the whole policy of the Government, 
take these claims from the tribunal where they have been sent by 
law and the policy of the Government, and proclaim to these men, 
who have already been kept out of their money for twenty years, we 


now stop pro: where their cases were investigated and where 
they rested them, and turn them over to a new and unheard-of tri- 
bunal? 


One other question, and your attention to it, gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, and it is this: I believe there are very many lawyers on this 
floor—at least pega who have licenses to practice. yi ghter. ] 
Now, let me ask you what sort of pleading, what kind of a case, what 
kind of a judicia. e e is the Court of Claims going to have 
on these blanks made out and on file in the Quartermaster-General’s 
Department? You change the whole current of judicial decision, 
the whole policy of investigation on the part of the Court of Claims, 
you transfer them from a dignified paoa tribunal into accounting 
officers to run over figures, make ca . up a lot of claims 
filed in the Department, and on those blanks for quartermasters“ 
stores, and render a judicial decision. I submit that point to the 
gentlemen who advocate this transfer; I submit, Mr. Chairman, to 
gentlemen of the committee if it is right. í 

There is nothing I so much desire as to see these special 14 — 
cations for payment of claims of every kind taken from before Con- 

There is nothing I so much desire as to see some means adopted 
whereby these claims may be adj and whereby the Govern- 


ment may be fully protected. But this does not relieve Congress of 


a single claim. But I submit to gentlemen why transfer these claims 
from the Quartermaster-General’s ent to the Court of Claims. 
Let me call the committee’s attention to a few figures. Under this 
act of 4th July, 1864—and I have this over the signature of Quar- 
termaster-General In, there were filed 53,549 claims, calling for 
$38,121,356.63, A large number of claims are now pending before 
the Quartermaster-General’s Department and und ing investiga- 
tion. Now mark you, the Quartermaster-Genera] is delivering opin- 
ions in regard to these cases from day to day. He is deciding those 
cases from day to day while we are talking of getting some one else 
that knows nothing about them to decide them. Investigations in 
many of them are concluded, and they are only waiting his si 
ture to make the decisions final. Is it ust, is it right, that these 
claimants shall have to go back and undergo all that investigation 
over again by the employment of agents here at Washington to prose 
cute their cases in the Court of Claims 7 

On that point let me call the committee’s attention particularly. 
These claims have been presented, and attorneys have been em- 
ployed, as I have . said. Now, to make this transfer and 
orce parties who have y made their proofs in the Court of 
Claims, necessitates these claimants, every one of them, to employ 
some new attorney to appear in the Court of Claims and prosecute 
their cases further. 

My distinguished friend from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] says if 
this law passes and this transfer takes place certain quartermasters’ 
agents would be out of employment. I undertake to say that no 
transfer that can be made, no disposition possible of these claims 
except an absolute denial to adjudicate and determine them, will 
lessen the expenses of the investigation. I undertake to say you 
may transfer them where you please, still it takes a certain amount 
of investigation and clerical force. Suppose you transfer them to 
the Court of Claims, they come into the hands of inexperienced men. 
What else? Every one of these claims has been filed in the Quar- 
termaster-General’s Department, and the Court of Claims will not 
act on them, nor should they until they have a transcript of the rec- 
ord of every single case certified sent to them from the Quarter- 
master-General’s Office, and the work it would take to transcribe 
and send them from the Quartermaster-General’s Office to the Court 
of Claims would cost much more than will the work to secure final 
determination and adjudication of these claims under existing law, 
and the machinery making it operative and safe, as the law and 
policy of the Quartermaster-General’s Office has demonstrated it to 

e; as the history of the adjudication of these claims clearly shows. 

What else? My distinguished friend from Ohio [Mr. BUTTER- 

WORTH] says „vou are legislating these men” (meaning quarter- 
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masters’ agents) “out of office.” Now, that argument is not worthy 
of the gentleman. He is usually higher up, standing upon a higher 
piana than that. Somebody is trying to keep somebody in office. 

ell, we are all in office and seek to come back again. I do, [laugh- 
ter,] I know, and I think the gentleman from Ohio does himself. 
[Laughter. ] I do not think it is well to talk about legislating some- 
body out of office. 

But I have already stated that we are not lessening expense by 
the transfer of these claims, but increasing it. If the legislation 
demanded here is adopted and you legislate one class of quarter- 
masters’ clerks out of office, you will legislate another class of clerks 
in, who will be required to transcribe these records so the court can 
act on them. It may be that the gentleman has somebody he wants 
to get iu. I do not know about that. 

ow, what else? I am not here now in the interest of quarter- 
masters’ nts, nor do I believe the gentleman from Ohio is in the 
interest of the claim agents, who throng our eries, the committee- 
rooms, and lobby in the interest of this bi Why do they do it? 
Because they see that the r men down in Tennessee, whom I rep- 
resent, with their little fifty or hundred dollar claims, before the 
can get them through the Court of Claims, if this change is made, wi 
have to abandon their local agents and employ some Washington 
attorney to prosecute their cases in the Court of Claims. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to make some general observations 
in the limited time I have on this subject of claims, and before I pass 
to that I want to make a passing remark in regard to that other 
obnoxious feature of this bill, that is, the one which provides that 
Army officers shall be retired when they reach the age of sixty-two, 
regardless of their position, condition, past service, or history. That 
I hold is unjust. Why, what excuse is offered for it? None in the 
world except that the man has reached sixty-two years of age. Why, 
sir, a majority of the men who are directing the machinery of the Gov- 
ernment and giving direction to Government affairs, who are bearing 
the burden of duties of Government affairs, are that old. The Senate of 
the United States during the last ten days confirmed the appointment 
of a half dozen men to 5 positions whose age is over sixty- 
two, including a justice of the Supreme Court. For one, lam unwilli 
to drive any man into retirement except by reason of his physic 
condition rendering him incapable of discharging the duties of his 
office. His service and the merits that cluster around him as a man 
and an officer should be considered, and I believe that that is the 
sense of the American people on this subject and that the discretion 
that has always been given the President is a wise provision and 
should remain the law. 

But to revert to the question of claims. My time will not permit 
me to speak of one-half of the points I would like to refer to in this 
connection. I have already stated that no more important matter 
than the devising of some means of adjudicating private claims 
against the United States could arrest the attention of this House 
or Congress, the law-making power of the Government. But this 
1 does not touch such claims. And while I claim, and as I 

eve justly, that this demanded transfer from one tribunal of the 
Government to another will work a hardship upon the people of the 
country, I am ready at any time to vote for a well-devised measure 
whereby the claims against the Government, whether originatin, 
from one source or another, shall be remitted to some department o 
the Government, either the Court of Claims or some other tribunal, 
invested with full power and authority to adjudicate them. 

I desire to call attention to the fact that the policy of the Govern- 
ment toward the claimants whose property was taken in connec- 
tion with the war of the rebellion, especially in the border States, 
has been that of absolute sitig with the people. And is not this 
measure here proposed now absolutely trifling with the people in re- 
gard to these identical matters? . Chairman, I am not one of 
those men who desire to see any man not loyal tothe Government in 
its struggle for life benefited in any manner by the payment of war 
claims. But let me say to you, gentlemen, and to this side of the 
House, that in the border States of this Union were as true and loyal 
and devoted Union men as ever breathed the breath of heaven, Their 
property was taken by the Government of the United States, and 
the Government has trifled with them from the hour it was taken 
until the present time. 

Why do I say this? Why, sir, when the armies first came down 
South and I went from the South up North to get an opportunity of 
going back South . pare say, when we went South with the Federal 
armies we were told to forage upon the country. Commencing with 
the long line of special and general orders emanating from the War 
Department and running down through the departments and down 
to the division and brigade commanders, from the time the armies 
started South until therebellion ended, these orders instructed United 
States officers to forage upon the country, with the understanding and 
express declaration that when the war should end and a convenient 
opportunity should come these parties whose property was taken 
and used and who proved their loyalty should be paid. 

The act of the 4th of July, 1864, was in pursuance of that policy, 
and in order to permit them to carry out and perform their part, 
complying with the law, that they might receive their pay. And 
now, when you have enacted this law, when you have erected this 


tribunal and these parties have about completed their cases, you 
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turn around and say, We will 
of these claims originally filed. ey have of ex- 


cept 17,347, half of which are nearly ready for final action. Whereas 
ee the amount called for Was $3,000,000, forty millions in 


.” Mark you, there were 53,000 
been di 


round num now they have all been of down till less 
than one-fourth of that amount is involved in the 17,347 claims yet 
to be finally acted upon, most of which are in process of adjudica- 
tion, and many of which are ready to be finally acted upon. They 
are the small claims of r people, the aggregate amount of those 
now remaining being only about nine million dollars. 

I submit to this committee whether this is an amount of such 3 

nitude and of such a character as that we should change the who 
policy of the Government, erect a new tribunal, send these parties 
to a new jurisdiction and set up a new court, after having held out 
for twenty years this other tribunal as the proper one h which 
to ee to which to make their applications, and submit their proof 
and get their pay. ; 
I know it is very often said that these claims are fraudulent. Per- 
haps some of them are. I have no doubt about it. It is often said 
many of the claimants are disloyal. Perhaps they are. But I want 
to ask my distinguished friend from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH ] if he 
can show me in all the history of this matter, while about thirty 
millions of dollars of these claims have passed through the Quarter- 
master General’s Office, where, when, under what circumstances has 
a rebel been paid? 

If it is your purpose to protect the Treasury against disloyal 
claims, I say keep to this system of Quartermaster’s investigations. 
The War Department, so far as this particular class of claims is con- 
cerned, has now acquired such knowledge on this subject that it is 
utterly impossible for adisloyal or a dishonest claim to creep in; and 
I know of none. Only it would seem there is a difference between 
the loyal claim of the North and the loyal claim of the South, and it 
is this: the citizen of the North who had anything in the nature 
of supplies to furnish the ae contracted it to a Quartermaster, 
followed it to a ew received his voucher, which he immediately 
cashed and invested it in a United States gold-bearing bond; while 
the Union man of the border States had his property seized and appro- 

riated to the use of the Army, and was told to come forward, prove 

is loyalty, and be paid. But now when the border State Union 
man comes forward with his claim we hear an entirely different 
story, and I want to address this to my Northern friends. I hear it 
said very often by gentlemen on my side of the House,if this man 
was individually loyal, he lived in a disloyal State. Did you ever 
think about what the doctrine implied? Did you ever study the 
logical deductions from it? Did you ever consider how easy it was 
to be loyal in the North, and how hard and dangerous in the South? 

L hold the docrine that at the close of the war the Government 
had a right to indemnify itself out of the rebel element of the South 
for every dollar it lost. But the policy of the Government was not 
enforced in that direction. The authorities of the nation elected to 
hang nobody, to confiscate no man’s property. But now a portion 
of the people of the North reverse the whole principle of reprisal and 
indemnity, and having elected not to enforce it against the enemies 
of the Government, apply the principle against the Union men of the 
South because they were surrounded by enemies. 

As to this doctrine of a portion of the people of the North that it 
was right not to enforce a 12 of indemnity, reprisal, and confis- 
cation against the rebels, I say that is allright. But now when a 
Union man comes up they say, Hold on; you may have been in- 
dividually loyal, but you lived in a rebel State, and you are disloyal 
in the contemplation of the law.” Whatever that may mean I do 
not know. 

Now what is the effect of that? The effect is that you only enforce 
the laws of war against the friends of the Government who lived in 
the midst of the enemy while you refused to enforce them i 
the rebel when the war ended. The Union man of the South who, 
as gentlemen on the other side of the House know, stood there in the 
midst of everything that demanded co in order to assert his 
manhood and maintain his integrity to his Government and his flag, 
now comes and knocks at the door of Congress or of the department 
of the Government that justice may be done to him, and he is met 
with the cry ‘‘ Well, you may have been loya) yourself, but you lived 
in a seceded State ;” thus rev the whole policy of the laws of 
war, refusing to enforce them a our 
batteries — our friends who stood by you in the time of ger. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hi 
a question? 

Mr. HOUK. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. Is it not true that the reason why $10,- 
000,000 of claims are unpaid is because the Quartermaster-General’s 
Department has not been able to get the necessary evidence that 
they are correct! 


the enemy and turning y 


Mr. HOUK. The principal reason, I take it, why they are 33 
is that Con has n so niggardly and stingy that it has re 
to give the Department money necessary to make the investigations; 


and they have not been able thus far to ascertain all the facts sur- 
rounding each claim, and have therefore deferred their adjudication 
until they can find out their trne status and adjust them on princi- 
ples of right and justice. 


Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. One other question. Could the Court of 
Claims get this evidence in a more satisfactory manner than it can 
be got through the Quartermaster-General’s Department ? 

-HOUK. I am glad the gentleman has asked me that question. 
It is an utter impossibility for the Court of Claims to ascertain the 
true status of each one of these claims in the locality where it orig- 
inated. The Court of Claims sits at Washington. The case comes 
here on N It has no guardian of the Government around it 
down in Tennessee, orin Kentucky, or in some other place when the 
roof is being made up and the jeadings and d itions taken. 
t provision is there that the Court of Claims shallsend out and 
get at the root of the matter and get the whole evidence? If the 
ourt of Claims is to send out agents, the argument is lost that by 
this provision you dispense with the agents of the Quartermaster- 
General’s De ent. 
bon BUTTERWORTH. I willexplain thatif the gentleman will 
ow me. 

Mr. HOUK. I do not yield if it is to come out of my time. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Then let the gentleman go on and I will 
answer after awhile. 

Mr. HOUK. Now, Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen of the committee, 
what has been the policy of the Government? Just a few reflections 
in regard to that point and I have done. This Government is too 
great, too powerful, to want to do injustice to anybody. And now I 
submit to my friend from Ohio [ Mr. BUTTERWORTH] whether there 
pant a to be a line drawn somewhere other than where he has 

wn it. 

This bill reaches straight down and picks . Seen transfers every 
one of these cases from the Quartermaster’s Department into the 
Court of Claims. Now I want to submit to my friend from Ohio what 
sense is there, what reason is there in taking these cases that are 
already made up and the proof in, from the hands of those who are 
familiar with them and accustomed to dealing with this identical 
character of claims, 33 them in the Hands of a set of men 
who are wholly new to this particular class of claims? 

I want to say again that if you will amend this bill so as to let these 
cases that are now in process of adjudication be determined in the 
Departments, I will vote to take from Con or anywhere else all 
the claims that can possibly originate against the Government and 
send them to the Court of Claims. But I am not willing to take 
these cases which have run the gauntlet of every conceivable char- 
acter of investigation, where the claimants have been annoyed and 
troubled over them until they have become disheartened, the claim 
agents having fleeced them once and twice and three time—I protest 
against giving these claim A or another opportunity to fleece these 
men again by transferring these claims from the Quartermaster’s 
Department to the Court of Claims so that the claim agents may step 
up and fleece them a fourth time. 

Another word. It has been said that the Quartermaster-General 
is in favor of this transfer. Now I am authorized to say that he is 
not. Ihave a dispatch in my hand from the Quartermaster-General, 
which I have received since I obtained the floor, on this subject, in 
which he says he has authorized no man to make the statement that 
he favors the transfer and this change from the Quartermaster’s De- 
partment to the Court of Claims, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. By whom is that dispatch signed! 

Mr. HOUK. By Rufus Ingalls, Quartermaster-General. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And Rufus In is not yet “dried be- 
hind the ears” since he was born into that position. The gentleman 
is quoting an officer created since this bill has been pending in the 
House and since this proposition was submitted to the House. 

Mr. HOUK. Ialways take it for granted that a living man is worth 
more than a dead one. [Laughter.] Thegentleman wants to go down 
tothe tomb and resurrect a man that his bill provides shall be retired. 


Mr, CANNON. What will be the fate of the gentleman’s man 
under this bill? 
Mr. HOUK. I do not know. Ido not know anything about his 


age Perhaps the gentleman has somebody hid away to take the 
place and he knows better about the age than I do. 

Mr. Chairman, it looks to me very much like this: remember that 
this provision to retire these Army officers, and this provision to 
transfer these claims from the Quartermaster’s Department to the 
Court of Claims, are all in the shape of provided however.” Now 
I have always been afraid of provisos in a law ever since my old 
grandfather taught me to believe that the Wilmot proviso was death 
and destruction. [Laughter.] Itell you, gentlemen, that we must 
watch these provisos. True legislation forbids the indulgence in the 
practice of these provisos. I am afraid of your provisos. 


Mr. REED, ially the “provided however.“ 
Mr. KELLEY. And “ provided further.” Cams ei | 
Mr. HOUK. I want my friend from Ohio to understand distinctly 


that I am deeply in earnest about this matter. Our people have 
been wronged, have been led on by the jack-o-lantern of promises 
that the Government would do them justice. And now, when the 
day is about breaking upon them, when the light is about to break 
in their cabins by the sending them a draft for a hundred or a hun- 
dred and fifty dollars for a claim which they have been waiting these 
many years to be paid, here comes the gentleman frou: Ohio, and 


says, Stop; put out the fire-light in that little log cabin of yours; 
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close your doors, and go to the Court of Claims and see what they 


will say about it.” Now, I do not think this House will drive us to 
do that. 

Now, reserving to myself the last two minutes of the hour, and 
desiring to distribute the rest in the best manner I can, I will first 
give to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. UppEGRAFF] four minutes. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say only a 
word or two. I have not heard any good reason for making thi 
transfer of claims from the Quartermaster’s Department to the Court 
of Claims. I have heard some very good reasons against it, but I do 
not propose to go over those that have been suggested by others. I 
am afraid of this provision upon other and different grounds from 
any that I have here presented. Every lawyer in this House knows 
that since 1868, the date of the general amnesty proclamation, it is 
not within the legislative power of the United States to e in 
any law any distinction between loyalty and disloyalty. You may 
write it in your statute-books, but itisa brutum fulmen. If you pass 
it, no man is obliged to re it; no court will re it; no court 
can regard it in view of its oath. Then why is this clause inserted 
in this bill, when the men who put it there must have known that 
it would be utterly and entirely without effect ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. One moment—— 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Iowa. I cannot be interrupted; Ihave but 
four minutes. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will give you time so as to make you 


ha in that res 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield? 

Mr. UPDEGRAEF, of Iowa. I will yield. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Does the gentleman pretend to say that 
it is not within the power of Congress to deny to that tribunal the 
right to hear a certain class of cases? Does the gentleman say that 
Congress may not close the doors of its courts against any claims 
they may see fit to N and to open them to any claims that they 

it 


* see 0. fo to 
r. UPDEGRAFF, of Iowa. I do most 3 I say it in 
a correct proposition of constitutional law that when you open the 
doors of your court to any class of citizens or any class of claimants, 
you cannot exclude any man because of his cipations in the 
rebellion. If the gentleman does not know that this is the law, I 
advise him to examine carefully the decisions of the Supreme Court 
of the United States. The present presiding justice of the Court of 
Claims introduced into the United States ate in 1870 what was 
called the Drake amendment ;” and he said, has not the 
power to neni upon the reception of testimony—to define what 
shall and what shall not be competent evidence?” He provides in 
his amendment that no evidences of a pardon should be received. 
But the court brushed that provision aside, and said that the legis- 
lative department must have passed it inadvertently, so clearly was 
it in 9 with the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now let me ask my friend and I will give 
him time to answer—whether he pretends to say that the Supreme 
Court, in the case of the United States vs. Klein, decided that any 
man who sought to do so could come into the judicial tribunals of 
the United States and assert aright? The court did decide one 
thing that the gentleman states, as to the power of Co to lay 
down a rule of decision touching the admission of testimony; but 
it in no way decided that Congress might not, in the exercise of its 

wer, close the doors of the courts against such claims as it might 

esignate ; for no citizen may sue the Government unless he is 
Sany 7 N so to do by act of Congress, whether he be loy: 
oyal. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that I 
understand what the gentleman is endeavoring to at; but Ido 
know that the Supreme Court has determined—and ifit had not been 
so determined it was apparent law, which every lawyer should have 
known without a judicial determination—that the right of the Ex- 
ecutive to pardon offenses is as high in its character as our right to 
enact laws; that in the enactment of laws we have not the power 
to limit the effect of a Presidential pardon in any manner or form. 
In the Klein case, to which the gentleman has referred, the thing 
was attempted by indirection, and the court swept the provision 
PAS yn scorn and contempt, as beneath the dignity of a legis- 

ative E 
Mr. CANNON. Allow me a moment. I think these 


or 


tlemen do 
not understand each other. The committee in repo: this bill 
conceived it to be within the power of Congress to open the door of 
the Court of Claims to any claimant, black or white. t or 


loyal or disloyal; to those that were loyal in 1862 and t ose who were 
not loyal in 1862. The committee sought—and I think they will 
have succeeded, if the provision on page 7 of this bill hona be 
adopted—to aven the door of the Court of Claims to every claimant 
who was loyal at the time the property was taken or furnished, and 
no further. If he was disloyal at that time, then, without reference 
to any subsequent pardon, the door of the court is closed against 
him. It is a question of jurisdiction, and the court does not take 
jurisdiction unless it finds affirmatively that at the time the property 
was taken or furnished the party was loyal. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFYF, of Iowa. I wish to say in reply to my friend 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] that the legislative department of this 
Government has no power to open the doors of the courts to white 


men and close them to black men; it has no just or competent power 
to open the courts to tall men and close them against short men. My 
proposition is that the legislative department of this Government 
can in no law effectually make a distinction between loyalty and dis- 
loyalty, so that the only safety that this Government has against the 
payment of disloyal claimants, if that be desirable, (and I take it 
that it is,) is in keeping claims out of the courts; for the moment 
you open the door to slovak man it stands wide open to every man, 
whether he was disloyal or not during the rebellion, or at any time 
during the rebellion. That is the legal effect. By the Drake 
amendment” the attempt was made by indirection to make such a 
discrimination. In the argument upon that clause it was urged that 
the right to sue the Government in the Court of Claims was a matter 
of favor ; that one class of citizens eould be admitted and another 
excluded; but the court regarded the argument with no favor, and 
I cannot see how any man could give it favorable consideration at 
any time. e 

ne word more. This law establishing the test of loyalty in this 
class of cases was passed in 1864. In 1868 the amnesty lamation 
wasissued. Now itis held by the Supreme Court that the legislative 
department cannot limit the effect of the Executive pardon. But 
the exercise of this legislative power in 1864 may have been com- 
petent then (I do not say that it was; I express no opinion upon that 
point) it may have been competent then and utterly incompetent 
now. We know that it is e Mowe arson now. Why then put 
in the bill such a provision as this when you might just as well draw 
a black line across those words, and then you would not deceive 
yourselves or any one else ? 

TheCHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Ur- 
DEGRAFF ] has expired. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. HOUK] 
is still entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Isuppose it is not desirable that the entire 
hour on one side should be consumed now. 

Mr. HOUK. Very well, I will reserve the remainder of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee has ten minutes 


remaining. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will yield now for five minutes to the 
gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. ROBESON. ] 

Mr. ROBESON, Mr. Chairman, I do not think that the extent 
and effect of this provision are und It is true that the 
statutes of the country, for the purpose of ing the Treasury, 
have made a difference in to claims between loyal and dis- 
loyal men. It is also true that the Committee on Appropriations, in 
making this transfer of these claims from the Ar where that 
distinction is held to the Court of Claims, have sought to conserve 
that distinction. How have they sought to do it? By providing 
that when a claim comes before it the court shall first determine 
whether a man is loyal or disloyal. If it determines him to be dis- 
loyal it stops there and goes no further. If it determines him to be 
loyal, then what does it do? It audits his accounts upon the testi- 


mony and ing to the rules governing that court. And then 
what does it do? d judgment? No; but report its 78 . i 5 
ourt o 


Con It is nothing in the world but making that 

Claims an auditing committee for Congress instead of imposing that 

duty on a commi of itsown members. That is the whole effect 

el be But Congress reserves its right just as much after report as 
ore. 

Now, then, what the gentleman said in regard to the effect of the 
ruling of the Supreme Court is to a certain extent true. The court 
did say in effect that when Eer gave a claimant a statusin court for 
the purpose of deciding claim, you could not impose on that 
court a rule of decision to govern its judgment upon the accepted 
principles and o tions of the law as it found them. But it is a 
very different thing when we consider the Court of Claims is a court 
established by Congress ; that its a is regulated by Con- 
gress; that nothing comes to it at all except by thespecial favor and 

i action of Congress; and if we can send nothing to it or every- 
thing to it, we hold we can send a part of something to it, and that 
when we have, with proper restrictions, said we wi send a part of 
something to it, then we say that which is not sent does not go to it, 
and it has no jurisdiction to try the case and the n has no status 
in the court upon which to have his rights decided by any principle 
of law which that court may take to govern it. 

But fearing lest in the jealousy—not jealousy, but in the natural 
desire of courts to resist any invasion of their pre tives, the strict 
line might be overstepped, we have not only provided that. restric- 
tion upon its jurisdiction and endeavored to stop disloyal men on the 
threshold, but we have provided when it finds a result it shall re- 
port it to Co which gives up none of its rights, but reserves 
its power of action just exactly as if it came from the Committee on 


aims. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFYF, of Iowa, The gentleman will allow me to ask 
him one question. Is the power of Congress over the jurisdiction of 
the Court of Claims any wider or broader than its power over the 
appellate jurisdiction of the Supreme Court? 

Mr. ROBESON. Undoubtedly, because the appellate jurisdiction 
of the Supreme Court comes from the Constitution itself, and is only 
limited by the terms of that instrument. And the Supreme Court 
ore when a subject-matter comes to it from the Court of Claims it 

es its appellate jurisdiction under the Constitution as the Supreme 
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Court of the country, to decide the law upon the principles which 
are established in Constitution, one of which is that a pardon 
by the President washes a man’s robes clean, and leaves him a loyal 
instead of a disloyal man. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, a message in writing was received from the President of the 
United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announcing that 
the President had approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 5020) granting a pension to Samuel Pollock; 

An act (H. R. No. 4449) granting pensions to Lucretia R. Garfield, 
Sarah Childress Polk, and Julia Gardner Tyler; and 

An act (H. R. No. 4763) to authorize the accounting officers of the 
Treas to settle the accounts of Brevet Major-General Edward 
Hatch, United States Army, chairman and disbursing officer of the 
special Ute commission appointed under act of Congress May 3, 1878. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
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A mi from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced the p e of joint resolution (H. R. No. 183) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to use rations for the relief pf destitute persons 


in districts overflowed by the Mississippi River. 

It farther announced concurrence in the resolution of the House 
that the use of the Rotunda and rooms immediately adjacent thereto 
be granted to the Ladies’ National Aid Association for the Garfield 
Memorial Hospital on the first Saturday in May, to hold a reception, 
the object being to raise fands for the current expenditures of the 
association. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee then resumed its session. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I now yield to my friend from Wisconsin 
twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, it was with wy great surprise and 
wonderment, after sitting as a member of the Forty-sixth Congress 
and listening to lectures day by day on the revolutionary character 
of legislation on appropriation bills, that I find thus early in the 
Forty-seventh Con all our teachers to have changed position, 
and almost on each and ey appropriation bill which has been 
presented yet guilty of committing the enormous sin of revolution- 
izing this eee by putting legislation on appropriation bills. 
I must certainly think they were not sincere in their protestations in 
the Forty-sixth Con, or else I must think they have experienced 
a sudden change of heart and are desirous, to use the language of a 
late very distinguished member on that side of the House, “ of revo- 
lutionizing this Government.” 

Some of the e of this bill I am in favor of, notably that 
which provides for the retirement peremptorily of all officers of the 
Army when they shall have reached sixty-two yearsofage. I only 
regret that they did not legislate further and provide a gradation of 
retirement for each grade of the Army. But I regard this as a ste 
ping-stone in the right direction, and hope in the future the wor 
now inaugurated will proceed until the Army shall be an exhibition 
of life, young blood, and activity. 

I . Chairman, that no man is fit to command a company 
in the field, an infantry company at least, who has reached the age 
of forty-five years. I submit that the sight of lieutenants from 
forty-five to sixty-two, and captains of the same age is simply ridicu- 
lous when you consider the effectiveness of the force. making 
our when we reached out to get the pane supposed to be 
competent for the di e of military service during the war, in 
the first draft law, we limited the ages of those subject to mili 
duty at twenty to forty-five years, seeming to legislate from experi- 
ence, that a man when he had passed the age of forty-five was un- 
fitted physically for the discharge of that kind of duty necessary to 
make your Army efficient. 

As was said by a distin ed general officer to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, when being examined on this subject: “ The ques- 
tion of the efficiency of the Army is a question of legs as well as a 
qnestion of brains.’ 

The man who is to command his company, to lead it on to assault, 
to inspire it with courage, to communicate to it, as it were, an elec- 
trical impulse springing from his own force and zeal and courage 
must be a man who possesses that etic power in hisown person 


by reason of his pelea condition. He must be physically able to 
lead his command and communicate his own feelings of enthusiasm 
and zeal to another. He must be a man who shall be able to say to 


his command, ‘‘ come,” not go; but, as I am a little weak and a 
little lame, I will go back and see what the result is to be, and if you 
accomplish the purpose, then I will go with you and share the hon- 
ors of the victory.” [Laughter.] 

The man who is to inspire his troops must be the man who leads, 
not the man who follows; and the history of all wars, our own war, 
the war of 1812, the Mexican war, all the compeigns of Napoleon, 
and all of the wars that have taken place running back all the way 
to Philip of Macedon, show clearly and distinctly that all the great 
captains of the world reached the height of their glo mili 


commanders long before they had fallen into the sere ane penne leaf. 

They had attained all the reputation they ever attained when young 

and strong and vigorous, or when ig fern oe age. 
irection, it fails to go 


So I think, while this is a step in the right 
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far enough. It fails to keep the Army a live, active body. It keepe 
old men in place out of respect for their age and ie fA who are 
pag to perform the duties to which the Government has assigned 


em. 

The history of the Mexican war shows that nearly every regiment 
and battery was commanded by officers not above the rank of major. 
The lieutenant-colonels and the colonels unfitted for active field duty 
by reason of age or PORON infirmities were generally at home en- 
joying their ease and comfort while the subalterns led the commanda 
on to glorious victory in the valley of Mexico. These men risked 
their lives without a prospect of promotion, but went gallantly on 
to victory for the glory and honor of their country and for the effi- 
ciency of the American Army. 

The records of the mutual insurance companies show, if I am not 
entirely incorrect in my recollection, that from the termination of 
the rebellion down to 1879 there were in the neighborhood of one 
hundred and forty officers of the Re Army who died from wounds 
or were wounded in battle. Of that one hundred and forty officers— 
and I may as well be correct in my figures, for I have them here and 
will qnote them—the records of the Adjatant- Gensel office show 
that since the rebellion one hundred and seven ofticers have lost their 
lives in battle or from wounds received in action, and of this number 
but two were over forty years of age. A 

This record itself speaks volumes. It shows who does the work; 
and, showing who does the work, it ought to convince Congress at 
least that the laborer is worthy of his hire, and that however much 
they may reproach the age and experience of the seniors in the sev- 
eral branches of the service and the officers of the United States 
Army, yet out of respect for that Army and its good, and for the good 
of the country, provision should be made to retire them in each and 
every građe when they reach that period of life which renders them 
piyesa unable to attend to their duties as they should, and letit 

done by officers of equal skill, but of fewer years. Their physique 
has not become impaired by hardship, fatigue, or the natural prog- 
ress of age. 

I am opposed to any exceptions in the rule of retirement, because 
every exception makes the rule invidious. Objection to the present 
rule which authorizes the President to retire an officer who shall 
have served forty years, and who has reached the age of sixty-two 
years, leaves a discretion in the hands of the President which he may 
exercise for one and not for another. In that exercise there is cre- 
ated an invidious distinction which leaves one officer to remain who 
has found favor, and the other, who failed, to be stricken down be- 
Sig of political or other disadvantages which are brought against 


But when the rule is made uniform and applicable to all, there can 
be no discrimination, and every officer of the Army takes it as a fact 
fixed, as much as he regards his right to one fixed, that when 
he reaches a certain time of life he is to be retired and placed in a 
respectable position upon the retired list by the country which he 
has served. He does not seek to 81 75 longer to hold his place, 
because he sees no other man holding his place. And, as was said 
by the present oy mgs officer of the Army to the Military Committee, 
it should strike the head as well as any other member of the Army; 
because the moment that an exception is made that moment you per- 
petuate the present evil that you are seeking to de away with. 

Iregret I have neither the time, nor have I given myself the proper 

reparation, to discuss this matter fully and show to this committee 
7 the statistics the difference between young men as officerstand 
old men. Old men were spoken of by Jomini as being a species of 
exhumed co that were brought from the seven years wars of 
Frederic to fight Napoleon ; and Napoleon, with hismen from twenty 


to twenty-five years of age, swept them as chaff before the wind, and 
destroyed the whole Prussian power. 
The opponents of retirement say, Ok you represent a man as 


duty after that But we cannot discriminate. One man may be 
as fit for certain duties at seventy as another man at We can- 
not make a distinction without becoming invidieus. e are cited: 


a YOUNG. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. YOUNG. What objection can there be to making an exceptiom 
in favor of all general officers now in commission, and letting the 
rule apply to their successors ? 

Mr. BRAGG. We might make an exception that this bill should 
not apply to the Shay Army but to the next army for fear of doing 
injustice to somebody. If we accept all the general officers of the- 
Army now—— 

Me YOUNG. Idonot think the gentleman comprehended my 
question. The bill provides, as I understand, to except the General 
and the Lieutenan neral. 

Mr. BRAGG. Not the bill which I have before me. 

r 5 8 8 5 I beg pardon. I understood that was the provision 
of the bill. 

Mr. SPARKS. That is a provision of the bill of the Military Com- 
mittee which is pending here, and not of this bill. 
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Mr. YOUNG. Then the remarks of the gentleman from Wisconsin 


do not apply to the bill now under discussion. 

Mr. B . Why? The bill under discussion provides no ex- 
ceptions, and therefore I favor it; if it provided for an exception, I 
should oppose it. 

Von Moltke, who is the great example who is cited to show that 
a man of years has not lost his ability, never commanded an army 
or won any distinction in the field in the world. Although he may 

o down with the result of the Prussian war and the victories over 

apoleon as a great captain, it will be as a great cabinet captain and 
not an officer in the field. His reputation was acquired in this way: 
knowing as he did, through the emissaries of Prussia all over France, 
the full extent of the power of the French Empire, all her resources, 
the position and location of all her troops, all her weaknesses, he 
provided himself in advance so that within twenty-four hours after 
the declaration of war he could throw upon every avenue leading 
into France an army strong enough by sheer force of numbers to 
overpower the weak army that Napoleon placed against him. 

If you look at the campaigns of Napoleon I you will find the gen- 
erals who opposed him were from fifty-five to eighty years of age, 
I think withscarcely an exception; one has been just s ted to me 
by a gentleman sitting near me. And you will find t in every 
case almost whenever youth and vigor with anything near equal 
force met age and experience in the field, youthful vigor always 
triumphed, and age with its superior ience was compelled to 
succumb. So much for that portion of the bill. 

Another portion of this bill I seriously object to. That is the rider, 
if I may use a Republican term, which would transfer from the Quar- 
termaster-General’s Department jurisdiction of all the claims under 
the act of July, 1864, to the Court of Claims. They are to be speedily 
and cheaply di of, says my friend from Ohio [Mr. BUTTER- 
WORTH] who has charge of this bill. How can it be done cheaply 7 
How can it be done more speedily and more cheaply in that court 
than where it is done now? In the presentation of his views as to 
cheapness and speed the gentleman has looked, itseems to me, upon 
one side of the question only. Take your 17,500 cases and place them 
on the docket of the Court of Claims with its three judges and one 
solicitor-general, and what pro, will it make in the disposition 
of these cases? You must consider, also, the Court of Claims has but 
one law officer, called a solicitor of claims, with a salary of $3,500. 

By the rules of the Court of Claims and the law creating it the 
testimony of the Court of Claims is taken upon deposition by com- 
mission. This one solicitor-general is obliged to prepare the com- 
missions and the interrogatories to be attached to the commissions 
in 17,500 new cases. How long willit take him to do it? How many 
clerks will he require to keep to send them out? How much money 
will it cost to hire the law force necessary to preparo the interroga- 
tories? And how are you poing to find out where the witnesses are 
that you want to examine? You have goko send an agent into the 
locality where the claim arose and pay him his expenses to hunt up 
the names of the witnesses. When he hashunted them up you come 
back and hire a solicitor-general to draw the interrogatories provid- 
ing a commission to take testimony and then bring back your 17,500 
eases and file them in the court; whereas now what do you do? 
The same man who looks up the testimony takes the names of the 
witnesses at the same time that he looks them up and sends the 
claims back for adjudication, And he is a clerk in the employ of 
the Department at $1,200 a year while your solicitor-general gets 
83,500 a year. 

Another objection to it is that the Quartermaster-General’s Depart- 
ment, from having adjudicated on these claims for a long time, has 
established certain fixed rules of valuation which it applies to cer- 
tain classes of property which was taken and Sips ep and for 
which payment is demanded. Those rules are well settled and have 
met the approbation of eyery Congress that has been in session since 
1864. 


Now when you change the jurisdiction and place it in a new de- 

artment, you will have lost the benefit of all those rules, and will 
have one to a new tribunal which requires experience to enable it 
to find out and establish what rules ought to be applied to these 
cases that come before it. And non constat but that they may make 
a rule of damages or of valuation entirely different from that with 
which other claimants have been compelled to be satisfied. 

Now, let me submit that you run the risk of another danger which 
has been alluded to by the gentleman from Iowa, par, UPDEGRAFF. ] 
You send these cases to the Court of Claims. You authorize the 
Court of Claims to adjudicate whether the claimant was loyal or dis- 
loyal. Now I submit, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the commit- 
tee, that the question of loyalty or disloyalty as it now exists is 
almost purely a political question, which no court ought to have 
anything to do with. It is a question that addresses itself to us as 
a legislative body, but it can have no force or bday ome in any of the 
courts of the United States. Why? Because the Supreme Court of 
the United States decided in the Garland case that when the Presi- 
dent of the United States had granted a pardon, all sins of omission 
and commission were wiped out; that when the question came before 
the courts its eyes were closed, were hermetically sealed, to the 
question whether the claimant had ever been engaged in the rebellion 
or not; and his rights must be We en ly independent of 
any question which might arise about any part he had taken in the 


rebellion. I read from the case of ex parte Garland, 4 Wallace, 361. 
The court in that case said: 


ff.... song gy pri hg ahe oons DA gear Kaily 
of the offender, . it releases the punishment and blots 
out of existence the guilt, so that in the eye of the law the offender is as innocent 
as if he had never committed the offense. 


In 9 Wallace, page 531, in the case of Padelford against the United 
States, the court said: 


The appellant was, at the commencement of the war, a citizen of the State of 
Georgia, and with most of the citizens of the South aided in its s le for a se) 
arate existence. He subsequently availed himself of the on of December, 1863, 
by taking the oath and afterward observing the same. er the close of the war he 
brought suit in the Court of Claims to recover the proceeds of certain cotton captured 
by the Federal forces during the war. This suit was eet under the captured 
and abandoned property act. This act required the claimant to . affirmatively 
that he did not give aid and comfort to the confederate cause. The court held that 


the on p him of whatever offense he had committed st the United 
8 „ and no offense connected with the rebellion “could be imputed to him,“ 
and that it ‘relieved him of whatever ty he had incurred by reason of his hav- 


ing participated in the rebellion,” and that the law made the proof of 
complete substitute for proof that he had given no aid or comfort to the re’ 


In Klein’s case the court said: d 


That pardon includes amnesty. It blots out the offense pardoned and removes 
all its penal consequences. N P 


And again, in the case of Carlisle : 


cases where it applies. All have that the on not merely releases the 
0 r anishment for the o; but that it obliterates in legal contem- 
plation the o; itself. (16 Wallace, 151.) 


Mr. WHITE. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin allow me just 
at this point? 

Mr. GG. I have but a moment or two more. 

Mr. WHITE. In the line of your ents. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? I will give him from my time to answer. 

r. BRAGG. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It relates to the jurisdictional question? 

Mr. BRAGG. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend from Wisconsin will observe that 
in this bill we recognize the fact that the Quartermaster’s Department 
has jurisdiction only of a certain class of claims. He will admit, I 
have no doubt, that we might designate what claims the Quarter- 
master-General’s Department may adjudicate. Now, if the bill pro- 
vides that only such claimants as under the act of 1864 might pro- 
perly file their claims in the Quartermaster-General’s Department 
should be allowed to go into the Court of Claims, would not that close 
the door of that court against other claimants ? 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Would that open the door to other claim- 
ants 

Mr. BRAGG. That would open the door. I appreciate the line of 
argument of the gentleman. The argument would be good if none 
but loyal citizens had filed claims in the Quartermaster-General’s 
Department, Every man who has filed a claim there has filed an affi- 
davitofhisloyalty. Therefore his affidavit opens the Quartermaster- 
General’s Department to a jurisdiction of his case, and the question 
is pen to proof to determine whether he was loyal or disloyal. 

ow, that same affidavit which opens the Quartermaster-General’s 
Department to a jurisdiction of his claim by this bill transfers that 
same claim so opened to the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims. 
The affidavit gives the court jurisdiction, and the court is to deter- 
mine the truth of the affidavit. 

Now, here we have a decision of the Court of Claims itself upon 
identically such a case, where that court held that the production 
ofa pardon dispensed with the necessity of any other proof of loy- 
alty, as that established it, as the law fixed the force and effect of 
the pardon itself. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. One is the question of remedy and the 


other of 2 6775 

Mr. BRAGG. Les; and you give the remedy to loyal claimants. 
That ap are them to file their petition, showing that they come 
within that category. You then confer upon the court the right to 
take evidence whether that allegation is true or not. And the Court of 
Claims has 1 decided that a pardon is the evidence, and that 
nothing can be adduced toimpeachit. Sothe claimant, being within 
the court, must receive judgment by the court with its eyes closed 
to 885 fact that he ever participated in any way whatever in the 
re on. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I 9 Soe the same reasoning would apply 
to the Quartermaster-General’s Department. If a pardon cere, 
would not the law require the Quartermaster-Gen so to determine 

Mr. BRAGG, The difference is this. The Quartermaster-General, 
instead of being a judicial officer, is an administrative officer, acting 
under a law which gives him power to investigate these claims an 


report to Con į whereas the judiciary, acting under their oath 
of office as judges, must decide, not according to the will of Con- 
gress, but according to the law as they find it. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I agree with the gentleman. 
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Mr. BRAGG. And they must follow the decision of the Supreme 


Court, which says that a pardon bah e ont the offense. 

But I do not think we s be ed upon to act upon this clause 
in the bill, as i trust that under the point of order which will be 
made against it thatit is not germane, does not reduce expenses and 
is certainly new legislation, the House will be relieved from its fur- 
ther consideration. I gi the remainder of my time to the gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. HOLMAN. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has one minute remaining. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And Iwill add five minutes for the benefit 
of my friend from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I had sought an opportunity to 
discuss a subject which has not been presented in this House for 
some years, except very briefly, and that is whether Congress ought 
to provide for the payment for transportation of the troops and prop- 
erty of the Government by the land-grant railroads. But the time 
allowed me is too brief, and I shall seek an opportunity to present 
that subject hereafter during the progress of this debate. 

I must say to my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] that I do not 
comprehend the force of his argument touching the adjustment of 
these claims if Congress shall determine that their continued adjust- 
ment shall be provided for. The act of July 4, 1864, confers upon 
the Commissiary-General and Quartermaster-General and the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury not simply administrative powers 
in the adjustment of these claims, but quasi judicial powers. Those 
officers determine the question of the loyalty of the claimant and the 
amount and nature of the claim, and the claims come before us from 
the accounting officers of the Treasury as audited accounts with a 
finding of the facts. 

Now, the proposition in the pending bill is to confer this same 
power, no greater and no less, upon the Court of Claimsand transfer 
these claims to that court, 92 the court as to this class of claims 
the same power it originally possessed, that is, to inquire into the 
facts and report them to Congress. By the e eee the 
power to render a judgment on the claims submitted is not conferred 
on the court as in other cases, but only to inquire into the facts and 
report them to Con subject, however, to this important provis- 
ion, that the court shall not — into the nature and amount of 
the claim until the er Gua of claimant is established, and this 
is the rule established by the law of July 4, 1864. So that whether 
the claim be examined under that law by the . 
and Commissary-General and the accounting officers of the Treasury 
or by the Court of Claims, the loyalty of the claimant must first be 
Satta to Cialestak TEENS POOE in ttm qe ease use Judicial shay 

0 powers one case are judic y 
— equally so, and no more so, in the other. 

We are all aware that Congress up to this time has appropriated the 
money to pay these claims audited and allowed under that law, and 
during all this time the main instrumentality through which the facts 
have been found upon which Congress has acted been a distin- 
guished officer of the Army, the Quartermaster-General, upon whose 
character for integrity and methods of investigation this and the 
other branch of Congress have been accustomed to rely with confi- 
dence. That gentleman retires from that position after long years of 
faithful service, and Congress is now compelled to determine whether 
the confidence reposed heretofore in the finding of the facts touching 
these claims for supplies for the Army did not y result from the 
confidence reposed in the aster-General from his iong ape: 
rience and well-established reputation rather than on tbe method by 
which the facts were found. 

And the House should consider another fact—that every year when 
that report has come to us, embracing from 1,200 to 1,500 dicated 
claims, calling for an i LAR ag of from $250,000 to „000 an- 
nually from the public Treasury, there has been (although these were 
regarded as adjusted accounts, audited claims) an unmistakable hesi- 
tation whether or not the great bill for their poyan should be 
passed without a much more thorough examination at the hands of 
Congress than it was possible for it to receive. 

Now, the Quartermaster-General and the Commissary-General, 
through the „ of the Treasury and subject to their 
revision, report these claims to Con just exactly as the Court of 
Claims would report them under the pending provision. Either 
would be but courts of inquiry, with exactly the same jurisdiction. 
‘To call the one an accounting officer and the other a court does not 
changg the character of the tribunal. 

Buf under the present method there is not and cannot be any open 

ublicity in the p ing. In the court as now pro the exam- 

ation would be open to public observation under the safeguard of 
public 1 1575195 roceeding. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the gentleman will yield a moment, I desire to 
move that the committee rise so that i Graco wep consent the order 
of the House providing for a session this evening may be rescinded. 
I would not interrupt the gentleman but for the fact that we have 
reached a point of time when it is necessary that the question should 
be determined. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is entirely proper. I yield to the gentleman 


for that R 5 
Mr. K. I move that the committee rise. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker having resumed the 


chair, Mr. HASKELL re that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union according to order, had under consid- 
eration the bill (H. R. No. ) making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for 
other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


RESCINDING ORDER FOR EVENING SESSION, 


Mr. HISCOCK. I ask by unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that 
the special order providing that a recess be taken at four o’clock and 
thirty minutes until seven o’clock and thirty minutes, in order that 
there may be an evening session for pension cases, be rescinded so 
far as this evening is concerned. 

Mr. BROWNE. Not to affect any of the subsequent Friday even- 
7718 under the order of the House. 

he SPEAKER. That is the understanding. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER. The order for the evening session, therefore, for 
this evening is rescinded. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION. 


Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint daes 
(H. R. No. 183) authorizing the Secre of War to use rations for the 
relief of destitute persons in the district overflowed by the Missis- 
sippi River; when the Speaker signed the same. 


EXTENSION OF DEBATE. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I move the House resolve itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the purpose of resuming the consideration of 
the Army bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In view of the lateness of the hour and the diffi- 
culty of proceeding with the examination of this bill to any extent 
this evening, I ask general debate be extended twenty minutes. 

'ERWORTH. I am willing to agree to that; that is ten 
minutes on each side. 

Mr. HoLMAN’s motion was to. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I now renew the motion to go into Committee of 
the Whole. 

The motion was a; to; and the House accordingly resolved it- 
self into Committee of the Whole, Mr. HASKELL in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that under the new 
order of the House twenty minutes of time have been added to the 
time for general debate. ere remain twenty minutes to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, [Mr. HOUK, ] and to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. BUTTERWORTH] th minutes. 

Mr. HOUK., How will the time stand now ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty minutes to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee and 2 minutes to a from Ohio, of which thirty 
minutes the gen leman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] has four minutes. 

Mr. B RWORTH. I yielded to the 8 from New Jer- 
sey five minutes, to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] 
twenty-five minutes, and to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOL- 
MAN] five minutes. 

Mr. CAMP. And to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. UPDEGRAFF] 
three minutes. 

Mr, HOLMAN, The time has been extended twenty minutes. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Then I have forty minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I desire a portion of the twenty minutes’ exten- 
on. 

The CHAIRMAN. Rai ee is recognized for four minutes 
on the original time granted to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. BUT- 


ae eer 
Mr. B ERWORTH. And I yield him five minutes more, making 
nine minutes in all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Gentlemen must have seen that I desired a large 
portion of the time extended by order of the House, and I hope I 
will not be limited. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In the case of Klein vs. The United States the 
Supreme Court did, as I understand the case, decide that the effect 
of a pardon duly granted by the President cannot be restricted by 
subsequent legisla fion. That is the most vigorous expression of that 
decision of the Supreme Court, and the force of it is well understood, 
but I think my eloquent friend from Wisconsin [Mr. BracG] has 
thrown no new light on it. It is not wise for us to be misled on a 
question of jurisdiction by calling one a court and the other an 
accounting officer of the ry. You can confer under the pro- 
visions of the Constitution the same power on one you can confer 
upon the other. The Court of Claims would not be a court of gen- 
eral but of special and limited jurisdiction under the provisions of 
this bill; of no greater jurisdiction, indeed, than the Quartermaster 
and Commissary Generals and the accounting officers of the bogey 
are under the powers conferred on them by the act of July 4, 1864. 

To my mind the restrictions imposed on the one have the same 
effect as the restrictions imposed on the other. Neither could do 
more than find the facts; no judgment can be rendered ; how, then, 
could the Klein case affect the question? I should shrink from con- 
ferring the jurisdiction conferred by this bill on the Court of Claims, 


or any other court or tribunal, if their judgment was to be final, 
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but the power conferred is ly to 
them to Congress—administrative in the main, but ially and in 
a limited sense judicial—just as you authorize the Quartermaster- 
ts and report to the accounting 


officers of the Treasury and through them to Congress. Whether 
3 will accept the facts and make the appropriations or not is 


uire into the facts and rt 
General now to inquire into the 


anot 
tion. 

One other question: Is this mode proposed T the Committee on 
Appropriations now pending more economical than the present 
method ? Is it, in the second place, a safer one for adjusting these 
claims if they are as heretofore to be provided for? 

As to the first inquiry, I must say that up to this time the argn- 
ments presented are not to my mind entirely conclusive, but it seems 
to me that in the Seopa of the proper rules for the investigation 
of these claims and the employment of the proper officers to carry 
on the investigation Congress can rest with more confidence on an 
organized tribunal, such as the Court of Claims, than upon an officer 
exclusively connected with the administration of an executive de- 

artment. I think the expense would not be so t under the 

ourt of Claims as under an executive officer. I think, too, it would 
be safer and better to rely on the court than upon an officer of the 
War Department. The open investigation of a court would better 
satisfy the public judgments than the ex parte proceedings of an ex- 
ecutive officer, and Congress could act upon it with far ter con- 
fidence because of the public and open character of judicial pro- 


ceedings, 

Mr. 8 

Mr. ATKINS. Before the gentleman goes away from the first prop- 
osition he has been discuss: ing, will he allow me to ask him if he 
believes that the transfer of ali these claims to the Court of Claims 
will necessitate as at an expenditure as is now made necessar, 
for the payment of the special agents sent out by the Quartermaster’s 
Department to investigate them? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not believe it will. I believe that rules can 
and will be adopted by the Court of Claims which will greatly reduce 
the expenses. My friend is aware that during the whole period of 
these investigations a sum equal to at least 55 per cent, of the audited 
claims which have annually come from the Treasury Department has 
been expended in their adjustment, agents and clerks and incidental 
expenses considered, 

r. ATKINS. So the actual amount paid last year to the agents 
of $136,604 will be reduced. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It will materially exceed that sum for the past 
year, and certainly can be greatly reduced. 

Mr. BRAGG. But what amount was rejected? How many hun- 
dreds of thousands were rejected? Millions were. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend has called attention to the fact, and 
has before him the record, I believe. 

Mr. BRAGG. I have not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The claims allowed amounted to a total of about 
four millions of dollars. The claims positively rejected amounted to 
more than nineteen millions, and the amount scaled down by the 
action of the Quartermaster-General from claims allowed amounted 
to near $4,000,000, while the claims allowed amount to $4,529,264.04. 

But I had left that branch of the subject. I wish to refer briefly 
to another feature of the bill. As I understand the law now, an 
Army officer having served for forty consecutive years in the Army 
is entitled to retire upon his own motion. After thirty consecutive 
zone of service he may retire by the consent and approval of the 

sident of the United States. er forty years’ service, and being 
page ab years of age, the President may, nolens volens, place him 
on the retired list. It seems to me that this old rule is wiser than 
the provision of this bill, which retires him absolutely and without 
recall when he shall have served forty years and reached the age of 
sixty-two years. The President of the United States is the head of 
the Army, and has under the Federal Constitution direct relations 
with the Army and its officers, and it is not therefore, I think, a 
harsh rule that he shall in his discretion, from time to time as the 
public service may require, place an officer who has reached the age 
of sixty-two years, and after forty years of honorable service, and 
who is physically or intellectually unable to perform his duty, on 
the retired list, taking him from the active list of the Army and per- 
mitting younger officers to advance in grade. This seems to me to 
be reasonable. 

Mr. BRAGG. How about Ord’s case? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend will Epam me to proceed with- 
out interruption, my time is so brief. How harsh and almost ernel 
becomes the rule When an officer at sixty-two years of age, who has 
served his country faithfully for forty years, and is still serving his 
country faithfully and honorably—1 say how harsh is the rule which 
shall peremptorily close up his public career, close up his connection 
with the active and moving world of which he is still a conscious 
and living part and in which he is still able, anxious to act, as one 
of its forces, and places him upon the retired list of the Army—a 
career completed while he is still conscious of his ability to be of 
value to his country. It is a harsh and cruel rule, a rigorons, hard, 
and unjust method of disposing of an officer who has served faith- 


er matter, and is entirely dependent on subsequent considera- 


fully in war and peace, and is still conscious of his ability to serve 
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his country. The rule will deprive you of many an officer whose 
integrity and experience is now of positive value to the country. 
But it will also be found a rule of questionable expediency as well 
as an expensive one. 

I think the old rule is a far better one. Take a single case: the 
55 who has held the position at the head of the Quartermas- 

rs Department of the Army for so long, during the war and since 
the war, who has reported to this House so often facts on which im- 
portant legislation has been founded and upon whose judgment and 
integrity Congress has felt safe in voting millions of money through 
all these years, would have been retired years ago under the rigid 
rule you would adopt, and yet his value to the public service is 
known to the whole country, and it will uire years to fill his 
place. Can Congress by an arbitrary rule afford to dispense with 
the service of such an officer?’ The retirement of such an officer 
will be unavoidable if this rule goes into effect. How harsh and far- 
reaching such a rule must be in its operations. The proposed rule is 
unjust and arbitrary, depriving the country of valuable officers in 
the Engineer Corps and other departments of the Army, and that, 
too, at a largely increased expenditure. 

You will not soon replace. that Quartermaster-General, and I de- 
sire, sir, that if such men are retired Congress shall not be responsible 
for the retirement. To retire an officer at such a period of life, 
when, from his knowledge, experience, and ability his service can 
be of inestimable value; when his character for integrity is com- 
pletely established and his intellectual and physical vigor are unim- 
paired, to enable younger men to obtain promotion, is not only harsh 
and crnel but unjust to the public service. 

(Here the hammer 2 

Mr. HOUK. I now yield to the gentleman from 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope I will be allowed to continue for a few 
moments ogee 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Indiana be allowed to proceed for ten minutes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘The House granted an extension of time for 
twenty minutes upon the request of the gentleman from Indiana, 
ano tosia that he is entitled by courtesy to dispose of that time 

imself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that it was agreed 
ten minutes additional should be allowed to each side. Of the twenty 
minutes additional ten minutes belong to the side represented by 
the gentleman from Indiana, [ Mr. HOLMAN, Jof which he has already 
consumed seven, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ithink the eee from Tennessee [Mr. Houx] 
will not object to my taking the other three minutes. 

Mr. HOUK. As it was understood by the House and announced 
by the Chair that the time was to be divided and I was to control a 
portion of it, [have given the time to other gentlemen, and have 
no right to take it back from them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee Mr. Houk]is 
recogpized, 

Mr. HOUK. I would be exceedingly glad to hear the gentleman 
from Indiana by unanimous consent, but I cannot yield to him any 
portion of the time which I have already yielded to other gentlemen. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is not a matter of uy Rader page consequence, 
5 will have au opportunity of speaking rward in the five-minute 

ebate. 

Mr. HOUK. I yield six minutes to the gentleman from Kentucky, 
(Mr. Wurrx.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having taken 
the chair, a m from the Senate was communicated by Mr. 
SYMPSON, one of its clerks, informing the House that the Senate had 
passed a bill (S. No, 1501) for the erection of a public building at 
Columbus, Ohio, in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire, as a text for my remarks, to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to the portion of the bill extending from line 
118 to line 165, which is as follows: 

And provided „That no of the hereb; 
or acpi in he ter . a 5 the pe ag ul 
An act to restrict the 


shall be used 


yment of certain d quartermaster’s stcres and subsistence supplies 
ed to the Army of the United States,” and acts and resolutions am 
thereof and supp! And such of said claims as are now pending 
and undetermined in the General's Department or in the mis- 
sary-General's Department, and which the rermaster-General or C 


or Commissary- 
the limitations of said actof July 4, 
1864, and ihe acts and resolutions —— thereof and supplementary thereto, 
the ed and adju ed, and to report to 
the n for settlement, are hereby transferred to 
the Court of Claims; and subject to the restrictions herein, said court shall de- 
termine the loyalty of the claimants at the time when their property is alleged to 
have been taken or furnished for which the claims are made respectively, and hay- 
ing so determined the loyalty of a claimant shall then determine the value of said 
claimant's property taken or furnished the Army of the United States, if any, and 
report the same, with the names of the claimants respectively, to the next regular 
session of Con ; and in all cases where the said court shall determine the 
claimant was disloyal at the time when said claimant's p y was taken for or 


ed to the Army of the United States, it shall no er n or 
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thereto; and said court may, under such rules and tions as it shall 


consider the evidence, affidavits, and exhibits on file in the 

-General’s and Commissary-General's t in 

reference to said claims res vely. FFF 

to authorize said court to find in favor of any t except upon f of all 

the facts required to be established by said act and acts amendato f; nor 
shall this provision be so construed as * 

hear and determine any claim or claims e eneral or Com- 


maleria atA by © Quartermaster-Ge 
General before the transfer provided for herein is made be ed or reheard 
said court; and nothing in act shall be construed to the time in which 
claims shall be filed or be forever 


If this rider to the bill means an at all it means there is a 
class of men, representatives of the great American people, here on 
this floor who are afraid to pay any loyal claimsin the South. It is 
equivalent to putting the claim of a man who was loyal in Kentucky 
or Tennessee on the same basis with the claim of a man who was a 
traitor during the rebellion. 

As the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] has shown in his 
remarks be . the decisions of the Supreme Court, which 
I shall not now take the time to read, those men who were rebels 
during the late war and who have been patanen, who may occupy 
seats upon this floor, or who may be at home in the quiet walks of 
life, wi go into this Court of Claims and will not be asked a ques- 
tion about their loyalty, but will prove their claims; and if they 
have a claim of $10,000 or $20,000, any man who knows anything 
about the proceedings in the courts will know those claims will take 
precedence over the smaller claims for corn, or horses, or cattle, or 
whatever may have been taken from loyal citizens during the war to 
subsist our armies. I call the attention of gentlemen to lines 137 to 
144: 

Said court shall determine the loyalty of the claimants at the time when their 
property ss alleged to have been taken or furnished, for which the claims are le 
Tespec' y, and, ha claimant, shall then deter- 


so determined the loyalty of a 
mine the value of said t's property or furnished the Army of the 
United States, if any, and report the same, with the names of the claimants respec- 


tively, &c. 


Now, if that does not mean what [have said it means, I hope some 
entleman will explain tome what itdoes mean. Theman who was 
foal till Lincoln issued his emancipation proclamation may have 
lost property prior to that time. Under the law of 1864 he cannot get 
pay for his property ifafter Lincoln issued his emancipation proclama- 
tion he then became arebel. Pass this rider, and that man comes into 
court and collects the amount of his claim; while the r, humble 
citizen who has ajust claim for a horse taken for the nation’s use dur- 
during the rebellion, who was loyal from the beginning to the end of 
the war, will be crowded out of court, which will be engaged in hear- 
ing testimony for this large claimant. In other words, the lar; 
claims, and usually the disloyal claims, pushed by feed 535 
be the first to receive a hearing by the court, while the small claims 
of honest, loyal claimants, who have for twenty years patiently 
awaited the payment of their losses, will be delayed indefinitely. 
Not only that, but this small claimant’s claim has been hanging 
fire in the Department for twenty years. The testimony has been 
sent up; the case has been examined; the Department is ready to 
report. It has been reported, it a se to Mr. Ekin, in Jefferson- 
ville, Indiana, or to Mr. Dana, at Nashville, Tennessee, and it is now 
waiting there because the appropriation is not sufficient to send out 
ents in those districts to report from testimony taken on the spot 
whether that claim ought to be recommended to the Secretary of the 
and through him to Congress for payment. This rider on 
this bill permits all that shall be thrown away and that the poor 
claimant shall be compelled to come into this court and begin de novo. 
And if he gains his case what does it put in his pocket? Not enough 
perhaps to pay his lawyer. This billisin the interest of the lawyers 
in this city and not in the interest of the loyal people who lost their 


W nini the late war. 
I hold in my hand a letter from a constituent of mine which puts 
this case pointedly before the committee. And this is simply one 
example of the many: 
BOONVILLE, OWSLEY County, KENTUCKY, March 4, 1882. 
Deak SiR: I received a few lines a few da: from my attorney, Mr. Samuel 
V. Niles, which inform — that my case 8 a eet before the commit- 
tee. He arges me to write to you and other members of my acquaintance in Con- 
gress to t in the matter, i ransa Sa have no personal acquaintance 
t and Hon. JOHN G. CAR- 


cannot see how the Government can refuse to 
erstood i 


satisfied that if rr aa ay fully und: would 
pay it ata word, without any hesitation. The fi charged was laid 3 
of the Madison County court on all passengers vehicles, &e. My e was 
made out and sworn to and proven. The boat I built under an order of General 


Hon. Joas D. Wurre. 


Let me give another case: 
PRESTONBURGH, KENTUCKY, February 22. 

Dear Sm: I have claims the Government for several hundred dollars, 
and every cent of them is j due and t to be paid ; they have been pendin 
before the proper d ents at W: for payment for several years. 
used every effort was and honest to get them allowed, but all to no 
purpose. I made all the proof they required, both as to loyalty and the justness 
of my claims, and still they were 8 and my attorneys have, I am informed, 
presented them to Con; knowing them to be just and legal from the testi- 


Dre ee ge them as they have. Task you to 
. is honest to try to them allowed. Hoping you wi 
am, y 


yours, truly, 
Hon. Joux D. Warre, M. C., Washington, D. C. 


The latter case was rejected because the Quartermaster-General 
was not able to certify he was loyal. Put this rider on the bill and 
that man comes into the Court of Claims. It is trne he will have a 
very poor chance to receive justice. But his will take its place 
among those claims. Sir, does the gentleman in charge of this bill 
mean to tell me that loyal claimants who are now waiting and have 
been pang for twenty years shall have to go to the Conrt of 
Claims to e chances as rejected claimants? Let us hear from 
the Department agent at Jeffersonville on this subject. I received a 
letter from the eee. Department stating that 
a number of claims in the State of Kentucky had been referred to 
General Ekin. General Ekin is the man who has charge of all the 
claims in Kentucky, as General Dana has of all the claims in Ten- 
nessee ; one being at Jeffersonville, Indiana, and the other at Nash- 
vale, Tennessee. Here are the replies I have received from General 


SAMUEL MAY. 


JEFFERSONVILLE, INDIANA, 
December 27, 1881. 
Dear Sm: Ihave ee ee receipt this aay of your letter 
of the 22d instant, in to claims in Kentucky against the United States now 


ly to the same, you are respectfully informed that at the beginning of 
> the Crosses. yeh of the eee 


; served in a Pennsylvania on gery during 
at its close, and has been em- 


, Menefee, Montgomery, Morgan, 
Bath, Breathitt, Elliott, and Perry Coun all in ninth district. 


e is at present stationed 


N ivsey is an Englishman by birth; served in the United States re; 
Army during the war; was subsequently employed as clerk in the civil se 
the Government, and has been since 187. $ ge rming duty as an agent. He is now 
stationed at Simpson County, Kentucky. 

All of these gentlemen are of matare and have had, from their length of 
service, much experience in the investigation of claims, are thoroughly compe- 
tent, industrious, and honest, and have an esc gh confidence. 


ce of 


JAMES A. EKIN, 
Deputy Quartermaster-General, United States Army. 
8 Ninth Kentucky Oongressional District, 

e Washington, D. O. 


JEFFERSONVILLE, 


INDIANA, 
January 6, 1882. 

DEAR Stn: I have the honor to acknowledge the nc eg bel bay letter of the 
34 . to claims in Kentucky. particularly those in the ninth Con- 
gressional ct. 

I inclose list of counties in your district in which claims are on filein this office, 
soa number of claims in each, making an aggregate of one hundred and fifty-six 

aims. 

Claims of counties checked in red are now in hands of Agent Langston, as 
stated in my letter to you of the 27th ultimo. This agent has recently investi- 

ted the cases in Es Lee, Owsley, and Wolfe Counties, and in a short time 

gent Fry will be sent to investigate the claims for Clay, Knox, Laurel, and Rock 


Tn addition to this, A. he has leted the investi 
n tion to 80 soon as he 00! e inv — 
3 CARA a 

that the entire business, 


mt 
8 
with this force I am satisfied 


could not be reach y ordinary means o 
d retarded the investigation there. 

soon as the Morgan-raid claims are dis of, which will be at no distant 

day, the two agents now engaged on that duty will be transferred to Kentucky, 

with this additional force claims in the State will be very rapid! of, 


I have the honor to be, very respectfully and sincerely, your 


JAMES A. EKIN, 
Deputy Quartermaster-General, United States Army. 


has toa great 


nd, 


Hon. Joux D. WHITE, 
Member 


of Congress, ninth district of Kentucky, Washington, D. O. 


1882. 


j 
o 
— 


tee 


— 
on 


Is the hammer about to fall, Mr. Chairman? The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] said he would give me five minutes of his 


time. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Onemoment. Lam particularly amiable, 
but I have been giving my time to gentlemen opposing this provision 
of the bill, and refusing it to those gentlemen who are in favor of it. 
I will give the gentleman three minutes more, and then I will give 
no more of my time to members opposing the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky will proceed 
for three minutes. 

Mr. WHITE. Now what we need is to give these men having this 
matter in charge more agents than they now have. The agents that 
have been employed are not Kentuckians as a rule; they come from 
the North. One is an Englishman, another is from Maryland, another 
from Iowa, and so on. x a rule they never take a Southern man if 
they can avoid it. 

We need more men to go down there and make special examination 
by the rules of this Department and to wind up all this business. 
Not only that, but the Quartermaster-General himself, with all his 
machinery to settle these cases, can examine only about two thousand 
a year, whereas in his office there are now seventeen thousand cases. 
The Secretary of the Treasury has recommended that an additional 
force be given to the Quartermaster-General, and we refuse it, and 
instead of that put a rider on this bill, for what? 

I claim that if we ferret this matter to the bottom it would be 
found that it was suggested by some one not in the interest of the 
claimant, but probably in the interest of claim agents in the city of 
Washington, and directly against the interest of the poor loyal claim- 
ants, whose rights have been neglected for twenty years and are now 
to be totally disregarded by forcing them into the Court of Claims. 

I will give here a specimen of the loyal claimants and a specimen 
of disloyal claimants who would go to this court of unjust discrim- 
ination: 

Campton, WOLFE COUNTY, KENTUCKY, 
January 28, 1882. 

Sm: I have a claim for bay horse, for $110, which was referred tba agen 
master-General to the House committee January 20, 1880, and is on k D, 
88. Will you please hand this to some good claim agent and get them to collec the 
claim for me, and oblige, yours, 

A. DRAKE. 


Hon. Joux D. Wurrx. 


Wan DEPARTMENT, 
QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. O., February 17, 1882. 
Sm: In reply to your communication, I am directed by the assistant quarter- 
master-general in charge to inform you that the papers in the claim in favor of A. 
Drake, of Wolfe County, 8 one horse, stated at $110, were on January 
20, 1880, transmitted to the honorable Secretary of War for transmittal to Claims 
Committee, House of Representatives. 
Claimants’ letter is herewith returned. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JAS. M. MOORE, 
Quartermaster, United States Army. 
Hon. J. D. Warre, House of Representatives. 


The above was a loyal claimant without friends. The proving 
is the ante-bellum claim of an arch traitor and unrepentent rebel, 
with wealth and influence to back him: 


Resolution for the relief of William Preston and the Texas Association and the 
establishment of their rights under the acts of annexation admitting the State 
of Texas into the Union. 


Whereas the circuit court of the United States for the fifth circuit and western 
district of Texas in the case of William Preston, complainant, vs. William C. 
Walsh, commissioner of the land ofice of the State of Texas, defendant, did pass 
and enter a decree in equity on the 26th of Jan , 1882, accompanied by anopin- 
ion declaring that the comp: t and his assoc: were entitled to a large grant 
of land lying in the State of Texas, under a contract made between the republic 
of Texas and Charles Fenton Mercer, and under an express trust created in favor 
of Mercer and his associates by the compact of annexation under which said State 
was admitted into the Union, which created a case of the highest equity, pen i 
the public faith of the State of Texas to its execution; and holding further. That 
it had no jurisdiction to extend full relief without the action of the political de- 
partments of the high contracting parties to said compact of annexation ; and 

Whereas said William Preston and his associates, most of whom are citizens of 
this Commonwealth, entitled to its sovereign protection, have petitioned this Gen- 
eral Assembly to take such measures as may be appropriate to secure the action 
— tho —.— departments, as suggested by the circuit court of the United States: 

ow, therefore, 

by the General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Kentucky, That our 
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measures to obtain from the poli io clon ayy 

to give full, adequate, and 

his ee eee . the views ex- 

pressed by the circuit court of the United States in the case of William Preston, 
C. Walsh, commissi 


Resolved, That his excellency the governor may authorize the said William 
Preston, or his successors, to institute proceedings in the courts of the United 
States, in the name of the Commonwealth of Ken oky, to prosecute their claim 
and enforce said trust according to the Constitution laws of the United States, 
and to do all acts under the name and authority of the Commonwealth n 


wed, That the governor is hereby requested to forward a copy of this reso- 
lution to each of our rs and Representatives in Congress. 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
JAMES E. CANTRILL, 
of the Senate. 


Approved March 10, 1882. 


By the governor: 
JAMES BLACKBURN, Secretary of State. 


COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 
Frankfort, 


March 11, 1882. 
Dear Sin: Herewith I transmit, in accordance with the request therein con- 


tained, a —.— resolution of the General Assembly of Kentucky for the relief 
William ton and the A 


of 
Texas and the establishment of their rights 


under the acts of annexation admitting the State of Texas into the Union.” 
Respectfull. 


“4 LUKE P. BLACKRURN, Governor. 


I regret that my time is so brief and I have to hurry over these 
matters. I have documents here I think to satisfy any fair-minded 
man that what I state is a legitimate conclusion, after an examination 
of all the facts. The committee will remember that but a few days 
since, under the operation of this law of 1864, after all this trouble 
had been gone through with, the claims investigated by the Quar- 
termaster-General’s Department, referred to General Ekin and others 
like him, and agents sent to examine into the matter on the spot, the 
Secretary of the Treasury had reported them to Congress as pro 
claims to be paid, and yet there were a number of gentlemen on thi 
floor who were unwilling to vote for the payment of these claims. 
Only when they found that it was the law and that if they did not 
vote for the payment of these claims it would be in direct violation 
of law, their prattle ceased, and the list of loyal claimants, reported. 
were voted the payment long since due for their losses in support of 
the Union. That same spirit is exhibited here now. Let us com- 
plete the work begun in the Quartermaster-General’s Office, and do 
all we can to aid the loyal claimants. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I now yield ten minutes of my time to the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. K, ] the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to say a word or two in reply to the in- 
sinuation so often made on this floor, and last repeated by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, [Mr. WHITE, ] that this e n the bill is 
inspired by claim- agents about the City of i m. Sir, the 
gentleman who originated this clause, upon whose suggestion if was 
inserted in the bill and concurred in by the committee after exami- 
nation, was the distinguished gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. BuTTER- 
WoRTH.] And I say to you, gentlemen, that their insinuations are 
harmless when directed against him, The insinuation is uncalled for 
and far-fetched. If it is a charge at all it is a charge against the 
distinguished chairman of the sub-committee which concluded that 
this is wise legislation and has brought it in here. 

There has been a great deal of lob ying upon thissubject. Ihave 
never heard from any claim nt, and I know not whether they are 
for or against it. But from the time that this legislation was agi- 
tated I have been flooded, as other members of the committee have 
been, with ee from gentlemen who are investigating these claims 
and who will be deprived of employment if this legislation is had. 
All of the lobbying that has transpired has come from that source, 
and no other, so far as I know. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the gentleman allow me to say just in this 
connection that there are only four of these agents for the whole State 
of Kentucky, none of whom are from that State. There is about the 
same number in Tennessee. 

Mr. HISCOCK. One word in reference to the argument that has 
been made by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. UppEGRAFF] and, I 
think, repeated by the gentleman from Wisconsin, [Mr. BRAGG, ] 
though I did not hear the whole of his remarks. It is the argument 
that if we adopt this provision the effect will be to waive the ques- 
tion of the disloyalty of the claimant. 

Now, do those distinguished lawyers mean to tell me that we 
have not the power to send certain facts to any court for them to 
base their decisions upon, and that we waive everything by so . 
Yet that is the full scope of this bill. We send the claims to the 
Court of Claims, that that court may find and certify to two facts: 
was the claimant loyal at the time the property was taken ; and, if 
so, how much is due to him? 
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Now, the court is not to adjudicate on the claim, or to render a 
judgment that will bind the Government, The court is to report to 
Congress its findings on those two points, and we will have full con- 
trol over each claim when it is thus reported to us. The court is to 
report upon those two primary fundamental points and upon noth- 
ing else, and the whole matter is to be subject to our review when 
reported to us here. 

e can allow theclaims then, or disallow them as we please. They 
will come to us clothed with no greater authority, they will be no 
more sacred than when they come to us reported from the Commis- 
sary Department or from the Quartermaster’s Department. 

I understand the full scope of the case which has been cited here— 
the case of Klein vs, The United States. Beyond any doubt, it was 
there held that as a defense the disloyalty of the claimant was 
abandoned by the Government by the amnesty proclamation under 
the acts of Congress which authorized it to be issued. But we send 
these cases to the court for it to reckon fl not whether the man was 
loyal at some period of time after the claim arose against the United 
States, or whether the defense, based upon the claimant’s disloyalty, 
was waived, but whether he was loyal at the time when the sup- 
plies were furnished or taken. 

Now, the gentleman from 3 WHITE] has made a criti- 
cism upon this ‘t rider,” as he calls it, that it lets in another class of 
eases. It lets in nothing; for it employs with reference to the oT 
alty of the claimant precisely the same Janguage employed in the 
law which gave the Sag one rene and the Commissary- 
General authority in the first instance to hear these claims. e 
expressly declare that we do not extend the jurisdiction of the court 
beyond the jurisdiction that has been exercised by those two branches 
of the Government before which these claims have heretofore been 
considered. 

The committee decided to recommend the adoption of this provis- 
ion, because, as they believe, it will work no injustice to claimants. 
The documentary evidence establishing or refuting the claims is upon 
the files; and we provide that it shall all be transferred to the court; 
that the court shall examine the same evidence 1 that has 
been brought before the Quartermaster-General and the Commissary- 
General. Under this provision the court simply takes the place of 
these two officers. The mass of evidence that has been accumulat- 
ing is to be sent to the court to be digested ; and we believe it will 
receive there more careful and just consideration than it would at 
the hands of the officers who have heretofore examined these claims, 
because an investigation of this kind is more in the line of the duties 
of the court. 

Mr. Chairman, it has been said here that the distinguished gen- 
tleman at the head of the Quartermaster-General’s Department is 
opposed to this measure. I must before I close call attention to the 
wonderful change that has been wrought in his mind upon this ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BRAGG. Will you sea a question ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certain 7 

Mr. BRAGG. I would like to know how you can reconcile your 
conscience to a“ rider“ on an appropriation bill? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that there is any 

uestion of morality involved in this, and I have been educated here 

or four years by the Democratic party in the belief that it is always 
proper to. put a “rider” on an appropriation bill when it is in the 
direction of economy. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is what we say yet. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That word “economy” has some charms for my 
ears. Although it has been used so often as to become somewhat 
offensive, yet, sir, I say to the gentleman from Wisconsin that when 
I see that the public service can be well ye A diy and at the same 
time a reduction of expense accomplished, I am in favor of “riders” 
to achieve it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is right. 

Mr. BRAGG. Confession is good for the soul. 

Mr. HISCOCK. There is no“ confession“ involved. 

Now, here is a communication which I have received from the 
Quartermaster-General, in reply to a letter which I directed to be 
written to him. He says: 


In I have the honor to invite your attention to the following recommenda- 
9 me 


That is, the present Quartermaster-General— 


while acting Quartermaster-General, in a letter to the honorable Secre of 
War of J . — 8, 1876, on the subject of these claims. i 


Then follows what he said in 1876: 

In submitting this I respectfully suggest to the honorable Secretary of 
War the propriaty of as Congress to uate the Quartermaster-General of the 
duties of examining claims coming within the operations of the act of July 4, 1864, 
and that they be made the subject of consideration of some other tribunal. 


And afterward in this letter my attention is directed to other ac- 
tion taken by this distinguished officer in the same direction. Yet 
there comes here to-day a telegram from him opposing the change. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. HUTCHINS. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to hear read the document referred 
to by the gentleman from New York, [ Mr. Hiscock.}] Let it be read 
or printed so that we may see it. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I have no control of that telegram. It has been 
referred to here upon the floor. It has been stated that there is a 
dispatch of that sort. 

Mr. REED. I do not think there is any inconsistency in opposing 
the transfer now, and wishing to get rid of these claims six years 
ago before the officer could see his way through them. 

. RANDALL. I meant the communication which the gentle- 
man from New York held in his hand. 

Mr. HOUK. One word before the gentleman from New York pro- 


ceeds. 

Mr, HUTCHINS. I do not yield any part of my time. 

Mr. HOUK. I think by unanimous consent I may have the right 
to say a word asa personal privilege. If the gentleman from Naw 
York meant to convey to this House that I had insinuated — 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee is not in order. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Huronixs] has the floor. 

Mr. HOUK. I want to say—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee has fourteen 
minutes remaining of his hour, and the Chair will recognize him 
before the debate is exhausted. 

Mr. HOUK. I thought I could wedge it in here. [Laughter. ] 

Mr, HUTCHINS. r. Chairman, I hope that the provision now 
under discussion will be adopted. I recollect that about two weeks 
ago, when the chairman of the committee having charge of these war 
claims [Mr. Houx] had before the House under a suspension of the 
rules granted by unanimous consent a bill for the payment of claims 
of this class, he limited the debate on a bill embracing nearly thir- 
teen hundred items, of which seven hundred and fifteen came from 
the State of Tennessee, to fifteen minutes on each side; and when I 
asked consent to put a question—simply a question—in relation to 
the bill, it was denied me. 

I wish it understood that a bill of this amount can be brought be- 
fore Congress, and upon awards made by subordinate clerks in an 
Department of the Government, can be passed by members 2 
unexplained, and without the privilege of asking questions. I hope 
these claims may be over to a court where there may be a 
judicial investigation under the forms of law, and when it comes 
back here we can take it without examination, and are supported 
in doing so, because it is the decision of a court of law. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I yield for five minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois, 2 SPARES. ] 

Mr. SPARKS. Mr. Chairman, I propose to direct the attention of 
the committee to another branch of the bill than the one which has 
just been under discussion, and that is in relation to the retirement 
of Army officers. I might advert, sir, with some political pleasure for 
a few moments to this question of poting “riders” on appropriation 
bills, as now proposed by our Republican Appropriations e 
but Í think it is fair now to assume that our publican friends gene- 
rally have become satisfied that the Democratic doctrine héretofore 
maintained on that subject is the correct one. They have either be- 
come thus satisfied or they were insincere when they in the three last 
Congresses abused us for putting“ riders” on the appropriation bills. 

I think that this „rider“ or clause proposing to retire all Army 
officers at sixty-two years of age is correct in principle upon several 
grounds. The gentleman from Indiana, in addressing himself to this 
point a while ago, said it was a hardship and a harsh thing to turn out 
a good man at sixty-two years ofage. But allow me, sir, to suggest 
that it is infinitely more harsh and a greater hardship to let your con- 
stitutional Commander-in-Chief, the President of the United States, 
have the power to retain one officer in the service when he has long 
panon that age and to retire a better one who has just attained it. 

at thing has occurred; and while I do not wish to be harsh or 
critical, I must insist that it willoccurjust so long as the Commander- 
in-Chief has the power to select A for retirement and B for retention 
after a certain age. Influences are brought to bear which may 
prompt him to retire the younger and better officer and retain in the 
service the older and less efficient. 

Such a case occurred, sir, not long ago. I believe what I say on 
this subject, and I say it without acrimony, that one officer was re- 
tired immediately after he had reached sixty-two years of age be- 
cause he had certain political convictions not in harmony with the 
then acting President, and another older than he was retained be- 
cause his political sentiments were in agreement with those of the 
President. We allremember the case where a brigadier-general just 
sixty-two years old sent a telegram to an old comrade when he was 
nominated by his pouca party for the Presidency stating ‘‘ he was 
glad of it,” &c. He was down in Texas somewhere, a brave fight- 
ing man, a man always in the front, and it seems that he felt when 
a favorite old comrade had been nominated for that high oflice by 
the political party with which he himself was in sympathy that it 
was not improper to express his ae by sending him a tele- 
gram of congratulation, and he did so. But shortly after a major- 
general older than he came on from San Francisco to New York at 
some expense to the Government (as it is alleged) to vote on the other 
side. The younger man who had sent the telegram was retired, while 
the older one who had come on to New York to vote was kept in the 
service. 

Reflections have been and will be made that the Commander-in- 
Chief in this case discriminated in favor of the one and against the 
other, prompted thereto by political prejudice, It may be so who- 
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ever shall be President. What I wish to do, therefore, is to relieve 
the President, who is the constitutional Commander-in-Chief of the 
Army, from the exercise of any such discretion by providing that 
at a certain age all shall stand by law upon an egual aotig; and 
that an officer when he arrives at that age shall be regarded as so 
far advanced in life that he shall 8 go upon the retired 
list. We thereby provide also the means by which the younger 
Officers may have a hope some time of reaching higher rank and bet- 
ter position in the Army. That is my faith on this subject. 

There is no harshness about this provision as I view it. It fixes 
the period when retirement shall take place, and when that time 
comes, when the officer has reached sixty-two years of age, he is re- 
tired by the positive provisions of the law, and is not subject to 
Presidential caprice. He knowsit beforehand, and will prepare for 
it accordingly. Under the retirement act all officers get three quar- 
ters pay, thereby losing one quarter, but being free to en (ifhe 
can at that age) in something else. He cannot prepare for this as 
the law now stands, because he may reach sixty-two years of age, or 
sixty-three, or seventy-three, and under the discretion belonging 
to the Commander-in-Chief he may not be retired until the latter 

riod. 

P That discretion in the President, as I view it, is furthermore detri- 
mental to efficiency of the service in opening the door for distrust as 
to his fairness and wisdom in its exercise, and this distrust it is next 
to impossible to eradicate from the minds of those who are subordi- 
nate to him and standing in constant terrorof what they fancy may 
be his prejudiced and ir discrimination against them. It is like- 
wise unjust to the President to place him in position of being thus 
the subject of criticism and distrust. 

This provision in the bill providing forretirement atsixty-two year’s 
of age simply recognizes a fact believed to be correct, that an officer’s 
life is then so far advanced that it is well that he should get out of 
the way and allow yo r minds and more active blood to come to 
the front. I think that it is correct in principle and shall vote forit 
with much pleasure. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois, [Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am obli to the gentleman from Ohio. I 
shall speak to the proviso contained on page 6 in this bill, in the fol- 
lowing words: 

aise! a pty ed further, That no of the sum hereb riated shall be used or 
expended in ag investigation 3 theact duly 4, 1864, entitled An 
act to restrict the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims, and to provide for the pay- 
ment of certain demands for quartermaster's stores and subsistence supp: es . 
ished to the Army of the United States, and acts amendatory thereof. And all 
claims being prosecuted under said act, and acts amendatory thereof, and which 
are now pending and undetermined in the Quartermaster-General’s Department 
or in the Com -General's Department, shall be, with the papers on file and 
appertaining to such claims, transferred to the Court of Claims, and, subject to 

e restrictions herein, said court shall, according to the rules and practice thereof, 
hear and determine said claims the same as if they had been originally prosecuted 
in said court. But nothing herein shall beso construed as to authorize said court 
to find in favor of any claimant except upon proof of all the facts required to be 
established by said act, and acts amendatory thereof; nor shall this provision be 
so construed as to confer upon said court jurisdiction to hear and determine any 
claim or claims which the Quartermas ral or Commissary-General is not 
now by law authorized to hear and determine under said act; nor shall any claim 
determined by the Quartermaster-General or Commi -General before the 
transfer provided for herein is made be reopened or . y said court. 


This provision simply authorizes the jurisdiction of certain claims 
now cognizable before the Quartermaster’s Department, by the Court 
of Claims, and in its jurisdiction it is expressly limited to the class 
of claims now by the act of 1864 to be considered by the Quarter- 
master’s Department. 

Can there be any objection on the part of any gentleman who de- 
sires to do justice to claimants, as well as justice to the Government, 
to this provision? What objection can be offered to a provision so 
eminently fair, so eminently proper, and one which would seem to 
commend itself so readily to every member upon the floor. 

I maintain that there isno constitutional right in or which can be 
conferred upon any ministerial office of the Government to adjudicate 
such cases as are contemplated by this proviso. The Constitution 
itself recognizes the t distinction and prescribes this distribution 
of powers between the various departments of the Government, pro- 
viding that the legislative shall be vested in Congress, and that the 
judicial power shall be exercised by certain courts of law. The de- 
termination of matters coming up in the current administration of 
the affairs of the Government, and covered by our annual appropri- 
ation bills, are matters that can be determined by the various Exec- 
utive Departments. But the adjudication of claims originating fif- 
teen or sixteen years ago are expressly confided to the courts, and 
should not be conferred upon and cannot bo properly, conferred upon 
any ministerial officer of the Government. at power has a min- 
isterial officer to adjudicate claims? If he acts at all, he must act 
upon ex parte affidavits, upon testimony such as no justice of the 
peace would zooognize in determining the right of property between 
two of the humblest individuals of the land in reference to the small- 
est sum over which he has jurisdiction. No court in the land would 
look at such a paper or allow it to have any influence or weight in 
the determination of any cause, and parti ly in claims involving, 


as many of these claim cases do, large sums of money. 


ek WHITE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
on 
Mr. SPRINGER. I cannot yield for a question. I have but a very 


brief time. 

Mr. WHITE. Iwill the House to extend the gentleman’s time 
if he 8 me to in pt him. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam afraid the gentleman will not secure it, and 
I prefer to run no risk. 

I say these cases are decided upon er parte affidavits that no court 
would recognize, and which can be n up, as everybody knows, 
by the bushel in support of the loyalty of the claimant or the justice 
of the claim in many cases which are sent to the Department for ad- 

udication. Every gentleman knows how easily these affidavits can 
secured all over the country; and how many fraudulent ones have 
been secured to put 0 the Departments such cases as are now 
cognizable there under the law no man in this world will ever be able 
to discover. 

But in the Court of Claims the mode of 33 in judicial 
tribunals will be observed. Witnesses will be examined in a judi- 
cial manner; ex parte testimony will have no weight, and no claim 
will be permi to pass the scrutiny of that tribunal that is not 
sanctioned by such evidence as would alone have weight in a court 
of law. Opportunity will be presented for the examination of wit- 
nesses, and their cross-examination by United States commissioners 
and all the forms of procedure of judicial tribunals will be justly 
observed. What more reasonable, convenient, or appropriate plan 
can be suggested? In this way justice will be done to the honest 
claimants, and the Treasury of the country 8 against unjust 
demands. But, Mr. Chairman, to send such claims into one of the 
little back rooms of the building, and submit them to the 
discretion and adjudication of an officer who may never have looked 
into a law-book in his life, who knows perhaps nothing of the rules 
of evidence, whose judgment might be swayed by trivial features 
that would not bear a moment’s scrutiny in open court, and intrust 
him with power and clothe him with authority to adjudicate claims 
involving millions of PETS and send them to Congress for the ne- 
cessary appropriation to di ge them, is a mockery of justice, an 
unpardonable dereliction of duty upon the law-making power of the 
Government, and a fraud upon the toiling masses of the people, the 
hard-working, honest taxpayers of the country. 

Sir, in the name of the people of this country, in the name of jus- 
tice, in the name of common sense I protest against this manner of 
adjudicating claims against this Government. The time has come 
when we are brought face to face with the question, and I demand 
in the name of those whom I have the honor to represent here that 
all such claims shall hereafter be referred to and adjudicated by a 
court having authority of law, where the rules of evidence can be 
applied, and where the common and proper proceedings of judicial 
processes shall be observed. 

Mr. WHITE. That will let in millions of unjust and fraudulent 
claims and involve the Government in unusual expenditures to meet 

em. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not care to argue the question from a specu- 
lative stand-point. The facts are before us. If this court under the 
operations of its legal and formal processes, governed by the rules 
applicable to other judicial tribunals throughout the country, shall 
recommend the payment of claims, I shall feel satisfied that they 
meee piri a proper conclusion and that they are just and should 

paid. 

Mr. WHITE. Then the gentleman admits that it will throw the 
Treasury doors opan for the payment of millions of unjust claims. 

Mr. SPRINGE No, sir; I do not. On the contrary, I say it 
will be conducive to economy, because the result will be to weed 
out the irre and improper claims, and permit only the just and 
legal ones to be paid. 

claim that no better system can be devised for getting at the 
true facts in each of these cases, and fox that reason, until some bet- 
ter plan is shown me than our usual and satisfactory methods of 
arriving at facts by the testimony of living witnesses in open court 
and their cross-examination, I shall be inclined to hold to my con- 
victions. 

Mr. HOUK. I now yield nine minutes to my colleague from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. PETTIBONE. ] 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Mr. Chairman, I would make no insinuation 
against any gentleman upon this floor, but yet I am convinced that 
the enactment of this provision to transfer these claims from the 
Quartermaster-General’s Department to the Court of Claims would 
operate greatly to the benefit of the claim agents of Washington. I 
know as a matter of fact, and as my coll e well knows, that the 
claims are 5 for small amounts, and in our part of the country 
they have been taken by the agents to collect with an understandin 
that they are to have a certain percen of the claim if allowed. 
The complaint has been made to me, and I doubt not tomy colleague, 
that when a Washington agent gets hold of a claim he demands pay- 
menk for his services before he will agree to take hold and press the 
claim. 

Now, sir, we have seen that there were about thousand of 
these claims originally. I hold in my hand the copy of the letter of 
the Quartermaster-General, read from by the distinguished gentleman 
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from New York. He now tells us there are about seventeen thou- 
sand of these claims i remaining unadjudicated, that more than 
half of them—I read his language: 
than half of these claims have been ; that two thou- 

Rik pt eee ee he aera ite 

He further says, and I think it is due to the Quartermaster-General 
that I shonld pick up and read what the gentleman did not read: 

If the claims, eh pea eng e aad apap Maloney e ee 
and eee F... ieved 
m secu a 


ter-General, it is not thought that such result eventually in any 
saving to the Government or in a more speedy settlement of the claims. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, these claims are small claims. About 1,335 
were recently authorized to be paid by an act which passed this 
House. I have divided the sum total appropriated by the number 
of claims, and it appears that the money value of those 1,300 claims 
was on an average about $210. That demonstrates the character of 
the remaining eight or nine thousand claims that have not been in- 
vestigated. They are small claims. Transfer them to the Court of 
Claims, and I know from my own experience with my own people, 
and I know my colleague’s ere mll be to the same effect, that 
now, after seventeen years, they will feel the Government does not 
design to pay, and the result will be the smallest and most meri- 
torious of these claims will die, will sleep the sleep that knows no 
waking; while the 17 claims, the claims of wealthy men, will 
be prosecuted, and will ut in judgment if money and the appli- 
ances of the law will enable that to be done. 

Now another thought. What has to be done in disposing of these 
cases? Why, yes 0 to investigate and find t wo facts. The first is: 
Was the man loyal? Now could any court, could the Court of Claims 
be better adapted to establish that fact than a United States Quar- 
termaster’s agent coming right into the neighborhood, calling the 
man with his witnesses before him and haying an open investigation 
where everybody knew whether the man was loyal or not? You 
cannot conceive any better machinery to get hold of that fact than 
the present system. Then what is the other fact? Was the prop- 
erty taken, and what is the value of it? The Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral has already settled the vast 2 of these claims. No man 
has more knowledge of this matter than my colleague, [Mr. Houx. ] 
During a number of years he was employed on one side, generally 
for the defense, while I was smpi ed on the partof the Goverment 
in prosecuting frauds against the Government in the United States 
courts in Tennessee. e have met each other hundreds of times in 
such cases, and he and I know that in all those years, though I had 
to prosecute hundreds of cases of frauds on the Pension Office,-so 
careful and circumspect was the Quartermaster-General’s Office that 
Inever had a complaint in all those years, and never a prosecution 
in our courts, as my colleague knows, touching either commissary 
stores or quartermaster stores. 

Do yon propose to transcribe all this testimony which has been 
taken and carried away from the Quartermaster-General’s Office? If 
you take the papersin bulk it will require the same amount of labor 
to properly investigate and find these two facts: first, the loyalty 
of the claimant; and second, whether the property was taken and 
used by the Government; just the same amount of labor asif you 
let them remain in the Quartermaster-General’s Office. Nay, you 
know it willtake more. You have there trained clerks familiar with 
the process of adjusting and adjudicating these cases and determin- 
ing the two facts as to the man’s . and as to whether the prop- 
erty was taken and used by the Government. Will you take the 
same men? If you do not you throw away the trained men and put 
these papers in the hands of untrained men. 

Iam speaking to the representatives of the American people, to 
men of sense and judgment. Do we not know that men who have 
been engaged in a particular line of business, in a particular line of 
investigation, will do better and will go on and complete their work 

uicker, more easily to themselves, and better for the Government 
than a class of inexperienced men? But if you take the same men, 
you simply take them out of one office into another. 

There is another thing I wish to advert to. This bill will doa 
great injustice to a class of men who during all these years have 
taken the evidence of all these poor people and have filed their claims 
here; I mean the local attorneys. e have no right to injure them. 
I am not here pleading for them. But if you adopt this rider they 
will have to abandon their cases, and the poor claimant will be com- 
pelled to seek a Washi m attorney to attend to this matter when 
the experience of the country shows it has been well done by the 
local attorneys, and frauds of any kind have never been com- 


plained of. 
Mr. HOUK. Ishall now endeavor to say what I attempted to say 
awhile ago. Far be it from me that I should insinuate or charge 


that the gentleman who reported this bill or any one of his coll es 
had been inspired or was being used by theclaim agents. This I did 
attempt to say—and what I wished to say was in reply to an argu- 
ment of the gentleman who reported the bill and who had then just oc- 
cupied the floor; he had declared that the opposition, as I understood 
him, to this provision of this bill making the transfer was inspired 
by or sprung out of the fact that it would dispense with Quarter- 


masters’ agents who were employed under the law as it is now— 
what 1 desired then to say, and what I say now, is that such an 
insinuation coming from the friends of the bill is no better founded 


than would be the insinuation coming from the enemies of the bill 
that the provision making this er to the Court of Claims was 
in the interest of the claim agents in Washington. I do not insinu- 
ate nor do I believe that any gentleman has been influenced im- 


properly. 

The Bet still remains, however, that these local attorneys and 
claim agents are all in favor of this transfer. The fact still remains 
and looks us in the face that if this transfer is made it will absolutely 
destroy and ruin all the claims of these small claimants who are un- 
able to prosecute their claims by coming here and employing local 
counsel in the city of Washington. 

And let me call the attention of the committee to another fact. A 
proposition is now pending before this body to give to the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions a large number of special agents to do the very 
same character of work which the law and the custom of the Quar- 
termaster-General has already established in regard to quartermas- 
ters’ and commissary claims. The Commissioner of Pensions asks 
that, in order to protect the , he shall be furnished with 
<a to go into the local communities where the claimants live for 
the purpose of investigating the justice of these pension claims. 

Now, it is unnecessary to make an pummi to a body of in- 
telligent men to show that any man, whether he is a special agent 
of the Pension Bureau or a special agent of the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral’s Department, any man worthy to be intrusted with the duty of 
looking into and 3 the justice of these claims, is better 

ualified when on the ground, looking the parties in the face, seein 

e men who testify, ce their reputation in the neighborhood, 
the position they occupy in the communities where they live, than is 
any man who only receives on paper the testimony of those witnesses, 
depositions taken away down nobody knows where nor under what 
circumstances. 

Now, if we make this transfer, if we give the Court of Claims the 
jurisdiction of these cases, that court will be sure to pass fraudulent 
claims unless it protects itself by special agents, and there will be 
no way on earth to avoid it except it sends some of its own agents 
into the communities where the claims originate for the purpose of 
investigating them. 

One other thought I desire to present. When the celebrated South- 
ern claims commission was organized, it sapaa to investigate 
the claims that came beforeit. But that tribunal found it absolutely 
impossible to get at the true status of any of those claims, until by 
a supplemental provision of law Congress gave that commission, at 
their urgent request, special agents to go into the community where 
the claims originated, to investigate them and to report to that com- 
mission the very class of facts which these agents of the Quarter- 
master-General's Department now report to that department. [Here 
the hammer fell.] How much time isre I? 

The CHAIR The gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. Houx] has 
five minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. A word ortwo in reply to what has been 
said, and then I will move that the committee rise. 

Lamastonished at the change of position my friends here constantly 
make in considering the clause of the bill providing for the transfer 
of claims to the Court of Claims. In the first place they assert that 
the testimony in these cases is all taken and is now on file. Then 
one gentleman proceeds to argue as if the Quartermaster-General was 
better able to digest that testimony and to come to a correct and in- 
telligent conclusion upon it than are the judges of the Court of 
Claims; and then a moment afterward he proceeds to argue as if 
this testimony, having been fully taken and flea here, was all to be 
thrown aside; and this in disregard of the fact that it has been shown 
here over and over again, and it is the fact, that this bill authorizes 
and requires the Court of Claims to take all that testimony and pass 
upon it. 

Mr. REED. Then allow me to ask if the gentleman from IIlinois 
[ Mr. sap was not a little out of place in his adjuration about 
justice 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. You can settle that with your friend 
SPRINGER. 

Mr. REED. I would like to have it settled on the spot. He spoke 
about evidence that was not fit for a justice of the peace, but which 
this bill makes fit for the Court of Claims. It was really such a flight 
of eloquence that I felt it guans to have started from somewhere. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The gentlemen can proceed with that dis- 
cussion at their leisure. 

I wish now to call the attention of the committee to the fact that 
there is no force in the es wastes that this 8 already taken 
will not be available for the claimants, when the bill expressly pro- 
vides that it shall be available. 

Mr. REED. Now reply to Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. One thing more. Then the gentleman 
suggests that it will be absolutely indispensable that other testimony 
shall be taken, and that it will cost a great deal to take it. Now, how 
will it cost more to cross-examine a witness through the means of an 
assistant district attorney than by one of these agents of the Quar 
termaster-General’s oe Sone The cost will not be increased 
but you will be more likely to get at the exact truth of the matter 
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And this provision of the bill will not abridge the rights of any 
claimant. friend from Tennessee [Mr. PETTIBONE] eng 8 
that the small claimants would na y drop out. Whyso? He 
asserts that the testimony has already been taken in the larger part 
of these cases. Ifso, then I repeat again that all the testimony is 
submitted to the Court of Claims exactly as it would be submitted 
to the Commissary or Quartermaster-General. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Not in my five minutes. I will give you 
all the time you want to-morrow, but not to-night. 

Mr. REED. Right here, you must be mistaken about the provis- 
ion of your bill, for it provides that “nothing shall be so con- 
strued ”— 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman declines to yield. 


1882. 


Mr. REED. I want to pons out a mistake he made. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ihave made no mistake in stating what the 
bill provides. Now, one word further. Itis the custom in this House, 


and in other bodies I suppose, for lack of a better argument, to sug- 
gest that a measure in question will be in the interest of some par- 
ticular class of persons. Such ions are very far-fetched. I 
expressed regret that the adoption of this clause would throw out of 
employment a number of men; but at the same time I stated that 
the measure was in the interest of economy in the administration of 
public affairs, and that I supported it for that reason. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, this measure had its origin in an interview 
with the Acting Quartermaster-Gene in which he reviewed this 
whole system of investigating claims. He was charged with the in- 


vestigation of claims in a particular section of the 2 and he 
knew more in one minute about the practical workings of the sys- 
tem than some of the 3 of thisclause know in a month. A 
conversation between 

the drafting of this clause of the bill, because he felt, as did the 
sub-committee, that such a measure as this would secure speedier 
justice to honest claimants, and that there would be less liability of 
the Government being imposed upon by dishonest claimants. This 
is what prompted the introduction of this clause. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time limited by the House for general de- 
bate has expired. 
Mr. B ERWORTH. I move that the committee rise. 


The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker ha resumed 
the chair, Mr. HASKELL re that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. No. 5559) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other pur- 
poses, had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. RANDALL. I rise to enter a privile motion. There isa 
desire on this side of the House that there be further time for gen- 
eral debate on the Army appropriation bill. I therefore enter a 
monon to reconsider the vote by which the House limited general 

ebate. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire the question put on 
the motion at this time. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam willing in that t to consult the wishes 
of the gentleman having c of the bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If it is the desire to have an hour more 
for debate in the morning I am quite content. This is an important 


measure. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Let it be done by unanimous con- 


sent. 

The SPEAKER. Is there unanimous consent that when the House 
shall again go into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of 
t Ay, appropriation bill one hour more be allowed for general 

ebate 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. To be divided e one half under the 
control of myself and the other half controlled by some gentleman 
representing the other side. 

r. R ALL. The ao from Ohio may control the whole 
hour with the understanding that he shall give half to each side. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the proposition, 
and it 8 to. 

Mr. C ON. I move to reconsider the vote by which general 
debate on the Army appropriation bill was limited to two hours, and 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. KLOTZ. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it ad- 
tourn to meet on Monday next. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 32, noes 28. 

Several MEMBERS. No quorum. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Before the announcement of the result, the following business was 
transacted. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. CaBELL, for one week; 

To Mr. Dxzenvorr, for four days; and 

To Mr. HUMPHREY and Mr. Dawes, for to-morrow. 


e sub-committee and that officer resulted in- 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


AMERICAN CITIZENS IN PERSIA. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House the 
following message from the President of the United States; which, 
with the accompanying documents, was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed : 


To the House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a re} of the Secretary of State and accom: doc- 
uments, in toa ee of the House of rr 


13, 1881, touc FFF 
ment of diplomatic relations with that country. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 30, 1882. 


The result of the vote on the motion to adjourn was then announced ; 
and accordingly (at five o’clock and thirty five minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other popas were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows : 

By Mr. BA : The oe of J. M. Montgomery and others, ex- 
soldiers of the Twenty-third Co ional District of Pennsylvania, 
for the passage of the bill to establish a soldiers’ home at Erie, Penn- 
sylvania—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, the resolutions adopted at a meeting of Irish-American citi- 
zens of Pittsburgh and Allegheny, Pennsylvania, calling for the im- 
mediate release of all Irish-American citizens who are incarcerated 
in British jails—to the Committee on Foreign i 

By Mr. CURTIN: The petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, in favor 
of the establishment of a soldiers’ home at Erie, Pennsylyania—to 
the Committee on 8 Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Colonel Audley M. Gazzam, for a pension to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GEORGE: Memorial of the Legislature of Oregon, for an 
3 of 810,000 for the improvement of the military road 
See ttsburgh to Camp Stewart—to the Committee on Appropria- 

ons. 

Also, a memorial of the Legislative Assembly of the State of Ore- 

‘on, for an appropriation of $15,000 for the improvement of the mili- 
fary road from Camp Stewart to Fort Klamath, 
committee. 

By Mr. LADD: The petition of the heirs of Thomas Lewis, relative 

to the French spoliation claims bill—to the Committee on Foreign 


Oregon—to the same 


airs. 

By Mr. MANNING: Memorial of the Legislature of Mississippi 
relative to the waiver of forfeiture of grant in aid of the Gulf an 
Ship Island Railroad—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MOSGROVE: The petition of soldiers and sailors of the 
late war, for the passage of the bill ting one hundred and sixty 
acres of land to all honorably disc soldiers and sailors who 
served during the war of the rebellion—to the Select Committee on 
the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. PAGE: The petition of citizens of the Pacific coast, for 
the passage of the bill to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company 
of Nicaragua—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Papers relating to the claim of J. A. Gal- 
braith, of Greenville, Tennessee—to the Committee on Claims. 

ee itr, pan (DALL: Eel petition 7 Ad Co., of Philadel. 
phia, and others, against the of the bill imposing a tax on 
native 5 the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: The petition of officers of the Thirteenth 
nee mene National Guard of Pennsylvania, for the pa of the 
purt the reorganization of the militia—to the Committe on the 


itia. 

By Mr. SPEER: The petition of Henry Diggs, relative to the 
French spoliation claims bill—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of Jearum Atkins, praying for re- 
lief as the inventor of the self-rake for harvesting machines—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WARD: The resolutions of the Maritime Exchange and 
Board of Trade, of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, protesting against 
the extension of the steam grain-shovel patent—to the same com- 
mittee. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, April 1, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. POWER. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
DES MOINES RAPIDS. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, by unanimons consent, from the Com- 
mittee on Claims, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 2295) for the 
relief of certain employés on the work for improvement of the 
Des Moines Rapids of the Mississippi River; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


Bi eae ae Sa Aine a eae do Tid eee be Ra ry on is 
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MARTHA J. COSTON, © 


On motion of Mr: VANCE, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 
706) for the relief of Martha J. Coston was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 


Mr. CRAPO, Mr, Speaker, I moye by unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker's table the bill (S. No. 1594) to facilitate the pay- 
ment of dividend to the creditors of the Freedman’s Savings and Trust 
Company for consideration at this time, The purpose of the bill is 
to facilitate the pann of dividends to the depositors of the Freed- 
man's Savings aud Trust Company: The Comptroller of the Currency 
is ready to make the dividend, but in his opinion some legislation is 
needed as tothe method of issuing the checks to the creditors of that 
bank. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let it be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it e., That section 6 of the act the charter of the Freed- 
man’s . — and Trust y, and for other purponen approved February 
to as follows ; 


21, 1881, be, and the same is hereby, 


That whenever to make a dividend tothe d 


) oner is prepared epos- 
itors, he is au directed to declare and pay such dividend in favor of 
the creditors of the bank who have proved their as provided by law, with 
checks upon the Treasurer of the United States, or the assistant treasurer of the 
United States at the city of New York, with such written signatures as may be 
approved by the Secretary of the Treasury.” 

There was no objection; and the bill was taken from the Speaker’s 
table and read a first and second time. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the gentleman from Massachusetts will 
make some explanation of the bill. 

Mr. CRAPO. This bill, which has passed the Senate, has had the 
consideration of the Committee on Banking and Currency of the 
House and their approval. The point is this: under the law as it 
stands now the distribution of these dividends must be made through 
the depositaries in the neighborhood of the claimants. There are 
some thirty thousand of them, and the Comptroller of the Currency is 
of the opinion there may be confusion and error inmaking that kind 
of disbursement, and that after. proper identification of the parties 
payment should be made by chec. the Department as in the 
case of paying Government interest on n bonds and other 
e of the United States. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CRAPO moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

assed i and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
che table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SAINT VINCENT A PORT OF ENTRY. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I move, Mr, S. er, by unanimous consent 
to take from the House Calendar the bill (H. R. No, 814) making 
5 Vincent, in the State of Minnesota, a port of entry in lieu of 

embina. 

Mr. RANDALL, Let the bill be read subject to objection. 

Mr. WASHBURN, The effect of the bill is simply to transfer the 
custom-house from one side of the river to the other. The old one 
was burned about a year and a half ago, andin the mean time a rail- 
road has been built on the opposite side of the river, where all the 
business is being done. Itis to transfer the custom-house from one 
side to the other, It does not add a dollar ọf expense, 

Mr. FLOWER. That is right, to my personal knowledge, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That Saint Vincent, in the State of Minnesota, and is 
of 5 collection district of Mee in place 
of Pembina, in the from of the pas- 


and after the date 
sage of this act Pembina a port of entry of the United States 
that the collector of customs for the collection district of ta shall reside ai 


and 2596 of the Revised Statutes are hereby 


The bill was taken from the House Calendar, ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WASHBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
Se pree ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NIOBRARA INDIAN RESERVATION, 

Mr. VALENTINE. I move by unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2997) granting 
the right of way to the Fremont, Elkhorn Valley and Missouri River 
Railroad Company across the Niobrara military reservation in the 
State of Nebraska, and authorizing the sale of a portion of said res- 
ervation. 

Pci BAND Mle: Has, it been reported by a committee of this 
ouse 

Mr. VALENTINE. „Yes; it grants theright of way through a mil- 


itary reservation. 
Mr. CLARK, I reserve the right to object. 
The Clerk proceeded to read bill. 


Mr. MURCH. There is no necessity of any further reading of the 
bill. I object, and demand the regular order of business, 


ADDITIONAL ACCOMMODATION IN INTERIOR DEPARTMENT, 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I move, Mr. Speaker, by unanimous 
consent to take from the Speaker's table the message of the Senate 
returning the bill (S. No; 1361) to provide additional accommoda- 
tion for the Department of the Interior with a disagreement in the 
House amendment, and asking for a committee of conference. 

There was no objection. 

Mr, SHALLENBERGER, |, I now move that the House insist on 
its amendment and agree to the conference asked by the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 

The motion was to. 

The Speaker appointed as managers of said conference on the part 
of the House Mr. SHALLENBERGER, Mr. De MOTTE, and Mr. ree 
GLETON of Illinois. 

ORDER OF. BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the morning hour for the 
call of committees for reports. 

Mr. PACHECO.. I desire to appeal to my friend on the other side 
of the House not to insist upon his demand forthe regular order un- 
til I can have an oppor aniey of asking consent to take up and have 
passed House bill 77, which relates to a matter of great importance 
to the ope of a portion of California. 

The SPEAKER. Unless the demand for the regular order is with- 
drawn the Chair will be unable to recognize any gentleman. The 
regular order is the morning hour for the call of committees for 
reports. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE STAMPS, ETC.—DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I desire at this time to make a report from the 
Committee on Appropriations of a bill which, after it been read 
for the information of the House, I will ask to have considered at 

e . Isit a privi repo: 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is not a general appropriation bill. It does 
make an appropriation. 

Mr. SPRI GER. Let it be read. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill making appropriations to sw a deficiency for r, and stam 
for the fiscal ne I and. to pede pob on the Washington Mina atan 
the fiscal year 1883. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to say in reference to this appropriation 
that the amonnt appropriated for the porgo of dies and stamps for 
the Internal Revenne Department is absolutely exhausted, and un- 
less an appropriation is made for the purpose as proposed by that 
bill the work will to-day be suspended. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I would like to ask the gentleman a question, and 
shall withhold any objection I may have to the bill until Lobtain the 
information I desire. I find on examination that the whole sum esti- 
mated for that Bureau for the present fiscal year was appropriated. 
Now, as I understand the gen an from New York, the fund set 
apart for that purpose has been exhausted, leaving a deficiency of 
over 25 per cent., for three entire months of the current fiscal year 
are yet to expire. This seems to be an extraordinary deficiency, and 
A should like to have the gentleman from New York explain it to the 

ouse, 

Mr. HISCOCK.: The explanation I have to make in reference to 
the matter is that this service depends entirely upon the amount of 
distilled spirits manufactured or withdrawn Aom boad, and depend- 
ing as it does upon the extent of that manufacture or withdrawal, 
it is utterly impossible for the head of the department to correctly 
estimate the amount which will be required. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman means that it is impossible to 
estimate for the amount taken out of bond, not the amount manu- 


factured. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Iam yoga of the difficulty of estimating as to 
the amount manufactured or withdrawn from bond. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then the printing of internal-revenue stamps 
alone is the cause of this increase ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. There isa deficiency arising from another source, 
and I will ask to have read in this connection a letter from the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue. It will explain it fully. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the letter. Before concluding, 

Mr. RANDALL. I must object to the consideration of this bill, 
and I do so because the Honse should have an opportunity of exam- 
ining into this subject. I do not object, of course, to the gentleman 
reporting the bill, and that it be printed for the information of the 
House,so that we may have an 5 of criticising it, as it 
seems to my mind an unexampled deficiency. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to say to the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia that we have not introdu a bill making an appropriation for 
the whole of these items. This is only an appropriation for the item 
of dies and stamps for Which we ask im: iate consideration. The 


or 


portion of the letter which has been read so far does not explain the 
whole character of the deficiency... 
Mr. RANDALL. Let the letter be printed entire. The bill itself 
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5 its consideration in Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then Task that the bill be printed and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, with leave to report at any time. 

Mr. RANDALL. Lobject to that. The gentleman can report his bill 
and have it referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union until we can have an 33 of examination, and 
I can assure him, on my part, that if we have an opportunity Ishall 
have no objection to its being considered promptly ; but before there 
is an opportunity for this examination I must insist upon the objec- 
tion. ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks that the bill 
be printed and recommitted. 

r. RANDALL. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER, With the right to report at any time. 

Mr. RANDALL. That I do object to. This is not a general appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. HISOOCK. But why object to repo it at any time? 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, I want to maintain the opportunity on my 
part to have a full examination into the subject-matter emb; in 
the bill. It may be thrust upon the House some time when we are 
not prepared to consider it properly 5 and for this reason I must in- 
sist upon the objection, nor do I believe that I am unreasonable. 

Mr. ATKINS. I hope the gentleman from New York will allow the 
bill to take that course. As far as I am concerned as a member of 
that committee I felt forced from necessity to agree to this bill, simply 
because the Commissioner of Internal Revenue says he cannot get 
along without it, and when he comes with a statement of that kind, 
unless we have rebntting facts, it is impossible for me to withhold 
my ag 0 to the gg ee 

r. RANDALL. I want to see if there are any rebutting facts. We 

ve the full amount estimated for the current fiscal year, and we, 

fhose of us who are not members of the committee, want to exam- 

ine how this deficiency has arisen; how in nine months an amount 
estimated for twelve months has been expended. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock 
asks that the bill be prin and recommitted. In the absence o 
objection it will be so ordered. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. No. 5573) was read a first 
and second time, recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania desire 
the letter to be printed otherwise than in the RECORD? 

Mr. RANDAL No, sir; my object in desiring it to be printed 
in the RECORD is that we may all see it. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the letter will be 
printed in the RECORD. 

The bill is as follows: 

A bill making appropriations to supply a deficiency for dies, paper, and stam 


for the fi: year 1882, and to continue work on the Washington Monument for 

the fiscal year 1883. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That there is ee ropriated out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated the fi Rang sams for the purposes 
hereinafter mentioned : 

For dies, paper, and stamps, $170,000, ore a deficiency for the service of the 
Government for the tiseal year ending June 30, 1882; and not exceeding $7,000 of 
this amount may be expended in the payment of persons employed in connection 
with the manufacture of paper and the production of stamps and their custody and 


care, 

For marble, granite, iron frame-work, machinery, tools, labor, office expenses, 
and for each and every pu connected with the completion of the Washington 
monument, $150,000, being for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883. 


The letter ordered to be printed in connection with the above bill 
is as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Wi March 23, 1882. 
Sin: It is estimated that the deficiencies for the internal-revenne service for the 
present fiscal year will be as follows, namely: 
of agents and subordinate officers of internal revenue, 1882," $210,000; ap- 


The amount appropriated for salaries and expenses of agents, fees and 
e 8 gaugers, salaries of storekeepers, &., for the current fis- 
d e ß PASAS 

The records of this office show that mare J the seven months ending 
January 31, 1882, there has been expended from this appropriation, -. 


1, 277, 339 
LARVING TOO RAUB OR: 2 98 o nico 59450 aan dn webs stance tne E NTE O 822, 661 
available for the expenses for the next five months, 

The expenses for this purpose during the same five month of last year were 
$1,093,649, which would indicate an apparent deficit of $270,988, 

The records of this ofice show, however, that there are not so many of these 
officers now under assignment as at this time last year, so that it is believed that 
the actual deficit for this year will not exceed $210,000, and I would recommend 
that anappropriation of that sum for the present fiscal Forres account of “salaries 
and e of agents and subordinate officers of Internal Revenue, 1882, be 

ested. 
t is also evident that the expenses for dies, , and stamps for the ut 
year will largely exceed the amount ee therefor. * 81 

The appropriation for this purpose for the current fiscal year is $442,000. Of 
this sum there been expended up to the ist instant $410,002, leaving a balance 
of only $31,098 available for the expenses of the next four months. 

It is estimated there be needed in the next four months about $200,000; 
An appropriation of $170,000 for 2 stamps, Paper, and dies for 1828 be asked for 
an a on of $170, r stamps, i or 
e * 


$2, 100, 000 


In the act making appropriation for this purpose for the t year is a clause 
82 that not 8 $49,000 of the amount may be nded 
the payment of persons emplo; in connection the manufacture of paper, 


and the production, custody, and issue of stamps. This amount was based on the 


and the pa 
however, this amount of $49,000 has been held to also include that of the ex- 
poso for the payment of persons employed under direction of the of the 

reusury in counting and nada | the paper after its EN from themills; so that 
the sum available OE ewe of persons employed in this bureau and the paper- 
mills herein mentioned is thus reduced to about $42,000. 

I would therefore recommend that in making appropriation of the sum of $170,000, 
herein shown to be required, authori Lats ed to expend $7,000 of it, if neces- 
sary, for the payment of persons employ connection with the man ture of 
paper and custody and issue of 5 in addition to the $49,000 specified in the 
z acre Haale nda A tna satis practicable 

© approp on O ese amounts sho © at the earlies' 
moment mo as to meet the current expenditures of the service. 


a GREEN B. RAUM, Commissioner. 
The Honorable SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


OFFICIAL RECORDS OF THE REBELLION. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to make a privileged report. Iam directed 
by the Committee on Printing to report back without amendment 
the joint resolution (H. R. No. 150) concerning the publication and 
distribution of the Official Records of the Rebellion ; and I ask for its 
present consideration. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, &., That there shall be republished 7,000 copies of the first, second, 
and third volumes of the Official Records, Union and Conf erate, of the War of the 
Rebellion, authorized to be published by the act making appropriations for the 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881, 
and for other purposes,” approved June 16, 1880, to be distributed in the manner 
following, namely: 4,500 copies thereof shall be distributed by the Secretary of the 
Interior, at the request of Representatives and Delegates in Congress of the Forty- 
seventh Con; Each Representative and Delegate shall furnish the Secretary 
of the Interior with the names and addresses of fifteen public, college, or school 
libraries, or of individuals of his Congressional district or Territory, as the case 
may be, to which addresses shall be sent the said volumes 1, 2, and 3; but one 


ies of volume 1, 
ed shall be dis- 


partment, for the supply of public, university, and 
libraries ; and 500 copies to be delivered to tie Sears 
for cost of publication with 10 per cent. in addition thereto. The Public Printer 
shall furnish to the Secretary of the Interior a statement in writing of the amount 
to bec for each volume of said records under this joint ution; and the 
same may be sold in single volumes or by subscription for entire sets. volume 
to be paid for on delivery. 

Sec. 2. That the publication of the Official Records of the Rebellion after volume 
8 shall be 10,000 cope to be distributed by the Secre! of the Interior to the 
addresses furnished him by Representatives and Delegates in Congress, as b 
vided in the first section of this joint resolution, namely, 4,500 copies; to the War 
Department for the use of the Executive Departments, 1,000 copies; tothe War 
De ent for the use of persons who have contributed valuable documents, by 
gi or loan, to the records aforesaid, 1,000 bag ere to the Interior Department for 

e supply of public, university, and college libraries, 1,000 copies; to Senators in 
Congress, 2,000 copies ; and for sale as provided in section 1 of this act, 500 copies. 


Mr. DUNNELL, I desire to ask the gentleman from Illinois why 
in this case there is a new departure in the method of distribution ? 
Mr. HOLMAN, I reserve the right to make the point of order. 

Mr. DUNNELL, I wish to know what should call fora wholly 
new method of distribution. It is rather a reflection on a member 
of Congress that in this instance he is supposed not to be competent 
to distribute the public documents which come into his hands, The 
joint resolution, as I understand, takes out of his hands entirely the 
distribution of this work. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Let me say one word further before the gentle- 
man from Illinois replies. We have of this volume first mentioned 
4,500 copies. We get about three and one-third copies for each mem- 
ber on a thousand. We will therefore of this volume get about four- 
teen sets. But the bill provides for the distribution of tifteen sets 
by the Secretary of the Interior, and does not leave a single volume 
to be disposed of by the Representative. I am not unwilling, Mr. 
See that a portion of 2 books shall be thus distribu but 
there is here and there an individual in a district who is quite 
as much entitled to a copy of this book as a library even; and in 
some instances there ene not be fourteen public libraries to take 
up these books. I do not quite like the manner of distributing those 
volumes, and I hope the gentleman from Illinois will be able to make 
it clear that this is a good way to do it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think the reading of the report will explain 
the matter, after which I will make a further statement in answer 
to the question of the gentleman from Minnesota. The gentleman 
does not understand the scope of the resolution. 

f Me HOLMAN. I desire to reserve the point of order till the report 
is read. 

The SPEAKER. What point of order? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That the resolution calls for an appropriation of 
money. 

Mr. SPRINGER, All printing does. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly; and the rule makes no exception. I 
am not, however, pressing that point of order till the report is 

The 55 The Chair will consider the point of order as 
reserved. 
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The report was read as follows: 


The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred joint resolution (H. R. No. 
150) concerning the publication and distribution of the Official Records of the 
Re ion, having the same under consideration, submit the following report: 

The act entitled An act making appropriations for the sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year cueing June 30, 1881, for other pur- 

” approved June 16, 1880, authorized the publication of 10,000 copies of the 
Beelen Records, Union and Confederate, of the War of the Rebellion, 7,000 copies 
for the use of the House of Representatives, 2,000 copies for the use of the 
and 1,000 copies for the use of the Executive Departments. This publication 
not be completed for several years. volumes have al y appeared, and 
the set when completed will number nearly one hundred volumes. Under the 
present system of distribution, it is next to impossible for complete sets to be 
placed in the same libraries, as a few volumes will be distribu’ by each Con- 
gress for several years. There was also no provision in the law authorizing the 
dist: @ution of sets to public, university, and college libraries, as in other cases, 
and se Secre of dee e de, act DY at the disposal of the 
Executive De ments inadequate to the demands. There is also a demand 
made for the publication of certain volumes for sale. In reference to the necessity 
for a larger publication for the use of the Executive Departments, the Secretary 
of War has sent the following communication to the House: 


Wan DEPARTMENT, 
“ Washington City, 12, 1881. 

“Sin: Referring to such portion of the act of June 16, 1880, as provides for the 
ication and distribution of the Official Records of the War of the Rebellion 
1 Stat., p. 269), I have the honor to invite the attention of the House of nepro. 
sentafives to the very limited and inadequate provision made for supplying ese 
records to the several Executive Departments of the Government, there being 

only 1,000 copies of each volume allowed for all of the said rtments. 

“Of the number controlled by this Department under such distribution, a large 
p rtion is consumed in supplying a OORT, One, to the libraries of the several 
aa ake posts, the division and the Dopa t barre eene and the various bu- 
reau offices; so that the general distribution by the artment of the volumes 
thus far printed has been attended with considerable em! ment, the limited 
number at its disposal enabling it to furnish copies to but a comparatively few 
officers, being those only of high rank, thus necessarily omitting many officers to 
whom the work is of peculiar interest, and who, it would seem, are eminently 
entitled thereto by reason of their rank and past service in the Army. 

In consideration of these facts, and in the belief that the subject is one which 
will commend itself to the favor of Con it is respectfully recommended that 
the existing law governing the distribution of these records be so amended as to 
allow an itional 1,000 copies of each volume (2,000 copies in all) to the Execu- 
tive eee of the 8 + 

ae respectfully, your obedient servan 

81 “ROBERT T. LINCOLN, 


Secretary of War. 
“The SPEAKER of the House of Representatives.” 


The Secretary of the Interior has sent the following letter to the chairman of 
the House Committee on Printing, requesting additional copies for the use of pub- 
lic, college, and university li es : 

“ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
** Washington, February 10, 1882. 

“ S: I have the honor to invite attention to the fact that in the act of Con- 

ordering the publication and distribution of the Records of the War of the 
Rebellion, no provision is made for the supply of public, university, and college 
libraries, except as these may be supplied from the number sent to the foldin 
rooms of the Capitol for the use of Senators and eee I am informed 
that these volumes will not be included in the sets of Con ional documents 
which are supplied to State libraries and depositories of public documents through 
this Department. Of the 1,000 copies ordered for the use of the several Executive 
Departments, the allotment made by the honorable Secretary of War, under whose 

rvision they are distributed, is only 50 copies to this office. 

Under these circumstances, and taking into consideration also the fact that 
the depositories of public documents in the Congressional districts of the several 
States, as well as a large number of other public, university, and college libraries, 
are accustomed to look to this Department for their supply of public documents, 
T have the honor to respectfully recommend that in ordering the republication of 
the volumes already issued an edition of at least 1,000 copies be supplied to this 

artment, to enable it to furnish the institutions above named with valuable 
publication, and that similar provision also be made in reference to the volumes 
which yet to be pane: 
Very respec yı 
“S. J. KIRKWOOD, Secretary. 
Hon. R. T. VAN HORN, 
Chairman Committee on Printing, House of Representatives.” 

There has been referred to this committee a resolution submitted by Mr. KLOTZ, 
of P lvania, authorizing the reprin of 1,000 7 7 of volumes 1, 2. and 3 
of the Off saas Records of the Re on, which should be sold at cost and 10 per 
cen i 

In view of the requests for the publication of additional copies of this valuable 
work, and of the further fact that the manner of distribution ugh the members 
of the House, from time to time, which would result in breaking the sets, and thus 
destroying their value, your committee recommend the passage of the accompany- 
ing joint resolution. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
of the Whole. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will not ob- 
struct the passage of the resolution, for the reason that it is in the 
interest of economy. It will save a good deal to the Government. 

Mr. REAGAN. I make the point of order that this is not a privi- 
logod 77 and object to the consideration of the joint resolution. 

r. SPRINGER. I understand it has been the usual custom for 
matters of this kind to be considered in this way. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will hear the gentleman from Texas 
on the question as to whether this is privileged, and on the right to 
have the matter considered at once. The point of order is made in 
time, the Chair will state, because the right to make the point of 
order was reserved by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. HOLMAN. ] 
The Chair will hear the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. REAGAN rose. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the House will permit me to explain this res- 
olution, I think there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. REAGAN. The discussion must be subject to the point of 
order. 


I think the resolution should go to the Committee 


Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] 
made a statement in regard to this resolution which is entirely erro- 
neous. The House, therefore, is not advised, I am sure, of its pur- 
port. Hence, I ask unanimous consent to explain the resolution 
that the House may understand its provisions. 

Under the law, as it now exists, 10,000 copies of this publication 
are authorized to be printed and bound. The publication of it will 
run through a number of years, perhaps six or eight, as it is esti- 
mated that the complete set will au contain as many as one 
hundred volumes, the largest publication of the kind ever entered 
upon by this Government. 

Under the present manner of distribution, this work, running 
cg one hundred volumes, will be scattered hither and thither 
over the land with scarcely a single complete set in existence. I 
hope gentlemen will understand that this is a work of reference, 
which will be utterly worthless unless it be in complete sets. If the 
members of this House are to distribute four or five volumes and 
members of the next House four or five other volumes, and so on 
through a number of years, there will be no consecutive and com- 
plete sets of the workin existence after it is all published. The object 
of this resolution then ia as the different volumes are published 
they shall be so placed that there will be complete sets of them in 
existence when the work is completed. 

And it is done in this other way, without increasing the number 
ordered by law, which is 10,000 copies, by providing a different man- 
ner for the distribution. Two Departments of the Government, the 
War Department and the Interior Department, have asked for an 
additional number of copies, 1,000 more for the War Department and 
1,000 more for the Interior Department, because no adequate pro- 
vision has been made for sets to be furnished to such persons as con- 
tributed to the contents of this work at the request of the Secretary 
of War; and no provision has been made for the Interior Department 
to supply a single library with this important work. 

The joint resolution, therefore, provides for the publication of 
7,000 copies of volumes 1,2, and 3 of this work, in order that the dis- 
tribution may be anew in the manner provided by the second 
section of the joint resolution. That manner is this: that there shall 
be ena at the disposition of the War Department 2,000 copies to 
be distributed in the manner indicated by the Secretary of War, that 
is, to officers of the Army and others who have contributed valuable 
matter to this publication; and 2,000 copies to the Interior Depart- 
ment for those public colleges and university libraries which are 
, gress in another law to be 3 with public documents. 

Of the other volumes there are to be fifteen copies for each member 
of Congress, to be distributed by the Secretary of the Interior to such 
addresses of public school and college libraries in their respective 
districts as they may furnish, and where there are no libraries, then 
to the addresses of individuals in those districts. Members of this 
House will furnish the Secretary of the Interior with those addresses, 
and the individuals or libraries thus indicated will continue to re- 
ceive these volumes from the first volume to the last of the publica- 
tion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Will my colleague permit me to 
ask him a question ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Is it the object of this joint resolu- 
tion to diminish the number of copies furnished to members of Con- 
gress, enc to increase the number to be furnished to the Depart- 
ments 

Mr. SPRINGER. To the extent of 2,000 copies. It does not take 
into account the number of copies of volumes 1, 2, and 3, which have 
already been furnished, and which I suppose have been scattered all 
over the 1 

Mr. REED. ill the gentleman permit me a moment? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. REED. The last section of the joint resolution, as I read it 
at the Clerk’s desk, provides that only 4,500 copies shall be published 
of subsequent volumes for the use of members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. Now I have already distributed to individuals some- 
thing like twenty-two copies of the volumes already published, and 
I have a list of the names of those ons. Now, how am I going to 
continue my distribution of the subsequent volumes to the persons 
to whom I have already distributed the first volumes if I am to fur- 
nish a list for the Department of those who are to receive the 4,500 
copies to be published of forthcoming volumes, which will not give 
a copy to each of those to whom I have already distributed copies? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The r of course, cannot do it He must 
select in his district the libraries, or, if there are no libra ies, he can 
select individuals, to whom a whole set from the first vol me to the 
last will go by this process of distribution. 

Mr. D. The poni I make is this: I have already distributed 
twenty-two copies of volumes 1, 2, and 3. Iam to have my propor: 
tion of the 4, copies which are to be furnished to members of the 
House of forthcoming volumes, but that will not enable me to con- 
tinue the distribution as I haye it. There will consequently 


begun 
be twenty-two copies of volumes 1, 2, and 3 which will be lying 
Ir. SPRINGER We provide for the republication of 4,500 copi 
x i e ublication o copies 
of volumes 1, 2, and 3 in order to t the i 5 


start distribution on a new 
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Mr. REED. Is there any resolution or law which continues the 
publication at the present number? 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is not. The Committee on Printing was 
of this opinion, that the distribution by members of Congress of a 
work which in order to be valuable must be distributed in complete 
sets should be discontinued, and we should start out anew in the 
distribution of this work so as to put, as far as possible, complete 


sets of this publication in the libraries of the coun 

Mr. REED. Then the point I have made is a 
twenty-two copies I have already distributed wi 
panionless. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED. It seems to me that is not wise. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We must either do that or continue the present 
wasteful distribution until it reaches one hundred volumes instead 
of three volumes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Will it not be better to let this 
matter go to the Committee of the Whole ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. We want to stop the waste that is now going 
on, so that instead of having a hundred volumes of this work dis- 
tributed all over the country without reference to complete sets, it 
shall be placed in libraries in complete sets where it will be of some 
value. 5 must remember that this work is worth nothing 
for general reading, but only as a matter of record and reference. 

Mr. REAGAN. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REAGAN. It is that this measure is not entitled to considera- 
tion at this time as a matter of privilege. I would prefer that the 
gentleman should let it go to the Committee of the Whole, or be 

placed in some position where objections to it can be properly stated. 
o far as I am personally concerned, I have very strong and decided 
objections to it 
r. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Let it go to the Committee of the 
Whole. ° 

Mr. REAGAN. Well, I will make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas LMr. REAGAN] makes 
the point of order that this oint resolution is not a privileged mat- 
ter for consideration in the House at this time, but must receive its 
first consideration in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. On the point of order? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, on the point of order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Let it go to the Committee of the 
Whole, where we can consider it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If it is to go to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union it will have to take its place at the bottom of 
the list, and will never be reached. Therefore I hope that the House 
will vote down that motion. Unless the House will take up the 
business of the public printing ont of its order we will have no more 
public printing. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Fix a day for its consideration. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If gentlemen insist whenever we report a reso- 
lution ou the subject of public printing that it must go to the Cal- 
endar, then there will be no more public printing. It is a matter of 
necessity that business of this kind when reported should be con- 
sidered immediately; and it has been the uniform custom of the 
House to consider such matters at the time they were reported. The 
Committee on Accounts, like the Committee on Printing, is author- 
ized to report at any time; and the reports of the Committee on 
Accounts are always considered immediately, because they relate to 
the organization of the House, althongh every time you put a new 
officer on the roll an expenditure is involved, just as every time you 
order any publication to be made by the Government it entails 
expense. 

Ir. REAGAN. I wish to say asingle word in answer to the point 
of the gentleman that this is a matter which relates to the public 
printing. There is no such question as that involved in this, except 
as an incident. This is a 3 to change the law for the dis- 
tribution of publications already made, and hence it does not come 
under the designation of printing necessary for the use of the House, 
~~ is not entitled to any privilege even if such printing is so enti- 
tled. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 


nl peo that the 
have to go com- 


Mr. Speaker, the forty-seventh clause of Rule XI 
and the third clause of Rule XXI are, I believe, the only provisions 
in the rules bearing upon the question of order. The first, which 
will be found on page 172 of the Manual, is as follows: 


The following-named committees shall have leave to report at any time in the 
matters herein stated: 0 z 1 7 
* * 


* 
The Committee on Printing on all matters referred to them of printing for the 
use of the House or two Houses. 


Then the third clause of Rule XXIII is one with which of course the 
Chair is very familiar. I submit under these two provisions of the 


rules it is quite clear that printing for the use of the House or the 
two Houses in their current business would alone be exempt from 
the point of order; while reports not relating to the current busi- 
ness of either House, but designed for the information of the country, 
have no right whatever to immediate consideration. 

I would like to say further that it is quite clear the rules have not 


provided for the case where the printing is actually for the use of 


the House or the two Houses in their current business; because the 
terms of the third clanse of Rule XXIII would subject any report from 
the Committee on Printing to the point that it must receive its first 
consideration in Committee of the Whole, there being no exception 
made in favor of reports from that committee. But it is too clear, it 
seems to me, to be a matter of discussion that when the committee 
report any matter not e the current business of either House, 
it is subject to the operation of the third clause of Rule XXIII. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call the attention of the Speaker to an extract 
beginning at the bottom of page 238 of the Manual. I send it to the 
Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A right to report at any time carries with it the right to consider 
when reported. (Journal 1, 32, p. 195.) And where eae on to a com- 

t time the consider the 


mittee to make a report at a right follows 


report when made. (Journal 1, 22, p. 1409.) 

Mr. HOLMAN. That clearly cannot be the law of the House now, 
because if soit would nullify the third clause of Rule XXIII. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] makes 
the point of order that this joint resolution is not a privileged matter 
so far as to be entitled to present consideration. The Chair under- 
stands that by paragraph 47 of Rule XI the Committee on Printing is 
authorized to report at any time „on all matters referred to them of 
printing for the use of the House or two Houses.” The Chair also 
understands the rule to be that the right to report at any time carries 
with it the right to have the matter considered when reported. 

The difficulty in the present case arises, not so much in ascertain- 
ing what the rule is, but in settling its . to the present 
resolution. If the joint resolution were exclusively confined to pro- 
viding for the publication of books or documents wholly for the use 
of the House, or the two Houses, the Chair would hold not only that 
this is a privileged report but that it would be entitled to present 
consideration. As the Chair understands, this joint resolution pro- 
vides for the printing of certain volumes to be distributed on the 
order of Senators and members of the House, and in addition pro- 
vides for the publication of volumes to be distributed by the War 
and Interior Departments. Hence it is not exclusively confined to 
matters for the use of the House or the two Houses; and therefore, 
the point of order being made that the report must receive its first 
consideration in Committee of the Whole, the Chair is inclined to 
hold that the joint resolution is subject to the point of order, and 
must go to the Committee of the Whole Honse on the state of the 
Union. The Chair will state that as to all matters confined to pub- 
lications for the use of the House or the two Houses there can be no 
doubt that the Committee on Printing has the right to report at any 
time, and also the so to have the report pats pa when made. 

Mr. SPRINGER, ill the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 
consent that the consideration of this matter be fixed for some future 
time? Meanwhile there will be opportunity for its examination. I 
am satisfied thatif it were properly understood every member would 
be in favor of it. 

Mr. REAGAN, I am so much opposed to this measure that I can- 
not consent to the gentleman’s request. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman from Texas understands it he 
would not object; but he persists in objecting without understand- 


ing it. 

Ar. REAGAN. I insist the members should distribute them them- 
selves among the people. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It does that. 

Mr. REAGAN. They can send the documents as easily as to send 
the names to the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ifthe members furnish the list of names the books 
are sent to those on that list, and none other. 

3 Mr. REAGAN. Members might as well send them as to send the 
st. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is not before the House, 

Mr. ATKINS. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. It will be sent to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask leave to withdraw the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection, the resolution will be 
withdrawn. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

CALL OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ATKINS. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded, committees 
will be éalled for reports. 

APPORTIONMENT. 

Mr. WILLITS. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary 
to report, as a substitute for House bill No. 991, a bill (H. R. No. 
5574) supplemental to an act entitled “An act for the apportionment 
of Representatives to Congress among the several States accordi 
to the ninth census.” I ask it go over as unfinished business an 
that the report be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be printed. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I submit the views of the minority 
and ask they be printed with the majority report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and it is ordered 
accordingly. 
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ELECTIONS IN WEST VIRGINIA. 


Mr. KNOTT, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
the bill (H. R. No. 5352) to amend the laws with reference to elections 
in West Virginia; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, JACKSON, TENNESSEE. 

Mr. SCRANTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back, as a substitute for House bill No. 1586, a bill 
(H. R. No. 5575) providing for a public building at Jackson, Ten- 
nessee; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF GOVERNMENT PROPERTY. 


Mr. COOK, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. No. 4133) to author- 
ize the sale of certain 8 Bermuda Hundred, in the county 
of Chesterfield in che State of Virginia; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, CAPE VINCENT, NEW YORK. 


Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
rted back, as a substitute for House bill No. 3725, a bill ( H. R. No. 
5576) for a public building at Cape Vincent, New York; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, CONCORD, NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Mr. LEWIS also, from the same committee, reported back, as a sub- 
stitute for House bill No. 1015, a bill (H. R. No. 5577) for the erection 
of a public building in the city of Concord, State of New Hampshire ; 
whine was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES. 


Mr. CARPENTER, from the Committee on Education and Labor, 
reported back the bill (H. R. No. 5272) to amend the act donating 
public lands to the several States and Territories which may provide 
colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse on the state of 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

DAVID HEUSTIS, DECEASED. 


Mr. FARWELL, of Iowa, from the Committee on Patents, reported 
back the bill (H. R. No. 5) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of David Heustis, d į Which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTOPHER T. DUNHAM, DECEASED. 


Mr. CULLEN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back the bill (H. R. No. 137) granting a pension to the heirs of Chris- 
topher T. Dunham, dece ; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES G. WILLIAMS. 


Mr. RANNEY, from the Committee on War Claims, rted a bill 
(H. R. No, 5578) for the relief of James G. Williams; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM D. c. MURDOCK. 

Mr. RANNEY also, from the same committee, reported back ad- 
versely the petition of William D. C. Murdock, praying for relief; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM M’GARRAHAN. 
Mr. MULDROW, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- 
orted back, as a substitute for House bill No. 245%, a bill (H. R. No. 
$579) for the relief of William McGarrahan; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
rinted. 
> Mr. PACHECO. I present the views of the minority, and ask they 
be printed with the report of the majority. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
HANNAH J. JONES. 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 5580) for the relief of Hannah J. Jones, executrix ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr: HAMMOND, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I understand that when 


the report from the Committee on the J udiciary as to House bill No. 
991 was submitted by the gentleman from Michigan 1 — WILLITS] 
he made a request that it be considered as N ed business, to be 
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called up hereafter. I saw him immediately afterward, and he 
stated to me that he did not understand that request as having been 
submitted to the Honse, and he understood that consequently no 


consent had been given. It was in other words a request that had 
not been acted upon. I desire to know its real condition, as we of 
the minority would have objected to that proceeding if the request 
had been understood as having been submitted to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was of opinion, without examining 
the bill, that it related to the admission of a member to a seat on 


this floor. 
Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. That question will arise when the 
bill is called up for consideration. I mpy wish the record to show 
ed up out of its regular 


that there was objection to its being 


course. 

The SPEAKER. The question is as to what is the regular course, 
If it is in reference to the admission of a member to his seat it would 
take the usual course and not go to any calendar. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. This is not a question of admitting 
a member to his seat under existing law, but to make a law under 
which the new member will come in if the proposed law be enacted. 
And the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WILLITS] stated to me that 
his request was simply to allow the matter to stand, so that when he 
got ready to call it up, then the pacers as to whether it presented 
a matter of privilege or not would arise for the consideration of the 


House. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia, then, now makes 
his objection, and the rights of members will be observed. 


HARRIET W. SHACKLETT. 


Mr. HOUK, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back the 
bill (H. R. No. 2697) for the relief of Harriet W. klett; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF JOSHUA HILL. 


Mr. HOUK also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 5581) for the relief of the heirs-at-law of Joshua Hill, deceased ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL RIDING PAGE. 


Mr. BREWER. I desire at this time to present a privileged report 
from the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to sopas a page, to io duty as a riding page, at 
per 


a of two dollars and fifty cen diem, to be paid out of tin 
fand of the House. z mea 


Mr. HOLMAN, I sup 
the necessity for this additi 
will furnish it. 

Mr. BREWER. In behalf of the Committee on Accounts I will 
state that we looked into this matter, and found that the present 
riding page of the House—and the House has but one—could not do 
the work. The Senate has four riding pages, and the Honse but 
one, with three or four times the work to do. The Postmaster of 
the House recommends this, and the Committee think it advisable 
for the House to adopt the resolution. 

The resolution was to. 

Mr. BREWER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was agreed to ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MILITARY LANDS, INYO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. PACHECO. I now ask unanimous consent to take up the bill 
m R. No. 77) donating some land for agi! decd aoe in Inyo County, 

alifornia, and put it upon its passage. ere can be no objection 
to the passage of this bill, and I think it will lead to no discussion. 
It isa matter of considerable importance to that portion of my State. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill will be reported, after which 
objection will be asked for. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

A bill R. No. 77) to donate certain mili lands and possessions in 
county 9 State 2 California, for school 3 . 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I am compelled to object. I de- 
mand the regular order, 

Mr. PACHECO. Let me appeal to the gentleman to withdraw his 
1 and let this matter come up now for consideration. 

r. McMILLIN. I must insist upon the demand. My reason for 
1 regular order is that now we have already passed an hour 
and a half to-day in the consideration of matters of this character, 
and I think we ought to proceed under the regular order with the 
more important business before the House. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


that there is some explanation as to 
tional page, and I hope the gentleman 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SHOBER, its Acting Sec A 
5 the Senate had passed with amendments the bill ( 
0. 


i ps for the current and contingent 


expenses of the In z partment, and for fulfilling treaty stipula- 
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tions with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1883, 
and for other purposes; in which amendments the concurrence of the 
House of Representatives was Pippen 3 

The message also announced the passage of the following bills ; 
in which concurrence of the House was requested: ‘ 

A bill (S. No. ae) to amend section 2326 of the Revised Statutes, in 
regard to mineral lands, and for other purposes ; : 

A bill (S. No. 102) to provide a building for the use of the United 
States circuit and district courts and post-dffice at Erie, Pennsyl- 
vania; 

A bill (S. No. 110) for the relief of Benjamin C. Bampton ; 

A bill (S. No. 272) for the relief of Mrs. S. A. Wright and Mrs. C. 
Fahnestock ; 

A bill (S. No. 718) granting a pension to Ellen M. Godfrey ; 

A bill (8. No. 738) for the relief of Jabez Burchard ; A 

A bill (8. No. 750) to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ing at the city of Shreveport, State of Louisiana; 

A bill (S. No. 905) for the relief of Richard H. and James Porter; 

A bill (S. No. 1101) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
erect a public building in the City of Hot Springs, Arkansas, for the 
use of the United States; i 

A bill (S. No. 1188) to confirm the homestead entry of John Waish- 


key, jr.; and 
1 bill (S. No. 1189) to confirm the homestead entry of Hugh Fos- 
ter. 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 
By unanimous consent, Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD some remarks on House bill No. 2982. 


[See Appendix. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. ROB- 
INSON, of New York, for three days. 

CHIRIQUI STRIP. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the ie 5 Krenem iing; in further com- 
pliance with the House resolution of December 21, 1881, additional 
papers and maps in relation to the Chiriqui Strip. 

The SPEAKER. The communication will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

Mr. RANDALL. It relates, I understand, to a coaling station. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the resolution came from 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Foreign Affairs has had this 
* before it hitherto, I believe. If not, the reference can be 
changed. 

The SPEAKER, The communication will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, 

Some time 1 

Mr. RANDALL said: This morning a communication was presented 
from the Secretary of the Navy as to the Chiriqui matter and I sug- 
gested it should go to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. Ihave made 
an examination since and I find that the ori information coming 
from the Department did go to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, but 
they reported it back and had it referred to the Naval Committee. 
This testimony may be in answer to a resolution co from the 
Committee on Commerce. At the same time it is a continuation of 
information already in possession of the Naval Committee, and it 
strikes me it should go to that committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unani- 
mous consent that the communication from the Secretary of the Navy 
to which he alludes, which was to-day referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. In 
the absence of objection it will be so ordered. 

Mr. BLOUNT. To what does the communication relate ? 

The SPEAKER. It is a communication transmitting additional 
papers relating to the Chiriqui coaling station. 

here being no ae nas the Committee on Foreign Affairs was 
discharged from the further consideration of the communication, and 
it was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


SAINT CLAIR A. MULHOLLAND. 


SpeakePa tate, tec e jension ball oak 8 
eaker's table, for reference, a on bi ing an increase o 
pension to Saint Clair A. Muihohiand. sia 

There being no objection, the bill (S. No. 699) granting an increase 
of pension to Saint Clair A. Mulholland was taken from the Speaker's 
table, read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT EUREKA SPRINGS, ARKANSAS. 

Mr. GUNTER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5582) authorizing the Secre of the Treasury to erect a public 
building in the city of Eureka Springs, Arkansas, for the use of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the „ on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, rose. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. ’I yield only to the gentleman from Ohio, 
Nese TOWNSEND, ] who desires to ask for a committee of conference. 

will yield for nothing else. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. No. 1049) to promote the efficiency 


of the Life-Saving Service and to encourage the saving of life from 
shipwreck, with amendments by the Senate. I desire to move that 
the House non-concur in the Senate amendments and ask for a com- 
mittee of conference. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Let the amendments be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendments of the Senate. 

The SP. R. These amendments are quite numerous. Does 
the gentleman from Minnesota insist on their being read ? 

Mr. DUNNELL. I will not insist on the Clerk reading further. 

Mr. n . Is the motion to non-concur in all the amend- 
ments 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

The further reading of the amendments was dispensed with, and 
the motion that the House non-concur in the Senate amendments 
and ask for a committee of conference was agreed to. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union to resume the con- 
sideration of the Army appropriation bill. 

The motion was ee to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, (Mr. HASKELL in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 5559) making appro- 
aga for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 

, 1883, and for other 8 

The CHAIRMAN. e Frouma is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the Army appropriation bill. General debate 
has been limited thereon by order of the Honse to one hour. The 
Chair will recognize the tleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] 
to control one- hour in favor of the bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I think it is quite proper we should first 
hear from those who are opposing the bill. Yesterday I amiabl 
farmed out too much of my time to those in opposition to the bill, 
and I should like that other gentlemen in opposition to it should be 
heard in the half hour assigned to them. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the Chair will recognize the gentleman 
aon S EET [Mr. RANDALL] to control the time in opposition 
to the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 


Indi (Mr. HOLMAN. ] 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not understand this is carrying out the 
arrangement at all. I understand the gentleman from Indiana to 
be favoring the bill. 


Mr. ALL. Notin all its features. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On the point to which I now desire to address 
9 am in opposition to the bill. 

. BLOUNT. Very well. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I have sought the floor for the 

papom of submitting to the House some remarks in regard to that 

eature of the bill which appropriates $125,000 to the pay of the 
land-grant railroad corporations for the transportation of troops and 
property of the Government. I am very anxious to call the atten- 
tion of the House to some features of the history of these land-grant 
corporations, not only legislative but judicial, and I am sure I will 
do so very imperfectly in the very few minutes under my control. I 
am certain that in the countless abuses which have grown up in this 
Government, in the innumerable forms of monopoly which are begin- 
ning to display their cupidity and power, none are more intolerable 
and outrageous than those which have grown out of our enormous 
land grants to corporations. But I call attention only to a single 
feature of the system. 

The House remembers, of course, that the grants made to these 
corporations generally contained the clause that the grant was made 
upon the condition that the ‘road should be and remain a public 
highway for the use of the Government of the United States, free 
from all toll or other charge upon the rtation of any property 
or troops of the United States.” I will attempt to show that this 

was understood to mean that the corporation should trans- 
port the troops and property of the United States free from toll or 
other charge, and no other construction until after the year 1860 was 
claimed by any of these corporations. After the commencement of 
the war the question was raised, and on the 11th day of December, 
1861, I submitted to the House the following resolution, which was 
adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instructed to inquire: first, 
whether any of the railroad com ies whose railroads have been constructed in 


whole or in ens os Reena erg in lands from the United States, spted such do- 
nations on the condition that the troops and munitions of war of the United States 
should be trans: over such roads free of and if so; second, what 


railroad companies have received donations of land on the condition aforesaid ; 
third, whether such acceptance of land so donated conferred upon the United 
States the unqualified right to the free tran ion of woe and munitions of 
war over such roads by the companies accep the same; and if not, the charac- 
ter of the limitation on such right; and that said committee report on the propo- 
sitions aforesaid at the ea:liest practicable period. 


The Judiciary Committee of that Congress (the Thirty-Seventh) 
was one of the ablest ever raised in this House. It was compo 


of the following members: John Hickman, Pennsylvania; John A. 
Bingham, Ohio; Geo. H. Pendleton, Ohio; William Kellogg, Illinois ; 
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Albert G. Porter, Indiana; John S. Carlile, Virginia; Benjamin F. 
Thomas, Massachusetts; Henry May, Maryland; Alexander S. Divan, 
New York. 

The report of this committee was made to the House by Mr. Porter, 
now the governor of Indiana, and was read before the House on the 
31st day of January, 1862. (Congressional Globe, second session 
Thirty-seventh Congre; part 1, page 604.) This report exhausts 
the subject. And, r stating the ts of lands made up to that 
time to aid in the construction of railroads, the committee, speaking 
of the Illinois Central Railroad, which was constructed by aid of the 
first railroad land grant made by Con; „which grant was made 
by an act approved September 20, 1850, say: 


from toll or other upon the rtation of any pro and troops of 
the United fod tha the United States mail e ak all Uses be trans- 


And, after enumerating the various grants made by Congress up to 
that time on the above conditions, the committee say : 

The committee have no doubt that these several acts render it incumbent upon 
the com ny goede which accepted the grants of public lands to transport 
over roads to the full extent of their ability and means of carriage the prop- 
erty and troops of the Government free of toll or other charge whatsoever. 

In support of this poeson the committee refer to the legislative 
history of these land grants, and say : 

The act of neg omg ed 20, 1850, granting land to Nlinois is understood to have 
been fram r. Douglas, who introduced the measure into Congress on the 
29th day of April, 1850. en the bill was under consideration in the Senate Mr. 
Brad moved an amendment to limit the grants of lands to the alternate sec- 
tions wi six miles of the road not already sold. Mr. Douglas, after remarking 
that if the amendment should pass he did not know whether he should vote for 
the bill, and that he should hardly regard it as worth contending for, said: It 
— age is granted on condition that we make and complete a rai the whole 
— Ses of the route and put it in operation within a period of ten years, and on the 

er condition that we transport over it the Government troops and Govern- 
ment property of every kind free; and further, that the mails s be carried at 
such prices as Congress shall prescribe.” 

The committee, after further quoting from the debates in Congress 
on the several land-grant bills, say: 

In the numerous debates upon the railroad grants it was never once questioned, 
but on the contrary it was constantly assumed, that under the clause before quoted 
it was incumbent upon the rail companies which received grants of public 
land themselves to carry in their own cars and at theirown expense the property 
and troops of the United States free of any charge whatsoever.” 

After further discussion of the terms employed in the grants and 
the phraseology employed to secure to the Government the right to 
the Ren transportation of its troops and property the committee say : 

= me —— rotation ob Bo en —— iant akp © shes aane. seems 
to be so obvious! ported by the guage emp. an so perfectly con- 
firmed by Kiro rin daoa construction as not to require support from say other 
source. 

The report concludes as follows: 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the several railroad companies which have received from States 
grants of ipanue lands made to such States by acts of Congress for the purpose of 
aiding in the construction of the roads of such companies, respectively, are 5 
to transport the property and troops of the United States over their roads 
toll or other charge w. 

This resolution, after a full discussion in which Thaddeus Stevens 
and most of the leading members of the House participated, was 
adopted by the House on the 25th of February, 1862. (Part 1, second 
pov i Thirty-seventh Congress, page 951.) 

But I present still stronger evidence of the intention of Congress. 
On the 31st day of January, 1862, by order of the Committee on Gov- 
ernment Contracts, of which Hon. E. B. Washburn, of Illinois, and 
Hon. Henry L. Dawes, of Massachusetts, and Hon. CHARLES H. VAN 
Wyck, both now in the Senate, and Governor Fenton, of New York, 
were members, I reported to the House a joint resolution which re- 
cited in substance that certain lands had been granted by Congress 
on the 10th day of June, 1852, to the State of Missouri to aid in the con- 
struction of certain railroads, with the reservation that “the said rail- 
roads shall be and remain public highways for the use of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, free from toll or other ch upon the 
transportation of any property. or troops of the United States ;” and 
that said lands had been applied to aid in the construction of the 
Hannibal and Saint Josep ilroad and the Pacific Railroad from 
Saint Louis to Rolla; that the said roads had been greatly injured 
by the public enemy impairing their ability to transport the prop- 
erty and troops of the United States, and declared that in view of 
the pressing public necessities, and not waiving the right to have the 
property and troops of the United States transported from toll or 
other charge by said railroad companies as contemplated by the res- 
ervation aforesaid, the Secretary of War should be authorized, dur- 
ing the rebellion, to pay to said companies for such ortation 
as near as say be the cost of such transportation. This joint res- 
olution, after full discussion, passed both Houses of Con and was 
approved by the President on the 6th day of March, 1862, (12 United 
States Statntes at Large, page 614,) and those companies were paid 
for transportation during the war on the basis of that joint resolution. 

The question of the right of the United States to have their troops 
and property transported over these land-grant roads was exhaust- 
ively discussed on that joint resolution, 5 Globe, sec- 
ond session, Thirty-seventh Con , pages 604,708, and 812, Jand the 
right of the Government under the terms of the grants to have their 


ree of 


troops and property transported free by these roads was affirmed with 
almost unanimity. 
And I call the attention of tlemen to the fact that it was after 
Con had thus declared the meaning of the term“ the said road 
be and remain a public highway for the use of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, free from toll or other charge upon the 
transportation of 195 A e or troops of the United States,“ that 
the larger portion of the lands were granted which have constructed 
this imperial system of land-grant railroads. 

In August, 1861, at an early period of the war, and before the 
action of Con to which I have referred, the Secretary of War, in 
view of the disordered condition of the country, and because there 
was then little or no business on these roads except Government 
3 to enable them to keep in operation, had agreed to 
pay them two cents per mile for the transportation of persons and 
the ordinary rates for the transportation of 1 military supplies with 
a deduction of 334 per cent, and this arrangement, except as to the 
Missouri roads, continued until 1867. When the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral on his own authority adopted a rule to pay them for Govern- 
ment transportation the usual rates charged to other persons with 
a reduction of 33} per cent. and this a. ment continued until 
1874, when the attention of Con was called to it and Con, 
at once, by a provision on the y appropriation bill, prohibited 
any payment to these companies for Govecinient transportation, 
but with the utmost confidence in the right of the Government to 
this free transportation, allowed these roads to assert any right they 
iyo alain to compensation in the Court of Claims, with the right 
of appeal. 

Under this state of rg es Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé 
Railroad Company, which received from the United States in 
the most fertile region of the great State of Kansas a grant of 
2,638,265 acres, worth over $13,000,000, (see report of the Secretary 
of the Interior, 1880~81, part 2, page 55,) exceeding in value the 
cost of the construction and equipment of its road of four hundred 
and seventy miles, a free gift from the United States to a few gen- 
tlemen except the condition that “said road shall be and remain a 

ublic highway for the use of the Government of the United States, 

e from toll or other charge upon the transportation of any prop- 
erty or troops of the United Btates,” claiming several hundred thon- 
sand dollars for transporting troops and itary and Indian sup- 
plies, 0 sued the United States. 

Now, sir, I wish to call the attention of the House to the fact that 
the bill making this grant to the Atchison, Topeka and Santa F6 
Railroad Company was passed on the 3d day of March, 1863, a year 
after the passage of the joint resolution which declared the exact 
meaning of the condition of the grants as to Government transporta- 
tion, and after this House, by the adoption of the report of the Judi- 
ciary Committee, had also declared the exact meaning of the terms as 
to transportation, and of course the favored gentlemen who obtained 
this grant knew, and were bound to know, exactly the conditions 
on which it was made. 

So these enterprising gentlemen who left yor lobby with princely 
fortunes, sec from Congress, brought their action in the Court 
of Claims to recover $69,501, which they claimed to be due them for 
Government transportation. The court decided the case against the 
company, and they appealed to the Supreme Court. A majority of 
that court, five ju concurring, overruled the decision of the 
Court of Claims and held that— 

A provision in an act of Congress granting lands to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad, that“ said road shall be and remain a pub- 
lic nape A for the use of the Government of the United States, free 
from all toll or other charge for the transportation of any property 
or troops of the United States,” secures to the Government the free 
use of the road, but does not entitle the Government to have troops 
or property transported over the road by the railroad company free 
of charge for transporting the same. 

So the Government under this decision might put its own cars and 
locomotives on these roads and do their own transporting free, but 
if the ee does the transporting the Government must pay the 
cost of it. 

Mr. Justice Bradley delivered the opinion of the majority of the 
court, and in the course of the opinion said: In view of the legis- 
lative history and practice referred to,” referring to the acts of the 
Secre of War before mentioned, it seems impossible to resist 
the conclusion, when we meet with a legislative declaration to the 
effect that a particular railroad shall be a public highway, that the 
meaning is, that it shall be o to the use of the public with their 
own 0 and that when Congress in granting land in aid of such 
a road declared that the same shall be and remain a public highway 
for the use of the Government of the United States, it only means that 
the Government shall have the right to use the road, but not that it 
shall have the right to require its transportation to be performed by 
the railroad company.” The court also held that the locomotives, 
cars, &c., were not included by the term ‘‘road,”and the Government 
had no right to their use. And yet Mr. Douglas, who diew up the 
clause in question, had declared in opar Senate, as I have shown, 
that the company was to transport the troops and property of the 


United States of every kind free,” and this House had deliberatel 
declared that to be the meaning of the clause in question, and bot: 
Houses of Congress, with the approval of the President, had declared 
by the joint resolution of March 6, 1862, that to be its meaning, and 
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all this had been done before the grant to this railroad company was 
made. 3 A y < 

Four of the supreme judges, Mr, Justice Miller, Mr. Justice Clif- 
ford, Mr. Justice Swayne, and Mr. Justice Davis, dissented from that 
opinion. The dissenting opinion was delivered by Mr. Justice Miller, 
in which he says: 

Th t of lands to these railroads are of great value, and were made before 
a single dollar was expended in their construction, and were so necessary to the 
success of these enterprises that it may be safely assumed that the roads would 
not have been built without them. 

The only compensation. which can be properly so called, to the United States is 
found in the poet prvino to the third section of the grant to the ong 
Topeka and Santa Fé ey: “The said railroad and branches sh: 
be and remain pablic highways for the use of the Government of the United States, 
freo from all toll or other charge upon the transportation of any property or troops 
of the United States.“ 


— * * * 


The only question in these cases is, What 
to secure to the Government by this proviso 


* ~ 5 . * * : 


I venture the assertion that there does not now exist in the United States and 
has not over existed N sere: track over which the general public actually ran, 
each man for himself, his own cars, propelled by his own locomotives and managed 
and controlled by his own conductors, engineers, brakemen, &c. In short, I deny 
that at the date of these ts there was in existence any practicable system 
anywhere in the United States by which the Government or any one else could 
use the track of a railroad without using its usna! and n 
namely, its cars, locomotives, depots, agents, officers, and servants. I will not dis. 
cuss the proposition because its truth or falsehood is open to the observation and 
5 of all men who know anything of the present railroad system of the 
world, 

It follows that if the United States secured anything by that proviso, the use of 
the road by the Government, for which no toll or other charge was to be made, 
must be the only use which is at all practicable, and the same use which is made 
of it by all others who have occasion to employ it. 


Speaking of the term ‘‘ toll” as used in the grant, and the history 
of the term, the learned judge says: 
It is therefore a word proverty used to express the charges made by railroad 


companies for transportation of persons and property in the manner which is now 
8 I may add. universal. 


1882. 


* * * 
t or privilege did Congress intend 


And after commenting on the fact that Congress, before this par- 
ticular grant was made, had, by the joint resolution of March 6, 1862, 
olati, the meaning of the proviso in question, the learned judge in 
conclusion says: 


Were not the parties who receiyed and acted a grants made the next year 
bound to know and understand the sense in w mee te used this form of 
words! Can they now be heard to say that another and far different meaning was 
attached to them by Congress from that which the same body asserted for them a 
rear before! If they did not wish to accept the grants under that construction 
they need not do it. But if they did accept them and have sold the land, they are 
bound by the public statutory construction previously given by Congress of the 
meaning which they attached to the words used in id Gomme 
For these reasons I am of opinion that the judgment of the Court of Claims ought 
to be aflirmed.— United States Reports, volume 93, page 42. 


The result of this decision bya nearly equally divided court is that 
the land-grant railroad companies are held by the majority of the 
court to be entitled to pay for the e ee of our troops and 
property, “subject to a fair deduction for the use of the respective 
AE and Congress must, if it accepts this decision as final, deter- 
mine what the value of that use is. 

Without determining what the value of the use of the several land- 
grant roads would bein Government transportation, Congress in 1879 
authorized the payment of 50 per cent. of their demands, and in 1881, 
for the present fiscal year, the following appropriations were made: 


For the payment for Army transportation la due such land- t rail- 
roads as have not received aid in Government bonds, to be adjusted by the proper 
acconnting oflicers in accordance with the decisions of the Supreme cases 
decided under such land-grant acts, but in no case shall more than 50 
the full amount of the service be , coe until a final decision shall be h 
of each case in dispute, $125,000: vided, That such payment shall be accepted 
as = et = all Samanis for said sektos. 1 as 

> nd in the act of Congress approved March 3, 1881, ) making 
appropriations to supply deficiencies, &c., an ap) in the follow- 


terms: 
ing, To pay land-grant railroads 50 per cent. of what the 8 ig re 
ment finds justly due them for transportation eee. Hed year ending June 
5 prior years, to be accepted in full of all demands for said services, 
The law of Feb 24, first quoted, provides for payments for services 
une 30 imposed. 


Stat., 
m Was 


the year ending June 30, 1882, under the restrictions 


And now it is proposed by the pending vi to pay to these land- 
Sop a for the coming year, on the basis of 50 per cent. of full rates, 
125.000. 

The 50 per 5 of 1879 did not suit the Atchison, Topeka 
and Santa Fé Rai Company and it promptly sued the Government 
in the Court of Claims for more. In that case, which is reported in the 
fifteenth volume of the Court of Claims Reports, page 126, it isshown 
that since the war and over the war rates the increase in the charges 
by these roads for Government transportation of passengers has been 
150 per cent., and that while this Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé Com- 
pany were charging private parties 4.38 cents per mile, a most ex- 
toxtionate rate, they were charging the Government 5.57 cents per 
mile for the transportation . And you propose to let 
the Quartermaster-General settle this at 50 per cent! bit at all sur- 

rising that the transportation account is swelling so enormously ! 
s it surprising that the Quartermaster re accounts rendered be 
these roads to the amount of $484,991 Are the fortunate owners of 
ten or twelve thousand miles of railroads which have been constructed 
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ERS equipped by the bounty of the Government to be countenanced 
in their 


5 raids on the Treasury ? 

The Court of Claims, in the last case I mentioned, by different 
methods did find, in comparing the value of the road with the 
value of the transportation, that the value of the transportation was 
from 44.2 to 48.7 per cent. of the whole amount of the ae, and 
finally seem to settle down to 50 per cent. as the amount. But per- 
mit me to say that the mere circumstance that Congress, uninformed 
of the fact, had permitted the Quartermaster-General to pay 663 per 
cent. of the charges of these roads, and because Congress had per- 
haps without a full understanding of the subject, appropriated the 
50 per cent. of these charges in 1879, played an important part in both 
of these extraordinary decisions, for surely up to the act of 1879 Con- 
gress had done nothing to justify either, but exactly the reverse, and 
surely the joint resolution of March 6, 1862, should stand up against 
all of this purely negative matter, so far as indicating the purpose 
of Congress is concerned. 

I trust that Con will stand upon its own interpretation of the 
condition on which it gave these imperial subsidies and will reject 
the demands of these corporations. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will my friend allow me a moment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The point I understand the gentleman to 
make is, that notwithstanding the decision of the Supreme Court 
adjudging these companies entitled under the terms of the grants to 
receive a certain sum for transportation of troops and supplies, we 
should nevertheless withhold any appropriation, giving the law the 
construction which my friend insists upon. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido take that ground, without a moment’s hesi- 
tation; and I insist upon it for this reason: this was a question 
of legislative, not of judicial interpretation. Congress had itself 
expressly declared its interpretation of the clausein question. Ipro- 
tested at the time the authority was gun to these companies to go 
into the Court of Claims that this question should not go to the courts; 
and the House adopted the proposition allowing them to go to the 
courts with, I think, great hesitation, but still with the general be- 
lief that the courts could not di ard the declaration of the two 
Honses of Con as to the meaning of the provision in the land- 

ant laws, especially as that declaration was made before most of 
these 1 were made, and especially the one on which the decision 
was made. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The question was, however, referred to 
the courts. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Y: 
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sir; and it was decided by a divided court, four 


justices 3 wish my friend would read the opinion 
= BUTTERWORTH. I hope my friend will refer to the book 
and pa 


Mr. HOLMAN. I will do so; 93 United States va te page 442. 
I have already stated that Mr. Douglas, who introdu the first 
bill, stated its effect in open Senate in these words: 

It [the land] is granted on condition that we make and complete a railroad the 
whole of the route and put it in operation within a period of ten years, and 
on the farther condition that we over the said road the and ebe 


troops of the United States free from toll or other charges. (Congressio: 
first session, Thirty-first Congress, part 1, page 854.) 


Yet the eminent judge who delivered the opinion sa; 
not in these exact words, that the legislative histo: 
justified the interpretation placed upon it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now I wish to put to my honored friend 
this question: Con having referred this question definitely to 
the courts to be e e and it having been judicially deter- 
nimee 5 my friend from Indiana willing to disregard utterly that 

ecision 

Mr. HOLMAN. I anticipated tps about that question; and my 
only answer is the one I have made; that in my judgment this was 
a question for legislative, and not judicial interpretation. 

ut my friend will see that after all this conflict of opinion, Con- 
gress must for itself determine what sum shall be paid, if any pay- 
ment shall be made, and I insist that the question after all is one of 
appropriation, and Congress cannot escape from responsibility for 
an appropriation. 

[Here the hammer ony 

ar RANDALL. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana five min- 
utes more, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I thank the gentleman for his courtesy. But in 
full view of this decision by an almost equally divided court, I sub- 
mit that Con, must determine whether any appropriation shall 
be made, and if one must be, then what is fair and reasonable in view 
of the facts known to Con , conceding the whole case as it stands. 
Can Congress say that fifty per cent. is not an excessive amount? 
Shall these companies, whose roads were built by the bounty of the 
Government, and with the expectation of the Government being ben- 
efited by the transportation of its troops and supplies, still receive 
this enormous annual compensation for that very transportation ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. May I ask the gentleman one question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. In the event that Congress should appropriate a 
less amount, what Ioga! remedy would the railroad companies have? 

Mr. HOLMAN. None whatever. I think this is simply a ques- 
tion of appropriation. Would my friend undertake to say, in view 
of our past legislation, that these railroad companies might go into 


8, in effect if 
ry o this measure 
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ent after this House has deliberately 
nsation for their trans- 
a legislative, not a judicial question! 


the courts and obtain ju 
decided what was a fair and reasonable com 
portation, this bein 

Mr. HISCOCK. question is this: Supposing we make an ap- 

ropriation which fails to pay these companies the amount the court 
les decided they are entitled to, an appropriation which fixes their 
compensation upon a lower basis than that determined by the court, 
what remedy have these railroad companies? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I presume the companies, under the authority of 
Co may go into the Court of Claims; but, after all, the ques- 
tion is whether 

Mr. HISCOCK. Isupposed the gentleman would answer precisely 
as he has done. Then, in the event of our failure to make the appro- 
priation for the full amount declared by the court to be proper, the 
companies will have their remedy in a suit against the Govern- 
ment, in which, with a decision of the Supreme Court in their favor, 
it seems clear they would recover judgment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I concede that result. But here are two depart- 
ments of the Government, one of which has put a certain construc- 
tion upon the terms of a legislative measure, and the other depart- 
ment a different construction. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then the effect would be simply this: if Congress 
fails to make the sppropriation now it will be compelled in the end 
to appropriate for the payment of the judgment which shall be re- 
covered against the United States, with the costs incident thereto. 

Mr. HOLMAN No,sir. I would make the condition that what- 
ever sum is appropriated, if any, should be received in full compen- 
sation for all demands against the Government. I think Congress 
might well say we have ourselves interpreted this language as a 
legislative enactment by as conclusive an act of sy sce ge as the 
Con of the United States can make and are bound by it. If 
another department of the Goverument, the executive or the judi- 
cial, thinks proper to place a different interpretation upon it, I say 
then that Congress owes it to the country to stand by its deliberate 
decision and be governed by it on the question of the appropriation 
of money. 

ais, HOUSE. You say they should receive this in full of all de- 


mani 
Mr. HOLMAN. In full compensation of whatever sum may be 


named. 

Mr. HOUSE. But suppose they receive that under protest ; could 
not they sue in the Court of Claims? 

Mr. HOLMAN. If they receive it under protest, it would give 
them no right to go into court without the sanction of Con 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do you claim peg aig has the power to put a 
construction on its acts superior to the judgment of the Supreme 
Court of the United States when construing these acts? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I say that the question is e a legislative one 
and pertains to the legislative department of the Government. The 
declaration of Congress as to what it meant in making a grant is the 
supreme law of Congress when involving appropriations of money, 
and Con cannot, with respect to its own integrity and duty, 
yield to any other department of the Government on such a question. 

The imperial estates of these land-grant corporations are mere 
naked ts by Congress, without any consideration whatever, un- 
less it is this very reservation of the right of transportation of our 
troops and supplies. The only reason I would consent by any vote 
of mine to pay a dollar to these claimants is, that a moderate rate 
might be fixed, in view of the benefits they have received, on the 
condition it is received in full of all demands, so there may be no 
pretense of going into the court clamoring for further compensa- 
tion. Of course I have said all this with due re, to the respect 
with which each department of Government will consider the opin- 
ions and decisions of each of the other departments. 

Iam much obliged to the committee for giving me an opportunity 
te call attention to the history of the claim of these land-grant cor- 
porations to the hundreds of thousands of dollars they are annually 
exacting from the T. > 

I am not willing to concede to them any more than in strictness of 
law they are entitled to, and I shall insist that notwithstanding their 
vigilance in securing advantages, Congress shall only recognize their 
demands to the extent that in its judgment rights have been clearly 
secured to them by law. They have already obtained unexampled 
advantages, and should not be permitted to obtain more. 

I am not willing that the irreparable wrong done to the country by 
these enormous subsidies—these more than princely gifts to a few 
favoron gentlemen—shall furnish theopportunity forendless demands 

or more. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I yield now for ten minutes to the gentle- 
man from Michigan, [Mr. BURROWS. ] 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michi Mr. Chairman, some criticism has 
been made in relation to the provision of this bill authorizing the 
transfer of certain claims from the Quartermaster-General’s Office 
to the Court of Claims. I desire to say a single word in relation to 
this provision of the bill. The number of claims now eee in 
the 9 Department is 19,791—my friend fom 
‘Tennessee [Mr. Houk] shakes his head at this statement, but I make 
it upon the Quartermaster-General’s statement made to me this 


morning; 2,000 of these are briefed, passed by the chief clerk with 
a recommendation of allowance or disallowance, and are now upon 
the Quartermaster-General’s table for final disposition. In 3,000 of 
these claims the evidence is all in, and is now being briefed; 8,147 
of the claims have been glanced at and found incomplete, and are 
suspended for further evidence; 6,200 of these claims have never 
been investigated, and nothing been done with these except to 
place them in the hands of agents. 

Mr. CALKINS. May I ask the Pees oa a question? 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Certainly. 

Mr. CALKINS. I want to know whether that includes the claims 
known as the John Morgan claims from Ohio and Indiana, or does 
the gentleman from Michigan know ? 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I do not know in regard to that; 
but I will refer in this connection to the report of the Quartermaster- 
General as to where these claims came from, and that may answer 
the gentleman’s question. The report of the Quartermaster-General 
shows, at page 160, that of these claims fifteen-thirtieths, or one-half 
of the whole number, are from the State of Tennessee. 

Mr. HOUK. How many? 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Fifteen-thirtieths. Three-thir- 
tieths of them come from Kentucky, three-thirtieths from Missouri, 
three-thirtieths from West Virginia, three-thirtieths trom Maryland, 
one-thirtieth from the District of Columbia, one-thirtieth from Penn- 
sylvania, and one-thirtieth from Indiana, Ohio, and Kansas. Now, 
whether the class of claims referred to by the gentleman from Indiana 
[ Mx. CALKINS] is embraced among this list I do not know. 

These cases are p: upon in the Quartermaster’s Department in 
this way: the clerks in the office examine the case, brief the evi- 
dence, and having made a brief of it, send it to the chief clerk. He 
then examines the brief and the evidence touching the essential points 
of the case, and upon that indorses his opinion as to whether the claim 
should be allowed or disallowed; it is made up, and then the claim 
goes to the Quartermaster-General with the recommendation of the 
chief clerk. 

I hold in my hand a case that was passed under this system, and 
without desiring to make any criticism upon anybody, I wish to sa 
that there is not an affidavit in the claim, except the printed appli- 
cation, such as is made in a pension case, with the two subscribing 
witnesses. That is the only sworn testimony in the case. It is the 
ease of Mrs. E. L. Kimbro, of Tennessee. he claim amounted to 


84,329. That claim was examined in the usual way and allowed for 
$3,414. The claimant testified to the fact of the claim, but not to her 
loyalty. The two witnesses who signed the usual blank testified to 


her loyalty. A lieutenant of the Fifteenth United States Colored In- 
fantry certified—he was not sworn, but indorsed the papers—sayin 
that she was ie and Captain Brownlow, of the Eighth Unite 
3 4 antry, indorsed the papers, saying that she 
was loyal. 

Mr. HOUK. Ir on the subject of loyalty the gentleman will per- 
mit me 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Now I hope the gentleman from 
Tennessee will not undertake to interrupt me, but allow me to proceed. 

The quartermaster, Mr. A. R. Eddy, reported that she was dis- 
loyal. I do not know this quartermaster, and Brownlow states that 
while her sons were in the rebel army, she, notwithstanding, was 
loyal during the period; in other words, that she remained loyal 
while her sons were fighting upon the other side. That claim, Mr. 
Chairman, was passed upon that evidence for nearly $4,000. 

Now, in regard to the transfer of these cases, Iask what ible dif- 
ficulty attends the transfer of the 2,000 cases now on the Quarter- 
master’s table to the Court of Claims? What possible objection or 
difficulty can there be in the way? Why cannot five judges of the 
Court of Claims pass upon the evidence presented in these various 
cases as well as a new Quartermaster? They are lawyers, and if 
somebody will explain why they cannot, rather than a new Quarter- 
master, pass upon these eases, I would be pleased to hear the reason 

ven. 

Mr. HOUK. I will pr the gentleman the answer. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Notnow. You will have your own 
time and can state it then. The point is made that this transfer 
will delay cases. Cannot five judges of the Court of Claims examine 
them as rapidly as one quartermaster, especially a new one, unaccus- 
tomed to the work ? 

Mr. HOUK. Many of them may be examined by the Quartermas- 
ter’s clerks. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. ‘My friend suggests that they ma 
be examined by the clerks in the Quartermasters’ Department. A 
as a matter of fact, they are examined and finally passed opon by 
the clerks in that Department and not by the Quartermaster-General, 
then they certainly ought to be transferred. But Jam advised that 
the Quartermaster who has oa gone out was in the habit of exam- 
ining them carefully himself. 

Now, certainly five judges can examine these as well and as care- 
fully as one quartermaster. But it is said farther, if these cases are 
transfe hen an attorney must be employed; but I am advised 
that three-fourths of the claims now pending in the Quartermaster’s 
Department. have cap fo managing them, who reside in Wash- 
ington. Iam advised at the Department of this fact. 
Phere the hammer fell. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Michigan be allowed five minutes longer. 

Mr. HOUK. LI shall object unless the other side has a chance to 
answer the fallacious argument the gentleman is making. He is 
not making a direct argument, and I object unless we have an 
opportunity of replying. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I will meet the difficulty by giving to the 
Saran from Michigan five minutes of the time which is allowed 
me 


0 . 
Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. My friend suggests I am not stat- 
ing the facts. Iam ing from the records. 

r. HOUK. You are perverting the facts, as I know. 

Mr. CAMP. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. What I have stated I say is from 
the records, and from my knowledge of these facts derived from 
the Quartermaster-General. 

I desire to call attention to another fact in connection with these 
claims, which is a most startling fact. In the ORN part of this ex- 
amination, when witnesses could easily be obtained as to the prop- 
erty alleged to be lost, there was no difficulty in passing upon these 
claims. Sat sixteen or seventeen years have now passed since the 
close of the war, and we ought to examine the claims still on hand 
with very great scrutiny. 

I wish to call the attention of the committee to the fact that in 
tho fiscal year 1864~’65, 2,890 claims were filed in the Quartermaster’s 
Department; in the next year, 13,219 claims; in the next year, 7,000; 
in the next year, 2,000 in round numbers; then 847; in the next 
year, 637; and so on down to the fiscal year 1878~79, when 1,640 claims 
wore filed during that year. But in the last six months of 1879, 
just before the statute would go into effect that barred these claims, 
there were filed 12,757 claims insix months. Now, these claims have 
not been examined to any extent. And it is these claims under the 
Jaw that would go to the Court of Claims. It is these claims which, 
if the claimants were “datos gr to file and swear to a petition in order 
to pet them into the Court of Claims, never would go there. The 
only hope for these claims is under the present system of working up 


a case. 

As I have said, there were 12,757 claims filed in six months just 
before the statutes should into operation barring these c 
My friend talks of the hardship inflicted on these people, poopie who 
after seventeen years have just waked up to the fact they have a 
claim against this Government, and it and now want agents 
to scour this country to hunt up the evidenco to support those worth- 
less claims. And it costs just as much to search for evidence in these 
unworthy claims as if they were valid. 

I believe this to be a needless expense, and these cases need the 
scrutiny and examination of a judicial tribunal, 

Mr. WHITE. Does the gentleman understand that this bill covers 
that class of cases alone f 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. What class of cases? 

Mr. WHITE. Does it not on the contrary take all of the claims 
that are now unsettled in the Quartermaster-General’s Office into the 
Court of Claims? 

Mr, BURROWS, of Michigan. I have so stated; the cases that are 
now penne there. 

Mr. WHITE. All that are unsettled ? 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Certainly. 

Mr, WHITE. Boes the gentleman not see the great injustice that 
will do to a great many claimants? 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I do not. 

Mr, WHITE. Admitting this last class of claims he of 
should not be considered in the Quartermaster’s Department, would 


nota t injustice be done? 
Mr, BURROWS, of Michigan. What injustice ? 
Mr. WHITE. Injustice would be done to the class of claims that 


are in the hands of such men as General Ekin, at Jeffersonville, 
Indiana, and General Dana, at Nashville, Tennessee, claims that 
have been considered in the Department, and in reference to which 
all the testimony has been taken. 

Mr, BURROWS, of Michigan, I have gone all over that. What 
possible injustice can be done to a worthy claimant in up the 
cases which are in the Quartermaster’s Department, completed and 
uncompleted, and having five judges examine the evidence; five 


judges instead of one quartermaster? 
. BUTTERWOR I yield now to my friend from Indiana, 
[Mr. STEELE 


tely prior to 
Army. AndI 


flow. The Amy officers universally favor a compulsory retirement. 
General Hancoc. 


Our system ot retirement is liberal to the officer and of great advantage to 
public — It is, however, in my opinion, defective iu not containing a oe 


XIII— 157 


feature. By existing laws, the President may, or may not, in his discre- 
Eee Ges on the retired list officers sixty-two years of age, or who may have 
forty-five years. The exercise of this discretion involves very objection- 
able ences, An officer of sixty-two, who is forced on to the retired list, while 
8 he are left, feels that he has been inspected and condemned y, tho 
President, and that his active career, however honorable it may have been, closes 
in humiliation. This feeling results from the discrimination which the President 
must make. It would be prevented if the law fixed a time at which all should 
retire alike, without examination or condemnation. 
The discretionary feature has, in addition, the particular demerit of tending to 
Sey the officer for the performance of his duties by im the permanent 


tion, although he may not be aware of it, will very lik 
good of the service, and will be governed more or less 4 By desire to please the 
power which has such effective means of influencing hi Thi 
stances, therefore, under which an officer, by the pou system, ns on the 
active list after the President has power to retire 
the performance of his duties according to the purest and higest grin J 5 
But the present system is not objectionable on the d alone that those com- 
ing within the President's power may make undue efforts to remain in active sérv- 
ice, Another bad feature is, that 
made by interested 
forced on to the re 


pinyer Stes may, on the other hand, be 
ies to have office: ble b; service, 
list, and thus . Seay be asp oa dam- 
maneuvers and A law retiring all ‘alike, after a specified length 
of service, or when a d age is reached, sixty-two, sixty-five, or whatever 
the age may be, would remove the objections mentioned, and would lead officers to 
make that provision for their old which they are apt to neglect so long as 
there is a doubt as to the time of retirement. 

ae ea by general le; ion t be made of those who have been 3 
cially ets aenewren in the = as the General of the Army, or by extending 
e t of those who have received, or who may receive, the 

s of Congress. 

It is claimed that this act should not be passed because it will 
increase the retired list to a great extent, and in co uence the 
expenses of the military esta ent. At first glance would 
appear to be the case, but it must be remembered that this list does 
not represent the current deterioration of the perpen organization 
at all. Our Army Register will show that about 43 per cent. of the 
officers borne upon the rolls of the retired list began their service as 
volunteers, and have been retired by reason of wounds or other disa- 
bilities incident to their volunteer service Saris the war. The 
rolls of the Army during that period show more officers in numbers, 
four times over, than the commissioned officers and enlisted men of 
the present Army. All of the major-generals on the retired list at- 
tained higher rank in the volunteer than in the regular service—15 
of the 21 brigadier-generals, 23 of the 69 colonels, 6 of the 29 lieuten- 
ant-colonels, 14 of the 49 majors, 50 of the 127 captains, and 30 ofthe 
87 lieutenants. The number of officers to be affected by this bill in 
the next seven years would be 1 general, 2 anil, Speer 9 briga- 
dier-generals, 41 colonels, 36 lieutenant-colonels, ors, 9 cap- 
tains, and 3 lieutenants, a total of 131 officers; but that the commit- 
tee may fully understand this, I will cause to be printed with my 
remarks an official table: 


Officers on the active list of the Army above the age of fifty-five years. 
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That the committee may act advisedly I submit the names of all | Lieutenant-Colonel G. R. Andrews, Art. 60 9 months. 


the officers who would be retired immediately under the provisions — 2 25 5 5 
of this bill, and will inelude a few of those in the higher es who or N. D. Clarke, Pay., 65 years 4 months. 
would remain on the active list for varying periods, as follows. The or E. H. Brooke, Pay., 63 years 9 months. 
age given is for the 1st of January, 1882 : — — = HEC Brith, Bai t ears 4 ee 
. T. Sherman, 62 years. or T. J. Eckerson, È years 8 months. 
Genera rE Sheridan 51 years 7 months. Captain E. J. Strang, f M., 60 years 9 months. 
General W. S. Hancock, 57 years 10 months. itary Storekeeper R. M. Potier, Q. M., 79 years 6 months. 
coat genta edey ance Sila Serco: arian Gat Gaara 
. ears 2 mon . 5 * 
General John Pore: 59 rasta 6 months. Military Storekeeper W. , 72 years 3 months. 
General O. O. Howard, 51 years 1 month. Military Storekeeper B. H. Gilbreath, Ord. , 66 years 7 months. 
General A. H. Terry, 53 years 7 months. Military Storekeeper E. D. eee 72 years 1 month. 
General C. C. Angur, 60 years 5 months. Military Storekeeper W. Adams, Med., 62 years 3 months. 
General Sx ie fi gad inn ah a aa S an eaa a 
General R. C. Drum, A. G., 55 years 10 months. Chaplain David White, 62 years 6 months. 
General D. B. Sacket, Insp., 59 years 8 months. 0 Chaplain Charles Reynolds, 63 8 months. 
— — S 
en urg., vo mon! . 
W. Engr., 9 th: C E. B. Tuttle, 64 years 6 months. 
. —.— . Dent 4 67d. P 893 * hat Jeremiah Peter 76 years 4 months. 
General D. G.S ae “4 & years 6 wae Chaplain M. J. Gonzalez, 69 years 5 months. 
Colonel J. H. Potter, Inf., 50 years 6 mon Of these, on or before July 4, 1882, 44 would be retired. Ialso submit 
Colonel Wi A. Wand. tat, ob joni 1 some very interesti statistics compiled by Captain George W. Davis, 
Colonel G. O. Haller, Inf., 62 years 11 months. of the Fourteenth United States Infantry, whom there is no 
Colonel Rufus Ingalls, Q. M., 62 years 5 months. more capable officer in the Army. His information was obtained 
aaa FFC from official records of the Adjutant-General’s Office. 
Colonel J. AL Cuyler, Surg., 70 years 5 months. ° It appears from these tables that during the period from 1828 to 
Colonel W. S. King, Surg., 70 years 5 months. 1 inclusive, 1,670 officers of the Army died in the military service 
—— ee eters, rie had P sie 11 ae ih W. ioH 8 1,541 were on me active list and o the frs 
; . ist. e rate of mortality in the former group was 24 per 1 and 
Colonel oN Macomb. Pe yg ey 3 in the latter up 36 pa 1,000. It must not be forgotten that the 
—.— Z E Tower, Engr., 62 years 11 months. poang 2 by Tables II and III embraces the Seminole, Black 
0 ew ngr., ears 6 months. i 
vores trad ia, Een! 3 lawk, and Mexican wars, as well as the war of the rebellion. The 
Colonel W. I~ Reynolds, Engr., 61 years 9 months. 7 85 rate of mortality in any year was 52 and the lowest 5 per 
Colonel T. T. S. Laidley, Ord., 59 years 8 months. . 
Colonel G. W. Getty, Art., 62 years 3 months. The compiler of these tables has also ascertained the age at which 
Colonel H. J. Hunt, Art., 62 years 5 months. death occurred in the case of each one of 1,404 officers. The result 
Pac toot erg credo gt Ron eo ei iaee ay of his investigation is given in Table III. From it the following facts 
Tiontonsni-Colonel I. H. Ekin, Q. M., 62 years 6 months. are culled ; of 42 officers entering the service at 19, all but 4 had died 
2 E F. Clarke, Basel 1 mou 8 aran the age of 62; of 199 onena at 22 years, but 9 sur- 
eutenant-Colonel Jam ’ vived at 62; of 120 entering at 25 but 4 survived at 62; of 46 
Tieutenant-Colonel J. F. Hammond, Modi Sr TOSI monik: entering at 27 years, but 2 Sarvived at 62 ; of 42 entering at 29 years 
Lientenant-Colonel Ebenezer Swift, Med., 61 years 10 months. A ; g * 
— . — — Feats] of T eee 98 yum none ee your of Lt 
eu olonel J. F. ; ears 4 mon ears; o entering a ears, none ears; o 
eee John Campbell, M 4 rear 8 (all Whose paths nace of record) who entered the service at 
. Lientenant-Colonel A. P. Howe, Art. 63 years 10 months. various ages from 17 to 61, but 84 ever attained the age of 62 years, 
Lieutenant-Colonel G. A. DeRussy, Art., 63 years 2 months. or almost exactly 6 in a hundred. 


TABLE I.—Offcers of the Army on the active list, grouped according to age, January 1, 1881.* 


Arm, corps, or department. 
. 


50 
50 to 55 years. 


e t 


to o 
— 
Aos 
— 


oa 


— 
e 


* Corrected for changes of grade to December 1, 1880. There are two officers whose age is not a matter of reoord. 
The above table was compiled from the records of the Adjutant-General's Office. 


GEO. W. DAVIS, Captain Fourteenth Infantry. 


TABLE II,—Mortality in each year among the 


Chief of staff | General staff, (except Medical Department, storekeepers 


corps. chaplains.) 
Field. Captains. 
Year. | 
8 á Ss 
23 3 38 2 
E = 3 | E 
E = E 
z a Š Z 
68 
68 |. 
68 |. 
68 |. 
67 | 
67 
. 64 
° 8) 4).04) 60}.....-. 
j 833 3.0380 8900 
i 86 
5 IG cca 3 
031 80 11.0124 7 |---<.- 
015 78 11.042 78 
- 015 78 7 .089 
8 poa: 990 6 000 
2 031 83 | 2/.024| 800 
4 . 064 82 0% 88 
3 049 S kacat K 
3 049 89 3 .033 
5 [=z 87 2 022 
1 016 8⁵ 1 011 
1 010 103 2019 
1 035 93 3 .032 
5 | 039 114 4 035 
- 032 112 1 008 
1 17 
1 
3.015 107 1 6000 66 
5 025] 103 2 0150 23 
4 
1] -005:; 91 1 010 54 
5 
44.8] 88 1. 50 
1 
5 
1 
5 . . 580. 
10⁵ 


Nork.— This table has much the same scope as that prepared by General Benjamin Alvord, and which appears in his Report on the Annuity Scheme,” printed in 1 
date of the — pe Again, the actual number of officers in service during any year is never the same as the legal strength shown in tabulated form on one page in eac 
this occurs such officers are counted in the staff” and not in the line.“ 

Mortality of the whole Army for fifty-one years, 1,670 officers, or 23.80 f per 1,000; of which number there were killed in battle or died of wounds, 337 officers, or 4.80. 

Aggregate number of officers in service June 30, 1879, 2,512; deaths, 26; rate, 16+ per 1,000. | 

Aggregate number of officers in service June 30, 1880, 2,539; deaths, 24; rate, 11+ per 1,000. | 

The above table was compiled from the records of the Adjutant-General's Office. | 


JANUARY 1, 1881. 
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icera of the Army for fifty-one years, from 1828 to 1878, inclusive. f 
ind Field. Line. Medical Department. Storekeepers. | Chaplains. Total active. Total retired. 
55 „ aes 
Captains. Lieutenants. Assistant surgeons. | | 
=* g = ; 2 8 z 8 5 
i „ SS Sols 
5 2139/3 Pie ie ledale 444 3 1213 
— — 2 A A 2 z a z A 2 — = z | & | 2 
110 1 95 293 13 044 7 9 PONE. PTER gh EE SR NO A 554 | ye 
3 108 1 009 323 5 015 45 1 022 1 581 8 | 013 
106 | 1 009 343 5 014 1 I 601 7 .011 |. 
„ 354 6 | .016 S 1121 612 8 | .013 |. 
107 2 018 372 12 032 ps oe ͤ Beas ieee 630 23 | 036 
18 2 018 386 2 005 TCT 664 5 | .007 |. 
113 3 .026 364 10 027 8 662 23 | . 034 |. 
113 6 053 367| 15 040 A A 664 30 | . 045 
3 | . 083 113 10 088 368 8 021 1 668 24 | 035 
4 102 126 5 039 298 | 10 033 $i- 624 2 035 
31.071 126 2 015 277 9 .032 24. 61 18 026 
1 | .023 123 4 | .032 278 11 039 2 690 24 | 034 |. 
1 | . 023 119 5 042 293 h eo, carer ees 22 713 14 | .019 |. 
3 118 2 016 308 12 039 2 727 20 | 027 
7 | 100 118 2 016 319 3 000 FO Cae! Se A 747 16 | . 021 
2 |.047 114 1 .008 e Fes” ee el fies Ce ee ae el es 7 4 | 005 
3 113 1 | .008 370 5 eke 803 9 011 
3 071 112 3 | 025 wo oae aaah a BR ee eae eae an baa 811 20 024 
1.095 115 11 055 „ , ee Aa 818 40 | . 048 |. 
5 .050 254 | 19 074 ie BR). LETRE eee ee 1, 386 73 | .052 
5 050 253 4 .015 seo} 10 17 7 tia] 353816 102 1, 298 30 | 023 
2 | 035 145 6 041 5) Se ³ . ß 796 34 | 042 
2 | .033 154 8 .051 383 e e oe A Hd Dae a SAS Peal Kae. hee 930 20 | 021 
5 | 0583 155 7 .045 385 r e 941 23 | . 024 
4 |. 066 154 4) .025 389 61.02) Wabe Beo A Al to, 941 17 .018 
5 . 083 155 7 .045 ee , 31000) oe) ee 957 42 
1 | .016 156 3 019 398 Siarl | IA A BOR Sates 952 25 02 
1 013 196 4 020 F ß mete Wy ad (RS Ber ie Rees 1, 072 24 | 022 
11.013 197 3 015 427 C Bicak r ee 1.024 14 013 
3 | .039 198 3 |.015| 442 8 018 1, 048 17 016 
11 .013 197 5 454 eee BE BSI dss 1, 074 24 | . 022 
1 .013 198 2 010 455 10 052 1.070 17 015 
3 | .039 198 2 010 453 3 . 006 1, 078 14 .012 
3 | .023 374 1 010 659 7 1. 585 23 014 1 
8 | 062 425| 26 001 675 34 1,715 82 | . 048 3 
5 030 440 16 08 811) 56 00 68) Tjaa 100% 83] 1 % % ihn 1, 888 91 . 048 6 
5 .036 445 29 005 e e 1. 804 90 049 6 05 
4 029 448 6 .013 , eee) CEOB | OOO = 28) oS ore Lac 1, 49 29 | 018 9 
5 037 448 11 025 e S, a8 eed 2, 070 51 025 q| 05 
o 047 629| 5 040 1,888 40 00 6 4 0% 107 8 056 5 84 2, 838 92 032 PS 
7 | .032 629 11 017 1,402| 20 2, 892 45 016 6 0347 
2009 630 9 014 1. 321 r / 2, C07 36 . 013 9| 05 
1 |.004 r , : ee BET 22] 08s] E T N nee. 2, 665 45 | .016 8 
a 4³⁰ 7 .016 977 13 — 2 32 014 300 13 043 
. 428 5 011 949 n e 2. 089 2 011 297 8 .026 
- 006 426 5 011 972 2 „ 1 586 1 0% 214... 2.102 38 s 296 8 027 
0¹³ 426 4 .009 970 7 . 067 Mireles) BE laces] e eea 086 23 011 298 8 026 
- 026 429 2 004 950 15 018 11¹ 2 018 24 2. 088 31 014 297 12 040 
026 428 8 | 018 969 | 22 212 5 038 22 2,125 16 021 299 10 .033 
1 430 5 011 977 14 0⁴⁵ 115 1 008 22 2.138 28 013 300 5 016 
42| 6 13 1,000 10 00 66 Esas 11¹ 1 „00 21 3 2. 100 31 — 326| 13 030 
13,276 | 328 | 025 30,039 687 02 3,955 | 7 010 835 24.029 305/ 11 n N 129 036 
| | | | | 


but is more in detail. The want of a, ment between them is probably due to the fact that the deaths reported in the Registers for each year are frequently of anterior occurrence to the 
Register, under the title Organization of the Army.” During many years a considerable number of officers held commissions in the staff as well as the line, und are so reported. When 


per 1,000; died of disease, 1,242, or 17.17-+ per 1,000; and from other causes, 91, or 1.294 per 1,000. 


GEO. W. DAVIS, Captain Fowrteent Infantry. 
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Entered. 


TABLE III.—Mortality of officers of the United States Army fo 
[Showing the number of officers surviving in each year out of the whole number entering the service, as indicated in first left-hand column; also showing the whole number of officers livin; 


entry of those now in service oi 


Years of officers’ lives in which 1 


No. | Age. 


5 In seventeenth year 
16 | In eighteenth ear | 
42 | In nineteenth year 5 

69 In twentieth ear 

155 | In twenty-first ver 

199 | In twenty-second year. -| 

189 | In twenty-third car 

155 | In twenty-fourth year 

120 | In twenty-fifth year 

113 In twenty-sixth year 
185 In twenty-sixth ear. 

46 In twenty-seventh year. 
355 
42 In nty-e year... 
42 In twenty-ninth year ..- 


24 | In thirtieth ear 
27 | In thirty-first year 
24 | In thirty-first ear 
24 | In thirty-second year. 


8 | In thirty-third vear i 


— 


In forty-sixth year - 
In forty-seventh year . 
In forty-eighth year -. 
In forty-ninth year 
In fiftieth year 
In fifty-first year... . 
In fifty-second year 
In fifty-fourth Fear 
In a 


= eee 
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1, 670 | All G08 E 


31. 32. | 33. | 34. 38. | 36. | 37. | 38. | 39. | 40. | 41. 
ARESE 4 Ea | a ede 
1211 11 11 11 11 11/11) 11) 9 
26 25 25 | 24 21 20 | 19 18 17 16 
44 12 40 38 35 35| 3 3 | 33 30 
79 75 71 | 68 | 62 | 6t | 55 | 53 | 50 | 47 
s8 | 83 | 77 | 71 |61 54 48 | 4t 30 | 32 
108 101 | 92 | 88 | 78 72 |68 | 63 61 | 52 
34 7 49 | 41 | 37 | 35 | 33 
73 50 43 40 35 | 32 
E 42 | 40 35 | 34 
143 130 131 |127 |126 
14 | 13 | 133 12 11 
27 |25 | 25 25 | 25 
14 | 14 | 10| 10 9 
13 8 7 4| 8 
9 9| 9| 9| 7 
9| 9| 8| 8| 5 
19 | 18 18 | 38 | 17 
14 13 11 9| 5 
7 6| 5 55 
16 | 13 | 13 11 10 
8 6| 5 5 
13 10 7 6 
— 9) 7 8 
bi bee E 
— 16 15 
ml bes E 
1 R 


TEELE IS 
SBNSNSeEon | 


$ 


— 
— 


na 
war t rn 


et 
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— 
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44. 45. | 46. 47. 48. 40. 50. | 51. 
412422222 
ene 
11 11 1% 10 9| 9| 9| 9 
29 | 29 | 28 | 27 | 27 | 25 | 23 | 20 
31 | 30 | 28 | 27 | 25 | 25 | 23 | 22 
22 | 21 | 21 20 | 19 | 18 | 17 | 16 
34 |31 | 27 |27 |26 |24 | 23 | 22 
21 | 19 | 17 |33 | 13 11 31 | 11 
21 21 20 | 19 | 138 | 16 | 14 | 14 
28 | 28 | 27 | 25 |22 | 21 | 39 | 18 
109 100 103 | 96 | 95 | 92 | 85 | 78 
8| 6| 5 5 4| 4| 4| 4 
23 | 23 | 22 | 22 | 22 | 22 | 22 | 20 
222 2| 2] 2) 2| 2 
LLERA EIEE E 
4| 2| 2| 2| 3) 1] 1) 1 
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21212 22 
11231 1 
32 2 2 2 
S 
3 3| 3| 2| 1 
2} 2| 2] 2) 2 
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fac Ba eer ee A 
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4) 3] 2] 2] 2. 
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STATS Pe Be ee 
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692 651 613 [595 565 50 


185 In twenty-sixth year 


32 In twenty-seventh year . 
24 «In thirty-first year ....- s 


16 | In thirty-eighth year 
8 | Inthirty-ninth year 


1 | In fortieth year-........].-- E 

266 Ages assumed ..........'..-- | 

1,404 | Ages of record j 
= 


139 131 127 126 
2 25 | 25 


182 174 186 191 


111 109 106 
23 | 23 2 | 
15 | 15 2 
14 12 12 12 12 12 
3 
1 


S40 | 826 786 745 701 672 628 582 539 502 469 439 409 374 


1 


The above table was compiled from the records of the Adjutant-General's Office. 
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heir military service began and terminated. 


each of the 
e grade.) 
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GEO. W. DAVIS, Captain Fourteenth Infantry. 


45 43/39 35 32 
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67 161 147 


TABLE IV.—Statement showing the a e age of active officers of the 
several arms, corps, and tments of the Army, January 1, 1881, 
corrected for. changes of to December 1, 1880. 


E Š 
=| Š 
5 & 
a|é 
dl S 
55. 83 
61. 18 
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Norx.— Total number of offi 
two officers whose age is not a mai 
The above table was compiled from the records of the 7 Sus ae Office. 
GEO. W. DAVIS, 
Captain Fourteenth Infantry. 


2,165; average 88.994 years. There are 
of record. = 


JANUARY 1, 1881. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, it occurs to me, after an examination of these 
tables, that the question resolves itself into this: Shall we have an 
Army; and, if so, shall it be efficient? Will Congress hesitate longer 
to remove one of the causes prohibiting efficiency, and the principle 
one, so far as the officers are concerned? Do we wish the average 
age of lieutenants to be above thirty-seven years, or of captains above 
forty-three years? Owing to the ation of 1 in the Army, 
there is no reasonable prospect that a young lieutenant can ever at- 
tain a higher rank than captain; and unless something is soon done 
to relieve this stagnation, a very large number of the eal owns VONA 
of the staff and line, will be the age when they may be re- 
tired. In fact at this moment there are some half dozen who are 
very arany of that age. The rolls now contain the names of a very 
considerable number of lieutenants who are fifty to fifty-five years 
old. Since 1871 there has been no material change in the number of 
officers. 

Turning to the different Army Registers issued since the date 
named, we see that the junior captain of infantry in 1871 is now 
the one hundred and th Saisie ving gained one hundred and 
twelve files, or about ten each year. The officer who in 1871 was No. 
135 ir order is now No, 68, and the man who was then No. 69 is now 
No. 19. The man who eleven years ago was No. 20 was a little more 
than eight years in attaining his majority. Accordingly, if the expe- 
rienced rate of promotions continues, the junior captain of 1882 may 
expect to serve more than forty-one years before he is a major. As 
he entered the service in 1861, this officer can hardly be below forty 
now, and adding forty-one years to that, he will be a major at eighty- 
one, and a remarkably well-preserved man if he is able to enjoy his 
position as a mounted officer. 

Shall we compel the Army to die from slothfulness and want of 
vigor? Congress is responsible for the present condition of affairs 
in that, at the close of the war, by legislation it provided that offi- 
cers or soldiers who had performed meritorious service as volun- 
teers tg as war might be commissioned as officers in the regu- 
lar Army. Was this done in good faith for the purpose of reward? 
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Was it not so understood by those who accepted commissions, and 


tunity for officers who entered the re 
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especially was it not so understood by the regiments known as the 


Veteran Reserve Corps, that they, as maimed and wounded sol- 


diers, should be provided for? Many of them who accepted com- 
missions in those regiments were suffering from the loss of a leg or an 
arm, or from equal disabilities. 

I again say, was it not intended to provide an honorable oppor- 
ar Army at the close of the 
war te render efficient service during the time that they should be 
found physically capable, and that thereafter they might be placed 
upon the retired list, or was it understood that Congress shook gain 
a temporary aggrandizement in providing for these men and that it 
would be a matter for their successors to decide should these officers 
hereafter come to Congress saying, ““ We are growing old in the serv- 
ice, with no prospect of promotion. When we entered the Army 
there were forty-five regiments of infantry; they have been cut 
down to twenty-five; four of those 1 oes rop her ete were espe- 
cially intended for maimed and wounded officers, but many of us are 
on the active list and past the age when we should be lieutenants 
and captains, and in the grade of the younger officers. The four regi- 
ments, veterans, have been legislated out of service, and we do not 
see how our condition is to be improved unless you will assist us. 
We have passed the age when we can go out in the world and com- 
pete with those who were boys and young men with us, or with those 
who were our fellow-soldiers during the war, but are now prosperous 
in their respective callings. Some of us have been lieutenants fif- 
teen and eighteen years, familics are orng up around us, and our 
expenses are increasing. We only ask a reasonable assistance; give 
us a sixty-two-ycar compulsory-retirement law; make section 1204 
of the Revised Statutes so plain relative to lineal promotion of lien- 
tenants by seniority that it cannot be misunderstood nor misinter- 
preted; prohibit the employment of enlisted men on any duty not 
properly belonging to them as soldiers, which will remove to a very 
great extent the cause of desertion, will afford us an opportunity to 
perfect them and ourselves as soldiers, and will give employment to 
energetic laboring-men of the East, who are anxious to establish 
themselves in our western Territories. Then quit legislating so fat 
as the organization of the Army is concerned, and we promise to be 
satisfied and forever grateful.” 

I have heard it suggested that officers should save enough from 
their salaries so that when they arrive at an age or condition of 
incapability for active duty they night be peremptorily discharged. 
In sopor of my assertion that such savings are absolutely impos- 
sible I will venture to appena a brief outline of my own expe- 

y: 


He and will explain why, in my opinion, such savings are not 
possible. 

I reported for duty in the regular Army in 1866, and was ordered 
first to Governor’s Island, New York Harbor, from there to David's 


Island in February, 1867. In April, 1867, I was sent by sea to Angel 
Island, California, and in June to Drum barracks, California. 

ray bead we started to march via Fort Yuma, California, and Tucson, 
to Fort Grant, Arizona, arriving in October, 1867. July, 1868, back 
toFort Yuma. April, 
via San Francisco to Nashville, Tennessee vie 
dall, Dakota, and in September to Fort Sedgwick, 
1871, to Fort Laramie, yoming. January, 1873, to 
from there to San Antonio, Texas, back to New York, and in March 
to Indianapolis on recruiting service. March 1, 1875, to Camp Doug- 
as, Utah, and to Ugden, Utah. 

1 wish, before proceeding further, to inform those who do not 
understand the matter fully that officers are provided quarters, or 
very often a ig 7 for quarters, which must be furnished by them- 
selves, not by the Government, and as the allowance for trans- 
portanon of baggage is entirely inadequate, I could not transport 

ousehold goods, therefore was compelled to refurnish at each change 
of station, and while I was rted at the e se of the Gov- 
ernment the fare for my family and the additional cost of living I 
had to pay. 

I wish to enter my evidence against the asserted practicability or 
even possibility of an offieer of the Army with a family saving any- 
ong from his salary, and we should, in my opinion, keep our im- 
pli 5 with the Army in good faith. y is not the Army 
as much entitled to a compulsory retirement act as the Navy. Has 
the latter performed more or ter service? Recently Admiral 
Rodgers, one of our most gallant officers inthe naval service, arrived 
at the age of sixty-two, and althongh on duty that he could os 
form, was not disappointed nor annoyed by being retired. He 
been looking forward to the day when he should leave the active 
list, and so it should be with officers of the Army. 

In the one service there is a steady flow of promotion, general con- 
tentment, and satisfaction; absence of all those jealousies and con- 
tentions which characterize the struggles to retain a place on the 
active list of the sister service. 

The present Navy compulsory law went into effect in December, 
1861, and on that date fifty-one officers who were upward of - 
two years of age gave place to their juniors; and from that day 
this the law has been executed without jar, friction, dissatisfaction, or 
injustice. An examination of the accompanying tabulation on which 
is shown the number of officers active and retired, both of the Army 


, to Drum barracks. In June of same year 
1870, to Fort - 
Colorado. March 


New York, and N 
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and Navy, will be instructive, and I will ask that it be printed in 

the RECORD : 

Commissioned officers in the military and naval service on the active and 
2 . eck STOM the Registers of the respective services for Jan- 
uary 1, a 


Navy. 


Army. 


ork.— Besides the commissioned officers, there are found in the Navy Register 
8 of 371 warrant officers and cadet-midshipmen on the active The, and 38 
warrant officers on the retired list. 

Ofe noticeable fact I will cite. In the Army, which contains 
nearly 2,200 cemmissioned officers active, 21 of that number are of 
and above the rank of brigadier-general, and 26 of the same rank 
are on the retired list. The Navy contains 1,408 active officers, of 
whom 39 are of and above the relative rank of brigadier-general 
in the Army, and 82 are on the retired list. In other words, the 
Navy, containing but a little more than half as many commissioned 
officers as the 1 82 retired admirals and commodores, while 
the Army has but 26 major and brigadier generals. Less than one- 
fourth the Army retired are colonels and generals, while almost half 
8 retired have the relative rank of Army colonels and gen- 


erals. 

Until those now in service have hadthe benefit of the sixty- t wo- year 
law at least ten years, a graduating scale of retirements should not be 
thought of. General Sherman said to your Military Committee, Six- 
ty-two years for all is a law that should be upon.” Afterward 
he assented to the suggestion of some member who proposed that a 
retirement of generals at one age, say sixty-five, and down to thirty- 
five or forty years for lieutenants would be a good law, but, to his 
credit, (as what he has ever done has been,) he said, Some 
must be done for the younger officers of the Army, and it strikes me 
as being all right. en I was to fifty-five even, I thought a 
man of sixty-two had no business to be in command.” 

Now that I am sixty-two I do not feel so much so, of course. Sheri- 
dan 8 with-great diffidence on account of his being so 
1 below the age of Belat deme Basne wea z in favor 
of a sixty-two-year com w. Wemustin time of peace pi pal 
for war, In we were n by having at the Heute of our 
regiments old men. So with our Indian wars; soduring the war with 
Mexico; so, as we all remember, at the commencement of the late 


war. 

The following letter, written at the breaking out of the rebellion 
by an eminent officer, exactly expresses my sentiments and does 
credit to the writer: 

Unirep STATES TRA 


Dean Stu: t exertions, within leas than six days from the time the sub- 
31770 ³ w ⁊ð piranha pa ddai from 


The will follow on 
Ure nedeni f, ‘fn into Fort — small 
e mere of afew men ens may seem a 
S ä 
Unless this movement is suj U and followed up by the 
Navy it will be a failure. is the f the war which every statesman 
and soldie: ordinance of 


of which one com- 
C a mounted battery. 
th 


one. 
y am 
0 

r foreseen since the of the South Carolina seces- 
sion, You will find the Army the Navy clogged at the head with men, excel- 
lent patriotic men, men who were soldiers and sailors f years but who 
now — keep active men out of the places in which they serve the 
country. 

If you call out volunteers you have no general to command. The general born, 
not 3 yet to be found who is fo govora thie groat ait whichis to save the 
country, if saved it can be. Colonel Keyes has shown intelligence, zeal, activity, 
and I look for a high future for him. 

England took six months to 


go to serve our country, 


8 in tape, however red. 
engere 


Hon. WIIIAN H. SEWARD, Secretary of State. 

This officer, under our present law, was a few days since retired, 
and it has occasioned much discussion, my colleague [Mr. HOLMAN] 
commenting on the subject quite freely. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this isnot surprising. “Twenty-one years later 


; we 
not neglect us or leave us to be 
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his mind underwent a change. There has not been an instance where 
peremptory retirement of an officer has not caused heartburnings and 

ussion. It was so at the retirement of General Dunn, of my State; 
of General Ord and General Cook, and so it will continue as long as 
we permit the law to stand as it is. Shall we hereafter have eter- 
nal peace? No. Then in time of let us prepare and be ready 
for war. Do not let us wait until it begins to rain before we repair 
our roofs. I wish I could as well illustrate the great advantage in 
having young men at the head of our armies as has the deceased 
General Emory Upton. I look upon his collection of data pertain- 
ing to this subject as most admirable. General Upton shows con- 
elusively, I think, by actual experience, how much safer it is to rel 
upon the younger blood in the management of our armies, and I will 
insert here his “ Facts in favor of compulsory retirement,” as printed 
in the United Service Magazine, and close, expressing the hope the 
clause may meet with the favor it so richly deserves: 


FACTS IN FAVOR OF COMPULSORY RETIREMENT.* 
The liability of the citizen to military service was limited by the Roman law 
between the ages of seventeen and forty-five. No time was fixed when officers should 
p Nia Be legions; but as as Roman history leaves no room to doubt 
the test commanders, like the best private soldiers, in all armies and 
countries have been found below the age of forty-five. 


As exam * . 
Macedon ascended the throne at twenty-two, was the conqueror of all 
-five, and died at forty-seven. 
Alexander the Suom defeated the celebrated Theban band at Chæronea before 
0 
world 
Juli 


before the ago of forty; conqu 
vaded Bri before the of forty-five; won the battle of Pharsalia and ob- 
tained supreme power at two. died at fifty-six the victor of five hundred 


battles, and the — — one 
Hannibal was e commander-in-chief of the Carthaginian — 75 in Spain at 
twenty-six, and had won all his great battles in Italy, concluding with Canna, at 


“one. 
Africanus, the elder, distinguished himself at the battle of Ticinus at 
sixteen, and at twenty-nine overthrew the power of Carthage at Zama. 


Scipio African younger, had conquered the other Carthaginian armies 
and completed the destraction of Carthage at thirty-six. 
1 is Khan achieved many of his victories and became Emperor of the 


was crowned king at twenty-six, was master of France and the 
F laced on his head the iron crown of Italy 
at 'y-two, and “ix. 


at 
FF 


made commander. in· chief of the of Italy 

SC. ͤ Ä army at si became 
King . bed hater dood and became King of Franco 
before the age of forty. í 

Montecuculi, at the age of with two thousand horse, attacked ten 
thousand Swedes and captured all artillery ; gained the victory 
ST ing rr Reais Pale defeated the saved Denmark at forty-nine. 
and at fifty-three defeated the Turks in the battle of St. Go 

Saxe was a maréchal-de-camp at ty- of France at forty-four, 
and at forty-nine gained the famous victo: at Fontenoy. 

Vauban, .. several at twenty-five, was 

at y-three, and of the f. cations of 


ve. 
the of cay colonel, or- and 
—.— encral, becam a mare of Francs at thirty ewe, and won all his dis. 
tinction before forty. 
The Condé defeated the at Rocroi at twenty-two, and won all 
his m fame before the age of twenty-five. 
of Savoy, was colonel at twenty-one, lieutenant-field-marshal 
twenty-four, and ikaer after general-field-marshal. He ed the battle 
Zenta four, co-operated with Marlborough at at forty-one. 


proclaimed Czar at ten years of age, 
a large army at twenty, won the victory of Embach at thirty, Founded St Peters 
aten IT Alete ing uns — 8 Denmark at eighteen, over. 
es com i — 
. before ninetesn, Poland and 


at 
of 


Great ascended the throne at twenty-eight, terminated the first 
hoc gt ere . 
ms, he triumphed over a league of more than one h 


ix. 
completed the conquest of Peru at thirty-five, and died at forty. 
Clive distin; ed himself at twenty-two, attained his greatest fame at 


Wolfe was conqueror of Quebec at thirty-two. P tet T CAN 
n was à en . gade wenty-five, 
ze the arm of Talg twenty-six; — all his victories 
ly o ‘ore the age of forty-four. 
fips. Box eye 777. 2 
eral of brigade at twenty- OS EROR vision at twenty-six, died at > 
two. Massena wasa general of division at thirty-five, „ 


at twenty-two, ca at twenty-four, and, through the grades of or. 
pede ge gaea of brigade, 1 a general of division at twenty-nine. 
was a second lieutenant at seventeen, general of brigade at twenty-three, 


was a major at nine- 
Italy at twenty-five. 
vision 


corps commander at twenty. was a e at twenty- 
five, and general of division at twenty-eight. Ney was a of brigade at 
twenty-seven, and general of division at twenty-nine. Lannes was onel at 


* The facts on which this article is based have bean p hme, tme ty. tha 
sion of the writer, and were collected with the intention of pu 
TTT 0 

The e — of er. 5 Re 
retirement com sixty-two years o 
the Army on this subject, the facts are nee tds pu 
presentation may prove a benefit to the service. 


tives to make 
renewed the interest of 
ic in the hope that their 
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of at twenty. 
twenty-eight, general-in-chief of the army of Ital: — 


enty-nine, at 

general of brigade at twenty-five, and 
ortier became a general of 
Macdonald was a colonel and general of 


in-chief of an army at thirty-two. 
ane at ae thinty-al and 
. er. thirty. 3 at 


On ascending the throne Napoleon nominated 3 to be marshals of 
D 


France. ‘Their mean age was ge foar. He ominated seven more, 
whose mean age was forty-three. ap tments were as rewards 
for past services, as several of the old were never called into the field after 


their promotion. 
eae way of contrast the opponents of Napoleon were distinguished by their 


age. 

In the cam; of 1796, in Italy, Beaulieu and Wurmser were octogenarians, 
while Al was over seventy. Xn had 8 themselves in early life, 
but had lost the energy and resolution required of a military commander. 

In the Marengo campaign, 1800, Melas, the Austrian commander, was a soldier 
of more than fifty years’ service, who had distinguished himself in the Seven Years’ 


ar. 

In the campaign of 1805 Mack was fifty-three and Kutusoff sixty. The plan of 
oopan they were directed to execute was drawn up by the still more aged gen- 
erals of the Aulic Council. 

In the Jena of 1806, which, for the time being, destroyed the 
military power of Napoleon at beaks ica was opposed bby the Duke of 
Brunswick, seventy-one; Hebenlohe, sixty; leis Massenbach, 
all old rals of the time of Frederick the Great. Jomini s; of them as ex- 
the Seven Years’ War, whose faculties were frozen by age, who had 


1807 the French were opposed 3 Kamenski, eighty years of 
age; Benningsen, sixty; and Buxhowden, 1 7 y 
Basins dea by th ja nk rasad The Em 2 — 
ere of yo men. was 
were gui y ri Tithe younger kpda peror 
‘olley and Miloradowich, forty-nine; —— ; 


tantine, thirty-th A 
Tn the campaign of 1814 the Austrians were led by Schwartzenb about thirty 
years of age; the Prussians SF ror Bulow, and her. The advan 

18 — guided in nearly all his movemen's by younger men, like Scharnhorst 
and Gneisenau. 

In the Waterloo cam e controlled the movements of the = 
while Gneisenan, the Ref ot staff of Blücher, planned the operations of Key aor 
sians. Both were about the age of Napoleon, and younger than many of his 
generals, whose energy and were rapidly declining. 8 

In the war of 1812 gray hairs made the Ins ing of our disasters, 
General Halleck, from whose work on tary Artand Science many of the fore- 

oing facts have been quoted, states: In the American war of 1812 we pursued 

e same course as Aus Prussia, and Russia in their earlier contests with Na- 

leon, f. e., to supply our armies with generals we d 
the Al the Melases, the Macks, the 


and 
the Browns, the Mees. 


3 at twenty-eight,) the 
an ctory and to glory. In the event of another 
war, with any nation capable of opposing to us anything like a powerful resist- 
ance, shall we again exhume the veterans of former days, and again at the 
head of our armies respectable and aged inefficiency; or shall we seek ont youth- 
ful en rise and activity combined with military science and instruction! The 
results of the war, the honor of the coantry, the glory of our arms, depend, ina 
the answer will be given to question.’ 


ique. 
eens. When these are in co: 
proportion as one or all begin 
capacity of the commander decline. 
tt is well known in civil life that few peo ge lawyers, merchan 


or bankers 
acquire wealth or distinction who have not the 


foundation of their success 


In an army in time of peace the skill, courage, en: 
before fort; 
chi he sluggish current which bears on- 
to positions of responsibility bears with it the physical disability, if not 


su nuation, which is aware fatal to command. 
At the beginning of the Florida war nearly all the field officers of the line were 
old and decrepit. 


e complement was three to each — The number of 
companies in each ent was nine in the artillery, and ten in the infantry and 
oons. In June, as reported by . there were serv- 


ing Florida twenty-six companies of „Whose complement 

of field officers was eight; the number present was seven. By Septem the 

number of companies was increased to thirty-one ; the complement of field officers 

was nine; the number was three. December the number of companies 
o 


present 
was forty; the number of field officers should have been twelve ; the number pres- 
ent was seven. 

In the Creek war, which broke out the same year, the absence of field officers 
was equally conspi . The number of companies serving in June was six- 
teen; the complement of field officers was five; the number present was three. 
Of the thirteen captains present, "five were on higher duty as commanders of 
battalions, acting as inspectors, or performing other 9 duties as fleld 
ofücers with the troops in the field.” This report was called for by a resolution 
of ers in February, 1837, and was submitted by the Secretary of War on the 
Ist of March. 

The return for October, 1836, shows that the First Artillery, with its nine com- 
nenies in active service, had but one field officer present; in the Second Artillery 

ere was one field officer with seven companies; in Third i two 
field officers with eight companies. The Fourth Artillery, seven companies, and 
the Fourth Infantry, eight companies, were wholly destitute of field officers. 
The Marines, who had volunteered for the war, numbered six companies, with 
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permitted to retire on full p the officers thereby promoted not to draw the full 
pay of their new grade until after his death. This plan, which, in 1 applying bo 
colonels, but partially met the evils from which R was suffering, woul: 
have the rank and command of a few younger and more vigorous offi- 
cers, hut until the death of their su uated colonel they would have had to 
content themselves with the pay of the grade next below. e recommendation, 
whatever its objections, was supported by returns dated November 30, 1837, which 
showed that there were seventy-seven companies of ä artillery, and cav- 
alry serving in Florida, entitled to a complement of twenty-four field officers, of 
whom but fourteen were t. In the four regiments of infantry there was 
but one colonel for duty; the four onena of 8 none. 

No action having been taken ress, the condition of the Army at the 
beginning of the Mexican war was the same as in 1836. Few of the field officers 
were able to accompany their regiments. Buena Vista, the glory of the volunteers, 
was won under regimental leaders like Hardin, Davis, Mc and Clay. 
enlistments ha reduced the volunteers in Scott’s army after Cerro Gordo to four 
regiments, num for duty but 1,580 men in a total force of 11,052, the victories 
of Contreras, Churubusco, Chapultepec, and El Molino del Rey, like the opening 
battles bp Bland Alto and Resaca de la Palma, were, of necessity, the glory of the 

y- 
The rank of the officers commanding the old regiments in the brilliant battles in 


maj Artill * tain; Fourth Artillery, a maj 
8 a captain; Third Infantry, a captain; Fourth Infantry. a major; Fifth 


ant-colonel ; Ei 
Harney's b 
From the al 
the old Army there were ee een and but one lieutenant-colonel; the 
other ten its bein by captains, majors, or brevet field officers. 
command in battle with- 
pelled yer pt the f 3 i 25 
e on due 
to the actual rank of a ca or lientenant, al b the husband and father at 
the time of his death t have been discharging the duties of an absent colonel. 
The latter, by contrast, incapacitated by age, remained at home with his family on 
jy Leah ting only the return of peice to be restored to the full honors of com- 


man 

The absenteeism of field officers during the Florida and Mexican wars is easil 
explained. In the line of the Army up to this time there were but four 
causes of promotion, namely, death in e, death from disease, resignation, and 

There was also an occasional movement through promotions to the staff 

and to such regiments of and infantry as from time to time were added 
to the mili estab! 

The follo tables show the rate of promotion of a few of the field offieers of 
the three arms of service between the years of 1838 and 1860, only such officers being 
selected as passed through all the grades from second lieutenant upward : 


Artillery. 


major. 


Age when appointed 


gaseeeeey | Major. 


The hirien number of years’ service of all the field officers of 5 were 
commissi between the years 1838 and N and went through all 


was as follows: Before p: to years; before promotion to licuten- 
ant-colonel, 35 before promotion to colonel, 41 years. 

When not nally known, the age before promotion to major in the above 
table, as well as in all the following . on the aged gerne that 
Hia nverage AGO OE MISA Be were odeia an sigh years at date of admission, 
and twenty-two years on nation. 

Infantry. 
Number of years’ 
+ service betio 3 
being promoted 3 
a hve S5 
amo. ; g 
— g A 
2 S 
E 8 2 5 * 
3 cs E 3 & 
4 348 4 
> 1,1811 27 29 40 | 49 
Fourth. June 8, 1801 25 33 4 
Mar. 12 1812 22 26) 344 
17.1817 21 2 34 43 
38,188 28 34 41 50 
1.18214 26] 35 48 
1, 1827 24 S 
1. 1829 22 31 4 
1. 1839 J6 5595 R 38 
1, 1829 26 |... | 43 
1,1827 28 50 


se a Re E ee ee a ee 
The average number of years’ service of all the field officers of infantry who 


. through all the 


9 — — 3 
grades below, was WS: tion , 24 years; before pro- 
motion to ae vestas — A to colonel, 85 years. 


Cavalry. 


Age wh ted 
B 


The average number of years’ service of all the field officers of ecg Aaa 


were commissioned as such the 

— below, was as meee 

fore promotion or, years. 

Before Promotion to lieutenan’ twenty-three years. 

Before promotion to colonel, thirty-one years. 

The ce in promotion in the three arms is partly explained by the date 
of organization of the different regiments. 

In the art Mery and infantry, tion was retarded by several reorganiza- 
tions. The First went through the reo: tion of 1821, to the 
light artillery of 1808; the Second, Third, and Fourth went back, through 
the zations of 1821 and 1814, to 1802. 


1838 and 1860, and who went through 


The ents of infantry from the First to the Seventh, inclusive, went back 
— 5 ange zation of 1815: the First to 1790; the Second to 1791; the Third 
and Fourt 


; the Fifth, Sixth, and Seventh to 1812. A few promotions, 
contra, were made by the organization of the Eighth Infantry in 1838, and fhe 
Ninth and Tenth in 1855. 

All the officers of cavalry selected from the 3 artillery were advanced 


at least one grade on receiving their nomina: First Ca’ (First Dra- 
) was organized in 1833; the Second Cavalry (Second in 1836; the 
Third (Mounted Riflemen) in 1446; the Fourth and Fifth (formerly First and Sec- 


ond Cavalry) in 1855. 
The fi tables only indicate the rate of promotion up to the rank of colo- 
officer up to any given year 


t. 

trange as it may appear, the rate of promotion among the field officers was 
scarcely affected by the five years’ war in Florida subsequent to 1838, or by the 
Mexican war, which lasted two and a half years. The reason was that the vet- 
erans of the war of 1812 were too old to cipate in either. Asa 8 
promotion on account of exposure in campaign or death on the battle-field fi 
within the es of major and below. 

The tion of the general staff and administrative departments of the Arm 
in 1861 was no better that of the line. All the generals, save one, ente 
the service before 1818, while among the twenty-one colonels and lieutenant- 
colonels of the nine t corps and departments, there were but six whose 
original entry into service was subsequent to 1820. 

he moment the country was confronted by the perils of civil war the gereh 
if not moribund, state of the Army excited the attention of Con; In 
dobates 3 13. 1861, relative to ph gree Puig pyr 
chairman of the Military Committee of the Senate, said: This Army of ours is 
paralyzed toward the head. Your ablest officers 98 
ants; and if I wished pation: Heche a heavy tary force, such as we are 
calling into the field, I would abolish the Army as the first act, and I 
take officers from the Army and place 
without reference to the rank they 8 way in the old regiments.” 

Tho sense of C 
the laws of August 
officer who had 


sworn to an im 
retired was limi 
The second law look Yo" sa Bee evil of superannuation. It prescribed 
that whenever the name of an officer 
five years, or he had attained the age of sixty-two, it should be in the discretion 
of the President to retire him from ac’ g 
Through the option unfortunately given to the President, the second law, even 
during the war, could not be uniformly and justly 2 Sedentaryism, it was 
soon found, was as prejudicial in the staff asin the line. Nevertheless, respect for 
the personal feelings of many officers who had rendered eminent service durin, 
the preceding half century caused the Government to avail itself but sparingly o 
the advantages offered by the law. The ee e of Subsistence, who 
entered the service in 1808, died in tember, 1861, before the law of 1862 took 
effect. Hissuccessor, who entered in 1813, remained on the active list till his death, 
in 1864. The Surgeon-General, who entered the service in 1818, retired on hisown 
application in 1862. Two Paymaster-Generals, one of whom entered the service in 
1814, the other in 1822, off the active list before the close of 1864; the latter 
retired by his own app icafion. The Chief of Engineers, who entered in 1805, was 
carri e in efs of 


to 7 


injustice of its application. Some chiefs, regardless of their age, were kept on the 
active list till their death, while others much younger were invited, or without 
consulting their wishes were forced to retire. 

* 


The operations of the two laws, however, will best be illustrated by reference 
to the retirements which were made from time to time during the progress of the 
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disinelination to cers voluntarily applied to 
© first 
dent was to use the 


artille: 
from 1812 to 1820. 5 
tember 15, the chief of ordnance was added to the list, while in November an 
assistant surgeon, with the rank of captain, was retired who had waited for pro- 
motion to the of major forty-five years. 
. In 1864 the Pa: and one colonel of infantry retired on their own 
mes pee ed while one chief of staff was re by compulsion. 
ccording t» the Army Register of active list, on the 
lst of January of that year an Adjutant-General of forty-two E tanned service; the 
senior colonel fy, 8 ent 5 a ye years; the 
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a third of forty-two years 


r officers by the 
ted that regu- 


retired upon the full rank of the held by them, whether in the regular 
or volunteer service, at the time such wounds were received.” 

In short wars young officers are rarely ever heard from, but in great upheavals 
like the French revolution or our late civil war they will always come to the sur- 
face for reasons readily 8 If two men, one 8 and the other beh 
were to begin the — an abstruse science together, which presumably wo 
FFC CCC of TEAT operstinns whoes piyeieal mad TUNOA energies 

ing the sus 0 W. and mental energies 
would the more surely vent themselves in preveriag — . — for the next 


battle? 

An officer who has the climax of his physical powers if in command of 

a brigade or division may still issue excellent orders for the instruction of his 

. But take two officers, one twenty-five the other „and place them at 
the head of raw regiments, which will have the most drills and recitations! 
Which will visit his guards the more frequently at night? Which will be first in 
the assault? Which will have the most endurance! ich, through sympathy, 
cheerfulness, and earnestness of temperament, will urge his men to the greatest 
endurance and achievements? 

If we glance at our own history we shall find that the record of young officers 
is as t as — bea wars of Napoleon. sensing, hap when he took com- 
mand of the continental army, was forty-three; Greene, in command in the Caro- 
linas, was thirty-eight; Knox was chief of ery of the continental army at 
twenty-five; Croghan, who was the first to defeat Proctor in 1813, was twenty-one; 
4 — at iene Lane, was twenty-elght; Jackson was the hero of New Orleans 
at forty-e' 

Long wars are always favorable to youth. This, In our own history, was proven 
during the rebellion by such officers of the regular Army as were fe te enough 
to secure commissions in the volunteers. 

The average service of the one hundred and forty-four who were commissioned 
general officers of volunteers at the date of receiving their commissions as such 
was sixteen yearsandeleven months. Their average age was less than thirty-nine. 
They thus became the natural leaders of the vast armies of volunteers, the average 
age of whose officers was little, if any, above thirty. 

As the co’ uence of having no law of retirement prior to 1861 was to prevent 
the promotion of officers to the grade of lieutenan el until after an average 
service of thirty-five years in the artillery, twenty-nine in the infantry, and twenty- 
three in the cavalry, it will naturally be infe that the vast majority of the one 
hundred and forty-four general officers of volunteers selected from the Army were 
found in the es of major and below. This inference is supported by statistics. 

The rank held by these officers in the Army was as follows: 

E 1; colonels, 13; lieutenänt- colonels, 9; majors, 48; captains, 
68; first lientenants, 5; total, 144. 
the average number of years’ service before becoming a major in artillery was 
thirty, infantry twenty-four, and cavalry nineteen, giving the officers in these 
grades a minimum age of fifty-two, forty-six, and forty-one years respectively, it 
may be asked, with an average age of thirty-nine for the general officers of volun- 
teers, why so many as forty-eight were found in the grade of major! The answer 
is that the rule of promotion was upset on the 14th of May, 1861, when the Army 
was trebled, by increasing it from thirteen thousand to thirty-nine thousand men. 
This was done two months before the President, by law, was given the authority 
to appoint general officers of volunteers. In the above table the o of colonel 
is credited with thirteen appointments. Of this number one held the rank of 
colonel on the Ist of January, 1861; one was a lieutenant-colonel, seven were ma- 
jors, and four 5 having resigned, was, on his reappointment, of the 
age appropriate to the rank of captain. 

As investi n will show that nearly all of the forty se majors, 
before the sudden increase of the Army, were captains, while, in like manner, 
my of the sixty-eight captains were first lieutenants. 

Of the twenty-one gen officers of volunteers whose Army service was twenty- 
a but two held commands in the field in the closing campaign 
o 


The immense force of cavalry called out in 1861 suffered more for want of active 
leaders than either of the other arms of service. With the senior officers in com- 
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mand, to make a horse sweat was acrime. Throughout the 1861 and 1862 
he arati eee form picket duty and tion. As 
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The cavalry in the West was under uall young leaders. The force oftwelve 
thousand, which on its way to Virginia, in 1865, Alabama 
Montgomery, Columbusa, Macon, 


Selma, 
and Columbus by assault, was commanded by Wilson at the age of e Range 
3 of the DNN ers, Was 
twen 
tho 0 division commanders were first 
But Senator Wilson's remark— Your ablest officers are 
lieutenants "—finds more remarkable proofs when we co 


of one — twenty, namely, McDowell, McClellan, Buell. Hunter, Grant 
av 0 mty, „Moe wel ue unter. Grant. 
+e 3 4 urtis, Meade, Gillm 
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commanders at Vicksbargh, was under forty. 

In the seg bape armies it was the zeus Ke nae 
stren, to cause. The ave 0 well, Hill mgstreet, corps 
8 1 was fort one. Stonewall Jackson, who in the first 
two years of its hi 8 Army of Northern V. ia its spirit of 
3 died at y-nine. Stuart, the cavalry leader, won fame 

thirty-one. 

These facts from our own history, as well as those cited from the wars of Napo- 
leon, should be accepted as proof that our policy in time of peace as as war 
should be to elevate as rapidly as possible officers under the age of forty-five to 
positions of responsibility. 

Reason, no less than experience, points to the same conelusion. The decisions 
of our Supreme Court, composed of men mostly above sixty zena of age, are 
models of judicial wisdom. The court in each case hears patiently the arguments 
of able counsel, and then after days, perhaps weeks, of careful research by one or 
more of its members, the decision is pre discussed, and, on the vote of ama- 
jority, prom: ted as the decision of the whole body. In war the conditio 
reversed. If the flank of an army is turned, or the center pierced, there is no time 
for consultation. The general cannot defer his decision till to-morrow. He must 
act on the spur of the moment, and on his decision, often affected by his physical 
condition, may depend the fate of his government. 

Judges, doctors, lawyers, and men of business may retain their mental powers 
in full vigor till ere err and ten; but the commander must have 
in addition the nerve and mental activity which belong only to vigorous manhood. 

In 1801, it was a physical impossibility for the veteran Generaf in Chief to take 
the field. The same was true of many of our field officers, and is likewise true 


A x r published by the Army Mutual Aid Association on the 30th of Septem- 
ber, 1879, states: ‘‘ The records of the Adjutan s Office show that since the 
rebellion one hundred and seven officers have lost their lives in battle, or have 
died of wounds received in action, and that of this number but two were over forty 
years of age.“ During this time the records will also show that as a rule the ab- 
senteeism of the field officers of high rank was limited to those above fifty. From 
this it can be inferred that as in the Florida, Mexican. and civil wars, so now the 
officers who do the fighting are constantly serving in positions of Aparans 


offiters who garo the greatest 


without enjo the rank or appropriate to their command, while if 
— — at forced to context — piae with the pensions due their actual 
rank 

No ons sup: that in any country an army is maintained for the comfort or 


Such, too, should be the 1 7 of any law of retirement. The individual should 
give place to the welfare of the government. 

The objections to the present law already noticed are that it is unequally 
applied. As we have seen during the rebellion, some chiefs of staff corps were 
5 = 3 While others remained turbed. The same system was 
a e line. 

7 'o-day it is in the power of department commanders to cause the retirement of 
all officers of the line over the age of sixty-two. In like manner, if not himself 
over „the chief of any staff corps can cause the retirement of any of his sub- 
de tex 20) who may have incurred his displeasure. If neither a de ent com- 
mander nor a chief of staff co choose to take action, the ed retirement 
may at any moment be caused by the recommendation of the General-in-Chief or 
e is tod the independence, self. 

e manifest endency o system estroy the ence, self. respec 
if not usefulness, of many officers who are 5 or are over the age at 
sixty-two. Srch as want to remain in service do not dare to stand on their record. 
poe Beg asd y seek influence within and outside the Army. If they turn the pre- 
scribed limit without being thrust out, they still live in uncertain dependence upon 
those who are above them. At sixty-three they find it no easier to retire than at 
sixty-two; sixty-five still finds them unwilling. To say that at seventy tey 
would be mentally disqualified for their positions would be as injurious to persona 
pride as to fix the nae at sixty-two. 

1 inference is plain. The opposition to retirement goes beyond any prescribed 
t. 

While this is the feeling of those who are retained above the prescribed age, 
those who are promptly retired have just ground for Spaak They feel that 
their forty or more years' service has gone for nothing. They do not stop to re- 
fiect that they may have been put out through the pique or personal resentment 
of any particular superior. They feel that they have been inspected and con- 
demned, blame the Government for unequal dealing, and retire from its service 
3 at the last moment that their lives have been misspent. 

contrast, let us look at the law of the Navy. Section 1444, Revised Statutes, 
reads: When any officer below the rank of vi miral is 5 years old he 
al. Ul, except in the case provided in the next section, be reti by the President 
fror w active service.“ 

TÌ} s next section prohibits the retirement of any officer of the 
ant-commander (assimilated rank of major in the Army) or 
account of physical or mental disability.” 

The wisdom of this law was proved during the rebellion. Then, as it will doin 
tie first foreign war, it placed in command of our men-of-war few officers over fifty 
y2ars of age. In the battle of Mobile Bay in 1864 the age of the commanders of the 
€ ghteen vessels which ran by the forts varied from twenty-nine to fifty-five. The 
mean age was forty-four. reover, (a point not to be overlooked,) most of these 


commanders, as in the case of the Monitor and Merrimac, the Kearsarge and Ala- 
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the Army as applied to wisdom is equally a) t. 
It will beo t the law embraces all grades from con rear- 
admiral, or the grades in the Army lieutenant-colonel to major- 
Asa es every officer of the . is freedom and 
ndence of opi till the close of his life. He fears no invidious distine- 


tal im mt. There is no room for ma- 

the minds of his superiors. There is no association between 

t and di On the contrary, when a rear-admiral of the Navy 

reaches the age of sixty-two he can say, I have enjoyed rank, pay, and com- 

mand; I am grateful to m t, and now accept retirement as a just 

TT also turally 
ose i rested motives, o com retirement nai 

fer to let the law stand as it is; or, ta: tte: Shoe ask be go back tothe 

w of 1862 and, by way of compromise, enac that retirement shall only be made 
obli after forty-five years’ service, or on reaching the age of sixty-five. Itcan- 
not be claimed that such a law will be in the interest of the state. It must therefore 
be based on aren for persons; and this raises the question, Is not such sympa- 
thy ? A little reflection will show that itis. There is scarcely an offi- 
cer in the Army over sixty-two an of whose sons are not already commis- 
sioned officers, or else set up in business. eir daughters, too, as a rule, are mar- 
ried and settled—some in the Army, others in private life. 

On the other hand, should the sixty-five-year limit be adopted the rate of promo- 
tion, as before 1861, will doom the junior officers of the line to serve twenty, thirty, 
and even thirty-five years before the grade of pen E If they eo as 
many officers do shortly after entering the service, the have to meet all the 
expenses ot rearing, clothing, and educating their es, large or small, on the 
pay of first lieutenants and captains. i 

These hardships in the lower grades are Ae no means fanciful or uncommon. 
The four captains of artillery highest on the list have already served from iron 
one to thirty-three years. senior captain of artillery attained his present 
in 1862, and subsequently was brevetted for gallant and meritorious services 
through all the es from major to b -general, inclusive. In 1865 he 
was made a bri, eral of volunteers, and in November following was pro- 
moted to by brevet “for gallant and meritorious sarioa ene 


age, has beco: 
and en; 


General’s Department, part- 
= n to fill the lowest vacancy is 


ment, Pay and Ordnance 3 
made from the grade next below in the line of the Army, promotes the same num- 


six subordinates, while the 
seven. In th t. 
be filled by a meritorious non-commissioned officer, a candidate from civil life, or 
a cadet in the first class at the Military Academy. The promotion of seven officers 
— — — . 3 of an eighth 8 Government, on the A od 

pension y the retired pay of a major-general, whom age an 
have disqualified for service in the field. 1 

The present law of retirement reads: ‘‘ Sec. 1244. When any officer has served 
forty-five years as a commissioned officer, or is sixty-two years old, he may be 
retired from active service at the discretion of the President.” 

The text of the bill recently introduced into the House of Representatives by Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH is as follows: 

Boe it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Con- 

assembled, That section 1244 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be 

amended so as to read as follows: 
‘1 SEC. 1244. When any officer has served forty years as a commissioned officer, or 
18 80 two years old, he shall be retired from the active service: Provided, however, 
Tha a of «his section shall not apply to the General and Lieutenant- 
General of the Army. 
“ ‘Retirements under this section shall be in addition to those now authorized by 


law. 

* t That said original section 1244 be, and the same is hereby, repealed.’ " 

Unmindful of the age of our Army commanders, from Washington down, the 
opponents of a system of compulsory retirement and speedy pos rest their 
case on deductions from the late Franco-German war. In so doing they have laid 
hold of a weapon which cuts with both edges. 

It should be remem’ that under the continental system all armies pass from 
the peace to the war footing by adding a second lientenant to each company and 
filling up the ranks with men called back from the reserve. Wars under such a 
arnom are necessarily short. The Crimean war lasted but little overa year; the 

co-Austrian, Prasso-Austrian, Franco-German, and Russo-Turkish wars were 
all concluded in less than a year. In each case no opportunity was given for juniors 
to compete with their seniors. The time was too short for officers of the of 
Davoust and Lannes to break through the crust of incapacity which bore down 


and swept away the defeated armies. 

If, the war which is now so ently referred to, the German Em 
had claimed that the result was attributable to the age of his generals, the fallen 
emperor in his turn might with bitterness have exclaimed that the command, in- 
struction, and administration of his army had been benumbed by marshals and 
pros whose services reached Kk to the Crimean and Franco-Austrian wars, 

fore madern armies had discovered the use and power of the breech-loader. 

The success of Blücher's movement upon Wavre and Waterloo has uniformly 
been ascribed to Gneisenau, his young chief of staff. The success of the Germans 
in their last war is as universally ascribed to the septuagenarian, Von Moltke,who 
may justly be re ed as the greatest phenomenon of military history. No Ar 
Cannæ, Pharss Leuthen, or Austerlitz attests his genius as a personal com- 
mander on the field of battle. All of his victories were those of the cabinet. While 
the French generals were feeding on the vanity of past greatness, Von Moltke, the 
military adviser of the near ee was perfecting the instruction and organization of 
the Germanarmy. Months before the campaign opened, a subordinate in the bu- 
reau of military statistics computed that within three weeks after a declaration of 
war France could not muster on the Rhenish frontier more than two hundred and 
fifty thousand men. With this eee as a basis, the scholar rather than sol - 
dier worked out his plan of campaign, locked it in his secretary, and patiently 
waited. He knew, and so did the emperor, that within twenty-four hours after the 
click of the telegraph should be heard in the war office at Berlin, more than four 
hundred and sixty thousand men would by rail begin the movement to the Rhine. 
Behind this immense force stood the Landwehr, an army of the second line, 
exceeding three hundred thousand. 


Everything turned ont as had been calculated. After 
the frontier, all the chief of staff had to do was to to the German armies 


s directions which brought them on to tho tle-ñelds of Metz and Sedan. 
Su or numbers, and demoralization 


poleon omitted ful preparations, e hs in strat- 
a never care i um 
osy anà tactics were reserved for the excitement and tumalt of battle. 

‘on Moltke has taught the world that an enemy unprepared can be vanquished 
before a declaration of war. His genius was the genius for work. Unlike Cesar, 
Hannibal, or Na n, he will go down to history as the only famous general who 
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EMORY UPTON, 
Brevet Major-General United States Army. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understood that my friend from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] desired to yield five minutes’ time to the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. BLACKBURN. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. That is my purpose, but the gentleman from 
Kentucky, who is a member of the Committee on Appropriations, is 
not now present. If the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH 
will accommodate me, I would like to reserve my five minutes unti 
near the close of the hour allowed for general debate. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, Iwant to recur for a moment 
to the matter of the reference of these quartermaster and commissary 
claims to the Court of Claims, and then address myself briefly to the 
consideration of the clause of this section which provides for the 
honorable retirement of officers of the Army at the age of sixty-two 

ears. I desire to state the positions we have endeavored to main- 
dain touching the transfer of these claims. 

First. By the clause under discussion we bar out every claim which 
is not now rightfully pending before the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment or the Commissary’s Department. 

Second. We enable the claimants to utilize every particle of testi- 
mony they now have on file. 

Third. Instead of having an inexperienced officer to examine these 
claims the work is to be dispatched by five judges of the Court of 
Claims—judges experienced and skilled in the work—thus securing 
not only an early but a just determination of all pending cases. 

Referring to the logic of mathematics, as presented by my friend 
from Maine, [Mr. REED, ] allow me to su that if the Quarter- 
master-General, encumbered as he is with other duties, can dis- 
pose of these claims in three y then the five judges of the Court 
of Claims will be enabled to dispose of them in less than one year. 
We deprive these claimants of no single privilege to which they are 
of right entitled. We enable them 3 their claims to a 

5 — conclusion and with reasonable certainty that if their 

ims are just they will be allowed, but with equal certainty that 
if fraudulent they will be roned I submit to the House and to 
the country that no honest claimant who understands this bill can 
8 have an objection to this transfer. If additional testimony 
to be taken the district attorney or his assistant is the proper per- 
son to be Garg! and cross-examine the witnesses, so that claimants are 
deprived of no Woe in that behalf. My friend from Maine [Mr. 
REED] suggested that the proposition contained in the bill compels 
the court to see to it that the claims are established by sufficient 
proof, &c., and that that clause would prevent the court from consid- 
ering the affidavits, statements, ee &c.,on file with the several 
claims. My friend is in error in this. 

Mr. REED. That is what you would not allow me to explain. Do 
not answer what you would not allow me to say. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Proof is the effect of evidence. Wecould 
not undertake to dictate to a court what it shall decide in a given 
case, The court has sole jurisdiction to determine the effect of evi- 
dence submitted. But we may prescribe rules of evidence. Wepro- 
vide here for admitting all the evidence these claimants have on file, 
not using the word evidence in its technical sense. It occurs to me 
that if these men are anxious to get justice here is the practicable 
highway to it. If they are anxious to have the testimony come 
under the scrutiny of the judicial eye, here is the opportunity given 
them forit. If gentlemen are in favor of economy, of saving at least 
$200,000 a year which is now uselessly and needlessly expended, here 
is the way to doit. That is all I have to say touching the subject 
of the transfer of these claims to the Court of Claims. 

I desire now to say a word in support of the proposition which looks 
to securing efficiency in the Army, and of doing at least a measure 
of justice to the junior officers in that arm of the public service. And 
in this connection I wish to read some extracts from the pen of a 

oung officer whose rare attainments as a scholar, whose ant, 
ER g, and brilliant genius as a soldier, whose kind and courteous 
bearing as a gentleman secùred for him the admiration of the Army 
and the respect and confidence of his countrymen everywhere. I 
allude to Brevet Major-General Emory Upton, whose untimely and 
melancholy death cast a gloom over Army and deprived the 


public service of an officer of most consummate ability. Referring 
to the age at which officers in the military service are most efficient, 


as shown in the history and 
attention here to what Gen: 


ence of the world, I desire to call 
Upton says in that behalf. My kon- 
orable friend from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] referred to it. 


I read extracts from a pamphlet written by the officer mentioned 
in support of honorable retirement of officers at a fixed age as in- 
dispensable to the d Bins the Army, and as demanded by 
common fairness and justice to young officers. Iread that the com- 
mittee may see that history demonstrates, as my friend from Wiscon- 
sin asserted yesterday, that the battles of the world have been won 
by young men ; that the generals who haveachieved independence for 


th | their country, who have maintained that independence and integ- 


rity by leading its armies to victory, were all young men. In review- 
ing the record of military heroes many examples are cited, as follows: 


Philip of Macedon ascended the throne at twenty-two, was the conqueror of 
Greece at forty-five, and died at forty-seven. 

Alexander the Great defeated the celebrated Theban band at Chæronea before 
arriving at the of teen, ascended the throne at twenty, had conquered the 
world at twenty-five, and died at two. 

Julius Cæsar commanded a fleet before Mitylene and distin ed himself 
before the age of twenty-two ; completed his first war in Spain and was made con- 
sul before of gi Al conquered Gaul, twice crossed the Rhine, and twice 
invaded Britain fore the of forty-five; won the battle of Pharsalia and 
obtained supreme power at -two. He died at fifty-six the victor of five hun- 
dred battles and thi ci 


One. * 
pio Africanus, the elder, distinguished himself at the battle of Ticinus at 
sixteen, and at twenty-nine overthrew the power of Carthage at Zama. 
Scipio e © younger, had conquered the other Carthaginian armies 
and completed the destruction of 8 at Aix. 
‘Khan achieved many of his victories became emperor of the Mon- 


Gen, 
guls at forty. 

C e was crowned king at twenty-six, was master of France and the 

of Germany at twenty-nine, placed on his head the iron crown of Italy 

at -two, and conquered Spain at ban e 

Gonsalvo de Cordova, the captai gained a great reputation and wàs 
made commander-in-chief of the army of Italy at forty-one. 
IV, of France, was at the head of hye ices e army at sixteen, became 
King of Navarre at nineteen, overthrew his en es and became King of France 


before the age of forty. 

Montecnenli, at the of thirty-one, with 2,000 horse, attacked 10,000 Swedes 
and captured all their and artillery; gained the victory of Triebel at 
thirty-two; defeated the Swedes and saved 8 at forty-nine; and at fifty- 
three defeated the Turks in the battle of St. Gothard. 

Saxe was a ip at twenty-four, marshal of France at forty-four, 
and at forty-nine gained the famous victory at Fontenoy. 

Vauban, the great engineer, had cond several si at twenty-five, was 
maréchal-de-camp at forty-three, and commissaire-général of fortifications of France 


Turenne, passing through the es of cap colonel, or-general, and 
Heutenant-general, became a al of France Kb ee — won all his dis- 
tinction before forty. 

it Condé defeated the 8 at Rocroi at twenty-two, and won all 
fame before the age of twenty-five. 

Prince of Savoy, was colonel at twenty-one, lieutenant-field-marshal at 
twenty-four, and shortly after general-field-marshal. He the battle of 
Zenta at thirty-four, and co-operated with Marlborough at Blenheim at forty-one. 

Peter the Great, of Russia, was proclaimed Caar at ten years of age, Sry eres 
at twenty, won the victory of Embach at thirty, founded St. Peters- 


a large arm 
* thirty-one, and died at the age of fifty-five. 
es completed his first cam; against Denmark at eighteen, over- 
ore nineteen, conquered Poland and 


threw eighty thousand Russians at Narva 
Saxony at twenty-four, and died at thirty-six. 

Frederick the Great ascended the throne at twenty-eight, terminated the first 
Silesian war at thirty, and the second at thirty-three. Ten years later, with a pop- 
8 of but 5,000,000, he triumphed over a league of more than 100,000,000 of 
people. 

Cortes effec o conquest of Me and comple’ tary career before 

effected th: f Mexicoand leted his mili befi 


the age of thirty-six. 
Pizarro omp eted the conquest of Peru at thirty-five and died at forty. 
at twenty-two, attained his greatest fame at 


Lord Clive distinguished 
eee ays. and died at nee i 
olfe was conqueror of Quebec at thirty-two. 

Napoleon was a major at twenty-four, general 
commander-in-chief of the peed of Italy at twenty-six; achieved all h 
and was finally ove! ‘ore the age of forty-four. 

Guided by that rare genius which made him a great commander, 
he selected to lead his corps and division, men in the very morning of 
manly physical strength and mental vigor, Quoting General Upton 
again I cite the following examples, and to which I call your spe- 
cial attention: of the general field officers who were to Napoleon as 
his right arm—possibly as his head oftentimes—Dessaix was general 
of division at twenty-six; Massena, at thirty-five; Soult, at twenty- 
nine; Davoust, at twenty-five; Eugene Beauharnais, at twenty-five; 
Saint Cyr, at thirty; Suchet, corps commander at twenty-eight; 
Oudinot, general of division at twenty-eight; Ney, general of divis- 
ion at twenty-nine; Lannes, general of division at twenty-nine; 
Joubert, general-in-chief of the army of Italy at twenty-nine; Victor, 
general of division at thirty-two; Murat, general of division at 
twenty-seven; Mortier, general of division at thirty-one; McDonald, 
general of division at thirty; Marmont, eneral-in-chief of the army 
at thirty-two; Bernedotte, general of division at thirty; Lefebre, 
general of division at thirty-nine; Duroc, general of division at 


of brigade at gah ph Era Senn 
es 


thirty. 

The average of the flower of the French army—the officers who 
gave it its esprit du corps won forit its world-wide fame, made ce 
master of Europe, and Napoleon a dictator among kin was thirty 


years. By way of contrast, the opponents of Napoleon were dis- 


tinguished by their advanced age. 
In the campaigns of 1796, in Italy, Beaulieu and Wurmser were octogenarian: 
while ‘Al Was over seventy. had themselves in early life, 


but had lost the energy and resolution required of a military commander. 
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In the Marengo campaign, 1800, ; tho Austrian commander, was a sol- 
Sier ch oy ae Shy Sone 3 distinguished himself in the Seven 
ears“ War. 
In the campaign of 1805, Mack was fifty-three, and Kutusoff sixty. The plan of 
campaign they were directed to execute was drawn np by the still ore aged gen- 
of the Aulic Council. 


the 
N 


all old generals of the time of Frederick the Great. Jomini e of them as ‘* ex- 
humed from the Seven Years’ War,—whose were by age,—who 
bad been buried for the last ten in a lethargic sleep.” 

In the campaign of 1807, the were by Kamenski, eighty years 


was thirty-five years of age; 
TEANS b; 1 A ies 
of age 

In the campaign of 1814, the Austrians were led by Schwartzenburg, about 
thirty years of age; the Prussians by Yorck, Bulow, and Blücher. The latter, 
advanced in — —— guided in nearly all his movements by younger men, like 


Scharnhorst . 

Wellin; controlled the movements of the English, 
while Gueisenan, the of staff of Blücher, planned the o tions of the 
sians. Both were about the age of Naj and younger many of his gen- 
erals, whose energy and skill were rapidly declining. 

So going through the whole list it is made apparent, as my friend 
from Wisconsin remarked, that wherever age, whatever the expe- 
rience, was brought into conflict with youth and en and vigor, 
intellectual and physical, victory remained with the youthful com- 
mander, 

I desire also to call attention to the fact that in the war of 1812 we 
suffered for a time, as did the French in the Franco-Prussian war, 
from the advanced age of our military commanders. 

In the war of 1812 gray hairs made the generals. In speaking of 
our disasters General Halleck says: 

In the American war of 1812 we pursued the same course as Austria, Prussia, 
and Russia in their earlier contests with Napoleon—i. e., to supply our armies with 
28 we dug up the Beaulieus, the Wurmsers, the ‘Aivingis, Melases, the 

ks, the Brünswicks, and the Kamenskis of our ee Ske L but after 
we had suffered sufficiently from the Hulls, the Armstrongs, the Winchesters, the 
Dearborns, the Wilkinsons, the Hamptons, and other veterans of the Revolution— 

Offering up, as I said the other day, upon the altar of their incom- 
petency thousands of soldiers— 
we also changed our policy, — 2 eee J: ts mil tar eena 

or- i) a en -eigh e ê 
Woods, the McCombs, the Wools, and the Milera tolead our forces tò vietary and 
us 


any nation capable of opposing 

anything like a powerful resistance, shall we again exhumé the veterans of former 

da ble and pve inefficiency; 
military sci- 


on. 
— deductions should not surprise us. War is not a seden profession. 
The usefulness and endurance of the private soldier are determined by his physique. 
The usefulness of an officer depends u is mental, moral, and physical powers. 
When these are in conjunction he reaches his climax as a commander. In propor- 
tion as one or all begin to fail, in the same proportion must the skill and capacity 
of the commander decline. 

Ihave not the time to read, but will incorporate in my remarks 
extracts showing the history of military operations from the time of 
Philip of Macedon down to this hour in support of the assertion that 
there has been no departure in point of fact from the rule laid down 
by General Upton, that the victories of the world have been won by 
generals much below forty-five years of age. 

Let us consider for a moment the practical operation of that policy 
which continues officers on the active list after they have attained to 
an age beyond that at which we find the greatest physical and intel- 
lectual vigor combined. I wish to study, for our information, the 
operation of the system as it affects the efficiency of the Army, and 
as it affects the officers in the lower grades, upon whom it may be fitly 
characterized as an outrage. 

The records disclose that at the beginning of the Mexican war few 
of the field officers were able to accompany their regiments. Buena 
Vista, the glory of the volunteers, was won under regimental leaders 
like Hardin, Davis, McKee, and Clay. Short enlistments having re- 
duced the volunteers in Scott's army after Cerro Gordo to four regi- 
ments, numbering for duty but 1,580 men in a total force of 11,052, 
the victories of Contreras, Churubusco, Chapultepec, and El Molino 
del Rey, like the opening battles of Palo Alto and a de la Palma, 
were of necessity the glory of the regular Army. 

The rank of the officers commanding the old regiments in the bril- 
liant battles in the valley of Mexico was as follows: First Artillery, 
a bas eae any Second Artillery, a major; Third Artillery, a cap- 
tain; Fourth Artillery, a major; Second Infantry, a captain; Third 
Infantry, a captain; Fourth Infantry, a major; Fifth Infantry, a 
brevet-colonel; Sixth Infantry, a major; Seventh Infantry, a lieu- 
tenant-colonel; Eighth Infantry, a major. The two battalions of 
cavalry, composing Harney’s brigade, were commanded one by a 
major, the other by a lieutenant-colonel. 

From the above it 9 ere that in eleven regiments of infantry 
and artillery of the old Army there were no colonels present, and but 
one lieutenant-colonel; the other ten regiments being commanded 
by captains, majors, or brevet field officers. 

Thus the young officers led our armies, won our battles, added 


tothe tness and grandeur of the blic, while their aged seniors. 

in neither the danger nor hardshipe, but none the less received 

the rank and the pay for duty not performed but which was devolved 
under a vicious system upon others. 

In the beginning of the late war the country was confronted by 

y—age and expe- 


the same dan, Id men at the head of the 
rience coupled with decrepitude. i 

The hero of Lundy’s Lane and Mexico was to command the troops 
of the Union. He was ably seconded by a number of generals who 
were in active service before the officers who were actually to lead 
our armies to victory were born. 

So ene impressed was Senator Wilson with the perils that 
threatened the Republic by reason of the unfitness of the officers at 
the head of the Army to command it, that in speaking of the Army 
he used this language, while chairman of the Committee on the Con- 
duct of the War: 


This Army of ours is paralyzed toward the head. Your ablest officers are your 
e eee Tee 


ts; and if I wished to-day to a heavy military 
such as we are into the field, I would abolish the Army as the first act, ang 
I would then take officers and place them where their talents fit them to go, with- 
out reference to the rank they held in their old regiments. 


Senator Wilson did not fail to observe that the generals and colo- 
nels and lieutenant-colonels were unfit for their duties, and beyond 
that that there were very few of them with their several commands. 
And pertinent to that I call attention to the regiment of regulars 
engaged in the battle of Gettysburgh. I quote from Upton again: 

At Gettys h the rank of the officers commanding regular re; 


follows: Second P —— — Infan 
captain; Fourth Infantry, a Sixth Infantry, a captain ; Seventh Infantry, 
a captain; Tenth Infantry, a tain ; Eleventh Infantry, 5 Twelfth In- 
fantry, 3 5 Seventeenth Infantry, a lieuten- 
an ne 

Again: 

Of twenty-one general officers of volunteers whose Army service was twenty- 
See renee eee SON DEE SVO DA ES ne eee Seat 

Let us recur once more to the record of our own country and our 


own times, and ascertain what officers won our victories, the old or 
the young officers. Let me read again from Upton: 


as brilliant as during the wars of Na „ gton, when he took com 

of the continental army, was forty- ; Greene, in command in the Carolinas, 
was thirty-eight; Knox was chief of ery of the continental army at twenty- 
five; Croghan, who was the first to defeat Proctorin 1813, was twenty-one; Scott, 


at LaDy Lane, was twenty-eight; Jackson wasthe hero of New Orleans at forty: 
€ 


e immense force of cavalry called out in 1861 suffered more for want. of active 
leaders than either of the other arms of service. With the senior officers in com- 
mand, to make a horse sweat was a crime. Throughout the 1 — — 1801 and 1802 the 
ca did little except to rm picket duty and collect information. As late 
as 1863 Hooker, it is said, a reward for a dead ca’ m.” 

Pleasonton, Buford, and Bayard, chafing for action, had not all this time been 


laboring in vain. 
în command of the cavalry corps of the Army of 


When the former was 
the Potomac, in 1863, he insisted that he should name his own generals. 


At Gettysburgh, G , Buford, (who opened the battle, holdin, the enemy in 
check till the arrival of the First Corps,) Lar Kilpatrick commanded divisions. 
arnswo le 


Custer, and Merritt commanded — ron The gallant Farnsworth, 
who was killed in the battle, had learned his profession during two years of war. 
Merritt had been in the Army three years, Kilpatrick and Custer but two. 

The cavalry in the West was under equally young leaders. The force of 12,000, 

hich on its way to Virginia, in 1865, swept gh Alabama and G. cap- 

ng Selma, Montgomery, Columbus, and Macon, carrying Selma and Columbus 

by assault, was commanded by Wilson at the age of twenty-seven. The average 

age of the corps, three division, and six brigade comman , Was twenty-eight. 

© corps and one division commander were captains in the Army; the other two 
division commanders were first lieutenants. 

But Senator Wilson's remark—' Your ablest officers are young captains and 
— finds more remarkable proofs when we consider the ers of 
our es. 

The average age of twenty, namely, McDowell, McClellan, Buell, Hunter, Grant, 

ae s, Foster, Burnside, Steele, Curtis, Meade, Gillmore, Sherman, 
Me herson, Thomas, Hooker, Howard, Schofield, and Sheridan was forty-one. 
The average of Hancock, Howard, ick, Sickles, Slocum, Sykes, corps 
commanders at Gett; h, as also McClernand, McPherson, and Sherman, corps 
commanders at Vicksburgh, was under forty. 

In the confederate armies it was the younger officers who gave the t 
strength to their cause. The average age of Ewell, Hil and treet, corps 
commanders at Gettysburgh, was forty-four. Stonewall Jackson, who in the first 
two years of its history im) to the Army of see Vagina its spirit of 

h and daring, died at y-nine. Stuart, the cavalry T, won fame 
and died at thirty-one. 1 

But it is needless to attempt further to prove that which is in fact 
so nearly self-evident. 

I have met but few who speak from careful study of this question, 
or from practical experience, who do not concede at once that effi- 
ciency in the Army can only be secured by selecting as commandin 
officers men in the freshness and ripeness of physical and intellectu 
vigor, a conclusion so thoroughly consonant with reason and e 
rience that we may well call in question the impartiality of that 
dissenting jndgment which is formed by men who are past e 
years of age. Those who dissent from the proposition I have found 
among those who deem its admission an impeachment of their own 
physical and mental powers. 

Then conceded, as it must be, that the ei proposed by this 
clause in the pending bill is indispensable to the efficiency of the 
strong arm of the Government, it follows that to withhold it isto 
jeopardize the public safety. Beyond this, letme consider the ques- 
tion as a matter of justice to the younger, or, it is more proper to say, 
the officers of lower rank of the Army, the officers who marched and 
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fought in the late war by the side ofa large number of gentlemen 
who now occupy seats upon floor. 

Many of them haying fought through a war lasting nearly five 
ears have since been engaged on our western frontier guarding the 
omes of the pioneers, and are yet lieutenants, some captains, and 

only a few have attained to the rank of or. Some officers who 
were corps 3 my friend General Weitzel are 
still majors, with a remote proba . eet if they live to a ripe old 
age they will be promoted to a lieutenant-colonelcy. These men 
ho have served the country so faithfully and well may, it would 
seem to me, come with confidence and urge that the public safety 
be consulted, and to that end the Anny be made efficient, and that 
4s an incident the justice due them and so long withheld may be in 
a measure at least meted out. Those who apprehend that the ado 
tion of this clause will result in entailing a large expense on the 
Government are mistaken. I am in favor of economy, but I am not 
in favor of that kind of economy which does injustice to de- 
serving public servants, nor yet that kind which jeopardizes the 
public safety. As I remarked yesterday, the whole number of officers 
retired under this clause during the five years next ensuing, without 
taking into the account the coe ye among them, is one hundred 
and nineteen, as shown by the record of the Adjutant-General’s Office. 
I hold the official showing inmyhand. And the reason the number 
is so large is that under the present vicious system offigers remain on 
the active list years after they are unfit to discharge the duties de- 
volving upon them. It is true an officer may be retired at sixty-two 
years, at the discretion of the President. But it requires exceptional 
moral courage in a President to retire an officer in the face of the 
litical and, that which is more powerful still, the social influence 
rought to bear against it. As a means of accomplishing the desired 
result the existing law is a mockery and a snare. 

I come now to consider the amendment proposed, which looks to 
excepting from the provisions of this act certain officers. I oppose 
that amendment. Iam opposed to excepting from the provisions of 
this clause any officer, however eminent his ability, however distin- 
guished his services. To do so would be to stultify the officers ex- 
cepted and ourselves. Those officers have borne witness—and we 
know that that witness is trae—that the efficiency of the Army, and 
hence the public safety, demands the enactment of such a law as is 
here proposed. The experience of all time attests that those officers 
are correct in their testimony; and shall we now insist that a rule 
of action, prescribed by experience and wisdom, demanded by the 
public safety, support 1 . — voice of all the officers of the Army, 
and approved by the deliberate judgment of this House, shall be 
nullified in cases where it is of the highest importance it should 
apply? Strange method of doing honor to officers to insist that they 

all jeopardize the public safety and be utterly regardless of the 
rights and claims of junior officers by lagging superfluously on the 
stage after they have ceased, by their own testimony as well as by 
the judgment pronounced by that wisdom which is born of observa- 
tion and experience in the military service, to be equal to the duties 
which devolve upon them. 

Mr. Chairman, if we can find no more fitting way to ha@or these 
illustrious men than by providing that they s dishonor themselves 
by jeopardizing the public safety in the manner suggested, for one, 
I will prefer to have them go down to the grave with the laurels tha 
crown them now and with the spurs they have so worthily wo 
untarnished. 

One word more and I have done. Noman shall do more than my- 
self to honor these illustrious soldiers, but I insist that the rule which 
sound public policy prescribes, the rule which they themselves have 
sanctioned as being of the first 1 in its pu and results, 
shall not be nullified by themselves. If the rule is a good one— 
and that it is a wise and salutary rule is not questioned—it should 
apply to these officers as well as to those who come after them. 

f repeat again that the officers the amendment would except have 
testified, corroborating the experience and judgment of all time, that 
after men have attained to the age of fifty-five they are not in con- 
dition to lead an army. The climax of their mental and physical 

wers is past. Why should 5 be retired? They have been 

3 We have buckled onto them golden spurs; we have woven 
around their brows laurels for the victories they have won. 

Think of imperiling the efficiency of the Army, and hence the pub- 
lic safety, to confer the doubtful honor on a worthy general of retain- 
ing him in a position the duties incident to which he is confessedly 
no longer able to perform, and that only to enable him to draw a few 
more paltry dollars from the Treasury. 

By that standard we propose to measure the honor bestowed by 
the proposed amendment, i. ¢., in dollars and cents; and since that 
is so, I think we can make the honor more substantial and more im- 
mediately available by giving them the full measure of honor in a 
lump, by an appropriation based on an estimate under the Carlisle 
tables. We could thus commute their honors as they now do their 
quarters and fuel. 

No, sir, what you propose is not honor, but dishonor. Iam willing 
to vote these officers, who are so eminently deserving, who have made 
themselves and the flag they 8 1 0 so illustrious, what pay you will. 
Do them what honor they might reasonably hope for from a grateful 
people whom they have served so well. But I will not vote to stul- 
tify ourselves and them and call it honor. 
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But, sir, these men who have fought their country’s battles because 
they loved her; who proved their patriotism on so many fields; who 
have had so many proofs that at least to them the Republic has not 
been u teful, are still true to the promp of the exalted patriot- 
ism that first actuated them to become soldi and have with one 
accord commended the object and purpose of the clause now under 
consideration; nor have they sought to be excepted from the opera- 
tion of its just provision. They feel a soldier's * in the effi- 
ciency of our Army, though they may no longer lead it. Their laurels 
are won; their honors rich and full; and justice to their country and 
their younger comrades demands that they should not be of those who 
willingly la rfluously on the sage 

Mr. ALL. I yield the fiye minutes remaining to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, [Mr. THOMPSON. ] 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I want to talk 
only a few minntes about so much of this bill as relates to the trans- 
fer of claims for compensation for Army supplies from the Quarter- 
master-General’sand Commissary-General’s Departments to the Court 
of Claims, It is a question of great importance, at least in my part 
of the country and to my State, whether these claims be transferred 
or not. The chief objection made by gentlemen to the transfer may, 
it seems to me, be obviated by ig y amending the bill so that the 
transfer shall not be absolute by force of this act, but shall be left 
permissive on the part of the claimants. Instead of saying in this 
act that all claims are hereby transferred, we can say that the par- 
ties holding such claims may transfer them if they desire to do so. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. That is right. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. If we do this, all small claims 
which are now ina state of preparation and which on account of the 
small amount involved do not justify an inv: ation at the hands 
of the Court of Claims, may remain to be p upon by the Quar- 
termaster-General on the proof already taken, while those claims 
which the parties feel of sufficient importance to justify the employ- 
ment of attorneys and the taking of additional proof, may be heard 
regularly before the Courtof Claims. With a view to thus relieving 
the question of some embarrassment, I propose when we reach the 
section under discussion to offer an amendment making it optional 
on the part of claimants to transfer or not to transfer their claims to 
the Court of Claims. 

It seems to me that the fear expressed by some that this transfer 
will be the commencement of a raid for rebel claims on the Treas- 
ury cannot be sustained, because the Court of Claims originally had 
jurisdiction of all these claims until the passage of the act of July 
4, 1864, which expressly took it away. Before the ene of that 
act all claims arising out of the seizure or appropriation of property 
on the part of the Government, or upon any contract, express or im- 
plied, on the part of the Government to pay for such property, were 
subject to adjudication in the Court of Claims. This will appear 
simply by an examination of the act prn the Court of Claims 
jurisdiction, from which I read, passed long before the war, in 1855: 

The Court of Claims shall have jurisdiction to hear and determine the nioe 
matters: all claims founded upon any law of Congress, or upon any tion o 


eee or upon con express or im with th v. 
ernment of the United Saas and 6 be toit Pech 
House of Congress. 

These claims, arising either apan an implied contract, where there 
is a taking and appropriating of private property to public purposes, 
or an express one, where there is a purchase and vouchers given, 
under the fifth article of the amendments of the Constitution of the 
United States, declaring that private property shall not be taken for 

ublic use without just compensation, render the Government lia- 
ble to pay the same. The Court of Claims 5 to adjudi- 
cate these matters, and it was so determined by the passage of the 
act of July 4, 1864, because that act expressly repeals the jurisdiction 
of the Court of Claims as to that character of cases, declaring that 
the court shall no longer adjudicate such cases, but they shall be trans- 
ferred to the Quartermaster-General’s and the Commissary-General’s 
Departments. The reason, no doubt, was that war being then fla- 
grant, and these claims arising in different parts of the country in 
connection with the operations of the Army, could be passed upon 
more quickly and satisfactorily by the officers who had the author- 
ity to make such purchases and into whose hands the Toray 
preon than by the Court of Claims here in the city of Washington, 

ar away from the seat of operations. Now that condition of things 
has passed away; it is no longer a settlement by those who seized 
or purchased, and these claims ought to be adjudicated in some 
other way. They are now contested matters between the Govern- 
ment and its citizens; disputed facts are to be adjudicated long 
years after they were enacted, and justice to the citizen and Goy- 
ernment both require that all the safeguards which the law can 
throw around judicial investigations in order to elicit the truth, ob- 
tain justice, and secure a fair and impartial trial should be given 
and provided for by Congress. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. House] suggests to me that 
it wasthe Southern claims commissien that had jurisdiction of these 
claims. In this he is mistaken. That commission had jurisdiciion 
in no cases except where quartermaster stores or supplies were 
furnished to the hou in States in rebellion, The jurisdiction of 
that commission did not embrace claims from loyal States like the 
State of Kentucky. The powers of the Southern claims commission 


1882. 
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a 
as were never sxosped from the operations of thelaw by the pros 
lamation of the President of the United States. Besides, the Southern 
claims commission has Se 

Mr. WHITE. May I the gentleman a question? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Yes sir. 

Mr. WHITE. Does not the gentleman believe, as a lawyer, that 
the effect of this transfer will to give the large rebel claims an 
advantage over the small loyal claims, the examination of which is 
now almost completed in the Quartermaster-General’s Office under 
the law of 1864? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. No, sir, I do not believe it will 

ive anybody an advantage, because we have a supreme judge and 

four associate justices to investigate these claims. As far as I know 
there are 17,000 claims, according to the report of the Quartermaster- 
General’s Office, still pending for adjudication. The gentleman from 

ichigan [Mr. BURROWS] has stated there were 12,000 filed in the 
six months preceding the expiration of the law when they could be 
filed. A large number comes from Indiana and other States under 
what is known as Morgan’s raid. They are filed, waiting to be ex- 
amined. Besides there are 18,000 filed away, most of them, proba- 
bly, on account of alleged disloyalty of the claimants. Each one is 
subject to re-examination under the law at any time when new or 
additional proof is presented, because the Quartermaster-General 
under the act of 1864, has no right to reject any man’s claim. 
he can do is to report either for payment or to file away, to be con- 
sidered on new proof or any new law authorizing it to be heard 


nee only to claims from States that had been in actual rebellion 


again. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time for general debate has expired, and 
. the bill will be read by paragraphs for amendment and discussion 
under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I desire to say to the committee I should 
like to go through such items as will not provoke discussion and pass 
over such as will, and then move the committee rise. 

Mr. HOUSE. Let us rise now and adjourn. 

Mr. BAYNE. There are some points of order pending. 

The CHAIRMAN, The points of order cannot be reached until the 
pasetan are read. The Clerk will read the first paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

PAY DEPARTMENT. 


For pay of the Army: For one General, one Lieutenant-General, three major- 

enerals, sixteen brigadier-generals, thirty-nine aids-de-camp, in addition to pa: 

as the line, sixty-six 9 wenn tye 6 two hundred 

forty-four majors, three hundred and fourteen e mounted, three hundred 
-four chaplains, twenty-one storek: 


and six captains, not mounted; thi 
forty adjutants, forty regimental q asters, adjutant and rtermaster o 
Engineer Battalion, dition to * the line, two h two first 


v 


bo 
y; pay to enlisted men for length of service, payable with their current 
: retired officers; for the t of any such officers as may be in 
eee upon the active or retired list, durin; Y he e: Jane 30, 


the allowances for travel, retained pay, and clothing not drawn, le 
retired a faro sergeants ; and for E 
on deposits of enlisted men ; for mileage of officers of the Army for travel on duty 
miscellaneous expenses, to wit: hire of one hundred and twenty- 
five contract surgeons and two hundre 1 hospital-matrons; extra-duty pay to en- 
listed men for service in hospitals; pay of ty-four paymasters' clerks and four- 
teen veterinary surgeons ; hire of paymasters’ m: not to exceed $15,000 ; 
cost of tel on official business received and sent by officers of the Army 
compensation of citizen clerks and witnesses attending upon military courts and 
commissions; travel expenses of paymasters’ clerks; and for commutation of 
quarters for officers on duty without 2 at places where there are no public 
quarters, in all, $12,247,198: Provided, That the allowance for commutation of 
quarters to the Lieutenant-General of the Army shall be $:00 per month; and for 
officers and enlisted men of the Signal Corps in the Arctic the 
same in amount as though they were serving in Washington, District of Colum- 
bia: And provided further, That on and after the passage of this act all officers in 
the Army who are over sixty-two years of placed on the retired list ; 
*and no act now in force shall be so construed as to limit or restrict the retirement 
of officers as herein provided for. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order against the last clause 
of that paragraph. 

Mr. BRAGG. I have an amendment to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana will reserve his 
pon oforder till the amendment of the gentleman from Wisconsin has 

een read. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I will reserve it. 5 

Mr. BRAGG. I offer the following amendment: 


F . by inserting after the word “ pay,” where it first occurs in line 48, as 
ollows: r 


“Provided, That in computing the length of service for additional pay the time 
of service on the retired list s! in no case be computed, nor shall any additional 
pay be allowed for such service.” 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to offer an amendment to be read and 
considered as pending, as I understand the committee is going to 
rise. I wish to have the amendment pending and printed in the 


RECORD. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can entertain only one amendment 
at a time for action in committee. 


Mr. HOUSE. All points of order are reserved on the paragraph 
and amendments thereto ? 
The CHAIRMAN. They are. 
„ S. Let the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
Mr. CALKINS. L offer the following amendment: 


But this provision shall not apply to the t General or Lieutenant-General 
3 , but they may be at the age of sixty-five years, at the discre- 
ion ent. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to considering that as pend- 
ing? The Chair hears none. 

r. HOLMAN. I insist on my point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. All points of order are reserved on the para- 
graph and amendments thereto. The first question is on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Wisconsin, [Mr. 8 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If the gentleman from Wisconsin will 
yield I will move the committee rise. 

Mr. RANDALL. The point of order to the paragraph had better 
be di of before amendments are considered. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I understand a point of order 
has been made by the gentleman from Indiana to the section which 
has been read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. To the last clause of it. 

Mr, ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. A certain portion of that sec- 


tion. I submit it is not in order to amend the section until that 
point of order is dis of. 

Mr. RANDALL. t is correct, and what I have called attention 
t 


0. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state, if the committee 
will permit, that these sections, clauses, and paragraphs are so long 
and so complex that it is utterly impossible to separate them. At 
the request of gentlemen on the floor, without objection, the Chair 
allowed this entire section or paragraph to be read over, and then, 
upon the motion of the gentleman from-Indiana, the point of order 
was reserved upon a portion of it at the close of the paragraph. 
The Chair does not understand the point of order as applying to 
anything in the paragraph but the 5 proviso. 

Now, upon a portion of the section upon which no point of order 
has been made, the gentleman from Wisconsin introduced an amend- 
ment, and the Chair does not understand that the point of order is 
to be considered at the present time, but to be deferred until we 
reach, in the consideration of the bill in its regular course, that pro- 
viso to which the objection is made. 

Mr. RANDALL. But the point of order raised against the original 
matter of the section itself certainly should be decided before the 
section is aS a That is the practice of the House. 

The CHA . The bill must be considered b phs. 
Now the point of order is made as to a separate and distinct proviso 
or paragraph at the end of the section. The point of order, as the 
Chair understands, is not made to the entire paragraph which has 
been read, but to this proviso at the end of it. 

Mr. RANDALL. But the time to consider the point of order to 
the section is before we proceed with the consideration of the sec- 
tion itself. 

Mr. CALKINS. The time to consider the question of order is 
when the provision or clause objected to is first reached. Now I do 
not think that there is any dispute between members as to that 
proposition ; but by consent we may 8 every part of the clause, 
reserving the point of order against that proviso until we reach the 
end of the clause. That is simply what I understand the gentleman 
from Indiana to claim. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I do not want 
to leave this matter in any uncertain shape, because there is cer- 
tainly no consent given, so far as I understand it, that we are to go 
on and amend the section so far as we may, and then go back and 
see whether the point of order is against it, after we have taken 
the time to amend it. I do not know but that the Chair is 

Mr. BRAGG. There is but one section to the bill. - 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Ido not know but that the 
Chair is entirely right in proceeding to dispose of the entire clanse 
or section by e e until we come to the point of order raised 
against a particular clause or proviso. But I presume the Chair pro- 

when we shall have reached that particular place, that the 
point of order is to be first considered. that be the understand- 
ing, it will be well enough, and there would seem to be no reason- 
able objection to that course. 

Mr. CALKINS. That is what I suggested. 

Mr. RANDALL. If that is the understanding, there is no objection 
to it. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. That would meet my views, 
and I should think there would be no objection to it; but the gentle- 
man from Indiana seems to go away from that. 

Mr. CALKINS. Notatall. Ifthe gentleman from Massachusetts 
had understood me clearly, he would have understood me as recom- 
mending exactly what he has stated. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I only want that to be clearly 
understood. : 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand that a number of amend- 
ments are to be offered. I do not see any objection to their being 
offered with the nnderstanding that they be regarded as pending, 


2508 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


subject to the 
the committee 


int of order. If that suggestion meets the views of 
have no objection to it. 
Mr. RANDALL. If we are to understand that there are other para- 


hs of the bill to which we may be permitted, if desired, to make 
Sr pont of order, we understand that we are entitled to make 
them as we reach the different sections. If so, there is no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understands, 

Mr. CONVERSE. I desire to offer an amendment, to be printed 
in the RECORD, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I demand the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio in charge of the 
bill asks unanimous consent of the committee that gentlemen may 
now offer amendments, to be pening t connection with this sec- 
tion and considered in the order in which they are presented, before 
proceeding with the consideration of the point of order made to the 
section. fs there objection ? 

Mr. ATKINS, The Chair means, I presume, the paragraph, not 
the section. 

Mr. BLOUNT. L object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the Chair thinks that the only business 
before the committee is on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. ATKINS. Unless I can understand the Chair I shall have to 
ee ive to any such arrangement as that pro I want to know 
whether the Chair means the section or simply the p 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the method of 


tinuing the consideration of the ser 
in the consideration of the bill we the particular proviso upon 
which the point of order is made. When that paragraph or proviso 
is reached, the Chair will very gladly listen to arguments upon the 
point of order. Then the proviso will be considered. 

Mr. RANDALL. Are we to understand that by consent the points 
of order which may be uted to various paragraphs in the first 
section of this bill are to be allowed to be entered immediately after 
the reading of those paragraphs, and that they shall not be required 
to be made now? 

Mr. HISCOCK. As I understand, it is the pr pe of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] to allow all amendments that 

tlemen have to this section to be offered that they may be printed 
in the RECORD, saving and reserving all points of order upon them. 
The object is that they may be printed in the Recorp for the infor- 
mation of members; and t being done, without the decision of 
any point of order, the gronem then proposes to move that the 
committee rise to the end that the House may adjourn. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the proposition before the committee. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I do not consent to the proposition. 
Bord CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from rgia [Mr. BLOUNT] 
objected 


r. BLOUNT. Iobjected to the proposition that the amendments 
should be considered as ding in tho order in which they were 
offered. Ihave no objection to their being printed for the informa- 
of members. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is entirely satisfactory. All that is 
desired i that the House may be advised what propositions are to be 
submitted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemen from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH 
then makes a proposition any amendments may be offered an: 
printed in the RecorD, subject to all points of order, and be consid- 


ered as pending. 
Mr. RYAN. Oh, no; not considered as ding. 
The CHAIRMAN. That they may be offered and printed in the 


RECORD, and not considered as pending. Is there any objection to 


the proposition ? 
There was no objection. 
The CHAIR The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE] has 


offered an amendment. Does he ask that it be read ? 

Mr. CONVERSE. No, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I would like to know if I should be precluded 
from offering an amendment if the point of order made by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana shall not be sustained! 

The following amendments were offered, to be printed in the REC- 
ORD under the agreement just made: 


By Mr. CONVERSE: 

Add at end of ph: 

And „ That mileage shall not be paid or allowed, in any case, 
where the person claiming it may travel on a a free ticket or pass; nor shall a 
Jarger rate of mileage bo allowed than that actually paid by the person so claim- 


APRIL I. 
By Mr. BAYNE: 
pry arrape a E eei aaea none Pan a 8 
* Exeep' e present General 1.801 G 8 
Army, and the Brigadier-Generals 3 angen 
By Mr. BRAGG: 


Provided, That any officer who is supernumerary to the permanent aniza- 
tion of the Army as provided by law, may, at hisown request, be honorably dis- 
charged from the Army, and shall thereupon receive one year's pay and allow- 
ances for each five years of his service, but no officer shall receive more than three 
years’ pay and allowances in all. 

r. MOREY: 
“dnd provided further, Tat the proper ace 

* 1 0 accoun 
partment be, 32333 „ au and 

taken and used by the Union forces engaged in 

opr or 2 the re eral John Morgan, while making 

sag DAOA AL thn Tomanry AARI TOEG eed MASDAR SA PARE cred te a 

officers o an as so 

i s 7 polnted by said Staten, 
res) ively, toge e accompanying wi 0 

er 6 A ain adoles E said ales, convent 

ively; and that the Quartermaster-General is hereby directed 


Mr, BUTTERWORTH. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose ; and the speaker haying resumed 
the chair, Mr. HASKELL reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. No. 5559) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other pur- 
poses, had come to no resolution thereon. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RYAN. I ask consent that the bill (H. R. No. 4185) making 
appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes for the year ending June 30, 1883, and for other pu with 
amendments by the Senate, be taken from the Speaker’s table and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and that the Senate 
amendments be numbered and 8 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 


PURCHASE OF LAND IN PHILADELPHIA. 


Mr. FISHER. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speak- 
er's table the bill (S. No, 813) for the 1 or condemnation of 
land in the city of Philadelphia for public 1 for reference to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

There ane objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker's 
table, read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

* COPYRIGHT. 
* Mr. RANNEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5583) to amend acts relating to copyright; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered 
to be printed. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WIIIrrs, for ten days; and 

To Mr. Morey, for two weeks. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HOT SPRINGS, ARKANSAS. 

Mr. CRAVENS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5584) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to erect a public 
building in the city of Hot Springs, Ark: for the use of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at three o'clock an 
eight minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as oll ows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Memorial of Colonel J. B. Clark, Post Grand 
Army of the Republic, Allegheny, Pennsylvania, for the passage of 
Senate bill No. 733, granting additional pensions to such soldiers as 
have lost an arm or a leg in the service of the Unitéd States—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. H. BURROWS: The petition of Professor C. J. Kephart, 
of Avalon College, Livingston County, Missouri, also all the students 
of said college and others, for 8 of a commission to 
investigate the alcoholic liquor c—to the Select Committee on. 
the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic 


By Mr. CALDWELL: Papers relating to the claims of Hon. John 
Burnam, of Tabitha Dickey, and of James Lamb—severally to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: The petition of W. H. Hellen and others, citi- 
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zens of Maryland, for the establishment of a light-house at Drum 
Point Harbor, Calvert County, Maryland—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. CRAPO: The petition of Franklin Crocker, for relief—to 
the Committee on Claims. i 

By Mr. DE MOTTE: The petition of John E. Hopkinsand91 others, 
citizens of Indiana, for legislation to regulate railway transporta- 
tion—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: Memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, 
asking the Government for a cession of certain lands to be used for 
park pur to the Committee on the Publie Lands. N 

Also, the petition of E. Asherman & Co. and others, against the 
passage of the “ free-leaf-tobacco” bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HENRY S. HARRIS: Memorial of the German Society of 
New York City, for legislation for the protection of arriving immi- 

nts—to the same committee. : 

By Mr. HOUSE: hr ti relating to the claim of R. M. Richards, 
of Davidson County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. K. JONES: Papers relating to the claim of William B. 
Borden—to the same committee. ý 

By Mr. LEEDOM : The petition of H. C. Barnes and 66 others, citi- 
zens of Pike Bounty oo; for the re of the law 5555 
bank . banks, &. —to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. G: Papers seen the claim of Collen Becker- 
dite and of William Rankins—severally to the same committee. 

By Mr. MOORE: Papers relating to the claim of John M. Bowman, 
of Austin Beatty, and of Rosa Bloom—severally to the same com- 


mittee. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of Rebecca Stone and others, pray- 
ing for the passage of the French spoliation claims bill—to the Com- 
mittee on oroiga Affairs. 

Ry Mr. MULDROW : Memorial of Captain C. L. Lincoln and oth- 
ers, for an amendment of the United States militia laws—to the Com- 
mittee on the Militia. 

By Mr. PAYSON: The petition of citizens of Iroquois County, 
Illinois, calling for an investigation into the conduct of General 8. 
D. Sturgis at Guntown, Mississippi-zto the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAM E. ROBINSON: Papers relating to the appli- 
cation of Sergeant Charles L. Denman, for reappointment to the 
Army—to the same committee. 

Also, pa relating to the proposed purchase of copies of Hunter’s 
work entitled Port. Charges of the World— sev y to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 


By Mr. RYAN: The petition of citizens of Reno County, Kansas, 
for a bill to establish a board of commissioners of interstate com- 
merce—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. SCRANTON: The resolutions adopted by the Saint Mary’s 
Catholic Total Abstinence Society of Providence, Pe Ivania, con- 
cerning the imprisonment of American citizens in Bri prisons— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON: The petition of Charlotte T. Brown, 
for restoration to the pension-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
By Mr. OSCAR TURNER: The petition of Samuel Shultz, for com- 
tion for pro taken and used by the United States Army 
uring the late rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, April 3, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
bday of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 
ro 

j EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in pospone to a reso- 
lution of March 15, 1882, a report from Captain Amos Stickney, Corps 
of Engineers, relative to Bayous . and Terre 
Bonne, Louisiana; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of R. B. Will- 
iamson, of Washington, District of Columbi Praying an examina- 
tion of his method ofgurifying the air in public buildings, churches, 
2 soe other piece Jena referring to tests of 3 amana 
in the Supreme Court, the Treasury Department, an t-House 
Board; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, presented a memorial of the Chamber 
of Commerce of San Diego, California, in favor of the establishment 
of a branch center of the United States Signal-Service at San Fran- 
cisco, in that State; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

He also presented the petition of Arthur L. Fish, praying for relief 
as bondsman of A. Baschke, contractor for dredging the at 
Wilmington Harbor, California; which was referred tothe Committee 
on Commerce. 


Mr. HAMPTON presented a memorial of the city council of Charles- 
ton, South Carolina, in 


favor of an appropriation for the completion 
of the jetties in the harbor at that place; which was refe: to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of inmates of the Soldiers’ Home, of 
Washington, District. of Columbia, ex-soldiers of the Mexican and 
Indian wars, praying for an amendment of section 4820 of the Revised 
Statutes, so as to grant them an increase’ of pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ROLLINS irene the petition of ex-Governor James A. 
Weston, Thomas J. Morgan, G. B. Chandler, Nathan Parker, and 
other citizens of Manchester, New Hampshire, praying for the pas- 
sage of the Lowell bill, establishing a uniform bankrupt law through- 
out the United States; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BROWN presented a petition of citizens of Georgia, North 
Carolina, and South Carolina praying amodification of the Hawaiian 
3 so that rice raised in Hawaiian Islands shall pay the same 
tariff duty as is paid by rice from other countries; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Augusta, Georgia, pray- 
ing an appro riation for the improvement of Savannah River, both 
above and below Augusta ; which was referred to the Committee on 
3 f f Albany; Georgia, 

e also presented a petition of citizens o j ia, pray- 
ing an appropriation for the improvement of the harbor of Savernak : 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. GROOME presented the petition of Hon. J. D. Clark, of sel 
land, in favor of an ee pareve for depang Dividing Creek, 
Eeo County, Maryland ; which was referred to the Committee on 

ommeree. - 

Mr, COKE presented the memorial of the Houston (Texas) Cotton 
Exchange and Board of Trade, in favor of declaring the city of 
Houston a port of py which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled : 
The memorial of the Houston Cotton Exchange and Board of Trade, ofthe city 
Texas, praying that the city of Houston be declared a port of entry 


of the United 8 rep! 

The of Houston is a of delivery of United situated at the 
head of tide-water on eee ico. 

The population of the city of Houston is estimated to be 20,000. The following 
statistics are given for the year ending September 30, 1881: 

. sooo. cscvcusccscscaccsencasesess 5 028, 000 00 
Capital invested in public works (gas and water 275, 000 00 
Capital invested in manufacture 500, 000 00 
Capital invested in shipping 850, 000 00 
in 88G > 700, 000 00 
e invested in cotton compresses (4) 335, 000 00 
Es sales of merchandise, manufactured articles, and lumber. 15, 000, 000 00 
Postal revenue and business for the year ending June 30, 1881. 

259 

373 

372 

128 

1, say 10 per cent. 

V. wing nine feet of water now discharge their cargoes at the railroad 
wharves, six miles below the city limits. The workof el improvements, 
now nearly ret Soe nited States for ves- 
sels of twelve feet to the same work of e twelve-foot 
un ion from to city has been under the 
ap riations mad oe k A 

will afford to the city of Houston navigation for any now able to 

cross the Galveston outer The t navigation te the city is six feet— 
hae gure, ape en eee and light-draft vessels. 

5 er tidal — Ho T 
exas. point, embracing a 0 

„ 3 


The 
tion of 1,090 miles additional railwa; 
The completion of the Southern 
make the 
the trade of 
The 
goods to and from fi 


Pacific Railway, expected during this year, will 
of Houston the nearest tide-water point on that great railway line for 
Trazis and the Territory of New Mexico. 
facilities centering at Houston for the transfer of bonded 
of Mexico are referred to as an 
ment in favor of d ts 


adduced in behalf of the trade, coastwise from Atlantic ports. 

The freights handled at Houston by the railroads in the year ending August 31, 
1881, are estimated at 3,185,138,000 pounds—tons, 1,592,569. 

Of the above it is estimated that the following were the products of Texas: 


Houston cotton statement for the year ending August 31. 


Items. | 1880. | 1881. 
6 ² AA sh-eccndeservtsipty esteestenrerass 669,190 | 471,211 
Net receipts for Houston market 293,016 | 159, 575 
In transit for Galveston, New Orleans, Atlantic ports, and Eu- : 
FEE EE ANI POETS RM ERIE oA ESTE CS 466,174 | 311, 636 
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Duties paid. 


0 - $324, 590 00 | $259, 652 00 
Iron 3, 800 53, 440 00 
are in the lighterage trade with Galveston Bay and vessels in the road- | Houston, East and West Texas 
stead veston outer bar. Railway Company ........-..... 16, 800 00 
The number of steamships and sail vessels from ports ond Galveston en- Texas and New Railway 
in the trade of Houston, arriving at and clearing from ton. were as fol- a E OT ((T 82, 444 00 
for the year ending September 30, 1881: 
e S86] // aa a 
nn, e . 301, 199 


The trade via Clinton is principally with New Orl Ha and Mexican 

ports. The lumber trade is with Louisiana, Alabama, Mississippi, and Florida 

— 5 The amount of lamber and tes recel ved. are catimated at stout ee 

on feet annually. The following data are given the trade of the Texas 
n „ee and steamships with Houston via Clinton: 


Taras Transportation Company Shipment from October 1. 1880, to September 30, 1881. 
Pow 
Galveston, Harrisburgh and San 


Antonio Railway. $48, 804 00 
Houston and East and West Texas 

Railway Company 000 00 
Texas Central way Company. 78, 960 00 


Estimated total for four months 
Estimated fe 


Total (tons, 48, 768) nnn mesojn antres 


Shipments for October 1, 1877, to September 30, 1881—four years. In addition to these imports made by Houston importers, a amount of im- 
` have been made and duties paid by im residing in the interior of 


‘exas, It is claimed that their in ts will . 


Bales cotton, 292,775... 
Hides... 


Sheep and hogs, 231 shipments to this : 
Cattle and horses, 17,148 Exports of Texas products—year ending September 30, 1881. 
All other merchandise. 


r : 
Products. | Value. 


Cotton, 195,301 bales 


on 
ported by the Houston Direct Na Hides ee 
e e Tallow, 50,760 pounds 
with the of Galveston: Wool 1,973,000 
Freight transported through Buffalo Bayou during the year ending September 30, 1879. skins, 1 
ores Cattle, pacha’ 
Cathal; 100,206 Halls «sais secs co dcwece te » semadsvicas „ 000 m: 
Miscellaneous freight PE ES ee ae LSM ee 8 WS 165, 332, 000 | Oil-cake (foreign export) 
Total (tons, 122,505) 3——: ? tied be 245, 010, 000 TTT N 
Tear ending September 30, 1880. 
COmon: 151, SEP DAME cor uccveycsensuearnveédoduesayptacvcsetacrespeans 75, 674, 500 The rapid growth of the lumber trade of the city of Houston warrants the 
E: . a E E ki belief that if port facilities areafforded a heavy foreign export trade in lumber can 
Total (tons, 178,872). . o 357, 674, 500 The sh[p balding intrest is already of considerable importance, The country 
Year ending September 30, 1881. along the banks of Buffalo Bayou and the emptying into it afford amplé 
sm Hee ü Abs Sete se eee BOS ee CIE pre 126, 754, 000 | su) — 2 pand oe = ford — — while the Houston 5 ae on p- 
0 qual rates. terest has thus n 
ß6ß a Caer coger Sd LTT a ect — —. — tothe eee —— barges, and other light-draft vessels, 
ene e rE N oS 375, 754, 000 | but with port facilities assured it is believed that vessels of greater draft will be 


The total exports of cotton from Houston through the waters of Buffalo Bayou 
by the H m Direct Navigation Company from January 1, 1869, to Septem 


1881, 1,915,808 bales. hg atten the belief that a large e in live and slaughtered cattle 
number of vessels now regularly employed in the trade of Houston is: Sirect an Bom A E ents . R 
CCC 7 The total dutiable imports and duties paid at the Galveston custom-house for 

2 x the year ending June 30, 1881, were: 
F 632, 731 00 
F — s 7 1 772, 038 81 

— = 15,535 

The list of imports by Houston importers are exclusively those made in this col- 
following vessels | jection district. ** lirs amount of imports have been o for tho same and other 
th cargoes direct | Houston im: through the ports of New York and New Orleans. The figures 


pores 

ven show that the imports by the Houston importers in 1881 were in excess of 
000, and duties in excess of $459,200; andin im; in excess of $776,900, 

and duties in excess of $568,100, or about 25 per cent. in of the total imports at 

the Galveston custom-house, to which this port of delivery is attached, and that 

about 25 per cent. of the entire amount of the duties collected were paid by Houston 


¢ foreign imports of the city of Houston in 1881 rank as twenty-fourth among 
the ninety-eight enumerated customs districts of the United States. Your me- 
morialists therefore ly urge that the data herein given present reasonable 


The data above pirea, respecting 5 of Houston with coastwise and 


IMPORT AND EXPORT TRADE. fi ports, the of her important ition in the tidal waters of the Gulf of 

sarah hak Con honing Deere, sawing LAORE naka Uy enveaia AOSA. | tangs AOUE of AR IA tr bee Chace an ie Coats tate te eee 
command; but the 0 amount o y her ci seem, gmeni ustify 
Sf the EE of Boatos, are saloian] to LLON the TETs ienaa of tale teen this ap to Ci „ of the present clog to 


its 3 ‘or, 2 Houston is a pan ofMelivery, the fact that cus- 
0 


Fear ending June 30, 1881. tom · house entries must be and duties at a distant port is a serious em- 


Nume of importer. 


Houston and Texas Central Rail - 


relief, 
Houston importers tothe Government will justify the small ex ensuing from 
the appointment of an officer of customs; and if their prayer is granted the Gov- 


Nop e aserear ol 642, 000 00 | 459, 200 00 


1882. 
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“crane tn secure at a very moderate rental all necessary buildings for custom- 
onse 


2 HOUSTON COTTON EXCHANGE AND BOARD OF TRADE, Š 
8. K. McILHENNY, President. 


This memorial was adopted at a meeting held March 8, 1882. 


Attest: ' 
G. W. KIDD, Secretary. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GARLAND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No, 1456) to secure the safe-keeping of money 
paid into court, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. ROLLINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (8. No. 1554) to provide for 
the erection of a public building in the city of Syracuse, New York, 
reported it with amendments. 

r. PLATT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 1225) granting a pension to Mrs. Rosetta L. McKay, 
reported it without amendment; and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 967) granting a pension to Martha A. Williamson, reported 
it with an amendment; and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 3776) 8 a pension to Margaret McCormick, reported 
it with an amendment; and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLATT. I am also directed 2 Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2012) to increase the pen- 
sion of General D. C. Thomas, to report it adversely. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT. At the request of the Senator from Indiana, let the 
bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I am directed by the Committee on 
the Revision of the Laws to ask to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (S. No. 132) to correct an error in section 
1588 of the Revised Statutes, in reference to the pay of retired 
officers of the Navy, and that it be referred, to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. It involves an increase of the pay of a certain class 
of naval officers, 

The report was sgrana to. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Lands 
to report a bill, and in connection with it to submit a report based 
on certain resolutions of December 19, 1881, and January 18, 1882, 
relating to the subject to which the bill refers. I beg to say that 
the committee will hereafter report a bill, which they have not yet 
entirely matu to elevate the office of Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office into a department. 

The bill (S. No. Pago) fe increase the salary of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, and to create the offices of assistant com- 
missioner of the General Land Office and inspectors of surveyors- 
general’ and district land offices, was read twice by its title, and the 
report was ordered to be printed. 

. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. No. 603) granting a pension to Sarah C. Golder- 
man, reported it without amendment, and submitted areport thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1360) for the relief of Abel Green, submitted an adverse re- 
port thereon, which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was recom- 
mitted the bill (8. No. ihia provide for the aa A of the claim 
of Joseph R. Shannon, of Louisiana, reported it without amendment; 
and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 


MONUMENT TO JEFFERSON. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I am instructed by the Joint Committee on the 
Library, after very full and careful examination of the subject, not 
only at the present but at former sessions of Con to report a 
joint resolution, and I ask for its 8 consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. No. 56) providing for the erection of a 
monument over the grave of Thomas Jefferson was read twice, and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It appropriates $10,000 
for the erection of a suitable monument and to mabe other suitable 
improvements over the grave of Thomas Jefferson, at Monticello, 
Virginis to be 1 as under the direction of the Secretary of State. 

r. VOORHEES, I will simply say in explanation that three 
years ago an appropriation was made for the purpose indicated in the 
joint resolution. There was some trouble about questions of title, 
which is obviated in this measnre, those obstacles having caused the 
former appropriation to lapse back into the Treasury. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be bee for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

BANKRUPTCY SYSTEM. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, to 

which was referred a resolution to print 5, 900 copies of Senate bill 


No. 1382, to report it with an amendment. I ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the fol- 
lowing resolution, submitted by Mr. INGALLS March 29: 


te ee ee jes of Senate bill No. 1382 be ted for the 
use of the Senate. ee ee 


The amendment reported by the Committee on Printing was to add 
to the resolution the words “in pamphlet form.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


INDIAN EDUCATION. 


Mr. DAWES. I desire to place upon the record a letter which I 
haye received from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. It will be 
recollected that in the debate on the Indian 9 bill. I 
think on 1 last, between the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB] and myself we read from different statements in reference 
to the amount of money expended for educational purposes among 
the Indians. I have received a letter from the Commissioner show- 
ing that both documents were right. The document from which I 
read showed accurately the amount expended from the appropria- 
tions, and the document the Senator from Kansas read from showed 
in addition thereto certain sums expended from other sources. I 
desire in justice to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, who is the 
author of both documents, to put into the Recorp his letter. 

The letter was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 


OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, March 31, 1882. 

Sin: In reading the debate of yesterday upon the Indian appropriation bill I 
notice that an apparent pancy was discovered between two statements made 
by this office as to the amounts expended for Indian education for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1881. 

The table from which you read, giving the amount as $208,996, gave the amount 
expended for that purpose from the appropriations made for the fiscal year 1881. 
The other table contained in Senate Executive Document No. 118 added to that 
sum the amount e from civilization and trust funds, which are not ap- 
8 and the amount expended for the support of Hampton r jeg and 

‘orest Grove schools, most of which came from the civi on . It also 
added to the $208,996 about $25,000, which, in the table from which you read is 
included under the heads of ‘subsistence supplies,” buildings at agencies,” and 
“annuity goods.“ Of these “repairs,” supplies,“ and about twenty- 
five thousand dollars' worth were applied to the schools, but in such small amoun 
that it was not practicable to se te them from the heads under which they are 
(with equal propriety) inclad: In making the statement of disbursements” 
this office only endeavored to account for the disbursement of appropriations under 
general heads, In Executive Document No. 113 the office pia pikea to give as 
complete a statement as possible of the amount expended for education 
sources, 

Yours, respectfully, 


Hon. H. L. Dawes, United States Senate. 
t BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr, COKE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1620) to authorize the construction of a street- 
railway and wagon-road bridge over the Rio Grande River, between 
the city of El Paso, Te and Paso del Norte, Mexico; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SAULSBURY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1 declaratory of the meaning of the 
act approved February 19, 1879, entitled An act for the payment 
to the officers and soldiers of the Mexican war of the three months’ 
extra pay provided for by the act of July 19, 1848;” which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I introduce the bill by request. It relates to 
officers and seamen actually engaged in the Mexican war, simply giv- 
ing them three months’ extra pa „as was done in the case of a por- 
tion of the Army. I move thatthe bill be referred to the Commi 
on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was * to. 

Mr. GARLAND. I am requested by the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. 
LoGANn,] who is detained at his home by sickness, to ask leave to 
introduce a bill. 

By unanimous consent, leave was nted to introduce a bill (8. 
No. 1622) for the relief of William H. and Jacob D. Felthousen, 
their heirs and assigns; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Mr. GARLAND asked and, by unanimons consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1623) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to erect a public 1 Sto the city of Eureka Springs, 
Arkansas, for the use of the United States; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


rounds. 
Mr. ROLLINS asked per 


H. PRICE, Commissioner. 


unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1 authorizing the construction of ves- 
sels of war for the Navy of the United States, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT (by request) asked 88 unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1625) for the relief of the heirs 
of Clifford Arrick, deceased ; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, (by request,) asked and, by unanimous. 
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consent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1626) for the re- 
lief of Charles Murphy; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying pa referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. J OHNSTON asked and, by unanimons consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1627 ) for the relief of J. V. Davis; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
tointroduce a bill (8. No. 1628) establishing a certain post-road in the 
State of Missouri; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MORGAN (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 1629) to modify the apres 
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the United States, and for other 
Pp ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MITCHELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1630) for the erection of a public 1 
at Lancaster, Pennsylvania; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
dice a bill (S. No. 1631) for the relief of Jacob Sener and Elizabeth 
Sener; which was twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. GORMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1632)to provide for eying certain advances 
made to the United States by the States of Maryland and Virginia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finan 


ce. 

Mr. SAUNDERS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1633) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at a point to be selected between 
the north line of the county of Monona and the south line of the 
county of Harrison, in the State of Iowa, and also to construct acces- 
sory works to secure the best ticable channel-way for naviga- 
tion and confine the flow of the water to a ent channel at 
such point; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
inten Dil (8. No. 1694) compel tho paymont by tho, anent 

w 0 a 
conveying 8 lands ted to it, and foro b. eee Which 
eee twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
w ù 

Me ale) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1635) acres efter ee n V. Heusted; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Pensions. 
Mr. JONAS (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to in nce a bill (S. No. 1636) for the relief of Gervin 


& Bietry, of Louisiana; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1638) for the relief of the heirs of Major D. 


C. Smith; which was read twice by its title, with the papers 
on file in the ease, referred to the Coanaitton on bllvcory Affairs, 
PROTECTION OF AMERICAN CITIZENS ABROAD. 


Mr. MORGAN, Lask unanimous consent, without previous notice, 
to introduce a bill to define the ghee of American citizens while re- 
siding in foreign countries. The bill is very brief, and as the sub- 


ect is one of great and importance, I hope the Senate will 
dulge me in having it read at length the first time. x 
By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 


No. 1637) to define the rights of American citizens when residing in 
foreign countries; which was read the first time at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That the ts of American citizenship in foreign countries 
which are 9 3 manner and by the means 
ae the Revised Statutes extend to and pees Sone 


x rer 2 — im) 

ton w are orare u 

22 rren or accusation or charge of of 5 

the laws of such n ; and the tof trial in such cases within a rea- 
8 be confronted with the 


sonable time, and tha witnesses against them, 
and shall have comp process for o witnesses in their favor; and the 
right to have the assistance of counsel for their defense. 


The bill was read the second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Supplemental somewhat to the bill introduced 
by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] I offer a resolution. I 
vs = it be read, printed, and laid on the table, subject to my call 

reafter. 

The resolution was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 
piema genir orson $ of the Sate Dep or 3 
the authorities of Great Britain is in violation of American law, incom. 
sistent with the value of American citizenship, and 
United States. 


ATLAS OF COLORADO. 
Mr. TELLER submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives concurring.) That the copies 
of the rer Colorado heretofore 4 ered for the use of the two Houses of Con- 


ord: 
and the Department of the Interior be suitably bound by the Public Printer 
or distribution in accordance with the resolution ordering the same. 


REFUNDING CERTIFICATES, 


The PRESIDENT pro . If there be no further morning 
business, the Calendar under the Anthony rule will be called. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to ask a favor for the Committee on Fi- 
nance. I ask that Senate bill No. 1400 be considered at this time. 
It is a bill of public importance, much desired by the Treasury De- 

partment; and it will take no longer than to read the bill, I suppose, 
it having been reported unanimously by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there any great urgency why we should set 
aside the Calendar and consider that bill? 

Mr. MORRILL. I appeal to my friend from Missouri, as the Com- 
mittee on Finance has no other way of getting anything in but by 
unanimous consent. This is a bill of importance, greatly desired 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, and a matter I think thatthe Sena- 
tor himself will approve of. I ask him not to interpose any objection 
to its consideration now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to know of the Senator why it is that 
a t committee of the Senate, the Finance Committee, has no 
other way of getting its business before the Senate except by unani- 
mous consent? Does it not stand on a par with all the other com- 
mittees? Do not the cases reported from that committee take their 
place on the Calendar and share the same fate that is shared by other 


committee reports? 

Mr. MORRILL. I only ask it in relation to bills of ae impor- 
tance. I do not think it is right that they should be p upon the 
Calendar and postponed until the heel of the session, when they may 
fail in the other House in consequence of the 2 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Vermont will do what I have 
no doubt he can very safely, state that if the bill leads to any de- 
bate he will not insist upon continuing it, I think the bill will be 

in a moment, as it would have passed by this time if 
the Senator from Missouri had in no objection. 

Mr. MORRILL. I yield to the suggestion of the Senator from 
Tennessee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thereis another reason why bills from the Com- 
mittee on Finance ought to be passed upon 1 The 
bill referred to will be passed upon read. Like appropriation 
bills, if these bills are not passed now object will be defeated. 
The particular bill the Senator from Vermont calls up is a bill pro- 
viding for the redemption of a small amount of refunding certificates. 
The truth is the Treasury Department is out of cou bonds, the 
old bonds 5 canceled, and it cannot comply with the ex- 
isting law. This bill simply authorizes the of bonds 
instead ; and, as a matter of course, the Senator will see in this 
— Le time is just asimportant as in the passage of an appropria- 

on 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whele, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 1400) to provide for the con- 
version or redemption of ten-dollar re certificates. It peo- 
vides that all certificates of deposit isened under the provisions of the 
act of February 26, 1879, entitled “An act to authorize the issue of 
certificates of deposit in aid of the refunding of the public debt,” not 

resented for conversion into 4 per cent. bonds of the acts of July 

4, 1870, and January 20, 1871, on or before the Ist day of var next, 
shall be convertible only into registered bonds of that loan; but the 
Treasurer of the United States may redeem, at market rates, at any 
time, under such ons as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
prescribe, any of such outstanding certificates, with accrued interest 
to date of presentation, the amount of such redemptions to be cred- 
ited to the si fund. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
THOMAS F. RILEY. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The regular order, Mr. President. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I desire to call up the bilk (S. No. 453) for the 
relief of Thomas F. Riley. The bill was reached upon the Calendar 
more than a month ago, and on objection of the Senator from Ver- 
mont BR EDMUNDS] who is now absent, it went over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be called if it was 

over without udice. 
gone rents as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 

e bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the PB a are hereby sus- 

for the purpose of this act a yan far ee Shey afha Y. Riley, 

a caj in the -first United States ; and the President can, 

heso in of his own discretion ent, nominate and, 
by and with and consent of tho Senate, t said Thomas F. 

— — in the Twenty-first Regiment Uni tos Infan to the same 

held by him at the date of his ided, he shall 


: Provided, 
receive no „ allowance, or com ion of kind prior to date of a t- 
pay, s pensati any P ppoin 


1882. 
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Mr. HAMPTON. I wish to move an amendment to the amendment 
of the committee. After the word “ dismissal,” in line 11, I move to 
insert ‘‘in the first vacancy occurring in said regiment, or in the 
infantry service.” 

Mr. PLATT. Is there a report? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to have the report read. ; 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator from South Carolina inform ns 
if this is the common case of restoration after dismissal for drunken- 


ness? 
Mr. HAMPTON. It is acase of that kind. Let the report be read. 
The Principal Legislative Clerk read the following report, sub- 
mitted by Mr. HAMPTON January 17, 1882: 
The Committee on Mili 


“EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 11, 1881. 
In this case, if the fact thatthe court-martial unanimously recommended Cap- 
S aaa 2 
of the co o not now reco! an 0 
such a rei Other important ciroumstances have since the approval been brought 


ti 
ny ae “R. B. HAYES.” 


Colonel H. A. Morrow, 1 Infantry, the president of the court, said 
ina 8 of date November 6, in 5 Riley, — hacen beru bye ug 
tances in your case whic considered by rovin ority. 
ase The court called attention to the fact that you had been ly used, I 
think the whole case deserves a reconsideration.” ; 


Colonels Woodruff and Cogswell, with various other officers, 
soldierly qualities of Captain Riley, and his conduct 


teen as ũ private, and, - 
tenancy. A letter of his to the President states his case so honestly and so mod- 
estly that it is appended: 


respectful! t, 
trusting that herein may be found some points not devel: on my which 
may 5 action taken in my case, and to mod - 

the I was born 


: 
| 
l 
A 


needed every able and willing arm that ceuld 
obtain 5 1863. Iserved in the ranks for two and ten months, 
receiving at the close the war a commission as second 

Infantry. From the date of my enlistment to the date of the charges on which I was 
dismissed, a period of nearly aise peers, 7 bore BI fon Vie ee 
ice, and I can safely refer to m during that whole period, and assert that I 
have nothing to blush for. A the war I served with m t, ae 
the usual routine duties, but frequently in the capacity o t 
termaster and acting commissary of subsistence. of my accounts in 

Ciy pagea have aren pareren ira closed. 


is unfortunately not infrequent among 77 officers stationed at tier 
— I had the ‘ortune to contract the habit of usin: 1 quor. 
babit grewon and finally, at the ofa er officer, (the major 


no charges against me at the time, nor had I done an, cause 

to be preferred me; it was simpl. C00 
tude fer thew are of my The of this b 
an attack of malarial fever, 


post, Dr. James Reagles. I would also to state that the whole 
which I was tried were the result of the one violation of my pledge, and 
within twelve hours. 

With a long and honorable record prior to the commission of my offense ; the 
fact that it was my first offense, through a period of over seventeen years“ con- 
tinuous service; t this service of the best years of my life has unfitted me 
for any other profession than the Army; Shad aay write toad eee are en- 
tirely . upon me for support; that my father sacrificed his life for his 
country during the Mexican war; that the discipline of my company was always 


highly satisfactory to those whose duty it was to report thereon ; led with 
my solemn pledge to devote my whole hfe to retracing the fase stop I bave had 


ous 
and concurred in by, the reviewing 
allowing me, should this meet with favorable co: 


ora rvs appointment, i t 
Very respectfully, your obedient sèrvan 
diane WAT — 5 “T. F. bas 
as Captain Twenty th Infantry. 
To his Excellency R. B. HAYES, pid 
t: President of the United States, Washington, D. C.“ 


In view of the facts your committee recommend the passage of the 


accompanying bill as amended. 
Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, there may be an eresas revalent 
in the Senate that the terms of this bill, vesting a discretion in the 
President, amount to something. If so, it is a mistake. They amount 
to nothing. The President re; himself as bound to make an 
1 en a bill yat sores yan — it may be for charges 
i the to be appoin wW were not su to 

be eee e be eee eee ee, e 
mittee, so that the bill might just as well direct the appointment. 
I have entered my protest heretofore against the passage of bills 
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of this kind, not because I knew the parties or because I had any 
opposition to them personally; but because I believe in the Army 
and in the things which tend to keep up its standard. There is no 
use in having army courts when Congress takes almost every case that 
it comes to, and restores the person who has been convicted to the 
rank of which he was deprived by reason of the judgment of a 
court-martial. 

It is a discouragement to an officer to be decent, to observe the law 
and the rules and regulations of the Army, when those who violate 
the law and violate the regulations are W restored notwith- 
standing conviction, and are put back just where they would have 
been if the offense had not been committed. 

We have been wrestling here with the problem of how we could 
provide for a rule of promotion in the Army which would relieve 
from the deadlock which exists; how we could give to younger offi- 
cers of the Army the certainty of promotion after length of service ; 
and yet nearly every day that we sit here we practically prevent the 
desired and deserved e eee by interrupting its ordinary flow 
through the medium of officers who have been court-martialed and 
whom we restored. 

The Committee on Mili Affairs have not, I think, been entirely 
consistent. They have within the last few days reported unfavora- 
bly a bill for the relief of a captain who served as long as Riley did, 
who was dismissed for precisely the same cause, that of drunkenness, 
who had as meritorious a record as any one could have had in the 
Army, of whom there was said in his behalf, not by himself but by 
his brother officers, superior and inferior, as much as this man says 
for himself. Yet the committee said they could not restore that man. 
I think it is fair to have some sort of a rule which shall be observed, 
and if it is to be understood that officers are to be restored after being 
dismissed for drunkenness, the rule ought to apply to all those who 
are dismissed for that cause, and not to a part of them alone. 

Mr, HAMPTON. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Towhat case does he refer? 

Mr. PLUMB. I refer to the case of Captain Hemphill, which the 
Senator himself reported unfavorably. 

I wish to call attention to another thing. I will reserve par of 
what I wish to say until we come to the next bill on the Calendar, 
when I shall speak about the distinction which the committee makes 
between officers and privates. I have a letter from one of the most 

t officers of the Army, in which he fitly characterizes the t 

arm which results when officers who have served their country faith- 

fully, and have been led to hope for promotion as part of their reward, 

are hone by putting back men who have been dismissed. Either 

the law in re to 3 is wrong or it is right. If it is 
wrong it ought to be ed. 

This officer shows in his letter, what every man who knows any- 
— about the Army knows, that no man in the ati is ever pun- 
ished for the first offense. He never is panished until his offenses 
have become rank, until they have become unbearable. I venture 
to say that no man has ever been court-martialed for drunkenness 
unless he has been drunk at least a (ozen times publicly. I am 
aware, of course, that there are exceptions; I am aware, of course, 
that there is partiality, but we establish courts in the Army for the 
p of administering military justice according to military 
methods, and we have just as little right to overturn them as we 
have to overturn judgments of courts which we constitute for the trial 
of civil causes. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Mr. President, I agree with what the Senator 
from Kansas has said upon the general impropriety of restoring an offi- 
cer who has been dismissed from the Army for drunkenness. Drunk- 
enness is always wrong; in the case of an officer who has charge of 
the lives of the men under him it is a fearful crime; and upon gen- 
eral principles I would go as far as the Senator from Kansas against 
allowing such a practice ever to obtain. But at the same time he 
must admit, and I know that when we had the benefit of his service 
upon the Military Committee he did admit that there were cases 
where there were so many mitigating circumstances that Congress 
could properly intervene and grant relief. Now, I am sure if he had 
seen all the papers in this case, if he had known all the facts of the 
case, he would have admitted that this is one of the most meritorious 
cases which have been brought to the attention of the Senate. 

I will not detain the Senate by reading the papers, nor do I mean 
to detain them at all; but the facts are simply these: this boy’s 
father was a soldier in the Mexican war; he was killed in Mexico. 
The boy himself was born intheArmy. When he was sixteen years 
old, at the very first time he could do so, he enlisted during the war; 
he served with eminent gallantry; he won his promotion; and after 
the war he rose to a captaincy. When on duty as a field officer, not 
with his company, one day being quite ill, having first taken a pledge 
not to drink, he was directed by his 8 take some liquor, 
and he got under the influence of it. Of course he had to be court- 
martialed. He was court-martialed; but the court unanimously 
recommended him to Executive clemency. When the matter came 
before the President, as Mr. Hayes says in his letter, which is em- 
bodied in the report, he had not seen the recommendation of the 
court-martial. 

I have here in my hand letters from some of the most prominent 
officers of the Army. Their names are given in the report. Here are 
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the original letters testifying to the gallantry and efficiency of this 
oung man, and notonly that but testifying to the fact that this was 

is tirst offense, his only offense during eighteen years of service. 
And now he comes to Congress to rectify what has certainly been an 
injustice. The president of the court-martial says so, and I appeal 
to the Senate to give him what he asks, the opportunity to have one 
more chance for the sake of his wife and children and his hitherto 
unstained name to reinstate himself and be an honor to the service. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Senator what reason he has stated which 
does not apply to the case of Captain Hemphill, which I called his 
attention to? 

Mr. HAMPTON. I think the Senatoris mistaken in saying that I 
made the report in that case. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator told me that he did, and I think he did. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I think not. 

Mr. PLUMB. It came from the committee all the same. 

Mr. HAMPTON. It was reported by the committee, but the cir- 
cumstances were not identically the same in Captain Hemphill’s case. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the Senator from South Carolina 
alludes to the fact that the court-martial which dismissed Captain 
Riley united in a recommendation to the Executive of clemency in 
his behalf. When it is known that out of forty-two sentences of dis- 
missal for drunkenness during the administration of the late lamented 
President Hayes he 5 twenty-three, it is obvious that there 
must have been some extraordinary reasons why he disregarded the 
recommendation in this case. 

Mr. HAMPTON. The Senator will allow me a moment. If he 
will refer to the report he will see that here is the original of Presi- 
dent Hayes’s letter saying that the fact of the recommendation to 
clemency had not been ed to his attention. 

Mr. INGALLS. But it was called to his attention during his ad- 
ministration and he had the right at any time to revoke this sentence 
if he saw fit, as he had done more than half of those that were made 
while he was in power. Therefore the fact that President Hayes, 
who was himself the most ardent advocate of the revocation of these 
dismissals and who did as a matter of fact reverse more than half of 
all those that were pronounced, disregarded this, shows that it must 
have been a case of extraordinary difficulty and doubt. 

Now, I venture the assertion as a gen rule that no man who is 
dismissed for drunkenness ever ought to be restored to the Army, 
and I will add to the Navy. I think it applies to both branches of the 
publicservice. Any oflicer whois so willfully disregardful of the obli- 

tions of the oath that he has taken, who is so entirely oblivious of 

e duties he owes to the Government, and so negligent of the lives and 
es eid of those who are placed under his charge, as to become drunk 
while he is on duty, ought never to be resto: to the service; I do 
not care what the mitigating circumstances are. It is not an indi- 
vidual offense. It is an offense that involves the lives and safety of 
other men; and therefore when we proceed with this promiscuous 
restoration of men to the service we do a very injustice not 
only to the service at large but to the life of every individual who 
is in the service. 

I know, Mr. President, it is very difficult to resist such appeals as 


those that are made by the Senator from South Carolina. ‘‘ Here is 
aman who has a wife and children dependent upon him; give him 
another chance; why should he be denied the opportunity of restora- 


tion because of a single offense?” Sir, everybody who knows any- 
thing about the Army of the United States knows that an officer is 
never dismissed for nkenness until his offenses have become so 
numerous that they cannot possibly be overlooked. I venture to 
say that you may search the records of courts-martial in vain for a 
single case where an officer was ever dismissed for the first act of 
drunkenness. It is only when the habit becomes confirmed so that 
it is dangerous to the lives of those who are placed under his charge 
that courts-martial ever take notice of it. 

It has been often said, and often in connection with these 
matters, that this action is derogatory to the discipline of the Army. 
I do not know how many cases we have passed upon at this session, 
but certainly the number is alarming. We might as well abolish 
the law upon this question as to allow matters to proceed further as 
they are now going. All that an officer has to do is to come here and 

e out a claim that appeals to the sympathy of Senators, and he 
is immediately restored, to the great degradation of the service and 
to the injury of those who obey the laws and lead sober, honest, and 
upright lives. 

In this case Mr. Riley is dismissed, he has been out of the service 
for a number of years, and this bill proposes to put him back exactly 
in the place where he was when he was dismissed from the service. 
Thereis no claim that he did not commit the offense ; there is no claim 
that the officers who have been in the service who have conducted 
themselves with propriety and with dignity and who have done honor 
to their calling are not injured by this. Now, what justice is there 
if you are going to put this man back at all, in saying that he sh 
be placed over the heads of these men who have been in the service 
ever since, conducting themselves with sobriety and in accordance 
with law? I say, sir, it is a gross outrage, it is a gross injustice, it 
puts a premium upon drunkenness and disobedience of law, and says 
to those who are sober and upright and honest,“ You gain nothing; 

ou are no better off than if you were drunkards and disobedient to 
aw and disregardful of your duty.” We cannot afford to do that, 
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Mr. President j we ought not to do it. [The President pro tem- 
ore xappod with his gavel.] Why does the gavel of the President 
escen 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has spoken five min- 


utes. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then, Mr. President, I move to indefinitely post- 
pone the bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President 

Mr. INGALLS. I want to speak on my motion one moment. If 
the bill is to pass; if there are mitigating circumstances; if we are 
to act upon an appeal to our sympathy, there certainly is no rea- 
son why we should do injustice to and de e those who have con- 
ducted themselves with propriety, and I hope the amendment will 
be withdrawn. If we are to put this man back he should be like 
every other man who applies for appointment in the Army. I shall 
ask for the yeas and nays upon the adoption of the amendment, and 
I now withdraw the motion to indefinitely ne. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I know nothing about Mr. Riley; 
I know nothing about the facts of this case except as they have been 
reported by the committee; but I do think that the strain of the re- 
marks indulged in by the Senator from Kansas is entirely unbefit- 
ting this presence and this occasion. Each case has its own individual 
circumstances. Some are entitled to relief, in my judgment, and 
others are not, To say that none are I would consider an outrage. 
The Senator from Kansas will pardon me for saying that if the — . — 
outlined in his remarks had been the policy of this Government or of 
any other government in the world’s history, the history of human 
events would have been very different. I know of individual cases 
where patent soldiers and officers of high and of low rank who have 
been shot to pieces in their country’s service have at times been 
overtaken by an infirmity that is not as discreditable to them as 


it would have been to be out of danger at the time they were needed. 
And I can say to the Senator from Kansas that if the policy which 
an officer — — had 


he has advocated here of never restorin ne 
astray upon this subject, who had ielded to temptation, had Bein 
followed ont by the Government of the United States, there might 
have been some names now ranking as military heroes with Cæsar 
and Napoleon that would have been left in utter obscurity. 

Mr. INGALLS. May I interrupt the Senator a single moment to 
correct him in re to my own position ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. INGALLS. I said that no officer ought to be restored who had 
been dismissed for habitual drunkenness, and not for an occasional 
act that resulted from human infirmity. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That does not change the force of my remarks. 
I simply desire not to make a speech on this case, but to indicate the 
policy that governs me in cases of this kind. When upon full ex- 
amination a respectable committee of this body finds that there are 
aitigating circumstances, mitigating the offense of which the officer 
was found guilty, and that he reformed his life and is leading a 
sober and correct life, he will never appeal to me in vain for another 
chance to redeem his name and take care of his character and ‘his 
family. That is the position I occupy. 

I say here in, that where a 
the Navy who done his country good and wholesome service in 
the hour of its need, has fallen by temptation, if it can be shown 
that he has reformed his habits of life, lives a correct. and sober life, 
and has given such assurance as to convince the committee who have 
investigated it of those facts, he will never appeal to me in vain for 
another GL taa ge to vindicate his good name, 

Mr. PL I move to strike out the words“ to the” at the end 
of line 10 of the committee’s amendment, and all of line 11, and 
insert ‘‘ with the rank of captain at the foot of the list of captains,” 
so that he shall not gain any rank by being reinstated. I give 
notice of the amendment, if it is not in order now. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I am fully impressed with the neces- 
sity in a government of laws of coming to a decision in all cases 
deliberately, and then abiding by it; but there is a great deal in the 
finding of a military court-martialthat does not by any means reach 
that settled finality which we have in the case of decisions of courts 
of established jurisdiction. What is a mili court-martial? A 
handful of officers hastily gathered together g a special case or 
a class of cases, SROS summarily; they decide summarily; and 
the day after their finding has been had, they are dispersed; the 
court is disbanded; it never meets again. Should new evidence be 
discovered tending to exonerate the person cha it can never be 
heard by that court. None of the ordinary machinery of new trial 
or a earing upon the und of after-discovered testimony is 
applicable to cases of this kind. 

Now, in the present case you have but one appeal, which is to the 
President of the United States. He hears, as he may, the testi- 
mony, and he gives or withholds his approval. The Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON] has handed me the autographie in- 
dorsement by a former President of the United States, Mr. Hayes, 
distinctly stating that he gave his approval to this sentence of a 


t officer of the Army or of 


court-martial’s findings in ignorance of the fact that all of the court 
had pans iat ae joined in a recommendation to mercy for this man. 
The president o court-martial was General Warren who stands 


in the front rank of army disciplinarians, and his letter states that 
the charge against this man was the first in seventeen years of con- 


1882. 
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secutive and faithful service and that he considers his treatment upon 
.the night of his arrest a very harsh one, and that he hopes the Presi- 
dent may inte: his prerogative of mercy, given him designedly 
under the Constitution of the country, and save this man from the 
effect of a single indiscretion, a fault if you please, but an indisere- 


tion and a great misfortune. 

Remember the legal maxim that where the reason of the law ceases 
the law itself ceases, The President tells you by more than an inti- 
mation, over his own signature, that if he had been possessed of 
the facts of the case and the recommendation to mercy by the court- 
martial so suddenly called and so suddenly dispersed, he would not 
have approved the sentence, It seems to me that it was aconfirma- 
tion by the President, inadvertently made, without knowledge of 
the true facts in the case; and, as I say, the findings of courts-mar- 
tial do not, in my judgment, rise to the dignity of judicial decisions, 
because they have none of the opportunity of re-examining their 
errors and testing them by the light of subsequent testimony which 
our ordinary courtshave. Such a board is an evanescent, temporary 
tribunal stricken off in the heat and necessity of the moment, here 
to-day and gone to-morrow, and the only chance to rectify their 
errors lies in the action of the President, and the President in the 
present case tells you that he had not the necessary information for 
the exercise of the proper judgment. I think the Senate ought to 


interpose. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I desire in this connection to call 
attention to the fact that on the 16th of March the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY] presented a petition signed by more 
than three hundred officers in the Navy, from rear-admiral down, 

rotesting against the restoration to the Navy of persons who have 
fou dismissed for drunkenness by court-martial. It is a very sig- 
nificant document. I desire to read from the opening of the petition : 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress: 

The undersigned, commissioned officers of the United States Navy, most re- 
spectfully represent that the now uent restoration of officers resigned, retired 
and dism by court-martial is wo g infinite udice to the Navy, both by 
removing the wholesome fear of discipline and by d the meritorious 
who have earned expected promotion for continuous efficiency and good conduct. 

nkenness is the most common cause for dismissal. To restore an officer to 
to hin mower for good iA O iinpeetl haroam lies Gans Ws eudiolently expoesd to peri 
to his W. 
by battle. pree and shipwreck under the yar and wisest — ement. 

Then they go on to say: 

Probably every member of your honorable body would shun the railway or the 
steamboat line where the practice of restoring to rank and service officers once 
discharged for drunkenness should be tolerated for an hour. 

I do not read the whole of it. It has reference to restorations in 
the Navy, but the argument holds good in reference to restorations 
in the Army; and it does seem to me that the only safe course for 
the Senate to adopt is to have one rule on the subject and follow it. 
I have noticed that every case which is made here of the numerous 
cases where we are asked to make restorations is presented to the 
Senate as a most meritorious case. Now, I desire for a moment to 
look at this case. It will be observed that President Hayes in his 
indorsement does not say that if the fact of the recommendation to 
clemency had been called to his attention he would not have ap- 
proved the sentence of the court-martial. He studiously avoids say- 
ing it in the indorsement which is quoted here; and in the state- 
ment which this officer makes of his own case, it seems to me that 
there is something more than the fact that he was once drunk. He 
says, speaking of his former service : 

As is unfortunately not infrequent among Army officers stationed at frontier 
arg rye the misfortune to contract. the habit of using intoxicating liquor. 

t grew on me, and finally, at the solicitation of a bro officer, (the major 
ae ee J I ob myself to abstain from its use, but this ge was 

ven volun: y and not to any consequence of the intemperate use of liquor. I 
to he preferted agsinet me; Ti waa singly. because of the growing vice, aad PST 
tade fer the sa ape my family, s , 

Then he goes on to say that the particular breach of his pledge was 
due largely to malarial fever. But the fact, nevertheless, appears 
that he contracted this habit; that it was a growing vice; that his 
brother officers remonstrated with him, so much so that they pre- 
vailed upon him to give a pledge; that he broke the pledge, and 
there is nothing in this report to show that he has even reformed. It 
has been barely two years since his dismissal. In that respect it 
does not come up to a good many of the cases that have been presented 
here where the pledge had been kept or reformation had continued 
for a long period of years, and it seems to me, as I said in the first 
place, that the only thing we can dois to have one rule on this subject 


and abide by it. 
Mr. H ON. Mr. President 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
has spoken once, 

Mr. HAMPTON. I propose to speak on the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment is not yet up. 
The question is on the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. Ido not think the Senator from South Carolina 


ought to be deprived of the right to speak. I move to postpone the 
bill until to-morrow. He 1 on that motion. 
Mr. HAMPTON. The bill has consumed already more of the time 
of the Senate than I had expected. I want a vote. 


Mr. INGALLS. I have made a motion the Senator can speak on. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Is that motion debatable? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. For five minutes. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I simply wish to read one or two letters from 
officers under whose command this young man served. Here is one 
addressed to Lieutenant Riley by Brevet Colonel M. Cogswell, who 
says: 

a 50 not believe that you drank one drop of intoxicating liquor during that 
pe < 

The period he was under him in his service. I have the letter of 
General Howard to the President of the United States, in which he 
Bays: 

He has been at work this summer as quartermaster's 
Lieutenant Farrow. His conduct has been reported as 
expedition. 

General Howard was commanding that department and forwarded, 
with his favorable recommendation, the unanimous recommendation 
of the court-martial for executive clemency. I have a letter from 
General French, in which he says: 

I . By to learn of the decision in your case which has resulted in a dismissal 
from the Army. My . gare fortified by the unanimous recommendation of the 
court that tried you of your colonel, whose position made him t of all 
the facts at the immediate time of their occurrence, is that you deserve, and no 
doubt will have, a reconsideration and consequent ni 

While under my command in California your conduct was unexceptionable, 
both as an officer and a gentleman. 

Now, Mr. President, the proof has been that this man was not in 
the habit of using intoxicating liquors to excess. 

Mr. INGALLS. He eye himself he had been. 

Mr. HAMPTON. No; he says he had got in the habit of drinking, 
that he made a voluntary Pledge, joined the temperance society, and 
by the recommendation of his doctor he took some whisky, unfortu- 
nately while he was on duty, and, of course, he then had to be tried 
by a court-martial. Isay that all the papers that came before us 
show that this was his first offense, and they show that he had dis- 

layed eminent gallantry, They prove that he was literally born 

the Army, and as soon as he was able to enter the service he did 
so, and that he has throughout his whole service of seventeen years 
never had a charge made against him save this single one. And I 
commend to the Senate the injunction of our Divine Master: “He 
that is without sin among you, let him first cast a stone.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. GARLAND in the chair.) The 

uestion is on the amendment of the Senator from South Carolina 
(a. Hampton] to the amendment of the Committee on Military 
‘airs. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let that be read. 

The ACTING SecrETaRY. In line 11 of the committee's amend. 
ment, after the word“ dismissal,” it is proposed to insert: 

In the first vacancy occurring in said regiment or in the infantry service. 


Mr. INGALLS. That proposes not only to place him over all the 
officers in his own regiment but over all the officers in the infantry 
service of the Army. I ask for the yeas and nays on the adoption of 
that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative 
Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ROLLINS, (when his name was called.) I am ꝓaired with the 
Senator from Florida, [Mr. Jonzs.] 

Mr. SAULSBURY, (when his name was called.) I am paired with 


nt in the field with 
during and since the 


the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. n : 
The roll-call havin n concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 27, nays 13; as follows: 
YEAS—27. 
Bayard, Fair, Johns 
Best Farley. Kellogg. Sewell, 
Camden, Gorman, Maxey, Slater, 
8 1 F 5 
krell, erie, 0 
Coke, Hawley, Pendleton, Wal = 
Davis of W. Va., Hoar, Pugh, 
NAYS—18. 
Allison, galls, Saunders, Windom. 
Anthony, Jackson, Sawyer, 
Platt. Sherman, 
Cameron of Wis:, Plumb, Teller, 
ABSENT—36. 
Aldrich, Frye, Jonas, 
Blair, Garland, Jones of Florida, Miller ot Cal., 
Butler, George, Jones of Nevada, itchell, 
Call, Groome, eve Morrill, 
8 Grover, ham, Rollins, 
Davis of Illinois, Hale, Tae Saulsbury, 
Dawes, Harrison, MeDill Vance, 
Edmunds, Hill of Colorado, Me Van Wyek, 
Ferry, Hill of Georgia, MeP’ è Williams. 


So the amendment to the amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
as amended. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
after the word ‘‘infantry,” in line 10, the words ‘‘to the same grade 
and rank held by him at the date of his dismissal.” That is all ef the 
bill which relates to the officer going back with the rank which he 
lost by reason of dismissal from the service, and upon that I want to 
say just a word. The reward for Army service is twofold, pay and 
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rank. Now, all the officers of the Army have earned rank as well as 
pay, and to put back a dismissed officer over any of them deprives 
them of that which is as much their due as their pay. More than that, 
it gives the restored officer that which he hasnotearned. Admitting 
that there is something overshadowing in this man’s ability; that he 
is a Julius Cæsar or a Napoleon, or something of that kind; that the 
military service cannot afford to lose him, why should he be put back 
over men who have committed no offense, when his restoration has 
the effect of depriving them of that which is their right as much as 
the pay they haveearned? In point of fact, it gives the restored officer 
pay for services he has not rendered, because he is entitled to more 
pay as captain than he would be as lieutenant, and because he is en- 
titled to pay by reason of the longevity of his service, which enters 
into the computation just as much while he was out of the Army as 
while he was in it, if the bill is adopted. 

This officer has had his time to himself during the period he has 
been out of the Army; he has had all the avenues of civil life open to 
him; he has had a chance to make money; and you give him now 
what he has not earned, that which somebody else is entitled to, rank 
for the time he has been out of the Army. It is a deep injustice, and 
pea it no possible justification for it upon the facts of this case as 
sta 


But now, referring to what the Senator from Delaware has said 
about courts-martial, I beg his attention to the fact that, evanescent 
as this court was, dissolving as it did the next Gey after the judgment 
was rendered, this man does not impeach its judgment; he does not 
say it was not true; that it was not just; and can any court render 
any better ju t than aju ent that is true and a judgment 
that is just? A court that might have had an existence for a thou- 
sand years could not have done any better. I do not care whethera 
man i black or white, whether he is a judge for life or a judge for a 
day, whether he is a judge pro tempore or a judge for a term, he could 
have done any better. The m convicted does not deny that 
he was guilty; that he was legally and properly convicted, and there 
is no ground on which the judgment can be impeached. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
to the amendment. 

ti BAYARD. What is the amendment of the Senator from Kan- 
gas 

The ACTING SECRETARY. After the word “infantry,” in line 10, it 
is proposed to strike out: 

To the same and rank held by him at the date of his dismissal, in the first 
vacancy g in said regiment or in the infantry service. 

Mr. PLUMB. The proposition is, that if he goes back into the 
Army he shall go — not as of the date of dismissal but of the 
new appointment. This bill gives him the same rank he would have 
had if he had not been put out at all. It gives him pig xia years 
rank up to the time of and all the time that has occurred 
between the date of dismissal and the date of restoration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas mean 
by his amendment to strike out the words already inserted ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I was not aware that words had been putin. Ido 
not mean to strike out those, it would not be in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas does not include the words adopted on motion of the Senator 
from South Carolina. The amendment will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. It is pro to strike out after the 
word “infantry,” in line 10, the words “to the same grade and 
rank held bram at the date of his dismissal,” so that the clause as 
amended will read : 

In the first vacancy occurring in said regiment or in the infantry service. 


Mr. BAYARD, I am fully aware of the truth of the saying that 
hard cases make bad precedents, and there is nothing more essential 
than that we should make a rule and stand by it. It is the right of 
an Army officer that his regular promotion should not be invaded by 
acts of favoritism or by acts of special legisla 


on the amendment 


tion. It was in view 
of the necessity of adhering to that broad principle of justice that I 
opposed upon a late occasion the placing of a distin ed civilian 
upon the retired list of the Army, because putting him there blocked 
to that extent the course of promotion to the regular line of the 
Army. But in the present case it seems to me that every officer in the 
Army, every man in the naval and military service of the United 
States must not only feel that the rights are secure under the forms 
of law and in the gradation of his advancement, but he ought to feel 
that he is to be treated justly, and that if errors have been made in 
his trial and in his sentence the laws and the tribunals of the coun- 
try contain the elements for doing him justice, so that a man shall 
not under misapprehension, by the hasty, summary, and mistaken 
action of a court-martial, lose his place hopelessly and beyond all 
power of relief. All human trib all human attempts ede 
must be imperfect ; and shall it not be that there is a method of re- 
ae and rehearing and a sober second thought for all human 
u ents 
; ow it seems to me that if we are consulting the true spirit, the 
esprit du that makes the Army what it ought to be, men must 
be satisfied that there is a machinery in the Government of their 
brit tay baa” can repair an unintentional wrong, and that whenever 
it has been discovered and the injustice appears there will be a rem- 
edy and that that remedy will be exerted. If that shall come, then 
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it seems to me that the officers of the Army will be more glad than 
ever to enter a service. in which they will not be bound by a mere 
technicality, but in which they will feel that the substance of justice, 
although tardy, will yet be meted out to them. 

In the present case I cannot conceive how any officer of the Arm 
loses one dollar of pay or one particle of under the bill as it 
now stands, because until there is a vacancy this man cannot be 
reap inted. If he goes in, it is not to take a place occupied by 
another, it is not to set another back, it is simply to take a vacancy 
which would have been his if this unjust sentence had not been car- 
ried into effect by the President of the United States under a misa 
prehension of facts; for the late President tells you in so many wo 
that if he had known of the opinion of the court that tried this youn 
man he would not have appsoroa the sentence. Is any officer o 
the Army injured by a rectification of that injustice under these cir- 
cumstances? Is the esprit du corps of the Army lessened by it? On 
the contrary, it seems to me that every time we shall show that a 
hasty S gaa can be remedied, we make fair and right-minded 
men feel more secure in their positions in the Army. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas to the amendment of the Committee on 


muay Affairs, 
Mr, PLUMB. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 


Mr. RANSOM. My eoll e [Mr. VANCE] is called home on pub- 
lic business, and he is on all questions with the Senator 
from Louisiana, [Mr. KELLOGG.] This is not of that character how- 


ever. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I have not voted on the bill because I am 

paired with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. FERRY] on political 
nestions. I should like to inquire of the colleague of the Senator 
m Michigan whether he considers this such a question as I ought 

to regard 5 paired on? 

Mr. CONGER. I cannot inform the Senator what the views of my 
colleague might be on this bill. I presume he would have no objec- 
tion to the Senator’s voting. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. This not being a political question, I trast he 
will not have any objection, In that case I will vote nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—26. 


Aldrich, Davis of W. Va., 1 Rollins, 
Allison, Dawes, Miller of N. Y., Saunders, 
Brown,’ — Pendleton, Sherman, 
Cameron of Wis., Till of Colorado, tani Teller. 
Coke, Ingalls, Plumb, 
r Jonas, Ransom, 
NAYS—19. 

Bayard, Ham Maxey, A 
Cameron of Pa., 8 H Vi 
Cockrell, Jackson, Paek o a 
Farley, Lamar, Sewell, y f 

ABSENT—31 
Bee! Hoar, 

. Garland, B a ager n 
Butler, Gorman, Jones of Nevada, Morrill, 
Call, Grover, Kellogg, vance; 

Lapham, Van Wyck, 
Davis of Minois, — Akon, — 2 — 


So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs as amended 


Was to. 
Mr. SAULSBURY. I am fully aware that it is possible that by 
authorizing the President of the United States to restore a person to 


the Army who has been i we may sometimes commit an in- 


justice to the Army, and I have no doubt that by the action of the 


executive department under the authority conferred sometimes by 
act of Congress there has been injustice done to officers of the Army 
who have not been dismissed, but have remained in the service. 
Where I am fully satisfied that a person has been in the habit of be- 
coming intoxicated and that habit has caused his dismissal from the 
Army on account of habitual drunkenness, I should hesitate to restore 
him to the Army after he had become confirmed in the habit; but 
in this I this young gentleman was not habitually 
accustomed to the use of intoxicating liquors, and the allegation is 
that on one occasion, unfortunately, under the advice of a physician, 
he took some liquor and was found intoxicated. harges were 
brought for that specific act, and the court-martial could do nothin 

else but find him guilty of a violation in that particular instance o 

the rules and re; tions of the eae They, however, united in 
recommending him as a fit subject for Executive clemency, but, as I 
oe pigs that fact was not brought to the attention of the Presi- 

nt. 

This gentleman has suffered the co uences of dismissal because 
of one single indiscretion. However much I deplore that habit in the 
Army, or anywhere else, I do think it would be very harsh for a single 
offense that this gentleman has committed, when his previous life 


had been one of regularity, and his subsequent life has shown that 
rt Lg to refuse to restore him to the Army. 


that was but a mere inc 


1882. 
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Therefore I should, if I were not paired, vote for this bill to restore 
him to the Army from which he was dismissed on account of a single 
offense under the cireumstances stated. 

I think we are not doing any injustice to the Army by correcting 
a wrong which has been done this gentleman. I do not say that it 
was wrong for the court-martial to find him guilty of the particular 
allegation under investigation, because if the general allegation was 
that he had been intoxicated at a particular time, that being the 
issue before the court-martial they could not consider extenuating 
cireumstances, and those extenuating circumstances were not in the 
knowledge of the President when he approved the finding. I shall 
vote therefore to restore this gentleman to the Army, and at the 
same time do no injustice to other officers of the Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear the amendment read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. It is to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and insert: 


That the provisions of law regulating a; tments in the Army are hereby sus- 


= for the purpose of this Doig 5 only so far as they affect Thomas F. Riley, 
te a tain in the Twenty-first United States Infantry ; and the President can, 
if he so desire, in the exi of his own discretion t and, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, appoint said Thomas F. Riley, 
latea captain in the Twenty-first Regiment United States in the first 
vacancy occuring in said t or in the infantry service: That he 
shall receive no pay, allowance, or compensation of any kind prior to date of 
appointment er. 


Mr. HAMPTON. As the bill now stands it does not indicate any 
rank to which Mr. Riley shall be appointed. I move to insert the 
words ‘‘ of the same e” after“ Infantry,“ in line 10. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then may I ask the Senator whether this gentle- 
man can be appointed at all? Will there ever be a vacancy in his 

e? Will not the man below come up when the vacancy occurs 
in the grade of captain? 

Mr. MPTON. No; but as the bill now stands it does not name 
any position to which he shall be appointed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is to insert after the 
word“ Infantry,“ in line 10, the words, “to the same grade.” 

Mr. HAMPTON. That is my amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to have an explanation as to what 
that means; whether he is to be appointed captain, major, or colonel 
of a regiment. 

Mr. PTON. The rank he held was that of captain. If the 
Senator from Kansas desires I will say “rank of captain.” 

Mr. INGALLS. Ido not desire him appointed at all, but I merely 
wanted to know what the effect of the amendment would be in the 
judgment of the Military Committee. 

Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of two o’clock having 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, whic 
is the bill (S. No. 613) to fix the day for the meeting of the electors 
of President and Vice-President, and to provide for and regulate the 
counting of the votes for President and Vice-President, and the 
decision of questions arising thereon. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I ask unanimous consent to dispose of the Riley 
bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is unanimous consent given? 

Mr. INGALLS. Regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. Under the agree- 
ment Senate bill No. 613 will be informally laid aside, and Senate bill 
No. 60 will be considered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. JOHN BAILEY, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following 
bills: 

A bill (8. No, 1594) to facilitate the pa ment of dividends to the 
creditors of the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company; and 

A bill (S. No. 768) to accept and ratify the agreement submitted 
by the Crow Indians of Montana for the sale of a portion of their res- 
eryation in said Territory, and for other purposes, and to make the 
necessary appropriations for carrying out the same. 

The message announced that the Honse insisted upon its 
amendment to the bill (S. No. 1361) to provide additional accommo- 
dations for the Department of the Interior, agreed to the conference 
asked by the Senate on the disa ing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. W. S. SHALLENBERGER of Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. M. L. DE Morre of Indiana, and Mr. J. W. SINGLETON of 
Illinois, managers on its part. 

The u e further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 814) making Saint Vincent, in the State of Minne- 
i a port ef entry in lieu of Pembina, in the Territory of Dakota; 
an 

A bill (H. R. No. 5655) relating to certain lands in Colorado within 
the resérvation lately ocenpied by the Uncompahgre and White River 


Ute Indians, 
The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 


amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 1049) to promote the 


efficiency of the Life-Saving Service and to encourage the saving of 
life from shipwreck, asked a conference with the Senate on the di 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
Amos TOWNSEND of Ohio, Mr. S. S. Cox of New York, and Mr. J. 
W. CANDLER of Massachusetts, conferees on the part of the House. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, 
on the 3ist ultimo, approved and 7 the act (S. No. 864) to con- 
firm certain instructions given by the Department of the Interior to 
the Indian agent at Green Bay agency, in the State of Wisconsin, 
and to legalize the acts done and permitted by said Indian agent 
pursuant thereto. 

The message also announced that the President had on the Ist 
instant approved and signed the following acts and joint resolution: 

An act (S. No. 827) to amend an act entitled “An act making ap- 
ad ahha to provide for the expenses of the Government of the 

istrict of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1882, and for 
other pu „ approved March 3, 1881; 

An act (S. No. 1415) to provide for the closing of an alley in square 
195, in the city of Washington, District of Columbia; 

An act (S. No. 90) to pay the creditors of the late Henry O. Wag- 
goner, late consular clerk at Lyons, France; 

An act (8. No. 164) granting a pension to Mary A. Davis; 

An act (S. No. 228) Granting a pension to P. B. Perry, senior; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. No, 30) making an appropriation for fill- 
ing up, draining, and placing in sani condition the ground 
south of the Capitol along the line of the old canal, and for other 
purposes, 

SAINT LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 60) ratifying the act of the general council of the 
Choctaw Nation of Indians . to the Saint Louis and San Fran- 
cisco Railway Company right of way fora railroad and telegraph line 
through that nation. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I gave notice last week that immediately after 
themorning hour to-day I would ask the Senate to take up and consider 
the bill for the improvement of the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers. 
I have ascertained that the Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY] has ob- 
tained precedence for this bill, and under the circumstances I have 

with him that I will withhold my motion until this bill is dis- 
posed of, with the 5 that after this bill is disposed of I 
shall move to take up the Mississippi improvement bill, and I ask the 
friends of the measure to stand by me in that motion. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I wish to say to the Senator from 
Louisiana that there is an appropriation bill pending. Of course he 
will allow that to pass first. 

Mr. KELLOGG. What appropriation bill? 
me DAVIS, of West Virginia. The agricultural appropriation 

iil, 

Mr. KELLOGG. I think that the Senator will give way to me 
before that is considered. ; 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Certainly not. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. KELLOGG] is 
not aware perhaps that the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. Hoar] 
claims the floor on the bill as to the Presidential count, and has 
yielded to the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Brown. ] 

Mr. KELLOGG. I am aware of that. e 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Committee on Railroads pro- 
pose to amend the pending bill by striking out all after the enacting 
clause and inserting a substitute, which will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the proposed substitute. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, the Senator from Texas, [ Mr. MAXEY, ] 
who is the author of the bill for which a substitute has just been 
read, has scanned very carefully the verbiage of it, and he desires 
several short amendments to the bill as reported by the committee. 
Ihave shown them to several members of the committee, and I un- 
derstand there is no objection to them. I propose therefore, as the 
member of the committee having the bill in charge, to offer them at 
this stage before any discussion is entered into upon the merits of 
the bill. These are a formal amendments, to make certain 
points more definite, and do not in any way change the plan or scope 
of the committee’s bill. 

Mr. MAXEY. Thy are merely amendments perfecting the text. 

Mr. HAWLEY. They had better be read separately. 

Mr. BROWN. Iwill read them separately and call attention to 
them. In line 8 of section 1 of the substitute, after the word 
through,“ I move to insert „that part of the lands of,” and in the 
same line after the word “ nations” to insert “‘ occupied by the Choc- 
taws;” so as to read: 

ae that part of the lands of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations occu- 
pied by the Choctaws. 

Mr. MAXEY. That is the fact of the case, 


The amendment to the amendment was a to 


Mr. BROWN. Then, in line 15 of the same section, afver the word 
“said,” I move to insert lands of the ;” so as to read: 
Said lands of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. BROWN. In the same line, after the word ‘ the,” I move to 
strike out the word “general ;” so as to read“ in the direction of 
Paris,” instead of “in the general direction of Paris.“ 

The amendment to the amendment was a; to. 

Mr. BROWN. In line 16 of section 3 of the substitute, after the 
word “nation,” I move to insert “ claiming damages ;” so as to read: 

One by the principal chief of said nation claiming damages. 

Mr. HOAR. If the amendment is adopted and an individual claims 
dama and not the nation, there is no provision for the case. 

Mr. BROWN. If the Senator will look to line 16 of the section he 
will see that it reads : 

One by the principal chief of said nation and one by said company. 


There are two nations instead of one. To make it more definite 
the bill should read: 

One by the principal chief of said nation claiming damages. 

Mr. HOAR. But the provision of the bill is that if satisfactory 
settlements be not made with the nation or any individual for the 
damages to occupants, damages to personal pro , or whatever 
the damage is, one referee is to be named by the Commissioner of 
Indian irs, “one by the principal chief of said nation,” which 
with the amendment now pro d is the nation claiming damages, 
and one by said company.” You have made no provision in con- 
stituting this tribunal for the case of an individual claiming dam- 
ages, You ought to say “one by the principal chief of the nation 
to which the individual belon 

Mr. BROWN. I have no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not propose to interfere. > 

Mr. BROWN. Then it would read, “one by the principal chief of 
the nation to which the individual claiming damages belongs.” 

Mr. MAXEY. That is right. 

Mr. HAWLEY. You want both in, because all the unselected lands 
belong to the two nations. 

Mr. TELLER. All the land belongs to the United States. 

Mr. HAWLEY. All the unselec belongs in common to the 
i age of both nations, Choctaws and Chickasaws. 


a house, destroying a large quantity of 
held that that being a necessary 
rai the rai company was liable for damages in the mode 
uae statute. 

Mr. Y. Isug “ principal chief of the said nations claim- 
ing damages, or individuals of said nations claiming the same,” 


. HOAR. “Principal chief of the nation claiming damages.” 
Mr. MAXEY. “Or any individuals of said nation.” 
Mr. HOAR. ‘Or of the nation to which the individual claiming 


anaes 4 

Mr. BROWN. I propose to make it read thus: “ principal chief of 
the nation claiming damages or to which the person claiming dam- 
ages belongs.” 

Mr. HOAR. That is right. 

Mr. BROWN. That will put it in the alternative. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Georgia to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

Mr. BROWN. Then, in section 4, line 3, I move to adds“ after 
“treasurer,” so as to make it in the plural, and strike out ‘‘each of ;” 
so as to read, “quarter-annually to the national treasurers of said 
nations to be used for the benefit of schools therein.” It is doubtful 
as it now stands, whether it does not require the whole amount of 
$750 to be paid to the treasurer of each of the nations. It is doubt- 
ful whether it does not double the amount really meant. The bill 

on and provides afterward as to how the $750 a year shall be 
ivided between the nations. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN. In line 13 of section 5, after the word “ telegraph,” 
I move to insert “as designated in the first section of this act.” 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

Mr. MAXEY. I suggest also, after the word road,“ in line 4, 
section 5, the insertion of the words in accordance with this act.” 

Mr. BROWN. Yes, that should be done. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN. In section 7, line 9, after the word “ Choctaw,” I 
move to strike out“ and” and insert “ or;” so as to read Choctaw 
or Chickasaw nation ;” and in line Sof the same section, after the 
word “line,” to insert ‘‘ by persons lawfully residing or doing busi- 
ness in;” so as to read: 


And said railway com we to convey all passengers and to accept and 
transport all freight that may offered, eee to biil car? freight which may be 
offered for shipment from points on said line by persons lawfully residing or doing 
business in the Chocktaw or Chickasaw nation to Chicago, &c. 

Mr. HOAR. Before that amendment is agreed to, let me ask is it 
proposed to establish in our legislation that under an act of Con- 
gress persons are to have advantages in their use of railroads in this 
country by reason of their residence ? 

Mr. BROWN. If the Senator will look at the bill he will see that 


this is teeing the same 7 to Indians that are given to those 
entitled to the lowest freight elsewhere. It is intended to give the 
same to pon lawfully residing in the Indian Territory. 

Mr. HOAR. Isuggest to the tor that he had better pass that 


amendment. It seems to me to be a very extraordinary section all 
eee Let it be amended after it is acre. 

Mr. BROWN. I have no objection to passing it over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The seventh section of the substi- 
tute will be over for the present, 

Mr. BRO In line 4 of section 9, after the word ‘ Choctaw,” 
I moye to strike out the word “or,” and insert “and,” and in the 
— line, after the word “nation,” to insert the letter s;“ so as to 
read: 

For the use and benefit of the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations. 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

Mr. BROWN. In line 6 of section 10, r the word “location,” 
I move to insert“ in accordance with this act.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN. In the same section, line 22, after the word “com- 
pany,” I move toinsert ‘‘upon filing bond as prescribed in the ninth 
section of this act.” 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

Mr. BROWN. In line 24 of the same section, after the word “‘loca- 
tion,” I move to insert the words “in accordance with this act.” 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

Mr. BROWN. In line 29 of the same section, after the word ‘‘loca- 
rg I move to insert in accordance with the provisions of this 
act. 

The amendment to the amendment 3 to. 

Mr. BROWN. In line 35 of the same on, after the words “ to 
perform,” I move to insert “in all respects.” 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

Mr. BROWN. At the end of the section, rthe word “ grantee,” 
I move to insert . including the definite location in accordance with 
this act and the filing of bond as herein required.” 

The amendment to the amendment was a to, 

Mr. BROWN. These are all the amendments, except the one passed 


over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
as amended. 

The substitute as amended was read, as follows: 


That a right of F to the Saint Louis and San Francisco 
Railway ay. a corpora’ dul under the laws of the State of 
Missouri, for the 


construction of a telegraph line, said right of way 
to be one hundred and feet in width, through that part of the lands of the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations occupied by the Choctaws, h 


way to commence at an: int to be selected by said on the line of the 
Choctaw Nation immediatel oon to Sebastian and Scott Counties, in the 
a south direction on the most direct 

w and Chickasaw 
road to continue to 


Rail 
33 e ee ee ee eee 


or extinguishing the present tenure of the Choctaws or 
teit ands and will not attempt to secure from the Choctaw or 
Sat ae any r grant of land, or its occupancy, than is hereinbefore 
prov: 

SEC. 3. That the said railway company shall for all propert; ured or de- 
stroyed by said company, and for all pa Ar ta on and seed 3 
operation, orrepairs of said road and telegraph line, and shall take no such material 
except under contract with the proper authorities of ths Choctaw or Chickasaw 
Nation, and accordin; ided, That 


of said road through any lands held b eee eee eee 
said such ocou- 


by a 
3 Indian Affairs, one by the prin 
or to which the person claimin ng damages 


cases of to us OT pro 
the construction or operation of said — telegraph ime atter 


ing #4 per day for each, with mileage not exceeding six cents per mile, and witnesses 
8 receive the usual fees allowed by, the courts of said nations. Costs shall be 
made a part of the award, and be paid by the losing party. 

In case of failure to pay such award, the Secretary of the Interior shall be, and 
is hereby, authorized to forbid the further passage of trains, or the use of said 
right of may, and to remove the agents and employee of said sompen from the 
limits of said nations, as intruders under the intercourse laws of the United States, 
until such time as paym 


`; chief Jeni the 3 claiming damages 
longs, one by said com A 
r Hi Spe ee 
e construc- 


courts as may be established by authority of the United States, 
within the terri and limits of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations, without 
distinction as to citizenship of the parties, so far as may be necessary for the 
enforcement of the provisions of this act. 

Src. 4. for and in consideration of the uses and grants aforesaid the said 
railway company shall pay quarter-annually to the national treasurers of said na- 
be used for the benefit of schools 


all be extended 


wer to 
enter upon said lands, except for the of surve; line of 
road 8 8 te nega 3 the pro 

Sec. 5. That wi CCC 
shall soo à provisions of act, and within thirty days thereafter the sai 
company fix and determine the general route of its line of road in accordance 
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with this act with the Seere! of the Interior a map of 
y fling copies the pal iied of eaid 


survey, and by filing thereof in the offices of the principal 
nations y; thereafter no claim for a subsequent t im- 
rovement shall be valid as against the said tof way; and within one 

eee wage tee eee, company as herein the 

said company shall file with the Secretary In 3 the def- 

20 a TN as neg. in the fret sookien of this ade; ERONGA rhe lands of 

an „ a8 e sec 0 

said nations within the farther of one 


Sec. 6. That the said right of way shall not be settled upon by authority of said 
1 d á — em] es of said 

as are n successful operation of said railway 
mod their families: Provided, That only agents, operators, employés, and sec- 
ployment from payment of permits 


of said nations. 

Sec. 7. That no greater rates of fare or freight shall be charged in the Choctaw 
or Chickasaw Nation by said railway company than the lowest rate authorized by 
law in the States of Arkansas and Texas, or ei 
of the same kind; and said railway 


to accept and all freight that may be offered, to any freight 
Which may be ofred for shipment from on said line in the Choctaw or 
hickasaw Nations hicago, 2 8 said 
CC terms as if t eile Pad been e 
Louis in the first instance. 
SEC. 8. That 


business ma; a com to have the 
rights of user of its main tracks and gs by the payment of a fixed as 
rental therefor. The maintenance of su ture, tracks, and other 


be a fixed to maintenance of road, and shall be determined by 
mutual ent, or, in case of disagreement, by arbitrators, each party choos- 
ing one such arbitrator, the third to be chosen by the others appointed, w de- 
cision upon all points such rental be final. 3 — 
copie epee user as oresald ä pro 
of tho eee eee eee 5 rs 
panies shall as ‘oresaid, shall be settl 
32VCCꝙꝙV0õ:; teaiiinetion: oy ON in enon AT 
Sec. 9. That the said railroad company shall execute a to the United 


pan bond —— 
ed by the Secretary of the Interior, in the penal sumo: 
benefit of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations to 
any ‘and all damages which may acerue by reason of the failure of said rail 
com . e of the provisions and conditions of this ac 

an 


necessary for the 5 of the interests of the Indians or of the United States. 

Src. 10. That if within ninety ko ft atter the 3 this act the company 

aforesaid shall fail to accept the conditions herein spec: by a resolution of its 

board of directors, certifi shall 

fail within one year 
shall give 6 cones 

the Interior give a mt in writin 


Central Railway Com a corporation 
State of Texas, which shall . — 


this act, and upon filing with the Secretary of the Interior within 


its of definite — . 9 


pl e said road within the time he: gran 
said Saint Louis and y 

ted company that shall have first obtained President of 
the United States : i T! said successor thereafter have the same 
time to igi apn aa np ba O SOTOA DOUGO HOOS DEEE ya trop eet 
done as is by this act given to the original grantee, inch g the definite location 
in accordance with this act and the of bond as herein required. 


Mr. TELLER. I wish to offer an additional section by way of 
amendment: 

Sec. — Congress may at any time amend, add to, alter, or repeal this act. 

I bag ee there is no objection to that. 

Mr. WLEY. That is the usual clause. 

Mr. MAXEY. Ihave no objection whatever to that amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was a; to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Railroads as amended. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to ask the Senator in charge of this bill 
whether looking out for the interests of the company the committee 
have not forgotten to make any provision for the construction and 
maintenance of proper crossings for the highways within the Terri- 
tory, whether the provision on that point which isin all State char- 
ters very carefully guarded should not be inserted in this biH? Ido 
not find any provision of that kind in my hasty perusal of the bill. 

Mr. BROWN. I am under the impression that the general law 

requires that; but if I am mistaken I shall not object to an amend- 
ment which does require that crossings shall be kept as in all ordi- 


nary cases. 

Mr. CONGER. There cannot be any general law of the United 
States, I think, in regard to the construction of a railroad through 
the Indian Territory. The Senator from Geo is more familiar 
with the general railroad laws in that respect I am. 

Mr. BROWN. There is no objection to the Senator’s amendment 
to this particular bill, if he will move it. 


ject. The Choctaws agreed to take $2,000 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee. 

Mr. BROWN. While the Senator from Michigan is ing his 
amendment, I will make a short outline of the gen statement o 
this bill. It is a bill to t a right of way to the Saint Louis and 
San Francisco Railway Company from a point near Fort Smith in 
Arkansas, through the Choctaw territory running in the direction of 
Paris, Texas, which is located some miles below the Texas line. The 
road runs through the Choctaw territory, but there is an arran 
ment between the Chickasaws and Choctaws by which they hold in 
common to some extent certain rights in the territory occupied by 
each, as the right of 1 6 15 for coal mines and of royalty in timber 
lands and matters of that character. The Choctaw Nation in this 
case, as we claim, have granted a charter by their legislature givin 
their consent to the right of way. The Chickasaws came forward, 
and before a committee of the Senate made objection to the charter, 
because they claimed that they had not been consulted on the sub- 
per annum, to be used for 
a school fund in perpetuity, for the 8 65 of way through the terri- 
tory. The Chic ws came here and claimed one-fourth of that 
money. The Choctaws did not positively deny that the Chickasaws 
had some such right in their territory, but they denied that the 
Chickasaws had a right to have anything to say about whether they 
as Choctaws would consent to a road to run across the territory oc- 
cupied by them alone and not by the Chickasaws. To be very care- 
ful that we did the Indian no injustice, the committee, after due 
consideration, determined to add $1,000 per annum to the amount to 
be paid in perpetuity for the right of way, making it $3,000 instead 
of $2,000, which the Choctaws to take. And we specify in 
the bill that this shall be divided, one-fourth to the Chickasaws and 
three-fourths to the Choctaws, so that really the Choctaws get $2,250 
per annum for their right of way instead of $2,000, which they 
to take, and the railroad company is also required to pay the Chick- 
asaws $750 in addition to the amount paid to the Choctaws. 

There was a question, I should state, raised before the committee 
as to whether, in fact, the Choctaws ever consented that this right 
of way should be granted across their territory. They have certi- 
fied underthe b: seal of the Choctaw Nation that they did so grant it. 
The question was raised, however, whether they legally gave that 
consent, and evidence was introduced with a view to show that on 
the passage of the measure in their house of representatives there 
was a tie vote, that the speaker of the house voted to make the tie 
vote. There was further evidence at the same time that this was the 
first time the speaker ever had voted to make a tie. The attorney- 
general of the nation has certified that the passage of this bill was 
in accordance with the usage of the nation; in other words, that the 
speaker had no right—that is what he means—to vote to make a tie. 
I do not think it at all material, however, to the objects we have in 
view in the discussion of this bill to inquire whether tbe speaker 
could yote to make a tie, and thus defeat the bill, or not. 

If the Choctaw Indians are a Sovereign state, if they are a state 
acting independently for themselves and occupying territory belong- 
iig to them ind e k then we have no right, I think, to 
behind their broad seal to determine whether in fact they passed the 
bill according to the usages and laws of that nation; we are to pre- 
sume that the bill was passed in conformity to the laws and usages 
of the nation, because itis certified by the proper executive author- 
ity, under the t seal of the nation, that it was so passed. on 
the other hand, they are subject to the United States and their ter- 
ritory is part of the territory of the United States, if we have gen- 
eral supervision over them and they are mere dependents upon the 
Government of the United States, so that we have to look into the 
matter and see whether in fact the act was passed according to the 
forms of the constitution and laws by which they are governed in 
their own nation, then we take the position that the right of eminent 
domain attaches there as well as it does to the property of any other 
citizen upon the territory of the United States, or just as in the case 
of a State it attaches to the property of a citizen of the State. If 
they are an independent people, not subject to the authority of the 
United States in other words, and the lands which they ocenpy form 
no part of the territory of the United States, then we should not go 
behind their broad seal to determine whether they passed this act 
according to the constitution and laws of the Choctaw Nation or not, 
we should take that for granted when they certify it under the great 
seal. If they are, as we contend they are, dependent upon us, occu- 
pying a part of the territory of the United States, legally conveyed 
to them it is true, then my position is that they hold it by no higher 
right than I hold my own lands which have been granted to me by 
my State or than I hold lands which have been granted to me by a 
regular patent by the United States; and that the United States Gov- 
ernment has authority to take their property for public use by pay- 
ing just compensation, as it could take my property or the property 
of any other citizen of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. y I ask the Senator a question at that point? 

Mr. BROWN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. Have the Indian nations a right of eminent domain 
as between them and their citizens ? 

Mr. BROWN. Idonotknow. Ihave neverinvestigated the ques- 
tion whether they have the right of eminent domain over the terri 
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tory. I should think not, however, for the reason that they hold 


to another power, which is greater than they are. 
. HOAR. Does the Senator say that the Indian nation could 
not build a road, or take land for a school-house, or forany other pub- 
lic ye paying the particular individual Indian for his improve- 


ments 
Mr. BROWN. I state to the Senator that I never examined that 
uestion. I doubt whether they can; but whether they can or not, 
2 that that interferes with the authority of the United States to 
exercise the right of eminent domain, taking their private property 
for public use on paying just compensation. In other words, it does 
not interfere with the power or the right of the United States to ex- 
ercise eminent domain in the territory of the United States, though 
occupied by Indians. 

Mr. HOAR. The point of my Serge was to get instraction upon 
the point, what is the policy which we have established in creating 
or recogni the existence of these Indian nations, whether they 
are the creation of our legislation, when we are dealing with them 
under legislation, or whether they are to be treated as a separate 

wer? we have established a system by which we have con- 
Fured upon the Indian nations in the Indian Territory within their 
own domain the ordinary rights of States for all purposes of legi 
tion, including the right to exercise the power of eminent domain in 
taking private property for public uses, whether we have strictly 
within the Constitution the ponn to override all that, and exercise 
the power ourselves, it would be a very serions question whether we 
ought to do it any more than we e SO DOSS if we had the right 
in regard to a new State, which we have created. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to inter- 
rupthim in order to help him out on that point ? 

„BROWN. The Senator’s question runs into such a large field 
that I prefer that he shall make it after I close. I amin a very fee- 
ble state of health and want to occupy the floor but a short time, 
when I shall turn over this case to the Senator from T. [Mr. 
MAXEY, }or rather to the Senators from Texas, as they both an 
interest in it. I would prefer therefore, if agreeable to Senators, to 
go on and make my remarks, when I expect to retire from the dis- 
cussion of the case, as I shall leave the city in the morning. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to refer the 
Senator from Massachusetts to section 4 in the treaty of 1866, where 

rovision is made, as in previous sections, for a general assembly 
for the whole Indian Territory, which general assembly is charged 
with certain powers like those the States have in those matters, the 
administration of justice between members of the several tribes, the 
construction of works of improvements, and acts for the common 
defense and safety. 

Mr. HOAR. My point was, are we destroying pro tanto the authori 


sub 


we have created, and transferring to 3 this jurisdiction whic. 
on unds which were considered valid at the time, clothed this 
Indian assembly with the power there recited ? 


Mr. BROWN. I will refer to two or three authorities in reference 
to the status occupied by the Indians who now inhabit the territory 
of the United States. As the question has been before the Supreme 
Court of the United States, as you are well aware, sir, on several 
occasions, it is probably better to look back to the decisions of that 
high tribunal and to guided by them on this qnestion. In 5 
Peters’s Reports, page 17, in the case of The Cherokee Nation rs. The 
State of Georgia, I find Chief-Jnstice Marshall using this language: 


The Indian Territory is admitted to compose a of the United States. In 
all our maps, geograph cal treatises, histories, and laws, itis so considered, In all 
our intercourse with foreign nations, in our commerci tions, inany saan 
at intercourse between Indians and foreign nations, they are considered as wi 
the jurisdictional limits of the United States, subject to many of those restraints 
which are imposed upon our own citizens. They aknowledge themselves in their 
treaties to be under the protection of the United States; they admit that the Uni- 
ted States shall have the sole and exclusive right of regulating the trade with them, 
and managing all their affairs as they think proper; and the Cherokees in partic- 
ular were allowed by the treaty of Hopewell, which 2 2 the Constitution. to 
send samy of their „ they think fit, to Congress.“ Treaties 
were e with some tribes by the State of New York, under a then unsettled 
construction of the confederation, by which they ceded all their lands to that State, 
taking back a limited grant to themselves, in which they admit their dependence, 

Though the Indians are acknowledged to have an unquestionable and, heretofore, 
anquestioned right to the lands they occupy. until that right shall be extinguished 
by a volun cession to our Bonoak yet it may well be doubted whether 
those tribes which reside within the acknowled; boundaries of the United States 
can, with strict accuracy, be denominated foreign nations. They may, more cor- 
rectly, perhaps, be denominated domestic dependent nations. They occupy a 
territory to which we assert a title independent of their will, which must take 
effect in point of possession when their right of posession ceases. Meanwhile they 
are in a state of pupilage. Their relation to the United States resembles thatof a 
ward to his guardian. 

They look to our Government for protection, rel n its kindness and its power, 
appeal to it for relief to their wants, and address the ent as their ther. 

ey and their country are considered by foreign nations, as well as by ourselv 
as being so 9 under the sovereignty and dominion of the United S. 
that any attempt to acquire their lands or to form 3 connection with them 
would be considered by all as an invasion of our tory and an act of hostility. 


The Chief-Justice goes on at very considerable length on the same 
line, but the tenor of the whole decision is that they are completely un- 
der the r dominion, and jurisdietion of the United States. 
Then in 11 W. ce's Reports is found the case known as the Chero- 
kee Tobacco Case, with which Senators are generally familiar. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ishould like to have the Senator read the sylla- 


pene of the case in which he has read from the remarks of the Chief- 
ce. 

Mr. BROWN. Ishall have no objection to the Senator from Con- 
necticut reading it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I shall read it, certainly. 

Mr. BROWN. To which case does the Senator refer, the case of 
the Cherokee Nation vs. The State of Georgia, or the case to which I 
am now alluding? 

Mr. HA The case of the Cherokee Nation vs. The State of 
Georgia. 

Mr. BROWN. As it is rather ong, Ad and as I wish to occupy the 
floor but a short time, I will leave it for the Senator from Connecti- 
cut to read. The case in 11 Wallace is stated by the reporter as 
involving — 3 

First, the question of the intention of Congress ; — Baga 
intention to exist, the question of ita 8 . — 
of the Cherokee Nation, in the face of a treaty between that nation and the 
United a that such tobacco be exempt from taxation.—11 Wallace’s 


On page 618 the judge delivering the opinion of the court says: 
The only question argued in this court, and 3 hich decision 
“is the effect to be respectively to the With section of the act of 1868, 
the 10th article of o treaty of 1866 between the United States and the 
Cherokee Nation of Indians. 


The court further says on page 619: 
In The Cherokee Nation ve. Gagin; Chief-Justice Marshall, delivering the 


opinion of this court, said: The Territory is admitted to compose a 
the United States. F TTT 


so 

Ee Lu. ea AO e ee Pape me TED also s for the 
3 At out duty to expound and execute the law as we 
5 too firmly and clear! blished to admit of dispute that 
feat to that sea weoretes ned by them is not within the 

8 em is noi 

of one of the States Congress may, by law, punish any committed 
there, no matter whether the o er be a te man or an 

Both these propositions are so well settled in our that it would be 
a waste of time to discuss them or to refer to further in their support. 
Then at a point further down the page the court says: 

In Mackey vs. Coxe it was held that the Cherokee country was a Territory of 
the United States, within the meaning of this act. 75 

On page 620 the court says: ; 

But conceding these views to be correct, it is insisted that the section cannot 
Sib on Ge ihe cite T O E B AE OE A T Undonbt- 

one or the other must yield. The repugnancy is clear, and they cannot stand 
together. 
On page 621 the court says: 

act of Congress, and an act of Congress ma; 
o cases referred to these principles were ap lied 
Treaties with Indian nations the juris- 


ve 


rise to questions which must be met b bie ge department of the Govern- 
ment. 2 payana the sphere of jadi 2 nee. In the case under con- 
sideration act of Congress must prevail as if the treaty were not an element to 


be considered. 3 has been done the power of redress is with Congress, 
not with the judiciary, that body upon being applied to, it is to be presumed, 
will promptly give the proper relief. 

Does the section thus construed deserve the severe strictures which have been 
applied to it? As before remarked, it extends the revenue laws over the Indian 
territories only as to liquors and tobacco. In all other respects the Indians in 
those terri are exempt. As regards those articles only the same duties are 
exacted as from our own citizens. The burden must rest somewhere. Revenue 
is indispensable to meet the public necessities. It is unreasonable that this small 
portion of it shall rest upon Indians. The frauds that might otherwise be 
perpetrated there by others, under the of Indian names and simulated Indian 
ownership, is also a consideration not to be overlooked. 

In that opinion the Supreme Court takes the ground distinctly 
that the United States Government has a right to assume and exer- 
cise jurisdiction over the Indian Territory, and to punish by their 
penal laws in those matters either white men or Indians, and compel 
the Indians, on account of the necessities of raising revenue, to bear 
a part of it by submitting to a tax on liquors and tobacco, showing 
that the court to the fullest extent eas anes the power of Congress 
over the matter, and recognizes the er fact that the Indians are 
subject to the jurisdiction of Congress within their Territory. 

It is proper that I should state that in this case there was a dis- 
senting opinion delivered by Mr. Justice Bradley, concurred in by 
the President of the Senate, who was then on the Supreme Bench; 
but the ju dissenting do not to any extent lay down soy doc- 
trine in conflict with that which I have already read; they only lay 
down the doctrine that, as the Indian Territory was not specially - 
mentioned in the act, it was not to be presumed that the Indian Terri- 
tory was intended to be embraced. They dissent mainly upon that 
gona, and not upon the ground of the jurisdiction of the United 

tates over the Territory, or upon the ground of a Hight of the Indian 
to be free from taxation. In other words, the whole court, as I un- 
derstand it, agree that the jurisdiction of the United States is com- 
plete over the Territory ; that the Congress of the United States may 
pen penal laws and subject. the Indians in the Territory to those 

ws; or it may extend, as in that case, the revenue laws over the 
Territory and compel the Indians to pay such portion of 3 
revenues to the Government of the United States as they may 


proper. 
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Whether they hold it in fee-simple is eh a grave question. 
Probably I state it too broadly when I say that they have any fee- 
simple title there. If the Government should determine at any time 
to remove them-from the territory and put them elsewhere, whether 
it would be a breach of faith or not I do not say; but I am 
prepared to go to the fullest extent of saying that they would have 
a fee-simple title that they could hold to the territory; but putting 
them on the ground most favored, more so than any Indian tribe 
probably has at any time occupied, of tees in fee-simple, then, 
as they are as subject to the laws of the United States, whenever we 
choose to enact laws to embrace them, as any other citizens of the 
United States are, I can see no just reason why the right of eminent 
domain should not attach, or why their land should not be taken 
on paying them just compensation for public use, just as the land 
of any citizen of the United States occupying the territory of the 
United States may be taken for public use. 

I admit that in the exercise of this authority we ought to be very 
cautious. We ought never to exercise the right of eminent domain 
in the Indian Territory where we have conveyed the land by treaty 
to the Indians, without ging bie careful to make the compensation 
not only just but liberal to them. As they are a weaker people, as 
they are dependent nations and not able to take care of themselves, 
but are y under our protection and our jurisdiction, it would be 
proper in any act that may be passed on this point exercising the 
se eminent domain to make the compensation very liberal and 
very just. 

Taking this view of it, the committee in this case added one-half 
to the compensation that the Indians had agreed to as satisfactory to 
themselves, and instead of requiring the railroad company to pay them 
in perpetuity $2,000 per annum, to be added to their school fund, we 
require the payment of $3,000 per annum to be added to the school 
fund, and then that the company shall pay for all material, stone, tim- 
ber, no matter what it may be, taken and used belonging to the In- 
dians; and we provide tribunals for the execution of the law if the 
company does not deal justly in payment for such materials as it may 
have occasion to use belonging to the Indians. 

Therefore with my view of this question (for I think there has been 
a great deal of o promon of the Indian, and my pathies are 
strongly with him) could sanction by my vote no bill exercising 
the right of eminent domain through their territory which did not 
deal not only justly but liberally with the Indian tribe whose interest 
would be affected. That, I think, is very carefully guarded in this 
bill; but in the case of a dependent people, subject to our criminal 
laws, subject to our revenue laws, living by our toleration upon a 
portion of the territory of the United States, whatever our obliga- 
tions morally may be to them, I cannot sanction the doctrine that 
they shall hinder the great march of improvement that is now moving 
forward on the American continent and within the territory of the 
United States by putting their veto on any act to build railroads or 
make other important and necessary improvements that must be 
made on the soil now occupied by them, or great public inconvenience 
be sustained by our own people, 

In other words, I could not consent to the doctrine that they should 
veto all railroad improvements through the very valuable and fer- 
tile territory that they occupy. On the north lie the States of Missouri 
and Kansas; on the south the vast and fertile territory of Texas, and 
on the east the State of Arkansas. This rich Indian Territory lies 
between, It is true there is one railroad running throughit—only one 
Ibelieve—and it is very clear that it holds a monopoly of the business 
through the Indian Territory. It is very important to our progress, 
to our inte to the advancement of the public good, that other 
roads shall be built across the Territory; and I could not consent 
that the Indians should veto any act passed by Congress, or by the 
proper authority to extend these internal improvements which are 
so much needed in the adjoining States, across their Territory. 

They have, as appeared in the evidence before us, large sections of 
country covered by very valuable pine timber, as they themselves 
testitied. They get a very important royalty upon that timber when 
it is carried into the markets. The building of this railroad across 
the Choctaw . will open a very large portion of that piue 
land, and they will find a ready market for that timber in Texas, 
Missouri, ee and indeed in all the surrounding coun- 
try, more of it on the territory of Texas, Ithinkit would be agreat 
pense benefit to them. We not only propose to pay them a very 

beral price for the right of way; we not only provide that they 
shall be paid for every dollar’s worth of property taken from them 
of every character, but we open this t resource, so that the roy- 
alty they will get from their timber will in a short time pay them 
Jarge sums of money. 

. they have, as they testified before the committee, very val- 
uable coal fields lying within this Territory. We open an additional 
way to the coal fields of the Indian Territory, and they will get a 


ty on account of the coal which is mined in the Ter- 
now needed in the adjoining States. 
Therefore, in every view of it, it seems to me we greatly benefit them 


very heavy ro 
ritory, which 


by the exercise of the right of eminent domain through the Territory. 
I take the position, however, that it is not necessary to exercise the 
right of eminent domain if tes, have rights there that are in any 
way independent of the United States Government, because in that 
case the broad seal of the nation tells us that they have consented. 
to this charter. But if they do not have those rights independent 
of the powers of the Government or of its mor, suen Isay that 
we havea right to take and should take a strip of land for the pur- 
pose of building this road through their Territory by the exercise of 
the power of eminent domain, which the United States, as I contend, 
has a clear right to exercise within that jurisdiction. 

I will read a few sentences from Judge Cooley’s work on Constitu- 
tional Limitations upon the subject of the right of eminent domain. 
On page 523 I find the following language: 5 


The e e eee oror Persp ee to the State b. 
Which is called the — 


State, as is the case 
rivers, the rights of fishery in pu wa ro- 
cions metals which may be mined within its only become complete 
and are rendered effectual through the State displacing, either partially or wholly, 
the rights of private ownership and control; and this it accomplishes either by 
contract with the owner, by ye noA gift, or by — tY —.— property 
against his will through an its superior authority. Of these the com- 
mon highway furnishes an example; the public rights therein acquired 
either by the t or dedication of the owner of the over which 
by a species of forcible dispossession when ee eg necessity demands the way, 
and the private owner will neither give nor it. All these rights rest upon a 
sinapo which in every soy and tui 

— 9 eee i in et 

, is sometimes en of as being based upon an 
8 * — 8 it or under its protection. 


And as there is not often occasion to speak of the eminent domain except in refer- 
ence to those cases in which the Government is called upon to a . 
against the will of the owners, the right itself is yde as if it were 


e 
ted to such cases, and is said to be that superior right of pertain- 
ing to the sovereignty by which the 1 N propert; 8 = 12 pi Aan un- 
der its protection ay be taken or its use controlled fo 

ont to the 
thority, which exists in bit bendy 
to its citizens in common, and 9 and 

ery, 


ma; 
When the existence of eee wer in the Government is on 
the 8 necessity, no delegation of the Helate power by the people can be 
held to vest anthority in the department which holds its to in away such 
power, or to so tie up the hands of the Government as to preclude its repeated 
exercise as often and under such circumstances as the — of the Government 
may require.—Cooley’s Constitutional Limitations, pages 523, 524. 

In this case, if the sovereignty over this territory still rests in the 
United States Government, then, according to the doctrine laid down 
by Judge Cooley, we have no right to delegate or barter away that 
sovereignty by any treaty we may make, or any contract we may 
make with the Indians, or the people who occupy this territory. It 
is a right inherent in the Government, necessary for its ‘protection, a 
right which it has no power to barter away. Therefore, no treaty 
made with the Indian tribes or the Indian nation could divest this 
right of sovereigty, unless you hold that by making a treaty with 
them, ceding the territory to them, you recognized them as an inde- 
pendent people. But in the present relations that exist between 
the Government of the United States and the Indians the occupants 
of the territory belonging to the United States I deny under this 
authority that the Government of the United States by any treaty 
can divest itself of its sovereign power to exercise the right of emi- 
nent domain, The author bada: $ 


For if this were otherwise, the authority to make laws for the government and 
welfare of the State might be so exercised, in strict conformity with its constitn- 
tion, as at length to preclude the State performing its ordinary and essential func- 
tions, and the nt chosen to govern the State might put an end to the State 
itself. It must follow that any 


egislative bar; restraint of the comple! 
ae and repeated exercise of the right of eminent domain is unwarran’ 
and void. 


Hence I hold that any treaty or bargain made with the Choctaw 
Nation or the Chickasaw Nation, by which the Government of the 
United States should undertake to divest itself of this right of emi- 
nent domain, would be null and void in so far as it would be an effort 
to divest itself of that power of sovereignty which it must exercise 
over the territory for the benefit of the people. 

And that provision of the Constitution of the United States— 

Adds the author— 
which forbids the States violating the obligation of contracts could not be so 
construed as to render valid and effectual such a bargain, which originally was in 
excess of oe authority. Upon this subject we shall content ourselves with 
refi in this place to what has been said in another connection. 

As under the American system the protection and regulation of private 
rights, privileges, and immunities in general properly pertain to the State gov- 
ernments, and those governments are expec to make provision for those con- 
veniences and necessities which are usually provided for their citizens through 
the exercise of the right of eminent domain, the right itself, it would seem, must 
pertain to governments also, rather than to the Government of the nation; 
and such has been the conclusion of the authorities. In the new territories, how- 
ever, where the Government of the United States exercises sovereign authority— 


As the authorities say it does in the Choctaw Nation— 


it possesses as incident thereto, the right of eminent domain, which it may exer- 
cise directly or through the terri governments; but this right passes 
the nation to the newly formed State whenever the latter is admitted into the Union. 
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Ina note the author says: 
This ri, f resumption may be exercised not only where the safety but also 
1 = y of the State is concerned; as where the 


land of the individual is wanted for a road, canal, or other publio improvement. 
There is then a reference to page 281, where I find the following: 


It must be conceded, under the authorities, that the State may grant exclusive 

franchises—like the t to construct the only railroad which shall be built 

between ; or the only bridge which shall be 

between specitied limits; or to own the only fi which shall 

point; butthe grantof an exclusive privilege 

e the power of eminent domain in respect the: 

other thing of value, and eee eh tg I within the State, are subject to 
ken a emselves alto- 


tted over a river 
allowed at a certain 


in: ter, that the power of eminent domain should not be so exer- 
as to impair or ai e franchise m not voi eie dg 
e, must be considered as only a valuable 


to 
1 —.— of the pri secured by the grant, and as such liable to be appropriated 


under the 
usiveness of the es and the agreement against interference with it, 
if valid, constitute elements in its value to be taken into account in assessing com- 
tion; but appropriating the franchise in such a case no more violates the ob- 
ligation of the contract than bm * eee e land tebe the’ 7 3 — 
under an express or agreement for quiet enjoyment by the 

at which nevertheless may be taken when the publio need requires. fronts 
are subject to this implied condition; and it may well be haben ar inquiry, whether 
the agreement that a franchise ted shall not afterwards be appropriated, can 
have any other or greater force. words which would make it an exclusive fran- 
chise, but which, notwithstanding, would not preclude a subsequent t on mak- 
ing compensation. The words of the grant are as much in the way of the grant of 

a conflicting franchise in the one case as in the other. 

Then the author makes extracts from Professor Greenleaf’s Cruise 
on Real Property, from which I will read a short paragraph: 

Powers of the former class are essential to the constitution of society, as with- 
out them no political e can well exist; and necessity requires that the 
should continue unimpaired. They are intrusted to the lature to be exaccioad, 
not to be away; and it is indispensable that each Legislature should as- 
semble with the same measure of ra gt, power which was held by its prede- 
cessors. Any act of the Legislature disa’ itself from the future exercise of 
poea intrusted to it for the public good must be void, being in effect a covenant 

desert its unt duty to the whole le. It is therefore deemed not com- 
petent fora ture to covenant that it under any circumstances, open 
another avenue for the public travel within limits, or in a certain term of 
time; such covenant being an alienation of sovereign powers and a violation of 
public duty. 

On page 283 the author says: 


It would seem, therefore, to be the prevailing opinion, and one based upon sound 
reason, that the State could not barter away, or in any manner abridge or weaken, 
any of those essential 1 which are inherent in all governments, and the ex- 

vigor is rtant to the well-being of organized society ; 
and that any contracts to that end, being without authority, cannot be enforced 
under the provision of the national Constitution now under consideration. 

From the extracts already read from this author it is very clear 
that he lays down the doctrine distinctly and forcibly that the Legis- 
lature representing the sovereign power has no authority to barter 
away the right of eminent domain, or to bind itself by any contract 
not to exercise that npn in the future, and it applies to all grants 
of every character, an illustration, if Congress grants a right 
of way through a Territory to a railroad oompany, and the public 
necessity afterward requires it, Congress has the power to take that 
charter from the company and grant it to another on paying just 
compensation. In other words, the right of eminent domain is made 
to cover all cases of a of the character I have been referring 
to, no matter what the property is. Whether it be corporate rights, 
a right to an exclusive privilege to construct a foad between two 
points, or whatever else it may be, if the public interest requires the 
resumption of that grant and its exercise for a different purpose, 
Con has a right in all cases within the territory of the United 
States to resume the rights it has granted and confer jurisdiction 
elsewhere by paying just compensation. 

I say, then, that the Indians have no higher right than our own 
people have when they oceupy the territory of the United States, 
even if they had a positive fee-simple grant to the territory, to claim 
exemption from the exercise of the right of eminent domain. If 
Con were to barter away the right at one session, it at the next 
session is bound to exercise it if the public good requires it, notwith- 
standing the contract that Congress may have previously made. 
In this case, however, there is no possible hardship to the Indians 
of either the Chickasaw or the Choctaw Nation. We are dealing 
liberally, fairly, and justly with them, and in esther view of the 
case I see no reason why this charter should not be granted. 

As I have already said, my health is very feeble, and I do not ex- 
pect to remain in the Senate until the discussion of this bill is con- 
cluded. As I had it in charge, however, as a member of the Commit- 
tee, I felt it my duty to present an outline of the case. I shall now 
turn it over to the able and honorable Senators from the State of 
Texas, and such other Senators as think proper to discuss the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, I am indebted to the Senator from 
Massachusetts—— 

Mr. CONGER. I gave way for the remarks of the Senator from 
Georgia, and I wish now to offer two amendments to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Michigan 
wish the floor? 

Mr. CONGER. I ask that the amendment which I send to the 
Chair may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 


The PRINCIPAL LEGISLATIVE CLERK. It is proposed to add to sec- 
tion 11 the following additional proviso: ? f 


And provided „That railroad compan: 0 the rights conferred 
by this act 3 pd pr Pan . and e 
said or 


ings and bridges over said railway, whenever roads ways do 
now or may hereafter cross said railway’s right of way, or may be by the proper 
authorities laid out across the same. 


Mr. CONGER. That is the usual provision in all State laws on the 
subject, and I ask that it may be adopted. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Michigan 
desire to have the amendment printed and considered to-morrow ? 

Mr, CONGER. I supposed there would be no objection to the 
amendment, 

Mr. BROWN. As I stated when I was first on the floor, I do not 
object to the amendment of the Senator from Michigan. I believe 
it is the usual provision in every railroad charter that the railroad 
company is to keep in good condition the crossings of publie high- 
ways which pass over the railroad. I think it isa very appropriate 
provision, 

Mr. CONGER. If there is no objection to the amendment, I ask 


that it may be adopted now. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator 


m Michigan to the amendment of the 
committee. ‘ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. There is one other amendment that I wish to offer. 

Mr. MAXEY. I thought I had the floor, but I was mistaken. 

Mr, CONGER, I the floor and yielded to the Senator from 
Georgia to make some remarks while I was preparing the amend- 
ments. I do not insist on pocnpying it, however. 

Mr. MAXEY. Iwasnotawarethe Senator had the floor, but of course 
I shall not insist on it. 


The PRESIDENT 0 tempore. The Senator from Texas was rec- 
ognized. Does he yield the floor? 
Mr. CONGER., The Chair will remember that the Senator from 


rgia asked leave to make some remarks while I was preparing 
these amendments, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not so understand. 
He aig sare the Senator from Michigan was preparing the amend- 
ments, but the Senator from Georgia had the floor upon the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. Very well. Iwill not interfere. I have one other 
amendment that I wish to offer. In line 19 of section 3 of the amend- 
ment of the committee, after the word“ trains,“ I move to insert: 

To the com owning the franchise hereby granted, whenever such company 
has been req to pay the same under the provisions of this act. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas [Mr. 
Maxey ] has the floor. 

Mr. Mr. President, I am indebted to the courtesy of the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar} for laying aside temporarily 
the bill in his , Which had ence of all other business of 
the Senate, in order that the bill now before the Senate might be 
taken up and considered. I should not have made that appeal to 
his courtesy but for the fact, first, that I was deeply impressed with 
the importance of the bill now under consideration ; and secondly, 
impressed with the necessity for speedy action upon it. 

© bill has been twice reported favorably from the Committee on 
Railroads. The first time the original bill was reported favorably, 
83 the request of a member of the committee it was recom- 
mitted, he not having been present at the time the original bill was 
considered by the committee. The bill was reconsidered, and after 
the most careful, thorough, and searching investigation of all the 
facts and circumstances, the necessity of the case, and the power of 
Congress in respect to the matters embraced in the bill, the commit- 
tee reported the substitute which has been read, which is practically 
the same as the original bill so far as the purposes of commerce 
are concerned, with additional provisions of benefit to the Indians, 
limiting somewhat the right of way and depot 8 and increas- 
ing the obligation of the railroad company. The substitute under 
consideration, reported by the committee, is accepted by the friends 
of the measure in lien of the original bill. The great object sought 
to be accomplished, the grant of the right of way, is retained in the 
substitute as it was found in the original bill. 

I hold that wherever a power is granted to Congress by the Con 
stitution, and the necessity is made manifest for the exercise of that 
power, it then becomes a bounden duty of Congress to exert speedily, 
wisely, constitutionally, and efficiently the power which is lodgad 
init. It therefore becomes important in this matter to inquire as 
to the power of Congress to pass this bill, and as to the necessity in 
the event the power exists. 

In respect to the importance of the bill, the commercial needs for 
the road contemplated, I call the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that the Legislature of the State which I in part represent, on the 
Ist of February, 1881, passed resolutions instructing her Senators 
and requesting her Representatives to do what they justly could in 
favor of the passage of such a measure as that now pending. On the 
8th of February, 1881, the Board of Trade of the city of Dallas passed 
resolutions requesting like action. On the 16th of December, 1581, 
the mayor and council of the city of Paris passed resolutions urging 
the support of the Texas Senators and Representatives of this im- 
portant measure. Why isit that the Legislature of the State of 


1882. 
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to their Senators and enemy g use xe 2 ae 
ight honorably exert in Congress for the passage of a bill like 
I think I can make that plain. ; 

In 1865 the State of Texas had, all told, thrée hundred and thirty- 
one miles of railway. To-day it has over five thousand miles of rail- 
road, fully equipped and in running order. It hasincreased its expor- 
tation of cotton until to-day it is the largest n State 
in the Union. It is the cattle producing State, and it is 
second in wool growth. It nearly doubled its population between 
1870 and 1880 as shown by the census, and her membership in the 
House of Representatives of the next (Forty-eighth) Congress will 
be in from six to eleven. No State ever advanced more 
rapidly in wealth, population, railroads, material development, and 
commercial importance. 

These facts establish that the rapidly expanding and increasing 
commerce of that great State should have an outlet to the commerce 
of its sister States of the Union. It should have an outlet to the 
commerce of the world through her Gulf ports, and it should have 
a commerce by railroads with her sister States. By reference to the 
map I hold in my hand, it will be seen that there are but two rail- 

leading from Texas to the city of Saint Louis, which 5 
important to the State of Texas and with which city that State has 
an annual commerce amounting to many million dollars. There are 
from Saint Louis leading into the State of Texas, as I say, but two 
railways. One goes down through Southeast Missouri and the State 
of Arkansas, entering into Texas at Texarkana. The other runs 
down through the Indian Territory into Texas at Denison. In order 
to get to Saint Louis by rail from any portion of the State we must 
go over one or the other of these roads. 

The purpose of the bill is to give an additional or third route con- 
necting the commerce of the State of Texas with the city of Saint 
Louis and with the States and cities north and east, and her ever- 
increasing commercial needs demandit. By an examination of the 
map it be found that the Saint Louis and San Francisco Railroad 
has already a completed road through Missouri and down through 
Seligman and Fayetteville, Arkansas, and is rapidly moving on 
toward Fort Smith on the western line of the State of Arkansas, 
which is also the eastern line of the Choctaw Nation. But the com- 
merce which would come down that road designed for the State of 
Texas, unless this bill passes, cannot pass over into the State of 
Texas, because the Choctaw Nation intervenes between the objective 

int of that commerce, which is by the city of Paris and from thence 

y the various railway ramifications completed and projected through- 
out the State. 

Let us observe the matter further by an examination of the map. 
There 1 there is the Saint Louis, Iron Mount- 
ain and Southern Railroad, Lindicating, ] leading into Texas from 
Saint Louis, at Texarkana; and here is the Missouri Pacific, leadin 
from Saint Louis to Texas at Denison, [indicating.] It will be foun 
that this red line, [indicating, | which represents the Saint Louis and 
San Francisco road, runnin ugh the Choctaw Nation, erasing, 
Red River, and thence to Paris, is about ninety-five miles west o 
Texarkana and about seventy miles east of Denison, and the pro- 
posed continuations pass down between the system of railways run- 
ning south into Texas from Texarkana and south into the State 
from Denison, thus furnishing railway facilities to a large and most 
fertile portion of the State, which now, in order to go to Saint Louis, 
New York, Boston, and so on, is bound to go east to Texarkana at a 
largely increased expense, or west to Denison at also an increased 
additional expense. 

It is clear, therefore, that so far as the occasion for the exercise of 
the power is concerned it is presented. If we have the constitu- 
tional power to p this bill, there can be no question that there is 
a reasonable and proper occasion for the exercise of that power. The 
question must be settled. The bill provides for granting a right of 
way across the Choctaw Nation, from Fort Smith to Red River, for 
a road 8 to go on subsequently by projected connections 
farther south. The qnestion arises as to the power of Congress to 

ant this right of way. That depends, first, upon the status or re- 

ation which the Indian nations bear to the United States Govern- 

ment. Ifthe United States have exclusive jurisdiction of the Indian 
Territory for administrative purposes, jndicial purposes, and law- 
making purposes—every governmental pu then there can be 
no question that Congress has the power. tt then becomes impor- 
tant to look at the status or relation which the Indian Territory bears 
to the United States. 

I will go back, if you please, to the case to which the Senator 
from Georgia referred. It has stood as the exposition of the law of 
the land for more than fifty years, and so far from being changed by 
subsequent decisions, all the current ran of decisions from that time 
down to the present are in the direction of that great case of The 
Cherokee Nation vs. The State of Georgia, decided in 1831, in which 
Chief-Justice Marshall delivered an opinion which was concurred in 
in separate opinions by Justice Johnson and others. 

What were the facts of that tase? The Cherokee tribe were then 
living within the geographical limits of the State of Georgia. They 
were holding themselves forth as an independent ple and claimed 
that they were not under the control or the jurisdiction of the laws 
made by the State of Georgia. There arose a conflict between the 


Texas and these two 1 Heprese towns in that State should appeal 


Cherokee Nation and Georgia. It is needless to go through with all 
that; but there arose a conflict between the State of Georgia and 
the Cherokee Nation as to the extent of the laws of Georgia over that 
nation, The Cherokees then came asa foreign nation to the Supreme 
Court of the United States and filed a motion against the State of 
Georgia restraining that State from the enforcement of certain of her 
laws within the limits of the Cherokee Nation, which motion was 
supported, of course, by a bill. It was upon the trial of that motion 
that the status of the Indian nations was definitely fixed as the 
related to the United States Government. What was in the bill, 
beg to ask? The bill upon which this motion was based— 

Set forth the complainants to be “ The Cherokee Nation of Indians, a foreign 
state, not owing yas rarity United States, nor to any State of this Union, 


nor to any prince, or State other than their own.” 
That time immemorial, the Cherokee Nation have composed a sovereign 
and ent and in this character have been repea' recognized, 


independent state, ted} 
and still stand recognized by the United States, in the various treaties subsisting 
between their nation and the United States. (5 Peters Reports, 3.) 

Under the judiciary clause of the Constitution, if they had been 
an independent foreign nation they could have brought suit against 
the State of Georgia. They claimed so to be, and they brought suit 
in the Supreme Court against the State of Georgia. Then the question 
was presented squarely before the Supreme Court, the most august 
judicial tribunal in the world, in my pomak Is the Cherokee 

ation a sovereign and independent Nation? Is it a foreign state? 
Thus that beautiful and interesting case was presented to the Su- 

reme Court of the United States, and that court, the leading opinion 
ing delivered by Chief-Justice Marshall, N what they 
regarded as the wrongs which had been perpetra ainst the 
Cherokees, yet for not one moment did they lose sight of the legal 
relation or the legal status existing between the United States and 
the Cherokee Nation. The Chief-Justice says in referring to the 
Cherokees: 

They occupy a territory— 

Mark the words— : 
to a we assert a . of their will, which — 3 se in 

0 possession W. possession ceases. eanwhile are 

a state of pupilage. Their — he to the United States resembles that ofa 
ward to his guardian. 

Bear in mind that when this opinion was delivered these Cherokees 
were upon the original soil which they and their forefathers had 
occupied from time immemorial; yet it is asserted here that we claim 
the superior title, but the possession will go along with that para- 
mount title whenever their possession from any cause yields. But 
what further? 

They look to our Government for protection; rely upon its kindness and its 
power; appeal to it for relief to their wants; and ad the President as their 
great father. They and their eae et h are considered by foreign nations, as well 
as by ourselves, as being so comp! y under the sovereignty and dominion— 

Mark those two powerful words— 
as being so completely under the sovereignty and dominion of the United States 
that any attempt to acquire their lands, or to form a political connection with 
them, would be considered by all as an invasion of our territory— 

Not theirs— 
and an act of hostility. (5 Peters Reports, 17, 18.) 


That opinion, as I said, was delivered in 1831, when the Cherokees 
were T in the State of Georgia. But there arose subsequent to 
that, in 1846, a most interesting case in the country now occupied by 
the Cherokees; not that which they and their ancestors had oceu- 
pied; not that in which were buried their ancestors, and in which 
their children had been born and had been given in marriage, butin 
a country across the great Father of Waters allotted to th@m by the 
United States Government. The question arose in that case as to the 
relation of the Cherokee Nation to the United States, and what is 
said in that case as to the relation between the Cherokees and the 
United States of course applies equally to the Choctaws and Chicka- 
saws, who live in the same neighborhood and on lands in the Indian 
Territory allotted to them by the United States. 

What was that case? The honorable Senator who is presiding at 
this moment [Mr. GARLAND in the chair] understands that case 
probably as well as he understands any case in the entire range of his 
reading, because it occurred in one of the leading courts in his own 
State. In that case a man by the name of Rogers, a native white 
man born in the United States, had passed over into the Cherokee 
Nation where they now are, had married a Cherokee woman, and by 
her had children. That man Rogers killed a man by the name of 
Nicholson, who was also a native-born citizen of the United States 
who had voluntarily emigrated into the Cherokee Nation, had married 
a Cherokee woman, and by her had Cherokee or mixed children. For 
that killing of Nicholson Rogers was indicted in the United States 
circuit court for the State of Arkansas, the Indian Territory having 
been assigned for 8 purposes to that State. Who pre- 
pon’ the plea to the jurisdiction and other pleas for Rogers I do not 

now; perhaps the Senator from Arkansas does. I can say that they 
were prepared with consummate skill. Whoever Rogers's lawyer 
was understood precisely what he was doing and precisely how to 
lay every point in respect to the sovereignty, if there were any soy- 
ereignty in the Cherokee Nation, before the court. 

The facts which I have recited were alleged, and by virtue of those 
facts, that Rogers wasa citizen of the Cherokee Nation, a naturalized 
Cherokee Indian, that Nicholson, the man who was killed, was a 
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citizen of the Cherokee Nation, a Cherokee by adoption; therefore 


Rogers pleaded that he was excepted by the proviso to the jurisdic- 
tional act of 1834 out of trial before the United States circuit court 
of Arkansas, because the alleged offense was by one Indian against 
another, and those classes, in the act of 1834, were excepted from trial 
in the circuit court of Arkansas, That plea came up. Mr. Hemp- 
stead, United States attorney, whom most men who live near to Ar- 
kansas as I do know by reputation very well, demurred to the plea. 
The circuit court was divided, and the case came upon a certificate of 
division from the United States circuit court of Arkansas up to the 
Supreme Court of the United States. There, you must bear in mind, 
the question arose as to the relation of the Cherokee Nation to the 
United States. Did they have the power to naturalize a citizen and 
thereby to enable that man to throw off his natural allegiance to the 
United States and take it up with the Cherokee people? That ques- 
tion came up, and was one, I believe No. 3, of the questions which 
were certified up to the Supreme Court. Let us see what the court 
said in that case. The opinion was delivered by Chief Justice Taney. 
The court said: 

The country— 

The Cherokee country west of the river, right where they are 
now— 
of 


State. Itis true that itis ocoupied by the tribe of Cherokee Indians,” t it has 

ed to them by the Uni à lace of domicile for the tribe, 

and occupy it with the assent of the United States, and under their 
authority.—Howard's volume 4, pages 571, 572. 

From the time that decision was delivered, or I might cin 
further to the case of Johnson vs. McIntosh, 8 Wheaton, 592, the 
opinion in which was delivered in 1823, and from that time down to 

resent good hour, the character of title which the Indians hold 
has been decided by the Papena Court of the United States to be 
a title in occupancy defeasible by an abandonment or by extinction 
and cannot be alienated to anybody or in favor of anybody save and 
except the United States ; and going back to the case of the Cherokee 
Nation vs, the State of Georgia in 5 P whenever their title be- 
comes extinguished or whenever they abandon the Territory, or 
whenever we purchase their 8 title, then, as was said there, 
the possession of the United States is Iinked to and coupled with the 
fee, which has never been out of the United States. The theory 
which controlled in re t to the fee long before the Constitution 
was adopted, is dec in this case to have been kept up and con- 
tinued as the theory under the United States, and is so to-day, and 
the doctrine of the subordination of the Cherokee Nation to the 
ported States is reaffirmed in the case cited of United States vs. 

ogers. 

t us go a little further. All crimes are punished there except 
those which are committed by one Indian against another, By an 
act of Congress they can try the offenses of one Indian against an- 
other Indian, It is by the exception which is embraced in the act 
of Congress that they have a right to try that class of offense. But 
does not the jurisdiction of the United States go further than criminal 

urisdietion f It extends to every kind, character, and description of 

urisdiction, When the revenue laws were passed and an attempt was 
made in the Cherokee Nation to establish a tobacco factory by Bou- 
dinot and others, that question sprang up, and is known in the 
Supreme Court decisions as the Cherokee Tobacco Case. The Supreme 
Court of the United States decided in that case that the revenue 
laws in respect to whisky and tobacco went all over that country 
the same r A other parts of the United States, and reiterated the 
doctrine tMat the title which they hold is a title by occupancy and 
oecupancy alone. In that case the Supreme Court said: 

The Indian Territory is admitted to com a part of the United States. In 
all our geographical treatises, histories, and laws it is so considered. 

That isa quotation from the case of The Cherokee Nation vs. Georgia, 
some extracts from which I read just now, and then referred to the 
case from which I read just now, The United States vs. Rogers, in 4 
Howard: 

In The United States vs. 

eld this language: 


ChiefJustice Taney, also speaking for the 
orp 


A It iš our duty to expound and execute the law as we 
That is my doctrine, sir, never to pass outside of the law. Whenever 
I understand ita lex scripta est I endeavor to follow it 
It is our duty to expound and execute the law as we find it, and we think it 
too Sen and clearly established to admit of dispute that the tribes re- 
se thin the territorial limits of the United States are subject to their au- 


y." 
There is no qualification upon that word “authority.” 
„And where the country occupied by them is not within the limits of one of 
the States "— 
Which is the case right here we are now discussing— 


f , by law, ish ff $ 
9 Le ral h punia ie ol —_ committed there, no matter whether 

Not only you have jurisdiction for civil purposes, not onl 
ministrative purposes, but the higher class of jurisdiction W. 
itself is involved: 


‘ = subject, in its historical aspect, was fully examined in Johnson vs. McIn- 
0 


for ad- 
ere life 
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The case in 8 Wheaton to which I referred. That was in 1823, 
when they came to the same conclusion: 

In Mackey vs. Coxe, it was held that the Cherokee country was a te 
the United States within the meaning of this act. (11 Wallace Reports, 619, 

Now, I want to mention one other point in this connection, and I 
am doing it in the right line of the law. Iamendeavoring to follow 
the law, for I believe that I would be as far from violating the rights 
of these Indians as any man on this floor. I ask in this case nothin 
but sheer, naked justice to Texas and the States she deals with, ane 
for Congress to exercise a power which in my judgment it is its 
bounden duty under the Constitution, as I have endeavored to prove, 
to exercise. 


It need hardly be said that a treaty cannot change the Constitution or be held 
valid if it be in violation of thatinstrument. This results from the nature and 


not mvolved in any doubt as to its proper solution. A treaty . a 

ongress may su or ty. Inthe 

erred to these principles were prandia to ties with foreign nations. 

faith may be involved and require their 

en hey have no higher sanctity, 

and no greater inviolability or immunity from — — ve invasion can be claimed 

forthem. The mences in all such cases give rise to questions which must 
be met by the political department of the Government. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator please give me the authority? 

Mr. MAXEY. The Cherokee Tobacco Case, 11 Wallace. I read 
first the case of the Cherokee Nation vs, The State of Georgia, 5 
Peters, and the next was the case of The United States rs. Rogers, 
4 Howard, and now I have read from 11 Wallace, the Cherokee 
Tobacco Case. 

But I go on with the question of occupancy, for it is necessary to 
start out right; it is necessary to show where this power is lodged, 
and if I can 1 the power in Con , then, under the theory 
which I first laid down and tried to prove, that the power being 
lodged and the reason being made manifest for its exercise, it be- 
comes a duty. In 19 Wallace, pages 592 and 593, United States vs, 
Cook, the Chief-Justice, delivering the opinion, says: 

The right of the Indians in the land from which the logs were taken was that 
of occupancy alone, They had no power of alienation except to the United States. 
The fee was in the United States, subject only to this righ of 8 This 
is the title by which other Indians hold their lands. It was so decided by this 
court as early as 1823, in Johnson vs. McIntosh. The authority of that case has never 

doubted. The right of the Indians to their ope! parm is as sacred as that of 


been 
the United States to the fee, but it is only a right of occupancy. The possses- 
sion, ene abandoned by the Indians, — itself to the foe without further 


I think, therefore, I have made it manifest, if the decisions of the 
Supreme Court amount to anything, that the fee in the Indian lands. 
is in the United States, the occupancy is in the Indians. I think I 
have made it plain also that the jurisdiction of the United States is 
exclusive over the Indian Territory as over all other Territories of this 
country. On that last question in respect to the jurisdiction I want 
to quote a few lines from Rawle, who with me has always been re- 
garded as good authority upon constitutional questions. In his View 
of the Constitution of the United States he takes up the question of 
jurisdiction, and refers to the character of jurisdiction which we have 
over the country ceded to the United States, not that which belonged 
to the States or that held in common at the adoption of the Constitu- 
tion, but that which was acquired after the Constitution was adopted, 
after the Union was established. He refers to the character of that, 
and he says: 

In these the subjects are limited, but a general jurisdiction appertains to the 
United States over ceded territories or districts, 

Mark you, this Choctaw and Chickasaw country that we are talk- 
ing about now is ceded country; it was a pel of the great Lonis- 
jana purchase made in 1803; it was not part of the territory belonging 
to the United States at the adoption of the Constitution, but was 
acquired subsequently during the first administration of Mr. Jeffer- 
son. On that point Mr. Rawle says: 

If the land at the time of cession is uninhabited except by the Indians, of whose 

ity we take no account, it is in the power of Congress to make such regulations 
or its government as they may k proper. 

At the time of that cession the country was unoccupied. In 1830, 
under a treaty between the United States and the Choctaw Nation, 
the Choctaws were moved over into that country and it became occu- 
pied by the Choctaws because it was allotted to the Choctaws by 
the United States, the title, the fee being in the United States by 
virtue of the purchase from France during the administration of Mr. 
Jefferson; and that being the case, Mr. Rawle says: 


a Ifthe land at the time of cession is uninhabited except by the Indians, of whose 
make such regulations 


lity we take noaccount, it is in the power of Congress to 

or its government as they may think proper. 

So much for that. On the question of jurisdiction I will simply 
add that the United States under the Constitution have the power 
to establish post-offices and post-roads. The United States have 
established post-offices all over the whole Indian Territory. The 
Choctaw, the Chickasaw, the Creek, the Seminole, and the Cherokee 
Nations all have the benefit of postal facilities established by au- 
thority of the United States Government, and in pursuance of the 
constitutional duty of the United States Government. It is also 
true that so ed and jealous were these Indians about the value 


of these post-offices that you will find in the forty-fourth article of 


1882. 
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the treaty of 1866 that the United States binds itself to establish 
Post-offices in that country. We have Indian agents all over that 
country; we have exercised jurisdiction by intercourse laws from 
time immemorial over all that country, and in every way that is 
«conceivable the United States have exercised jurisdiction over this 
‘Territory. i 

I have shown that the fee is in the United States, the right of oc- 
«upancy in the Indians, and now I come to another constitutional 
‘question. I take it that the Senate of the United States, a just 
body, an enlightened body, will perform its duty. The Constitution 
of the United States, in the eighth section of the first article, de- 
clares: 

The Congress shall have power to re; te commerce with foreign nations, and 
among the several States, and with the Indian tribes. 

There has, perhaps, been no clause of the Constitution about which 
more has been written; there is no more important clause as ts 
material interests probably in the Constitution ; and any one who 
will take the trouble to look into the debates of the convention 
which framed the Constitution will see that the commercial regula- 
tions were regarded by the framers of the Constitution as among 
the most important duties which that convention had upon it in 
framing a constitution. That question came up in a comparatively 
early period in the constitutional history of this country for final ad- 

_judication and settlement. It was presented, I as completely 
and fully as any case Was ever presented in the history of the Supreme 
Court of the United States in the great case of Gibbons rs. Ogden, 
reported in 9 Wheaton. Mr. Webster was of counsel, and the able 
and ished Chief. Justice Marshall presided, a man who has 
never, in my judgment, had an equal upon the bench as the chief 

Justice of any court of last resort save and except one, certainly 
none in this country, and but one elsewhere. What were the facts 
in that great case which has stood from 1824 to this present good 
hour, strictly adhered to, and every attack which has been made 
upon it only brings out its wisdom and its in constitutional 
law more practically? They were fewand simple. Robert R. Liv- 
ingston and Robert Fulton had obtained from the Legislature of 

New York the exclusive right to navigate with vessels propelled by 
steam the waters within urisdiction of the State of New York. 
Whatever boats could run by steam on those waters within the 
jurisdiction of New York must be under rep kag and Fulton or 

y their sanction. They had a monopoly under these acts of the 
Legislature of New York of the plying of the waters of New York by 
-steam-vessels. 

Mr. Gibbons had two little steam-vessels, one called Stoudinger, 
and the other Bellona, I take it very small and insignificant vessels 
as compared with the magnificent steamships which now cross the 
Atlantic. He went to the proper custom-house and had these two 

vessels re ly enrolled and licensed to ply in the trade 
between Elizabethtown in New Jersey a other P penia New 

Jersey, and the city of New York, covering a distance of abouty twenty 
miles. When he got up to the city of New York he was met there 
by Ogden. Ogden by assignment became entitled to whatever rights 
Livingston and Fulton had under these acts of the Legislature of 
New York. Ogden took out an injunction and enjoined Gibbons from 
plying on the waters within the jurisdiction of the State of New 

ork, because, as he claimed, it was a violation of his exclusive char- 
ter privileges, and that injunction was granted by the proper court 
of New York, and it went up step by step until it went to the court 
of last resort of the State of New York, and there the injunction was 
8 And it will be noted that in the opinion from which 

rend the method or means of intereourse between the States was by 
vessels, yet the great principles developed in that case apply and 
were designed to apply to interstate intercourse by whatever means 
«arried on, and are just as applicable to railroads as to vessels. 

The question of constitutionality of this action of the Legisla- 
ture of New York on the ground that it came into conflict with the 
license obtained by Gibbons for plying in the coasting trade with his 
two enrolled v came directly up, which shall govern in this 
ase; shall this man be restricted and inhibited and restrained from 
plying with these vessels from Elizabethtown to the siy of New 

ork by virtue of this action of the Legislature of New York, or shall 
he by virtue of the act of Congress of 1793, under which he obtained 
his license, be allowed to ply his trade? That wasall that went up 
to the 5 Court of the United States. The opinion of that 
court in t case every lawyer is or ought to be familiar with. I 
have the original case here but I find an extract in the work of Mr. 
Rawle from that decision which covers the point that I desire to make 
here, and I use that for the convenience of getting his comment and 
the decision together. Says Rawle: 

A general, unconfined to a subject, is nature ex ive 
the —— 6 adored alae 9 

You must bear in mind that was said in direct reference to the 
clanse of the Constitution granting Con power to regulate com- 
merce with foreign nations and among the several States, and with 
the Indian tribes. 


These principles are so fully and explained Chief-Justice Marshall 
ina recent cust thea we T 


his opinion : 
ky erce, as the word is used in the Constitution, is a uni of 
which is indicated by the term. nib Sc 


“If this be the admitted meaning of the word in its application to foreign 


nations, it must carry the same meaning throughout the sentence, and remain a 
unit, unless there be some plain, intelligible cause which alters it.” 

Whatever meaning is attached to the term “‘ commerce with foreign 
nations,” it has in respect to commerce among the States, and that 
it has in respect to commerce with the Indian tribes. It does not 
change and mean one thing as applied to foreign commerce, another 
thing as applied to commerce among the States, and another thing 
as applied to commerce with the Indian tribes. It has the same 
meaning throughout, and whatever power Kongress has in respect 
to one branch of it, it has as to every branch of it, because, in the 
language of the Chief-Justice, it is a unit. Now I refer here toa 
striking point in that remarkable and able decision: 

But in regulating commerce with foreign nations the power of Congress does 
not stop at the jurisdictional lines of the several States. It would be a very use- 
less power if it did. The commerce of the United States with foreign nations is 
that of the whole United States. Every district has a right to ee in it. 
If Con has the power to regulate it, that power must be exercised wherever 
the subject bene r it ren zuno =F a iB. a Treign — may ~~ 
mence or termina’ a port within a State, then wer of Congress may 
exercised within a State. = 7 

This principle is, if possible, still more clear when aopa to commerce amon: 
the several States. They either join each other, in which case they are separa 

& mathematical ; or they are remote from each other, in W. case other 
S lie between them. What is commerce among them, and how is it to be con- 
— Can a tradin tion between two adjoining Si commence 


necessity, be commerce within the States. In the 

bes, . 5 . 
was chiefly within a State. power of Congress, then, ma; exercised within 
the territorial jurisdiction of the several States. z 
Mr. Rawle adds to that when he comes to the Indian branch of the 
case: 


In to commerce with the Indian tribes, we are to adopt the same broad 
. 1 


You cannot divide it. The Supreme Court says it is a unit. It is 
a unit, for it is all one sentence, separated only by commas. 

In respect to commerce with the Indian tribes, we are to adopt the same broad 
interpretation, but it is applicable only to independent tribes. 

The Chickasaws and Choctaws are independent tribes. 

It is immaterial whether such tribes continue seated within the boundaries of a 


inhabit part of a Territory, at over lands to which the United 
States have no claim; the trade with them is in all its forms subject excinsively to 
of Congress, and particular also we trace the wisdom of the 


in this 
tion, The Indians, not distracted by the discordant regulations of differ. 
ent States, are taught to trast one great body, whose justice they respect and 
whose power they fear. 


Now, Mr. President, I put the case directly here. 1 represent in 


part a great State rapidly growing and increasing in wealth, in pop- 
ulation, and in power, its commercial power expanding as that of no 
other State in this Union ever has from the foundation of the Gov- 


ernment to the present time. We have commerce with other States 
lying north of us and northeast of us amounting to many millions of 
ollars. There is direct trade between the town in which I live and 
to which this road is directed and Saint Louis, New York, Boston, 
and the mills of New England. Right in that town New England 
mills have their agents permanently located to buy the cotton which 
is raised in that Red River country, and that cotton is gs tye di- 
rectly from that country to the mills in New England. T 
between Texas and New England amounts to thousands of bales of 
cotton. Fe ree Ta New TOE ATEN 1 8 Ter- 
ritory is alo: greater portion of the northern boundary of Tex 
where we have but one send: and that granted by Congress, | ine 
from a large portion of northern Texas into the States north an 
northeast of us. Now is it right, is it just, if Con, has the con- 
stitutional power to punt the right of way in a bill wisely framed, 
3 off from other States? Is it just to limit us to this single 
outlet 
Mr. President, there is a gear principle involved in this bill. The 
uestion that is before the te to-day is one of vital importance. 
ere is this t Indian Territory contiguous for about four hundred 
miles with the south boundary of Kansas; and between that south 
boundary of Kansas and Texas lies this great Indian Territory. I 
ask if it is just in this Congress, if it is honest in this Co: if it 
is the exercise of their constitutional power and duty, to say that this 
Territory shall act as a wall of fire, and that the State of Texas with 
all its vast commerce shall have no outlet north save one? Itisnot 
just; it is not fair. There is not a State in the Union which would 
say that that was honest or fair. 
The question, therefore, is before Congress to-day : Shall Congress 
ate the commerce between the State of Texas and the States 
lying north and northeast of it, or shall the Indians te that 
commerce! That isthe question—the precise question. Shall Con- 
pos abdicate its power which, when the occasion manifests itself, 
mes a duty to regulate commerce among the States and with the 
Indian tribes? Shall Congress abdicate that power and say that we 
will let the Indian tribes te that commerce ? 


Now I one step further. My se ei is to present this case 
fairly. ving, as I think, sufficiently shown the relation between 
the United States and the Indian country, the duty of Congress in 


respect to 9 commerce among the several States and with 
the Indian tribes, the character of the title which the United States 
has in the Indian Territory, which is the fee with the occupancy in 
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the Indi then the question comes as to the exercise of the right 
of eminent domain, on I will add but a few words to what was said 
bythe Senator from Georgia in charge of the bill [Mr. Brown] on 
that question. 

It is defined to be the dominium ominens, or su 


resides in the sovereign power in all governmen 


to apply private property to 
public use in those great public emergencies w can reasonably be met in no 
other wa: 


Tt is a distinct right from that of public domain, which is the land belonging to 

the so 
This is a superior right which the soverei 5 in all property of the citi- 
— whether the title were originally de- 


zen or subject, whether real or personal, 
rived from the sovereign or not. 

One of the chief occasions for the exercise of this right is in creating the neces- 
sary facilities for intercommunication, which in this country is now very generally 
known by the name of internal improvements. 

That is from Redfield on the Law of Railways, volume 1, page 245. 
Pierce on Railroads speaks after the same fashion : 


The right of eminent domain, or right to take private property for public use, 
has been referred to the feudal theory of tenure, to implied Sam paa and public 
3 but upon whatever principles it is asserted it is an inherent sovereign 
power of the State. (Page 142.) 

* * * * 


rior right, which of necessity 


* * * 


Railroads have been uniformly regarded as public improvements for which the 
State is justified in calling into exercise the pion of and of eminent domain, 
and they are still of that character, although opera y private corporations, 
which exclusively collect and enjoy the tolls for persons and merchandise carried 
upon them. (Page 143.) 

* = * * * * * 

The property of a corporation is, like that of an individual, subject to condem- 
nation for a public ot E Thus, upon compensation ape the loca- 
tion of highways, bps &c., owned by one ration may be taken for the 
use of another, &.; it is for the Legislature to pede wee upon a view of the 
public necessity and convenience, which of these uses should yield to another. 
(Page 2 52.) * * 

The grant of a power in general terms to take land for a public use is, however, 
presumed not to authorize a substantial interference with a po grant or an earlier 
appropriation to another public use. But this 8 not to be applied so 
as to defeat the subsequent grant when by construction both can stand 
together. (Page 154.) 

These quotations I have read because they apply directly to the 

int I have in view. I have endeavored to show, and I think I 
tare proved, that the power of eminent domain is in the United 
States, because the fee is in the United States, the jurisdiction is in 
the United States, and that being the case, whether the fee was there 
or not, according to all the authorities I have ever read on eminent 
domain, the jurisdiction existing in the United States, the right of 
eminent domain is inherent in the sovereign; but on that point I 
will read a very few words from Judge Cooley, whom all lawyers 
regard as among the very ablest writers on questions of constitutional 
law: 


+ * * 


of a cular power in the Government is on 
no delegation of the! ve power by the people can be 

the department which holds it in trust, to awa; 
up the hands of the Government as to preclude its 8 
ften and under such circumstances as the needs of the Government 
may 

Sir, it is a power lodged in the law-making power inherent in 
sovereignty, and placed there for the good of the people, on the great 
broad doctrine that private interests must give way to the public 

ood. It is placed there, and the law declares that this power cannot 
* bartered away by treaty by law. By no earthly means can this 
great power, this inherent power of sovereignty, which is a very 
pan of 5 itself, be bartered away. It can no more be 

artered away by the United States, to the extent that it has sov- 
ereign power over its territorial dominion, than it can be bartered 
ara by a State within the geographical limits and jurisdiction of 

e State. 

For if this were otherwise, the authority to make laws for the Government and 
welfare of the State might be so exercised, in strict conformity with its constitu- 
tion, as at length to preclude the State performing its and essential 
functi. and the agent chosen to govern the State might put an end to the 
State itself. 

Thus not only does J 5 lay down the great principle that 
vou cannot barter away this great inherent power, but 


It must follow that an ve bargain in restraint of the complete, contin- 
uous, repeated ex: of the br of eminent domain is unwarranted and 
void; and that provision of the tion of the United States which forbids the 


States violating the obligation of contracts could not be so construed as to render 
zag and effec such a bargain, which originally was in excess of proper au- 
jority. 


He cites approvingly some opinions of courts carrying ont his views, 
which are directly fn point. I will read some of them: 


The right which belongs to the society orto the sovereign of disposing, in case 
of necessity, and for the public Ne all the wealth contained in the state, 
is called the eminent domain. (Me ley, J., in Pollard’s Lessee vs. 8 
How., 223.) Notwit the grant to individuals, the highest and most exact 
idea of property remains in 1 or in the aggregate body of the poopie 
in their sovereign ay and they have a right to resume the possession of the 
property in the manner d Uy: constitution and laws of the State, when- 
ever the public interest mires it. This right of resumption may be exercised, 
not only where the safety but also where the interest oreven the expediency of the 
State is concerned, as where the land of the individual is wanted fe canal, 


for a 
or other public improvement. (Walworth, chancellor, in 
Railroa 


and Schenectady d Company, 3 Paige, 73.) The t isinherent in all gov- 
ernments, and no constitutional m to give it force. (Brown vs. 
Beatty, 34 Miss., ; Taylor vs. Porter, 4 Hill, 143.) Title to p: y is always 
held upon the implied condition that it must be surrendered to government, 
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either in whole or in part, when the public necessities, evidenced according to the 
3 =e ens demand. —— J., in People vs, Mayor, 8 New 
or + Bar b., 


Again, on page 657 Judge Cooley says: 


The right to app private property to public uses lies dormant in the state 
until legislative action is had, pointing out the occasions, the modes, conditions, 
ry ton cage 575 its appropriation. Private property can only be taken pursuant 

w; but a le 


ve act declaring the 5 being the customary mode in 
which that fact is determined, must be held to be for this “ the law of the 
land,” and no further finding or ee can be — h unless the constitu- 
tion of the state has exp’ y req it. 

ic yea he cites authorities in support of that, some of which I will 
read : 

Whatever may be the theoretical foundation for the right of eminent domain, it 
is certain that it attaches as an incident to every sov ty, and constitutes a 
condition upon which all property is holden. When the bese necessity requires 
it, private rights to 8 must yield to the paramount right of the soverei 
power. We bave repea ng held that the character of the work for which the 

roperty is taken, and not the means or agencies eomoyed for its construction, 

etermines the question of power in the exercise of this right. It uires no 
judicial condemnation to subject private property to publie uses. Like the power 
to tax, it resides in the legi ve de ent to whom the delegation is made. 
It may be exercised di N e that body; and it can only be re- 
strained by the judiciary when its limits have been exceeded, or its authority has 
been abused or . (Kramer vs. Cleveland and Pittsburgh 
pany, 5 Ohio, N. S., 146.) The mode of exercise is left to thel 
when not restrained by the Constitution. (Secombe vs. 
Wall., 109.) 

Now I lay it down that if Congress has the exclusive jurisdiction 
over that country to the exclusion of allother people, then the right 
of eminent domain being inherent in sovereignty may be applied to 
that Territory precisely as it may be applied to the soil in making a 
railroad through a Territory of the United States, and nobody 1 8925 
that Congress the power to t sucha charter. You pass over 
the homestead of a man who holds his patent from the Government; 
you can condemn that man’s land; you can go over the land of a 
maimed soldier who got his bounty land-warrant for service in the 
Mexican war or some other war, and if the public good, the public 
necessity demands when the charter is granted that the road shall 
go over that land, that property can be condemned, the Constitu- 
tion requiring that just compensation shall be given for the land 
thus condemned. There is a general statute of the United States 
which does grant the right of way through all the vacant public 
domain of this country. 

Then, if the State of Texas inits commerce with the State of New 
York, carrying out the idea laid down in Gibbons vs. Ogden, finds that 
there are 8 States, can they be allowed to stop that com- 
merce between New York and Texas? Su you go along with- 
out trouble until you come down through Missouri and through Ar- 
kansas with your trade for Texas and your consignee lives in Paris; 
or some other given point in Texas in the direct line of this road, 
and where the road ought to go to, when it comes to the eastern 
boundary of the Choctaw Nation at Fort Smith can you not go on? 
Does Gibbons vs. Ogden mean nothing ? 

Can the Chickasaws, who live a long distance west of Fort Smith, 
stop the train at Fort Smith and say “ we veto it; that train cannot 
pass through the Choctaw Nation?” Under the treaty of 1830 be- 
tween the United States and Choctaws, the country now occupied 
by the Choctaws and Chickasaws, and all that country between the 
ninety-eighth degree of west longitude and one hundredth degree of 
west longitude, all that great sweep of country which abuts the 
State of Texas was the Choctaw country which was allotted by the 
United States Government to the Choctaws. I have here [exhibit- 
ing] an official map which I have obtained from the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office in the Interior Department, showing all the 

ints. [Indicating.] All that country was allotted by the United 

tates to the Choctaws, and in 1834, under a treaty between the United 
States and the Chickasaws, the Chickasaws sold their property east 
of the Mississippi River to the United States, and they were turned 
outtoseek ahome. Nonehad been allotted to themby treaty. They 
were turned out to seek a home and they found it within the boundary 
of the Choctaw country; and in 1837 the Chocta ws and Chickasaws 
entered into a convention whereby the Chickasaws became entitled 
to occupy a portion of the Choctaw country. This was ratified by 
the Senate as a siege p i 

They were admitted under that treaty and they paid the Choctaws, 
I believe, $550,000 for the district, as it was then called, N u 
by the Choctaws to the Chickasaws. The portion laid off there an 
marked in this official map as “ the Chickasaw Nation,” was assigned 
to the Chickasaws. They went there in 1837 and they have been in 
that country ever since. The Choctaws retained that country where 
Pepas live, and have been there ever since. Things went along 
in that way from 1837 down to 1855, 

In the mean time there were troubles, dissensions, and disputes, 
growing up between those two nations out of this, that under the 
treaty of 1837, they had a general council in which the Choctaws had 
three districts represented, and the Chickasaws one, giving the Choc- 
taws three votes to the Chickasaws, one. Out of that w their 
troubles, and finally ay made the treaty of 1855 with the United 
States, and that treaty shows in the preamble why it was made : 

Whereas the political connection heretofore existing between the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw tribes of Indians has given rise to unhappy and injurious dissensions 
and controversies among them, which render necessary a readjustment of their 


relations to edch other and to the United States; and 
Whereas the United States desire that the Choctaw Indians shall relinquish all 
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United States, that portion of their Helos Be territory which is west of the urs 
eighth degree of west longitude. 

Congress made an appropriation and ran the dividing line between 
the Choctaws and Chic ws, and it has been the dividing line ever 
since. The Choctaws and Chickasaws then leased to the United 
States all that country between the ninety-eighth degree and the 
one hundredth degree, since which time Congress has bought out 
their right of 358 and the Choctaws then yielded all claim, 
whatever it might be, to the country west of the one-hundredth de- 
gree west longitude, and so the Choctaws have occupied the country 
which was assigned to them from that day to this, and the Chicka- 
saws have occupied the country assigned to them from that day to 
this, and neither has interft in any way whatever with the do- 
mestic affairs of the other. Each has its own laws, its own governor 
or principal chief, its own Legislature, and its own courts, and neither 
interferes with the other. 

This road, as it will be seen by an examination of the map, goes 
right through the Choctaw Nation and nowhere else. It does not 
come nearer than fifty miles of the country occupied by the Chicka- 
saws. 

Now, on that point another question springi up. I have shown 
that this road passes over the lands —- by the Choctaw and no 
others, and the right of eminent domain is complete within the Uni- 
ted States, and if the necessity exists there as laid down in all the 
authorities that power must be exercised in the interest of regulat- 
: ng commerce among the States and with the Indian tribes. So much 

‘or that. 

But I have heard it intimated by some that inasmuch as the vote 
in the house of representatives of the Choctaw council was nine for 
the bill, without the speaker’s vote, to eight against it, the speaker 
had a right to vote, and with his vote, making a tie, the bill was 
lost. I call your attention to what was said by Rawle, that so far 
as the polity of the Indian nations was concerned we have nothing 
to do with it. We do not pretend to regulate it. None of the acts 
which have given to the Indian nations a right to settle matters be- 
tween Indian and Indian point out how it is to be done. It is tobe 
done as they think proper, not as we think proper. But outside of 
that, do they follow a good sound authority in the course they took? 
In Cushing on the Law and Practice of Legislative Assemblies I find: 

300. III. The duties of a presi officer are of such a nature, and require him 
to so entirely and exclusively the confidence of the assembly, with 
certain exceptions, which will t prosen be menti he is not allowed to exer- 
cise any other functions than those which properly to his office ; that is to 
say, he is excluded from submi: 


ong 

pay, be ie — 9 — ay tions to the assembly, from participat- 
Then he goes on and gives the exceptions, and he puts the case: 
And when the assembly is equally divided on any question it is not only the 

right but also the duty of the presiding officer to give a casting vote. 
All through the whole of this work the same doctrine prevails, 


304. It was very early demanded that the s er of the House of Commons 
should not only vote when the house was equally divided and give a cas vote, 
but that he should also vote when, there heron “hed a majority of one, his vote, 
if given with the minority, would make that side equal with the other, and then 
decide the question on that side. But this claim was disallowed and has not hith- 
erto been renewed in England. In this country it has been maintained, on plausi- 
ble groun: that a presiding officer who is also a member had aright to vote on all 
occasions. t the claim is ible. 

Then he quota in a note from D’Ewes’s Journals in the latter days 
of Elizabeth’s Parliaments fully sustaining the text. 

Mr. HAWLEY, May I ask the Senator a question just there? I 
wish to ask whether it is not true that in the House of Representa- 
tives of our Con, the Speaker always claims and frequently ex- 
ercises the right to vote, no matter what the state of the vote in the 
affirmative or negative? 

Mr. MAXEY. e went along as to the right of the Speaker to 
vote, and so far as I have ever been able to find out there never was 
any attempt on the part of the § er to cast a vote except in case 
of tie until comparatively recently. I know that it is claimed that 
Speaker Macon did it. Those who make that statement have not 
examined the record. Speaker Macon, in 1803, when the twelfth 
amendment was before the House, and the question was whether it 
should or should not be submitted to the States for ratification, it re- 
quiring, of course, two-thirds of the House to carry it, the vote stand- 
ing 42 saiua sending the amendment to the States and 83 for it, 
Speaker Macon voted for sending the amendment to the States, T 
ing Sd, making the exacttwo- which was the precise vote 
he would have given had the vote stood 42 for and 42 inst in a 
case of the ordinary majority rule. But my proposition is that, what- 
ever may be the case in the House of Representatives of the United 
States, it has nothing whatever to do with the case we are now dis- 
cussing. Had the House of Representatives made a rule that the 
Speaker should vote in case of a tie and not otherwise, under that 
powerin the Constitution which says that each House shall pass rules 

ot its own Government, I know of nothing which would override 
that rule under the constitutional power of each House to make rules 
for its ownGoyernment. But the power of the House of Representa- 
tives, as stated before, is not the question. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I be permitted once more? I think that 


there was no such rule in the Choctaw house asthe 
I did not know that he was then quoting it lite 
made q mistake. 

The Speaker shall have a casting vote in cases of a tie. 


That is the way the rule reads there. 

Mr. MAXEY. I said that if the House of Representatives of the 
United States Congress had a rule which gave the Speaker a casnog 
vote in case of a tie, under that clause of the Constitution whic 
gives each House the power to make its own rules, I should regard 
it as a matter of very great doubt, one that an outsider of the House 
I think would have great difficulty in saying they did not have the 
i, to make such a rule; but in the Choctaw council they have a 
rule called their rule 21, which says: 

The speaker shall have a casting vote in case of a tie. 


As a matter of course the ordinary maxim applies here, expressio 
unius est exclusio alterius ; expressing the time and occasion when he 
can vote excludes the idea that he can vote at any other time or on 
any other occasion. 

585 Boe Is not the Speaker of the House a member of the 
ouse 

Mr. MAXEY. Certainly. - 

Mr. HOAR. Can a rule of the House take away the constitutional 
or lawful right of any member to vote by assigning him a particular 


duty? 

Mr. MAXEY. If the Senator can find anything in the Constitu- 
tion or laws of the United States which requires the Choctaws to 
have a constitution, to have a senate, to have a house, or to havea 
. he can find something that I have not seen. 

Mr. HOAR. I was not apes: ing about them, The law of the 
United States certainly authorizes them to elect representatives. 
They have a constitution of their own, or a quasi constitution. 
When a person is elected how can a rule of the body take away the 
authority given by the very constituency that created the body? 

Mr. M X. As I stated before, there is nothing in the Consti- 
tution of the United States or in the laws of the United States which 

uires the Choctaws to have a council, to have a legislature, or 
to have courts. I start ou that; that cannot be disputed. Now I 
will begin at that point. 

There is nothing in the action of the Choctaw council, whatever 
that action may be, that violates the Constitution, or violates the 
laws of the United States. All right. The State of Texas came into 
the Union with a large number of her people owning lands held un- 
der Mexican and Spanish grants. There is a whole series of cases 
now in the Supreme Court where the supreme court of the State of 
Texas construed the Spanish law under which those titles were held 
in a certain direction. The State of California had a like Spanish 
law, under which titles were held there, and the supreme court of 
California construed that law precisely the reverse of the construc- 
tion placed "n it by the supreme court of Texas. And the Supreme 
Court of the United States said there being nothing in their decis- 
ions violating the Constitution or laws of the United States, they 
let the Texas decisions stand, and they let the California decisions. 
stand, because the people themselves a right to construe their 
own laws. 

Apply that principle here, There is a law of the Choctaws which 
says that on disputed questions the matter shall be left to the attor- 
ney-general, who is authorized to give instruction to the principal 
chief, and the principal chief submits that, and he replies in accord- 
ance with that act of their Legislature of October, 1861, that from 
time immemorial it has been the rule among their people that the 
presiding officer shall not have a vote except in the case ofa tie; that 
it has been always understood that the Speaker has no vote except 
in case of a tie, and the records show that the speaker has never 
voted except in case of a tie. This is the eustom and usage of our 
country, and this rule 21, which says that he shall give a casting 
vote in case of a tie, is simply carrying out the customs and u 8 
of our country. So says the Choctaw ee e e na 95 
as I am concerned, it would with me make no difference whether the 
Choctaws had given their consent by a general act or how they had 
given it, so that Con was satisfied it had been given, That 
would settle the question. 

But, sir, the principal chief of the Choctaw Nation has sent up here 
under the broad seal of the Choctaw Nation a certificate that that bill 
did pass both houses in due form of law, and thatitisalaw. There 
was no protest filed, there was no suit instituted by anybody to enjoin 
and inhibit and restrain the principal chief from signing that law and 
proclaiming it, although it was well known that he intended to do 
it. There were no steps taken. It was signed in due form of law, it 
was sent here, and it is here to-day, with the papers in this case, under 
the seal of the Choctaw Nation, duly and potent certified. Iremem- 
ber very well when tlemen here were not to set aside the 
official action of a State, under the seal of the State, ioi by the 
governor and countersigned by the proper secretary of State, This 
is signed by the governor, it is epist pe pris by the national secre- 
tary, and appears under the broad seal of the Choctaw Nation, and 
there is no pretense of fraud made in any manner known to legisla- 
tive or judicial proceedin I assume, therefore, that that certificate 


is conclusive of the question. 
But I now go further than that. I lay this down: either the Choc- 


tleman quoted. 
y, but if he did he 
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taw council did grant that right of way, or they did not; they did 
pass that bill, or they did not. There is no middle ground. They 
either passed it or they did not pass it, and for all the purposes of 
the law it makes not the slightest difference whether t ey pa 
it or did not pass it. The result in law is exactly the same. How? 
Let us see. The el pera was made, that is not disputed, and 
with the sanction of the Interior Department, and if the Choctaw 
council approved of that bill then we have their consent. If they 
did not, then it was presented to them, and it was rejected. Take 
that position. It is for us to look at it, and see if the bill on its face 
was fair, if it was just, if it was honest, and then it is for us to say 
whether or not Co notwithstanding their havingrefused to let 
it, will permit the commerce of this country to be stop because 
they say we cannot go through their territory with it. I would ask 
in the case of Gibbons vs. Ogden, did the Supreme Court ask Mr. 
Ogden whether Gibbons could take his two little stern-wheelers from 

bethtown to the city of New York? Did they ask the pe 
ture of that Empire State of the Union which had given the exclusive 
privilege and power to the assignors of Ogden whether or not this 
man should go from Elizabethtown to New York City with his two 
stern-wheelers? Not one bit of it. 

Iam presenting this point simply as a question of law. As a ques- 
tion of fact I have not a doubt that the act passed the Choctaw 
council in pursuance of their law, and the certificate of the principal 
chief is with me conclusive. 

Whenever it becomes the duty of bass to regulate commerce 
among the States and with the Indian tribes, and a fair opportunity 
is given and they fail or refuse to give their consent, the law devolves 
the power and duty upon Congress tapos as much as if they had 
given it. Itmakes no difference in law one way orthe other. When 
a great State in the exercise of its right of eminent domain ts a 
charter for a railway because the public good demands i ask if 
property-holders along the line of that road are asked whether or 
not the Legislature shall exercise the right of eminent domain. And 
the precise power which the State has within its bounds the Con- 

has over the Territories. That is a new, that is a novel posi- 
on never heard before, in my judgment, in a court-house or a legis- 
lative hall, that consent must first be had. You do not ask the 
3 whether or no you will exercise the right of eminent 
omain; you ask the question, does the public good demand it, and 
whether the pro -holders agree or disagree, that property 
is condemned ; the right of eminent domain is exercised; just compen- 
sation is given; you pay the people for their land, but as to the right 
to condemn the land, the right to exercise the power of eminent do- 
main, it does not depend in the slightest degree upon the will of the 
holders of the land over which the road is to pass. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator to yield that I may move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. Y. Iam tly willing to yield to that motion. I 
have been somewhat diverted by interruptions. I had hoped to con- 
clude this evening, but I find I cannot do it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Iowa with- 
hold his motion temporarily to allow some business on the table to 
be disposed of? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 814) making Saint Vincent in the State of 
Minnesota a port of entry in lieu of Pembina in the Toray at 
Dakota, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commi 
on Commerce. 2 

The bill (H. R. No. 5655) relating to certain lands in Colorado within 
the reservation cn occupied by the Uncompahgre and White River 
Ute Indians was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table. 


INTERIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICE ACCOMMODATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr, VEST a conferee on the 

art of the Senate on the eroanik votes of the two Houses on the 
$in (S. No. 1361) to provide additional accommodations for the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, in place of Mr. Jones, of Florida, excused. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the followin; 
message from the President of the United States; which was referre 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and Howse of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, in which he sets forth the necessity which will exist for an appro- 
priation for the payment of the commissioners to be appointed under the recent 
act of roe reer entitled“ An act to amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, in reference to bigamy, and for other 1 and also for 
the payment of the election officers to be 2 said commissioners. 

In connection I submit to in view of the important and re- 
sponsible duties devolved upon the commissioners under this act, their compen- 
sation at $3,000 per annum, as provided therein, should be increased to a sum not 


pf ope mpensation, in my jadgment, would hi order of 

compen: my judgment, w. secure a o 
N the persons to be selected, and tend more . 
obj of the act. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, April 3, 1882. 
ASSAY OFFICE AT OMAHA. 


Mr. SAUNDERS. I wish to ask the Senate the privilege of taking 
up at this time Senate bill No. 113. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 


for that 7 

Mr. ALL ON. I want to hear what the bill is. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. A bill to establish an assay office in Omaha. It 
is a bill reported without amendment, and it will not take five min- 
utes to 9 852 it. 


Mr. MORRILL. That bill was not reported favorably from the 
Committee on Finance. d 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. GARLAND in the chair.) The bill 
will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the bill (S. No. 113) to establish an 
assay office in the city of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is reported by the Commit- 
tee on Mines and Mining. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 

. PLUMB. What is the necessity for it ? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. The necessity is this: it is probably known to 
all the Senate that, as a matter of fact, the largest establishment in 
the United States in the way of separating silver is in Omaha. They 
have a market there for their silver, some of which is sent to New 
Orleans for mint purposes, as well as for separating and for mechan- 
ical but they have no right or authority, and no one is au- 
tho by the Government to sey or fix any value on their silver. 
If there is necessity for an assay office at any place in the country, 
probably itis there. We are willing to take a part of the building that 
now belongs to the Government, some rooms in the building, and use 
them for this dic! pre The building expense is not to exceed $10,000 
to start with. there is necessity at any place in the country, it 
would be where the largest business is done of any other establish- 
ment in the United States. > 

Mr. PLUMB. This is a pretty large question. When the Govern- 
ment buys any bullion it has to pay transportation on it. Why 
should not the people in Omaha send their own bullion to New 
York, Philadelphia, or New Orleans, as well as other people send 
theirs? We are mening uae obstructions to the Government busi- 
ness every time we establish an assay office. The fact is the people 
at Omaha have their own assayers. They would not take the assay 
of the Government office under any circumstance whatever. It is 
of no possible value to them, arp to bring them a market for 
their particular product. You might as well have an assay office at 
every mining camp in the United States as to have one there. You 
might just as well have one wherever there is a smelter. You are 
establishing these little Government concerns all over the country 
aś very great expense. They will be made the basis for a demand for 
a mint some of these days where no mint is necessary. It ht as 
well be stopped now, in my ee as at any other time. re 
is no more necessity for one than at any cross-roads in the State 


of Nebraska. I ob pw ds an objection will be effectual. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. An objection prevents the consider- 
ation of the bill. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. ALLISON. I insist on my motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before putting the motion the Chair 
will lay before the Senate the unfinished business, which is the bill 

S. No. 613) to fix the day for the meeting of the electors of Presi- 
ent and Vice-President, and to provide for and regulate the count- 
ing of the votes for President and Vice-President, and the decision 
of Bests? arising thereon. 
e question is on the motion of the Senator from Iowa. 

The motion was aee to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirty-three minutes t 
in executive session the doors, were reopened, and (at five o’clock 
and thirty-five minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, April 3, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. POWER. 
The Journal of Saturday last was read and approved. 


FREE IMPORTATION OF NATURAL MINERAL WATERS. 

Mr. KASSON. I have here a petition signed by Dr. Gross, Dr. 
Toner, Dr. Bowditch, and 920 other physicians of the sonur, in 
favor of the free importation of natural mineral waters. ask 
unanimous consent that the heading of the memorial be printed in 
the RECORD, and that the memorial be referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means; 

There was no objection; and it was so ordered. 

The memorial is as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of 
the United States 


ves 
America in Congreas assembled : 

m profession in various cities of this 
this their petition, and pray that the same may be 


8 is to be made to Congress to impose a duty on im- 
waters, and we take this early opportunity to lay before 
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Con; our views on the subject, in hopes that as guardians of the health of the 
public our opinion may be deemed pertinent and competent on the subject. 
During the last few years the attention of the medical profession in general has 
been directed to the examination of natural mineral waters, and it has been uni- 
versally recognized that they are extremely valuable and in many cases necessary 
as medicinal agents. 

The natural mineral waters of Europe do notinterferein any way with our domes- 
tic mineral waters. If the former are excluded from this country in consequence 
of a high import duty it would, in many instances, seriously embarrass the medical 
profession. For it is well known that artificial mineral waters do not answer the 
same purpose as the na waters. In support of this view we could 
bring many authorities, but we think it sufficient to quote Sir Henry Thompson, 
one of the N medical men of England, who, in one of his lectures says: 

“You will therefore readily understand how essential to our end it is to employ 

e natural 


ably prepared, are simply pharmaceutical products, and are destitute of the very 
pete 60 which distin; Hf he the remedies ch 

The necessity of 
nized in all Eu 


admit free of duty, and this even where such bottles, 

5 5 empty or filled with other liquids, are liable to duties. 
de en wo maintained that for the same 
reason for w 


natural mine 

made available to all classes. 

5 45 „5 and earnestly pray that our petition may be considered at an 
3 MISSISSIPPI LEVEES, 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I desire to present at this time a 
memorial of 5,000 citizens of Missouri and Illinois upon the subject 
of the Mississippi levees. I ask that the memorial be printed in the 
RECORD, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. Should it not be referred to the Committee on 
Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi River? 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I think not; I think it relates to 
commerce, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The petition is as follows: 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 

Your petitioners would respectfully represent that they are residents of Han- 
cock, A Pike, and Calhoun Counties, in the State of is, and of Marion, 
Ralls, and Pike Counties, of the State of Missouri. 

That they, from private means only, have constructed over seventy miles of 
levees, which when maintained holds the waters of the Mississip ver in its 
channel, 3 so doing it has deepened the channel for the entire distance. That 
it has removed the obstruction to na m between Saint Louis and 
Keokuk, Iowa, and that if maintained it will keep this channel open and render 
navigation easy and safe, by holding and com g a large body of water to keep 
and remain in the channel. That the maintenance of this work would be the most 
direct, easy, and cheap means for the General Government to improve and deepen 
the channel of the river; to let it go out, to abandon it, would cost the Govern- 
ment a v. sum of money to construct work that would p: the same 
grand ts. this work, when maintained, reclaims from overflow about 
one hnndred and forty thonsand acres of land, which contributes to the wealth of 
commerce and the eral Government an amount unsurpassed by any equal 
number of acres of cultural lands in the United States. 

The people resident on these lands have exhausted their means to the last dollar 
in the maintenance of these works, without aid from the Government, either State 
or national, or from any ether source. That on April 18, 1876, and from time to time 
since, these works in part have been broken pty bed the river, and this vast 
territory of otherwise wealthy, producing farms has been flooded, sweeping away 
the accumulations of years of honest toil. That by the breaks in these works b 
the floods of October last, the final work of devastation was accomplished, an 
this people are now, and have been, since that time, as destitute an che Gilad 
as unable be ea these worksas the of the overfiowed district of the Lower 
Mississippi River are to-day. Your petitioners believe that Congress has the un- 
doubted power to improve navigation of the Mississippi River in such manner 
as it should deem best, and that by repairing the levees and confining the waters 
of the river in its natural channel, this object would be accomplished. We join 
with our brethren of the Lower pi River in an request for such 
a! eee eens ear So Se end. 

t we most earnestly and n t any ap tion from the 
national Treasury for the benefit of the people of one section of the country, while 
others, equally meritorious, are wholly unprovided for. 


ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I have here the petition of G. W. 
Lawrence and 1 citizens of Janesville, Wisconsin, 0 the 
appointment of a commission upon the alcoholic liquor traffic. I ask 

t the body of the petition be printed in the RECORD, and that the 
roo be referred to the Select Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
0 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The petition is as follows: 
To the United States Senate and House of Representatives : 


CCC... 
ictive a 800 0 
t of Columbia, in — — 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. JOYCE. I ask unanimous consent that House bill No. 2713 
be taken from the House Calendar and passed at this time. I think 
there will be no objection to it. It is a bill to extend the provisions 
of an act of Congress entitled“ An act for the relief of certain pen- 
sioners,” approved March 3, 1879, to certain other pensioners. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 


man from Vermont? 
Mr. MCMILLIN.. I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The call for the regular order is equivalent to 


an ohjection to anything but the regular order, 
a 
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TESTIMONY IN CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House additional testimony in the 
contested-election case of Smith rs. Shelley, from the fourth Con- 
gressional district of Alabama; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Elections. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER, The regular order is called for, To-day being Mon- 
day, the first business in order is the call of States and Territories 
for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions for printing and 
reference to their appropriate committees. During this call memo- 
rials and resolutions of State and Territorial Legislatures and reso- 
lutions calling for executive information ure in order for reference. 


JAMES N. CARPENTER, 


Mr. GUNTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5585) for the relief of 
James N. Carpenter; which wasread a first and second time, referred 


to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES MURPHY. 
Mr. BERRY, by request, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5586) for the 
relief of Charles Murphy; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SHIPPING COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr. ROSECRANS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5587) to amend sec- 
tion 4594, title 53, chapter 6, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MINING AND INDUSTRIAL EXPOSITION, COLORADO. 

Mr. BELFORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5588) to admit free 
of duty articles intended for the National Mining and Industrial 
Exposition to be held at Denver, in the State of 1 during 
the year 1882; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY H. STUTSMAN, 


Mr. BELFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5580) granting a 
pension to Henry H. Stutsman ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 


Mr. McMILLIN, 


THOMAS DAILEY. 

Mr. MILES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5590) for the relief of 
Thomas Dailey ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC E. PALMER. 

Mr. PHELPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5591) for the relief of 
Isaac E. Palmer; which was read a first and second time, referred te 
the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB A, HENRY. 

Mr. CULLEN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5592) for 
the relief of Jacob A. Henry; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. SHERWIN introdueed a bill (H. R. No 5593) to aid in the sup- 

rt of common schools; which was read a first and second time, re- 

erred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be 
printed, 
ANNA B. BRAHLER. 

Mr. HEILMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5594) for the relief of 
Mrs. Anna B. Brahler; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LAWRIE TATUM, 

Mr. FARWELL, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5595) for the 
relief of Lawrie Tatum; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and orderedto be printed. 

CORNELIUS CLARK. 

Mr. FARWELL, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5593) 
granting an honorable discharge to Cornelius Clark; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BALDWIN B. SHAFER, 

Mr. McCOID introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5597) for the relief of Bald- 
win B. Shafer; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LIEUTENANT EDWARD S. FARROW. 

Mr. HEPBURN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5598) for 
the relief of Lieutenant Edward S. Farrow; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES n. GARNER. 

Mr. KASSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5599) for the relief of 
James R. Garner; which was read a tirst and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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JAMES MOLESWORTH. 

Mr. KASSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5600) granting a pen- 
sion to James Molesworth; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5601) to 
establish a board of commissioners of interstate commerce; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES R. WHITE. 

Mr. HASKELL (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5602) to 
restore to the pension-roll the name of Charles R. White; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. ATKINSON. 

Mr. HASKELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5603) granting a pension to George W. Atkinson; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

DESTRUCTION OF PROPERTY BY MISSISSIPPI FLOODS. 

Mr. ROBERTSON introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 184) 
appropriating 815,000 for a statistical report on the destruction of 
property in the Mississippi Valley by the flood of 1882; which wasread 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM HENRY. 

Mr. KING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5604) granting a pension to 
William Henry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 

BRIDGES ACROSS BLACK RIVER, ETC. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5605) authorizing the 
construction of bridges across Black River, Little River, Red River, 
and Sabine River, in the State of Louisiana; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS TIMMONS. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5606) for the relief of 
Francis Timmons; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EDMUND WOLF. 

Mr. TALBOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5607) for the relief of 
Edmund Wolf; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SURVEY OF MANOKIN RIVER, MARYLAND. 

Mr. COVINGTON presented a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of Maryland asking a survey by the General Govern- 
ment of Manokin River from its mouth to Princess Anne, with a 
view to its improvement; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

RINALDO AND ANN E. JOHNSON. 


Mr. CHAPMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5608) for the relief of 
Rinaldo Johnson and Ann E. Johnson; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. BOWMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5609) donating con- 
demned cannon to the town of Stoneham, in Massachusetts; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

„ COPYRIGHTS. 

Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5610) to amend the acts 
concerning copyrights; which was read a and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB ZAHN. 

Mr. WASHBURN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5611) 
granting a pension to Jacob Zahn; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MARY M. FRISBY. 

Mr. WASHBURN(by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5612 
granting a pension to Mary M. Frisby; which was read a first an 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


LAND GRANTS, NEW MEXICO, 

Mr. MANNING (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5613) to 
confirm certain land grants in the Territory of New Mexico; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL DONOVAN. 


Mr. MANNING (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5614) 
for payment to Daniel Denevan for additional labor and services 
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rendered the District of Columbia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Accounts, and ordered to 
be printed. . 

SAMUEL 8. SMOOT. 

Mr. MANNING (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5615) 
for the relief of Samuel S. Smoot; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DONATION OF CANNON, DOVER, NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Mr. HALL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5616) to donate four con- 
demned cannon to Charles W. Sawyer Post No, 17 of the Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Dover, New Hampshire; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

APPELLATE JURISDICTION SUPREME COURT. 

Mr, ROBESON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5617) to 
modify the appellate jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BOQUET RIVER, NEW YORK. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5618) 
for the survey of the Boquet River in the towns of Essex and Wills- 
borough, county of Essex, State of New York, for the improvement 
of its navigation; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY HERMAN, 
Mr. KETCHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5619) for the relief of 
Henry Herman; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


AMERICAN GROCER ASSOCIATION, NEW YORK. 

Mr. KETCHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 5620) for the re- 
lief of the American Grocer Association of the City of New York; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. M’MAHON. 

Mr. CROWLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5621) 2 an in- 
crease of penson to William H. McMahon; which was a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LOSS OF PROPERTY AT MADISON BARRACKS. 

Mr. YOUNG introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5622) for the relief of the 
oflicers and men of the United States Army who suffered loss by fire 
at Madison Barracks November 6, 1876; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JEREMIAH BROWN. 

Mr. RITCHIE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5623) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Jeremiah Brown; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY J. BURLEY. 
Mr. RITCHIE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5624) for the relief 
of Mary J. Burley; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. SMITH. 
Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5625) granting a pension 


to George W. Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
PROFESSORS OF MATHEMATICS, NAVY, 

Mr. NEAL (by request) submitted a resolution of inquiry relative 
to the appointment of professors of mathematics in the Navy; which 
was referred to the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. NEAL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5626) to 
amend sections 9, 10, and 11 of an act approved June 11, 1878, enti- 
tled “ An act providing a permanent form of government for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia;” which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DAVID FLYNN. 

Mr. McCLURE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5627) aranin an in- 
crease of pension to David Flynn; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HEIRS OF CLIFFORD ARRICK, DECEASED. 


Mr. HENDERSON (by be ox ro introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5628) 
for the relief of the heirs of Clifford Arrick, deceased; which was 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, 
and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH H. BLAZER, 
My, WARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5629) for the relief of Joseph 
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H. Blazer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT, ERIE HARBOR, PENNSYLVANIA. 
Mr. WATSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5630) to erect a light 


on the mainland at the harbor of Erie, Pennsylvania; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER, MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE. 


Mr. MOORE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5631) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Memphis, 
Tennessee; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC DEBT. 

Mr. ATKINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5632) authorizing the 
e of the Treasury to apply the . revenue in the Treas- 
ury to the payment of the public debt; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Meaus, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HENRY SINON. 

Mr. FULKERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No, 5633) for the relief 
of Henry Sinon ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. MILLS submitted the following proposed amendment of the 
Rules; which was read and referred to the Committee on Rules: 
eee That the thirty-fourth rule of the House shall hereafter read as fol- 

WS: 

The persons hereinafter named, and none other, shall be admitted to the Hall 
of the House or rooms r Deals namely: the President and Vice-President 
of the United States and their private secretaries, judges of the Supreme Court, 
members of Congress and pooni mihi elect, contestants in election cases durin; 
prorsns of their cases in the House, the Secretary and t- at-Arms of the 

te, heads of Departments, foreign ministers, governors of States, the Architect 
of the Capitol, the Librarian of Congress and his assistant in charge of the law 
library, such persons as have by name received the thanks of Congress, and clerks 
of committees, when business from their committee is under consideration; and 
it shall not be in order for the Speaker to entertain a request for the suspension 
of this rule, or to present from the chair the request of any member for unanimous 
consent.“ 

INSPECTION OF ANIMALS FOR FOOD PURPOSES IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. HOGE (by ha rel introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5634) to pro- 
vide for the care and inspection of all animals to be slaughtered for 
food purposes in the District of Columbia, and to incorporate the 

ashington Stock Yard, Abattoir and Rendering Company; which 
was ea a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

ADOLPH WIEDEBUSCH. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5635) granting an increase 
of pension to Adolph Wiedebusch; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 


the 


RICHARD GOYIN. 

Mr. GUENTHER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5636) for the relief 
of Richard Goyin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 

GEORGE HURLBERT. 

Mr. DEUSTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5637) for the relief of 
George Hurlbert; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TERRITORIAL LEGISLATURES. i 

Mr. OURY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5638) to provide for addi- 
tional members of the legislatures of the several Territories and an 
increase of pay to the members and officers thereof; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TERRITORIAL REPRESENTATION, 

Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5639) to amend section 
1862, title 23, of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

GRANVILLE 8. ARNOLD., 

Mr. PETTIGREW (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5640) 
granting a pension to Granville S. Arnold; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS, NEWPORT, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. CARLISLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5641) to provide for 
the erection of a public building in the city of Newport, Kentucky ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


COMPENSATION OF INTERNAL-REVENUE GAUGERS. 


Mr. KELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5642) to define the 
limitation of tompensation of internal-revenue gaugers; which was 
read a first atid sécond time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means; and ordered to be printed. 


RECORDS OF CERTAIN ARMY OFFICERS, 


Mr. BROWNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5643) to fix the date of 
entry into the military service and to correct the record of officers 
now in the regular Army who served as oflicers of volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GERVIN & BIETRY. 
Mr. ELLIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5644) for the relief of Ger- 


vin & Bietry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN LESHER. 


Mr. CALKINS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5645) to 
grant an increase of pension to John Lesher; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

H. & H. REINERS. 


Mr. BLISS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5646) for the relief of H. 
& H. Reiners; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


W. H. AKINS AND J. D. FELTHOUSEN. 


Mr. BLISS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5647) for 
the relief of William H. Akins and Jacob D. Felthousen; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, 
and ordered to be printed. 


LANDS SUBJECT TO TAXATION, 


Mr. ANDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5648) to declare cer- 
tain lands subject to taxation; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask unanimous consent to present the petition o“ 

citizens of Illinois and Missouri, asking an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the navigation of the Mississippi River by repairing the 
evees and confining the water of the river in its natural channel. 
I desire the petition shall be referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
to accompany the petition offered by the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. SINGLETON | this morning on the same subject, 

There was no objection, and the petition was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

JOHN n. RAY. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5649) for the relief of John 
H. Ray; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ALONZO TRIM. 

Mr. MURCH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5650) granting a pension 
to Alonzo Trim; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES MURRY. 

Mr. MURCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5651) granting vet- 
eran bounty to James Murry; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Select Committee on the 1 of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

ENFORCEMENT OF EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr. MURCH also submitted a resolution of inquiry in regard to the 
enforcement of the act of June 25, 1858, constituting eight hours a 
day’s work for all laborers, mechanics, and workmen employed by 
the Government of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

ADMINISTRATION OF ESTATES. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5652) to amend 
the laws of the District of Columbia relating to the administration 
of the estates of deceased persons; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

KIRK W. NOYES, 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5653 
for the relief of Kirk W. Noyes; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

KATE AMANN. 

Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5654) granting a pen- 
sion to Kate Amann; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
‘The SPEAKER. The call of States for the introduction of bills 
and joint resolutions is now completed. 
OVERFLOW OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. KING, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Levees 
and Improvements of the Mississippi River: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Levees and Improvements of the Missis- 
sippi River be, and is hereby, instructed to investigate and report; at the earliest 
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racticable, the extent of the present overflow of the Mississi pi, and destruc- 


da; 
tion human life and detriment and destruction of property, pul 
caused by the same. 

UNCOMPAHGRE AND WHITE RIVER UTE INDIAN REVERVATION. 


Mr. HASKELL and Mr. VAN VOORHIS called for the regular 


order. 

The SPEAKER. On the first Monday of March, at the close of the 
day, there was a motion pending by the gentleman from Colorado 
(Mr. seed gt to suspend the rules. This being the first Monday 
of the month that comes over now as unfinished business. 

Mr. BELFORD. Idesireto modify that motion. Inow move that 
the rules be suspended and that the bill which I send to the desk be 

assed. 


ic and private, 


8 The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado withdraws the bill 

as presented by him one month ago and moves to 15 the rules 

cna pass the bill which he sends to the desk. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. No. 5655) relat to certain lands in Colorado within the reservation 
lately occupied by the Uncompahgre and White River Ute Indians. 
Whereas a strip of land not exceeding ten miles in width on the eastern side of 
and within that part of the Ute Indian reservation in the State of Colorado lately 
occupied by the 5 and White River Ute Indians was regarded by both 
the United States and said s as public land ee d reservation, 
and was in Dat surveyed and to some extent occupied by settlers and for mining 
mm òs; ani 
À Whereas by the recent location on the ground of the line of the one hundred 
and seventh meridian of longitude west from Greenwich it is found that the said 
Fane i nae within said reservation: Therefore, 
it enacted, £c., That all duly qualified persons who have in good faith made 
entries, scttlements, or locations, under any law of the United States, 8 
of land extending northerly and southerly, hot exceeding ten miles in width, within 
that part of the Ute Indian reservation in the State of Colorado lately . 
by the Uncompahgre and White River Ute Indians, and bounded on the east by 
the one hundred and seventh meridian of longitude west from Greenwich, are 
hereby authorized to continue in the possession of the land so entered, settled, or 
located in the same manner and to the same extent as if the lands were public 
lands of the United States; and upon the release of said lands from reservation 
such entries, settlements, or locations shall legally date from the time they were 
respectively made, and the rights of said persons s be in all respects the same 
as if the lands had been legally subject to their claims when the same were initi- 
ated: Provided, however, That if homestead entries have been made on said strip 
the lands so entered shall be paid for in cash, after proof which would be satisfac- 
tory under the pre-emption laws: And provided further, That none of said lands 
425 be disposed of for any consideration other than cash, nor for a less price than 
1.25 per acre. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill. 

The question being taken, and two-thirds having voted in the 
affirmative, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Montana, [Mr. MAGINNIS. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I had reason to demand a second, 

The SPEAKER. The bill is passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I was addressing the Chair when the question was 


ut. 

5 The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the gentleman, 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is not the fault of the member on the floor. 
I addressed the Chair for the purpose I have stated. 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman demand a second? 

Mr. HOLMAN. [rose for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman onl 
demanding a second, and did not do it, 
ognize him. 

Mr. SPARKS. The gentleman from Indiana rose for that purpose 
and the Chair failed to recognize him. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was giving attention and did not hear 
the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. CAMP. I desire to say that I heard the gentleman from Indi- 
ana address the Chair. 

TheSPEAKER, The Chair does not want totake advantage of gen- 
tlemen. It certainly did not hear any demand fora second made by 
any member, although it was trying to give attention. Butif the 
8 states he addressed the Chair and demanded a second the 

hair will recognize that demand and regard the vote as having been 
taken prematurely. The gentleman from Indiana demands a second 
upon the motion to suspend the rules made by the gentleman from 
Colorado. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimousconsent that the second be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think there will be no objection to that. 

There was no objection, and the second was ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The object I had in view in asking for a second 
on this proposition was to inquire of the gentleman Bon Colorado 
[Mr. BELFORD] whether he is not giving by this bill to what are 
known as settlers under the pre-emption laws an improper advan- 
tage. The gentleman is aware that under the pre-emption law there 
have been great wrongs perpetrated in relation to public lands. 

Now, it seems to me that this bill, as I heard it read, would give an 
improper advantage to the settlers upon public lands under the pre- 
empio laws, solely that they might procure title to valuable lands 
and be able to sell them. That is done very frequently, so that per- 
Now I would 


rose for the purpose of 
e Chair cannot now rec- 


sons obtain valuable lands at the minimum price. 


inquire of the 1 if that is not the effect of this bill ? 
D. I will state to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 


Mr. BELFO 


HOLMAN] that this bill was prepared by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and contains practically the same provisions as the bill passed 
at the last session to carry out the treaty with the Ute tribe of In- 
dians. That bill provides that the lands shall not be open to pre- 
emprar and homestead entries, but shall be exposed to sale for cash. 
ile that bill was pending in the House this ten-mile strip of 
land was regarded by the Government of the United States as a part 
and parcel of the public domain. The Government recognized it as 
such, the Indians recognized it as such, and the citizens of the State 
of Colorado so regarded it, Some of those citizens went upon this 
land, built their homes, and have made improvements. e havo 
two large towns located on this ten-mile strip, and a great many min- 
eral locations have been made, Iu some instances the Government 
of the United States have issued patents for lands on this ten-mile 
strip, all under the belief on the part of the Government and of the 
citizens that this land did not belong to the Indian reservation, but 
belonged absolutely to the Government of the United States. 

The Secretary of the Interior, recognizing that great injustice 
might be done to the citizens of the United States who have gone 
on the land in d faith, drew up this bill, which provides that 
when the general reservation is opened up, pursuant to the treaty 
made by the Indians, the title acquired by these citizens shall be 
recognized by the General Government. That is the scope and pur- 
pose of this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inasmuch as these lands belonged to these Ute 
Indians, (that fact is now admitted,) they are entitled to the benefit 
of the proceeds of these lands, Now is it just to them for the Govern- 
ment to limit the price of these lands to $1.25 an acre, when it is 
very possible that it may be worth a great deal more? 

Mr. BELFORD. I do not know whether it is exactly just for the 
Government to put that price upon its lands, but that is the price 
put upon all the lands of the United States by the Government. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know that is the Government's price for its 
lands; but, at the same time, if these lands which are found to be- 
long to the Indians are of more value than $1.25 an acre, it would be 
a hardship to the Indians should the Government, for the purpose of 
protecting the rights of its citizens who have settled on these lands 
by mistake, take action at the expense of the Indians themselves. 
That is, for the benefit of our own peop we are to deprive these 
Indians of the full benefit of the value of these lands by securing 
them to settlers at $1.25 an acre. 

Mr. BELFORD. This bill provides that“ if homestead entries have 
been made on said strip, the lands so entered shall be paid for in 
pea be as is provided in the treaty with the Ute Indians. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course we have the right to sell our own lands 
at any price we may choose to fix upon them. But when we come to 
dis of lands belonging to the Indians, the question is whether it 
is just and fair for the Government to fix the minimum price upon 
such lands, and allow anybody who has heretofore taken possession 
of them by mistake to have that advantage to the disadvantage of 
these ‘wards of the nation.” We legislate for them just as we please, 
but I think their rights should be ee We have already done 
enough injustice to the Indians to induce us to hesitate now to per- 
petrate wrongs upon them in the future. 

Mr. SPRINGER. One word in reference to the question of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, [Mr. HOLMAN.] So far as homestead entries 
are concerned on this disputed strip of land, it matters little whether 
we fix the price at $1.25 or $2.50 per acre. This land, lying between 
the Ute reservation and the public lands proper, is in a mountain- 
ous region, I visited that portion of the State of Colorado last year, 
and I learned that for one-half of the year the country is under a 
vast covering of snow, and there is little object in reserving this 
land for agricultural purposes. This land is valuable only for its 
minerals, and all the PAN that have been made, so far as I ob- 
served, were for pu of mining, either coal, or gold, or silver, 

Mr. HOLMAN. The question is whether we should take this 
advantage of the Indians for the benefit of our own citizens. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think we are giving a great advantage to the 
Indians by permitting them to have this property as a part of the 
public domain, in order that they may enjoy the proceeds of it, which 
they are not enjoying now. 

Mr. BELFORD. The gentleman will allow me to call his atten- 
tion a moment to the facts in this case. This land belongs to the 
United States. Every year we appropriate more than $5,000,000 to 
support these wards of the nation. We have in this country about 
275,000 Indians, located on 236,000 square miles of territory—a re- 
gion of country larger than England and Ireland, larger than the 

epublic of France, larger than Austria and Hungary. Yet when 
the people of the western country, who have made that region habit- 
able and built up great States, come here with some proposition 
touching their title to real estate, and they mention the subject of 
the Indian, a great many gentlemen here who reside in the East 
seem to get alarmed with the idea that the Government is going to 
rob these men, who are nothing but paupers at best, and for whose 
su rt every oe, we appropriate $5,000,000. 

Mr. HOOKER. Of their own money. 

Mr. BELFORD. No, sir; our money—money appropriated from 
the Treasury for their support. 

Mr. HOOKER, I ask that the bill be read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has been read. 
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Mr. HASKELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from Colorado 
to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. BELFORD. I will with pleasure. 

Mr. HASKELL. Mr. Speaker, it will be recollected that a yearor 
two ago we made a treaty or agreement with these Ute Indians by 
which they were to surrender the greater portion of their reservation, 
and in lieu of it were to take an appraised valuation of the land, were 
to be located upon severalty selections, and to be provided with food, 
schools, &c. The cost of the maintenance of these Indians was to 
come out of the proceeds of the sale of their lands; that is, the pro- 
ceeds were to be reserved to their use for the payment of the cost of 
maintaining them, supporting their schools, building their cabins, 
and making necessary improvements, and any surplus after provid- 
ing for these purposes was to be pan over to the Indians. 

Now, here is a ten-mile strip of land that was settled upon before 
the settlers knew it was within the Ute reservation. There are only 
a few of these settlers. Afterward, when the lines were run, it was 
found that the land was within the limits of the Ute reservation. 
Now, this bill simply provides that these settlers upon those lands 
who have made homestead entries may be allowed to stay on the 
land and pay for it at the rate of $1.25 per acre. Why is this pay- 
ment required of them? Because we agreed that the Indians should 
be the beneficiaries of the sale of the lands; and if these settlers 
were allowed to homestead the lands the Indians would get nothing. 

Now, we propose to provide that these men who have gone on the 
lands ignorantly and without malice, with the intention of home- 
steading them, shall be allowed, not to homestead them, because 
that would be wrong to the Indians, but to pay for the lands at the 
rate of $1.25 an acre, the money thus paid to be turned over to the 
fund for the benefit of the Ute Indians, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now will the gentleman allow me a question! 

Mr, HASKELL, In a moment, when I have finished my state- 
ment. . 

This is not a general bill, to allow every settler upon that strip of 
land to pre-empt the land—not at all. All the land not settled upon 
at the time the lines were run is to be appraised, to be sold under 
the appraisement, and the proceeds to go to the benefit of the Indi- 
ans. Now, in all probability the appraisement of the lands subject 
to homestead entry—for mineral lands are not subject to homestead 
entry, they are provided for under other rules—will show hundreds 
and thousands of acres of them to be less valuable than $1.25 an acre. 
But this bill, as to the few parties upon the land, compels the pay- 
ment of $1.25 an acre; it does not allow the settlers to homestead. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Now I wish to ask whether or not his bill is con- 
fined to settlers under the homestead law? Is not that carefully 
ayoided in the framing of the bill? That is my first question, The 
second is this: these mineral lands, while not subject under the 
general law to be homesteaded or pre-empted, are they not by the ex- 
press terms of this bill brought within the category of lands subject 
to be entered under the homestead or the pre-emption law ? 

Mr. HASKELL. No, sir; they are not. 

Mr, HOLMAN. And if these lands are as stated, valuable min- 
eral lands, would they not in all likelihood sell for a much larger 
sum than $1.25 per acre? If so, should not the Indians have the 
benefit of the excess? 

Mr. HASKELL, The gentlemanisall wrong. The right proposed 
to be given to these settlers, not to homestead the lands, but to pay 
$1.25 per acre for them, is a personal right pro to be extended 
to these parties who settled upon the lands unwittingly before the 
lines were drawn. It is not a provision attaching to the land; it is 
a personal right extended to a few settlers who through inadvert- 
ence wandered over the line at an early day. The provision does 
not attach to the body of the land and it is not a continuing provis- 
ion. The settlers who have gone upon the lands cannot homestead 
or preempt mineral lands of the United States; such lands come 
under other provisions. Itissimply proposed that the few straggling 
settlers who wandered over the line Shei they thought they were 
upon the public domain of the United States shall be allowed to stay 
upon the lands on which they have settled, upon paying, for the 
penean or the Indian fund, $1.25 per acre. That is all there is in 

e bill. 

Mr. SPARKS. Will the gentleman answer me a question? 

Mr. HASKELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPARKS. Has any arrangement or a ment been made 
with these Indians by which they yield up their lands? 

Mr. HASKELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPARKS. Where these homesteads are? 

Mr. HASKELL. They have agreed to let the Government appraise 
the lands. 

Mr. SPARKS. All of them? 

Mr. HASKELL. All of them, the whole thing; to sell the lands, 
only reserving the money it gets for them. We are appraising the 
lands now. Congress says the lands of these settlers shall be ap- 
prasa at $1.25 per acre, to be paid into the hands of the Indians. 

‘he whole Ute reservation is to be appraised. 

Mr. SPARKS. Is this done by an agreement with the Indians 
themselves ? 

Mr. HASKELL. A very solemn agreement, in a council we had 
with these Indians in this city, lasting three months. It is their 
own scheme, The treaty has been duly ratified. The appraisement 
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will be made by the Interior Department, but in the case of the few 
scattered settlers, Congress proposes to make an agreement the price 
shall be $1.25 per acre. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Have the Ute Indians agreed these lands shall be 
appraised at $1.25 per acre? 

Mr. HASKELL. They a t they should be appraised by the 
Government, and they may be appraised at ten cents an acre. 

cto lapel They agreed to the appraisement according to this 
met 

Mr. HASKELL. They agreed the lands should be appraised by 
the Government. 

Mr. SPARKS. The gentleman will allow me. They have agreed 
substantially to this: that the Government of the United States shall 
take these lands together with others, st Gea them, and put into 
the Treasury to their credit the proceeds of the sale. Of eourse they 
could not fix any precisa amount per acre, 

Mr. HARRIS, of New Jersey. Is this restrictive in its operation 
to those who settled prior to the survey? 

Mr. HASKELL. It is. 

Mr. HARRIS, of New Jersey. I do not think so, 

The SPEAKER, The House will come to order. 
debate has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Let the bill be again reported. 

The bill was again read. 

The question recurred on Mr. BEL¥FORD’s motion to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 93, noes 20. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There should be a quorum on this bill. 

Mr. SCALES. If in order, I should like to move its reference to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

ao SPEAKER appointed Mr. BELFORD and Mr. HOLMAN as 
tellers, 

Tha Sd again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 136, 
noes 11. 

So (two-thirds having voted in favor of the motion) the rules were 
suspended, and the bill was passed. 


CROW INDIANS OF MONTANA. 


Mr. MAGINNIS. I move that the rules be suspended and the bill 
S. No. 768) to accept and ratify the agreement submitted by the 
row Indians of Montana, for the sale of a portion of their reserva- 
tion in said Territory, and for other purposes, and to make the neces- 
sary appropriations for carrying out the same, be taken from the 
Speaker's table and passed. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas certain individual Indians and heads of families representing a majority 
of all the adult male members of the Crow tribe of Indians occupying or interest 
in the Crow reservation, in the Territory of Montana, have agreed upon, executed, 
and submitted to the Secretary of the Interior an agreement for the sale to the 
United States of a portion of their said reservation, and for their settlement upon 
lands in severalty, and for other : Therefore, 

Be it enacted, £o., That the said agreement be, and the same is hereby, accepted, 
ratified, and confirmed. Said agreement is executed by a majority of all the adult 
male members of tribe, in conformity with the provisions of article 11 of the 
treaty with the Crow Indians of May 7, 1868, and is in words and figures as follows, 
namely: 

We, the undersigned individual Indians and heads of families of the Crow tribe 
of Indians now residing upon the Crow reservation, in the Territory of Montana, 
do, this 12th day of June, A. D. 1880, hereby agree to dispose of and sell to the 
Government of the United States, for certain considerations to be hereinafter men- 
tioned, all that part of the present Crow reservation in the Territory of Montana 
described as follows, to wit: Beginning in the mid-channel of the Yellowstone River 
at a point opposite the month of Boulder Creek; thence up the mid-channel of said 
river to the point where it crosses the southern boundary of Montana Territory, 
being the forty-tifth degree of north latitude; thence east along said parallel of lat- 
itude to a point where said parallel crosses Clarke's Fork; thence north to a point 
six miles south of the first standard parallel, being on the township line between 
8 six and seven south; thence west on said township line to the one hun- 
dred and tenth meridian of longitude; thence north along said meridian to a point 
either west or east of the source of the eastern branch of Boulder Creek; thence 
down said eastern branch to Boulder Creek; thence down Boulder Creek to the 
place of beginning; for the following considerations: 

“First. That the Government of the United States cause the agricultural lands 
remaining in our reservation to be properly surveyed, and divided among us in 
severalty, in the proportions hereinafter mentioned, and to issue patents to us, 
respectively, therefor, so soon as the necessary laws are passed by Congress. 
Allotments in severalty of said surveyed lands shall be made as follows: 

“To each head of a family not more than one quarter section, with an additional 
quantity of grazing land not exceeding one quarter section ; 

“To each single person over eighteen years of age not more than one-eighth of 
a sores) with au additional quantity of grazing land not exceeding one-eighth of 
a section; 

“To each orphan child under eighteen years of age not more than one-eighth of 
a oe bab an additional quantity of grazing land not exceeding one-eighth of 
a on; and 

“ To each other person under eighteen years, or who may be born prior to said 
allotments, one-eighth of a section, with a like quantity of grazing land. 

„All allotments to be made with the advice of our agent, or such other person 
as the Secretary of the Interior may designate for that purpose npon our selection, 
heads of families selecting for their minor children, and the agent making the 
allotment for each orphan child. The title to be acquired by us, and by all mem- 
bers of the Crow tribe of Indians, shall not be subject to alienation, lease, or in- 
cuinbrance, either by voluntary conveyance of the grantee or his heirs, or by the 
ba order, or decree of ay court, nor subject to taxation of ay character, 

ut shall be and remain inalienable and not subject to taxation for the period of 
twenty-five years, and until such time thereafter as the President may see fit to 
remove the restriction, which shall be incorporated in each patent. 

“Second. That in consideration of the cession of territory to be made by us as 
individual Indians and heads of families of the Crow tribe to the Government of 
the United States, said Government of the United States, in addition to the annu- 
ities and sums for provisions and clothing stipulated and provided for in existing 
treaties and laws, hereby agrees to appropriate annually, for twenty-five years, 
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“Done at Crow A 
Sec. 2. That the 


t in severalty of said Indians as provided in said agreement, and upon 
. ves Hiotments of land to be made to each 
and all of the Indians of said Crow tribe in quantity and character as mentioned 


not otherwise 3 to be ex- 
as follows, namely: 
the second section 


For the first of twenty-five installments, as provided in said agreement, to be 
used by the Secretary of the Interior in such manner as the President may direct, 


Mr. MAGINNIS. If anybody asks for a second, I am willing to let 
it be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. No one asks for any. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Very well; let the bill be passed. 

The rules were suspended (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) and 
the bill was passed. 


EXTENSION OF NATIONAL-BANK CHARTERS. 


Mr. CRAPO. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and pass 
the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the bill (H. R. No. 4167) to enable national banking associations 
to extend their corporate existence be taken from the House Calendar and made 
the ea order for the 15th day of April instant, after the morning hour, and 
from day to day thereafter until of; not to interfere with the considera- 
tion of general appropriation and revenue bills. 


Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. HATCH demanded a second. 

Mr. CRAPO. Let the second be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there unanimous consent to considering a sec- 
ond to the motion as having been ordered? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object. 

Mr. CRAPO. Then I ask that tellers be appointed. 

Mr. Crapo and Mr. SPRINGER were appointed tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 103, noes 45; 
so the motion was seconded. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts has fifteen 
minutes in support of the proposition, and the Chair will recognize 
the gentleman from Illinois as having control of the time upon the 
other side. 

Mr. CRAPO. I reserve the time for the present. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not care at this time to be heard in refer- 
ence to this matter. All I wish to say in this connection is that there 
are some very important matters pending now upon our calendars. 
1 might enumerate the tariff-commission bill; various appropriation 
bills; the bill referring private claims to the Court of Claims, and 
quite a large number of other important measures which demand 
careful and fall consideration. There are enough of these bills al- 
ready made special orders to occupy the attention of the House for at 
least two months, from now until the Ist of June. Iam opposed, 
therefore, to making any more special orders during this session 
When this bill can be reached in the ordinary course of business upon 
the Calendar, I am perfectly wee that it shall be taken up and 
considered, and therefore I hope the House will vote down the motion 
to take it up out of the usual course. 

I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. 
. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, the opposition I have to the proposi- 
tion submitted here lies in the fact that it is evident from the rapid 

ayment of the national debt that the foundation of the national 
Jaskinie system must be sweptaway withiua very shorttime. There- 
fore, it becomes the duty of the Congress of the United States to look 
forward to some other system of currency in order to provide for the 
business necessities of the country; and to do this we must, as a mat- 
ter of course, give up the idea of banking upon the nation’s debt. 

I know, sir, that there are theories of money in this Government 
as well as in others that look to a system of finance based upon gold 
alone asa metallic, andonnational-bank popet alone for paper money. 
Those who hold to this system believe that paper issued by national 
banking institutions should take the place formerly occupied by sil- 
ver in the currency of governments; in other words, that national- 
bank notes issued under the authority of the Government shall take 
the place formerly occupied by silyer, and that golq alone as metallic 
currency and national-bank notes alone as paper currency shall con- 
stitute the currency system of the Government. Now, if we have 
three hundred and odd millions of national-bank notes in circula- 
tion, unquestionably asrapidly as they may be withdrawn and silver 


substituted it will give room for all the surplus silver of the civil- 
ized world, and put silver upon a parity with gold, and thereby estab- 
lish here as well as in other governments of the world a monetary 
system based upon gold and silver at a parity. 

Now, I hold that it has been because of the issuance of paper 
money here and in other governments in large 8 that 
made the demonetization of silver possible. ithdraw your na- 
tional-bank notes and substitute three hundred and odd millions 
of silver dollars in their place, and it will absorb all the surplus 
silver produced here in our own country, and all that may be dis- 
cardel in other governments. It is in order to defeat the remon- 
etization of silver here and elsewhere that the national banking 
institutions are to be perpetuated and national-bank notes issued. 
Hence the difference of opinion that exists here and now between 
those who favor a national currency, based upon gold and silver and 
convertible paper, and those who claim that gold alone must con- 
stitute a legal tender and national-bank notes shall constitute a 
paper money to be based upon a gold standard. 

dor that reason I op the bill, and this Congress now should 
devote itself to the consideration of a system of retirement of na- 
tional banks, and as they expire under the limitation of law, substi- 
tute silver dollars and silver certificates in place of their circulation, 
and substitute a currency based upon coin and coin certificates in 
lieu of national-bank notes. Under this m we are on a bime- 
tallic basis, under which we existed from the very formation of the 
Government nearly to the present time; and as a Democrat and goin 
back to Democratic principles advocated in the days of Jefferson an 
Jackson, and upon the theory of Democracy, I proclaim my hostility 
to national banks and the extension of national-bank charters as 
banks of issue. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Inow yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
New Jersey, who desires to speak in favor of the proposition from a 
Democratic stand-point. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH. Mr. Speaker, I have obtained the time 
allowed me for this discussion from the gentleman from Illinois be- 
cause I desire to speak on this subject from a Democratic stand-point. 
I was not aware that this measure was to be proposed to-day until 
informed by the chairman of the committee that he intended te 
present it. 

I speak from the stand-point of a Democrat and of a national Dem- 
ocrat, and of a man that has stood by the interests of this Govern- 
ment ever since he attained the right to do so as a citizen. 

Do you choose by your action here to-day to refuse to give consid- 
eration to a question that overleaps all the boundaries and conse- 
quences of your tariff, of your Indian affairs, and of all the other 
legislation for which you have set apart distinct days, and refuse to 
give the question of the capital and the currency of your sonnir a 
single day for consideration lest there might be concealed behind it 
some spirit of party or some incidents connected with the currency 
yet to be discovered? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have never been originally—I never have 
been in favor of the national banking system. I was no sympathizer 
with it in its origin, but I recognize in it that institution that car- 
ried us through all the desolations of war, that kept the flag of my 
country straight before the enemy and bore the cause of the Union 
to triumph. By it we have now established 2,000 national banks. 
We did not make them. This Congress did not make them. But the 
question now is what are we to do with the influences they are now 
exerting upon our country ; whether we shall disrupt them at once 
and sow broadcast the seeds of dishonor and distrust. You must 
have one system or another until your national debt is reduced. 

It is no time now to enter into an argument on this question. 
When a day is allotted to us we can do it; but that party or that 
individual that denies so much as a day to consider interests so vast 
as this, involving hundreds of millions of our money, cannot stand 
before the country. 

The banks are ae to know what you are to do. Institutions 
representing over $80,000,000 are hesitating as to what progress they 
are to make, what course they shall pursue. And yet you sit here as 
representatives of the nation and say, because yon may be opposed to 
the national banking system, you will not award a day for the con- 
sideration of this question. Give us time, and if we fail in our argu- 
ment we will bow our flag to you. But by every consideration of 
what is right I beg of you do not, either on one side of the House or 
on the other, say that on a question so momentous as this you shall 
refuse to give us one or more days of consideration. That party that 
takes that stand shall not find audience or success with the Amer- 


ican le. [Applause. 

Mr. BLAND. Į notice 5 friend’s cheers come from the other side 
of the Honse. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH. Aud I regret it. 

= 5 ieee will come too. B 

T. N. e always appreciate a good thing. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I eee ee 8 of m Hual 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has five minutes of 
his time remaining. 

Mr, CRAPO. e resolution which has been presented proposes 
simply to assign a day for the consideration of the bill for the exten- 
sion of the national-bank charters. I do not propose to discuss at all 
the merits of the bill; but there are cogent reasons why a time 
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should be assigned for the consideration of this question and why this 
resolution should be adopted. 

The Committee on Banking and Currency have reported this bill 

and it has been placed upon the House Calendar. Thus far during 
the present session of Congress upon no occasion has the House 
proceeded to the consideration of the House Calendar. During the 
Forty-aixth Con I believe, the House never went to the House 
Calendar. That being the case it is impossible, I suppose, to reach 
this bill for its consideration unless some special day be assigned for 
it. Such an assi ent does not interfere with the consideration of 
any of the public questions which have been referred to. It does 
not interfere with the bill from the Committee on Claims for the 
transfer of claims to the Court of Claims, nor with any of the bills 
which have been previously assigned. 

There are some reasons of a public nature why this bill should at 
the earliest possible day be brought before the House for its con- 
sideration and vote. Within the next ten months and before another 
session of Congress can act on this question nearly four hundred 
national banks will go out of existence by the expiration of their 


charters. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. CRAPO. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Will not those banks have the 
powar under the present law to reorganize without our passing this 

i 


Mr. CRAPO. Four hundred banks, I say, 0 the terms of their 
charters expire within the next ten months. Even if those banks, 
or rather the shareholders, should organize new institutions under 
the law as it now stands, this new organization or reorganization 
will require the liquidation of the old This involves a con- 
traction of the currency of $70,000,000. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND of Illinois. Not if the new currency be substi- 
tuted at once, as it can be. 4 

Mr. CRAPO. The process, let me explain to the gentleman from 
Ilinois, is simply this: the new organization cannot be formed before 
the expiration of the old one. The Comptroller of the Currency has 
in the vaults of the Treasury $75,000,000 in United States bonds, which 
secure the circulation of the banks whose charters expire within the 
next ten months. There is no way to get those bonds which secure 
the circulation of the banks now organized even for the purpose of 
securing the new circulation of the banks which can be organized in 
their stead under the present statute except by taking $70,000,000 of 
lawful money and depositing it in the Treasury. This deposit of law- 
ful money must be made, whether it is for the purpose of withdrawing 
those bonds for sale, or whether it is for the purpose of withdrawing 
those bonds in order to make them the basis of a new bank circula- 
tion. And while that process is going on there must inevitably be 
that contraction of the currency, and I do not see how it is possible 
that between now and the Ist day of March next you can have a 
contraction of $70,000,000 of lawful money now in active circulation 
without 1 distress and panic. Why, sir, upon one single 
day the charters of 297 banks expire; and even if the stockholders 
of those banks should organize under the present law there is in- 
volved the withdrawal of their bonds for the purpose of placing them 
as security for notes issued under the new charter; and to secure the 
withdrawal of these bonds they must deposit in the Treasury $54,000,- 
000 of lawful monet: In this way there may bea contraction of the 
currency by $54,000,000 in a single day. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. You might have to contract the 
loans to that amount, but not the currency. 

Mr. CRAPO, How can the bonds be taken from the old organiza- 
tions and put into the Treasury to secure the currency of the new 
organizations except by the process 8 by the present law? 

. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Under a reorganization you can 
have your bills ont at once. 

Mr. CRAPO. Not until you have deposited your bonds can you 
have the bills issued; and you cannot get the bonds to use as security 
for the new issue of bills until you have deposited in the Treasury 
the lawful money to take those bonds from the old corporations, 

Mr. CALKINS, You cannot get the new currency until the old 
currency is given up. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. A great many banks have a large 
reserve of capital stock. 

Mr. CRAPO. But still the bonds to secure their currency are in 
the Treasury, and can only be withdrawn from the Treasury, whether 
for sale or for further use for circulation, by the deposit of lawful 
money. 

There is another consideration. These four hundred banks, whose 
charters will expire before there will be another session of Congress 
that can act on this question, have loans to the business men of their 
localities amounting to $150,000,000. The business men of the country 
desire to know, 2 it is iss aoa that they should know, whether 
these bank charters are to be extended and their loans continued, 
or whether they must look elsewhere for the money which they owe 
to these banks. The consideration of the subject of the extension 
of these bank charters is not a question which alone interests the 
banks, but it is a question which deeply concerns the business men 
of the country, who are anxious to know what is to be the condition 
of the currency of the country during the next twelve months, and 
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how they are to prepare themselves to meet their indebtedness to 
the banks. All we ask is simply that a day shall be assigned for the 
consideration of this question. 

Mr. MORSE. And even if the change of currency is to take place 
upon the silver basis, such as gentlemen contend for, the same course 
must be pursued to wind up the banks. 

Mr. COBB. Let me inquire of the gentleman if the banks are 
bound to continue up to the very hour when their charters expire? 
Cannot they reorganize before ? 

Mr.CRAPO. I answer that there are nearly four hundred banks 
which must by the terms of the statute go into liquidation unless 
some action is taken by Congress. 

Mr. COBB. Will they wait until their charters expire before they 
reorganize ? 

Mr. CRAPO. They need not do so. But sup 
to reorganize at once, how does that relieve the difficulty? One 
bank e r expires on the 11th of this month. Following it come 
eleven banks whose charters expire in May; following that are 
sixteen more in June and twenty-four more in July. And so they 
expire from month to month, until before the end of February next 
there will be 393 of them whose charters will expire. 

Mr. COBB. Let them reorganize before the expiration of their 
e they want to take care of the interests of the dear people. 
Inever knew any banks that wanted to take care of the people; 
what they want is to take care of themselves. 

Mr. CRAPO. I now yield to my colleague on the committee, the 
gentleman from Maine, [ Mr. DINGLEY.] 

Mr. DINGLEY. This question, as it seems to me, is in a nutshell. 
It isnot a question as to whether we shall extend the charters of 
national banks or not. It is not a question as to what we shall sub- 
stitute for national-bank currency. It is simply a question as to 
whether the House will assign a time for the consideration of the 
subject. This subject is evidently one of immense importance. It 
is of importance to the banks; it is of importance to the business 
men of the country. All are waiting to know what action Congress 
will take on this subject. Shall we discharge our duty in assigning 
a me 85 its consideration, or shall we neglect our luty in that 
rega 

Whatever may be our views upon the ultimate action. to be taken 
on this subject, we cannot as legislators Ves tae discharge our duty 
unless we assign a time for its consideration. I hope that the reso- 
lution offered by the chairman of the Committee on Banking and 
Currency will be adopted by the House. 

Mr. CRAPO. I now yield to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
SMITH, ] a member of the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. I would appeal to the members of this 
House in behalf of the business interests of the country, in order that 
they may know what Congress intends to do in this matter, whether 
it will be friendly to the extension of bank charters or not. Men 
controlling hundreds of millions of capital are waiting and looking 
to us and to this vots to-day in order that they may know how to 
sbape their business interests for the immediate future. 

It is not a question whether the national banks shall be continued 
or not. The question before us at this moment is whether the sub- 
ject shall be considered by Congress and determined at all or not. 
Shall our business men be told by this Con whether this system 
of national banks shall be continued or whether it shall go out of 
existence, so that they may make their preparations for the future? 
Why obstruct the consideration of this subject? It is certainly of 
sufficient importance to warrantus in giving it a day or two, or even 
more, for its consideration. It involves the entire business interests 
of the whole country. Shall we, therefore, be unwilling to debate it 
and give it our consideration? J am not a national banker; my 
business is that of press banking. But I appreciate the importance 
of this matter to the business interests of the country, and therefore 
pops that the members of this House will now determine to assign 
a day for the consideration that is due it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ifthe gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.CRAPO] 
has any time left I would inquire of him whether he desires to take it 
now or hereafter? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts has three 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts a question; whether, if a day is assigned for the 
consideration of this bill, there will be opportunity given to offer 
amendments? 

Mr. CRAPO. There willbe. The members of the minority of the 
committee have amendments which they desire to offer. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. But members of the House.will not 
be cut off from the opportunity to offer amendments. 

Mr. CRAPO. Any one can offer amendments. I yield the re- 
mainder of my time to the gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. ROBESON. ] 

Mr. ROBESON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask my friend from Illi- 
nois, [ Mr. 1 I recognize as the leader of the other side 
of the House in parliamentary tactics—to whose persistence and 
courage that leadership has been wisely submitted—whether the 
Democratic side of the House means now to declare that no business, 
however important, however necessary to the country or the pros- 
perity of the ple, shall be even considered by this Congress except 
that which is already assigned for a particular day? I ask this 


they commence 
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uestion now because it is important that we should now understand 

e position of the gentleman and the party he represents. Here is 
a question the immediate consideration of which is of more impor- 
tance to the ple than any question which is now presented; and 
we desire to know for our own information and for the information 
of the country whether it is determined by that party which my 
friend from Illinois represents that no day shall be given even forthe 
consideration of the qoa interests involved by the representatives 
of the American people. 

I do not ask him whether he is in favor of this proposition or not. 
I recognize the right of any gentleman or party to vote as they 
please on the meritsof the question; but we want to know whether 
these rules, under which we admit the power to obstruct business is 
1 ly under his control if backed by any fraction of his party, are 
to fe used for the purpose of obstructing this important measure in 
common with all the other important business which has come or 
which is to come before this House—whether this is the declared policy 
of the Democratic party on this floor? When the genleman answers 
this question he will have given an answer which will determine the 
Bear ia of his party, and which will let the people know who it is 
who are responsible for any disasters which may follow from want 
of legislation on this and other objects necessary to the interests or 
near to the honor of the American people. Let us judge this part. 
by their fruits, and let their attitude and action determine the feel- 
ing of the people toward them. 

[Here the hammer fell.} 

r. SPRINGER. One word in answer to the gentleman from New 
Jersey, [Mr. Ropeson.] The honorable gentleman has done me too 
much honor in assigning to me any leadership of this side of the 
House. I speak for no one but myself. So far as this measure and 
others are concerned, I shall oppose the assignment of any special 
orders when I think the assignment ought not to be made, and the 
opposition will be offered to each bill as it comes ap, having refer- 
ence to the merit or demerit of that measure. There is no con- 
certed opposition here to the consideration of any particular class of 
business, We desire that gentlemen on the other side, being now in 
the majority and having the responsibility for legislation, may goon 
under the rules which they have adopted and transact that business 
in accordance with their own rules. So far as I am concerned, speak- 
ing only for myself, I shall insist that they shall carry out the rules, 
Pa not suspend them, as they now seek to do. 

Mr. ROBESON. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment for a 
question ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have promised my time to another gentleman. 

Mr. ROBESON. Only a moment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield to the gentleman one moment. 

Mr. ROBESON. I wish to ask the gentleman again whether the 
majority in the House is not at the mercy of filibusters under the 
rules as they stand; whether the majority can proceed with business 
at all when gentlemen on the other side refuse to vote, as they do to- 
day, and whether they mean to filibuster upon this and all other 

uestions ox paillo interest so as to prevent the majority from doing 
usiness, and at the same time filibuster to prevent change of the 
rules which permit it ? 

Mr. SP. GER. I do not think there will be any more filibuster- 
ing on this side of the House than gentlemen have heretofore filibus- 
tered upon the other side on other questions. 

I yield to the gentleman from Maine, si Lapp, ] that he may have 
a resolution reported and may obtain leave to print some remarks, 

Mr. LADD. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand that it would be 
in order now to offer a resolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER, The gentleman only desires that the resolution 
be printed in the RECORD and that he may be permitted to print 
some remarks in reference to it. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Maine asks leave to print 
some remarks, 


Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. On what? 
Mr. SPRINGER. On this bill. 
Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I object. 


Mr. SPRINGER. 
‘TOWNSHEND. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, How much time have I? 

The SPEAKER. One minute. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the recognized leader 
of the Republican side of the House having been heard, and my 
friend on this side [Mr. SPRINGER] having been designated by him as 
the leader of the Democratic side, I merely wish to say as a high 
private that, in ay jadgment, the time has come when we should see 
the beginning of the end of the national banking system. Those in- 
stitutions hold to-day the absolute power of contracting or inflatin 
the currency ad libitum, at least to the extent of our bonded nationa 
debt; and we know full well that but little more than twelve months 
have passed since these banks threatened this country with bank- 
ruptey and ruin in order to ‘ bulldoze” Congress into the defeat of 
a measure in the interest of the people—a measure proposing the 
reduction of the interest of the national debt to 3 per cent. The 
national banks failed to “ bulldoze” the representatives of the people 
but they did have power to“ bulldoze” the President of the nited 
States into vetoing the bill. 


I yield to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, these institutions, having enjoyed for twenty 


years the t privileges and the enormous perquisites of the na- 
tional banking system, are here to-day ap ing to us for twenty 
years’ continuance of their power and perquisites. Thisis a question 
of far-reaching importance, as the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
ROBESON] has already intimated. It is a scheme in the direction of 
building up a moneyed aristocracy in this land as against the interest 
of the masses. The line of demarkation will be drawn here to-day 
upon this question as to whether we shall devote our time and atten- 
tion to the best interests of the people, to measures for the reduction 
of high rates of taxation and other measures of reform, or whether 
we shall devote ourattention solely to increasing public burdens and 
strengthening the power of money and of monopoly. 
Here the Fanes fell.] 

r. HARDENBERGH. Lask unanimous consent of the House to 
occupy five minutes. [Cries of Regular order! “] 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think there will be no objection to the gen- 
tleman from New sees [Mr HARDENBERGH J having five minutes, 
if tive minutes be allowed in reply. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. HARDEN- 
predn] asks unanimous consent to be allowed five minutes for 

ebate. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH. Only for an explanation. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Unless the same time be allowed 
for reply, I shall object. [Cries of“ Regular order! a 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for, which is equiv- 
alent to an objection. 

A MEMBER. Who objects? 

Mr. RICE, of Missouri. I object, unless time be allowed for reply. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Crapo] to suspend the rules and adopt the 
resolution which has been read. 

Mr. MILLS. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 122, nays 78, uot 


voting 92; as follows: 
YEAS—122. 
Aldrich, Joyce, Shelley, 
Barr, Farwell, Chas. B. D, Sh j 
Bayne, Farwell, Sewell S. Kelley, Shultz, 
Beach, Flower, Kete! kinner, 
Belford, Geddes, om Koth, Dietrich 0. 
gham, h, ure, Im A tt 
Bliss, Godshalk, McCoid, Speer, 5 
Grout, McKinley, Spooner, 
Browne, Guenther, Miles, Steele, 
Burrows, Julius C. Hall, Miller, Stone, 
Butterworth, Hammond, John Moore, Strait, 
Calkins, Hardenbergh, M Talbott, 
Camp, Hardy, Mutchler, Taylor, 
Candler, à . W. Norcross, h 
Cannon, Haskell, Pacheco, Thompson, Wm. G 
Carpenter, Hawk, Parker, Townsend, 
Caswell, Hazelton. Payson, yler, 
Chace, Heilman, Pettibone, Updegraff, J. 
Chapman, Henderson, Phelps, Updegraff, Thomas 
Converse, epburn, Pound, Valentine, 
rp DA We R. . Abram S. emma Pare a: 
0 u. a y. an Voor! 
Crapo, Hiscock, Reed. 2 
Cullen Horr, Rice, William W 
f Hubbell, Rich, Washburn, 
Davis, George R. Hubbs, Richardson, D. P. atson, 
Da Humphrey, Ritchie, Webber, 
Deerin. Hute Robeson, ite, 
De Motte, Jacobs, Robinson, Geo. D. Williams, Chas. G 
Dingler, Jadwin, Russell 
Dunnell, Jorgensen, Shallenberger, 
NAYS—78. 
Aiken, Da X House, Robertson, 
Armñeld, Davis, Lowndes H. Jones, George W. 
Atherton, Deuster, Jones, James K. Simonton, 
Atkins, Dibrell, Ladd, Singleton, Jas. W. 
F pee er 
urn, ý om, par 
Blanchard, 88 Le Fevre, Springer, 
Bland, Finley, Nei, pson, P. B. 
Blount, Forney, MeM: 
Bragg, Fulkerson, ls, Townshend, R. W. 
Brumm, Money, Tucker, 
Buch. Gunter, 3 Turner, Oscar 
Caldwell, J. M ve, Upson, 
Cassidy, Haseltine, Moulton, arner, 
Chalme tch, Muldrow, Whitthorne, 
Clements, Herbert, Murch, Wiliams, Thomas 
bb, Herndon, Paul, Willis, 
k, Hewitt, G. W. Phister, Wilson. 
Cravens, H eagan, 
Culberson, Th BY Rice, Therou M. 
NOT VOTING—22. 
Allen, Burrows, Jos. H Curtin, N 
Anderson, Cabell, Cu Gibson, 
Barbour, Campbell, dort, 
Belmont, Carlisle, Dibble, Harris, Henry 8. 
Beltzhoover, Clardy, Dwight, Hoblitzell, 
Bows Golerick, ee yi RE ri 
c ou! 
Brewer, Evins, ones, Phineas 
Buck, Cox, Samuel 8. Fisher, 
Buckner, Crowley, Ford, $ 
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Robinson, Wm. E. Van Aernam, 
Van Horn, 


Knott, Ross, 
Lacey, Ryan, Wadsworth, 
Lindsey, O'Neill, Scales, Walker, 
Lord, „ Scoville, Well t: 
Marsh, Pago, Scranton, West, 
Peelle, Shackelford. Wheeler, 

Mason, Peirce, Smith, A. Herr Willits. 
Matson, Prescott, Spaulding, Wise, George D. 
McCook, Ran Stephens, Wise, Mi R. 
McKenzie, Rice, John B. 8 Wood, Benjamin 

cLane, Richardson, Jno. S. Turner, Henry G. Wood, Walter A. 
Morey, Robinson, James S. Urner, Young. 


So (two-thirds not having voted in favor thereof) the rules were 
not suspended and the resolution was not adopted. 
During the roll-call the following pairs were announced from the 
Clerk’s desk : 
r. PEIRCE with Mr. BARBOUR. 
. BOWMAN with Mr. ALLEN. 
. SHACKELFORD with Mr. LINDSEY. 
. HERBERT with Mr. PETTIBONE. 
. CORNELL with Mr. NOLAN. 
. SHELLEY with Mr. PRESCOTT. 
. SCALES with Mr. ERRETT. 
. West with Mr. OATES. 
. VAN AERNAM with Mr. SCOVILLE. 
. SPAULDING with Mr. KENNA. 
. NEAL with Mr. Evins. 
VAN Horn with Mr. CLarpy. 
. ROBINSON, of Ohio, with Mr. CLARK. 
. Cutts with Mr. DUNN. 
. Dwicat with Mr. TURNER of ia. 
. YOUNG with Mr. Cox of New York. 
. MoCooK with Mr. DIBBLE. 
. HARMER with Mr. ELLIS. 
. PEELLE with Mr. MATSON. 
. ERMENTROUT with Mr. FISHER. 
. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. MARTIN. 
. MCKENZIE with Mr. Mans. Mr. MCKENZIE would vote“ no.” 
. RANDALL with Mr. O'NEILL. 
. WHITE with Mr. LORD. 
. BREWER with Mr. Harris of New Jersey. 
. WALKER with Mr, STOCKSLAGER, 
. DEZENDORF with Mr. CABELL. 
CAMPBELL with Mr, HOBLITZELL. 
. WILLITs with Mr. Knorr. 
. SCRANTON with Mr. Ross. 
. URNER with Mr. MCLANE. 
. RYAN with Mr. WELLBORN. 
. COLERICK with Mr. HOUK, 
. LACEY with Mr. BENJAMIN Woop. 
. Hooker with Mr. Curtin, 
. O'NEILL. I withdraw my vote. 
paired with my colleague, Mr. RANDALL. 
Mr. DUNN. My name has been read as paired. I have given notice 
to Mr. SHALLENBERGER, who has charge of the pairs on the other 
side, of the termination of that pair. 
Mr. PEELLE. I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with my col- 
league, Mr. Matson. If he were here, I would vote“ ay.“ 
e vote was then announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, 
notified the House of the passage of the following bills and joint 
resolution; in which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (8. No. 270) to provide for the repayment to the State of 
Georgia of $22,567.42, money advanced by said State for the defense 
of her frontiers against the Indians; 

A bill (S. No. 1400) to provide for the conversion or redemption of 
ten-dollar refunding certificates; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 56) for the erection of a monument 
over the grave of Thomas Jefferson. 


EFFICIENCY OF LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 


The SPEAKER annonnced the 1 of the following con- 

ferees on the part of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 

Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 1049) to promote the efficiency of the 

Life-Saving Service, and to encourage the saving of life from ship- 

3388 Mr. TOWNSEND of Ohio, Mr. Cox of New York, and Mr. 
ANDLER. 


I have voted „ay.“ I am 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A 8 writing was received from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announcing that the 
President had approved and signed bills and a joint resolution of the 
following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 879) authorizing the construction of a bridge over 
the Missouri River at or near Arrow Rock, Missouri; 

An act (H. R. No. 89) for the relief of Cyrus C. Clark; 

An act (H. R. No, 697) for the relief of Captain William D. Whit- 


ing; 
a act (H. R. No. 1671) for the relief of H. V. Philpott; and 
A joint resolution (H. R. No. 183) authorizing the Secretary of 
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War to use rations for the relief of destitute persons in the district 
overflowed by the Mississippi River. 
SALARIES OF POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. KNOTT. I move that the rules be suspended and the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be dise 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 5200) authoriz- 
ing and directing the Postmaster-General to readjust the salaries of 
certain postmasters in accordance with the provision of section 8 of 
the act of June 12, 1866, and that the same ut upon its passage. 

Mr. CAMP. I demand a second on that motion. 

The motion was seconded, 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to ust the salaries of all tmasters and late postmasters of the 
third, fourth, and fifth classes, under the classification provided for in the act of 
July 1, 1864, whose salaries have not heretofore been readjusted under the terms 
of section 8 of the act of June 12, 1866, who made direct official application or sworn 
returns of 9 65 and business for readjustment of salary to the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, the First Assistant Postmaster-General, or the Third Assistant Postmaster- 
General, or who made quarterly returns, in conformity to the then existing laws 
and eats, showing that the salary allowed was 10 per cent. less than it 
would have been upon the basis of commissions under the act of 1854; such read- 
justments to be made in accordance with the mode presented in section 8 of the 
act of June 12, 1866, and to date from the age gens of the quarter succeeding that 
in which such i ay nar sworn returns of receipts and business, or quarterly 
returns were made: Provided, That meee. readjustment of salary under this act 
shall be upon a written application signed by the postmaster or late postmaster enti- 
tled to said readjustment; and that each payment made shall be by warrant or check 
on the Treasurer or some assistant treasurer of the United States, made payable 
to the order of said sopua and forwarded by mail to him at the post-office 
within whose delivery he resides, and which shall be set forth in the 
application aboye provided for. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
New York as controlling the fifteen minutes in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. CAMP. I do not desire to control the time on this side of the 
House. My object was simply to have the bill explained. 

Mr. KNOTT. Mr. Speaker, under the provisions of the act of 
Congress of June 22, 1854, the salaries of postmasters in the United 
States were required to be regulated by the amount of revenues 
received by them respectively. By the act of July 1, 1864, the same 
per centum was allowed to the various A as they were 
receiving under the act of 1854; and in order that the amount due to 
each might be more accurately ascertained, that act provided for a 
readjustment which should take place biennially. The bill, however, 
classified postmasters under five heads as to salaries. It was found 
that its application to three of these classes, where the remunera- 
tion of the postmasters was inconsiderable, was very unjust, and 
consequently on the 12th of June, 1866, an amendment to this act 
was passed by Congress, 8 that the compensation of post- 
masters of the third, fourth, and fifth classes should be readjusted 
at the end of every quarter, provided the quarterly returns should 
show that they were receiving 10 per cent, less upon the commissions 
than they were justly entitled to under the provisions of the preced- 
ing act. This provision of the act of 1866 was peremptory in its 
terms. However, the Postmaster-General in a great number of in- 
stances deliberately ignored its provisions, and refused to make the 
readjustment requ by the act. 

Mr. BRAGG. I would like to ask the gentleman to state the 
amount involved in this bill. 

Mr. KNOTT. I am coming to that presently. I will state the 
whole thing as I go along. e Postmaster-General having deliber- 
ately refused to adjust the pay to which each of these small post- 
masters was justly entitled under the law, a test case was made 
before the Court of Claims. That court, while recognizing the justice 
of the claim, and the hardship upon the claimant, decided that the 
plaintiff in this particular case had mistaken his remedy; that the 
duty of readjusting the salaries was of a ministerial character, and 
until the Postmaster-General had so made the readjustment, and pay- 
ment had been demanded and refused, no right of action lay against 
the United States; but that the proper remedy was a proceeding 
by mandamus against the Postmaster-General. The claimant there- 
upon sued out a mandamus to the Postmaster-General; but the dis- 
trict court decided that the Postmaster-General who had been dere- 
lict in his duty having gone out of office, his successor appointed 
in his place could not be held for the dereliction of his predecessor, 
and the claimant was thrown out of court again. Thereupon they 
came to Congress and asked that the peremptory provisions of the 
act of 1866 be enforced and the claims expressly and fairly adjusted. 

A bill for that purpose twice passed the Senate of the United 
States, and a bill of similar import lacked only three votes of receiv- 
ing the necessary two-thirds to pass it through the last House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to ask the gentleman a question in this 
connection. 

Mr. KNOTT. I will answer the gentleman presently. On the 
motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill in the last House of 
Representatives there seemed to be but two objections urged against 
it. One was that if these claimants were permitted to receive their 
just dues it would take $500,000 out of the Treasury. That was the 
first objection. 

Mr. BLAND. That was the question I wanted to ask the gentle- 
man, 
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Mr. KNOTT. I say it is true if the bill passes and these small 
creditors of the Government get what is due to them under the act 
of 1866 it will take $500,000 ont of the Treasury. But what is the 
force of that objection, and can it be set up as a bar to a just claim? 
I would like to propound this question, What would be thought of 
the man, and what would you say of the honesty of a debtor, if you 

to him and demand what is your just due who should turn away 
ye you with the remark, ‘I will not settle with you because it 
will take a large amount of money out of my pocket?” 

If these claims are just the honor of your Government demand they 
should be paid, no matter how much they may take out of the Treas- 
ury. They cannot be paid unless they are found to be just; becanse 
the bill is simply to have a fair adjudication of these claims by the 
Department in which they are pending. If any of them shall be found 
to have been already readjusted, or if any of them be found to have 
been fraudulent or false, of course a cent of such claims will not be 
pme Here are a large number of individuals having claims amount- 

g to from $500 to $1,000 against the United States, aggregating 
perhaps $500,000, or it may be more, and I ask, gentlemen, if we are 
not under the same moral obligations to pay the small creditor as we 
are to pay the millionaire creditor of the Government? 

Another objection made to the p: of the bill at the last Con- 

was this: that perhaps some attorney would get a large per 

cent. of the amount, and it was even suggested that perhaps the at- 

torney would got the lion’s share. Now goag against any such 

contingency as that, the bill now before the House provides that the 

amount found ee poemat shall not be paid to his attorney at 
or it 


all, but that the shall be sent directly to the claimant, 
Mr. BLAND. That was one of the questions I wanted to ask the 
gentleman from Kentucky. 


Mr. KNOTT. The bill tly provides every Treasury draft shall 
be sent directly to the claimant, and the claimant must not only 
make his claim in writing but must forward his address, so that 
there may be no mistake. 

Mr. BLAND. No money will be paid te any assignee or attorney! 

Mr. KNOTT. No, sir. It must be paid to the claimant himself. 
There can be no injustice to anybody in this. I think it is a just 
thing the claimants should be protected against extortion. we 
wish to assume the guardianship over them we have made ample 
provision for their protection in this bill. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it occurs to me that a bill more pre-eminently 

ust than this, or one better guarded, was never presented in this 
ouse. Theclaimants here are merally poor people. The bill does 
not relate at all to post-offices where the salaries were $1,000 or more; 
but it relates to the small country post- offices, where the salaries are 
nerally too insignificant in amount to justify these claimants in 
instituting legal proceedings. 5 it occurs to me to be 
just and right that this provision be made in order that they 
may get what is due. 

Mr. CAMP. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. KNOTT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CAMP. I desire to ask the gentleman from Kentucky during 
what years these claims accrued; and, secondly, whether the Post- 
master-General assigned any reason against adjusting these salaries, 
and if so, what that reason was? 

Mr. KNOTT. These salaries accrued in 1864, on perhaps to 1872. 
The Postmaster-General may have assigned some reason. I am not 
advised as to the reason he did assign, but what I know is, that a 
committee of this House, in the last Congress and in this Congress, 
after mature consideration of the question, have reported that there 
was a la number of these claims yet unadjusted. They have 
reported that fact, I believe, unanimously in both instances, if I am 
not mistaken. 

If it is asserted that these claims have all been readjusted, then, 
if that be the fact, no harm can result, because they cannot be read- 
123 again. This bill expressly provides for only such cases as 

ve not been readjusted under the provisious of the act of 1866. 

Mr. BERRY. I desire to ask the gentleman from Kentucky a 
question. Is there any provision in the bill for paying the heirs of 
a claimant? The gentleman speaks of money being paid directly to 
the claimant. In case of death will it go to his heirs? 

Mr. KNOTT. I suppose it would necessarily go to his legal repre- 
sentatives. I have said all in regard to this matter I care about, 
and do nope no gentleman in this House will object to the passage 
of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Camp] is 
recognized for fifteen minutes in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. CAMP. I do not desire to be heard in reference to this matter, 
but if the gentleman from Kentucky will loan me the report for a 
moment I desire to have the letter of Judge Tyner read, after which 
I will yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Georgia, 
(Mr. BLOUNT. ] 

Mr. KNOTT. Let the whole report be read. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. There will not be time for that 
in the fifteen minutes allowed to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. CAMP. Lask merely that the letter of Judge Tyner be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Wasiixctox, D. C., February 10, 1879. 


Sin: I have the honor to . letter of Jan 31, inclosing copy 
of House bill 5745, and to say in reply under the act of July 1, 1864, postmas- 
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ters were notified thereof by circular and requested to keep an account of canceled 
stamps and forward the same to the De ent, which was done and the first 
justment under the statute made to take effect October 1, 1864, for fourth and 
fifth Deaan ene Aya a for first, second, and third classes. At the same time 
postmasters were advised of their right to apply for special readjustments under 
section 2 of said act, and many 8 were received subsequently from time 
to time and acted upon when the increase of business of an office was shown to be 
50 per cent. This was the practice of the Department up to 1872, when favorable 
action was taken upon cases showing 20 per cent. of increase in business, as re- 
nired under sections 82 and & of the code of June 8, 1872. Said 20 per cent. was 
the basis of all readjustments up to sor 12, 1876, when by section 10 of the act of 
that date 50 cent. was made the basis. 

The act of June 12, 1866, was not at any time made the basis of such readjust- 
ments, nor could it be stated whether applicants for readjustments made their 
applications under the act of 1864 or 1866. 

t will be seen the above statements that the Postmaster-General, who 
acted under the law of 1 eonstrued it as requiring him to examine applications 
for readjustments of salaries, other than biennial, when the a lications were 
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PP. 
o by postmasters, and that he did not it as his duty to take up cases 
out of ‘the 8 in the absence of special appli x z 
res + 
sik s JAS. N. TYNER, 
First Assistant Postmaster-General, 


Hon. D. C. Gipprxes, 
Committee on the Post-Ofice and Post-Roads, 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. CAMP. Just one word, and then I will yield to the gentleman 
from Georgiu. I desire to say it appears from this letter of Judge 
Tyner’s that the reason this readjustment of salaries did not take 
place was because the postmasters themselves did not make special 
application, although each one received notice from the Post-Office 
Department advising him of his right to apply for a readjustment, and 
requesting him to do what was necessary to have his salary read- 
justed. Twelve years have ela and it seems to me the statute 
of limitations should run against such claims. I yield the remainder 
of my time to the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. BLOUNT. ] 

Mr. BLOUNT rose. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Camp] a question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. e gentleman from Georgia will answer it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Then will the gentleman from 
Georgia allow me to ask how much money will be required to give 
effect to this bill? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will answer that as farasI can. The gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] has asked a very pertinent question, 
namely, what amount this bill will take out of the Treasury. 
will remark here the gentleman from Kentucky stated that in the 
last Con the objection was that the amount would be perhaps 
halfa million dollars. The real objection was, and it was based upon 
the statement of the Sixth Auditor, that we could not tell what the 
amount might be. He made a calculation on two States, Kansas 
and Iowa, and found that the claims there amounted to about 857,000. 
The whole amount might run to half a million dollars, or it might 
run to over $2,000,000. There is no certainty about it. There has 
been no intelligent estimate presented to the last Congress or to this, 
so far as I know. 

Now, what has been the difficulty? My friend from Kentucky, [ Mr. 
Knorr, ] very. satisfactorily to his own mind, states to the Honse that 
the rights of parties under this statute are clear and unquestioned. ` 
An examination of the statutes at the last session of Congress im- 
P me with the idea that the real difficulty lay in the matter of 
the construction of these statutes. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Camp] has just had read at the Clerk’s desk the opinion of Mr. 
Tyner, the t Assistant Postmaster-General. These matters run 
back to 1864, and from that time the Departments construing those 
statutes have held that by virtue of that construction these parties 
were barred. 

They have been A to get that decision revised, and 
the matter has stood in that way—an issue between the Postmaster- 
General and these various claimants against the Government; they 
insisting that they were entitled to this and the Department insist- 
meas they were not. 
date TUCKER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 

on 


Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. TUCKER. The question I desire to ask is whether or not these 
claims are barred, or whether they were originally 12 Are they 

ims arising under an act of Congress which has been repudiated 
by the Department! 

Mr. BLOUNT. So far as that matter is concerned, there is no stat- 
utory bar; that is not the question at all. I am not arguing this case 
on the ground alone that these are old claims which are barred. 
That is not the only A page which I make. I say that the Depart- 
ment has construed the law differently from what these claimants 
have always held it should be construed; and the Department has 
refused payment of these claims. The Department contended thut 
there was no just claim, and for sixteen years they have made that 
issue with these claimants, on a matter involving perhaps $2,000,000. 
Yet we are now told, in the little consideration which we can give 
the subject, which is brought up here without notice, without our 
being told that the question was to come up, with no opportunity to 
look up the law and the facts and present them for the consideration 
of the House; we are now told that we must take up this bill and 
pass it, when we are warned by the Department that there are two 
sides to the question. 
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Mr. HOUSE. There is an act of Congress, is there not, requiring 
the Postmaster-General to readjust these claims ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. There are several statutes on the subject. 

Mr. HOUSE. Answer that question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think there is not. There is a clause of the statute 
which has been cited by gentlemen who are advocating the payment 
of these claims, and that statute is said to have the effect which the 
gentleman seems to understand it to have. But there are several 
statutes on the subject, and a collation of those statutes fully bears 
out, in my mind, the construction which the Department has held 
since 1864. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman allow me to read three lines 
of the statute ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have no objection to the gentleman reading it, 
but I know what he proposes to read. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then let the gentleman state that the statute is 
3 positive, the Postmaster-General is ordered to do this 

ng. 


Mr BLOUNT. I understand the paragraph which the gentleman 
wants to read. 

Mr. TUCKER. Will the gentleman answer my question? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will directly. 

Mr. TUCKER. You have not answered 1t yet. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have answered it. I understood the gentleman 
to ask me whether or not the fact of this being an old claim went to 
its merits. 

Mr. TUCKER. My question was whether there was not a law of 
Congress that required the Postmaster-General to readjust these 
claims, and whether the Postmaster-General had not refused to obey 
the law of Con 7 

Mr. BLOUNT. I never heard the gentleman put that question 
before. I heard one awhile ago from him, but it was a very differ- 
ent question. I know that the clause of the statute which the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] wants to read would con- 
vey that idea perhaps. But there are two or three statutes on the 
subject. The statute which the gentleman refers to, in my judg- 
ment, does not touch these claims. It is amendatory of an act, but 
does not touch this class of claims. What I complain of is that, 
without any notice, a proposition of this character is offered before 
the House when there is no 3 given to look up the law in 
relation to it, for there was no notice that if was to come up. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman made the same statement in the 
last Congress, that the matter ought not to be considered in this 
half-hour’s debate. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. BINGHAM. But this is the only time when we can get it con- 
sidered. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The last Congress did not pass it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does the gentleman know the vote on it in the 
last Con 7 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It was yeas 159, nays 81. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I know that. There are a great many bills which 
pass Congress by such a vote as that with very little examination, 
and bills, many of them, which should not pass. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman states that this has been going 
on for years, Yet he knows that every time it is attempted to bring 
up a bill in the House in this way (because we cannot reach it on the 
Calendar) the answer is made that there is no time to consider it. 
Now, that is the reason why these claims run on from Congress to 
Con The gentleman knows that it has been twice passed by 
the Senate; that it has been recommended by three or four commit- 
tees of the House, but it has failed to pass Congress because it has 
not been reached on the Calendar. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman is mistaken, I do not know that it 
has passed the Senate twice. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will state for the gentleman’s information that 
on two occasions the Senate has p this bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I must object to the gentleman interrupting me 
in this way. I do not think it right that gentlemen who have 
already had one-half of the time should attempt to take the balance 
of the time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yielded all my time to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. Knorr. ] 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, to represent your view of the question, The 
gentleman says that this bill has been reported by several commit- 
tees, but has not been reached on the Calendar. It might have been 
reported earlier in the session, and for aught I know it could be 
reached on the Calendar this session. But even if it should not be 
reached, why should it have the precedence over other claims on the 
Calendar which perhaps are more important ? 

These claims run from $12 upward. They have not been pressed, 
except as they have been gathered together by attorneys who have 
appeared at this Capitol and in committee-rooms urging these claims, 
because they expected to obtain one-half of the amount. That has 
been their prono heretofore. But for this agitation by the claim 
attorneys this matter never would have been heard of. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KNOTT. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman 
from Kansas, [ Mr. 2 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Allow me a question before 
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the gentleman proceeds. I do not discover in this bill anything 
authorizing an appropriation of money. I would like to know how 
these persons are to obtain any pay even if this bill should pass. I 
suppose the Postmaster-General cannot pay them unless an appro- 
priation be made. 

Mr. HASKELL. Just as soon as the Postmaster-General obeys the 
law and reviews and readjusts these salaries, the machinery is all 
ready to work out the payment of the claims. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of 8 Is the money appropriated 7 

Mr. HASKELL. The money will be appropriated just as soon as 
the Department makes its estimates showing that the claims are due 
under the law. 
th Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Thatis just what I wanted to 

now. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. I wish to ask whether these claims 
have not been before the courts, and whether the courts have not 
decided against them? 

Mr. HASKELL. No, sir; the courts have decided for the claims. 

Mr. Speaker, the law under which these claims arose provided that 
when the quarterly returns of a postmaster showed that he was en- 
titled under the law to 10 per cent. more pay than he was receiving, 
the Postmaster-Gencral should review and readjust the postmaster’s 
salary. The then Postmaster-General refused to review and readjust 
these salaries, as required by law. He gave no reason for his action. 
The Department has never given any reason for the persistent refusal 
to comply with the law. ere has never been quoted any statute 
to show that this law has ever been amended, repealed, or impinged 
upon in any way. 

The present bill provides that these salaries shall be readjusted, and 
that every dollar found due to these postmasters shall be covered by 
warrant and sent to them, payable to their order. There is no chance 
for the intervention of any claim agent. All we ask is that the law 
shall be executed, and that every man to whom the Government is 
indebted in this matter shall receive his pay by warrant directly 
from the Treasury. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. KNoTT] to suspend the rules and pass the 

ill. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 117, noes 14. 

Mr. BRAGG. No quorum. 

ae SPEAKER. No quorum having voted, the Chair will appoint 
tellers. 

Mr. KNOTT. The shortest way to get at this matter is to have the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. C and Mr. BAYNE. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; there being—ayes 23, noes 80, 
more than one-fifth voting in the afirmative. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 149, nays 35, not 
voting 108; as follows: 


YEAS—149. 
Aiken, Dunnell, Klotz, Shultz, 
Aldrich, Ellis, Knott, Singleton, Jas. W. 
Anderson Farwell, Sewell S. Ladd, Singleton, Otho R. 
Armfield, ey. Latham, mer, 
Atherton Forney, Leedom, Smith, Dietrich C. 
Beach, Fulkerson, Lewis, Smith, J. Hyatt 
Belford, Garrison, Manning, Sparks, 
Bingham e, McClure, Speer, 
Blackburn. McCoid, Springer, 
Blanchard Grou McKinley, teele, 
Bland, Guenther, Stone, 
Bliss, mter, Money, Strait, 
Bowman, all, Moore, Talbott, 
2 Harris, Red W. March, Tillman’ 
rowne, nj. 
Buchanan, Hacina Norcross, Townsend, Amos 
Burrows, Julius C. Haskell, Parker, Tucker, 
Burrows, Jos. H. Hatch, Paul, Turner, Henry G. 
Butterworth, Hawk, Payson, ler, 
Caldwell, Hazelton. Pettibone, Updegraff, J. T. 
Calkins, Phel Updegraff, Thomas 
Candler, Hepburn, Phister, Upson, 
Carlisle. Herndon, Pound, Valentine, 
Carpenter, Hewitt, Abram S. Ranney Vance, 
Caswell, Hewitt, G. W. Ray, Van Horn, 
Chace, Hill, Reed, Van Voorhis, 
Chalmers, Hoge, Rice, John B. Wait, 
Clements, OTT, Rice, Theron M. Ward 
Cook, House, Rice, William W. Washburn, 
Covington, Hubbell, Rich, Webber, 
Cravens, Hubbs, Richardson, Jno. S. White, 
Crowley, Humphrey, Ritchie, Whitthorne. 
Cullen, Jadw Robertson, Williams, Chas. G 
Jones, George W. Robinson, Geo. D. Williams, Thomas 
Davidson, Jorgensen, Tans, ilson. 
Dingle, Ke ay Shallenberg 
gley, ey, en er. 
wd, 7, Ketcham, 
NAYS—35. 

Severe Davis, George k. H peng 

©, a eorge iscock, eagan, 
Bloant, Davis. Contos H. Holman, Simonton, 
Bragg, Dibrell, Hutchins, Thompson, P. B. 
Briggs, Dugro, Jones, James K Thompson, Wm. G. 
Camp, Dunn, MeMillin Turner, Oscar 
Cannon, Geddes. Miller, Warner, 
Cobb. Hammond, N. J. Mills Willis. 
Cox, William R. Harden rrison, 
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en, Dibble, Marsh, Ryan, 
Barbour, Dwight, Martin, Scales, 
Barr, Ermentrout, Mason, Scoville, 
Belmont, Errett, Matson, Scranton, 
Beltzhoover. Evins, M k. Shackelford, 
Berry, Farwell, Chas. B. McKenzie, Shelley, 
Black, er, e, Smith, A. Herr 
Brumm, Flower, Morey, Spaulding, 
Buck, Ford, Morse, Spooner, 
Buckner, t. M vo. Stephens. 
Cabell, Gibson, Muldrow, Stockslager, 
Campbell, Harmer, Neal, ‘aylor, 

y. Harris, Henry S. Nolan, Townshend, R. W 

Chapman, Henderson, Urner, 
Clardy, O'Neill, Van Aernam, 

k, Hoblitzell, e Wadsworth. 
Colerick, Hooker, Pacheco, Walker, 
Converse, Houk, Watson, 

k Jaco P. Wellborn, 
Cox, Samuel 8 Jones, eas Peirce, West, 
t n, Prescott, Wheeler, 
Catia. Kenna, Randall, ili 
King, Richardson, D. P. Wise, George D. 
wes, Lacey, beson, ee EEE R 
De Motte, Le Fevre, Robinson, James S. W. amin 
T, Lindsey, binson, Wm. E. Wood, Walter A 
4 Lord, Young. 
So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were suspended 
and the bill was 8 


The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. PACHECO with Mr. Berry. 

Mr. CONVERSE with Mr. DWIGHT. 

Mr. MosGRovE with Mr. Watson, on this bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, with Mr. HENDERSON. 

Mr. ROBESON with Mr. Harris of New Jersey, on this bill. 
Mr. BELMONT with Mr. CUTTS. - 

The result of the vote was annonnced as above stated. 


AMENDMENT OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 


Mr. DUNNELL. I move the rules be suspended, and the bill 1055 
R. No. 5656) to amend the laws relating to the entry of distilled 
spirits in distillery and special bonded warehouses, and the with- 
drawal of the same therefrom, be passed. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it age paer, n That the tax on all distilled spirits hereafter entered for 
deposit in rg Baty epee or in special bonded warehouse, or remaining in 
such warehouse at the time of the passage of this act, shall be payable before and 
at the time the same are withdrawn therefrom, except in cases of withdrawals 
therefrom without the payment of tax as now authorized by law. 
to commence or continue the business of a distiller, or 


Every 8 intend: 
having at the time of the of this act spinte deposited in his distillery 
warehouse or in any s ded warehouse, shall, within thirty days from the 


date of and after the of this act, or at the time of commencing business 
or of commencing to deposit in a special bonded warehouse, and on the Ist day of 
May following, and on the ist day of May of sach dew thereafter, file with the 
collector of internal revenue for the district in which his distillery or any special 
bonded warehouse in which he has spirits de ted is located a statement, in 
duplicate, under oath, of the quantity of distilled spirits stored in the 3 
warehouse, or of the quantity of = ts of his own production stored in a spec 
bonded warehouse, specifying in either case the number and the serial numbers of 
the packages, and the number of proof-gallons contained therein, as shown by the 
original gauge; and also a declaration, in duplicate, of the largest number of pack- 
and of proof-gallons of distilled spirits he intends to have stored at the close 
any one day in said distillery warehouse or special bonded warehouse during 
oe gee or fraction of a year ending on the 30th day of April next 3 and 
sh: d * bond, in duplicate, 


Internal Revenue, with two or more 
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aans eee or upon all ts of his own production withdrawn or re- 
moved from a bonded warehouse, during the year or fraction of a year 
ending on the day of April next ensuing, or after that date and before a new 


e penal sum of said bond shall be as follows, namely: 
When the largest quantity of spirits to be stored in the warehouse, as set forth 
in the distiller's statement and declaration, does not exceed fifty barrels of forty 


000 5 
When exceeding one hundred such barrels and not exceeding five hundred such 


barrels, $4,000; 
five hundred such barrels and not exceeding one thousand 

auch barrels, $20,000; 

When exceeding one thonsand such barrels and not exceeding two thousand five 
hundred such barrels, $40,000 ; 

When exceeding two thousand five hundred such barrels and not exceeding five 
thousand such barrels, $60,000 ; 

— 4 — 3 five thousand such barrels and not exceeding ten thousand 
such barrels, $80,000 ; 

When exceeding ten thousand such barrels and not exceeding twenty thousand 


20,000 ; 
505 thousand such barrels and not exceeding thirty thou - 

nd when exceeding thirty thousand such barrels, $200,000; but in no case 
shall the sum of any warehousing bond be greater than $200,000. 

An additional bond be required in case the quantity of spirits at any time 
actually in the warehouse exceeds the quantity set forth in the statement or dec- 
laration, or in case of the death, insolvency, or removal of either of the sureties, 
and may be required in any other contingency, at the discretion of the collector 
or Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

No collector shall approve the bond of the distiller required by section 3260 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States until the distiller shall have filed a state- 
ment and declaration, and shall have given a wareh bond satisfactory to the 
eollector, in conformity with the provisions of this act. Every collector who vio- 
lates this provision shall forfeit and pay $2,000 and be from office. 


Bonds given under this section shall be and remain in force, as to spirits remain- 
ingin warehouse on the 1st day of May following, until the execution and approval 
of the new bond, and shall remain in full force for the collection of the tax 
all spirits covered er which shall have been unlawfully removed or with- 
drawn during the period for which the bond was given. And nothing in this act 
contained shall impair or affect the ee ee st woes and ware- 
4 2 —. bonds heretofore given, except as to the spirits described therein covered 
by bonds given under this act. But the monthly warehousing bonds prescribed 
by section 3293 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, as amended, shall not 
eee Sa gsi ie by eee sa ak 

e new not given as is act, the 

by distraint to collect the tax on all the ints of the distiller remaining in the 
warchouse, issuing his warrant of distraint for the amount of tax found to be due 
as shown by the reports of the gauger when the spirits were entered into the ware- 
house. But this provision shall not exclude any other appropriate remedy or 
proceeding to enforce payment of the tax: Provided, That any distiller having 
spirits in warehouse at the time of the passage of this act for which warehouse 
bonds have been given, may, as to such spirits, at his option, omit to file the state- 
ment and give the bond required by this act, but in such case the warehousing 
bonds already gres for such spirits remain in full force, and the cipal and 
sureties on said bond shall be held to full compliance with the conditions of the 
same: Provided, That in case ee required to make the statement and give 
the bond aforesaid shall die, shall me of unsound mind, or shall, in the opinion 
of the collector or Commissioner of Internal Revenue, become otherwise legally 
incapable of making such statement or giving such bond, the statement may be 
made and the bond may be given by his executor, administrator, guardian, trustee, 
or other personal or legal representative. 

That section 3262 of the Revised Statutes of the United States as amended be 
further amended by adding thereto the following: 

And provided „That whenever, by reason of any restriction on the 
title, or of any pending l gs age geen the transmission or change 
of title or the legal control or management of any real estate, on which, or any 
part thereof, a distillery erected paor to July 20, 1868, is situated in whole or in 
part, or whenever by reason of the death, insanity, inability, or removal of any 
executor or executors, administrator or administrators, trustee or trustees, or the 
disagreement of any co-executors, administrators, or trustees having charge of 
such real estate, the consent hereinbefore een for cannot be at the time 
and in the manner required, then, in lieu of said consent, the collector may, at the 
discretion of the Commissioner, be authorized to accept bond hereinbefore pre- 
scribed for the appraised value of that portion of the distillery property, or of that 
interest thereon as to which the consent cannot be obtained, but snch bond shall 
not be regarded as being in lieu of the consent required in respect to that portion 
of the distillery premises as to which no disability to give consent exists.” 

Src. 2. That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall be, and hereby is, 
authorized, in his discretion, and upon the execution of such bonds as he may pre- 
soribe, to establish one or more warehouses to be known as special bonded ware- 
houses in any one collection district, each of which warehouses shall be in the 
charge of a storekeeper, te be appointed, assigned, transferred, and paid in the 
same manner as store 0 ery warehonses are now e assigned, 
transferred, and paid. very such warehouse shall be under the control of the 
collector of internal revenue of the district in which such warehouse is located 
and shall be in the joint custody of the storekeeper and proprietor thereof, an: 
kept securely locked, and shall at no time be unlocked or o or open, 
except in the presence of such storekeeper or other person who may be designated 
to act for him, as provided in the case of distillery warehouses. And such ware- 
houses shall be under such further regulation as the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, may be. 

Src. 3. That whenever the quantity of distilled spirits in the warehouse of any 
grain or molasses ae vet Moy or after the time of its permanent discontinuance 
asa distillery, or after distilling shall have been sus: ed at the distillery during u 
period of twelve months, shall not exceed four thousand proof-gallons, the distiller 
shall immediately pay the tax upon such spirits, or he may, or any distiller or his 
egal representative, having at pry Bape spirits in his distillery warehouse which 
he wishes to transfer to a special bonded warehonse, may, under regulations to be 
prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and approved by the Secretary 
of the Treasnry, cause such spirits to be removed in bond from the distillery ware- 
house to and deposited in a ial bonded warehouse, in the same collection dis- 
trict, after making such entries and executing and filing with the collector of the 
district such bonds and bills of lading, and giving such other additional security 
as may be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and approved by 
the Secretary of the Treasury. In case of such ee discontinuance, or of 
such suspension, if the tax is not paid or the spirits are not so removed, it shall 
be the daty of the collector to collect the tax by distraint, issuing his warrant of 
distraint for the amount of the tax found to be dae as ascertained by him from 
the report of the gauge as made by the gauger at the time of the entry of the 
spirits into warehouse. But this provision shall not exelude any other appropriate 
remetly or 8 to enforce the payment of the tax. 

Src. 4. That all distilled spirits intended for deposit in a rial bonded ware- 
house, before being removed from the distillery warehouse, & have atlixed to 
each package an engraved stamp indicative of such intention, to be provided and 
furnished to the several collectors as in the case of other stamps, and to be charged 
to them and accounted for in the same manner. 

Src. 5. That the 133 of existing law in one to the payments of tax on 
withdrawal of distilled spirits from warehouse, as to the gauging, marking, 
branding, and ee of the same upon such withdrawal, and in regard to the 
exportation of distilled spirits, or their transfer to manufacturing warehouses, and 
in regard to withdrawals for the use of the United States or scientific institu- 
tions or en. of learning, including the provisions for allowance for leakage or 
loss by unavoidable accident, are hereby extended and made spaces to spirits 
deposited in special bonded warehouses under this act. And whenever spirits are 
withdrawn from a special bonded warehouse for exportation, or for transfer toa 
manufacturing warehouse, an engraved stamp indicative of intention to export 
shall first be affixed to each package so removed, as in the case of spirits withdrawn 
from a distillery bonded warehouse for exportation under the provisions of section 
8330 of the Revised Statutes as amended, all the provisions of which section not 
inconsistent with this act are hereby made applicable to such withdrawals. And 
the provisions of existing law relative to an allowance of loss by casualty in a dis- 
tillery bonded warehouse are hereby made eae to distilled spirits stored in 

bonded warehouses in acco: ce with the provisions of act. 

SEC. 6. That the tax upon any distilled spirits removed from a distillery ware- 
house for deposit in a special ed warehouse, and in respect of which any 
requirement of this act is not complied with, shall, at any time when knowledge of 
such fact is obtained by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, be assessed by him 
upon the distiller of the same, and retarned to the collector, who shall immediately 
demand payment of such tax, and upon the ect or refusal of payment by the 
distiller shall to collect thesame by distraint. But this provision shall not 
exclude any other remedy or proceeding provided by law to enforce the payment 
of the tax. If it shall appear at any time that there has been a loss of distilled 
spirits from any cask or package eposited in a distillery warehouse or special 
bonded warehonse, other than the loss provided for in ion 3221 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, which, in the opinion of the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue, is excessive, he may instruct the collector of the district m which 
the loss has occurred to require the withdrawal from warehouse of such spirits. und 
to collect the tax acerued upon the original 3 distilled he ig entered into 
the warehouse in such cask or package, less only the allowance for loss provided 
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by law. If the said taxis bt gore demand, the collector shall report the amount 
due as shown by the origi gauge upon his next monthly list, and it shall be 
assessed and collected as other taxes are assessed and collected. 

Sec. 7. That in case any distilled spirits removed from a distillery warehouse 
for deposit in a special bonded warehouse shall fail to be d ited in such special 
DONAA warehouse within ten days after such removal, or wi the time specified 
in any bond given on such removal, or if any distilled spirits deposited in any spe- 
cial bonded warehouse shall be taken therefrom for soot or otherwise without 
full compliance with the provisions of this act, and with the requirements of any 
regulations made thereunder, and with the terms of any bond given on such re- 
moval, or if any distilled spirits which have been deposited in a special bonded 
warehouse shall be found elsewhere, not having been removed therefrom accord- 
ing to law, any person who shall be guilty of such failure, or any person who shall 
in any manner violate any provisions of this act shall be subject, on conviction, 
toa fine of not less than $100 nor more $5,000, and to imprisonment for not less 
than three months nor more than three years, for every such failure or violation ; 
and the spirits as to which such failure or violation or unlawful removal shall take 
place shall be forfeited to the United States. 

SEC. 8. That nothing herein contained shall be held to repeal or affect the pro- 
visions of the act eee March 3, 1877, entitled An act relating to the pro- 
duction of fruit brandy, and to punish frauds connected with the same,” excepting 
the provisions as to the period of three years therein fixed for the payment of the 
tax, the 9 we o Paa special 3 88 beet Datla! for = 
storage of brandy made from grapes, and as to the character of the warehousing 
bonds therein provided. 

Src. 9. That the Commissioner of Internal Revenne, with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, may make all needful rules and regulations for carrying 
into effect the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 10. That whenever the owner of distilled spirits shall desire to withdraw 
the same from the distillery warehouse, or from a special bonded warehouse, he 
59 file with the collector a notice ae a description of the packages to be 
withdrawn, and request that the distilled spirits be regauged, and thereupon the 
collector shall direct the gauger to regauge the same, and mark upon each pack- 
age so regangod the number of gauge or wine gallons and proof-gallons therein 
contained. n such regauging it shall appear that there has been a loss of 
distilled spirits any cask or package, without the fault or n ot the 
distiller or owner thereof, taxes shall be collected only on the quantity of distilled 
spirits contained in such cask or package at the time of the withdrawal thereof 
from the distillery warehouse or spec mded warehouse: Provided, That the 
allowance which shall be made for such loss of spirits as aforesaid shall not ex- 
ceed one 3 for two months or part thereof; one and one-half gallons for 
three and four months; two gallons for five and six months; two and one-half 
gallons for seven and eight months; three gallons for nine and ten months; 
and one-half gallons for eleven and twelve months ; four gallons for thirteen, four- 
teen, and fifteen months; four and one-half gallons for sixteen, seventeen, and 
eighteen months; five gallons for nineteen, twenty, and twenty-one months ; five 
and one-half gallons for twenty-two, twenty-three, and twenty-four months ; six 
gallons for twenty-five, twenty-six, and twenty-seven months; six and one-half 
gallons for twenty-eight, twenty-nine, and thirty months; seven gallons for thirty- 
one, thirty-two, and Thirt -three months; seven and one-half gallons for thirty- 
four, thirty ive, and y-six months; eight gallons for thirty-seven, thirty- 
eight, thirty-nine, and forty months ; eight and one-half gallons for forty-one, forty- 
two, forty- and forty-four months; nine gallons for forty-five, forty-six, forty- 
seven, and forty-eight months; nine and one-half gallons for forty-nine, fifty, fifty- 
one, and fifty-two months; ten gallons for fifty-three, fifty-four, fifty-five, and 
fifty-six months, ten and one-half gallons for fifty-seven, fifty-eight, fifty-nine, and 
sixty months ; eleven gallons for sixty-one, sixty-two, sixty-three. sixty-four, sixty- 
five, and sixty-six months; eleven and one-half gallons for sixty-seven, sixty- 
eight, sixty-nine, seventy, seventy-one, and seventy-two months; twelve gallons 
for seventy-three, seventy-four, seventy-five, seventy-six, seventy-seven, and 
seventy-eight months; twelveand one-half gallons for seventy-nine, eighty, eighty- 
one, eighty-two, eighty-three, and eighty-four months ; thirteen gallons for eighty- 


tive, eighty-six, eighty-seven, eighty-eight, eighty-nine, and ninety months; and 
th — one- ballons for “rahe i ety-two, ninety-three, ninety-four, 
made: 


ninety-five, and nincty-six months; and no farther allowance shall be 
Provided also, That the foregoing allowance or loss shall apply only to casks or 
12323 of a capacity of forty or more wine-gallons, and that the allowance for 
oss on casks or packages of less capacity than forty gallons shall not exceed one- 
half the amount allowed on said PS cask or package; but no. allowance 
shall be made on casks or packages of less capacity than twenty gallons: And 
rther, That the 7 — of such distilled spirits shall not in any case be 

computed at the time of withdrawal at less than 100 per cent. 

Sec, 11. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 
act are hereby repealed. 


Mr. DUNNELL. I desire tosay that this bill has been nnanimonsly 
reported from the Committee on Ways and Means, and the bill itself 
was prepared by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and all its 
parts meet with his approval. 

There is a report ee e, the bill. The bill itself does noth- 
ing more than extend the period for the retention in warehouses of dis- 
tilled spirits. It puts distilled spirits upon the same footing with 
snuff, tobacco, cigars, fermented liquors, and other articles upon 
which there is an internal-revenue tax. 

TheSPEAKER. The question ison suspending the rules and pass- 
ing the bill as read. 

r. WHITE. I desire to be heard on this question. 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Idemand the yeas and nays. 

8 . S. Lask for a second, if the gentleman wishes to 
eard. 

Mr. WHITE. I should like to be heard for a few minutes on this 
question. 

The SPEAKER. Itis not debatable. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I ask for a second, 

The SPEAKER. It comes too late. 

Mr. CAMP. The gentleman labored under a misapprehension. 
As the gentleman from Minnesota discussed it, he supposed unani- 
mous consent was given for the second. 

The SPEAKER. It was not demanded. 

Mr. WHITE. I have been objecting all the time. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman as object- 
ing, but that is not the question. 

‘he House divided; and there were—ayes 123, noes 29. 

Mr. WHITE. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, 
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So (two-thirds having voted in the affirmative) the rules were sus- 
pended and the bill passed. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I ask, by unanimous consent, the report of the 
committee and a letter from the Commissioner be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There was no objection ; and it was ordered accordingly. 

The papers are as follows: 


Mr. DuNNELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, submitted the following 
report, to accompany bill H. R. No. 5237: 


The Committee on Ways and Means, to whom has been referred various bills 
and memorials relating to changes in the internal-revenue laws, has had the same 
under consideration, and beg leave to report to the House a bill to amend the 
laws relating to the internal revenue, and for other e erte 

The bill herewith reported proposes to extend indefinitely the period during 
which distilled spirits may remain in a bonded warehouse, and requires the pay- 
ment of the tax when the same shall be withdrawn for sale or consumption. In 
this rome it places distilled spirits on the same footing with tobacco, snuff, 
cigars, fermented liquors, and all other articles now subject to taxation under the 
internal-revenue laws. None of these other articles are required to pay a tax until 
they are actually sold or removed for sale or consumption, no matter how long 
this may be after they have been manufactured, and your committee is of the 
opinion that the same rule should be applied to distilled spirits. The of 
the Government is to tax the consumption of these various articles, and not their 
manufacture or production, and in order to accomplish this in all cases, and thus 
make the laws uniform in their application, the provision on that subject con- 
tained in the 8 bill is necessary and proper. 

Besides, the information received by the committee conduces to show that there 
isatthis time an urgent necessity for the extension of the time during which 
spirits may remain in bond, as a measure of relief to distillers and dealers who 
have large stocks on hand. Under the law, as it now stands, all spirits must be 
withdrawn and the tax must be paid within three years from the date of its entry 
into the warehouse, and the cor uence is that large quantities of spirits mamn- 
fuctured in 1879, and still remaining unsold, will be forced out during the next two 
or three months. Unless the time shall be extended, the tax of ninety cents per 

allon must be paid to the Government on these spirits, whether there is a sale of 
the article or not, and there are reasonable grounds to believe that in many cases 
the immediate exaction of such large amounts of money from the owners of unsold 
goods would result in their financial ruin, while in all cases it would be a very 
8 hardship. As this relief can be granted without affecting the revenues of the 
overnment, except to temporarily postpone the collection of a part of it, the com- 
proper under the circumstances to extend the 


mittee believe that it is wise an 
bonded period. 

The bill also pror iioa for the execution of annual warehousing bonds instead 
of monthly bonds, as now requested by law, and specifies the amounts for which 
such bonds shall be given. The present system is very inconvenient to the par- 
ties engaged in the business of distilling, imposes useless labor upon the revenue 
officials, and affords no additional security for the payment of the beyond what 
would be afforded by an annual bond. 

‘The allowances for loss of spirits in bond by leakage and evaporation are con- 
tinued for eight years upon the basis of the existing law. If there shall be a loss 
after the expiration of eight years, no allowance can be made for it, but the tax 
mone be 7 the whole quantity in excess of the aggregate allowance provided 

or in the 5 

There are other provisions in the bill relating to the administration of the law 
by the Government officials, but they need not be explained here in detail, as they 
are such only as are considered necessary by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
to enable him to execute the law as amended by the bill. ; 

In fact, the bill as reported has been submitted to the Treasury Department, 
and has received the approval of the head uf the Internal Revenue Bureau. The 
committee therefore report the bill back to the House with the recommendation 
that the bill be so amended as to read, “A bill to amend the law relating to the 
entry of distilled spirits in distillery and s bonded warehouses, and the with- 
ee of the same therefrom,” and with the bill so amended its passage is recom- 
mended. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washi: , April 3, 1882. 

Sin: I acknowledge receipt of your valued favor of this instant in regard to 
ree — No. 5287, which provides for an extension of the bonded period upon dis- 

spirits. 

The bill was prepared with great care, and in respect to its machinery I am sat- 
isfied it will work admirably. To piod le of the bill I think is correct. Upon 
all manufactured articles upon which the internal-revenue tax is levied, except in 
the case of distilled spirits, the manufacturer or owner is not compelled to remove 
the same from the p of manufacture until he can find a sale for the product. 
This is so in respect to beer, tobacco, cigars, matches, &c. The extension of the 
bonded to three dent ec quite a stimulus to the manufacture of fine whis- 
kies. the Ist of March there were 69,243,835 gallons in distillery warehouses 
in Kentucky, Pennsylvania, and Maryland. It seems to me unreasonable to sup- 
pose that these spirits can all be removed for consumption within the time now 
ä by law. If the manufacturers and owners are required to pay the taxes 
within three years, I would expect to see such a decline in prices as would seriously 
embarrass many 3 firms, probably cause many failures, and unfavorably affect 
other branches of ess without any benefi results to the Government. I 
8 this ground alone the extension of the bonded period is entirely justi- 


V. res) ý 
eee GREEN B. RAUM, 


ives. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, LOUISVILLE, KY. 


Mr. WILLIS. I move that the rules be ee rep and the bill 
H. R. No. 3846) for the erection of a public b pe at Louisville, 
entucky, be passed with an amendment to read as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Pweg Are! and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to purchase a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, a 
suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, for the accommodation of the 
United States courts, post-office, and other Government offices, at the city of Louis- 
ville, State of Kentucky. The plans, specifications, and full estimates for said 
building shall be previonsly je and approved according to law, and shall not 
exceed for the site and building complete the sum of $500,000: Provided, That the 
site shall leave the buildin to danger from fire in any adjacent build- 
ing by an open space of not less than forty feet, including streets and alleys; and 
no ap riation for this purpose shall be available until a valid title to the site 
for said ding shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of 
Kentucky shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the 
same, during the time the United States shall be or remain fhe owners thereof, for 
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all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and the 
service of civil process therein. 

Sec. 2. For the purposes herein indicated, the sum of $200,000 is hereby appro- 
priated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. BRAGG. I move that the Honse do now adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 12, noes 56. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I call for a second upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. BRAGG. I demand tellers on the motion to adjourn. 

Tellers were not ordered; nine members only voting therefor. 

Mr. BRAGG demanded the yeas and nays on the motion to adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. BRAGG demanded tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were refused; four members only voting therefor. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. BRAGG. I move that when this House adjourn it be to meet 
on Wednesday next. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order. 

The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky to 
suspend the rules, discharge the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union from the further consideration of the bill which 
has been read, and pass the same. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I call for a second, in order to have an expla- 
nation of the bill, simply to know whether or not there is necessity 
for this a propriation of $500,000, This bill calls for the construction 
of a building not to exceed that sum, and I should like to have the 
gentleman from Kentucky tell the reason for such au expenditure. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to considering the second as 
having been ordered? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I need hardly say to the members of 
this House that under the system of rules which now goveru our pro- 
ceedings, this bill, although the first of its kind on the Calendar, 
would never be reached for action. Anticipating, therefore, that I 
might have an opportunity to call it up in this way, I presented in 
the RECORD, on the 24th of last February, some remarks in its sup- 
port and sent a copy of them to every member of the House, includ- 
ing the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Hurcuins.] Gentlemen 
will understand that it will be impossible within the brief time now 
allowed to go over all of the facts and figures contained in those re- 
marks, covering as they do ten pagesof the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
and seventeen pages of the pamp et which I hold in my hand. 

On the occasion alluded to I gave a detailed statement of the 
amount of public business transacted at the city of Louisville. I 
called attention to the business of the different offices of the Govern- 
ment, including the collectorship of internal revenue, the pension 
agency, the railway mail service, the letter- carrier service, the money- 
order system, the post-office proper, the surveyor of the port and 
appraiser’s office, the su ervising inspector of steam-vessels, the 

nited States marshal, United States district and circuit courts, 
with their grand and petit jury rooms, library, judges’ private cham- 
bers, and clerks’ offices. I showed the enormous increase of business 
in these various branches of the public service. In four years the 
customs receipts have increased 100 per cent, 

Within two decades the Federal court business has increased ten- 
fold, while the postal receipts show an increase of over 800 per cent. 
The annual pension business, Louisville being one of the seventeen 
pension agencies of the country, exceeds $1,000,000. The sales of 
tobacco in 1881, through which come increased revenue from manu- 
facturing that article, exceed the average of the decade ending with 
1871 by 72 per cent., and the average of the decade soting 1861 by 
320 per cent. Can any ey in the Union present a parallel to the 
rapid progress in these ditierent directions? If it can, then I chal- 
lenge its ability even to approximate the vast increase of publie 
business, to which I briefly call attention. During the year ended 
June 30, 1880, the number of taxable gallons of spirits produced in the 
fifth Kentucky district (Louisville) was 4,651,090. During the year 
ended June 30, 1881, the number of gallons produced was 14,233,850; 
thus showing an increase in one year of 9,582,770 gallons, 

This enormous increase is owing to the increased number of new 
distilleries and the increased capacity of the old ones; and as this 
increase is permanent, the internal revenue of the Louisville district 
will heroaltar exceed $10,000,000 per annum, an increase over the 
preceding year of over 150 per cent. Shall not this immense and 
yearly increasing business—requiring a bee) 0 of nearly three hun- 
dred officers—be provided with suitable and sufficient accommoda- 
tions, with means large enough at least to hold its official records, 
and secure from danger by tire 

Upon the amount of public business transacted at Louisville dur- 
ing the past fiscal year I made a comparison with all the cities in 
the United States at which public buildings are now located. With 

t labor and care I prepared thiscomparative statement. I pub- 

icly called attention to its details and challenged contradiction. I 

have yet to hear of a single instance in which injustice has been 
done ty this table. 

I showed that as to one-half of the one hundred and four cities 
where the Government owns custom-houses or post-offices, if the 
public buildings at Louisville, aselsewhere, were proportioned to the 
amount of business done theit value would range from eight to five 
hundred millions of dollars. Extending the comparison further it 


was seen that if the same ratio had been observed at Louisville as 
at six-sevenths of the cities in the United States, it would, averaging 
the whole list, be entitled to an appropriation of over $63,000,000. 
Can any city in the United States, Mr. ker, make out a stronger 
case than this, based as it is upon the official data contained in the 
reports of the last fiscal year? 

ut, sir, I went further than that and I undertook to show that, 
highly favorable as this statement of figures is, it is an underesti- 
mate of the facts. I explained the exceptional character of the 
Louisville district, that it produced whiskies which required age, and 
that the enormous increase of production to whieh a have alluded 
was not counted in the estimates upon which the comparative table 
was made, These whiskies are now in bond and will from this time 
forth every year pay the tax. From the last report of the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, (page 90,) which I have before me, the 
number of gallons in bond in the Louisville district is stated at 
19,909,031, which, deducting the Pittsburgh district, is more than all 
the other districts in the United States outside of Kentucky com- 
bined. The Louisville district is therefore exceptional. At ninety 
cents per gallon the amount of tax thus ready to be paid from that 
district on the 30th of June last was $17,918,127. The estimate 
therefore of $10,000,000 per annum from receipts of internal revenue 
is within the official statements. 

All the estimates in the table which I have given exclude the pen- 
sion business, and also exclude this per cent. of internal revenue 
which has been under the law retained in the warehouses. If these 
are included—and that they should be no one beret | ustly deny—the 
public business of Louisville will be, as just stated, $1 ,490,181 in- 
stead of $3,755,900, or over three times as great; the “ratio expended” 
in the fourth colamn of the“ comparative table“ should be multi- 
plied by three, and the average value of her public buildings, as com- 

ared with ull the other cities in the United States, would be over 
150,000,000, 

Sir, I will go further in this statement if the gentleman from New 
York or any other member on this floor desires it, bu. 

[Cries of “ Vote!” “Vote!” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 


from Kentucky. 
1 having voted in favor 


The motion was agreed to, 
thereof,) and the bill was passe 
Mr. WILLIS. I desire to express to you, Mr. Speaker, and through 
you, to all the members of the House, the Do thanks of the peo- 
pe whom I have the honor to represent for the result which you 
ave just announced. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ROCHESTER, NEW YORK, 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules, 
discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union from the further consideration of the bill which I send to the 
desk, and put it upon its passage. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a privileged motion. I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is entitled to 
recognition, 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I move to pass the bill. 

Mr. CALKINS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 35, noes 63. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask for the yeas and nays on the motion to 
adjourn. 

‘The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were refused. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I now renew my motion. 

The SPEAKER, The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to purchase a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, a 
suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, for the accommodation of the 
United States courts, post-office, castom-house, internal. revenue offices, and other 
Government. offices, at the city of Rochester, in the State of New York. The 
plans, specifications, and full estimates for said building shall be previously made 
and approved according to law, and shall not exe for the site and building 
complete the sum of $300,000: Provided, That the site sball leave the building un- 
exposed to Mangor from fire in adjacent buildings by an open space of not less 
than forty feet, including streets and alleys; and no money i nk herr for this 
purpose shall be available until a valid title to the site for said building shall be 
vested in the United States, nor until the State of New York shall have ceded to 
the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United 
States shall be or remain the owners thereof, for all purposes except the adminis- 
tration of the criminal laws of said State and the service of any criminal or civil 
process therein. 


Mr. HOLMAN, I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to considering the second as 
being ordered ? 

Mr. BRAGG. I object. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. BRAGG. I have made a motion that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will entertain the motion, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 20, noes 63. 

Mr. BRAGG demanded tellers: 

Tellers were refused; 


I move that the House do now adjourn. 
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Mr. BRAGG demanded the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were refused. 


So the House re to adjourn, R 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. VAN Voonnis and Mr. HOLMAN 
tellers. 

The House divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 136, noes 13. 

So the motion to discharge the Committee of the Whole and pass 
the bill was seconded. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to occupy any 
of oe are of the House in discussing this bill. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” 

ote 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I should like to have the report 


bean re a that bill read. } 
Mr. VOORHIS. The bill does not make any appropriation. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend allow the report to be read? 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS. 7 
The report was read. It is as follows: 


ottice, cr ih a marshal's office, custom-house, and internal-revenue office at 
Rochester, New 


city in size and in commercial importance in the State. Its population is estimated 


to 
91,5187 a of revenue received at this place during the fiscal year of 1881 was 
1 10. 

The revenue collected at the Rochester t-office during the last year was 
$160,912.48. The — 1 orders paid and sold at this office during the last fiscal 
year amount to $726,987.59, 

The post-office pays now an annual rent of $3,500 for its accommodations. It is 
located in a wooden building, and in case of fire 2 o could save the office or its 
contents. There are twenty clerks and twenty-five letter-carriers employed in 
this office. There needs to be kept constantly on hand a large sum of money to 
conduct the money-order department. 

The port of Rochester is the best on Lake Ontario. The amount of customs 


10. 

subordinates under the collector in this custom-honse. 
The amount of rent paid for use of office for custom-house is $750 per year. It has 
been more. The office has to be ed from one place to another from year to 
year as circumstances require. The accommodations are inadequate to the busi- 
ness of the office. 

The collector of internal revenue pays $1,000 a year rent for the insufficient ac- 
commodations of theinternal-revenue office. He collected tho past year 8074. 869.52. 

He has a large number of subordinates under his control, and has large numbers 
of valuable books and papers, property of the Government, which ought to be kept 


safely. 
The United States m&rshal’s office for the northern district of New York is sit- 
uated at Rochester, but it is kept in a private building and the pays his 


own rent. 
There is a registerin bankruptcy and two United States commissioners at Roch- 
ester, who furuish themselves with offices. 

The United States district court is held at Rochester, but it is compelled to take 
such quarters in the county court-house as it can get. No rent is paid for its 


accommodation. If rooms were rented suitable for this court it would be quite 


ve. 
here has never been any Government building at Rochester. 

Less than one-fourth of the revenues received at Rochester in a single year 
would purchase a siteand erecta suitable building for conducting all the business 
of the Government at this place. Fifty thousand dollars will secure an ample site, 
and $250,000 will construct a satisfactory building. 

0 1 Aerators of the Treasury recommended the passage of the bill in the Forty- 
x n 5 

Under — 5 of June, 1, 1880, the Secretary of the Treasury, Hon. JORN SHERMAN 
in a letter addressed to General Cook, chairman of the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds of the House of Representatives, oy dy 

‘The amount of revenue collected from all sources by the Government at Roch- 
ester, rental paia for the present inconvenient and unsatisfactory public offices, 
and the fact that Rochester is one of the largest and most enterprising cities in 
the State of New York are in my opinion sufficient evidence of the need of a Gov- 
ernment building at that place for the accommodation of the United States courts 
and the customs, postal, and revenue service. Ihave therefore to recommend that 
the erection of a public building be authorized as reported by your committee.” 

In view of the urgent necessity of safe and suitable accommodations for the 
various offices of the United States at this pises, your committee recommend the 

of a substitute for the bill H. R. No. o which substitute conforms to the 
rm of bill upon by this committee and approved by the Senate Commit- 
tee on Public and Groun: 


Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. Speaker, the necessity forthe passage of this 
bill, I see, is placed upon the ground of the importance of having a 
public building at Rochester to accommodate the post-office, inter- 
nal-revenue offices, and the Federal courts. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. And the custom-honse. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And the custom-house. Nowhereare four depart- 
ments, or at least three, of the Government which are interested in 
the fact as to whether or not there shall be a public building there. 
Iask my friend from New York whether any one of these depart- 
ments during the present Congress has recommended the erection of 
this . 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. The Treasury Department, which has the 
exclusive control of the erection of public buildings, has recom- 
mended it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust the gentleman will have the reports read 
which recommend the erection of these buildings. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. The Secretary of the Treasury has recom- 
mended it. And I wiil say there has never been a dollar spent in 
that city on public 8 

Mr. HO N. The gentleman from New York says in a general 
way the Post-Offies Department has recommended the erection of 
this building: 
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Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I said the Treasury Department. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why are not those recommendations incorporated 
in the report? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. The recommendation of the Secretary of 
the Treasury is embodied in the report, and has just been read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; that is something that transpired two 
years ago, and we are not informed at present any Department of 
this Government deems it of public interest that this building should 
be erected. 

Is it to be understood that buildings are to be erected in these 
various cities in order to comply with the wishes of the citizens? 
Is that the principle on which the public moneys shall be expended ? 
I had supposed that the departments of the Government were in- 
trusted with the duty of reporting what, in their judgment, was 
necessary to be expended in this way in the interest of the public 
service. 

My friend from New York will excuse me if I say that the extraor- 
dinary number of these bills coming into the House gives rise to a 
very unsatisfactory commentary upon the piney on which large 
sums of money are annually expended, The public officers charged 
with the duty of looking after the public interest, whether in the 
legislative or the executive departments, are not asking for any 
building; and Congress is voting for the erection of these buildings, 
it would seem, merely for the convenience and embellishment of 
those cities and the expenditure of money in particular sections of the 
country. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. May I ask the gentleman from Indiana a 
question ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; after I have made a single observation, 
I trust that some plan may be adopted by which public buildings 
that are required may be erected through legislation far different 
from that which is now pressed upon us, In the State Legislatures 
a few years ago we had a species of legislation which received the 
name of log-rolling. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. There is nothing of that kind here. [Langh- 


ter.] 

Mr. BELFORD. We have here a system that is called filibuster- 
ing. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I feel compelled to call attention to the extraor- 
dinary number of these bills that are ponn ; and I believe I can 
safely assert not one of them, as far as I am informed, is recommended 
by one of those officers who ought to understand the needs of the 
Government in the various cities of the United States. These bills, 
appropriating from a hundred thousand dollars to half a million 
dollars, are for buildings in all sections of the country, in some in- 
stances in four or five localities in a single State. I object to this 
expenditure of public eer by a Government largely in debt, with 
a people heavily taxed. LIobject to these heavy expenditures, unless 
there is a public necessity for them, and no such necessity has been 
shown in this case. 

Mr. HAZ ELTON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I did not understand the gentleman’s position 
before. I understand him now to be in favor of renting private 
buildings at an extravagant price instead of the Government, which 
is amply able, erecting and owning its own buildings. Is that the 
gentleman’s proposition ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe I did not state that proposition. Butif 
that is true, as my friend from Wisconsin assumes, it is a stran 
thing that the officers charged with the duty of knowing what is 
necessary for the public service in the cities have not discovered the 
fact and reported it to Congre 

Mr. HAZELTON. But this has been recommended by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. It is desired by the people living at Rochester. 
The amount of revenue, as reported here to-day, shows that it is 
economy for the Government to erect a building in that city. There 
can be no qnestion if we will get over this mean, penny-wise, pound- 
foolish doctrine—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HAZELTON. It is for the best interest of the country to erect 
buildings in every city where, as a permanent thing, customs must 
be collected, United States courts held, large post-oflices maintained, 
and internal revenues collected. There can be no question abont it. 
The Government can raise money at 33 per cent., and it pays from 
10 to 12 per cent. in shape of rents at almost all the great business 
centers of the Government where this policy of renting obtains—— 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Wisconsin is not in order. 
The gentleman from Indiana has the floor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin pronounces a very 
severe criticism on the public officers in charge of this matter when 
he states that there are not now proper facilities for the transaction 
of public business. I do not think, however, the charge is well 
founded. In the condition in which we now are, with a heavy debt 
resting upon us, the principle of spending millions of money annually 
for the adornment and embellishment of our various cities is a line 
of piy which ought not to be defended and cannot be successfully 
defended. 

I desire to say this much in view of the large number of these 
bills pending. [Cries of “ Vote!” “Vote!”] 

The SPEAKER; The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
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poet noe York [Mr. VAN VOORHISs] to suspend the rules and pass 
the ; 

The 5 77 5 being taken, there were—ayes 104, noes 7. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point that a quorum has not voted. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum not having voted, the Chair will 
appoint as tellers the gentleman from New York, Mr. VAN Vooruis, 

the gentleman from Indiana, Mr, HOLMAN. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 144, 
noes 4. 

So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the rules were sus- 
pended, and the bill was passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT COLUMBUS, OHIO. 


Mr. CONVERSE addressed the Chair. 

Mr. CALKINS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE ]—— 

Mr. CALKINS. I insist on my motion. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Iam entitled to the floor. 
nized by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE] to submit a motion to suspend the rules; but 
the motion to adjourn is in order. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I move to suspend the rules, so as to take from 
the Speaker’s table and pee at this time the bill (S. No. 1501) for 
the erection of a public building at Columbus, Ohio. 

Mr. CAMP. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. I want to 
know if we have not voted away to-day $5,000,000, and if that is not 
a good day’s work? 

Mr. CONVERSE. This is for a public building at the capital of 
my State. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] that the House now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 52, 
noes 65. 

Before the result of this vote was announced 

Mr. CALKINS called for the yeas and mere on the motion to adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered; there being but nine in the 
affirmative, not one-fifth of the last vote. 

So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE] to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill as indicated. 

Mr. CAMP. I call forasecond on the motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I ask unanimons consent that a second may 
be considered as ordered 

Mr. CAMP. I object. 

Mr. CONVERSE. And that I be allowed two or three minutes to 
explain the bill, and then let a vote be taken upon it. 

e SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That the 5 the Treasury be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to purchase a suitable site, and cause to be erected thereon, at 
Columbus, in the State of Ohio, a substantial and commodious public building, 
with fire-proof vaults, for the use and accommodation of the United States district 
and circuit courts, internal-revenue and pension office, and for other Government 
uses. ‘The site and the building thereon, when completed according to plans and 
5 cations Sprea made and approved by the Secretary of the Treas- 
r 
least fifty feet, including strecte and alleys ; and for the — — herein pentioned 
the sum of $100,000 is hereby appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury not 


otherwise a riated, to be expended under the direction of the ped of the 
‘Treasury: Provided That no of said sum shall be expended until a valid title 
to the said site shall be vested in the United States, and the State of Ohio shall 
cede to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same during the time the 
United States shall be or remain the owners thereof. for all purposes except the 
8 of the criminal laws of said State and the service of any civil pro- 
cess im. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Camp] 
demands a second on the motion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill which has been read. 

Mr. Camp and Mr. CONVERSE were appointed tellers. 

The zonas divided ; and the tellers reported that there were—ayes 
124, noes 3. 

So (no further count being called for) the motion to suspend the 
rules was seconded. 

Many MEMBERS. “Vote!” “Vote!” 

Mr. CAMP. I desire to be heard. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I hope the gentleman will take whatever time 
he desires. 

Mr. CAMP. I want to protest against this reckless manner of 
voting away the publie money. We are very liberal with funds that 
belong to somebody else. I understand from an extract which Ihave 
here, taken from the New York Times, that there are before this 
House one hundred and twenty-three bills of this character. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of IIliuo Let me ask the gentleman on what 
eR voted upon the bill for a public building at Rochester, New 

or 

Mr. CAMP. I voted in favor of it, and subsequently will tell the 
gentleman why. 

Mr. ATHERTON. Then the gentleman thinks there is some differ- 
once between New York and Ohio. 

Mr. CAMP. There are one hundred and twenty-three of these bills 


I have been recog- 


which according to the bills will necessitate an appropriation of the 
sum of $17,300,000. Three or four weeks ago there were upon the 
Calendar of the House twenty-nine of these bills which had been 
reported favorably from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, necessitating an appropriation of $4,300,000. And this was 
only to start the work. Every member knows that cach building 
will cost much more than the amount named in the bill. 

Now, I my to ne Republican friends here that we as a party can- 
not afford this. We have to look to it that the money of the people 
is not taken from the Treasury recklessly. The Republican party is 
responsible for the money intrusted to its keeping. I send to the 
Clerk’s desk to be read an article taken from the New York Times 
the day after the Senate in ten minutes’ time in effect voted away 
$1,200,000 for public buildings, which were not included in the list I 
have referred to. 

Mr. VANCE. Why did not the gentleman make that statement 
before the New York bill passed just now ? 

Mr. CAMP. I thought I would not make it then, nor when the 
Louisville bill passed. 

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman allow me to make a suggestion ? 

Mr. CAMP. No, sir; I will yield to a question. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the article sent up by the gen- 
tleman from New York. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Seven cities were endowed by the S-nate yesterday with public buildings, cost- 
ing in the ag, e $1,200,000. This was done in ten minutes, and each a 
priation was made by a separate bill, so that seven bills for seven cities, drawing 
over a million from the Treasury, were whisked through the Senate in ten min- 
utes, It the Senate could have kept up this business for the remainder of the 
day, every city in the Republic it have had a new Federal building, and thero 
would be no constructive surplus left in the Treasury. Unhappily for the numer- 
ous jobs of this sort that wero pending, some captious Senator interposed an ob- 
jection, and the flow of money was stopped. Usually appropriations of this kind 
are pushed through Con, by the “ log-rolling"’ process, each job being tied up 
with every other job. The he oda genet esterday were not Inmped in one 
bill, but it aly goon that all were passed by means of a mutual understanding, 
which, after all, is only another form of one of the most vicious processes of Con- 
gressional legislation. 

Mr. CAMP. I regret that my Republican friends here did not pay 
attention to the reading of this article, which was published in a 
Republican . one of the leading Republican journals of this 
country, and which warns us against this extravagant expenditure 
of the public money: [Derisive cries of Louder, louder!”] Iam 
speaking sufficiently loud for gentlemen to hear and understand, 
and too loud for their comfort. I have taken occasion to examine 
these bills, and find that some of them provide for the erection of 
court-houses in cities where no United States court was ever held, 
and where the law providing for courts in such cities had not passed 
until after the bills authorizing the erection of United States court- 
houses were reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. The committee proposed to build a United States court- 
house where, under the law, a United States court could not be held. 

Mr. HUBBELL. Is that the case with this bill? 

Mr. CAMP. I do not kaow about this bill. I did not rise espe- 
cially to oppose this bill. I am speaking of matters generally. Some 
of these bills undoubtedly ought to pass. I believe it is right to give 
a court-house to Rochester; I believe it was right to give a public 
building to Louisville, Kentucky. But I have not had time to exam- 
ine this bill, and as we have to-day, under a suspension of the rules, 
voted away money for two of these public buildings and probably 
millions besides, it seems to me it is time for us to pause, time for 
members to look into these bills and ascertain whether the public 
buildings authorized thereby are needed and see whether or not we 
had better proceed in this extravagant manner of voting away the 
pablic money. I now yield to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Bur- 


TERWORTH. 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. One word touching this bill. Iam not 
op to the appropriation fora pus building at Columbus, but 
I shall object to this bill unless there is some change made in tho 
district for which this building is to be provided, in accordance with 
an understanding between my colleague and myself. 

When the bill was originally introduced into the House it left the 
district in which Cincinnati is situated now, amounting to about 
one-fourth of the territory which comprised the other district, and 
compelled the men who were engaged along the river and would be 
interested in admiralty cases to leave that great highway and go 
one hundred and twenty miles to Columbus, instead of giving them 
an 5 to have their cases adjudicated in Cincinnati, along 
the highway of commerce there, That was unjust to our district. 
That bill went through this House, was taken through this House, 
without being considered, and I have received very much censure 
for not having looked after the matter. I did not know the bill 
was introduced until after it was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. There it was put through in the absence of my celleagne, 
(Mr. en ne | was brought into the House and passed under a sus- 
pension of the rules, it being indicated that there was no opposition 
toit. Thus we had such a division that my colleague could stand 
in the southern part of his district and throw a stone upon tho court- 
house in the distriet in which Cincinnati is located. To that I 
objected, and I object now. Whenever justice shall be done to our 

art of the State by taking out those counties which properly 
long to our district, I am willing there shall be an appropriation; 
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but I am not willing that injustice shall be done to the people in one 
section of our State in order to put water upon the wheels of the 
Columbus bar. 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York [ Mr. | 


Camp] has expired. 

Mr. CONVERSR. I desire to reply in a very few words to the 
statements made by both the gentlemen who have preceded me. 
First, as to my colleague, [Mr. BUTTERWORTH, ] E am surprised that 
he should say that a stone might be thrown from the edge of my 
district upon the court-house in his. Why, sir, the distance is nore 
than fifty miles, and when the bill dividing the district was passed 
in the last Congress every county that desired to remain in the Cin- 
cinnati subdivision was allowed that privilege. Wherever the bar 
made a request that their county should remain in that district it 
was acceded to. This bill providing for the erection of a public 
building has nothing to do with the question of the division of the 
district. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will my colleague allow me a question? 

Mr. CONVERSE. No, not now. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I should think not. 

Mr. CONVERSE. The district has been divided ; and this bill has 
nothing to do with that division. But I will say to my colleague 
that if he will introduce a bill placing any of the counties of our sub- 
division in his subdivision, and if the members of the bar or a ma- 
jority of them in such county desire to go into his subdivision I will 
favor the measure. But certainly a matter of that kind can have 
no place upon this bill providing for the erection of a court-house. 
It is not germane. 

Now, one other suggestion. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Camp] hada paper read at the Clerk’s desk stating that a million and 
more of dollars had been appropriated by the Senate in one day for 
purposes like this. That statement isnot true. No such appropria- 
tion has been made. These bills, providing for the erection of public 
buildings, preg passed in the Senate and pending here, are simply 
bills fixing the limit of cost and appropriations, which will be made 
from year to year as the work progresses through a series of years in 
the future, the several appropriations in the aggregate not to exceed. 
the amounts 8 in the bills authorizing the construction. 

Mr. HUBBELL. And do not appropriate one cent. 

Mr. CONVERSE. That is correct. I again say to the gentleman 
from New York that less money has been and will be appropriated 
for building purposes this year than the average during the last few 
years. Less was appropriated last year than the preceding year. If 
the gentleman will turn to the report of the officer having charge of 
the construction of public buildings—the Supervising Architect of 
the Treasury Department—he will see that my statement is correct. 
Buildings authorized many years ago are from year to year being 
completed, and the fund thus relieved can be appropriated to new 
structures, 

One word as to this building. It is at the capital of the third State 
of this Union in point of population. There is no Government build- 
ing there. There is a district and a cirenit court there, and I have 
now in my pocket a letter from the judge of the court repeating what 
he said from the bench at the last session of the court in December, 
that it was in substance disgraceful that the public business should 
be required to be transacted in such rooms as are used at Columbus, 
Ohio, for the courts. 

Mr. CAMP. Does the gentleman mean to say that these bills 
which passed the Senate will not be followed by appropriations to 
make them effective ? 

Mr. CONVERSE. I mean just whatIsaid. The gentlemanstated 

in his remarks—although I have not referred to it; I quoted simply 
the article he sent to the Clerk’s desk to be read—the gentleman 
stated that these appropriations were already made in the Senate. 
They were not made. No such appropriations have been made. 
There are no propositions pending before this House or this Con- 
gress to make any greater 3 for public buildings than 
fave been made on an average for the last ten years, year by year; 
and such statements as those contained in that article are simply 
calculated to startle the country without reason by the circulation 
of false statements. 

One word more as to this building. We have a city of 60,000 peo- 
ple; we have in the Columbus subdivision of the judicial district 
more than 900,000 people and nearly one-third the area of the State, 
and there is not a single Federal building in it except some barracks 
for soldiers. Our post-office receipts are over $100,000 a year. Of 
internal revenue we collect over half a million dollars annually from 
only five counties of this judicial district; and it contains twenty- 
nine counties. Wepay our proportion of taxes for the State. There 
is paid out there nearly $4,000,000 to our soldiers as pensions annually, 
the payments for the whole State being made at Columbus, There 
are no fire-proof buildings there with vaults for the preservation of 
papers belonging to the Government. It is a duty which the Goy- 
ernment owes to itself to erect there a building such as this bill con- 
templates. 

My colleague does not propose to take the courts away from the 
city of Columbus, His city has a building that cost several millions 
of dollars; and it seems to me it comes with a bad grace from him to 
object to this measure when his city has received from the public 
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Treasury as much as it has, and on all occasions has been treated 
with such consideration. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My colleague will allow me to state that 
I only desire he should be fair in dividing the district. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Let the gentleman present his bill, then. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But you never spoke to me about the bill 
dividing the district; you took it through this House, and not one 
of your colleagues, so far as our part of the State was concerned, 
would have known about it but for the fact that General WARNER 
happened to drop in when it was being put through. After you had 
got it through this House and sent it to the Senate, you were then 
graciously pleased to say you would let us have two counties back. 
You know the division is unfair and unjust. We do not divide the 
district for the benefit of the bar, but for the benefit of litigants. 

Mr. CONVERSE. This is not for the benefit of the bar, Mr. Speaker, 
and it was the business of the gentleman and his colleagues to take 
notice of the business being transacted in this House. The fact is, 
that as the district is now arranged lawyers from every county in 
our subdivision except one can go from their homes in one day, trans- 
act their business in the Federal courts at Columbus, and return at 
night; but as the district was before the division it required three 
days, to go to Cincinnati, transact business, and return to some parts 
of the district. Litigants and lawyers in some cases were required 
to travel as much as three hundred miles to attend to business at 
Cincinnati simply to furnish water for the gentleman’s wheel or the 
Cincinnati bar and hotel-keepers. I say further, that all the judges 
of the State, so far as I know, were in favor of dividing this district. 
Justice Swayne wrote a letter on the subject which I read at the pas- 
sage of this bill dividing this district. It may be found in the RECORD. 
If the gentleman has been lampooned a little in the newspapers I am 
not to blame for it, neither are those who desire to have the district 
divided. Theinterests of the public required that the division should 
be made so that men should not be required to go hundreds of miles 
to get justice when it could be afforded nearer to their own homes. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question! 

Mr. CONVERSE. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. Are there not over two hundred miles of river where 
there are cases in admiralty and marine law, and will not every wit- 
ness and litigant have to travel over one hundred miles? 

Mr. CONVERSE. Not a single case in admiralty belongs to the 
gentleman’s court in Cincinnati. The line of the State of Ohio is 
the low-water mark on the Ohio River, and the jurisdiction belongs 
o onr sister State of Kentucky. My colleague ought to remember 
that fact. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is characteristic of the spirit with 
which the bill is put through. He knows our docket is full of admi- 
ralty cases. 

Mr. CONVERSE. What has that to do with this? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, It is only in reply to your statement that 
we have no jurisdiction in admiralty. 

Many MEMBERS. ‘“ Vote!” “Vote!” 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH rose. 

TheSPEAKER, Two-thirds have voted in the affirmative, and the 
rules are suspended and the bill is passed. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iam quite willing this bill should pass, 
but I am not willing the administration of the affairs of this House 
shonld be conducted in disregard of its rules. 

The * Does the gentleman state that he rose for any 
purpose 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I certainly called for a division. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman did not call for a division until 
others were calling, and the Chair could not distinguish. The Chair 
was giving attention to the gentleman from Ohio, and if the gentle- 
man states he rose to call for a division before other gentlemen 
addressed the Chair the Chair will submit the question. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I did. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 107, noes 8. 

So (two-thirds having voted in the affirmative) the rules were sus- 
pended, and the bill was passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, MINNEAPOLIS, MINNESOTA. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I move the rules be suspended and the bill 
(S. No. 731) appropriating money for the purchase of a site and 
the erection of a suitable building fora post-office and other Govern- 
ment offices in the city of Minneapolis, State of Minnesota, be taken 
from the Speaker’s table and passed. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That the Secre 


of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to purchase a site for and cause to be erected a suitable build- 
ing, with fire-proof vaults therein, for the accommodation of the post-oftice and 
internal-revenue and other Government offices, at the city of Minneapolis, Minne- 
sota; the site and buildings thereon, when completed upon plans and specifications 
to be previously made and approved by the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, shall not 
e noel Eroi 


the cost of $175,000: ided, ‘That the site purchased shall leave the build- 
ing unexposed to ger from fire in adjacent buildings by an open space not less 
than fifty feet, including streets and alleys; and that no money a pro riated for 
this p shall be available until a valid title to the site of said building shall 


be vested in the United States, and until the State of Minnesota shall have ceded 
to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the 
United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the 
pp of the criminal laws of said State and the service of any civil pro- 
cess therein. 
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Sec. 2. That the sum of $60,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, to be 
uen — ö in the purchase of said site and toward the construction of 

g- 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 104, noes 9. 

So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the rules were sus- 
pended, and the bill was passed. 

Mr. SPARKS, and Mr. ROBINSON of Massachusetts, moved the 
House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Pending the announcement, the following business was transacted : 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. Lacey, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of absence. 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. Lapp, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to print some 
remarks in the RECORD. [See Appendix. ] 


AMERICAN CITIZENS IMPRISONED. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House the 
following m ; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the House of Representatives: 

I forward herewith, in compliance with resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives of the 6th of Feb ultimo, calling for information in reference to the 
American citizens, a further report 
paper, concerning the cases of 

resolution refers. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 3, 1882. 


EXPENSES OF UTAH COMMISSIONERS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States ; which was read, and, with 
the accompanying documents, referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, in which he sets forth the necessity which will exist for an appro- 
priation for the payment of the oners to be * under the recent 
act of entitled “An act to amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, in reference to bi y, and for other penos, and also for 
the payment of the election officers to be appointed by said commissioners. 

In this connection I submit to Congress that in view of the important and re- 
sponses duties devolved upon the commissioners under this act their compensa- 
tion at $3.000 per annum as provided therein should be inageased to a sum not less 
than $5,000 per annum. 

Such increased compensation, in my judgment, would secure a higher order of 
ability in the persons to be selected, and tend more effectually to carry out the 


objects of the act. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 3, 1882. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The result of the vote on the motion to adjourn was then announced, 
and accordingly (at five o’clock and fifty-five minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laidon 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BEACH: The petition of A. W. Adams and others, for an 
appropriation to improve the navigation of Miniscongo Creek at its 
outlet into Hudson River, in the State of New York—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BERRY: The petition of Charles Murphy, MoE hay, Cw 
to indemnify him for losses sustained in constructing the dry dock 
at Mare Island Navy Yard, California—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. BO : The petition of the United Land League, of 
Lynn, Massachusetts, relative to the imprisonment iu Ireland, of 
Michael Hart—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, the petition of William L. Williams and John H. Sherburne, 
of Massachusetts, for the passage of the French spoliation claims 
bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BRAGG: The petition of William C. Shimoneck, for an 
increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRENTS: The petition of Thomas Redman, of Vancouver, 
Washington Territory, for a pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: The resolutions of the Cincinnati 
Chamber of Congress for the continuation of a ship-canal between 
the Chesapeake and Delaware Bays—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Hon. S. Lester Taylor, President of the Cin- 
cinnati Zoological Garden, and twenty other citizens, praying for 
the modification of the customs laws so as to admit wild animals and 
birds and other specimens of natural history free of duty, when im- 

rted for breeding or for exhibition in zoological gardens—to the 

ommittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CAMP: The petition of Edwin Richman and others, for 
the passage of an act granting a pension to soldiers and sailors of the 
late war who were confined in confederate prisons—to the Select 
Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Two petitions of refiners and importers of sugar, 
Boston, Massachusetts, for the passage of the Candler bill providing 
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5 sr valorem duties on sugar—severally to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: Papers relating to the pension claim of Eliza- 
beth McKay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASWELL: The petition of O. E. Woodbury, for an exten- 
sion of letters patent—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: The petition of William H. McMahon, for an 
increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill making an appropriation for the im- 
provement of East Bay and Blackwater River, of Suwannee River, 
of Manatee River, of the Amhurst Channel, of Key West Harbor, 
and of Lagrange Bayou up to Freeport, in the State of Florida— 
severally to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DAWES: The . of William A. Ross, of Cameron, 
Ohio, and 11 others, ex-soldiers, for the passage of the bill grantin 

nsions to soldiers and sailors of the late war who were confin 
in confederate prisons—to the Select Committee on the Payment of 
Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. DEERING: The petition of citizens of Reinbeck, Iowa, for 
the repeal of the tax on bank deposits and the two-cent stamp on 
bank-checks—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By. Mr. DIBRELL: Memorial of the Independent Order of Good 
Templars, No. 25, of Liberty, Tennessee, relative to the alcoholic 
liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

y Mr. DOWD: The petition of J. W. Phillips and others, for the 
establishment of a post-route from Concord, in Cabarrus County, to 
Athens, in Rowan County, North Carolina—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Papers relating to the claim of H. R. Bonneval— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ERRETT: Memorial of officers of the United States Army, 
for the passage of the bill to increase the efficiency of the infantry 
branch of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FULKERSON: Paper relating to the claim of Henry Si- 
non—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HATCH: Memorial of the Merchants’ Exchange of St. 
Louis, Missouri, for the construction of a ship railway across the 
Isthmus of Tehnantepec—to the Committee oa Korelin Affairs. 

By Mr. HOOKER: The petition of citizens of Mississippi, for legis- 
lation regulating charges for railway transportation—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOUK: The petition of citizens of McMinn, Bradley, Meigs, 
and Polk Counties, Tennessee, for mail service on the Hiawassee 
River—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HOUSE: Memorial of the Merchants’ Exchange and others 
of Nashville, Tennessee, for the improvement of the Upper Cumber- 
land River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. JOYCE: Papers relating to the claim of Dr. Leonard 
Thresher, of Northfield, Vermont—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCLURE: The petition of ex-soldiers of Nimisila, Sum- 
mit County, Ohio, for the passage of a law to pay money to soldiers 
and sailors of the late war instead of land as provided in the home- 
stead law—to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. MOSGROVE. : The petition of J. S. Morehead and others. 
honorably discharged soldiers, for the passage of the bill grantin 
nsions to soldiers and sailors of the late war who were contin 

in confederate prisons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURCH: The petition of John Murray, for balance of 
bounty due him as a veteran soldier of the war of the rebellion—to 
the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back 


ay. 

By Mr. PARKER: The petition of Hon. A. B. James and others, 
citizens of Ogdeusburgh, New York, praying for the passage of the 
Senate bill concerning the regulation of steam-vessels—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PEIRCE: The petition of Joseph McLaughlin and 200 
others, citizens of Clay County, Indiana, for the passage of laws to 

revent the further immigration of Chinese—to the Committee on 
iducation and Labor. 

By Mr. PHELPS: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of New 
Haven, Connecticut, in favor of a resurvey of Long Island Sound— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the city council of Charleston, South Carolina, 
relative to the improvement of the harbor at that place—to the same 
committee. 

Also, memorial of C. E. Slayback, in favor of the construction of 
a ship railway across the Isthmus of Tehauntepec—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, memorial of David M. Richardson, relative to foreign com- 
merce—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the patent claim of Isaac E. Palmer—to 
the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. RICH: The petition of 70 citizens and of E. W. Lawrence 
and others, of 5 of Romeo, Macomb County, Michi- 


gan, remonstrating against the passage of any bill for the sale by the 
vernment of certain lands along the Saint Clair River—severally 
to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

By Mr. SHULTZ: The petition of 161 ex-Union soldiers and sai!- 
ors of Ohio, for the passage of the Bliss bill to pension all soldiers 
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and sailors of the war who were confined in confederate prisons—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Papers relating to the pension claim of Mary 
E. Matthews—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HENRY G. TURNER: The petition of Dan Talmage's 
Sons & Co. and J. H. Johnson and others, of Savannah, Georgia, for 
a modification of the treaty with the Hawaiian Islands, so as to im- 
pose upon rice from those islands the same duty that is imposed upon 
rice imported from other conntries—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: The petition of Mrs. Hugh L. Brinkley, 
relative to women in civil-service reform—to the Select Committee 
on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr.WATSON : The petition of honorably discharged soldiers of 
Venango County, Pennsylvania, for the passage of the bill for the 
establishment of a soldiers’ home at Erie, Pennsylvania—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also the resolutions of the Merchants’ Exchange of Saint Louis, 
Missouri, relative to the construction of a ship railway across the 
Isthmus of Tehauntepec—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: The petition of Elmira C. Swoope, for 
relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. C.G. WILLIAMS: The petition of citizens of Union Grove, 
Wisconsin, for legislation for the suppression of polygamy-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Memorial of the city council of Charleston, South 
Carolina, for an appropriation to continue the construction of jetties 
in the harbor at that place—to the Committee on Appropriations, 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, April 4, 1882. 


Prayer by Rev. J. W. Scorr, D. D., of Pennsylvania. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 1049) to promote the efficiency of the 
Life-Saving Service and to encou the saving of life from ship- 
wreck, and asking for a conference thereon. 

On motion of Mr. CONGER, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist on its amendments to said bill disagreed to by 
the House of Representatives, and agree to the conference asked by the House of 
Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

By unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the Presi- 
dent pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. Concer, Mr. FRYE, 
and Mr. McPHERSON the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 
A bill (8. No. 731) appropriating money for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a suitable building for a post-office and other 
Government offices in the city of Minneapolis, State of Minnesota; 
d 


an 

A bill (S. No. 1501) for theerection of a public building at Colum- 
bus, Ohio. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3846) for the erection of a public building at 
Louisville; Kentucky ; 

Abi (H. R. No. 3847) for a public building at Rochester, New 
York; 

A bill (H. R. No. 5200) authorizing and directing the Postmaster- 
General to just the salaries of certain postmasters in accordance 
with the provisions of section 8 of the act of June 12, 1866; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 5656) to amend the laws relating to the entry of 
distilled spiritsin distillery and special bonded warehouses, and the 
withdrawal of the same therefrom. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of citizens of 
Missouri, remonstrating against any further emigration of Chinese 
to this country; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented a preamble and resolutions of the Albany 
Institute, New York, in favor of the purchase by the Government 
of the Franklin manuscripts, documents, and papers; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented resolutions of the Ves- 
sel-Owners’ and Captains’ Association of Philadelphia, favoring the 
improvement of the Delaware River and Bay as proposen in the plans 
of Lieutenant-Colonel William Ludlow, United States Engineers; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce, 


He also presented resolutions of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, 
favoring the abrogation of the reciprocity treaty now in force be- 
tween the United States and the Sandwich Islands; which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented resolutionsof the Commercial Exchange of Phil- 
adelphia, remonstrating against the construction of the proposed 
Delaware and Chesapeake Ship-Canal at Government expense; which 
were referred to the Committee on Transportation Routes to the Sea- 
board. 

He also presented resolutions of the Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 
change, favoring the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 1059) to facilitate 
the negotiation of bill of lading and other commercial instruments, 
and to punish fraud therein; which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of officers of the Thirteenth Regiment 
National Gast of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of a law 
for the better organization of the militia of the various States; 
which was PERI to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions of the Corporal S. Kelly Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Gettysburgh, Pennsylvania, favoring the pas- 
sage of a bill granting a pension to Mrs. Mary A. Wade ; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 
change, a memorial of the Board of Trade of Erie, Pennsylvania, and 
a memorial of the Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, remon- 
strating against the extension of a patent on the steam grain-shovel ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented resolutions of the Board of Health of Philadel- 
phia, Pennsylvania, in favor of the passage of the bill before Congress 
to prevent the adulteration of food and drugs;” which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of officers of the Twenty-third Uni- 
ted States Infantry, praying for the reorganization of the infantry 
regiments now in the service; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Frank A. Clark and others, citi- 
zens of Erie, Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the bill to 
authorize the Government of the United States to accept title to 
certain lands in the city of Erie, Pennsylvania, and to establish a 
home for indigent soldiers and sailors; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRISON presented a petition of citizens of Indiana, pray- 
ing for the passage of a law regulating the charges for railway trans- 
portation; which was refe to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MORGAN. I present the petition of sundry Omaha Indians 
in relation to lands sold by the United States to the Winnebagoes, 
and also in relation to certain accounts with the Government of the 
United States arising aut of the sale of their lands heretofore. I 
have shown the petition to the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, [Mr. Dawes, ] and he concurs with me in thinking that the 
petition is worthy of being printed for the use of the Senate. Iam 
very much gratified to know that the Indians are presenting in this 
form what they have in the natureof complaint against the Govern- 
ment, or what matters they think ought to be rectified by legisla- 
tion. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and that it be printed for the use of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of Captain C. B. Brock- 
way and other late Union soldiers of Pennsylvania, and the peti- 
tion of James M. Montgomery and other late Union soldiers of Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the establishment of a soldiers’ home at Erie, 
v that State; which were referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Commercial Exchange of 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the passage of a 
bill for the construction of the pro DARNA and Chesapeake 
Ship Canal by the Government; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard. 

He also presented a memorial of the Erie and Western Transporta- 
tion Company, remonstrating against the extension of the steam 
grain-shovel patent; which was referred to the Committee on Pat- 
ents. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Kate Gannett Wells and other 
women, members of the Moral Education Association of Massachu- 
setts, praying that by appropriate legislation Congress will clearly 
define the scope and functions of the National Board of Health; 
which was referred to the Select Committee to investigate and re- 
8 the best means of preventing the introduction and spread of 

ge Diseases. 

. INGALLS. I present a petition very numerously signed by 
influential citizens of this District, praying for an extension of Ver- 
mont avenne in the direction of the Soldiers’ Home. I move the 
3 of the petition to the Committee on the District of Colum- 

ia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a resolution of the Legislature of Wiscon- 
sin, asking that the lands belonging to the United States within the 
State Park of Wisconsin be given to that State for park purposes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. INGALLS. On a previous day I reported a bill (S. No. 826) 
for the relief of Powers and Newman and D. and B. Powers, from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, without a written report. I now 
present a written report to ey wan the bill. j 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The report will be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Tam directed by the Joint Committee on the 
Library, to whom was referred the matter of the purchase of the 
records and briefs of cases in the Supreme Conrt of the United States 
belonging to the estate of the late Matthew H. Carpenter, to submit 
a report and also an amendment to an appropriation bill to be offered 
when the bill shall be before the Senate. I move thatthe report be 
printed, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the proposed amendment be read. 

‘The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

To enable the Librarian of Congress, under the direction of the Joint Commit- 
tee on the Lib to purchase the set of records and briefs in cases of the Supreme 


Court of the U: tates belonging to the estate of the late Matthew H. Carpen- 
ter, the sum of $8,000. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be referred, 
with the report, to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Printing, to which wasreferred 
the joint resolution (S. R. No. 34) to provide for the publication of the 
official report of the trial of the murderer of President Garfield, have 
directed me to report it with an amendment by way of a substitute, 
and I ask for its present consideration. 

Mr. COCKRE Let it be read for information, subject to objec- 
tion. 

The joint resolution was read. 

Mr. BAYARD. That had better lie over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be placed 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (8. No. 1435) for the relief of Albert Elsberg, adminis- 
trator of Gustave Elsberg, deceased, reported it with an amendment; 
and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1549) for the relief of William J. Pollock, 
reported it with an amendment, the committee adopting the House 
report on this subject. 

. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 300) for the benefit of citizens of North- 
ampton County, Virginia, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1155) to authorize the Secretary of War to purchase the Chey- 
enne and Black HiHs Telegraph Line, reported adversely thereon ; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 1089) granting a pension to Adelaide T. Holton, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill i R. No. 2258) granting a pension to Richard M. 
Baker, repo: it without amendment; and submitted a report 
thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No, 365) granting increase of e to Levi Anderson, re- 
ported it without amendment; and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1216) granting a pension to John Hogan, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

` He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 1357) granting a pension to the minor children of Catha- 
rine Yoder, deceased, submitted an adverse report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Militar 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 104) to repeal so muc 
of section 8 of the act of June 18, 1878, as relates to the payment for 
fuel by officers of the Army, reported it without amendment; and 
submitted a = gal thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 550) to incorporate the 
Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, reported it with amend- 
ments i and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be 

rinted, 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I wish to say in regard to the report just made 
that as a member of the Committee on Foreign Relations I consented 


that the report might be made, but reserved the right to support or 
not support the bill just as I choose. The subject was of suc at 
importance I was content, and indeed thought it proper, that it 


should be brought before the Congress of the United States, but it 
has so many phases, there are so many rival schemes, that I was un- 
willing to commit myself, particularly at the present time. I ma 
in the end support this bill; I do not know what I shall do; but 


only wish to state that I assent to the report for the purpose now of 
bringing the whole subject before Congress, and no further. 

Mr. WINDOM subsequently said: I was called out for a moment 
at the time the Senator from California [Mr. MILLER] reported the 
Nicaragua Canal bill. I want to say in reference to it that I under- 
stand the report does not recommend the passage of the bill, but 
only states that it has the preference over any other canal scheme. 
I am not 83 yet to say whether I shall vote for it or for the 
railroad scheme which has been reported by the Committee on Com- 
merce. My impressions are at present, so far as advised, in favor of 
the bill reported by the Committee on Commerce; but I am not will- 
ing that the report shall be made from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations without stating my position on the subject. 

Furthermore, I would ask permission of the Senate that any mem- 
ber of the Committee on Foreign Relations or that the minority of 
the committee may be permitted to submit their views upon the 
subject at aay fae they may see pro 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. T. 
leave is ted. 

Mr. BECK. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2851) for the relief of Moses R. Rus- 
sell, to report it without amendment. There is no report, but a 
letter from.the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, which explains 
the whole case. 

Mr. SLATER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 633) granting a pension to Hugo Eichholta, 
reported it with amendments; and submitted a report thereon, which 
was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 462) granting a pension to Emma A. Ramsey, reported it 
with amendments; andsubmitted a report thereon, which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. SLATER. Iam also directed by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (II. R. No. 315) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Davis, to report it adversely witha written report. Lask 
that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar eae the adverse report of the committee, which will be 
Printed. 

Mr. SLATER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 886) granting a pension to William Lockhart, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. JACKSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1369) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to pay the pension allowed Jane Sturrock, deceased 
mother of William D. Sturrock, deceased, late of the One hundred 
and eighty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, to 
David Sturrock, the dependent invalid father of said soldier, to re- 
port it adversely. At the request of a member of the committee, I 
ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. JACKSON. Iam also directed by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 906) granting a pension to Pow- 
hattan B. Short, to report it adversely. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
dar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. JACKSON. I am also directed by the same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1224) to grant a pension to 
Anson Smith, to report it adversely. At the request of a member of 
the committee, I ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
recommitted the bill (S. No, 230) granting a pension to Angus Mo- 
Auley, reported it with amendments; and submitted a report there- 
on, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 1769) granting a pension to Mary T. 
McCawley, reported it without amendment; and submitted a report 
thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ROLLINS, from the Cemmittee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 625) to amend section 1556 of the Revised 
Statutes, giving longevity pay to certain officers of the Navy, reported 
it with an amendment. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1095) to 
provide for the erection of a public building at Poughkeepsie, New 
York, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 835) to open to settle- 
ment and entry certain lands in the State of Nebraska withdrawn 
by executive order for military purposes, to report it with an amend- 


ere being no objection, that 


ment in the nature of a substitute and to submit a report thereon. 
I desire to have the substitute printed alone without the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro past, tid The report and the amendment 
will be printed under the rule. 

Mr. HARRISON. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
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Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (II. R. No. 151) for the relief 
of David S. Booth, M. D., to ask to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, where it properly belongs. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 4786) granting an increase of pension to 
Dennis Sullivan, reported it without amendment; and submitted a 
report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 


ABAGAIL S. TILTON. 


Mr. BLAIR. I am directed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 108) ting an increase of pen- 
sion to Abagail S. Tilton, to report it with amendments. I am also 
instructed by the committee to ask the immediate consideration of 
the bill. It is the case of a very aged lady, over ninety years of 
age, the widow of a Revolutionary soldier. She is now helpless and 
in 2 want, with nothing to depend upon whatever except charity, 
and her present pension, which is at the rate of $8 per month, is not 
sufficient to support her. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to place on the pension-roll the name of Abagail S. Tilton, at 
the rate of $16 per month, to date from March 3, 1879, dedueting all 
payments heretofore made. 

he bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word“ from,” to strike out March 
3, 1879,” and to insert “the passage of this act.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BAYARD asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1639) for the relief of Charles H. Frank; 
bf in was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also asked and, by unauimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1640) to increase the pension of Charles II. Frank; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1641) to amend an act entitled“ Au act au- 
thorizing the citizens of Colorado, Nevada, and the Territories to fell 
and remove timber on the public domain for mining and domestic 
purposes,” approved June 3, 1878; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. LAPHAM (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1642) granting an increase of 
pension to William H. McMahon; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SLATER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 1643) to accept and ratify the agreement 
submitted by the Shoshones, Bannocks, and Sheepeaters of the Fort 
Hall and Lemhi reservations, in Idaho, for the sale of aportion of 
their lands in said Territory, and for other purposes, and to make 
the necessary appropriations for carrying ont the same; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 


ffairs. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1644) granting an increase 
of pension to John H. Germain; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1645) to authorize Dr. C. E. Price, of the 
United States Army, to receive the pay allowed by law for discharg- 
ing the duties of physician to the Hoopa Valley Indian reservation ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. ANTHONY, it was 

Ordered, That the ers in the case of A. W. 
and referred to the 8988 on Pensions. F 

THOMAS f. RILEY. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no further morning bus- 
iness the Senate will proceed to the consideration of business under 
the Anthony rule. The first case in order is the bill (S. No. 453) for 
the relief of Thomas F. Riley, which was not finished yesterday. The 
Dill is in the Senate, the pending question being on the amendment 
of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON] to the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole, which will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. After the word “Infantry,” in line 10 
of the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, it is proposed 
to insert to the same grade and rank ;” so as to read: 

Late a captain in the Twenty-first Regiment United States Infantry, to the same 


grede and rank in the first vacancy occarring in said regiment or iu the infantry 
service. 


Mr. PLUMB. I rise toa point of order. That amendment was 
voted down in substance, the clause which it is proposed to amend 
having been voted out of the bill on my motion yes 3 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair unders' from the 
Chief Clerk that the amendment of the Senator from Kansas was 
agreed to as in Committee of the Whole; but the amendment made 
as in committee has not yet been actedon inthe Senate, The bill is 
in the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I take it the parliamentary practice would 
require a vote upon the amendment proposed by me, and not upon a 
new proposition to restore in substance what had been voted down 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOAR. As I understand it, when a bill comes into the Sen- 
ate from the Committee of the Whole, the bill comes, and nothing 
else, and all amendments adopted by the Committee of the Whole 
are merely propositions to be concurred in or non-concurred in. As 
I understand it, the Chair first puts the question on concurring in 
the amendments pro by the Committee of the Whole, which are 
to be adopted or rejected by themselves, or they may be adopted 
with an amendment. The Senator from South Carolina now moves 
to amend the amendment proposed by the Committee of the Whole, 
and that is the first question. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I will withdraw my amendment to the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole, and move to insert after 
the word ‘‘occurring,” in the amendment adopted yesterday, the 
words “ in the grade of captain;” so as to read: 

Late a captain in the Twenty-first Bounen United States Infantry, in the first 
en — in the 5 of capi in said regiment or is the infantry 
service. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 3 is on 3 in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole as amended. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and read 
the third time. 

ThA PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill 
pass 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I call for the yeas and nays on the 
passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Principal Legislative 
clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GARLAND, (when his name was called.) I am paired gener- 
ally with the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Epmunps.] Not knowing 
how he would vote on this question, I withhold my vote. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 27, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Bayard, Ferry, Jonas, Ransom, 
Beck Grover, Lapham, Sewell, 
Camden, Hampton, McPherson, Slater, 
Cameroun of Pa., H 5 Maxey, Van Wyck, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Coke, Jackson Pe: n, Walker. 
Fair, Johnston, Pugh, 

NAYS—19. 
Aldrich, Davis of Illinois, Mitchell, Saunders, 
Anthony, Dawes, Morrill, Sherman, 
Blair, 2 Plat: ‘Teller, 
Cameron of Wis., Ingalls, Plumb, indom. 
Conger, Miller of N. Y., Ro! 

ABSENT—20. 

Allison, George, Jones of Florida, Miller of Cal. 
Brown, Gorman, Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
Butler, Groome, Kellogg, Sawyer, 
Call, Hale, Lamar, Vance, 
Davis of W. Va., Harrison, Vest, 
Edmunds, Hawle i Williams 
Farley, Hill of Colorado, McMillan, 
Garland, Hill of Georgia, Mahone, 


So the bill was passed. 
HEIRS OF ROBERT J. BAUGNESS. 


Mr. PLUMB. On Friday last the bill (S. No. 404) for the relief of 
the heirs or legal representative of Robert J. Baugness, deceased, 
was passed over, but to retain its place on the Calendar, I ask that 
that may now be considered by unanimous consent. 

ied PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the first case on the Cal- 
endar, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 404) for the relief of the heirs or legal representative 
of Robert J. Baugness, deceased. It authorizes the Secretary of War 
to correct the record of Robert J. Baugness, late a private in Com- 
pany I, Thirty-seventh Illinois Volunteers, so as to remove the charge 
of desertion from the same, and directs the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury to pay to his heirs or legal representative the bounty 
and allowances that would have been — him had not such charge 
of desertion appeared against him on the rolls. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. Président 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill having been reported ad- 
Torey from the Committee on Military Affairs, the report had better 


be read. 
Mr. PLUMB. Very well; let the report be read. 
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The Principal Legislative Clerk read the following report, sub- 
mitted by Mr, HAMPTON February 9, 1682: 


She Committee on ee Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 404) for 


the relief of the heirs or | beg 
leave to report: 

‘That it appears on examination that this case was fully considered by this com- 
mittee hay, Bsa Forty-sixth Congress, and was reported adversely. ‘The report 
made at that time is herewith submitted, and as no new evidence has been addnced, 

our committee report the bill back to the Senate adversely, and recommend its 
efinite postponement. 


representative of Robert J. Baugness, deceased, 


[Senate Report No. 819, Forty-sixth Congress, third session.] 

The Committe> on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1065) 
for the relief of the heirs or legal ang eee of Robert J. Baugness, deceased, 
have duly considered the same, and beg leave to submit the following report: 

It appears that Kobert J. Baugness was enrolled as a soldier in Company H, 
Thirty-seventh Illinois Volunteers, September 10, 1861, and mustered into the 
service September 18, 1861. He appears to have been present with his company to 
September 29, 1862, when he was sent to hospital at Springfield, W Tus 
roll of the hospital October 31, 1862, reported him present, but the roll of December 
31, 1862, reports him absent without leave. The roll of the 28th of February, 1863, 
drops him as a deserter, There are some few statements accompanying the bill. 
One affidavit, which would rather lead to the conclusion that said ness left the 
hospital and enlisted in the Missouri militia under the name of Robert V. Jackson, 
in January, 1803, and was killed at Mill Creek, McDonald. County, Missouri, while 
charging the enemy, on the 15th of June, 1863. The officer in charge of the militia 

y states that he believes, from the information furnished by another sol- 
dier, that said Jackson was in reality under an assumed name, and was, in point 
of fact, Robert J. Ban, named in this bill; but your committee do not deem 
the evidence sufticient to authorize the passage of the bill, and therefore report it 
back to the Senate adversely, ask to be discharged from its further consideration, 
and recommend its indefinite postponement. 

Mr. PLUMB. Inasmuch as this bill has been reported adversely 
from the Committee on Mili Affairs, I ask the attention of the 
Senate a moment while I state the case as it is, and as it is disclosed 
by the testimony. 

Robert J. Baugness enlisted as a private in the Thirty-seventh Mli- 
nois Regiment on the 10th day of September, 1861. With his regi- 
ment he participated in the battle of Pea Ridge, in March, 1862, where 
he was wounded. As a consequence of that wound he was placed 
in hospital at Springfield, Missouri, where he remained until some 
time during the summer or fall of that year. Meanwhile the regi- 
ment with which he was connected left that locality. I think 
although I am not certain, that it participated in the movement of 
General Curtis through the State W which resulted in the 
appearance of that force at Helena on the Mississippi River some time 
in the summer of 1862. 

While Mr. Baugness was at Springfield, thus properly and legall 
detached and away from his command, an oficer of the . 
Missouri Infantry appeared in Springfield recruiting for that regi- 
ment, and in September of that year Mr. Baugness enlisted in that 
regiment, and served in it until the following June, when, in a bat- 
tle in the Ozark Mountains, he was killed, and was brought back to 
Newtonia and buried. 

His father, who has since removed from Illinois, and now lives 
within a few miles of where I reside, in Kansas, made application for 
the back pay and bounty due to his son, not knowing that he had 
thus changed his regimental allegiance. Being confronted with the 
statement from the rolls of the Thirty-seventh Illinois Regiment that 
his son was a deserter, he has taken occasion to bring out the facts 
which are disclosed in the affidavits I shall present to the Senate; 
and he now asks that he, as the surviving heir and legal representa- 
tive of his son, who was thus killed under the tlag which he had en- 
listed to serve under, but in a different regiment, may be entitled to 
receive that which his son would have been entitled to receive if this 
technical desertion had not occurred. 

Mr. SEWELL. Allow me to interrupt the Senator from Kansas 
in order to ask him if it would not be better, as there is new evidence 
in this case, that the bill should be recommitted to the committee ? 

Mr. PLUMB. The bill has been before the committee already on 
two occasions. The facts are very brief; there is no controversy 
about them. The sources of evidence have all, I think, been ex- 
hausted; and if, when the affidavits are read, any member of the 
Senate thinks this is a case which ought to go to the committee, I 
shall not object to having it go there; but I want the Senate first to 
consider the question as I shall present it. 

I admit, for the purpose of the consideration of the case, that this 
man committed a technical desertion; that the excuse which is al- 
leged in the affidavits which have been presented was not sufficient 
to justify him in law for leaving one regiment and joining another; 
but if blood ever wiped out any offense, it seems to me that it has 
done so iu this case, Here was a young man who enlisted to serve 
his country for the purpose of putting down the rebellion. He con- 
tracted to serve the Government in the Thirty-seventh Illinois Regi- 
ment, and contracted that he would not leave it during the term of 
service which he engaged for, except with its consent; but by reason 
of a disagreement with his captain, by reason of the fact that his 
1 was away and he was loafing around the hospital, undoubt- 
edly desirous in response to the suggestions of the patriotism which 
induced him to enlist and the admonition of the young blood which 
filled his veins, he enlisted in another regiment to render precisely 
the same service which hehad contracted to render when he enlisted 
in the Thirty-seventh Illinois. 

„The good faith with which he acted is shown in the fact, in the 
first place, that he served with his regiment in the battle of Pea 


Ridge and was wounded in that service, and that when he entered 
the Missouri regiment subsequently he was found in the forefront 
of battle and in such forefront was killed. 

Now, his father, who gave this young life to the service of his 
country, asks what? Only two things: that the stigma of deser- 
tion shall be removed from his boy, who thus expiated not only his 
offense but fell pursuing the 83 object which induced him to 
enlist, and that he, old and dependent as he now is, shall have the 
little pittance which the boy earned in the service, and which would 
have gone to him without the intervention of Congress if it had not 
been for the fact that he had changed his service from one regiment 
to another, 

The Committee on Military Affairs had, as they supposed, before 
them all the evidence in this case; but it happened in some way that 
the affidavit which was on file in the Treasury Department was not 
sent to the committee in response to their inquiry. I have here be- 
fore me a certified copy of that affidavit, and in addition to that the 
affidavit of another person, both of them plain and specific upon the 
point, and in addition to that a letter which of itself, I grant you, 
would not be sufficient, but which, in connection with these affida- 
vits, establishes conclusively the facts which I have stated. The 
affidavit which was not on file in the Department was sent to me 
recently, and is dated the 17th day of January, 1882. 

Some months ago a man named Lindeley wrote me a letter on this 
subject, setting out the fact that he was knowing to the enlistment 
of this man Baugness in the Missouri regiment, and that he served 
with him. Ireplied to him, asking him to send me an affidavit cov- 
ering that point, which at a somewhat later date he did; but that 
afidavit was received after the bill had been reported back from the 
committee. I ask the Secretary to read first the affidavit, of which 
I send a certified copy, of William Downey, which I have had from 
the Department. 

(ite PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator is out by 

e rule, 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent to have it extended suffi- 
ciently long to have read the affidavits in this case. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The rule can only be amended by 
giving one day’s notice that an amendment will be offered. 

Mr. INGALLS. Unanimous consent may be given. 

Mr. PLUMB. Lask that unanimous consent be given. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is unanimons consent, of 
course the Senator can proceed. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

STATE or Kansas, 

County of Coffey, 88: 

In the matter of claim of R. G. Bau , for back and bounty of his son 
Robert J. Baugness. amy d 


Personally came before me, county clerk in and for aforesaid county and State, 
William Downey, forty-four years, citizen of the town of Burlington, county 
of Cottey, State of . —— well known tome to be reputable and entitled to credit, 
and who, being duly sworn, declares in relation to aforesaid case as follows: 

1 was a private in Company H, Thirty-seventh Illinois Volunteer Infantry. I 
was well acquainted with Robert J. Bangness, who was a private in Company H. 
Thirty-seventh Litinois Volunteer Infantry. Robert J. Baugness enlisted in the 
Thirty-seventh Illinois some time during the month of October, 1862. He served 
in the eee Illinois until about the Ist day of January, 1863. He (Baug- 
ness) was with the Thirty-seventh Lilinois during the battle of Pea Ridge, and 
was slightly wounded in that engagement. On or about the Ist day of January, 
1863, myself and Robert J. Baugness left the Thirty-seventh Ilinois and joined a 
detachment of the Seventy-si Missouri ig srey'4 for the purpose of tighting the 
Missouri bushwhackers. We remained in that detachment until about the 20th 
ro, fee June, 1863, when Robert J. Baugness was killed tighting the bushwhackers 
in Newton County, Missouri. I was with him, and saw him killed. During the 
time that he was with this detachment of the Seventy-sixth Missouri he went 
under the name of Robert V. Jackson. I know these facta by being with Robert 
J. Bangness all the time, and I know that he was the identical Robert J. Baug- 
ness who enlisted under that name in the Thirty-seventh Lilinois Infantry. 
a rejoined the Thirty-seventh Illinois Infantry, and was honorably dis- 
charged. 

1 further declare that I have no interest in said case, and am not concerned iu 
Ita prosecution, and am not related to the applicant. 


his 
WILLIAM + DOWNEY. 
mark 

Attest: 

W. H. THROCKMORTON. 
CHARLES Buowx. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this day by the above-named affiant ; and I 
certify that I read said attidavit to said attiant and acquainted hin with its contents 
before he executed the same. 1 turther certify that I am in no wise interested in 
said case, nor am 1 concerned in Ning renege and that said attiant is personally 
known to me; that he is a creditable person, and so reputed iu tue community in 
which he resides. 

Witness my hand and official seal this 13th dey ot ani 1880. 


[sean] i. LKOCKMORTON, 
County Clerk. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, SECOND AUDITOR'S OFFICR, 
April 3, 1882. 
8 certify that the foregoing is a trne copy of the original affidavit on file in this 
otce. 
O. FERRISS, 


Second Auditor, United States Treasury. 


Mr. PLUMB. Task that the affidavit of Mr. Lindeley be now read, 


The Acting Secretary read us follows: 
STATE op ILLINOIS, 
Mercer County, ss: 
I, Thomas Lindeley, do hereby certify that I was well acquainted with Robert 
Jackson Langness during bis services in the late rebellion while be served in the 
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Thirty-seventh Illinois Voluntecrs. also while be served in the Missouri services. 
The circumstances are as follows: I was with him in the battle of Pea Ridge; after 


that we returned to Springfield, Missouri, where both remained until about the 
Ist day of January, 1863. He got shot through the calf of his leg, and was put in 
the hospital for a short time. This occurred the evening we had marching orders. 
I was selected to stay and help take care of the sick and wounded of the battle of 
Pea Ridgo fight, so we both re there until the ist of Jannary, 1863. As 
well as I can remember, the regiment was ordered into Arkansas. Robert Bang- 
ness and his captain did not get along well together, so I and 8 enlisted 
in the Seventy-sixth Missouri State Militia. The next day we left Springtield. 
Missonri. Robert enlisted in the Seventy-sixth Missouri Militia in the name oi 
Robert Jackson, for the reason that he did not want his late captain, Wolford, to 
find where he was. Robert said he would die before he would serve any longer 
under Captain Wolford, because he was so tyrannical. He and I served in this Sev- 
suty-sicth Regiment Missouri Militia until some time in March, 1863, when we were 
transferred to Company C, Seventh Missouri Cavalry, and served in that company 
until the 20th of June, 1863, and got into a fight on the top of the Ozark Mountain, 
in the State of Missouri, where Robert was killed. James Ritchey, quartermaster, 
brought his body back to Newtonia and buried it. I knew Robert from a boy. 
Further than that, I hereby certify that Robert Jackson Baugness was Robert J. 
Bangness. So these are the facts of the case as well as I remember them; and I 
certify that I have no interest in this claim made by R. J. Bangness. 
> THO. 3 LINDELEY. 
Subscribed and sworn before me this 17th day of J: eey, 1882. 
F. FROELICK, County Clerk. 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask that the letter of J. W. Ritchey be also read. 
The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


NEWTOSIA, MISSOURI, December 2, 1881. 

Dear Sin: Yonrs at hand. Having no reference at hand, I write from memory. 

Robert enlisted in Company I, Seventy-sixth Missouri Militia, (enroJled,) about 
the last of December, 1862, or first of January, 1863; was transferred from this 
service in the month of March, 1863, to Company C, Seventh Provisional Regiment 
of Missouri. This company was commanded by Captain Green C. Stotts, in which 
company he was killed dw the summer, I think in the month of June or July. 
He enlisted under the name of Robert V. Jackson, and was so carried on the rolls 
up to his death. I was not his captain at the time he was killed, but was in his 
first service when he was transferred to Company C. I was made quartermaster 
of the regiment and was with him when he was killed, and I brought him to New- 
tonia and buried him. Afterward wrote you and received the photograph referred 
to, which was a photograph of him. 

I do not know McDonald referred to in your letter. I understood after Robert's 
death that one Thomas Lindeley, who belonged to Company C, Seventh Provisional 
Regiment, stated that he and Roberts both belonged to Company H, Thirty-sev- 
euth Illinois Volunteers. Lindeley never told me this himself, and T do not now 
know his post-oflice. He served under me after that till the close of the war in the 
Fifteenth Missouri Volunteer Cavalry. From all the evidence now before me I am 
of the opinion (and clearly, too) that Robert V. Jackson was an assumed name ; 
and further, if you are the father of the one of which I received the photograph 


alluded to, he is your son. Hoping the above satisfactory, 
I am, respectfully, &c., 


J. W. RITCHEY. 

Mr. N. J. Baveness, New Boston, Ilinois. 

Mr. SEWELL. As the Senator adduces new evidence to help this 
case, it certainly should go before the committee who reported the 
bill adversely. In justice to the committee, I move that the bill be 
recommitted. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I think it would be advisable that the bill should 
be recommitted, for it is due to myself to say that the evidence now 
submitted by the Senator from Kansas was not before me when I 
made the report. 

While I am on this subject I wish to disabuse the Senator from 
Kansas of a mistake into which he inadvertently fell yesterday. I 
did not make the adverse report in the case of Captain Hemphill. 
As it was an adverse report, I requested to be . from the 
unpleasant duty of making it, and it was not made by myself. 

Mr. PLUMB. As I said before, if after hearing the testimony read 
any member of the committee desired to have the bill recommitted, 
I would be very glad to have it done, I desire to say in reference to 
the statement of the Senator from South Carolina that he is correct 
in regard to the Hemphill case. I supposed he had reported the 
bill, because I knew it was in his hands as a sub-committee. I only 
wish to say in regard to this case that as it has been before the Sen- 
ate some time, I hope the Committee on Military Affairs will con- 
sider it promptly and report upon it at once. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
recommit the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION—VETO MESSAGE, 


Mr. O. L. PRUDEN, one of the President's secretaries, appeared at 
the bar and said: 

Mr. President, I am directed by the President of the United States 
to deliver to the Senate a message in writing. 

The message was received and laid on the desk of the President 


pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is his duty to 
suspend the operation of business under the Anthony rule to lay 
before the Senate the message just received from the President of 
the United States, which will be read at length, 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


To the Senate of the United States: 


After careful consideration of Senate bill No. 71, entitled“ An act 
to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,” I herewith 
return it to the Senate, in which it originated, with my objections 
to its passage. 

A nation is justified in repudiating its treaty obligations only when 
they are in conflict with great paramount interests. Even then all 
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possible reasonable means for modifying or changing those obliga- 
tions by mutual agreement should be exhausted before resorting to 
the supreme right of refusal to comply with them. 

These rules have governed the United States in their past inter- 
course with other powers as one of the family of nations. I am per- 
suaded that if Congress can feel that this act violates the faith of 
the nation as pledged to China it will concur with me in rejectin 
this particular mode of regulating Chinese immigration, and wi 
endeavor to find another which shall meet the expectations of the 
people of the United States withont coming in conflict with the 
rights of China. 

The present treaty relations between that power and the United 
States spring from an antagonism which arose between our para- 
mount domestic interests and our previous relations. 

The treaty commonly known as the Burlingame treaty conferred 
upon Chinese subjeets the right of voluntary emigration to the 
United States for the purposes of curiosity or trade, or as permanent 
residents, and was in all respects reciprocal as to citizens of the 
United States in China. It gave to the voluntary emigrant comin 
to the United States the right to travel there or to reside there, wit 
all the privileges, immunities, or exemptions enjoyed by the citizens 
or subjects of the most favored nation. 

Under the operation of this treaty it was found that the institu- 
tions of the United States and the character of its people and their 
means of obtaining a livelihood might be seriously affected by the 
unrestricted introduction of Chinese labor. Congress attempted to 
alleviate this condition by legislation, but the act which it passed 
proved to be in violation of our treaty obligations, and, being re- 
turned by the President with his objections, failed to become a law. 

Diplomatic relief was then sought. A new treaty was concluded 
with China. Without abrogating the Burlingame treaty it was 
agreed to modify it so far that the Government of the United States 
might regulate, limit, or suspend the coming of Chinese laborers to 
the United States or their residence therein, but that it should not 
absolutely eee them, and that the limitation or suspension should 
be reasonable and should apply only to Chinese who might go to the 
United States as laborers, other classes not being included in the 
limitations. This treaty is unilateral, not reciprocal. It is a con- 
cession from China to the United States in limitation of the rights 
which she was enjoying under the Burlingame treaty. It leaves us 
by our own act to determine when and how we will enforce those 
limitations. China may therefore fairly have a right to expect that 
in enforcing them we will take good care not to overstep the grant 
and take more than has been conceded to us. 

It is but a year since this new treaty, under the operation of the 
Constitution, became part of the supreme law of the land; and the 
present act is the first attempt to exercise the more enlarged powers 
which it relinquishes to the United States. 

In its first article the United States is empowered to decide whether 
the coming of Chinese laborers to the United States, or their resi- 
dence therein, affects or threatens to affect our interests, or to endan- 
ger good order either within the whole country or in any part of it. 
The act recites that“ in the opinion of the Government of the United 
States the coming of Chinese laborers to this country endangers the 
good order of certain localities thereof.” But the act itself is much 
broader than the recital. It acts upon residence as well as immigra- 
tion, and its provisions are effective throughout the United States. 
I think it may fairly be accepted as an expression of the opinion of 
Congress that the coming of such laborers to the United States, or 
their residence here, affects our interests and endangers good order 
throughout the country. On this point I should feel it my duty to 
accept the views of Congress. ; 

The first article farther confers the power upon this Government to 
regulate, limit, or suspend but not actually to prohibit the coming of 
such laborers to or their residence in the United States. The negotia- 
tors of the treaty have recorded with unusual fullness their under- 
standing of the sense and meaning with which these words were used. 

As to the class of persons to be affected by the treaty, the Americans 
inserted in their draft a provision that the words ‘‘ Chinese laborers” 
signify all immigration other than that for „teaching, trade, travel, 
study, and curiosity.” The Chinese objected to this that it operated 
to include artisans in the class of laborers whose immigration might 
be forbidden. The Americans replied that they ‘‘ could” not consent 
thatartisans shall be excluded from the class of Chinese laborers, for 
it is this very competition of skilled labor, in the cities where the 
Chinese labor immigration concentrates, which has caused the em- 
barrassment and popular discontent. In the subsequent negotiations 
this definition dropped out, and does not appear in che treaty. Article 
II of the e confers the rights, privileges, immunities, and ex- 
emptions which are accorded to citizens and subjects of the most 
favored nation upon Chinese subjects proceeding to the United States 
as teachers, students, merchants, or from curiosity. The American 
commissioners report that the Chinese Government claimed that in 
this article they did, by exclusion, provide that nobody should be 
entitled to claim the benefit of the general provisions of the Burlin- 
game treaty but those who might go to the United States in those 
capacities or for those purposes. accept this as the definition of 
the word “laborers” as used in the treaty. 

As to the power of legislating respecting this class of persons, the 
new treaty provides that we “may not absolutely prohibit” their 
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coming or their residence. The Chinese commissioners gave notice 
in the outset that they would never agree to a prohibition of volan- 
tary emigration. Notwithstanding this the United States commis- 
sioners submitted a draft in which it was provided that the United 
States might “regulate, limit, suspend, or prohibit” it. The Chi- 
nese refused to accept this, The Americans replied that they were 
„willing to consult the wishes of the Chinese Government in pre 
serving the principle of free intercourse between the people of the 
two countries, as established by existing treaties, provided that the 
right of the United States Government to use its discretion in guard- 
ing against any possible evils of immigration of Chinese laborers is 
distinctly recognized. Therefore, if such concession removes all dif- 
ficulty on the part of the Chinese commissioners, (but only in that 
case,) the United States commissioners will agree to remove the word 
“prohibit” from their article, and to use the words“ regulate, limit, 
or end.” The Chinese reply to this can only be inferred from 
the fact that in the place of an agreement, as proposed by our com- 
missioners, that we might prohibit the coming or residence of Chi- 
nese laborers, there was inserted in the treaty an agreement that 
we might not do it. 

The remaining words, ‘‘regulate, limit, and suspend,” first appear 
in the American draft. When it was submitted to the Chinese they 

said,“ We infer that of the phrases regulate, limit, suspend, or pro- 
hibit, the first is a general expression referring to the others. We 
are entirely ready to negotiate with your excellencies to the end that 
a limitation either in point of time or of numbers may be fixed upon 
the emigration of Chinese laborers to the United States.“ At a sub- 
sequent interview they said that “by limitation in number they 
meant, for example, that the United States having, as they supposed, 
a record of the number of immigrants in each year, as well as the 
total number of Chinese now there, that no more should be allowed 
to go in any one year in future than either the greatest number Which 
had gone in any year in the past, or that the total number should 
never be allowed to exceed the number now there. As to limitation 
of time they meant, for example, that Chinese should be allowed to go 
in alternate years, or every third year, or, for example, that they 
should not be allowed to go for two, three, or five years.” At a sub- 
sequent conference the Americans said, ‘The Chinese commissioners 
have in their project explicitly recognized the right of the United 
States to use some discretion, and have proposed a limitation as to 
time and number. This is the right to regulate, limit, or suspend.” 

In one of the conferences the Chinese asked the Americans whether 
they could give them any idea of the laws which would be passed to 
carry the powers into execution. The Americans answered that this 
could hardly be done, “that the United States Government might 
never deem it necessary to exercise this power. It would depend upon 
circumstances. If Chinese immigration concentrated in cities where 
it threatened public order, or if it confined itself to localities where 
it was an injury to the interests of the N the Govern- 
ment of the United States would undoubtedly take steps to prevent 
such accumulations of Chinese. If, on the contrary, there was no 
large immigration, or if there were sections of the country where such 
immigration was clearly beneficial, then the legislation of the United 
States, under this power, would be adapted to such circumstances. 
For example, there might be ademand for Chinese labor in the South 
and a surplus of such labor in California, and Congress might legis- 
late in accordance with these facts. In general, the legislation would 
be in view of and depend upon the circumstances of the situation at 
the moment such legislation became necessary. The Chinese com- 
missioners said this explanation was satisfactory; that they had not 
intended to ask for a draft of any special act, but for some general 
idea how the power would be exercised. What had just been said 
gave them the explanation which they wanted. 

With this entire accord as to the meaning of the words they were 
about to employ, and the object of the legislation which might be had 
in consequence, the parties signed the treaty, in Article I of which 
„the Government of China agrees that the Government of the United 
States may regulate, limit, or suspend such coming or residence, but 
may not sign prohibit it. The limitation or suspension shall 
be reasonable, and shall apply only to Chinese who may go to the 
United States as laborers, other classes not being included in the lim- 
itations. Legislation taken in regard to Chinese laborers will be of 
such a character only as is necessary to enforce the regulation, limita- 
tion, or suspension of immigration.” 

The first section of the act provides that“ from and after the expira- 
tion of sixty days next after the passage of this act, and until the 
expiration of twenty years next after the passage of this act, the 
coming of Chinese laborers be, and the same is hereby, suspended, 
and during such suspension it shall not be lawful for any Chinese 
laborer to come, or having so come after the expiration of said sixty 
days, to remain within the United States,” 

he examination which I have made of the treaty, and of the decla- 
rations which its negotiators have left on record of the meaning of its 
language, leaves no donbt in my mind that neither contracting party 
in concluding the treaty of 1880 contemplated the passage of an act 
prohibiting immigration for twenty years, which is nearly a genera- 
tion, or thought that such a period would be a reasonable suspension 
or limitation, or intended to change the provisions of the Burlingame 
treaty to that extent. I re; is provision of the act as a breach 
of our national faith; and being unable to bring myself in harmony 


with the views of Congress on this vital point, the honor of the coun- 
try constrains me to return the act with this objection to its passage. 

eeply convinced of the necessity of some legislation on this subject, 
and concurring fully with Congress in maoy of the objects which are 
sought to be accomplished, I avail myself of the opportunity to point 
ont some other features of the present act which, in my opinion, can 
be modified to advantage. 

The classes of Chinese who still enjoy the protection of the Burlin- 
game treaty are entitled to the privileges, immunities, and exemp- 
tions accorded to citizens and subjects of the most favored nation. 
We have treaties with many powers which permit their citizens and 
subjects to reside within the United States and carry on business 
under the same laws and regulations which are enforced against 
citizens of the United States. I think it may be doubted whether 
provisions requiring personal registration and the taking out of pass- 
ports which are not imposed upon natives can be required of Chinese. 

Without expressing an opinion on that point, I may invite the atten- 
tion of Congress to the fact that the system of personal registration 
and passports is undemocratic and hostile to the spirit of our insti- 
tutions. I doubt the wisdom of putting an entering-wedge of this 
kind into our laws. A nation like the United States, jealous of the 
liberties of its citizens, may well hesitate before it incorporates into 
its polity a system which is fast disappearing in Europe before the 
progress of liberal institutions. A wide experience has shown how 
futile such precautions are, and how easily passports may be bor- 
rowed, exchanged, or even fo by persons interested to do so. 

If it is nevertheless thought that a passport is the most convenient 
way for identifying the Chinese entitled to the protection of the Bur- 
lingame treaty, it may still be doubted whether they onght to be 
reyuired to register. It is certainly our duty under the Burlingame 
treaty to make their stay in the United States, in the operation of 
general laws upon them, as nearly like that of our own citizens as 
we can consistently with our right to shut out the laborers. No good 
purpose is served in requiring them to register. 

y attention has been called by the Chinese minister to the fact 
that the bill as it stands makes no provision for the transit across 
the United States of Chinese subjects now residing in foreign coun- 
tries. I think that this point may well claim the attention of Con- 
gress in legislating on this subject. 

I have said that good faith requires us to suspend the immigration 
of Chinese laborers for a less period than twenty years; I now add 
that good policy points in the same direction. 

Our intercourse with China is of recent date. Our first treaty with 
that power is not yet forty years old. It is only since we acquired 
California and established a great seat of commerce on the Pacilic 
that we may be said to have broken down the barriers which fenced 
in that ancient monarchy. The Burlingame treaty naturally fol- 
lowed, Under the cette which inspired it many thousand Chinese 
laborers came to the United States. Noone can say that the country 
has not profited by their work. They were largely instrumental in 
constructing the railways which connect the Atlantic with the Pa- 
cific. The States of the Pacific slope are full of evidences of their 
industry. Enterprises profitable alike to the capitalist and to the 
laborer of Caucasian origin wonld have lain dormant but for them. 
A time has now come when it is supposed that they are not needed, 
and when it is thought by Congress and by those most acquainted 
with the subject that it is best to try to get along without them. 
There may, however, be other sections of the country where this 
species of labor may be advantageously employed without interfer- 
ing with the laborers of ourown race. In making the proposed ex- 

riment, it may be the part of wisdom as well as of good faith to 
fix the length of the experimental period with reference to this fact. 

Experience has shown that the trade of the East is the key to 
national wealth and influence. The opening of China to the com- 
merce of the whole world has benefi no section of if more than 
the States of our own Pacific pai The State of California, and its 

at maritime port especially, have reaped enormous advantages 
from this souree. Blessed with an exceptional climate, enjoying an 
unrivaled harbor, with the riches of a great agricultural and mining 

State in its rear, and the wealth of the whole Union pouring into it 
over its lines of railway, San Francisco has before it an incaleulable 
future if our friendly and amicable relations with Asia remain undis- 
turbed. It needs no argument to show that the policy which we 
now propose to adopt must have a direct tendency to repel oriental 
nations from us and to drive their trade and commerce into more 
friendly lands, It may he that the great and paramount interest of 
protecting our labor from Asiatic competition may justify us in a 
permanent adoption of this policy. But it is wiser, in the first place, 
to make a shorter experiment, with a view hereafter of maintaining 
a only such features as time and experience may coni- 
mend. 

I transmit herewith copies of the papers relating to the recent 
treaty with China which accompanied the confidential message of 
President Hayes to the Senate of the 10th January, 1881, and also a 
copy of a memorandum respecting the act herewith returned, which 
was handed to the Secretary of State by the Chinese minister ża 


Washington. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, 4th April, 1882. 
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{Confidential. Execntive,D. Forty-sixth Congress, third sesssion.] 

Message from the President of the United States, transmitting two treaties signed at 
Lene | on the 17th of September, 1880, by the commissioners plenipotentiary of the 
United States ond China, respectively ; together with @ letter of the Secretary of 
State in relation thereto, and accompanying papers. 

JANUARY 10. 1881.—Read : treaties read the first time. referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and, together with the message and accompanying papers, 
ordered to be printed in confidence for the use of the Senate. 

To the Senate of the United States: 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of the Senate two treaties signed at 
Peking on the 17th of September, 1880, by the commissioners plenipotentiary of 
the United States and China, respectively; together with a letter of the Secretary 
of State in relation thereto, and accompanying papers. K n. HAYES. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, January 10, 1881. 


Treaty between the United States and China, to supply the incompleteness af some of 
the provisions in former treaties, signed at Peking on the 17th September, 1830. 

The President of the United States of America and his imperial majesty the 
Emperor of China, because of certain points of incompleteness in the existing 
treaties between the two governments, have named as their commissioners plen- 
ipotentiary, that is to say: 

The President of the United States, James B. sagt of Michigan John F. 
Swift of California, and William Henry Trescot of South Carolina. \ 

His imperial majesty the Emperor of China, Pao Chiin, a member o. his im- 
perial majesty’s privy council and superintendent of the board of civ. ‘office, 
and Li Hung Tsao, a member of his imperial majesty’s privy council, wh, have 
agreed upon and concluded the following additional articles: \ 

ARTICLE I. 

The Governments of the United States and China, 8 benefits of 
their past commercial relations, and in order still further to promote sach relations 
between the citizens and subjects of the two powers, mutuall ree to give the 
most careful and favorable attention to the representations of either as to such 
special extension of commercial intercourse as either may desire. 

ARTICLE II. 

‘The Governments of China and of the United States mutually agree and under- 
take that Chinese subjects shall not be permitted to import opium into any of the 
ports of the United States; and citizens of the United States shall not be permitted 
to import opium into any of the open ports of China, to transport from one open 

rt to any other open port, or to ayana sell opium in any of the open ports of 

Jhina. ‘This absolute prohibition, which extends to vessels owned by the citizens 
or subjects of either power, to foreign vessels employed by them, or to vessels 
owned by the citizens or subjects of either power and employed by other persons 
for the transportation of opium, shall be enforeed by apprupriate legislation on the 
part of China and the United States; and the benetits of the favored-nation clause 
n existing treaties shall not be claimed by the citizens or subjects of either power 
as against the provisions of this article. 
Artic III. 

His imperial majesty the Emperor of China hereby promises and agrees that no 
other kind or higher rate of ton dues, or duties for ampas or exports, or 
coastwise trade shall be imposed or le in the open ports of China upon vessels 
wholly 9 to citizens of the United States, or upon the produce, manufact- 
ures, or merchandise imported in the same from the United States or from any 
foreign country; or npon the produce, manufactures, or merchandise penates in 
the same to thé United States or to any foreign country, or transported in the same 
from one pas port of China to another, than are imposed or levied on vessels or 
cent of any other nation or on those of Chinese subjects. 

he United States hereby promise and — that no other kind or higher rate 
of tonnage dues or duties for the ports shall be imposed or levied in the ports of 
the United States upon v wholly belonging to the subjects of his imperial 
majesty, and coming either sirens or by at 0 any foreign port from any of the 
ports of China which are open to foreign e, to the ports of the United States, 
or returning therefrom either directly or by way of any foreign port, to any of the 
open ports of China; or upon the produce, manufactures, or merchandise imported 
in the same from China or from any foreign country, than are imposed or levied 
on vessels of other nations which make no discrimination t the United 
States in tonnage dues or duties on imports, exports, or coastwise trade; or than 
are imposed or levied on vessels and cargoes of citizens of the United States. 

ARTICLE IV. 

When controversies arise in the Chinese Empire between citizens of the United 
States and subjects of his imperial majesty, which need to be examined and de- 
cided by the public officers of the two nations, it is agreed between the Govern- 
ments of the United States and China that such cases shall be tried by the proper 
ofiicial of the nationality of the defendant. The properly authorized official of the 
plaintiff's nationality shall be freely permitted to attend the trial, and shall be 
treated with the courtesy due to his position. He shall be granted all proper facil- 
ities for wajching the proceedings in the interest of justice. If he so desires he 
shall have Tie right to present, to examine, and to cross-examine witnesses. If he 
ix dissatisfied with the proceedings, he shall be permitted to protest against them 
in cem The law administered will be the law of the nationality of the otticer 
trying the case. 

In faith whereof the Mapa tls plenipotentiaries have signed and sealed the 
foregoing at Peking in Knglish and Chinese, being three originals of each text, of 
even tenor and date, the ratification of which shall be exchanged at Peking within 
one year from the date of its execution. 

Done at Peking this 17th day of November, in the year of our Lord 1880. Knanghsii, 


sixth year, tenth moon, tifteenth day. 
8 of „ JAMES B. ANGELL. SEAL. 
commissioners. JOHN F. SWIFT. SEAL. 
WM. HENRY TRESCOT. [srav. 


[srat..] 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, January 10, 1881. 
To the PRESIDENT : 

I herewith submit for transmission to the Senate the treaties signed at Pekin 
on the 17th November, 1480, by the commissioners plenipotentiary of the United 
States and the commissioners plenipotentiary of the Emperor of China, together 
with the correspondence giving the course of the negotiations. 

‘The first treaty is confini its provisions to the future regulation of China 
immigration into the United States. 

The treaty submitted settles the questions raised between the two countries in 
a manner alike honorable and satisfactory to both. While preserving to the sub- 
jects of China engaged in mercantile pursnits, in study, in teaching, or in travel 
for curiosity, the right of tree intercourse with this country, the Chinese Govern- 
ment has recognized in the Government of the United States the right toregniate, 
limit, and suspend the introduction into its territory of Chinese labor whenever, 
in its discretion, such introduction shall threaten ‘the good order of any locality 
or endanger any interests of society, 


— 


The second treaty is intended to supply the incompleteness of some of the pro- 


visions in former treaties. The first clause, without assuming or imposing any spe- 
cial obligation, recognizes the advantages of an enlarged commercial intercourse 
between the citizens and bee re of the two countries, and expresses on the part 
of the Chinese Government its readiness to give favorable consideration to any 
proposal for the extension of those relations which this Government may deem it 
wise and useful to ask. 

The second clause prohibits the participation of our citizens or our vessels in the 
opium trade in China, The anxiety of the Chinese Government to suppress this 
iniquitous traflic is honorable in itself, and was expressed with earnestness tothe 
commissioners of the United States. The well-known sentiments of this Govern- 
ment in regard to this trade invited the confident appeal to it on the part of the 
Chinese Government to take the lead among foreign nations in the proscription 
of this pernicious commerce. 

‘The third clause is one which frees the commercial intercourse of the two conn- 
tries from those discriminations of tonnage and other duties which have already 
been rejected in our policy whenever reciprocal engagements to that effect were 
accepted by other nations, and applies, as will be observed, as well to the coast- 
wise trade of China as to its foreign commerce. 5 

The fourth and last clause secures by treaty stipulation the trial of all actions, 
whether of tort or contract, arising between our citizens and the subjects of China 
in the courts of the judicial authorities of the defendant, and the application of 
the laws of the defendant's nationality to all such litigation. In cases the 
plaintiffs are secured the official presence at the trial of their national officers, the 
right to present, examine, and cross-examine witnesses, and otherwise to maintain 
a watchful observance of the trial. 

WM. M. EVARTS. 


Correspondence between the commissioners plenipotentiary of the United States to 
China and the Secretary of State. 


No. 3. 
No. 4.) UNITED STATES COMMISSION, 
Peking, September 27, 1880. 
Sin X * * * * . * 


We reached here upon the 19th instant, and found awaiting our arrival a com- 
munication from the ae e office informing us of the i soe Roget of two com- 
missioners by the Chinese Government, with full powers. Copies of this communi- 
cation and our reply are inclosed. 

The two commissioners are men of high rank and large influence, and are both 
members of the privy council of state; they are also ministers in the foreign 
ofice. They are both advanced in years. His excellency Pao Chiin is a Manchu, 
distantly related to the imperial family. In addition to the offices mentioned 
above, he is president of the Imperial College of Literature and ntendent of 
the board of rites, He has had long experience in 3 matters and is under- 
stood to be conciliatory and A oA ive in his policy. His excellency Li Hung 
Tsao is a Chinese. He was the tutor of the late Emperor Tung Chih, and has the 
reputation of being one of the most profound scholars in the empire. He has 
been a member of the foreign office for about five years, and is credited with being 
anti-foreign or reactionary in his views. 

We have, &c., 
JAMES B. ANGELL, 
JOHN F. SWIFT. 
WM. HENRY TRESCOT. 

Hon, Witiiam M. EVARTS, 

Secretary of State, 


UIuclosure 1 in No. 4.] 


Prince Kung, chief secretary of state for foreign affairs, herewith makes a 
communication: 

Upon the 23d ultimo I had the honor to receive a dispatch from your excellency, 
stating that the President of the United States had appointed your excellency, 
the Hon. John F. Swift, and the Hon. William H. Trescot, commissioners pleni- 
potentiary to China, and cmpowered them to confer with commissioners appointed 
with full powers by the Emperor of China, and has also empowered them to nego- 
tiate and sign treaties or conventions to the end of effecting a settlement of ques- 
tions of interest now pending between the two governments. Your excellency 
also requested me to memorialize the throne with a view to the appointment of . 
commissioners upon the part of China. 

Lat once addressed the throne upon this subject, and upon the 5th instant his 
imperial majesty issued his mandate in the following terms: Let Pao Chün and 
Li Hung Tsao be appointed commissioners plenipotentiary for conference upon 
matters of the treaty and subjects of interest. Respect this.” 

2 becomes my duty to forward a copy of this decree as above for your consid- 
eration. 

His Excellency JAMES B. ANGELL, &c. 

PEKING, September 18, 1880. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 4.] 
The commissioners plenipotentiary to Prince Kung. 
SEPTEMBER 25, 1880. 


Your INPERIAL Hiauxrss: Upon onr arrival at this capital we had the honor to 
receive your des highness's communication addi to Mr. Angell, and in 
response to his letter of August 23, by which we were informed that his imperial 
majesty has been pleased to appoint their excellencies Pao Chiin and Li Hung 
Tsao commissioners plenipotentiary on the part of China to treat with us upon 
certain matters of interest pow pending between the two governments. 

The United States will not fail to a preciate the promptness and disposi- 
tion thus shown by the government o imperial majesty, and in acknowledging 
receipt of your nor gh of highness's communication, we beg to add the expression 
of our sincere desire that through our deliberations results may be reached at an 
early moment which will prove beneficial alike to China and the United States. 


We have, &., 
JAMES: B. ANGELL. 
JOHN F. SWIFT. 
W. H. TRESCOT, 
No. 4. 
No. 6.] UNITED States COMMISSION, 


Peking, October 11, 1880. 

Sin: Recurring to our dispatch No. 4, of the 27th Ùtimo, in which we reported 
our arrival here, and the appointment bythe government of two commissioners plen- 
3 we have now the honor toinform you that npon the 1st instant we met 
the two commissioners at the foreign office by appointment and exchanged our full 
e Those presented for our inspection by their excellencies Pao and Li were 
the usual Chinese form, and consisted of the oe gre decree appointing them, 

a translation of which is quoted in the dispatch of Prince Kung, which forms in- 
closure No. 1 of our dispatch referred to above. There were present on this ecca- 
sion three prominent ministers of the foreign office in addition to the two commis- 


ners. 
Having thus exchanged our full powers, we laid before the commissioners a 
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a ee ee ne . 


memorandum, a copy of which is inclosed, in which we stated in eral terms 

the purpose of the Government in our appointment, the dithienlties which confront- 

ed it in consequence of the excessive immigration of Chinese, and its desire to 

secure such modification of existing treaties as should leave it free to deal with the 

rT growing out of the immigration of Chinese as public interests might 
mand. 

The commissioners aud other ministers present having read this paper, re- 
marked upon the friendliness of its tone, and stated that they were desirous of 
reaching a solution of the questions involved at an early moment. They added 
that they would consult with Prince Kung and send us a memorandum in response 
atanearly day. The interview then ended. 

Upon the 7th instant we received the response as promised. a copy of whichis 
herewith inclosed. We at once sought a further interview with the commission- 
ers, and had p meeting them to-day, but, at their request, the interview 
has been defe: to the 13th instant. 

We do not think it necessary, at the moment, to trouble you with the obvions 
reply to be made to this very inconsequential document. It will be forwarded at 
an early day. ‘The Department may be assured that we shall not recognize the 
right of the Chinese Government to go behind the language of the representatives 
of the Government of the United States and assign motives and reasons for its 
diplomatic action other than those detined by itself. 

We have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servants, 

JAMES B. ANGELL. 
JOHN F. SWIFT. 
WM. HENRY TRESCOT. 

Hon. WHM M. EVARTS. 

Secretary of State. 


{Inclosure 1 in No. 6.] 


After the exchange of full powers which has just taken place, it becomes the 
duty of the commissioners of the United States to lay before the commissioners of 
China, with entire frankness, the purpose of their mission. 

Fortunately the relations of the two countries have been of unbroken and 
increasing friendship from the date of the first treaty negotiated between them to 


the present moment. It is only natural that it should have been so. Without 
conflicting interest to disturb their relations ; gph pga in their territorial 
extent an the two gt eut nations which 


in their large ee, the power o 
occupy the shores of the Pacific Ocean; they are united by the conscionaness that 
free —— between them ropny conducted can only be beneficial to both. 

We have now had the experience of many years as to the effect of that inter- 
course, and our object is, in full and friendly consultation with the representa- 
tives of the Chinese Government, to ascertain what modifications in its regulation 
may have become necessary, as the effect upon those interests has now come to be 
known to both governments by the practical operation of existing treaties. 

Under the treaties which have from time to time been negotiated between the 
two countries, the merchants of the United States have resorted to the treaty 
ports of China in the pursuit of their calling, while those of China have come to 
the United States, where they have been made welcome to engage in trade in all 
parts of the country, and have been uniformly protected in their rights, and their 
merchants have exchanged the products of the two countries, as we believe, to 
the mutual advantage of both. 

‘There bas also been a constant and useful international communication, taking 
its rise in motives of philanthropy, or a respectful curiosity as to the habits, man- 
ners, and institutions of each other, which the students of all nations have been 
at all times itted and encouraged to cultivate. 

But we wish to ask the attention of the Chinese Government to a species of 
intercourse which has inc to a large extent within the last few years, and 
which has subjected the Government of the United States to very grave embar- 
rassments. 

A class of Chinese rack pe immigrating to the United States without the pur- 
pose of changing their allegiance and intending only a temporary residence, claims 
all the privileges and exemptions provided by express treaty stipulations for * per- 
wunent residence.” This same class, consisting entirely of laborers, coming in 
great numbers, with the avowed intention of y return, and concerted arrange. 
ments for a new supply, with the almost absolute exclusion of all family and 
domestic relations in their association, and jealously pres their peculiar 
nationality in dress, language, creed, and habits, claims that it is entitled to all the 

privileges of the subjects and citizens of the most favored nation; although the 

migration from no other uution at all resembles this in its pornoda, its methods, 
or its consequences. All other immigrants come to the Uni States with the 
express purpose of changing their allegiance, with their wives and children, to be 
— aa course of a genera completely incorporated into the country of their 

option. 

) Of late years the immigration has concentrated itself in cities and come into 
direct ype with native laborers, making their struggle for livelihood a hard 
one and disabling them, by their exclusion from accustomed work, to 3 
those social and political duties which the Government of the United States expects 
from every one of its citizens. This competition engenders popular discontent and 
raises questions which, if left unsettled, may disturb the friendly relations of the 
two countries. 

‘The commissioners of China will, we are sure, understand how grave a problem 
it would be, for the solution of their own government, if 100,000 foreign laborers 
were in a body introduced into the capital, or into any great city of the empire, 
to bring their new and strange manners and habits and to take the places of the 
same number of native Chinese, whose ability to discharge their duties as subjects 
by contributing their taxes and fulfilling their other liabilities, was in great meas- 
ure 1 upon their capacity to maintain themselves and their families by 
their daily work. A 

In addition to this, it must be remembered that from the enormous ree 
of China snch a number of immigrants could be gathered under the stimulant of 

to those who sent them as would exceed the native population of more than 
one of the United States, unless the Government of China and the United States 
e me their common right to deal with this subject by such legislation as the 
best interests of both countries require. 

The commissioners of the United States would also call to the attention of the 
Chinese Government, that for this extension of these pringas to all Chinese sub- 
jects throughout the whole territorial me le of the United States the citizen 
of the United States is only entitled to the limited hospitality of a few open ports, 
and in them only for the Pare of trade, travel, or residence. 

But the Government of the United States does not wish to conduct this discus- 
sion in any controversial yeti It has no desire or intention to do injustice to the 
character of the Chinese laborer. But it does feel justified in asking that it shall 
be allowed to judge for itse to what extent the immigration of Chinese labor is 
useful and advantageous, and that whenever at particular times or particular 
places it feels that its social or industrial interests require a limitation or prohibi- 
tion of such immigration, it shall have the authority with due communication to 
the representatives of the Chinese Government to regulate it as is most consonant 
with those interests. 

So far as those are concerned who, under treaty guarentee; have come to the 
United States, the Government recognizes but one duty, and that is to maintain 
them in the exercise of their treaty privil t any opposition, whether it 
takes the shape of popular violence or of le ve enactment, And that the 
Government of the United States has fully discharged this duty is apparent from 
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the fact which we may assume is within the knowledge of the Chinese Govern- 
ment, that the courts of the United States have, on every occasion where the issue 
has been raised, sustained the privilege of the treaty against the limitation of the 
State law. The disturbances which have sometimes occurred from occasional 
excitement of the popular feeling are too small and too rare to furnish subject of 
discussion now. 

The Government of the United States feels that in bringing this subject to your 
attention it is deferring to the opinion of the Chinese Government, which, if we 
are rightly informed, has never encouraged the immigration of its people, which 
does not wish that immigration from China should be assimilated to immigration 
from other countries, and which prefers that such immigration should be under 
its own control. 

‘The commissioners of the United States feel that they are warranted in thus 
interpreting the wishes of the Chinese Government. from the fact that in a recent 
treaty with Spain the Chinese Government granted to the local authorities of the 
island of Cuba the right to exercise a discretion of the same character which the 
Government of the United States desires should be recognized as its right. 

As the most earnest desire and purpose of the Government of the United States 
are not only to adhere with ry a tery fidelity to their treaty obligations, but to 
construe all such obligations in spirit of friendly liberality which has marked 
its relations with the Chinese Government, we have been instructed to meet you 
in amicable consultation to review such one Pees as bear upon the sub- 
ject, and to seek with you a solution of the difficulties which will be alike honor- 
able and satisfactory to both countries. Any suj on to the Chinese Govern- 
ment as to the form in which such modification of existing treaties can be made 
ae agreeable to it will receive from us the most respectful and attentive consid- 
eration. 


({Inclosure 2 in No. 6.] 
Their excellencies Pao and Li to the commissioners. 


e the 1st instant your excellencies left with us at the foreign office a memo- 
randum upon certain treaty modifications. We have carefully considered it, and 
beg to submit a uote in response. We shall be glad to hear how it strikes your 


excellencies : 
PRKING, October 7, 1880. 
A few days since the full powersof the commissioners plenipotentiary on either 
side were mutually inspected. We presume your excellencies have AE trausla- 
tion of our full powers made and have sutticiently examined them. We have sub- 
mitted yours to the prince, and now beg to return them herewith. Will you be so 
good as to receive them and return ours to this office at your convenience? 


Memorandum. 


Upon the Ist instant your excellencies came to the foreign office and personally 
handed to usa minute upon certain treaty modifications. We have given this paper 
our carefal consideration. The objective Se of its several sections is a discus- 
sion in a friendly spirit which s result in mutual benefit, and shall be free from 
harm to either party. 

China and the United States have been on friendly terms from the first. But 
from the ratification of the Burlingame treaty a decided strengthening in our rela- 


tions of amity has been seen. 

The people of either country have passed to and from the other, and have never 
failed to receive all the benefits, privileges, and immunities guaranteed to them 
by treaties. To refer, for exam à to the Chinese laborers in California. Their 
number certainly is not small. ng from a race of dwellers upon the sea-coast, 
they have desi to go thither, and have regarded California as a land of abun- 
dance and as furnishing great opportunities. They have also rejoiced in the free- 
dom of the United States. Hence they have not gone there as the result of deceit, 
or by being kidnapped, nor under contract as coolies, but have flown thither as 
the wild geese fly. 

In the many years of Chinese emigration to California a hundred lines of enter- 
ey have arisen, and commercial activity has developed toan immense extent. 

he Chinese have given a large amountof their labor to your people, and the ben- 
efits of that labor to your country have certainly not been few. Bat now, because 
the Chinese do pood work for small remuneration, the rabble are making com- 
plaints. Since the amount paid to the laborer is small, the em: loyer is able to save 
more, and hence the benefit still inures to the citizen of the United States. This 
woald seem to be fair reasoning the world over. 

Last year the Congress of the United States passed an act restricting the immi- 
gration of Chinese, which the President of the United States vetoed. This year 
there has also been discriminative legislation t them, which the courts have 
declared unconstitutional, and hence invali Some time since Mr. Seward 
handed to us the report of Senator Morton upon Chinese i ion, in which he 
held that it would certainly be wrong to restrict the coming of the Chinese. He 
quoted the Constitution of the United States adopted at the establishment of the 
Government, which declares: , Our territory is broad and our people few in num- 
ber. People of all nations shall be tted to come to our land without let or 
hinderance.” He also quoted the airs, wage treaty, which declares that the 
people of either country shall be permitted to go freely to the other, either with 
the purpose of residing permanently there and of ing citizens or subjects, 
or temporarily ; that they shall go voluntarily and shall not be hindered. 

These statements, both official and personal, are all to the point. If, now, because 
of 88 bt oman pd between the Irish and stranger ests a decision is lightly 
taken to change the policy of the Government, contradiction with the Constitution 
of the United States and existing treaties cannot be avoid: 

Since the establishment of treaty relations between the two countries, citizens 
of the United States in China have not been relegated to the jurisdiction of the 
Chinese authorities. China has accorded this privilege to the United States. Chi 
nese subjects have been permitted to go and come at their pleasure. The United 
States has granted this concession to China. At the ratification of this treaty the 
N of both sides of the Pacific Ocean leaped, shouted, and clapped their hands 
with joy and pleasure, friendly relations were firmly established. divisions were 
obliterated, the people could come and — they chose, and the Government only 
heeded the wishes of the people. All this was eminently just and honorable in the 
highest degree to the United States. This being so, when other powers were ex- 
ceedingly urgent in their need of Chinese labor and desired this government to 
allow its subjects to of their own free will, this governmen se those 
other powers treated the Chinese laborer harshly and not with the kindness shown 
them by the United States, could not do otherwise than take this difference into 
consideration. 

Hence the facts which resulted in the stipulation referred to in the Cuban con- 
vention are unlike the circumstances in the United States. and your Government 
should not look upon that fag! degra as a satisfactory rule of action. In a word, 
there are Chinese who go to the United States as merchants and fraders, and there 
are also Chinese who'go there as laborers. ‘een A when there was a demand 
for these laborers, the only fear was that they not go thither; and now, 
because of the influence of violent men, there exists a desire that they stay away. 

In consideration of the ent friendship between the two countries, it is 


believed that the United repran no means entertains this idea. But as the 
number of Chinese laborers in California is daily increasing there cannot but be 
abuses. This is manifestly true. Hence, last year the fo: office consented to 
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business further with us, we 
that an 
ifficulties 
and securing beneficial results may not be lost sight of on either side, provided 
always that such negotiations shall not be contrary to the stipulations of the Bur- 
lingame treaty. 
We are by no means unalterably fixed in our views. 


No. 5. 
{Three inclosures.} 


UNITED STATES COMMISSION, 
Peking, October 23, 1880. 

Sin: Our dispatch No. 6 covered the memorandum which we submitted at our 
first interview with the Chinese commissioners and the reply which they trans- 
mitted a few days after. 

TR the 5 if that reply gt ee. for and bine ag an ce eh adel on ae 
13th instant, at w. we took up their r, y raph, and dis- 
cussed its —— in 1 A pri or F wus sub- 
mitted to tue Chinese commissioners, accompanies this dispatch. 

At the same time we placed before them a draft of such modification 8 
treaties as we thought ni to secure the object of our mission, a copy o 
which will be found in inclosure No. 2. 

Yesterday, the 22d, we received a communication, a copy of which will be found 
in inclosure No, 3, and immediately upon its receipt asked for a conference to-day. 
It was long and full, but owing to the hour at which it was held, and the character 
of the discussion, it is im ble to prepare a précis in time for the mail which 
leaves to-morrow. 

We need only say at present that it was on the whole quite satisfactory; that 
the Chinese commissioners disclaimed any mtention of laying down an ultimatum 
of concession in the language which now rae used, dec. their object to be 
rather to reach a full understanding of what we wished, expressed their satisfac- 
tion with such explanations as we ished, and ass us that they had but one 
purpose, and that was to come to an amicable solution of the matters under discus- 
ari = to do so in time to allow the commissioners to leave before the close of 
na tion. 

A PEER of the conversation will be sent by the next mail. 

We have the honor to be, &c., 
JAMES B. ANGELL, 


JOHN F. SWIFT. 
WM. HENRY TRESCOT. 


Since, now, your excellencies desire to discuss this 
are ready to discuss further the proposition of Mr. Seward, with the ho 
equitable solution may be reached, and that the purpose of avoidin 


No. 8.] 


Hon. WILLIAM M. EVARTS, 
Secretary of State. 


[Inclosure 1 in No. 8.) 
Précis of a conversation had with the Chinese commissioners, Wednesday, October 


„ 1880. 

Mr. Trescot, on behalf of the United States commissioners, said: We have 
received the communication of your excellencies, with the request that we would 
say how it strikes us. 

e will do so with entire frankness, but you must first allow us to correct some 
mainte ar which we think your ex necies will not be unwilling to have 
romov 

You say, referring to immigration into the United States of Chinese laborers : 
a Formerly , when there was a demand for these laborers, the only fear was that 
they would not go thither, and now because of the influence of violent men there 
exists a desire that they stay away.” 

Again: But now, because the Chinese do good work for small remuneration, 
the rabble are making a complaint.” Again: “If now, because of temporary com- 

tition between the Irish and stranger guests a decision is lightly taken to change 

he policy of the Government, contradiction with the Constitution of the United 
States and 5 cannot be avoided.” 

Knowing as we do the well-established and traditional courtesy of the Chinese 
Government in its relations with otherfnations, we are sure that you did not mean 
to give offense by this langnage. But we feel it our duty, both to ourselves and 
to our Government, to recall to your attention that we represent the Government. 
of the United States, and that any communication we make comes from it after 
careff™ and most friendly consideration, and is entitled at your hands to the same 
respect with which any communication from you has been, and will always be, 
received by us Yon can scarcely mean to say that the Government of the United 
States is merely speaking the language of “violent men,“ or that the great nation 
in whose name it addresses you is “a rabble,” or that ‘a competition between the 
Irish and stranger guests" is the motive of its conduct. 

You will certainly recognize that the Government of the United States, like the 
Government of China, has the right to appreciate for itself the motives of its own 
policy, and that when it addresses to the Chinese Government a communication 

m a subject of grave interest, in respectful and friendly language, it cannot 
allow the representatives of China to go bebind that communication, and either 
criticise its motives or deny the good faith of its representations. 

Your excellencies would be justly offended if we should venture to consider your 
language as anything less than the authorized voice of your government, and if we 

presumed to go beyond your words and to look for your motives and reasons in 

e rumors of the streets aud in the public gossip of the people. 

We trust, therefore, that your excellencies understand that we are speak- 
ing for the Government of the United States, and that we represent in all that 
we may say the ve, well-considered resolution of that Government, and that 
while weapproach you in the most amicable spirit, and will give the most respect- 
ful attention to any views you may submit to our consideration, we cannot in any 
discussion accept as satisfactory language which separates the Government of the 
United States from its people, or claims the right on the part of the Chinese Gov- 
fone iy question the cerity of any communication which we may make in 

its behalf. 

The Chinese commissioners replied: What you have said is very satisfactory. 
Our remarks in the memorandum were by the way of argument merely, and not 
intended to express any positive opinion of onr own. We had heard that the Chi- 
nese in California were not in accord with the Irish, and came into competition 
with them. A minister told us that this fact was at the bottom of the difficulty, 
and so we mentioned it in our memorandum. But we added also in the memo- 
random that we did not believe the Government was influenced by such motives. 
ey desire is to discuss and settle these questions upon a basis of mutual 
amity. 

Mr. Trescot replied: But as an impression may have been made upon you by 
designing men, for mischievous 3 that the Government of the United States 
does notrepresent the wishes of the American people, we would call to theattention 
of your excellencies that the people of the United States are atthe present moment 
propao x for the periodical election of their President. As you are well aware, it 

s the habit on such occasions for both of the great parties of the country to de- 
clare what pay they think the interest of the country requires, and we have the 
honor to submit for your consideration the declarations of their opinions on the 
subject of Chinese 8 which they have 8 ut before the world. 

Chinese commissioners replied; No one has nenced us in this matter. 
We had not been biased by what we have heard. 


Mr. Trescot continued: Your excellencies are also pleased to say to us, Since 
your excellencies desire to discuss this business further with us, we are ready to 
discuss farther the propositions of Mr. Seward.” If itis the desire of your excel- 
lencies to discuss these propositions we will do so at the popr time, but we feel 
it best to inform yonr excellencies that these propositions in no wise represent the 
wish or purpose of the United States Government, and that the appointment of a 
new minister and our presence here with full powers to negotiate ought to be to 

you sufficient evidence of what value you should attach to such representations. 

We are entirely unaware of any authority or approval given by the Government 
of the United States to the proposal submit on his own responsibility by Mr. 
Seward to the Chinese Government. 

The Chinese commissioners replied: We assumed, of course, that since your 
Government had appointed a new minister and three commissioners to modify tue 
treaty, the propositions of Minister Seward were not deemed satisfactory by your 
Government, but we had received no official information upon this poin 

Mr. Trescot said: Having corrected these misapprehensions, as we consider 
them, we cordially recognize the amicable spirit of your communication. We are 
gaa that you acknowledge, as we have done, the long and unbroken friendship 

tween the two countries, the fact that our intercourse has developed commercial 
activity to a large extent and to mutual benefit, and that immigrants from China 
have never failed to receive all the . and immunities - 
teed to them by the treaties,” and that all this,” as you kindly and justly say, 
“was eminently just and honorable in the highest degree to the United States Gov- 
ernment.” 

The Chinese commissioners replied: This is simple truth. The relations exist- 
ing between the two countries have been of the firmest. 

Ur. Trescot responded; On our part we readily acknowledge the service which 
Chinese labor has rendered to the citizens of the United States. But we would call 
to your attention that this immigration had commenced and largely increased be- 
fore the Burlingame treaty, and that in our opinion that treaty bas not, as you sup- 
pose, mate y contributed to our strengthening of our relations of amity. Indeed, 
we fear it has been the reverse; for it is only since that treaty that the question 
has arisen which now causes disturbance in our old and friendly relations. 

And this brings us to the point of practical difference which your communica- 
tion indicates as existing between us. 


The Burlingame treaty gives to the subjects of China the right of unrestricted 
immigration into the United States; at least the Government of the United States 


has hitherto acquiesced in that construction of the treaty, and would mueh prefer 
to readjust its provisions than enter into any discussion of whatit strictly means. 

Under the provision of that treaty, so construed, the i tion of labor from 
China has become very large and has raised questions of social order and political 
consequences not anticipated. That this is a grave embarrassment you must re- 
ceive as the conscientious conviction of the United States Government. What we 
are instructed to say to you is that the Government of the United States thinks it 
is entitled to treat this question as its own most important interest demands; that 
from our past relations and the advantages we have derived, you may feel assured 
that such 1238 would not be limited or prohibited unless it threatened 
serions evils, and that, if it does, then we expect from the Chinese Government a 
due consideration of the difficulties it imposes. 

The Government of the United States thinks that it ought to have the right to 
decide to what extent and under what circumstances that immigration is whole- 
some, and to stop it when it becomes injurious. Its most solemn duty to its own 
citizens will not allow it to forego the exercise of that right. It therefore asks you 
to consent to such amodification of what ys consider your treaty rights under the 
Burlingame treaty as will enable it to discharge that duty without raising questions 
which might disturb the friendly relations of the two countries. If we understand 
your concluding remarks correctly, they seem to us tomean that you can enter upon 
no negotiation which looks to the modification of that treaty. If go, we do not see 
what we are to negotiate about. What we wish you refuse in advance, namely, 
the modification of the Burlingame treaty. If you ean see any way in which we 
can reach what we wish without a modification of that treaty, we will gladly con- 
sider it. But it does not suggest itself to us. 

The Chinese commissioners replied: That is not our idea. We are only anxious 
not to do anything which should be in direct opposition to the Burlingame treaty. 
The propositions of Mr. Seward amounted to a modification of the Burlingame 
treaty, for under that treaty all Chinese, good or bad, could at their own will go 
to the United States, and the officers of neither country could interfere. But as 
they went in excessive numbers, Mr. Seward proposed to take steps to prevent 
fonr classes from going thither, and China was glad to be able to concert measures 
with him to this end. As it appears now that your Government does not approve 
of Mr. Seward's propositions, we are quite ready to concert further measures with 
you. As Prince Kung said, the United States has its difficulties in this matter, 
and so has China. To devise a remedy devoid of difficulty to either power will be 
exceedingly desirable and, I think, quite feasible. 

Mr. Trescot added: We therefore feel bound, to avoid a useless waste of time 
and werda: to ask if that is the construction which we are expected to place upon 
your words. 

We can scarcely anticipate that, because, as yon say, ‘‘ other powers treated the 
Chinese Laborers harshly and not with the kindness shown them by the United 
States,” the Chinese Government will refuse to that Government as large a disere- 
tion in dealing with this guetos as it has conceded by treaty to those other pow- 
ers. And in order to indicate with more precision what the Government of the 
United States desires, we submit to your consideration the following paper. (See 
inclosure No. 2.) 

The Chinese commissioners replied: We will carefully consider this proposition, 
submit it to the Prince, and give you an answer. 

The commissioners were asked to give a response at an early day. 


[Inclosure 2 in No. 8.] 


To indicate more precisely the wishes of the United States, we suggest the 
following proposition for the consideration of the Chinese Government: 

ARTICLE I. The United States of America and the Emperor of China recognize 
the mutual benefit which results from the proper intercourse of the citizens and 
subjects of all nations, and, in order to encourage such intercourse between the 
two countries, agree that citizens of the United States visiting or residing in 
China, and subjects of China visiting or residing in the United States, for the 
Lind ap of trade, travel, or temporary residence, for the prosecution of teaching, 
study, or curiosity, shall enjoy in the respective countries all the rights, privileges, 
immunities, and exemptions which are granted by either country to the citizens 
and subjects of the most favored nations. 

ART. II. Whenever, in the opinion of the Government of the United States, the 
coming of Chinese laborers to the United States, or their residence therein, affects, 
or threatens to affect, the interest of that country, or to endanger the good order 
of the said country, or of any locality within the territory thereof, the Govern- 
ment of the United States may regulate, limit, suspend, or prohibit such coming 
or residence, after giving timely notice of such regulation, limitation, suspension, 
or prohibition to the Government of China, and the words Chinese laborers are 
herein used to signify all immigration other than that for teaching, trade, travel, 
Sron and curiosity, hereinbefore referred to, and authorized and provided for in 
existing treaties. 

Ant. III. But it is distinctly understood between the contracting parties that 
all Chinese subjects who, under the faith of existing treaties, have gone into or are 
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now residing in the United States, shall be guaran 
cerns and exemptions to which they are now entitled under the provision of 
treaties, 


teed all the protection, rights, 


{Inclosure 8 in No. 8] 
The Chinese commissioners to Messrs, Angell, Swift, and Trescot. 


Upon the 15th instant your excellencies furnished us with a project for a modi- 
fication of existing treaties, and upon the 17th yourexcellencies forwarded a précis 
of our conversation of the 13th. 

We have carefully studied these papers and beg now to submit for your con- 
sideration a memorandum in reply. 

Cards and compliments. 

PEKING, October 22, 1880. 


Memorandum. 


Some days since your excellencies handed to us a project in two sections for the 
modification of existing treaties, which has received our careful consideration. 

Section 1 declares that the people of either country visiting or residing in the 
other, for the purpose of 6, travel, residence, teaching, study, or curiosity, 
shall enjoy in the respective countries all the rights, privileges, immunities, and 
exemptions which are granted by either country to the citizens and subjects of 
the most favored nation. This is in exact accord with the treaties now in force, 
and there seems to be no occasion for a re-enactment of this section. 

Section 2 declares that there are difficulties growing out of the emigration of 
Chinese laborers to the United States, and explains that the words Chinese labor- 
ers" are used to include all persons except such as go thither for the purpose of 
teaching, study, trade, travel, and curiosity. The separation of this class from 
the mass of the subjects of China in this manner is not in strict accord with the 
spirit of our treaties, and in practical operation would meet with many diflicalties. 

ut 1 mind the deep friendship between the two governments, in the 
event of embarrassments on either part, a solution must be sought in a spirit of 
mutual concession. 

We infer that of the phrases regulate, limit, suspend. or prohibit,” the first is 
a general expression referring to the others. When Mr. Holcombe was at Yamen 
the other day, we said to him that the use of the term prohibit was not in accord- 
ance Avni the treaties in force, and that China would assuredly find it difficult to 
adopt it. 

2 the moment, we are only preparon to negotiate fora mode of limitation, hav- 
ingin mind the interests of both governments. We are entirely ready to negotiate 
most carefully with your excellencies to the end that a limitation, either in point 
of time or of numbers, may be fixed upon the emigration of Chinese laborers to 
the United States. But the limitation when agreed upon can only apply to the 

rts of China. If persons go from other parts, China would neither know of nor 

able to prevent it. 

If your excellencies have any suggestions as to how this is to be accomplished, 
we trust you will give your views fully, so that we may consider them together. 
But if, after the limitation shall have been agreed upon and settled, the emigra- 
tion to the United States becomes small, then the action should be as heretofore: 
that is, in accordance with the stipulations of existing treaties. 

We a roe beyond expression the declaration made by your excellencies 
that ale nese subjects who, under the faith of existing treaties, have gone into 
or are now residing in the United States shall be guaranteed all the protection, 
rights, immunities, and exemptions to which they are now entitled under the pro- 

ions of existing treaties. 

While sooner this business, your précis of our conversation came to hand 
and has been carefully noted. 


No. 6. 
UNITED STATES Comission, 
Peking, November 3, 1880. 


Sin: Our dispatch No. 8, of October 23. 1880, brought the history of our nego- 
tiation down to the interview of that day with the Chinese commissioners, and 
briefly summarized its result. We now have the houor to inclose a full précis of 
the conversation on that occasion. 

When that précis was submitted to the Chinese commissioners, we asked for an 
interview (which was appointed for the Sist ultimo) in a note, a copy of which 
will be found inclosed. 

The conference was held on the day appointed, and at its opening the Chinese 
cemmissioners submitted to us the project of eier a translation of which will 
be fonnd herewith. This being in Chinese, we could only gather its general pur- 
port from a rapid translation by Mr, Holcombe. Mr. Trescot, on behalf of the 
commissioners, informed the Chinese commissioners that we would take it into 
consideration, but that we could and onght to say at once that there were some 
points which were inadmissible and could not be received by us even for consider- 
ation. The first was the limitation of the provisions of the treaty to Chinese im- 
migration into California, To this the Chinese commissioners rep¥ed that such 
was not their intention, but as they had been led to suppose from all they heard 
that objection to such immigration existed chiefly if not only in California, they 
had suggested this form in order that its discussion might lead to a better under- 
standing. 

The second point was the provision that the limitation of such immigration 
should becontined only to the prevention of the entry of Chinese labor, and should 
not impose penalties or disabilities of any kind upon such immigrants. Mr. Trescot 
said that this ee was too obscure. and seemed to involve questions not within 
the scope of the present discussion. The ee are to prevent immigration, without 
the use of such means as the Government of the United States might deem judi- 
cions and necessary to enforce the prevention, was scarcely worth considering. 

To this objection the reply of the Chinese was not precise enough for accurate 
report, but their apprehension seemed to be that such power of prevention might 
be made to justify or excuse unfavorable legislation by the States against such 
Chinese immi ts as might be found within their borders. 

Another point was the exclusion of ‘ artisans" from the class of Chinese labor 
whose immigration was forbidden by the pro provisions. Inreference to this 
Mr. Trescot stated that it was an inadmissible limitation upon that definition o 
Chinese labor which had been suggested by the United States commissioners- 

It was deemed best by the United States commissioners not to do more at this 
interview than ey Serre great disappointment at the scope and tenor of the 
Chinese project, and to reserve a full review of its provisions until it had been 
translated 

After full consideration, the United States commissioners drafted a counter pro- 
ject with observations, which they sent to the Chinese commissioners by Mr. Hol- 
combe, as secretary of the commission. This was accompanied by a note of in- 
struction to Mr. Holcombe, a copy of which will be found inclosed. Theresult of 
his interview was the appointment of a meeting, to be held at an early day, the 
language of the members of the yamen being such as to indicate the prospect of 
a selistactory conclusion, 

It may be well to state here that in all our conferences there have been present, 
besides the two commissioners, other members of the yamen, making the Chinese 
representation never less than four and oftener six. The discussions, as far as they 
had practical point, were conducted to a large degree by Shun, a member of the 
privy council and one of the oldest and most influential of the yamen, and Wang, 


No. 11.} 


who, although the youngest member, has the reputation of being one of the most 
distinguished statesmen of the country. 
The discussions were, however, often very general, and participated in by all 


those 8 
Ve have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servants, 
JAMES B. ANGELL. 
JOHN F. SWIFT. 
WM. HENRY TRESCOT. 
Hon. WX. M. EVARTS, Secretary of State. 


{Inclosure 1 in No. 11.] 


Précis of a conversation had between the United States commissioners and the Chinese 
commissioners, on Saturday, October 23, 1880. 


Mr. Trescot, on behalf of the United States commissioners, said that they had 
received the memorandum of the Chinese commissioners on the project submitted, 
and thanked them for the promptuess of their reply and the friendly spirit which 
marked it. That as to the first article, it was, as the Chinese couimusloners said. 
only a summary or recapitulation of the ee of existing treaties on the 
subject of the emigration and residence of the citizens of either country in the 
other. The article was suggested simply under the impression that as the N 
of the present negotiation was one branch of immigration, it would be as well to 
make any treaty now negotiated a complete treatment of the whole subject. But 
if the Chinese Government preferred to leave the provisions standing as they now 
do in several treaties, and confine this negotiation to the immigration of Chinese 
labor, the United States commissioners would not object and would not of course 
press any further consideration of the first article. 

That as to the second article, the United States commissioners want some fuller 
i wegen of the meaning of the language used in the Chinese memorandum. 

The memorandum says: At the moment we are only prepared to negotiate for 
a mode of limitation, having in mind the interests of both, governments. We are 
entirely ready to negotiate most carefully with your excellencies tothe end thata 
limitation, either in point of time or of numbers, may be fixed to the emigration 
of Chinese laborers to the United States.“ 

The United States commissioners would like to have a more definite statement 
of what such limitation meant, and how it was proposed to it into effect. 

The Chinese commissioners replied that they had informed the secretary of the 
commission verbally that there would be difficulty in their accepting the word 
“ prohibition,” used in the second article ; and, assuming that the word ‘regulate " 
would cover generally the other words “limit and suspend,” they had suggested 
this limitation in hopes of learning from tho United States commissioners what 
their idea of limitation was, and they would like to hear, 

Mr. Trescot replied that the United States commissioners were not quite prepared 
to say, because, as the article they had submitted was a distinct proposition, they 
had been led by the language of the memorandum to suppose that the proposition 
for limitation in time and numbers was a substitute for that article and not a re- 
sponse to it, and that they had therefore expected that 
would be prepared to explain it in some detail. 

The Ch commissioners said they did not intend their proposition to be con- 
sidered as a substitute for Article II, or in = sense an eee on the part 
of the Chinese Government. They rather intended it to induce a free discussion 
of the subject so it should be 1 4 understood. By limitation in number 
they meant, for example, that the United States Bening, $e they sup , arecord 
of the number of immigrants in each year as well as the total number of Chinese 
now there, that no more should be allowed to go in any one year in future than 
either the test number which had gone in any year in the t, or the least 
number which had gone in any year in the past, or that the total number should 
never be allowed to exceed the number now there. As to limitation in time they 
meant, for example, that Chinese should be allowed to go in alternate years, or 
every third year, or, for example, that they should not be allowed to go for two, 
three, or five years. 

Mr. Trescot replied that the United States commissioners feared there was some 
misunderstanding on the part of the Chinese commissioners as to the meaning of 
Article II. The United States Government did not ask the Chinese Government 
to regulate, limit, suspend, or prohibit immigration, but to leave that to the dis- 
cretion and action of the United States Government itself. That under the Bur- 
lingame treaty, as construed in practice, the Chinese had the absolute right, iu 
any numbers, to come to the United States. This had caused tronble and embar- 
rassment. What the United States Government asked was that the Chinese Gov- 
ernment should consent to such a modification of the Burlingame treaty as would 
enable it, without raising unpleasant questions of constraction, to exercise 
that discretion, The reasons why the United States Government should be al- 
lowed to do this rather than to impose the task upon the Governmentof China are 
manifest. If undertaken by China it would necessitate complicated regulations ; 
the appointment of special officers at each port to enforce the rules on the art of 
the local officers would raise questions between the two governments, des, as 
the memorandum of the Chinese commissioners states, they could only apply to 
the ports of China, while the larger portions of emigrants go from Hong-Kong and 


Singapore. 

It is far easier to prevent them from entering the United States than to prevent 
their leaving China. If the United States had the right it would most easily find 
the povar to accomplish this result by appropriate ys apa 

They thought it best for the friend] 9 6 interests of both countries 
that the United States should have the right to limit, suspend, and prohibit, and 
to enforce such limitation or prohibition by their own laws, in their own ports, 
without imposing further responsibilit 5585 China. 

The Chinese commissioners asked if the United States Commissioners could give 
them any idea of the laws which would be passed to carry such power into execu- 


tion. 
Mr. Trescot replied that this could hardly be done. It would be as difficult to 
the special character of any act of Congress as it would be to 


say what would 
say what would be the words of an edict of the Emperor of China to execute a 
t nations discussing such a subject must always 


the Chinese commissioners 


treaty power. That two 
assume that they will both act in good faith and with due consideration for the 
interests and friendship of each other. That the United States Government might 
never deem it nevessary to exercise this power. It would depend upon circum- 


stances. 

If Chinese immigration concentrated in cities where it threatened public order, 
or if it confined itself to localities where it was an injury to the interests of the 
American people, the Government of the United States would undoubtedly take 
steps to prevent such accumulations of Chinese. If, on the contrary, there was no 
large immigration, or if there were sections of the country where such immigra- 
tion was clearly beneficial, then the legislation of the United States under th 
power would be santon to such circumstances, For annie, there might be a 

omand for Chinese labor in the South, and a surplus of such labor in California, 
and Congress might legislate in accordance with these facts. In general, the legis- 
lation would be in view of, and depend upon, the circumstances of the situation 
at the moment such legislation became necessary. 

The Chinese commissioners said this explanation was satisfactory; that they 
had not intended to ask for a draft of any special act, but for some general idea how 
the power would be exercised. What had just been said gave them the explanation 
which they wanted, and they asked that it might be given to them in writing. Mr. 
Trescot replied that a précis of the entire conversation would be given to them, 
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They fartherremarked that they were satisfied that if any special legislation worked 
nnanticipated hardship the Government of the United States would listen in the 
most just and friendly spirit to the representations of the Chinese Government 
through their minister in Washington. ee 

Mr. Trescot expressed the gratification of the United States commissioners at 
this confidence, which was not misplaced. The United States Government had 
heen very careful of the feelings of the Chinese Government. They had not, 
like some of the English colonies, undertaken to settle the matter absolutely by 
their own legislation. 8 had passed the n- passenger act, which the 
President had vetoed, not use he did not feel very strongly the difficulties 
consequent upon the present condition of the question. nor ause he did not 
FEAT unrestricted Chinese immi, ion as a great evil, but in order that this 
commission might first be sent to find in consultation with the Chinese Govern- 
ment a friendly and fair adjustment. That the Chinese commissioners must be 
aware that the subject was one of great popular interest in the United States and 
had been the theme of excited and even angry comment in Congress. And it was 
much to be feared that if the commission failed to reach a satisfactory solution, 
the Government might be forced by the difficulties of the situation to take the 
question into its own hands and abrogate the Burlingame treaty. The Govern- 
ment did not desire this, but only sought a certain elasticity of action under the 
treaty as the exigencies of the situation might demand. 

The United States commissioners thought it would be a most fortunate thing for 
the continned friendship of the two countries if they could communicate a satis- 
factory conclusion of these negotiations to their Government before the next meet- 
ing of Congress in December. That as for the special words to be used the United 
States commissioners would receive with the utmost consideration any suggestions 
from the Chinese mers, but it would be v gratifying if an agreement 
could be reached as to the principle of the article which they had submitted. 

‘The Chinese commissioners said the commission might be assured that China 
did not in any way mistrust the motives and purpose of the United States, nor 
for an instant doubt that the Government of the United States would act with 
entire fairness toward the Chinese. If the Government ee papie of the United 
States had treated Chinese laborers as they had been treated elsewhere, the Gov- 
ernment of China would be anxious that their people should not go thither. China 
would never forget that it was the Government of the United States through its 
representatives al that first called the attention of the Government of China 
to the cruelties to which its subjects were subjected in Cuba and elsewhere. They 
appreciated ay. the spirit in which the United States Government had treated 
the subject; that the United States commissioners might be assured that they had 
but one purpose, and that was to reach at an early period a satisfactory solution of 
the question, and that such solution might be certainly anticipated, so that the 
United States commissioners would not be detained by the cl gof navigation, 
and they asked that a précis of this conversation might be furnished them. 


{Inclosure 2 in No. 11.] 
86, 1880. 

The undersigned, the United States commissioners, have the honor,in conformity 
with the request of their colleagues, the Chinese commissioners, to inclose for their 
consideration a précis of the conversation had at the interview of the 23d instant, 
which they hope will be found correct. 

In doing so the United States commissioners cannot refrain from expressing their 

tification at the spi in which the discussion was conducted and the fair and 
ust view taken by the Chinese commissioners of the representations submitted to 
their consideration. 

Feeling that there is wile reason to hope for a satisfactory solution of the ques- 
tions they have now considered with their colleagues, the commissioners of the 
United States, without pressing unduly upon the time other engagements of 
the Chinese commissioners, would ask that, as both parties are now fully in pos- 
session of each other's views, as early an interview as possible may be accorded 
them, in order that they may take joint action with their colleagues upon the defi- 


nite proposition contained in article 2 of the project. 
We have the honor, &c., 
JAMES B. ANGELL. . 
JOHN F. SWIFT. 
WILLIAM H. TRESCOT, 


PEKING, October 27, 1880. 


{Inclosure 3 in No. 11.] 


Treaty project from foreign office. 

Whereas in the eighth year of Hsien Feng, A. D. 1858, a treaty of peace and 
friendship was concluded between China and the United States, and to which were 
added in the seventh year of Tung Chih, A. D. 1868, certain supplementary articles 
to the advantage of both parties, which supplementary articles were to be perpet- 
nally observed and obeyed; and 

Whereas the Government of the United States, because of the constantly increas- 
ing immigration of Chinese laborers to the State of California, and the embarrass- 
ments consequent on such immigration, now desires to negotiate an adjustment of 
the existing treaties which shall not be in direct contraveution of their spirit: 

Now, therefore, the Government of China has aoe as its 
commissioners plenipotentiary, and the Government of the United States has 
appointed as its commissioners 1 and the said pleni- 
po Hesna benng conjointly 3 their 3 have dis A a 

nts o! o modification in existing treaties, ve agreed upon the fol- 
lowing Bees in ee mmadification 825 

ARTICLE I. The United tes, in regulating the immigration of Chinese labor- 
ers to California, will limit the number who may enter the ports of the State, but 
will not prohibit such immigration. Only such Chinese will be included in this 
limitation as are found, after careful examination at the time of their entry into 
the ports of California, under rules to be established by the United States, to be 


actual laborers. Any ions for limiting such immigration shall only be of 
such a nature as to hinder the recy” fri immigrants of the class specified to the 

et , and shall not impose bilities of any other kind or e upon such 
immigrants 


Auf. II. Chinese who may be desirous of proceeding to any other part of the 
United States for purposes of labor, excepting only the State of California, shall 
be allowed to go of their own free will and accord. Persons of all other classes, 
with the exception of actual Chinese laborers, whose immigration into California 
will be em marys regulated and limited by the United States, whether proceed- 
ing to California as teachers, students, travelers, traders, or artisans, as Well as all 
Chinese laborers now in that State, will be allowed to £2 and come with entire 
freedom, and will not be included in the limiting regulations. 

Ant. III. If Chinese laborers now either permanently or temporarily residing in 
the State of California meet with ill treatment at the hands of any other persons, 
the United States shall exert all its power to devise measures for their protection, 
and to secure for them the same 1 immunities, and exemptions as may ie 
enjoyed by the citizens or subjects of the most favored nation, and to which they 
are entitled by treaty. 

ART. IV. e limitations to be placed upon the immigration of Chinese laborers 
will be temporary in their nature. The number of immigrants allowed by the 
regulations will not be excessively small, nor the term of years excessively long. 
Such regulations will apply only to Chinese laborers at work for and employed by 
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American citizens. All other classes may go and come to and from the State of 
California, and their servants and employés, whether accompanying them or fol- 
lowing them, shall not be included in the limiting regulations. 

ART. V. The Government of the United States will prepara regulations in the 
par of the foregoing articles, and communicate them to the Chinese minister at 
Washington for his consideration. If there are points in such regulations which 
need modification, they will be brought by the Chinese minister at Washington 
to the notice of the 55 of State, and be adjnsted. The Chinese foreign oitice 
may also bring such points to the notice of the United States minister at Peking, 
and adjust them in concert with him, to the end of securing mutual advantage 
5 avoiding injury to either party; and thereafter such regulations will go into 
effect. 

Art. VI. The two governments having agreed upon the foregoing articles, 
copies have been prepared in each language, and signed, sealed, and exchanged 
by the respective plenipotentiaries. They will, however, go into effect only after 
their ratification by the governments concerned. 


{Inclosure 4 in No. 11.] 
Treaty project submitted by the United States commissioners November 2, 1880. 


Whereas in the 8th year of Hsien Fong, A. D. 1858, a treaty of peace and friend- 
— 2 was concluded between China and the United States, and to which were 
added in the 7th year of Tung Chih, A. D. 1868, certain supplementary articles 
to the advantage of both pi which supplementary articles were to be perpet- 
ually observed and obeyed ; 

And whereas the Government of the United States, because of the constantly 
increasing immigration of Chinese laborers to the territory of the United States 
and the embarrassments consequent on such e Peeps now desires to negotiate 
=} panenna of the existing treaties which s not be in direct contravention 
of their spirit: 

Now. therefore, the Government of China has appointed as its com- 
missioners plenipotentiary, and the Government of the United States has appointed 

as its e Te lenipotentiary, and the said plenipotentiaries, 
having conjointly examined their full powers, have discussed the points of possi- 
ble modification in existing treatios, and have agreed upon the following articles 
in modification : 

ARTICLE I. Whenever, in the opinion of the Government of the United States, 
the coming of Chinese laborers to the United States or their residence therein 
affects, or threatens to affect, the interest of that country or to endanger the 
order of the said country, or of any locality within the territory thereof, the Gov- 
ernment of the United States may regulate, limit, orsuspend such coming or resi- 
dence, and the words Chinese laborers are herein used to signify all immigration 
other than that for teaching, trade, travel, study, and curiosity. : 

Art. II. Chinese subjects, whether proceeding to the United States for pur- 

poses of teaching, study, travel, curiosity, or trade, with their body servants, s 
allowed to go and come with entire freedom. 

Arr, III. If Chinese laborers now either permanently or temporarily residing 
in the State of California meet with ill treatment at the hands of any other per- 
sons, the United States will exert all its power to devisé measures for their protec- 
tion and to secure to them the same privileges, immunities, and exemptions as may 
be enjoyed by the citizens or subjects of the most favored nation, and to which 
they are entitled by treaty. 

RT, IV. The Government of the United States will communicate to the Chi- 
nese Government the legislative measures adopted by it in accordance with the 
rovisions of the foregoing articles, and in case such measures work unexpected 
Eda to Chinese subjects, will give the fullest consideration to such repre- 
sentations as the Government of China may see fit to make in the premises. 

In faith whereof the respective 5 have sealed and signed the 
foregoing at Peking, in English and Chinese, being three copies of each text of 
even tenure and date. 


[Inclosure 5 in No. II.] 


Usirep States Commission, 
Peking, November 2, 1880. 

Dear Sin; You will receive with this a memorandum containing the views of 
the commissioners as to the project of treaty submitted to our consideration by 
the Chinese commissioners. You will submit it to them in order that they may 
be prepared for adiscussion of our points of difference at_ the next interview. In 
your conference with them we think it would be advisable without a formal ex- 
pression of our opinion, which we reserve for an interview, to impress upon them 
your conviction that our project goes as far in the way of concession as we can 
go, and the stipulation of Article I is the least that we can accept in the fulfill- 


ment of our instructions. 
JAMES B. ANGELL. 
JOHN F. SWIFT. 
WM. I. TRESCOT. 
CHESTER HOLCOMBE, Esq. 


Memorandum. 


The United States commissioners have received and considered the project of a 
treaty from the Chinese commissioners. They submit a counter-project with the 
following observations: 

1. The United States commissioners are willing to consult the wishes of the Chi- 
nese Government in preserving the principle of free intercourse between the peo- 
ple of the two countries as established by existing treaties, provided that the right 
of the United States Government to use its discretion in guarding against any Pe: 
sible evils of immigration of Chinese laborers is distinctly recognized. There 7 
if such concession removes all difficulty on the part of the Chinese commissioners, 
(but only in that case,) the United States commissioners will agree to remove the 
Seley bee prohibit” from their article, and to use the words ‘regulate, limit, or sus- 


The Chinese commissioners have in their project explicitly recognized the right 
of the United States Government to use some discretion, and have proposed a 
limitation as to time and number. This is the right to “regulate, limit, or sus- 
pend,” but it is accompanied in the project by conditions which cannot be ac- 
cepted. The United States commissioners think that the Chinese Government 
ought to assume that this right will be exercised by the United States Govern- 
ment in a friendly and judicious manner, but it would be entirely useless to the 
United States Government without the power of using it when and_ how, in the 
Shar ower of the Government, it ought to be used. Consultation and conference 

tween the two governments upon every occasion when it might be necessary, or 
apen ere coe in the method of its use, would be so inconvenient as almost to 

ssible. 

2. The United States commissioners feel it their duty to insist upon their defini- 
tion of Chinese laborers, namely: The words Chinese laborers are herein used 
to signify all 8 other than that for teaching, trade, travel, study, and 
curiosity hereinbefore referred to and provided for in existing treaties.” They 
cannot consent that artisans shall be excluded from the class of Chinese laborers, 
for it is this very competition of skilled labor in the cities where the Chinese labor 
immigration concentrates which has caused the embarrassment and popular dis- 
content they wish to avoid. But they are willing to adopt an article prov'ding 
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that the classes who are authorized to come and reside in the United States shall 
b the servants who are necessary to their convenience. 

3. The United States commissioners cannot consent to the limitation that Chinese 
laborers excluded shall be those only who are employed by American citizens. This, 
so far from being a check upon such immigration, would be simply a prohibition of 
the use of cheap labor by the American citizens. Every other person, that is, any 
and every 3 French, English, German, Chinese, would have the right to 
bring into the country and use such labor in direct competition with the American 
citizen. The United States commissioners can scarcely think that proposi- 
tion was fully considered by the Chinese commissioners. 

4. The United States commissioners would further call to the attention of the 
Chinese commissioners the necessity of correcting all those phrases in their treaty 
roject which would seem to confine the ne n to C tion into 
California. As they intimated at the last interview, they could not even take 
into consideration a treaty so limited in its scope, and they have proceeded with 
the examination of the project upon the assurance then received that no such lim- 
itation was intended by the Chinese commissioners. 


No. 7. 
UNITED STATES COMMISSION, 
Peking, November 6, 1880. (Received December 22.) 

Sır: We havethe honor to inform you thatwe have to-day agreed with the Chinese 
commissioners upon the articles of a treaty, a heap tes which will be found inclosed, 
and which will be formally signed in a very few days. 

We have scarcely time to make such comment upon this treaty as we desire, but 
it is so simple as to explain itself. 

The Chinese Government recognized at an early period of the negotiation that 
the United States had aright to ask for such modification of the Burlingame treaty 
as would relieve it from the embarrassment of an undue and disproportionate im- 
mi ion of Chinese labor into the United States. This principle once admitted, 
as it was frankly, we felt it our duty to afford every facility to the Chinese Gov- 
ernment to reconcile this admission to the requirements of their position toward 
their own subjects. The essential point was that the United States should have 
the right “to ate, limit, or suspend” the immigration of Chinese labor with- 

utely ting the treaties by which immigration into the United States 
was recognized, and thie we think, be found amply provided for in Article I. 

We desired, as you will see by the précis of the negotiation, to define with more 

recision exactly what all the negotiators on both sides understood by Chinese 

rers.” But the Chinese Government was very unwilling to be more precise 
than the absolute necessity called for, and they claimed that in Article II they did 
by.exclusion provide that nobody should be entitled to claim the benefit of the 

eral provisions of the Burlingame treaty but those who went to the United 
States for a of teaching, study, mercantile transactions, travel, or curiosity. 
We have bo doubt that an act of Congress excluding all but these using 
the words of the treaty, would be fully warranted its provisions, and as this 
was a clear and sufficient modification of the sixth article of the Burlingame treaty 
we did not feel authorized to risk such a concession by insisting upon language 
which would really mean no more, and which was entirely unacceptable to the 
Chinese commissioners. 

There is not in the treaty any language which modifies this concession, and 
there was not, as we think, the slightest intention on the part of the Chinese com- 
missioners to diminish the full force of the discretion given to the United States. 

There were one or two minor points upon which we would have preferred our 
own language. For instance, we wished in Article I to say Chinese laborers 
should be protected against any abuse or maltreatment," instead of “should not 
be subject to any abuse or mal meut;“ but this latter paris had been used 
in the treaty with Great Britain, and although we thought it weaker than the 
form we proposed, we did not think it worth while to insist upon our preference in 
view of the concession of the principle which we think securely established that 
the Government of the United Staves had the power to * limit, or sus- 
pend, without conditions, Chinese labor immigration when ed injurious to 
the interests of its citizens, 

We will by the next mail send you a full account of the negotiations from the 
period of our last dispatch No. 11, of date of November 3. 

We are in further negotiations as to a matter submitted by the Chinese Govern- 
inent in connection with the probable extension of their trade in native vessels 
with the United States, We will probably reach a conclusion this week, when 
we will send yeu further information. 

The questions of lekin taxes, transit passes, and judicial are under con- 
sideration of the diplomatic corps here, and as these questions affect all treaty 
powers alike, the Chinese Government is unwilling to make them the subject of 
upecial negotiation with any one. These topics will, after full conference, be 
made the subject of as dispatch, but there is no probability of their reach- 
ing a point of practical discussion for many months. 

Ve can see at present no object to be served by the residence of the commission 
in Peking during the winter. Any discussions may be safely left in the hands of 
Mr. Angell, and the Government will have ample time to determine what its policy 
on these matters will be. 

We have, therefore, deemed it best that the two commissioners should return at 
once with the treaty negotiated, and Mr. Swift and Mr. Trescot will accordingly 
return to the United States upon the si, ure of the two treaties referred to. 

Although we pu to write again by the earliest mail, we cannot close this 
dispatch without acknowledging our obligation to Mr. Holcombe, not only for the 
ordinary services of secretary and interpreter, but for the active and intelligent 
interest he has taken in the duties he has been called on to dise in addition 
to those of secretary of the legation, and for the . 1 — help he has been in puttin 
our views before the Chinese Government, and advising with us as to our meth 
of negotiation, advice which his long experience and recognized ability made of 
the utmost value. We venture to hope that the Department will do that justice to 
his services which we have y recommended. 

We have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servants, 
JAMES B. ANGELL. 
JOHN F. SWIFT. 
WM. HENRY TRESCOT. 


No. 12.) 


Hon. WILIA M. EVARTS, 
Secretary of State. 


[Inclosure 1 in No. 12.] 
Treaty agreed upon between the — ek United States commissioners November 


Whereas in the eighth year of Hsien Feng, A. D. 1858, a treaty of peace and 
friendship was concluded between China and the United States, and to which were 
added in the seventh year of Tung Chih, A. D. 1868, certain supplementary arti- 
cles to theadvantage of both Ir which supplementary articles were to be per- 
penay observed and obeyed ; and whereas the Governmentof the United States, 

use of the constantly increasing immigration of Chinese laborers to the terri- 
tory of the United States, and the embarrassments consequent on such immi; 
tion, now desires to negotiate a modification of the existing treaties which 
not be in direct contravention of their spirit: 

Now, therefore, his imperial majesty the Emperor of China has a pner as 
his commissioners plenipotentiary, and the President of the United tes has 


appointed as his commissioners pipote, and thesaid commissioners pleni- 
potentiary having e p erd examined their powers, and having discussed the 
ints of possible modification in existing treaties, have agreed upon the follow- 
articles in modification : 
ARTICLE I. Whenever in the opinion of the Government of the United States 
the coming of Chinese laborers to the United States, or their residence therein 


ts or threatens to affect the interests of that country, or to endanger the good 
order of the said country, or of any locality within the territory thereof, the Gov- 
e 


ernment of China agrees that th vernment of the United States may regulate, 
limit, or suspend such coming or residence, but may not absolutely prohibit it. 
The limitation or suspension shall be reasonable and shall apply only to Chinese 
who may go to the United States as laborers, other classes not being incladed in 
the limitations. ion taken in regard to Chinese laborers will be of such a 
character only as is necessary to enforce the tion, limitation, or suspension 
of ee. and immigrants shall not be subjected to personal maltreatment 
or abuse. 

Art. II. Chinese subjects, whether proceeding to the United States as teachers. 
students, merchants, or from curiosity, together with their body and household 


servants, and Chinese laborers who are now in the United States, shall be allowed 
to go come of their own free will and accord, and shall be accorded all the 
rights, privil immunities, and exemptions which are accorded to the citizens 


and subjects of the most favored nation. 

ART. III. If Chinese laborers or Chinese of any other class, now either perma 
nently or pry e residing in the terri of the United States, meet with ill 
treatment at the hands of any other persons, the Government of the United States 
will exert all its powers to devise measures for their protection and to secure to 
them the same rights, Hep immunities, and exemptions as = be enjoyed 
by the citizens or subjects of the most favored nation, and to which they are 


ad The high having agreed upon the foregoing articl 
IV. The high con i wers having u e articles, 
whenever the Government of t P United States shall adopt TIDLEG SUNS 
in accordance therewith such measures be communicated to the Government 
of China. If the measures as enacted are found to work hardship upon the sub- 
jects of China the Chinese minister at Washington may bring the matter to the 
notice of the of State of the United States, who will consider the subject 
with him, and the Chinese foreign office may also bring the matter to the notice of 
the United States minister at Peking and consider subject with him, to the 
end that mutual and unqualified benefit may result. 

In faith whereof the eee eee have signed and sealed the 
foregoing at Peking, in English Chinese, being three originals of each text of 
even tenor and „the modifications of which shall be exchanged at Peking 


within one year from date of its execution. 
Done at Peking this —— day of November, 1880. 
Kuang-Hsu —— year, —— month, —— day. 
No. 8. 
No. 13. UNITED States Commission, 


Peking, November 17, 1880. (Received January 5. 1881.) 
Sm: On November 6, in dispatch No. 12, we informed you that we had on that 
day concluded a treaty with the Chinese Government, which would be signed in 
a few days, and a copy of which was inclosed. 
On November 10 we telegraphed a brief summary of the treaty, (inclosure 1,) and 
have now the honor to inform you that to-day, the 17th of November, this treaty 
was signed in triplicate, in Chinese and English, by the commissioners plenipo- 


tent of the two governments. 
r D 


Our former dispatches will have given you a sufficient history of the negotiations, 
but we deem it our duty to conclude with a review of the points which came under 
ion. 


After our first interview with the Chinese commissioners we thought it clear 
that while the Chinese Government would ize the propriety of some regu- 
lating discretion as to Chinese immi, jon on the part of the Government of the 
United States, it would not consent to its formal prohibition and the absolute abro- 
prs of the provisions of the Burlingame treaty ere 3 to the free intercourse 

tween the le of the two countries. We did not think that the public opinion 
of the United States would require so extreme a demand, and we considered our 
instructions as warning us not to di: rd the traditional poner of the United 
States, and in your own words to give due weight to the widely diffused and, so 
to speak, nat sentiment of our people in favor of the most liberal admission of 
foreign immigrants who desire to incorporate themselves and their families with 
our society, and mingle the stream of their posterity in the swelling tide of native 


lation.” 
i ile, therefore, we asked in our first proposition for a recognition of the right 
to prohibit, we were prepared at the proper time to withdraw this extreme claim 
in concession to a final advance on the part of the Chinese commissioners to such 
a degree of discretionary power on the of the United States as we deemed 
practically sufficient to secure the con of Chinese immigration. 

The statement of the wishes and purposes of the Government of the United 
States was, at the opening of the negotiation, met by the Chinese commissioners 
with the expression, in very friend! coming ached their willingness to negotiate, 
provided no modification of the B 0 y was asked. and certain propo- 
sitions formerly submitted by Mr. Seward in reference to paupers, lewd women, 
diseased persons, and contract laborers were taken as the basis of the negotiation. 

While acknowledging the amicable spirit in which their reply was made, wo 
deemed it all im t that the Chinese commissioners should understand that a 
2 n of the Burlingame treaty was precisely the thing we had come 

obtain, and that Mr. Seward's propositions in no Sy eens 6 basis of any 
negotiation which we were willing toundertake. And in this connection we found 
it necessary to call the attention of the Chinese commissioners to the use of lan- 
frase in their formal reply not usual between governments, and to indicate our 

ief that this language had been used under an impression that the Government 
was not in fact the representative of the sentiment of the country, an impression 
which they ought at once to correct. We believed that upon this discussion 
turned the possibility of negotiating a satisfactory 8 

As we expected, the Chinese Government promptly disavowed any intention of 
offense in the and after a full and friendly 5 of opinion the 

on proceeded to the consideration of such a modification of the Burlingame 
* as would be acceptable to both governments. 

Without going into a detailed history of the negotiations which has been fur- 
nished to the De; t from time to time in our forme . 
that the Chinese Government submitted a scheme which provided 

First. That the immigration should be “ regulated " by the Government of the 
United States, such regulations, however, to be communicated to the Chinese Gov- 
ernment for approval before going, into effect. 

Second. That "artisans" d not be included among Chinese laborers. 

Third. That the regulation should apply only to Chinese laborers in the employ 
of American citizens. 

Fourth. That if the regulation should extend to the limitation or sns 
such immigration, the limitation in point of numbers or the suspension 
time should be specitic. 

As to the second and third points of this scheme it is unnecessary to repeat the 
obvious reasons why they could not even be taken into consideration. 

At this point in the discussion we deemed it best to say that while the details of 
the treaty and its language were matters in which we wonld gladly consult the 


nsion of 
point of 
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preferences of the Chinese Government, we could not consent to any settlement 

which did not recognize the entire discretion of the United States in dealing with 

this subject. We thought that any regulations to be matter of joint arrangement 

would only raise new questions, and that the administration of any such joint 

regulations would in practice prove unsatisfactory. Besides which they could 

utiy be of force in Chinese poss: and would be useless in regard either to Hong- 
0 


Kong or Singapore. We thought that the simplest. the directest, aud the only 
efficient ‘ian waa to give the control of the subject to the Government of the United 
States. 

We therefore communicated to the Chinese commissioners that we would con- 
sent to strike out the word “prohibit,” provided they would accept the words 
“regulate, limit, or suspend,” being satisfied that these words covered the power 
to devise and enforce all necessary and proper legislation. A 

Upon their acceptance of this ely pts we consented to such variation of the 

hraseology of the articles as they desired. You will observe that this language 
pss no conditions upon the discretion of the United States. That the dis- 
cretion should be used reasonably ; that all classes of Chinese subjects not within 
the scope of this treaty should be protected in the ere of such rights as are 
now conferred by existing treaties, and that the diplomatic representative of the 
Chinese Government should have the right from time to time to call the attention 
of the United States Government to any unanticipated hardship that the legisla- 
tion of the United States might cause, are provisions which need no comment. 


As to the fourth point of the Chinese project, we were satisfied that the neces- 
sity for such special limitation or suspension, v: g according to the actual con- 
dition of the country and the character and extent of the immigration at the date 


of such proposed limitation or suspension, it would be im ible to devise a satis- 
factory specification. We piven that the 3 of its right to use its dis- 
cretion being once admitted as belonging to the Government of the United States, 
the Chinese Government should assume that we would that discretion 
with justice, and in a spirit of friendship. 

We were fortunate enough to satisfy the Chinese commissioners not only of the 
justice of our views but of the entire good faith in which they were advanced. 

In conclusion, we deem it our daty to say to P sou that during the whole of this 
negotiation the representatives of the Chinese Government have met us in the fair- 
est and most friendly spirit. They have been, in their personal intercourse, most 
courteous, and have given toall our communications, verbal as well as written, the 

romptest and most respectfal consideration. After a free and able exposition of 

Their own views, we are satisfied that in yielding to the request of the United States 
they have been actuated by a sincere friendship and an honorable confidence that 
the e powers reco; by them as belonging to the United States, and bear- 
ing directly upon the interests of their own people, will be excercised by onr Gov- 
ernment with a discretion, in a spirit of reciprocal and sincere friendship, and 
with entire justice. a c 
p We have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servants, 

JAMES B. ANGELL. 

JOtiN F. SWIFT. 

WM. HENRY TRESCOT. 


exercise 


Hon. WILLIAM M. EVARTS, 
Secretary of State. 
No. 9. 
UNITED Srates COMMISSION, 
Peking, November 17, 1880. 
Sm: We have by dispatch of same date informed you of the signature of the 
immigration treat 8 We have now the honor to add that on the same day we 
signed another treaty with the Chinese Government containing certain commer- 
cial clauses and clauses relating to judicial proceeding, which we thought it desir- 
able to obtain. 

At the conclusion of the negotiations in reference to the immigration of Chinese 
labor, and when the terms of the negotiations in reference to the immigration of 
Chinese labor (and when the terms of the various articles) had been definitely 
agreed upon and the treaty transferred to the secretaries for the preparation of 
the formal draft, the Chinese commissioners informed us that there was one sub- 
ject which they wished to bring to our attention, and upon which they deemed it 
desirable if possible to obtain some treaty ric here gor 

They then referred to the voyage of the Chinese merchant's steamship, the Wo- 
chung, her arrival at San Franc’ and the correspondence between the two 
governments upon the subject, and expressed the wish to put the rights of the 
commerce of the two conntries as to tonnage dues and imports in the condition of 
reciprocity. 

0 tonk the matter into consideration and came to the conclusion that an arti- 
cle which would simply put such rights in the contbtion they would be if the Pres- 
dent, recognizing that no discrimination existed, had issued his proclamation, 
would not be unacceptable to the Govenrment. We were satisfied that there is in 
law no discriminaticn against us in respect to tonnage dues or imports, (unless a 
species of subsidy to the China Merchants’ Steamship Company in convection with 
the transportation of tribute rice from the Yangtsze River to Tientsin be regarded 
as such,) and that there is in fact none which at present is working any harm to 
us. If any discrimination has been thus far unlawfully attempted, the article 
under consideration seems to furnish the best remedy for the trouble. 

The customs department is divided into two branches, popularly known as the 
foreign and the Chinese. The former, whichis administered by foreigners in the 
service of the Chinese Government, collects all dues and duties from foreign ves- 
sels and from Chinese steamers and Chinese vessels of foreign build, and is admira- 
bly managed ; the latter collects dues and duties from Chinese junks. and is admin- 
istered by Chinese provincial officers, who, whatever the law may be, in too many 
© , by “squeezes,” collect as much as they can. Whether these “squeezes ” 
amount on the whole to more or less than the dues and duties imposed on our com- 
merce it is impossible to say. The opinions of our consuls and of other persons who 
have all the facilitiesopen to any foi er for judging are divided. The trade 
of the junks is almost exclusively in native produce transported coastwise. Some 

ly between China and Singapore and Bangkok and Manila, and a good many 
betae Hong-Kong and Chinese ports. 

It has seemed to us that while with our old relations we could do very little to 
correct the abuses in the Chinese customs, we can lose nothing by agreeing to the 
article proj , and the adoption of it penga Ao advantages : 

First. It makes the imperial government directly responsible to us for any mal- 
administration in the Chinese customs of which we may have reason to complain. 
Now we have 8 no redress. 

Secondly. A treaty stipulation like this tends to diminish the power of provin- 
cial officers and to increase that of the imperial authorities in the administration 
of the customs. Every movement in that direction is a for foreigners. 

Having determined to accede to this est of the Chinese commissioners, we 
thoaght the opportunity a good one for asking additional articles on two subjects, 
both of interest and both of which had been very fully discussed with the repre- 
sentatives of all the treaty powers. 

The first was the manner of judicial proceedings. The Chinese Government in 
the Chefoo convention had to some extent consented to what we asked, but that 
convention has never been ratified by Great Britain, and even if it had would only 
be in force as between China and her Britannic majesty. 

After some discussion and some proposed amendments, the Chinese commission- 
ers accepted the article as we had submitted, with only one inconsiderable modi- 
fication. We had required that in all trials before the court of the defendant's 


No. 14.) 


nationality the official authority of the plaintiff's nationality should have an hon- 
orable and convenient position in the court-house assigned him.” The Chinese 
commissioners preferred that he should be treated with the courtesy becomin 
his position.” And as they had yielded what was much more important and had 
never yet been granted—that is, the right of the plaintiff's counsel to present, ex- 
amine, and cross-examine witnesses, thus enabling him to render effective service 
in securing justice at the first trial of any case—we did not think it judicious to 
insist upon our own peor especially as tho position of a consular officer and 
the courtesy with which he is entitled to be treated are very well understood and 
protected by existing treaties. 

We think this article & an important and very useful concession, being. in our 
opinion, better in form aud more eficient in its provisions than even the Chefoo 
convention. 

The second subject upon which we desired to obtain a treaty stipulation was 
that of official communication. This subject had been long under discussion be- 
tween the Chinese Government and the representatives of the treaty powers, aud 
a memorandum had been addressed to the diplomatic body setting torth the regn- 
lations upon this subject which the yamen were willing to adept. We proposed 
to convert this memorandum into an article. We thought that if the Chinese Gov- 
ernment were willing to adopt these regulations it would be advantageous both 
to it and the treaty powers to put them in the shape of a treaty stipulation at 
once, without delaying for the termination of the long discussion over lekin taxes 
and transit passes which were waiting final settlement. Our colleagues of the 
diplomatic body would have very willingly consented to see us obtain such a stip- 
ulation, but we found the Chinese Government unwilling to separate this subject 
from the general negotiations with the treaty powers. As it was even uncertain 
whether the Government of China would finally make it an article of treaty stipu- 
lation at all, but it was almost certain that it would put it in the shape of an edict 
regulating the formalities of official intercourse, we did not deem it judicious to 
press the point. 

Having thus agreed upon two articles, we submitted a third, which we wished 
to be made the introductory article of the second treaty. As originally proposed 
by us it was’ as follows: 

“AnticLe I. The Emperor of China agrees to consider favorably the extension 
of such intercourse as may seem upon due examination to conduce to the best 
interests of both countries, and that he will receive with careful attention any rep- 
resentation of the Government of the United States as to such special extension 
of the area of trade intercourse as the United States may desire.” 

To this the Chinese commissioners objected. While it did not in explicit lan- 
guage bind them to anything, it might, in their opinion, be used as the basis of 
some claim for an nnantivipated extension of commercial relations. 

Our discussion was therefore confined to the articles indicated above. When 
they had been perfected the Chinese commissiouers submitted a proposition which 
we had, from information received, been expecting, but of which they had so far 

riven nosign. That was the prohibition of trade in opium to citizens of the United 
States. 

We knew that the Chinese Government was very anxious to introduce such an 
article in any new treaties which they might make, 
* * * * * * * 

Since our arrival here we had had some opportunity of learning how thoroughly 
sincere the Chinese Government was in its desire to 1 this mischievous 
trade, and we believed that the government had in this effort the entire sympathy 
both of the Government and peop of the United States. 

We therefore agreed to adopt the article if the Chinese commissioners would 
reconsider their refusal to accept Article T. 

They said that they did not understand the words!“ trade area ;” that any special 
extension of commercial privilege which they could understand would be consid- 
ered, and that if we would make the article mutual, so that the governments might 
appear to be dealing on an equal footing, and substitute the words extension of 
commercial relations " for “ extension of trade area,” they would accept it. 

As in neither case the article imposed any binding obligation of direct action, 
and as it did, in the form proposed, indicate the willingness of the Chinese Gov- 
ernment to consider in a friendly and accommodating spirit the subject of the 
extension of our commercial relations, we thonght it best to accept it. 

We have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servants. 
JAMES B. ANGELL. 
JOHN F. SWIFT. 
WM. HENRY TRESCOT. 

Hon. WILIA M. EVARTS, 

Secretary of State. 


[Inclosure in No. 14.) 


The President of the United States of America and his imperial majesty the 
Emperor of China, becanse of certain points of incompleteness in the existin 
treaties between the two governments, have named as their commissioners pleni- 
potentiary—that is to say: 

The President of the United States, James B. Angell of Michigan, John F. 
Swift of California, and William Henry Trescot of South Carolina; his imperial 
majesty the Emperor of China, PaoChiin, a member of his 5 majesty's privy 
council and superintendent of the board of civil office, and L. Hung Tsao, a mem- 
ber of his imperial majesty’s privy council, who have agreed upon and concluded 
the following additional articles: 

ARTICLE 1. The Governments of the United States and China, recognizing the 
benefits of their past commercial relations, and in order still further to 8 
such relations between the citizens and subjects of the two powers, mutually agree 
to give the most careful and favorable attention to the representations of either 
as to such special extension of commercial intercourse as either may desire. 

ART. 2. The Governments of China and of the United States mutually and 
undertake that Chinese subjects shall not be permitted to import opium into any 
of the ports of the United States, and citizens of the United States shall not be per- 
mitted to import opium into any of the open ports of China, to transport it from 
one open port to any other open port, or to buy or sell opium in any of the open 
ports of China. This absolute prohibition, which extends to vessels owned by the 
citizens or subjects of either power, to foreign vessels employed by them, or to 
vessels owned by the citizens or subjects of either power and employed by other 
persons for the transportation of opium, shall be enforced by appropriate legisla- 
tion on the part of China and the United States, and the benefits of the favored 
nation clause in existing treaties shall not be claimed by the citizens or subjects 
of either power as against the provisions of this article. 

ART. 3. His imperial majesty the Emperor of China hereby promises and agrees 
that no other kind or higher rate of tonnage dues or duties for pry yee or exports 
on coastwise trade shall be imposed or levied in the open ports of China upon ves- 
sels wholly belonging to citizens of the United States, or upon the produce, man- 
ufactures, or merchandise imported in the saure from the United States or from 
any foreign country, or upon the produce, manufactures, or merchandise exported 
in the same to the United States, or to any foreign country, or transported in the 
same from one open port of China to another, than are imposed or levied on ves- 
sels or ee of any other nations, or on those of Chinese subjects. 

The United States hereby 8 and agree that no other kind or higher tate 
of tonnage dues or duties for imports shall be imposed or levied in the ports of 
the United States upon vessels wholly belonging to the subjects of his imperial 
majesty, and coming either directly or by way of any abn pore from any of 
the ports of China which are open to foreign trade to the ports of the United States, 
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or returning therefrom, either directly or by way 8 the 


n ports of China. 
or upon the produce, manufactures, or merchandise in the same from 
China or from any foreign country, than are imposed or levied on vessels of other 
nations, which make no discrimination against the United States in tonnage dues 
or duties on imports, 8 or coastwise trade, or than are imposed or levied on 
vessels and cargoes of eitizens of the United States. 

ART. 4. When controversies arise in the Chinese Empire between citizens of 
the United States and subjects of his er | ron majesty which need to be exam- 
ined and decided by the public officers of the two nations, itis agreed between the 
Governments of the United States and China that such cases shall be tried by the 
proper official of the nationality of the defendant. The properly authorized official 
of the plaintiff's nationality shall be freely permitted to attend the trial and shall 
be treated with the courtesy due to his position. He shall be granted all proper 
facilities for watching the proceedings in the interests of justice. If he so desires 
he shall have the right to present, to examine, and to cross-examine witnesses. If 
he is dissatisfied with the proceedings he shall be permitted to protest against them 
in 3 The law administered will be the law of the nationality of the officer 

the case. 

Faith whereof the respective plenipotentiaries have signed and sealed the 
foregoing at Peking in English and Chinese, being three originals of each text of 
even tenor and date, the ratification of which shall be exchanged at Peking within 
one trom the date of its execution, 

Done at Peking this —— day of November, 1880. 

Kuang-Hsn, sixth year, tenth moon, —— day. 

PEKING, 17th, 1880. 
EVARTS, Secretary, Washington: 

Two treaties signed to-day, immigration and commercial. Swift, Trescot leave 

for Shanghai twentieth. Trescot brings treaties by first steamer. 
ANGELL. 
SWIFT. 
TRESCOT. 
No. 10. 
No. 15.] UXITED STATES COMMISSION, 
Peking, November 17, 1880. 


tehes of the same date we have informed you of the sig- 

copies of which were inclosed. We also informed you 
of the condition of the question as to the formal communication between consuls 
and the highest provincial Chinese authorities. 

The only remaining subject of discussion between the two governments is that 
of lekin taxation, including the system of transit and kindred regulations, 
As you are aware, this subject has been for some time under consideration by the 
diplomatic representatives of the treaty powers in ea S 

Since our arrival here, two conferences of the diplomatic body have been held. 
The result of those conferences, and communication with the yamen is at present 
this, The Se exon corps have, for many months, been engaged in an effort to 
secure ame: ents to the rules which the Chinese Government have instituted in 
respect to transit passes outward. The foreign ministers have maintained that 
some of the rules are in contravention of treaties, and that all have been often 
enforced in a vexatious and be bee manner. A correspondence has been carried 
on with the Tsung-li-Yamen which bids fair to produce desirable results at no dis- 
tant day. But the correspondence is not ge concluded. The positions taken by 
the ee so far as we have been able to study them, meet with our entire 
approval. 

Pf he Chinese Government seems disposed to accept the rule that an import dut 
paid once for all at the port of entry shall protect foreign importation from all 
other duties, to whatever extent, and in whatever direction, such importation may 
afterward pass within the territory of China. But the subject is only under con- 
sideration, and there is a very serious difference between the Chinese Government 
and the treaty powers as to t the amount of such import duty should be. 

At the conference held on the 15th instant, Sir Thomas Wade, her Britannic 
majesty’s minister, to whom the subject had been referred, made a report, a copy 
of which will be found in inclosure No.1. After hearing this report Monsieur Von 
Brandt, the minister, was requested to prepare a memorandum, a copy of 
which is also inclosed. To this memorandum you will find the names of the com- 
missioners areg ea carrer td of the United States appended, signifying their entire 

ment with their colleagues. 
on will observe that the 
discussion, and that when— 
and the representatives of the treaty powers have 
is to be referred back to each government for consideration and instruction. It 
is unnecessary to point out this involves a m iat ion of no short duration. 
All that we can now properly do, therefore, is to give whatever weight attaches 
to the opinion of our Government to the recommendation of the conference. We 
do not see that any useful purpose could be served by the full commission remain- 
ing in Peking during the progress of this discussion and the reference home of its 


result. 

There can be no doubt of the great advantage to foreign trade that the settle- 
ment of this question upon the basis indicated would be, but the presence of the 
co would not aid materially in its completion. We have therefore deemed 
it our duty to address a communication to Sir Thomas Wade, as doyen of the 
diplomatic corps,” stating that Mr. Angell was in fall 388 of the views of 
our Government, and that, upon our departure, was fully authorized to deal with 
it in any stage of its progress as we would have been. The necessity of this arises 
from the fact that the commission in its full number was invited to participate in 
the conferences, and that the absence of two of its members seemed to require 
some explanation. 

We can scarcely anticipate that any practical action in the matter can or will be 
taken until next spring, when it is ible that a reference may have been made 
to the respective treaty powers, their instructions received. 

Mr. Swift and Mr. Trescot will accordingly leave this capital for Shanghai on 
the 20th instant, going thence to Yokohama, whence Mr. Trescot will take the 
treaties by the first Pacific steamer that he can conveniently reach. 

We have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servants, 
JAMES B. ANGELL, 
JOHN F. SWIFT. 
WM. HENRY TRESCOT. 


Sin: In our two dis 
nature of the two trea’ 


stion of the amount of import still remains under 
that can be anticipated—the Chinese Government 
„then the whole scheme 


Hon. WILLIAM M. EVARTS, 4 
Secretary of State. 


[Tnclosure 1 in No. 15.] 
Memorandum of a conference held at the Teung-li- Yamen on the 13th November, 1880, 
regarding exemption of foreign imports from taxation inland, 

The origin of all discussions on this point, it will be borne in mind, is the differ- 
ence of interpretation put by the Chinese authorities and the foreign merchant 
upon the clauses in the treaties affec taxation of imports. 

The construction most favorable to the phen merchant has been that his im- 
ports, having paid import tariff duty, and a half duty, which it was at the option 
of the forei e charge, no 
matter to w. Some of the treaties, it is 


er to pay or not, were thenceforward free of all possibl 
t part of the empire they might be carried. 


held, would scarcely justify so 8 a claim to exemption, but by the favored- 
nation clause, if so large a measure could be established under any one treaty, all 
foreign traders alike would of course be 5 ee benefited. 

The Chinese have argued that the half duty should clear inland duties leviable 
in transitu only from port to inland market, the treaties specifying none but the 
dues leviable at transit duty barriers. These barriers they have multiplied at pleas- 
ure, and they have taxed imports long before they could be said to have reached 
any er at all. 

he continned alteration to which conflict of opinion on the pore at issue has 
pines eren occasion being scarcely urious to foreign interests than 
the unauthorized taxation itself has proved directly to trade, it was proposed some 
time since to draw from the Tsung-li-Yamen the suggestion of some arrangement 
by which a single payment made in the first instance should clear imports of all 
further taxation whatever throughout the empire. This was, with a certain dit. 
ference, the proposition of Sir Ratherford Alcock when negotiating a revision of 
the British treaty in 1868. The Chinese Government then consented, if the option 
to pay or not to pay the half duty were extinguished—if the payment of it, that 
is, were made as obligatory as the import tariff duty itself to force imports of all 
taxation in the maritime provinces. In the inner provinces certificates of the 
oa fem of the balf duty was still to clear imports in transitu of barrier dues. 

arrival at inland centers they were to become liable to taxation once they were 
separated from their certificate. The present pro is to effect au arrangement 
for the clearance of imports by a 5 ent throughout the empire. 

The ministers of the yamen beir; on to say under what conditions this 
might be secured, promptly 8 by increase of taxation. Bein preset to 
state in what degree, they ve a reference to the provinces; an is made, 
they signified their wish t the foreign representatives conferring with them 
should first declare their estimate. This was the point reached before the confer- 
ence of the 13th instant. The ground on the foreign side taken on the 13th instant 


was the following: f 
The negotiators of the foreign treaties called in question had andonbtedly been 
of opinion that if the Chinese Government had secured to it the tariff duty, rough) 
at Fisa cent. ad valorem, and the half duty—a total, that is, of 74 percent 
upon value—it ought to be content. This total it did not now receive, The cus 
toms returns of 1879 showed that the duties collected on 28 opium excluded, 
(for the right of the Chinese to tax opium once purchased ores is not con- 
tested.) was, taels 2,262,299. Had immediate payment of the half duty been oblig- 
* there would have been farther collected the sum of taels 1,131,149. 
© sum collected on transit passes, the a er for these being optional, 
was but taels 342,795, or little more than one-third of this sum. Tho obligation to 
pay down the half duty would therefore manifestly be a concession very favor- 
able to Chinese revenue. This was stoutly denied. The li-kin, the chief item of 
the abnormal taxation, im tion of which on his imports is 8 against 
by the foreigner, amounted, it was affirmed, to a far er sum than half the tariff 
duties. Could the yamen, it was asked, produce statistics! There was some 
ditiiculty about a direct answer to this question, but, in the end, it was stated 
that, according to the report of some 1 governments, the li-kin equaled 
twice, of others three times, the tariff duty. One reason earlier, given for the 
1 unwillingness to name the amount to be added to the old tariff, had been 
ts apprehension that the demand of the provinces would be far in excess of the 
expectations of foreign ministers, and the provincial estimates now referred to 
prove that the yamen’s surmise had been correct. 

The natural rejoinder to these a ents was that the provincial estimate waa 
far too high, and that the foreigners’ experience authorized a conviction that what- 
ever the amount really levied but a limited proportion of it found its way into the 
public chest, central or provincial. 

These conclusions were of course deprecated, and a suggestion being pressed 
for as to the utmost increase ot tariff duty that foreign representatives might con- 
sent to move their governments to adopt, the ministers were assured that, taking 
the tariff duty and the half duty at 75 per cent., arise of 4 per cent., or, at the 
most, of 1 per cent., would be regarded as a very liberal concession. An addition 
of a half per cent. wauld have given, in 1879, a total of taels 3,619,677 ; of per cent., 
a total of taels 3,845,906, 

The ministers were confident that this arrangement would not be satisfactory 
to the provincial governments, and, if ory Bae d fail of its end. In some juris- 
dictions at this moment the li-kin, as it been stated, equaled three tariff pay- 
ments; that is to say, that, including the tariff, imports pen 20 percent. In other 
jurisdictions they paid 15 per cent, y, after much discussion, they expressed 
a belief that 124 per cent.—that is, a tariff and a balf in addition to the present 
tarif duty—was the minimum that would satisfy the provinces. EADE 


PEKING, November 15, 1880. 


[Inclosure 2 in No. 15.) 


Draft of memorandum prepared by Monsieur de Brandt, ax representing the opinion 
himself and his Te. after ing Sir Thomas Wade's report of his con- 
893 amen on Ni 13, 1880. 


The proposal that a single payment at the port of entry should be substituted 
for the optional paynient of e transit duty, all transit dues, as well as the ille- 
gally levied inland and li-kîn duties seems admissible; less so the amount of this 


single payment as pro by the yamen. 
y the payment of Patt the tariff duty the merchant can, under existing treaty 
stipulations, his imports free from any taxes, duties, or li-kin, to any place in 
in the certificate. 

The making the payment of the half-tariff duty compulsory instead of optional 
should therefore free all imports from all further taxation, whatever it may be 
called or whatever its purpose, from the port of entry to any place in the interior 
to which they might be sent. 

Admitting, for argument's sake, that the Chinese Government has the right to 
tax imports ad libitum on leaving this place in the interior, all that can in justice 
be claimed by them is that the loss which may arise from the suppression or aban- 
donment of this right shall be made good to the Chinese Government. Imports 
forwarded from a eae to a second - — will, as Jong. as the means of 
conveyance remain what they are, represen a com ‘ively small percent- 
a om the whole trade. The Chinese Government can therefore pot eens more 

n a small compensation for the abolition of this right. 

As Sir Thomas Wade has reminded his coll the Anglo-Chinese conven- 
tion of 1868, the Chinese Government agreed to free imports from all further taxa- 
tion in the treaty-port provinces in consideration of a compulsory payment of the 
half-tariff duty at the port of entry, reserving to itself the right ſo tax the imports 
ad libitum in the other provinces. 

If, therefore, 50 per cent. of the tariff duty was considered a fair equivalent for 
all taxes, duty, or H-. łin legally or illegally levied on the large amount of imports 
within the treaty-port provinces, 20 or at the utmost 30 per cent. of the tariff duty 
would be a fair compensation for the abandonment on the part of the Chinese Gov- 
ernment of its k or pretension to uty taxes, duties, or (in on the much 
ae amount of imports reaching the other provinces and distributed through 

em. 

A proposal to this effect seems all that the representatives of the treaty powers 
could venture to submit to their governments, and all mat these latter would be 
likely to consider. 

PEKISG, Nocember 16, 1880. 
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[Inclosure 3 in No. 15. 


UNITED STATES Commission, 
Peking, November 19, 1880. 


Sin: As we have had the honor to receive at your hand, as the representative of 
thediplomatic corps in Peking, an invitation to join SAn in conference upon © 
subjects of common interest to all the treaty powers, it becomes necessary to inform 
you that two members of the commission p. 5 sent hither by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, Messrs. Swift and Trescot, will leave this capital on 
the 20th, u their return home. 3 

Of several subjects commended to our care, we have fortunately succeeded in 
making such treaty arrangements as we hope will be acceptable to our Govern- 
ment. We would feel it our duty to remain and join in any negotiations with our 
colleagues upon such subjects as remain unsettled, were it not that we feel our- 
selves authorized to believe, from what has in the conferences which we 
have attended, that, at present, no further result can be attained than a reference 
to their home governments of such propositions as they may agree upon. by the 
diplomatic representatives of the treaty powers. As we have already had the 
honor to signify our entire and cordial agreement with the views of the diplomatic 
body as to the recommendation to be submitted to the consideration of the Chi- 
nese Government, and, upon its consent, to be referred home for its approval, we 
beg to inform you that any further discussion which may arise will be left to the 
charge of Mr. Angell, one of the commissioners, and who remains in Peking 
minister plenipotentiary and envoy extraordinary, 

We have the honor to be, &c., 
JAMES B. ANGELL. 
JOHN L. SWIFT. 
W. H. TRESCOT. 
Sir Tuomas WADE, 


No. 11. 


UNITED STATES Cosunssiox TO CHINA, 
Shanghai, November 29, 1880. 


Sim: By the last dispatches and telegrams from the commission, you were 
informed that two treaties had been signed, and that Messrs. Swift and Trescot 
would leave for Shanghai on the 20th, and that Mr. Trescot would bring over the 
treaties by the first Pacific steamer that he could reach from this point. 

We left Peking on the 20th and reached Shanghai on the 27th. The steamer 
connecting with the Pacific line at Yokohama leaving on the 30th, Mr. Trescot 
will go in her to take the City of Peking at that port on the 8th December. 

* * * * * * = 
We have, Ko., 

JOHN L. SWIFT. 

WM. HENRY TRESCOT. 

Hon. WX. M. Evarts, &c. 


Memorandum. 

I. The time fixed in the bill, namely, twenty years, is ‘‘ unreasonable.” The 
language of Article I, that * laborers shall not be absolutely prohibited from coming 
to the United States,” and that the“ suspension shall be reasonable,” as well as 
the negotiations. indicate that a brief period was intended. The total prohibition 
of the immigration of Chinese laborers into the United States for twenty years 
e in my opinion, be unreasonable, and a violation of the meaning and intent 
of the treaty. 

II. The 3 of skilled labor in the bill is an addition to the words and 
intent of the treaty. It will operate with harshness upon a class of Chinese mer- 
chants entitled to admission to the United States under the terms of the treaty. 
‘The shoe merchants and cigar merchants of China manufacture the goods they 
sell at their places of business, and to shut out the skitied labor" they need 
would practically shut them out as well, since it would prevent them from carry- 
ing on their business in this country. The laundryman who keeps his shop and 
has a small capital with which to prosecute his trade cannot in any just sense be 
included in the class of “laborers,” and the merchant tailor comes in the same 
category. 

III. The clauses of the bill relating to registration and passports are a vexatious 
discrimination mst Chinese residents and immigrants, when Article II pro- 
vides explicitly that they shall be entitled to all the en conceded to the 
subjects of the most favored nation. The execution of these provisions of the bill 
will cause irritation, and, in case of the loss of the passport or certificate of 
tration, Chinese residents entitled to remain may be forcibly expelled from the 


country. 

IV i the bill becomes a law, it will leave the impression in China that its govern- 
ment strangely misunderstood the character of the treaty, or that the Congress 
has viol some of its provisions, and this will tend to 8 the intelligent 
classes against the United States Government and people, whom they now greatly 
admire and respect. 

V. There is no provision in the bill for the transit across the United States of 
Chinese subjects now residing in foreign countries. — numbers of Chinese 
live in Cuba, Peru, and other countries, who cannot return home without crossing 
the territory of the United States or touching at San Francisco. To deny this priv- 
— it seems to me is in violation of international law and the comity of nations, 
and if the bill becomes a law it will, in this respect, result in great hardship to many 
thousands of innocent Chinese in foreign countries. 


Forty-seventh Congress of the United States of America, at the session, begun and 
held at the city of Washington on 3 the 5th day eee 122 
An act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese. 


Whereas in the opinion of the Government of the United States the coming of 
Chinese laborers to this country endangers the good order of certain localities 
within the territory thereof: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Stat-s of 
America in Congress assembled, That from and after the expiration of ninety days 
next after the parage of this act, and until the expiration of twenty years next 
after the passage of this act, the coming of Chinese laborers to the United States 
be, and the same is hereby, suspended ; and during such suspension it shall not be 
lawful for any Chinese laborer to come, or, having so come after the expiration of 
said ninety days, to remain within the United States. 

Sec. 2. That any master of any vessel, of whatever nationality, who shall know- 
ingly on such vessel bring within the jurisdiction of the United States, and permit 
to be landed. any Chinese laborer from any foreign port or place shall be teamed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine of 
not more than $500 for each and every such Chinese laborer so brought, and may 
be also imprisoned for aterm not exceeding one year. 

Sud. 3. t the two foregoing sections shall not apply to Chinese laborers who 
were inthe United States on the 17th day of November, 1880, or who shall have 
come into the same before the expiration of 5 days next after the passage of 
this act, and who shall produce to such master before going on board such vessel, 
and shall produce to the collector of the port in the Uni States at which such 
vessel arrive, the evidence 88 in this act required of his being one 


of the laborers in this section mentioned; nor shall the two foregoing sections 
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apply to the case of any master whose vessel, being hosed to spi not within the 
nited States, shall come within the jurisdiction of the United States by reason of 
being in distress or in stress of weather. 

Sec. 4. That in order to the faithful execution of articles 1 and 2 of the treaty 
between the United States and the Empire of China, ratified July 19, 1881, in case 
any Chinese residing in the United States on the 17th day of November, 1880, or 
who shall have come into the same before the expiration of ninety days next after 
the passage of this act, shall de therefrom, they shall, before such departure, 
cause themselves to be duly registered at a custom-house in the United States, and 

roduce to the collector of the district at which they shall seek to re-enter the 

nited States the certificate of such registration properly viséd by the indorsement 
of the proper diplomatic representatives or consul of the United States as required 
in cases of rts by the fifth section of this act. 

Sec. 5. That in order to the faithful execution of articles 1 and 2 of the treaty 
before in this act mentioned, every Chinese of any class or occupation whatever 
who may be entitled by said treaty and this act to come within the United States, 
except such as resided in the United States on the 17th day of November, 1880, or 
who shail have come within the United States within ninety days next after the 
passage of this uct, shall obtain the permission of the Chinese Government in each 
case, to be evidenced by a passport issued by said government, which pass rt 
shall be in the English la; or accompanied by a translation into English, 
showing such permission, with the name of the permitted person in his pro 
signature, or, if signed by his mark, attested by a competent witness, and which 
8 shall state the name, title, or official rank, if any, the age, height, and all 
physical pecu¥arities, former and present occupation or profession, and place of 
residence in China of the person to whom the rt is issued and that such per- 
son is entitled by the treaty in this act mentioned to come within the United States. 
This passport and the identity of the person named in it shall, before such person 
goes on board any vessel to proceed to the United States, be viséd by the indorse- 
ment of the diplomatic representative of the United States in the Empire of China, 
or of the consular representative of the United States at the port or place from 
which the person named in the passport is about to depart. Such passport shall 
be J alread bop evidence of the facts set forth therein, and shall be produced to the 
collector of customs of the port in the district in the United States at which the 


person named therein shall arrive. 

Sec. 6. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall forthwith cause to be prepared 
and kept at the custom-houses of the United States proper books, in such form as 
he prescribe, for the registration of Chinese who shall be entitled under the 

rovisions of this act to the privilege of entering and residing in the United States. 

ntry shall be made in such books of the name of every such Chinese, and his 
proper signature, or, if signed by his mark, attested by a competent witness, his 
place of Birth, (giving town or district,) date of birth, last place of residence before 
coming to the United States, place of residence in the United States, if any, names 
and residences of his parents, if any, date and place of arrival in the United States, 
employment or business, height, and physical marks or peculiarities by which he 
may be identified. Every applicant for registration shall make oath to the facts 
stated in his registry, which oath shall be recorded in the book of registry. Collect- 
ors of customs and their deputies shall have power to administer and certify to 
alloaths under this act. 

Sec. 7. That it shall be the duty of the collector of customs to issue to every 
Chinese entitled to registry, and registered by him, at the time of registration, a 
certificate, in such form as the Secretary of the Treas may prescribe, setting 
forth all the facts contained in such Lie, arra a and the data of identification 

rescribed in section 6 of this act, which certificate shall be snoa by the col- 
ector of customs of the district, or his deputy, and attested by his k, of office, 
dat d the day of its issue, and upon which shall be written the proper 
of the person registered. A minute of the issuance of such certificate and date 
of issue shall be made in the book of registry on the margin of the istration. 
The certificate so issued to a Chinese shall be prima facie evidence of the facts 
therein stated. 

Src. S. That any person who shall knowingly make a false statement under oath 
in the re; tion of any Chinese under the provisions of this act shall be deemed 

ilty o perjury; and any person who register at more than one custom- 

ouse in the United States, or procure more than one certificate of registration, 
or alter or snbstitute any name for the name written in such certificate, or forge 
any snch certificate, or utter any forged or fraudulent certificate, or falsely per- 
sonate any person named in any such certificate, shall be deemed guilty of a misde- 
meanor; and upon conviction of any offense mentioned in this section the guilty 
person shall be fined in a sum not exceeding $1,000, and imprisoned in a peniten- 
tiary for a term not more tban five years. 

Src. 9. That the master of any vessel arrivingin the United States from any for- 
eign place shull, at the same time he delivers a manifest of the cargo, and if there 
be no cargo, then at the time of making a report of the entry of the vessel pursu- 
ant to law, in addition to the other matter required to be reported, and before land- 
ing, or permitting to land, any Chinese passengers, deliver and report to the col- 
lector of customs of the district in which such vessel shall have arrived a separate 
list of all Chinese passengers taken on board his vessel at any foreign pa or place, 
and all such ngers on board the vessel at that time. Such list shall show the 
names of such passengers (and if accredited officers of the Chinese Government 
traveling on the business of that government, with a note of such facts.) and the 
names and other parti as shown by the respective rts and certificates, 
as the case may be, of otlrer Chinese passengers; and such list shall be sworn to 
by the master in the manner required by law in relation to the manifest of the 
cargo. Any refusal or neglect of the master to comply with the provisions of 
this section shall incur the same ties and forfeiture as are provided for a 
refusal or ect to report and deliver a manifest of the cargo. 

Sec. 10. t before any Chinese passengers are landed from any such vessel, 
the collector, or his deputy, shall proceed to examine such passengers, com 
the passports and cates, as the case may be, with the list and with the pas- 
sengers, and no passenger shall be allowed to land in the United States from such 
vessel in violation of law. 

Sec. 11. That every vessel whose master shall knowingly violate any of the pro- 
visions of this act shall be deemed forfeited to the United States, and shall be lia- 
ble to seizure and condemnation in any district of the United States into which such 
vessel may enter or in which she may be fo 

Sec. 12. That if any consular officer, on examination of the claims and identi 
of any Chinese proposing to de tothe United States, shall be satisfied that suc 
person secks so to do in violation of this act, he shall refuse to certify e 
of such person to so depart; and every collector of customs shall refuse to allow 
any Chinese to enter the United States if he shall discover that such entry is 


wful under act. 

Sec. 13. That any n who shall kno y bring into, or cause to be brought 
into, or shall aid or abet the bringing or coming into the United States by land, 
or who shall land or aid or abet the landing in the United States from any vessel 
of any Chinese not authorized by law to enter the United States, shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, for each person so brought or aided to come 
into the United States, or so landed, be fined in the sum of $100, and imprisoned 
for a term not exceeding one year. 

Sro. 14. That no Chinese s be permitted to enter the United States by land 
without producing to the P rial officer of customs the certificate herein required 
of Chinese seeking to land from a vessel; and any Chinese who shall knowing]; 
come into the United States contrary to the provisions of this act shall bedee 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine not 
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exceeding $100, or by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or both said punish- 

ments, in the discretion of the court; and any Chinese unlawfully entering within 

the United States, or who sball have unlawfully entered the United States, in any 

way, either by land or by water, shall be removed therefrom to the place from 

whence they came by the collector of customs of any collection district in which 

such Chinese 8 found, at the cost of the United States, under such regula- 
ry 


tions as the Secre of the Treasury may prescribe. 

Sec. 15. That this act shall not apply to diplomatic and other officers of the Chi- 
nese Government traveling upon the business of that government, whose creden- 
tials in the usual form shall be taken as equivalent to the passport in this act men- 
tioned, and shall exempt them and their body and household servants from the 
provisions of this act as to other Chinese. 

Sec. 16. That hereafter no State court or court of the United States shall admit 
Chinese to citizenship; and all laws in conflict with this act are hereby repealed. 

Sec. 17. That the words ‘Chinese laborers,” wherever used in this act, shall 
be construed to mean both skilled and unskilled laborers and Chinese employed 


in mining. 
m J. ime . 
Speaker f Mi 55 A 3 rex. 
President of the Senate pro tempore. 
I certify that this act originated in the Senate. 
z F. E. SHOBER, 

Acting Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass, 
the objections of the President of the United States to the contrary 
notwithstanding? The bill must be read, however. 

Mr. GARLAND. The usual course is to let the message lie on the 
table and be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Why not refer it to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Uniforimly the bill is read. The 
Chair will direct the Secretary to read the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I submit that under the provision of the Constitn- 
tion the first thing to do is to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed. The seventh section of the first article provides: 

caja bill which shall have passed the House of Representatives and the Sen- 
ate, 8 before it become a law, be presented to the President of the United 
States ; if he approve he shall sign it, but if not he shall return it, with his objec- 
tions, to that House in which it shall have originated. who shall enter the objections 
at large on their Journal, and proceed to reconsider it. 

Under that clause of the Constitution the first thing in order is to 
reconsider, 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator desires to be technical, the first 
thing is to enter the objections at large on the Journal. 

Mr. SHERMAN, A motion to commit to a committee is always in 
order in a case of this kind, and is the better way. I shall submit 
the motion when the bill is read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has the forms of pro- 
ceeding. The bill is read with the message. Then the question is, 
Shall the bill pass, the objections of the President of the United States 
to the contrary notwithstanding? That is the question for the Sen- 
ate to pass upon. In the mean time the Senate can refer it, or lay it 
on the table, or do as it pleases. The Chair is proceeding according 
to the forms. 

Mr. BAYARD. It is obvious that the Constitution means a renewed 
consideration of the measure, not a reconsideration in the mere parlia- 
mentary sense. 

Mr. FARLEY. I move that the consideration of the President's 
Wr DA sess nag tillto-morrow, and that the message be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. the Senator will withdraw his 
motion the Chair will have the bill read. That isalways done, and 
it is incorporated with the message on the Journal. 

Mr. HOAR. Is it required to have the bill read at length, or will 
not a reading by its title be sufficient ? 

The PRES ENT pro tempore. The practice has been to have the 
bill read at length with the message, and the bill and message spread 
at length on the Journal. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Still it is not usual to read it in full. It ought 
to be sufficient to read by title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent the Senate 
can have the bill inserted in the Journal without reading it in full. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to the fact 
that within the last five or six years there have been several vetoes 
of appropriation bills, and in no instance has an 8 bill 
been at length; it would be a mere idle ceremonial and a waste 
of time. All that is necessary is to read the title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Vetoes of appropriation bills go to 
the House of Representatives, and the Chair does not know the 
practice there. 

Mr. WINDOM. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be read by 
title and spread on the Journal in full. 

Mr. HO The same principle applies in each House to the case 
of every bill on which a veto message comes. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
that the bill be read by its title and spread at length on the Journal, 
which will be done if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 
Then the question is, Shall the bill pass, the objections of the Pres- 
ident of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding? Pend- 
ing that question, the Senator from California moves that the mes- 

be printed and laid on the table. 
. SHERMAN. Let the title of the bill be read. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The bill has not been read yet. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. An act to execute certain treaty stip- 
ulations relating to Chinese.” 


Mr. SHERMAN. Now I desire to enter the motion to refer the bill 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WINDOM. That is the motion I was about to make. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California [Mr. 
FARLEY] made the first motion, to lay on the table. That takes 
precedence. 

Mr. FARLEY. I see no propriety in referring the message and bill 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations at this time. ‘The bill came 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And ought to be recommitted to that committee. 
That is the usual course. 

Mr. FARLEY. I beg pardon; I do not think that is the usual 
course. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is the usual course unless the Senate is pre- 
pared to act at once. 

Mr. FARLEY, My motion was this, that the veto m e be 
printed and that the bill lie on the table until to-morrow for the 

urpose of considering it at that time. 

Mr. HOAR. That motion is not in order. 

Mr. GARLAND. That is the regular course, and the Senator from 
Ohio can move to-morrow to take it from the table and have it 
referred. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have already entered my motion to refer, and 
now the Senate if they choose can lay the motion over until to-mor- 
row or postpone it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognized the Senator 
from California, [Mr. FARLEY, I who made the first motion. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise toa question of order. The motion of the Sen- 
ator from California is not inorder. There is no such motion known 
to the usages of the Senate as to lay upon the table until to-morrow, 
und in addition to that there is no such motion known to the usages 
of the Senate asa motion to lay on the table and print without unani- 
mous consent. They are separate motions, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from California to abandon his motion to lay on the table until to- 
morrow, and to make the motion to lay on the table and print. In 
considering a veto message — 

On motion by Mr. Conkling, 

Ordered, That the bill and accompanying message lie on the tableand be printed. 

There are two other such entries on veto messages, and there have 
also been references of such messages. The Chair decides that the 
motion to lay on the table and print the message is in order. There 
are half a dozen cases where such motions have been made and 
adopted. 

Mr. BAYARD. I take it for granted the Senator from Ohio will 
withdraw his motion to refer. 

Mr, SHERMAN. It is not properly, under the rules, in order to 
move to lay on the table and print, although it may be done aud is 
9 in. The two motions are separate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They are separate motions of course. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And any Senator can ask for a division. 

Mr. BAYARD. Do I understand that the motion of the honorabla 
Senator from California that this bill and message do lie on tho table, 
accompanying that with the intimation that he will call them up 
to-morrow, has been ruled to be in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to lay on the table is 
in order, 

Mr. BAYARD. Then I understand the motion of the honorable 
Senator from Ohio is that the bill shall be referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. That motion I trust he will withdraw. 

Mr. SHERMAN. For what reason ? 

Mr. BAYARD. I hope he will withdraw the motion to refer the 
bill and message to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. For what reason? That is debatable and upon 
that question—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first question is on the motion 
of the Senator from California, which is to lay on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No such separate motion was made, and I have 
listened carefully. It was made in connection with another motion 
to print, and that is debatable. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He moved that the m e lie on 
the table and be printed. Of course the motion to printis debatable; 
but the point of order is taken that the two motions are not proper 
to be made together, to lay on the table and print. 

Mr. FARLEY. Then I modify the motion. 

Mr. HOAR. Is not the motion of the Senator from Ohio in order, 
the other motion being out of order, the Senator from Ohio having 
risen and made his motion to the Chair? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Sena- 
tor from California to have qualified his motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. FARLEY. I qualify the motion by moving simply to lay the 
message on the table, 

Mr. SHERMAN. After the motion is made, as a matter of course, 
it is then in order to refer. The very fact of printing the message 
makes it competent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has not decided any 
question that the Senator from Ohio raises. The first question is, 
Shall the bill lie on the table? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No such motion was made until after I had sub- 
mitted mine. 


1882. 


The PRESIDENT 25 tempore. The Chair regards it as made now. 

Mr. HOAR. The Reporter’s minutes will settle it. The last thing 
the Senator from California said before the Senator from Ohio rose 
was to make a motion to lay on the table until to-morrow and print, 
and he sat down. Then I raised my point of order, and the Senator 
from Ohio made his motion, and that, I am quite confident, will 
appear on the record of the Reporter. The suggestion of a modifi- 
cation was after the Senator from Ohio had made his motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire again to say that I do not want to 
debate this question now. I would rather it should lie over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair decides that a motion 
to lay on the table takes precedence of everything. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I understand the matter to be in this shape: 
the Senator from California moved that this bill with the message 
lie on the table and be printed. I think it very desirable that that 
should be done, and, of course, that will take it over until to-morrow. 
In the mean time we can read this message. Some of us have not 
had the opportunity of hearing it fully. At any rate, that motion 
ought to be disposed of first, and then the Senator from Ohio can 
make his motion at any time to take the message from the table, if 
he desires to do so, and refer it to a committee. Perhaps he will not 
want to make that motion to-morrow, atter thinking the subject 
over. But it seems to me the sp pa way to do business on this 
subject is to adopt the motion of the Senator from California to lay 
on the table and print; and then the motion of the Senator from 
Ohio can come up or not, as he chooses. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to lay on the table and 
print is not in order, for the reason that it connects two things. 
The motion to lay on the table is in order, and then a motion to 
print. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Whichever motion is held to be in order, to lay 
on the table or to refer to the committee, I suppose, as a matter of 
course, the papers will be printed without any motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All I insist upon is that my motion to refer this 
bill and the accompanying papers to the committee be entered. 
Then it is pertectly in order for any Senator to move to lay the whole 
subject on the table until to-morrow; but when I submitted the 
motion to refer I was in order, because the motion submitted by the 
Senator from California was to lay the bill on the table. That is a 
simple, nou-debatable motion, but he connected with that a motion 
to print the papers, and that is a debatable motion and could be 
referred itself. 

Mr. VOORHEES. But I anderstand the motion made by the Sen- 
ator from California was entertained by the Chair before the motion 
made by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But the Chair entertained the motion as a de- 
hatable motion, because it was a motion to lay on the table and 
print, and he so stated, and I rose then to debate it and submitted 
the motion to refer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair decides that if the Sen- 
ator from Ohio moved first to refer, then the Senator from California 
can move to lay on the table, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly; that is perfectly correct. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As the Chair understood the Sen- 
ator from California, he did so move. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The pending motion to refer being entered, the 
Senator from California can move to lay on the table. 

Mr. VOORHEES. What I insist on is the disposition of the motion 
of the Senator from California first, and then the Senator from Ohio 
can make such motion as he thinks proper. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The proceeding, as I understood it at the time 
it transpired, was this: at the close of the reading of the message of 
the President the Senator from California rose and submitted a mo- 
tion, to which the Chair responded by requesting him to withdraw 
his motion until the bill accompanying the message should be read. 
The Senator from California acceded to that, withdrew his motion, 
and took his seat. Upon the suggestion of my colleague that the 
bill be read by its title, the title was read, and the Senator from Ohio 
on my left moved that the bill, with the message, be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, my colleague having risen for the 
same purpose at nearly the same time, to which my colleague as- 
sented, and subsequently the Senator from California renewed his 


motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves to 
refer. Itis immaterial whether that motion was made before or after 
the motion to lay on the table. The Senator from California moves 
that the message lie on the table. 

Mr. FARLEY. That is my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion of the Senator from 
California must be first voted on. 

st SHERMAN. That is right; that carries with it the motion to 
refer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If it carries, of course it carries the 
motion to refer. The question is on the motion of the Senator from 
California, that the message lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Now I wish to ask whether the motion 
of the Senator from Ohio will be pending to-morrow ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It will be pending whenever the bill comes up. 
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Mr. HOAR. I move that the message be printed. Isuppose there 
will be no objeétion to that. 8 

The motion was agreed to. fi a 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion usually is to print the 
bill and message together. 

Mr. HOAR. Let that be the motion, and let them be printed at 
length on the Journal. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Win that motion carry the accompanying docu- 
ments? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose the motion is not necessary, because the Con- 
stitution itself requires it, but I will suggest also that the order be 
made that they be entered at length on the Journal. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Constitution requires that. 
The bill and the message, with the accompanying papers, will be 
printed and incorporated in the Journal. That is the motion which 
is agreed to, no objection being made. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds : 

A bill (H. R No. 3846) for the erection of a public building at 
Louisville, Kentucky ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3847) for a public building at Rochester, New 
York. 

The bill (H. R. No. 5200) authorizing and directing the Postmaster- 
General to readjust the salaries of certain postmasters in accordance 
with the provision of section 8 of the act of June 12, 1866, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

The bill (H. R. No. 5656) to amend the laws relating to the entry 
of distilled spirits in distillery and special bonded warehouses, and 
the withdrawal of the same therefrom, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the followi 
message from the President of the United States; which was refe: 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed’: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith, for the consideration of Congress, a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War dated March 31, 1882, and accompanying report from the Chief of 
Engineers. with its inclosures, relative to the construction of a bridge across the 


Potomac River at or near town, in the District of Columbia, under the 
provisions of the act approved February 23, 1881, in which he requests that an 
additional appropriation of $80,000 be made to give practical t to the act 


referred to, in accordance with the recommendation of the Chief of Engineers. 
- CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVR Maxsion, April 4, 1882. 


WILLAMETTE RIVER BRIDGE AT PORTLAND. 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed, if in his 
opinion not incompatible with the public interests, te communicate to the Senate 
full copies of all reports heretofore made to the Chief of Engineers of the War 
Department by Major G. L. Gillespie, major of engineers, relating to the con- 
struction of a bridge over the Willamette River, at the foot of M n street, in 
the city of Portland, State of Oregon; also copies of all 8 communications 
to or from the Chief of Engineers, and papers relating thereto on file in tho War 
Department, including copies of any and all opinions and decisions of the judges 
of the United States cireuit court for the district of Oregon os said subject, 
if copies of any snch there be on file in the De 5 ed by a stato- 
ment of his views as to the propriety oradvisability of the construction of a bridge 
over said river at said point, and its effect upon the commerce and navigation of 


the same. 
PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of two o’clock having 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which is the bill (S. No. 613) to fix the day for the meeting of the 
electors of President and Vice-President, and to provide for and 
regulate the counting of the votes for President and Vice-President 
and the decision of questions arising thereon. By ment of the 
Senate the anfinished business will be informally laid aside and Sen- 
ate bill No. 60 taken up as the pending business. 


SAINT LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 60) ratifying the act of the general council of 
the Choctaw Nation of Indians granting to the Saint Louis and San 
Francisco Railway Company the right of way for a railroad and tele- 
graph line through that nation. 

. MAXEY. Mr. President, I presented yesterday an a ent 
designed to show first the power of Congress to pass the bill under 
consideration, and second that the facts laid before the Senate ne- 
cessitated the exercise of that power. I do not care to amplify that 


argument, but wish only now to add a few facts respecting the bill 
under consideration. 
It will be remembered that the Choctaw council in November last 
panes an act granting the ri, 
ncisco Railway Company t 


t of way to the Saint Louis and San 
ugh their territory from Fort Smith 
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in the direction of Paris, Texas. The fourth section of that act re- 


uired that it should be laid before Congress. The Secretary of the 
1 having general charge of Indian affairs, called upon the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs to know if there was any reason why 
the pani should not be made according to that bill. In reply to 
that letter of the Secretary of the Interior, written December 13, 
1881, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs says: 

In reply to your inquiry whether, in the opinion of this office, there are any 
U or other objections to the pro grant, I have to say that I know of none. 

treaty provisions for railroads through the Choctaw country, (Article VI, 
treaty April 28, 1866, 14 Statutes, 769,) being held — 5 the Department to have been 
exhausted by the location of existing roads under legislative authority and executive 
sanction, the grant of a i nats way in the present instance would, as stated in 
ie get cera letter to the ent of the 20th October last, appear to legitimately 
fall within the scope of the general power reserved to the nation by the fourth sub- 
division of Article VIH of fhe treaty to legislate for the construction of works 
of internal improvement,” governed by the limitations of Article XLIII, respecting 
interference by the United States authorities with such legislation. 

I will add that the interests of the Choctaws appear to have been fully cared for, 
and the reports accompanying the papers show that the bill as passed meets the 
approval of the nation generally. 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs, intrusted directly with the 
conduct of Indian affairs, under the supervision of the Lecretary of 
the Interior, with a full knowledge of what had been done by the 
Choctaw council, and of the vote in the council, replied that he knew 
of no objection tothe grant. The Commissioner, when he made this 
statement, also knew the relations between the Choctaws and Chick- 
usa ws, and yet without action by the Chickasaws he answers unhesi- 
tatingly as above. Surely this intelligent officer, after a full investi- 
gation, knew how to answer, and did answer, and correctly. I will 
state, further, that this company, as well as the Chicago, Texas and 
Mexican Central Company, made their application to the Secretary 
of the Interior for authority to go before the Choctaw council and lay 
their claim before that body in order to secure the right of way. The 
Secretary of the Interior sent an officer, with the approval of the 
President, down there for the purpose of seeing that no injustice was 
done the Indians in this matter. That officer made his report, and 
he says in that report, dated November 30, 1881, to the Secretary of 
the Interior: 

The result seems to give general satisfaction — the Choctaws, both prin- 
cipal men and citizens, so far as my means of observation enabled me to judge. 

* * * * * 


* * 


The interests of the Indians are sought to be protected by stringent and clear 
provisions, and their rights are specifically defined in the act. 
* * * * * 


The agents of the respective railway companies, who accompanied me, and 
appeared before the Choctaw anthorities in behalf of the grant, were. I have every 
reason to believe, perfectly fair and honorable in all their intercourse with the 
Indians, and soemo t to be especially solicitons that every reasonable guarantee for 
their protection should be provided in the bill. The same solicitude was also 
expressed by the officers of the companies in the preliminary conferences had with 
myself at Chicago and Saint Louis; and I am satisfied that they have through- 
out acted in the most ‘ect good faith toward the Choctaw people and the Gor- 
ernment of the United States. 

Here is a capable, disinterested officer, sent by the Secretary of 
the Interior, with the approval of the President, to witness all that 
might oceur pending the proceedings before the council. He was on 
the ground, speaks whereof he knows, says the result appears to give 

eneral satisfaction, and the conduct of the companies was fair and 

dre Who is to be believed, or must we blindly disregard all 
ony $ 

The Secretary of the Interior then called on the United States 
Indian agent for tħat Territory, Mr. Tufts, to know whether the 
negotiations between the Indians and the railroads were fairly and 
properly conducted, whether the action taken by the council met 
the approbation of the Choctaws. Those questions were asked by 
the Secretary of the Interior in an official communication dated 
December 1, 1881. To them the agent replies, among other things: 
å adan] of the opinion that tbe negotiations were fairly and properly con- 

U. 

Referring to the second qu I believe that a majority of the Choctaw 
pe were in favor of granting tio righ prepa Sen 


JOHN Q. TUFTS, 
United States Indian Agent. 
Hon. S. J. KIRKWOOD, 
Secretary of the Interior, Washington, D. C. 
Now, in t to the understanding which the Choctaws had of 


the power of Congress over this question, I beg to call the attention 
of the Senate to a message of the principal chief of the Choctaw 
Nation to the general council then in session, dated October 27, 1881. 
He says, among other things: 


I am entirely satisfied that all of our rights and interests can and will be pro- 
tected by the Government of the United States, and, if for no other reason, I think 
this su should be seriously considered out of respect to the Government of the 
United States, since they have sent a representative here to give us the Govern- 
ment's support and assistance. 

Then he adds: 

8 we stand up and say we won't havea railroad through our country; can 
we poy sor our ee Canes say and believe that Congress has not pg doc 
to authorize the constraction of a road through our country? If we cannot, then 
let us do all we can to retain our jurisdiction as long as possible. 


Very respectfully, your obedient servani 
ET ii 2 J. F. McCURTAIN, 
ipal Chief Choctaw Nation. 


In order to ascertain the area and population of the two nations, 
the Choctaws and Chickasaws, I wrote to the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, and from him received a letter showing that in the Choctaw 
Nation there are 10,450 square miles, and the population of the Choc- 
taw Nation is 15,890; and in the Chickasaw Nation the number of 
square miles is 7,267 and the population 6,000. I have made the 
calculation which shows that the amount of land in the Choctaw 
Nation is sufficient to give to every man, woman, and child in that 
nation 420 acres, and in the Chickasaw Nation enough to give each 
man, woman, and child 774 acres. This is the letter: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, January 18, 1882. 

Sin: In answer to the inquiries contained in your letter of the 17th instant, I 
have to make the following statements: 

1. The number of square miles in the Choctaw Nation, as bounded in the Gen 
eral Land Office map of 1879, is equal to 10.480. 

2. The population of the Choctaw Nation is 15,890. 
$ E pe number of square miles in the Chickasaw Nation, defined in same map, 
s 7,267. 

4. The population of the Chickasaw Nation is 6,000. 


Very respectfully, 
H. PRICE, Commissioner. 
Hon. S. B. MAXEY, United States Senate. 


I make the figures as follows: Choctaws, 10,450 square miles, equal 
to 6,688,000 acres; population, 15,890, or over 420 acres to each Choc- 
taw, man, woman, and child, after deducting the 2,644 acres covered 
by the bill. Chickasaws, 7,257 square miles, equal to 4, 650, 880 acres; 
population, 6,000; making 774 acres to every man, woman, and child 
among the Chickasaws. 

In respect to the price of lands in the Choctaw and the Chickasaw 
Nations and other nations iu the Indian country, I hold in my hand, iu 
reply to a letter from myself, a communication of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, dated February 7, 1582, showing the price, as 
follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, February 7, 1882. 

Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication of the 
4th instant, requesting to be furnished with a statement of the price per acre paid 
by the United States for the several purchases of the civilized tribes within the 
Indian Territory. 

In reply I have to state that by the sixteenth article of the treaty of 1866 with 
the Cherokees (14 Statntes, 804) the United States was authorized to settle friendly 
Indians in any part of the Cherokee country west of the ninety-sixth degree. 

Theareaof the Cherokee lands west of the ninety-sixth degree is about 8,144.772.35 
acres. Of this amount 1.570,196.80 acres were assigned to the Osage and Kansas 
Todians, under the act of 1872 (17 Statutes, 228) and. under date of February 4, 1873. 
the President fixed the price to be paid to the Cherokees therefor by the Osages 
at seventy cents per acre. 

Underthe provisions of the acts of 1872 (17 Statutes, 190) and 1876 (19 Statutes. 120) 
the President, under date of June 23, 1879, fixed the price of the Pawnee lands 
(230,014.04 acres) at seventy cents per acre. and the remainder of the Cherokee 
lands, west of the Arkansas River, at 47.49 cents per acre. 

By the third article of the treaty with the Seminole Indians of 1866 (14 Statutes, 
756) said Indians ceded to the United States, for the purposes therein mentioned, 
a large tract of country estimated to contain 2.169.080 acres, (actual survey, 
2.037,612.31 acres,) for the consideration of $325,302, being at the rate of fifteen cents 


r acre, 

P Tortha purposes indicated in the third article of the treaty of 1866 with the Creek 
Indians (14 Statutes, 786) said Indians ceded to the United States the west half of 
their entire domain, estimated to contain 3,260,560 acres, (actual survey, 3,408.314.45,) 
for the consideration of $975,168, being at the rate of thirty cents per acre. 

The Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians, by the treaty of 1866, (14 Statutes, 700.) 
ceded to the United States their country west of the ninety-eighth degree, known 
as the leased district, containing 7,713,239 acres, in consideration of the sum of 
$300,000, benig a fraction less than four cents per acre, 

It is properto statein this connection that theChoctaws and Chickasaws, by the 
ninth article of the treaty of 1855, (11 Statutes. 613,) ceded to the United States all 
their lands west of the one-hundredth degree of longitude, and by the same article 
they leased to the United States their lands west of the ninety-eighth degree of 
longitude. By the tenth article they were to receive in consideration of that ces- 
sion and lease the sum of $600,000, 

Very respectfully, 


Hon. S. B. Maxey, United States Senate. 


The entire price paid by the United States Government for the 
lands belonging to the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations between the 
ninety-eighth and one-hundredth degrees of west longitude was about 
twelve cents an acre. Now, I call your attention to the price that 
is paid here. At my request the very capable Supervising Architect 
of the Capitol, Mr. Clark, made a calculation of the number of acres 
in the right of way according to the original bill, and he made it 
3,249.77 acres, and one station 18.365 acres, and counting fifteen sta- 
tions, which would be more than are needed, in my judgment, to 
cover all allowed by the original bill, the grant (right of way and 
fifteen stations) contain 3,525.24 acres; but by the action of the 
committee this amount is reduced one-fourth, which reduces the num- 
ber of acres covered by this grant to 2,644 acres. That is all there is 
in it, 2,644 acres, and I have shown that the highest price paid by 
the United States for any of this land where they bought the entire 
claim of these propis was seventy cents an acre, and that which was 
purchased west of the ninety-eighth degree of longitude and to the 


H. PRICE, Commissioner. 


one-hundredth of these Indians, Choctaws and Chickasaws, cost, all 
told, twelve cents an acre, and that is better land than the general 
average of land on the line of thisroad; and that, as stated, between 
the ninety-eighth and one-hundredth degrees was bought at twelve 
cents an acre. 

For the right of way and stations, 2,644 acres, the bill allows $3,000 
per annum. That is 4 per cent. interest on a permanent investment 
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of $75,000, and the company is required to pay that $3,000 so long as 
it runs a road through that country, which is the exact equivalent 
at 4 per cent. interest of $75,000 in hand, and far better to the In- 
dians than $75,000 in hand, because the investment itself is perma- 
nent and they get $3,000 a year, which makes the amount that is 
paid according te the bill as reported by the committee per acre for 
the land, $28.35, or an annual rental for wild land of over $1 per acre. 
The title in fee is not worth more than that, and there is not a man 
living who ever went through that country or any country in that 
neighborhood, but who would say this was a most extraordinary 
high price for that land. So far, therefore, as the price is concerned, 
the bill cannot be objected to on that account, or so far as the amount 
of land is concerned there can be no objection, because there are 
only 2,644 acres, a mere trifle in amount, wholly unnecessary to 
pee people for any purpose, as they now have very far more than 
they use. 

e bill goes on and provides that this $3,000 shall be divided pro 
rata according to the rule which has always been followed between 
the Choctaws and Chickasaws, three-fourths to the Choctaws and 
one-fourth to the Chickasaws, and the whole is to go for school 

urposes ; and those who believe in the education of the Indians, as 
Tac must say that there cannot be a wiser provision made for the 
advancement of these Indians than that this money should go for 
the purpose of educating their children. 

I ees examined the bill with t care, and I will say for the 
committee, (and it is due to them that I should say it,) that, in my 
judgment, they have most scrupulously guarded at every point the 
rights of the Indians; they have cared for and protected the rights 
of the United States; they have acted fairly by the railroad; and so 
far as the Indians are concerned they have not only scrupulously 
re ed all their rights but have acted most liberally by them. 

ese facts are all that I care to lay before the Senate in addition 
to what I stated yesterday. 

With these indisputable facts, with the proven need for the road, 
and the power beyond successful dispute, doubt, or cavil in Congress, 
I leave the question. 

Mr. HA Y, and Mr. HILL of Colorado, addressed the Chair. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iyield to the Senator from Colorado for a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado. I desire to call up Senate bill No. 698. 

Mr. MAXEY. I hope that will be acceptable to the Senator from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. HOAR, ] as I am occupying his time. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I yield, although I doubt somewhat my technical 
right to do so, because the floor, after bill No. 60, belongs to the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts; but I am assured that this is a formal mat- 
ter merely and will take but a few moments. 

aS HILL, of Colorado. The Senator from Massachusetts has con- 
sented. 

Mr. MAXEY. As the Senator from Connecticut is very well aware 
we are occupying the time of the Senator from Massachusetts, and 
I do not want to lose any advantage that we have. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He has consented. 

LANDS IN COLORADO. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 698) relating to lands in Colo- 
1 5 lately occupied by the Uncompahgre and White River Ute 

ans. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 7, to fill the blank with 
“ five hundred ;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 2. That the 1 the Interior shall, at the earliest practicable day, 
ascertain and establish the line between the land mentioned in section 1 of this act 
and that now or lately occupied by the Southern Utes in said State; and for that 
ee! ory there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury of the 

nited States not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $500. 

The amendment was a to. 

5 next amendment Was, to strike out section 3, in the following 
words: 

Sec. 3. That all settlements, locations, and entries made by persons or co: 
tions in good faith upon any of the land hereindeclared to be public land of the 
United States shall be held and deemed to be valid, subject, however, to the pro- 
visions, restrictions, and limitations of the first section of this act; and all sums 
of money heretofore paid upon such entries shall beapplied, disbursed, or credited 
in the same manner as 2 by the third section of said actof June 15, 1880, for 
moneys arising from sales hereafter made; and such sum of money is hereby ap- 
propriated, out of any money in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise 
appropriated, as may be necessary for the purposes of this section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to insert as a new section: 

Sec. 3. That all entries, settlements, or locations heretofore made under any 
law of the United States by duly qualified persons upon a iah of land extending 
5 southerly, not exceeding ten miles in width, within that of the 
Ute Indian reservation in the State of Colorado lately occupied by the Uncom- 
pahgre and White River Ute Indians, and bounded on the east by the one hundred 
and seventh meridian of longitude west from Greenwich, shall legally date from 


the time they were respectively made; and the rights of said persons shall be in 
all respects the same as if the kai had been legally subject to their claims when 
the same were initiated: Provided, however, That if homes entries have been 


made on said strip, the lands so entered shall be pea forin cash, after proof which 
would be satisfactory under the pre-emption laws: And provided That 
none of said lands shall be of for any consideration other cash, nor 
for a less price than $1.25 per acre. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ments were conc in. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now let the bill as amended, as it will be if no 
further amendments are made, be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the bill as amended. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does the last provision prohibit homesteads 
and pre-emptions ? 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado. The original act prohibits homesteads 
and pre-emptions. By that act only cash entries can be made. 

Mr. COCKRELL, 5 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. CONGER. I ask the Senate for leave of absence for a week, 
or longer if n , on account of its being necessary for me to go 
to Illinois to visit my mother, who is dangerously ill there. I ask 
leave of absence for a week, or longer if necessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan asks 
for leave of absence for a week, or longer if necessary. e Chair 
hears no objection, and leave is Fee 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON. 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bili 
and joint resolution : 

A bill (S. No. 667) to authorize the Secretary of War to sell the 
military barracks and the lands upon which they are located in the 
city of Savannah, Georgia. 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 37) authorizing the Secre of War 
to supply artillery and camp equipage to the soldiers’ and sailors’ 
reunion at Topeka, Kansas. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill Gl. R. No. 795) for the relief of Arthur W. Eastman; and 

A pill (H. R. No. 5588) to admit free of duty articles intended for 
exhibition at the national mining and industrial exposition to be 
held in the city of Denver in the year 1882. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The meen also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (8. No. 731) 3 money for the > purohese of a site 
and the erection of a suitable building for a post-office and other Gov- 
ernment offices in the city of Minneapolis, State of Minnesota ; 

A bill (S. No. 768) to accept and ratify the agreement submitted 
by the Crow Indians of Montana for the sale of a portion of their res- 
ervation in said Territory, and for other purposes, and to make the 
necessary appropriations for carrying out the same ; 

A bill (S. No. 1501) for the erection of a publie building at Colum- 
bus, Ohio; and 

A bill (S. No. 1594) to facilitate the ae dora of dividends to the 
creditors of the Freedman’s Savings an ust Company. 


SAINT LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. No. 60) ratifying the act of the general council 
of the Choctaw Nation of Indians granting to the Saint Louis and 
San Francisco Railway Company right of way for a railroad and 
telegraph line through that nation. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I am very sorry indeed that the 
circumstances of my connection with the Committee on Railroads 
have thrown upon me the duty and the necessity of stating the ob- 
jections to this substitute bill No. 60. I certainly should abandon 
the floor this moment, in view of the total lack of interest the Senate 
manifests in this question, if I did not regard it as an imperative 
duty to oppose the bill; for the bill in question, if I am at all right 
in the history and the law of this case, is a gross violation of pled, 
rights and a complete subversion of the previous policy of the Gov- 
ernment with regard to the Indian Territory, and Indian treaties in 
general. Therefore if this bill should happen to pass and any curi- 
ous historian manifesting an interest in the Indian race should look 
through the RECORD, I desire him to find, in the few lines that I 
shall submit, the essential facts showing taat this Congress will 
have been guilty of a at wrong. I shall have done my duty, 
though there may be nobody to listen, and perhaps nobody to read 
afterward. 

The Chicago, Texas and Mexican Central Railway Company de- 
sired, in continuation of some existing works, a charter for a line of 
road running diagonally across the southeastern corner of the Indian 
Territory and wholly within lands now 5 by the Choctaw 
but held in common with the Chickasaws, who are to be consul 
in all alienations thereof, according to my doctrine. This Chicago, 
Texas and Mexican Central Railway Company applied to the Interior 
Department September 30, 1881, foran agent to go with the attorney 
of that company with instructions to the Choctaw Legislature and 
obtain their consent to a charter. The Saint Louis and San Fran- 
cisco Railway had been in the Choctaw Nation before, informally 
and unofficially, that is to say, so far as the Government was con- 
cerned. It, as a corporation, gone there entirely upon its own 
responsibility, treating the Choctaw Nation as if it were a nation 
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independent even of the United States, so far as I can perceive from 
the record. It discovered that the Chicago road had gone to the In- 
terior Department and obtained the appointment of an agent with 
instructions. Thereupon the Saint Louis and San Francisco Railway 
Company, thinking it safest that they also should proceed in the 
same way, went to the Interior Department with a similar request. 
The two railroad companies then appeared within the Indian Terri- 
tory with authority from the Interior Department to ask of the Choc- 
taw Nation a treaty permitting them to go through the Territory. 
They found that there was likely to be trouble if both applied to the 
N at the same time, and the Chicago road stepped out of 
the way, letting the Saint Louis and San Franciseo road proceed in 
the matter, and alleging that there was a private understanding be- 
tween the two companies as to a common management of the track 
afterward in case the Saint Louis and San Francisco road should 
succeed in getting the charter. The Choctaw Legislature passed or 
is alleged to have passed a bill granting a right of way. 
The alleged act of the Choctaw Legislature is as follows: 


A bill to t a right of way through the Choctaw Nation to the Saint Louis and 
pratt San Francisco Railway Company. 

Whereas the Saint Louis and San Francisco Railway meg! Som dene for 
permission toconstruct a line of railway and telegraph through the southeasterly 
part of the Choctaw Nation; and 

Whereas the United States desire to obtain for the use and benefit of said com- 
pany a right of way through said lands, with appurtenances thereto ; and 

ereas the Secretary of the Interior, with the sanction of the President of 
the United States, has designated Uri J. Baxter as an agent to present such appli- 
cation to the Choctaw council, and he has duly presented the same; and 

‘Whereas the said council, upon the recommendation of the principal chief 
of said nation, has appointed Ellis Choate, Sampson Holson, Thomas H. che i 
ton, J. P. Folsom, "Alfred Wright, and J. W. Everidge, on the part of said coun 
to confer with said t of the United States; and 

Whereas said es have agreed to and duly submitted the following: Now, 


therefore, 

Be it enacted by the general council of the Choctaw Nation assembled, That a 
right of way is hereby eyes to the Saint Louis and San Francisco Railwa 
Company, a corporation duly organized under the laws of the State of Missouri, 
for construction of a railroad and telegraph line, said right of way to be two 
hundred feet in width through the Choctaw Nation, and four hundred feet in 
width at each station for a distance of four thousand feet in length; said right of 
way to commence at any point selected by said ee e on the Iine of said nat ion 
immediately contiguous to Sebastian or Scott Counties, in the State of Arkansas, 
and run thence in a 1 direction on the most direct and practicable 
route through the said Choctaw Nation in the general direction of Paris, in the 
State of Texas; said road to continue to or to connect with a proposed road from 
the city of Paris aforesaid. 

Sec. 2. The said Saint Louis and San Francisco Railway Company shall accept 
this right of way upon express condition, binding upon itself, its successors and 
assigns, that they will neither aid, advise, nor assist in any effort looking toward 
the changing or extinguishing the present tenure of the Choctuws in their lands, 
and will not attempt to secure from the Choctaw Nation any farther grantof land 
or its ocenpancy than is hereinbefore Po iver 

Sec. 3. The said railway company shall pay for all property injured or destroyed 
by said company, and for all material taken and used iu the construction, opera- 

ion, or repairs of said road and telegraph line, and shall take no such material 
except Rab contract with the p r authorities of the Choctaw Nation, and ac- 
cording to the laws thereof: Provided, That before the construction of said road 
th — § any lands held by individual occupants according to the laws, customs, 
and usages of said nation, full compensation shall be made to such occupants for 
all property to be taken or damages to them by reason of the construction of the 
said road and telegraph line. In case of failure to make amicable settlements in 
any case, either national or individual, such compensation shall be determined by 
appraisement of three disinterested referees, one to be named by the Commissioner 
of indian Affairs, one ped the principal chief of said nation, and one by said com- 
pany. This provision shall also apply to all cases of injury to persons or property 
occasioned by the construction or operation of said road and telegraph line, after 
the construction thereof shall have been commenced. Said arbitrators shall re- 
ceive not exceeding $4 per day for each, with mileage not exceeding six cents per 
mile, and witnesses shall receive the usual fees allowed by the courts of said 
nation. Costs shall be made a part of the award, and be pai by the i Perey 

In case of failure to pay such award the Secre of the Interior shall be, an 
is hereby, authorized to forbid the further passage of trains or the use of said right 
of way, and to remove the agents and employés of said company from the limits 
of bait nation as intruders, under the intercourse laws of the United States, until 
such time wei ment shall be made by said company. 

And, in addition to the foregoing, the injured 
recourso to all legal remedies that may be applicable 
tribunals; and consent is hereby given that the civil jurisdiction of the district 
court of the United States for the western district of Arkansas, and such other 
courts as may be established by authority of the United States, shall be extended 
within the territory and limits of the Choctaw Nation, without distinction as to 
citizenship of the parties so far as may be necessary for the enforcement of the 
provisions of this act. 

Sec. 4. For and in consideration of the uses and grants aforesaid the said rail- 
way company shall pay quarter-annually to the national treasurer of said nation, 
to be — for the benefit of schools therein, the sum of $500; and until the first of 


is be made no right or power to enter = said lands, except for the 
papo of surveying and locating its line of road and telegraph, shall be acquired 
under the provisions of this act. 


Sec. 5. Before orap shall accrue by virtue of this act the same shall be rati- 
fied by the 8 of the United States, and within one year thereafter the said 
company shall file with the Secretary of the Interior a map showing the definite 
location of its line of road and tel h, and shall complete the said road and tele- 
graph through the Jands of said nation within the farther period of one year: Pro- 
vided, That after the fixing of the general route by the g of a map of prelimi- 
nary survey in the office of the principal chief of said nation, who shall furnish a 
copy thereof to the Secretary of the Interior, no claim for a subsequent settlement 
and improvement shall be valid as Rey: the said right of way. 

Sec. 6. The said right of way shall not be settled upon by authority of said rail- 
way company, by non-citizens of said nation, except such employés of said com- 

yas are necessary to the successful operation of said way and tel h 
and their families, and such persons as may be authorized by law to e 

sai tion 3K i : That TA 5 8 depot 5 section 

men shall be exempi reason of such employment from ent of permits, as 

. nra of other non-citizens of said nation. = “= 


shall have the right of 
in like cases in the judicial 


such paymen 


7. No greater rates of fare or freight shall be ch: in the Choctaw Na- 
tion, by said railway company, than the lowest rate autho by law in the States 
of Arkansas and fexas, or either of them, for services or of the same 


kind ; and said railway company a to convey all and to t and 
transport all freight that may be offered, d to tin any freight that nay be offered 
— D Aakeri 8 on ea ee pipeta Ne Ceo to 8 with the 
ofsi 3 a nt Louis, 0 r, on the same terms 

os if the bills had been made or Saint Louis in the first id ce. 
Sec. 8. The said railroad ped ee shall execute a bond to the United States, to 
e Secretary of the Interior, in the penal sum of 


aaee which = accrue by reason of the failure of said com 

ith = or all of the provisions and conditions of this act. Sai 
good and valid against said company, its successors and assigns, and shall be re- 
newed at the expiration of every five years, and whenever in the judgment of the 
Secretary of the Interior a renewal of the same shall be deemed necessary for the 
protection of the interests of the Indians or of the United States. 

Sec. 9. If within rear e after the passage of this act by the Choctaw council 
the company aforesaid s fail to accept the conditions herein specified b 
olution of its board of certified to and filed with the 
terior, or shall fail within one year to file its map of location with the Secretary 
of the Interior as hereinbefore e a then this act shall apply to any other in- 
corporated company that shall have first obtained the approval of the President 
of the United States. 

Approved November 10, 1881. 


The Senate bill No. 60, as presented to this body on the 5th day of 
December, the opening day of the session, is entitled ‘A bill ratify- 
ing the act of the general council of the Choctaw Nation of Indians 
granting to the Saint Louis and San Francisco Railway Company 
right of way for a railroad and telegraph line through that nation.” 
And, it is in these words: 


Whereas an act of the general council of the Choctaw Nation of Indians, ap- 
proved November 10, 1881, by the principal chief of said nation, in accordance with 
the constitution and laws thereof, grants a right of way to the Saint Louis and 
San Francisco Railway Company, a corporation duly organized under the laws of 
the State of Missouri for the construction of a railroad and telegraph line through 
the territory of said nation; and 

Whereas by the fifth section of said act eee that before any right shall 
acerue by ue of said act that the same be ratified by the Congress of the 
United States; and 

Whereas the said Saint Louis and San Francisco Railway Company has, in com- 
pliance with the ninth section of said act, filed its acceptance of The ‘conditions in 
said act specified with the Secretary of the Interior, by a resolution of the board 
of directors of said company properly certified under the corporate seal of said 


company; an 

Whereas said act fully protects the rights of the said Choctaw Nation of Indians 
and is of benefit to them: Now, therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of sentatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the act of the eral council of the Choctaw 
Nation, approved by the principal chief thereof, dated November 10, A. D. 1881, 

ting the right of way to the Saint Louis and San Francisco Railway Company 
or the construction of a railroad and ph line through the territory of the 
Choctow Nation, said right of way to commence at any point to be selected by 
said company on the line of said nation immediately contiguous to Sebastian or 
Scott Counties in the State of Arkansas, and running thence southwesterly on the 
most direct and practicable route through the Choctaw Nation in the general direc- 
tion of Paris in the State of Texas, said road to continne to or connect with a pro- 
road from Paris aforesaid, as required by said act of said general council of 
the Choctaw Nation, be, and the same is hereby, ratified, contirmed, and made 
binding and effectual between the said nation and the said company, according to 
the terms, tenor, and provisions of said act, which is hereby made part hereof, and 
is in the words and figures following, to wit. 


The bill proceeds to recite the act I have just given in full, and 
concludes as follows: 

Sec. 2. That the rights, privileges, immunities, franchises, liabilities, and obli- 
gations contained in and granted by the above-recited act of the general council 
ot the Choctaw Nation, upon the condition that the Congress of thé United States 
ratify the same, be, and they are hereby, ratified and contirmed, fully hereby vest- 
ing in the Choctaw Nation and in said Saint Louis and San Francisco Railway 
Company all the rights, privileges, immunities, obligations, liabilities, and fran- 
chises inuring or designed by sald act to inure upon its ratification by Congress to 
said Choctaw Nation and said railway company, respectively. 

Now I go on to the next stage. The report of the Secretary of 
the Interior giving the oan of Baxter, the agent there, and recit- 
ing the action of the council and the varions matters in controvers: 
concerning it, came to the Senate on the day bill No. 60 was reported, 
December 12, and is contained in Executive Document No. 15. It 
had not been here before; it had not been before the Committee on 
Railroads; the committee had no consideration of it as a committee. 
It seemed to me that it contained matters of importance. Agents 
of the Chickasaw Nation formally appointed by their council ap- 

peared here to protest, because they claimed a joint right with the 

hoctaws in that land and claimed that they should have been con- 
sulted in making the grant. There likewise apeared here unofficially 
the speaker of tho Choctaw house of representatives and others, pro- 
testing that the Choctaw Nation itself had not fairly and justly 
granted this charter. Therefore I ask that the bill should be recom- 
mitted to the committee for further consideration, in view of these 
documents and pores. 

The protests of the individual Choctaws and the protest of the Chick- 
asaw Nation had been sent to the Secretary of the Interior, and the 
President submitted them to the Senate on the 9th of January, 1882. 
They a po in Senate Executive Document No. 44. 

The 8 ickasaw protest, appearing in Executive Document No. 44 
of the present session, recites: 


An act creating delegates to visit Washington City, District of Columbia. 
And says in the second section: 


That they are orati directed to protest st the action of the general coun- 
cil of the Choctaw Nation in granting the right of way to the Saint Louis and San 
Fran Railway Company for the construction and operation of a railroad and 


telegraph line through the Choctaw Nation. 


It makes various other requests of Congress concerning invasions of 


1882. 


their rights which I need not recite, they being foreign to the pres- 
ent purpose. 

Sec. 5. Be it further enacted, That the delegates are hereby required to protest 

inst any and all territorial bills that may be introduced into the United States 
ngress for the purpose of extending the same over the Indian Territory. 

They desire to preserve their autonomy, such as they have; they 
protest against the alleged action of the pion council of the Choc- 
taw Nation in granting a right of way. This protest farther presents 
the resolutions of the council of the Chickasaw Nation formally pro- 
testing against this grant, and asserting the common rights of the 
two Indian nations, vigorously asserting that an assent obtained from 
one is not enough. The document contains an argument by Mr. 
Overton, the agent of the Chickasaw Nation. He submits in support 
of his claim the two applications filed with the Department of the 
Interior by the representatives of the two railway companies, which 
applications, as I shall show, acknowledge in full the rights of those 
two tribes, There appears also, from Smallwood, the speaker of the 
Choctaw council, and from Isham, the journal clerk of that house, 
and Joseph P. Folsom, a member, a formal protest denying that the 
alleged act ratifying the charter of the Saint Louis and San Fran- 
cisco Railroad ever did rightfully pass that council for reasons which 
I shall specify hereafter. 

They cite in that a certified copy of so much of the journal as 
appertains to the action of the Choctaw council. They cite also the 
rules in full of the house of representatives of that council concern- 
mg the speaker’s casting vote, &c. 

hat is the Choctaw protest. I say, sir, that the bill in question 
never did pass the honse of representatives of the Choctaw council 
in any proper or legitimate way. A certified copy of the official jour- 
nal has been furnished me by the clerk of the Choctaw house of rep- 
resentatives. Itis also recited substantially in Executive Document 
No. 44. I now present this certified extract from the journal of the 
Choctaw house coyering this point: 

WEDNESDAY MORXING, November 9, 1881. 

The house met pursuant to adjournment. 

Roll called; quorum present. Prayer was offered by Mr. Brewer; after which 
the minutes of the previous day was read and interpreted. On motion of Mr. 
Harris, and seconded, the minutes of the previous day was adopted. On motion 
of Mr. Dukes, and seconded, a bill to grant a right of way through the Choctaw 
Nation to Saint Louis and San Francisco Railway e was read and inter- 

reted for third reading. On motion of Mr. Folsom, and seconded, the same was 
aken up for consideration and discussion. After considerable discussion on the 
said right of way granting to Saint Louis and San Francisco Railway Conpany, 
motion made by Mr. Benton to pass the bill, and seconded. On the motion of Mr 
Garvin the yeas and nays were ordered, upon the call of several members present, 


to be entered on the journal of the house. The same was seconded. On motion 
of Mr. Garvin, and seconded, the said bill was put to a vote, namely: 


For yeas. For nays. 
1. H. C. Harris, 1. Aaron Homma, 
2. S. P. Nelson, 2. Elijah Brewer, 
3. Kampalobee. | 3. Jos. Wilson, 
4. J. W. Everidge, 4. Alfred Wright, 
5. Rob't Benton, | 5. J. P. Folsom, 
6. C. C. Dukes, | 6. Reuben Jackson, 
7. T. D. Ainsworth, | 7. Alpheus Crosby, 
8. S. W. Garvin, | 8. Maurice Cass, 
9. Jessee Yota. 9. B. F. Smallwood. 


The said bill having a tie vote, the speaker declares the bill defeated. On mo- 
tion of Mr, Folsom, and seconded, the House adjourned to meet at the ringing of 


the bell. Carried and adjourned. 
THURSDAY MORNING, November 10, 1881. 


The house met pursuant to adjournment. 

Roll called and quorum present, Prayer was offered by Mr. Yota. The min- 
utes of yesterday was read and paler prosa On motion of Mr. Ainsworth and 
seconded the minutes of the previous day was adopted. 

District OF COLUMBIA, 
Oity and County of Washington : 

I, Isham Walker, being duly sworn, depose and say that I am, and was in 
November, 1881, journalist or journal clerk of the house of representatives of the 
Choctaw Nation. As such it was m vee 5 report and record the proceedin gs 
of such house of representatives. That I did personally make the minutes of the 
sessions of the said house of representatives, held on the 9th and 10th of Novem- 
ber, A. D. 1881. That I have compared the attached and foregoing pages Nos. 1 
to 3, inclusive, with the original minutes of proceedings now in my possession, 
and that same is a full, trae, and correct copy of such original minutes of the ses- 
sion of November 9, 1881, and also a full, true, and correct copy of so much of the 
minutes of the session of November 10, 1881, as show the action of the said house 
of representatives on the minutes of the session of the * 

ISHA ALKER. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 12th day of January, A. D. 1882. 

(SEAL. ] ALDIS B. BROWNE, Notary Public, D. C. 

It appears that the house of representatives met on the 9th of 
November, 1881, and that the bill granting the charter to the road 
in question was taken up. The bill was put to a vote. There were 
yeas 9 and nays 8. The speaker having asserted his right as a rep- 
resentative equal in rights with the others to vote, he directed the 
clerk to call his name; his name was called, and he did vote in the 
negative, making 9 yeas and 9 nays. Then: 


The said bill having a tie vote, the speaker declares the bill defeated. On mo- 
ao r Mr. Folsom, and seconded, the house adjourned, to meet at the ringing of 
e — 


As is their custom. The next morning, when the house met, ‘‘on 
motion of Mr. Ainsworth ”—who was one of the men voting for the 
charter—“‘ the minutes of the previous day were approved. 

That defeated bill, recorded as defeated, went to the oftice of the 
secretary of the nation, and thence by a process, of which I know 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2567 


nothing, it was taken to the governor of the Choctaw Natiou, and 
an opinion was obtained from somebody, who I believe is 2 very re- 
spectable farmer or blacksmith, but is called attorney-general of the 
Territory, that nevertheless the bill had passed, though recorded 
upon the journal as defeated, because, he said, the Speaker had no 
right to vote except in case of a tie, the rule saying he should vote 
in case of a tie. That bill, on the record defeated, the governor 
hands over to Uri J. Baxter, the agent of the Interior Department, 
certifying it as passed, giving what the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
Maxey] calls the broad seal of the Choctaw Nation to it, and for- 
warding it to the Department of the Interior. This gives very great 
dissatisfaction to a portion ofthe Choctaw Nation. Tbelieve they can 
be easily induced to grant this charter; I believeitis for their good ; 
I believe they would do it if . approached ; but they claim that 
in accordance with law and equity the bill did not actually pass their 
council, Some of them make reasonable criticisms of the bill besides. 

The Committee on Railroads of the Senate, after considering these 
various matters and summoning many of these men to make their 
statements, and hearing the representativesof the two nations and 
of the railroads, adopted and reported a new bill as a substitute for 
the original Senate bill No. 60. There was obvious difficulty, the 
Senate will see, in asserting that the charter had really p: the 
Choctaw council. There was a difficulty encountered because the 
Chickasaws claimed, and showed with powerful arguments based 
on the treaties, their joint right to be consulted. For some reason, 
therefore, whether it be these difficulties or not, the committee with 
which Ihave the honor to be associated reported to the Senate a new 
bill No. 60, a complete change. It pays no attention whatever to 
any supposed or desired consent of the council of either nation, char- 
ters a line forarailroad directly through that Territory, and contains 
no clause referring to any previous submission or asking any subse- 
quent submission. 

The essence of the question before the Senate, therefore, is just 
about this: Shall the Congress of the United States utterly disre- 

ard the treaties with those two nations which it has been in the 
bit of making and regarding for a century? Shall it absolutely 
override, not consult at all, disregard, set aside, virtually nullify 
those two nations and all the rights they have in their land? That 
is the simple question before the Senate, and the profound interest 
taken in the question is seen by the exceedingly limited attendance. 

Now, sir, there is a general statute upon this subject which shows 
what the policy of the Government has 3 It is section 2116 of the 
Revised Statutes, which provides that— 

No purchase, grant, lease, or other ap i of lands, or of any title or claim 
thereto, from any Indian nation or tribe of Indians, shall be of any validity in law 
or equity, unless the same be made by treaty or convention entered into pursuant 
to the Constitution. 

And severe penalties are imposed for any infringement of this statu- 
tory prohibition. Of course it is within the power, whatever may 
be the right—they are two different thin it is within the power 
of Congress to pass a new statute providing for other methods of 
alienating the land, and the Indians would be unable to make war, 
and I do not see how anybody could successfully object, but the 
policy of the Government was indicated by this statute. 

No purchase, grant, lease, or other conveyance of lands, or of any title or claim 
thereto— 

Even the easement of a railway company— 


from any Indian nation or tribe of Indians, shall be of any validity in law or 
equity, unless the same be made by treaty or convention entered into pursuant 
to the Constitution. 


3 that there can be no title to a railway line obtained 
through there without the assent of the treaty-making power. That 
is not all. Let us see what the Secretary of the Interior thought 
concerning this matter when it came before him. As I said, both 
these railroad companies took the right course to begin with. The 
Chicago, Texas and Mexican Central Railway Company went to the 
Secretary of the Interior with a document dated September 30, 1881, 
which I will read: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., September 30, 1881. 

Sin: The Chicago, Texas and Mexican Central Railway Company, an existing 

corporation, duly organized pursuant to the general laws of the State of Texas, 


represents : 

Nhat said com is organized for the construction and operation of a railroad 
from a pn on the Rio Grande River, Texas, running northeasterly to a point in 
Lamar County, in said State, as shown on the accompanying map; thence to Fort 
Smith, in Arkansas, and from thence, by connecting lines now building, to the city 
of Chicago; the design thereof being to connect said city with the commerce of 
Texas and Mexico, upon the most direct and practicable railroad route. 

That in the construction of said railroad the northeastern boundary of 
Texas to Fort Smith, Arkansas, it is found necessary to construct the same across 
the southeastern portion of the Indian Territory, through the domain of the Choc- 
taw and Chickasaw Indians. 

That such necessity exists: 

1. Because the surrounding country, outside said Territory, is rough and mount- 
ainous, and the construction of a railroad through the same would involve an 
enormous cost; and 

2. Construction upon such route would require great divergence from a direct 
air-line, thus largely increasing the length of said roads, 

That by the treaty of 1866 with said Indian nations— 


This is an exceedingly broad statement. The company was right, 
but if it was right this bill is all wrong— 


That by the treaty of 1866 with said Indian nations, authority was given forthe 
constraction of one railroad north and south and one railroad east and west, 
through said Territory; and that by subsequent executive action the franchise thus 
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created was bestowed upon certain corporations, and the said railroads since con- 
structed in whole or in part. 

That section 2116, Revised Statutes, provides that no purchase, grant, lease, 
or other conveyance of lands, or of any title or claim thereto, from any Indian 
nation or tribe of Indians, shall be or, validity in law or equity unless the same 
be made by treaty or convention en into pursuant to the Constitution ;” and 
severe penalties are im for any 33 of this statutory prohibition. 

The said Chicago, Texas and Mexican Central Railway Company is 8 
desirous of securing the lawful right to construct and operate said road mates 
the Territory named; but inasmuch as authority to so construct said rail is 
not recognized by any existing treaty, and as the purchase of the 5 ht 
of way involves the acquisition of a property right in the lands of said dian 
Nation, it can proceed only under the provision of law above quoted. 

Therefore, said company respectfully — sab that you will at once authorize 
an officer of your Department, or your petitioner, to proceed to said Indian Terri- 
tory and conduct and complete the necessary negotiations with said Indian nations 
for the purchase of the desired right of way by said company, and that you will 
thereafter report the same to Congress for ratification. 

Necessity for prompt action exists, as the Choctaw Legislature, with whom your 
agent must deal, will begin its session on October 8, proximo. 

Said company is ready and willing to guarantee its good faith in the premises in 
such manner as you may designate, and to secure the United States against all 


ts in th 
i * DWIGHT K. TRIPP, 
General Solicitor. 


Address Britton & Gray, of counsel, Washington, D. C. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


The Interior Department did appoint thereupon Mr. Uri J. Baxter 
to go there and negotiate with the Indians. Here is also an applica- 
tion afterward made, on discovering that it was the right way to take, 
by the Saint Louis and San Francisco Railway, and in the same terms, 
mutatis mutandis. Both these companies are upon the record as show- 
ing to the Interior Department that the proper course to get a right 
of way was by a treaty with these nations. They did not come here 
asking the Congress of the United States to overrule these Indians 
entirely, to neglect their treaty, and give a charter out and out assert- 
ing the right of eminent domain. 

Of course any opposition to the bill has disappeared from the lob- 
bies of the Senate since substitute bill No. 60 has been reported, 
for if Con chooses to go further than either of those companies 
ever thought of doing, ead to excuse them or anybody else from any 
regard to the wishes of the Indians themselves, the railroad compa- 
nies are quite willing to take a charter under such conditions. I 
heard a good deal from somebody while the original bill No. 60 was 
pending ; but when substitute bill No. 60 was reported to the Sen- 
ate, asking no odds of the Indians whatever, I ceased to hear a word 
from any of the able legal gentlemen who were anxious to farnish 
me with information on the subject. 

What did the Secretary of the Interior think concerning this? 
After receiving applications from these gentlemen, the Secretary of 
the Interior writes a letter to the President October 6, 1881, in which 
he submits for his consideration a communication dated the 30th 
ultimo, which I have quoted: 

From Dwight K. Tripp, general solicitor of the Chicago, Texas and Mexican Cen- 


tral Railway Company, alleging due o n under the lawsof Texas; settin 
forth the purposes of its existence, the proposed terminal and connecting points o 
its line, and generally the advantages of its route in aid of the necessities of com- 
merce, and asking, in view of the great difficulties of construction and the obvious 
objections to a detiection from a direct line, that permission be obtained, throngh 
the intervention of the Government, to cross the southeastern portion of the lands 
of the Choctaw Nation, in the Indian Territory, so as to reach int on the 
Rio Grande River, in the State of Texas, a direct connection at Fort Smith, in the 
State of Arkansas, with regular lines to Saint Louis and Chicago. 


The Secretary proceeds to say: 

Article VI of the treaty of April 28, 1866, (14 Statutes, 769,) with the Choctaws 
and Chickasaws, s ari ht of way for certain roads which by | tive au- 
thority have been duly located under executive sanction, which action is considered 
as having e: the treaty provision for railroads through these nations. 

There remains but the gene wer reserved to the nations or tribes by the 
fourth subdivision of Article VIII of the treaty to le te for the construction 
of works of internal improvement,” governed by the limitation of Article XLIII, 

ting interference by the United States authorities with such 3 apoy 
oa a consideration of the ap ication, I am of the opinion that the material 
interests of the arene of the Uni States as well as the prosperity of the Indians 
would be promoted by the building of the proposed road. 

Whereupon he recommends the President to appoint an agent. 
The President, October 8, 1881, directs the Secretary to detail a suit- 
able officer or officers to make the contemplated negotiation with 
the Indians in the Indian Territory in conformity to general laws 
and present treaty stipulations with said Indians. If the doctrine 
of the substitute bill No. 60 is correct, the President of the United 
States had nothing to do but to send a brief message here commit- 
ting the papers to us, and advising that we pass a bill similar to 
that which we have before us now, fully and finally pate 3 a 
road; but the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs, Mr. Price, writing a communication very much the same, 
and the President of the United States, all of them, took precisely 
the view which: J have the honor to take in following them; pre- 
cisely the view taken by the two railway corporations, in which I 
follow them also, in thinking that the proper course was to nego- 
tiate atreaty. The President did confirm the spintos of Bax- 
ter, and Baxter went down there to negotiate. Now, let ussee what 
Baxter said when he got there. By the way, the Secretary of the 
Interior instructed Baxter October 10, 1881, what to do, and I should 
pay some attention to that first : 

I have, in pursuance of such authority, desi u as a pro ron to 
represent’ he Departanent in 3 0 . fe tia ** have to 
direct that you proceed to the Choctaw seat o goverument, abd, having made all 


necessary preliminary arrangements, that you confer with such agents or commis- 
sioners on the part of said nation as may be lawfully recognized for such purpose, 
and after fully considering the various matters relating to the object in view, and 
clearly representing the advan and benetits expected to accrue to the people 
of the United States and of nation from the construction of such road and 
tel ong line, that, in case you shall be able to agree upon the terms thereof, you 
conclude with the said representatives a proper agreement, in due form and éxe- 
cution, covering the necessary provisions, conditions, and stipulations to be sub- 
mitted, with your report thereon, for my approval, and for submission thereafter 
to the President and to heen Grr 

to conform as near as may be to present treaty stipu- 
lations with the said Indians, making no unnecessary changes in existing law, and 
SEN confining yourself to thel mate object of your appointment, tn gov- 
erned by the papers and correspondence with the President and this Department, 
copies of which are herewith furnished for your information. 

Mr. Baxter went down there, conferred with the governer, and 
ultimately with a committee of the Legislature. He says in the 
course of his report: 

At the same time I endeavored to explain the position of the a edger (which 
I found had been seriously questioned) to the effect that the action of 1870 with 
respect to the two roads— 

The North and South and East and West roads— 
was exhaustive of Irae egy eee e railroad rights of way in their 
country, and that now the only clear and legal course of procedure must lie in a 
new provision, by some form of agreement, through the agency of the General 
Government. 

That is what the agent of our Government informed them, “by 
some form of agreement.” 

I found their ideas crude on this point. Some, and haps the best 
informed among them, were of opinion that the eighteenth article of the treaty of 
1855 provided still seining rights of way for corporations and the Government. 
Yet this opinion was co and clouded with the inconsistent belief that for 
the enjoyment of such ry — an actof their national council is requisite to make a 
new graut of power and hises. It was not apparent to them until after sev- 
eral attempts to explain the matter that the joint or rather concurrent action of 
the United States Government and of the Choctaw council must be bad to give 
effect to any provision sought to be made. 


Our agent went there and hammered it into them, and we are told 
now by Senators, there being a little bother about . through 
in that way, that there is no necessity of anything of the sort and 
we can just charter a road right through the Territory, putting the 
plow in deep, riding over treaties and unbroken precedent. 

Now, what do the treaties say, the treaties that are cited by the 
Chickasaw protestants and others? I will read briefly from them. 
Here is the protesting resolution of the Chickasaws which recites 
the treaties. They refer in the first place to the treaty of March 24, 
1837 : 

That under the treaty of March 24, 1837, the Chickasaw Nation became joint 
owners, and of equal rights with the Choctuws in all the territory occu- 
pied by the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes. 

That is an important point “equal rights with the Choctaws in 
all the territory occupied by” either or both. Article Iof that treaty 
says: 

It is by the Choctaws that the Chickasaws shall have the privilege of 
forming a district within the limits of their country, to be held on the same terms 
that the Choctaws now hold it, except the right of disposing of it, (which is held 
in common with the Choctaws and Chickasaws,) to be called the Chickasaw dis- 
trict of the Choctaw Nation, to have an equal representation in their general coun- 
cil, and to be placed on an equal footing in every other respect with any other dis- 
trictof said nation, excepta voice inthe management of the consideration which is 
given for these rights and privileges— 

That money being given over to the Choctaws for their separate 
ownership and management— 
and the Chickasaw people to be entitled to all the rights and privileges of the 
Choctaws and to be subject to the same laws to which the Choctaws are. 

The Chickasaws paid $530,000 for the privilege of being set apart 
and occupying for themselves a portion of the common territory, 
reserving all the while in behalf of each man an undivided right in 
the whole of the territory. 

Article I of the treaty of March 4, 1856, says: 

And pursuant to an act of Congress approved May 28, 1830, the United States 
do hereby forever secure and guarantee the lands embraced within the said limits 
to the members of the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes, their heirs and successors, 
to be held in common, so that each and every member of either tribe shall have an 
equal undivided interest in the whole: Provided, however, No part thereof shall 
ever be sold without the consent of both tribes. 

In the treaty of July 10, 1856, the last treaty made between the 
United States and these two tribes, the same rights are guaranteed. 
Article X is as follows: 

The United States reaffirms all obligations arising out of treaty stipulations or 
acts of legislation with regard to the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations entered 
into prior to the late rebellion not inconsistent herewith. 

That treaty of 1866 provided also, among many other things, that, as 
they were dissatisfied with the way of living in common, they might 
select tracts of land of one hundred and sixty acres apiece and peoapy 
them in severalty, and after making provision to that effect the 
treaty says, in article 33: 

All lands selected as herein provided shall thereafter be held in severalty by 
the respective es, and the unselected lands shall be the eommon property of 
the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations in their corporate capacities, subject to the 
joint control of their legislative authorities. 

This joint ownership has never been called in question by tins 
Government until this act. It never yet has been, because this act 
has not passed. The Chickasaws have always received a due propor- 


tion of all Government funds, thatis, one-fourth, and of all revenues 
from the common domain, irrespective of locality, and they have 
given of rights in coal mines and 


sometimes, when grants were to 
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in timber, appointed ommsisioners from each of the tribes, and the 
said commissioners have jointly made general grants of Whatever 
was conveyed. 

I will read a few words now from the treaty of 1866 with regard 
to the degree of self-government which was conceded to these people. 
Article VII of that treaty says: 

So far as may be compatible with the Constitution of the United States and the 
laws made in pursuance thereof, regulating trade and intercourse with the Indian 
tribes, the Choctaws and Chickasaws s be secured in the unrestricted right 
of self-government and full jurisdiction over persons and property within their 
respective limits; excepting, however, all persons, with their ee Sai who are 
not by birth, adoption, or otherwise, citizens or members of either the Choctaw or 
Chickasaw tribe; and all ns not citizens or members of either tribe 
found within thelr limits shall be considered intruders and be removed. 

All possible rights of self-government and full jurisdiction over 
persons and property within their respective limits are granted sub- 

ect only to the Constitution and laws of the United States. There 

ve been reservations in various treaties with regard to intercourse 
with the tribe on the part of others outside where, of course, the 
Federal Government reserves—the reservation being unnecessary, 
however—its right to govern intercourse between the Indians and 
States and Territories in general. 

There is an article that was relied upon by some of these gentle- 
men, Article XVIII of the treaty of 1855, to this effect: 

tates, or any in rated com „shall have the right of wa 
En gg ig 8 1 and Chickasaw pin 


for railroads, or lines of tel 
try; but for Any provers ken or destroyed in the construction thereof full 
compensation s be e to the party or parties injured. 


That appeared to be a general grant to any railroads or incorpo- 
rated companies, but that general grant, that apparently unrestricted 
grant of authority to any railway company to have a right through 
was modified subsequently by the treaty of 1866 and restricted. Ar- 
ticle VI of the treaty of 1866 provides: 

The Choctaws and Chickasaws hereby grant a right of way through their lands 
to any company or companies which shall be duly authorized by Congress, or by 
the res of said nations respectively, and which shall, with the express con- 
sent and approbation of the Secretary of the Interior undertake to construct a rail- 
road through the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations from the north to the south 
thereof, and from the east to the west side thereof, in accordance with the provis- 
ions of the eighteenth article of the treaty of June 22, 1855. 

Those are the two grants for railroads north and south and east 
and west which the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs both say have been exhausted. Those rights have 
been exhausted by the grant of charters to two companies going 
through north and south and east and west, and therefore it is neces- 
sary to come again if another charter is desired. 

It has been said also that the Indians have a right, under the clause 
iving them something to do with the internal Improvements of the 
erritory, to charter a railroad company. That grant of power to 

* legislate concerning internal improvement is given distinctly to the 

General Assembly, to be composed of delegates es each of the tribes. 
By the eighth article of the treaty of 1866— 

The Choctaws and Chickasaws also a; that a council, consisting of dele- 
gates elected by each nation or tribe lawfully resident within the Indian Terri- 
tory, may be annually convened in said Territory, to be organized as follows. 

The treaty goes on to provide for a proper representation for each 
of the tribes according to population. This is to be a sort of congress 
of the Indian Territory of delegates from each tribe. 

4. The General Assembly shall have the power to legislate upon all subjects and 
matters pertaining to the intercourse and relations of the Indian tribes and nations 
resident in the said Territory, the arrest and extradition of criminals escaping from 
one tribe to another, the administration of justice between members of the several 
tribes of the said Territory, and persons other than Indians and members of said 
tribes or nations, the construction of works of internal improvement, and the com- 
mon defense and safety of the nations of the said Territory. 

You see that that gives them substantially a large part of the 
power of an independent government, and the construction of the 
term“ works of internal improvement“ they themselves hold refers 
to works properly of internal improvement, works within, interni, 
within their own limits, and not to a right claimed by a corporation 
wholly foreign to them, chartered by distant States or by the United 
States. They claim that their General Assembly would have a right 
to grant charters to various improvement companies of whatever 
kind, land or water, or even to railways within their own limits, but 
that a corporation chartered outside cannot come in there without a 
formal assent in the nature of a treaty. It aghi not to come, even 
with a grant from Congress, to take their land away, because it is 
over and over asserted that this land is theirs forever, or so long as 
they shall exist as a people, and not be alienated without their con- 
sent, the joint consent of the two nations. 

This clause concerning internal improvement was not nie ptosis to 
have any such effect, because the Government has granted charters 
to railways, one north and south and another east and west, and has 
said if any outside corporation wants to come in it is not enough that 
it shall go there and even get their consent, but it must have the 
joint consent of the Government and the Indians; and the Govern- 
ment has said that they can get it in no other way but by such 
treaty with the Indians. 


The advocates of this bill take a very singular ground. They say 


sometimes that the Choctaw council sanctioned this charter. They 
meet a great difficulty when they find that there was a tie vote in 
the house of representatives of the council and that the bill was 
recorded in the journal as defeated. Then they take the ground 


that it is not necessary anyhow to have such consent. If you show 
to them the articles of the treaty which assert over and over in as 
emphatic language as anybody could devise that there is a joint 
right and that the land shall not be alienated without the consent of 
both nations, then they get tired of the subject and say, Well, look 
here, Congress has a sort of right of eminent domain, anyhow.” 
What they call the right of eminent domain and dwell upon nobody 


uestions. Everybody knows what the right of eminent domain is. 

t was quite unnecessary to quote Cooley or anybody else to show 
the nature of it and the supreme despotic power with which that 
right has been exercised. 

e question is whether we have not by treaties that run back a 
century waived it, and insisted that as to certain lands in this great 
oan under the possession of the original occupants of this soil 
we will get at them by another way than the ordinary exercise or 
assertion of the right of eminent domain, and we have very clearly 
said so. We have tried to set apart these people to themselves where 
they should not be troubled ; we have made a grant of their title as 
emphatic as it is possible for anybody to make a grant of land, given 
it to them forever, Of course there is to come ultimately a resulting 
title to the United States if these people shall vanish from the earth. 
Here is the treaty of 1855, referring to the act of 1830: 

The United States do hereby forever secure and guarantee the lands embraced 
within the said limits to the members of the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes, their 
heirs and successors, to be held in common; so that, each and every member of 
either tribe shall have an equal, undivided interest in the whole: Provided, how- 
ever, No part thereof shall ever be sold without the consent of both tribes, and 
that said land shall revert to the United States if said Indians and their heirs 
become extinct or abandon the same. 

This title, underlying the whole of the Indian title, nobody denies; 
it is zitin f below it; in case the Indians die out or abandon that 
country the land reverts; but until then we are bound by onr agree- 
ment. Neither do I assert to the claim that this shadowy, distant 
title which we may never have at all, is such that we have a right 
to violate our treaties and give a charter. 

My friend from Texas quoted some authorities on this question 
which I shall not dwell upon at any great length, but I will show 
how far they are applicable to this case, and whether they iuterfere 
with anything that we claim. The one I shall first notice is that of 
the United States vs, William S. Rogers, a case that arose in this way: 
Rogers was a white man who went into the Cherokee country and 
became a citizen of the Cherokee Nation by adoption. He killed 
somebody, The United States circuit court in Arkansas tried him for 
it. He pleaded that he had become a son by adoption of the Chero- 
kee tribe, and that he was to be tried only by them under their laws. 
The Supreme Court of the United States denied that, That isthe whole 
essence of that case. It does not touch the merits of the controversy 
here at all, because the decision of the court says: 

The fifth article of the treaty stipulates, it is true, that the United States will 
secure to the Cherokee Nation the right by their national councils to make and 
carry into effect guch laws as they may deem necessary for the government and 
protection of the ‘persons and property within their own country, belonging to 
their people, or such persons as have connected themselves with them. Butapro- 
viso immediately follows, that such laws shall not be inconsistent with the Consti- 
tution of the United States, and such acts of Con as had been, or might be, 
passed regulating trade and intercourse with the Tndians. 

Which the United States had the constitutional right to do aside 
from this reservation in the treaty. 

Now the act of Congress under which the prisoner is indicted had been passed 
but a few months before, and this proviso in the treaty shows that the stipulation 
above mentioned was notintended or understood toalter in any manner its provis- 
ions, or affect its construction. 

What little there is said by Chief-Justice Taney concerning the 
manner in which this Government regards the ultimate rights of the 
Indians is an obiter dictum, his observations are obiter dicta peculiarly, 
peered so. It was only necessary to show that this white man 
did not poles to the class to whom the treaty guaranteed a trial in 
and by the Cherokee Nation, but was within a class covered by the 
Federal laws concerning intercourse with the Indians, 

Chief-Justice Taney makes the observation: 

The United States have adopted the principle originally established by Europea 
nations, namely, that the sherigtual Eben of Indians in North jpn are 8 
garded as the owners of the territories which they respectively occupied. Their 
country was divided and parceled out as if it had been vacant and unoccupied land. 

It was not necessary to the decision of the case to make these 
observations, and, with great respect for the greatest court in the 
world, I say they are not correct, they are not in accord with the 
previous decisions of that very court; they are not in accord with 
that case which the Senator from Texas very rightly said was the 
ruling of the leading case in this matter and governs all decisions 

ractically that follow after it. There was a case in 1831 and a case 
in 1832. The former was the famous case in 5 Peters, page 1 l, at the 
January term, 1831, The Cherokee Nation vs. The State of Georgia. 
This was styled by the Senator from Texas the ruling case,” and 
all subsequent cases follow in that line,” he said. Let us see what 
real comfort he gets for his doctrine from the remarks therein made. 
It was a very peculiar case. The essential part of it is one that does 
not really concern us. The Cherokee Nation felt itself aggrieved by 
some acts of the Legislature of the State of Georgia asserting jaris- 
diction over its ple, conflicting with its treaty rights, and the 
Cherokee Nation brought a bill by which it songhttoeujoin. Ihave 
not studied it carefully enough to say exactly what it did desire to 
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do, but practically it sought to enjoin the State of Georgia. The 
syllabus says: 
bio exeroleo of logialative power over a neighboring people asserting their inde: 
wer over a n e e- 
dence, their ight to which the State denies. * SA But the court is asked 
do more ecide on the title. The bill requires us to control the Legisla- 
ture of Georgia, and to restrain the exertion of its physical force. 

Well, the court, of course, said that it could not undertake to 
restrain the physical force of Georgia, or tell Georgia what it should 
or should not do; but the court did express its strong sympathy with 
the Cherokee Nation. This is what the court said in the ruling case 
referred to by the Senator from Texas: 

The Cherokees are a state. S have been uniformly treated as a state since 
the settlement of our country. e numerous treaties made with them by the 
United States reco; e them as a people capable of maintaining the relations of 

and war; of being responsible in their political character for any violation of 

eir engagements, or for any aggression committed on the citizens of the United 

States by any individual of their community. Laws have been enacted in the spirit 

of these treaties. The acts of our Government plainly recognize the Cherokee 
Nation as a state; and the courts are bound by those acts. 

That is even stronger than I should say it, Mr. President. I should 
say rather, in the language of Marshall in another plage, “they are 
a domestic, dependent nation, rather than a state.“ But further, I 
read from the syllabus of the case, not from the obiter dicta, or the 
chance remarks of dissenting judges: 

The condition of the Indians in relation to the United States is perhaps unlike 
that of any other two people in existence. — genera), nations not owing a com- 

6 


mon allegiance are foreign to each other. rm foreign nation is with strict 


riety applicable by either to the other. But the relation of the Indians to the 
Tnhted Sta es is marked by peculiar and cardinal distinctions which exist nowhere 


Excuse me if I seem to set forth the true doctrine here rather tedi- 
ously, for I am reading from the syllabus: 

The Indians are acknowledged to have an unquestionable and heretofore an 
unquestioned right to the lands they occupy until that rigbt shall be extinguished 
by a voluntary cession to our Government. It may well be doubted whether those 
tribes which reside within the acknowledged boundaries of the United States can 
with strict accuracy be denominated foreign nations. 

Here comes that remark of the Chief-Justice of which I spoke just 
now: 

They may more correctly perhaps be denominated domestic de 
They occupy a ap sheaf to which we assert a title independent of their will, which 
must take effect in point of possession when their ht of possession ceases ; 
meanwhile they are in a state of 3 Their relations to the United States 
resemble that of a ward to his guardian. They look to our Government for pro- 
tection, rely upon its kindness and its power, appeal to it for relief to their wants, 
and address the President as their great father. 

Everywhere in these decisions, wherever that great man illumined 
the subject with his broad sense, his great humanity, and his mag- 
nificent intellect, wherever Chief-Justice Marshall touched this su 
ject he laid down doctrines to which no man, it seems to me, who 
is animated by any true political principles or by any sound philan- 
thropic or Christian sentiments, can make any objection whatever. 

I am willing to stand in the treatment of all this question by what 
Chief-J ustice Marshall said concerning the Indians and the relative 
rights of the Indians and the Federal Government. I do not stop to 
read from his remarks, for they are extracted almost word for word 
in the syllabus from the decision of the case. 

There was another case very interesting indeed, a case that has 
entered into history and not to the great glory of some people, I am 
afraid, the case in 6 Peters, in 1832, the famous case of Samuel A. 
Worcester, a missionary from Vermont, plaintiff in error, vs. The 
State of Georgia. There were some laws of the State of Georgia 
that forbade, I believe, teaching the Indians to read and write, or 
something of that sort ; at any rate that pretended to deny the right 
of such men as Worcester to be there. He was arrested, tried, con- 
victed under the laws of Georgia, and imprisoned in the peniten- 
tiary. When this case came up Chief-Justice Marshall marched 
through the whole question with a stately tread; he went to the 
very foundation of the rights of the Indians. It is almost too long 
toread. He lays down at length the nature of the title which this 
Government acquired to this country; he said that these discovering 
nations claimed a right to all these lands as against each other ab- 
solutely, but always subject to the right of occupancy by the e 
they found there, and that our Government itself has never denied 
the right of these occupants of the soil, and he goes on to say: 

Soon after Great Britain determined on planting colonies in America, the 
granted charters to companies of his subjects, who associated for the purpose o 
188 views of the Crown into effect, and of enriching th ves. The 
first of these charters was made before possession was taken of any part of the 
28 They purport generally to convey the soil from the Atlantic to the South 
Sea. This soil was occupied by numerous and warlike nations, equally willing 
and able to defend their possessions. The extravagant and abound idea that the 
feeble settlements made on the sea-coast, or the companies under whom they were 
made, acquired legitimate power by them to govern the ple, or occupy the 
lands from sea to sea, did not enter the mind of any man. They were well under- 
stood to convey the title which, 3 the common law of European sover- 
eigns respecting America, an might S5 e convey, and no more. This was 


ndent nations. 


the exclusive right of pure! such ds as the natives were willing to sell. 
The Crown not understood to grant what the Crown did not affect to 
claim, nor was it so understood. 

Certain it is— 


This syllabus is almost verbatim the language of Chief-Justice 
Marshall— 


9 furnishes no example, from the first settlement of 
our , of any attem „ interfere with the internal 


affairs of the Indians, further than eep out the agents of foreign powers, who, 


as traders or otherwise, might seduce them into foreign alliances. The Kin 
chased their lands when they were to sell, at a price they were 
take; but never coerced a surrender of them. He also purchased their alliance 
and dependence by subsidies; but never intruded into the interior of their affairs, 
or interfered with their self-government, so far as respected themselves only. 


2 Crown of Great Britain stipulated that it would protect these 
people. 

The same stipulation— 

Says the court— 


entered into with the United States, is undoubtedly to be construed in the same 

manner. They receive the Cherokee Nation into their favor and protection. The 

Cherokees acknowledge themselves to be under the protection of the United States, 

and of no other power. Protection does not imply destruction of the protected. 

The manner in which this stipulation was ed by the American Govern- 

ment is explained by the language and acts of our first President. 
* * 


pur- 
ng to 


* 


* * * * 
These terms had been used in their treaties with Great Britain, and had never 
been misunderstood. They had never been supposed to imply a right in the Brit- 
ish Government to take their lands or to interfere with their internal government. 


Now comes language more directly and sharply applicable perhaps : 


The treaties and laws of the United States contemplate the Indian Territory as 
completely separated from that of the States, and provide that all intercourse with 
them s be carried on exclusively by the Government of the Union. The In- 
dian nations had always been considered as distinct, gpa Neste political com- 
munities, retaining ori natural rights as the undisputed possessors of 
the soil, time inmemo: with the s e exception of that pe arg by irre- 
sistible power, which excluded them from intercourse with any other European 
rere than the first discoverer of the coast of the particular region claimed, and 

s was a restriction which those European potentates imposed on themselves, as 
well as on the Indians. The very term nation.“ so generally applied to them, 
means “a le distinct from others.“ The Constitution, by declaring treaties 
already made, as well as those to be made, to be the ee w of the land, has 
adopted and sanctioned the previous treaties with the Indian nations, and, conse- 
e admits their rank among those powers who are 3 of making treaties, 

he words “treaty” and nation“ are words of our own langnage, selected in our 
diplomatic and legislative proceedings by ourselves, having each a definite and well- 
understood m g. We have appl them to Indians, as we have applied them 
to the other nations of the earth. They are ped Pn to all in the same sense. 

Geo: herself has furnished conclusive evidence that her former opinions on 
this subject concurred with those entertained by her sister States and by the 
Government of the United States. 


He refers to various acts of Georgia, and proceeds: 

The Cherokee Nation, then, is a distinct community, occupying its own terri- 
tory, with boundaries accurately described, in which the laws of Georgia can have 
no force. 

Georgia had forbidden the missionary Worcester to stay there, and 
had convicted him and put him in the penitentiary; and Chief-Jus- 
tice Marshall said: 

The Cherokee Nation, then, is a distinct community, occupying its own territory, 
with boundaries accurately described, in w the laws of Georgia can have no 
force, and which the citizens of Georgia have no right to enter bat with the assent 
of the Cherokees themselves, or in conformity with treaties and with the acts of 
Sende The whole intercourse between the United States and this nation is, by 
our titution and laws, vested in the Government of the United States.— Wor- 
cester vs. The State of Georgia, 6 Peters's Reports, pages 517, 518, 519, and 520. 

There are a great variety, quite a number of cases, cited by my 
friend that, as I say, I care very little about, nor do I object to an 
essay on his part upon the ney of eminent domain. Ia, with 
him entirely; I agree with Ju ae and with every other sensi- 
ble lawyer; I with everything said on eminent domain, except 
this: I say we have waived it by solemn treaties with these people 
made a modified waiver of it. We have away down undergroun 
an ultimate „right of eminent domain; “ as some of the judges well 
paraoa it, an ultimate right of domain there when the Indians shall 

ave run out, if they do, or when they shall have abandoned the 
land, if they do, or when they shall have ceded it to us, if they ever 
do ; but for the present we say, as the Secretary of the Interior has 
said and everybody else has said until this bill came in, Go to them 
and make an arrangement with them about a right of way or a piece 
of land, and if the Government sanctions it, it is all right; or ask the 
Government to send a man down there and make an a ment with 
them, which is the better way, and then we will sanction that treaty 
‘and you shall have your right of way. 

I said I regarded this as an act of very timportance. Ilament 
that somebody has not been brought by the necessities of his commit- 
tee duties to pay a closer attention to it and set it forth more clearly 
and ably than r have been able to do. It is the beginning of the 
end. If it be passed, what will be the result? I know the United 
States has said it will make no further treaties with Indian tribes, 
but I know it asserts the validity of all those that have been made 
emphatically, and I know there are men who desire to wipe out 
everything in the nature of tribe or nation among the Indians and 
to dissolve all these treaties. Very well; that is a grave question. 
I am free to admit that it has two sides to it; but before proceedin 
to act as if that were the policy, let us first decide that it is and is 
to be our policy; let there be a bill provided here which shall assert 
these things and make provision for them. I have not heard of a 

i company that desired to go as far as this bill goes or thought 
it would ever be safe in asking so much of this Government. 

There is a very able and interesting article, a pamphlet prepared 
by the attorney of the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company which 
I have accidentally found. The attorney of that company, which 
ine vighta tu thems Aeris adits and mesteta sha RT ct tha 
Indians in as broad terms as I have myself asserted and admitted 
them. He does assert seriously and with strong argument the pos- 


sible arrival of a necessity for some new relation, but at the present 
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time he does not claim that.there must be anything more than abso- 
lute deference to agreements with them, not on their account neces- 
sarily, but for our own sakes. We promised it, and that is the end 
of the ent. If we are sorry we promised, if we say we would 
like a diferent policy, let us set about it like men, and not hurry for- 
ward without having asserted a change of doctrine and policy, and 
pass a law which completely subverts the past and launches us irrevo- 
cably upon this new line. Let us know deliberately what we are 
about. 

Now, sir, I say I stand by the practice of the Government and the 
treaties. So did the Secretary of the Interior in this case; so did 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs; so did the two railroad com- 
panies themselves, by their attorneys, filing their application for a 
commissioner in the Interior Department; so did the President; so 
did the Committee on Railroads in its first bill. I stand by the 
treaties and by theacts of Congress. The railway companies having 
proceeded according to law and to precedent in the first place, ob- 
taining what was nominally a consent from the Choctaw council, 
sae that there were serious objections to that because it wasnever 
P by the Choctaw council, finding that there were further seri- 
ous objections to their act because the right of the Chickasaw, joint 
owners, to be consulted is indisputable, in their impatience say to 
Congress: Away with the Indians any how; away with their treaty; 
it is time we done with the farce of calling them a nation; it is 
time we had done with what is called an Indian Territory; we are 
tired of it; give us a bill to go through anyhow ; let us plow straight 
across their Territory, beam deep, and have an end of all our previ- 
ous policy.” Thatis what is claimed by this bill. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas will sus- 
pend one moment. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. CoNGER] offered 
an amendment yesterday, which will be read. 

The PRINCIPAL LEGISLATIVE CLERK. In line 19 of section 8 of the 
amendment of the committee, after the word “‘trains,” itis proposed 
to insert: 


To the com 0 the franchise hereby granted, whenever such com 
eee eee pay the same ‘under the — of this act. PEN 
Se as to read: 


Each Sp enjoying the right of user as aforesaid shall pay for any and all 
damages to the property of the nation or individuals caused by the running of its 
own trains to the company owning the franchise hereby granted, whenever such 
company has been required to pay the same under the provisions of this act. 


Mr. MAXEY. There is no objection to that amendment, I willsay 
to the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the amendment is agreed to I should like to 
inquire of the Senator if it is not a very extraordi provision in 
chartering a railroad company to permit any railroad that sees fit to 
go onto the track with its own engines, managing its own trains, 
without any common authority? Ibelieve there are instances where 
railroads run into some populous city, and there is a throat or neck 
of land where numerous roads pass for a few rods or half a mile over 
the same track, but I never heard of a long railroad since the steam- 
engine was introduced as a railroad locomotive power which would 
permit trains running the same or different ways without any com- 
mon authority to go over a railroad track. 

Mr. MAXEY. If the Senator will examine the bill he will perhaps 
see that it is to be done not by common authority but under the pro- 
tection and control of the company which has the road. That was 
the intention, I know ately to have the benefit of any company 
furnishing rollin -stock and cars to run over the road. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator find that provision in the bill? It 
seems to me the provision should be that all roads may have their 
trains or freight drawn by the corporation owning the track under 
such regulations as shall be fixed. 

Mr, Y. That, as lunderstand, was the intention. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator look at his bill? I do not read it 
as he does. 

Mr. MAXEY. I understand that to be the case.. That was the 
object of the bill. 
es HOAR. Where is there any provision to that effect in the 


Mr. CONGER. Those inquiries do not relate to the propriety of 
my amendment, 

Mr. HOAR. Your amendment simply perfects the whole system, 
as I understand. I ask the Chair to have that portion of the section 
read as it would be with the amendment of the Senator from Michi- 
gan adopted, 

Mr. CONGER. Let me make a statement before it is adopted, 
which I can do very briefly. In section 3 of the substitute it is pro- 
vided that the company having this franchise shall pay all dam- 
ages— 


That the said railway company shall pay for all property injured or destroyed 
by said company. 


Another part of the section reads: 
This provision shall also apply to all cases of inju 


occasioned pr ts construction or operation of said roa 
the construction thereof shall have been commenced. 


In the part proposed to be amended, in section 8, after giving other 


to persons or property 
and telegraph ine after 


companies the right to pass over the road, there is the following prou- 
vision: 

Each company enjoying the right of user as aforesaid shall pay for any and all 
damages to the property of the nation or individuals caused by the ng of ite 
own trains. 


That leaves it so that the Indians would have to follow every train 
that passed through which committed any damage, whether it had 
any office or business place in the Territory or not. My amendinent 
is, after the word “ trains,” to insert: 

To the com 0 the franchise hereb mted whenever such com 
has been 3 same under the parisons of this act. * 

Mr. HOAR. That is right. 

Mr. CONGER. The object of my amendment is to hold the com- 
pany owning the franchise liable for the damages, in the first in- 
stance, and at the same time to provide that other companies using 
the road shall pay to that company what they have to pay. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on a ing to the 
amendment of the eee from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] to the 
amendment of the Committee on Railroads. 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY] give me 
his attention for a moment? 

Mr. MAXEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask him to look at the eighth section of the substi- 
tute and follow me as I read it, if he pleases : 

That said company shall provide a sufficient number of tracks to do the busi- 
ness that may be offered, and shall permit any railroad company to have the rights 
of user of its main tracks and sidings by the payment of a fixed charge as rental 
therefor. The maintenance of superstructure, tracks, depots, and other buildings 

appurtenances, and of stations and o; ing expenses, and such other ex- 
penses as may be net pec by law, shall be upon the wheelage of such trains 
as may run over said road, each ying such proportion as its wheelage 
om to the total wheelage road. The rental shall bea fixed 
bs ee * „ * * * * 


Each 2 enjo the right of user as aforesaid shall pay for any and all 
to the property of the nation or individuals caused by the running of its 


over sai 


own trains. 


My N to the honorable Senator is that an arrangement 

by which any one of a dozen railroads may have an equal right with 
the eleven others to cross a particular railroad with its trains with- 
out any common authority whatever, and may enter with its engines 
upon a railroad track, is an exceedingly dangerous arrangement for 
the public, and the provisions ought to be that the corporation own- 
ing or managing the road shall be required to draw over the freight 
or passenger cars of all other companies on such terms as shall be 
fixed by a commission, or in some other way. 

Mr. MAXEY. That is undoubtedly the intention of the section. 
It is that other roads shall have the right to use their rolling-stock 
on this road. 

Mr. HOAR. That is not expressed. 

Mr. MAXEY. I say if it does not express that idea it ought to do 
it; that was the intention pe poke 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I will detain the Senate but a very 
few minutes. The able and exhaustive ent of the Senator 
from eonna, [Mr. Brown, ] who explained the bill yesterday, fol- 
lowed by the able argument of rat Rep eague, [Mr. Maxry,] both of 
them sustained by the highest judicial and other authorities which 
have not been controverted in the argument of the Senator from 
Connecticut, [Mr. HAWLEY, ] leaves in fact but little to be said. 

As I ee Cark pou ecg from ee pt he 7 
not controvert the public policy and the expediency of granting the 
right of way 1 by the bill. He does not 3 the fact 
that Texas, Arkansas, Missouri, and Kansas directly, and the balance 
of the States of the Union indirectly, would be vastly benefited— 
commercially and in every other way—by granting the right of way 
provided by the bill. As I understand him, further, he does not con- 
trovert the sovereignty of this Government over the Indian Terri- 
tory. I do not understand the Senator from Connecticut to say that 
the United States Government is not absolutely sovereign over the 
Territory through which the bill provides the right of way. These 
two propositions being admitted, to wit, the power of the Govern- 
ment over the subject and the expediency of exercising that power. 
it would follow, it seems, as a necessary consequence that the bill 
ones to pass, 

ut the Senator from Connecticut does say that there has been a 
waiver; that all these official acts, these treaties, these acts of Con- 
gress, these acts of the Secretary of the Interior, which he has re- 
cited, all these things put together, running through a great number 
of ye are tantamount to a waiver by the Government of itsright 
to exercise its power of eminent domain and subject the land in the 
Territory to the public convenience upon the payment of just and 
adequate compensation. The Senator brings himself up against this 
obstruction in asserting that proposition: the right of eminent do- 
main is a right that inheres in the sovereign; it is a universal right 
always found resident in sovereignty; it is created by no law; it is 
a part of the unity of sovereignty; and is so, as all the authorities 
lay it down, from absolute necessity, the public weal requiring it. 
The right of the sovereign to subject er property, with or with- 
out the consent of its owner, to the public use and public convenience 


upon the payment of just compensation, in other words, the right of 
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eminent domain, is a right which it is absolutely necessary to the 


welfare of the State shall reside in the head of the State. 

It is this right which the honorable Senator from Connecticut says 
has been waived by the sovereign in this instance. The honorable 
Senator must remember that a right pertaining to the sovereign, 
growing out of the ‘sf nature of sovereignty itself, arising ex neces- 
sitate, cannot be waived. The authority read by the Senator from 
Georgia yesterday was very clear upon that point. When the right 
exists it is there to remain as long as the State or the sovereign re- 
mains. I have here, though I will not consume the time of the Sen- 
ate to read it, the quotation in the speech of the Senator from Georgia 
from Judge Cooley, who also quotes from Greenleaf’s Cruise on Real 
Property. I will read just one extract. Judge Cooley quotes from 
Greenleaf, as follows: 

Powers of the former class are essential to the constitution of society, as with- 
out them no political community can well exist; and necessity requires that they 
should continue unimpaired. 

The rights of eminent domain the author is speaking of. 

They are intrasted to the Legislature to be exercised, not to be bartered away; 
and it is indispensable that eac! ture should assemble with the same meas- 
ure of sovereign poner which was held by its predecessors. Any actof the 2 
lature disabling itself from the future exercise of powers intrusted to it for the 

ublie good must be void, being in effect a covenant to desert its paramount duty 
the whole people. It is therefore deemed not competent for a Legislature to 
covenant that it will not, under any circumstances, open another avenue for the 


mblic travel within certain limits, or in a certain term of time; such covenant 


ing an alienation of sovereign powers and a violation of public duty. 

That is where a State had granted the exclusive right over a line 
of public travel to a company, and the right was afterward taken 
under the power of the State to exercise eminent domain. A State 
may grant an exclusive franchise and covenant for its quiet enjoy- 
ment at one session of the Legislature and at the next session of the 
Legislature, impelled by considerations affecting the public good, it 
may take possession of that very franchise and reappropriate it to 
the public use, paying just compensation. This is a legal principleof 
universal acceptance, based on the necessity to the public good of 
preserving intact the sovereign power of the State, to be when 
the public good requires it. 

The right of eminent domain, the power to take private property 
for public use upon paying just compensation, with or without the 
consent of its owner, is aright that the State, the sovereign, cannot 
part with. It stays and inheres in and is a part of the soverei 
power, and all the treaties, the acts of Congress, the various official 
acts recited and commented on by the Senator from Connecticut as 
evidence of a waiver of the right of eminent domain, cannot bind 
this Congress if the public interests require an assertion of the 
power. The previous grants or acts may present good und on 
moral considerations for compensation, but are and must be utterly 
void when relied on to restrain the exercise of sovereign power. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator allow me to putan interrogatory 
to him? 

Mr. COKE. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. If the position that the Senator takes is sound, that 
this is such a part of sovereignty that it cannot be parted with, then 
I take it that France could at this moment exercise eminent domain 
over Louisiana, or Russia over Alaska. 

Mr. COKE. What conclusion does the Senator draw with refer- 
ence to these facts? 

Mr. DAWES. I did not draw a conclusion, I put an 1 

Mr. COKE. I will simply state to the Senator that if Russia should 
attempt to reclaim Alaska, or France to reclaim Louisiana, we would 
then settle the question that he presents. 

Mr. DAWES. I did not know but that the Senator was prepared 
to answer my . If it is a part of the sovereignty that 
cannot be parted with, the question suggested itself to me that pos- 
sibly we might have railroads laid out in Louisiana by France or in 
Florida by Spain in spite of us, If they could not part with it they 
have got it now. 

Mr. COKE. If the Senator is satisfied with that sort of a question 
Iam entirely satisfied. 

Mr. DAWES. To bring it nearer home, I did not know but that 
Mexico might make railroads in Texas. 

Mr. COKE. I take it that the Senator from Massachusetts does 
not mean to controvert a proposition that no writer by, me constitu- 
tional or municipal law, so far as any author I have heard of, has 
ever 5 and that is, that the sovereign cannot alienate the 
right of eminent domain. 

. DAWES. So I understood the Senator. 

Mr. COKE. Nowthe Senator asks me with reference to Spain and 
Louisiana, or France and Louisiana? 

Mr. DAWES. Either of them. They both owned it, you know, 
at different times. Either of them will illustrate the question if the 
Senator will make it perfectly clear. 

Mr. COKE. Does the honorable Senator mean to say that the fact 
that Louisiana was transferred to the United States shows that the 
sovereignty can be alienated? I did not understand the Senators 

uestion. 
T Mr. DAWES. I will make it perfectly clear. The question is 
based upon the Senators proposition that it is impossible for the 
Serres to waive its right to exercise eminent domain or part with 
t. 
Mr, COKE. That is my proposition. 


Mr. DAWES. That I understand to be the proposition. If that 
be true, I get into trouble with the question in regard to Spain, 
which once had the sovereignty over Lonisiana, or nee, which 
su uently had the sovereignty over Louisiana, having yielded or 

with the whole of its authority over that territory to the 
nited States, whether it did not take its right of eminent domain 
and part with that? 

Mr. COKE. If the Senator explains his question in that way, I 
kot perony willing for him to answer it himself. 

r. DAWES. I would rather have the Senator answer it. 

Mr. COKE. I would answer the Senator in this way: that when 
France parted with Louisiana and Louisiana was ceded to the United 
States, the sovereignty which ceded Louisiana retained nothing, 
but it all passed to this Government; and that the sovereignty of 
this Government from that time on occupied toward Louisiana the 
same attitude that France had previously occupied. I cannot still 
see the pertinency of the Senator’s question as applied to the propo- 
sition I am maintaining. 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly; I knew the Senator meant that. There- 
fore, if the United States should to any extent, by treaty or by valid 
agreement, part with any of its rights in the Indian Territory, to 
that extent it occurs to me the United States cannot resume them? 
I may be mistaken about it, but to that extent it strikes me if they 
make a valid treaty and a valid contract, just as much as Spain or 
France made a valid agreement with the United States, to that extent 
50 with their sovereignty or jurisdiction, 

. COKE. Will the honorable Senator allow me to ask him a 
+ Sarees 7 I Will ask the honorable Senator if he regards the Indian 
erritory as a foreign country ? 

Mr. DAWES. Just to the extent that the United States have 

in treaties to make it so. 

Mr. COKE. That still has not answered the question. I ask the 
Senator if he recognizes the Indian Territory as a foreign conntry ? 
I claim nothing for the United States against foreign countries. My 
argument proceeds upon the idea that the Indian Territory is within 
the jurisdiction of this Government, that it is within the boundaries 
of the United States, and is subject to the Constitution and the 
laws of the United States, not that it is cut off as Louisiana was 
from France. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator leaves out a part of the Constitution. 
„And the treaties made in pursuance thereof” is a part of the Con- 
stitution just as much as the other. 

Mr. COKE. I reassert the proposition that the sovereignty carries 
with it the power of eminent domain. Let any gentleman get upon 
this floor and deny the sovereignty of this Government over that 
Territory, then he can question the right of Congress to pass this 
bill, exercising the power of eminent domain; but as long as he 
admits the sovereignty of the Government, the power as has been 
shown here by an unbroken list of the highest judicial authorities is 
inalienable by the sovereign and inseparable from it. 

Although the United States may have made treaties with these 
tribes the legislation of Congress, the decisions of the courts, and the 
official acts of the Executive have always asserted and maintained 
the supremacy of the national authority over the Indian Territory, 
and as long as this is done the right of eminent domain, the treaties 
to the contrary notwithstanding, resides in that supreme sovereign 
authority. 

Mr. INGALLS. Cannot the sovereign agree not to exercise it? 

Mr. COKE. The sovereign can not to exercise it, and then 
at the very next moment, if the public interest requires it, the sov- 
ereign is bound to exercise it. Here is an instance read by the Sen- 
ator from Georgia yesterday where this very thing was done, where 
the State granted an exclusive right on a certain line of travel to a 
certain company, and where afterward, the public interest requir- 
ing it, the State exercised the power of eminent domain arn that 
very grantitself. It is laid down in all the books and by all the au- 
thorities that one Congress or one Legislature cannot bind a succeed- 
ing Congress or a 5 Legislature not to exercise the power 
of eminent domain if the public interest at the time requires that it 
shall be exercised. 

So, then, Mr. President, the case amounts simply to this: all admit 
the necessity for the exercise of this power, if it exists, and the pas- 
sage of this bill in the interest of commerce and in the interest of the 
poopie of all the United States, but most especially the people of 

exas, Kansas, Missouri, and Arkansas, and that it is very desirable 
that the bill should be passed, giving us new outlets from Texas, and 
giving the Northwest new outlets to the Gulf, and relieving all of the 
mnapo which one railroad holds in the Indian Territory now. 
That is admitted. It is admitted that the bill is a liberal one to the 
Indians, paying them one-third more for their land than they were 
satisfied to receive. The only question is the question of power in 
the Government. 

Mr.DAWES. Upon what does the Senator base the statement that 
the ae gives the Indians a third more than they were willing to 
receive 

Mr. COKE. Assuming that they agreed to receive $2,000 per 
8 as has been stated by the Senator from Georgia, who reported 

e bill. 

Mr. DAWES. That may be true; and assuming that they agreed 
to receive $1,000, it would be three times as much, 


1882. 


Mr. COKE. It was recited in the act which was said to have been 
passed by the Choctaw Legislature. 

Mr. DAWES. But there is no act said to have been passed by the 
Chickasaws? 

Mr.COKE. The Indians make no point upon the value of the land. 
In their protest they make none. ere is no objection made that 
the land is put at a smaller price than it is worth. 

Mr. DAWES. That is not the inquiry. I want to know upon 
what the Senator bases the statement that the bill gives them one- 
third more than they ask. 

Mr. COKE. I base my statement upon the act of the Choctaw 


1 
r. DAWES. Which they did not pass? 

Mr. COKE. Which accepted $2,000, where, under this bill, they 
will receive $3,000. 

Mr. DAWES. On what ground do you propose to tell the Chick- 
asaws what ey shall have? 

Mr. COKE. I do not propose to tell them at all; I pro for the 
Government of the United States to take it by virtue of the power of 
eminent domain. 

Mr. DAWES. And fix its own price ? 

Mr. COKE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAWES. It seems to me that the bill goes on that principle, 
that the Government shall assert eminent domain and fix its own 


rice. 

à Mr. COKE. The billis constructed opon the theory that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States possesses the power to grant the right 
of way to this railroad company through the Indian Territory. Tho 
idea that the Indians had consented to this right of way does not 
appear in the substitute reported by the committee. The bill is based 
upon a higher ground—that the Government possesses the power to 
condemn a right of way through the Territory for this road. The 
only gentleman from the committee who has spoken and has opposed 
the bill does not object to it because of illiberality in any respect. 
He objects to it simply because he says it is not in good faith to the 
Indians, and because of Indian treaties which forbid the Government 
to take this step; in other words, he denies the power of the Goy- 
ernment—says it has been waived. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me to say that I have 
various minor critjcisms that I might make, which I omitted to make ? 
I based my lade pice the great primary objection to the measure. 

Mr. COKE. I simp reply to the argument made this mornin 
before the Senate 1 25 e honorable Senator from Councetient. 1 
speak of the points that he has made, I also speak of the points that 
he did not make, and therefore conclude that if they had been really 
true and such as he regarded forcible he would have made them. 
The bill stands before the Senate a liberal bill for the Indians, fully 
within the power of the Government by the most approved legal and 
constitutional authority and by a long line of decisions of the Su- 
preme Court, and sustained by the very highest and most advanced 
public policy—such a bill as is demanded ni four States through their 
representatives upon this floor, and which indirectly is absolutel 
ne to the commerce of the whole coun This is the bill 
which has been proposed, and it is the one which we ask shall be 


assed. 
1 Mr. HOAR. May I ask the honorable Senator a question before 
he sits down, as he has been so kind as to answer other questions ? 
Sup this were a bill affecting the rights of American citizens in 
the way in which it affects the rights of the Chickasaw and Choctaw 
Nations, would it not, in his judgment, be clearly unconstitutional ? 


Mr. COKE. It might be. 
Mr. HOAR. I presume it might. 
Mr. COKE. Or it might not I will say to the honorable Sen- 


ator that there is a great difference between a non-taxpaying Indian 
and an American citizen. 

Mr. HOAR. That is what I supposed. 

Mr. COKE. There are very few rights of American citizens who 
live in the States that exist in favor of Indians living in the Terri- 


tory. 

Mr. MAXEY. I have prepared an amendment to which I ask the 
attention of the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar.] At the 
end of line 22, in the section to which he referred, section 8, after 
the word “ rental,“ I move to add: 

Provided, That all trains over said railroad shall be under the exclusive 
control of the company owning and operating said railroad. 

That is drawn with a view to meet the point made by the Senator 
from Massachusetts, 2nd I submit it to him, and if it is satisfactory 
I = for its ado 7 85 a : 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. e question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY] to 8 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, in view of the importance of this 
measure to the immediate constituents whom I represent on this 
floor, I shall venture to trespass for a few minutes upon the time of 
the Senate in giving my reasons for supporting the bill. In order to 
simplify the ent I will suppose that the Indian council had 
met, and in of granting the privilege that was asked of them 
at their session, not only rejected it but passed a joint resolution, or; 
bill, or what not, absolutely prohibiting the running of the road. 
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Then, to simplify the question still more, I will suppose that all the 
five civilized tribes did the same thing through their councils, and I 
will make my argument upon that supposition. 

I mean by this that it was an unnecessary piece of business for the 
Government or for this company to go to the Choctaw Nation to get 
theirconsent. When the United States, throngh its proper authori- 
ties, agreed and undertook to send these people west of the Missis- 
sippi River and gave them the land there in exchange for the lands 
that they occupied, not that they owned, but that they occupied, 
and told them that they were to ocen py it there as long as water rau 
and grew, it was intended that they should occupy it but not 
that they should own it. It was only intended that they should 
have the same right to the land to which they were translated that 
they held to the land that they left on this side of the Mississippi 
River. 

Such is the doctrine announced in the strongest case in favor of the 
Indians by Judge Clifford with a unanimous court in the case of Joy 
vs. Holden, in 17 Wallace. That is the strongest case of all the cases 
which have been decided by the Supreme Court or State courts in 
reference to the occupancy of the Indians in this country. The In- 
dians hold there just exactly the same right and no more that they 
held east of the Mississippi River before they were transferred to the 
Indian Territory. The one general cause of the transfer was that 
the Indians were scattered through and interspersed in the different 
States and brought in daily collision and contact with the white men, 
and disturbances necessarily arose amongst them. They were fre- 
quently calling upon the Government for protection, and at last, to 
get rid of these disturbances, the Government a d to transfer them 
west of the Mississippi and give them the rig t of occupancy with 
the usufruet of the land, the Government holding still the absolute 
title in fee of the land. 

That is the law as laid down in Worcester rs. The State of Georgia, 
in The Cherokee Nation vs. The State of Georgia, in Johnson vs. Me- 
Intosh, the case to which the Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY ] yes- 
terday referred, and in twenty or thirty other cases that might be 
named; prominent and notable all the time, in the Rogers case in 4 
Howard, which came up from the circuit court of the district of 
Arkansas. The court of appeals of New York as far back as 1823 
had held the same thing in reference to the Indians in that State in 
the case of Goodell vs. Jackson in 20 Johnson’s Reports. Chancellor 
Kent had held the same thing even before that decision in the State 
of New York, holding that these pegs simply had the right of oceu- 
pancy, a right, to be sure, respected by the United States, over which 
no survey or pre-emption or any other land title could prevail during 
their occupancy, it is trne, but only the occupancy. 

When the Indians were carried west of the Mississippi River with 
this usufruct right to the occupancy of the land, did the Government 
say, We put you here to own this land in obstruction of all the 
rights we hold under the Constitution?” ‘Shall you hold this land 
as your property in obstruction of the commercial rights that we 
have, of the postal rights that we have, of the military rights that 
we have?” Notatall. The statement of the proposition is its best 

ument. 

ut there is a familiar principle that the Government never bar- 
ters, never le away anything by intendment, whether by grant 
as a gift or by grant as an exchange, or, more technically speaking, 
a grant by sale. The construction is always in favor of the Govern- 
ment, and what is not conveyed expressly is still held by the Gov- 
ernment. 

We are confronted, then, with this question: You shall use and you 
may use and occupy this land as long as water runs and WS; 
but can you use it in defiance of the powers that the Government 
has under the Constitution for the welfare of the rest of the people 
in the States United? Noone ever dreamed of such a thing; noone 
can successfully contend for it. 

We have a statute to this effect, and here is just exactly where 
this whole matter hinges, in my judgment. Section 3001 of the 
Revised Statutes N : 

The following are established post-roads : 


All the waters of the United States during the time the mail is carried thereon. 
Patsy or parts of railroads which are now or hereafter may be in oper- 
ation. 


Here is a railroad going from one of the first-class cities of the 
country—the city of Saint Louis—throngh the State of Missouri, 
seeking its way to Texas and California through the Indian Territory. 
What is that railroad? It is a part of the postal system of the 
United States. Under the power of the Constitntion given to Con- 
gress to establish post-offices and post-roads, here is a post-road es- 
tablished. We ask now to c: the mails over this road through 
the State of Texas and on to California; but the Indian nation says, 
“No, you cannot do it; you must stop here.” Does the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY ] or any other Senator say that this grant 
for the transfer of these Indians there carried this obstruction with 
it? Surely it did not. The Constitution says that— 

The Con shall have power * * * to ate commerce with foreign 


nations, and among the several States, and with Te Indian tribes. 

It is important for commercial purposes that this road shall go on 
to Texas and to California, to regulate commerce with the States, 
under the Constitution, and to regulate commerce with the Indian 
tribes. But,“ says the Indian council, “positively you must not 
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do it z, You may come to this limit, but no farther; this is the ultima 
thule. 


Mr. President, with all due respect, it is perfect nonsense; and 
yet that is tho irresistible logic of the argument. Suppose that in 
the times of the war it had been necessary to carry troops across the 
Indian Territory, to build a railroad in order to transport troops into 
the State of Texas or to California, would the Government have 

ne before that council of the Indian nation or all of them com- 

ined and asked them for permission? This is one of the powers; 
this is one of the uses that these railroads are devoted to, as postal 
encies, as commercial agencies, as military agencies. No State in 
the Union could stand up and say You shall not do this;” no por- 
tion of a State could doit. The question is, then, as great as the 
rant may have been to the Indian nation, Have they by some leger- 
emain or some kind of construction become greater in the Union 
than an independent and sovereign State? That is what we are 
asked to write down in our action on the pong bill. 

In the celebrated case from Florida, The Pensacola Telegraph 
Company vs. The Western Union iene, 355 Company, in 96 United 
States Reports, (6 Otto,) I think this whole power is solved in these 
words: 


1. The powers conferred upon Congress to te commerce with foreign na- 
tions and among the several States, and to establish post-offices and post-roads, 
are not confined to the instrumentalities of commerce, or of the postal service 
known or in use when the Constitution was 3 but Seen paco with the prog: 
ress of the country and adapt themselves to the new developments of time an 


tances. 

2. They were intended for the government of the business to which they relate, 
at all times and under all circumstances, and it is not only the right but the duty 
of Con; to take care that intercourse among the States and the transmission 
—— nce are not obstructed or unnecessarily encumbered by State legisla- 


If State legislation cannot do it, tell me, will some one, how an 
Indian nation, an Indian tribe, can do it? How can these domestic 
and dependent nations do it if the States cannot doit? I read further 
from the syllabus of the case in 6 Otto: 

The act of Congress approved July 24, 1866— 

Giving the title— ` 
so far as it declares that the erection of telegraph lines shall, as against State 
interference, be free to all who accept its terms pe, conditions, and that a telegraph 
company of one State shall not, after 0 them, be excluded by another State 
from prosecuting its business within her ction, is a legitimate regulation of 
commercial intercourse mene Oe States, and is appropriate legislation to execute 
the powers of Congress over the postal ce. 

4. Nor is it limited in its operation to such military and post roads as are upon 
the public domain. 

It takes in all, not merely the public domain, but all in the States. 


5. The statute of Florida, approved December 11, 1866, so far as it ts to the 
Pensacola Telegraph Company the exclusive right of establishing and maintaining 
lines of electric telegraph as therein specified, is in conflict with that act, and there- 
fore inoperative no, a corporation of another State entitled to the privileges 
which act confers. 

There was an act of a sovereign State, as we term the States, abso- 
lutely set aside by the Supreme Court, and the postal, military, and 
commercial powers under the Constitution held to be supreme, not- 
withstanding any State legislation. Are we to stop here, then, at 
the Indian line and ask the Indian council for permission to carry 
1 this military, this postal, and this commercial agency? Not 
at all. 

When we transferred these Indians to the West the provisions of 
the Constitution existed as now as to regulating commerce, estab- 
lishing post-roads, &c.; and no one can suppose these powers were 
surrendered as to this country. At the time of this transfer Arkansas 
was a Territory of the United States, and all were looking forward 
to the time when Texas, New Mexico, &c., should also be a part of 
our territory. Can it be that we by this transfer a, to block or 
limit our intercourse with all that country by erecting this Chinese 
wall there? It is impossible. 

The Senator from Connecticut spoke about treaties, and about this 
right having to be ted by treaty. He cited the statute of 1834, 
section 2116 of the Revised Statutes. Since that time, and only a 
few years since, in section 2079, Congress absolutely prohibited any 
more treaties being made, not only with these people, but with all 
the Indian tribes and bands in the country. That is the act of March 
3, 1871, which provides that— 

ze e nation or tribe a — 3 fun the United scope’ Frage — 
acknow or recognized as an ent nai tribe, or wer W. W 
the United States may contract by treaty. 23 

Then it provides that the treaties heretofore made shall not be 
abrogated. Here we are asked, then, to make a treaty with a people 
with whom Congress said eleven years since no treaty shall ever 
made, having stopped the nonsense of e Roig with ple 
who are entirely 3 upon Congress at last. That is the law 
as it now stands, erefore it is mere nonsense, in my humble judg- 
ment, to talk about going to the Indian council for its leave to esta 
lish this road through that country. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Stay I ask a question right here? Is it nonsense 
to do it if you promised to do it, and if in this last act you have said 
that all previous treaties shall still remain binding? It cannot be 
nonsense to keep your word. 

Mr. GARLAND. So far as that is concerned, the question simply 
illustrates the utter folly of this whole business. at promise? 
Who made the promise? When was it made? It is binding upon 
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no succeeding Con ; and it shows that every Congress has this 
ower within itself. The Supreme Court in the Cherokee Tobacco 
ase, in 11 Wallace, said the treaties amounted to nothing; and the 
court said more than that j it said that the revenue laws of the country 
went into the Indian nations just as they did into any other territoy 
of the United States. I read the statute prohibiting these treaties 
to show that the whole matter is left to Congress at last. 

Why was that act passed? Let us go to the history of it for one 
moment. The President and Senate were in the habit of making 
treaties with these people and coming to Congress for appropriations 
to carry out the treaties. The appropriations had to originate in the 
House of Representatives always, and the House got tired of this 
business and finally insisted that it should stop; that no more treat- 
ies should be made; and as all the legislation was in the hands of 
Congress they absolutely refused to pass a general appropriation 
bill in 1871 until the provision was put in which I read and which 
is found in the general appropriation act of March 3, 1871, showing 
that these are domestic and dependent nations. Domestic and de- 
pendent upon whom? According to the authorities, dependent upon 
the Congress of the United States and upon no one else. There is a 
small case which originated in the State of Arkansas which shows 
how much these people are independent. Congress had passed an 
act in reference to these people to this effect : 

All executory contracts made and entered into by any Indian for the payment 
of money or goods shall be deemed and held to be null and void and of no binding 
effect whatever. 

An attorney in the State of Arkansas got an Indian to sign a note 
for him for some service he had rendered. He sued the Indian and 
the Indian pleaded this act. The court held that he pleaded it 
properly ; that he could not make the contract. That was underan 
act of Congress prescribing the intercourse laws and the commercial 
laws with those people. Yet Senators talk about the independence 
of these people, when they cannot even sign a note and hold it good 
in the court of their own country, when they cannot dispose of land, 
when they cannot di of goods and chattels. That is the inde- 
pendence we are called upon to recognize now by eur proceedings in 
gangrene! The Indians are brought down from their nations to Fort 
Smith, hundreds of miles, to be tried for the simple larceny of a dollar 
and a half or two dollars’ worth of property, and there is a prohibi- 
tion not only as to selling liquors but as to other things. We have 
now a police court, as it were, at Fort Smith for thb Indian country 
for the five civilized tribes. Yet we are told they are an independent 

ple; we are told that they are a sovereign people with whom we 
ave treaties, notwithstanding the statute which has been upon the 
book for now eleven years. 

Then the sole and the only question is, With these people, merely 
8 land to which we own the title, will they be permitted to 
stand there in the face of the improvements of the . in the 
face of the commercial necessities, in the face of the postal necessi- 
ties, and in the face of the military necessities of the country as well 
all of which were settled and explained in the decision to which 1 
have just called the attention of the Senate? 

It is unnecessary te talk about their consent. It need never have 
been asked. They are the pupils of the Government, to be dealt 
with asthe Government sees proper. We deal with them in every 
conceivable way, from the shirt they wear to the grave we dig for 
them, and frequently put them in. If Congress is the judge of the 
necessity of this measure that ends it; the only question is as to the 
policy of doing it. Does the necessity of the occasion require it! 
There has been enough said here by way of petitions and memorials 
to establish that. The recital yesterday by the Senator from Texas 
(Mr. Maxey] of the commercial importance of that road, of the 
pressing, the imperative necessities, commercial and otherwise, which 

e delineated and revealed to the Senate is a sufficient justification 
for the — of this measure upon the question of expediency. 

Mr. MAXE If no other Senator desires to speak upon the bill, 
as I am ere 2 anxious to give the floor up to the ator from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar, ] and I do not want to hold it any longer 
than is necessary, I ask that a vote be taken, and we can get through 
with the bill in a few minutes, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There were two amendments sug- 
gested to section 9, which were passed over. 

Mr. MAXEY. One amendment is put in there to meet the point 
ey a by the Senator from Massachusetts to effect the purpose he 

in view. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments which were passed 
over will be read. 

The PRINCIPAL LEGISLATIVE CLERK. In section 9, line 4, after 
the word “ Choctaw,” it was pro d to strike out “or” and insert 
“and;” and in line 5, to strike out “nation” and insert “ nations;” 
so as to read: 

For the use and benefit of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. INGALLS. Is there oe | amendment now pending except the 
amendment of the committee 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments to the amend- 
ment of the committee have been adopted. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then I can offer an amendment to the amendment 
proposed by the committee? 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move to amend by adding, after the last word, 
at the end of section 10, at the close of the substitute, the following 
additional proviso : 

And provided further, That this act shall not go into effect without the consent 
of the general councils of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
rose and the Chair recognized him. He is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I wish to say a few words on this bill, 
not so much by way of argument or by way of response to the argu- 
ment which has been addressed by the Senators from Texas and the 
Senator from Arkansas, as simply to state, as briefly as I can, my own 
view of our relations to the Indians as it affects questions like this. 

It is clear to my mind that we have the constitutional power to 
make treaties with the Indian tribes, and that those treaties, while 
in force, like other treaties, are part of the supreme law of the land. 
The separate nationality of the Indians has been recognized by so many 
decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States that it is alto- 

ether too late to raise the question upon the validity of Indian treaties, 
fhola it to be true, also, that those treaties, like every other treaty 
entered into by this nation, have no higher logal or constitutional 
force than any other laws of the land, and are subject to repeal either 
by new treaties made between the powers that created the first treaty, 
or by the ordinary processes of legislation. But I hold it also to be 
true that when the Government has made a treaty under the Consti- 
tution, as these treaties are, it has pledged its faith, and that to break 
a treaty, whether with an Indian tribe or with a foreign government, 
is an act of national dishonor. 

The Senators from Texas do not affect the question as it lies in my 
mind by citing authorities to show that Congress is to be the judge 
whether such an act of national dishonor shall or shall not be com- 
mitted in a particular case so far as the right óf the judicial tribu- 
nal to disregard the law is concerned. Congress has the power to 
pass a law prohibiting the payment of the national debt; Congress 
has the right to pass a law crushing the tribal organization of every 
Indian tribe upon this continent; Congress has the right to pass a 
law to remove from the Indian Territory the Indian occupants; Con- 
gress has, I suppose, the right to pass a law, before the rights of 
any settler upon the public lands have ripened into a legal title, to 
break the promise that at the end of his five years the settler shall 
acquire his homestead. This measure stands precisely as any other 
enactment would stand proposing to do an act of this kind. 

What did we promise to the five nations now civilized and to 
some of the other nations in the Indian Territory? They held large 
rights in lands in the various States or upon territory out of which 
we desired to frame States, or in territory which was desired for the 
purpose of the spread of civilization, especially for the opening of 
the rich mines under the soil in some instances, from which it was 
desired to remove the Indians and extinguish their title. Accord- 
ingly the Government of the United States promised them that if 
they would peaceably cede and abandon the land which they were 
occupying they should hold forever the land on which they were 
planted in the Indian Territory. 

That was a very small and unimportant part of the promise. The 
United States promised also that they should be established in that 
Indian Territory with the ngwa of independent nations, where the 
should be permitted to work out their own civilization under suc 

eneral regulations and with such aid as might come from the author- 
ity of the United States reserved in the treaties, in their own way; 
and that among the other rights of sovereignty exercised by inde- 
pendent States should be, with the exception reserved in the original 
treaty, quoted and commented upon by my friend from Connecticut, 
the right to exercise the prerogative of eminent domain. The right 
to determine what public works, what roads, what railroads, what 
other highways should be constructed through that Territory, was to 
be exercised forever by the Indians just as much as under the Con- 
stitution of the United States it is to be exercised by the State of 
New York, or the State of Missouri, or the State of Massachusetts 
within their territory. 

These parties have now got two railroads, one of them passing 
through the Indian Territory and the other passing in its neighbor- 
hood. They think it is for the interest of the public to have a rival 
road, and that is the necessity simulated by which the Senators from 
the bordering States demand of us that the United States shall in- 
vade the independence of these Indian nations who have worked out 
this problem of civilization with so much success, and shall break 
its solemn pret: I suppose either of those Senators would con- 
ceive that he had the legal right to break a solemn promise he had 
made to one of his own minor children, made deliberately and for 
good consideration ; but I think he would require a great deal more 
than the establishment of that legal right to induce him to do it 
and to say to a child who had given up an important property ve: 
in the child in consideration of a father’s promise, and having got 
the consideration 3 “I have concluded that it is for my in- 
terest, without re; to yours, now to break the promise I made to 
youand to wrench from you the consideration which I gave you for the 
original relinquishment of your right.” That is the way this pro- 
posal of the Senators from Texas and from Arkansas, if it has been 
correctly stated, strikes me. 


Tt is more, 


Not only the United States said in the treaty of 1866, 
„We will reserve the right to grant two railroads through this Ter- 
ritory, and when that right is exhausted no other railroad shall be 
constructed through the Territory except by the consent of these 


nations,” but now the alle necessity being simply the desire of 
those communities to have three instead of two competing routes for 
the commerce between Missouri and Kansas and Texas and the South- 
west, we are invited to a deliberate breach of that formal and solemn 
promise, But not only that; we are asked to do it under circum- 
stances which, as the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] who last ad- 
dressed the Senate conceded in reply to my question, would be un- 
constitutional if the same act were done in dealing with any Ameri- 
can citizen. 

You undertake to seize upon these rights of the Choctaw and the 
Chickasaw nations, and make this road through their territory with- 
out any provision for an impartial tribunal or a tribunal before which 
they shall be heard for estimating the damages sustained to them by 
the building of this railroad through their territory, and the only 
answer which the Senator from Texas makes when I ask him if that 
would not be a breach of the Constitution if done in regard to the 
right of any white citizen, is that there is a great deal of difference 
between a half civilized Indian and a civilized, tax-paying, white 
man. 

Mr. President, the fallacy contained in that answer and the fatal 
mistake which is at the bottom of so much of this legislation is that 
when the question is concerned of breaking faith, of violating a 
promise, it is not a question of the character of the man to whom 
the promise is made; it is a question of the character of the man by 
whom the promise is made. If the civilized, tax-paying white man 
has pledged his word, whether that pledge be given to an Indian, to 
a vagabond, to a half-savage, or to a savage, the blot on the escut- 
cheon of the nation whose promise is broken is the same; and it is 
no answer to say, as was said by the honorable Senator from Texas, 
that there is a great difference between a non-tax-paying Indian and 
a white man. 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. COKE. I will ask the Senator if an obligation of good faith 
ean ewe in opposition to an obligation of duty arising from positive 


law 

Mr. HOAR. Well, Mr. President, the Senator's question is, per- 
topi; answered by Mr. Wellers famous statement of his relations 
to his father, that when he wanted anything which was his father’s 
property; he always asked him for it as politely as he could; and if 

is father did not give it to him, he generally took it, for fear he 
should be led to do something wrong for the want of it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. COKE. The pertineney of the question arises from the fact 
that the right of the Government to exercise the power of eminent 
domain imposes a duty upon the Government to exercise it when the 
pubhic interest requires it; and I ask the Senator if anything that 
any Congress can do can impose an obligation of good faith upon 
this Government not to exercise that right of eminent domain when 
the public interest does require it? 

Mr. HOAR. When the right of this Government to make a treaty 
is established, whether with a foreign nation or with a domestic 
dependent nation, its right to that extent to pledge itself to refuso 
to perform, or to perform any of the functions which otherwise 
would be within the discretion of Congress is complete. This Gov- 
ernment might by treaty have alienated any portion of the public 
land which the necessities of war or the interests of the Government 
might have required; and when it had done it, the entire constitu- 
tional jurisdiction over that territory would have been ceded and 
gone. 

Now, suppose we had, in making a treaty with Great Britain, 
sgreat as is often done in the case of treaties, to make an exc 
of territory; we acquire a large territory in return for some other 
equivalent, and we pledge ourselves to Great Britain by treaty that 
we will not erect any fortification upon the territory so acquired. 
Does the Senator from Texas mean to say that the treaty-making 
power cannot pledge the faith of this Govertment not to do that, 
just as much as it can pledge the faith of this Government to pay to 
Great Britain a thousand million dollars as an indemnity in case of 


war? 

Mr. COKE. I suggest to the honorable Senator that the Indian 
tribes are not foreign nations; they are domestic dependent nations. 

Mr. HOAR. They are; they are not foreign nations; they are do- 
mestic dependent nations; but they are nations so far that it has 
been settled by the Supreme Court of the United States that under 
the Constitution of the United States treaties may be lawfully made 
with them by the treaty-making power. The statute which the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas has cited has fixed the Indian policy of the Gov- 
ernment as a matter of expediency in that re or the future; but 
nothing is better settled in the constitutional decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States than the right of the United States to 
make promises which shall be valid, binding, constitutional, obliga- 
tory on the good faith of the nation, subject, of course, legally, but 
not morally, to be suspended by later acts of the same law-making 

wer. 
ties Mr. President, when the Senator from Texas conceded that 
this bill would be a violation of constitutional right if the case were 
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the case of taking property under the right of eminent domain of a 


white citizen in a State or Territory 

Mr. COKE. In a State, not in a Territory. 

Mr. HOAR. Does not the Senator concede that if we took for a 
railroad, without making an appropriation for payment, the property 
of a white citizen in a Territory, this would be a violation of the rule 
which prohibits the taking of private property for public uses with- 
out just compensation? 

Mr. COKE. Con is to judge. 

Mr. HOAR. But the Constitution does not leave one party to settle 
the provision for both. An act taking the property of a private citi- 
zen, to be constitutional, must provide for an independent and impar- 
tial tribunal, fixed in the bill itself, before which the citizen can have 
a hearing, be heard by counsel and by witnesses, which shall decide 
between the Government and the citizen. These provisions are not 
technical, arbitrary, constitutional provisions, only to be regarded as 
far as they extend; they are the assertion by the people of the United 
States in the establishment of their Constitution (and they are found 
in all the State constitutions) of the doctrine of common right and of 
common justice. The declaration that a man shall have a right to 
meet the witnesses against him face to face; that he shall not be tried 
twice for the same offense; that his property shall not be taken for 
public use without just compensation, are declarations of the principle 
of common right, and it is just as much a moral outrage for Con 
to trample upon these provisions, whether it be or be not prohibited 
by an express constitutional inhibition in the particular case. 

We have therefore just this case, and it is the whole of it as it 
seems to me: an express promise, in consideration of the relinquish- 
ment by these Indian tribes of their lands, that only two railroads 
should bs laid out through their territory without their consent and 
that reservation exhausted ; an express promise that the authority of 
the Government, including the right to judge what public interests re- 
quire as public ways in the future shall be exercised by them with- 
out interference by the United States, and a violation by this bill of 
both those promises, the Government undertaking to take this prop- 
erty for this railroad in a way which the friends of the bill itself 
concede to be a violation of the constitutional right if the same 
thing were done to a private citizen, and the only public necessity 
suggested is the desire of a certain community in one part of the 
9 be accommodated by three railroads instead of by two. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] to the amendment of the 
Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. MAXEY. I trust that will be voted down. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Kansas insist on that amend- 
ment? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. As I understand the state of affairs in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, there is no general council of the whole five nations. By the 
treaty of 1866 it was provided that there could be a general council. 

Mr. INGALLS. My amendment does not assume that there is, 

Mr. VEST. Let us hear the amendment read, then. I may have 
misapprehended it. 

The PRINCIPAL LEGISLATIVE CLERK. It is proposed to add to sec- 
tion 10 of the amendment of the committee: 


And provided further, That this act shall not go into effect without the consent 
of the general council of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations. 


Mr. INGALLS. Those two nations. Iemploy the language used 
in the original bill to which this substitute is an amendment. 

Mr. VEST Then I have but a word to say in regard to that amend- 
ment without intending to enter into the general debate on the In- 
dian problem. It is one which no statesman has ever been able dis- 
tinctly to enunciate. This independent domestic dependency, as 
the Supreme Court decided it to be in the Cherokee case, has always 
baffled my imagination. But one thing, I take it, is very clear, that 
if any right is claimed by these Indian nations, or by their respective 
defenders on this floor or elsewhere, it is their right to decide upon 
their own domestic institutions, laws, and customs. The Supreme 
Court have gone so far in one case as to declare that upon an Indian 
reservation they have the right to put to death after their own cus- 
tom and in their own way any of their own tribe without the power 
of interference on the part of this Government. Without discussing 
as extreme a proposition as that, I repeat that if there is one thing 
claimed in be of these five civilized tribes, or by their defenders 
here or elsewhere, it is their right without interference by this Gov- 
ernment, without extraneous uence, to decide for themselves in 
regard to their own customs and their own laws. 

ow, sir, when there was a vote of 9 to 9 in one branch of the coun- 
eil of the Choctaw Nation, the house of representatives, whether the 
presiding officer had theright to give the panting vote or not is none of 
our business. It was decided by the Choctaw Nation itself, and their 
decision is final; there is no appeal from it. They decided it, and 
judicially or officially, certified it tothe Secretary of the Interior. It 
is certified by the chief or governor of the tribe and by the attorney- 
general, and what right have we to go behind it? Sir, I am notin- 
voking now the doctrine of the returning board, which once gave 
ascendancy to one party in this country against the vote of the 
ple. Here we have the decision of an independent nation, according 


to the Senator from Massachusetts, officially given to the United 
States Government, signed by the chief and by the attorney-general. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator did not understand me to say they were 
an independent nation. 

Mr. VEST. I do not know that I distinctly understood the Sen- 
ator to say so, but I believe it has been claimed here again and again 
that they were independent. They so claim themselves. Before the 
Committee on Territories, of which I have had the honor to be a 
member since I have been a member of the Senate, in every one of 
their petitions, in every one of their speeches they commence and 
end with the assertion that they are the only, sole, and exclusive 
judges of their own laws and their own customs. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, what I said was that 
the Supreme Court had decided that they were a body with whom 
our treaty-making porer might constitutionally make a treaty and 
pledge the faith of this Government. I did not say they were an 
independent nation. 

Mr. VEST. Ofcourse the Constitution of the United States speaks 
of the treaty-making power with foreign nations and with Indian 
tribes, and yet the Senator from Arkansas says we go among them, 
arrest them, take them to Fort Smith, try them by juries made up of 
citizens of Arkansas exclusively, and hang them, and then we tell 
them that they are independent domestic dependencies! I do not 
understand it. I have never understood it, and in the providence of 
God I never expect to understand it. 

There is that block of country between the States, shutting out 
interstate commerce, claiming to be independent of the United States, 
and when we undertake to exercise the same rights over them in re- 
gard to eminent domain that we do over our own citizens, we are met 
with the declaration that they are independent nations so far as 
their rights over their territory are concerned. And yet we take 
them by the throat and drag them before our courts, hang them be- 
tween heaven and earth, and in the next breath call them independ- 
ent municipalities or independent dependencies! 

Mr. President, I say they have determined this question for them- 
selves; whether right or wrong is none of our business. When the 
chiefof that nation or tribe or dependency, or whatever it may be, 
together with its principal law ocat or attorney-general, has cer- 
tified to the Secretary of the Interior that that law was passed, 
the Senator from Kansas wants the Choctaw and Chickasaw coun- 
cils to pass upon this question again. Why, Mr. President, I do not 
understand a great many things in regard to that Territory, and 
especially one thing which transpired there some weeks ago. Iwas 
approached by certain gentlemen with the protest which was read 
here by the Senator from Connecticut. One of them, a gentleman 
from my own State, had just come from the Indian Territory, and 
he came to me in the name of law and justice, and in the name of 
the poor . Indians, and asked me as a Senator from Mis- 
souri to present the protest. Iexamined the question and declined 
to do so. A lobby was around this Senate for weeks; it wasa mixed 
lobby, composed of whites and Indians. A pes der was brought 
here, or came here, and it besieged Senators on this floor and around 
the lobbies to defeat this bill in the interest of the Chickasaws. 
Loar, sar were flashed to the Senate one morning that Jay Gould 
had bought the Saint Louis and San Francisco road that was to pass 
through the Choctaw country, and, sir, when— 

The Assyrian came down like the wolf on the fold 
And his cohorts were gleaming in purple and gold 
the flock did not disappear more magically than did these whites and 
Indians composing that lobby. 
eed folded their tents like the Arabs, 
And as silently stole away. 

The very day it was known that Jay Gould had bought the road 
the Indians disappeared and went back to their native wilds, and 
the white lobbyists n to seapea in their ordinary sta- 
tions upon the corners of Wall street in New York, Why was this? 
Why was it that the purchase of this road so affected the right of 
the Chickasaw Indians in this land? Mr. President, the question 
is now upon us and before us, and there is no way to escapeit. Shall 
this monopoly hold its grasp on the people of Texas? To-day Mr. Gould 
owns every road that runs from the north into that State. He found 
that this road was about to be built and he immediately purchased 
it. To-day he has exclusive control of every solitary road that runs 
from the north to the State of Texas. We are to be told now that 
because that State asks to be relieved from this monopoly we must 
overturn the solemn judicial declaration of the Choctaw Nation them- 
selves, given to the Secretary of the Interior by the governor and by 
the attorney-general, and in spite of that we must legislate where 
they have not asked us to legislate. 

Mr. President, for one I declare that there are some rights higher 
even than Indian treaties. I donot understand, and I cannot under- 
stand, why it is that when I buy one hundred and sixty acres of land 
from the Government of the United States, and pay for it, and receive 
my patent in fee, that Government can come then and put a railroad 
over my land and make me submit to an assessment for damages, 
whether I wish to or not, and an Indian, with no certain title in his 
pockot, can stand before the Government and deny that right. I 

ave heard it declared here again and again that these Indians hold 
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patents to this land which gave it to them as long as grass grew and 


water ran. It is false. There is no such patent; it never was given. 
The patent given to these Indian tribes simply provides that they 
shall hold the land so long as they prone their tribal organization, 
and so long as they occupy the soil. It is not the title in fee which 
I hold to land that I purchase from the Government of the United 
States; yet a railroad can be ran over my land in spite of myself, an 
assessment can be made, and the tracks put there and the locomotive 
put upon them; but the Indian can stand with only a partial title 
and say that he is above the right of eminent domain and can stand 
as a solid block in the way of commerce between the States. 

That is all that I desire to say. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the State which I represent has a 
very substantial interest in the solution of this question. I admit 
that there are serious imposts upon the industries and upon the pro- 
ductions and upon the commerce of Kansas in consequence of the 
monopoly of transportation through the Indian Territory which ex- 
ists at the eed time. I should be glad to have that obstruction 
removed. The only route that now runs through that region is the 

issouri, Kansas and Texas Railroad, under the control, as I under- 
stand, of the capitalist to whom the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] 
has referred; and in passing briefly upon that subject I confess that 
I am unable to understand how the interests of the producers and the 
farmers of that country will be enhanced or promoa or protected 
by giving the right of way to another railroad confessedly owned by 
the same individual. It may be that the Senator from Missouri is 
able to inform us. ` 

Mr. VEST. Ifthe Senator will permit me I will explain. 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 3 

Mr. VEST. When Mr. Gould purchased this road, as he did some 
weeks ago after this bill was pending here in the Senate, he imme- 
diately suspended the construction of the road in a southerly direc- 
tion and diverted it to a western direction. It is not Mr. Gouhd's 
road that is proposed to be constructed now ; it is a different road 
belonging to a different corporation. 

Mr. INGALLS. ThenI understand the Senator from Missouri that 
this bill is a delusion upon its face; that it is a pure pretext; that 
there is no possibility of any railroad being constructed by the Saint 
Louis and San Francisco Company; and that therefore we are called 
upon to act in view of what does not exist, an idle, empty, hollow 
pretense. 5 

Mr. JONAS. If the Senator will permit me to read the bill, he 
will find that the committee have taken care to see that a road shall 
be built. They have 8 that if the Saint Louis and San Fran- 
cisco Railway do not build that railroad, the same privileges are 
granted to another company. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is precisely what I say, that here is an as- 
sumed, pretended grant of a right of way toa railroad corporation 
that the promoters of this bill say does not intend to build it. What 
sincerity is there about that? 

Mr. MAXEY. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator from Kansas is assuming and has stated 
that Mr. Gould has a controlling interest 

Mr. INGALLS. No, sir; the Senator from Missouri said it. Iam 
not in Mr. Gould’s confidence. 

Mr. MAXEY. desire to place that right on the record. Mr. 
oo does own an interest in the road, but it is not a controlling 
interest. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then it seems that the friends of this measure are 
divided as to the facts of the case. 

Mr. MAXEY. It will not be controllod by him if this bill passes. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then that specter is eliminated from the contro- 
versy, and the Senator from Missouri is wrong in his ent. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, allow me to say that in the hear- 
ing before the Railroad Committee it was freely admitted by men 
representing these roads that the Saint Louis and San Francisco 
Company had passed into the control of Mr. Gould. 1 did not men- 
tion it in my remarks, but now that it is up I have no objection to 


saying 80. 

Mr. VEST. My impression is as I stated. I got it from news- 
papers in the confidence of Mr. Gould. I understood the statement 
to be, and I never heard it before contradicted, that he had bought 
that road and held a controlling interest init. One thing I do know, 
and one thing I do assert, that upon the very morning after the news 
came here that Gould had bought the road the Chickasaw lobby dis- 


me tag 
Ir. INGALLS. And then this bill went into committee; the origi- 
nal bill went into committee. 

Mr. VEST. I do not know anything about that. 

Mr. INGALLS. And it reappeared in the form of a substitute pro- 
paea to be offered for the entire bill based upon the pretext that 

ere was a grant of a right of way to a corporation that they knew 

did not intend to build the road, supplemented by a declaration that 
in case it did not build itthen another corporation should have the 
franchise, and if that corporation failed to build then another cor- 
poration should have the chise, and if all those specified failed 
then Fy eed Cage no matter from what source it might emanate, 
should have the right to build not only over the right of way pro- 
posed by the original bill in the act that was ratified by the Choctaw 
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council but over any right of way they might see fit to adopt any- 
where within the limits of this Territory. 

Mr. MAXEY. Iwas going to state to the Senator from Kansas, as 
far as Mr. Gould is concerned and Mr. Gould’s interests, that I never 
saw the man in my life. I know nothing about the person, but my 
information, on which Irely, is that while he does own an interest 
in the road he does not own a controlling interest in it, and that the 
road will be built. Ofthat I have no doubt whatever. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Now, on this question 

Mr. INGALLS. I did not bring that capitalist in here. That is 
a question for the friends of this measure to settle between them- 


selves. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The legal gentleman representing the Saint Louis 
and San Francisco Railroad Company, standing in our committee- 
room, when I turned to him, on thatstatement being made, and asked 
him, Is that statement true?” said“ Yes;” and it was twice or 
three times said in the committee-room and not denied that since 
these proceedings began Jay Gould had got possession of the road. 
Ido not care who ownsit. Thatis not the main question in the 


case, 

Mr. JONAS. Task the Senator if that same legal gentleman did 
not assert positively that the road would be built! 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not remember. He was there asking us to 
allow them to build a road, and I suppose that he would say also 
that they were going to build it, but Idid not ask him that question. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas yield 
to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

1 Mr. INGALLS. It depends on the purpose for which he desires the 
oor. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. The purpose is to move an 
adjournment. It is five o’clock now, and this matter might as well 


be discussed in a full session to-morrow. 


Mr. TELLER, I ask the Senator to yield to me a moment to get 
up a small bill that can be passed on reading it. 

Mr. INGALLS. If legislation is to proceed I 1 to go on. I 
have not much to say, but I say to the friends of this bill—and I am 
not unfriendly to it; Ido not want it to be understood that I am 
ress, bres the bill if it can be so amended as to meet my views 
of what is right as to the question of faith and honor on the 
part of this Government—but if the friends of this bill as it now 
stands suppose that it can be passed in its present shape without 
thorough discussion as to the title by which these Indians hold this 
land and the measures that are proposed to be adopted to deprive 
them of their title, then I think tios are incorrectly advised as to 


the p of those who believe that treaty obligations and rights 
are infringed by the terms of this proposed amendment. 
I will yield for the p of testing the sense of the Senate about 


adjournment but not for the purpose of legislative business. 
A CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think that the request of the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. TELLER] should be complied with. We probably shall 
not have him with us long. 

Mr. INGALLS. Though lost to sight, to memory dear.” 

Mr. TELLER. The bill to which I allude is a bill to admit free of 
duty articles intended for exhibition in the mining and industrial 
exposition to be held in the city of Denver in the year 1882, It has 
come over to-day from the House of Representatives, and I should like 
to have it acted on at once. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. If the motion to adjourn is with- 
drawn the pending bill may be laid aside until to-morrow, if there 
is no objection, and the Chair will lay before the Senate the bill re- 
ferred to by the Senator from Colorado, which is a House bill that 
has not yet had any reading. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. 
present. 


I withdraw my motion for the 


DENVER MINING EXPOSITION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the bill (H. 
R. No. 5588) to admit free of duty articles intended for exhibition at 
thenational mining and industrial exposition to be held in the city 
of Denver, in the year 1882. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado asks 
for the present consideration of this bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have it read in fnll before con- 
sent is given. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length. 

Mr. TELLER. It is a copy of the Atlanta bill. 

The Acting Secretary read the bill. 

By unanimous consent the bill was read three times and passed. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. No. 795) for the relief of Arthur W. Eastman was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, 

SAINT LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill 8 No. 60) ratifying the act of the general council 
of the Choctaw Nation of Indians ting to the Saint Louis and 
San Francisco Railway Company right o 


way for a railroad and 
telegraph line through that nation. 
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Nr. MAXEY. I would ask the Senator from Kansas if he is not 
willing to have a vote taken on his amendment this evening. 
want to get this bill out of the way so that I can give the floor again 

to the Senator from Massachusetts. 5 

Mr. INGALLS. Personally I should have no objection, but the 
Senator is aware that this is the vital point of the bill; and when 
he speaks about getting this question out of the way, let me tell 
him that this is the only question in the way, and I desire to make 
a few more observations on the subject; and the Senator from Con- 
necticut has assured me that he wishes to be heard also. 

Mr. MAXEY. Of course, I do not wish to stop the Senator from 
making any remarks. : 

Mr. INGALLS. Iam entirely willing to go on to-night, + 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. The Senator from Kansas has 
given way to me to make a motion to adjourn. Inow make that 
motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
moves that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I appeal to the Senator not to try to crowd this 
bill along to-night. There are a few remarks I desire to make and 
I do not see the necessity of sitting until six or seven o’clock with 
this bill. I do not suppose I shall take any great length of time. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator from Connecticut knows the situation 
in which Iam. Ido not want to ass a moment on the Senator 
from Massachusetts. If wecan get this vote to-morrow and the bill 
disposed of, I am perfectly satisfled. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The ator from Massachusetts has sat here 
quite still and heard that remark made several times and he has not 
sought to interfere with a fair discussion of this bill. 

Mr. MAXEY. But I bear in mind a remark made privately to me 
by the Senator from Massachusetts; and that is the reason I have 
made the remark I have. 

Mr. HOAR. It is quite possible I may be compelled to leave the 
Senate on Friday afternoon for a few days; but if this bill can be 
di of to-morrow I suppose there is ample time to dispose of the 
Presidential-count bill before I go. If this bill went over another 
day I should assert my right. 

Mr. MAXEY. I am doing my best to get it out of the way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

The question being put, a division was called for, and the ayes 


were 26. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Evidently a majority of those pres- 
ent vote in favor of the motion. 

So the motion was agreed to, and (at five o’clock and seventeen 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, April 4, 1882. 


The House met at twelveo’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
F. D. POWER, 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
CLERK FOR COMMITTEE ON WOMAN SUFFRAGE, 


Mr. CAMP. I ask unanimous consent to introduce the following 
resolution, and that it may have present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Woman Suffrage be authorized to em 
a clerk during the session of Congress, to be paid out of the perp Sap ney 
the House. 

Mr. ATKINS. Iobject. 

Mr. CAMP. Then I ask the reference of the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Accounts, 

ANNOUNCEMENT OF A VOTE. 

Mr. WELLBORN. Mr. Speaker, before the announcement of the 
vote yesterday on the resolution of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts TMr, CRAPO] to take from the House Calendar and make the 
speria order for the 15th day of April instant the bill (H. R. No. 

67) to enable national banking associations to extend their cor- 
porate existence I obtained recognition of the Chair and stated 
that if I were not paired I should yote “no” on the resolution. My 
statement has been inadvertently omitted from the RECORD. Inow 
ask its insertion. 

The SPEAKER. The statement will appear in to-morrow’s REC- 
ORD. 

AMENDMENT OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. WHITE. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tien of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the of this House be, and is hereby, directed to request 
ths Senate to return bill No. 5237 to the House of Representatives. 


Mr. WHITE. In support of this resolution I desire to say 


Mr. DUNNELL. What is the title of the bill to which this refers? 
. The SPEAKER. The Chair is not able to state. The resolution 
does not embody the title of the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Let the title of the bill be read. 

Mr. WHITE. If the House will bear with mea moment, I will 
make a statement which will show the reason for presenting thie 
resolution. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I will reserve the objection until 
we have an opportunity of hearing the title of the bill reported. 

Mr. WHITE. On yesterday when the House e tho rules 
and passed this bill, No. 5237, I desired an explanation of the bill. 
I also protested against its passage and desired an opportunity to 
give some reasons for my objection. Under the suspension of the 
8 however, the bill was passed and I was deprived of the oppor- 

nity. 

I wish now to call the attention of the House and the country to 
the fact that that bill is caleulated to take more money out of the 


Treasu 

Mr. SPRINGER. ILobject. The gentleman from Kentucky has 
no right to discuss the subject now. He was permission, as 
I understand it, to state the title of the bill subject to objection. 
Having done so, I object to his proceeding to discuss the merits. 

a) - ON. Is that the bill for the extension of the bonded 
pe 

Mr. WHITE. I have the floor without objection—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky has the floor only 
by unanimous consent, and no further than to state the substanee 
of the bill. He has not the floor to discuss the merits. 

Mr. WHITE. I do not desire to discuss the merits. I only desire, 
inasmuch as the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] was 
permitted to publish on yesterday the reasons why, in his judgment, 
the bill should be passed, that I should have the privilege of stating 
what I regard as urgent reasons in opposition to its passage. This 
privilege was denied me yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota had unanimous 
consent for what he did. 

Mr. WHITE. It was because there was no opportunit 
oppose it. I attempted, as the Chair will remember, to 5. 
but it was denied me, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask for the regular order. 

Mr. WHITE. This is the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is not before the House, objection 
hanna aan made, 

Mr. WHITE. I insist that Ihave been recognized for the purpose 
of offering this resolution, and have a right to assign the reasons for 
its adoption. : 

The wishes tis The gentleman can only beheard by unanimons 
consent. 

Mr. WHITE. This bill is a discrimination 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the gentleman from Ken- 


tucky proceeding ? 

Mr. EPRINGER. I object. 

Mr. WHITE. This isa discrimination in favor of the large distil- 
leries sgainn: the small ones. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is not before the House, and the 
gentleman from Kentucky is not entitled to the floor. 

Mr. McCOID. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McCOID. There was no motion made ere to reconsider 
the vote by which this bill was passed. My inquiry is whether it is. 
not a privileged question to offer a resolution to call back the bill 
for the ose of making the motion to reconsider ? 

Mr. LLEY. The motion to reconsider is not necessary, 

The SPEAKER. When the bill is under a suspension of 
905 N the motion to reconsider n: not be made and could not 

e e, 


iven to 
e floor, 


APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. CHALMERS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5657) to amend an act entitled“ An act making an apportionment 
of Representatives in Co; among the several States under the- 
tenth census,” approved Feb: 25, 1882; which was read a first: 
and second time, referred to the Select Committee on the Census, and 
ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL EXPOSITION AT DENVER, 


Mr. KELLEY. Iam instructed, by the Committée on Ways and. 
Means to report back with a favorable recommendation, and to ask 
the immediate consideration of a bill admitting free of duty, for ex- 
hibition at the mining exposition of Colorado, impo: articles 
under all the restrictions that were imposed in the bill admitting like 
articles for the centennial, Atlanta, and other exhibitions, 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. No. 5588) to admit free of duty articles intended for the national 
mining and industrial exposition to be held at ver in the year 1882. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That all articles which shall be imported for the sole purpo 
of exhibition at the national minin. industrial tion, to be held in the 


of 
5 bal 


shall l A 
States or withdrawn for consnmption therein at any time after such importation. 
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shall be subject to the duties, if any, imposed upon like articles by the revenue 
laws in force at the date of 


be 
persons who may be guilty of such withdraw or sale. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 2 

Mr. McKENZIE. I object. Every time we have an exhibition of 
this kind we are called upon to suspend the operation of the tariff 
law. 

Some time subsequently, : 

Mr. McKENZIE withdrew his objection. 

No other objection being made, the bill was ordered to be ogres 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. ) ] 

Mr, KELLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. WHITE. I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. URNER] is 
recognized to make a privileged report. 
SALE OF ARTICLES IN STATIONERY-ROOM. 


Mr. URNER. I am instructed by the Committee on Accounts to 
report the resolution which I send to the desk, and to ask its adoption 
by the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


tained in Schedule B, transmitted as above, to reduce u the books of the station- 
-room the prices at which such articles are to be or issued 

estimated value placed upon them in such schedule 

be accounted for at the last-named rates, these various articles 

lation of unsalable and depreciated stock gathered during the last twelve years. 


Mr. URNER. I ask that a letter from the Clerk of the House 
explaining this matter be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


CLERK’S OFFICE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., March 25, 1882. 

Sır: In reply to your communication of the 3d instant, I have the honor to 
transmit herewith two inventories of unsalable and stock now in the 
sta: -room of the House of bs sean tafe SIRER “A” and B.“ 

Inven „A“ is a summary of stock which 
out of style, or shelf-worn, or soiled in 
for meny gonte. An examination of this 


such articles might be expected to pay a price approaching its market value, but 
iy nana to members of tbe House, The nek proceeds of such sale 
should be deposited in the of the United States to the credit of the sta- 
tionery account of the House of itatives. I have had affixed to these 
various articles the prices at which ney were p The total amount rep- 
resented is $3,586.54, Some of these articles have been on hand for twel 
and a few longer, Tne PEDRET A g them. 

Inventory B” is a summary of stock which is somewhat depreciated by reason 
of handling, but is of a character and quality which can be utilized in sta- 


tionery-room. It is, however, recommended that this office be authorized to re- 
duce the rele tee for these articles, in which event it is believed they 
can all be either sold, or to and used committees and officers of the 


tory is $783.52, which represents the actual 
cost. eee eee pres these articles is $446.34. 
5 the passage by the . Representatives of a resolution like 
that inelosed. 


Very respectfully, yours, 
ga 3 DWD. McPHERSON, 
Clerk House of Representatives, United States. 


on Accounts, House of Representatives. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. URNER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PLATE PRINTING, ETC., IN BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 


Mr. FLOWER. I desire to make a privileged re from the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, which I ask the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Hon. MILTON G. Unxxn. 
Chairman Committee 


The Committee on Banking and Currency, to whom was referred the accom- 
panying resclanes calling for certain information as to plate-printing, &c., in the 
u of Engraving, have had the same under consideration, and report the same 
back with a recommendation that it pass. 
Resolved, That th of the be, 


ting in the 


e and he is hereby, to 
— has bee „F 
or how long a time, if any, auch ateam-power plate printin 


done by hand presses as the records of the $ cost of en- 
8 as com with the cost of the same work 

‘or h. presses ss shown by the records of the t; the cost of material 
on steam-po e cost of that used on hand 

as shown by the records of the Department; the for excellence 

of the work done by said wer presses as compared with that done by hand 


ment, and by what method such work can be best and most eco: done. 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. FLOWER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HENRY P. SEYMOUR AND OTHERS. 


Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 5658) for the relief of Henry P. Seymour, William 
A. Frazer, Alvan N. Sabin, and the heirs of Percy S. Leggett; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BOSTON NAVY-YARD. 


Mr. MORSE. I ask unanimous consent to submit at this time the 
resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


presses; to; er with bis o; TCT 
as to the 3 393 plate —— the work of we Genes: 


policy wit HE A bd tiga of officers and men, inc 
in all departments, em: 


of the Navy; also the number employed and their and the 
amount to them, who receive continuous pay when mechanics laborers 
are not employed ; and that the same be given under the several bureaus. 


The SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MORSE. No, sir; it comes from that committee. 

Mr. KASSON. It should go to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MORSE. The Committee on Naval Affairs understood that I 
would present the resolation. 

The SPEAKER. Is it a report from the committee? 

Mr. MORSE. Not a report. 

The SPEAKER. Then it will be referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

The resolution was received and referred accordingly. 


SOLDIERS AND SAILORS’ REUNION AT TOPEKA. 


Mr. RYAN. I ask unanimous consent that Senate joint resolution 
No. 37 be taken from the Speaker’s table and considered at this time. 
It is a joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to supply 
artillery and camp equipage to the soldiers’ and sailors’ reunion at 
Topeka, Kansas. 

here was no objection, and the joint resolution was taken from the 
Speaker's table, and read a first and second time. 
The joint resolution is as follows: 


bond 

as condition as when received, the cost of transportati 
to be borne by said reunion. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and scree ` 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 7 

The later motion was agreed to. 


MILITARY BARRACKS AT SAVANNAH, GEORGIA. 


Mr. COOK. I ask unanimous consent that Senate bill No. 667 be 
taken from the Speaker’s table and considered at this time. It is a 
bill to authorize the Secretary of War to sell the mili barracks, 
and the lands upon which they are located, in the city of Savann: 
Georgia. It is recommended by the Secretary of War, the Genera 
of the Army, and the Chief of eers. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 


to sell the military barracks, located in the city of Sa in such 
manner as he may think best for the public interest, and is hereby authorized to 
Tested. haw ihe) e the, United Beaten, to th "purchaser Wee 
now the 0 or 
Y received for 5 
U States: Provided, t the said 2 of 
Army officers, and shall be sold at sale at not than its appraised 


There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, read three several times, and |- 

Mr. COOK moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ARTHUR W. EASTMAN. 


Mr. RICH, I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar be rien i from the further con- 
sideration of House bill No. 795, for the of Arthur W. Eastman, 
and that the same be now considered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de.; That the homestead entry of Arthur W. Eastman, made at 
Traverse City, Michi on the 22d day of May, 1876, for the southwest quarter 
rr north, of range 3 west, be, and the 
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hereby, confirmed; and upon ent at the district land office at Reed 
Gly ofthe Amat commissions he shall Be entitled to final certificate and patent for 
land. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I must object to that bill unless I can have an 
explanation of the necessity for passing it at this time. I under- 
stand it is a Senate bill, and has not been before any committee of 
this House. j 

Mr. RICH. It is a House bill, and was reported unanimously from 
the Cemmittee on Public Lands. The necessity for the passage of 
the bill is that the claimant was not able to comply with the require- 
ments of the law as to time ref 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is this land within the corporate limits of any 
city or town? 

Mr. RICH. It is not. 
of Michigan. a : 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate Calendar was discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill, and the same was brought before the House. fh 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. R ik moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. . 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOHN C. JONES. 


Mr. CHAPMAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5659) for the relief of John C. Jones; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 


It is wild land, away up in the north woods 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Several members called for the regular order. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I call for the regular order, and move that 
the morning hour for the call of committees be dispensed with, my 

urpose being to go into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Enion for the fi er consideration of the Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to offer a resolution, to which I think there 
will be no objection if members will hear it read. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been called for on both 
sides of the House. 

Mr. WHITE. V well; then I will call for the regular order 
also, as I have been doing for some time. 

The SPEAKER. The tleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH 
moves that the morning hour for the call of committees be dispe 
with. 

The motion was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HAVERHLLL, MASSACHUSETTS. 


Mr. STONE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5660) for the erection of a public building at Haverhill, Massachu- 
setts; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


REVENUE MARINE SERVICE. 


Mr BUTTERWORTH. I rise for the purpose of moving that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the le on the state of the 
Union, to resume the consideration of the Army appropriation bill, 
but I yield for å moment to my colleague, [Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, ] 
who wishes to make a report from the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, by unanimous consent, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 3983) to pro- 
mote the efficiency of the Revenue Marine Service; which was re- 
committed, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the President tempore had appointed Mr. VEST (in 
place of Mr. Jones, of Florida, excused) as a conferee on the part of 
the Senate upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill 
(S. No. 1361) to provide additional accommodations for the Depart- 
ment of the Interior. : 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted on its 
amendments disagreed to by the House to the bill (H. R. No. 1049) to 
promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving Service and to encourage the 
saving of life from wreck; had agreed to the conference asked 
by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had 
appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. CONGER, Mr. 

YE, and Mr. McPHERSON. í 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPARKS. I desire to make a favorable report from the Com- 


mittee on eee 

Mr. WHITE. [I call for the regular order. 

Mr. SPARKS. This report will occupy but a moment. 

Mr. WHITE. If the regular or ler does not proceed, I ask unani- 
mous consent to offer a resolution to which I hope there will be no 
objection. 

veral MEMBERS. Regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order cuts the gentleman off. 
ARTESIAN WELLS. 


. Mr. HISCOCK, by unanimous consent; irom the Committee on 
Appropriations, reported back bills of the following titles; when the 


committee was discharged from the further consideration of the same, 
and they were W to the Committee on N 

A bill (H. R. No. 3365) to provide for the sinking of two artesian 
wells on Government land in the State of Nevada; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4416) to provide for the boring of artesian wells 
in the Territory of Arizona; and 

A bill (H. R. No, 5187) to provide for the boring of artesian wells 
in the Territory of New Mexico. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. WHITE. I have a resolution which I desire to offer for refer- 
ence. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] 
has agreed to yield to me that I may present two favorable reports 
from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Eri BUTTERWORTH. After that I must call for the regular 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky desires to submit 
a resolution for reference, 


LEAVITT LETTER-CANCELLING MACHINE. 


Mr. BINGHAM, by unanimons consent, from the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, reported back with a favorable rec- 
ommendation the bill (H. R. No. 2811) authorizing the Postmaster- 
General to purchase and adopt the Leavitt Adee and ponr 
marking machine; which was referred to the Committeeof the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

POSTAL MONEY-ORDER SYSTEM. 


Mr. BINGHAM also, by unanimous consent, from the same com- 
mittee, reported, as a substitute for House bilis Nos. 283, 3783, 4072, 
and 4328, a bill (H. R. No. 5661) to modify the tal money-order 
system, and for othe» purposes; which was a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE M. SANDERS. 


Mr. SPARKS, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Mili- 
15 Affairs, reported back with a favorable recommendation the 
bill (H. R. No. 226) for the relief of George M. Sanders; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I now move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, to resume 
the consideration of the Army appropriation bill. 

The qoen 1 the Speaker deelared the motion agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I for a division. I have a resolution Which I 
desire to offer for reference. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 96, no 1. 

Mr. V No quorum! 

No quorum having voted, the Speaker appointed as tellers Mr. 
WHITE and Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 

The Honse again divided; and the tellers reported ayes 147, noes 2. 

Mr. WHITE, 0 Ene count by tellers.) I hope the House will 
permit my resolution to come in for reference. 

The motion of Mr. BUTTERWORTH was a to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, (Mr. HASKELL in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 5559) making are 

riations for the 2 of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 
50 1883, and for other ee 

The CHAIRMAN. e pending question is on an amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin, [Mr. BRadd, ] which will 
be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows. 


Amend by inserting after the word “pay,” where it first occurs in line 48, as 
ows: 


ws: 
* Provided, That in compu’ the length of service for additional the time 
of service on the retired Tet shalt in no case be computed, nor shall any aditional 
pay be allowed for such service.” 

Mr. RANDALL What has become of the point of order? 

Mr. BRAGG. The object of this amendment is merely to make 
provision that in future the longevity allowance skall not run while 


the este Pee retired list. 

TheC . The gentleman from Wisconsin will please sus- 
pend his remarks until the committee comes to order. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Before the gentleman from Wisconsin proceeds 
with his remarks, I desire to say that I reserve the point of order on 
that portion of the section now pending, beginning with line 48 and 
ending with line 59, which reads as follows: 


For the Les dert of a such officers as may be in service, either upon the active 


or retired year ending June 30, 1883, in excess of the numbers for 
each class provided for in this act; enlisted men of all not exceeding 25,000 
men; five hundred enlisted men of the Signal Corps; the wances for travel, 


retained , and not drawn, payable ; two 
ek 2 


retired ordnance-sergean a. deposita of enlisted mens or mile- 
age of officers of the Army for travel on duty orders. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, when the law was made providin 
for the retired list it provided in substance that the officers p 
thereon should receive 75 per cent. of their pay. The construc- 


tion of the Pay Department and of the auditing departments of the 
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Government has uniformly been that that act meant 75 per cent. of 
the pay to which officers were entitled at the date of retirement, and 
the provision which placed them off duty and on the retired list was 
by construction considered the time served thereon as no part of the 
time of service in the Army. 

Mr. COBB. It is impossible for us to hear what the gentleman 
from Wisconsin is saying. 

The CHAIRMAN. Members will resume their seats. 

Mr. BRAGG. The Supreme Court of the United States by a late 
decision, I think in the case known as the Tyler case, have given a 
eonstruction to the statute by reason of which the allowance for ad- 
ditional pay by reason of longevity of service is extended to officers 
of the retired list and their pay increased up to the 40 per cent. 
allowed for longevity by including the time on the retired list, hold- 
ing, although these officers were not in point of fact in the service, 
yet, by construction of law, they were in point of law members of 
the regular Army and therefore were entitled to have their pay in- 
creased 10 per cent. for every five years, provided the maximum 
of such percentage should not ex 40 per cent. A 
. Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me when Congress provided that 
an officer should be retired upon 75 per cent. of his pay we had 
made ample and munificent provision for taking care of our offi- 
cers by giving them a pension at that rate. And I think the read- 
ing of the two acts relating to retired officers and their pay would 
satisfy the ordinary legislative mind that the construction of the 
auditing officers of the Government was correct; that the 75 pe 
cent. was intended to be 75 per cent. as it then existed, and they 
were no longer to be considered as officers on duty, in service entitled 
to draw 10 per cent. for each five years on service when they were 
doing no service at all, but were retired from service. And feeling 
as I do, their pay is not only munificent, but their pay is greater 
than in justice to other men who served in the volunteer Army it 
ought to be, I make this amendment with a view to give effect to 
the law as I believe it was intended; that is, to limit them to what 
they have, and to prevent its being increased by longevity allow- 
ances hereafter. 

In order to show the rate of pay which these officers upon the retired 
list will draw, I will read from the table of pay allowed by law to officers 
of the Army, published in the Army Register for 1882. A colonel's 
yearly pay on the retired list is $2,625, with the addition of the lon- 
gevity pay which he would be entitled to for the length of time he 
served prior to his retirement. If he had served twenty years prior 
to his retirement his whole pay would be $281.25amonth. If he had 
served ten years his pay would be $262.50 a month. If he had served 
five years his pay would be $240.62 a month. If he had served a less 
time than five years his pay would be $218.75. A lieutenant-colonel's 
total pay would be $2,250, independent of longevity; after five years’ 
service, $206.75 a month; after teu years, a month; and after 
fifteen years, $243.75. 

A major’s pay prior to five years’ service is $187.50; after five years, 
$206.25 ; after ten years’ service, $225; and after fifteen years, $243.75. 

A captain, mounted, $156.25 prior to five years; after that, $171.87 ; 
after ten years, $187.50; and after fifteen years’ service, $203.12. 

A captain, not mounted, for fifteen years’ service, $162.50 a month; 
ten years, $150 a month; five years, $137.50; and prior to five years’ 
service, $125 a month. 

Regimental adjutant, $112.50 prior to five years’ service; after five 
ye i service, $173.75, and after ten years, $175. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will take the floor and yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman rise to oppose the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise informally and will yield my five minutes 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The CHAIRMAN. There can be but five minutes pro and con on 
each amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then, I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Before that is done the Chair will recognize 
any gentleman in antagonism to the amendment. 

War. BRAGG. 1 do not care to detain the committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe I have the floor, and will yield my five 
minutes to the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. BRAGG. The pay of regimental adjutants in this table is 
$112.50 per month; for five von service $123.75; for ten years, 
$135; and for fifteen years, $146.25. The pay of a first lieutenant, 
mounted, is $100 per month; for five years’ service, $110; for ten 
years’ service, $120 per month; and for fifteen years’ service, $130 per 
month. A first lientenant, not mounted, $93.75 per month ; for five 
years’ service, $103.12; for ten years’ service, $112.50; and for fifteen 
years’ service, $121.87. Asecond lieutenant, mounted, receives $87.50 
per month ; for five years’ additional service, $96.25; for ten years’ 
service, $105; and for fifteen years, 8113.75. 

A chaplain (and this is a very important branch of the service) 
receives, prior to five years’ service, on the retired list, $112.50 per 
month; for five years’ service, $122.75; for ten years’ service, $135; 
and for fifteen years’ service $146.25 per month. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the figures which I have read show the total 
of the retired pay, provided the full length of time has been served 
in the Army and for the periods specified, namely, twenty, fifteen, ten, 


and five years’ service. Every officer who was retired having twent; 
years’ longevity could receive no increase. Every officer having fif- 
teen y longevity receives the amount which I have stated from 
this table, and under the decision of the Supreme Court the addi- 
tional amount to make it 40 per cent. Every one who was retired 
after ten years’ service received, under the construction of the audit- 
ing 95 the sum which I have read, but under the construc- 
tion of the Supreme Court has longevity for the additional ten added 
also, and so on throughout the entire list as I have stated. . 

The provisions of this amendment which I have introduced I do 
not think can be made to apply to any longevity which has accrued, 
and to which the party is entitled under the decision of the Supreme 
Court. I consider that decision as an adjudication of the vested 
right to the pay which accrues prior to the passage of any amend- 
ment or alteration of the bill. So this amendment will take effect 
only in the future, and its application to longevity for future services 
would apply sayy to officers who may be retired hereafter and placed 
upon this list. It can have no application to those who are already 
upon it. I submit that when we consider that captains, lieutenants 
colonels, lientenant-colonels, and all this class of officers who serv: 
their country faithfully during the late war of the rebellion, where 
service in the field was service where a man paid by his blood for all 
that he received, are entitled to and should receive as much respect 
at least as those gentlemen who are going out upon the retired list 
for services rendered only in time of peace, the pay we give for this 
service in time of peace is ample and adequate or the service 
they rendered. It is 5 pay and will provide for them hand- 
somely and decently; and I hold that we should not be increasing 
their pay when we are scrimping the officers of the volunteer service 
who receive only pensions, and who, when they receive their pension 
money for gallant services, are unable to secure under the law more 
than per month, a sum less than one-third of the amount paid to 
a lieutenant on the retired list. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Wisconsin a question. ‘ 

Mr. BRAGG. Certainly. : 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. As I understand, the construction of the 
Pay Department was to the effect that these officers on the retired 
list were not entitled to longevity pay. 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir. 

= BUTTERWORTH. But that the Supreme Court reversed that 
ruling. 

Mr BRAGG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And your proposed amendment looks only 
to an application of this principle to those cases which may arise in 
the future ? 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I see no objection to that. 

Mr. BRAGG. It applies to future longevity only. 

The amendment was ag to. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question now is upon the point of order 
made by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. HOLMAN, ] and the Chair 
will be 15775 to hear the gentleman, 

Mr. HOLMAN. The point of order I make is against the last 
clause of the pending paragraph, beginning in line No. 77 of the bill, 
in the following words: 

And provided further, That on and after the of this act all officers in the 
Army eho ace over mph) ih hal hee op shall be placed on the retired list; and 
no act now in force be so construed as to or restrict the retirement of 
officers as herein provided for. 

My point of order against this proposition is that it is new and 
independent legislation upon an appropriation bill; and, further, 
that it does not, upon its face, retrench expenditures. In support of 
this proposition, with the permission of the Chair, I wish to eall at- 
tention to the first ruling upon this question after the adoption of 
the rule as it originally s as one of the rules of the House. This 
3 was upon a question of order raised upon a bill touching the 
transfer tothe War Department of the control of Indian affairs from 
the Interior Department. That presented this question for the first 
time. This ruling was made by Speaker Kerr in the Forty-fourth 
Congress, and I ask that it be read for the information of the com- 
mittee, as it seems to me the question then presented was of the same 
character as the one now before the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Chair has heard with great pleasure the suggestions of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania; he appreciates their force and is most willing to say that they con- 
tribute in t to the embarrassment the Chair feels in Rashes Ge a conclusion 
on this subject. But the Chair must take official notice of the fact that in this 
bill no appropriation is made for the Army or for the performance of any of its 
duties in any of its several bureaus or departments; and the Chair must further 
officially know that in the ordinary course of legislative proceedings such an 
appropriation bill must be introduced and enacted before the session expires as of 
necessity will embrace the further and more complete regulation of this entire 
subject. Now, the Chair cannot look forward into that legislation and say, upon 
anything that appears on the face of this section, that such legislation will in all 
respects coincide with, sustain, or affirm the provisions of this section and carry 
out the 8 retrenchments indicated in it. In other words, the Chair desires 
it to be inctly understood that the point upon which his decision in this case 


turns is that from the face of the section it does not aerer that the provision 
comes within the requirement of this rule, which is thatit shall be germane to the 


subject-matter of the bill and “shall retrench expenditures.” It does not affirm- 
atively appear upon the face of the bill or the laws of the land or the usual and 
customary mode of proceeding of this body that this section, if enacted in this bill, 
will retrench expenditure. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, in the rule now in force there 
is a bar td modification of the rule under which that ruling was 
had. Bat it has been considered that the eee, rule is stronger in 


its protection of 2 75 riation bills from independent legislation than 
the rule upon whic is decision was made, 

The Chair is familiar with that rule, so that I will not occupy time 
in calling his attention to it. But I submit it does not appear upon 
the face of this amendment that it will retrench expenditures. If 
it were proper to go into the legislation affected by this provision, 
and the other measures which will be affected by this provision, it 
would be easy, I think, to show that in effect, in view of the condi- 
tion of the laws of the country as ey? by as they must be under 
this provision, the expenditures of the Government would be abso- 
lutely increased almost to the extent of the compensation of the per- 
sons to be paid, who shall be retired, if they are retired, under the 
provisions of the pending proposition. 14 

1 do not discuss the question whether or no this proposition is ger- 
mane, for it is perhaps germane to the bill; but I put it on the ground 
exclusively that the proposition does not tend on its face to diminish 
expenditures, but, on the contrary, taking into consideration the laws 

merally as affected by this provision and as ing on this subject, 
the expenditures of the Government would be absolutely increased. 
And I do not assume the Chair, in deciding a question of this char- 
acter, would avoid considering to some extent the effects of other 
legislation bearing on the same subject. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I desire to add a further point of order to 
that made by my friend from Indiana; and that is, sir, that this pro- 
vision is in Violation of the fourth clause of Rule XXI, which reads: 


bill or resolution shall at any time be amended by annexing thereto or incor- 
porating thereon the substance of any other bill or ien pending before the 
ouse. 


And in furtherance of that point of order I beg leave to call the 
attention of the Chair to House bill No. 206, House bill No, 1307, 
House bill No. 1573, and House bill No, 2569; but more sat espera to 
House bill No. 1307, introduced by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH, ] who reported the bill now pending before this com- 
mittee. It was introduced by him on the 16th of December, 1881. 
Shall I read it or will the Chair? : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman himself cun read it if he so 


desires. 
Mr. WHITTHORNE. I will read it. It is short: 


Be it enacted, dc., That section 1244 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
be amended so as to read as follows : 

* Suc. 1244. When any officer has served forty pes as a commissioned officer 
or is sixty-two years old he shall be retired from active service: Provided, X 
That the provisions of this section shall not apply tothe General and Lieutenant- 
General of the Army. 

Retirements moder this section shall be in addition to those now authorized by 


law. 
That said original section 1244 be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 


It will be observed by the Chair that the pending proposition 
reads as follows: x 

That on and after the passage of this act all officers in the Army who are over 

ty of age shall be placed on the Ust; and no act now in force 
shall be st ronstru as to limit or restrict the retirement of officers herein pro- 

or. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? : 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Les, sir. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I desire to ask the question for informa- 
tion. How does the gentleman construe the words in the rule *‘ pend- 
ing before the House?” 

r. WHITTHORNE. It is a bill which has been introduced. The 
member who now addresses the Chair has a very distinct recollection 
of a bill submitted by the present chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole to the member uow addressing him, who had at that time the 
honor to occupy the chair. And the present chairman will remem- 
ber the committee then held, sustaining the Chair, that a bill intro- 
duced and before one of the committees of the House was a bill pend- 
ing. In my judgment, Mr. Chairman, there cannot be any misap- 
prehension orany mistake as to the fact that the substance of the bill 
which I have read is the substance of the provision pending before 
the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Tennessee will allow 
him, the Chair will remark, in passing, that the clause of the rule to 
which he refers, namely, clause 4 of Rule XXI, reads “that no bill 
or resolution shall at any time be amended.” This is not an amend- 
ment but is in the aie es the bill reported by the Committee on 
Appropriations. The ir desires to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee to that fact, and toremind him that when the 
person who now occupies the chair raised a point of order on this 
same ciause of the rule it was on an amendment which had been 
offered, and not a proposition in the body of the bill. 

Mr. WHTTTHO . Ishall do no discredit to the Chair when I 
say that if its pe occupant were on the floor he would call that 
“sticking in the bark.” For this is notthe law. The pending pro- 
vision reported by the committee is in the nature of an amendment 
to the existing law. It is a new feature which can only be in order 
under certain conditions stated intherule. My friend from Indiana 
excepts to it on the ground that it is out of order because it violates 
that rule, and it could not be a violation of the rule unless it was an 


amendment, an amendment to existing law proposed by the commit- 
tee, and proposed to change the existing law. The committee has 
simply done what any individual member upon this floor may do; 
it proposes an amendment which changes in g law. The Chair 
certainly will not permit a committee to propone an amendment that 
an individual member npon the floor could not propose. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WHIT- 
rmit me to ask him a question in this connection? 

Mr. TTHORNE, Certainly, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Could not the 7 defeat any bill now 
pending hy introducing some other bill covering the same ground, 
and then when the pending bill was reached make the point of order 
that the provision in it must come out because there was pending 
in the House another bill covering the same ground ? 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Pardon me. My friend from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] is a parliamentarian and a stickler for economy. He 
knows that these rules were adopted, so far as their economical feat- 
ures are concerned, with a view of preventing either an individual 
member of the House or a committee of the House from tendering 
anything in violation of law. Now will my friend ORY the position 
that a committee can come in here and propose rider rrider upon 
a bill; that itis within the power and farisdiction and province of a 
committee to gs riders when individual members cannot do it f 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is not the point of order which is made 
here. The point of order is not made that this peorien: is a rider, 
but that it is a part of another pending bill, and it was to that point 
of order that I addressed my question. Ifthe point of order made 
by the gentleman is well taken, could not any member of this House 
defeat any bill by introducing another bill which would cover the 
same ground, and then claim that the first bill was the same as 
another bill pending before the House ? 

Mr. W. HO. . My friend will pardon me if I show him 
where he, like a tront that is frightened with the effort to capture 
him, gets into grounds that he does not intend to occupy. He will 
see in the query which I propounded to him in answer to his question 
the ground that he occupies. I submit that it must be something in 
the nature of an amendment. 

A word in regard to the point of order taken by my friend from 
Indiana, [Mr. Hotman.}] I ask the Chair in that connection to 
remember that by the adoption of this provision of the bill not a 
single member of the regular active force of the Army would be af- 
fected by it. Under existing laws, if your actiye list is full, then 

ou must muster out of service the cadets that may graduate at 

est Point. By this provision of the pending bill the door is opened 

for them to remain in the service, and in that way the expenditures 
are largely increased, 

The committee rose informally, and the Speaker resumed the chair. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, his secretary. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. BRAGG. My friend from Tennessee, [ Mr, Nite cpr x ] whe 
makes this point of order, it seems to me, not fully weighed in 
the balance the force of his argument, or he would not have made it. 

The point of order made by the gentleman is that this clause of the 
pending bill is subject to a point of order because it proposes to 
amend existing law. That is the whole drift of his argument. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. The gentleman does not state it correctly. 

Mr. BRAGG, The gentleman says I have stated it wrongly. When 
he says this clause of the pending bill is an amendment, he must 
mean that it isan amendment to something; and it can be an amend- 
ment to pushing exces to something that already exists. Ifit bean 
amendment to law, it is an amendment to existing law. 

The rule to which he refers was not intended to apply at all to 
amendments to existing law, because every bill that is introducec 
into this House may be an amendment to some statute; it may 
change or alter it in some way, but it is not therefore subject to a 
point of order under this rule. Our business here is to amend and 
alter and change laws so as to adapt them to the existing necessities 
of the hour. The rule which controls amendments to bills reads 
“no bill or resolution shall at any time be amended,” &c. That 
rule limits the things to be amended to bills and joint resolutions, 
The point of order a 1 under that rule only when the proposition 
is one to amend a bill or resolutin. 

The provision in this bill to which objection is made is not an 
amendment to a bill, it is not an amendment to a resolution, it is a 
provision of a bill coming from the committee having cognizance of 
the subject to which it relates. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. By the indulgence of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield! 

Mr. BRAGG. I wirl yield for a question. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I will put this question. I am aware that 
the gentleman has an amendment to offer to this provision. Now 1 
ask Fim if he offers an amendment which includes the substance of 
the bill to which I have referred, does he occupy any higher or any 
lower ground than the Committee on Military Ire would occupy? 

Mr. BRAGG. Will the gentleman repeat his question? 
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Mr. WHITTHORNE, If you introduce an amendment which is 
in substance like this, is or is not that amendment so proposed by 
ou subject to the point of order that it violates clause 4 of Rule 
Vert And if it is subject to that point of order, being proposed by 
you, what higher ground would the Committee on Military Affairs 
occupy than you dof 


os eg 1 iir 
specially prov that an amendment to a bill may be proposed by 
a committee having cognizance of the original matter; that an amend- 


ment may be offered in the House by the instruction of that commit- 
tee. That is the reason why, I hope that will answer the gentle- 
man’s question. He wants to know what authority the committee 
had when I offered my amendment under the instruction ef the 
committee. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE. The . misapprehends me. 
I asked him what higher ground the Co ttee on Military Affairs, 


reporting this proposition, would occupy than himself as an individ- 
member ee precisely the same thing. 

Mr. BRAGG. I must confess that Iam getting considerably ob- 
fuscated, if I may be permitted to use that term, or else my friend is 
groping in the dark; I think it must be myself. The first proposi- 
tion put to me in the form of a question related to an amendment, 
which I have offered by instruction of the Committee on Military 
Affairs to the pending paragraph of the bill; and I was inquired of 
what ter right committee had than an individual member 
would have had to come in here and offer that as an independent 
amendment. Ireplied that subdivision 3 of this same rule provides that 
it shall be in order further to amend such bill upon the report of the 
committee having jurisdiction of the subject-matter of such amend- 
ment, which amendment being germane to the subject-matter of the 
bill shall retrench expenditures. The amendment which I offered 
to the p: ph now pending was submitted under the instruction 
of the Committee on Military Affairs: It is germane to this bill, 
and upon its face it retrenches expenditures, 

Now the use of the language in this proviso making it in order for 
a committee to move an amendment to the bill shows that when in 
the next clause the rule refers to a bill or resolution, which may be 
amended, that clause is aimed at some new matter proposed in the 
House to the text of the original bill. 

The same view upon the construction of the rule which has been 
intimated by the present chairman was maintained by the chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House in the Forty-sixth Congress, 
when it had under consideration the sundry civil appropriation bill. 
In that bill was incorporated a clause providing for the election of 
trustees for the Soldiers’ Home to fill vacancies. There was pending 
before the Committee on Military Affairs a joint resolution providi 
for such election. The Committee on Appropriations embodied tha 
resolution in their bill. When the bill came before the House the 
rae of order was made by the Secale from New York, by 

think the peceni Speaker of the House, and by one or two other 

entlemen that this was a bill pending before another committee, 
tit was in the nature of an amendment to the law, did not reduce 
hel ey woe! and could not be incorporated in the bill, The Chair 
held first that the point of order would have been well taken had 
the bill pending before the Military Committee been offered as an 
amendment, but as it was incorporated by the Committee on Appro- 
priations and became original matter not in the form of an amend- 
ment, it was not subject to the point of order; so the clause was re- 
tained in the bill, and I seriously believe that my friend from Ten- 
nesses [Mr. WHITTHORNE] voted to sustain the Chair in his ruling, 
yan was precisely the ruling intimated by the present occupant of 
the chair. 

But bill No. 1307 is cited as a bill pending before the Committee 
on Military Affairs and identical in substance with the provision in 
this appropriation bill. I desire to show that the gentleman from 
Tennessee is mistaken in the supposed facts upon which the argu- 
ment in support of this position is based. 

The rule provides: 

No bill or resolution shall at any time be amended by annexing thereto or incor- 
. the substance of any other bill or resolution pending before 

Now, conceding that rule to have the construction which is put 
upon it, the gentleman making this point of order cites House bill 
No. 1307 as being in substance identical with the provision now 
pending. I desire to call the attention of the Chair specifically to 
this point, that the clause to which objection is taken is not the sub- 
stance of this bill. Bill No. 1307 provides: 

When any officer has served forty years as a commissioned offer 

There is nothing of that kind in this amendment 


or is sixty-two years old, he shall be retired from service: Provided, however, 
That the provisions of this section shall not apply to the General and Lieutenant- 
General of the Army. 

The substance then of this bill No. 1307 is that the President shall 
retire all officers who are sixty-two years of age except the General 
and the Lientenant-General of the Army. The clanse in the bill 
pending before the Committee of the Whole retires the General and 
the Lieutenant-General by the same regulation which it applies to the 
subaltern officers of the Army. Therefore, I say that this bill is not 

i in substance the same as the clause now under consideration ; for bill 


No. 1307 protects the head of the Army and the officer next in com- 
mand from the 2 of the proposed retirement, while the pend- 
ing bill makes the rule applicable to all alike. 

. HOLMAN. Mx. Chatreina EC 
turns entirely upon the interpretation which the Chair put 
upon the following words in the third clause of Rule XXI: 


the reduction of the compensation of any person paid out of the Treasury of 
the United States, 7 i = 


I suppose that the interpretation of these terms will control the 
Chair in its decision. The entire clause is: 

Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto c 
ing W be in order, except such as, being germane to the subject-matter of the 
bill, shall retrench expenditures by the reduction of the number and salary of the 
officers of the United by the reduction of the com; on of any person 
paid out of the Treasury of the United States, or by the reduction of amounts of 
money covered by the bill. 

Now, it is quite clear, first, that the number of officers is not reduced 
by the provision now under consideration. Secondly, it is very clear 
that the amount of money to be paid out of the Treasury is not re- 
duced, but is increased. Taking the words in the strictest sense as 
they stand, it may be said that there is here a reduction of the com- 
pensation to be paid to particular persons; but the Chair will see 
that this is too narrow an interpretation; for the whole scope of the 
measure is to be considered. There may be one person whose salary 
is reduced, but if the whole measure increases the number of persons 
who are to receive the salary now existing by law, then I insist the 
spirit of the proposed law is against the rule of the House, inasmuch 
as, while it does affect the salary of those who are retired, it substi- 
tutes others in their place and does not in fact retrench expenditures 

The Chair will see the spirit of the rule is against any amendment 
on an be iti oper bill which shall increase expenditure, while it 
is manifest it does not decrease but on the contrary increases expendi- 
ture. * 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, if this provision is not obnoxious to 
clause 3 of Rule XXI then it is difficult for me to conceive of a provision 
to an appropriation bill which would be obnoxious to that rule. The 
proviso will require the retirement of all the officers of the Army at 
the age of sixty-two years, That involves achange of existing law. 
There can be no dispute on that point. 

Now, does it fall within any of the provisions of the rule which 
will admit a change of existing law as attached to an appropriation 
bill, or as a “rider” to an appropriation bill? No amendment shall 
be in order to an appropriation billexcept such as, being germane 
to the subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures by the 
zoc ponon of the number and salary of the officers of the United 

tates. 

Now, will this reduce the number? No; it will increase the num- 
ber by the thousand. It will add to the retired list every man who may 
be sixty-two years of age, and afterwards will require the filling the 


place of every man who is reti and consequently will add to the 
number of the Army very pes Mio of diminishing the number. 
The number of the retired list may, peradventure, equal that of the 
active list. That it will increase the number is perfectly obvious, 
because it will place on the retired list every man sixty-two years of 
ago, and the face of the existing law will require the President to 

the place of every man who goes upon the retired list. Therefore 
it cannot possibly within t provision, and is expresy pro- 
hibited by the conclusion of that provision of the rule which says 
an amendment shall not be admissible which increases the number 
or salary of officers of the United States. 

Then does it reduce expenditures? No; it increases expenditures. 
Why does it increase expenditures? Because it adds to the expendi- 
tures of the Government the amount paid to retired officers; that is 
to say, every man who is retired will get the pay of a retired officer, 
and every man who is put in the place of a retired officer will get 
the full pay, which will add the amount of money paid to the officers 
who are or may be retired under the provisions of this section. 
Therefore you cannot with any degree of consistency say it will ap- 
ply to them. It will add, Isay, to the aggregate of national e d- 
itures an immense amount of meney, because it will increase the re- 
tired list and make it very formidable compared to what it is now ; 
so that you cannot say this will retrench expenditures, because, on 
the other hand, it will largely increase expenditures. 

While it reduces the compensation of persons paid out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States, that is to be considered in connection with 
the other provisions of the rule. It will make a reduction of the com- 
pensation of the officers who are retired, but the Chair will not lose 
sight of the fact that officers will be put in the places of those who are 
retired, and therefore the expenses will be increased by the amount 
paid to these retired officers. If that be the case this “rider” on this 
appropriation bill falls within the inhibition of clause 30f Rule XXI. 
It strikes me that no fairer case can well be presented for the appli- 
cation of that rule. - 

And moreover I think that a bill of this kind, or a “rider” of this 
kind, should not be considered in Committee of the Whole on an 
Army appropriation bill, because we are lacking in the data, in the 
information, in those things which will lead us to correct conclusion 
on this oceasion. And this matter has not been considered by the 
proper committee, the Committee on Military Affairs, which should 
consider this subject. And I think good policy of legislation would 
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require the exclusion of this matter, and give the benefit of any doubt 
in the mind of the Chair to the further and better consideration of 
this matter, and by the committee having jurisdiction over it. 
The CH The Chair is ready to decide the 3 
Mr. MCMILLIN. I desire to call the attention of the Chair briefly 
to a matter which I believe has not been commented on, the propri- 
ety of taking in connection with the lines which have been read, and 
on which the point of order has been directly made, the lines begin- 
ning with line 49 and ending with line 55. 
e CHAIRMAN. The Chair ires to remind the gentleman 


from Tennessee that this particular point of order is as to the last 
roviso. 
p Mr. MCMILLIN. That is true. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cannot well entertain the consider- 
ation 15 ` point of order which applies back to some other portion 
of the bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The Chair will remember I reserved the point 
of order on this portion. I only refer to it for the 8 of show- 
ing the very class of officers which the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has indicated would be provided for, if this were to become the law, 
is provided for in that section. I desire to call attention also to the 
remarks of the gentleman from Ohio, in his s h when this bill 
was first presented for the consideration of the House, in response to 
some questions upon this point. After reading the very section 

inst which this point of order has been made, I asked this ques- 
tion, and I read now from the RECORD : 

Does not existing law restrict the number on the retired list to four hundred ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It does. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And this provision may work an increase of the retired list? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It may. * 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Is it not a fact that there are now officers in the service who 
are rag Pwd years of age! 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is true. 

Then inasmuch as existing law only 8 four hundred men 
as constituting the retired hes according to the statement of 
the gentleman from Ohio which I have just that retired list 
will be increased if this proviso is adopted. I hold that it does 

therefore increase expenditures. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, I hold that the bill itself shows that pro- 
vision is made for a contemplated increase of expenditures; because 
the bill exhibits this result in its total footings at the end. The Chair 
will observe that the amount kent ‘riser for the service of the “spa 
during the present fiscal year ending next June, was $26,687,800, 
while the amount appropriated by this bill is $27,406,689 and the bill 
provides that a part of that money is to be paid to officers on the 
85 75 list during the fiscal year 1883, who are not now upon that 

ist. 
a CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule upon that point of 
order, : 

Mr. SPRINGER. One word in reply to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, The gentleman makes the point that we would increase the 
retired list by this provision, and therefore it necessarily would in- 
crease expenditures. It seems to me that the gentleman’s conclusion 
is not correctly drawn, nor does it follow from his premises. He 
claims that by taking an officer off the active list, who is receiving, 
say $6,000, and putting him on the retired list, where he would receive, 
1 000 a hang therefore you would increase expenditures, 

r. BAYNE. But if you take an officer off of the active list and 
put him on the retired list do you not necessarily increase expendi- 
tures, because you must put an officer upon the active list at the same 
rate of pay to fill the vacancy? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam only referring now to this provision against 
which the point of order has been made. 

rer ILLIN. But the result of this provision will be as I have 
stated. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This provision does not contemplate the placing 
of officers on active duty to fill such vacancies. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the section does. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am talking now of what this clause proposes, 
not what other clauses or other provisions may do. This clause on 
which the poe of order ig made operates upon the individual officer 
by taking him off the active list and putting him upon the retired 
list, and the officer so retired is placed on that list at a decreased 
pay. Now, there is no provision by which the original number of 
officers may be in . 

Mr. Mc LIN. Nor diminished. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Nor diminished. So we have a less number of 
8 upon the active list, and consequently less pay in the aggre- 

ate. 
f The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires first to refer to the remarks 
of the gentleman from Tennessee, concerning his allusion to section 
4 of Rule XXI, and the Chair again reads: 

No bill or resolution shall at any time be amended by annexing thereto— 

That is, annexing an amendment thereto— 
or incorporating therewith— 

ee is, incorporating with such bill an amendment that may be 
the substance of any other bill or resolution pending before the House. 

‘Tbe Chair submits that this proviso under consideration is not an 
amendment, nor is it offered by any member of the House in the na- 
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ture of an amendment; but it is a part and parcel of a oe appro- 
priation bill ted by a committee, and it refers to asubject-matter 
over which the committee has legitimate jurisdiction. 
The Chair desires now to refer to the point of order raised by the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. HOLMAN, and its reference to these 
rovisions of section 3 of this same Rule The Chair of course 
eels that he is obliged to take into consideration, in connection with 
a given ee against which the point of order is raised, the 
existing law of the land, and the Chair does not think that he must 
take into consideration in that connection an argument to prove the 
eects | out of the result claimed by the 155 eman making the 
point of order and not specifically mentioned by the proposed law. 
The Chair finds— 
that no provision in any bill or amendment thereto chan 
be in order except such as be germane to the subject-mat 
And the Chair thinks this is germane— 
shall retrench expenditures in one of three ways. 


The rule does not require the retrenchment of expenditures in gross 
and general terms, but says in three specific ways: first, that it 
must retrench expenditures ‘‘by the uction of the number and 
salaries of the officers of the United States;” and, if it does that, it 
is in order; second, “by the reduction of the compensation of any 
person paid out of the Treasury of the United States;” and if it does 
that, no matter what other effect it has, it isin order; “or by the re- 
duction of amounts of 8 by the bill;” if it does that, 
no matter what else it does in a constitutional way, it is admissible 
within the meaning of the rule, and not subject to the point of order. 

Now, the Chair finds this to be the exact wording of the provis 
upon which the point of order is made, and confines hi to the 
exact language of the clause: 

And provided further, That on and after the passage of this act all officers in 
the Army who are over beak, Paap years of shall be placed on the retired list; 
and no act now in foros be so as to limit or restrict the retiremen 
of officers as herein provided for. 

Now, the Chair holds that this is a reduction of the compensation 
of certain officers of the United States who are paid out of the Treas- 
ury; and the Chair stops there, for the reason that the rule says he 
shall stop there, and concludes that the section of the bill referred 
to is within the requirement of the rule, and goes no further. The 
Chair for this reason overrules the point of order and holds that the 
proviso is in order and perpen peri the committee. [Mr. HEN- 
DERSON rose.] The question before the committee now is upon an 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. CALKINS, 
which by unanimous consent out of the batch of amendments offe. 
on the day the committee was last in session it was agreed should be 
considered as pending. ‘The Chair does not see the gentleman from 
Indiana in his seat. 

Beene een Will the Chair direct the amendment to 

The Clerk read as follows: 

But this provision shall not apply to the present General or Lieutenant-General 
of the 7 but they may be ro at age of sixty-five years at the discre- 
tion of the ent. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That was the amendment offered, I be- 
eve, by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. CALKINS.) He is not 
now in his seat. I suggest it be passed over until he returns. 

The CHAIRMAN. Byunanimous consent this amendment will be 
passed over until the return of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I am instructed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs to offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike ont all of the h after the word act,“ in the seventy- 
eighth line of the e ‘ollowing 8 7 

When an officer lias served bps de ig br ther as an officer or soldier, in the 
regular or volunteer service, he s! if he make application therefor to the Presi- 
dent, be retired from active service and placed on the retired list; and when an 
officer has served forty years, either as an ofticer or soldier, in the regular or vol- 
unteer service, or is sixty-two years of age, he shall be retired from active service 
and placed on the retired list: Provided, however, This last provision shall not 
apply to the General, Lieutenant-General, and present major-generals of the Army; 
and no act now in force shall be so construed as to limit or restrict the retirement 
of officers as herein provided for.” 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say to my friend 
from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] that the Committee on Appropr a- 
tions instructed me to acéept all of that amendment, if it may be ai- 
vided, except that which provides for excepting from the operation 
of the clause the General, Lieutenant-General, and present major-gen- 
erals of the Army. The other part we are willing to accept. In 
other words, the committee were not willing to accept any amendment 
which made exceptions to the general rule they had thought it wise 


to rng 15 
ENDERSON. I would say that the Committee on Military 


borer law, shall 
of the bill— 


Mr. 
Affairs are not unanimous in favoring the amendment which I have 
offered. The amendment is, however, favored by a majority of that 
committee, and I was instructed to offer it when this provision of the 
Army 8 bill came np ar eonsideration. 

The Committee on Military Affairs, Mr. Chairman, I think, are 
unanimously agreed upon the necessity of some compulsory retire- 
ment law, which would leave it no longer discretionary with the 
President to retire officers at the age of sixty-two years but would 
compel him at a certain age, which the committee decided upon at 
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sixty-two y 
place them on 


to absolutely retire officers from active service and 
e retired list. 

There are two provisions, Mr. Chairman, of the amendment, which 
I understand the Committee on Appropriations are willing to accept, 
and I believe as to those two provisions the Committee on Military 
Affairs are unanimously agreed, and recommend their adoption. 

I do not propose, Mr. Chairman, to enter into any discussion of the 


provisions of this amendment, But the Committee on Military 
Affairs have given great consideration to this subject and have taken 
the opinion of some of the ablest officers of the Army upon it, and the 
proposed amendment, agreed upon by the Committee on Mili 
Affairs, does not go to the extent which some of these officers thi 

it ought to go in order to make the Army efficient and give younger 
officers of the Army an opportunity for promotion and greater useful- 
ness in the service. 

As to the exceptions, Mr. Chairman, I will say it seemed to me 
proper at least # except the General and the Lieutenant-General of 
the Army. These high offices will expire with those who now hold 
them, and there will be none to take their ” if they should be 
retired from the Army. In view of the dist ed services which 
they have rendered their country, it occurred to me they at least ought 
to be made an exception to the rule. But I am not tenacious about 
this. I am earnestly in favor of a retirement law which will not 
leave it to the discretion of the President to retire at his pleasure 
such officers as he may think p to retire, and which subjects 
him oftentimes to great embarrassment, and to importunities which 
are unpleasant on behalf of officers who desire to remain in the Army. 
I think we should put the Army on an e with the Navy in this 

There is no reason, it seems to me, why naval officers should 
be retired at sixty-two years of age and Army officers should not be 
at the same age. The exposures incident to the service in the Army 
are such undoubtedly that at the age of sixty-two years we might 
as reasonably suppose an Army officer to be unfitted for active serv- 
ice as an officer in the Navy would be. 

But the true ground on which to place this compulsory-retirement 
law is that we give the younger and more active officers of the Army 
a chance to render some acta service to their country before they 
grow too oldand become 8 of doing so. It will give life and 
efficiency to the Army, and I believe there is nothing this Congress 
can do that will so much pronos the efficiency of the Army as to 
adopt this amendment making the law of retirement compulsory. 

. BUTTERWORTH. I call for a division of the amendment if 
it is in order. I would like to have it submitted to the committee 
without the proviso. 

Mr. HENDERSON. You can move to amend by striking that out. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. While the gentleman from Ohio is indicat- 
ing what he proposes to strike out I desire to offer an amendment. 

fn. BUTTERWORTH. Will my friend from Tennessee indulge me 
a single moment? The Committee on Appropriations, I think unani- 
mously—possibly there was one dissenting voice—instructed me to 
accept all of this amendment except the proviso which excepts from 
the operation of the act the General and Lieutenant-General and pres- 
ent major-generals. Imove, then, to amend the amendment by strik- 
ing out that proviso. 

ir. HENDERSON. That is the proper way. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move to amend by striking out the pro- 
viso, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, however, This last provision shall not apply to the General, Lieutenant- 
General, and present major-generals of the Army. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Allow me asinglemoment. Ifthe object 
and purpose of the amendment is to do honor to the present General, 
Lieutenant-General, and major-generals of the Army, then I say it is 
a mistake. We would in no sense do honor to those e by in- 
sisting that they shall be exceptions to a rule which they themselves 
say is of the first importance in order to promote the efficiency of the 
Army, and hence of the first importance to the public safety. They 
have said, and all experience teaches us, that there should be retire- 
ment at the age of sixty-two. These officers themselves have borne 
earnest testimony in that behalf. And now for us to say to them, 
„Gentlemen, the rule you prescribe for the efficiency of the Army 
and the public safety shall not apply to yourselves,” would be to ask 
those officers to stultify themselves. We might as well say that this 
rule shall not apply to this Army but to the next army; shall not 
apply to this generation but to the next generation. 

want to say here, as I said the other day, that I stand second to 
no one here or elsewhere in my wish and desire to do honor to these 
distinguished soldiers. Nor can my loyalty to those officers be ques- 
tioned because I want to do what they say is indispensable to the 
l of the Army and the public safety. 

Mr. ATKINS. Permit me to as the gentleman if any of these 
officers have indicated a desire that they shall be made exceptions 


to this rule? 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Not at all. Ido not understand that any 


officer of the Army has indicated that he desired to be excepted from 
this rule 


Mr. ATKINS. That is my understanding, and I wanted to bring 
out the fact. 


Mr. HENDERSON. I desire to say that they have indicated that 
there should be no exceptions. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend from Illinois, the chairman of 
the Committee on Military rs, says that they have indicated the 
seo? Ain and such an expression is truly worthy of them and 
proves that their self-love has not outrun their patriotism. Their 
position on this question demonstrates that they merit the high 
esteem in which they are held by the country. 

Mr. BAYNE. The Committee on Military Affairs authorized its 
chairman to 8 the amendment under discussion. It p 
to establish the principle of 9 retirement, which I believe 
in, but it contains a proviso which exempt from the operation 
of the rule the General, the Lieutenant-General, and the present 
major-generals of the Army. Now, it is true that most, and perha 
all of these officers have indicated that they favor the fixing of a 
particular age for retirement. None of them would be bie to 
say for himself or his comrades that he desired that there should be 
raft eaten 

I feel certain, however, that these generals will not feel kindly 
towarda bill ora proposition which will compulsorily retire them from 
the service, ‘Those officers who are excepted by the amendment from 
the operations of this act are all in the prime and vigor of life. They 
are thoroughly acquainted with the duties of their respective posi- 
tions. They no doubt feel that they are equal to the performance of 
the duties devolved u them. 

Lask, gentlemen, what is the experience of officers who have been 
retired from the active service of the Army? Their situation is dis- 
heartening and discouraging in the extreme, A life of inaction is 
not an ble one. It is mortifying and humiliating to men of 
5 1 and pride. These offlcers now have work to do. You say, by 
this bill, to them,“ Lou shall have nothing to do.“ These officers 
do not think that the days of their usefulness have passed away. 

Now, although I admit and say that there should be an iron rule 
which will keep the service young, yet circumstances alter cases. 
It will be an ungracious act on the part of the American 88 
to retire compulsorily the men who are now at the head of the Army 
and who have rendered the bets teers services which they have 
5 to their country. The erican Congress cannot afford 
to do it. 

These officers have earned laurels and should be permitted to re- 
tain their positions just as long as they want to retain them. When 
the day comes thatthey feel themselves unequal to discharging their 
duties, then let them make application under the law as it now exists 
to be relieved from active service and to be retired. But let not 
Congress be the judge of that matter. Let these officers themselves 
judge whether they should be retired or not. 

The amendment as it now stands will simply enable these officers 
to say when they want to be retired. It will enable them to make 
application to the President to be retired, and their retirement will 

en follow as a matter of course. I protest against the compulsory 
retirement of these distinguished officers. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate upon the pending amend - 
ment has been exhausted. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order. There is already pend- 
ing an amendment and an amendment to an amendment. 

SPRINGER. I ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTER- 
WORTH] to withdraw his amendment to the amendment, in order 
that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WHITTHORNE] may renew 
it and k upon it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will withdraw my amendment tempo- 


rarily. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Irenew the amendment in accordance with 
the suggestion made. 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, that will be done 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. For one I am opposed altogether to this idea 
of retirement. I do not believe it is republican or democratic. Re- 
flect for one moment that to-day, under the operation of the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on 3 the amount paid 
out of the Treas for the support of the retired list of the. Army 
will be more than the expenditures for the support of the government 
of any one of three-fourths of the States of this Union. 

All this money will come from the taxes paid the people. It will 
be paid for no services rendered. The services rendered in the past 
have already been paid for. 

And, Mr. Chairman, I ask you to reflect that within the last few 
years, since 1855, I believe, the retired lists of the Army, of the Navy, 
and of the Judiciary have grown and are growing to-day to a great 
extent. Members of the House are being petitioned to have parties 
in the civil service of the Government placed on the retired list. 
And when you consider what has been done in regard to the Army and 
the Navy in this respect, I say it is a wrong and an injustice upon the 
people themselves. 

But it is said, Mr. Chairman, that we should get rid of the old 
with the view of making place for the young. Sir, in the Provi- 
dence of God the old have their sphere in the work of this world as 
well as the young. It does not follow that because a man is sixty- 
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or his usefulness is passed. 


two years of the period of his energy 
On the ee Mr. Chairman, I believe if you will t the les- 
sons of practical life you must concede that the man who 2 
through an arduous and active career to the age of sixty-two, demon- 
strates if his course of life has been correct that he has led a temperate, 
moderate, and useful life. With the idle, the vicious, those who have 
squandered their years, the case may be the reverse; but many a 
man over whose head sixty-two winters, or if you choose sixty-two 
summers, have passed, demonstrates in his physical vigor his con- 
tinued capacity for usefulness. I believe it to be wrong in princi- 
ple as I believe it will be demonstrated to be wrong in practice to 
retire these officers for the mere reason that, they have reached the 
-age of sixty-two years. From my personal observation I take pleas- 
ure in bearing testimony as to the officers of the Navy who have 
passed the age of sixty-two and are retired, the great majority are 
to-day as competent to discharge their duties as the men who are 
filling the Canine they have vacated. If, however, Mr. Chairman, 
this measure of retirement is to be adopted, a just medium of com- 

ulsory retirement would be at the age of sixty-five in both services. 
This is a just compromise; and for one I should support a proposi- 
tion of this kind, but only as a compromise, I have deemed it due 
to myself to make these remarks. 

Mr. SPARKS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. BUTTERWORTH.) I amin 
favor of the amendment offered by the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs [Mr. HENDERSON ] largely, perhaps, because be 
is my coll e and c of my committee, 

Mr. B ERWORTH, Do | understand the gentleman to be 


. to my amendment 
. SP. Iam against ne gentleman’s amendment, and be- 
fore I am through will be able, ] ſope, to show the faith that is in me 

Mr. Chairman, when this mat er of retirement was before the Mili- 
tary Committee, I thought and 0 N and urged that the age 
of sixty-five ought to be fixed ns definite period for retirement. I 
also insisted that two of these oſhoers ought to beexcepted from the 
provisions of the retiring act, namely, the General and the Lieu- 
tenant-General of the Army; but I am free to say that I favored this 
exception for a reason difere nt from that expressed by the other 
gentlemen who have spoken on this subject. 

My opinion is that t offices ought never to haye been made, 
and that they should, pease, to the provisions of the law creating 
them, expire with the lives of men now filling them. Mark me, 
I would not interfere with the offices while the present incumbents 
survive; but as the House is aware, these were offices intended to 
be confined to the lives of General Sherman, holding the position of 
General of the Army, and General Sheridan, holding that of Lieu- 
tenant-General ; and when the lives of the present incumbents have 
expired I am opposed to the renewal of them, but on the contrary 
insist that they ought to be 1 with entirely. Hence I oppose 
any action on the part of the House that would seem in any manner 
to indicate these as being offl. ee in perpetuity. Now I am fearful 
that by retiring these officers, and thereby recognizing them as upon 
the same standard as the major generals, brigadier-generals, and 
others, we afford an inducement ‘fer a suc ing Congress to assert 
the necessity for their indeti:ite continuance by some ial act 
placing other men in them. Vol this reason alone I would except 
these offices from the provisiens of the bill. 

I made a short s; the other day in favor of this measure of com- 

retirement as the Committee on Appropriations have reported 
it, and I shall with much cordiality support it, unless I can secure 
the adoption of the amendn.ent emanating from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, as moved by the chairman of that committee, [Mr. 
HENDERSON.] But I con‘ess that I do not like all of either amend- 
ment. I do not like retimment at the age of sixty-two years as well 
as at sixty-five years; and I do not like the exemption of major- 
nerals. My proposition would be compulsory retirement at sixty- 
ve years of age, with tb- exception nore Sd the two officers I have 
mentioned, who, as I regard them, are “ fifth wheels to the wagon,” 
and which officers should »e treated and finally disposed of as before 
stated. : 

Mr. STEELE. Would the gentleman adopt sixty-five years as the 

of retirement in the Army and sixty-two years in the Navy ! 

Mr. SPARKS. Well, sir; I did not establish the rule as to the 
Navy, and do not entirely approve it. So far as I am concerned, 
however, I would if I had the power to do so put the Nayy in this 
respect upon the same basis as the Army. I think sixty-five would 
be a proper age for retirement, but as I have said I am going to con- 
cur inthe proposition fixing sixty-two years as the nearest I can get 
to my views, as my colleague on the committee knows that I have 
heretofore expressed a determination to do. 

Now, sir, as to whether a man at sixty-two or sixty-five years of 
age is as competent to discharge the functions of an office of thissort 
as a younger man, I do not know that I am 8 to determine. 
But I do know that itis quite natural for old men like my friend from 
Tennessee [Mr. WHITTHORNE] to insist that old men can do better 
work than young men, and for young men like myself to insist that 
they are the more efficient. [Laughter.] 

. CALKINS. In order to say a few words upon this subject, I 
move to amend the amendment by striking out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Two amendments are already pending. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE. To give my friend from Indiana an oppor- 
tunity tnt I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr, C 8. Irenewtheamendment. Mr. Chairman, I offered 
anamendment—on Saturday last [believe—excepting from the 
tion of this retiring provision the present General and Lieutenant- 
General of the Army, adding a proviso, however, that the President 
of the United States in his discretion ht retire either of these 
officers on their attaining the of sixty-five years. I did it upon 
this theory, and this alone: while these two gentlemen are not en- 
titled to any more preety perhaps, when you speak of the service 
which they performed ee bet the private in the Army who 
did his duty, yet, as a matter of fact, these two men are the central 
figures now in the Army who led our armies to success. And I am 
not in favor of any action of this body that shall ever reduce them 
to a plane with the other officers of the Army. 

By the terms of the law, under which they are now serving in the 
high positions which their coùntry has given them, at their death 
the rank which they hold ceases, and forever in this country will 
be centered in these two men for the service they performed much 
more than can be centered in any other officers of the Army, and 
therefore I am in favor of excepting them out from the provisions 
of all mA ehe legislation in respect to the retiring of Army officers 
generally. 

It is no answer to me that these gentlemen come forward and say 
they are willing to fall within the provisions of the law, We ought 


to more generous, and for the old commander under whom I 
served I stand to-day to say I will never vote for ry Shen that 
will place him or gallant little Phil, Sheridan back to inferior rank 


or upon the retired list; and for that reason I have offered the 
amendment. 

It is not beeause they ought to receive at the hands of the country 
any greater tokens of regard than the humblest private who served 
in the ranks, but because their names are connected with the great 
achievements which will be preserved as a sacred inheritance after 
many of us have been forgotten and sunk into obscurity. There- 
fore it is, sir, that the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr, re e in regard to these gentlemen exactly meet my 
approbation, 

Ar. YOUNG. I understood the gentleman from Indiana to say the 
other day that he would offer an amendment excepting the General 
and Lieutenant-General of the Army from the compulsory provision 
of the bil. fixing the time of retirement. Do I understand him to say 
now that he withdraws that amendment? 

Mr CALKINS. No; but on the contrary that I insist upon it. 

Mr YOUNG. On that point I wish to ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion: Is not that amendment a violation of the spirit as well as the 


ee of the law 7 
Mr, CALKINS. No; I think the gentleman will exactly agree with 
me that there may come a time W in the language of the bill, 


these gentlemen may become incapacitated for command of the Army, 
and at such time there ought to be a discretion which the gentleman 
will readily agree to be placed in the hands of the President to retire 
them after SOYAN o age of sixty-five years. 

The CH. . The time of the gentleman has expired, 

Mr. YOUNG. But when they reach that age you o it obliga- 
tory that they shall be retired; that is, they be retired at sixty- 
five years 8. — 

Mr. CAL S. No; I do not, but leave it discretionary with the 
President to retire them under sixty-five years of age. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BRAGG. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order. 

Mr. BRAGG, May I be itted to ask how four speeches have 
been made in favor of retaining these gentlemen since two amend- 
ments were pending ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that gentlemen withdrew 
by unanimous consent, and then the party rising renewed, the amend- 
ment and obtained the floor to submit remarks. 

Mr. BRAGG. I wish to call attention to the fact that the chair- 
man isin error. The gentleman from Tennessee withdrew the last 
amendment, and he did not move the amendment pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana renewed it. 

Mr. CALKINS. And spoke to it. 

Mr. BRAGG. The original amendment came from the gentleman 
from Ohio. The gentleman from Ohio suspended temporarily his 
amendment to allow gentlemen on the one hand and on the other to 
speak and it stands poy in the same condition now. 

Mr. SPARKS. I hope the gentleman in charge of the bill will 
allow the gentleman from Wisconsin an opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. YON. There has been but one five minutes on the amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gegtleman rises to oppose the amend- 
ment he is in order, but he was not in order in offering an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the amendment of 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. BUTTERWORTH, ] and opposed to the 
amendment of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois, 
[Mr. HENDERSON, ] from the Committee on Military Affairs, of which 
I am a member. 
mittee in opposition to it. 


d Ido not stand alone as a member of that com- 
The committee carefully in~ estigated and 
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considered this subject. The committee called before it officers of 
the Army to be affected by the provisions of the bill as reported by 
the Committee on Appropriations, and that committee heard from 
the lips of those officers withont one single objection that the vitality 
and life of the Army depended on the passage of that law. And why 
should you come here now and insist that we, as a legislative body, 
know more of what the necessities of the Army are, know better 
what is required than do those who have the direct charge and man- 
ment of it? 
am no hero worshiper. But I will say that I am not willing to 
stand second to any one in respect for gallant service rendered to 
the Army of the United States by any soldier, no matter what posi- 
tion he occupied. Iam 8 willing to pay all honor and re- 
spect to General Sherman. 8 taf has a ydoneit. It 
has conferred upon him honors never held but by two persons in the 
history of this country before that time. He stands recognized not 
only by the American people, but by the whole civili world as 
one of the greatest captains of his age. Citizens, municipalities, 
States, all have done him honor. He holds the highest rank that 
any man can hold in our service, a rank conferred upon him by the 
legislative power of Con out of compliment for his distinguished 
service. He is satisfied with the honors which have been heaped 
upon him, and he tells us that the Army of which he is the head can 
best be served by the retirement to private life of those officers whose 
age will warrant their retirement, and who have received honors 
and rank. When we are asking that all respect and honor shall be 
conferred upon the major-generals in the service, it seems to me that 
we forget that there are in the Army of the United States men who 
commanded divisions and corps during the late war, whose records 
are as brilliant, whose achievements contributed as much to the 
success of the Army, as those who now hold more exalted rank than 
they do. 
17 was not the men who commanded armies, corps, or divisions, or 
brigades that brought about the entire success of the Union Army 
during the late war, It was the sturdy volunteers of the line, man- 
By officers of the line, who were present in the line of battle, 
rather than the men who were often miles away sending orders ver- 
bally by gentlemen of their staff. I say, Mr. Chairman, that these 
men now holding inferior rank who did honor to our Army, these 
men who won glory and renown upon the field and whose brilliant 
conduct in the service of this country with their commands furnished 
the stars which shine upon the shoulders of those gentlemen in more 
exalted positions, so that they now dazzle the eyes of members of 
Con have the right to be heard and the right to a recognition | retirement, it must be regular in its operation; otherwise it is un- 
by this body as well as the men who now hold the more exalted rank. | just. For why should you retire those below before you give them 
There stands the colonel of the Seventh Infantry, a man who was | a chance for ordinary promotion? If you say that the higher officers 
a major-general of volunteers and one of the chief actors in the bat- | of the Army, those who stand at the top, shall never be moved, 
tle of ee e e the same man who since the war fought one of | then those below must be retired at an inferior rank. And if you 
the hardest-fought Indian battles of the age, the battle at the Big a this compulsory retirement with these exceptions, you do not 
Horn, who has served his whole long life-time in the Army; one of the | do justice to Army, but you do injustice to all the lower grades 
very few officers who always believed that the battles were to be | of the Army, because you leave the line of promotion shut up, and 
won by the volunteers because they possessed the education and the | drop them out below and not above. 
training and the spas that made the élite of the Army; a man who Iam told that the distinguished gentleman who is at the head of 
believed in discipline, a man who disciplined and controlled his | the Army says in effect, I would rather remain in the command 
forces, and made the volunteers under his command a power in the | of the Army; I do not want to be retired; but if we have a law and 
line, and taught them how to fight. that law is to be consistent, if it strikes me let it strike me.“ If that 
Here the hammer mny be true, then it is as patriotic a position as he ever occupied, on the 
. HAZELTON. I unanimous consent that the time of the | field or off it. 
gentleman from Wisconsin be extended for five minutes. Mr. UPSON. May I ask the gentleman from New Jersey one ques- 
There was no objection. tion? Is he not aware that the line of promotion does not apply to 
Mr. BRAGG. As I stated, he taught the volunteers how to fight, | the General and Lieutenant-General ? 
and gave credit and respect to the volunteer army and taught Mr. ROBESON. 1 am now speaking of what the General himself 
that mili discipline was the essential to success. Iam the last | says. Of course the line of promotion applies to the major-generals, 
man, Mr. Chairman, who, as a volunteer, will be willing to stand | many of whom are as distinguished and as much loved in the hearts 
here on the floor of this House with my mouth closed without paying | of their compatriots and as much thought of by the masses of the 
my fig Bei to the man who taught me what little I ever knew of | country as those who have been distinguished and selected out for 
war will not withhold paying the tribute of my respect upon this | higher honors. Now, if you make an exception of those major-gen- 
floor to the man who drill and alae E the brigade of volun- | erals, then every man who otherwise would be entitled to his pro- 
teers under his command in the atm of the Potomac until he made | motion as a major-general must be retired as a brigadier-general, for 
that command worthy and capable of meeting the famous Stonewall | he will reach the age before the time of his promotion comes. There- 
Brigade of Jackson, and under whose training and discipline and 
leadership received the proud title of the Iron Brigade of the West 
for its unflinching bravery upon many a hard-fought field. That 
brigade, sir, was the child of Gibbon. Most of its members “sleep 
the sleep that knows no waking.” Their bones lie moldering on 
scores of battle-fields, from Gettysburgh to Appomattox, and the sur- 
vivors, for whom I speak, ask that such 3 shall be enacted 
that General Gibbon shall wear again the stars which he proudly 
won in war and which never shone on shoulders more worthy to 
bear them. A major-general in war, in peace, after a life-time given 
to his country’s service, he is the colonel of the Seventh Infantry, 
Standing first upon the list of colopels in his arm of the service. 
Shall it be said that such soldiers shall have no promotion because 
the eyes of Con are dazzled by the glittering of the stars of the 
favored few, who now occupy the highest gradesin their profession, 
or shall we not rather, having honored them with the full measure 
of glory, recognize at last the worth of those who were the rounds 
ie he ladder upon which others have ascended to the topof the tem- 
ple of fame. 
There is the gallant, dashing, cavalry officer, Ronald McKenzie, 


who as a major general in command of volunteers won glory and 
honor in the Wesley Merritt is another—but I have not time 
to enumerate all of those gentlemen, but turning to the Army Register 
you will find ten, fifteen, or twenty of these men who now hold sub- 
altern positions in the regular gee and who by the 2 of 
the Chief Executive, concurred in by another branch of the legisla- 
tive power, hold commissions conferred for gallans and distinguished 
services in the American Army upon the field of battle. 

It is for all these men I pein when I speak for the passage of this 
provision. I mean no disrespect to their superiors; they have en- 
joyed all the honors of position to which they are entitled, and they 
will continue to receive and enjoy the admiration and respect of 
their countrymen so long as they live, and their memories will be 
cherished long after the memorial shaft shall mark the restin place 
of their mortal part. Let them pass into the quiet, eful walks 
of life; let them stand back and let those men who have never re- 
ceived the consideration to which they are entitled come to the front 
and receive their reward. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. HENDERSON. ] 

Mr. ROBESON addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman from New 
Jersey rise? 

Mr. ROBESON. To advocate the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate on the amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. STEELE. Except by unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to yielding five minutes of 
time to the gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. ROBESON ?] 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROBESON. I am in favor of this amendment, Mr. Chairman, 
upon general principles, and I desire to discuss it without feeling or 
withont sentiment. It is admitted, as far as I understand, by almost 
everybody that we should apply the doctrine of compulsory retire- 
ment to the Army. All the officers of the Army whose opinion is 
entitled to respect recommend it, I understand. Now if you are going 
to apply this process of compulsory retirement you must apply it 
upon some principle. The reason bac yon make it compulsory is 
that you do not care to leave to anybody either the power or the 
burden of discriminating. No one then stands in the condition that 
he need apply, or that he need bring his friends to apply, or that he 
need use personal or political influence to change it. 

That is the first reason. If you are going to have a compulsory 


fore, I say if we are to have the law at all, let us have it consistent 
as a whole worthy of the deliberate legislation of Congress upon an 
important subject, not with exceptions which destroy the whole spirit 
of the enactment and eat out the heart of its effect. 

TheCHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment tothe amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BAYNE, Will the Chair state what the amendment is? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read the amendment to the 
amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was read. 

Mr. ATKINS. If we vote “ay,” as I understand, we will vote to 
pat all grades on the same footing in regard to retirement, 

The CHAIRMAN. Those who vote ay“ vote to extend the re- 
tirement to all officers who havereached the age mentioned. Those 
who vote ‘‘no” vote to except the General, Lieutenant-General, and 
the present major-generals. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 62, noes 17. 

So (farther count not being called for) the amendment to the 
amendment was a; 1 to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the amendment of. 
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the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] as amended by the 
amendment of the „ from Ohio, [Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I Vill repeat that I was instructed by the 
Committee on Appropriations to accept this amendment except the 
proviso which has now been stricken ont. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How does this amendment change the bill? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It authorizes the retirement of officers 
after thirty-five years’ service, and makes it see gears after forty 
years’ service; and I may say there is not one officer in a hundred 
who is not over sixty-two years of age after serving forty years. 

Mr. ATKINS. I will say, as a member of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, I for one dissent from the action of the committee in this 
matter. The gentleman from Ohio represents the action of the 
majority of the committee correctly, but I dissent from it. 

Mr. CALKINS. I ask that the amendment as it has now been 
amended be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

enaka out all of the pending paragraph after the word “act,” in the seventy- 

five 


line of the same, and insert the following provisions 


either as an officer or soldier in 
he N therefor to the 
be retired from active service and placed on the retired list, and when 


on the list, and no act now in force shall be so construed as 
limit or restrict the retirement of officers as herein provided for.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is this question divisible? If it is, I desire the 
question to be put first on striking out the portion of the pending 
bill which the amendment . — 97 — to strike out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The is of opinion that the amendment 
as it now stands before the committee is incapable of division so as 
to leave two substantive propositions, 

Mr. HOLMAN. The motion is to strike out all of the paragraph 
after line 78 and insert certain words. I submit the motion to strike 
out and the motion to insert are two separate propositions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion to strike out and insert is indi- 
visible, and the whole proposition is before the committee as a mo- 
tion to strike out andinsert. The subject-matter of the amendment 
must be divided if any division at all is made, 

Pir e being taken on the amendment as amended, it was 

0 > 


. MAGINNIS. I move to amend the Paragraph by inserting at 
the end of the amendment just adopted the following: 

That such officers as have received the thanks of Congress may be 
retired on pay. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I make a point of order against that 
amendment. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I know a point of order will lie against the 
amendment, and if it is insisted upon I will withdraw it. 

Mr. CALKINS. I move to add to the paragraph as amended the 
amendment which I indicated on Saturday last. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

But this provision shall not spply to the present General or Lieutenant-General 
of the Army, but they may be at the age of sixty-five years, at the discre- 
tion of the ident. 

Mr. CALKINS. I do not care to make any argument on it, but 
will allow a vote. 

Mr. BRAGG. I make a point of order against that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRAGG. It is the same as the provision which was embodied 
in the amendment offered by instruction of the Committee on Mili- 

Affairs, and which was struck out by the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HENDERSON. It is not exactly the same provision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The propositon of the Committee on Military 
Affairs included major-gen and they are not included in this 
amendment, 

The amendment of Mr. CALKINS was not to. 

Mr. BRAGG. I now move the amendment which I indicated on 
Saturday last, to come in at the end of the pending paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That ma ne yg who is supernumerary to the permanent 

ed by law may, at his own request, be 
hae gy ed mit shall therew f receive one ta trad DNR allowances for each 
five years of his service, but no officer shall receive more three years’ pay and 
allowances in all. 


Mr. BRAGG. That amendment is offered by direction of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It is substantially the law now. 

The amendment was 7 to. 

The Clerk read the following: 

Subsistence Department: 

= eg of 25,000 3 an additional 6 Soy sergeants 

{laundresses,) 1,805 civilian 2 125 contract 88. 200 h 
ners 


military convicts, and 500 p of war, (Indians, ) in all 10,476, 
8 each; for difference between cost of rations and commuta’ 


8 
to distan in advance of the of June, 1882: 


posi 


SOARTEN to the cost of all subsistence stores sold to officers and men, except 


rices, not incluđing cost of „ upon 
manding a 3 or detachment, or in charge of a hospital, that the supplies aro 
necessary for the exclusive use of such company, detachment, or hospital: And 
ided further, That the cost price of each article shall be understood in all cases 
of sales to be the invoice price of the last lot of that variety of article received by 
the officer by whom the sale is made. 
Mr. HENDERSON, I move to amend a portion of the paragraph 
ust read by striking out of lines 106 and 107 the words “except to- 
cco, as provided for in section 1149 of the Revised Statutes” and in- 
serting r the word “ hospital,” in line 114, the words and save 
also that tobacco shall hereafter be furnished to the enlisted men of 
the pe at cost price only, under such regulations as to cash or 
credit sales and mode of payment as are prescribed for other articles 
held for sale under section 1144 of the Revised Statutes.” And in- 
stead of taking up the time of the committee by any remarks of my 
own, I will to have read an extract from the annual report of 
the Commi -General of Subsistence for the year 1881. 
Mr. MAG S. Let it be printed in the RECORD as a portion of 
your remarks. There will be no objections to the amendment. 
Mr. HENDERSON. I will make that request. 
There was no objection. The extract is as follows: 


man mon 
— of me cost of 


their pay in the same manner as then provided for the settlement of clothing 


At the succeeding session, by act of July 28, (section 1144, Revised Stat- 
utes,) the office of sutler was abolished and the Subsistence Department was 
required to furnish for sale to officers and enlisted men such articles as should be 


designated for the purpose by the inspectors-general of the Army, and if not paid 

for when purchased, the amount due to be d otad by the paymanter at the naxd 

rar ‘ollowing 
easures 


eee eres ene money due by enlisted men for tobacco should be de- 

ducted as then for the 

an 

both the Su 5 g 
in g and issuing the tobacco to the enlis 

issues to the Subsistence 


Department, in 
issues the men on the rolls, in summing up those cha by the Pay- 
3 on the pap-relis af the entire Army. rir in the inal transfer, 2 


expensive. 

"pee investigation it furthermore appears that since the tobacco law first went 
into „up to the date of this report, about $23,000 worth of tobacco has 
ed to the enlisted men of the Army, the money value of which will never 
be transferred from the aj a of the Pay Department to those of the Sub- 
sistence Department, owing to deaths, desertions, forfeitures, and other contin- 
gencies of ce occurring after the men had drawn their tobacco and before the 
next pay-day had arrived. 

When the law of 1866 (section 1144, Revised Statutes) came to be putin operation, 
the existing system of furnishing tobacco to enlisted men was allowed to remain 
undisturbed. It has been sw that section 1149, Revised Statutes, supple- 

ented by section 1301, has vested a right in the enlisted men to have the tobacco 
farnish: them on credit if they so elect, while it has been held optional with the 
Secre of War whether sales under section 1144 shall be for cash exclusively or 
on credit. In my opinion, this distinction between tobacco and other articles is an 
unreasonable one, and has arisen out of the fact that the two laws were at 
different times and without reference to each other. Ican ive no valid reason 
why tobacco for smoking purposes, for instance, furnished to enlisted men under 

m 1149 on; n be paid for in cash the same as is now re- 
mired of him for the pipe in which to use it, which is sold him under section 1144. 
es of articles under section cannot under existing orders be made on credit, 
except, in certain cases, where men are serv in the field or have not been Tega" 

larly paid. As the amount of tobacco to be sold each man per month will be 
ited to the small quantity he can individually consume, it can impose sad ee hard- 
g periods 


and 5 of reduc- 
ing the expenses connected with the pene nie e to enlisted men, I ear- 
y recommend that sections 1149 and 1301, Revised Statutes, be re and 
that section 1144 be 
line, the words ‘incl 
„1144. The officers of 


ship upon him ifheis TT 
when he is regularly paid by the Pay Department. 
With a view, therefore, of simpli: the accoun 


ve recommended, be adopted by Congress, will then take its place 
among the other articles directed to be kept for sale to officers and enlisted men, 
and be controlled by the same rules as to quantities to be sold to each individual, 
&c., resulting in a great simplification of accounts and consequent reduction of the 
expenses now connected wi plying tobacco to the enlisted men of the ronda A 
I earnestly bespeak the favorable recommendation of the Secretary of War 
behalf of the measures here proposed. 


The amendment oropan by Mr. HENDERSON was adopted. 
The Clerk read the remainder of the paragraph, as follows : 
That no part of the sum hereby s 


or expended in the investigation of claims under the act of 
An act to restrict the j ction of the Court of 


riated shall be used 


-General's Department, and which th 55 8 5 eee 
sary: ‘s t, w e Quartermas meral or — 
ress terms and wi nent eee eee eee Be 


1864, and the acts and resolutions amendatory thereof and suplementary thereto, ` 
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Ltr gina and authority to have examined and adjudicated, and to report to the 
hird Auditor with recommendation for settlement. are hereby transferred to the 
Court of Claims; and, subject to the restrictions herein, said court shall determine 
the loyalty of the claimants at the time when their property is alleged to have been 


taken or furnished for which the claims are e respectively, and, having so 
determined the loyalty of a claimant, shall then determine the value of said claim- 
ant s property taken or furnished the Army of the United States, if any, and re- 
port the same, with the names of the claimants respectively, to the next regular 
session of Congress; and all cases where the said court shall determine the 
claimant was disloyal at the time when said claimant's peoperty was taken for or 
furnished to the Army of the United States, it shall proceed no further thereon or 
iu respect thereto; and said court may, under such rules and regulations as it 
shull prescribe, consider the evidence, depositions, ailidayits, and exhibits on file 
in the Quartermaster-General’s Department and Commissary-General’s Depart- 
ment in reference to said claims respectively. But nothing herein shall be so con- 
stried us to authorize said court to find in favor of any claimant except upon proof 
of all the facts required to be established by said act, acts amendatory thereof; 
nor shall this provision be so construed as to confer upon said court jurisdiction 
to hear and determine any claim or claims which the Quartermaster-General or 
Commissary-General is not now by law authorized to hear and determine under 
said act; nor shall any claim determined by the Quartermaster-General or Com- 
missary-General before the transfer provided for herein is made be reopened or 
relicard by said court; and nothing in this act shall be construed to extend the 
time in which claims shall be filed or be forever barred. 


Mr. BRAGG. I desire to make a point of order against a portion 
of the paragraph just read. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be corrected 
in these respects: in line 136, after the words“ Court of Claims,” 
strike out the semicolon and the word “and” and insert in lieu 
thereof a comma; and in line 137, after the word “ herein,” strike 
out the comma and insert a semicolon and the word “and.” That 
portion of the paragraph will then fead : 


Are hereby transferred to the Court of Claims, subject to the restrictions herein; 
and said court shall determine the loyalty of the claimants, &c. 


Mr. REED. I think that had better be done after the point of 
order has been disposed of. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is simply to make this printed bill conform to 
thé provision as originally drawn. It is now a rint. 


Mr. REED, I think that can be done after the point of order has 
heen disposed of. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I think we had better discuss the point of order 


upon the bill as it was intended to be. This is simply a typograph- 
ical error. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will hold that it is the right of the 
Committee on Appropriations to perfect the bill 33 to the 
instructions of that committee before entering upon a consideration 
of the bill or upon the consideration of any point of order. If the 
bill is not now as the committee intended to have it, the Chair will 
hold that it is the right of the committee to perfect the bill. 

Mr. REED. Do I understand the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock ] to y that this is a misprint? 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is what I desire to say. 

Mr. REED, Then I have no objection; I supposed this was all 
right. I understood that this was correct, not a misprint. 

Ir. HISCOCK. My understanding is that this is a misprint. 

Mr, REED. I think there is a wide difference between the two, 
But if this is a misprint, the gentleman has a right to have it cor- 
rected; if not a misprint, he has not that right. 

Mr. HISCOCK. As the original manuscript was written, as I recol- 
lect it, it was in the form which I now propose to correct this bill. I 
think I ought to know, for I was present. 

Mr. REED. All I ask is the gentleman’s statement to that effect. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suppose the misprint here is occasioned by the 
fact that the manuscript was probably not punctuated; I canaccount 
for it in no other way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 1 re ee from New Vork asks permission 
tocorrect the text of the bill in accordance with the action of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. Is there objection to this correction ? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I rise to object to the change, 
because it changes the entire meaning of the proposition as presented. 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon the statement of the gentleman from 
New York, [ Mr. arroan itne chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, that in the bill as now before the House there is a mis- 
print, so that a part of the bill as printed is not the report of the 
committee, the Chair would feel obliged to hold that the gentleman 
from New York has a right to make the correction, because the bill 
comes before this Committee of the Whole by authority of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations; and that committee surely a right to 
correct an error for which it is not responsible. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then the Chair, as I understand, directs that the 
correction be made. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair directs that the correction be made. 
The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr, BRAGG] made a point of order 
upon some portion of this paragraph. The Chair requests him to 
state now the part to which his point of order applies. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ought not amendments to be first received to the 
paragraph before considering the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires first to hear the point of order, 
it might possibly cover so much ofthe substance of the paragraph as 
to make it impossible to entertain amendments. 

Mr. BRAGG. I made my point of order inst the entire pro- 
viso; and in . this point I shall discriminate between the 
gest clause of the 8 


The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman state the lincs to whieh his 
point of order applies? 

Mr. BRAGG. My point of order applies to the proviso beginuing 
on line 118 and going down to line 165 inelusive. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state liis point of order. 

Mr. BRAGG. The point of order is, first, that this is new legisla- 
tion. Upon that question there can be no controyersy. Second, it 
is not germane to the bill. What is this bill? It is a bill making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiical yearending 
June 30, 1833, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Upon what part of the bill does the gentleman 
make his point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon ali that portion of the paragraph begin- 
ning with the words “nand provided further,” in line 118, and extend- 
ing to the end of the paragraph. 

Mr, REED. And upon kaoh sentence of it. Is that the under- 
standing? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I call for a division of the clause against which 
the gentleman makes his point of order; and I submit the Chair 
should determine now how many different propositions there are as 
to which he will entertain the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the gentleman from 
Wisconsin includes in his point of order all of the paragraph follow- 
ing the word“ made,” in line 118. 

Ir. HISCOCK. I understand that; but I suppose we have a right 
to demand a division of the proposition against which the gentle- 
man makes his point of order, and are entitled to a ruling upon each 
particular part. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must respectfully decline to make a 
ruling as to the subdivisions of the matter referred to until the point 
of order has been stated. 

Mr. REED. I desire it to be understood that if the gentleman 
from Wisconsin does not make it, I wigshto make a separate point of 
order with regard to each sentence. But I understand from him that 
he intends to cover the entire provision as to the whole and all its 
parts. I hope he may be able to gratify the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on pre riations in that rue 8 ; 

The CHA The Chair will withhold his decision npon the 
different subdivisions until the point of order has been stated. 

Mr. BRAGG. I say, first, that the entire proviso—every line of it 
is subject to the point of order, I say, secondly, I had a suspicion 
that the Appropriations Committee had ingrafted on the bill one 
clause of this provision, thinking it was to be the salvo that would 
drag the balance of the Paragraph through with it, and I am glad 
to see my suspicion was well founded, for I hate to be hard as 
when I think I have displayed a sort of prophetic vision in looking 
forward as to what the action of the committee would be in the 
future. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I say to the gentleman that he need not entertain 
any “suspicion” upon any fact connected with this bill, because if 
he will take the trouble to inquire he will be informed precisely 
what the papon was, and he need not let it rest in “suspicion.” 

Mr. BR . Well, Mr. Chairman, I will not let it rest in suspi- 


-cion ; but I will state publicly to the House my belief that the pro- 


vision “that no paxs of the sum hereby appropriated shall be used 
or expended in the investigation of claims under the act of July 4, 
1864, entitled ‘An act to restrict the jurisdiction of the Court of 
Claims, and to provide for the payment of certain demands for quar- 
termaster’s stores and subsistence supplies furnished to the Army of 
the United States, and acts and resolutions amendatory thereof and 
supplementary thereto,” wasincorporated by the Appropriations Com- 
mittee with no purpose in the world save to make the argument npon 
the floor of this House that in making an appropriation of money the 
House has aright to limit its use, and that this provision limiting 
the use of the appropriation would take through with it that por- 
tion of the provision which is subject to the point of order. Now 
what does the bill show to authorize me to make that statement ? 
If you will turn to page 10 you will find a clause providing that none 
of the money appropriated shall be used to pay expenses of investi- 
gating claims in the Quartermaster-General’s Department. So that 
if yon designed it simply for the purpose of limiting the use of money 
for which you make the appropriation you have incorporated a clause 
at the close of the appropriation providing that none of that money 
shall be appropriated. And when you inserted in the commencement 
the appropriation and attached the other clause to it, I say I havea 
right to infer, when you used it twice, you used it once for one pur- 
pose and at another time for another service. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in considering that prov iso you must consider 
it as a whole. [Mr. Hiscock rose.] I decline to be interrupted. 
Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman may be right and my recollection 
is-——— 

oe CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Wisconsin declines te 


eld. 
Mr. BRAGG. If there is any question about it, I will read it. It 
is as follows: 


Provided, That no part of the foregoing sum shall be used or expended in the 
investigation of claims under the act of $ uly 4, 1864, entitled “An - to restrici 
the Juriediction of the Court of Claims and to provide for the payment of certain 
demands for 5 stores and subsistence supplies furnished to ths 
Army of the United States,” and acts amendatory thereat. 
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I was about to say, Mr. Chairman, this proviso must be consid- 
ered asa whole. I will treat of it in that way. There may be parts 
of the proviso, if they were separated and detached and by them- 
selves, which might not be subject to a point of order; but when a 
committee in drafting a provien incorporates any substantive mat- 
ter subject to the point of order, the proviso, in considering the point 
of order, must be construed as an entirety and cannot be considered 
in fractional parts. 

This is a bill making appropriations for the support of the Army 
of the United States. What is this proviso? This is a proviso to 
re alaw limiting the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims, to create 
the Court of Claims as a court peving jurisdiction to determine claims 
which do not now belong to it, and making provisions to regulate 
the practice in that court. It is notin any sense germane to this 
bill. Ithasnoconnection whatever with the Army, butitis the repeal 
of a clause affecting the judicial departments of the Government, 
and creating a jurisdiction that does not now exist, and declaring 
the nature and kind of proof that shall be received as evidence in 
that jurisdiction, to be-created upon an Army bill. 

And it is introduced here by gentlemen I have heard ery ont b 
the hour against riders“ upon appropriation bills. It is going bac: 
to the old practice of the Republican party. You put the Southern 
claims commission on an 1 bill; you put the election 
laws on an appropriation bill; your excuse for all that was that in 
the days of reconstruction the condition of the political elements of 
society in certain sections of this Government required certain legis- 
lation should be enacted, even though you stretched parliamentary 
laws, and even a sense of riety to rani fei Be But those days 
have all passed away. e have been advi by the Republican 
House, they have all passed away. We have listened to their lec- 
tures day after day, and we come in the Forty-seventh Congress, with 
all meekness, to say to our masters: Carry out those wise and benefi- 
cent rules you laid down to ub as the proper basis upon which Con- 

should act in the passage of appropriation bills, 

But, oh, no! No sooner have you seized the helm of power than 
you come into this House and attempt to create a judicial establish- 
ment under an Army appropriation bill! And the result will be that 
you may look at the Revised Statutes, you may look at all the gen- 
eral statutes of the United States, if this act shall pass, from this 
time on, and you will never find the jurisdiction conferred on the 
court unless you go back to the sessions laws and hunt up this appro- 
priation bill. 

So, I submit, Mr. Chairman, it is not ies I submit, it does 
not on its face reduce expenses as a whole. There is nothing to 


show the expenses will be reduced either in the verbiage or otherwise. 
It simply shows you flee from one swarm to a new swarm to suck 
blood from the T of the United States. And acting on all 


well known rules, I think the Chair ought to infer that a swarm that 
was already half or two-thirds fed will not be nearly so ravenous as a 
new swarm to which they propose to transfer these claims. 

Mr, HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I suppose now it is proper to have 
the Chair indicate the propositions involved in this amendment 
against which the point of order is made, that the point may be dis- 
cussed with reference to them specifically. And I will say here, in 
reply to the gentleman from Wisconsin, that the only purpose the 
committee had in inserting the clause, that no part of the sum hereby 
appropriated shall be expended, &c., was out of abundant caution. 
As it occurs in one part of the bill it is aimed at amounts provided 
for the Subsistence Department, and in the other at amounts for the 

nartermaster-General’s Office. And therefore this is inserted in 
that way and in abundant caution, that no part of either ecg ik 
tion shall be expended for the reason that both the Commissary-Gen- 
eral and the Quartermaster-General have jurisdiction of the claims 
that the bill seeks to have transferred to the Court of Claims. Now, 
what I ask of the Chair is—and I will say further in this connection 
that we have not intended to iz anything through or conceal our 
p toanyextent whatever. Isup the proposition contained 
in the bill, “that no part of the sum hereby appropriated shall be 
used or expended in the investigation of claims under the act of July 
4, 1864, entitled ‘An act to restrict the jurisdiction of the Court of 
Claims, and to provide for the payment of certain demands for quar- 
termaster’s stores and subsistence supplies furnished to the Army of 
the United States,’ and acts and resolutions amendatory thereof and 
eee e thereto” is a distinct proposition of itself, and is a 
proposition of itself, and one which must be ruled upon independ- 
ently of the others, and cannot be used to lu N e subsequent 
provisions of the bill at all. It is to be upon independently of 
the other provisions, and to be voted on by itself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
New Lork that he is quite willing to rule upon the point raised, and 
to designate certain subdivisions in connection with it. But the 
Chair desires to state that if he now indicates these subdivisions as 
asked by the gentleman from New York he would in effect pass upon 
some portion of the paragraph. The Chair is entirely willing to rule 
upon the subject-matter embraced in the point of order made by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not desire that. I ask for a division, and ask 
that the Chair rule in their order upon the propositions contained 
in the bill as the Chair divides them. 

Mr. WILSON. Before the point of order made by the gentleman 
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from Wisconsin shall be passed upon, I desire to say that asI under- 
stand it the expenses incurred by the Quartermaster-General in the- 
investigation of this class of claims are paid out of the money aris- 
ing from the Army appropriation bill. i 

. BUTTERWO By law they are so payable. 

Mr. WILSON. Then, the law provides that tho Quartermaster - 
General shall take from the fund set apart by the Army appròpria- 
tion bill an amount of money sufficient te pay the expense of exam- 
ining these claims. Now, if the committee in reporting this bill 
shall deem it wise and proper to provide for the transfer of these 
Quartermaster and Commissary General claims to the Court of Claims, 
it seems to me that it is germane, and I for one cannot see any objec- 
tion to the transfer. It is certainly in the line of economy, and hence 
meets the point made by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

I can show from the report of the Quartermaster-General, the re- 
port of the Commissary-General, the report of the commissioners of 
claims, and the report touching the action of the Court of Claims, 
and other documents accompanying the President’s message, that 
this transfer is not only germane, but that it is in the line of econ- 
omy. It was in 1878, I believe, that the Quartermaster-General re- 
ported the cost of examining each claim in his Department in round 
numbers at $32. I have his report for the last year before me, and 
taking the number of claims examined and the cost of examination, 
it appears that the cost of examining each claim was about $36, 
while one of the claimsso examined and reported upon only amounted 
to 83. From the report of the Desde oneal it appears that the 
average cost of 1 Sate of each of the claims in the Court of Claims 
does not exceed $12, and the cost of adjudication by the commission- 
ers of claims does not exceed $10 for each claim. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Before that clause is passed upon I desire 
to be heard for a moment. 

Mr. BRAGG. Will the gentleman from Ohio permit me to call 
attention to the act of July 4, 1866, which this operates upon? - 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. ‘I did propose to call the attention of the 
Chair to that clause and the subsequent clauses—— 

. B The point to which I desire to call the attention of 
the Chair and the gentlemen having charge of the bill is that one of 
these provisos is superfluous ; because it is said by the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations that one of these provisos was 
made to prevent the expenditure of the Quartermaster-General’s 
money, and the other the expenditure of the Commissary-General’s 
money. Now, as to the act of the 4thof July, 1864, all adjudications. 
are made by the Quartermaste1-General, not by the Commissary-Gen- 
eral at all, who has no jurisdiction over them. Hence that distinc- 
tion does not apply to the commissary and is useless, because the act 
does not give him weiter N 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. e gentleman from Wisconsin is in error, 
There are two classes of these claims; some of them are to be deter- 
mined by the Quartermaster-General and others by the Commissary 
Department, But I will call the attention of the chairman to the 
law presently, and the gentleman from Wisconsin will find on exam- 
ination that he isin error. The point of order is made against this. 
clause because in the first instance it is alleged not to be germane. 
How that can be serionsly insisted upon I cannot understand. Two 
departments of the Army are, under the law, charged with the per- 
formance of certain duties, and appropriations are made from year 
to year to enable the departments to discharge these duties. Now, 
what are they? As my friend from Wisconsin suggested, the act of 
1864 charges the Quartermaster-General’s Department with—what ? 
It does not make it permissive, but it charges him with the perform- 
ance of a specific duty. What is that? To investigate or cause to be 
investigated certain claims from different localities when presented 
by ere Semi He, the Quartermaster-General, is charged with 

at duty. 

The next section of the act of 1864 devolves a like duty upon an. 
officer of the Army; that is the Commissary-General; hence in the 
clause of this bill which is the subject of the point of order, we are- 
dealing with the duties of the Army and with the appropriation neces- 
sary to enable the officers charged with the performance of those- 
duties to discharge them. Hence it cannot be correctly said that it 
is not germane to provide in this bill for regulating those duties or 
for abo shag them, 

Mr. BRAGG. Ifthe gentleman will permit me, I will say I find. 
the section referred to by the gentleman from Ohio on the next page. 

Mr. BUTTERWORT. There are two sectiens; one in regard to- 
one department, and the other in regard to the other. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I rid og the gentleman from Wisconsin finds 
now there is no und for the suspicion that there was anything 
concealed in the bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Hence its eness is too Japans to 
be questioned. It relates to the Army; to the duties of part of its 
officers ; to an appropriation for the discharge of those duties. We 
may enlarge the duties of an officer; we may contract them ; or we 
may order them to be performed in one locality or ancther; and we 
of high gs with reference to the duties with which the officers of 
the Army are charged, 

Now, as I said, under theact of July, 1864, and the resolutions sup- 
plementary thereto these cular officers are enjoined to perform: 
certain duties, in the ormance of which certain expenses must 
be incurred. I want to call the attention of the Chair to this, in. 
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considering whether the operation of this clause does retrench ex- 


penditures, As the Chairman has alread, it is incumbent 
on the Chair to consider existing law and the necessary and logical 
result of the provision in view of existing law and in view of all 
regulations promulgated in pursuance of existing law. He is allowed, 
and not only allowed but required to examine the records of these 
debts, where they are made up in pursuance of existing law. He is 
required, if necessary, to look at the rolls of the several departments 
if the appointments are made in pursuance of existing law. He is 


requ to look at any section of the statute now in force which re- 
quires the employment of 1 peed by any of the de ments in the 
rosecution of these claims. I cannot be mistaken about that because 


it is common sense and the rule of construction with which every 
lawyer is familiar. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, on that point I desire to call the attention of 
the Chair to a ruling in the last Congress, given by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] as chajrman of the Committee of the 
Whole. The point of order, as you will remember, was made touch- 
ing a rider upon an appropriation bill; not a rider, as we thought, in 
the direction of economy, but a political rider. That was the point 
of discussion between us and the bone of contention, but not as to 
whether it was improper to attach a rider, but whether it was im- 
proper to attach a political rider and carry it through, attaching it 
to an appropriation bill, compelling the wants and needs of the 
country to dese through a measure obnoxious possibly to a large 
majority of the peo le of the country. And however that may be 
I do not allude it except to show the logic and the reason assigned 
by the chairman at that time for deci that the amendment 
under consideration was germane and in order. 

The occupant of the chair at that time in Committee of the Whole, 
the gentleman from Illinois, in discussing the duty of the Chair in 
the matter of 1 6 the purview, the force and the effect of an 
amendment to the bill, used this language : 

In deciding 
that the rules of the last House have not formally 
House. Without any expression of opinion upon that 
the responsibility of deciding this question upon its 

As the present occupant of the chair discussed that point of order, 
he will remember very distinctly what the point of order was. 

Mr. BRIGGS. You shonld read what the gentleman from K 
(Mr. HASKELL, ] who now occupies the chair, said about it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iwill,ifIhavetime. But I want to show 
that for a stronger reason the clause of this bill is in order if the clause 
which was held to be in order in the last Congress was indeed in 
order, The chairman went on to say: 

The point of order raised upon the pending section is this: that it changes 
existing law— 

So does this— 
that it is not germane to the pending bill, and that it does not retrench expendi- 
tures. 


Mr. BRAGG. What was the clause? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It was that which said troops should not 
be used to keep the peace at the polls; a sentence with which we 
have all become reasonably familiar. 

Mr. BRAGG. The clause conferred no jurisdiction on any court 
to try any one. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The chairman went on to say: 


this point of order the Chair will not take shelter behind the fact 
been ted as the rules of this 
t, the Chair will take 


And there is as little doubt about those two propositions so far as 
the pending bill is concerned. 

It relates to the use of the Army, or the uses to which it may be put. The ob- 
ject of the bill is to provide a support for the A kindred subject to that 
would be the kind of service the Army is e: 
performed are closely allied to the matter of Army support. 
not mean ymous, but something nearakin," * closely allied,” or relevant” 
to the subject-matter to which it is applied. The Chair is therefore of the opinion 
that the section is 6 to the pen bill. J 

But the 15 serious question involved is this: Does the section retrench 
expen 

Then he says: 

In conside: this question the Chair will take into view the Constitution of the 
United States, 


o acts of Congress, o provisi e 
mentary rules and practices of the a pone —— tho A evi aps 
court might take judicial cognizance. 

He gora on to refer to the fact that every paper and document and 
law of which a court would take judicial cognizance the Speaker or 
chairman of the Committee of the Whole is called upon to notice in 
Deering upon a point of order raised as that was. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Was there any appeal from that decision? 

1 BRAGG. Will the gentleman from Ohio permit me to interrupt 

im 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH, Certainly. 

Mr. BRAGG, If the first clause of that proviso be separated from 
the remainder of it, then you will have a case exactly parallel with 
the case made by the decision in the last Con, regulating the con- 
trol of the Army and the use of the money applicable to the pay of the 
Army. I do not think the point of order would lie st tasa 
separate proposition; and if, under the direction of 


e chairman of 


the Committee on Appropriations, or the gentleman having charge of 
this bill, this provision can be so divided that the chairman can rule 
upon the first portion as a separate and distinct proposition, I will 
make no point of order against it; for I am perfectly willing to eut 
off the pay of these officers. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend from Wisconsin concedes that 
the first clause of this portion of the bill, providing that no part of 
the sum hereby appropriated shall be Keak for the investigation of 
the claims mentioned in the act of 1864, is in order. And if it were 
not conceded, it is in my judgment absolutely too clear to need any 
argument. 

wish, however, to call the attention of the Chair to the fact that 
the employment of these agents is recognized by existing law. 
When an officer is charged with the performance of a duty, the per- 
formance of which involves the employment of others, the Chair of 
course will take notice of that fact. And if the pending provision 
prorat the officer from performing such duty, it certainly will not 
e urged that it is not in the line of retrenchment. The act of 1879 
recognizes the employment of these agents for the prosecution of this 
work. In section 2 of the act it says: 


That agents eros under een of sections 2 and 8 of the act of 
qaly 4, 1864, entitled An act to ot the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims, 
and acts 3 thereof,” to investigate and report the claims filed under 
said act, are hereby au orized to administer oaths and affirmations, and 
the deposition of witnesses. 


The existence of these agents and of their employment by the 
Quartermaster’s Department is recognized by the statute all through. 
Here is an officer charged with the performance of a duty which 
can only discharge by the employment of others and the expendi- 
ture of money. The statute of 1879 recognizes the necessity of that 
expenditure, and speaks of the agents employed by the Quarter- 
master’s Department. Beyond that the Chair will recognize the 
fact from the records of these several offices that these agents are 
employed. Can it be questioned, therefore, that this provision re- 
trenches expenditures? I think not. 

Mr. BLOUD Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
with a question right here? 

Mr. B ERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand that the gentleman is claiming that 
this provision retrenches e ditures use of the expense of 
sending out agents to take testimony in connection with these claims. 
It cut off the payment of these agents by the Quartermaster’s De- 
5 and Commi s Department in the discharge of the 

uties under the act of 1864. of those Departments are charged 
with the investigation of claims. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think I understand the gentleman. Now, when. 
these claims are transferred to the Court of Claims, will not the court 
do the same thing in re to investigating these claims? Has not 
the court that pores under the law? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend’s point would be good, if in 
transferring these claims to the Court of Claims we further provided 
that the same agents and employés heretofore employed by the Quar- 
termaster and Commissary Departments shall perform the duties. 
with which they are now charged. 

Mr. BLOUNT. There may be a little more in it than that. Iwas- 
simply asking for information. I desire to call the attention of the 
f to section 1075 of the Revised Statutes, which reads as 

ollows: à 

The Court of Claims shall have power to appoint commissioners to take testi- 
mon So Be naps te Ses Sav eChgatien of Chale Sie Saag GOREN thy to prescribe 
the fees which they shall ve for their services, and to issue commissions for 


the n such testimony, whether taken at the instance of the claimant or of 
the Uni States. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now does not my friend see that the point 
of order only reaches to this extent? Will this provision, this clause, 
in its operations retrench expendituresin these departments? I can- 
not say but what the Court of Claims might expend $25,000,000 if 
they had the authority, That, however, comes only from a course 
of 5887 herd it may possibly expen * 

Mr. REED. In other words, in order to oppose this point of order 
you must avoid a course of reasoning. 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. That is not so. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I call the attention of the gentleman to a state- 
ment which he made awhile „Which was that the Chair must 
take notice of the legislation of the country now in existence. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And if that #s true, why should not the provision. 
of the statutes which I have read be taken notice of in the transfer 
of these claims to the Court of Claims? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The Chairman gave a complete answer to 
the gentleman a few minutes ago when he said that he would take 
notice of the POETAE of existing law, but not what a particular 
officer may in exercise of his discretion do under that law when 
he is not charged with the doing of that thing. Now, the Court of 
Claims is not charged with expending money in the employment of 


these 805 
Mr. BLOUNT. The Court of Claims is with the duty of 
eens these cases; and that is one of modes of investi- 


gating. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly; but it does not follow by any 


to take 
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means, either logically or otherwise, that they will expend money 
for that purpose. 

And another thing in connection with the clause relating to keep- 
ing peace at the polls. Itdid not follow that although that restric- 
tion should be placed on the officers of the Army, they would not 
therefore change the Army from one quarter to another, and thereby 
increase expenditures, That did not follow. And so in this case; 
the Court of Claims is not charged by existing law with the duty of 
employing these agents, though the performing of their duties may 
involve an expenditare equivalent to this. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the gentleman from Ohio yield for a question? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WHITE. I understood the gentleman from Ohio to say that 
it was clear this bill would economize. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have not an earthly doubt of it. 

Mr. WHITE. The gentleman assumes that the Court of Claims is 

oing to dispose of these cases much more economically than the 
Quartermaster: Generals Department is now doing. I want to call 
the gentleman’s attention to this clause of the bill, beginning at 
line 153: 

But nothing herein shall be so construed as to authorize said court to find in 
favor of any mant except upon proof of all the facts required to be established 
by said act and acts amen coy et nor shall this provision be so construed 
as to confer upon said court ju ction to hear and determine any claim or claims 


which the Quartermaster-General or Commissary-General is not now by law author- 
ized to hear and determine under said act. vi 


Now, if the Court of Claims is to hear and determine the same 
class of claims now being determined in the Quartermaster-General’s 
Department, will the gentleman please make it clear how that court 
is going to do it more economically than the Quartermaster-General’s 
Department now does it? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, so far as that particular question 
is concerned, I will illustrate by a very simple proposition. If my 
friend could eat a watermelon in five minutes of course five men 
could eat it in one minute. [Laughter.] Applying ‘the logic of 
mathematics,” which my friend from Maine was pleased to tell us 
about the other day, if it takes one Quartermaster-General five years 
to determine a certain number of claims, it seems to me that five 
judges, each one more capable, each one more ready, each one more 
i reset each one better fitted, would do it in vastly less time. 

. REED. But the whole five must take part in the decision, 
and consequently all can go only so fast as the slowest, according to 
the “logic of mathematics.” The gentleman had better sit at ny 
feet a good deal oftener, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will whenI want to be confused. When 
I want a man to assume what is not in the record I will always go 
to my friend from Maine, 

Mr. REED. The gentleman knows that all the judges of the 
Court of Claims, or at any rate a majority of them, must decide each 


case, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Does my friend from Maine pretend to 
stand here and say that all these judges will sit and go over each 
case together? lof them investigate one case at a time? He 
knows better than that. [Mr. REED rose.) Now keep your seat; 
* our soul in patience, and let faith have its perfect work.” 

r. REED. It requires a good deal of “‘ patience ” while that sort 
of talk i going on, 

Mr. B ERWORTH. The gentleman knows that the cases are 

distributed among the judges of the court; the conclusion of each 
is reported to the full court, and affirmed or dissented from. The 
gentleman knows that perfectly well. 
Mr. WHITE. I rise to a question of order. The gentleman from 
Ohio permitted me to ask hima question; and he was diverted by a 
t watermelon” story and the “logic of mathematics.” I hope he 
will now return to the answer to that question. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The question propounded by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky as to the economy of this method was discussed 
here at great length the other day; and I havereferred to that argu- 
ment since I have been on my feet. 

The investigation and preparation of the eases for devision is made 
in the Court of Claims, as in the Supreme Court and elsewhere, by 
the individual judges. The court, it is true, rendersjudgment; but 
the judges do not all sit together all the time, four of them listening 
while the fifth reads a paper, and thus all devote themselves to ex- 
amining one case at à time. They divide the cases, a certain num- 
ber being investigated by each member of the court. 

One other suggestion and I will conclude. As to the division of 
this clause, I take it that under the rufes of this House the ultimate 
purpose and ab of the whole clause must be considered. If it 
treats of one subject, is in the- line of economy and is germane, the 
Chair will not permit it to be divided simply because the grammat- 
ical constraction will allow sucha division. Stil, if it is in the proper 
sense of the term divisible, I am willing to have a vote upon such 
portion separately. I insist, however, that the provisions of this 
«ause are so blended together that it ought not to be divided. We 

re to relieve certain officers from the performance of certain 
duties and transfer them to another department. The whole pro- 


vision deals with asingle subject-matter, and it occurs to me it ought 
to be considered as a whole and voted upon as a whole. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will request (although there is no 
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rule governing the matter) that as nearly as possible members speak- 
tag apu questions of order will confine themselves to five minutes, 

r. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, as to the question whether 
it is a wise amendment or not, that can be considered when the dis- 
cussion takes place upon its merits. Iam inclined to think it would 
be wise to adopt it. : 

On the question of order, however, it oceurs to me that while it 
changes existing law it does appear upon its face toretrench expend- 
itures. The act of 1864 and the amendments thereto proxies that 
the Quartermaster-General and the Commissary-General may employ 
agents with a view to the investigation of these claims. Regulations 
are made under provisions of public law as to how they shall be em- 
ployed. Their salaries are fixed. You take notice of these regula- 
tions by law. The chairman takes notice of them, of course, and 
the court takes notice of them. So, then, this appropriation is te be 
consumed under these regulations in the employment of clerks aud 
quartermasters’ agents recognized from time to time by public law, 
which must be taken notice of in the decision of the pending ques- 
tion of order. 

This amendment says that those agents shall not be longer em- 

loyed. In other words it takes from the Quartermaster-General and 

Jommissary-General the power to employ those agents for the pnr- 
pose of investigating this class of claims, It then goes to work to 
change existing law by transferring those claims to the Court of 
Claims. Upon its face, then, does that increase expenditures? Not 
at all, because the Court of Claims exists by virtue of law and it exists 
whether this amendment is adopted or not. On the face of this bill 
no gennem can point to a single line or sentence by which there 
will be any increase of expenses whatever in the event these claims 
are transferred to the Court of Claims. The transfer makes no in- 
crease in the Court of Claims. Their salaries run and that court 
exists whether you transfer these claims to it or not. On the con- 
trary there is a decrease of expense the moment you take them frem 
the Quartermaster-General’s Office and require that he shall not ex- 
pend this money in the payment of these agents. 

In changing existing law, Mr. Chairman, therefore, it does retrench 
expenditures. 

nd having said that much I wish to say in addition but a single 
word in reply to the gentleman from Wisconsin, [Mr. Brace.) I 
came in as he was concluding his remarks. Now it occurs to me, 
from the remarks which he submitted here the other day that the 
ghost of the “riders” placed upon the appropriation bills by the Dem- 
ocratic party three years ago will not down at his bidding. But this 
is not a rider in the sense that those provisions were to which he 
makes reference. This is no more a rider than the provision already 
passed upon by this committee with the gentleman’s approval retix- 
ing certain officers of the Army at the age of sixty-two years. That 
is a change of existing law and so is this, but neither of them is a 
rider in an objectionable, political sense, such as nullifying upon 
appropriation bills existing laws by withholding appropriations 
poren erp their enforcement. 

Mr. BRAGG. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question? 

Mr. CANNON. In a moment. They are not such a rider, objec- 
tionable in a political sense, as were those which proposed to nullify 
existing law, and which were agreed to, if you please, in a political 
caucus by which the alternative was presented, you shall have noth- 
neun you take that rider. 

. BRAGG. Will the gentleman yield to me now? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; for a question, 

Mr. BRAGG. Let me ask the gentleman whether his definition 
would not have been more complete and exact had he stated it to be 
a change of existing law placed on an appropriation bill by the Denio- 
cratic party ? ; 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; not at all. The gentleman sustained his 
pany three years ago when riders were adopted on appropriation 

ills and I apprehend approved that action. I am sorry that ghost 
will not down now at his bidding. That question is dead and gone, 
and his party failed uponit. This is a permane proposition, not 
coming into this House by the dictation of a pasty. caucus, but pre- 
sented to the House in good faith, to be quietly and calmly consid- 
ered. Iregret the e ee cannot consider it upon its merits, but 
must constantly revert to the past and bring up matters with which 
it has nothing in the world to do. 

Mr. REED. It seems tome, Mr. Chairman, that this argument has 
proceeded either on a misconception Ww other 3 or by ee 
self as to the rule which governs the House, If we are to take the 
arguments which have been made here to-day, we should imagine 
that there was a rule of this House which permitted amendments in 
defiance of existing law when they simply reduced expenditures. 

Now, there is no such rule, if I read the language aright, only a 
certain class of amendments that reduce expenditures, only a cer- 
tain class of changes of 3 law are admissible; and all reduc- 
tions of expenditures outside of these classes are just as inadmissi- 
ble as amendments which do not reduce expenditures. 

Now, if the committee will follow me in the reading of the only 
Sana of the rule which applies to this matter, I think I cau make it 
plain: 

Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto changing exist- 


ing law be in except such as, bein, to the su matter of the bill, 
g pt g germane bject- 
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0 United States, or by —— ame 8 covered by the b 

Now, that last clause only refers to amendments, for an amend- 
ment is the only thing that can reduce the amount of the bill. Con- 

uently, the only Changs of existing law that is admissible in a 
bill reported by a committee is one, and must be one, which is first 
rmane, and secondly is one that shall retrench expenditures by 
fhe reduction of the number or salaries of the officers of the United 
States or by the reduction of the compensation of any person paid 
out of the ä of the United States. And more than that, no 
provision shall be admissible—not merely the whole project for the 
change must be germane and reduce expenditures in this way—but 
every provision of it must do it. 

In the first pag en this as a whole does not reduce expendi- 
tures in either of these three ways; andin the second place all of 
the provisions except the first section are not germane to the bill, 
and if you strike out the last two clauses—the last clause and all 
that follows after the first sentence—I maintain that the other has 
no standing, for the reason that it is only a matter of inducement 
used to Bee tho rest of it in here. I submit to the Chair that all 
except the sentence is plainly inadmissible. It is not germane 
tothe bill, because a proposition to put certain claims before the Court 
of Claims for adjudication cannot be germane to a bill which is in 
regard to the sustenance of the Araye Nor does it reduce the num- 
ber of persons in the employ of the Government, nor their salaries; 
nothing of that sort is attempted. It is only provided that they 
shall not receive their sustenance or pay from a certain quarter; but 
as long as they are employed, under existing law they may obtain 
their rights in the Court of Claims. It seems to be perfectly plain 
that there is no part of this portion of the clause that is admissible 
under the rule; and it cannot seriously be questioned, I imagine, that 
a proper construction of the rule would require that the whole of it 
beyond Se first sentence must be stricken out under the point of 

er made. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Maine who has just addressed the committee may be entirely correct 
in the propositions he has laid down, but it is quite certain that his 
propositions are not in the line of provions authorities, or in har- 
mony with previous rulings upon the subject. In the Forty-fifth 
Congress this same appropriation bill for the support of the Army 
received a very elaborate discussion. There were many points of 
order made against its various provisions, and some of them similar 
to the one now ponding. My friend from Illinois, Mr. SPRINGER, was 
then chairman of the Committee of the Whole, and the question of 
order was early raised upon a similar provision. I want to call the 
attention of the Chair to the points then made and the decision 
which followed. When the second section of the bill was reached 
it was found to contain a provision in the following words: 

Src. 2. That the number of cavalry regiments ing sci reduced to six, and the 


number of infantry a AR to fifteen. And the ent is hereby authorized 
and required, on or before the Ist day of July next. or as soon thereafter as prac- 
ticable, to cause these reductions to be made, by the consolidation of regiments, 
troops, and companies, the transfer of the enlisted men of the discontinued regi- 
8 or otherwise, as, in his opinion, may be best calculated to enforce the pro- 
visions of this act. 


Mr. HALE, then a member of the Committee on Appropriations of 
this House, made a point of order against that provision, and he 
took the précise ground which has been taken here by gentlemen 
who have made points of order against the provision now under con- 
sideration. An elaborate discussion took place with which I shall 
not trouble the committee, but the Chair made a decision upon the 
point of orderwhich I desire to have read. I ask the Clerk to read 
the portion which I have marked. 

: e Clerk read as follows : 


The CHAIRMAN. The present occupant of the chair was called upon to decide 
a point of order on the Indian appropriation bill at the first session of the Fi — 
fourth Congress, and in that decision it was held that in construing Rule 1 
the Chair would not resort to evidence aliunde, or to speculation or ent, but 
would limit his inquiries to the face of the bill, to the specific terms of the section 
in question, the law of the land, and the parlimentary rules and practices of this 
House, in determining whether a section or asian fe ermane or whether it re- 
trenches expenditures or not. If it 1 the face of the bill, or of that 
oe of the bill on which the point of order is made, that it retrenches expend- 
ee the Chair will hold the provision to be in order. The Chair also held 
that the abolition of an office is prima facie evidence of a reduction of expendi- 
tures. it is evident that if an office is dispensed with the expenses would 
be reduced, for no appropriation would be required for that office. 

Mr. HALE. Nothing is said about offices in this case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair assumes that a regiment consists of a (e tain number 
of officers and men, more or less, and that the expense of supporting sixteen regi- 
ments would be less than that of supporting twenty. 

Mr. HALE. The text of the section does not show that 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no appropriation in this section, and the Chair assumes 
that it would cost the Government less to support sixteen regiments than it would 


to sup’ twenty. 
Sa, Posten, Toss the Chair decide that this appropriation is in the line of econ- 


omy ? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that upon the face of the section it retrench: 
40 ayia by 1 5 the number of regiments in the service. erie E 


7 decide that 
JJ Seo he spies Sa eee DIT 

Mr, HEWITT, of New York. Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me 
every point made is covered by this decision and this precedent. 


allow me to 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, Will my frien 
XUI—163 


call his attention to the fact that the old Rule 120 is not the same 


as the present rule under which we are f . The lan 

of the present rule is very much more 8 e . 
in three lines, as the gens eman will see. That language was ve 
carefully adopted in the Forty-sixth Congress, and I think he wi 
see the decision he has cited is not applicable to the present discus- 
sion. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I followed the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. REED] as he reported the rule, and it seemed to me the limita- 
tions of the rule would not exclude the provisions of this section. 
Certainly it is germane to this bill to make-appropriations for the 
support of the Army to direct in what way and howthe money which 
is appropriated 1 be expended. 

Mr. REED. How abont the rest of the clause? That applies to 
the first sentence. How about the Court of Claims part of nai Does 
the gentleman from New York think that would be germane? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Yes; in this sense as part of the 
n result of the limitation of expenditures produced by the 
first clause of the section, there is a uction of duty. That duty 
must survive, must go somewhere. It is assigned to the Court of 
Claims. It is directory, and directory as the result of a provision 
which it seems to me is clearly proper to be attached to an Army 
appropriation bill; and in that sense, I suppose, it is a necessary 
part of the machinery of the bill. 

Mr. REED. If I do not interrupt the gentleman from New York. 
I would like to call his attention to the language of this new rule: 

Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto— 

Not any amendment, not any section; but it says: 

Nor shall any provision * * * changing existing law be in order. 

Every provision has got to accord with the idea of limitation of 
expenditures. Now the language of the new rule is very peculiar, 
quite different from the language of the old rule, and limits the 
power of amendment immensely, The old rule was: 

Noa riation shall be reported in any such a n T 
in hen ane amendment thersto for any eee e pro 2 Ae 
by law, unless in continua tion of ap 8 for such public works and objects 
22 TTT 
subject-matter of the Dill shall retrench expanaitares: s 

But it did not say how it shall retrench expenditures as the present 
tule does, 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. This is a provision whichis germane 
to the subject-matter of this bill and it does change existinglaw. It 
retrenches expenditures, because it relieves the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral’s Department from an expense to which it heretofore been 
subjected by the provisions of the existing law. 

r. REED. If the gentleman will permit me to interrupt him 
again I wish to say the new rule does not stop at “shall retrench 
expenditures,” but goes on to add— 

33388 tan penn Agr Ras te T aT ee Tea jeniegd | 

e uction 0} e compensation 0 rson 0 e 0 

o United States, Kc. E 9 

Now, nobody is discharged by this bill; nobody’s compensation is 
reduced. The only provision is that this shall not be paid out of a 
particular fund. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Now, I will call the attention of the 
gentleman from Maine to the fact that that precise objection was 
made when it was pro to reduce the number of regiments from 
twenty to sixteen—that nobody was discharged; but the Chair said 
he would take izance of the effect. 

Mr. REED. at was under the old rule. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I beg the gentleman’spardon. This 
rule says: 

Shall retrench tures by the reduction of the number and of the 
officers of the Unites Staten f miary 


The Chair said he would take cognizance of the fact that if duty 
is discontinued there would be a reduction of officers, of salaries, and 
of expenditures. And therefore, for the very reason the gentleman 
from ine gives, I hold this is within the express la: of this 
rule, for it does that very ee unless the Chair refuses to take cog- 
nizance of the fact which I believe he will not do. 

Mr. HOUSE. Mr. Chairman, there are two classes of cases before 
the Quartermaster-General’s Department, both of which this bill re- 
fers to the Court of Claims and only one of which, I think, ought to 
be so referred. At the proper time I shall offer an amendment to 
that effect—to refer only one class of claims now before the Quarter- 
master-General to the Court of Claims; and itis that class of claims 
in reference to which he has taken no proof and incurred no expense, 
but which remain in his possession wholly uninvestigated. 

I will indicate the amendment that I propose to offer. In line 120, 


I propose to insert, after the word “expended,” the words“ in the 
taki of proof,” so that it will read “shall be used or expended in 
the taking of proof.” In-line 127, after the word“ and,” ropose 
to strike out the word “undetermined,” and insert “ vesti- 


ted.” 
E The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the gentle- 


man from Tennessee to the fact that it is ge late in the after- 
noon; and the Chair would desire to hear the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee upon the point of order. 

Mr, HOUSE, I am coming to the point of order directly, and as 
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directly as I possibly can. Ipro also, in line 128, after the word 
“ ee ee eee it occurs she essen time, to insert ‘in refer- 
ence to which the evidence has not been fully taken.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, my object would be to refer to the Court of 
Claims all the cases in the Quartermaster-General’s Department in 
reference to which he has taken no proof. That, I think, will cer- 
tainly be in the line of economy. t would that cut off? It 
would cut off very nearly, in the language of the rule, the employ- 
ment of all these special agents that he sends out to different por- 
tions of the country, whose hotel bills have to be paid, and who 
remain in those localities at a 3 expense. t certainly 
would reduce expenditures in the reduction of the number of officers 
and employés of the Government. It would cut off that very large 
expenditure that is the t item of 2 in the Quartermaster- 
General's Department the expense of these special agents whom he 
has to send out to investigate the claims. 

In reference to all that class of claims where the proof has been 
taken and the expense already incurred, I would let the Quartermas- 
ter-General go on and dispose of them. 

Mr. W. N. Why not let the Court of Claims have the benefit 
of that evidence? 

Mr. HOUSE. I do not know the Court of Claims want to have 


Mr. WILSON. They can act upon it. 

Mr. HOUSE. Socan the p yet rei actuponit. That 
proof is already taken, and I would not subject these small claimants 
to the expense of a change of tribunal after the Government had gone 
to the expense of investigating the claims in the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral’s Department. 

In reference to the uninvestigated claims where the proof has not 
been taken, I would transfer them to the Court of Claims, where they 
can certainly be much more economically investigated than under the 

rocessess now in vogue in the departments of the Quartermaster- 

neral and the Commi -General. I think that is evidently in 

the line of retrenchment. Now, in regard to the point of order made 
under this rule: - 

2 1 1 3 . 3 to nee bj — Pe Pine 

w n order, exe subjec 0 e 
bil, ahell retrench axpeattitures. 7 iat 


The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] says, ‘shall retrench ex- 
penditures in a certain way.” Certainly; but how? I read from 
the rule “ by the reduction of the number and of the officers 
of the United States.” That is just what this provision does. It re- 
duces expenditures by the reduction of the number of these special 

mts that are sent out. And unless the gentleman makes a tech- 
nical objection upon the word “officers” this reduces expenditure 
because it certainly reduces the number of these agents. You wi 
then have no use for them. Why? The cases will go to the Court 
of Claims, and, under the rules and a of that court, the 
proof will be much more economically taken, both to the Govern- 
ment and the claimant, than it is now. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Allow me to call the attention of my 
friend to the fact that the rule which he has quoted saysin the same 
paragraph, by the reduction of the compensation of any person 
paid out of the Treasury of the United States.” Now these agents 
are dha with a certain duty which involves the expenditures 
of money, and this provision cannot but result in the reduction of 
9 


. REED. There is where you are obliged to go into a course of. 


reasoning to which you pe e 

Mr. HOUSE. I thi this bill should be amended in the respect 
I have indicated it would not be subject to the point of order. I 
do not know that it would reduce expenditures at all to transfer 
claims to the Court of Claims where the proof has already been 
taken, for that expense has already been incurred and we must pay 
it. But in reference to cases which have not been investigated by 
the Quartermaster-General’s and Commissary-General’s Departments, 
the investigation can take place in the Court of Claims under the 
more just and more economical processes of that court. 

The committee rose informally. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed and requested the con- 
currence of the House in bills of the following titles: 

50 bill (S. No. 108) granting an increase of pension to Abagail S. 
ilton ; 

A bill (8. No. 453) for the relief of Thomas F. Riley ; and 

A bill (S. No. 698) relating to lands in Colorado lately occupied by 
the Uncompahgre and White River Ute Indians. 


A MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in dic, kom the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 


Mr. BLOUNT. The question is not now upon the merits of the bill, 


n a reasonable construction of the rule. 
HITE. I rise to a point of order. 


but u 
Mr. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. WHITE. My point of order is that under the rule no member 
is allowed to speak more than once upon a question until other mem- 
bers have been heard who desire the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. And the Chair will adhere to the direction of 
the rule. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr BLOUNT] has not yet 
spoken upon this question, and is now recognized by the Chair as 
entitled to the floor. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BLOUNT. The question is not upon the merits of the 
proposition, but whether or not this provision in the bill is in order 
under the rule. 

It has seemed to me that in the pes oftentimes the House has 
clogged itself in the construction of its own rules, so as to prevent 
the very intention of those rules from being accomplished, and espe- 
cially the very rule now under consideration. 

What was the object of this Rule XXI? It was intended that there 
should be no legislation on an appropriation bill unless it should be 
made to distinctly appear that the legislative provision of itself re- 
trenched expenditures. It was not enough that the language used 
in a given sentence or p: ph by its own force retrenched ex- 
penditures, but that from the text itself there was a retrenchment 
of expenditures. The question was whether the provision of the 
bill worked any genuine reduction of expenditures. 

Now let us examine this provision in that light. What is the alle- 
gation made? It is that in the Quartermaster-General’s Depart- 
ment there are employed certain persons to take testimony in a cer- 
tain class of claims, and that t provision prohibits the further 
8 of such persons, because the duties will be transferred 
to the Court of Claims. If that were all, then the abandonment of 
the work by these persons would make it most clear that there was 
a retrenchment of expenditures. But the provision does not stop 
there; it does not stop with abolishing these special agents now em- 
plored under the direction of the Quartermaster-General. It goes 

urther, and provides for the transfer of these duties to the Court of 
Claims; and will 8 undertake to say that this very duty of 
taking testimony both for and against the Government will not be 
incidental to an inquiry into these claims by the Court of Claims? 
I apprehend not. ill any reasonable person hold that these claims 
are to be considered by the Court of Claims bereft of any power of 
es the Government by the 8 st them ? 

think not. The very moment these claims are transferred to the 
Court of Claims, under the organization of that court, the powers 
belonging to it will at once take effect upon these claims, and ex- 
penditures for the taking of this very testimony by commissioners 
will occur, 

Now, it has not been made to appear, as it must be made to appear 
to the Chair before he can decide this provision to be in order, that 
there will be any more economy when this testimony is taken by the 
Court of Claims than when it is taken by the Quartermaster-General. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is entirely ready to rule upon the 

int of order. [Cries of“ Rule!“ The committee will bear the 

hair witness that during the present session Rule XXI has received 
from a chairman of the Committee of the Whole a construction, 
acquiesced in by the Speaker of this House, by which the rule has 
been made much more narrowly and closely operative than it was 
before, that decision holding that every separate provision of an 
. bill might be scrutinized, and ruled out or ruled in 
according to the judgment of the occupant of the chair. The Chair 
makes this remark before calling attention to the provisions of this 
bill, in order that the committee may see that he is following strictly 
the line of precedent of this session. 

The Chair pro to take up the W be ing in line 118— 
the first line referred to by the gentleman from Wisconsin—and go 
through all the provisions that follow, deciding upon each accordi 
to Rule XXI. e Chair finds that the provision beginning wi 
the word ‘‘and,” in line 118, and concluding with the word “thereto,” 
in line 126, is a provision which changes existing law, to be sure, 
but is germane since it relates to the Army or the War Department ; 
and although changing existing law, the Chair sees clearly that it 
retrenches expenditures in one of the three ways provided by Rule 
XXI, in that it throws out of employment a certain class of persons 
in the Quartermaster-General’s Department and provides none to 
take their places. The Chair will hold this portion of the text, 
therefore, to be in order, it being germane, and though in contra- 
vention of the present law, 9 expenditures, and therefore 
in accord with the provisions of Rule XXI. 

Beginning with the word “and,” in line 126, and concluding with 
“claims,” in line 136, is another clear and distinct provision of the 
bill. Now, the Chair desires the committee to take these two pro- 
visions and look at them in view of the logic which underlies that 
great principle of parliamentary common law that a motion to strike 
out and insert is indivisible for reasons which must appeal to the 
mind of any parliamentarian. What have we here? Certain busi- 
ness is stricken out from the jurisdiction of the War Department and 
inserted in that of another Department of the Government—a change 
of law, but a retrenchment of expenditures in the way 1 by 
Rule XXI. Proceeding upon the logie which controls the rule that 
a motion to strike out and insert is indivisible, the Committee on 
Appropriations, finding certain business in the War Department, had 
the right under the rule to take it out of the War Department and 
to put it in another Department, if by this change of law a retrench- 


ment of expenditures would be effected as contemplated by Rule XXI. 
It had this parliamentary right, no matter how unwise the proposed 
legislation might be. 

ut haying disposed of these first two provisions, striking out this 
business from the jurisdiction of the War 5 and putting it 
into the Court of Claims, the power and right of the committee under 
the rule referred to is exhausted. The Chair holds that merely to 
strike out this business which has been intrusted to the Quarter- 
master-General’s Department and leave it altogether unprovided for, 
could not be contemplated by the operation of any reasonable rule; 
and the Chair will not so construe. He therefore holds that this pro- 
posed transfer of ee ee as to a certain class of claims from the 
Quartermaster’s Department to the Court of Claims, being a germane 
proportion, and one that retrenches expenditures, is admissible under 

e rule. 

But (and the Chair regrets to make this decision, yet it is in the 
strict line of the law governing the p ings of this House) in 
the provision from the word “claims,” in line 136, down to the end 
of the paragraph, the Committee on Appropriations leaves the sub- 
jects of the War Department and the Army. When the Chair turns 
to the title of this bill he sees that it is an appropriation bill for the 
support of the Army; but in this provision from the word “ claims,” 
in line 136, down to the end of 8 the committee is out- 
side of the Army, outside of the War Department. There is noth- 
ing in the language ee pa or having reference to appropriations 
for the War Department or the Army. In this provision the com- 
mittee undertake to introduce a set of rules for the guidance of the 
Court of Claims, a part of the judicial establishment of this Govern- 
ment. The Chair therefore holds that all that portion of the phrase- 
ology begi gin line 118 and concluding with the word “claims,” 
in line 136, is in order; and that the provision following, undertak- 
ing to confer new powers and duties upon the Court of Claims, is not 

ane and must be stricken from the bill. The Chair therefore, 
this extent, sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish to inquire whether the Chair in makin 
this decision has borne in mind the reading of the bill as correctec 
by the Committee on e e to-day, making it read, “are 
hereby transferred to the Court of Claims, subject to the restrictions 
herein. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did bear that in mind. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then, as I understand, the Chair holds that in 
transferring this jurisdiction to another tribunal we cannot transfer 
it surrounded with the same guards and limitations as in the tribu- 
nal from which we take it? 

The CHAIRMAN. If it had appeared that the words “ subject to 
the restrictions herein” simply meant to transfer these claims sub- 
ject to the restrictions existing and attaching to the claims in the 
Quartermaster-General’s Department, the Chair might have ruled 
differently; but the ee of the Chair was that the restric- 
tions referred to were the provisions following in the paragraph, 
directing the Court of Claims how to proceed. If the gentleman from 
New York can assure the Chair that what the phraseology of this 
bill really means is that those claims, with all the restrictions now 
existing, are simp] to be transferred to the Court of Claims, the 
Chair would hold that provision in order; but if, in the view of the 
gentleman from New York, those words simply refer to the phraseol- 
ony following by way of direction to the Court of Claims, then the 
Chair must rule the provision out. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will say to the Chair that the provision com- 
mencing “and subject to the restrictions herein“ was with the ut- 
most care drafted with a view of limiting the Court of Claims, when 
this subject is transferred there, to precisely the same jurisdiction 
which the Quartermaster-General has had with reference to these 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair undoubtedly holds that the phrase- 
ology of the bill is wise, as a matter of fact. But when the Commit- 
tee on ros phe ringette in preparing an Army appropriation bill have 
exhausted their power with reference to the y or the War De- 
partment, and the appropriations therefor, they are estopped from 
going on and 8 regulations for the judicial establishment 
of the Government, or for one of its courts. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I did not desire, of course, to cross-examine the 
Chair in reference to his decision. I was extremely anxious to have 
made some suggestions on this question before it was disposed of, 
because the suggestions I would have made would have gone pre- 
cisely to the point which I think is involved here. I wish to call the 
attention of the Chair to this fact, that every single word that is con- 
tained in this section which it holds to be ont of order defines the 
jurisdiction of the Court of Claims over the subject-matter. Not a 
rule of practice, nothing of the kind, but simply taking from the 
Quartermaster-General’s Department the jurisdiction of ain sub- 
ject-matter and transferring it tothe Courtof Claims. Notpointin 
out how they shall manage it, but defining the jurisdiction it shail 
have of it; and it seems to me there is where the Chair has fallen 
into an error. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I rise to a point of order, that this discussion is 
out of order, as the Chair has decided the question and there isnoth- 


ing before the House on which discussion can be 
eC . The point of order is sustained, but debate can 
proceed by unanimous consent. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I understood the Chair to state it would hear 
the gentleman as to whether this is substantially existing law, and 
if so that it would reverse its decision. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire of course 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Idemandtheregularorder. This 
discussion is not in order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. From the remark made by the Chair, and the 
statement made by the gentleman from Illinois, I did not suppose 
the question was settled and determined by the Chair. If that is so, 
then I wish to take an appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The decision of the Chair is settled as given, 
because the gentleman from New York has not yet advised the Chair 
that regulations touching claims were regulations of the Quarter- 
master-General’s Department. 

Mr. SPRINGER. They were such regulations as were in operation 
in the Department, and the bill contemplates the claims should go to 
the Court of Claims under the same restrictions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that, but holds in an 
Army appropriation bill the Court of Claims cannot be directed by 
legislation contained therein. 

r. HISCOCK. And from that part of the decision of the Chair, 
holding that the provision commencing with the word “subject.” 
in line 136, is not in order, I must respectfully appeal. 

Mr. REED. If there is going to be an appeal from a partial decis- 
ion of the Chair, I should like to appeal from that part which rules 
in claims now undetermined. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. One at a time. 

Mr. E of Kentucky. I move the appeal be laid upon 
the table. 

The CHAIRMAN. That cannot be done in committee. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. The 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations appeals from the de- 
cision of the Chair on one of the soy a submitted. Now, I 
understand, if the Chair pleases, it has made two distinct decisions. 
There are two propositions involved, and he has passed on both of 
them. It rules one pass of the provision in and the other part out. 
While I will hearti Roe to sustain the decision ruling in I shall 
vote against it in ruling out. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I appeal from the decision ruling out of order that 
part of the bill beginning with the word ‘‘subject,” and I anpha on 
the distinct ground that the provisions ruled out are not such as in- 
dicate how the Court of Claims shall proceed, but merely limit and 
define the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims. : 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, the appeal first in order is in rogard 
to the clause commencing in the one hundred and twenty-sixth line. 
That the Chair I understand rules to be in order. That such of said 
claims as are now pending and undetermined, &c., that the Chair 
holds to be in order; and from that decision I desire to take an 

, and that is first in order. 
4 8 CHAIRMAN. The Chair will entertain the appeal first in 
order. 

Mr. CAMP. rise tos there can be but one appeal from one 
decision of the Chair. 5 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds in a bill constructed as this 
is, it is its bounden duty to reflect the will of the committee, and 
therefore it will entertain as many appeals as there are propositions 
affecting the disposition of this subject or as are necessary to get at 
the real wish of the committee. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I desire to know what would be 
the effect of an ap from the entire decision. If an appeal is taken 
from the eutire decision and that appeal is sustained, would that 
leave the original text of the bill as reported by the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would so hold from the impossibility 
of dividing the effect. * 
8 Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Then I appeal from the entire 

ecision, 

Mr. CANNON. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CANNON, If I understand, the Chair rules upon three dis- 
tinct propositions. Two of these propositions are held to be in 
order and one is excluded. Now, according to the rule, if I under- 
stand it right, three ap may be taken, or at least two covering 
the propositions, and of course each one would stand upon its own 
merits, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that would be the effect. 
The Chair will state to the gentleman from Illinois that the point 
desired to be reached by the two fas Loa already pending, or the 
two separate actions desired to be taken by the committee to get at 
the text of the bill, as reported for the consideration of the com- 
mittee, will, in the opinion of the Chair, be accomplished by taking 
them seriatim instead of p ing in the manner indicated by 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

The Chair will state for the information of the committee, first, 
as to the appeal of the gentleman from Maine, the effect of which con- 
cerns the second division of the section that was 8 to by the 
point of order, that the decision of the Chair is that this provision in 
the bill, or that portion of the paragraph under consideration shal) 
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reinain a part and ) 
gentleman from ine appeals; an e question now before the 
committee is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment 
of the committee! 
Mx. RANDALL. Pending which, Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the 
„so that we may, between now and 


sel of the paragraph. From that decision the 


committee might as well r 
to-morrow, disentangle these points of order. 

Mr. CAMP. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to the 
Digest, page 207, where it reads as follows : 

An appeal is not in order while another appeal is pending. 


Now, what I desired to say afew moments ago was that the appeal 
must be from the entire decision. In other words, that there cannot 
be two appeals pending at the same time. The appeal must be one 
from the 5 of the Chair on the pending proposition, and is 
not susceptible of division. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York is well under- 
stood by the Chair; bnt the Chair is only proceeding on the assump- 
tion that the committee is willing to get at the three different pro- 
visions of that paragraph, and upon that assumption the Chair was 
acting and hopes the gentleman from New York will not press the 
point of order, but allow the matter to be considered seriatim, as 
the Chair has intimated. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Does the Chair hold that the ques- 
tion must first be taken on the appeal of the gentleman from Maine, 
or upon the appeal from the entire decision ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would think that the question should 
first be taken upon the appeal of the gentleman from Maine; but if 
the gentleman from Illinois insists, the Chair will put the appeal 
from the whole decision first. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Then I must insist upon the ap- 
peal from the whole decision. 

Mr. RANDALL. Pending that, I move that the committee now 
rise. y 
The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having taken 
the chair, Mr. HASKELL reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. No. 5559) making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year en Tous 30, 1883, and for other pur- 
poses, had come to no resolution thereon. 

- UNITED STATES COURTS IN MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. MULDROW, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5662) to amend the several acts in relation to the division of the 
State of 1 into judicial districts, and further to amend the 
several acts in relation to the northern judicial district of the State 
of Mississippi and to provide for the times and places of holding 
United States district courts in said northern district; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

e TEXAS AND SAINT LOUIS RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
H. R. No. 5663) authorizing the Texas and Saint Louis Railway 
ompany to build certain bridges in the State of Arkansas; which 

was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BRAGG, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The chair desires at this time, pending the mo- 
tion to adjourn, to submit personal requests of members and some 
executive and other communications. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. ATKINS, 

for one week from to-morrow, on account of important business. 
LOUISIANA LOTTERY COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a communication from the 
Postmaster-General, in mse to House resolution of March 29, 
relative to Post-Office Department orders forbidding the payment 
of postal money orders and the delivery of registered letters to agents 
of the Louisiana Lottery Company; which wasreferred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

SIGNAL SERVICE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication from 
the Secre of War, transmitting, in response to House resolution 
of January 24, 1882, a detailed statement of all the ap Har of ex- 

mditures of the annual appropriations for the United States Signal 
Ferries from the year 1875 to 1881, inclusive; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

PROSECUTION OF PENSION CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 

1 of o 5 in compliance with a House reso- 
ution of January IIth, information concerning persons prosecuting 
claims before the Pension Office; which 8 to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. ‘ 

AMERICAN CITIZENS IMPRISONED IN IRELAND. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 


from the President of the United States; which was read, and, with 
the accompanying documents, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


To the House of Representatives: 

In partial response to the resolution of the House of Representatives of the 31st 
of January last, Ha the subject of American citizens imprisoned in Ireland, I trans- 
mit herewith a report of the Secretary of State. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


* 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 4, 1882. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Would it be in order to call for the reading of 
that message ? 

The SPEAKER. The message has just been read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I mean the paper accompanying the message, 
which, I understand, is very short. I shall be satisfied, however, if 
it be printed in the RECORD. I make that request. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the report accompa- 
nying the message will be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The report of the Secretary of State is as follows: 


To the President : 


The Secretary of State, to whom was referred the resolution of the House of 
Representatives of the 31st of January last, requesting the President to obtain a 
list of all American citizens, naturalized or native-born, under arrest or imprison- 
ment by authority of the British Government, with a statement of the cause or 
canses of sach arrest and imprisonment, and especially such of said citizens as may 
have been thus arrested and imprisoned under the sus ion of the habeas corpus 
in Ireland, and, if not incompatible with the public interest, that he communicate 
such information, when received, to this House, together with all correspondence 
now on file in the Department of State relating to any existing arrest and impris- 
onment of citizens as aforesaid,” has the honor to inform the President in pes re- 
sponse to this request of the House of Representatives, that for some time past active 
negotiations have been carried on between the two 8 These negotia- 
tions have been conducted in a spirit of entire friendship, and it affords the Secre- 
tary of State 7 1 to acquaint the President that on the 2d instant information 
was received by the Department of State that all the American citizens held as 
— in Ireland had been released except three; and that since that date the 

rther information has reached him that O'Connor, H. Walsh, Dalton, and 
White are not now in prison. The negotiations are still being conducted with a 
view to the release of the remaining prisoners, and the hope is entertained that a 
result will be reached satisfactory and honorable alike to both governments. 


Respectfully submitted. 
i 3 FRED'K T. FRELINGHUYSEN. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington. 


, April 4, 1882. 
BRIDGE ACROSS POTOMAC. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United Sta which was read, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of Con a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, dated March 31, 1882, and accompan report from the Chief of 
Engineers, with its inclosures, relative to the construction of a bridge across the 
Potomac River at or near 3 in the District of Columbia, under the pro- 
visions of the act approved February 23, 1881, in which he requests that an addi- 
tional appropriation of $80,000 be made to give practical effect to the act referred 
to in accordance with the recommendations of the ere oe 


rs. 
A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 4, 1882. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of 
the Sere sna when the Speaker signed the same : 

An act (S. No. 731) appropriating wasi for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a suitable building for a post-office and other 
Government offices in the city of Minneapolis, State of Minnesota ; 

An act (S. No. 768) to accept and ratify the agreement submitted 
by the Crow Indians of Montana, for the sale of a portion of their 
reservation in said Territory, and for other purposes, and to make 
the necessary appropriations for carrying out the same; 

An act (S. No. 1501) for the erection of a public building at Colum- 
bus, Ohio; and 

An act (S. No. st) to facilitate the pa ent of dividends to the 
creditors of the ’s Savings and Trust Company. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. , The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin, [Mr. BRAGG, ] that the House do now ourn. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at four o'clock and 
forty-five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The fol wag memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BEACH: The petition of George E. Enapp and others, for 
the establishment of a post-route between Narrowsburgh and Piko 
Pond in Sullivan County, New York—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

py Mr. BINGHAM: The resolutions of the Philadelphia Maritime 
Exchange, asking that the United States Signal Service be organ- 
ized into a separate and independent department—to the Committee 
on MiiaT Affairs. 

By Mr. BRUMM: The petition of H. H. Marshall and 37 others, 


1882. 


soldiers of the late war, for p of the bill to establish a soldiers’ 
home at Erie, Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CALKINS: Papers relating to the claim of C. C. Humph- 
reys, of Indiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petition of citizens of O’Brien County, 
Iowa, asking that the same encouragement be given to building rail- 
osd bridighe between Iowa and Nebraska across the Missouri River 
above Omaha as below that city—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. CURTIN: Papers relating to the pension claim of Mrs. 
Susan Bayard—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: Papers relating tothe claim of Joseph Ruohs— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of the president of Wayland 
Seminary of Washington, District of Columbia, asking for aid and 
support of normal . the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. ERRETT: The petition of Captain Wikoff, Eleventh United 
States Infantry, relative to the bill for the reorganization of the infan- 

branch of the service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. FISHER: The petition of Captain Charles A. Wikoff, for 
the of bill for the reorganization of the infantry branch of 
the United States Army—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GEORGE: The memorial of the Legislative Assembly of 
Oregon, and of 19 petitions of citizens of Oregon, for an appropriation 
for the improvement of the entrance of Yaquina Bay—severally to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Southern Oregon, for an additional 
appropriation for works at mouth of Coquille River, in the State of 
Oregon—to the same committee. F 

AS the petition of citizens of Oregon and Washington Terri- 
tory, for the improvement of Lewis River, Washington Territory— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of the Astoria Chamber of Commerce, for the im- 
provement of the mouth of Columbia River—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Oregon, for survey and mapping 
of the mouth of the river at Siuslau—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of citizens of Oregon, for theimprovement of Coos 
Bay—to the same committee. 

, memorial of the Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon, 
for the improvement of the mouth of the Columbia River, of the 
Alsea River, and for a harbor of refuge at Port Orford—to the same 
committee, 

Also, memorial of the Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon, 
the petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Astoria, Oregon, and of 
citizens of Oregon and Washington Territory, for completion of locks 
at the Cascades, 5 to the same committee. 

By Mr. GIBSON: The petition of Charles Whitney and others en- 
gaged in the shipping business in New Orleans, against certain pro- 
visions of an act now penato e Congress relative to the introduction 
of contagious or infectious diseases into the United States—to the 
Select Committee on the Public Health. 

By Mr. HARMER: The resolutions of the Board of Health of the 
City of Philadelphia, in favor of the passage of the bill to prevent 
the adulteration of food and drugs—to the same committee. 

Also, the resolution of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, protesting 
against the renewal of patents on steam grain-shovels—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, memorial of importers and dealers in sugar at the port of 
New York, urging the passage of a bill for ad valorem duties on sugar 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Papers relating to the pension claim of 
Alice J. Bennit—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: The petition of Henry Weaver, of Union County, 
Tennessee, for a pension—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of J. P. Edmunds, of Campbell County, and of the 
legal representatives of William C. Smith, deceased, of Union County, 
Tennessee, for relief—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KLOTZ: The petition of thirty-seven soldiers of the late 
war who served in Pennsylvania regiments, for the passage of the 
bill to establish a soldiers’ home at Erie, Pennsylvania—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NORCROSS: The petition of Harriet H. Robinson and 
other members of the Moral Education Society, asking that the sope 
and functions of the National Board of Health may be more y 
defined—to the Select Committee on the Public Health. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: The resolution of the Philadelphia Maritime 
Exchange, favoring the passage of the act 5 for a permanent 
organization of the Signal Service of the Uni States Army—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PAGE: The petitions of citizens of various sections of the 
country, relative to the improvement of Harlen River—severally to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The memorial of the colored citizens of New 
Haven, Connecticut, in favor of the p of the colored commis- 
sion bill—to the Conmittee on Education and Labor. 

Also, the resolutions steel $e at a meeting of citizens of New Haven, 
Connecticut, relative to the imprisonment of American citizens in 
Great Britain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
er Mr. RANDALL: The resolutions of the Board of M 
tion of the 
tary.Affairs. 
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ene thee Maritime Exchange, for a moreeffloient organiza- 
nited States Signal-Service—to the Committee on Mili-. 


By Mr. SCOVILLE: The petition of vessel-owners navigating the 
western lakes, protesting against the extension of steam grain-shovel 
patent—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: The memorial of the Board of Trade of Scran- 
ton, Pennsylvania, for the erection of a public building at that 
place—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SPEER: The resolutions of the General 8 Georgia, 
urging Congress to extend aid to the several States for the advance- 
ment of education—to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Also, the resolutions of the General Assembly of Georgis, asking 
for the establishment of an assay office at Dahlonega, rgia—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SPOONER: The petition of citizens of Rhode Island, for 

assage of the French spoliation claims bill—to the Committee 
oreign Affairs. 
y Mr. P. B. THOMPSON: The petition of Moses Harper, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG: The petitions of John J. Wadsworth and 53 others, 
citizens of Erie, Pennsylvania, of the Baltimore Corn and Flour Ex- 
change, of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, of the Union Steam- 
boat Company of Buffalo, New York, of the Western Transporta- 
tian Company, of the Commercial ee ee Philadelphia, of the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Company, of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, 
of vessel-owners of Cleveland, Ohio, and of the Board of Trade of Erie, 
Pennsylvania, ane ae against the extension of the steam 
grain-shovel patent—severally to the Committee on Patents. 


the 
on 
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SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, April 5, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. SAUNDERS. My colleague [Mr. Van WYcK] has been called 
away to attend to some sy deve business in the West, and I wish 
to ask a leave of absence for him for two weeks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Leave will be granted by unani- 
mous consent. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented the postion of Electa W. Jacobs, of 
Mount Airy, Hamilton County, Ohio, praying to be allowed a pen- 
sion on account of services rendered by her sons as soldiers in the 
late war; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Healso presented the petition of Enoch Jacobs, of Hamilton County, 
Ohio, praying compensation for services rendered the State Depart- 
ment at Montevideo, South America; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PLATT presented the petition of Philip Bantel, of New York 
City, praying for an extension of his patent for a chronometer; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. VEST presented resolutions of the Merchants’ Exchange of 
the City of Saint Lonis, in favor of the passage of the bill for the con- 
struction of an interoceanic ship-railway over the Isthmus of Tehuan- 
tepec; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

ir. JONAS. I present a memorial received by telegram from 
various business exchanges in the city of New Orleans, which I 
request may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be read. 

The memorial was read, and referred to the Committee on the 
Improvement of the Mississippi River and Tributaries, as follows: 


New ORLEANS, LOUISIANA, April 4, 1882. 
Hon. B. F. Jonas, United States Senator, Washington, D. C.: 


Please present the following petition. Original by mail. 

THOMAS L. AIREY, President. 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives, Washington, D. O.: 

The undersigned, representatives of the commercial interests of New Orleans, 

earnestly petition for favorable action on the levee 9 — bill now before 
Jongress and the recommendations of the 3 iver commission. 

They are convinced that any outside scheme would afford no relief, but militate 
against the interests of the entire Mississippi Valley if permitted to divert atten- 
tion from the prayers of this people for prompt and eflicient action on the recom- 
mendations of the river commission. 

The dire distress and enormous losses now being experienced b numbers 
of our thriftiest and most energetic fellow-citizens, and the complete obliteration 
for a time of a vast territory, embracing some of the richest and most fertile lands 
on the face of the globe, are a warning now is not the time for experimental 
5 especially when such schemes are opposed by the best engineering talent 
o country. 

The Senators and Representatives from Louisiana are earnestly requested to 
present this petition and urge early and favorable action on our behalf. 

2 rd 5 Colton Exchange. 
ew 
A.J. 8 ae 
‘ew Orleans wuce . 
R. L. HOWARD, h 
President Chamber of Commerce. 


Stock i 
JAMES A. SHAKSPRAR Mayor, 
H. DUDLEY COLEMAN, 


Acting President Mechanics, Dealers, and Lumbermen's Exchange. 
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Mr. SAULSBURY presented the 
and others, citizens of Washington, 


tition of William M. Caldwell 
Distri ict of Columbia, praying to 
be refunded certain sums of money paid by them as speal assess- 
ment taxes on property; which was referred to the Committee on 


the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I present a pason for the relief of the estate 
of the late John W. Forney, of Philadelphia. The petition is drawn 
by his executors under directions contained in his will and tes- 
tament, with a view to securing from the Government the sum of 
money which he paid out of his private funds to make up a deficiency 
that arose in his accounts while he was Secretary of the Senate. 
The matter was examined into at the time by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingenti Expenses of the Senate, and their 
report appears to exculpate Mr. Forney entirely, the funds bein 
wholly in ċharge of the Financial Clerk of the Senate in a safe 
under a combination lock, and the Financial Clerk testifying before 
the committee that he abstracted at one time $20,000. The sum defi- 
cient was paid by Mr. Forney. Without myself expressing any opin- 
ion upon the question, I desire to call the attention of the Commit- 
tee to Andit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate 
specially to the case. I ask that the petition be referred to that 
committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro og st The Chair supposes that it ought 
to go to the Committee on Claims. 

r. MITCHELL. I consulted with a Senator of experience, and 
as the matter was examined into before by the committee Ihave 
named, he su that that would be the proper reference. 

Mr. SHE . The matter was formerly reported on by the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate. That committee had jurisdiction of the case and made a very 
elaborate report upon it. 

t was done when it was found that a deficiency 


Mr. SHERMAN. When they found the deficiency existing they 

examined into the matter and exculpated Mr. * foe their report. 

Mr. TELLER. But now it is brought before the Senate asa claim 
inst the Government which the Government ought to pay. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a claim ee the Govern- 
ment, evidently. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I only suggested the fact that the committee 
named had jurisdiction of the case formerly. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the petition should go to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented a memorial of the board 
of trade of Scranton, Pennsylvania, in favor of the passage of the 
bill for the erection of a Government building in that city; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented resolutions of the Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 

change in favor of the permanent organization of the Signal Service ; 
whieh was referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 
Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of C. B. Norton, of Wash- 
ington, District of Columbia, praying that Congress order the pur- 
chase of 2,000 copies of his work on American inventions in breech- 
loading small arms, heavy ordnance, &.; which was referred to the 
Co ttee on Military Affairs. A 


ADMISSION OF DAKOTA. 


Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. President, a ority of the Committee on 
Territories, to which was recommitted the bill (S. No. 1514) to en- 
able the people of the Territory of Dakota to form a constitution and 
State government and for the admission of the State into the Union 
on an equal footing with the original States, and which was accom- 
panied by a provai against admission of said State from certain par- 
ties who Kol unpaid bonds issued by the county of Yankton, in said 
Territory, have instructed me to report back the bill without amend- 
ment and to recommend its passage. The majority of the commit- 
tee having found nothing to change their views on the subject desire 
to readopt their report made te the Senate when the bill was first 
presented from the committee, 

As to the protest which was referred to the committee, the majority 
of the committee are of the opinion that the case is one for the courts 
to settle rather than Congress. Indeed, they are so fully impressed 
with the belief that such matters belong properly to the courts that 
they deem it impolitic, if not unwise, for Congress to legislate or 
express an opinion on the subject. 

presenting the bill again to the Senate, it having been recom- 
mitted, as it has lost its pee on the Calendar, and in order to do 
justice to these people and to bring an important subject before the 
Senate at the proper time, I wish to give notice in making the re- 
port for the committee that on next Monday, the 10th of April, after 
the morning business shall have been disposed of, I shall move to 
take the pill from the Calendar, and press it at as early a day as pos- 
sible to its passage. 

Mr. VEST. As a member of the Committee on Territories, I de- 
sire to state that I did not concur in this report. I have been ex- 
ceedingly unwell for two weeks past and unable to attend the meet- 


ings of the committee. I am now preparing for myself a minority 
report, which I desire to submit to the 3 I take it for ted 
that the chairman of the committee will not insist upon taking up 
the bill until a reasonable time, so that those of us in the minority 
who do not concur in the report may present our views in writing. 
I give notice now that I shall prepare a report as soon as my health 
and time will permit, and I desire to file it. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. The Senator observed, probably, and if he did 
not at the time he will see by the RECORD, that I made the report as 
coming from a majority of the committee. It was understood that 
this was a majority report, and that the minority would have a right 
to present a minority report if they wished to do so. There is no 
disposition to prevent that. On the contrary, I had intended to make 
that statement, but did not. It is proper and right that that should 
be done, and I now state it. 

Mr. VEST. I referred particularly to that portion of the Senator’s 
remarks in regard to taking up this bill after the morning hour next 
Monday. I inferred, although I could not hear him distinctly, that 
on Monday next he would call up the bill, and I will endeavor to 
have the minority report ready at that timeso far as I am concerned. 
If I have not the report ready, I shall ask the indulgence of the Sen- 
ate for further time. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. There is a number of notifications 
of other bills that will be called up and pressed by the time named, 
the notices having been given prior to the notice of the Senator from 
Nebraska. 

Mr. FERRY. I would like to inquire of the Senator from Nebraska 
whether he desires on Monday next, after the morning business, to 
call up the bill. I suppose he meant after two o’clock, at the expira- 
tion of the morning hour. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I said after the morning business had been dis- 


of. 
Mr. FERRY. The Senator understands that after the mornin 
business is over we go to the Calendar under the Anthony rule | 
consume the time till two o’clock. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I mean after the close of what is called the 
morning hour, which is at two o’clock. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. LAMAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1168) to amend the several acts in relation 
to the division of the State of Mississippi into judicial districts, and 
further to amend the several acts in relation to the northern judicial 
district of the State of Mississippi, and to provide for the times and 

laces of holding the United States district courts in said northern 
istrict, mpo it with amendments. i 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 422) for the relief of George W. Maher, reported it 
without amendment; and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 730) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa H. Hasell, reported 
it without amendment; and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1185) for the relief of Walter F. Halleck, 
reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Ir. FAIR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 584) for the relief of Overton Love and Wyatt Gils- 
christ, reported it without amendment; and submitted a report there- 
on, which was ordered to be printed. ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 3045) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to remit certain customs dues and custom-house 
charges to Consul-General Alfred E. Lee, to report it without amend- 
ment. If there is no objection, as it is a bill of but three or four 
lines, I should like to have it passed now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I cannot see why the Finance Committee shall 
every morning come in here and ask for the present consideration 
of its bills any more than any other committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill will 
be placed on the Calendar. ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. In response to the remark of the Senator from 
Missouri, I will say that this bill does not come within the rule, but 
there are many bills reported from the Committee on Finance in 
which time is important. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is a private bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It isa bill to remit duties on a certain service 
of plate which was presented to one of our officers abroad, and it is 
a question whether it shall remain in the custom-house. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will not hurt to delay it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It will not. I asked for the present considera- 
ton of the bill at the request of my colleague. Let it go on the 

alendar. 


ane PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 1182) for the relief of Isaac A. Meyer, submitted an 
adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 
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He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 3206) for the relief of John A. Rea, submitted an adverse 
report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom was referred the message of the President of the 
United States, communicating a draft of a bill to prevent depreda- 
tions on Indian reservations, and the correspondence relating thereto, 
submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 1646) to 
amend section 5388 of the Revised Statutes of the United States in 
relation to timber depredations. 

1 bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
rinted. 

. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 205) for the relief of Sallie A. 
Spence, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon; Which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 800) for the relief of Lewis D. Allen, submitted an adverse 
report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I am directed by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs to report back the bill (S. No. 1256) for the relief of Cyrenus 
Beers or his personal representatives, and also the personal representa- 
tives of Vail & Robinson, and to ask to be discharged from its further 
consideration. It is possible that there may be a valid claim which 
lies at the foundation of this bill. As to that the committee desires 
to express no opinion, but to say that if there be any claim it should 
be investigat by the Committee on Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the committee recommend that 
the bill be referred to the Committee on Claims? 

M E en The Committee on Indian Affairs would sug- 

that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Indian Affairs 
will be dischar from the further consideration of the bill, and it 
will be referred to the Committee on Claims, if there be no objection. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the memorial of the State Bank of New Orleans, Louisiana, praying 
for such legislation as may be n to enable said bank to prose- 
cute in the Court of Claims its claim for cotton taken by agents of the 


Treas Depart submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a 
bill (S. No. 1647) for the relief of the State National B of Louis- 
ian. 


a. 

3 was read twice by its title, and the report ordered to be 

Tinted. 

r Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 369) for the relief of 
the officers and crew of the United States steamer Monitor who par- 
ticipated in the action with the rebel iron-clad Merrimac on the 9th 
day of March, 1862, reported it without amendment; and submitted 
a report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MILLER, of California, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1648) to execute certain 
treaty stipulations relating to Chinese; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. LAMAR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1649) for the relief of Priscilla W. Burwell, 
executrix; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PUGH (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1650) authorizing the Postmaster- 
General to purchase and adopt the Leavitt letter-canceling and post- 
marking machine; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- Roads. 

Mr. GROOME asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1651) for the relief of Antoine J. Corbesier ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying peti- 
tion, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, asked and, by unanimous con- 
sent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1652) granting the 
right of way for railroad purposes through the United States arsenal 

ounds at Bridesburgh, Pennsylvania, to connect the manufactur- 
ing establishments of Bridesburgh with the Pennsylvania Railroad 
Company’s line of railroad; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. DAWES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1653) granting a pension to Henry Thresher ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file relating 
to the case, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


THE PENSION-ROLL. 


Mr. WINDOM. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its 
present consideration : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Senate 
the total number of pensioners upon the roll; the annual value of such roll, and 
the amount actually paid, inclu: ding arrears, for the year ending with the pay- 
ments made September 4, 1881; also the number o — and value of 
their pensions and amount paid during said year in each and 


; bees Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
ution. 

Mr. WINDOM. There can be no possible objection to the resolu- 
tion unless it may be supposed that it will cause a good deal of labor 
in the Department. I want to say that under the admirable conduct 
of the Pension Office by Commissioner Dudley, all the facts I ask for 
oe prepared, and it will cause no expenditure to transmit them to 
the Senate. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


UPPER COLUMBIA RIVER. 

Mr. SLATER submitted the following resolution, which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, directed to report to 
the Senate of the United States any and all information s 5 respect- 
ing the navigable waters of the Upper Columbia River and its tributaries, and 
the resources of the country through which such navigable waters and the 
ones Paneer dee heen 
formation and data as has bem collected upon said subjects by Licutenant-Colonel 
T. W. Symons, chief engineer of the department of the Columbia. 

RECIPROCAL TRADE WITH MEXICO, 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate take up for consideration 
the resolution reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations in 
relation to reciprocity with Mexico. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That ison the Calendar and comes 
up without a motion. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the concurrent resolution re- 
ported from the Committee on Foreign Relations March 30, 1882. 

The resolution was reported from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions with an amendment in line 8, after the word “ be,” to strike 
ont „regulated by a treaty of reciprocity mutually” and insert “‘ in- 
creased and piaren by mutnal legislation upon a more reciprocal 
basis and such as will be equally; ” and at the end of the resolution 
to add “and the President is Kaas to bring this subject to the 
attention of the Government of Mexico;” so as to make the resolu- 
tion read: 

Resolved by the Senate, the House ves That the increas- 
ing eee intercourse route 3 Marte and of the United States, 
and the relations of friendship and good will between the two great republics now 
so happily existing and so gra to the people of both countries, make it 
proper that the trade and commerce of the two countries, whether on overland 
routes or by sea, in the ships owned by citizens of either country, should be in- 
creased snd pinoed by mutual legislation upon a more reciprocal basis, and such as 
will be equally advantageous to both countries. And the President is requested 
to bring this subject to the attention of the government of Mexico. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not desire to submit any remarks on the reso- 
lution in addition to what I had the privilege of saying upon the sub- 
ject of intercourse with Mexico in the discussion upon the tariff-com- 
mission bill. I will simply observe that the congress of Mexico is 
now in session, and I am led to believe that if this resolution is adopted 
by the two Houses of our Con , and the President will commu- 
nicate with the Government of Mexico upon the subject, the atten- 
tion of the Mexican Con will be drawn to the question by the 
President of the republic, and we shall at all events be able very soon 
to lay some foundation for a more advantageous intercourse between 
the two countries. 

I merely desire to call the attention of the Senate to the necessity 
of action at this time upon it without attempting to explain any 
further, for I think it is unnecessary, the purpose of the resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If I correctly understand the resolution, I shall 
vote for it with great pleasure. Iam in favor of a treaty of reciprocity 
with Mexico, provided it does not involve a discrimination in her 
favor in the rates of duty. Ithink the relations between Mexico and 
the United States ought to be made as intimate as possible. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwill say to the Senator from Ohio that the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee is designed expressly to confine the 
action of the two governments to i, donee i action, and not to treaty 
action, on the subject of tariffs; which I think is exactly right. 

Mr. SHERMAN. With that understanding I am perfectly willing 
to agree to the resolution. I hope the President and the executive 
authorities will take notice of the fact thatthere is a great difference 
between a treaty of reciprocity in commercial relations, an advan- 
tageous treaty between the two countries, and a treaty which makes 
a discrimination in favor of any nation in the rate of duties, a matter 
to which I am always opposed. 

Mr. MORRILL. There is no objection, I think, to the passage of 
the resolution in its present form. The fact is that we admit from 
Mexico a large share of our importations from that country almost 
free, or at a very small rate of duty, while they are taxing us very 
exorbitantly. I think the matter should be called to their attention. 
Then the great subject of the Free Zone, where smuggling is carried 
on SENOS both countries, is one that ought to receive the attention 
of Mexico as well as of the United States, and some arrangement 
should be made by which smuggling may be effectually 8 

Mr. INGALLS. I did not clearly understand the amendment, and 
I ask that the resolution as amended by the committee may be read 


in, 
The Acting Secretary read the resolution as pro to be amended. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment of the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
The amendment was to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 
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JOHN TAYLOR. 


The PRESIDENT pro sie rt There being no more resolutions 
called for, bills on the Calendar will be considered under the Anthony 
rul 


. c 1 
The bill (S. No. 632) granting a 33 to John Taylor was an- 
nounced as first in order upon the Oalendar; and the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs 
the Secretary of the Interior to place on the. pension-roll the name 
of John Taylor, late of Battery M; Third New York Light Artillery, 
at the rate of $12 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment to add at the end of the bill, after the word “ receiv- 
ing,” the words “from and after the passage of this act.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. y 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

JESSE F. PHARES. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 915) granting a pension to Jesse F. Phares. It directs 
the Secretary of the Interior to place on the pension-roll the name 
of Jesse F. Phares, late a scout under General McClellan. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report in that case be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro e. The report will be read. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read the following report, sub- 
mitted by Mr. CAMDEN February 14, 1882: 

on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 915) t- 
5 F. Phares, have carefully examined the 5 and A ees $ 
rhat they find the facts of the case are fully stated in pps tod of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions made to the Senate during the second ‘on of the Forty- 
sixth Congress, (Report No. ) but that they do not agree with the conclusion 
arrived at in that report. It Bes sone that the Senate, at the same session, 
3 ede report of the co: ttes, and passed the bill granting a pension 
o claim: 


Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 
So much of the Senate report. in — the committee concur, as states the facts 


in this case is as follows: 

The facts in the case are few e het ee At the outbreak of the rebell- 
ion the claimant was a resident of Randolp ty, in the State of Virginia; that 
he entered the service of the Government about the month of June, 1861, as a scout, 
serving under Generals McClellan, Milroy, Kelly, and others, and by reason of his 
intimate knowledge of the country and his intel genoe, zeal, and daring, renderin, 
very valuable service to the Union cause. In April, 1864, the confederate general, 
Imboden, advanced upon the Union forces at Beverly. West Vi a, commanded 
by Colonel George R. Latham, commanding the Fifth West Virginia Cavalry. In 


the advance Phares, who was then on duty outside the Union pickets, was sur- 
rised by a party of confederate troops, and refusing to halt when ordered. was shot 
— h the body, but retained his saddle until he reached the Union lines. The 
following are from the affidavits of Colonel George R. Latham, Fifth Regi- 
ment West V Cavalry, (aion) and of Lientenant-Colonel Elihu Hutton, 
Twentieth ment Virginia avalry, (confederate.) 
„Colonel Latham 


Says: 

“*On the 23d day of A ril, 1863, I was in command of the Federal forces sta- 

tioned at Beverly, West Virginia, and said Phares, then secrets) eg my 

icket, was cut off by a party. of the enemy then advancing under General Imbo- 

en to attack me. and in endeavoring to dash past them was badly wounded by a 
musket-ball passing a body—through the lungs—tfrom the effects of which 
he is almost wholly disabled and is failing sapiy in strength and general health. 
Though so badly wounded he retained his saddle until he reached my 8 and 
gave fhe first intimation that I had of the advance of the enemy. Iwas com- 
pelled to evacnate Beverly and Phares fell into the hands of the enemy. He had 
at the time several thousand dollars’ worth of and personal property, all of 
which was taken from him, ees him and his family in very destitute and dis- 
tressed circumstances, from w. they have been unable to recover.“ 

" Lieutenant-Colonel Hutton says: ` 

During the late civil war I was lieutenant-colonel of the Twentieth Regi- 
ment Virginia Cavalry (confederate service) and served principally on the West 
Virginia tier, where it was well known who were acting as scouts and guides 
for the Federal forces in that vicinity, and said Jesse F. Phares was well known to 
be oneof the mostactiveand scouts and guides opang instus. His 
knowledge of the country was thorough; he was smart, daring, and vigilant and 
capable of great endurance. In consequence òf the knowledge we possessed of 

fact every ible exertion was made on our part to eee him, but with- 
out success ant the 23d day of A 2 when General Im boden advanced upon 
the Federal forces then stationed at Beverly commanded by Colonel George R. 
Latham. 

In order to out off all scouts that might be outside the Federal pickets, we 
sent by night a party of men be pe the woods to gain the road near the outside 
Federal picket post before daylight on the morning of Apa 23, 1863. About day- 
light Baid Phares, who was thus cut off, approached party of men on horse- 
back and was ordered to halt, but dashed forward and past the men, when he was 
fired upon by them, one ball taking effect, passing through his body—through the 
lungs—from the effects of which he is now almost who y disabled. He retained 
no seat, however, until he reached the Federal picket and gave information of our 

vance. 

Beverly was evacuated the same day by the Federal forces and occupied by 
the confederates, and Phares fell into our hands. 

He was cared for by me personally about fifteen days, but a amount of 
goods, general merchandise, ies, Ko., household Tarnitare, and other per- 
sonal property, to the value of several thousand dollars, fell into confederate 
hands and was used or 8 by them, leaving him and his family in very des- 
titute circumstances, in which condition, 3 in consequence of his disa- 
bility, they remain to this time. He has four ch living, and one, his old 
a 3 died of consumption in 1870, induced by hardships and exposure, an 
his wife is worn down by care and labor. 

Said Phares is about forty-three years of age, and has been for several years 
aos rapidly in physical strength, in consequence of the wound above referred 


J. R. Blair, an 2 5 eon for the Pension Office in the State of West 
Virginia, certifies, under date of ber 24, 1879, that he has carefully examined 
Phares, and finds ‘that his left hip was entered . musket-ball, which 

ward through the on of the lower part of left lung and out near the 
stomach. The effoct of the wound is to weaken and partiall pares the entire 
left side, and, in my judgment, produces at least a two-third dibabili y, which will 


Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I do not rise for the purpose of con- 
testing the passage of this bill, forin view ofthe action of the Senate 
at a previous session I presume that would be useless; but I do wish 
to say that I do not concur in the report. It is a bill to pension a scout 
who was wounded. TheSenate Committee on Pensions reported un- 
favorably upon the case last year, and the Senate, overruling the re- 
port of the committee, passed the bill; and I suppose we must accept 
that as the sentiment of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was at a former Con 

Mr. PLATT. It was at a former Congress. I desire to say, how- 
ever, that I cannot give my vote to the pensioning of any scout. 
admit that this man was a brave man; I admit that he was wounded; 
I admit that his family is in destitute circumstances, and that he 
is disabled; but there were hundreds and thousands of scouts who 
were either wounded or disabled, many of whom were captured, con- 
demned, and executed as spies, none of whom, so far as I know, and 
none of the families of whom are enjoying any pension, 

I do think it is all wrong to pass a special act pensioning a single 
individual scout and refuse to pasy a general law on the subject. 
From the first pension law, in 1862, down to the present time Con- 
gress has had this subject before it and has neglected to pass any 
general law on the subject; and I do not think that we ought to pen- 
sion scouts 3 ecial act. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Mr. President, this bill was in the last Con- 
geom and was pretty ae discussed. It was discussed by the 

nator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] who has just taken his seat 

and by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
passage. ; 
I simply desire to say that I cannot give my consent to the passage 
ofthe bill. The principle involved in it is wrong. No pensions have 
ever been promised to scouts or civil employés serving in a military 
capacity. The Government claims the right to take men and place 
them in the military and navalservice at a price fixed by law. ere 
is no voluntary choice about it; and the compensation provided by 
law is not the equivalent for the services rendered and the risks run. 
In this kind of employment, however, it is entirely different. Here 
the scout employed under the contract received a consideration which 
was the equivalent of the service and the dangers of the service, and 
what he received was full compensation, just as much as the amount 
of salary fixed by law and received by a Senator is the full equiva- 
lent of all the services he may render. 

The scouts received from to $100 per month under contract; 
the soldiers received from 813 to 815. This bill prop to place 
them upon an equality. The scout went hither and thither; the 
soldiers had to go with the bulk of the Army and endure the hard- 
ships, the sufferings, and the privations. The principle is wrong 
which allows this scout who was receiving, as my recollection now 
is, $100 a month for his service to be nted the pension which the 
private soldier who was disabled receives. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to ask 
him a question ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly; with pleasure, 

Mr. SEWELL. What does the bill give this scout? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It gives him a pension. 

Mr. CAMDEN, According to his disability. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It would be about eighteen dollars a month. 

Mr. SEWELL. A pension as a private soldier? 

ae COCKRELL. I suppose he would be pensioned as a private 
soldier. 

Mr. SEWELL. That is what I wanted to arrive at. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He would get now as a pension more than the 
soldiers in the Army received as their monthly pay during their ser- 
vice, 

Mr. SEWELL. And he would receive it the same, according to 
his disability, as any other soldier gets now? 

Mr, COC LL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SEWELL. That is all I wished to know. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, one word more in regard to the report. 
It seems to me remarkable in view of the evidence as presented by it. 
The evidence shows a discrepancy which seems to have escaped the 
r of the committee entirely. The evidence of Colonel Latham 
is this: 

And in endeavoring to dash past them was badly wounded by a musket-ball 
passing through his body, through the langs— 

Through the luangs— 

e effects of which 
. is almost wholly disabled, and is failing rapidly in 

Another officer says that Phares was wounded through the lungs. 
The doctor who made the examination was Dr. J. R. Blair, an ex- 
amining surgeon for the Pension Office in the State of West Vir- 

inia, aconstituent of my distinguished friend who made the report, 
Mr. CAMDEN, ] and as a matter of course a reliable and truthful gen- 
tleman. Dr. Blair certifies, under date of December 24, 1879: 

That he has carefully examined Phares and finds that his left hip was entered 
by a musket-ball, which passed upward through the region of the lower part of 

e left lung and out near the stomach.” 

I simply desired to haye the report read and to state my objection 
to the principles which are involved in the bill. Ishall vote “nay” 
on its passage. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Mr. President, I hardly see the point of the state- 


AN] in opposition to its 
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ment made by the Senator from Missouri when he says we are grant- 
ing a pension to this scout over other cases of meritorious service by 
8 in the line of duty. Pensions are not granted because of 
any contract ma de by the Government with the soldier which places 
the Government under obligation to grant a pension. It has been 
the rule of the Committee on Pensions, as well as of Con , to 
grant pensions for meritorious services and for wounds and disabili- 
ties received in the line of duty. This is a most extraordinary case. 
There is no essential difference between the service of a scout and 
that of a volunteer soldier in the ranks. The scout volunteered for 
the performance of an especial and very d us duty. Intheline 
of that duty he received a wound, as stated by his commanding offi- 
cer, through the lung. By the report of the examining surgeon the 
ball entered the hip, passed up through the lung and out at the 
stomach, and the evidence is clear and conclusive that this man, from 
the date of receiving that wound, has been disabled up to the present 
time, and he is not only in destitute cireumstances but in very bad 
health. The particular merit of this claim is that notwithstandin. 
the severe wound received by this scout at that time he continue 
to keep his seat in the saddle, and rode for two miles to give infor- 
mation to the United States troops in camp, who were unaware of the 
approach of the enemy in the neighborhood, and saved that army 
from destruction. The officer states in his report that if it had not 
been for the information given by this scout at the time the camp 
would have been s vised : 

I submit, sir, that if Congress gives pensions for the purpose of 
recognizing meritorious service by a person in the military service 
of the United States, there can be no stronger case presented than this, 
and that the bill ought to receive the favorable consideration of Con- 


Mr. PLUMB. I move an amendment to the bill, to add: 


But the amount of such pension shall not be greater than said Phares would be 
entitled to if he had been a private soldier. 


Mr. CAMDEN. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. There is no objection to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CAMDEN. It only makes plain what we intended. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, it is very ious to say an 
unkind word against a bill of this description, and yet it has hap- 

ned a number of times that Con has been surprised afterward 

the result of some action as little considered as this is likely to be. 

we pass a bill of this description, I do not see why we may not 
and ought not to take into consideration not alone the scouts, but 
the vast array of employés of the Quartermaster and Commissary 
Departments, all the officers and crews of the fleet of a thousand 
transports that General Meigs had employed ; in short all civilians 
who were employed, around, near, and with the Army. I think it 
quite n that the number of those would equal nearly the num- 
bers of the Army. 

I said there were a thousand transports. General Meigs told me 
himself he had a t fleet of a thousand in his employment at one 
time. I know of my own personal knowledge of a case where a 
transport was ordered to take some troops up a narrow stream in 
the South, and it was fired at by guerrillas all the way up; the cap- 
tain, as gallant a man as if he had held a general’s commission, was 
shot down upon the deck of his steamer, and several of his men were 
wounded. The captain left a family and some of those men left 
families. Will you pension those ? 

I have a constituent who was discharged after honorable service 
in the Army because of some de of disability which unfitted him 
for the field. He was employed by the quartermaster as a clerk. It 
was a post in the enemy’s country, and of course by the rules of war 
every man there, civilian or other, no matter what his employment 
or condition, was subject to military order in case of necessity ac- 
cording to the discretion of the commanding officer. This man was 
detailed to assist in fring a Fourth of July salute because he was an 
experienced cannoneer, though then a civilian. He went to his work 
very cheerfully, of course, and he lost his arm. That case was be- 
fore Congress; I do not know that I can imagine a much stronger 
case; and yet a pension was refused to him, and upon this ground 
that we have not gone beyond those who, as the Senator from Mis- 
souri observed, were compelled virtually to go into the service of 
their country. 

Isimply desire to warn the Senate—and I suppose the Senate really 
knows it already—that this is but the beginning of a vast addition 
to the pension list, and it would be far better to consider and delib- 
erately adopt a general bill admitting certain classes of civil em- 
ployés than it would be to pass a single bill of this sort. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. ident, it will be recollected 
by the Senate, as has been stated, that this case was thoroughly dis- 
cussed, perhaps for a day, at the last Con with an adverse rt, 
and the Senate passed the bill, after hearing the facts, by a decisive 
majority. Now it isadmitted by both the Senators who have spoken 
against the bill—I mean the Senator from Connecticut and the Sen- 
ator from Missouri—that all the facts stated in the report are fairly 
and correctly stated. For instance, the man was in the military ser- 
vice, volunteered. It will be recoHected that this was ti early in 
the war, in 1861, when McClellan was in West Virginia, before much 
enlistment took place. 3 though a man of means 
a merchant there, volun his services, and was with General 


McClellan as a scout and otherwise in the western part of the State 
which I in part represent. 

What else? This man was outside of the 
safe; he could have remained there, but when he saw danger to the 
Union Army that was not far off he chose to take his horse and make 
an effort to get to them to inform them of the approaon of the èn- 


ickets, was at home 


emy, and in doing so he was shot. Though shot, he remained upon 
his horse and got into the town and gave notice to the Union forces. 
This man had considerable goods and was living very comfortably. 
From the fact that he had undertaken to bring the message in and 
was wounded, his entire household and store goods were taken pos- 
session of by the confederates, leaving him r, and he has so re- 
mained from that day to this. His family is in destitute circum- 
stances, and he is unable to work. It appears to me that if there is 
a meritorious case at all in any form this is the one. 

Bear in mind that this man volunteered. He volunteered first to 
give General McClellan aid in showing him about the country, show- 
Ing him the roads. He volunteered, When he knew that the Federal 
forces were in danger, to quit his home, mount his horse, and attempt 
to get tothem when he was in safety if he had chosen toremain. It 
is as much a case of a volunteer doing what he believed to be his fall 


duty as ey could be made. I hope there will be no objection 
to the bill, for it ought to pass. 
Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I voted for this bill before, and I wish to 


vote forit again. I think that there is no kind of reason in objec- 
tion to granting this pension. The Senator from Missouri does not 
state the law correctly or the reasoning upon which pensions are 
granted. To sup that a pension is granted because of compul- 
sory military service and that voluntary military service is not meri- 
torious as compared with compulsory service, is certainly a proposi- 
tion that has no kind of reason in it, and it is a bad example to set 
forth to the country. 

Not only that, but it is not true that the military service of this 
country has been compulsory. By far the larger portion of it at all 
times has been voluntary military service. Neither is it true that 
the Government exercises the power, or has ever done so, of taking 
men Pepa their consent and putting them into the service. There 
is such an organic power in our law; but there is also an organic 
power to accept voluntary military service, and that volun mili- 
tary service has always been accepted, and it is far more meritorious 
than compulsory military service. 

l venture to say that the only ground in reason that gentlemen 
can find for granting a pension is meritorious military service in the 
line of duty accompanied by disability incurred. That depends 
upon the greater or less degree of danger to which a man has been 
exposed; and if he has incurred the consequences of d r, if he 
has voluntarily done when not bound to doit what a private soldier 
was required to do and has been wounded, why talk abont any dif- 
ference in principle or in reason when a man has voluntarily incurred 
peril for the public good and received the reward of that peril by 
actual disability? 

For Senators to say “he was not compelled to do it, he did it 
voluntarily and that is a demerit,” is, I humbly affirm, entirely un- 
reasonable. Why, sir, this man voluntarily went in the face of the 
enemy and received a wound which disabled him for life. He ad- 
ventured his life, and according to this report he gave the equivalent 
of his life in a permanent disability in order to do what a private 
soldier was compelled to do. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CAMDEN. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Connecticut to the fact that the law does provide pensions for almost 
all the classes of cases mentioned by him a few moments ago. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Virginia 
is not in order. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Iam aware that I am out of order. 

Mr. HARRISON. I hope consent will be given to the Senator 
from West Virginia to proceed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not believe the 
oe san be exténded unless a day’s notice is given of a change of 
the rule. 

Mr. PLATT. I move to amend the bill by adding at the end of it: 

And said pension shall commence from the date of the passage of this act. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If that amendment has been offered 
since ~~ Senator from West Virginia spoke before he can speak 
upon it. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I only wanted to call attention to the law. In sec- 
tion 4693 of the Revised Statutes it is provided that the following 
persons shall be entitled to pensions: 

Any master serving on a gun- or any pilot, engineer, sailor, or other 
not re disabled bh ra pap Any gun boat or wa citated, Ente 

y any wound or or 
in the line of duty, for procuring his sabaistincs by MACA lake n E 

That does not include quartermaster’s clerks, but it includes any 
person on a gun-boat or war-vessel or transport, I think. In addi- 
tion to that, the law gives pensions to— 

An m not an enlisted soldier in i a 
. militia of State, . ee Untied Be States, 5 


or who volunteered for the e being to serve with any regularly organized mili- 
tary or naval force of the United States, Ko. 7: =A 


Mk grants a pension to persons not enlisted as regular soldiers in 
© war. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. To a person serving on a gun-boat or war-vessel, 
not on a ine ale 
AD 


Mr. CAMD Serving on a gun-boat or war-vessel. I wish, how- 
ever, to call the attention of the Senate to the distinction made by 
the Committee on Pensions in reporting this case favorably, and that 
is that ions are granted almost every day for distingnished and 
meritorious service. The pensions of distinguished officers are in- 
creased, or pensions are granted to the widows of distinguished offi- 
cers for meritorious and distinguished service; and the committee re- 


port this bill favorably upon the ground that the service of this man 


was distinguished and meritorious, and ought to be recognized as 
such. 
The PRESIDENT tempore. The question is on the amendment 


of the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. PLUMB. ] 
The amendment was to. 
Mr. PLATT. I move to add: 


And shall commence from the passage of this act. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Isthatright? This man has been 
disabled, and probably unable to do any work whatever for a long 
time, and I hardly think it just to make the pension commence now. 

Mr. INGALLS. It makes no difference whether these words are 
in or out. Under the ruling of the Department the pensions are 
only to be paid from the time the act is approved. 

. COC LL. And under the ruling of the committee that 
clause has been inserted continually. 

Mr. TELLER. No, not lately. Since the Department has been 

ing that it is not necessary we have repo our bills without 
it. It is simply pyar up the bill for nothing. 

Mr. PLATT. It certainly gives me an opportunity to say a word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly; it gives the Senator an 
opportunity to spea five minutes. 

Mr. PLATT, think it cannot be claimed, it never has been seri- 
ously claimed, that this person is pensionable by law. The Pension 
Bureau rules that he is not. It was admitted here in the discussion 
of last year that he was not, and if the case is to pass it ought to 
stand upon its real merit, and that is that it is a case outside of tho 
law and not within the law, because if it is within the law he can 
go to the Pension Office and get his pension. If this man is more 
entitled to recognition from Con, than other scouts who have been 
wounded or killed, by reason of the loss of property, then let Con- 
gress give him a specific sum by way of compensation; bnt do not 
start here now the principle of pensioning scouts, teamsters, those who 
served on transports, quartermasters’ clerks, all civil employés of 


the Army. 
The PRESIDENT 82 tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Connecticut, TT.] 


Lr. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. f 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I mnow 1 9775 very ungracious it is to raise any 
0 ition to the passage of a bill granting a pension to any person 
whe Be lies for it. I have seen too often the action of the Senate to 
doubt that this bill will pass, and almost every other proposition 
will pen that proposes to take money out of the public Treasury and 
give it to some private party. 

There is no law that entitles this party to any pension. There 
never was any promise made by any law passed by Co that 
scouts employed under a contract should be entitled to receive a pen- 
sion if they should be wounded. We propose by the passage of this 
bill new to open the doors to another class of pensioners upon the 
public bounty. We have pensioned almost every person in the Army 
who by any possibility could be proved to have been slightly in- 
jured, and have given arrears of pensions, taking from the people of 
the country a vast amount of money, and we now propose by this 
bill to open the doors of the Treasury to another class of beneficia- 
ries and give them a right to call upon Congress for donations of the 
public money. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I wish to say to the Senator that this does not 
include a whole class, nor is even intended to make a law as toa 
class, but it takes a meritorious case from that class and pensions 
an individual. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. It is to take one case from a class of persons 
and form a precedent which will come here to plague you. Every 
other man who occupied a similar position—and there may have 
been hundreds or thousands—will come here and plead the very pre- 
cedent of this case as a claim on the public bounty, and you cannot 
discriminate with any degree of justice between persons occupying 
the same condition. If you pass this bill, every other man who was 
in service as a scout will come here and say, I was a scout, and I re- 
ceived an injury in the public service ; yon have passed a bill givin, 
Mr. Phares, of West Virginia, for si service a pension, and 
come now and claim that exact justice which should be meted out 
to all men entitles me to the same favor that this gentleman from 
West Virginia has received.” 

Ido it is time we should have some regard to the le who 
pay the taxes into the public Treasury. While many of these gen- 
tlemen have been living at their ease, there is another class of indi- 


viduals who have been working from early morning till late at night 
to raise the money to put into the public Treasury that is thus do- 
nated. In the agricultural districts —— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Voorners*‘in the chair.) The 
Senator’s time has expired under the rule. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I had no idea I had occupied five minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
24, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—2%4. 
Ba: 5 Fair, Ji Sawyer, 
E ke a 
Call, Grover, McPherson, Slater, 
Camden, Harrison, Mahone, Teller, 
Cameron of Wis., paus, Maxey, Voorhees, 
Davis of W. Va, J. Rollins, 
NAYS—19. 
Anthony, Hawley, 
Book. ahn, Jol n. Saulabury, 
Cok 15 Hamptoi Pet —— Walker 
oke, n, en . 
Davis of Illinois, Harris, Platt, 
ABSEN T—33. 
Aldrich, A Lapham, Ransom, 
> George, — Saunders, 
Brown, 0, M Sewell, 
Butler, Hill of Colorado, Me vi 
Cameron of Pa., Hill of Geo Miller of Cal. Van Wyck, 
Conger, $ Miller of N. ¥ = Wiliams. 
Dawes, Jones of Florida, M. 
Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Mordi” 
Farley, Kellogg, Plumb, 


So the bill was passed. 
JOHN THORNLEY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1776) for the 
relief of Medical Director John Thornley, United States Navy, which 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that 
Medical Director John Thornley, United States Navy, shall be con- 
sidered as having been retired from active service as a surgeon and 
placed on the retired list of officers of the Navy June 1, 1861, on 
account of physical incapacity originating in the line of duty; and 
directs that the accounting officers of the Treasury allow him the 
rate of retired pay of the e in which he was retired, prescribed 
by section 1588, Revised tatutes, for officers so retired ; and further 
directs the accounting officers, in adjusting the account of Jehn 
Thornley, to allow and pay to him the difference between the pay 
he has been allowed as a surgeon on the retired list since the pas- 
sage of the act approved March 3, 1873, (section 1588, Revised Stat- 
utes,) and that to which he isentitled under that actas having been 
retired as a surgeon for incapacity originating in the line of duty. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island how much compensation will this bill give to Dr. Thornley ? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I am unable to answer. believe it is some two 
thousand dollars, but I am not sure. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This bill isa little different, as the Senator from 
Rhode Island will see, from the bill which was formerly pending in 
the Senate. It gives him pay back to 1861, if he is entitled to it and 
has not already received it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It is only intended to give him pay back to the 
time when the law was p , making a difference between the allow- 
ance to those who were retired for disability incurred in the service 
and those who were retired for disability otherwise incurred. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That may be, but the language of this bill is 
very particular: : 

That Medical Director Jobn Thornley, United States Navy, be considered as 
having been retired from active service as a 5 p on the retired list 
of oficersof the Navy June 1, 1861, on accountof physical incapacity originating 
in the line of duty. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Allow me to say to the Senator from Missouri, 


however, that the law—— 
Mr. COCKRELL. Wait a moment. The bill proceeds: 


And that the accounting officers of the Treasury be, and they are hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to allow him the rate of retired pay of the e in which he 
was rei prescribed by section 1588, Revised Statutes, for o! rs so retired. 


Mr. VOORHEES, And that act was passed in March, 1873. That 
e the law that will operate on the amount of compensation since 

en, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have so understood the former bills, but the 
8 is whether the use of this language does not take it back to 
Mr. VOORHEES. No; it simpl 
retired list fixed by the act of 1873. 
back to 1861. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire simply to read an opinion of the Attor- 
ney-General on this bill, and with that I shall be satisfied to cast my 
vote against it: 5 


gives the compensation on the 
It begins then; it does not go 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 


Washington, D. C., July 27, 1881. 


suggested by the Second yee his omni 
letter,) arising in the matter of a claim mad 
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It a that Surg 
2 , 1861, chapter 49. 
cal officers convened oe to an order of the Secretary of the Navy, dated wines 
24, 1861, and found toi ica wrens for the performance of his duties ; the 
stat in their report, which date May 29, 1861, that in their opinion his 
disability did not occur in the line of his ae 

By section 5 of the act of July 15, 1870, chapter 295, it was pong: That 
from and after the 30th day of June, 1870, the pay of all officers of the Navy now on 
or hereafter placed on the retired list shall, when not on active duty, be equal to 
one-half of the highest pay" +‘ prescribed by this act for officers on 
the active list whose © correspo; e held 17 officers respect- 
ively at the time of such retirement,” Kc. Sal uently, by the act of March 3, 


eon Thornley was retired under section 3 of the act of Feb- 
Previous thereto he was examined by a board of medi- 


1873, chapter 230, it was provided: That those officers on the re and 
those he retired, who were or who may be retired after forty years’ service, 
or on attai the age of sixty-two years, in conformity with section 1 of the act 


December 21, 1861, and its amendments, dated June 
or may be retired from incapacity resulting from | and faithful service, from 
wounds or injuries received in the line of duty, from sickness or exposure therein, 
shall, after the passage of this act, be entitled to 75 per cent. of the present sea- 
pay of the © or rank which they held at the time of their retirement." These 
visions (the former as by the latter) are embodied in section 1588, 
vised Statutes. 
Early in November, 1878, Surgeon Thornley made application for a further ex- 
amination of his case, based on new evidence, tending, as he mae e to show that 
the opinion of the board of medical officers in 1861, that his disability did not occur 


in the line of duty, was erroneous. 
Thereupon the tary of the Navy ordered a board of medical officers to con- 
vene at the Navy Department on the 12th of same month, or as soon thereafter as 
racticable, and examine such rata auger eee as may be offered by Dr. 
Thornley. and after a careful examination of all the evidence in the case to report 
to the Department whether in their opinion his disability did or did not originate 
in the line of duty. The finding of the board which convened gees to this 


, 1864, or those who were 


order was that the disability causing the retirement of M Director John 
. , United States Navy, had its origin in the line of duty.“ &c. 


g was, on January 1, 1879, 5 ee by the Secretary of the Navy in 
the following terms: In accordance with the within akg pen’ Roe 


finding. it 
is the opinion of the De ent that Medical Director John 


ornley was, at 


the time of his retirement, inca on account of causes occasioned while 
in the line i duty, and he will be so regarded on the records of the Department 
from this date.” 
Surgeon Thornley has never received the her rate of pay—i. ¢., 75 per cent. 
Pd . by the act of March 3.15735 also by n 1588, Revised 
tatutes. 


The questions suggested 5 17 Second Comptroller are these: Whether the 
action of the Secretary of the Navy last above quoted is a valid decision in favor of 
Dr. Thornley; and, if it is such, from what date the claimant is entitled to receive 
the higher rate of pay.” 


pie President pro tempore rapped with his gavel. ] 
move to strike out the last line of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Missouri moves 
to strike out the last line of this bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I do not care to cavil about the Senator’s right 
to the floor, and I would be very glad to give unanimous consent to 
the Senator to go on, but I do not think it is exactly in accordance 
with the enforcement of this rule to evade it in this way. The mo- 
tion now made is a mere evasion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I believe I have the floor on my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ves, sir. The Chair cannot decide 
what is an evasion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I can make another motion if necessary. I pro- 
ceed with the reading of the Attorney-General’s opinion: 


The answer to these questions depends upon the result of a preliminary inqu 
which arises here, namely, whether the action of the Secretary of the Navy, in 1878, 
in ordering a board to reinvestigate the case of Surgeon Thornley, then on the re- 
tired list, and to report upon the origin of his disability was authorized bylaw! As 
ery stated, Surgeon Thornley was retired under section 3 of the act of February 
21, 1861, chapter 49, which authorized the President to place on a retired list any 
medical officer of the Navy who is now or may hereafter be proved to be perma- 
nently incapable, from physical or mental infirmity, of farther service at sea," &. 
Under this provision it was immaterial whether the infirmity of the officer originat- 
ed in the line of duty or not. Whatever the 9 of the infirmity might be, if he 
was thereby rendered permanently incapable of further service at sea, that was 
suflicient. Hence, so far as the cause for retirement thereunder is concerned, the 
statement in the report of the board of medical officers, of May 29. 1861, that Sur- 

m Thornley’s disability did not occur in the line of duty, must be deemed to 
fo mere 5 usage. An allegation of errorin such statement, therefore, furnished 
no ground for re-examination of his case, if indeed a re-examination could have 
been had on ay cane after his retirement. 

Subsequent to the retirement of Surgeon Thornley, Congress, by the twenty- 
first, twenty-second, and twenty-third sections of the act of Angust 3, 1861, eres 4 
ter 42, made new and enlarged provisions for the retirement of naval officers. bot 
of the line and staff. These provisions superseded all others previously in force, 
wut they had no application to officers already retired under former laws. except 
(in section 22) as to the pay of captains, commodores, and lieutenants then on 
retired list. Section 23 provided for the constitation of a retiring board, which, on 
finding an officer incapacitated for active service, was rin one to . whether 
in its judgment the incapacity result from long and faithful service, from wounds 
or received in the line of duty, from sic or exposure therein, or from 
any other incident of service; if so, and the President approve of such judgment, 

disabled officer shall thereupon be placed upon the list of retired officers, ac- 
cording to the provisions (in section 22) of this act; but if such disability or incom- 
1 er from other causes, and the President concur in opinion with 

© board, the officers may be retired upon furlough pay, or he shall be wholly re- 
tired from the service, with one year’s pay, at the di 
Here the statute divides the causes for retirement into two „ making sep- 
arate provision for each class. These classes are (1) where the incapacity results 
from long and faithful service, from wounds or injury received in the line of duty, 


from sickness or exposure therein, or from any other incident of service; (2) where 
the disability or ee 1 ` from other causes.” 

The provisions of the act of Augnst 3, 1861, just adverted to, are reproduced in 
the Re Statutes, in section 1448 to 1455, inclusive. 


It is to be observed that officers who had already been put on the retired list 
under previous laws do not come within those provisions ; t the retiring board 
constituted under the latter is not authorized to inquire into the nature an 3 
of the disabilities of such officers, but only into cases of officers on the active list 
which are thereto for examination. Nor am I able to find any provision 
tamaber 2, 1961, by reason of being | potmanoutly incapable, from physical or mental 

A by reason o 5 y incapa or men 
infirmity, of service at sea, ‘and who remains on the retired list by virtue 


retion of the President.” | 


of such retirement, to be reinvestigated by a determine 
V ee eee from wounds or 
ury received in the line of duty, from sid or exposure therein, 
other incident of service,” &c, 
[The President pro tempore rapped with his gavel.] 
Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator from Missouri make another 


motion! 

Mr. COCKRELL. I shall make another motion to strike out the 
enacting clanse. 

Mr. ie RHEES. And does the Senator desire to goon upon that 
motion 


Mr. COCKRELL. 

Mr. VOORHEES. 
procedure. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I propose to read the opinion of the Attorney- 
General, or object to the present consideration of the case and defeat 
it this morning. I want only to read the opinion. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have not the slightest objection. I said a 
while ago that I would give unanimous consent to have the Senator 
proceed, but I want to know how many times the five-minute rule 
can be evaded? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ihave only four more pages to read. I move 
to strike out the enacting clause of the bill so as to come within the 
purview of the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is one motion pending now, 
and on that the Senator has spoken. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I submit as a point of order that there can be 
two 5 at once. 8 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The two motions are inconsistent 
with each other. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Senator can withdraw the amendment on 
which he has been speaking and offer a new one. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then, if the Chair holds that my motions are 
„ I withdraw the first amendment and substitute the 

ast. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
on that motion. 


I have only a few pages more to read. 
I only wanted to know the Senator’s mode of 


The Senator has five minutes more 


Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir. I proceed with the opinion: 


A reinvestigation in such case, without authority of Congress, even if the fact 
thereby found were that the infirmity resulted from some one or more of the last 
mentioned causes, could not be made the basis of any change in regard to the cause 
of the officer's retirement, nor confer upon him any rights to which he would not 
ony th tots of July 15, 187 d March cited above th 

y the acts o y 15, 1870, an arch 3, 1873, a h 0 

of retired officers, the provisions of which, as hereinbefore ee 
in section 1588, Revised Statutes, two rates of pay are established, namely, sev- 
enty-five per cent. of sea-pay, and one-half of ry 8 The former rate pA ffen to 
(seé section 1588) all officers of the Navy (1) “ who have been retired after forty- 
five years’ service after reaching the age of sixteen years —these officers were 
retired under section 1 of the act of ber 21, 1861, chapter 1, amended by the 
act of June 25, 1864, chapter 152; (2) or who have been or may be retired after 
forty years’ service, upon their own gt pr to the President! —retirement in 
such case was formally provided for by section 21 of the act of A 8, 1861, 
and is now by section 1443, Revised Statutes; (3) “ or on attaining the age of sixty- 
two years "—retirement in this case was formally provided for by section 1 of the 
act of December 21, 1861, and is now by section 1444, Revised Statutes; (4) or on 
account of incapacity resulting from long and faithful service, from wounds or in- 
juries received in the line of duty, or from sickness ee therein,“ under 
section 23 of the act of August 3, 1861, section 1453, Re Statutes. 

The latter rate is applicable to all other officers on the retired list "—terms 
which are undoubtedly broad enough to comprehend those who were retired under 
the act of February 21, 1861, as be: J; 8 incapable, from physical or 
mental infirmity, of further service at sea. In reference to the last-mentioned 
act, I have already remarked that it was not material to inquire whether the in- 
firmity of the officer originated in the line of duty or not. Such inquiry cannot 
now be deemed material in the case of an officer retired thereunder. the fact 
that. by subsequent legislation, provision has been made for two different rates of 

y, of which the higher rate applies to officers who were retired under later 
‘or specitic causes, including (inter alia) wounds or injuries received in the line o! 
duty, while the lower rate applies to all other retired officers not embraced in that 
class. If the cause for retirement under the act of February 21, 1861, (i. e., per- 
manent incapability from physical or mental 3 of further service at sea,) 
does not place the officer among those who are entitled to the Baa aw nothing 
can be done by Executive action to put him there without the of legis- 
lation. Upon the whole I am of opinion that the aig Sead the Navy, in 


1878, was not authorized by law to submit the case of 8 m Thornley to a med- 
ical board for re-examination as to the origin of the disability for which he was 
retired, and that the Secretary's decision, based on the report of board, is 


without any legal effect as regards the cause for retirement in the case of that 
officer or his right to pay. 
Tam, sir, very respectfully, 
WAYNE MacVEAGH, 
Attorney-General. 


Hon. WILLIAM H. Hunt, Secretary of the Navy. 


This opinion of the Attorney-General clearly shows that under the 
law and under the action of“ the late lamented President,” as the 
distinguished Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] said, this officer 
is notentitled to this pay. It is a mere gratuity. I simply desired 
to read this opinion and to express my disapproval of the bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Now, Mr. President, I think I understand this 
case very well. It seems that in 1861 Dr. Thornley, then an old 
man and broken down in the service, was retired from the active list 
of the Navy. At that time it made no difference as to his pay 


whether he was retired because of disability incurred in the service 
or disability generally incurred. He was retired and placed upon 
half pay andar the law as it then stood. 

The Sepate will observe that in March, 1873, an act was passed 
which did make it a question of moment whether the disability was 
incurred in the service or not, for Congress said by that act, which I 
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was incurred in the line of 
of 50 per cent. of active-duty 
pay. That is all there is in this case, the difference between 75 per 
cent. and 50 per cent. He was retired in 1861 at 50 per cent., and it 
is true the board at that time said the disability for which he was 
retired did not occur in the line of duty, but it made no difference 
and that finding the Attorney-General has since said was mere sur- 
lusage, it being a matter of no importance. Dr. Thornley did not 
ow that that was inserted in the record until it became a matter 
of importance for him to inquire into that after the enactment of 1873 
was passed, Then knowing the fact that there was a law on the 
statute-book which gave him 25 per cent. more in case he was dis- 
abled in the line of Katy, he made his application under that law. 
Dr. Dean, medical inspector of the Navy, makes this statement in 
1879: 


have in my hand, that if the disabili 
duty he should have 75 per cent. in 


WASHINGTON, D. C., January 8, 1879. 


I hereby certify that I was the assistant to the Bureau of Medicine in the Navy 
ent when, in the latter part of the year 1873, Medical Director John Thorn- 


lev. 15 on the retired list, made appeoa to the paed of the Navy tobe 
wed three-fourths of duty „as he claimed that his disability had occurred 
in the line of duty, and pressed this claim in a becoming manner until he found it 
in vain to pursue it er at that time. ; 
RICHARD C. DEAN, 
Medical Inspector, U. 8. N. 

Showing that he set up this claim as soon as the law was passed, 
which gave him or any one else for disability incurred in the line of 
duty an addition of vy Fe cent. Rey. Upon this claim, preferred by 
Dr. Thornley at that e, the Secretary of the Navy convened a 
board to determine as to the very important point whether, in fact, 
he had been disabled in the line of duty or not. It was then forthe 
first time a matter of importance to be inquired into. When this 
board was convened by the late Secretary of the Navy the finding 
was, all the facts connected with the disability then first coming 
before a competent board, as follows: 


The te ag of the board of 3 1861, of which a copy is herewith appended 
and marked N, regarding the disability of Dr. Thornley, and that it was not an 
incident of the service, seems to have been founded upon insufficient evidence. 

The conclusion that we now reach is formed after being in full possession of all 
the facts and documents, and we therefore derive the opinion, the disability caus- 
r yh Ulla saa Oo 
ite o line of duty, w. a p Sup- 

ot San , in 1851. 


ply, in the harbor of 
P. LANSDALE, 
Medical Director. 
RICHARD C. DEAN, 


B, F GIBBS, o nember, 


Medical Inspector and Member. 


This is incorporated in the report of the committee, and has 
influenced the finding in favor of the facts; first, that this man 
received his disability, for which he was retired, in the line of duty, 
and hence under the act of March, 1873, he has the right to the addi- 
tional 25 per cent.; that is, to be retired on 75 per cent. of full pay 
rather than 50 per cent. In an indorsement of the report of this 
board the late retary of the Navy, Mr. Thompson—[the Presi- 
dent pro tempore rapped with his gavel.] I will move to strike out 
any word that is in the bill, say the last word or the first, which- 
ever will allow me to take two or three minutes further. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will decide that for 
himself. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will say the last word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending motion is to strike 
out the enacting clause; that includes all the rest of the bill; and a 
motion to strike out the last word or the last line would not be in 


order. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I withdraw the motion to strike out the enact- 


ing clause. 

fr. VOORHEES. Iam very much obliged to the Senator from 
Missouri. I say with the utmost co and kindness to the Sen- 
tor from Missouri that I had not the slightest wish to embarrass him 


in his 8 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate must decide whether 
they will allow the five-minute rule to be evaded or not. 

Mr, VOORHEES. The Senator from Missouri having withdrawn 
his motion to strike ont the enacting clause, I move to strike out the 
last word of the bill or the last section. Then I desire to state what 
the committee’s report says: 

In an endorsement of the report—— 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There ought to be an amendment 
pending to allow the Senator to speak. 

Mr. VOORHEES, I have moved to amend the bill by striking out 
the last section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is but one section in the bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I put the motion in that form in deference to 
the Chair. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out between the words—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana has the 


floor. 
Mr. VOORHEES. I move to postpone the bill, and I do it in order 
to say a word, as it is a motion I do not expect to vote for myself. 
The late Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Thompson, indorsed this find- 
ing of the board as follows: 
In accordance with the within proceedings and findings, cag nly ge of the 
Department that Medical Director John was at the time of this retire- 


ment incapacitated on account of causes occasioned while in the line of duty, and 
he will be so regarded on the records of the Department from this date. 

The report proceeds to state that— 

Among the proofs before this board, which have been shown to the committee, 
appear the statements of Captain William T. Truxton, United States Navy, Jeffer- 
son Maury, and C. H. Kennedy, all of whom were officers on duty with Dr. Thorn- 
ley when the disabi ity occurred, showing it to have been the result of sickness 
contracted in the line of his on while attending an officer of the United States 
steamer Warren in asevere attack of illness. Thereportalsoshows Dr. Thornley’s 
habits to have been excellent, and his character and efficiency as an officer are 
attested by letters from Admiral Porter and many other officers. 

This is not a case of relieving a man against intemperate habits, 
it is simply a question of sett his disability which caused him to 
break down physically was incurred while in the line of duty, and 
if so he is entitled to 75 per cent. of duty pay instead of 50 per cent. 
I think a case was never more clearly eout. The relief he seeks 
is very simple. I will say to the Senator from Texas, [Mr. MAXEY, ] 
who inquires of me, that he had retired in 1861, before there was any 
law in the statute-book giving an increase of retired pay on account 
of disability incurred in the line of duty. The act of 1873 made that 
increase, and then he applied for it, and then he made proof before 
aboard, satisfactorily to everybody, that he had incurred the dis- 
ability in the line of duty, and he simply asks that 25 per cent. in 
addition to the 50 per cent. may be allowed him. 

Mr. MAXEY. He would have had it if his retirement had taken 
place after the law passed. 

Mr. VOORHEES, As the Senator from Texas well says, if he had 
been retired after the act of 1873 was passed, instead of before it, 
and made the proof he did before the medical board that these in- 
yma had been incurred in the line of duty, he would er necessitate 

ave been pano on the retired list at 75 per cent. of the full pay 

Mr. ANTHONY. I had intended to say something upon this bill, 
but I see the hour has nearly expired. I will say with regard to the 
opinion which has been read by the Senator from Missouri, that 
while I respectfully differ from its law, it has no application at all 
to this bill. This billadmits that Dr. Thornley is not entitled under 
the law to this additional pay; if he was entitled to it he would not 
come here. We pass pension bills everyday. Sup when a pen- 
sion bill comes up here the Senator from Missouri should get up and 
read a long opinion that the man was not entitled to it under the 
law, the reply would be that we were making a law for it. Ro I ac- 
cept the law the Senator from Missouri has read, but I say that it is 
because that is the law that this bill is introduced. 

Dr. Thornley was brought before a board at a time when it made 
no difference what was the cause of disability, whether incurred in 
the line of hity or otherwise. Then that board had no authority to 
examine into the question of whether the disability was incurred in 
the line of duty. It was an assumption on the part of that board, 
it was surplusage, as was said in the opinion read by the Senator 
from Missouri, and no examination was made of that question. He 
was not before the board to show that the disability was incurred 
in the line of duty. There was not a word of testimony or any wit- 
ness examined on the subject. 

When the law was passed which made a difference in the pay of all 
officers hereafter retired or already retired, then he immediately made 
yd 7 a eet for a board to examine the question which had been de- 
cided without examination and without authority, and the new board 
decided that his disability was incurred in the line of duty, and it 
was incurred mainly in taking charge of an officer who died of the 
delirium tremens, and therefore saved the Senate the trouble of rein- 
tering him against the vote of the Senator from Missouri and my- 


self, 

But, Mr. President, I see that the hand of the clock is pointing to 
the hour, and I will not detain the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the indefinite 

tponement of the bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I withdraw that motion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PHBE C. DOXSIE. 

The bill (S. No. 43) granting a pension to Phebe C. Doxsie was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for placing on 
the pension-roll the name of Phebe C. Doxsie, widow of the late James 
W. Doxsie, first lientenant of Company G, Twenty-seventh Regiment 
Michigan Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
THOMAS PATTON. 

The bill (S. No. 601) granting a pension to Thomas Patton was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 4, after the words ‘‘directed to,” to strike out 


„place on” and insert restore to,” and in line 9, at the end of the 
bill, to add: 


At the rate of $4 month until the passage of this act, and to continue here 
after at suoh rate an may be required by the ordinary examinations. 
So as to make the bill read: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to restore to the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the - 


sion laws, the name of Thomas Patton, late a private in Com , One hun 
and forty - second Regiment New York Volunteers, — commence from 


1882. 
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the date he was from the pension-roll at the rate of $4 month until 
the of this i continue hereafter at such rate ta maybe required 
y the ions. 


The amendment was a; d to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. aa, nting the use of tents at the soldiers’ reunion to 
be held at Belle Plaine, Iowa, in the month of September or October, 
1882, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The m also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution ; and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore : 

A bill (e o. 667) to authorize the Secretary of War to sell the 
milita: racks and the lands upon which they are located in tks 
city of Savannah, Georgia; and 

joint resolution (S. R. No. 37) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to supply artillery and camp equipage to the soldiers and sailors’ 
reunion at Topeka, Kansas. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
this day approved and signed the jeepers acts: 

An act (S. No. 383) to amend section 4458 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, relating to license fees of officers of steam-ves- 


sels 

An act (S. No. 1510) for the relief of John H. Schabinger, guardian 
of Susan McKnatt and Martha McKnatt, minor daughters of James 
McKnatt, deceased ; 

An act (S. No. 1504) to facilitate the payment of dividends to the 
creditors of the Freedman’s Savings an st Company; and 

An act (S. No. 42) for the relief of George G. Snyder. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of two o’clock having 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 

Mr. FARLEY. I move to take from the table the President's mes- 

6 vetoing the Chinese bill. 
. HO I object to the motion; it is out of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must lay before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business, 

Mr. FARLEY. I now make the motion to take from the table the 
President’s message vetoing the Chinese bill, laying aside the present 
unfinished business without prejudice. 

Mr. HOAR. I object to the motion as out of order. 

Mr. FARLEY. Lunderstand that it has been the rule of the Senate 
to consider a President’s veto message as a privileged question, and 
I make it on that ground, q 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in the power of a majority of 
the Senate to take up the bill that has been vetoed. 

Mr. HOAR. I object that the motion is out of order under the rule, 
which is that when a measure is pending only certain enumerated 
motions are in order. You certainly cannot move to take from the 
table another matter 

Mr. INGALLS. The motions are specified in Rule 43. 

Mr. BAYARD. Isubmit to the Senate that we are bound to pro- 
ceed with the consideration of this measure which has been returned 
to the Senate, as the House originating it, without the mf Fb of 
the President of the United States, and accompanied by his objec- 
tions in writing. This is in the fullest constitutional sense the un- 
finished business of this body. Congress proceeded to pass the bill; 
they did so by a constitutional majority of each House; it was pre- 
sented to the President for his ry, emg and after the expiration of 
nine days it was returned with objections to the Senate; that 
was yesterday. In order to provide for the performance of our con- 
stitutional duty and to give time therefor, which is to spread upon 
the Journal of the Senate the m and the bill, the bill and the 
message were laid oon the table, and su uently ordered to be 
printed. They have been printed, and are before the Senate now. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam very sorry to interrupt the Senator from Dela- 
ware, but I desire to rise to a question of order. My point of order 
is this, that upon the pending business the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
INGALLS] had the floor at the adjournment of the Senate yesterday 
and was making an unfinished speech, and by the usuages and rules 
of the Senate he is entitled to complete his remarks on the pending 
measure before he can be taken from the floor for any other p $ 
There will be opportunity enough, of course, to test the sense of the 
Senate and a majority of the Senate can decide at the proper time 
what it will proceed with ; but it never was heard, I venture to say, 
that a Senator was taken from the floor in the midst of a ch 
where the Senate adjourned by his courtesy alone that he might 
in the morning. 

Mr. HARRIS. May I ask the Senator from Massachusetts what is 
the pending business 


Mr. HOAR. The 
Presidential count b 
Mr. HARRIS. Then, Mr. President 


3 business technically, of course, is the 
Jam aware of that. 


Mr. HOAR. I see the point of the Senator’s question, and now I 
hope he will allow me to address myself to both the Senators. Do 
the Senators themselves think that the question whether this motion 
shall be put now or fifteen minutes hence for of course it will be 
in the power of any Senator to move to lay aside the pending meas- 
ure when the Senator from Kansas gets through—is important enough 
to violate (whether they have the technical right to do it or not) the 
usage of the Senate which is founded upon courtesy ? 

The Senate unanimously agreed that the pending measure might 
be laid aside to take up a measure in which the Senators from Texas 
and Arkansas had a special interest, and I allowed that to be done 
to my considerable personal detriment. That was pending yester- 
day under that unanimous consent, and the Senator from Kansas was 
addressing the Senate, and thereupon he was asked at five o’clock 
whether he preferred to complete his remarks then or to allow the 
Senate to adjourn and complete them in the morning 

Mr. HARRIS. May I ask the Senator 

Mr. HOAR. Let me complete the narrative. I think the Senator 
from Kansas desired or intimated that he preferred to complete his 
remarks last night, but to accommodate the Senate he gave up his 
pani to the floor, which he controls by all the courtesies and usages 
when the Senate meets in the morning, Now, I would ask my friend 
from Tennessee if anything in his view is gained by taking this 
vetoed bill up fifteen minutes sooner to compensate the breach of an 
arrangement like that? 

Mr. HARRIS. I understood the Senator from Massachusetts to 
rise to a question of order, and by force of a question of order to take 
the Senator from Delaware off the floor. I should like to know of 
the Senator from Massachusetts if his appeal in behalf of the Senator 
from Kansas is Apai of his question of order ? 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir; it isnot. It is very clear that after I had 
made my question of order I made this appeal also. 

Mr. 8. The Presidential count bill is the thing before the 
Senate, and it can be only informally laid aside by unanimous con- 
sent to take up the bill on which the Senator from Kansas is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. That is perfectly true. 

Mr. BAYARD. My friend from Massachusetts has not up to this 
time in my hearing stated his point of order, and I consider there- 
fore that it is as well for me to finish the statement I was making 
of the condition of the business before the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. My point of order was that the Senator from Kansas 
was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BAYARD. I did not pro to argue the merits. I believe 
I am as responsive to a claim of personal courtesy as anybody in the 
eres but I was speaking to the business of the Senate at the pres- 
ent time. 

I do not deny the power of the Senate to arrange its business in 
its own way, and to take up whatever it sees fit, but I wish to sub- 
mit whether or not there is a duty upon the Senate under the Con- 
stitution, expressly declared, to treat this question of the considera- 
tion of the Presidential veto of an act of Congress as a question in- 
volving precedence. I do not use the word “ privileged,” I mean a 

uestion involving precedence. The measure met the assent of both 
ouses by a constitutional majority in each; it has not met the ap- 
proval of the President; it has come back here with his objections 
stated in writing; we have 2 them upon the Journal; and the 
uestion is now what is our duty in the regular order of proceeding ? 
he Constitution provides: 
If he [the President) Bs debited he shall 
his objections, to that House in which it 
the objections at large on their Journal— 

Which has been done— 

and proceed to reconsider it. 


Now, I ask whether or not under that provision the rules of the Sen- 
ate or a simple agreement of the Senate are to be preferred? It 
strikes me that the proceeding is obligatory, that it is our duty to 
proceed to the consideration of this veto message. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts raise the point of order that the Senator from Kansas is entitled 
to the floor? 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir; I do not. What is the pending question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is the Presi- 
dential count bill. The Chair understood the Senator from Califor- 
nia [Mr. FARLEY] to make two motions together, which was not in 
order. One was to lay aside this bill and the other was to take up 
the veto message of the President, The proper motion to make is a 
motion to lay aside all pending orders. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I will make a motion to postpone the farther 
consideration of the unfinished business, the Presidential count bill, 
until to-morrow ; and then the Senator from California can make his 
motion, if that motion shall carry, to proceed to the consideration 
of the veto 11 7515 7 

The PRESID pro tempore. That is in order. The Senator from 
Tennessee moves to pone the unfinished business, which is the 
Presidential count bill, until to-morrow. 

The question being put, a division was called for. 


it, but if not he shall return it, with 
have originated, who shall enter 
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Mr. BAYARD. Before the question is taken I should like to ask 
the Senators from California who are especially charged with this 
measure and whose homes are to-day, as I understand, the theater 


of considerable excitement over this question, what is their wish 
upon subject, and what is their measure of their duty upon this 
subject ? tever they shall themselves propose I shall feel com- 


ed to abide by. As a question of personal courtesy to my friend 
From Kansas, no person in the Senate would be more desirous to 
accommodate him than I; but I ask the Senators from California to 
indicate what their desire is. 

Mr. FARLEY. Ihave no hesitation in saying that I think it is 
the unanimous sentiment, so far as our people are concerned, that 
there should be immediate action on the veto message. My col- 
league has introduced a bill this morning, without knowing what 
wild be the result of the action on the veto message, and we are 
anxious to have legislation on this subject. My information from 
home is that there is very great excitement among the people. Vio- 
lence may break out to-day in San Francisco. I want to take action 
on this bill now, and I therefore shall move, after this other motion 
is through, to take it up. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, there is no doubt that it is the 
duty of the Senate to proceed to consider the veto message as soon 
as practicable. It is a matter simply of good judgment as to time 
and opportunity. On this side of the House there is no disposition 
at all to delay action on this question. We wish to let things take 
their ordi course. We are not to be impelled to take up this 
particular bill because certain citizens may threaten violence in any 
part of the United States. That is not the way to induce the Sen- 
ate to act on a question of this kind. It seems to me the better way 
is, with due deference to other Senators, to allow the Indian railroad 
bill to be sed of, which, 1 9 7 pote will take but a short time. 
I am told also that the Presidential count bill will take but a short 

that there is no controversy about it, all parties agreeing on 
the terms and forms of the Presidential count. Then we can prop- 
erly take up the Chinese bill; and when the matter comes up I in- 
tend to submit a motion to refer that bill to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. I believe that the committee can now, enlightened as 
they are by the message of the President and by the documents he 
has communica report a bill which will practically secure the 
objects of all es in the Senate. 
. FARLEY. Will the Senator allow me to ask hima question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not like to have a discussion interrupted by 
questions continually, but I will answer. I never refuse such a re- 
quest, though I dislike that mode of carrying on a debate in the 

nate 


Mr. FARLEY. What information could the Committee on Foreign 
Relations obtain from having this veto message referred to that com- 
mittee? They had all the information before the committee acted 
originally that the President has given in his message, and it was 
very thoroughly considered i and if, as the Senator has said, that 


side of the Chamber has no disposition to retard action on the mes- 

e, what point is to be gained by referring this bill to the Com- 
ttee on Foreign Relations? 

Mr. SHE I might, if I wanted to retort, ask what point is 


there in forcing action upon this bill at once? 

Mr. FARLEY. To see whether we can pass the bill or not. I do 
not know but what we can pass the bill over the President’s veto. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not care to answer questions backward and 
forward; it is an unusual mode, It seems to me the proper mode, 
and the regular mode is, to take up this bill at a time when it can 
be considered. That some measure might be properly passed, and 
ought to be passed in regard to the Chinese question, there is no dif- 
ference of opinion, either with the President of the United States, or 
with the Senate, or the House of Representatives. The question is, 
Will you violate a treaty? The President thinks you have violated 
the treaty in this bill. There is no desire to violate the treaty on the 
part of any one. It seems to me, therefore, it is better to let the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, which has jurisdiction of the sub- 
ject, take it up and report a bill, which, I believe, can be passed by 
the general assent of both parties in this House, that will meet the 
objections made by the President of the United States. 

ut to recur to the question now before us, if we should postpone 
these two pendin bills it will not ep garden matters in the slightest 
de; „because then the debate will spring up on the question of 
reference. I submit, therefore, that we had better go on with and 
dispose of the two measures that are pending before the Senate, and 
then take up this question under the Constitution and act upon it 
as we think right on the matter of reference first, and then, if that 
motion is defeated, upon the question of concurring in the passage 
of the bill, notwithstanding the objections of the President. 

Mr. FARLEY. Mr. President, all that I have to say is that I am 
willing to come to a vote upon this question. It seems to me that 
it is rather unprecedented to postpone the consideration of a measure 
of this character at this time, which has precedence, as I under- 
stand, over other business pending in the Senate. It is a privileged 
question, and why Senators on the other side of the Chamber desire 
to postpone action on this bill I do not see, You cannot tell until 
the vote is taken but what we shall pass the bill over the President’s 
veto; no Senator can tell that; and why pos 
of this measure now, and then talk ere, 


ne the consideration 
ving it referred for con- 


sideration to the Committee on Fore’ ign Relations? I see nothing 
to be gained by postponing the consideration of the veto message. 
That puts it out of the way. If we cannot pass the bill over the 
President’s veto, it ends it and opens the door for other bills to be 
introduced. 

My colleague this morning, without objection on the part of the 
Senate—though with his action I do not agree—introduced a bill not 
knowing but that this bill might yet become a law. No Senator can 
tell until the vote is taken. Vas the introduction of my colleague’s 
bill was premature, in my ju ent, because until the vote is taken 
you cannot tell but what this bill will become a law notwithstand- 
ing the President’s objections; and I urge it at this time, or shall do 
so when the motion to pompons the other bills made by the Senåtor 
from Tennessee is put. e can dispose of this measure in twenty 
minutes, in my opinion; certainly it need not take over half an hour, 
and being a 5 question I shall insist upon its disposition. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I for one am 8 as willing to vote 
at one time as at another on this question, and I do not desire any 
postponement of it myself; but there is one thing to which I wish to 
call the attention of the Senate, and that is that the pending order 
has been laid aside a week now for the accommodation of Senators who 
had measures that they must attend toand for the appropriation bills 
until it has come to be necessary for the Senator who has that pend- 
ing order in charge to leave town for a few days. I submit that it 
is hardly courteous to him after he has yielded the floor-to other Sen- 
ators who had measures that it would accommodate them to bring be- 
fore the Senate day after day, the Indian appropriation bill havin 
occupied three or four days unexpectedly and the measure considered 
after that taking more time than any one could have expected, to now 
interpose this measure. My colleague is necessarily called away on 
Friday, and it seems to me that it is due to him and to the courtesy 
he has extended to other Senators and their measures that he should 
have an opportunity to dispose of the pending measure before he 
leaves the city. I have not conferred with him in making this sug- 

estion. The Senator from Texas knows the inconvenience it has 
en, to accommodate those who have the railroad bill in charge as 
well as the al propriation bills, that the regular order has been in- 
formally laid aside from day to day, a measure admitted by every one 
to be of vital importance, which ought to be considered by the Senate. 

Now, whether this Chinese bill shall be considered to-day or to- 
morrow does not seem to me to make any difference with the measure 
itself. So far as I am concerned, and so far as I know that any Sen- 
ator on this floor is concerned, there is no disposition, no desire to 
potoan the consideration of the message because of the message 
itself or the subject-matter of the message a single hour, but that it 
may be considered just as well after the regular order shall have been 
disposed of as now seems to me to be very apparent. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr, President, when the Senate adjourned last 
night I was speaking to an amendment that I had offered to the 
Indian Territory railroad bill. Under the usages that prevail, I 
e I should have been entitled to resume this morning at the 
expiration of the iho Ma and while I am obliged to the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] for calling attention to the fact, 
yet I did not fai] to insist upon my rights because I was not aware 
of them, but because at that time I did not see fit to assert them; 
and my reason is this: I am convinced that the question arising 
upon the return of the Chinese bill with the objections of the Ex- 
ecutive is one of high privilege; it is one that is to be controlled by 
considerations not arising out of the rules of the Senate, but upon 
the express declaration of the Constitution, which is superior to the 
rules, and is the ultimate law of the land. The declaration is that 
when a bill is returned without the assent of the President it shall 
go with his objections to the Housein which it originated, that, his 
objections having been spread at large upon the Journal, that House 
shall proceed to reconsider the same. The word “reconsider” of 
course is not used in the ordinary parliamentary sense, but it is a 
declaration that the House shall proceed to consider the bill again, 
for the purpose of deciding whether or not it will pass it over the 
objections of the Executive. 

y opinion is, considering this high constitutional direction as a 
matter affecting the dignity of the Executive and the position of 
the Honse in which the bill originated, that it is the duty of this 
body to proceed to consider that bill with the Executive objections; 
and I am ready to proceed to that duty now. 

Ishall oppose, whenever it is offered, the motion of the Senator from 
Ohio to commit this bill, because, if it be recommitted, no good can 
result. The Senator says that if it be recommitted, with the informa- 
tion derived from the message of the President, the committee can 
probably prepare a new bill that will avoid those nd, gb ee that they 
can plow around the stump and avoid the difficult places. That is 
not the question. ‘This measure cannot be disposed of by a new bill 
submitted by the committee. The Constitution recognizes no such 
method of disposing of a bill to which there has been a constitutional 
objection inte by the Executive. The committee may report 
whatever bill they please in whatever language they please upon this 
subject; but if we discharge the duty imposed upon us by the Con- 
stitution, the question that we are to deal with now is, Shall this bill 

ass, the objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding ? 
Tt may be done after debate or without debate; it may be done before 
reference or after reference; but the subject can only be disposed of 
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by a vote by yeas and nays to be entered upon the Journal upon the 
proeime question, in the terms defined by the Constitution itself. 


IAXEY. Mr. President, the bill for the Presidential count, 
the regular order of business, was at my request informally laid aside 
by the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. Hoar] in order that the bill 

ting the right of way for a railroad through the Indian Terri- 
ry might be taken up and considered. We have had that up now 
for two days, and there can be no question, in my mind, that we can 
secure a vote on it this evening. I know of nothing which should 
prevent the Senate proceeding in the due and orderly course of busi- 
ness and finishing that bill; I know of nothing which should compel 
us to lay aside that in order to take up this. We have had no time 
to consider the veto message; we have only just had it printed. It 
is in the sense of the Constitution now under consideration by the 
Senate. The very object which we had in view in having the Presi- 
dent’s message printed was that we might proceed to consider it, and 
this morning for the first time the message came to us in print, so 
that we could consider it. 

I am as much as anybody opposed to any delay in the settlement 
of the Chinese matter; I am as much in favor of acting onit as the 
Senator from California or anybody else; but I know of no reason 
why the Senator from Kansas should be taken from the floor and 
why that business which is nearly rt ey should be taken away 
from the Senate, postponed, and something else take its place. It 
does not seem that there is any reason given here to sustain that. 
Weare theoretically, at least, considering the veto message, because 
we have had it printed for that purpose. 

I myself prefer to carry out the agreement made with the Senator 
from Massachusetts. It may be purely personal with me. I made 
an agreement with the Senator from Massachusetts, and I endeavor 
always to carry out my obligations, to get this bill through as 
quickly as I could, and I have been OBREN very best to do it in 
order to get it out of the way, because he has told me he wanted to 
leave on Friday, and I wanted him to have an opportunity to call 
up his bill. The bill now before the Senate is vital to my State, and 
I therefore feel a deep interest in having the vote taken on it, as I 
think it can be this evening, and disposed of. 

Mr. HARRIS. I beg to call the attention of the Senator from 
Texas to the fact that the arrangement by which the bill inhis charge 
has been under consideration for two or three days is not an arrange- 
ment between him and the Senator from Massachusetts. It was by 
the unanimous consent of the Senate renewed every morning; it 
will have to be renewed again this mornin p7 nnanimons consent. 
He cannot get to the consideration of his bi 6 
the consideration of the unfinished business, or the un ous con- 
sent of the Senate. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator will pardon me fora moment. I un- 
derstand that that is so, of course, but I also understand that the 
Senator from Massachusetts, without any contest with mein regard 
to that matter, agreed to lay aside his bill. Of course that had to 
be ratified by the Senate before action could be had on the bill to 
which I have alluded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee to postpone the consideration of the 
Presidential count bill until to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR and Mr. HARRIS called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr, ROLLINS, when his name was called.) Iam paired with the 
Senator from Florida, [Mr. JONES.] If he were present I should vote 

nay. 

Ma SAUNDERS, (when his name was called.) I am —on 
all questions of politics at any rate—with the Senator from Ken- 
Lai fot WitiiaMs.] I do not know whether this is political or 
not. not, I vote “nay.” 

K 2 PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator vote? He must 
ecide. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, If it is not a political question, and I understand 
it is not, I vote “nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. RANSOM. I am paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
LoGan] upon the Chinese question; and as this seems to be a branch 
of it, I shall not vote. I should vote “‘ yea,” if at liberty to do so, 

Mr. JONAS, (after having voted in the affirmative.) I am paired 
with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] on the consideration of 
the veto message. As this seems to be connected with that question, 
I ask leave to withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Louisiana with- 
draws his vote. 

_Mr. KELLOGG. I am paired with the Senator from North Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Vaxck. ] He would vote “ yea” if present. 

Mr. PUGH, (after having voted in ar ees I desire to sa 
that I voted “nay ” because I am a member of the Committee on Priv. 
leges and Elections that reported the Presidential count bill, and I 
did not desire to displace that bill; but if the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, the chairman of the committee, who has of that bill, is 
willing that I should vote as I please, without reference to my duty 
as a member of that committee, I will 8 vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The must decide that for 


Mr. PUGH. Then I vote ‘‘yea.” 
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YEAS—29. 
Bayard, Farley, Johnston, h, 
Beck. Garland, Jones of Nevada, Safer 
Call, Gorman, Lamar, Vest, 
Camden, Groome, MePherson, Voorhees, 
Cameron of Wis., Grover, Maxey, Walker. 
Cockrell, Hampton Miller of Cal. 
Coke, HANA, Mo i 
Fair, Jackson, P eton, 
NAYS—25. 
Aldrich, i Miller of N. V., Sewell, 
Anthony, Hawle Mitchell, Sherman, 
Jair, Hill of Colorado, M Teller, 
Cameron of Pa., Hoar, Platt, Windom. 
Davis of Illinois, Ingalls, Plumb, 
Dawes, Mo. ers, 
Frye, 7 0 Sawyer, 
ABSENT—22. 
Ferry, Kellogg, Saulsbury, 
Brown, Serre LADAN Vance, 
Butler, Hale, Van Wyck, -~ 
Conger, Hill of Georgia, MeDill, W. 8 
of W. Va., Jonas, Ransom, 
Edmunds, Jones of Florids, Rollins, 


So the motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

poned until to-morrow. 
CHINESE IMMIGRATION—VETO MESSAGE. 


Mr. FARLEY. I now move to take up the President's message of 
panier SS 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California moves 
to take up Senate bill No. 71, returned by the President with his 
objections. The Chair supposes that is what the Senator means. 

r. FARLEY. Yes, sir; that is my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California moves 
to take up for reconsideration Senate bill No. 71, returned by the 
President of the United States with his objections. 

The motion was gps e to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, I submit again the motion to refer to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves to 
refer the bill to the Committee on Foreign Relations. Is it with the 
wee of the President of the United States, or the bill alone? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill with the message and accompanying 
documents. 

Mr. MORGAN. Upon that motion I make the point that the motion 
to refer is not in order. The Constitution of the United States 
requires that the Senate shall proceed now to consider the veto mes- 
sage and to reconsider the bill notwithstanding the objections of 
the President of the United States, and we have not the right to do 
anything else than that with the subject now before the Senate. It 
is our duty under the Constitution, made mandatory upon us, oblig- 
atory upon us, to proceed now to the consideration of that business 
without any reference to any committee or any intervention through 
my other power or body than the Senate of the United States. 

do not know why the Senator from Ohio desires this bill to be 
referred to that committee of which I have the honor to be a mem- 
ber. He has not so far disclosed his reasons; therefore I have no 
right toassnme what theyare. But that committee certainly cannot 
consider this bill in its present shape. This bill has passed both 
Houses of rie jigs ; it is not now open to amendment in the Senate 
or anywhere else, ir any Senator should rise here for the purpose of 
offering an amendment to this bill it would be against the rules of 
order, and so it would be if the Committee on Foreign Relations were 
to propose or introduce an amendment to the bill or a substitue for 
it, for the Constitution requires us to vote on this bill, not upon any 
amendment to it or any proposition to change it or to modify it in 
any respect at all. Therefore the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
if it should take this bill in charge under the order of the Senate, 
could do nothing more than report back its opinion of the Presiden- 
tial m < 

Mr. SHERMAN. I gave way tothe Senator on a question of order. 
I desire myself to discuss the motion. 

Mr. MORGAN. I stated that I was making the question of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN, If a question of order is made, I should like to 
have a decision of the question. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator claim the floor? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I had the floor, and gave way to a question of 


order, 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator wishes to press his motion I will 
withdraw the question of order until he makes his explanation. 
F = SHERMAN No; I should like to have the question of order 

ec 5 

Mr. MORGAN. I withdraw the question of order until the Sena- 
tor from Ohio shall have had a full opportunity to explain the rea- 
sons why he desires this bill to before the committee. I do not 
make the question of order until the Senator from Ohio has had fall 
opportunity to explain the reasons that induce him to ask the Sen- 
ate to refer the bill to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have not the slightest objection to the Senator 
from Alabama making the question of order. I suppose it has been 
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settled probably in half the cases where veto messages have come to 


the Senate or the House that the best way to consider a bill is in 
committee, and when we are called upon to reconsider it, the best 
way, then, to consider it is in committee. It has been done time ont 
of mind. A motion of this kind has been made both in the Senate 
and House. In some cases where the Senate or the House has been 
very much opposed to the veto, it has been disregarded, and it has 
not even been considered at all. If there is any doubt on the ques- 
tion of order I should like to have that decided in the first place 
beforo I say anything. I suppose there are innumerable precedents. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If this was an original question the 
Chair would decide that the point of order was well taken, because, 
in the Lasse of the Chair, the bill is tobe voted upon by the Senate 
on the objections of the President of the United States, and any ob- 
jections t a committee can add to supplement them are not to 
enter into the matter at all. It is upon the objections of the Presi- 
dent that the Senate acts. That is what the Constitution says. 
Upon the objections of the President peg submitted, the question 
is, Shall this bill be repassed notwithstanding the objections of the 
President? Referring them to a committee to get the opinion of the 
committee with additional objeetions was not what the Constitution 
required, in the opinion of the Chair. But the Chair has looked 
through the precedents both in the House aud Senate, and they are 
too numerous to be overlooked. Bills vetoed by the President have 
been referred to committees ; they have stayed there and never been 
reported back in some instances. Bills have been vetoed time and 
again and left in the hands of committees, without the committees 
ever reporting on them, and the constitutional duty of the Senate 
and House has not been discharged for there has been no vote taken 
upon them. That has been repeatedly done. So, too, vetoed bills 
have been laid on the table and left there. This having been so often 
done, the Chair holds that the point of order is not well taken. 

Mr. MORGAN. Inasmuch as the Chair has passed it as his Plat 
ment that the precedents are not sustained by constitutional law, 
but that the true construction is according to the point made by me, 
I most ectfully take an appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. SHER Now, let us have the vote ou the appeal. 

Mr. HOAR. On that question I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GARLAND. The question we have under consideration, Mr. 
President, is laid down by the authoritios as being one of high priv- 
ilege. It is said, in the work of Cushing on the Law and Practico of 
Legislative Assembles, section 2385 : 

A motion to proceed to the consideration of the vetoed bill will take precedence 
of motions to proceed with other bills, on the ground that the provisions of the 
Constitution are entitled to precedence over the rules of the House, 


And we find in Paschal’s Annotated Constitution the following: 


The said, ‘the motion to proceed to the consideration of a vetoed bill, 
with the objections of the President, is a privileged question under the Constitu- 
tion.“ An 6 Houses sustained the Speaker by vote. (Congresaional Globe, 


2 peas. 27 Cong., p. 905; 2 sess. 28 Cong.. P. 306; Barclay's Dig., p. 215.) 

And in view of these authorities as to the privilege of this ques- 
tion, I voted a few moments since to 8 to its consideration 
although it would displace the railroad bill through the Indian conn- 
try, in which I feel a deep interest. Indeed, as the Senator from Kan- 
ban bras INGALLS] said, it is a constitutional mandate to proceed 
with it. 

Now, as to the question of order on the motion to refer, at the 
first impression I thought myself the motion of the Senator from Ohio 
to refer was notin order, but I find following the authorities that 
the motion to refer is in order and has been sustained by numerous 
precedents. 

Cushing says, (section 2382:) 

The pre aa it contains the objections of the Executive to the bill, makes, 
properly tht ing, a part of the communication, and ordinarily belongs regularly 
with the bill, but it may be separately considered, if thought proper. and may be 
printed orreferred without the bill; and in the House of Kepresentatives of Con- 


gress it has been decided that if a motion is made to refer the message separately, 
rong the previous question is thereupon moved, the main question is on the motion 


Authorities are also collected by Paschal to the same effect. 


Sec, 357. aeg bill which shall have passed the House of Representatives and 
the Senate, shall, before it becomes a law, be etary foe to the President of the 
United States; if he a prove be shall sign it, but if not he shall return it, with 
his objections to that House in which it shall have oi Ke. When the bill 
is returned with the President's objections, it is usual to have the message imme- 
diately read, (Journals, 1 sess., 28 Cong., PP. 1081, 1084; 1 sess., 29 Cong., 1209, 
1214; 2 sess., 33 Cong., pp. 397, 411; 1 sess., 34 Cong., p. 1420,) and for the House 
to proceed to the consideration of the bill (16..) or to postpone its reconsidera- 
tion. (House Journal, 1 sess., 21 Cong., p. 742.) And the message and bill may be 
referred to the appropriate committee, and ned until the next session of the 
same Con as in the case of Best and Wallace, (42 Cong., 2 sess., Senate Jour- 
nal,) which were referred and reported at the third seasion.—Z7. R. „No. 42. 
8 shall not a where less thun u quorum is present. (I sess., 33 Cong. , 

ouse Journal, p. 1341.) 

A 1 and bill may be referred, or the message alone, and the bill laid 
on the table. (Journal, 2 sess., 27 Cong., pp. 1253-1257 ; Globe the same day, p. 1218.) 


Under the Constitution we proceed to reconsider it, and a refer- 
ence would be one means of reconsidering. Therefore the motion to 
refer scems to be in order, althongh I was not of this impression 
when the question was first suggested. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is apon the appeal 
taken by the Senator from Alabama from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. BAYARD. That is debatable. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is debatable. 
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Mr. BAYARD. I believe the authorities read by the Senater from 
Arkansas are applicable to this case; but it is obvious that this is 
no case for reference—— 

Mr. SHERMAN, Isubmit to my friend that is the very subject I 
want to discuss. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is upon the merits. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio was speaking upon the merits when an appeal was 
taken from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. BAYARD. That may be, but I never before have heard in 
this body that the debate must be entirely germane, It is not to 
the ee of the question, it is to the merits of the reference that I 
speak. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Upon that 8 I had the floor, and I took 
my seat af once upon an appeal being taken. 

Mr. BAYARD. It matters very little whether what I have to say 
on this subject is said just now or whether it comes up on the ques- 
tion of reference, should the Senate decide, in accordance with what 
I understand to be the ruling of the Chair, that a motion to refer is 
now in order. From that decision an appeal has been taken. When 
that appeal has been decided, if the Chair shall be sustained, then 
the Chair would put the motion to refer, and when he puts the 
motion to refer I propose to say something why it ought not to be 
referred. It is a mere question therefore of the time and order of 
speaking. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state the question. 
The point of order was raised by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MORGAN] that the motion to refer was not in order. The Chair 
decided that it was in order. Upon that an appeal was taken. The 
qnestionis, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of 
the Senate? 

Mr. MORGAN. Senators all aronud me ask me to withdraw the 
poate Inasinuch as the Chair has stated its decided dissent from 
the correctness of my position I ventured to have the opinion of the 
Senate upon the question, not as it might affect this question, but as 
it might affect the practice hereafter. There seems to be, however, 
an urgency here for arriving at the end of the question of reconsid- 
eration, and inasmuch as the appeal which I have taken would likely 
occupy some time, I will seek some other occasion on which to raise the 
question, if it shall ever arise, taking at this moment of time, however, 
the liberty of expressing my present dissent to the idea that Congress 
can do anythiuy else under the Constitution than to proceed to the 
consideration of this question, and that it must be done in the House 
where the bill originated, and must be done upon the call of the 
yeas and nays, and cannot be done as I submit by the intervention 
of a committee. ö 

au PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator withdraw the 
appeal? 

Mr. MORGAN, I withdraw my appeal. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The appeal having been withdrawn, 
tho question is on the motion to refer the bill, with the accompany- 
ing message and papers, to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, in my judgment this is the kind 
of a bill above all others that ought to be referred. There is bnt 
little dispute that some provision of law should be made to restrain 
the importation of the class of Chinese laborers into this country 
which has been flowing into it for the last fifteen or twenty years. 
We are told that these Chinamen come here without wife, without 
children, without desire for a home, without any expectation to 
stay here, but to return again dead or alive, to the land of their 
birth. They are not a d rable population; they are not the kind 
of immigrants which have been useful to our country heretofore, 
who have been invited and received with welcome from the founda- 
tion of the Government. The Chinese are peculiar in every respect. 
It is found that these people, immigrating mainly to the Pacifie 
coast, have created discontent among laboring men, and they are 
25 good citizens in any sense except that they are industrious and 

rugal. 

Under these circumstances some wise limitation upon the immi- 
gration of Chinese to this country would be voted for heartily by 
members of all political parties, of both Houses, with scarcely any 
distinction. But under pretense of regulating the importation of 
Chinese laborers Congress passed a bill which prohibits Chinese im- 
migration for twenty years, If such a bill had been proposed in 
cither House of Congress twenty years ago it would haye been the 
death warrant of the man who offered it. In order to cure an evil 
which we admit we passed a Chinese bill, a bill based upon a polie 
peculiar to China, that of the exclusion of all the world rom the Chi. 
nese soil. In other words, we abandoned the American principle of 
inviting people from all lands to come to us and participate with us in 
developing a great country and we have adopted the old public pol- 
icy of the Chinese, which is to exclude the people of all other lands 
from their soil. 

So sudden and so great a revolution in the policy of our Govern- 
ment should not be adopted without caution and care. In my judg- 
ment, and in this I concur in the opinion of the President, Sars is 
no occasion for such legislation. Lf the evil complained of is that a 
vicious population, without home, withont family or children, are 
brought here under labor contracts, we can pass laws to prevent 
such laborers from coming. We have now secured the right and 
consent of the Chinese Government to regulate and limit immigra- 
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tion, but not to prohibit it. There was no difference of opinion be- 
tween the authorities in China and the authorities of this country 
when the treaty was negotiated ; but the same Chinese who willingly 
subscribed to the treaty now claim that this bill violates the treaty, 
and that the mode and manner proposed is unreasonable and incon- 
sistent with the letter and spirit of the treaty. é 

I ask Senators whether these objections are not sufficient to induce 


us to panse and to consider them. Why not send the objections to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations and let them see whether a law 
could not be framed that will be free from the objections. What haste 
is there? Ke there any Chinamen now coming tothiscountry? The 
only haste I know of is the incipient threat made by the Senator from 
California [Mr. FARLEY] that fires may occur, that murders may be 
committed, or that outrages may be perpetrated in California be- 
cause, forsooth, the President of the United States submits to the 
Senate his objections to this bill. 

Mr. FARLEY. The Senator does me injustice when he says that 
I said anything of the sort in reference to the action of the President. 
I said there was great excitement in my State over the supposed veto 
before they knew anything abont the veto having been given. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator said there were threats of burning, 


ó: 

Mr. FARLEY. No, sir; I said threats of violence. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I thought the Senator said threats of burning. 

Mr. FARLEY. Of course, threats of violence may exist to-day in 
any State, even in the State of Massachusetts. 3 

Mr. SHERMAN. Undoubtedly the Senator's suggestion was an 
indication that the people of the Pacific coast felt so anxious about 
this matter that they would resort to acts of violence, and I think 
my friend said acts of burning; but that is neither here nor there. 

We are not to be herded into this legislation. Here is a bill in- 

tended to carry ont an object in which we all coneur. It is made, 
as it is alleged, in conformity with a treaty concluded between two 
friendly powers, by China, the oldest civilization, and America, 
among the youngest, although not the youngest. . 

What are those objections? They are stated in a few words ina 
memorandum sent by the Chinese minister to the President, or per- 
haps to the Secretary of State, and published in this document, and 
in my judgment every one of them forms a reason why this reference 
bonla be made, and why a bill on this subject should be framed to 
meet the objections proposed, without violating any of the terms or 
provisions of the treaty or the fundamental eee of American 
civilization. What are those objections? Senators will look at 
page 33 they will find a condensed statement of the objections to this 
treaty communicated by the Chinese minister, which in perspicuity 
and soundness could not well be excelled by any of our officers. Let 
us see what they are: 


I. The time fixed in the bill, namely, twenty years, is “unreasonable.” The 
Tan; e of article 1 that “laborers shall not be e Magia ee from com- 
ing to the United States,” and that the ‘‘suspension shall be reasonable,” as well 
as the negotiations, indicate that a brief period was intended. The total prohibi- 
tion of the immigration of Chinese laborers into the United States for twen 1 
would, in my opinion, be unreasonable, and s violation of she meaning and intent 
of the treaty. 


I ask Senators if that objection is not well taken? What does 
twenty yearsmean? Nothing in the life-time of the Chinese Empire ; 
nothing, I trust, in the life-time of the American Republic; but twenty 
years in the life-time of man is a whole generation. If you suspend 
for twenty years a right or a duty or an obligation, you suspend it 
during the whole length of the power of this generation of man. 
Here under a treaty which expressly states that you shall not pro- 
hibit immigration, which says you can only regulate, limit, and con- 
trol or suspend for a reasonable time, you make a suspension of 
twenty years under provisions of peculiar pera} during the whole 
life-time of this generation. The people of California in five years 
from this time may perhaps want to modify this treaty. They may 
find that it is useful for them to have a class of skilled laborers from 
China; but that cannot be done unless Congress is called upon to 
change the law. Š z 

The Chinese authorities tell us that this is not in conformity with 
the treaty. The President tells you that, in his judgment, it is not 
in conformity with the treaty. The Senate was evenly divided on 
that subject. On the question whether the suspension of immigra- 
tion should be ten or twenty years J was paired with my colleague, 
when a single vote would have reduced the suspension to ten years. 

On the first proposition stated by the Chinese minister you have the 
concurrence of one-half the Senate; ms have the opinion of the 
President of the United States; you have a very large vote in the 
House of Representatives, all against this term of twenty years’ sus- 
pension. We should consider that this provision is based upon a 
treaty-yielded cheerfully to ns by the Chinese Government at a time 
when we were under treaty obligation to allow the subjects of China 
to come here as freely as the people of any other nation or any other 
country. Upon your representation to them that this embarrassed 
you, that it created tronble in a portion of the country, they made 
with you, at your request, a new treaty, by which you expressly stip- 
ulated that you would not prohibit this immigration, but would only 
regulate it and limit it. Then they wenton, according to the papers 
shown here in this document, and stated to you what they meant by 
that, what they meant to agree to by the words of the treaty; that 
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is, that you must fix the number that should come; that no more 
should come in any one year in future than had come in the past; 
that in the aggregate it should not exceed a fixed number that you 
2 name. 

hey illustrate what they meant by the power to limit and suspend 
in the very negotiation of the treaty, and they tell us now that this 
substantial prohibition for twenty years under peculiar circumstances 
is not a reasonable exercise of the powers granted by that treaty. 
So the President says; so one-half of the Senate say; so reason 
teaches ns, Ifa foreign nation would construe a treaty made under 
similar circumstances against us in the same unfriendly way we would 
denounce it in unmeasured terms. 

I say, therefore, that the President does state a good reason why 
this bill onght to be reconsidered, and it should be reconsidered in 
the only effective way to reconsider a bill here, by reference to the 
appropriate committee to look over the matter, to talk it over, and 
then see if they cannot modify this provision. But that is not all. 
Remember what I read to you is the statement of the Chinese min- 
ister, based upon this bill, communicated to us by the President of the 
United States. He states as the second proposition : 

II. The inclusion of skilled labor” in the bill is an addition to the words and 
intent of the treaty. It will operate with harshness upon a class of Chinese mer- 
chants entitled to admission to the United States under the terms of the treaty. 
The shoe merchants and cigar merchants of China manufacture the goods they sell 
at their places of business, and to shut out the ‘skilled labor” they need would 

ractically shut them out as well, since it would prevent them from carrying on 
heir business in this country. The laundryman who keeps his shop and has 
a small capital with which to prosecute his trade cannot any just sense be 
included in the class of “laborers,” and the merchant tailor comes in the same 
category. 

Here is a treaty yielded to us by China for our benefit, not for 
theirs—they do not claim anything from it—by which they a 
that the importation of Chinese laborers shall be suspended for a 
time in this country. Then you make the word “ laborers” embrace 
a class of people that in no country in the world are classed by the 
term “laborers.” A merchant who manufactures and sells his own 
wares, a mechanic, a blacksmith, the shoemaker at his last who 
manufactures shoes that he sells himself, the hatter, described by 
Benjamin Franklin, who makes hats to sell, are included in the term 
“skilled labor,” but are not included in the general phraseology used 
in the treaty of a laborer, whose work is done by hand without handi- 
craft. But you extend the meaning of the term “ laborers,” the class 
that the people of California complain of, so as to include all mechan- 
ics, blacksmiths, artisans, merchants, dealers, men who require cap- 
ital as well as mere labor. 

I ask if that is a fair construction of the treaty? Is it right? I 
say it is not, and that some porien ought to be made which would 
enable Chinamen who are skilled men to come; Chinamen who have 
a family and have a home and children, educated as many of them 
are, and we know that some of them are educated as highly as the 
most refined in our favored land. Why should they be excluded! 
When they wish to come here as skilled artisans and laborers, 
wonderfully skillful in certain branches of manufacture, and con- 
tribute their labor and mingle with others, why should they not 
come? All the reasons against cooly immigration cease when you 
speak of these men. The immigrants that we want to exclude are 
those men who have no wiyes, children, or homes, who are mere 
pauper laborers, who are worse than pauper laborers, who are con- 
tract laborers, coolies, a class of men who tend to degrade all labor, 
who can live so cheaply that no men, white or black, can compete 
with them. That is the mischief to be guarded against; that is the 
object to be sought; but now, because we have by the kindness of 
the Chinese Government made a treaty which enables us to limit the 
importation of laborers into this country, we declare that all Chinese 
shall be considered laborers except, forsooth, those described in the 
thirteenth section of the bill. All men are laborers practically by 
the construction given in the bill, except the following: 

Src. 15. That this act shall not apply to diplomatic and other officers of the 
Chinese Government 3 A ys e business of that government, whose cre- 
dentials in the usual form shall be taken as equivalent to the passport in this 


act mentioned, and shall exempt them and their body and honsehold servants from 
the provisions of this act as to other Chinese. < 


Then the bill provides further : 


Sec. 17. That the words "Chinese laborers," wherever used in this act, shall be 
nine to mean both skilled and unskilled laborers and Chinese employed in 

‘There is a provision which excludes a merchant, who is a laborer 
in one sense of the term, a mechanic, an artisan, the highest form 
of skilled labor, yea, a philosopher, a scientist. All these are labor- 
ers, either skilled or . Nobody is to be admitted 
here to carry on his business except diplomatic agents and their 
body servants. We have a few of them here now. 

Itseems to me that is a great stretching of a handsome yielding by 
the Chinese Government to ns to enable us to carry ont our policy. 
With the strong Anglo-Saxon grip, as they have given us the privi- 
lege, we have usurped something more than the privilege they haye 
given us, we have excluded all Chinamen, so that this measure is ab- 
solutely an exclusion of the Chinese from America, as the law in force 
in China in the time of Marco Polo was for the’exclusion of all bar- 
barians from Chins. In other words, we have adopted the law of 
China and applied it to the Chinese while they have recently yielded 
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the enforcement of their laws of exclusion as 
our citizens to come e at pleasure through their country. 


against us and permit 


I now come to the third reason given by the Chinese minister why 
this is not a reasonable exercise of the power granted in the treaty. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Will the Senator allow me to inform 
him that section 5 of the bill provides that the officers of the Gov- 
ernment of China shall give permission by passport to Chinese to 
come to this country? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I intended to come to that in the next clause. 
Let me read the third paragraph of this memorandum, which relates 
to the passport system: 

TIL. The clauses of the bill relating to registration and passports are a vexa- 
tious discrimination against Chinese residents and immigrants, when article 2 
provides explicitly that they shall be entitled to all the privileges conceded to the 
subjects of the most favo: nation. The execution of these provisions of the 
bill will cause irritation, and, in case of the loss of the passport or certificate of 
registration, Chinese residents entitled to remain may be forcibly expelled from 
the country. 

Here the Chinese set forth, as the third ground of their complaint 
that we have applied to them all the old system of passports and 
registration which are so familiar in European countries. Although 
we have a treaty with them which puts them upon the right of the 
most favored nation, yet we now propose by this bill to enact as 
against the Chinese a system of passports that is now being aban- 
doned by almost every Euro nation except probably Russia. 

The fifth section of the bill, to which my friend called my atten- 
tion, but to which I intended to refer for another reason, goes on 
and sets out what the passports shall contain. I venture to say that 
the stipulations and requirements of the passport system contained 
in section 5 of the bill are more onerous or burdensome than any ever 
devised or invented in any of the Italian states. The provision re- 
quires a more particular description of the person, and is more oner- 
ous in all its terms than the passport required in any European 
country. I do not want to see adopted in this country the system 
of passports. I remember once when I traveled in Europe and was 
cated upon for the first time to show my passport. It was to an 
American like a humiliation. When they examined me, examined 
my height, &c., with the eye to see whether I conformed to the de- 
scription in the passport, there was a sense of humiliation; and yet 
now for the first time in this country we are to apply against the 
Chinese the system of passports. 

The Senators from California liken this te registration, and say 
that this provision was put in fer the benefit of the Chinese. I do 
not see why it has been put in for the benefit of the Chinese. The 
Chinese complain of it. Why not leave the question open without 
a passport or registration? If a Chinaman says he is one of those 
who were here before this proposed law took effect, let him stand 
upon the proof that he can furnish upon that question. It is said 
that the Chinaman will lie. So sometimes other people will lie; but 
is it not better for us to drop this system of passports rather than to 
adopt it merely to keep out the Chinese cooly laborers? It seems to 
me it would be just and right to do so. 

The fourth reason given by the Chinese minister is as follows: 

IV. If the bill becomes a law, it will leave the impression in China that its gov- 
ernment strangely misunderstood the character of the treaty or that the Con: 
has violated some of its provisions, and this ifs pon to cog the intelligent 
classes against the United States Government and people, whom they now greatly 
admire and respect. 

That is, the Chinese say, “If son pens such a bill as this, our people 
will feel that you cheated us in making that treaty or that you have 
violated your treaty with us.“ Do you want the Chinese to say that 
ofus? Yet that is what is said here in polite language, that the peo- 
pe of China and the Government of China will feel that they have 

een taken advantage of, that we have not complied with our con- 
tract, or have misconstrued it, or have not construed it as they did; 
that they have construed it in a different way. I trust that this lan- 
guage will be made so plain that even a Chinaman can understand 
it, and the precise mode and manner of the exclusion or limitation of 
Chinese laborers will be ascertained. Then there is another propo- 
sition in this memorandum: 

V. There is no provision in the bill for the transit across the United States of 
Chinese subjects now residing in foreign countries. Large numbers of Chinese 
live in Cuba, Peru, and other countries, who cannot return home without crossing 
the territory of the United States, or touching at San Francisco. To deny this 
And if tue ill becomes slaw fe will, in us reapect resale ing eee Bartz in ie ng 
thousands of innocent Chinese in ‘foreign countries. ith is N 

Now, that is true. In all of South America aud in the West India 
Islands there are more or less Chinese. In some cases they are in- 
vited there, and they return to their own country. They cannot 
get back except by going through San Francisco. San Francisco is 
the great shipping point of the Pacific Ocean, destined some day, I 
have no doubt, to be the queen of the whole vast region of the Pa- 
cific, a region of wonderful resources. No man can get from South 
America to China except he goes by way of San Francisco; and yet 
a Chinese laborer, a Chinese mandarin, an intelligent Chinaman, 
cannot go from South America or the West India Islands through 
San Francisco to China without having his passport, and there is no 
provision in the bill for his passport in such a case, no provision to 
enable him to go back to China, or to enable him to return through 
San Francisco to a South American port. z 


The immediate effect upon a people like the Chinese, who are jeal- 


ous, will be that we will lose our trade with them; we will lose their 
respect, and they now respect us. Up to this time the conduct of 
the United States toward Japan and China has been in the highest 
degree chivalric and proper, with the single exception alone of our 
participation in the plunder which now constitutes the Japanese in- 
demnity fund. Generally, we have treated them much more kindly 
than England, France, or any other European nation. They there- 
fore respect us. They adopted one of our citizens as their embassa- 
dor; they made treaties with us; and the United States have done 
more than all other nations combined to break down that isolation 
of Japan and China which prevailed for centuries and centuries. 
And now we are to be the first nation to shrink from them! 

lam told that in England, in Australia, and in other countries 
where Chinamen go, they have severe police laws to prevent the in- 
ferior class of Chinese laborers from landing there, but they enforce 
them through the aid of their eustom-house officers without giving 
great 8 and respectable Chinese may come and go just like 
any other people. Is it wise for us to go far beyond even the policy 
of England or France or Germany in this respect by excluding the 
whole Chinese nation by a bill passed in a hurry ? 

Sir, this bill, I am bound to say, is the result of passion and feel- 
ing. I do not say that passion and feeling do not spring from a just 
and true foundation. I have no doubt the people of California and 
the Pacific coast have suffered from the evils that have grown out of 
Chinese immigration, but they are sensible American citizens, and 
they ought to feel that in passing laws for them we ought to pass 
such laws as will not disgrace our statute-books and set a bad ex- 
ample in respect to other nations. While we should do for our 
brethren in California all that could be expected from us to protect 
them from what they regard now as a great and growing evil, why 
should we do it in such a way as to violate the fundamental princi- 
ples of the American policy which has distinguished us from the 
American Revolution to this hour ? 

If we must exclude Chinese laborers of a certain character let us 
do it by a wise bill carefully framed, not going one step beyond the 
avowed purpose of the bill, and preserving as far as we can, with 
this execption, the general principle that this land of ours is a home, 
a refuge for the oppressed of all lands, where people may flee from 
kings and emperors, from unwise laws and harsh taxes, from mili- 
tary rule and caste domination; and they come here and on our 
broad fields build themselves a home. If there must be an exception 
as against the Chinese coolies, let that exception be confined to a rea- 
sonable limitation, and let it not be extended so as to include a nation 
that is composed of nearly one-half the whole human race. 

Mr. President, I say again that the bill ought to be referred. It 
ought to be considered without passion. The committee might very 
properly take up the ot apie pes stated in these papers and compare 
them, and perfect a bill and bring it back te us without a formal 
vote by the Senate on the veto message. I could show that vetoed 
bills have been sent to committees, and they have been thus buried. 
I do not propose that this bill shall be buried. I propose that the 
advice given to us by the President, the objection that he has given 
us in this little document, shall be fairly considered by our commit- 
tee; that it shall act upon thatinformation, and report a bill for which 
we may all vote, one that ean be enforced with the consent of China, 
and at the same time maintaining our respect for the institutions 
and experience of our country, which have always been liberal to 
foreigners withont regard to race, religion, or color. 

Mr. GARLAND. I should like before submitting some remarks to 
know exactly the form of the motion of the Senator from Ohio to 
refer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. MORRILL in the chair.) The 
motion is to refer to the Committee on Foreign Relations the bill and 
message and documents. 

Mr. GARLAND. The bill and message and documents ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GARLAND. When the vote is taken I shall ask for a division 
of the question. I have no objection for one to referring the meme? 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, but I object to referring the 
bill, and’ will now 9 8851 briefly to give my reasons for that ps Ser 
tion. 

The authorities I referred to a few moments ago upon the question 
of order raised by the Senator from Alabama, but subsequently with- 
drawn by him, hold explicitly that the bill can be referred with the 
message or without it, or the m è can be referred with or with- 
out the bill, and both steps have been taken by one House or the 
other, and probably by both Houses of Congress, at various times. 

But I am ata loss to know what the committee would do with this 
bill. The constitutional question presented is, Shall the bill pass 
notwithstanding the veto? The committee could not report back 
the bill with amendments; they could not report it back in anywise 
modified. We cannot get rid of the question, Shall this bill pass? 
It is a question of high constitutional privilege, as the authorities 
state, and as such we have displaced important business with it. 

The purpose of a reference is always to get some information that 
we have not already in relation to the subject-matter. If in this 
message of the President there is anything new, if there is anything 
that was not stated in the lengthy debate upon this subject in this 
body and the other, I have not been able to discover it after a patient 


listening ig its reading and also a patient reading of it since it was 


1882. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2611 


read at the desk yesterday. 


I say, with all due respect, that I do 
not believe any new light can be thrown on this subject by the Com- 


mittee on Foreign Relations. I believe if the entire ple of the 
Pacific coast were here in person in the pinoi of the able representa- 
tives they have upon this floor, they could not give us any more in- 
formation on the subject of this bill. If the Senate see proper to 
change their allegiance in respect to this bill in view of the sugges- 
tions made by the President, itis not necessary to have the bill before 
the committee to do that. The flood of light contained in the mes- 
sage is but simply reopened and thrown upon the Senate; but it passed 
from the Senate some two or three weeks ago, and we had it here in 
full in every way—the passport system alluded to by the Senator 
from Ohio, (Mr. SHERMAN, ] the twenty-years clause, and all that. 
The senior Senator from Massachusetts made a great and able speech, 
attacking the bill in the very center; other Senators made speeches, 
attacking it in its main features and in its collateral branches; so 
that there is nothing new in the message. The Senator from Ohio 
himself, I believe, made a speech giving his views upon it before the 
bill from the Senate. 

For one, with this light which is given us both in the debate and 
by reading the message, I have not seen any good reason yet for 
changing my opinion in reference to the subject-matter. I am sat- 
isfied for one that the committee cannot give me any more light 
upon this subject; but if the committee see proper to take the mes- 

and frame some other bill, that is their privilege; it is their 
rik: and the message may very properly go to that committee; but 
we must in due respect come to a vote some time or other on the 
question, Shall the bill pass . veto?” As it is 
a high constitutional privileged question in the Senate, we should 
come to that vote as early as possible after we have the proper 
debate here upon it. a 

The only * which can be served by referring the bill to the 
committee (I do not say it is intentional) is to bury it, as the Sena- 
tor from Ohio has said he has known bills of this character after 
being vetoed to be buried in committee. My view upon the parlia- 
mentary law and upon the status of the bill now before the Senate 
and the country is that we should come to a vote on the question 
whether the bill shall pass, and refer the message of the President 
to the committee and let them do with it what they see proper. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I have no objection to the refer- 
ence of the message to the Committee on Foreign Relations, unless 
we have a constitutional duty to perform in re to the message 
after we have acted upon it in the Senate. The Constitution says: 

If after such reconsideration two-thirds of that House shall agree to pass the 
Dill it shall be sent, together with the objections, to the other Ho by which it 
shall likewise be reconsidered, and if approved by two-thirds of that House it shall 
become a law. 

What objections? The objections sent with the bill by the Presi- 

dent of the United States to the Senate. After we had referred the 
message coutaining those objections to the Committee on Forei 
Relations we should have to recall that reference before we could 
send the bill to the House of Representatives, in the event that two- 
thirds of the Senate upon the call of the yeas and nays should agree 
torepass the bill. We might send a transcript of the message, I grant 
you, but I do not know that that would be a compliance with the 
onstitation. There can be no good reason for sending the message 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations except for theirinformation, 
and the reference of the message under such circumstances would be 
a very useless work. 

This bill has a certain status in the Senate to-day. What is that? 
It was ordered to a third reading, and after it was so ordered the 
bill was read the third time, when the question was put upon the 
p e of the bill, and the bill was passed by a majority of the Sen- 
ate. That is the record of the status of the bill in this body. When 
the President under his constitutional right has returned the bill to 
the Senate, the question that is presented to us is, Shall the bill pass 
notwithstanding the objections of the President? Suppose, before 
we act upon the question of reconsideration in the Senate of the 
United States, we refer the bill to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, in what plight does that committee take the bill, a bill which 
has passed the Senate and which has never been reconsidered by the 
Senate, a bill which has been ordered to a third reading by the Sen- 
ate and has never been reconsidered in reference to that order by the 
action of the Senate? Rule 26, prescribed for the action of the Sen- 
ate, provides that— 


Sanie ol any bill or resolution, to 
move its commitment; and w the bill or resolution shall again be reported 
from the committee, it shall be placed on the Calendar, and when again considered 
by the Senate, it shall bo as in Committee of the Whole. 

If the bill were pending in the Senate to-day upon the question of 
a reconsideration of the vote by which it was finally p we 
shonld have to go back behind the vote by which it was ordered to 
a third readin fore any amendment could possibly be offered to 
it under the rules of the Senate. How is the committee to regard 
this question? You send the bill to the committee in its present 
shape, a bill passed by the Senate of the United States, and the final 
action on passing the bill into a law is intercepted by the veto of 
the President of the United States, and the 5 required to 
reconsider the vote upon the question whether the bill shall become 


a law before the exercise of a new description of power in the Senate, 
a power to consist of at least two-thirds of the Senators present form- 
ing a quorum, who are to determine whether the President's ohjee- 
tions are valid and whether the bill shall be defeated or whether 
the Senate shall pass it, notwithstanding the objections. 

I submit to Senators, is it possible that the Committee on Foreign 
Relations can take the bill in its present shape and report it back to 
this body with an amendment, when the rule of the Senate prohibits 
any amendment to a bill in its final stage, either in the Senate or by 
committee, until the Senate has ordered that the vote ordering the 
bill to a third reading shall be reconsidered? It is a parliamentary 
impossibility. The committee therefore could make no impression 
upon the bill except to return it in the precise shape in which it was 
sent to them by the Senate. 

The whole object and purpose of the reference of the bill to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations is to relieve the President from the 
necessity we are under of either affirming or disaffirming his action 
by our vote upon a call of the yeas and nays. In the final vote that 
we shall take upon the bill we cannot waive the yeas and nays. It 
is our duty under the Constitution to take the vote by yeas and nays 
in that form. The Constitution declares that we shall proceed to re- 
consider it and take the vote by yeas and nays. Suppose the bill 
comes back from the Committe on Foreign Relations to the Senate 
with an amendment to it, as was suggested by the Senator from 
Arkansas, are we compelled to take the yeas and nays upon the bill 
as amended? By no means. 

We, tuerefore, undertake to evade a constitutional duty and in fact 
to reconsider the bill on a motion to refer to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. The Constitution of the United States prescribes that 
this reconsideration of the bill shall be in a specified form of pro- 
cedure. We evade that by referring the bill to a committee for its 
investigation, which may be done by a majority vote simply of the 
Senate, which vote must amount in effect to the reconsideration of 
the bill; otherwise the committee can take no action upon it. 

Therefore, there can be but one purpose in the motion to refer to 
the committee, and that is to avoid all action on the part of the Sen- 
ate of the United States by which they may express their approval 
or their disapproval of the objections which the President has urged 
against the passage of such a law. The Senate of the United States 
is called upon not merely to abdicate but to abandon the plain con- 
stitutional injunction, that we shall reconsider the bill in a certain 
form prescribed to us, by slipping around, or as the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] said ay, plowing around the stump, and 
sending this matter to a committee of the Senate by a vote which 
evades entirely all committal of the Senate upon the proposition as 
presented to us under the Constitution. 

I do not care now to discuss the merits of the Chinese bill; it would 
perhaps be entirely an nnnecessary consumption of time. I did not 
participate in the debate before the Senate when the bill was con- 
sidered here. When a similar bill was before the Senate in the last 
Congress I then stated my views upon the subject. I was so im- 

ressed with the necessity of the passage of some measure of this 
sind that at that time I was willing to vote, and did vote, for the 
passage of a Chinese bill, although it was said to be in direct viola- 
tion of the treaty we then had with the Chinese Government. I be- 
lieved in the power of Congress to repeal so much of that treaty as 
stood in tho way of the civilization of the people of the United 
States; hence I went with my vote to that extent, conceding that it 
was necessary to repeal it, that it was our duty to do if, in order to 
5 the people of the Pacific coast against being smothered out 

y a lower order of civilization. 

We are informed here, however, that the Chinese minister has 
interposed objections, and the President of the United States sends us 
these objections, all of which were before the Committee on Foreign 
Relations when this bill was reported, then confidentially commu- 
nicated to us, but now made public. He sends the objections of the 
Chinese minister, five in number, against the passage of this bill, 
The correspondence which led to these objections is not furnished to 
the Senate; but if it be not the tirst instance in the history of our 
legislation when a President of the United States consulted a for- 
eign power in reference to what we were legislating, as to whether 
that legislation would be agreeable to that power or not, I am mis- 
taken in my ideas of history. The President of the United States 
has invited dr has allowed the Chinese minister to come in here and 
to suggest objections against the legislation of Congress, and they 
are sent to us with a view to influence us in our course upon agreat 
question concerning the very civilization of the people of the United 
States. It seems to me that it is the most extraordinary exhibition 
that was ever made in a legislative body or before a great people. 

Why, sir, in debate we are not permitted here to refer to what is 
being done in the Honse of Representatives. We are prohibited by 
a parliamentary rule from referring to what is being done in the 
House of Representatives npon subjects that we have to consider legis- 
latively in the Senate. What is the ground of that rale? Why is 
it that it is being continnally quoted here? Why is it that Senators 
are being continually benina of it when they refer to the action of 
the other House in respect to measures that are pending here for 
legislative action? It is because, and ouly because, the weight of 
the influence of that House is not legitimately to be employed or con- 
sidered in the Senate upon any proposition that is pending here, We 
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exclude, as far as we are able to do, all extraneous influences upon 
legislation that we are conducting in the Senate; and it is a proper 
exclusion; it is a wise exclusion, and based npon the experience of 


legislative bodies, that it is necessary that each body should act for 
itself independently and upon its own convictions without pressure 
being brought from any outside source. 

Here the President of the United States, as I have said, either b. 
invitation or by permission, has found it convenient to consult wit 
the Chinese minister to know what his government and his people 
or what he may think about the provisions of this bill. The Chinese 
minister states five objections, and each of those five objections is 
indorsed by the President of the United States. The argument of 
the Chinese minister is worth more against this bill than the great 
majorities by which it was passed ineach House of Congress. Here- 
after when we want to legislate in reference to any people or any 
subject whatever, the best thing we can do is to send out a commis- 
sion to inquire of the people about whom we are to legislate whether 
it will be satisfactory to them or not! 

Here is an inferior race of men against whom we have passed bills 
to prohibit under high penalty the importation of their slaves, the 
coolies, into this country. After these slave-traders had violated and 
evaded the law, and had crowded our western shores with an enor- 
mous mass of this population, we undertook during the administra- 
tion of Mr. Hayes to pass a bill by which they should be excluded. 
It is not to be forgotten that the honorable Senator from Ohio [ Mr. 
SHERMAN] was then a responsible member of the administration, 
and that he then planted himself upon ground to which he adheres 
to-day. It is not to be forgotten that the will of Congress upon this 
subject and its enlightened consideration of these questions is to 
have no influence in this country. It is not to be forgotten that ad- 
ministration after administration has thrown itself across the path- 
way of the people of the United States who ure trying to exclude 
these heathens and pagans from our country and to prevent them 
from absorbing that which is the rightful heritage of the laboring 
people of our own race and kind. 

The action of the Republican party upon this subject is distinct 
and definite beyond all denial, and now the leader of that party in 
the Senate rises here and for the purpose of smothering out the ques- 
tion and preventing the people of the United States from having a 
clear view of it, undertakes to ask us to evade the Constitution of 
the United States by refusing to vote upon the question of reconsider- 
ation by the constitutional vote on the yeas and nays and to slip 
around it by a majority vote of the Senate, which can be by yeas 
and nays or not, as we choose, referring it to a committee where it 
will be buried, and is bound to be buried, unless the committee 
report the bill back in the very shape in which it was sent to us. 

As a member of that committee I desire to be put in a proper atti- 
tude toward the Senate about this matter. 1 want the instruction 
of the Senate. If the Senate refers the bill to that committee, is it 
to be understood that the President’s objections to it prevail and 
that the committee must report a bill back in accordance with his 
objections? If we do, we shall have to take up almost every section 
of the bill and eliminate from it all that he or the Chinese minister 
has found it necessary to object to. 

Thé motion to refer is only an evidence of entire hostility to the 
whole of this bill, to every principle contained in it, and every ma- 
terial provision which it embodies. I desire to know whether the 
Senate of the United States, when it refers the bill back with the 
President’s message to the committee, will Dos us or expect of us 
that we shall come back into the Senate with a bill remodeled ac- 
cording to the President’s message and the Chinese minister’s requisi- 
tions, or whether we shall come back here with the bill that we once 
reported to the Senate, and from which we do not propose to recede. 

The majority of that committee reported this bill. Ido not remem- 
ber that there was any minority report against it. Some Senator 
might have reserved parte e right to antagonize the bill apon 
some of its features; but I will say now, as it is legitimate I should 
say it, that the bill was considered maturely in that committee, and 
I do not suppose that any gentleman of the committee has had his 
views changed in respect Of it. What, then, are we to doif the Senate 
send the bill to us, because it is dissatisfied with the vote by which 
it passed the bill? That was a decided vote. There are no diflicul- 
ties about the fact that the Senate, by a decided majority, was in 
favor of this bill. The Senate has never reconsidered it; but when 
the Senate returns it to the committee, it will be in effect a recon- 
sideration; but such will not be the intention of the Senate. What 
then is your committee todo? To bring in a bill in accordance with 
this implication of instruction, or can they stand and consider this 
question in the view which they as independent Senators have formed 
of its merits while it was before them in committee recently ? 

The embarrassments and difficulties which will surround this sub- 
ject after it shall get into that committee and after it shall be returned 
with or without amendment into the Senate are exceedingly great. 


Hence it was that I concurred with the honorable President of the 
Senate in his opinion that our constitutional duty stood against the 
reference of the bill to any committee for further consideration, and 
that it required us in a mandatory way to consider the bill immedi- 
ately, or as soon as we got ready to consider it in open Senate, and 
decide by a vote of yeas and nays after due debate. My opinions have 
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now, and is legitimately and properly made, aud we must vote upon 
it; but I do insist that the Senate of the United States, by taking a 
vote on the reference of the bill, if it shall vote to refer it, thereby 

lainly evades a sworn duty under the Constitution to reconsider it 
in the Senate by a vote on the yeas and nays. When will you ever 
get that duty discharged? You may bary the bill; you may run 
away from it; you may fly from it for political shelter; but the duty 
will stand there, and the constitutional requirement will be unre- 
quited when von slip around it by an attempt to refer the bill simply 
to the Committee on Forei Relations. 

Let the President of the Unitec States confront the Senate and the 
country upon this question. If we have not the power to carry this 
bill over his veto, let it fall, but let us have the road clear so that we 
can go forward in a legitimate way and act upon the bill introduced 
by the honorable Senator from California [Mr. MILLER] this morn- 
ing and such other bills as may come to us in the proper way; but 
when you vote to refer the bill you do not Sade jè any part of it, 
but it oom to the Committee on Foreign Relations as a bill which 
was ordered to a third reading and passed through the Senate, after 
which no power in the Senate or ont of it has a right to move an 
amendment to it. I shall therefore vote against the motion to refer. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, 1 am very clear that in the present 
position of this measure a reference is wholly and utterly useless. 
The bill has been duly introduced originally; it has been duly 
referred; it has been duly considered in committee; it has been 
reported back again. ‘That was its true history in the Senate; it 
was true of the other House. It has passed both Houses by a consti- 
tutional majority; and now under the Constitution having been 
returned unapproved by the Executive our duty is to consider whether 
the bill onght or onght not now to pass by a two-thirds vote, not- 
withstanding the failure to approve it, and the objections of the 
Executive returned to the Senate in writing; and we are told by 
the Senator from Ohio that the bill should be recommitted—not 
reconsidered or considered anew—but recommitted to the same com- 
mittee who originally considered it and reported it back to the Sen- 
ate. 

To what end? What has the committee to do with this bill? 
They cannot amend it; they cannot report it back amended because 
it would be a new bill when so brought here. If this bill is to die, 
let those who have it in charge say so, and say no more about it; 
let it be knocked on the head by this Chinese veto; but do not un- 
dertake by referring it now to a committee to suppose that you can 
Toge its features in accordance with the veto. It is not compe- 
tent for the committee to do so. As my friend from Ohio [Mr. PEN- 
DLETON ] says, it is not competent for the Senate to do so. The ques- 
tion is whether this bill, to which both Honses have given their irrev- 
ocable consent, shall become a law notwithstanding the refusal of 
the President to sign it. You cannot reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; it is too late. Neither House can reconsider 
that vote; it is clinched and you cannot recall it. Then what may 
you do with it? Lou cannot amend it, because you must have the 
vote reconsidered, first; and all you can now do is the single duty 
provided for you by the Constitution, and that is to vote whether it 
shall become a law notwithstanding the objection of the Executive 
now laid before you. 

I hope the Senate will not consent to any further waste of time 
and delay, and I do not use the word offensively when I say, and the 
evasion of the plain issue whether we are to enact this bill into a 
law or no. If the Senate shall vote upon it and two-thirds shall not 
pass it, then I suppose the particular measure will be dead, and under 
our rules that vote after two days will not be capable of reconsidera- 
tion. A new and distinct measure may be brought in; it may be 
debated; it may pass here again, and passed the other House, must 
then await the pleasure of the Executive before it becomes the law. 

On the question of reference I pro to follow the example of the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and discuss the treaty, and the 
bill, and the objections, or rather the single objection which has 
been returned to the Senate by the President. 

There are very few questions in my opinion which have been be- 
fore the Congress of the United States of more gravity, or which will 
pe to contain more far-reaching results, than this. While it may 

said that public or private honor is a mere abstraction, I hold it 
to be the very essence of the individual’s or the nation’s life. When 
the President of the United States has seen fit in returning this bill 
to Congress, to couple it with such phrases as he has seen fit to em- 
ploy, I propose to answer that part of his message, and show that it 
as no justification in fact, no justification in comity, no justification 
in the traditions of communication and respectful consideration of 
the action of one branch of this Government by another. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. If the Senator from Delaware will 
give way I will move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of execntive business. The Senator says he wants to disenss this 
question, and of conrse he cannot do it well to-day, the message and 
accompanying papers having only been given to us in print this 
ries 

Mr. HOAR. One of the Senators on the other side said we must 
have an immediate vote; that there was great danger of violence 
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and bloodshed in San Francisco, and the whole Pacific coast would 
be burned up. Nowy yon are going to have that done just to accom- 


modate the Senator from Delaware. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I did not catch what the Senator 
from Massachusetts said. 

Mr. BAYARD. I want to say one thing. I do not think these 
proceedings should be a subject of jocularity. I think the gravity 
of this question and its importance to the people of the Pacific coast 
phould prevent it from becoming a subject of jocularity in this 
senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Delaware pardon me? There 
was no jocularity on my F SARTE 

Mr. BAYARD. Then Í greatly mistook the tone of the Senator’s 
voice and the expression of his face. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator had not heard the sentence through. 
There was no jocularity on my part in regard to the statement of 
the Senator from California, or the opinion of the people of the 
Pacific coast. If there was any it was in regard to the proposition 
made by the Senator from West Virginia. 1 reminded that Senator 
that we were urged to consider these important objections brought 
forward by the President that the national faith was violated by the 
bill which he has vetoed, without even giving us the benefit of the 
examination of the objections of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
sions, because that Senator said he had advices from his State that 
there was danger of violence owing to the intense popular excite- 
ment there prevailing; and after the Senators have consumed mostly 
on that side of the Chamber, thongh not wholly, a large portion of 
the day, now when it is gravely proposed to postpone this matter, 
and to haye this danger of violence incurred to accommodate the 
honorable Senator from Delaware, is it not apparent that that is a 
pretty ridiculous proposition! 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from West Virginia, that the Senate proceed now to the 
consideration of executive business. [Putting the question.] The 
noes seem to have it. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The noes have it. Does the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts call for the yeas and nays? 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the call. : 

Mr. BAYARD. The question of continuing the discussion further 
to-day is entirely for the convenience of the Senate todecide. There 
are but two clauses of the me which reached us yesterday which 
I will read in this connection. There are some remarkable proposi- 
tions laid down by the message. It was announced by the Execu- 
tive that— 

A nation is justified in repudiating its treaty ob! ms only when they are in 
conflict with Fie — e ee z £ 

A repudiation I have always understood to be a disclaimer of obli- 
gation. A repudiator is a contemner of obligation. I do not hold 
that it is sound in ethics to announce that there can be justification in 
repudiation of treaty obligations, nor do I hold that there has been 
anything like it in the action of Congress in regard to the Chinese 
treaty. There is nothing to be found in the action of Congress to jus- 
oy this other and further objection upon which the veto is sought 
to be justified. It is to be found on page 4: 

The examination which I have made of the treaty, and of the declarations which 
its negotiators have left on record of the meaning of its 5 no doubt 
in ee that neither 5 rty in concluding the ty of 1880 con- 
templated the passage of an act prohibiting immigration for twenty years, which 
is nearly a generation, or — t that such a period would be a reasonable sns- 

nsion or limitation, or intended to change the provisions of the Burlingame treaty 
o that extent. J rd this provision of the act as a breach of our national faith ; 
and being unable to ring myself in harmony with the views of Con, on this 
vital point, the honor e country constrains me to return the act with this objec- 
tion to its passage. 

This is very strong language. To some persons, as to me, it may 
seem coarse language ; it may seem devoid of that courtesy and re- 
straint in phraseology which ought properly to characterize commu- 
nications between two prea’ departments of this Government, and 
would certainly be held offensive and inadmissible in diplomatic 
intercourse between two countries. The act of Congress in question 
was passed deliberately, reported by one of the committees of this 
body, I believe unanimously ; it was discussed in both Houses and 
at length. I hold, therefore, that this langnage employed by the 
Executive is an unnecessary and unwarranted impugnment of the 
act of Congress and of the votes of those who passed it. There has 
been in this message, as I say, an oversight and omission of that 
comity and due respect between the executive and legislative 
branches of the Government which, although unwritten, is as essen- 
tial for the good government of this country as the letter of the Con- 
stitution itself. 

Now, how is this objection sought to be sustained? Not by the 
force of the language employed in the treaty stipulations themselves, 
but by reference to the preliminary conversations of the American 
and Chinese commissioners, or to use the language of the message 
“the record of the meaning of the language employed by the com- 
missioners” und their interpretation of what wasintended. To carry 
out the logic of such a 8 the enforcement of this treaty 
should have been also left to these commissioners, whose impressions 


of the meaning of the words embodied in the treaty, and whose dis- 
cretion in executing its provisions would entirely control the obvi- 
ous intent of the provisions of the treaty, and the power of Con- 
gress to a dep in regard to its objects. 

Any such rule of interpretation is utterly unwarranted. You can 
look to preliminary conversations, you can look to all that preceded 
the finality of diplomacy and its contracts, provided there is obscur- 
ity or ambiguity in the text of your treaty which you are not other- 
wise able to remove. This is a familiar rule of decision, reiterated 
155 all courts over and over again, and by the Supreme Court of the 

united States lately in a very important case, in which Justice Miller, 
speaking for the court, in considering whether the Revised Statutes 
were the law of the land, or whether you could interpret and change 
their meaning by referring to the original statutes from which they 
were derived, declares: 

The Revised Statutes must be treated as the legislative declaration of the stat- 
ute law on the subjects which they embrace on the first day of December, 1873. 
When the meaning is plain the courts cannot look to the statutes which have been 


revised to see it Congress erred in that revision, but may do so when necessary to 


construe doubtful lan used in expressing the meaning of Congress.— United 


States vs. Bowen, 10 Oito, 100 United States Reports, South Carolina, page 513. 

Therefore if you want to ascertain the scope and meaning of this 
treaty, where are you to look? To the treaty itself. Upon what are 
you toagree? Upon the conditions of that treaty itself. To tell 
me that you are to go back, and find what was lurking in the mind 
of a commissioner prior to his final settlement and agreement, or to 
consider the chaffering that led to a contract instead of examining the 
contract itself, is toembark upon a sea of such uncertainty that any 
interpretation may be found for any construction that is sought to 
be given to an instrument. Why, sir, there is no safety for either 
contracting party, if the treaty itself us solemnly signed and sealed, 
is not to be held to contain the controlling evidence of its own mean- 
ing and its own construction. 

ut, sir, if there is an ambiguity I would clear it up by light from 
any quarter, from all contemporaneous official history, but the am- 
biguity must be established before you can call in the aid of prelim- 
inaryand extraneous documents of this kind, and compel the lan- 
guage of the treaty to bend to the interpretation of something that 
preceded it, and was finally merged in it. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I wish to ask the Senator from Delaware, if the 
treaty was so clear and unambiguous in terms, why was the word 
skilled“ inserted before the word ‘ laborers?” 

Mr. BAYARD. I will explain that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That certainly qualified the meaning of the word 
“laborers.” 

Mr. BAYARD. In the first place, I will adopt the facts and the 
source of the facts to which the Executive resorted, that is to say, the 
correspondence of the commissioners; and first I say that the agree- 
ment distinct and plain and clear, the principle which was admitted 
by the Chinese commissionersand their government—and whichis con- 
tained here in the correspondence which 553 the message of 
the President that in regard to the regulation, limitation, or suspen- 
sion of Chinese emigration to the United States, the sole discretion and 
the sole control were left to the Government of the United States. 
You may call it a unilateral power if you please, but it was expressly, 
exclusively conceded to the United States. It was placed there not 
by a unilateral treaty, but by the consent of both nations distinctly 
given by the intent and language of the treaty. Where is the proof 
of that? Let me read you from page 2556 of the RECORD, first, to 
see whose discretion, whose power was to construe and apply the 
terms of article 1 of the treaty of 1880. I read from page 2556 of the 
Recorp. The memorandum says: 


At the moment, we are only prepared to negotiate for a mode of limitation, bav- 
ing in mind the interests of both governments. We areentirely ready to negotiate 
most catty with your excellencies to the end that a limitation, either in point 
of time or of numbers, may be fixed upon the emigration of Chinese laborers to 
the United States. 


Again on same page: 

The Chinese commissioners replied that they had informed the secretary of the 
commission verbally that there would be difficulty in their accepting the word 
“prohibition,” used in the second article ; and, assuming that the word “ regulate” 
would cover generally the other words ‘ limit and suspend," they had suggested 
this limitation in hopes of learning from the United States commissioners what 
their idea of limitation was, and they would like to hear. 

* * - > * * > 

Mr. Trescot replied that the United States commissioners were not quite pre- 
pared to say. 

I leave out what he says: 


The Chinese commissioners said they did not intend their ition to be con- 
sidered as a substitute for article II, or in any sense an ult um on the part of 
the Chinese Government. They rather intended it to induce a free discussion of 
the subject so it should be thoroughly understood. By limitation in number they 
meant, for example— 


That is the Chinese account— 
that the United States having, as they supposed, a record of the number of 
immigrants in each year as well as the total number of Chinese now there, that 
no more should be allowed to go in any one year in future than either the greatest 
number which had e in any year in the past, or the least number which had 
gone in any year in the past, or that the total number should never be allowed to 


exceed the number now there. 


I draw the attention of the Senate to this definition from the Chi- 
nese commissioners, of that which they considered would be a reason- 
able exercise of discretion by the United States, in limiting tbe num- 
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ber of emigrants, and 9 that that should be enforced under 


the treaty, even that the Government of the United States could pre- 
vent any greater number from coming here than either the minimum 
or maximum of immigrants in any preceding year, and further, that 
at any time and forever the total number of Chinese laborers in the 
United States should not exceed that already here. Was not that a 
less reasonable limitation upon immigration than that of twenty 
years? Look at it practically; I will submit it to the common sense 
of mankind, The great body of Chinese laborers in California were 
young and healthy men who had been here not more than ten years, 
and many only two, three, four, or five years in this country. They 
were better fed, they were better paid, they were better off in every 
respect than they ever were at home. It was reasonable, therefore, 
to suppose that the term of their natural existence would rather be 
prolonged by their presence in this country. If the Chinese inter- 
pretation of what was intended by the power of limitation be carried 
out, would not those 120,000 men, or whatever is the present number, 
be nearly all alive at the end of twenty years? Some deaths in the 
course of nature would cause a loss of numbers; but remember, you 
have in the country a number of Chinese of the other sex; and if 
there was even in any moderate degree the institution of marriage 
existing among these people, natural fecundity would supply the 
loss by death of those who were already here, and the result would 
be logically that it would not only be a prohibition of twenty years, 
but it would be a perpetual prohibition against increase, because in 
any event according to the suggestions of the Chinese commissioners, 
the number in this country was not to exceed those there at the 
time the treaty was made. 

The act of Congress which is so assailed by the Executive, secured 
expressly to every Chinaman in this country at the time of the pas- 

of the act, and to those who should come within sixty days 
thereafter, all the previo and immunities unimpaired as given by 
the Burlingame treaty. If there was any increase by birth amon 
those already here there was to be no interference with such ofi- 
spring. 

Pi therefore say, that so far from the interpretation given to the 
treaty by the American Congress, that twenty years was a reasonable 
limitation being assailable, it was far less restrictive of emigration 
in its results than the proposition made by the Chinese commission- 
ers themselves, which was, that under no circumstances should the 
total number of their people then in this country be ever increased 
beyond what it was at the date of the treaty. 

But further as to the power of regulation conceded to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, I read again from the Chinese com- 
missioners’ reply : 

As to limitation in time they meant, for example, that Chinese should be 
allowed to goin alternate years, or every third year, or, for example, that they 
should not be allowed to go for two, three, or five years, 

Mr. Trescot replied that the United States commissioners feared there was some 
misunderstanding on the of the Chinese commissioners as to the meaning of 
Article II. ‘The United States Government did not ask the Chinese Government 
to regulate, limit, suspend, or prohibit immigration, but to leave that to the dis- 
cretion and action of the United States Government itself. That under the Bur- 
lingame treaty, as construed in practice, the Chinese had the absolute right, in 
any numbers, to come to the United States. This had caused trouble and embar- 
rassment, What the United States Government asked was that the Chinese Gov- 
ernment should consent to such a modification of the Burlingame treaty as would 
enable it, without raising unpleasant questions of treaty construction, to exercise 


that discretion, The reasons why the United States Government should be al- 
lowed to do this rather than to impose the task upon the Government of China are 


manifest, If undertaken by China it would necessitate complicated regulations ; 
the appointment of special officers at each port to enforce the rules on the part of 
the local officers would raise questions between the two governments. des, as 


the memorandum of the Chinese commissioners states, they could only apply to 
the ports of China, while the larger portions of emigrants go from Hong-Kong and 
Singapore. 

It is fur easier to prevent them from entering the United States than to prevent 
their leaving China. If the United States had the right it would most easily find 
the power to accomplish this result by appropriate legislation. 

They thought it best for the friendly relations and the interests of both countries 
that the United States should have the right to limit, suspend, and prohibit, and 
to enforce such limitation or probibition by their own laws, in their own ports, 
without imposing farther responsibility upon China. 

The Chinese commissioners asked if the United States commissioners could give 
them any idea of the laws which would be passed to carry such power into execu- 
tion. 

Mr. Trescot replied that this could hardly be done. It wonld be as difficult to 
say what would be the special character of any act of Congress as it would be to 
say what would be the words of an edict of the Emperor of China to execute a 
treaty power. That two great nations discussing such a subject must always 
assume that they will both act in good faith and with due consideration for the 
interests and friendship of each other. That the United States Government might 
never deem it necessary to exercise this power. It would depend upon circum- 
stances. 


At the risk of fatiguing the Senate at this late hour I must ask 
them to consider further what was said: 


If Chinese immigration concentrated in cities where it threatened public order, 
or if it confined itself to localities where it was an injury to the interests of the 
American people, the Government of the United States would undoubtedly take 
steps to prevent such accumulations of Chinese. If, on the contrary, there was no 
large immigration, or if there were sections of the country where such immigra- 
tion was clearly beneticial, then the legislation of the United States under this 

power would be adapter to such circumstances. For example, there might be a 

emand for Chinese labor in the South, and a surplus of such labor in California, 
and Congress might legislate in accordance with these facts. In general, the legis- 
lation would be in view of, and depend upon, the circumstances of the situation 
at the moment such legislation became nevessary. 


And here follows the next memorandum: 
The Chinese commissioners said this explanation was satisfactory. 


What now becomes of the objectionof the veto? In the first place, 
it is strange that our commissioner, Mr. Trescot, should talk about 
the capacity of the Government of the United States to remove the 
accumulations 5 in any part of this country, or that the 
Congress of the United States might assume to a law to enable 
the landing of these immigrants at one port of the United States and 
not at others. It was obviously overlooking an essential feature of 
our Constitution that privileges shall not be given to the ports of one 
State over another by Congressional regulation. After a population 
finds itself lawfully within the territorial limits of the United States, 
Congress may not restrain them and compel them to take up their 
residence in one State or in another. That may do for China, but it 
will not do for the United States. The Emperor of China, I appre- 
hend, can by an edict remove or decapitate his population at his Will; 
but that is not yet the Government of this country. 

At the same meeting the Chinese commissioners went on to say, 
that they would never forget that the Government and people of the 
United States had not treated Chinese laborers as they had been 
treated elsewhere; the Chinese Government“ would never forget that 
it was the Government of the United States through its representa- 
tives abroad that first called the attention of the Government of 
China to the cruelties to whien its Se were subjected in Cuba 
and elsewhere,” and appreciated the feeling of the kindness of the 
Government of the United States. I read thistoshow the discretion 
which by clear and mutual understanding was to interpret the treaty 
and “to apply the restrictions was conceded solely and wholly to 
the Government of the United States to be exercised without con- 
sultation with China at all, exoept to inform the emperor of what 
we had decided upon by way of legislation to enforce the provi- 
sions of the treaty.” 

There is not— 


Said our three commissioners in their communication No. 7, dated 
at Peking, November 6, 1880— 


There is not in the 3 any language which modifies this concession, and 
there was not, as we think, the slightest intention on the part of the Chinese com- 
missioners to diminish the full force of the discretion given to the United States. 

There were one or two minor points upon which we would have preferred our 
own language. For instance, we wished in article I to say Chinese laborers 
should be protected against any abuse or maltreatment,” instead of should not 
be subject to any abuse or maltreatment ;" but this latter phrase had been used 
in the treaty with Great Britain, snd although we thought it weaker than the 
form we proposed, we did not think it worth while to t upon our eres 
iu view of the concession of the principle which we think securely established that 
the Government of the United States had the power to regulate, limit, or suspend, 
without conditions, Chinese labor immigration when deemed injurious to the inter- 
ests of its citizens. 


Tt would be difficult indeed to state the control of the United States 
over the “principle” conceded in more unmistakable words— 


that the Government of the United States had the power to regulate, limit or sns- 
nd without conditions Chinese labor immigration when deemed injurious to the 
terests of its citizens. 


The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] asked me just now by 
what right we interpolated the word “skilled” before the word 
“laborers.” Let us see what answer there is to this from the source 
from which the President has drawn his information of the treaty, 
and the language by which it is to be constrned I read from page 
2557 of the RECORD in a memorandum submitted to the Chinese com- 
missioners: 


2. The United States commissioners feel it their duty to insist upon their defini- 
tion of Chinese laborers, namely: The words Chinese laborers are herein used 
to signify all immigration other than that for teaching, trade, travel, study, and 
euriosity hereinbefore referred to and provided for in 3 treaties." They 
cannot consent that artisans shall be excluded from the class of Chinese laborers, 
for it is this very competition— 


I commend this to the Senator from Ohio— 


of skilled labor in the cities where the Chinese labor immigration concentrates 
which has caused the em ment and popular discontent they wish to avoid. 
But they are willing to adopt an article providing that the classes who are author- 
ized to come and reside in the United States shall bring the servants who are neces- 
sary to their convenience. 

3. The United States commissioners cannot consent to the limitation that Chinese 
laborers excluded shall be those — Ge are employed by American citizens, This, 
so far from being a check npon such immigration, would be simply a prohibition of 
the use of a by the American citizens. Every other person, that is. any 
and eyery resident, French, English, German, Chinese, would have the right to 
bring into the country and use such labor in direct competition with the American 
citizen. The United States commissioners can searcelythink that this proposition 
was fully considered by the Chinese commissioners. 

I feel unwilling to rest under the imputation, which I resent, that 
by any vote of mine [have infracted a rule of honor of my country, 
or committed any breach of national faith, and the injustice 
of the charge is proven by an examination of its alleged basis. Let 
me read further as to this. On page 2558 of the Recorp the United 
States commissioners reporting to Mr. Evarts, then Secretary of State, 
say: 

Without going into a detailed history of the negotiations which has been fur- 
nished to the Department from time to time in our former dispatches, we may say 
that the Chinese Government submitted a scheme which provided— 

First. That the imm tion should be * regulated " by the Government of the 
United States, such regulations, however, to be communicated to the Chinese Gov- 
ernment for approval before roing into effect. 

Second. That artisans" should not be included among Chinese laborers. 

Third. That the regulation should apply only to Chinese laborers in the employ 
of American citizens, 

Fourth. That if the oe should extend to the limitation or suspension of 


such immigration, the limitation in point of numbers or the suspension in point of 
time should be specific. 
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As to the second and third bonas of this scheme it is,nnnecessary to repeat the 
obvious reasons why they could not even be taken into consideration. 

At this point in the discussion we deemed it best to say that while the details of 
the treaty and its language were matters in which we would gladly consult the 
preferences of the Chinese Government, we could not consent to any settlement 
which did not recognize the entire discretion of the United States in dealing with 
this subject. We thought that any ons to be matter of joint ement 
would only raise new questions, and that the administration of any such joint 

tions would in tice ve unsatisfactory. Besides which they could 
only be of force in Chinese ports and would be useless in regard either to Hong- 
ie or Singapore. We thought that the simplest, the directest, and the on uy 
age: ent plan was to give the control of the subject to the Government of the Unit 
es. 

We therefore communicated to the Chinese commissioners that we would con- 
sent to strike out the word ` prohibit,” vided they would accept the words 
‘regulate, limit, or being satisfied that these words covered the power 
to devise and enforce and proper legislation. 

Upon their acceptance of this proposition we consented to such variation of the 
2 of the articles as they desired. You will observe that this language 

imposes no conditions upon the discretion of the United States. That the discre- 
tion should be used reasonably; that all classes of Chinese subjects not within 
the scope of this treaty should be protected in the enjoyment of such rights as are 
now confe by existing treaties, and that the diplomatic representative of the 
Chinese Government should have the right from time to time to call the attention 
of the United States Government to any unanticipated hardship that the legisla- 
tion of the United States might cause, are provisions which need no comment. 

As to the fourth res of the Chinese project, we were satisfied that the neces- 
rity for such special limitation or sus on, varying according to the actual con- 
dition of the country and the character and extent of the immigration at the date 
of such proposed limitation or suspension, it would be im le to devise a satis- 
factory specification. We thought that the principle of its right to use its dis- 
cretion being once admitted as belonging to the Government of the United States, 
the Chinese Government should assume that we would exercise that discretion 
with justice, and in a spirit of friendship. 

Now, Mr. President, here is a proof, if words can ee anything, 
that there was a concession deliberately made by the Chinese Gov- 
ernment and its commissioners that the regulation, the power to con- 
trol under this 8 the limitation or suspension of emigration were 
vested without conditions, and solely in the discretion of the Govern- 
ment of the United States. That is a clear, admitted fact. Then it 
follows, that when the Chinese were asked what their interpretation 
of discretion as to limitation as to numbers was, they stated that in 
their view, it would be reasonable and proper for the United States 
to declare, that no more Chinese laborers should ever be in the United 
States than were here at the time the treaty was made. 

Now what have the Government of the United Statesdone? Have 
they permanently prohibited the coming of Chinese laborers? or have 
they proposed to diminish the number now here? Have they de- 
caved that the number never should exceed those already here? No, 
sir. They have simply said in this bill that for twenty years no more 
should be brought here, and they have adopted the meaning of the 
word “laborers” precisely as it was conceded by the Chinese com- 
missioners themselves, that is to say, that artisans, that men who are 
skilled laborers, should not be allowed to come in. 

But twenty years is the bugbear. What is the force of the objec- 
tion to a suspension for twenty years? 

Mr. SHE . The Senator will allow me before he leaves that 
point to call his attention to one point. I see noted in these papers 
a ee the commissioners of China of the construction put 
upon the word“ laborers” by Mr. Trescot, but, on the other hand, 
in the paper from the Chinese minister communicated within a day 
or two and sent to us by the President, I see that the President 
communicates these reasons of the Chinese minister, and they make 
this very point as one of the leading objections, that the word 
skilled“ was inserted instead of using the words prescribed by the 
treaty, the word ‘‘laborers.” The meaning of that, however, has 
been extended by the use of the terms ‘ skilled” and “ unskilled” 
as describing ‘‘laborers.” 

Mr. BAYARD. I encounter that by reading the memorandum of 
the conversation between the plenipotentiaries or commissioners. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator read what Mr. Trescot said, but did 
not read any assent on the part of the Chinese commissioners to that 
construction of the word “laborers.” It may be in the papers, but I 
do not see it. I do not see that the Chinese commissioners ever con- 
sented to that meaning of the word “ laborers.” 

Mr. BAYARD. I may say further to the honorable Senator, that 
I believe that thisdiscussion should properly be confined to the single 
objection on which the President has based his veto, and that is, that 
the twenty years’ suspension is a dishonorable violation of the treaty. 
I have endeavored to show by the language of the Chinese commis- 
sioners themselves, that they eee limitations far more prohib- 
itory in their n ts than those which the present bill con- 
tains, and I leave the strength of that statement to stand on what I 
have read from their own account. 

But you speak of the twenty years. Why, what is twenty years in 
the life of a nation? What is twenty years for discovering the true 
results and effects of a policy? It has taken yon nearly twenty years 
to find out that the Burlingame treaty was a curse instead of a bless- 
ing. We never had diplomatic relations with China until within 
thirty-eight years. The first treaty was in 1844, a treaty of peace, 
amity and commerce. We had another in 1858 upon claims and reg- 
ulations, and then came the Burlingame treaty of 1868. 

Now, about that I have a word to say. I do not think in the his- 
tory of civilized government another such precedent can be found of 
a treaty rooted in such soilasthat. In 1867 Mr. Burlingame was the 


embassador of the United States at China; he was charged with the 
representation of the interests of this country; he was thoroughly 


informed as to its counsels and entrusted with its powers. While he 
was abroad in China occupying the position of minister of the United 
States, the representative, advocate, and friend of this people, in the 
twinkling of an eye he changed his position and became the Chinese 
minister to the United States. Such an act was in my judgment in- 
defensible. It is impossible, fora man honestly to serve two masters, 
and a treaty begotten under such influences and under such circum- 
stances could scarcely fail to bear its natural fruits. Somebody was 
deceived, and it either was the people of the United States who lost 
the services of their confidential minister and agent, or it was the peo- 
pleofChina who accepted them. I would like to read the first and 
only news that this Government had from Mr. Burlingame of his 
change. It is dated from the United States i at ieee.) on 
the 23d of November, 1867, and telegraphed “ To his Excellency Hon 
Cassius M. Clay, United States Minister” at Russia. 


Usirep STATES LEGATION, PEKING, 
November 23, 1867. 
To his Excellency Hon. Cassius M. Olay, United States Minister : 


Chinese empire appointed meenvoy to treaty powers. Accepted. Leave imme- 
mediately for San . f 
ANSON BURLINGAME. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to say to the Senator from Delaware that 
Mr. Burlingame was an intimate acquaintance of mine. and I know 
as a matter of public history—it was universally spoken of; I was 
then a member of the Senate—that this was done with the assent and 
the approval of the United States Government. 

Mr. BAYARD. have just read what Mr. Burlingame himself says 
and let him speak for himself. That is the best way. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As I understand it, a communication was made 
directed to our Government that he was offered this mission, and he 
was authorized to acceptit. Indeed, it was regarded as a great com- 
pliment to the people of the United States, that this t empire, 
about to open its ports, did select the American minister rather than 
any other as their envoy. 

Ir. BAYARD. I merely read this as the proof of history. I de- 
sire to make no comment on any man living or dead, but Idesire the 
truth. The true history of the origination of this diplomacy with 
China should appear. From Shanghai on the 14th of December, 1867, 
Mr. Burlingame wrote to Mr. William H. Seward, then Secretary of 
State: 

SHANGHAI, December 14, 1867. 

Sin: You will have learned from my telegram from Peking of my appointment 
by the Chinese Government as “envoy to the treaty powers, and of my accept- 
ance of the same. 

The facts in relation to the be cerca are as follows: I was on the point of 
proceeding to the treaty ports of China to ascertain what changes our citizens de- 
sired to have made in the treaties, provided a revision should be determined upon ; 
after which it was my intention weg aud go home. The knowledge of this in- 
tention coming to the Chinese, Prince Kung gave a farewell dinner, at which great 
regret was Sapresa at my resolution to leave China, and urgent tequests made 
that I would, like Sir Frederick Bruce, state China's difficulties and inform the 
treaty powers of their sincere desire to be friendly and progressive. This I cheer- 
fully promised todo. During the conversation, Wensiang, a leading man of the 
empire, said. Why will you not represent us officially?" I repulsed the sugges- 
tion playfully, and the conversation passed to other topics. 

Subsequently I was informed that the Chinese were most serious, and a request 
was made through Mr. Brown, Chinese secretary of the British legation, that I 
should delay my departure for a few days until a proposition could be submitted 
tome. I had no farther conversation with them until the proposition was made 
in form requesting me to act for them as embassador to all the treaty powers. I 
had in the interim thought anxiously upon the subject, and after consultation with 
my friends determined, in the interests of our country and civilization, to accept. 
The moment the position was formally tendered I informed my colleagues of all 
the facts, and am happy to say that they approved of the action of the Chinese and 
did all they could to forward the interests of the mission. 

J. McLeavy Brown, esq., Chinese secretary of the British legation, was Re 
suaded in the common interest to act as first secretary to the mission, and Mr. 
Dechamps, a French gentleman who had accompanied Ping on a visit to Europe, 
was selected as second secretary. Two Chinese gentlemen of the highest rank 
were selected from the foreign office to conduct the Chinese correspondence and 
as learners.“ My suite will number about thirty persons. I shall leave for the 
United States by the February steamer for California. 

I limit myself in this note to the above brief histury of the mission, reserving 
my reasons for accepting it to a personal interview at Washington. 

I may be permitted to add, that when the oldest nation in the world, containing 
one-third of the human race, seeks, for the first, time, to come into relations wit 
the west, and requests the youngest nation through its representative to act as 
the medium of such a change, the mission is one not to be solicited or rejected. 

Dr. S. Wells Williams, for the sixth time, has been left in charge of the United 
States legation in China, and 1s, in every respect, competent to conduct its affairs. 

Permit me to request the Government, most earnestly, not to name my sticcessor 
until I can give it information which may be useful in making a selection. 

have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 


ANSON BURLINGAME. 
Hon. WILHAu H. SEWARD, Secretary of State. 


Mr. President the suite of thirty persons I believe swelled to sixty, 
and it came over to San Francisco in a manner that is deseribed by 
the Chinese commissioners. They declare—you will tind it on page 
2554 of the Recorp—after stating thut this objection to Chinese 
immigration comes from the rabble, and from the Irish against the 
foreign guests, and all that sort of thing— 


Since the establishment of treaty relations between the two countries, citizens 
of the United States in China have not been relegated to the jurisdiction of the 
Chinese authorities. China has accorded this privilege to the United States. Chi- 
nese subjects have been permitted to go and come at their pleasure. The United 
States has granted this concession to China. At the ratification of this treaty the 
people of both sides of the Pacific Ocean leaped, shouted, and clapped their hands 
with joy and pleasure, friendly relations were firmly established, divisions were 
obliterated, the people could comeand go as they chose, and the Goverument only 

eeded the wishes of the people. All this was eminently just and honorable in the 
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highest degree to the United States. This being so, when other powers were ex- 
coodingly 1 t in their need of Chinese labor aud desired this Government to 
allow its subjects to go of their own free will, this Government, becanse those 
other powers treated the Chinese laborers harshly and not with the kindness shown 
them by the United States, could not do otherwise than take this difference into 
consideration. 

Is there anything like this in history? I know of nothing, and 
would be glad to be corrected by any one whose reading has taken a 
wider range than my own. 

Was there ever a case before in which an embassador charged 
with the duty of representing his country at a foreign court—pos- 
sessed of all manner of Confidential information, undertook in the 
midst of negotiations to change his allegiance and become at once the 
representative of an antagonist? Because, although you may speak 
of “friendly powers”—the interest of nations are diverse, and the 
doctrine and duty of ret Spe and self-preservation is ever 
present and asserting itself. 

The consent of the Government of the United States may absolve 
the embassador from its claims, but it cannot qualify him, nor make 
= peri admissible in any view of political morality and 
right. 

man cannot faithfully serve two contending governments at the 
same time. It is not possible in the nature of things. Somebody is 
deceived and somebody is wronged in such a transaction. 

Now, what was the result of this great Burlingame treaty? Here 
is the treaty itself. Contrast it with the prior treaties made by 
William B. Reed and by Caleb Cushing, which confined the Ameri- 
can embassador almost to his own house in China, and you suddenly 
plunge from that into the most gushing condition of relationship, in 
which it seems to me that these orientals and occidentals suddenly 
fell upon each other’s necks and embraced each other like long-lost 
brothers. 

What was the object in the Chinese using an American, an Ameri- 
can minister to represent them in the United States? What was the 
object of the American Government consenting that the man formerly 
in their confidence, charged with the guardianship of their especial 
interests, should suddenly go over to the other side and represent 
them? It was the spirit wa mercantile greed, the spirit of gain, and 
8 has been wofully disappointed. They overlooked or dis- 
regarded the difference of race, they overlooked the difference be- 
tween Chinese and Christian civilization, they overlooked the great 
and manifest distinctions between these two nations and their popu- 
lation; they did not consider nor weigh for an instant their dissim- 
ilarities in essentials. They saw but one thing—a profitable com- 
merce, and they rushed with haste into a treaty that considered 
Americans and Chinamen as if they were all of the same race, habits, 
and characteristics—all equally and alike entitled and fitted to be- 
come citizens of the Republic of the United States. And that was 
only fourteen short yearsago! But it has taken time to discover the 
effect of the Burlingame treaty; it has taken time to discover what 
it meant; and at last the people of the Pacific coast, who are the 
victims of that error, of that mistake, of that want of proper consid- 
eration in that treaty, come here now and with a single voice, inform 
the people of the United States that the prospect of further Chinese 
immigration is absolutely unbearable. 

I do not care to recite all that they have said; it would be pain- 
ful and it would be useless; but if ever in the history of time com- 
munities spoke with one voice, imploring their fellow-countrymen 
and imploring their government, that they should be protected from 
this inundation of countless numbers and of a race wholly different 
from their own, it has been spoken by the people of the Pacific coast 
in this case. I have heard it, and from my heart I respond to it 
to-day. We cannot undertake, as Mr. Trescot may have suggested, 
and as the Chinese commissioners suggested, to admit this population 
to one port in the country and not to another, or to move them at 
will from place to place alter they have come here. It may not be. 
The question is whether under the practical historical and geoyraph- 
ical facts, under the contiguity of the Pacific slope to the Empire of 
China, we will interpose in accordance with the treaty stipulations 
which are before the Senate, in one accord with their letter and 
spirit, and acting inside of the very limitation the Chinese themselves, 
suggested as a detinition of our powers, grant them the relief which 
they so urgently and prayerfully ask at our hands. 

Oh, Mr. President, the Burlingame treaty was a humbug; it 
began and ended in it. I can recall the procession of that embassy 
as it swept like a oe cirens over the United States, and know 
what it meant and know what it did, and now you see its fruits. 
They were dealing with a great question in a petty spirit, They 
were dealing with a vast question of human association with all its 
sensibilities, prejudices, and idiosyncracies, with all its hopes and 
fears, and they were dealing with it as if nothing but commerce and 
trade filled and swayed the human heart and exercised the human 
intellect. Why was there not some mingling of reverence in this, 
why was there not some respect paid to the finger of the 1 
when he points out the difference between races of mankind! No; 
the same short-sighted sense of commercial greed that made the Bur- 
lingame treaty is the same that would prevent now our remedying 
it by this law. 

The veto mess: 
of kindly sympathy or feelin 
who ery aloud to us for relief and assistance. 


contains so far as I have read it not one word 
for those of our fellow-countrymen 
It enlarges upon the 
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value and results of Chinese labor, and seems disposed rather to en- 
courage the immigration that shall bring it here to compete with and 
destroy the labor of our own people. 

Now, sir, whether I admire the Chinese or not, whether I wish to 
make my home with them, or that they should make their homes here, 
is not the question. I do stand, I believe we should stand upon the 
firm ground of good faith and firm adherence to treaty stipulations, 
and I deny that there has been in the act of Congress the slightest 
ground to charge the Congress of the United States with a violation 
of the national faith under this treaty by the law which they have 
passed, and which I hope will pass again notwithstanding this veto. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Ohio to refer the bill, with the message and accom- 
panying papers, to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

r. G AN Lask for a division of the question so as to vote 
on the reference of the bill first and afterward of the message and 


papers. 

Mr. TELLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Colorado will not insist on 
that motion. I think we can come to a vote at once and dispose of 
this question. If we do not dispose of it to-night, there is no telling 
how much of to-morrow will be consumed with it. 

Mr. TELLER. I am not particular. I think there is some execu- 
tive business which ought to be disposed of. 

Mr. COCKRELL. e can do that after awhile. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I hope we shall have a vote now. 
A few minutes ago when some gentleman wished an executive session 
the other side of the House objected. 

Mr. TELLER. I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas asks 
for a division of the question on the motion to refer. The first ques- 
tion is, Will the Senate refer the bill to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative 
Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BECK, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Hare] on all political questions and on 
all questions which his colleague [Mr. FRYE] may regard as such. 
Being so paired, I decline to vote on this question. 

Mr. GARLAND, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with 
the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. EpmuNpDs,] who I believe, if here, 
would vote for the reference of the bill, and I should vote against it. 

Mr. JONAS, (when his name was called.) On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. ALtison.] If he were 
present, I should vote “nay.” 


Mr. RANSOM, (when bis name was called.) On this qnestion I 
am paired with the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. LoGan.] If he were 


present, I should vote“ nay.” 

Mr. ROLLINS, (when his name was called.) On this question I 
am pona with the Senator from Florida, [Mr. JONES. ] 

Mr. SAULSBURY, (when his name was called.) I am paired with 
the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Ferry.] I do not know how he 
would vote; but if he were present, I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. SAUNDERS, (when his name was called.) I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. WiLt1ams.] If he were present, I 
should vote “yea.” 

Mr. KELLOGG, (when Mr. Vancr’s name was called.) The Sen- 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] is paired with the Senator 
from Michigan, [Mr. Concrr.] If the Senator from North Carolina 
were present, he would vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 
Aldrich, Harrison, McMillan, Sawyer, 
Anthony, SEEN Miller of N. Y., Sherman. 
Blair, Hill of Colorado, Mitchell, Windom. 
Dawes, Hoar, Morrill, 

e Kellogg, Platt, 

NAYS—32. 
Bayard, Farley, Johnston Plumb, 
Call, pelo Ay Jones of Nevada, Pugh, 
Cameron of Wis., Groome, Lamar, Sewell, 
Cockrell, Grover, McPherson, Slater, 
Coke, ton, Maxey, Teller, 
Davis of Illinois. Harris, Miller of Cal., Ves 
Davis of W. Va., Ingalls, e Voorhees, 
Fair. Jackson, Pendleton, Walker. 

ABSENT—26. 

Allison, Edmunds, Jones of Florida, Saulsbury, 
Beck, Ferry, Lapham, ders, 
Brown, Garland, Logan, Vance, 
Butler, George, MeDill, Van Wyck, 
Camden, Hale, Mahone, 
Cameron of Pa., Hill of Georgia, Ransom, 
Conger, Jonas, Rollins, 


So the Senate refused to refer the bill to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question now is on the remain- 
ing branch of the motion, to refer the message and papers accom- 
panying the bill to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, 
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Mr. HARRIS. I hope this question will be disposed of. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the other branch 
of the motion, to refer the message and accompanying papers to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Principal Legislative 
Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GARLAND, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with 
the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. got 

Mr. ROLLINS, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Florida, [Mr. JoNEs.] 

Mr. SAULSBURY, (when his name wascalled.) Iam paired with 
the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Frrry.] 

Mr. SAUNDERS, (when his name was called.) I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. WILLIaus. ] If not paired, I 
should vote “ yea.” 

The roll having been concluded the result was announced—yeas 
19, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Aldrich, Harrison, Mitchell, Sewell, 
Anthony, Hawley, Morrill, Sherman, 
Blair, Hoar, Platt, Teller, 
Dawes, Millan, Plumb, Windom. 
Frye, Miller of N. Y., Sawyer, 
NAYS—29. 
Bayard, Gorman, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, 
Cameron of Wis., Groome, Kellogg, Slater, 
Cockrell, Grover, ar, Ves 
Coke, Hampton, McPherson, Voorhees, 
Davis of Illinois, ¥ Maxey, Walker. 
Davis of W. Va., Miller of Cal. 
Fair, Jackson, M. ý 
Farley, Johnston, Pendleton, 
ABSENT—28. 

Allison, Conger, Hill of Georgia, Ransom 
Beck, Edmunds, Jonas, Rollins, 
Bro Ferry, Jones of Florida, Saulsbury, 
Butler, Garland, Lapham, Saunders, 

all, George, Vance, 
Camden, Hale, MeDill, Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Pa., Hill of Colorado, Mahone, Williams. 


So the Senate refused to refer the message and accompanying papers 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FARLEY. I now ask that we come to a vote on the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill 
pass, the objections of the President of the United States to the con- 
trary notwithstanding The yeas and nays are to be taken on 
this question by the Constitution. Those who are in favor of the 

of the bill notwithstanding the objections of the President 

of the United States will, as your names are called, answer ‘‘ yea;” 
those of a contrary opinion will, as your names are called, answer 
4 na Ri 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GA D, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont, [Mr. EpMUNDs,] who, if here, would vote 
“nay” and I should vote “ yea.” 


Mr. JACKSON, (when his name was called.) On the penis ofthis 
bill I am paired with the ree Senator from Iowa, [Mr. McD... ] 
If he were present, I should vote “ yea,” 


Mr. JONAS, (when his name was called.) On this bill I am paired 
with the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. ALLISON. ] If he were present, he 
would vote “nay” and I should vote “yea. 

Mr. RANSOM, (when his name was called.) I am paired on this 
question with the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. LOGAN.} If he were 
present, I should vote“ yea.” 

Mr. ROLLINS, (when his name was called.) I have transferred 
my pair with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Jones] to the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. MAHONE] on this question. 

Mr. SAULSBURY, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with 
the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Ferry.] If he were present, I 
should vote“ yea.” 

Mr. SAUNDERS, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. WILLIAus.] If he were here, I 
should vote “nay.” 

Mr. RANSOM, (when Mr. VANCr’s name wascalled.) My colleague 
LMr. VANCE] was paired on this bill with the Senator from Louisi- 
ana, [Mr. KELLOGG.] That pair has been transferred to the Senator 
from Michigan, [Mr. CONGER.] If my colleague were present, he 
would vote“ yea.” 

The roll-call was coneluded. 

Mr. BECK. My colleague [Mr. WILLIAMS] is necessarily absent. 
He would vote “yea” if present. 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 
Bayard, Farley, Lamar, Slater, 
Beck, Gorman, MePherson, eller, 
Call, Grover, Maxey, est, 
Cameron of Wis., Hampton, Miller of Cal. Voorhees, 
Cockrell, a Miller of N. Y., Walker. 
Coke, Hill of Colorado, 5 
Davis of W. Va., Johnston, Pi eton, 
Fair, Jones of Nevada, Pagh, 


Aldrich, Harrison, Mitchell, well, 
Anthony, Hawley, Sherman, 
Blair, Hoar, Platt, indom. 
Davis of Ilinois, es P i 

wes, i 
Frye, MoMillan, Sawyer, 

ABSENT—26. 

Allison, Ferry, Jonas, Saulsbu 

wn, Garland, Tones of Florida, Saunders 
Butler, George, Lapham, Tance; 
Camden, Groome, anit Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Pa., Hale, Mei Williams. 
Conger, Hill of Georgia, Mahone, 
Edmunds, Jackson, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill does not pass, two-thirds 
of the Senators present not voting in the affirmative. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (H. R. No. 185) franting the use of tents at 
the soldiers’ reunion to be held at Belle Plaine, Iowa, in the month of 
September or October, 1882, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a m 0 
from the President of the United States, transmitting, in reply to the 
resolution of the 29th ultimo, the report of the Secretary of State 
concerning the arrest of citizens of the United States confined in 
Ireland; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior of this 
date with draft of bill for the relief of Pierre Garrieaux and correspondence in 


relation thereto. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, April 5, 1882. 


He also laid before the Senate the following message from the 


President of the United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, set- 
ting forth the necessity for an increased number of law clerks in the office of the 
Assistant Attorney-General in the Department of the Interior because of the grow- 
ing amount of business in that otftice. The matter is commended to the attention 


and favorable action of Congress. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, April 5, 1882. 


PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS, 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate now proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill concerning the Presidential count. I suppose it is 
not necessary to have the title read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The same bill that was pending? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, sir; and on my motion it was postponed until 
to morrow, and I very much hope the Senate will take it up. 

The PRESIDENT re tempore. If there be no objection, the bill 
will be taken up. The Chair hears no objection, and it is taken up. 
Senate bill No. 613 is laid before the Senate as the unfinished busi- 


ness. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Imove that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was to; and (at five o’clock and twelve min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April 5, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. POWER, 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
SOLDIERS’ REUNION, BELLE PLAINE, 10WA. 


Mr. THOMPSON, ot Iowa. Lask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of a joint resolution which I send to the desk. It will 
take but a moment. 


Mr. RANDALL. Let it be read, the right to object being reserved. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution ganting the use of tents at the soldiers’ reunion, to be held at 
Belle Plaine, Iowa, in the month ef September or October, 1882. 

Resolved, du., That the Secre of War be, and is hereby, authorized to send 
from the arsenal at Rock Island, ois, to be used at the soldiers“ reunion at 
Belle Plaine, Iowa, to be held in the month of September or October, 1882, such 
tents as can be conveniently spared, said tents to be returned after holding of said 
reunion-meeting in as like good condition as when received: Provided, That all 
baler eda of said articles to and from the 8 of the reunion to the arsenal 
shall be without expense tothe Government: ided further, That the adintaut- 


general of the State of Iowa, or other proper accounting officer, shall receipt for said 
camp supaga in the name of said State, and that such of them as shall not be 
return be charged to said State against its quota. 
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There being no objection, the joint resolution (H. R. No. 185) was 
read three times, an paeet 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SALE OF SCHOOL LANDS, 


Mr. DIBRELL. I ask that by unanimous consent the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 1634) to amend an act 
passed February 15, 1843, Sey er 33, to authorize the Legislatures of 
certain States to sell certain lands appropriated for school purposes, 
and that it be brought before the House for present consideration. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. Before the reading was con- 
cluded, 

Mr. ROBESON said: I object. 

Mr. DIBRELL. If the gentleman would hear an explanation of 
the bill I am certain he would not object. 

Mr. ROBESON. I would like to consider the bill, if it could be 
done in order, 

Mr. DIBRELL. It has been before a committee of this House. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. DIBRELL. Then I will give notice thatthere will be no more 
unanimous consents granted to gentlemen on that side. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. KETCHAM, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported 
a bill (H. R. No. 5664) making N to provide for the ex- 
penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, ordered to be printed, and recommitted to 
the Committee on 8 

Mr. RANDALL. I reserve all points of order on the bill. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a bill for 
reference. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I object to anything for which unanimous con- 
sent is asked. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Imove to dispense with the morning hour 
for the call of committees for reports, with a view of going on with 
the Army appropriation bill. 

The motion was to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

DISTRIBUTION OF SEEDS IN OVERFLOWED DISTRICTS. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iamadvised by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture [Mr. VALENTINE] that the bill in his charge, 
making an appropriation for the purchase and distribution of seeds 
to the . districts, should be considered at once in order to 
be of any use. 

Mr. VALENTINE. The Commissioner of Agriculture says that the 
bill must be passed at once to be of any benefit this year. I there- 
fore ask consent that House bill No. 5213, appropriating $20,000 for 
the purchase and distribution of seeds, be considered at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted dc., That the sum of gomo be, and the same is hereby, appropriated 


for the purchase and distribution of seeds under the direction of the Commissioner 


of Agriculture to the people in the States where crops were destroyed by the 


present overflow of the Mississippi River and its tributaries. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I will not object to the bill, but 
I would ask the gentleman to extend its provisions to the overflowed 
districts along the Ohio River. 

Mr. VALENTINE. It applies to the Mississippi River and its tribu- 
taries; and the Ohio River is one of its tributaries. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How are these seeds to be distributed? 

Mr. VALENTINE. In the discretion of the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the bill is not before the 
House. 

ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, a gee 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill and joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. No. 667) to authorize the Secretary of War to sell the 
military barracks and the land upon which they are located in the 
city of Savannah, Georgia; and 

À joint resolution (S. R. No. 37) authorizing the Secre of War 
to supply artillery and camp equipage to the soldiers’ and sailors’ 
reunion at Topeka, Kansas, 

INFORMERS AND SEIZING OFFICERS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a report of the awards and payment 
made to informers and seizing officers during the fiscal year endin 
June 30, 1881; which was referred to the Committee on Ways an 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I now move that the House resolve itself 

into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the pur- 


pe of proceeding with the consideration of the Army appropriation 


The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. HASKELL in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 5559) making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1833, and for other pu: 

The Chair desires to state to the committee that he was interrupted 
yesterday while making a decision upon the points of order raised 
upon the pending Ae of the bill, referring quartermaster and 
commissary claims to the Court of Claims, and did not complete his 
decision. The committee will remember that when the point of order 
was first raised the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Hiscock, ] and 
the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. REED, j and one or two other mem- 
bers upon the floor asked for a division of the paragraph in dispute, 
in order that there might be a decision by the Chair upon each prop- 
osition contained in it. 

The Chair thereupon proceeded to indicate those portions of the par- 
agraph which, in his opinion, were in order, and those portions which 
he considered out of order. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Camp] raised the point that a paragraph upon which a point of order 
had been raised was not divisible, and the Chair sustained the point. 
The Chair had been proceeding upon the assumption that there was 
unanimous consent to a division of the paragraph and its considera- 
tion proposition by proposition. The Chair, however, found that an 
objection was made by the gentleman from New York, as stated, and 
the Chair held that the point of order was not divisible. 

The Chair is now ready to give his decision upon the point of order 
technically as raised by the gentleman from Wisconsin, Dir. BRAGG, | 
taken as a whole, the committee having refused unanimous consent 
to its being divided. [Mr. RANDALL rose.] Does the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] desire to be heard ? 

Mr. RANDALL. The decision of the Chair on the points in con- 
troversy contains two, if not three, substantive propositions or dec- 
larations. Ifthey were separate, and had been decided disconnect- 
edly, then an appeal could have been taken from each; but being 

-embraced in a single decision the effect of the appeal of the gentle- 
man from Illinois (Mr. TOWNSHEND] from the entire decision would 
be to take out what the Chair decided to be in order and to leave in 
what he decided to be out of order. There is no well-defined parlia- 
mentary limit laid down as to extent and occasion of appeal, except 
that two appeals cannot be pending at the same time. The careful, 
intelligent, and common-sense mode of reaching the several ques- 
tions in dispute would be, first, to take the vote on the appeal of the 
gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Reep,] and after decision thereon the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] can make his appeal. I 
think the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] had better with- 
draw altogether his appeal, because if affirmative action is adopted 
it would lead to more coniplications than now exist. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. If the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. RANDALL] is correct—if the effect of sustaining the appeal 
I have taken from the decision of the Chair would be to rule out that 
portion of the bill which the Chair has held in order, and simply to 
retain that which the Chair has ruled out—I certainly am willing to 
withdraw my appeal; but I desire an expression from the Chair be- 
fore I take action on that point, because the Chair, in answer to a 
parliamentary inquiry which I made yesterday afternoon, declared 
that the effect would be to preserve entire the original text of the 
bill. That was my purpose, as I am friendly to the original text, 
and differed with the Chair upon that portion which he ruled out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state again that he has as 
yet reached no decision upon the point of order, and there can, strictly 
speaking, be no appeal pending. The Chair, proceeding by unani- 
mous consent as he supposed, went far enough to indicate those por- 
tions of the paragrap which would be in order if a point of order 
was made against them, and those portions which would not be in 
order. But the Chair did not reach a decision upon the point of order 
raised, so that at the present time there is properly no appeal pend- 
ing. The Chair has not yet made his decision upon the proposition 
submitted by the gentleman from Wisconsin, (Mr. BRAGG.] The 
point having been made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. CAMP] 
that a point of order is not divisible, the Chair sustained that prop- 
osition, and is now ready to rule upon the whole two pages of matter 
covered by the point of order of the gentleman from Wisconsin, 
[Cries of“ Question an 

Mr. HOLMAN. I submit it isclear as a proposition of parliamen- 
tary law that when a point of order is made upon a whole para- 
graph, a portion of which is in order and a portion out of order, the 
point of order must be overruled. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. 

Mr. RANDALL. My remarks were made with the purpose of 
reaching an intelligent solution ofa question which I thought might 
lead to embarrassment and confusion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that perfectly. He 
holds to every declaration made yesterday ; andin addition to what 
the Chair stated yesterday, he is now prepared torule upon the point 
of order as technically submitted. 

Mr. BRAGG. I think the Chair misapprehends the point I made, 
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I made the point of order upon the whole provision and upon each 
rtion thereof, and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED ] rose in 
is place and said that if I did not so make the point of order he 
would make it, and in reply I said Iso made it. But in arguing the 
question I argued it as an entirety, believing that although a part 
of the text might be admissible and in order, yet where different 
propositions constituted together an entire whole, the provision, if 
not in order as a whole, should go out as a whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to rule upon the point of 
order as a whole, precisely as he has stated. The gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. BRAO] in raising his point of order yesterday said: 

M int of order applies to the proviso in line 118 and going down 
to line 168, inclusive.» — A ee 


That was the first proposition made by the gentleman from Wis- 
consin, including the entire text of the provision in question. The 
gentleman gave notice that he would su uently raise points of 
order upon every distinct proposition. But the Chair can entertain 
but one point of order at a time. The point of order pending before 
this committee is upon the entire two pages, beginning with line 118 
and ending with the close of the paragraph. Upon that point of 
order, just as technically stated by the gentleman from Wisconsin, 
the Chair desires to rule. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to know from the Chair, before he pro- 
ceeds to rule upon the point of order, how many distinct propositions 
or subdivisions he recognizes as contained in the provision now under 
consideration? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair yesterday stated distinctly (and every 
declaration that the Chair made yesterday he holds to to-day) that 

ahis judgment there were three distinct propositions covered by 
i `œ point of order raised by the gentleman from Wisconsin. The 
© air went further and indicated which of the propositions he thought 
weve in order and which obnoxious to the rule, if a point of order had 
been made upon each 1 The Chair, sustaining the point 
made by the gentleman from New York, that a point of order is not 
divisible, proposes at this time to rule upon the point of order as 
technical stated by the gentleman from Wisconsin, covering two 
pages of this bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. A mung 
on that very point and is in the RECORD o 
that ruling an a pes is pending. 

The CHAIRMA . Aruling upon the entire proposition as a whole ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I understood that to be the ruling. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand that he gave 
any such decision yesterday. He certainly did not intend to do so. 

Mr, TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. If the Chair will examine the 
RECORD he will discover that he has ruled upon the point made by 
the gentleman from Wisconsin I am willing, however, that the 
Chair may simplify this question, if he desires to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is willing to decide the question now. 
[Cries of “ Rule!“ ]] Then the committee will come to order. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] raises the point of 
order on that portion of the pending bill beginning with the proviso 
in line 118 oat continuing down to the end of that paragraph. The 
Chair is debarred from dividing this matter. It finds on an exam- 
ination of it that there is over a page of matter contained within 
the limits fixed, in the Army appropriation bill, that does not refer 
to any appropriation contained in that bill, that has no agency in 
directing the expenditure of one dollar of the money hereby appro- 
priated—a page of matter that directs no officer of the Army, controls 
neither the Quartermaster Gensent the Commissary-General, the 
General of the Army, nor the Secretary of War—that in no way is 
directory or mandatory on anybody or ae with the 
Army; and the Chair holds there is then in the last provision a page 
of matter foreign to this bill. 

Now, the Chair is required to rnle upon a proposition a part of 
which is good and a part of which is bad. It is debarred from divid- 
ing the good from the bad, on the point of order raised by the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Camp.] It therefore rules out of order 
all that mass of matter, a part of which is clearly out of order and 
a part of which is clearly in order, thereby sustaining the point of 
order raised by the gentleman from Wisconsin, and leaving it to the 
committee to replace the paragraph alluded to by such provision 
that, being in order, may be adopted by the committee. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. 9 I respectfully appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio takes an appeal 
from the decision of the Chair, and the question is, Shall the decis- 
ion of the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

Mr. BRAGG. I move to lay that appeal upon the table. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. There is no table in committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is not in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Lask the Chair to hear me for one moment upon 
the appeal. [Cries of? Regular order!”] ‘I think there is some mis- 
apprehension in regard to it. [Criesof ‘‘Regularorder!”] I do not 
desire to detain the committee, however, if gentlemen wish to vote. 
[Cries of“ Vote!” “ Vote! “] 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is, Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment ef the committee ? 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 90, noes 50. 


was made by the Chair 
this morning, and from 
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Mr. HEWITT, of New York, demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BUTTERWORTH and Mr. BRAGG were 
appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 93, 
noes 52, 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by inserting after 
the word ‘‘ made,” in line 118, the following: 

And PIOA AOTAN; That no part of the sum hereby boi ar shall be used 
or expended in the investigation of claims under the act of July 4, 1864, entitled 
An act to restrict the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims, and to provide for the 

yment of certain demands for quartermaster stores and subsistence supplies 

urnished to the Army of the United States,” and acts amendatory thereof. 

Mr. REED. Lask that that amendment may be reduced to writing. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is recognized 
in support of his amendment. The Chair will then recognize the 
gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I wish to offer an amendment to 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
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As soon as the gentleman yields the floor, the 
Chair will recognize the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, independently of the proposition 
whether the jurisdiction should be transferred from the War De- 
partment to the Court of Claims, I think this amendment shonld be 
adopted, and for this reason: I do not believe it is good legislation 
or that it is the exercise rather of the executive functions of the Goy- 
ernment to support a branch of the service like this from items in an 
appropriation bill which do not clearly point ont the purposes for 
which they are expended. 

What I desire to remedy by the amendment is this: under the 
clause of this appropriation bill providing for the transportation of 
troops the Quartermaster-General’s Office and the Commissary-Gen- 
eral’s Office of the War Department have been accustomed to tack to 
that item of appropriation clerks, and to pay them their salaries. I 
desire to restrict this power on the part of the Government. Ido not 
believe it has it. I do not believe the fair construction of the stat- 
ute gives it the power to use items of appropriation in this way. 

Therefore, sir, I desire to make it clear by prohibiting positively 
the exercise of any such power as that. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is nothing in this bill which would 
indicate that $139,604.63 are expended in the employment of agents 
and clerks in the examination of these claims. There is no restric- 
tion upon the Department in reference to the amount of salary which 
shall be paid to those agens; if they are to be paid and Spee 
by these general items o. appropriation: By a letter I have from the 
Qnartermaster-General’s ce, it appears the services of agents, 
clerks, and copyists are paid for out of the appropriation in the Army 
bill for incidental expenses to the extent of $89,168.48. Yet no one 
would dream of that fact by looking at this bill. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, for per diem expenses of these agents there 
is paid out of the appropriations in this bill for Army transportation 
$50,464.16. We have in this bill an item for the transportation of 
the Army, and that item is exhausted, eaten up, in paying per diem 
compensation to clerks employed in the investigation of these claims. 

Therefore, I believe this amendment should adopted, and if it 
shall be the sense of the House the jurisdiction of these claims shall 
be continued under the War Department, then the Committee on 
Appropriations will consider it their duty to report either in the 
legislative bill or the sundry civil bill a specifie appropriation de- 
claring the salaries which shall be paid to these men and the amount 
of money which shall be appropriated for that p - 

I believe Mr. Chairman, that if this service shall be continued in 
the War Department it is only reasonable that we should know, 
year by year, the amount of money that we are voting to support that 
service. This, sir, is about the only instance of the kind in any of 
the Departments in which a large service is carried on, and a large 
amount of money is expended without any advertisement or limita- 
tion as to the purpose for which it is expended or the manner of its 
expenditure—a power thus placed in a Department to expend money 
without limit or check. I think it is wrong, and I hope that amend- 
ment will be adopted, that in the future in some bill, if not upon this 
bill, an appropriation may be made for this specific purpose, and not 
permit the matter to go on as it is now. Let some proposition be 
enacted into law stating how many clerks may be employed, and what 
their compensation shall be for the performance of this particular 


service. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise to 
oppose the amendment offered by the gentleman from New York, but 
under the ruling of the Chair I believe it is perfectly competent if 
that amendment is adopted that some tribunal shall be designated 
for the adjudication of these claims, and that they shall not be left 
to be thrown around in the streets, but may be transferred some- 
where. Therefore I desire to move an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the 5 by including from line 126 of the bill the fol- 
lowing words: 

And the holders of such of said claims as are now pending and undetermined in 

e ermaster-General’s Department or in the Commissary-General’s Depart- 
ment, and which the Quartermaster-General or Commissary-General has, under tho 


express terms and within the limitations of said act of July 4, 1864, and the acts 
resolutions amendatory thereof and supplementary thereto, the jurisdiction 
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and authority to have examined and adjudicated, and to report to the Third Aud- 
itor with recommendation for settlement, may have the same transferred to the 
Court of Claims, to be tried and adjudicated there as other claims now are. 


So as to make it conform to the ruling of the Chair, and bring into 
the bill some method of carrying out the former provision. ‘There 
would probably be no objection raised on the ground of its not being 

rmane, because it is manifestly germane to the preceding provis- 
ion, and that it retrenches expenditures there can be no question. 
That would cover the ground of the objection raised by gentlemen 
upon the other side. de gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. HouK] 
objected to the original proposition in the bill because it was manda- 
tory upon all claimants and would involve additional expense upon 
the smaller claimants, and that he regarded as unnecessary. Inas- 
much as their claims had once been considered by the Quartermaster’s 
Department, he thought it would be an unnecessary hardship to re- 
quire them to go again into the Court of Claims. Now, under this 
amendment, if a man has a | claim it would justify him in going 
to additional expense. He might, if he so desired, have it trans- 
ferred to the Court of Claims if he believed it would expedite the 
settlement of it. But the smaller claims which, as the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Houser] has suggested, have already undergone 
investigation and were prepared for adjudication, if the holder did 
not desire to transfer them to the Court of Claims, may be still left 
to be adjudicated without further cost by the Quartermaster’s De- 
partment. This makes it simpl rmissive upon the holder of the 
claim to take it to the Court of Claims if he desires and if it is of 
sufficient value to warrant the risk and expense. It leaves it wholly 
optional with the holder. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What is the amendment ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Has that amendment been read? I desire to 
know what the amendment is, in order that I may be able to deter- 
mine whether or not it is subject to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. REED. I make the point of order upon that amendment—— 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I believe I have the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky proposes an 
amendment which has just been read by the Clerk. The gentleman 
from Maine upon that amendment makes the point of order. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. But I have the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine has the floor on 
the point of order. i 

Mr. REED. I make the point of order that we have already ex- 
amined this ground very thoroughly. I do not want to follow the 
example of the gentleman from Michigan, who referred to the mud- 
dled debate already had upon this subject and which has just ended 
and which covers the whole ground. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The point of order I would make upon this pro- 
poe amendment is that it is not germane to the amendment which 

have offered. It may be germane to the bill. My idea would be 
to have the amendment which I have offered first considered; but 
whether this proposed amendment is germane to the proposition I 
have introduced or not is another question. 

Mr. REED. The point of order I make is that it is not germane 
to anything that has been put on the bill or that has been so far 
su ted. 

he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York suggests the 
oint of order that this amendment to the amendment is not germane. 
The Chair does not desire to indulge in any technical decision. The 
Chair ruled on yesterday that substantially the clause as now offered 
was in order then, and so holds now; and therefore overrules the 
point of order made by the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not think that it is understood exactly what 
the decision of the Chair is, in consequence of the confusion in the 
Hall. 

Mr. REED. Has the Chair ruled upon the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has ruled upon it. 

Mr. REED. What was the ruling? 

The CHAIRMAN. That the amendment proposed by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky is in order. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I desire to explain now the amend- 
ment I have offered; and I will show the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Hiscock] that the change it makes from the bill the committee 

resented is very immaterial, while at the same time I think it will 
acceptable to the gentlemen on that side of the House who opposed 
the committee's bill. 

The chairman of the Committee on War Claims, the gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Houx, ] objected to the provision offered by 
the committee, because it forced out of the hands of the Quarter- 
master-General the consideration of all claims pending in his de- 
partment without regard to size or the state of preparation they 
might be in. The only change this makes in the bill and in the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] 
is that it is permissive instead of compulsory by virtue of the fiat 
of the act itself transferring every claim to the Court of Claims. 
My amendment leaves the holder of the claim to take his own course. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to ask the Chair whether a substitute for 
the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. THOMPSON] 
is in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana propose to 
offer a substitute for the two amendments? 

Mr. WHITE. Would it be in order to have the amendment read ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to offer a substitute for the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I 9 Thad the floor to oppose the amend- 


ment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky | Mr. BLACK- 
BURN] has been recognized in opposition to the amendment. The 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] will withhold his substitute 
until gentlemen have spoken in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. Will my ee, [Mr. BLACKBURN] allow the 
amendment to be read? If I understand it aright it is the same 
thing which has already been ruled out. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. BLACK- 
BURN] yield to his colleague? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam willing to yield if the reading shall not 
come out of my time. 

Mr. WHITE. My object is that we may understand what we are 
doing. Lask the Chair to permit the amendment to be read. If I 
understand this aright, and a number of gentlemen here agree with 
me, it is practically the same thing as has been ruled out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read the amendment offered by Mr. Hiscock. 

Mr. WHITE. Now let the amendment to that be read. 

The Clerk read the amendment offered by Mr. THOMPSON, of Ken- 
tucky, to the amendment, 

Mr. WHITE. I make the point of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 
BURN] has the floor. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is not my purpose, Mr. Chairman, to inter- 
fere with any point of order that any gentleman may choose to make 
against the amendment offered by my colleague to the amendment. 
I desire to be heard in opposition to that amendment. 

I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, that the right of transfer of cases 
from the offices of the Quartermaster-General and the Commissary- 
General should be made discretionary with the claimants. I do be- 
lieve, and for reasons that I will submit to the candid judgment of 
the committee, that all the claims pending in both those departments 
by compulsion should be taken from them and sent somewhere. 

I was in hopes that the provision of the bill as reported from the 
Committee on „ would be retained. I regret that the 
judgment of the Chairrequired it to beruled out upon a point of order. 

hat having been done, I earnestly favor the adoption of the original 
amendment, offered by the gentleman from New York, [ Mr. Hiscock, J 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, which I under- 
stand is offered by him under direction from that committee. It will 
go at least some way in curing the defects of the present system. 

There was reason to believe, and for one I do not hesitate to ex- 
press my belief upon what I conceive to be satisfactory evidence, that 
there can be no system devised for the 1 of these claims 
that is as unsatisfactory to claimants, as detrimental to the Govern- 
ment, as fraudulent in its texture, and burdened with as many abuses 
as that now existing. There are those who believe, and Iam one of 
that number, that the clerks in those two departments who are to-day 
and for years have been charged with making up those reports, upon 
which one claim is recommended for allowance and another claim 
is reported for rejection, have themselves been guilty of an abuse of 
the power attached to that clerical commission, and have been mak- 
ing money out of their illegal traffic. 

If this be true and whether it be true or not, this House and this 
country shall soon know—ifthis be true that these clericalemployésof 
the Government whoare virtually charged with passing with judicial 
powere on therightsof property of the citizen who comes before their 

epartments for the adjudication of his claim ; if they have been en- 
gaged in such practices as this, not only should an investigation be 

and the penalty of the criminal law be applied to their prosecu- 
tion and their punishment, but the system itself should be corrected. 
It will do no good to prosecute the offender. It will do but little 
good to execute the severest penalty that the law provides against 
that criminal if you leave a vicious system intact to be abused by 
the incoming as it has been by the outgoing representatives. 

Now, sir, this House is making agrievous mistake. I warn it now. 
I warn its present presiding officer—I mean the chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole. I warna majority of this House, who have 
this morning voted on a division of this bill, which looks to the cor- 
rection of these alleged abuses, that this House cannot afford to per- 
mit and will soon see the utter impossibility of permitting a state of 
affairs to continue longer which would ere this, had the facts been 
known, have been made odious in the eyes of the American people. 
I do not hesitate to express the conviction, and I dosoupon evidence 
here in my desk, which this House and the country will soon have 


the advantage of examining, that there are practices prevailing in 
these two departments in the matter of the adjudication of these 
claims that no honest man can defend, and no legislator of this conn- 
bat Seng permit to continue. 

ow, sir, I for this reason oppose the amendment offered by my 
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e be LMr. Toompson.] I donot want to leave it in the discre- 


tion of any claimant before these departments to take his case ont 
of the hands of these clerks and carry it to the Court of Claims, and 
leave a single solitary case there still to be adjudicated and passed 
upon. 

he CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Asthe gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN] has made grave charges against the conduct of 
the clerks of the Quartermaster-General’s Department, I will yield 
my time to him, so that he may be able to make his statement fully 
before the committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I thank my friend form Illinois for his 
sere 

Mr. WHITE. May I ask my colleague to state more specifically 
the charges to which he has referred ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN Iwill yield to that request, and go as far as 
I feel any gentleman on either side of this House will be disposed to 
have me go. i 

I do not intend to send to the Clerk’s desk and have read such 
papers as I now hold in my hand, for the reason that if these prac- 
tices have prevailed and these officials have been guilty, as I say 
there appears to be ground to suspect they have been, the party 
paying the blackmail money is, under the statutes of the country, 
as guilty as the receiver, and the man who furnishes the evidence is 
as Fable to imprisonment in the penitentiary as the man who takes 
the money from him. 

I hold receipts here that any gentleman in this House is entirely 
welcome to examine. I cannot have them read from the Clerk’s 
desk, because if I do so, the names of both the payer and the payee 
must come out; and that is hardly fair to the parties furnishing 
evidence against these officials of the Government. That this evi- 
dence of improper practices is correct, I have taken occasion to sat- 
isfy myself by submitting it to varions members of this House, on 
both sides of this floor, to one or more of whom the chirography in 
some of these receipts is well known. 

Some sixty-odd of these evidences were in my own hands, for the 
first time that I ever heard of them, on Saturday last. Some of the 
parties criminal are to-day employed in these two departments of 
the Government; some of them have passed ont of that employment 
within the last two or three pars leaving behind them this damning 
evidence of their own official misconduct in their own chirography. 

Now, I am notdesirous of 5 upon the patience of this com- 
mittee or of occupying its time with a view of proposing here and 
now, in the midst of a discussion upon an appropriation bill, an in- 
vestigation into these matters. That will come in due time and in 
proper order and soon enna: Jam referring to it and seeking to 
use it now as a warning tothe members of this House against allow- 
ing to continue for another day systems of adjudication on questions 
of property in this country that are rotten to their very core. 

ere is not a member of this House who is not more than welcome 
to come to my desk and examine these papers for himself. He will 
find the substantiating witnesses on both sides of this Honse, and 
members of it now. With this statement, I protest that it is the 
duty of this Con tostrike down here and now a practice that has 
been at least under a cloud of suspicion if not under positive proof of 
zuilt. 
z Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. What is the precise nature of the 
charge which the gentleman makes? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is that where claimants have come before 
these two departments pressing their claims for adjudication and 
allowance—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I withdraw my amendment to 
the amendment, that it may be renewed. 

Mr. CANNON. I renew the amendment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Ilinois. I hope the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. e be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. REED. I hope the gentleman will be allowed to make a 
direct statement in reference to the charge he bas indicated [the 
chairman rapped with his gavel] instead of having this side-show. 
[Continued rapping of the gavel.] Let the charge be made in the 
open Honse. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in order. 

Mr. WHITE. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague [Mr. 
BLACKBURN] be permitted [rapping with the gavel by the chair- 
man] to proceed and apoo his charges [continued rapping with the 
gavel] and identify the men guilty. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] 
will take his seat and wait until he is recognized by the Chair. 

Mr. WHITE. I will do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked of the committee 
that the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 5 may ocenpy 
tive minutes more before the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN NON] 


proceeds. $ 

Mr. CANNON. Ihope that will be done, 

Mr. REED. I have no objection, if it is understood that I shall 
have a few minutes to reply. I have a few words to say on the sub- 


ect. 
3 The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 


Mr. CAMP. With the understanding that the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED] may occupy five minutes in reply. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] in- 
dulged in some remarks which, because of the rapping of the gavel, 
I was not able to hear distinctly. I caught but one sentence, and 
that was what appeared to be a protest against what he denomi- 
nated a side-show that was being held at my desk. I am sure I ex- 
tended the privilege to every member of the House to examine the 
evidences that have been submitted tome. And if it was necessary 
I meant to be especially courteous in making the invitation to the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] a special one. 

I mean to say that these charges, as these papers seem to present 
them, are that these clerks in these two departments have been in 
the habit of levying black-mail to the extent of 5 per cent. upon the 
claims they should allow. I mean to say that these clerks have not 
only exacted these fees but have given written receipts for them, 
and put the whole body of the receipt in their own handwriting. 
This is one of them: 

Received of Sper cent. fees in the case of George Holmes, J. C. and 
J. H. Smith, and Lucinda Cowgill, $92.75. 1 

J. L. MCFARLAND. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., April 13, 1875. 


The signer of this was then the chief clerk, as I am informed and 
believe, of the examining division of the Department. I mean to 
say more, that this is but a sample in which a bill of particulars is 
filed. A committee of investigation, if raised by the House, will 
show, as I undertake to guarantee, more than one hundred such 
cases, provided the matter can be so managed that the fellow who 
was extorted from, who had to pay the black-mail to buy justice or 
injustice from the Department, is not sent to the penitentiary for 
giving up this criminal proof. 

I have stated the charge; here are the evidences, and a Republican 
member of this House will testify to the genuineness of the chirogra- 
phy of the official whose name I have just given you. He is not the 
only one. Bank checks and drafts drawn fy these claim agents who 
had to pay this 5 per cent. commission to the order of the official who 
was to receive the money, indorsed by the official and canceled by 
banks of this city, are floating through your streets and through the 
corridors of this Capitol every day. I have done, sir. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, in asking for time to reply to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, [Mr. BLACKBURN, ] I never had, nor have I 
now, any purpose of replying to any animadversion upon wicked 
clerks who have betrayed their Government and their duty. Those 
scoundrels, wherever they are, whetherin one Department or another, 
shonld be bene down without the slightest mercy. But the argu- 
ment to-day is not in regard to clerks who have been discharged, is 
not in regard to men who have betrayed their trust; it is in regard 
to a system. No government can be carried on, no affairs of this 
world can be transacted, without the possibility of dishonest men 
having places; and I care not whether the business be public or 
private. Iam glad that the gentleman from Kentucky has at last 
given us onename of aclerk who is charged with crime, so that if any 
such man remains in the Department the Department may be pur, 
of him utterly, and that he may be punished. I trust also that punish- 
ment may be extended as well to the briber, for whom the gentleman 
seems to have some lingering sympathy. I say that he who will cor- 
rupt a Government officer, or assist in such corruption, is a man pun- 
ishable under the laws of the country, and one who ought to be pun- 
ished. I feel no sympathy for him. 

I desire to say a word further to enforce what I have already said, 
that in every department of the Government there is danger of the 
Government being deceived in these matters. The proposition pre- 
sented here is that this business be transferred to the Court of Claims. 
Now, it so gd 17 by accident that I have read the last volume of 
the decisions of the Court of Claims, and if gentlemen desire to see 
an instance of the perpetration upon the Government of a fraud be- 
fore which this 5 per cent. extortion pales into insignificance, I ask 
them to take the sixteenth volume of the reports of the Court of 
Claims, page 601, and read the case of Peychand rs. The United States. 
In that case, as gentlemen will find, the Government of the United 
States was swindled out of $296,064. How? Because, so far as I can 
make out, the lawyers who were employed on the part of the Gov- 
ernment to look after this case, instead of honestly presenting the 
defense of the Government, allowed the case to go almost by default. 
I refer to men not now in theemploy of the Government. The Court 
of Claims said when the original case passed : 

All of the cotton captured in the Teche country amounted to only 6,000 bales, or 
thereabont, 8 Case, 7 C. Cls. R., 405, and it seems most improbable that 
this firm of Bellocque, Noblom & Co. could have been the owners or factors of more 
than two-thirds of it. But the law oflicers of the Government, who are responsi- 
ble for the defense and who have access to Colonel Holabird's accounts, which the 
court has not, are satisfied upon this point; and the court, therefore, has no rea- 
son for interposing to a recovery doubts of its own. 

Now, that is just my objection to having such matters as these go 
to the Court of Claims. I believe that the safest and best way is for 
the Government to send its officers to the part of the country from 
which the claims come, to investigate them upon the spot, and then 
have the officers of the Department decide to pay the claims or not 
to pay them. That is the way in which more than 30,000 claims 
have been decided. Gentlemen say this system is corrupt. I point 
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to the aggregate results as showing the absolute want of foundation 
for this assertion. Here were claims to the number of 53,549, of 
which 11,648 have been approved and 22,110 have been rejected. 
Upon these claims payment has been refused to the amount of 
SH 000, and only $4,500,000—15 per cent. of the whole amount 


000, 

imed—has been allowed. Could there have been a wholesale sys- 
tem of bribery of these officials when only 15 per cent. of the amount 
of the claims was paid? If the whole or half of the amount claimed 
had been paid you might mapper there was a system of bribery, but 
where only 15 per cent. has been paid no man living can assert the 
existence of such a system. [Here the hammer fell. ] 

Many MEMBERS. on! 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any objection to the gentleman from 
Maine proceeding ? The Chair hears none. 

Mr, REED. On the claims which have been passed, 11,648 in num- 
ber, payments have been made to the amount of a little more than 
one- ; $4,500,000 has been paid and $4,000,000 disallowed in items. 

By an examination of a single case which I have here—Russell’s 
case, which I should ask to have printed with my remarks were it 
not so voluminous—the dangers existing will appear. The Russell 
claim originally started as a little claim for $6,000, but when pre- 
sented to the Quartermaster-General to be adjudicated it had 
bounded up to $40,000. But an agent sent to ferret out on the spot 
the testimony that was taken at the time before General Rosecrans’s 
board, as it was called, discovered the falsity of every item. And it 
never could have been discovered in the Court of Claims, because 
nobody would have gone down there and attended to if as it was 
attended to by these agents. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. The Court of Claims has power 
to appoint commissioners to take testimony. 

Mr. REED. Lask gentlemen to give that case a careful reading, to 
see whether this system is open to the dr. Be urged against it. 

My answer to my friend from Kentucky 
if there be scoundrels there root them out; give them no bit of 
mercy; but when results of fifteen years show only 15 per cent. of 
claims allowed no man living dare come up and say it is a system of 
bribery and frand. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let not this body be stampeded. I recollect 
the time when in the Forty-fifth Congress the gentleman from Hli- 
nois, Mr. Eden, not now here, emulous of the fame of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] who is here, used to get up if a Republi- 
can claim happened to be presented and shout Fraud!“ and the 
whole House went in a body again it; and when our friends would 
get up and say “Rebel!” the whole House would go in a body against 
it. t us be governed by a sense of reason in this thing and not by 
a sense of folly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I only wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that as 
soon as this committee concludes its labors and goes back into the 
House I will submit a resolution directing the Committee on Expend- 
itures in the War Department to investigate the matters which have 
been broached here this morning. [Cries of “ That's right!”] 

Mr. REED. Perhaps I ought to make this contribution. I am 
informed that J. L. McFarland was not in the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral’s Office in 1875, but was then an attorney in the city of Wash- 
ington, which may possibly account for something of this. It is here 
written that J. L. McFarland was not in the Quartermaster Gen- 
eral’s Department in 1875.“ Now, I do not vouch for this; it is a 
hasty penciled note. He was an attorney in Washington. He had 
been rior 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Let the gentleman inquire what position he 
held that day and he will find it was as the principal clerk in the 
Third Auditor's Office where these claims were all made up. 

Mr. REED. But that is not in the Quartermaster Generals Depart- 


ment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman knows nothing of the ma- 
chinery of these departments not to know that these claims have to 
go 8 the Third Auditors Office. 


Mr. REED. Then this is a complaint against the Third Auditor's 
Office and not against the Quartermaster-General’s Department. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is connected with it and is an essential 
part of it. 


Mr. REED. The Third Auditor's Office does not investigate these 


aims. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. But it has to pass on them. 

Mr. REED. It does not 3 them. 

. It is the final test to which they are sub- 


ec . 
; The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Maine has 
expired and the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Illinois, [ Mr. 


CANNON. 
Mr. C ON. Ishould like, Mr. Chairman, to have order, so I 
can be heard while I do occupy the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order and gentle- 
men will resume their seats. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I assented to the report from 
the Committee on Appropriations as it was made by the gentleman 
frm Ohio, [Mr. BuTTERWORTH.] That report on this subject em- 
bodied three propositions. I came to the conclusion, along with the 
rest of the committee, that it was well to make this transfer, and in 


cl 


Mr. BLACKBURN] is this: 


making the transfer we also believed it to be important to circum- 
scribe the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims, for reasons heretofore 
referred to, and especially in order to avoid the scepo of the decision 
of the Supreme Court, under which we had good grounds to suppose 
the question of loyalty of the party who had turnished the supplies 
at the time they were furnished would not be taken into account 
unless that jurisdiction of the Court of Claims was circumscribed as 
we provid To that provision, as well as to the other provisions, 
as the bill was reported, there has been a point of order made and 
sustained, so that if this transfer shall be made, as the gentleman 
from Kentucky suggests, or as anybody else may suggest, we cannot, 
under the rule, on this bill sufficiently protect the Government. 
And for that reason I believe it wise to drop this whole matter from 
the bill. That leaves us the law as it is, and while the law exists 
we should make appropriations to carry it out. So much, then, for 
the merits of the proposition. 

Now, a word asto the point of the gentleman from Kentucky, [ Mr. 
3 a member of the Committee on e pean He 
has not divulged the name of the man who is alleged to have cor- 
rupted the clerk in the Third Auditor’s Office or in the Quartermas- 
ter-General’s Office, but he has said enough to show the importance 
of an investigation, and that that investigation should be ordered, 
when we get back into the House, by a committee of the House. 

Let the committee go to the bottom of the matter, and have power 
to report at any time, and to report legislation, if you please, farther 
guarding and limiting the power of the Quartermaster, or transfer 
the matter to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, a single word in relation 
to the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky, which 
I Tipa for reasons which I shall state as peny as possible. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. speeches have been made 
against the amendment, and I wish to say a few words in favor of 
it. F cr ad the time should be equally divided between those in 
favor of the amendment and those who op it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Twospeeches were made by unanimous consent. 
The gentleman from Illinois then took the floor, having repeated the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky. Having moved 
the amendment, he was entitled to be heard, aud was accorded the 
floor for that purpose. The gentleman from Ohio now rises in op 
sition to the amendment, and the Chair recognizes him as entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Touching the suggestion made by my 
friend from Kentucky, I have no information and am not di to 
refer to that matter at all except to agree with my friend from Maine 
that wherever incompetent or dishonest employés are found, whether 
in this or in any other Department, to weed them out without delay. 
But, Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the committee 
and of the country toone fact. Some gentlemen have asked me why 
it is that this system of investigating these claims has been con- 
tinued so long notwithstanding the fact that an amount of money in 
excess of $3,100,000 has been expended in their investigation, a sum 
vastly more in my judgment than would have been sufficient to in- 
vestigate all of them. Now why has this system been perpetuated ? 
Why has it been so long allowed to exist? This is the reason pre- 
cisely, and I will state it in brief. It was suggested here by the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations that there was no 
specific appropriation of a quarter of a million of dollars made here 

om year to year to pay for these investigations. If there had been 
such an appropriation, or if there had been a distinct appropriation 
for this purpose, this law would not have stood the test for five 
years, and there is not an honorable gentleman within the sound of 
my voice who knows but that is a fact. That is the reason this 
system has been perpetuated. 

If this fund had been set apart specifically in any appropriation 
bill for this purpose instead of allowing it to be drawn from one 
point or another, and from items of miscellaneous appropriations in 
these various bills, it would soon have been determined ; but the fact 
of its not being a distinctive appropriation, and as men have been 
drawing the funds necessary for its maintenance from other items of 
appropriations, it has existed in this shape for the last seventeen 
years, notwithstanding the fact that almost a quarter of a million of 
dollars have been expended annually where a quarter of that sum 
should have been ample to accomplish the same result. 

In looking into this matter and talking with the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral about it, we determined that the appropriate method for the ad- 
judication of claims against the Government was to refer them to some 
judicial tribunal, particularly in view of the fact that seventeen 
years have gone by since these investigations were begun, and because 
during the last six months, as my colleague on the committee said the 
otherday, oping bartre your statute of limitation took effect, twelve 
thousand and upward of these claims were filed and dumped down 
en masse into the department from Tennessee and other localities, and 
now we are expected to allow a quarter of a million of dollars to en- 
able a search to be made around amid all of this chaff coming here in 
this way to see if we can find one or two kernels of wheat amid it all. 

It isan outrage upon the people of this country, an outrage so 
glaring and so bald that it onght to be remedied at once. When this 
system was first inaugurated the appointment of the agents to make 
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these investigations was made by the Quartermaster-General’s De- 
partment, their own agents or 1 apn who were familiar with the 
dziies and who were selected with special reference to their fitness 
to perform them. But we have drifted away from that policy, and 
men are now appointed too frequently with reference to their use- 
fulness in a ward, township, or county, in getting the boys out to 
the polls. In politics such ability is useful and desirable, but those 
who possess it are not always the best fitted for investigating claims. 
1 do not desire to criticise their actions; but I think the system is 
bad, altogether bad, and Bi our Congress is expected to appropriate 

,000 in continuance of this worse than needless expenditure every 


ear. 

5 Another thing I want to call the attention of the committee to is 
the fact that it has been the course of practice of all the depart- 
ments of the Government since 1816, as my friend from yes says, 
and the record bears him out and me, to refer these claims to the 
adjudication of a court. Now, if we abrid the claimants by this 
measure in any way I would not ask to be heard in support of it. If 
we struck down the rights of the honest claimant I would not ask 
to be heard. But we do 1 or the kind. We give thems y 
adjudication of their claims with a reasonable certainty that if they 
are honest they will be paid and if they are dishonest they will be 
3 out with the chaff. Hence I favor the bill as originally pre- 
sented. 

Now, one word more, I favor also the proposition of the chairman 
of the 1 Committee to stop this investigation; and be- 
fore this session is over we will provide a way by proper appropria- 
tions to have these claims disposed of in a manner consonant with 
law, consonant with common sense, and consonant with right prac- 
tice in dealing with such affairs. I have no feeling in this matter 
beyond that I desire to do what we were sent here to do, to lop off 
excrescences, but to deprive no citizen of any right he has. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the two amendments is exhausted. 
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] gave notice some time 
since that he desired to offer a substitute. 

Mr. WHITE. I rise to a question of personal privilege. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
is recognized to offer a substitute for both amendments. The Clerk 
will read the proposed substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

But no of the money hereby appropriated shall be used or expended in the 
investigation of claims under the act of J; uly 4, 1864, entitled“ An act to restrict 
the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims and to provide for the payment of certain 
demands for quartermaster stores and subsistence supplies furnished to the Army 
of the United States,” and the second and third in Hose of said act, and sections 
Nos. 300a and 300b are hereby repealed. 

Mr. REED. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I trust the gentleman from New 
York, [ Mr. Hiscock, ] who offered the original proposition, will think 
it propre to accept the substitute which I offer. It embodies his, 
and goes to the extent his proposition manifestly contemplates; 
that is to say, the repeal of the present legislation on the subject of 
the adjustment of those claims, with a view to some system safer 
and less liable to frauds; some system which shall be open to publie 
inspection, and in which the interests of the Governinent can be 
protected against unjust and fabricated claims. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I should like to have it read again, and then I 
will determine whether I can accept it or not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again read the proposed substi- 
tute. 

The proposed substitute was again read. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would suggest to the gentleman to modify the 
language by substituting the words “by this act appropriated” for 
the words “ hereby appropriated.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly; that is the intention. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will accept the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say Phos! a single word. 

Mr. HISCOCK. One question further. Has the gentleman retained 
the words “and acts and resolutions amendatory thereof and supple- 
men thereto?” 

Mr. HOLMAN. The sections I have mentioned, section 300a and 
section 300b of the Revised Statutes, in my substitute cover the 
whole subject. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It would do no harm to add those words. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Does this take away all rem- 
edy anybody has anywhere ? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I understand the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Hiscock] accepts this substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN, For what pu does the gentleman from 
Kentucky rise? Does he rise to a point of order? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I want to ask the Chair what 
effect that substitute has upon the amendment I offered ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has no effect. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I rise for the purpose of asking the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HoLMan] if he proposes 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have not commenced yet. 

Mr. HISCOCK addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, For what purpose does the gentleman from 
New York rise? 


Mr. HISCOCK. I rise for the purpose of having a little confer- 
ence withthe gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. HoLMAN.] Ithink, upon 
reflection and upon conference with members of the committee who 
have examined this question, that I would prefer that that part of 
the gentleman’s substitute which he has sent up to be read, following 
the portion which prohibits the use of any of the money appropri- 
ated by the act, should come in asan amendment to my proposition. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. That will leave some door 
open by which a man may get his pay somewhere, the Government 
having got his property. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana is upon the floor 
in support of the substitute he bas offered. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I do not represent a district that is indifferent to 
this subject; on the contrary the district that I represent is one of 
those affected somewhat by this legislation. I trust I will have the 
ear of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. ROBINSON, ] who I 
see indulges the belief that the proposition is to cut off all remedy 
for loyal claimants who have fair and just demands against the Gov- 
ernment. Ido not understand that to be the purpose. [understand 
the object of the original proposition as submitted by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. HIscock] is to prohibit the appropriation of 
any of this ey to the investigation of any of those claims. That 
involves inevitably, as gentlemen must see, the repeal of the act of 
4th July, 1864, and if that is done it should be done at once, so that 
Congress shall, at an early moment, determine in what manner these 
claims should be investigated. $i 

As 1 78 the startling information just brought to the attention 
of the House by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 1 
while we sliould not base our legislation upon the assumption o 
frauds not yet inquired into in an executive department heretofore 
invested with the duty of investigating these claims, we should pred- 
icate it upon the fact, which every gentleman knows, that such frauds 
are almost inevitable under such a system. As I have had occasion 
to state heretofore in the discussion of this subject, the only guar- 
antee that Congress has ever had since the enactment of the law of 
July 4, 1864, of integrity in the investigation of these claims has been 
simply the high character for kgs ey and capacity of the gentle- 
man who held the position of chief of the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment. And I do not think I made any mistake in saying neither the 
House nor the Senate would have made these appropriations and 
passed these bills during this long period of seventeen years, involv- 
ing millions of money, but for a general confidence in the capacity 
and integrity of that officer. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to ask the gentleman from Indiana a 
question for information. If this substitute is adopted does it cut 
off the payment of what are known as the Morgan-raid claims in 
Indiana? 

Mr, HOLMAN. It ents off from consideration by the Quartermas- 
ter-General all claims which under the law of July 4, 1864, went 
before the Quartermaster-General for examination and allowance 
and those claims, of course, did go before the Quartermaster-General 
as my friend well knows under that law. 

Mr. CALKINS. Does this cut off the payment of them? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It covers all that class of claims. 

Mr. CALKINS. It cuts them all off. I am not in favor of that. 

Mr, BAYNE, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. BAYNE. If I understand the object of the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. HoLMAN,] it is to extinguish the present mode of pre- 
senting these claims, with a view of enacting some new measure with 
bay iia safeguards that will secure the payment of them. 

r. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOUSE. You had better do that first. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will put the question to niy colleague who 
asked me a question [Mr. CALKINS] whether he is willing that this 
secret method of examining these claims should still go on? 

Mr. CALKINS. I could not hear my colleague. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I desire to say—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOL- 
MAN] yield? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not for the present. I speak for my own constit- 
nents who are interested in these claims, and for an honest and just 
investigation of them, when I say that I am thoroughly dissatisfied 
and have been for years with this covert method of investigating 
these claims, because of the fact that there was not and could not 
be any open publicity in the proceedings. From the very necessity 
of the case the public eye could not reach these transactions. 

I insist, therefore, that they shall go before such a tribunal as from 
its very nature would be open to public inspection and observation, 
and would have the safeguards, together with the rules and methods, 
of a court of justice. oes not my colleague [Mr. CALKINS] think 
that the public interests involved in this vast body of claims would 
be much safer before such a tribunal than before accounting officers 
and clerks, and others, who from the very nature of the case must 
proceed in comparative secrecy and upon er parte evidence, and not 
openly and above-board, but in the seclusion of offices and Executive 
Departments, without any supervision save only that which may be 
given by the heads of those Departments ? 

Mr. CALKINS, If my colleague will allow me, I will say that 1 
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am not disputing about the manner of paying these claims. 
say they ought to be paid in some way ; that is all. 

Mr. HOL N. All I insist upon is that the present ex parle 
method shall be abolished, and that Pay Eee shall apply itself to 
the duty of providing some safe method for these investigations, 
open to the public observation, through which these claims, with 
proper antees against fraud, shall come to Congress for consid- 
eration justifying Con in recognizing them as audited accounts. 

The CHAIRMAN. he time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to say that my question was put to my 
colleague for the p of ascertaining whether his amendment 
would cut off and forever destroy the right of the people of my State 
and of the State of Ohio, and all other claimants, from presenting 
their claims to the Government and having them, if found correct, 
paid in some way. Now, I am not particular about the manner in 
which these claims be considered and adjusted, so that they 
are honestly adjusted and honestly paid. 

Mr, HOLMAN. But does not my colleague think that a court open 
to the 5 would be much safer than the present method? 

Mr, CAL S. Probably that may be so, and I would be in favor 
of taking all these claims that are now pending before Congress and 
placing them before some judicial tribunal that conld investigate 
each one of them carefully and considerately, and allow them or dis- 
allow them, as the case might be. But when such a bill as that is 
brought in here I want it carefully guarded with such provisions as 
that the . of the Government will be protected at the same 
time that actual and exact justice be done to each one of these 
claimants, 

It has been said that the Government has paid to loyal claimants 
for destruction of property and the like nearly $100,000,000 since the 
close of the war. And I for one am in favor of paying every loyal 
man who has a just and honest claim against the Government the 
full amount of his claim. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is my colleague in favor of having their claims 
adjusted as they have been heretofore, through the Quartermaster’s 
Department? 

. CALKINS. I will say to my colleague that I will not enter 
into any colloquy with him upon that subject, because he and Isub- 
stantially agree. If I understand him, he wants these claims hon- 
estly paid; so do I. 

Our friends on the other side who were in the rebellion accepted 
the situation when they surrendered, and do not expect to be paid 
for their property which was destroyed during fhe war; at least, it 
is the settled policy of the Government not to pay them. But those 
who were loyal during the war and suffered at the hands of the in- 
vading armies ought to be paid. It will be a sad day for this coun- 
try when it turns its back upon the men who were loyal to the 
. mma re and who had their property destroyed as a penalty for 
that loyalty. 

I am in favor of paying every honest debt which this Government 
owes—and so is this side of the House—whether it be $100,000,000 or 
$200,000,000. And I am in favor of shutting the door against all 
claims that are dishonest. That is my view of it. My criticism 
upon the substitute offered by my colleague was because I thought 
it shat the door, as I understood him to admit it did, not only against 
the claimants from my own State but all over the country, who had 
just and honest claims against the Government which should be 


aid. 

6 The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move pro forma to amend the amendment by 
striking out the last word. I will go as far as the gentleman from 
Indiana or any other gentleman in paying every dollar that the 
Government owes; but I believe that claims against this Govern- 
ment amounting to $10,000,000 ought to be sent to a tribunal where 
they can be properly investigated. I do not believe they should 
be remitted to the political establishment of the country. I am in 
favor of giving these claims the fairest and most thorough inves- 
tigation; and this ean only be given where the suitor appears in a 
court, the proceedings of which are public, where the cases are not 

assed upon by clerks who may be receiving a salary of $1,000 or 
1,200 a year, while the claim under consideration may amount to 
thousands. 

As was well said by the gentleman from Michigan the other day, 
claims of this kind to the number of 12,000, and aggregating in the 
amount claimed over $12,000,000, were filed in the last six months 
previous to the expiration of the time allowed by the statute of limi- 
tations. Seventeen years these parties had slept upon their rights; 
and when a limitation of time was fixed by law for the presentation 
of such claims, the claim agents in Washington and elsewhere sent 
their circulars broadcast throughout the South, inviting the filing 
of these claims and the giving of powers of attorney for their collec- 
tion. 

With the view of securing a proper investigation ef these claims, 
the Committee on Appropriations decided to recommend the pro- 
visions incorporated in this bill. Now, I ask what gentleman here, 
in his own private affairs, if so la an amount of money were in- 


I only 


in his 
volved, would trust to irresponsible agents of the class, so far as we 
know, that are engaged in the investigation of these claims? Who 
are urge, BEM are they appointed? 

Mr. E. Will the gentleman allow me to answer? 


Mr. HISCOCK. I do not yield to the gentleman. Upon whose 
recommendation are they appointed, and from where do they come? 
To whom are they responsible? I say that upon this subject we 
should haye pointed and direct legislation. The number of per- 
sons to be employed in the examination of these claims and the sala- 
ries they are to be paid should be distinctly defined, and in the light 
of the charges and exposures which have been made upon this floor 
a halt should be called upon this expenditure. Two hundred thou- 
sand dollars has been expended this yearin the investigation of these 
claims. To whom has it been paid? Was it disbursed economically ? 
To whom have the officers who have expended this money reported 
their proceedings? We are in the dark with reference to this 
matter. Here is this establishment carried on at this large annual 
expense without any restriction by law upon the expenditure of 
money, the number of agents that may be employed, or the character 
of the men who may be put into the service. I shall be well enough 
content if the House should insert in the bill the provision I have 
offered calling a halt upon this whole system until proper legislation 
ean be brought in. I think this a wiser policy tkan to repeal en- 
tirely the laws allowing payment to these claimants in the event they 
establish the justice of their claims. 

[Here the hammer fell, ] 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, two years ago I had occasion to 
examine the subject of transferring claims from the Quartermaster’s 
and Commissary’s Departments to the Court of Claims, or to some 
other tribunal for adjudication and settlement. It seems to me no 
doubt can exist as to the propriety ef this course. It certainly will 
promote economy. It will also expedite the disposition of the claims, 
and it will render to the creditors of the Government the justice to 
which they are entitled at an earlier date than can be done under the 
present system. J would go further than this bill does and transfer 
all the private claims that are now pending in either branch of Con- 
gress for the purpose of having the facts ascertained and reported, 
so that the proper legislation might be had. It is apparent to every 
gentleman conversant with the subject that if this Con should 
sit continuonsly until the Ist day of December next, the time pre- 
scribed by law for its next session, that it conld not dispose of the 
various subjects that are now upon the Calendar and under consid- 
eration by the several committees. 

I am in favor of that section of this bill which provides for such 
transfer. The subject of expediting the adjudication of private 
claims is not new. 

On April 9, 1816, Congress passed an act authorizing the President 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate to appoint a com- 
missioner to adjudicate and settle claims for loss of property during 
the then late war with Great Britain. Upon this adjudication the 
claims were paid by the Treasurer. 

By an act passed the next year the commissioner was required to 
report the facts in each case to Con so that it could make the 
necessary appropriation, but if the amount exceeded $200, the con- 
firmation of the report of the commissioner by the Secretary of War 
was necessary to the final adjudication. On April 20, 1818, these 
claims were transferred to the Third Auditor, who was to be governed 
by the same rules that governed the commissioner. 

In 1822 Cengress passed an act referring to the accounting officer 
of the Treasury, to be by him audited and settled, war claims against 
the Government for services rendered and property used in the 
prosecution of the Seminole Indian war. In 1833 Congress passed 
a similar act for the settlement of claims for property used or Jost in 
ihe 1 against the Indians on the frontier of Illinois and 

ichigan. 

The Third Auditor of the Treasury was required to examine, allow, 
and pay these claims as similar claims were required to be paid under 
the act of 1816. 

By the act of June 30, 1834, if a claim of this character exceeded 
$200 the Third Auditor was required to report the facts to Congress 
instead of deciding it. By the acts of January 18, 1837, March 2, 
1847, March 3, 1849, relating to property lost or destroyed in the 
military service of the Government, the Third Auditor had the power 
to decide and pay under rules established by the Secretary of War, 
by and with the consent of the President, 

This brought the legislation down to July 4, 1864, and then for 
the first time the power of examining and reporting on these cases 
was conferred upon the Quartermaster-General and the Commissary- 
General. One object of the act of 1864 was to restrict and limit the 
liability of the Government. 

On March 25, 1880, I submitted a petition to Congress for the trans- 
fer of claims from these two departments, the Quartermaster’s and 
Commissary’s, to some other tribunal. The following are the rea- 
sons assigned for such transfer: 

A brief statement of some of the reasons why claims pending before the rtermaster 
and Commissary Generals of the Army, under the act of July 4, 1864, should be 
referred to some court or other tribunal for settlement. 


First. The proceedings under the act of July 4, 1864, are cumbersome and 
entirely inadequate to arrive at a just and equitable disposition of the large num- 
ber of claims on file within a reasonable time. A 

Second. The reports of the agents and the evidence on which they are based are 
held by the Quartermaster-General as confidential communications, which the 
claimant or his attorney have no right to examine or opportunity to rebut. 

The evidence mainly consists of ez parte statements and hearsay evidence taken 
privately. As a rule, witnesses are not subjected to a cross-examination, nor are 
the records or proceedings open to inspection. Hence these claims are adjudi- 
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ou ~ 
cated upon the principles and by rules of evidence utterly unknown to the com- 
law. 
e of this complicated and defective system is simply enormous. In 
1876 the Quartermaster-General reports the expense of 
by officers of his de: ent, under whose sw 


on 
made, to be during the prior fiscal ere 76. For the year 1877, he reporta 


Comptroller of the Bor age mired to register, examine, brief, and keep 
up the correspondence in re ion to these claims, ee total of money 
expended for this pipoa a y $200,000. 

tr this connection I would in attention to the amount appropriated for the 


By reference to the annual repost of the commissioners of claims of December, 
1879, it will be seen that the number of claims decided forthe year was 2,290, while 
the report of the Quartermaster-General for the same Ts shows that there were 
decided in his office 1,667, which is 693 less than were ded by the commission. 
„ * sel * * 


* * 
Fourth. Not only the manner of de. BO these claims but the protracted 
delay incident e amounts to a denial of justice. Claimants and their wit- 
nesses are rapidly dying off; the recollection of facts and incidents essential as 
proof is fast fading m memory. Even now many just and meritorious claims 
must fail for want of evidence to establish them. ere are now on file in the 

uartermaster-General about twenty-six thousand of these claims, 
they have been disposed of heretofore will take not less than 
welve years. Repndiation, would be far more honorable than a continuation of 
she prey system. No remedy is preferable to that which promises relief only 
to 


to the genius and it of our system of ent. 
denco recognized b; Ampie pe system: are founded in the highest wisdom and 
cannot safely be under the rul 
Quartermaster-G 


~- rof the Army with judi- 
cial functions. His education and 8 him for the exercise of such func- 
tions. Besides, were the Quartermaster-General ever so well fitted for the dis- 
charge of these duties, experience has shown that he has not the time from his 
official duties to a to it. 


Seventh. The ter and Commissary Generals have not only repeat- 
edly, in their annual asked to be relieved of the settlement of claims under 
the act of July 4, 1864, but the Secretaries of War and the have likewise 
recommended it, and that these claims be toa ion or court 
having more time and better facilities for their prompt iny on and decision 
than possessed of by these officers. A like dis 


are by th position of these claims was 
87 Abe Pre e hie WA er Beeenber, 187 and d the Secre- 
1 message A © re- 
yii of War and the (hiarbormaster-Generel and Commissary — 

To show the uncertain, unsatisfactory, and the unjust manner in 
which these claims are disposed of under rules prescribed for the 
government of the Quartermaster-General, I submit the following 
extract from a letter addressed to me by General Meigs: 


QUARTERMASTER-GEXERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., March 9, 1880. 
Sin: I have the honor to eee of your letter of the 8th instant, 
requesting information as to the number of claims pending in this department 
against the Government, the probable amount involved, &c. 
* * * 


* * * 
Under these laws and regulations the claims are considered and inv: 


tice of the claim. 

It is the practice for these agents to notify the claimant of the time and place 
at which the investigation of his case will bemade, and to request him to be present 
with his witnesses. Such witnesses as are presented by him are sworn and ex- 

, amined by the t and their ey reduced 8 said agent, authority 
will be found in section 2 of act of March 3, 1879. 
The investigations are not confined to the examination of witnesses presented 
by the claimant. Information is sought from all reliable and accessible sources. 
No objection is made to the cross-examination of witnesses by the claimant or 
his attorney who may be present, but the — are not required to notify claim- 
wW 


ants or attorneys of the examination itnesses not presented by them for 
examination. 
The agents employed on theinvestigation of these claims are selected on account 


of their fitness for the duties, and they are, as a class, men of experience and are 
reliable. They take the sworn testimony of witnesses, whenever practicable, under 
authority of section 2 of the act of March 3, 1879; but when information is found in 

ion of a credible person who declines to be sworn in the matter, such informa- 
Ton is reduced to writing by the t and forwarded with his report, and such 
upsworn statements are consid in connection with the sworn proof, official 
records. and other data collected in the case, and such weight given to it as it may 
be found to be entitled to in the final action on the case. 

Other claims than those for quartermasters’ stores under the act of July 4, 1864, 
are considered by this oflice. 

For more detailed information as to the work ofthis office on claims, I respect- 
fully invite your attention to my annual reports of the W Department 
ior She pent ae proceting fiscal years, published with the annual report of the 

of War x 
vay reapecttally, your obedient servant, 


Quartermaster-General, Brevet Mi Ga at ok A 
2 'aj A * 
Hon. BENJAMIN WILSON, 

House of tives. 

It will be seen from this letter that these rules are not at all in 
accord with our system of jurisprudence, not calculated to arrive at 
correct conclusions, but on the contrary could only work injustice 
and the denial of right to claimants in many cases. I commend to 
the House the statement that where the agent was employed to go to 
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the country and investigate the facts touching these cases he was 
instructed that if a witness declined to be sworn, his unsworn state- 
ment was reduced to writing by the agent and forwarded with his 
report, and such unsworn statement was to be considered in connec- 
tion with the sworn testimony. 

This is the only instance I Line: of where any officer of this Gov- 
ernment, directed to ascertain and report upon a question of fact, 
has been governed in his conclusion by unsworn statements of wit- 
nesses. The fact that the party refuses to be sworn is prima facie 
evidence that his statement arises from partisan or personal preju- 
dice. But more than that, Mr. Chairman, these unsworn statements 
were regarded and treated as confidential, and the claimant and his 
attorney not permitted to see them. The Quartermaster-General 
himself, cognizable of his inability to do justice in these matters, 
has upon several occasions recommended, that he be discharged from 
this duty, and that the claims be referred to some other tribunal. 
The present system has been one of delay, uncertainty, and expen- 
sive, oftentimes working denial of justice to the honest creditors of 
the Government. The following statement, taken from the report 
of Major J. M. Moore, of the Quartermaster’s Department, will be 
of interest and give some valuable information upon this subject: 

The following statement shows the number of agents employed under the direc- 
tion of the officers of the Department charged with the investigation of these claims: 


penses, 
ance 


1 24 1245 
5 -S 326 
Names and stations | = Fa Backs 
whom iene z Sg 52227 Remarks. 
emplo 5 3 333 4 
i 


Amount 


2 
5 
3 


Colonel Rufus Iu- 9 
galls, assistant 


quartermaster- for the 
general, chief whole year and 1 
1 Sees se six 
tary Division mon 
Missouri, Chica - 
Illinois. 


Lientenant-Colonel | 20 | 23,717 41 | 19,018 15 42,735 56 | Period of service 


James A. Ekin, equivalent to 16 
deputy quarter- ents for the 
eee whole year. 
ten Jeltersonville, 


Captain A. F. Rock- 4 5. 031 12 | 11,381 12 | Three ts em- 
Well, assistant ploy during 
geastet mate, © whole year, 
ö and 1 em- 
ter, Washington, loyed from 
D.C 5 4, 

1878, to July 30, 
FOU ane 2 sensi Dias 1879. 


The cost of transportation furnished in kind to agents employed as above 
amounted to $709.33. Á 

In addition to the agents employed to make the investigations of the claims, 
the service of a number of employés is required to brief and arrange the proofs 
filed by the claimants, and the testimony collected and — by the offi- 
agents the in tions, the cost of which during the fiscal 
year has amounted to the sum of $33,657.19. 


The Secretary of War, in his report for 1877, uses the following 


language: > 

Quartermaster-General in the that some method of 
settling this great mass of claims should be provid I recommend that these 
claims,be transferred to the commissioners of southern claims or some other tribu- 
nal having more time and better facilities for their consideration and decision than 
are possessed by these officers. 

In 1878, the Commissary-General in his report says: 

I renew the recommendation made in my last annual report, that after the com- 
pletion of the examination of war claims now on file in place, upon which 
action has been taken, the examination of all others be transferred to some 
other tribunal to be established for the purpose, and for the reason given in that 
tee Pa would especially invite your attention thereto so far as it relates to this 
subjec' 


President Grant, in his message to Congress, December, 1876, makes 
the following suggestion touching the transfer of these claims: 
First. That the claims under the act of July 4, 1864, for supplies taken by the 
Army during the war, be removed from the offices of the Quartermaster and Com- 
missary Generals, and transferred to the southern claims co! ion. These 
claims are of precisely similar nature to those now before the southern claims com- 
mission, and the War Department bureaus have not the clerical force for their 
examination, nor proper machinery for investigating the loyalty of claimants. 
And President Hayes, in his message, December, 1877, substantially 
concurs with his predecessor, and makes the following recommenda- 
tion: 
Fourth. That the claims arising under the act of July 4, 1864, for supplies taken 
the Army d the war, be taken from the offices of the Quartermaster and 
mmissary Gen: and transferred to the southern claims commission, or some 
other tribunal having more time and better facilities for their prompt investigation 
and decision than are possessed by these 


Thus it will be seen that every officer of the Government who has 
been authorized to upon this subject is of the opinion and 
has been of the opinion, that these claims could only be properly . 
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osed of in some other tribunal; that the Quartermaster-General 
O General, however honestly inclined, were not com- 


0 
petent for the harge of this duty. Neither of them are lawyers; 
neither have a judicial education, and therefore both incompeten 
to pass upon the many legal questions that are presented to them. 
As well might a military question, or question involving military 
science, be referred to a civilian, or the great questions pending be- 
fore the Supreme Court of the United States be refe to a court- 
martial. 8 the number of claims now pending, the time it re- 
uires to dispose of them under the present system, it will be seen 
t many years must elapse before they can be disposed of. In the 
mean time parties and witnesses die, the facts cannot be procured, 
and an ultimate denial of justice to loyal men who aided the Gov- 
ernment in the hour of her peril will be the result. 

On February 8, 1878, in discussing the question of these claims, I 
used the following languagt, which I beg to read as pertinent and 
applicable to the subject as anything I could now say: 

Congress, senig that the liability thus imposed upon the Government by the 
terms of the Constitution and exis' laws would involve the =: 8255 of a 
amount of money and shut out a large class of claimants, passed o act which was 
approved J ef 4, 1864. By this act the jurisdiction of Court of Claims was 
restricted and d not * to extend to or include any claim against the United 
States growing out of the destruction or appropriation of or damage to property 
by the Army or Navy.“ 


* * > > > 

Mr. Chairman, I do not complain that the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims 
was thus restricted, nor do I complain that the Quartermaster-General and Com- 
missary-General were restricted to allowing and granting any claims to loyal 
claimants, citizens of States notin rebellion. Iam quite content with this. The 
scope of the act is Joans wide enough. But what Ido complain of and what m. 


people com of is that these just s of loyal citizens have not been pai 
and if the n that they never can be paid; that this class 
of creditors have been appealing in vain for the payment of their ‘honest demands 


nst the Government; that their claims have been 


ractically repudiated. 
ey are an honorable class of public creditors; they fi 


the Union soldier and 


furnished him shelter and transportation; they strengthened the sinews of war of 
the Government, and next to the gallant soldier who fought for his country, her 
liberty, and her laws should have first paid; but it has not been so, 


e every act of Congress touching Government bonds has been in the inter- 
est of the bondholder the execution of the law has tended to refer and ultimatel 
wear out and defeat the claims of the soldier and the citizen who fed or furnis 
him supplies. The cry comes up from all over the country from our maimed and 
wounded soldiers that their pensions have not been paid. 

2 * 0 . . * . 
Now, sir, how has that other class of Government creditors fared who furnished 
supplies to the Army, turned over to the Government their horses, mules, wagons, 
beef-cattle, and all the variety of supplies that an army marching through 
e country would require? How has the system that conferred jurisdiction upon 
the rtermaster-General and Commissary-General to pay these claims worked? 
I regret that I have not by me the report of the Commissary-General. A refer- 
ence to the report of the Quartermaster-General will give some idea. In that one 
department alone at the close of the last fiscal year 12,500 of these claims remained 
undecided; they represent a little over $7,000,000 due to our loyal farmers and others 
wae ae 7285 the supplies. Why shall they not be provided for as well as the 
older 
By what rule of justice or “ee is the bondholder to have his interest paid in 
gold 14 six months and this other more meritorious class creditorto get no interest 
at all! These supplies were furnished more than thirteen years ago, and yet the 
artermaster-General tells us that he cannot dispose of the cases on hand for 
rteen years to come. These claimants are generally poor men, and in these 
times of contraction and depression it is a shame that mantles the cheek of this 
Government that no suitable provision has been made for a final disposition and 
settlement of these claims. Under the rules by which the Quartermaster is gov- 
erned he does justice in many cases; claims are rejected which in any of 
the courts of the conntry, in suits between man and man, would be sustained. Gen- 
eral Meigs is not to blame. It is the system that works the wrong and the outrage. 
He is an honorable man, who, I doubt not, desires to act honestly and _conscien- 
tiously. He, too, sees the inefficient workings of the system, and he is calling upon 
Congress to take the claims away from him, to provide some other tribunal where 
they can be more readily disposed of. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to have it understood whether it appears 
by the record that I accepted the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Indiana asa substitute. I do not desire to accept it; it 
ean come in as an amendment to my proposition. I withdraw the 
pro forma amendment. 

. HEWITT, of New York. I renew the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, whatever provon may be made ultimately for the 
ayment of just claims of loyal citizens, it is clear to me that the ad- 
fa ication of such claims by the Quartermaster-General’s Department 
should be brought to an end. During the last seyenteen years, as 
has been well said by the gentleman from Indiana, there has been 
but one protection for the public Treasury against fraud and robbery ; 
and that has been in the person of the late Quartermaster-General. 
But it escaped the notice of the gentleman from Indiana that in 1875 
it was convenient for the War Department to give leave of absence 
to that excellent officer. The granting of that leave was not upon 
the ground of ill health; he was told that his long and meritorious 
services entitled him to rest; and without his request—so far as I 
know against hisdesire—leave of absence was granted to him for one 
year, which he spent in traveling in Europe. In the interval the pres- 
ent 1 was called to fill his place. It was under- 
stood that many claims had been arrested in their pro toward 
settlement by the scruples of the late Quartermaster-General. In 
this House on December 15, 1875, I offe a resolution, which will be 
found in the proceedings of that day, calling upon the Quartermas- 
ter General to report to this House the claims that were pending in 
his department at the time the late Quartermaster-General received 
leave of absence, and how many of those claims had been adjudicated 
by the present Quartermaster-General. In reply to that inquiry came 
a communication, which will be found printed as Executive Docu- 


ment No. 56, first session Forty-fourth C a reply signed by 
General Ingalls, and followed by ten „ 1 hold my hand) 
of allowances of claims that had been made by him, many of them 
within thirty days after the time when the late Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral was granted leave of absence, and the acting Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral entered upon the duties of the office. 

I was surprised to hear read here the other day a Ae ges from the 
eee saying that he had authorized no one to say 
that he was in favor of the transfer of these claims from the Quar- 
termaster-General’s Department to some other tribunal, yet in the 
letter which accompanies this long list of claims he said: 

In submitting this report I respectfully the honorable Secre! of 
War the propriety of aaking Congress to 9 „„ of the 
y of examining claims coming within the operations of the act of July 4, 1864, 
and that they be made the subject of consideration by some other tribunal. 

This is signed “Rufus Ingalls, acting Quartermaster-General.” 
So that in 1875 he was in favor of the removal of these claims from 
his office to some other tribunal, 

As to the objection made here that if this transfer be made the 
work which has been done, in the way of partial investigation of 
pending claims, will all have to be done over again, Lask why did 
not the Quartermaster-General think of that ground of objection in 
1875, when twice as many claims were pending in his department 
as there are to-day? He was then in favor of the removal of these 
claims from his department, and the recommendation was indorsed 
by the Secretary of War, General Belknap. It was also in accord- 
ance with a most elaborate discussion of the subject by the then 
Secretary of the Treasury, General Bristow, as will be found by ref- 
erence to his annual report to the Forty-fourtk Congress, first session, 
page 51, where he traces the whole history of these claims and recom- 
mends to Congress that their adjudication be removed from the 

uartermaster-General’s Department and the Third Auditor’s Office, 
showing, qnite contrary to the allegation made here by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, that this is the first time in the history of the 
Government that the investigation of war claims was ever put in 
the hands of the Quartermaster-General or in the Third Auditor's 
Office. How do re account for this recommendation of the Quar- 
termaster-General ? 

In reply to the resolation is contained one claim to which I want 
to call the attention of the House. The gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Hod] in his remarks called the attention of the commit- 
tee to the fact that the Quartermaster-General had informed him 
claims when adjudicated were never reopened. Now, among the 
earliest claims, counting No. 7, reopened by General Ingalls, and 
allowed on the 21st day of June, twenty-one days, I am informed after 
he took the office, was the claim of the estate of G. W. Young, which 
was allowed the amount of $13,826.42, The note opposite to it is as 
follows: 

See exhibit herewith marked “B,” Not pauding in the Quartermaster-General’s 
Office at the time I assumed charge. Recalled ant reopened on application of the 
claimant. Disallowed by the accounting officers. See letter attached to papers 
marked B, of which action the acting Quartermaster-General had no knowledge 
at the date of the passage of the resolution. 

Here ignorance is pleaded of the fact that he had reopened an adju- 
dicated case and allowed some $13,826.42 thereon, and the sum was 
paid to the claimant. We are told this adjudication is conducted 
with such regard to the public interests and with such care that it 
is impossible for any fraud to take place, and yet the Quartermas- 
ter-General tells us—he tells us himself in his letter—that he did 
not know the claim had been disallowed, and he took it up anew and 
allowed it. Now, that he did not know this claim was disallowed, 
shows negligence on his part, for in his own office the disallowance 
was made, by General Meigs, on the 19th of February, 1873. I hold 
155 document in my hand, and the letter of disallowance is as fol- 

OWS: 
QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
fully returned to the honorable Secretary of W. N 
Respecti rn e honorable ar, with a memorandum 
Lar by Colonel Ludington. 


has no o Sa O US PIPES e- eee 
the Third Auditor, whose office is in fact the proper depository of papers 
relating to such claims, but there should be some end to these claims for occupa- 
tion of lands and for felling timber in the District of Columbia during the war. 
The Giesborough claims and the Nonesuch claims have been heretofore acted 
on, an 0 ter-General declined to reopen them. If any other tri- 
papers, and comes to the conclusion that the case should 
be reopened and additional psd rag: Raps has the legal power and public 
mone to make auch payment {tis not for is office to object. But so far asthe 
War ent is concerned, I think that the actions of former administrations 
should seldom be disturbed by reopening of 27 diina — been disposed of 


their i 
unting officers of the Treas- 
ury, them to the courts to Congress, and not from an officer to his suc- 
cessor in the same office. 

‘There are now on file in this office some thousands of claims, amounting tomany 
millions, not acted on because their investigation has not been completed ; and they 
should not be delayed by revival of claims once e 6 0 

Quartermaster-General, Bot. Maj. Gen., U. 8. A. 


QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Aprii 


28, 1873. 
Respectfully forwarded to the Third Auditor of the , together with the 
previous papers in the case withdrawn from the files in his 


1882. 
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and I am of opinion that the 


Mr. Ha the attorney, has been heard in 
ee 0 the settlement already made 


ae 5 should oe ts h to 
ivi Waa e M. C. MEIG 
Quartermaster-General, Bot. Maj. Gen., U. S. A. 

So gentlemen will see that the present is pees time when these 
claims and the adjudication of them should be transferred to some 
other tribunal, especially as the present Quartermaster-General, 
when he held the office before, distinctly recommended this course, 
and his recommendation was indorsed as well by the Secretary of 
War as by the dee of the Treasury. 

[Here the hammer fell.] t 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, this has been an eventful week. We 
may well say it never rains but it pours. First, we heard the news 
from Cincinnati pog its stamp of condemnation on the majority 
of this House. Next, came in the following train booming the vote 
of Milwaukee 2,400 Democratic majority as against 3,000 in the Presi- 
dential canvass on the other side. Next came the disclosures of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] that one of the promi- 
nent officers of the Third Auditors Office had been bought by 5 per 
cent. on claims—cheap scoundrel—that only netted him §93. And 
now comes a more astounding disclosure than the rest, and which I 
commend to the attention of the Civil Service Reform Association of 
New York City—the confession of ay aa from Cincinnati [Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH ] that the Government has been in the habit uniformly 
of appointing to quasi-judicial positions to determine claims upon 
the eee of the United States men “who could whoop it up to 
the boys” tive of any other qualification, [Laughter.] 

Following that comes the champion of southern war claims, my 
friend from Indiana, [Mr. CALKINSs, ] announcing that a hundred 
millions had been paid by the glorious Republican party when, from 
one end to the other of the State of Indiana, at the last campaign, 
he denounced the frands which the Democratic peny desired to per- 
petrate by paying such claims and opening the door of the Treasury 
to the payment of such claims. 

Mr. CALKINS. I wish to interrupt my friend from Wisconsin, 

Mr. BRAGG. I did not interrupt the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. CALKINS. I only wish to correct the gentleman from Wis- 


consin. 
Mr. BRAGG. I did not suppose the gentleman was making a 


speech. 

eo CALKINS. Iregret to interfere with my friend, and I beg his 
pardon. 

Mr. BRAGG. The gentleman has not interfered with me in the 


least. 

Mr. CALKINS. I said the Government had paid one hundred mill- 
ions of loyal claims, and I stand here now to say it was right to do so. 

Mr. BRAGG. This does not come out of my time. 

Mr, CALKINS. The claims I denounced, however, are not that 
kind of claims of loyal citizens, but the claims of citizens who were 
np loyal, and the gentleman knows it. Noone knows it better than 

e does, 

Mr. BRAGG. Ah, my friend, the difference is as to whose ox is 
ored. All the laws require the claimant to allege and prove his 
oyalty 5 and the claims which have been paid have been paid un- 

der this law and paid by the Republican party; but when the last 
Congress under the same laws paid a few where you paid thousands, 
the gentleman from Indiana was heard denouncing that party as 
being untrue to the true interests of the Government, and warned 
the people not only of his district but of his State of the danger of 
allowing such men to get control who would pay out money under 
these laws. 

They were then called ‘‘rebel claims”—ay, rebel. From whose 
loins sprung these rebel claims? Whence were they born? They 
were born under acts of Con when the Republican majority in 
this House was nearly two-thirds. The bantling was reared and fat- 
tened in the Republican tent until they lost control of the House, 
and no sooner did they lose that control than they drove their bant- 
ling out and said, “Go, sit at the door of the Democratic tent and we 
will cry ‘mad dog, and point at you and thus find our way back 
into power, and when we get back we will provide for you again.” 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I move to strike out the last 
word. It seems to me that if we can get back now a little from 
what may be the necessities of the Democratic party, or the assumed 
necessities of the Republican party, and settle down steadily to busi- 
ness, it will be quite as well at this rago of the discussion. What 
are we doing, and what ought we to dof What are the propositions 
pending here? In the first place, then, we have the proposition of 
the gentleman from Indiana, to the effect that none ofi the appropri- 
ations provided in this bill shall be expended in the investigation of 
claims either in the Quartermaster-General’s Department or in the 
Commissary-General’s Department, That is to propose that you shall 
not have a remedy anywhere if you have such a claim against the Gov- 
ernment, and he proceeds to ask for such a proposition, because he 
says that in this bill the Committee on Appropriations propona to 
limit the expenditure of money in this bill, and, therefore, he will 
take away all remedies. That is the substance of the argument of 
the gentleman., 

Now, I think the House will not go with him for the enactment 


of what I may justly call a radical and repudiating proposition like 


that, if I may be permitted to use, with all due respect, such lan- 
age to characterize it. When we shall have provided some other 
orum into which a man having a lawful and just claim against the 
Government may go, when we provide some other remedy which will 
take the place of the existing remedy, then it will be time to close 
our doors in this way, and not before. Let us secure one remed, 
1 we undertake to abolish and totally abandon the other; an 
my friend from Indiana, I know, if he had taken a moment’s reflec- 
tion would go hand in hand with me upon that proposition, But he 
stretched the reasoning and argument from the statement of the 
chairman of the Committee on 5 too much, because the 
ntleman from New York said only this, that he thought it was bet- 

r to define and limit the expenditure upon this bill, and that the 
committee will bring in hereafter a proposition to expend sufficient 
money to investigate and try the proof of all the claims of this char- 
acter. 

Now, why should we not vote down the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, for the reason stated, in toto, and leave the mat- 
ter in such condition that remedies will not be denied to honest 
claimants until some other proposition to meet the necessity is made, 
and which we can a upon. 

The next proposiiion with which we are met is that of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, giving some sort of a remedy by allowing par- 
ties to go into the Court of Claims if they so desire of their own 
volition, What is the need of that? If yon give this right to one 
why not extend it to all? Let us establish a forum, if we are to 
establish one, into which all men may properly go, and not say you 
have permission to select your own forum, you may go here or go 
there as you find it blows hot or cold for your claim. No, let all go 
to the same place—— 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. May I ask a question ! 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Until we find a better place 
let them stay just where they are, and throw around all these claims 
every safeguard which may be thrown around them to protect the 
Treasury as well as to protect the honest claimant. Now, I say vote 
down all of these propositions—this proposition of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, because it is crude and imperfect and will accom- 
plish nothing. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, I desire to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I accord the gentleman the 


ayy 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. How could any man be benefited, 
if there is to be a transfer of those claims, who has a small claim 
which has been already investigated and is ready to be passed upon 
when such transfer will only work further delay to his claim? 
There are about two thousand of such claims now ready to be passed 


upon. - 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. The question of the gentleman 
from Kentucky is entirely unnecessary, because I have not advocated 
such a transfer at all. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I understood the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to argue in favor of making the transfer imperative 
instead of permissive; that they should be transferred to some other 
court, whether the claimants desired it or not. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Not at all. The gentleman is 
entirely mistaken. I have not argued in favor of any such transfer. 
I said I favored some place or some resort for honest claimants, and 
that answers the gentleman from Indiana, and that I was decided! 
oppona to this half-way proposition, which I beg leave to say, wit 
all due respect, answers the gentleman from Kentucky. Then, I favor 
the plan of leaving the whole matter just where it is until something 
better is offered; let the Quartermaster and Commi continue 
these investigations as they have been doing until something better 
is offered. Now, what shall we do? My friend from New York 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, supported, 1 
understand, by all the members of that committee 

Mr. HISCOCK. No; not all. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Well, a majority of the com- 
mittee, who can frame some pn which will meet this question 
s provide some method of pursuing the investigation of these 
claims, 

Now, we have the Committee on Appropriations charged with this 
duty. Iam quite pady to take their judgment on this point and to 
that extent. They donot say stop Aapan Ne the naonar expendi- 
ture for the investigation ofthese claims, but they say in this bill out 
of an appropriation for subsistence, out of an appropriation for other 
purposes do not take the money in this irre; r Way. I that 
that is a good common-sense su, tion and this House ought to do 
business as business men should do it. The appropriations made for 
certain e ee should not be diverted at the discretion of an execu- 
tive officer for certain other p We ought to know where to 
8 source of the money paid out for the investigation of the 
c 

Now, if the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hıscocx] is not alto- 

ther false in his dealings with this House, and nobody will insin- 
uate that he is, the 88 is simply to restriet and limit the 

nditures under this bill, and in another bill to make an appro- 
priation for the inv: tion; and I say that is fair, that is right. 


[Here the hammer fell.] 
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Mr. REED and Mr. MOMILLIN rose. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move that the Committee rise for the 
purpose of limiting debate. 

CHAIRM. There are four or five names of gentlemen on 
the 180 of the Chair whom he has promised to recognize as soon as 
ossible, 
p Mr. BUTTERWORTH, I insist on my motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and, Mr. Camp having taken the 
chair as Speaker tempore, Mr. KELL reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had 
under consideration the bill kis R. No, 5559) making appropriations 
for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, 
and for other ses, come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union forthe pur- 
pose of resuming the consideration of the Army appropriation bill; 
and, pending that motion, I move that all debate on the pending 
paragraph and amendments thereto be limited to three minutes. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I move to amend so that half an 
hour shall be allowed for debate. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I move to amend by making the time 
fifteen minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the debate be limited on the paragraph and 
pendin 1 amendments. 

Mr. HISCOCK. No, sir; not on pending amendments merely, but 
on all amendments ponding os that may be made. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I move to amend so that the de- 
bate shall be closed on the clause under consideration and the amend- 
ments pending thereto. 

The SPE R pro tempore. The question is first on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] tothe motion made 
by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. BUTTERWORTH, ] the amendment 
being to limit all discussion to fifteen minutes. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. On what? 

3 SPEAKER pro tempore. On the paragraph and all amendments 
thereto. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Those pending or which may be offered. 

SEA 2 48 being taken on the amendment, there were—ayes 57, 
noes 13. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the substitute 
for the motion as amended, offered by the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. THompson,] which is that all debate on the paragraph an 
amendments thereto be limited to one-half hour. 

The aaron being taken, there were—ayes 18, noes 49. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky., I call for tellers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair willorder tellers, and ap- 


points 
Mr. CANNON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Ido not under- 
stand that thirty members have ordered tellers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It takes thirty members to order tell- 
ers, but the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. THOMPSON] raises the 
questiou that on the last vote a quorum did not vote, 

Mr. HISCOCK. I su, t that the time be fixed at twenty min- 
utes, and that the gentleman from Kentucky have five minutes of 
that time. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Ido not see how you can farm out the 
timein advance. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Iwithdraw the demand for tellers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. e question recurs on the substitute 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. TOWNSHEND. ] 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Was it nota by unanimous 
consent that there should be twenty minutes allowed for debate! 

The SPEAKER 2 tempore. The Chair understood the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] to object. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I did not object; I simply said I did not 
see how the time could be farmed out in advance in this way. It 
was a moral Seren not a parliamentary one. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked for the 
proposition to limit all debate on the paragraph and all amendments 
thereto to twenty minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move that the House resolve itselfinto 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, to resume the con- 
sideration of the Army appropriation bill. 

The motion was a to. 

The House 5 resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, (Mr. HASKELL in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R, No. 5559) making appro- 

riations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year citing Fund 
30, 1883, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I sup 
been limited ought to be divid 
opponents of the proposition. 

e CHAIR The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Maine, [Mr. REED]. : 

Mr. ED. Iam very glad to find myself upon my last discourse 
upon this subject; and I t Ishall take less than my five minutes, 
because the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ROBINSON] has 


the time to which debate has 
equally between the friends and 
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stated in part what seems to me to be the kernel and point of the 


whole business. La with him up to the point when he comes to 
the last proposition, There I wish to make a slight suggestion which 
I have no doubt upon reflection he and the House will see fit to agree 


to. 

It is understood by all that there should be some method of pay: 
ing these claims. We have got a method by which three-fourths of 
them have ene been aid. Now, the question is, shall we con- 
tinue that method with the other fourth or shall we transfer them 
somewhere else? One proposition is to stop at once where we are 
and to take somebody’s suggestion that by and by some other legis- 
lation will be introduced. 

Now, I have no doubt of the good faith and fair dealing of the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, when he says he will 
bring in another measure. That measure may be satisfactory to him 
but may not be satisfactory to the House. Consequently, I suggest 
that the proper course for us to pursue is to drop legislation now 
and to go on untilsome better system more satisfactory to the House 
is presented, 

t seems to me that that is business. It seems to me that tostop the 
course which we have pursued in paying three-fourths of these claims, 
and trust to luck for picking ae something else hereafter by which 
the other fourth can be disposed of, is not sound, is not business. I 
hope this House may conduct itself with regard to this matter with 
a wisdom snitable to the occasion. My friend from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock] has gead a statement to the effect that six years ago the 
Quartermaster-General was in favor of making this transfer. That 
was before hundreds and probes thousands of these claims were 
decided. Ihave no doubt he say that “ the tail ought to go 
with the hide ;” that is good, sound common sense, and haying dis- 
posed of three-fourths of these cases by one system, we should dis- 
pon of the rest of them according to the same system, unless some- 

hing better which will commend itself to our ry soa is presented 
to us. tes Pend is business and sound sense. 

Mr. McM Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amendments 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] and the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. HOLMAN. ] e Committee of the Whole seems 
to have forgotten one important fact in connection with the con- 
sideration of these claims, and having done so, is ready to do very 

t injustice to a large class of creditors of the Government. That 

act is, that we have never to this day surrendered to any tribunal 

on earth the final adjudication of these claims. Whatever officials 

investigate them, they act only or the pu of investigation and 

reporting the claims back to Congress with their recommendations, 

and then we here in the exercise of complete power over them make 
final disposition of them. 

Now, I insist, with the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. REED, ] that 
until we devise some better scheme we ought not to say to these 
claimants that they are to have no remedy hereafter. I think the 
records will bear me out in the statement that there has not been the 
same proportion of claims rejected in any other department of the 
Government since its foundation. Twenty meritorious claims have 
been rejected where one fraudulent allowance has been made. 

I will state further that there have been as few complaints of 
frauds perfected and as few frauds ferreted out and corruptions 
made manifest, so far as the allowance of these claims is concerned, 
as in any other department of the Government. 

Are we, upon a mere statement that fraud is possible, or has been 
practiced, going to say to these claimants that they shall have no 
remedy? pee we going to deprive them of the remedy which they 
now have and give them no other? What is aright worth when 
there is absolutely no remedy to enforce it? 

Mr. Chairman, what will be the effect of these amendments? It 
is to leave these helpless claimants with an acknowledgment of their 
rights but a refusal of all remedies! You have lured them on fora 
sixth of a century with promises to pay them for property used by 
the Government; you have deluded them into the expense of em- 
ploying counsel and ta evidence, and after all of that, with be- 
tween one and two hundred millions of dollars in our Treasury, you 
now turn on them and say, ‘‘ We will make no appropriation to con- 
tinue the investigation of your claims nor even to continue those in 
which the evidence has been completed.” Are you ready to do it? 
Can you in pees do it? Why not deal candidly with them and 
plainly tell them we will not allow their claims if such is our determi- 
nation? ‘The course proposed here reminds me very much of a line 
which I recall from my early reading of Dante’s Inferno, It will be 
remembered that in his poetical peregrinations he describes a descent 
into the darkest and deepest fegtone of hell, where was found writ- 
ten over the entrance to the abode of the damned this inscription: 


Who enters here leaves hope behind. 


If these amendments are to be adopted and their spirit carried ont, 
we had as well go up the Avenue to the Quartermaster-General’s 
Office, where these claims are, and write over the door in large letters 
that inscription of Dante, for the parties would be without hope, 
would be absolutely without remedy. Others can do as they please, 
but for one I will neither have part nor lot in this matter. I will not 
vote for the amendments nor for any bill into the sections of which 
such flagrant injustice is sandwich 

Are we going to say to these poor creditors of the Government that 
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they shall have no relief at all? Is this House ready to say to them 
that while they have rights, and while they now have a ered. 


we willtake away from them that remedy and give them no other 
If so, we have reached a point in our readiness to deprive these per- 
sons whom we owe of what is justly due them that I not thought 
we ever would reach, 

The gentleman from Kentucky LMr. BLACKBURN] has spoken of 
frauds perpetrated by officials of the Government. If there is a thief 
in the 3 en prosecute him. Go to the utmost limit of 
the law in his prosecution, conviction, and punishment. When you 
get your clutches on a thief, be he 17 or small, in one de 
ment or another, never let him go till the severest penalty has been 
infiicted. Neither my friend from Kentucky nor any other Repre- 
sentative will go er than I in this. But because you discover 
that one wrong is possible or even has been committed, do not, there- 
fore, inflict another yourselves. I hope that will not be done in this 
instance, 


Here the hammer fell,] S 

. COX, of New York. Iam in favor of sending these claims to 

the place referred to by the eloquent gentleman who has just taken 
his seat, [Mr. MCMILLIN, j to Dante’s Inferno. [Laughter.] They 
have been hanging here for a long time; many of them have been 


here for seventeen years, We have disposed of a t many millions; 
of a hundred millions of these claims, it is sai It is about time 
that we called a halt in this extraordinary outlay of money. 


The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ROBINSON] remarked a 
moment ago that the Committee on Appropriations seemed to be unan- 
-imons on this subject. I do not know how that is. But, for one 
member of it, I will say that I am in favor of stopping the present 
mode of adjudicating these claims, and in favor of sending them to 
some tribunal where there can be something other than a mere er 
parte trial and examination. 

We ought now to consider, and to consider until we make a law, 
how this House, which in the end adjudicates somewhat on these 
cases, may escape this everlasting flood of private claims. We have 
to-day bills on our Calendars ing up to hundreds of millions of 
dollars, to 8900, 000,000, as I shall show by reference to the list. We 
have 1,185 pension cases alone. Wehaye bills a e ee 
000 for public buildings, some of which went through the House last 
Monday. We will have, when that old river and harbor steal comes 
in, from ten to twenty millions more. We have now 900 private 
claims on our Calendar, involving $300,000,000, 

We are choked up with this business; and I desire that an outlet 
be found. J wish that there might be a tribunal with jurisdiction 
already fixed or to be fixed—a tribunal like the Court of Claims— 
where these cases among others might be sent, where the business 
could be attended to by responsible officials, where in the line of 
economy we could save $200,000 a year, as the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations [Mr. Hiscock] has told you, and in the 
line of honesty save the Government from the disgrace of the bribery 
and corruption as brought to our attention by another gentleman. 
In the line of common decency and justice, sneered at by the gentle- 
man from Maine and others, I would like to see the jurisdiction of 
the Court of Claims extended so as to cover these cases. I am in no 
hurry to vote money in this direction, or to continue this plan by 
which money is taken for the payment of these old, stale, fetid claims. 
Let us in the spirit of fair play toward claimants allow them to bring 
their claims into some jurisdiction as honest and approved as the 
Court of Claims. 

It is not, as my friend from Tennessee argues, a question as to 
whether jurisdiction shall be removed altogether. No one has pro- 
posed that. If we strike down this jurisdiction in the departments, 
we propose to provide a tribunal where all honest men can obtain 
their dues and all loyal men have their loyalty attested. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But you make no appropriation to pay the ex- 


nse, 
girs COX, of New York. The chairman of our committee has said 
here in the House to-day that this matter is now under consider- 
ation, favorable consideration, in the committee; and we will make 
the proper provision if there be wisdom and honesty enough left in 
this House to make it. 

Mr. REED. Suppose there is not wisdom enough left in the com- 
mittee to make one that will suit the Honse? : 
i Mr. COX, of New York. Then I will not go to the State of Maine 

or it. 

Mr. REED. You might do it with great advantage to yourself, 
and to the disadvantage of Maine. dtd : 

Mr. COX, of New York. Ido not know exactly what the gentle- 


man means, 
Mr. REED. Of course you do not. 


Mr. COX, of New York. ButI pro to know enough to find 
out what he will be after hereafter; for evidently he has some ob- 
ject in making the speeches he has made. Perhaps he has claimants 
in the State of Maine who are “loyal;” and a good many of these 
claims which are made ostensibly from the South are bought up by 
cunning, speculative Yankees who have their advocates around this 
ee —I do not say in the Capitol, for I respect parliamentary 

ecorum. 

Mr. REED. If that came from a responsible source, I would 
notice it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I did not anythi ainst you. 

Mr. REED. You had better not. PRIN ee 

Mr. COX, of New York. But I repeat, there are men around this 
Capitol who have these claims in their possession, and no sneer from 
the gentleman from Maine 

Mr. REED, Isay tothe gentleman from New York that he has 


got that out of his mind. 
Mr. COX, of New York, A good treasury of facts. 
Mr. REED. He knows there is no foundation for making such 


talk as that in the Honse, and I appeal to his own sense of propriety 
to withdraw it. 
Mr, COX, of New York. What is the talk 
Mr. REED, If you are unconscious of it that is a withdrawal. 
Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman is in the habit of sneer- 
ing at me every time I speak in this House, and I thought I would 
pay him in his own coin. 
Mr. REED. Oh! Then it was the sprete injuria forme. 
Mr. COX, of New York. I do not understand the dead languages. 
Mr. REED. Of course you do not, nor the living ones either. 
[Here the hammer fell. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will accord the five minutes remain- 
ing for debate to the gentleman in charge of the bill, [Mr. BUTTER- 


WORTH. 
RWORTH. LI yield the time to the gentleman from 


u except to? 


Mr. B 
Kentucky, [Mr. THOMPSON. ] 
Mr, THOMPSON, of Kentucky, addressed the committee. [See 


2 on 

eC The time fixed for debate by the House has 
expired, and the question recurs on the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. THOMPSON] to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Hiscock. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I demand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were ayes 9, noes not counted. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I do not ask for a further count. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question now recurs on the original amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Hiscock. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I offer as an amendment to that 
amendment the exact language of the bill as reported by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, commencing in line 126, after the word 
“and,” which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

* ag and undetermined in the Quarter- 
e ö Department, and 
ter. r Commissary-General hos tm the express 
terms and within the limitations of said act of July 4, 1864, the acts and reso- 
lutions amendatory thereof and supplemen thereto, the jurisdiction and au- 
thority to have examined and adjudicated and to report to the Auditor with 
recommendation for settlement, are hereby transferred to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. That is the portion of the bill 
which the Chair has ruled to be in order. 

The question recurred on the amendment to the amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 22, noes 63. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, and Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH were appointed. i 

E 5 again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 46, 
noes 101. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now withdraw the substitute I offered and offer 
> a an amendment to the amendment of the gentleman from New 

ork. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have been unable to hear what is going 
on. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana withdraws his 
substitute, and offers it as an additional clause to the amendment of 
the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. REED. I do not understand the amendment of the gentleman 
from New York has yet been voted on. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not. 

Mr. Ho_Man’s amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the original amend- 
ment offered by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
the gentleman from New York, which the Clerk will report. 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. HISCOCK. There is a verbal modification which I should like 
to in rate. I ask that the words“ shall be appropriated” be 


changed to“ by this act appropriated.” 
The modification was to. 
The question recurred upon the original amendment as modified. 
The committee divided; and there were-—ayes 52, noes 60. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN, e point of order haying been made that no 
quorum has yoted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. Hiscock and Mr. REED were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 76, noes 66. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr, REED. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will resume their places, the point 
of order having been made that no quorum has voted. 

The commi again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 84, 
noes 71; so the amendment as modified was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having taken the 
chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of their 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed without amendment 
the bill (H. R. No. 1776) for the relief of Medical Director John 
Thornley, United States Navy; and the bill (H. R. No. 5588) to admit 
free of duty articles intended for exhibition at the national mining 
and industrial exposition to be held in the city of Denverin the year 
1882. 

The message also announced the passage of bills and a resolution 
of the following title, in which concurrence of the House of Repre- 
sentatives was requested: 

A bill (S. No. 43) granting a pension to Phabe C. Doxsie; 

A bill (S. No. 601) granting a pension to Thomas Patton; 

A bill (S. No. 632) granting a pension to John Taylor; 

A bill (S. No. 915 ting a pension to Jesse F, Phares; and 

A concurrent resolution in relation to commercial intercourse 

between Mexico and the United States. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
QUARTERMASTER'S DEPARTMENT. 


That no t of the fore sum shall be used or ed in the 
ee of 93 the act gein aly 4, 1864, entitled 12 2225 restrict 
eden of the Court of Claims and to provide for the payment of certain 


the 
demands . stores and subsistence supplies ed to the Army 
of the Uni: 


States," and acts amendatory thereof. i 

Mr. REED. I move that that proviso be stricken out. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The committee consent that that shall be stricken 
out. The provision which has been heretofore inserted in the bill 
covers this point; and in this same connection I ask to reduce the 
a te amount of the bill $39,000. 

Mr. REED. If that requires unanimous consent, I object. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Then I move to reduce the amount of the bill 


„000. 

The motion was to. 

The motion to strike out the proviso was to. 

Mr. MOORE, T move to 3 0 ony 10 last 1 8 5 A 

Mr. Chaisman, I regret to be unable to agree with my colleagues, 
particularly of my own party from my own State, who have so ably 

ed against this bill. 

fa regard to the clause ee Senet to the Court of Claims, 
I desire to say a few words, because there are a large number of my 
constituents who are pecuniarily interested in the subject. Under 
the law, as I understand it, a citizen files his claim for supplies fur- 
nished in the Quartermaster or Commissary-General’s Office, accord- 
ing to the character of the supplies. If it goes to the Quartermas- 
ter-General he at once directs an “ agent,” of whom he has a large 
number, ‘‘ to investigate” the claim. The agent gives notice to the 
claimant or his attorney that he will ‘‘investigate” the claim at a 
certain time and place. The claimant, his attorney, and the wit- 
nesses are there, and the evidence is taken, not under rules of law, 
but in such way as “the agent,” who may or may not be a lawyer, 
but who is constituted a judge, chooses to direct, Numerous petty 
judicial tribunals are thus constituted within and as a part of those 
of the Executive Departments, which is, as I conceive, in violation 
of our organic law. After taking the testimony, which is done 
whether the claimant or his attorney appears or not, the agent makes 
his report; and I quote from one to show that the agent’s report is 
not influenced by the testimony, the sworn testimony taken before 
him, but rather by common rumor or by his own prejudices. In the 
case of Joel L. and J. J. Pulliam, of Fayette County, Tennessee, in 
the district which I have the honor to represent, the testimony con- 
clusively established the loyalty of the claimants, but the agent, Mr. 
John S. Cooper, in his report made to the Quartermaster-General in 
1879 or 1880, says: : 

There are three or four well-known Unionists still 8 the vicinity of Som- 
erville. I made inquiries of these persons as to the loyalty of decedent, (Joel L. 
Pulliam,) and they declined to indorse him as aloyal man during the war, They 
related instances coming under their own observation, showing very conclusively 
to my mind that decedent could not have been loyal. These persons for pruden- 
tial reasons declined to testify in the case, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, here is an agent who lets the private state- 
ments, unsworn, of parties outweigh the positive legal proofs of 
loyalty ; of parties, too, “Who declined to testify.” Were the “pru- 
dential reasons” for this course fear of an indictment for perjury? 
Or were there any such persons? May not these “three or four well- 
known Unionists” be like Falstaff’s “eleven men in buckram and 


three misbegotten knaves in Kendal-green”—the mere figments of 
theagent’s brain? The Quartermaster-General cannot tell; Congreis 
cannot tell, because we are not, like Prince Hal, in a condition io 
expose falsehood if one is told. 

n this report of these “men in buckram,” these “misbegotten 
knaves in Kendal-green,” the claim is rejected. And there are hun- 
dreds of such cases. The Mie! age of those agents and of the clerl:s 
in the Quartermaster-General’s Office has been shown to be at leatt 
$250,000 per annum. There were decided in 1881, 3, 144 claims, mal-- 
ing the aggregate expense of e eee each claim $79.51. 

ut, sir, when a case goes before the Commi -General he hss 
no money to expend in nts to investigate or clerks to examine 
and brief the claims. ere are now pending before the Commis- 
sary-General 1,862 claims undecided, and he has but one of iwo 
courses to pursue—either to allow on the statement of the claimant, 
or to reject for want of means to examine. If wedo not at once send 
all those cases to court, let us insert a clause in the bill under con- 
sideration appropriating $250,000 per annum to the Commissary-Gen- 
eral to enable him to examine the claims that come before him, Let 
us at least give those who fed the soldiers of the Union Army thesame 
a ranted to recover a part of their money as we give to those who 
fed the horses. Let us get rid of this whole business, and put it 
where it properly belongs—in the courts, where judicial investiga- 
tion will determine the ziga of all parties, and where men in 
buckram” cannot be evoked to influence judgment. It seems in bad 
taste for gentlemen to speak of small claimants being denied the op- 
portunity to E into court until they have first advocated at least 
even justice for parties who are forced before the Commissary-Gen- 
eral with those who go before the Quartermaster-General. Let the 
courts have it all, or let us double the appropriation and give all 
claimants the same chances to recover, 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

[During the delivery of the 8 remarks, Mr, RANDALL 
obtained the floor and yielded five utes to Mr. Moore. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 


includin e of the troops, when movi 
and n f — nd 


as ma; 
be sent; of ordnance, ordnance stores, and small-arms from the founderies and 
armories to the arsenals, fortifications, Censored foro and Army het freights, 
of horses, mules, oxen, and 
harness, and the purchase and repair of wagons, carts, and drays, and of ships, 
urposes; draya o and awe at the 3 5 * of 
teamsters ; transportation of fands for the pa and other disbursin Aer $ ents; 
the expenses of sailing publio transports on the various rivers, the 8 of Mexico, 
and the Atlantic and Pacific; for 2 water at such posts as, from their sit- 
uation, require it to be brought from a distance; and for clearing roads and for 
removing obstructions from roads, harbors, and rivers, to the extent which may 
be required for the actual operations of the troops in the field, $4,164,000, 

Mr. RANDALL. This amount is an increase over the amount ap- 
propriated last year, and I think there should be some explanation 
as to the necessity for the increase. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will give 
way for a moment I will yield to the gentleman from Ohio to answer 
the question. I want to offer an amendment that the total amount 
appro 27974 bi this section shall be decreased $50,000, so asto make 
itr 114, 000. 

Mr. RANDALL, Does that make it conform ? 

Mr, HISCOCK. I do not make the amendment with a view of 
making it correspond to the bill of last year, but because $50,000 of 
this eee has heretofore been used to pay clerks, and in 
view of the action of the committee 1 that no part of the 
money appropriated by this bill should be expended in that direc- 
ae is proper that the total amount should be reduced as I have 
sta 


So far as the question asked by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
is concerned I will answer that it has been increased over and above 
the bill of last year because there was a deficiency. 

Mr. RANDALL. There was a deficiency, then 

Mr. HISCOCK. There was. 

The amendment was a, to. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

For the payment for Army transportation lawfully due such land-grant rail - 
roads as hve not received aid in Government bonds, to be adjusted by the proper 
accounting officers in accordance with the decisions of the Supreme Court in cases 
decided under such land-grant acts, but in no case shall more than 50 
the full amount of the service be paid until a final judicial decision 
respect of each case in oe 125,000 i 
accepted as in full of all demands for said services. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the pro forma motion to strike out the par- 
agraph. Ido not think this appropriation ought tobe made. I think 
it is very clear that the Government is entitled to have its troops and 
supplies transported over those roads without any charge. have 
endeavored to show heretofore that so far as the intention of Congress 
was concerned, it was clearly manifest that no compensation should 
be made; that the transportation of troops and property of the Gov- 
ernment was the consideration and the only consideration for which 
those land grants were made to these corporations, through which 
this enormous system of land-grant railroads has been constituted. 
I concede, however, we allowed these corporations to go into the 


r cent. of 
be had in 
„ That such payment shall be 
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Court of Claims and finally into the Supreme Court, and that the effect 
of the decisions as they stand now by the decision of these courts is 
to fix the principle of adjustment between the Government and these 
roads upon the following basis: that the Government is to have the 
right to the use of the roads and their permanent fixtures for the free 
transportation of its troops and supplies by its own locomotives, its 
own cars and through its own employés. But if the Government 
should employ the agencies of the railroad companies in its trans- 

. portation instead ofits own, then the Government must pay the value 
thereof. The Courtof . deciding upon the value of this serv- 
ice, ranges in its methods and speculations between 45 per cent. of 
the full amount and 50 per cent. 

Under this state of the decisions I trust the gentleman who con- 
trols the bill will allow two things for the present. These companies 
have received generally without hesitation their 50 per cent. here- 
tofore appropriated, except perhaps the Atchison, Topeka and Santa 
Fé Road, which is now before the Supreme Court. I ask that this 
proposition be so amended as to adopt the minimum sum named by 
the Court of Claims, which is substantially 45 per cent., and to make 
the appropriation on that basis, requiring that sum to be taken in 
full of all the claims of these companies against the Government for 
the transportation covered by this bill. And I ask the gentleman 
further to agree to strike out the following words: 


Until a final judicial decision shall be had in respect of each case in dispute. 


The effect of this will be that we will appropriate 45 per cent. of 
their claims to be received in full of all demands against the Gov- 
ernment for this transportation. My friend from Ohio [Mr. BUTTER- 
WORTH] will remember that not only this sum of $125,000 but a much 
larger sum is still under adjustment in the Quartermaster-General’s 
Department; the whole amounting to over $400,000, as I understand 
the 8 report. As to the sum named in this 
bill, I hope my friend from Ohio will that 45 per cent. only of 
the original amount of the claims shall be appropriated, and that the 
words I have read be stricken out. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is less than the amount adjudged 
by the court, 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is true that in the case appealed to the Supreme 
Court the companies were adjudged set air cent. But if you look at 
the methods of computation by which that sum was reached I think 
you will see that 45 per cent. is as large a sum as ought to be appro- 
priated, even conceding the pending orce of the decision. The rea- 
son why 50 per cent, is mention suggest, is because Congress in 
1879 . 50 per cent. of their claims. You cannot read 
those decisions without reaching the conclusion that the court, in 
some degree at least, acted upon the precedent established by Con- 

and Con certainly did not act upon full knowledge of the 
acts. I desire this settlement as to the sums now claimed shall be 
final and conclusive, and if the companies receive that sum that it 
shall be in full of all their demands. I think we are making a dan- 
gerous concession against the Government in paying any part of this 
claim, for amore wes and unconscionable demand was never made 
against a government, and every concession you make to these cor- 
porations the more extortionate are their demands, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I am unable to consent to what my friend 
from Indiana suggests. There was a controversy between these 
railroad companies and the Government as to whether the Govern- 
ment was authorized to transport troops and supplies over their 
roads without paying any compensation whatever; the companies 
insisting that while the Government had a right to use the road it 
had not the pans to use the rolling-stock and the employés of the 
companies, his question was by act of Con. referred to the 
courts for adjudication, and the court decided distinctly upon a ref- 
erence from Congress that the companies were entitled to 50 per 
cent. And we have only ppc here to pay the sum which 
the court has adjudged to be due these roads. The railroad com- 
foe are still contending that the amount allowed them is too 

ittle, while the Government is still contending itistoo much. But 
we have only provided for paying that which is adjud. to be due 
in the cases already disposed of. We do not go beyond that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Ohio will certainly consent 
to strike out the words Thaw indicated : 

Until a final judicial decision shall be had in each respective case in dispute. 

That of course annuls the effect of the last clause, as to their re- 
eeiving the amount in full of their demands. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I donot see that itdoes. There are cases 
now pending and we do not want any amount paid until the cases 
are adjudicated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; you allow the amount up to 50 per cent. 
to be paid now, and then if there is a further adjudication in their 
favor for more you allow that to be paid also. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Oh,no. We pay nothing but what has 
been already adjudicated. This 5 simply meets and 
provides for adjudications already had, the amount of Which is 
determined now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman must know that there is only one 
case pending. All the money appropriated heretofore, in 1879 and 
since that year, amounting to more Chast half a million dollars, has 
been e ening There have been but two cases altogether, so far as 
I am informed, and only one is pending now. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The point I make is this, that where the 
point has been decided which settles the question and fixes the 
amount between the Government and these roads, where the amount 
ane has been ascertained, we provide for paying that; no more and 
no less. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not my friend from Ohio know that the last 
clause which provides for the receipt of the money being in full of 
all demands on account of services up to this time—that the effect 
of that is completely annulled by the other clause? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. What clause? Read it again. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The clause which reads “until final judicial de- 
cision shall be had in respect of each case in dispute.” 

Now, there is but one case pending, so far as I am informed, the 
case of the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé Railroad; but the Quar- 
termaster-General does not wait for the decision of each case; he 
soa the claim 275 7 0 the money on the basis of 50 per cent. 

. BUTTERWORTH. My friend knows that there is to be no 
payment until a final judgment is entered one way or the other. 

. HOLMAN. V y not say that we will pay 45 per cent. or 50 
per cent. and no more 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That refers to cases already settled. The 
other clause refers to cases now pending in the court. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is but the one case pending. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend is in error; there are several 
cases pending. 

Mr. HOLMAN, In the Court of Claims? 

5 Mr. BUTTERWORTH. In the Court of Claims and in the Supreme 
ourt. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is but one case pending in the courts, 

Mr. SEL EE WON There are other companies insisting upon 
payment, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well; I know the day will come when these 
corporations will have less power over this Government than they 
now have. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And I hope the day will never come when 
this Congress will refuse to do justice to any class of its people. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I hope the day will come when there will be 
something like fairness and just dealing between this Government 
and the corporations which it has created and endowed with imperial 
fortunes, and which are now exacting hundreds of thousands of 
dollars annually from the without any adequate return 
pi ad and in repudiation of the very contracts which they have 
made, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend insists that we shall disregard 
the solemn my by ee of the Supreme Court, to which we referred 
this very law for interpretation, which interpretation we have. The 

ntleman says that we shall disregard altogether that adjudication. 

say we have no right to do it. 
r. HOLMAN, Congress has declared its own interpretation of 
its own acts. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Then what was it referred to the court 


or? 
Mr. HOLMAN. In the appropriation of money Congress is bound 
to oe upon its own responsibility and upon its own interpretation of 
its laws. 

The question was then taken upon the motion of Mr. HOLMAN, to 
strike out the paragraph; and it was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For purchase and manufacture of clothing and camp and garrison equipage, and 
for thing an d ui 


gand camp and garrison 


and repacking the stock of clo’ 
Mat the — and other — 


materials on hand at the Philadelphia, 
Quartermaster’s Department, $1,400,000. 


Mr. RANDALL. The amount appropriated in this paragraph is 
an increase of $300,000 over the appropriation for the same purpose 
last year, or an increase of 25 per cent. Now, I think it is proper 
that we should have some explanation of the necessity for this 
increase, as it has not been shown in the debate thus far. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] possibly did not observe what I said the other day in refer- 
ence to this matter. In going over the bill generally the other day 
I stated that the Quartermaster-General’s Department in the matter 
of clothing had been utilizing all the odds and ends to be found in 
the storehouses and depots of supplies throughout the country. 

Within the last year or so, after having used up all the stock that 
was available, we have authorized the turning over to the soldiers’ 
homes whatever there was remaining, and it has been so turned over. 
And the fact now is, as shown conclusively by the statement of the 
Quartermaster-General, who appeared before the sub-committee on 
Appropriations, that the stock on hand is absolutely inadequate to 
meet the current demands upon that department for clothing for the 
troops. 

The fact is that heretofore we have always kept on hand at least 
a small supply of clothing, while now we have not any supply what- 
ever, Within the last ninety days the Quartermaster-General’s De- 
partment was unable to supply a requisition for overcoats for troo 
on the frontier. The appropriation in this paragraph will provide 
for only four months’ supply in order that our soldiers may at least 
have a change of clothing. 

Our stock of clothing has been run clear down, und the sub-com- 
mittee was well satisfied, after giving a very careful investigation to 
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this matter, that this e was not only within bounds but 
was much less than it ought tobe. I will say to my friend from 
Peunsylvania that it was demonstrated that the supply of clothing 
this increased appropriation would furnish would not amount to 
more than was needed for three months. 

It will be observed by the Committee of the Whole that the cloth 
out of which uniforms are manufactured for our soldiers is of a pe- 
culiar character. There is no firm or establishment in this country 
which makes a business of manufacturing cloth of that character, 
It is all manufactured in pursuance of special contracts. As itis now, 
the Quartermaster-General has to make a contract at a disadvantage, 
and take the cloth right from the loom and have it worked up imme- 
diately, without reference to the wants of the troops, and thus compel 
them, so to speak, to live from hand to mouth. 

Now, in order that there might be a supply on hand sufficient for 
four months an increased appropriation was asked and allowed. 

The committee rose informally, and Mr. BRIGGS took the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


M es in writing from the President of the United States were 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, his Secretary. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. RANDALL. Upon examining the act making appropriations 
for the 1 of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877, 
I find that the amount a ieee for the purpose mentioned in this 
33 Was only $40, . Ifind also that by the act making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for the scal year ending 
Tinè , 1878, thè appropriation for this pur ao was increased to 
$900,000. It seems to me that these constant increases deserve close 
examination and investigation, for they are enormous. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will say to my friend, if the Chair will 
indulge me—— ` 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That there has been a gradual increase in 
the expenditure for clothing, The department has been able to utilize 
a part of the old stock until last year, when it was completely dis- 
posed of, There was a lot of practically worthless material on hand 
which the Department turned over. e Committee on appropria 
tions did make the careful investigation of this matter w my 
friend from Pennsylvania enjoins upon us. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish the gentleman from Ohio would state the 
amount per man allowed under this appropriation. His statement, 
I think, will dispel any idea of extravagance. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The outfit of a soldier on enlistment costs 
about sixty-one dollars, which decreases during the five years of ser- 
vice to about forty-one dollars. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is that exclusively clothing? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Oh,no; clothing, campand garrison equi- 


page, Ke. 
r. RANDALL. Does it inelude guns? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. Only what is embraced in this paragraph? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, sir. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the Army Medical Museum, and fe 
5 tar 8 3 ‘or medical and other works for the library 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move to amend by making the amount 
of this item $10,000. We yeasts suppose, the best army medical 
museum in the world, and we have one of the finest collections of 
medical and surgical books, The Surgeon-General, however, testi- 
fied before the committee that he thought it in some danger where 
it is. Ten thousand dollars has been the lowest appropfiation for 
this item in recent years. 

Mr. RANDALL, It was $10,000 last year. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, sir. The committee this year re- 
duced it to $7,500 under the impression, from the information we 
obtained, that this would be sufficient. Further investigation, how- 
ever, has satisfied us that the estimate of the Surgeon-General, while 
possibly more than is absolutely necessary, should not haye been 
reduced so much. I haye therefore moved to make the amount 


810,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For replacing, with plain structures of minimum cost, not to exceed $8,000, two 


old buil s constructed during the war for hospi: and now used as 
phic laboratory for instru enlisted men in duplicating mili: maps in 
e field, and as yeep: Sep: for tion in field fortifications, for which pur- 
poses the present structures are too small, $5,000. 


Mr. RANDALL, This is a new item not embraced in previous 
sppropriation bills. I suppose there is a law authorizing it, 

r. BUTTERWORTH. Oh, yes. This is for the school at Willet’s 
Point, which is really a school for training officers and soldiers, fitting 
them for their duties. A schoo] was established there years ago. 

Mr. RANDALL. This expenditure aia haye come out of the gen- 
eral appropriation heretefore; but this, I think, is the first time that 
it appears as a separate item, 

. BUTTERWORTH. Ido not know whether it has been sepa- 


rately appropriated or not; but there has been an appropriation every 
year for this aie 
N, of Illinois. I move to amend by inserting the 


Mr. SING. 
following: 

Seven thousand five hundred dollars for the purchase of a suitable gas machine, 
fixtures and pi for the use of the public building at Fort Snelling, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the commanding officer of the post. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Imake a point of order apan thisamendment. It 
is not germane to the bill; itis new legislation; and it increases 
expenditures. It is an item which should go into the sundry civil 
appropriation bill, if it is to be appropriated for at all. 

. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I understand that the point of order 
is well taken. I would be glad, however, if the gentleman wold 
withdraw it. I offered the amendment from my own observation of 
the necessity for such an appropriation, The buildings at Fort Sjell- 
ing are new; and an appropriation for the p named in my 
amendment is required as a matter of convenience for the officers of 
the Government, as well as in point of economy, and to avoid the 
present danger of fire. I think there is a real necessity for such an 
appropriation; and hence I have offered the amendment. Ik tow, 
however, that it is subject to a point of order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The point I make is that the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill would be the proper place for it. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I withdraw the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For manufacture of metallic ammunition for small-arms, $100,000. 

Mr. marek prey This Leakey an pee, of $0,000 over ben Miri 
a pria year. Perhaps the gentleman in charge of t 
W tall us what necessity there is fort the increase. ; 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. As the Chief of Ordnance has said, thisis 
a matter of patriotism. It involves the question whether it is im- 
portant to have on hand a proper supply of ammunition. 

Mr. RANDALL. Eighty thousand dollars, the amount appropri- 
ated last year, kept a scat Sati hand, I presume. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. my friend will refer to the Book of Esti- 
mates he will find under the item this note: 

Nore.—This amount will manufacture about six million rounds for the rifle and 
carbine now in actual and dha apd not to be reduced. The quantity of ammu- 

limited, a supply should be kept on hand for the hostile 


Rifle and carbine ammunition costs to manufactare . revolver 
$18 per thousand. 

I do not mean, nor does the officer making the reconimendation, 
that this ammunition is to be kept on hand in anticipaticn of war 
3 a foreign power, but for exigencies that may arise on our fron- 
tier, 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the gentleman know whether amnunition 
manufactured in the way contemplated here deteriorates by being 
kept on hand? 

. BUTTERWORTH, It does not. It will keep unde: water. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For cartri eartri bi wder, primers, and other reloadin 
material cad ole for — comet Practios, and for target materials, * 
elu frames, paper targets, cotton cloth, pasters, shot-marks, streamers, signal- 
flags, &c., $100,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is an entirely new item, so far as I can dis- 
cover. But before making the point of order against it, I should like 
to know whether there is any law which the gentleman can furnish 
authorizing the expenditure of this money in the manner here pro- 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It comes in under the general law organ- 
izing the Army and providing for rendering it efficient and effective. 
The main purpose is to provide for this target practice, which is indis- 
pensable to make our soldiers useful as soldiers. As it is they are 
authorized to shoot once a month probably, and the result is that 
some of them will not be specially dangerous to a man at twenty or 
-_~ ards. We have ceased the use of the old blunderbuss and the 
Enfield and Springfield arms, which shoot with little accuracy be- 
yond fifty yards, and now use the breech-loading Springfield arm, 
which will shoot with accuracy at five hundred, one thousand, or fif- 
teen hundred yards. The whole science of modern warfare has under- 
gone a change, and now it is a question of marksmanship, of shooting 
with accuracy, of shooting to kill, and without an opportunity to 
Usher our soldiers might as well be armed with alaba, This is 

dispensably necessary, as we are informed. 

Mr. RANDALL. Both sides shot very well during the recent civil 
war, and this was not included in these appropriation bills prior to 
that time, 

Mr. ELLIS. If my colleague of the committee will yield for a 
moment I will yenture a word in reply to the distinguished gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. RANDALL. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will yield with pleasure to my friend 
from Louisiana. 

Mr. ELLIS. I desire, Mr. Chairman, to call the attention of the 
eee from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] to the fact that under 

ormer appropriations and the old system that heretofore attained, 
target practice was impossible to our troops, because there was no 
money to pay forit. Ourable and oo ed Chief of Ordnance, 
General Benét, informed me that under the old system each of our 
soldiers was enabled to fire some six shots a month, or seventy-two 
shots each year in target practice. How, in the name of common 
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sense, could men be expected to attain proficiency in the use of fire- 
5 opportunities for practice so limited? y 

The gentleman says that our soldiers on both sides shot very well 
during the late civilwar. Sir, they might have done better ; because, 
if I recollect aright, the statistics show that for each man slain in 
that warfour e e shots and eighty pounds of lead were expended. 
And yet the range in that war was close, for we used only short- 
panes guns, because we had only the Enfield and smooth-bore mus- 

ets. 

But my colleague [Mr. BuTTERWORTH] well says that the whole 
system of warfare is changed since our civil war. Lines of hostile 
infantry now Paan wide deployments, being no heavier than our 
old skirmish lines. The old ‘‘shoulder-to-shonlder” alignment is 
done away with. No longer will battle-fields witness the hurrying 
charge and the hot courage of men recklessly and at random pour- 
ing volleys at each other's breasts and generally above each other's 
heads at close range. In future, lines of infantry will coolly destroy 
each other at a distance of from one thousand to twelve or fifteen 
8 yards. The Franco-German war demonstrated the truth of 
what I am sa; 


The infantry soldier now requires not so much of dash as coolness 
of head, steadiness of nerve, 88 of sight, and the faculty of 
measuring distance with the eye, and of using his rifle with deadly 


effect at long distances. 

We have a weapon, our American-made Springfield rifle, with 
which our troops are a) superior to the needle- of the Prus- 
sian or the chassep6t of the French soldier, Our officers regard it as 
the best infantry arm in the world. But of what use is it unless our 
soldiers are taught to handle it with effect? And they can only be 
taught by practice, and this practice they cannot have unless you 
vote the money forit. They must practice if they are to keep poe 
with the armies of civilized nations in efficiency and prowess, Dur- 
ing our war it is related that one of the Southern generals indorsed 
on the application for furlough of a musician, Let him go; we don’t 
need tooters; we want shooters.” [Laughter.] So I say modern 
military operations demand “shooters,” and soldiers can only be made 
“shooters” by full and frequent practice. And if we fail to afford 
our troops the opportunities to practice, out of a sense of false econ- 
omy, then gentlemen must not be surprised if, should we unfortu- 
nately be involved in war, disaster, and defeat befall onr arms. 

Sir, I regard that e which appropriates this money for 
target practice one of the most important of this bill. Our Army is 
sm: In case of actual hostilities it would be but a nucleus about 
which our volunteer armies would gather. That it is small presents 
all the more reason that it should be keptin the highest state of effi- 
ciency. War is more and more a science as man’s inventions become 
more deadly. And the two scientific departments of our oes the 
Ordnance and the Engineer Departments, should be foste and 
cared for and suppo: ardless of expense. Such is my opinion, 
and such I believe is the enlightened view of the best American opin- 
ion. [Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read, asno amendment has been 


pro > 
The Clerk read as follows: 
we and manufacture of ordnance stores, to fill requisitions of troops, 


Mr. RANDALL. I wish to call attention to the fact also that this 
is an increase of $10,000. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For infantry, cavalry, and artillery equipments, consisting of clothing- 
haversac iri 0 i 
- ks, aye =e great-coat straps, and repairing horse equipments for 

Mr. RANDALL. Here is another increase of $10,000. 

For horse pec i for cavalry, harness for field, machine, and mountain 
guns, and for ca forge-carts, $50,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is entirely new. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is in prosecution of work begun 
heretofore. The gentleman is aware that the Chief of Ordnance 
wa authorized to buy ground to establish a powder-magazine near 

ver. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no doubt money was expended for this 
purpose in other years, taken probably from some fund, but I do 
not see in any of the items of this bill a decrease; and yet this is 
made to be a new item and would seem to be in excess of what here- 
tofore has been a n 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The 5 last year was $50,000, 
and $150,000 was asked this year. The fact is, heretofore and now 
the practice has been to keep our powder mostly in forts, the result 
of which is that about 12 per cent. is lost every year; so that every 
five years our entire stock of powder is destroyed by the dampness. 
Inview of that fact Congress authorized the purchase of this ground, 
some eighteen hundred acres, and an improvement of the same by 
7 erection of magazines, &c., for the Corage of this power: 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam not 5 Seige now of the powder-magazine, 
but of the 2 7 paor to that, “horse equipment for cavalry.” 

Mr. BUTTERW RTH. That is simply a division of what was 
included in one single item heretofore. 

Mr. RANDALL. I know, but as there is no item of decrease con- 
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nected with it I am led to conclude that it follows the same rule, 
and that there is an increase of expenditures in that particular. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For powder depot: r erectin are and other neces- 
bu ps — t Ko, : —— 
e 


uate protection thereof" 


Mr. RANDALL. This item is an increase of $50,000, but the gen- 
tleman having the bill in e e has probably answered any objec- 
tion I may now make in that direction in his remarks a few minutes 
ago. I only want to call attention, however, to the fact that thisis 
another increase. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

000: Provided, That 
0! 


than’ $50,000 of this amount may be expended b; ä thomene. 
4 ma; ar manu- 
eee laced by the board fears here 
tofore appointed by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I have not been able to find any 
change in the current of increase in all of these itemsof expenditures. 
I find nothing in the way of decrease in any of these paragraphs, 
and I suppose I may as well give up all prospects of finding any, sti 

mmittee 


I desire to call the attention of the co to the fact that there 
is an increase of $100,000 in this item, 25 per cent. increase over the 
appropriation of last year. 
he Clerk read as follows: 
United States machine: For caring for, „using, and 
ting the Uni — ot the Waden genf, $10,000: Nr. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I made a point of order upon this V. Ale agian 
I find, sir, there is no law pee Eas the 9 of this money, 
or calling for the appropriation. I concede that appropriations of 
this character have been made, but notwithstanding 
no law authorizing this appropriation. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. t is the gentleman referring to? 

Mr. HOLMAN, This is not in continuation of a public work already 
begun, but it is a specific appropriation of $10,000, for a specific ob- 
ject not Becca for by law. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. What is the gentleman referring to? 

Mr. HOLMAN. This item in reference to the appropriation of 
$10,000 for a testing machine. I concede, as I have said, that there 
have been instances where appropriations have been made of this- 
tharacter, but notwithstanding that fact I hold that there is no law 
for this appropriation. I am not aware whether or not there was an 
appropriation for this pu: last year; but if there have been oc- 
casional appropriations for such purpose, still there is no authority 
of law for it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will state to the gentleman from Indi- 
ana that there was an appropriation made last year for this pur- 
pose. This is for the purpose of testing iron and steel used in the 
various branches of manufacture and in arms and otherwise by the 
Government. This machine may also be permitted to be used by 
private individuals when they pay the expense of it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The object, of course, is well known; but I sub- 
mit if occasional appropriation has been made for such purpose it is 
not authorized by law. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iam not clear upon that point; but the 
committee deemed this such a useful machine that they felt author- 
ized to insert this item. 

Mr. REED. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will not insist 
upon the point of order. is is a very valuable instrumentality 
for acquiring information which builders, and especially the Gov- 
ernment, needs, There never has been a machine before which could 
be used to test the strength of building materials until the present 
one was constructed. It is well known that this machine has done 
great service to the cause of mechanics and to the cause of the pres- 
ervation of human life and pro „in every shape, all over the 
country. For the benefit of bridge-building, and for the benefit of 
building construction of every character, this has been of inesti- 
mable value. The advantage of it cannot be overestimated, and I 
think the gentleman from Indiana is doing an injury to the country 
which he does not mean and would not do if he wholly appreciated 
the object of this * 

Mr. HOLMAN, The gentleman from Maine es as if nobody 
understood soyang about this matter. Iunderstand perfectly well 
the object in view, but it is a mere local interest, and nothing less or 
more, and its benefits accrue to a few scientific gentlemen who save 
their own pockets at the expense of the Government. It is purely 
local. But my objection to it is upon the ground that it is not author- 


ized end 
Mr, REED. All p citizens who use it have to pay for it. 
Mr. HOLMAN. at does not bring it within the law. 
Mr. ELLIS. Ifthe gentleman from Indiana will permit me, I will 


t fact there is 


call his attention to the fact that we have an Ordnance Department 
provided for by law, and thisis essentially a portion of the Ordnance 
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Department as at present used. Besides, itis a machine which was 
built and is pati by the Government of the United States, and 
appropriations for it must be continued. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no general interest attaching to it. It is 

purely local. 
* Mr HEWITT, of New York. My friend from Indiana is entirely 
mistaken in this matter. It is not a local interest. The machine 
was not constructed by any private party. It was constructed for 
the United States under an Appio riation eg Segak and ever since 
its completion, in every Army bill there has been an appropriation 
made in order to continue the tests under it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I 
hold im my hand volume 21 of the Statutes at Large, the volume of 
last year, from which I read the following item: 

United States tes machine: For caring for, preserving, , and oper- 
ating the United States testing machine at the Watertown arsenal, $10,000. 

There is no private interest in it at all. It is, as has been stated, 
the only authority existing on this great continent as to the testing 
of material, It is a marvel of ingenuity. And one of the most re- 
markable facts about it is that while the Government paid for its con- 
struction about thousand dollars or less, it cost over $250,000 to 
build. And there is a moral debt due to the man who constructed 
the machine. It is the admiration of engineers all over the world. 
At the meeting of engineers held in this city a memorial was adopted, 
which is in print, asking Naps ago to make a large appropriation by 
which the valuable objects of this machine may be achieved at the 
earliest possible moment in all branches of construction, in the build- 
ing of railways, in all the great undertakings of this age. 
his is an appropriation of $10,000, which will only cover the 
actual expenditures required for the purposes of the United States 
through its engineers and ordnance oflicers. Beyond that there will 
be paid by private parties this very year a sum of from $50,000 to 
$100,000 to get the tests by this machine. It is so much required 
for use that you have to go for weeks in advance to get a test made. 
There never has been made in this country a more valuable contri- 
bution to the mechanical arts than this machine; and for gentlemen 
to call it a mere local matter is an entire misrepresentation, 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from New York has said this ap- 
propriation is made in pursuance of law. There was no appropria- 
tion whatever made for this purpose in the year 1877 or the year 1878. 
Iremember those years particularly. I have stated it was a local 
matter. New York was concerned in it; but no other interests so 
far as I am aware are concerned. There is no law authorizing it. 
The en rise was a private one. The Government put $50,000 into 
it, I admit; but the present status of it is that of a private enterprise, 


and not a 9 5 95 5 one. 

Mr. HE „of New York. I will say to the gentleman that 
samples are sent to be tested from Chicago and from Indianapolis, 
near the gentleman’s own home, I could show, if I had time, by the 
records of the tests made at the arsenal that the samples come from 
every vor in the Union where there are materials to be tested. 

Mr. HOLMAN, There are testing machines in other parts of the 
United States. 

Mr, HEWITT, of New York. Yes; but they are worthless. 

The CHAIRMAN. Clause 3 of Rule XXI covers this case. It says: 

No a ion shall be re in an; eral appropriati: ill, or 
ordet ar aa Renin shade rene 
law, unless in continuation of app s for such public works and objects as 
are already in progress. 

The Chair judges from the reading of this paragraph that this is 
property of the United States, and that the appropriation is for an 
. object already in progress. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

e Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Imove that the committee rise and report 
the bill back to the House with the recommendation that, as amended, 
it do pass, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HASKELL reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, haying had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. No. 5559) makin 8 for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes, 
had directed him to report the same back with sundry amendments. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move the previous question on the bill 
and amendments. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
previous question was ordered; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the amend- 
ments reported by the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr.REED, I call for a separate vote upon the amendment adopted 
on the motion of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Hiscock, ] on 
Page 6 of the bill. 

he SPEAKER. If there be no_objection, the vote will first be 
taken on the other amendments to the bill, as reported by the com- 
mittee, leaving to be voted on aD, the amendment indicated 
by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. REED.] 
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There being no objection, the vote was first taken on all the 
amendments, with the exception indicated, and they were agreed to. 
Mr. B RWORTH moved to reconsider the vote just taken; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on the amendment indicated 
by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Rrep,] on which he demands a 
separate vote and which the Clerk will read. 

he Clerk read as follows: 
Add at line 118 the following: ee 8 ee 
provided 1 no e sum 
8 in the ee of Gatua ander the act of, July 4, 1564, 
entitled An act to restrict the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims, and to provide 
t of certain demands for quartermaster’s stores and iiy E pii 
to the Army of the United States,’ and acts and resolutions 
datory thereof and supplementary thereto.” 
Mr. REED. When was it that the words “by this act ap ropri- 
ated” were substituted for the words“ hereby appropriate bs 
Mr. HISCOCK. I made that modification before the vote was taken 
on the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that that was done by 
unanimous consent. 
Mr. REED. It must have been done while some confusion pre- 
vailed. I was not aware of that change having been made. 
The SPEAKER, The ones is on the adoption of the amend- 
ment which has been read. j 
Mr. HOUSE and Mr. REED called for the yeas and nays. 
On the question of rae She yeas and nays, there were ayes 26. 
TheSPEAKER. In the judgment of the Chair a sufficient number 
have not voted in the affirmative to order the yeas and nays. 
Mr. WHITE and Mr. REED. Count the other side. 
The negero vote being counted, there were noes 110, the affirm- 
ative not being one-fifth ofthe whole vote. 
Mr. REED. I call for tellers on the yeas and nays. 
On the question of ordering tellers, there were ayes 31, more than 
one-fifth of a quorum. 
So tellers on the yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER, The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from 
Maine, Mr. REED, and the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Since gentlemen are so anxious about this, let 
us give them the yeas and nays. 

. HOLMAN, I ask that by unanimous consent the yeas and 
ote be considered as ordered without a vote being taken by tellers. 
here was no objection; and the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and there were—yeas 99, nays 58, not vot- 
ing 135, as follows: i 


YEAS—99. 
Aiken, Dowd, Hutchins, Robertson, 
Armfield, Dugrow, adwin Robeson, 
Bayne, Dunn, Jones, W. Robinson, Geo. D. 
ER ferat Ellis, Jones, James K. Rosecrans, 
Berry, Evins, Kasson, Sherwin, 
Bliss, Finley, King, Singleton, Otho R. 
— — Fulkers 7 — 8 
? erson, parks, 
See E E eee 
c es, es, p 7 
Burrows, Julius C. Gunter, Miller, Steele, 
ws, Jos. Hammond, John Money, Talbott, 
Bu Hammond, N. J. Moore. Thompson, P. B. 
Cam Hardenbergh, Morrison, À 
Cassidy, Hardy, Muldrow, Townshend, R. W. 
Chapman, Harris Henry 8. Mutchler, Turner, Oscar 
Clements, Haseltine, O'Neill, Upson, 
Cobb, Hatch, Orth, Vance, 
erick, Hazelton, Pa Wadsworth, 
Coo Herbert, Parker Ward, 
Cox, William R Hernd Poun Wellborn, 
Covington, Hewitt, Abram S. Randall, Williams, Thomas 
Cravens, ewitt, G. W. W. 
Culberson, Hiscock, Rice, Theron M. Wise, George D 
Davis, Lowndes H. Holman, m, Jno, S. 
NAYS—58. 
Aldrich, Godshalk, McMillin, Shallenberger, 
Brewer, Guenther, eal, Sbultz, 
Briggs, H Norcross, Smith, Dietrich C. 
Browne, Hawk, son, Smith, J. Hyatt 
Calkins, Henderson, Peelle, Spooner, 
Candler, Hill, Pettibone, ompson, Wm, G. 
Cannon, House, Ray ‘Townsend, Amos 
Crapo, Hubba, 8 Thomas 
Cullen, Humphrey, Rice, John B. arner, 
Dawes, Jones, Phineas Rice, Wiliam W. Webber, 
De Motte, Jorgensen, n, D. P. West, 
Dingley, Ritchie, hte 
Dunpell, MoClure, Robinson, James S. Whitthorne. 
Farwell, Sewell S. McCoid, Russell, 
George, McKinley, Scranton, 
NOT VOTING—135. 
Allen, Blackburn, Caswell, Darrell, 
Anderson, Blanchard, Cc Da x 
Atherton, Bland, Chalmers, Davis, George R. 
Atkins, Bowman, Clardy, ring, 
Bar X Brumm, Clark, Deuster, 
Barr, Buckner, Converse, do 
Beach, abell, Cornell, Dibble, 
Bel fo Caldwell Cox, Samuel 8. Dibrell, 
Beltzhoover, Campbell, wley, wight, 
3 Carlisle, Ermentrout, 
lack, Carpenter, Cutts, rrett, 
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t. Lewis, Prescott. pdegraff, J. T. 

G: t, Taa Á Rich — 

rou: 
Harmer, Manning, Robinson, Wm. E. Van Aernam, 
Harris, Benj. W. Marsh, Ross, an Horn 
Haskell, Martin, Ryan, Van Voorhis, 
Heilman, Mason, Scales, ait, 
Hepburn McCook, Scoville, Walker, 
Hoblitzell, McKenzie, Shackelford, Washburn, 
Hoge, McLane, Shelley, atson, 
Hooker, Mills, Simon Wheeler, 
Horr, Morey, Singleton, Jas. W. Williams, Chas. G. 
Houk, Morse, Smith, A. Herr Willis, 
Hubbell, 1 Spaulding, Willits, 
Jacobs, Moulton, Sonho, Wise, M. R. 
Joyce, Murch, Stockslager, Wood, Benjamin 
UI A or 

enna, < 
Ketcham, Pacheco, Taylor, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The following pairs were announced : 

Mr. PEIRCE with Mr. BAKBOUR. 

Mr. BOWMAN with Mr. ALLEN. 

Mr. SHACKELFORD with Mr. LINDSEY. 

Mr. CORNELL with Mr. NOLAN. 

Mr. SHELLEY with Mr. PRESCOTT. 

Mr. Scares with Mr. ERRETT. 

Mr. VAN AERNAM with Mr. SCOVILLE. 

Mr. SPAULDING with Mr. KENNA. 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. Evins. 

Mr. VAN Horn with Mr. CLARDY. 

Mr, YounG with Mr. Cox of New York. 
Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. FISHER. 

Mr. McKenzie with Mr. MARSH. 

Mr. WALKER with Mr. STOCKSLAGER. ` 
Mr. DEZENDORF with Mr. CABELL. 

Mr. WIIIrrs with Mr. KNOTT. 

Mr. CAMPBELL with Mr. HOBLITZELL. 

Mr. Cutts with Mr. BELMONT. 

Mr. Morey with Mr. LE FEVRE. 

Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. LEWIS. 

Mr. URNER with Mr. MCLANE. 

Mr. CLARK with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. Davipson with Mr. Harris of Massachusetts. 
Mr. CHALMERS with Mr. CARPENTER. 

Mr. WILLIaus, of Wisconsin, with Mr. DEUSTER, 
Mr. BENJAMIN Woop with Mr. LACEY. 

Mr. UpprGrarr, of Ohio, with Mr, WILLIS. 
Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. ATKINS. 

Mr. DIBRELL with Mr. VALENTINE. 

Mr. Watson with Mr. ATHERTON. 

Mr. GIBSON with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. McCook with Mr. DIBBLE. 

Mr. Rien with Mr. Simonton. 

Mr. Davis, of Illinois, with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. Beacu with Mr. Van Vooruis. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. MARTIN. 

Mr. BUPTERWORTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 7 

The latter motion was l to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and it was accordingly read the third time, 

‘he SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. In 
pursuance of paragraph 6 of Rule XXI, this being a general appro- 
priation bill, the yeas and nays must be taken on its passage. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Cannot the call of the roll be dispensed with 
by unanimous consent f 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 121, nays 36, not 
voting 135; as follows: 


YEAS—121. 
Aiken, Cullen, Haskell, Miller, 
Armfield, Davis, Lowndes H. Hatch, Money, 
Barbour, Dawes, Hawk, Moore, 
Bayne, De Motte, Hazelton, Morrison, 
Belmont, Dingley, Henderson, uldrow, 
Berry, Dowd, Hepburn, Mutchler, 
Blount, Dunn, erbert, O'Neill, 
Bragg, Dunnell, Herndon, Orth, 
Brewer, Ellis, Hewitt, Abram S. Parker, 
Browne, Errett, Hewitt, G. W. Peelle, 
Buchanan, Evins, Hill, Pound, 
Buck. Farwell, Sewell S. Hiscock, N 
Burrows, Julius C. Finley, Hubbs, 5 
Burrows, Jos. H. Forney, Hutchins, Rice, Theron M. 
Butterworth, erson, Jadwin, Rice, William W. 
Calkins, m, Jones, George W. Richardson, D. P. 
Camp, Geddes, Jones, James K. Richardson, Jno. S 
Cannon, George, n. Ritchie, 
Cassidy Gunter, Klotz, Robertson, 
Chapman, Hall, Latham, Robeson, 
Crapo, Hammond, John Leedom, Robinson, Geo. D. 
Cravens, Hardenbergh, McKinley, inson, James 8 
Culberson, Hardy, Miles, Rosecrans, 


Smith su 
Spark: Tack 
f U Thomas 
Shultz, 8 n Wise, D 
Singleton, Otho R. Springer, Vance, 
Skinner, Steele, Wadsworth, 
Smith, A. Herr Talbott, Ward, 
NAYS—36. 
Briggs, Hammond, N. J. McClure, Thom P. B. 
Candler, Harris, Henry S. McCoid Townshend, R. W. 
Clements, Haseltine, McMillin, Turner, Henry G 
bb, Holman, Norcross, 4 
Colerick, H Payson, Warner, 
Coo! Humphrey, Pettibone, Webber, 
Co iliam R. J est, 
ý Matson, Rice, John B. Whitthorne. 
NOT VOTING—135. 
Aldrich, Darrell. King, Ryan, 
en, Davidson, Knofi, 8 
erson, Davis, rgeR. Lacey, Scoville, 
Atherton, Deering, Le Fevre, Shackelford, 
Atkins, Deuster, Lewis, pce tA 
Dibbl Tak 15 Singleton, Jas. W 
8 as 
Belford, Dibrell, Manning, g. 
Beltzhoover, Dwight, Marsh, Stephens, 
zen, Ermentrout, Martin, Stockslager, 
Blac! Farwell, Chas. B. Mason Stone, 
Blackburn, Fisher, McCook, Strait, 
Hand À ton Molan 2 Thee 
8, omas, 
Bliss, Frost, Thompson, Wm. G. 
Bowman, Gibson, Morey, 'yler, 
Brumm, S Morse, Updegraff, J. T. 
Buckner, Grout, M k rner, 
Cabell, Guenther, Moulton, Valentine, 
Caldwell Harm Murch, Van Aernam, 
ampbeli, Harris, Benj. W. Teal, Van Horn, 
Carle, — 5 Nolan, ce Voorhia, 
arpenter. oblitzell, Oates, t, 
Caswell, Pacheco, Walker, 
Chace, Hooker, Page, Watson, 
Chalmers, Horr, Paul, eeler, 
Clardy, Houk, Peirce, Williams, Chas. G. 
Clark, Hubbell, Phelps, illis, 
Converse, Jacobs, Phister, Willits. 
Cornell, Jones, Phineas Prescott, Wise, Mor; R. 
Cox, Samuel S. Joyce, Ranney, Wood, Benjamin 
ley, Kelley, Rich, Wood, Walter A. 
nna, Robinson, Wm. E. Young. 
Cutts, Ketcham, Ross, 


So the bill was passed. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH moved toreconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I ask that leave be granted to my col- 
league, Mr. MOREY, to have printed in the RECORD some remarks on 
one of the amendments offered to the bill just passed. 

There poing no objection, leave was granted. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. BRAGG. I move that the House adjourn. 

Many members addressed the Chair. 

Mr. DALL. Regular order! 

Mr. CALKINS. Irise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana rises to make a 


privileged report. 
Mr. RANDALL. That has no higher privilege than the motion to 


ourn, 
sajo BRAGG. I move that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I desire to make a report from the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn is in ordeg; but there are 
certain important executive communications which the Chair will 
lay before the House if there be no objection. 

There was no objection. 


LAW CLERKS FOR ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which, with the e 
documents, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, an 
ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, setting 
forth the necessity for an increased number of law clerks in the office of the As: 


sistant Attorney-General in the Department of the Interior, because of the great 
amount of business in that office. The matter is commended to the attention and 
favorable action of Congress. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 5, 1882. 


PIERRE GARRIEAUX. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which, with the accompany- 
ing documents, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior of this 

date, with draft of bill for the relief of Pierre Garrieaux, and correspondence in 


relation thereto. CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE Maxsiox, April 5, 1882. 
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AMERICAN CITIZENS IMPRISONED ABROAD. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 


To the House of Representatives : 
I transmit herewith, in reply to the resolution of the House of resentatives 
ee 31st of January last, a report from the Secretary of State, with accompany- 
g papers. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE Maxsiox, April 5, 1882. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this communication is 
in reply to a resolution of the House making inquiry in reference to 
American citizens imprisoned abroad. The communication is very 
long; but unless there be some indication to the contrary on the 
part of the House, the Chair will make the usual announcement that 
the message and accompanying documents will be printed. 

Mr. KASSON . And referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let it be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER, It is very voluminous and would probably fill 
four or five ordinary RECORDS. 

The message, with the accompanying documents, was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. ATHERTON, by unanimous consent, obtained indefinite leave of 
absence on account of sickness. 
The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Braaa, that the 
Honse adjourn, it was agreed to; and accordingly (at five o’clock 
and twenty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred, as follows: 

By Mr. BERRY: The petition of citizens of California, in favor of 
the Nicaragua interoceanic canal—to the Select Committee on the 
Interoceanic Canal. : 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Payee relating to the claim of John N. 
Smith—to the Committee on War Claims 


By Mr. BLISS: The petition of Henry 0. Murphy and others, for. 


the e of the bill relative to the harbor and port of New York— 

to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. BRUMM : The petition of honorably-discharged soldiers of 

the late war, for the passage of the bill to establish a soldiers’ home 
at Erie, Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CANDLER: The petition of Nathaniel and others, 
for the passage of the French spoliation claims bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CHALMERS: Memorial of the Legislature of Mississippi 
relative to the waiver of forfeiture of the grant in aid of the Gulf and 
Ship Island Railroad—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. S. S. COX: Paper relating to the claim of Augustus P. 
Green—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DARRELL: The petition of Frank Morey, for relief—to 
the Committee on Elections. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: The petition of J. R. Rice and others, citizens 
of Hartford, Wisconsin, praying for the passage of the bill for the 
relief of Mary Wiley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. S. S. FARWELL: Papers relating to the claim of Albert 
Wood—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. C. B. FARWELL: The petition of J. J. Green, for com- 
prano for building sold Quartermaster’s Department at Camp 

„near Chicago, IIlinois—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FLOWER: Memorial of the Maritime Association of the 
City of New York, for a convention of nations having diplomatic re- 
lations with the United States, for the adoption of a common me- 
ridian—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HALL: The petition of James E. Lathrop and others, citi- 
zens of Dover, New Hampshire, for the passage of the Lowell bill to 
establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United 
States—to the Committee on the J 8 

By Mr. HARMER: The resolutions of the Commercial Exchange, 
of the board of managers of the Maritime Exchange of the city of 
Philadelphia, protesting 1 the extension of patents on the 
steam grain-shovel—sev.rally to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the resolution of the Philadelphia Medical Society, for the 
passage of the bill to prevent the adulteration of food and drugs 
to the Select Committee on the Public Health. 

Also, the resolutions of the board of ma rs of the Philadelphia 
Maritime 5 in favor of a bill for the permanent 1 8 
tion of the Si Service as a separate and independent depart- 
ment—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. MCKENZIE: Paper relating to the claim of James C. Rudd, 
of Owensborough, Kentucky—to the Committee on Claims.” £ 

„By Mr. MILES: The petition of citizens of Fairfield County and of 
citizens of New London County, Connecticut, for the amendment of 
the militia laws—severally to the Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. MOORE: papers relating to the claim of Ellen P, Malloy— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE : The petition of Francis W. Howland and others, 


of the French spoliation claims bill—to the Committee 
airs. 


for the passa, 
on Foreign 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: The petition of Samuel Lee, to be reim- 
bursed for expenses incurred in contested case of Lee vs. Rainey—to 
the Committee on Elections. 


Also, pa in the case of Pleasant W. Fortner—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. PHISTER: The petition of Sulser, Petsy & Co. and others, 
of Maysville, Kentucky, for the passage of the Brewer bill to regu- 
late the commerce between the States to commercial 
travelers—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. POST: Papers relating to the Indian-depredation claim of 
M. 0 Hance—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ROSS: The petition of John 8. Applegate and others, for 
the passage of the Bliss bill granting ons to all soldiers and 
sailors of the late war who were confined in confederate prisons—to 
— Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back 

ay. 

Rien, the resolution of the Legislature of New Jersey relative to 
the.exemption of steamers landing opgi the Jersey side of the port 
of New York from the operations of an act of Congress approveđ 
June 15, 1878—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SCOVILLE: The petition of citizens of Buffalo, New York, 
protesting against the extension of the steam grain-shovel patent— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. THOMAS UPDEGRAFF: The petition of C. S. Bentley and 
others, officers of the Iowa militia, for an amendment of the militia 
laws—to the Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. C. G. WILLIAMS: Memorial of G. W. Lawrence and 36 
others, citizens of Janesville, Wisconsin, for the appointment of a 
commission to investigate the alcoholic liquor to the Select 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. G. D. WISE: The petition of the widow and heirs of John 
C. Tae deceased, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims, 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, April 6, 1882. 


Prayer by the e bp Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in answer to a resolu- 
tion of March 30, 1882, a report as to the owners of the land on the 
Virginia and M land shores above the Great Falls of the Potomac 
River, &.; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, 


Mr. FERRY. In deference to the views and wishes of many, I 
move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Mouday 
next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I have received a remonstrance 
7 205 5 the passage of a bill introduced by the Senator from IIlinois 
[Mr. LoGAN] signed by the two chief officers of the Grand Lodge of 
Good Templars of Wisconsin, Inasmuch as the memorial is short and 
a little out of the ordinary style of remonstrances, I will detain the 
Senate long enough to read it. It is addressed to the Congress of the 
United States, and is as follows: 

We, the undersi, „ in behalf of twenty thousand of the citizens of Wisconsin 
whom we represent, do 5 our remonstrance against the ge of 
the bill now pending before the United States Senate, introduced by Senator LOGAN, 
of Illinois, providing that the revenue received by the Government from the liquor 
2 xi xe sib to the different States of the nation, pro rata, as an educa- 

nal fun 

We believe that if this bill becomes a law it will only serve as an additional 
anchor to fasten upon our le a devasta; and devilish traffic, which, in our 
view, has not the shadow of an excuse for an existence, except as founded in avarice, 
unholy appetite, and the determination of the devil to make criminals and paupers- 
of the race, for the sake of increasing the population of hell. 

ly submitted. 
THEO. D. KANOUSE, G. W. C. T. 
B. F. PARKER, G. W. S. 


I retained this memorial in my desk several days hoping that the 
Senator who introduced the bill would be present so that he might 
hear what the opinion of the Good Templars of Wisconsin is in re- 
gard to the bill he had the honor to introduce. I move that the 
memorial be referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of citizens of Texas, praying for 
the repeal of the taxes now levied by the General Government upon 
national and other banking institutions; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of the president 


and eleven members of the faculty of the College of the City of New 
York, praying for a reform in the method of appointment to the civil 
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service; which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service and 
Retrenchment. 

He also presented a petition of the Grand Lodge of Good Tem- 
plars of Western New York, praying for an amendment of the Con- 
stitution of the United States to prohibit the manufacture and sale 


of all alcoholic beverages throughout the national domain; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAWES. I present the petition of F. M. Holmes and a great 
number of business men of Boston, largely engaged in business all 
over the United States and interested very much in the character of 
any permanent system of bankruptcy that may be adopted by Con- 
geo, praying for the enactment of what is called the Lowell bill. 

move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of Charles H. Campbell and 
8 A. Arango, of New York City, praying to be indemnified 
for losses sustained by them of cargo on board the Mary Lowell; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Augustus E. Phillips, of New 
York City, widow of Dr. Au us E. Phillips, late acting United 
States consul at Santiago de Cuba, praying indemnity for the injuries 
and losses sustained by her husband in the discharge of his duties as 
such acting consul ; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. PLATT presented the petition of William L. Ellsworth, pray- 
ing for the repeal of the act of Congress under which letters-patent 
for flre-extinguishers were granted to the heirs of William A. Gra- 
ham, deceased ; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (I. R. No. 5559) 
making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1853, and for other purposes; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The 3 further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President tempore: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1776) for the relief of Medical Director John 
Thornley, United States Navy; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 5588) to admit free of duty articles intended for 
exhibition at the national mining and industrial exposition to be 
held in the city of Denver in the year 1882. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. No. 5559) making appropriations for the support 
of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other 
p s, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bili (S. No. 612) for the relief of Edward L. Walker, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whem was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1614) making an 5 for the erection 
of a light-house at or near Sakonnet Point, Rhode Island, reported 
it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 

S. No. 498) to amend section 4458 of the Revised Statutes, in relation 
steamboat inspection, reported adversely thereon; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. VEST. Lam instructed by the Committee on Commerce to 
report adversely on the bill (S. No. 1203) to exempt vessels of less 
than twenty-five tons on the inland waters of the United States, and 
not engaged in the 5 of passengers, from inspection and 
license under the laws of the United States, and to recommend its 
indefinite postponement. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Florida . CALL] to-the bill, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida 
desire to have tlie bilip on the Calendar? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Iam directed by the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S- No. 
1416) to provide for ocean mail service between the United States 
and foreign ports, to report it with an amendment. 

Mr, Y. I desire to state that that is nota unanimous report 
of the committee. 

APPRAISERS AT NEW ORLEANS. 


Mr. KELLOGG, Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1558) to amend section 2569 of 
the Revised Statutes, to report it without amendment. Lask unan- 
imous consent that the bill be put on its passage. It is-very short, 
and I am sure there will be no objection to it. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It amends section 2569, paragraph 1, 
of the Revised Statutes, by striking out the words “two appraisers 


and one assistant appraiser,” and inserting in lieu thereof “one 
appraiser and two assistant appraisers.” 

Mr. KELLOGG, I will state that there is a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury recommending the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘A bill to amend section 
2569 of the Revised Statutes, in relation to appraisers at the port of 
New Orleans, Louisiana.” 


COPYRIGHT MARK. 


Mr. HOAR. I am directed by the Committee on Patents to report 
and recommend the passage of the bill (S. No. 1582) to amend the 
statutes in relation to copyright. Lam compelled to go out of town 
for perhaps a week or ten days, and I am desirous to have this bill 
put on its passage at once, Task unanimous consent to put it on 
a paaa e now. Let it be read for information first; it is a very 
plain bill. 

The Acting Secretary read the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (8. No. 1582) to amend the statutes 
in relation to copyright, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It provides that manufacturers of designs for molded deco- 
rative articles, tiles, plaques, or articles of pottery or metal subject 
to copyright may put the copyright mark prescribed by section 4962 
of the Revised Statutes, and acts additional thereto, upon the back 
or bottom of such articles, or in such other place upon them as it 
has heretofore been usual for mauufacturers of such articles to em- 
ploy for the placing of manufacturers’, merchants’, and trade marks 

ereon. 

Mr. HOAR. The Revised Statutes require the copyright of all 
copyrighted articles of this kind to be inscribed on the face of the 
article. A and increasing and very 8 industry has 
grown up in Cincinnati, Ohio; Lakeville, Ohio; Chelsea, Massa- 
chnsetts, and in Pennsylvania and New Jersey, in pottery, vases, 
encaustic tiles, and ornamental works of art, like busts and medall- 
ions, All these articles are pissed, and the glazing on the face burns 
up the copyright mark. There is no reason why the mark should 
not be put on the back ; it will be see justas well when the articles 
are sold in the shops. That is the way it is done in Europe, and has 
been from time immemorial. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SURVEYOR AT NEW ORLEANS. 


Mr. KELLOGG. The Committee on Commerce have instructed me 
to make a favorable report on the bill (S. No. 1592) fixing the salary 
of the surveyor of the port of New Orleans. It is a bill of only two 
or three lines, and I ask unanimous consent that it be passed now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think that bill ought to be considered 
except in connection with other salaries. 

Mr. KELLOGG. If the Senator will give me his attention one 
moment I think he will not object. Two years ago the salary was 
reduced from $4,500 to $3,000. It is now $500 Jess than at San n- 
cisco and other ports. I hold in my hand a letter from Secreta: 
Folger recommending that the bill be passed. It was sent here wit 
the bill. I will have it read if the Senator from Ohio desires. I 
apprehend there can be no possible objection to the bill. It is a 
matter of simple justice. The bill is unanimously reported from the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr, SHERMAN. I do not think it onght to be considered except 
in connection with other salaries. 

Mr. KELLOGG. If the Senator will read this letter he will see 
the justice of it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, Reb to me that this measure 
would affect other ports; that it wo z disturb the relations of all. 
I think tho bill ought to go on the Calendar and be properly consid- 


ered. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I hope the Senator will not object. Iam sure 
if the Senator understands it he will not object. 
9 97 DAVIS, of West Virginia. I withdraw any objection to the 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It fixes the salary of the surveyor of 
the port of New Orleans at $4,500 annum. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


INDIANS AT CHEYENNE AND ARAPAHOE AGENCY. 


Mr. DAWES. I desire to ask the attention of the Senate a moment 
to a bill which I ask leave to introduce and put upon its passage. I 
will give the reasons for it as soon asit is read. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1654) to provide for a deficiency in subsistence for the Indians, 
which was read the first time at length, as follows: 

Beit enacted, dc., That the sum of $50,000, orso much thereof as may be necessary, 
is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri: 
ated, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior in sub- 
asistence and care for the Indians in charge of theCheyenne and Arapahoe agency 
in the Indian Territory. 

The bill was read the second time, and considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 
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Mr. DAWES. Lask that the letter from General Pope which I send 
to the desk be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

STARTLING STATEMENTS—STARVING INDIANS GROWING DESPERATE—THE PRESIDENT'S 
ACTION. 

Major William McKee Dunn, captain Second Artillery, the senior aid-de-camp 
on the staff of General P. received a letter here from his chief yesterday, from 
which the following excerpt is taken: 

“Four LEAVENWORTH, Kansas, April 3, 1882, 
leave to-morrow for Reno. The situation is plain, The Indians cannot live 
on reduced beef rations, There are 100,000 cattle zing not far from there. 
Rather than starve they will do as we would do—take by force what cattle are 
needed to k them and their families from starving. This will provoke Indian 

hostilities, which will lead God knows where. The only legal act that the milita: 
can do is to make them starve eee most inhuman service. Some depart 
mentof the Government should assume the responsibilities of spana afew thou- 
sand dollars for beef rather than have an Indtan outbreak on a large scale. There 
is no game to subsist Indians in this Indian Territory. Is it really the intention 
of the Government for such a paltry sum to plunge the frontier in the war with 
Indians or to assemble a strong military force to force these e creatures to 
starve in peace! ‘Chore will be a fearful responsibility somewhere if this matter 
ia not settled now. It can be done in one hour, Should 1 find nothing done when 
Ireach Reno I shall probably assume the responsibility myself, I had rather suffer 
anything myself than to see an Indian wong ee e and fraught 
with a dreadful consequences. There is no reason in it. You show this to the 
Secretary of War. 


“JOIN POPE, 
“ Brovet Major-General Commanding. 
“ Major Wiitam MCKER DUXX, 
“ Washington, D. C.“ 

General John Pope left Fort Leavenworth Tuesday afternoon for the Indlan Ter- 
ritory to take prompt measures a penne the anticipated outbreak at the 
Cheyenne and Arapahoe agency. fore leaving ho telegraphed the alarming con. 
dition of affairs to the Secretary of War, and stated that, unless he wae directed 
otherwise by telegraph, he would on arrival at the scene of trouble proceed to selze 
such numbers of cattle from the numerous herds in the neighborhood as will enable 
him to A ratoe the Indians. President Arthur yesterday afternoon directed 
Secretary Lincoln to telegraph General Popo instructions authorizing him officially 
to take possession by seizure of all cattle can be found within reach to supply 
the Indians, General 7 5 in going from Fort Leavenworth to Reno, took one troop 
of the Ninth Cavalry with him from Fort Riley and three more troops of the same 
regiment and a company of infanjry from Fort Harker. Other forces in the Depart- 
ment of the Missouri have also been ordered to Fort Reno to prevent the outbreak 
which is so much feared. 


Mr. DAWES. I wish to say a word in addition to that statement. 
This condition of wanga was presented to the Committee on Appro- 
priations pending the Indian 8 bill, Previous to that 
the Department had asked for $100,000 to meet the deficiency at this 
agency. In the urgent deficiency bill $50,000 was ted, but 
when the Indian appropria bill was before the Committee on 
Appropriations the Department was very anxious that $80,000 more 
should be put in that bill. Our Committee on Appropriations an- 
thorized the insertion of $50,000 to be made immediately available. 
That has gone through the Senate, and is, or soon will be, pendin 
in conference. It will be very likely a week or ten days before tha 
bill can become alaw. If the $50,000 which was added to that bill 
may be pes in a separate bill in this shape, probably it may go 
through the other branch without much delay, and so far as is pos- 
sible the contingency and the necessity will be met. 

It is true that there is a sarge deficiency at that Indian agency, 
and possibly if the authorities there had in the beginning of the year 
attempted to extend over the whole year the economical measures 
with which the nie id cena act set out in the beginning, they 
might have fonnd themselves in less trouble at this moment. I do 
not know how those factsmay be. I only know that the Indiansare 
actually in want there, having exhau entirely the appropriation 
granted them in the regular appropriation act and the $50 000 in the 
urgent deficiency act, and those Indians, who are not of the most 
85 character, are without the rations which the policy of the 

overnment has been to furnish them from day to day as if they 
were an army of the United States entitled to support by rations 
from the Government. That is the actual condition of things. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs if he has any reliable information as to the cause of 
this sudden deficiency? I wish to call his attention to the fact that 
Little Chief’s band of these Indians, probably some three or four 
hundred, were allowed to withdraw from the Cheyenne and Apache 
territory some time during the early part of the past winter; and I 
cannot understand why, after the withdrawal of three or four hun- 
dred who have hitherto been supported there, there is such a defi- 
ciency as is made ont here now. 

Mr. DAWES. It is true that two or three hundred of the band of 
Little Chief were taken from that agency late in the season, as I 
understand, but it was necessary to provide them with subsistence 
to some extent, as they went away from the agency. How much 
that drew upon the subsistence for the year I am not able to answer 
the Senator from Alabama; but the deficiency arises, I am informed, 
largely from the fact of the increase in the price of beef. Beef is 
largely, almost 9 the element of subsistence of those Indians. 
and the price of beef is somewhere in the neighborhood of a third 
higher it was when the estimate was made and when the regn- 
lar PORR AAN act of last year was passed. 

Mr, PLUMB. Mr. President, I am not going to oppose the appro- 
priation of the money named in the bill of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts; but I desire to call attention to something which, I think, 


if not peculiar, is at any rate somewhat extraordinary in regard to 
this appropriation. 

The appropriation for the subsistence of these Indians last year 
was $350, 000. At the time the awards were made for food and for 
all supplies, nearly a year ago, the Indian Bureau knew absolutely 
how much of s ration that money would enable them to give to the 
Indians. They had before them the limitation which had been put 
by a solemn act of legislation upon their action. Congress had dis- 
tinctly stated that $350,000 should suffice for the discharge of all the 
Government’s obligations to those Indians. It must be borne in 
mind, too, that this is not a treaty obligation; that this is apart 
from and in addition to treaty obligation; it is a gift. Congress said 
last year!“ We will give $350,000 for the support of these Indians, 
and we will not give any more.” It was the business of the execu- 
tive department of the Government to bring its operations within 
that appropriation, and if there was to be a diminution of the ration 
to make it from the beginning of the year, 

Instead of that, these Indians were given full rations from the 
beginning, as though Congress had provided for full rations, notwith- 
standing the burean knew absolutely from the moment the awards 
were made that full rations could not be given throughout the en- 
tire year: Thus it is that we are confronted by a total deficiency for 
nearly a quarter of the year; while, if the ration had been appor- 
tioned during the entire year according to the appropriations, there 
would have been only a small daily diminution; not enough to have 
made any serious difference, 

It therefore appears that the limitation fixed by legislation was of 
no avail, Congress appropriates, but the Departments expend, and 
they expend in defiance of the appropriation. It is equally true that 
every other thing which the Department thought the Indians shonld 
have was bought in full supply, notwithstanding the knowledge that 
there would be a deficiency in the food supply. Every bit of calico, 
every trinket, every bit of clothing, and everything of that kind was 
bonght up to the maximum, notwithstanding it diminished the food 
just that much It is time, 1 think, that Congress should have some 
control of this Indian question and that the executive department 
of the Government should have such control, and such only, as Con- 
gress may confer. 

There is another very significant thing. I have in my hand Exec- 
utive Document No. 100, in which it is shown that for the fiscal 
years 1877, 1878, 1879, 1880, and 1881 the Department did not expend 
all the funds which the treaty 1 this Government required 
to be expended for the benefit of these Indians by 828,205.90. We 

ive to one tribe of these Indians $20,000 a year to be expended for 

neficial objects; we give to another tribe 830,000 a year to be ex- 
ended for the same purpose; and both of these sums to be expended 
in the discretion of the President for the benefit of the Indians, Ont 
of that ap e he can purchase food, clothing, blankets, or 
anything else he may choose, and yet, while the Department has been 
creating a deficiency every year for food, they have been aceumn- 
lating a surplus out of the funds of the Indians until there is now iy 
the asury $28,205.39 of their own money left, and we are called 
on now to make an appropriation of $130,000 to make up a deficiency 
in last year’s supply alone. That is “eating the cake and keeping 
it,” if I know anything about what that phrase means. 

Besides that, we have complet these Indians to carry the freight 
of the Government. They have been employed by private parties 
for the same purpose; they have been employed by the Army for the 
same purpose; and yet notwithstanding the fact that by the means 
the Government has put in their hands they have been able to earn 
something, they have earned that and kept it, and have called upon 
the Government for the fall pound of flesh which they had in the 
beginning. I said a pound, but I meant two pounds. A soldier who 
served the Government for $13 or $16 a month got a pound and a 
quarter of beef round,“ as the saying is, including bone, hide, and 
horns. These Indians get two pounds a day of beef, and the hides 
are given to them in addition; and yet, because they are threatened 
with a reduction of a portion of that supply, they say, We will go 
upon the war path.” It is a little thing, of course, to save a row and 
a war by the yp Ag Pecan of $100, but if we do it this year we 
shall have to do it next year. If we knuckle to these people now 
and establish the principle that the executive de ment may pledge 
the Government 125 the appropriation, and then let these In- 
dians say, „We will have just as much as we want or we will go on 
— pee path, and compel you to come down,” where is to be the end 
of it A 

During all the years this appropriation has been going on the 
Department has done little if anything to make these Indians self- 
supporting. They lean upon the Government stronger and harder 
every year for support. They are not only idle, but they are insolent in 
their idleness, and the conduct of the Department tends to encourage 
that insolence and make it more effective. We are acting now under 


the ee of a dispatch from the commander of the department 


in which these Indians are located, saying in substance they must 
have $80,000, in addition to a fifty-thousanc -dollar deficiency already 
voted, or else there will be an outbreak. This amount of money 
can be spared and the Treasury not be paralyzed; bnt it is the prin- 
ciple of the thing, in the first place, as applied to the action of the 
executive department, and, in the next place, as applied to cur deal- 
ings with these Indians. The Indians will never do a thing or their 
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self-support so long as we concede to them every single thing which 
their distended stomachs demand, and the demand increases with 
every new concession. They are getting more from the Government 
to-day than they got five years ago, and the question of their inde- 
pendence of Government support recedes every year. 

The estimate of the Department for the coming year for the sup- 
port of these Indians is $400,000, and yet for the last year we gave 
them $350,000, and we put $50,000 in the urgent deficiency act, 
making $400,000. We have put $50,000 more into the Indian appro- 
priation bill, making $450,000; and yet the Department says we 
must put in $30,000 more or there will still be a war. 

I think the executive department ought to commence with the 
beginning of the year and say, ‘‘ Congress says a certain amount of 
money shall be applied to your support during this year, and we ap- 
portion the ration during the whole 365 days; we will not give you 
what you want for the first 300 or the first 250 days, and then confront 
the Government with the consequences of your starvation during the 
remaining portion of the year.” In the next place, if we do not quit 
this indiscriminate feeding we have got to keep it up just so long as 
the Indians live, and they will live to an uncomfortable old age if 
we keep them in idleness. 

As I said, this is apart wholly from the question of whether we 
shall give this money, but it is a good time to call attention to the 
inherent vice of all our dealings with the Indians. We simply give 
the money according to the demand of the Department, and we ask 
for nothing in return, only that there shall not be a war. We are 
perpetuating this condition of things; we are not discharging our 
obligations to the Indians as we ought, and we are not discharging 
aur obligations to the Government in not calling a halt in this un- 
wise, expensive, and vicious policy. 

Mr. DAWES. Itis probable that if this bill shall pass the amend- 
ment to the regular Indian appropriation bill increasing the amount 
$50,000 will be 8 in. Of course I cannot speak with 
manage ; butitis very probable that that will be the result. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. esident, the gravity of the delinquency of 
which the Secretary of the Interior has been guilty in this trans- 
action is made more apparent when it is known that a diminution 
of the beef rations of one-sixteenth part at the beginning of the year 
would have made the i ig ge extend liberally over the entire 
fiscal twelve months; that is, had the already extravagant beef 
ration of the Indians been diminished by four onnces per day the 
appropriation would have carried the Department entirely through 
till the 1st of July next. 

Mr. COCKRELL, What excuse does the Department give for not 
having made the ration extend with the appropriation during the 
entire year? 

Mr. INGALLS. I am not here as the apologist or champion or 
defender of the Indian policy of the Interior Department. I merely 
wanted to accentuate and emphasize what my colleague had said by 
calling attention to the fact that in direct violation of the instrue- 
tions of Con, when the amount of money had been appropriated 
and was definite, with information as to the number of rations to be 
issued, rather than diminish the ration one-sixteenth per Indian they 
E to issue a full ration of two pounds per Indian per day, and 

et us meet a deficiency before the year was three-fourths expired. 

I say that in private transactions that would be a breach of trust, 
and if this Government were properly administered cases of that 
kind would constitute impeachable offenses. 

Lhave nothing to say about the propery of voting this appropria- 
tion. We are confronted by a b y exigency. it is a question 
now whether we shall appropriate this $50,000 or meet with the pos- 
sibility of blood, reprisals, and massacres. Of course there can be 
no Cuestion which is best to be done, but I say that if there is a drop 
of blood shed, if there is a cabin burned or a dollar’s worth of prop- 
erty destroyed, the fault is with the Secretary of the Interior, and 
that Department is directly responsible for it. 

Mr. DAWES. I think it is due to the Interior Department to say 
in its behalf that the amount of beef per day which been meted 
out during the last year is according to the rule that has prevailed 
ever since the Government undertook to support the Indians down 
at that agency. The Department could not tell how much a pound 
of beef would cost until after they had advertised for the lowest bid, 
and that was after the appropriation bill had become a law. The 
amount fixed in the statute could not control the contract, because 
the contract must be given to the lowest bidder, and must be given 
after the bill passed; so that the Interior Department of the present 
day is not answerable for the amount of bee nor is the Interior De- 
partnient answerable for the cost of the beef. They couldnot meas- 
ure the amount of beef by the amount of the appropriation ; the two 
had to E on independent poon They could not control the 
price of the beef any more than they could control the amount of the 
appropriation. This much oughtto be said in behalf of the Interior 
Department, 

Alter the contract was made and after the appropriation was made, 
it is possible that the Interior Department might have involved us 
in this difficulty earlier than now by cutting down therations. Some 
other policy than that forced upon the Interior Department by the 
laws of d e of which we are a E is necessary before we meet 
the difficulties which the Senators from Kansas have very properly 


called the attention of the Senate to, rather I think than lay it at 
the door of the Interior Department. 

Mr. MORGAN. Perhaps it is not my duty to defend the Secretary 
of the Interior in reference to this matter now called to the attention 
of the Senate by the Senators from Kansas, but the Senate should 
remember that there was a select committee to investigate the con- 
dition of the 27 prem and Arapahoe Indians. 

Mr. DAWES. I cannot hear the Senator from Alabama. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama either 
does not talk loud enough or there is too much talk in the Senate 


Chamber. 
Mr. HARRIS. Ifthe Senator from Alabama will allow me, I should 

like to ask what question is before the Senate ? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is whether the Senate 
ill of $50,000 to keep these Indians from 


will pass an appropriation 
starving. 

Mr. HARRIS. Has the Senate consented to consider the bill dur- 
ing the moring niir? 


e PRESIDENT tempore. Long ago. 
Mr. HARRIS. e unanimous Corbeni of the Senate has been 
obtained ? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has. 

Mr. HARRIS. I made the inquiry because I was inclined to object 
to its consideration to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
remaining until one o’clock. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not feel that I am called upon to do a day’s 
work here as a man would with a maul and an ax in order to make 
myself heard in the Senate. Ido not desire to put myself to that 
much physical labor in order to pet what views I have on public 
questions expressed in this body, but I am not responsible if I can- 
not speak loud enough. 

The present Secretary of the Interior was the chairman of a select 
committee of the Senate to investigate the condition of the Cheyenne 
and Arapahoe Indians. Hetook with him a committee who were very 
diligent and made a very thorough investigation, and he reported 
the facts to the Senate and recommended the adoption of certain res- 
olutions, which, if they had been adopted at the time, would, I think, 
have materially contributed to placing the Cheyennes and Arapahoes 
upon a self-sustaining footing. 

It is the fault of Congress more than that of the Secretary of the 
Interior that this matter has not been attended toalready. We have 
allowed these Indians to remain there in their virtual condition of 

risoners of war, for that is their actual condition, supported by the 
vernment of the United States, without affording them any real 
facilities for self-sustentation, and they will get in no better condi- 
tion as long as we observe the policy toward them that we have here- 
tofore done. 

I merely desired to make these observations in justification of the 
action of the Secretary of the Interior as far as they go. There is 
certainly an excuse in the present condition of these Indians, who 
are kept there without employment and without the means of mak- 
inga 1 ha ve not the facilities for making a living upon 
that soil. igation is an indispensable necessity to their support, 
or else they must be furnished with herds of cattle to graze over those 
wide plains from which they can get a subsistence. e of those two 
conditions is an absolute necessity, and Con has neglected to 
provide either of them. The result, therefore, is that when the price 
of beef goes up in the market the appropriation falls short of pur- 
chasing a sufficient supply, and the Indians are left to starve or to. 
feed themselves by depredations. That is the exact situation, and I 
desired only to say that much in justification or rather in vindieation 
of the Secretary of the Interior. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered: 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FARLEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to- 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1655) to execute certain treaty stipulations. 
relating to Chinese; which was read twice by its title, and referred’ 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1656) to enable corporations to become 
sureties on official bonds; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COCKRELL. At the request of a reputable attorney of the 
District of Columbia, I ask leave to introduce a bill of the merits of 
which I know nothing. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1657) for payment to Daniel Donovan for additional labor and 
services rendered the District of Columbia; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia 


Mr. HARRIS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. reaped Ihe increase the sa of the surveyor 
of the port of Memphis; which was read twice by its title, and 
refi to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MCPHERSON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1659) granting a pension to Mrs. 


There are only five minutes more 
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Ellen M. Boggs; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1660) authorizing the ap- 
pointment of a commission of colored men to inquire into and report 
upon the industrial, intellectual, and material pro of thecolored 
poopie of the United States since the war, and making appropriations 

‘or the same; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1661) granting a pension to Mary E. McCon- 
nell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 


rox AND WISCONSIN RIVERS IMPROVEMENT. 
Mr. SAWYER submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, and he is hereby, instructed to report 
to the Senate the amount of 3 or awards, and in whose favor rendered 


POWERS & NEWMAN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no farther “ concur- 
rent or other resolutions” the morning hour has expired, and the 
‘Senate proceeds to the consideration of the Calendar under the 
Anthony rule. : . 

The first bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 826) for the relief 
of Powers & Newman and D. and B. Powers. 

The PRESIDENT pro 7 The Chair calls the attention of 
the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. INGALLs.] Does the Senator desire 
the bill considered, the report not having been printed ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Then I prefer it to retain its place on the Calen- 
dar, to be considered when the report comes in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. x 

8S. W. MARSTON, 

The bill W No. 1 authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
settle the claims of S. W. Marston, late United States Indian agent 
at Union agency, Indian Territory, for services and expenses, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to authorize 
the Secretary of the Interior to cause to be examined and audited 
the claims of S. W. Marston, late United States Indian agent at 
Kanon agmen Indian Territory, for services rendered and nses 
ine by {m in the months of July, A September, and Oc- 
tober, 1878, which claims were transmi to the Office of Indian 
Affairs about November in that year, and to pay to him whatever 
sum of money may be found to be Justi due to for such services 

-and expenses, not exceeding in amount $448.10. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


KINSEY B. CECIL. 


The bill (S. No. 281) to confirm the title to certain lands in Platte 
Gounty, Missouri, and authorize patents to be issued therefor to Kin- 
1 Sos Cecil, was considered asin Committee of the Whole, 

preamble recites that George Smith did, on the 9th of April, 
1862, make entry at the Uni States land office at Boonville, 
Missouri, of the northeast fractional quarter and the southeast frac- 
tional quarter, 1 N of Bee Creek,) section 31, township 53, range 
35, containing 19.52 acres, per cash certificate numbered 8, dated 
April 9, 1862; and that Joseph Meyer did, on the 9th of April, 1862, 
make entry at the United States land office at Boonville, Missouri, of 
the northwest fractional quarter of the northeast fractional quarter, 
(West of Bee Creek,) section 31, township 53, Fango 35, containing 1.73 
acres, roan certificate numbered 38377, da April 9, 1862; and 
‘that the purchase-money for these fractions of land is still retained 
by the Government of the United States, and the lands have long 
since passed into the hands of innocent purchasers, who have occu- 
ied the same, paid taxes, and made valuable improvements thereon, 
wing had no notice that the entries had been canceled until 
recently. The bill therefore confirms the enties described, and 
authorizes patents to be issued for the lands described to Kinsey B. 
Cecil, the assignee of George Smith and Joseph Meyer. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be en for a third reading, read the third time, and 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the preamble, 

The preamble was agreed to. 


CORNELIA A. SHULTZ, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1202) granting 
a pension to Cornelia A. Shultz. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BLAIR] introduced this bill, but it has not been referred to any 
committee. 

Mr. BLAIR. That bill may be pema over for the present. 

The PRESIDENT p tempore. It will be passed over. 

Mr. BLAIR. Without prejudice? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be the understanding. 
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DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR OFFICERS. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1190) for the 
relief of diplomatic and consular officers of the United States. 

Mr. OM. Let that bill be passed over for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed over. 

P. L. WARD. 

The bill (S. No. 999) for the relief of P. L. Ward, widow and ex- 
ecutrix of William Ward, deceased, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It provides for the 2 8 ent to P. L. Ward, executrix 
of William Ward, deceased, of Norfolk, Virginia, of $2,075.13, in full 
satisfaction of all claim for beef and vegetables furnished by William 
Ward to the United States Navy, and in full satisfaction for hay sold 
to the quartermaster of the United States Army. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word “ beef,” to insert “hay.” 

The amendment was a to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed, 

PETER GALLAGHER. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2223) for the relief of Peter Gallagher was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment 
of $89.57 to Peter Gallagher, of Washington, District of Columbia, 
5 him in consequence of joint resolutlon approved February 28, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


B. F. ROCKEFELLOW. 


The bill (S. No. 168) for the relief of B. F. Rockefellow was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the Damant 
of $614.11 to B. F. Rockefellow on his account as postmaster at Cañon 
City, Colorado, or so much of that amount as shall appear to the 

popes accounting officer of the Government to have been paid by 
ockefellow for necessary clerk hire in Cañon City post-office. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SONE AND FLEMING MANUFACTURING COMPANY. 


The bill (S. No. ap for the relief of the Sone and Fleming Manu- 
facturing 7 page 0 imited, of the city of New York, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, after the word “ do » in line 6, to strike out “in gold coin 
of the United States;” and in line 7, after the word “cents,” to strike 
out in currency;” so as to make the bill read: 

That the of the T be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to pa; Hogs Ne Fleming Man Com ay, limited, of the city of 
New York, the sum of $5,265.78, being the amount drawback of duties due to 
by but which were not entered for draw- 


them on certain tin cans 
back within the time fixed by law, owing to the embezzlement of the drawback 


Auret their dishonest clerk; said payment to be mado out of any money in the 
United States not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ALBERT GRANT. 

The bill (S. No. 486) for the relief of Albert Grant was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to direct the Court of 
Claims to reopen and readjudicate the case of Albert Grant and 
Darius Jackson (doing business as A. Grant & Co.) upon the evidence 
heretofore submitted to the court in that cause, (5 Court of Claims 
Reports, 80,) and if the court in such readjudication shall find from 
such evidence that the court gave judgment for a different sum than 
the evidence sustains or the court intended, it shall correct such 
error and adjudge to Albert Grant such additional sum as the evi- 
dence shall justify, not to exceed $14,016.29; and the amount by 
readjudication in favor of Grant shall be a part of the original judg- 
ment in the cause recorded in 5 Court of Claims Reports, 80. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SALMON B. COLBY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (8. No. 162) for the 
relief of Salmon B. Colby. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is an adverse report in that case. / 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator who reported the bill 
[Mr. Jackson] is not present, and it will be passed over. 

Mr. COC . Lobject to its consideration, so that it shall not 


retain its pae on the Calendar. 
SSIDENT pro tempore. It goes to the foot of the Calendar. 
NATIONAL SAFE-DEPOSIT COMPANY. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 152) to amend 
an act entitled An act to inco: 
Company of Washington, in the 
January 22, 1867. 


The PR 


rate the National Safe-Deposit 
istrict of Columbia,” approved 


1882. 


Mr. TELLER. That is reported adversely. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to its considera- 
tion? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I object to its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

OFFICIAL LETTER-BOOKS OF NORTH CAROLINA. 

The joint resolution (S. R. No. 18) directing copies of the official let- 
ter-books of the executive department of the State of North Carolina 
to be furnished to said State was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to direct the Secretary of War to cause to be 
made out duly-certified copies of the official letter-books of the ex- 
ecutive department of the State of North Carolina, now in the War 
Department, and to be delivered to the governor of North Carolina, 
retaining the originals in the War Department. 

The joint ‘resolution was reported to the Senate, ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT KEY WEST. 


The bill (S. No. 1230) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to erect a public building in the city of Key West, Florida, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 504) to provide 
for ascertaining and settling private land claims in certain States 
and Territories. 

Mr. BAYARD. I think that bill had better be passed over with- 
out prejudice. I should like to say to the Senate that the bill is one 
of general importance for the settlement of all private land claims 
in iis several States and Territories, and whenever we can have a 
discussion of it longer than the five-minute rule will allow, I will 
urge its consideration. 

. TELLER. Before the bill goes over I should like to call atten- 
tion to the limitation in the bill that the Government will not recog- 
nize a grant exceeding eleven leagues. 

Mr. BAYARD. There are many limitations. 

Mr. TELLER. That limitation should be changed so as to apply 
only to grants issued after 1828. That was the time that act was 
passed. Previous to that there was no such limitation, and some 
old grants that were made many years ago included more land. 

Mr. BAYARD. When the bill comes up, my friend and I can dis- 
cuss that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been passed over. The 
Chair calls attention to the fact that five or six other cases were 
reported adversely by the committee, They will be passed over, 


3 the general bill. 
. BAYARD. I think they had better be passed over. Gentle- 
men may desire to discuss them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. All bills will be passed over down 
to order of business No, 254. 

SARAH M’DONALD. 

The bill (S. No. 589) for the relief of Sarah McDonald was an- 
nounced as next in order on the Calendar. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. MORRILL. From what committee was this bill reported! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PLUMB. I willstate in a moment, I think to the satisfaction 
of the Senator from Vermont, the facts in the case. 

Mr. MORRILL. I merely rose for the purpose of saying that I do 
not think it necessary to make a report of the case in the preamble 
of a bill in the whereases inserted. All the whereases here ought to 
be stricken out. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have not the slightest objection to that. I did 
not draw the bill myself, though I introduced it, and I am willing 
to submit to the verbal critic of the Senator from Vermont on 
that point. I will state the facts in the case. 

In 1866 Congress made a grant of land to the Leavenworth, Law- 
rence and Galveston Railroad Company and to what is now the 
Missouri, Kansas and Texas Railway Company. In due course of 
time patents were ted to those railroad companies for the al- 
ternate sections of land on their lines of road through what were 
known as the Osage lands, in the State of Kansas. Subsequently 
the 7 Court held, by a decision rendered by the present occu- 
pant of the chair, [Mr. Davis, of Illinois, ] that the patents issued 
were void, that the grant did not cover this land at all. Meanwhile 
the railroad companies had proceeded to sell this land to various per- 
sons, and among others to Alexander McDonald, and had conveyed 
to him by warranty deed. About that time the railroad companies 
went into 3 and Mr. Me Donald was remitted to his rights 
against them—which of course, amounted to nothing—and over to 
his rights against the Government. 

Congress passed an act authorizing the sale of the Osage lands to 
actual settlers for the benefit of the Indians and reserved for persons 
who had purchased from the railroad companies only the right to 
buy one quarter-section at the appraised price. Mr. McDonald had 
bought five quarter-sections from the railroad companies, but could 
only buy one from the Government under the law by paying for it 
again at the rate of a dollar and a quarter an acre, leaving four 


XIII 166 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2641 


uarter-sections of land he had bought and paid for at the rate of 

0 a quarter, which he had no recourse for at all. He died subse- 
quently a bankrupt. His wife now asks simply that she may have 
the right to have an equal number of acres of the public land, which 
cannot in any case be worth one-quarter what the land was that he 
bought and paid for in lieu of this land conveyed to him thus under 
the sanction of a patent of the Government. 

Mr. FERRY. I ask the Senator whether the lands are wholly 
within the State of Kansas? 

Mr. PLUMB. Wholly within the State of Kansas. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the recitals in this bill ought never to 
be entered in the statute. I object to it to-day, without prejudice 
however, so that the matter may be put in proper form. I know 
nothing about the facts, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over. 

Mr. PLUMB. Without losing its place on the Calendar ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. I think we had better look into the 
phraseology of the bill. 

Mr. PL 5 ane pean may be left out. 
Mr. SHERMAN. t will involve a change in the body of the 


bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 
DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR OFFICERS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair passed over the bill (S. 
No. 1190) for the relief of diplomatic and consular officers of the 
United States, which the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WrnpoM] 
wishes to have considered now. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. It proposes to authorize the President of the United States, 
in his discretion, to direct the payment, from the appropriation for 
contingent expenses of foreign intercourse, of the necessary expenses 
attending the last sickness and funeral of any diplomatic officer of 
the United States, consul-general, consul, or consular clerk, who may 
die in a foreign country, when it shall appear to him that the 
dec was pecuniarily unable to pay the same. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, and 
ordered to be en for a third reading. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I wish to ask the Senator from 
Minnesota whether this is a general bill respecting the diplomatic 
service generally ? 

Mr. WINDOM. It is a general bill to enable the President, in his 
discretion, to pay the expenses of the last sickness and burial of con- 
sular and diplomatic officers in foreign countries, when it is shown 
to him that they have not the ability to pay them, thereby savi 
e Government from the disgrace of having foreigners care for an 
bury our own officials or compelling them to incur debts which they 
cannot pay. We have had several cases of that kind, and the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations thought it better to pass a general bill 
placing the whole matter in the discretion of the President, to pay 
where the officer is unable to pay. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West MURDA We have had several special cases 
of that kind, and I am glad to hear the Senator say this is a general 
bill, so as to prevent special legislation hereafter. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


FEES OF REGISTERS AND RECEIVERS. 


The bill (S. No. 171) in relation to certain fees allowed registers 
and receivers was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
an amendment, after the word “officers,” in line 7, to strike out: 

And in all cases where such fees have been deposited in the Treasury of the 
United States since the 1st day of July, 1877, under instructions of the Gommis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, the registers and the receivers on whose account 


such deposits have been made shall be reimbursed the same out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


So as to make the bill read: 


That the fees allowed registers and receivors for testimony reduced by them to 
writing for claimants, in establishing pre-emption and homestead rights and min- 
eral entries, and in contested cases, shall not be considered or taken into account 
in determining the maximum of compensation of said officers. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I offer an amendment which is in terms, I think, 
the same as that Propo by the Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. WIN- 
DOM, ] whom I did not observe in his seat when I rose, to add a sec- 
ond section, and I may state that this section was drawn at the 
office of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and meets the 
concurrence of that officer and of the Department: 


Sec. 2. That 
of town: 


from the party obtaining said plat or 
cation by the proper State or Territorial anthorities, farnish, for the purpose of 
taxation, a list of all lands soldin their respective districts, together with the names 
of the purchasers, and shall be allowed to receive compensation for the same not 
to exceed ten cents per entry; and the sums thus received for plats and lists shall 
not be considered or taken into account in determining the maximum of compen- 
sation of said officers. 


Mr. COCKRELL. That is the exact language of the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Minnesota. 
Mr. WINDOM. I think the Senator from Kansas, the chairman of 
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the committee, has offered the amendment. If not, it may be con- 
sidered as offered by me. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment of the Senator from Kansas is 
verbatim the amendment of the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. WINDOM. That was the reason I was yielding the honor to 
my friend from Kansas, as he is chairman of the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas, ought 
there not to be some restriction on the charges that may be made by 
the land officers for these plats and diagrams? 

Mr. PLUMB. That is to be fixed by the Land Office here. They 
will fix a schedule of fees which these parties are entitled to charge. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no provision in regard to a limitation on 
the charge to be made to an individual for plats. I think that ought 
to be provided, because the officers might make an unusual charge, 
and they might make the delivery of such a plat a condition of an 
entry, or something of that kind. 

Mr. PLUMB. This says it shall not exceed ten cents per entry. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That only applies to that entered and sold. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I move to amend by-saying that it shall not 
exceed fifteen cents per folio for the writing n to be done. 

. SHERMAN. Fifteen cents would be no compensation for a 


The question is on the amendment. 


Mr. 8 
township plat. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is ten cents an entry for a township plat. 

Mr. TELLER. There is no trouble about a township plat, which is 
already printed and is only to be marked. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to insert after the word“ diagram,” 
in line 5 of the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas, which 
is the same as that offered by the Senator from Minnesota, and printed, 
“at such rates as may be prescribed by the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office.“ 

Mr. SHERMAN. That will be better. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will then read: 

and receivers shall, u applica furnish plats or di 
8 tive shoving 5 N vacant and what 
A OEE mid stat ax Goatees. eh. SO rakes ex any be POTC by ee 
0 

282 General Land Office. l z 

Mr. PLUMB. Ithink if the Senator will read a little further he 
will find it is sufficiently covered by the language now embraced in 
the amendment. This last provision in regard to compensation ap- 
plies to both classes, applies to the 1 of an individual and 
the application of the corporate authorities. It only provides for 
one c of service rendered, the furnishing of a statement showing 
what lands are vacant and what lands are taken; and it says that 
compensation for that service shall not exceed ten cents per entry. 

2 These words do not apply to the other case. 

Lou cannot make them apply to the first part. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think they do, but I shall make no objection to 
the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

CALIFORNIA’S FIVE PER CENT. ON LAND SALES. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 311) granting to 

California 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of the sale of publiclands in 


that State. 
Mr. FARLEY. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would suggest that it is 


impossible to pass this bill under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. FARLEY. I do not know that it will lead to much debate, 
as it is favorably reported by the Committee on Public Lands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair had reference to a gen- 
eral 5 cent. bill. He sees that this applies to California alone. 

Mr. PARLEY. That is another bill entirely. 

The PRESIDENT cas, te The Senator from California has a 
eee to haro the bill considered unless vbjection be made. The bill 
be re 


The Acting Secretary read the preamble of the bill. 

Mr. SHE . The recital in the preamble is not true, because 
the States named there are now seeking to get the very 5 per cent. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Ohio is mistaken. It is not that 
5 per cent. which is here referred to. Itis that heretofore accorded 
without controversy which is covered by this bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam sure those States have applied here to get 
the 5 per cent. allowed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should be glad to have the bill read and have the 
matter fairly stated, so that it may be understood now before objec- 
tion is made. : 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. SHE I object to the bill new. I think it ought to be 
considered in connection with the other. I have no objection to 
California having everything which has been granted to other land 
States. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator will withdraw the objection for a 
moment, I wish to state in regard to this bill that the States 


named in the preamble have had 5 per cent, upon the sales of the 
public lands within their limits as that word ‘‘sales” has been con- 
strued by the accounting officers of the Government. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Sales for money. 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, as the term sales“ has been construed by the 
accounting officers of the Government. Now, there is another sum 
in dispute which is the subject of another bill, and that is in relation 
to the entries by military land warrants, the States claiming that the 
lands taken by the military land warrants were lands sold within the 
meaning of the act of admission. But this bill does not assume to enter 
into that question at all. It swp puts California on the footin, 
never denied to Kansas and Nebraska and the other States uam 
gives her 5 per cent. on the sales the same as has been given to the 
other States. By some oversight, as I am bound to suppose it was, 
the act of admission of California did not provide for this, and yet 
there area t many reasons in equity why California should have 
this privilege extended to her that did not apply to the other States, 
And I assure the Senator from Ohio that this does not open any con- 
troversy at all; it does not touch the question in controversy in Sen- 
ate bill No. 67, which has been reported and will be brought before 
the Senate in a few days. It simply puts California on the same 
footing on which these other States undeniably stand without any 
question or controversy as to what she should receive, and gives her 
only 5 per cent. on the cash sales of public land within her limits. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no report with this bill; there is no way 
in which we can ascertain the exact facts. Five per cent. of all the 
land granted for various purposes by land grants might be a very 
lage sum. I object for the pone 

Mr. PLUMB. Lask that the bill retain its place on the Calendar. 

ane PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed over without 

rejudice. 
3 Me SHERMAN. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. FARLEY. And retain its place on the Calendar where it 
now is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If it is passed over without preju- 
dice that is the effect. 8 

Mr. SHERMAN, I will say further that I think in cases like this 
the committee ought always to make a report. I believe every case 
1 pas objected to where there was not a report accompany- 
ing the bill, 

r. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I should like to ask the amount of 


money involved. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The case has been passed over. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I know, but I should like informa- 
tion on that point, 

Mr. PLUMB. I cannot tell precisely. 

PERIQUE TOBACCO. 

The bill (S. No. 390) to amend section 3362 of the Revised Statutes 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposesto amend 
section 3362, as amended by the act of March 1, 1229 by inserting, 
after the words “ or for export,” and before the words “under ah 
e in the second provision of the section, the following 
words: 

And perique tobacco may be sold by the manufacturer or producer thereof, in 
the form o 3 directly to a Y- qualified manufacturer, to be cut or 

ulated and as material in the manufacture of cigarettes or smoking- 
bacco, without the payment of tax. 


Mr. BAYARD. This bill was reported from the Committee on 
Finance after due examination, and has the approval of the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue. If any Senator desires an explana- 
tion I can make it, but if not I hope the bill will be passed without 
delay. It has passed the Senate once before. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and 

Mr. DAWES. Lask the Senate to have the title amended, so as 
to indicate what subject is affected by it. I move to add to the title, 
“relating to perique tobacco.” 

Mr. BAY. . There is no objection to that. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to amend section 
3362 of the Revised Statutes, relating to perique tobacco.” 

BRIDGE NEAR NAVAL ACADEMY. 


The bill (S. No. 726) granting the right of way to the county of 
Anne Arundel, in the State of Maryland, through the United States 
Government grounds near the City of Annapolis, Maryland, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill recites that by an act of the General Assembly of Maryland 
passed at the January session, 1880, chapter 165, the county com- 
missioners of Anne Arundel County are authorized and required to 
build a bridge over the Severn River from the present public or 
county wharf in Annapolis, situated at the foot of the street com- 
monly called and known as Wagner street, to Ferry Bar, on the 
opposite side of the river, or at such point on the river as in the 
opaa of the commissioners shall be most practical and convenient ; 


t it is proposed, in accordance with the wishes of the authorities 
of the Naval Academy at Annapolis, and to facilitate the movements 
of their vessels, fleets, &c., to locate and build the bridge at a point 
higher up the river, and from what is known as Meadow Bar, within 
the limits of the United States Government grounds at Annapolis, 
to Brice’s Point, on the opposite side of the river; and that the pro- 
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posed os S in the location and site of the bridge necessitates the 
granting of a right of way by Congress through the Government 


unds at Annapolis in order to the free and unobstructed use of 
fhe bridge, and to furnish to the public free ingress and egress to and 
from the city. 

The bill therefore pn the right of WAT: to the county of Anne 
Arundel, Maryland, fora public road through the United States Gov- 
ernment grounds near the city of Annapolis, from a point on the 
Severn River known as Meadow Bar (the same being within the limits 
of the property known as the Government Farm and belonging to 
the United States) to the road adjoining the naval cemetery lot; 
thence along with and following the line of that road to the bridge 
spanning the creek commonly known as College Creek ; thence over 
and across that bridge to and following the road leading therefrom 
to the corporate limits of the city of Annapolis. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs with 
an amendment, to add the following proviso: 

Provided further, That the said county of Anne Arundel shall keep the said 
road and the present bridge over College Creek in good repair, to the satisfaction 
of the Superintendent of the Naval Academy. 

The amendment was a d to. 

Mr. GROOME. I offer the following additional amendment: 

And provided further, That the Government of the United States shall, before 
turning said bridge over to the said county of Anne Arundel, put the same in 
thorough repair. 

I will say in explanation of the amendment that by an agreement 
made between the county authorities of Anne Arundel and the authori- 
ties of the Naval Academy, at Annapolis, the county authorities are 
hereafter to keep in repair a bridge now built and owned by the 
Government of the United States. That agreement, however, also 
requires that that bridge shall first be put in good repair by the 
Government of the United States. The amendment that I offer is 
recommended by the Secretary of the Navy, whose letter I hold in 
my 5 which can be sent to the Clerk's desk if any Senator desires 

t read. ; ‘ 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest that the word “thorough” is very 
indefinite; let it bechanged to“ good.“ “Good repair” is better than 
“thorough repair.“ 

Mr. G OOME. I have no objection te that modification of the 
amendment, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment will be so modified. 

The amendment as modified was a; $ 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

JOHN FRASER. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 862) for the relief 
of John Fraser, 

Mr. ROLLINS. I should like to have that bill passed over with- 
out losing its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 


SOUTH CAROLINA’S ARMS ACCOUNT. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1082) anthoriz- 
ng the Secretary of War to adjust and settle the account for arms 
between the State of South Carolina and the Government of the 
United States. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Let the report be read. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to read the report sub- 
mitted by Mr. Hampton, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
bce tA 21, 1882, but before concluding, 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator from South Carolina if he will 
object to that bill e without prejudice until Monday. I 
should like to add the State of Colorado to the bill. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I will consent to its going over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 

ALEXANDER FRANCESCO. 


The bill (S. No. 1278) for the correction of the military record of 
Alexander Francesco, deceased, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to direct the Secretary of War to enter npon 
the rolls of Company D, Forty-fifth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, the name of Alexander Francesco as a private, duly mus- 
tered as of date October 24, 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAPANESE INDEMNITY FUND. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1052) in rela- 
tion to the Japanese indemnity fund. 

Mr. ING S. I object to the consideration of that bill this 
moning. 

Mr. MORGAN. That bill has been called up on several occasions, 
and this is the first time it has been reached on the Calendar. I do 
not intend to intrude the bill upon the Senate at any inopportune 
time; at the same time there have been various occasions when I 
thought the Senate might have considered it without any trouble. 
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I desire that the Senate will allow this bill to pass over without 
prejudice, because it may after all be necessary to consider it in the 
morning hour. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have no objection to that course being taken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
ont prejudice. 

JOSEPH C. IRWIN. 

The bill (S. No. 954) for the relief of Joseph C. Irwin was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment to 
Joseph C. Irwin, of Kansas City, Missouri, of 88,378.46, in payment 
and full satisfaction of all claims under contract, and for eighty cav- 
alry horses delivered by Irwin to Major J. M. Moore, quartermaster 
at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, February 2, 1872, upon the coutract 
of Andrew J. Williams, and for which pay ment, in whole or in part, 
has never been made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ithinksome brief explanation ought to be given 
of such a bill. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Is there a report? 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. Irwin was the bondsman of Mr. Williams. 
Mr. Williams attempted to fill the contract and was likely to fail, 
and Mr. Irwin took it off his hands. Mr. Irwin furnished eighty 
horses that the Government accepted. He was to furnish four hun- 
dred and some odd. In the mean time the Government adyertised 
for horses. He was to receive $107 a horse. The Government adver- 
tised for horses and took them at the rate of $135 before the time for 
completing the contract; and of course he could not complete his 
contract. The Government took the eighty horses and has never 

aid for them. That is the whole case. Now we propose to pay him 
‘or the eighty horses at the contract price. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM L. ADAMS. 


The bill (S. No. 692) for the relief of William L. Adams, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to direct the 
accounting officers in the settlement of the accounts of William L. 
Adams, formerly collector of customs for the district of Oregon, to 
credit him with $13,257.30. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the report be read. 

Mr. TELLER. There will not be time to read this report, but I 
can state in a few moments what the case is. It has been before the 
Committee on Claims five times and reported five times favorably, 
and passed the Senate once or twice. Mr. Adams was collector of 
customs in Oregon, at Astoria. He was directed by the 
Department, December 8, 1864, to take in person money to San Fran- 
cisco that he had collected—not to send it by express, but to take it 
in person. He did so, and while en route he was robbed of the amount 
of money here proposed to be returned to him. There is no question 
about the robbery. The Government recovered a large amount of 
the money. 

Mr. HOAR. Was the robber tried and convicted ? 

Mr. TELLER. The robber was in jail, he broke jail and raihaway; 
but the Government recovered a large amount of the money, an 
there is no question about the facts. Ithas been a great many years 
ago, and the Government has never pursued the bondsmen. Mr, A 
is now an old man and much 9 by thisliability hanging over 

i The committee have on five occasions, after a careful exami- 
nation, I believe unanimously, recommended the passage of the bill. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS J. LEAGUE. 


The bill (S. No. 675) for the relief of Thomas J. League was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment 
of $10,750 to Thomas J. ry, or his legal representative, for rent 
of coal wharf and yard at Galveston, Texas, used for discharging, 
shipping, and soon ot Government coal and other freight, from 
December 1, 1865, to March 31, 1866, under contract at the monthly 
rental of $2,500 per month, and also for rent of coal-yard at Galves- 
ton, Texas, used for storing Government coal, from April 1, 1866, to 
zare D, 1866, under contract at the monthly rental of $250 per 
month. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think we ght to have an explanation of that. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. here is hardly time for an expla- 
nation; but the Government rented from Thomas J. League certain 
lands at Galveston, Texas. The agreement was made in 1865, after 
the actual termination of hostilities, but before the legal close of 
the war. A contract was made by which the proper quartermaster 
agreed on the part of the Government to pay a certain rent to Mr. 
League, the owner of the premises, for the use of the premises. The 
e de could not pay, for the reason that the statute of 1867 
pro ibited the Department from considering or paying any olaim 

or rent that arose in the insurrection: tates before the le 
termination of the war, so that of course he and all similar - 
ants are forced to come to Con; for relief. There is no question 
that the contract was entered into, that the amount o; nt was 
agreed ppn, and that the Government used and occupied the prem- 
ises for the length of time stated in the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in some and non- 
concurred in other amendments ofthe Senate to the bill (H. R. 4185) 
making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of 
the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1883, and for other 


i) agin 

z The message also annonnced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. No. 5573) meung appropriations to supply a deficiency for dies, 
paper, and siao or the fiscal year 1852, and to continue work on 
the Washi n Monument for the fiscal year 1883, and for other pur- 
poses; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disa ing votesof the 
two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. No. 1361) 
to provide additional accommodations for the Department of the 
Interior. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. No. 4185) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending 
June 30, 1883, and for other purposes. 

On motion of Mr. DAWES, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist on its amendments to the said bill disagreed 
to by the House of Representatives, and ask a conference with the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

By unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, 'That the conferees onthe part of the Senate be appointed by the Pres- 
ident pro tempore. 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICE ACCOMMODATIONS. 

Mr. ROLLINS submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. No. 1361) to provide additional accommo- 
dations for the De ent of the Interior, having met, after full and free confer- 
ence have agreed Tecumnnend, ail do rescumsend to (helt respective Houses, as 


‘That the House recede from its amendment to the said bill. 
That the bill be amended by. inserting in the fifth line, after the word the,“ 
the words Pension Office and Land Office.” 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
E. H. ROLLINS, 
JUSTIN S. MORRILL, 
G. G. VEST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
W. S. SHALLENB ER, 
MARK L. DE MOTTE, 
JAMES W. SINGLETON 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill R. No. geld making appropriations to supply a defi- 
ciency for dies, paper, and stamps for the fiscal year 12 and to 
continue work on the Washington Monument for the fiscal year 1883; 
and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The hour of two o'clock having 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which is the bill (S. No. 613) to fix the day for the meeting of the 
electors of President and Vice-President, and to provide for and reg- 
ulate the See of the votes for President and Vice-President, 
and the decision of questions arising thereon. By agreement, how- 


ever 

Mr. HOAR. The Chair will excuse me. I wish to proceed with 
the bill now, for the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PUGH ] proposes to 
address the Senate, and I am obliged to be absent the whole of next 
week. I therefore desire to go on with this bill. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. May I ask that the pending 
order be laid aside for a few moments? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
mia to proceed with the unfinished business, which is Senate bill 

o. 613. 

Mr. an RON, of Pennsylvania. Will the Senator give me a 
momen 

Mr. MAXEY. I beg the attention of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts for a moment. a matter of course, on the statement made 
by the Senator from Massachusetts that he desires to proceed with 
the bill ke has charge of before he leaves, I yield, that he may do 
so, as his bill is now the unfinished business; but the bill which is 
in aif charge has been considered for two days and is not quite fin- 
ished yet. All that I wish to have understood is, that when the bill 
of the Senator from Massachusetts is finished, as I presume it will 
be this 3 bill shall be taken up immediately following 
that. I want that understood now to avoid any conflict. 

Mr. HOAR. I will support the Senator in that. 

Mr. MAXEY. I want it understood by the Senate that when this 
Py gi of we shall then go on with the bill we have been con- 
sidering. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tem; There can be no understanding 
about it; but if there is no objection now, the Chair presumes it can 
be done without difficulty. 

Mr. MAXEY. Ido not think anybody will object to it. Ihave 
no doubt it is the general understanding. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Lask the Senate to take up the 
bill (S. No. 369) for the relief of the officers and crew of the United 
States steamer Monitor who participated in the action with the rebel 
iron-clad Merrimac on the 9th day of March, 1862. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
asks to lay aside informally the pending business with a view to take 
up the bill indicated by i 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Puan] is about to 
address the Senate on the Presidential count bill. If he makes no 
objection, and the bill of the Senator from Pennsylvania will not 
take time, I shall not object. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The bill referred to by the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania was reported oniy yesterday, and the report of the com- 
mittee has not been printed. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Here itis. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. It has not been laid before us so as to be ready 
for our examination. I must object to calling up a bill at this time 
that we have not had an opportunity to consider. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill No. 613 is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, the title of the bill reported by the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections issuggestive to the uninformed 
of a dry, dull subject, but it requires only a partial examination to 
enable them to discover its importance and troublesome complica- 
tions. No political or governmental power or duty has been more 
fully and ably disc in both Houses of Congress than the power 
and duty of counting the votes of the electors appointed by each 
State to choose a President and Vice-President of the United States. 
This power must be exercised every four years, and the discharge of 
no public duty is more important and far-reaching in its conse- 
quences, and exposed tó more temptation, and liable to greater abuse, 
and watched more closely and with greater suspicion. 

The cause of the watchfulness and suspicion attending the exer- 
cise of this great power is the distrust existing in each of our national 
parties of the political honesty of their rival in the race for power 
and patronage. 

It has always been agreed by all Pee without question, that 
there is no ambiguity in the words of the Constitution of the United 
States; that each State shall appoint, in such manner as the Legis- 
lature thereof may direct, a number of electors equal to the whole 
number of Senators and Representatives to which the State may be 
entitled in the Con; There is but one express limitation in 
the Constitution of the United States upon the power of each State 
to appoint electors, and it is that ‘‘no Senator or Representative or 
person holding an office of trust or profit under the United States 
shall be appointed an elector.” 

There are also six express limitations and regulations in the Con- 
stitution of the power of the electors appointed by each State to 
choose a President and Vice-President. 

First. The electors shall meet in their respective States.” 

Second. They ‘shall vote by ballot for President and Vice-Presi- 
dent,” and the persons voted for must not be citizens of the same 
State, and“ the ballots must name only the person voted for as Presi- 
dent, and in distinct ballots the person voted for as Vice-President.” 

Third. They ‘‘ shall make distinct lists of all persons voted for as 
President” and“ Vice-President, and of the number of votes for each, 
which list they shall sign and certify and transmit sealed to the seat 
— Government of the United States, directed to the President of the 

nate. 

Fourth. The electors must vote on the same day throughout the 
United States. 

8 Fifth, They shall vote only for ‘‘ natural-born citizens of the United 
tates. 

Sixth. They shall vote only for persons who “ have attained to the 
age of thirty-five years, and been fourteen years a resident within 
the United States.” 

The foregoing are all the constitutional limitations of the power 
of the States and of the power of the electors over the subject-matter 
of the election ofa President and Vice-President of the United States. 
In addition to these constitutional limitations Congress has exercised 
its law-making power over the election of President and Vice-Presi- 
dent. The act of March 1, 1792, requires that “the electors of Presi- 
dent and Vice-President shall be appointed in each State on the Tues- 
day next after the first Monday in November in every fourth year 
succeeding the election of President and Vice-President ;” also, that 
“each State may, by law, provide for the filling of any vacancies 
which may occur in its college of electors when such college meets 
to give its electoral vote.” 

„that „it shall be the duty of the executive of each State to 
cause three lists of the namesof the electors of such State to be made 
and certified, and to be delivered to the electors on or before the day 
on which they are required to meet.” 

Also, that “the electors shall vote for President and Vice-President, 
respectively, in the manner directed by the Constitution.” 

Also, that “the electors shall make and sign three certificates of 
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all the votes given by them, each of which certificates shall contain 
two distinct lists, one of the votes for President, and the other of the 
votes for Vice-President, and shall annex to each of the certificates 
one of the lists of the electors which shall haye been furnished to 
them by direction of the executive of the State.” 

Also, that “the electors shall seal up the certificates so made by 
them, and certify upon each that the lists of all the votes of such 
State given for President and Vice-President are tontained therein.” 

There are also specific directions as to the disposition the electors 
must make of their several certificates. 

By the act of January 23, 1845, it is provided “that whenever any 
State has held an election for the purpose of choosing electors, and 
has failed to make a choice on the day prescribed by law, the elect- 
ors may be appointed on a subsequent day in such a manner as the 
Legislature of such State may direct.” 

Also, that “the electors of each State shall meet and give their 
votes upon the first Wednesday in December in the year in which 
they are appointed, at such place in each State as the Legislature 
of such State shall direct.” 

The foregoing is all the legislation by Congress for the regulation 
and execution of the power of the States, and of the electors ap- 
pointed by them to elect a President and Vice-President of the Uni- 
ted States. Mr. President, we approach now the source of all our 
troubles growing out of Presidential elections, troubles that have 
after the most exhaustive discussion by our ablest and most experi- 
enced law-makers, defied solution and settlement, and left the peril- 
ons questions that may arise in Presidential succession to the enlight- 
ened coray and patriotism of the people to meet great emergen: 
cies, = rescue our country and Government from revolution and 
anarchy, 

Where does the power to count the votes of the electors appointed 
by the several States and settle disputes in relation thereto reside, 
and how shall it be regulated and executed? 

There are but seven words in the Constitution of the United States 
to answer this question, and these are, ‘‘and the votes shall then be 
counted.” : 

We have seen that the certified lists of the votes shall be directed 
to the President of the Senate, who shall, in the presence of the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives, open all the certificates. The act 
of Congress March 1, 1792, requires that ‘Con shall be in ses- 
sion on the second Monday in February succeeding every meeting of 
the electors, and the certificates, or so many of them as have been 
received, shall then be opened, the votes counted, and the persons 
to fill the offices of President and Vice-President ascertained and 
declared, agreeable to the Constitution.” 

In what officer or department of the Government is the power 
lodged of counting the votes of the electors, and of ascertaining and 
declaring what persons have been elected President and Vice-Presi- 
dent, agreeable to the Constitution? It cannot be reasonably denied 
that fs at such power and duty reside must be ascertained by con- 
struction, and is therefore implied from the words of the Constitu- 
tion imposing the power and duty, and from the nature and magni- 
tude of the trust. It mustalso be admitted that the power and duty, 
wherever they exist, carry with them another necessary and indis- 
pensable Joner and duty, to be exercised as part of the counting 
power before making the count and declaring the result, and that 
is the power and duty of ascertaining the following ten material 
facts, where an issue is made up denying their existence: 

First. That the States have appointed no one an elector who is a 
Senator or Representative or person holding an office of trust or 
profit under the United States. 

Second. That the electors met in their respective States at the 
lace named by the Legislature thereof. That they voted by ballot 
‘or President and in distinct ballots for Vice-President. 

8 Third. That the persons voted for are not citizens of the same 
tate. 

Fourth. That distinct lists were made, signéd, and certified by 

them, showing all persons voted for as President and Vice-President, 

and the number of votes for each. 

Fifth That the lists were transmitted, sealed, to Washington, Dis- 
trict ot Columbia, and directed to the President of the Senate. 

1 3 That they voted on the same day throughout the United 
eee That they voted for natural-born citizens of the United 
bla 

Eighth. That the persons voted for had attained to the age of thirty- 
Me ae and been fourteen years residents within the United 

Ninth. That they voted on the Tuesday next after the first Monda 
in November in oy fourth year succeeding the election of Presi- 
dent and Vice- ident of the United States. 

Tenth. That the executive of each State caused three lists to be 
made and certified and delivered to the electors before their meet- 
ing, showing the names of the electors of such State. 

The officer or department of the Government having all the fore- 
going implied and necessarily incidental powers and duties has also 
the inseparable power and duty of deciding the legal effect of find- 
ing that one or more of the facts above numbered do not exist. 

the prolonged, elaborate, masterly, and exhaustive argument in 
both Houses of Congress has left the question of power and duty to 


count and declare the result of the votes of electors of President and 
Vice-President Fee free from doubt. A few (not more, 
I am informed, than two of this august body) entertain the opinion 
that the President of the Senate has been appointed by the Consti- 
tution custodian of the power and duty of counting and declaring 
the result of the electoral vote and of ascertaining all the necessary 
facts and settling all disputes preliminary to counting the votes and 
declaring the result. A few believe that as the Constitution is silent 
as to where the power to count is located it is casus omissus, and the 
only remedy is an amendment of the Constitution. 

But the overwhelming weight of argument, authority, and public 
opinion has located the power and duty of ascertaining all the facts 
necessary to the legal validity of the votes, and of settling all dis- 
putes in relation thereto, and of counting the legal votes and declar- 
ing the final result of each Presidential election, under rules of evi- 
dence of their own creation, in the Senate and House of Representa- 
fives, constituting the Con required by law, “to be in session 
on the second Monday in February succeeding every meeting of the 
electors.” There has been some controversy as to whether the pow- 
ers and duties mentioned must be exercised by the two Houses jointly 
or separately. But this question has lost its importance in the gen- 
eral conviction that the two Houses as organized for law-maki 
are required to meet together to witness the opening of the certifi - 
cates in their presence by the President of the Senate, and when any 
question is presented on objection to the counting of any vote on 
grounds stated, each House must consider and decide for itself sepa- 
rately whether such objection is well-founded, and report its decis- 
ion in joint conyention. 

While this most important power and duty of counting the elect- 
oral votes and declaring the result of each Presidential election 
has been established in the two Houses of Congress by the force of 
argument and authority, the most troublesome question remains 
unsettled, to cause uneasiness and alarming apprehension in the pub- 
lio mind that it may be productive of discord, usurpation, and rev- 
olution. > 

No higher duty rests upon this Congress than that of providing by 
law in advance oF atelier danger, as far as it can be kins by legis- 
lation, for the settlement of questions and disputes that may arise, 
as they have done in the past, to distract the country and to shake 
the faith of the people in the stability of popular, representative 
government. . 

Let us establish a permanent basis upon which the 
repose in confidence that the constitutional theory that the several 
States of our Union are intrusted solely with the power of electing 
the President and Vice-President, subject only to the restraints, lim- 
itations, and requirements of the Constitution and laws of the United 
States and of their own Legislature, shall be faithfully enforced. 

The distrust and bad passions generated by our late civil war inten- 
sified the bitterness and recklessness of party contests for supremacy 
in civil government and greatly diminished the respect of party 
managers and leaders for the obligations imposed by constitutions 
and laws; but, happily for the country, a better state of feeling now 
prevails, confidence and friendship are taking the place of distrust 
and hate, and the people of all the States are 5 together 
and begin to realize that they are one people, equally interested in 
the destiny of a common country involved in the success of our ex- 
periment of representative government. There have been no times, 
conditions, or circumstances since our unfortunate alienation more 
favorable than the present for a non-partisan consideration and a 
fair adjudication and settlement of all questions that are likely to 
arise in Presidential elections, 

The bill now before the Senate is known as the Edmunds bill, and 
is the work of that able and experienced law-maker and law-ex- 
ponie the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. EDMUNDS. ] It was reported 

y him from a select committee in 1878, and the Senate after 
fallargument. The same bill was l at the present session 
by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] and referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. That committee, of which 
Iam a member, has given the subject the most patient and thorough 
examination, and I am free to say that, in my humble judgment, e 
bill is the nearest appproach to and most complete and perfect recog- 
nition and execution of our constitutional theory, and of all consti- 
tutional rights and powers and duties in relation to the election of 
President and Vice- ident, that ever was or can be presented to 
Congress. No doubt it has imperfections. It would not be the work 
of finite minds if it were perfect. The devilish and mischievous 
ingenuity of men and parties may produce trouble not now seen or 
anticipated, that this bill has no provision to meet, butas faras human 
foresight can reach it is as full and complete in its methods of settle- 
ment of all questions as it is in the power of Con to provide by 
legislation. The bill is based on and intended to enforce two funda- 
mental propositions : 

First. That the electing power resides solely in the States. 

Second. That the counting powerresides solely in the two Houses of 
Congress. The power of the States to electa President and the power 
of the two Houses to count the votes are limited and regulated by law, 
as before mentioned. It must be admitted that it is the right and 
duty of each State to regulate the exercise of its power to elect, ex- 
cept as to time, which i to secure uniformity. 
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all disputes in relation to the electoral yote of any State have been 
submitted to Congress without any rules of evidence to govern it in 
the exercise of the counting power. No bill ever presented to Con- 
gress, excepting the one now under consideration, had any provision 
as to the evidence Congress was to accept as conclusive or otherwise, 
in counting or rejecting any disputed electoral vote. The sole ex- 
cellence of the bill now before the Senate over all others is found in 
those provisions for making and furnishing evidence and the effect 
of such evidence in the exercise of the power to count or reject the 
electoral vote of any State. It has been heretofore urged by one or 
more Senators that the power to count existed, if at all, in the two 
Houses that met every four years for that purpose, and that no 
legislation of one Congress could bind a 5 on in the 
exercise of any power it had over the electoral vote. If any ques- 
tion can ever be settled by authority, argument, and precedent, this 
one has been so settled. 

Does the power to count the electoral vote and declare the result 
exist at all in the Government of the United States or in any depart- 
ment or ape thereof? If so, then the Constitution says“ the Con- 
gress shall have power to make all laws which shall be nece and 
proper ‘or carrying into execution the foregoing powers, and all other 
poran vested by this Constitution in the Government of the United 

tes, or in any department or officer thereof. If this language was 
of doubtful meaning we are greatly aided in its construction by very 
highauthority. Fourteen years after the Constitution wasestablished 
many of its framers, then in Congress, exercised the power without 
question of binding subsequent Congresses in the count of the elect- 
oral vote. Anda bill for that purpose was reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary in the House by John Marshall, as chairman 
and on its passage received 73 yeas against 15 nays. This bill failec 
in the Senate by 5 majority, but not for the want of constitutional 
wer to pass it. A bill of like character was reported in 1824 by 
Martin Van Buren, chairman of the Judiciary Committee in tlie 
Senate, and passed without a division. This bill was reported from 
the House Committee on the Judiciary by Daniel Webster, its chair- 
man, withont amendment, and never considered by the House. The 
bill before the Senate is an enlargement of the power heretofore 
exercised by Congress in such legislation, in that it compels future 
Congresses to accept as conclusive certain evidence furnished under 
Btate laws. . 

The second section of the bill recognizes the undeniable right of 
each State to pass laws of its own to “try and determine, before the 
time fixed for the meeting of the electors, any controversy concern- 
ing their appoiutment, or the appointment of any of them.” Aud 
makes “every such determination pursuant to such law existing on 
such day, and made prior to the said time of meeting of the electors, 
conclusive evidence of the lawful title of the electors who shall have 
been so determined to have been ri a and that such evidence 
shall govern in the counting of the electoral votes, as provided in the 
Constitution, and as hereinafter re ted.” 

Section 3 of the bill makes it “the duty of the executive of cach 
State to cause three lists of the names of the electors of such State, 
duly ascertained according to the law of the State to have been chosen, 
to be made and certitied, and to be delivered, as soon as may be after 
such final determination shall be had, to the electors, and before the 
day on which they are required by law to meet.” 

ion 4 of the bill requires the two Houses to ascertain and 

count the votes “in the manner and according to the rules in this 
act provided.” Section 4 also requires that every objection to the 
counting of an electoral vote “shall be made in writing, aud shall 
state clearly and concisely, and without argument, the ground thereof, 
and shall be signed by at least one Senator and one member of the 
House of Representatives before the same shall bo received. When 
all objections so made” are received and read,” the two Houses must 
separate and pass on the objections, and ‘‘no electoral vote or votes 
from any State from which but one return has been received shall 
be rejected, except by the affirmative votes of both Houses. If 
more than one return, or paper parime to be a return, from a 
State shall have been received by the President of the Senate, those 
votes, and those only, shall be counted which shall have been regu- 
larly given by the electors who are shown by the evidence men- 
tioned in section 2 of this act to have been appointed if the deter- 
mination in said section provided for shall have been made; but in 
case there shall arise the question which of two or more of such 
State tribunals determining what electors have been appointed, as 
mentioned in section 2 of this act, isthe lawful tribunal of such 
State, the votes regularly given of those electors, and those only, 
from such State shall be counted whose title as electors, the two 
Houses, acting separately, shall concurrently decide is supported by 
the decision of the tribunal of such State so authorized by its laws. 
And in such case of more than one return, or paper purporting to 
be a return, from a State, if there shall have been no such deter- 
mination of the question in the State aforesaid, then those votes, 
and those only, shall be counted which the two Houses, acting 


separately, shall concurrently decide to be the lawful votes of the 
legally appointed electors of such State.” 

Vos this Congress the right to bind all future Congresses by law 
to accept and to be governed by any evidence as conclusive of the 
existence of any fact seme to be ascertained in making a legal 
count of the electoral votes of any State ? 

The power to decide is certainly vested in each Congress upon 


which the duty is im of making the count. But it is equally 
certain that this power and duty to decide on objections to the legality 
of electoral votes can be regulated by uniform and permanent law. 
Preliminary to counting the votes the two Houses must ascertain 
whether or not certain facts ne to the qualifications of elect- 
ors and the legality of their votes exist or do not exist, and in mak- 
ing this e ee it is certainly competent for one Congress to 
bind another to be governed by a certain rule of evidence that makes 
certain proof of jurisdictional factsconclusive. When these necessary 
facts are found to exist or not to exist the predicate is made for the 
decision of the two Houses, as to whether or not legal or illegal votes 
have been given by qualified or unqualified electors, 4nd whether 
such votes shall be counted or rejected. Each supreme court of the 
United States has exclusive jurisdiction to decide for itself every case 
in which the Constitution has conferred such power. And this power 
and duty to decide is just as exclusive in each supreme court as is 
the power of the two Houses to count the electoral votes, And yet 
it has never been questioned that Congress can regulate and govern 
this jurisdiction of the supreme court by permanent and uniform 
rules of evidence. The court can be compelled to accept and to 
govern its decision of each and every case by certain evidence of the 
existence of facts essential to its adjudication. 

In section 151 of the Revised Statutes of the United States it will 
be found that as early as 1792, after the formation of the Constitu- 
tion, its framers in Con exercised this same power of establish- 
ing a conclusive rule of evidence by enacting that (the only evi- 
dence of the refusal to accept or of the resignation of the office of 
President or Vice-President shall be an instrument in writing de- 
claring the same, and subscribed by the person refusing to accept or 
resigning, as the case may be, and delivered into the office of the 
Secretary of State.” 

The bill before the Senate is a concession never before offered to 
the States in the matter of electing the Chief Executive of the United 
States. The regulation of the counting power of the two Houses of 
Congress by the rule of evidence proposed in the bill contracts its 
exercise in favor of the right of each State to elect the President and 
Vice-President, and to furnish proof of the result to the two Houses. 
Two concessions are made by the bill in favor of the States: first, 
that each State shall decide according to its own laws all contests 

wing ont of the appointment of electors and of their votes for 
resident and Vice-President and furnish the evidence of the result, 
which shall be conclusive upon the two Houses in counting the 
votes und ascertaining and declaring the persons elected; second, 
that the votes of no State shall be rejected except by the separate 
and concurrent vote of the two Houses of Congress. The sole ques- 
tion forthe Senate to decide is whether it is better and safer to trust 
the States with the settlement of their own contests and disputes, 
according to their own laws to ascertain what was really done by the 
State itself and its own electors in the election of President and Vice- 
President, and for the two Houses to accept the proof of the result so 
furnished by the State as conclusive, or whether the whole field shall 
be left open as it is now, with the counting power left free, unre- 
strained, and nnregulated by any law except the law that demands, 
with the death penalty of disobedience, submission to party necessi- 
ties to insure success. 

It may be said, as it has been said, that this bill leads the States 
into temptation, invites speculative contests by defeated partisans 
that never wonld be undertaken but for the laws of the State passed 
for the settlement of such contests. That partisan majorities in State 
Legislatures will pass laws to defeat honest elections by providing tri- 
buuals to decide contests in favor of me pany they represent, and 
whether the settlement of the contest is foul or fair, if the proof of 
it is regular and in pursuance of the State laws the two Houses must 
accept it as conclusive. This is the substance and strength of the 
argument against the theory of the bill, and I am free to say it is not 
entirely without merit. But the question recurs, Shall Congress do 
nothing, and allow our Government and people to meet the possibili- 
ties of revolution growing out of contests that must be produced by 
the same partisan spirit that would make it hazardons to leave them 
to the States or any other tribunal for settlement? It is not a ques- 
tion whether we shall let well enongh alone, Our recollection of the 
past is too fresh and lively for us to be misled to the conclusion that 
the present remedies for such prospective and possible dangers are 
well enough. What are the remedies for such evils? We know that 
dangerous complications have confronted Congress and the country. 
Dual State governments have claimed recognition by the Federal Ex- 
ecutive, aod each has exercised its alleged rights to appoint electors, 
and each has returned the votes of such electors to be counted by 
the two Houses. One State voted when it was objected that it had 
not béen admitted into the Union. Another State voted for a dead 
man for President. The same State voted in the last election under 
a law of its own, different from the law of Congress requiring all 
electors to vote on the same day. The electors of another State 
voted after the day appointed by Congress, having been prevented 
by the act of God from voting on the lawful day. The character of 
these occurrences should satisfy us that they are likely to happen in 
any Presidential election. Fortunately for the peace and safety of 
the country the votes of no State whose legality was disputed could 
have changed the result, however counted, except in the memorable 
contest growing out of the election of 1876. 

Is it reasonable for us to hope that such contests and complications 
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generated by the spirited and determined antagonisms of rival par- | countin 


ties struggling for office and honor canalways be settled by the par- 
ties interested when they arise, so as to secure the acquiescence of 
the defeated people? To my mind it is manifest that it is the plain 
and important duty of Congress to pass laws to meet these troubles 
1 the great principles underlying the Federal Constitution 
at the point where it needs support, and from the omissions or im- 
perfections of which all such dangers have their origin. On prin- 
ciple and theory clearly expressed in the Constitution the States are 
the sole parties to the election of the President and Vice-President 
of the United States. The States are deeply interested in the law- 
ful exercise and preservation of this invaluable right. Theexplana- 
tion of the remarkable silence of the Coustitution as to the custody 
of the counting power and the extent and manner of its exercise may 
be found in the trust and confidence of its framers that the States 
would never abuse the elective power, but would always exercise it 
in such manner and furnish such proof of the result as to leave noth- 
ing to be done by the counting power but to add up the votes and 
declare the persons elected. 

If there is danger of abuse (and we know there is) why not let the 
State authorities where it may be committed furnish the correction by 
its own laws passed in advance? Howcan such contests be invited 
and multiplied by the enactment of laws providing for their set- 
tlement ? Why may such laws be framed to secure an unfair settle- 
ment of any contest for partisan Stead Peni! where such laws must be 
in existence at the time of the Presidential election, and where it 
must be uncertain which party is to have the unfair advantage, if 
any, of such legislation? All the States now have laws for contest- 
ing the election of their own executive officers. Are such laws framed 
to secure partisan decisions by partisan tribunals to defeat the choice 
of the people? If there is no law authorizing contests and their 
determination by State tribunals according to State laws in the ap- 

ointment by each State of its Presidential electors, does that fact 
fosen the chances of foul play for partisan pu f Has not foul 
play been practiced and troublesome complications followed in the 
absence of all law to remedy such evils? 

Suppose Congress fails to legislate and there are dual State gov- 
ernments, each claiming to be the rightful State government and 
each appointing electors and since bo lists of them to the President 
of the Senate; or suppose there is only one State government, and 
the two national parties vote for their respective electors and the 
executive of the State furnishes certified lists to one set of electors, 
showing that they were legally appointed as the electors of that State 
and had voted for their candidate, and the other set of electors vote 
for their candidate and sign and certify their own lists showing they 
were the only legally-appointed electors, which return would be 
counted if the votes of the State decided the result and the two Houses 
were Republican or Democratic, or one Republican and the other 
Democratic? What would be the condition and fate of the country, 
with the popular estimate of the late electoral commission, and no 
law excepting existing law to govern the Statesin voting and decid- 
ing and certifying the result, and no law to govern the two Houses 
in counting the disputed votes anddeclaring the persons elected? 

Under existing laws the entire business of appointing electors, and 
the voting of electors, and the counting of their votes and declaring 
who has been elected, or whether no one been elected, and the elect- 
ive power in such event is under the entire control in their turn of the 
States, the two Honses of Congress, and the House of Representatives. 
And I am satisfied no Con will ever part with the power of 
ultimate decision involved in the exercise of the counting power to 
any other tribunal created by law. The two Houses claim and will 
exercise final jurisdiction over counting the votes of all the electors 
of each and every State, and declaring the result, and my word for 
it they will never surrender their power as such final arbiters. If 
there has been no election the House of resentatives must elect the 
President, and the Senate the Vice-President. But the framers of 
the Constitution never lost sight of the States as having the elective 
power—first, by electors appointed by them for the special purpose, 
and second, the electors failing to elect for the States in the electoral 
college, then the Representatives of each State in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, casting one vote for their State, must elect the President. 

Mr. President, disguise it as we may, opposition to the bill now 
before the Senate in its substance and material operation and effect 
amounts to a condemnation of our constitutional mode of electing 
the Chief Executive of the United States. If it is safe and wise to 
allow the States to elect the President, it is certainly safe and wise 
to allow the States to settle in their own way all contests growing 
out of the election. If the States can be trusted with the major 
power of electing, they can be trusted with the kindred and minor 
power of settling their own disputes over their own action. The 
right to elect involves the right to deeide all disputes about how 
and whether the right has been 5 the right exists 
to settle contests, the evidence furnished by the State itself of how 
its authorities have decided ought to be received by the two Houses 
and treated as conclusive. If the State cannot be trusted to settle 
contests growing out of the exercise of its constitutional rights for 
the reason that the State mode of settling its own re jae Se might 
enable the State in a close election to decide the result of a Presiden- 
tial election, tell me how the leaving the settlement of such contests 
to Congress would not present to the two Houses in the use of the 


wer the opportunity and temptation of usurping the 
power of electing the Chief Executive? 

Congress any more out of the reach or less subject to the tem 
tation and seductive or corrupt influences of party than the States? 
It is far better to risk the chances and accept the consequences of an 
election of President by an abuse of the right of the State to decide 
its own contests, growing out of the exercise of the clear constitu- 
tional right to elect, than to risk the chances and accept the conse- 
quences of an election of President by the two Houses by an abuse 
of the counti wer amounting to usurpation. But there is one 
contingency which must be admitted to be very remote, and that is 
in the event of two returns and no determination under State laws 
as to which is the lawful return, the two Houses might disagree, and 
the State would be disfranchised in that election. 

For such a result to happen there must be, first, two returns; sec- 
ond, the State must fail to determine, according to its own laws, 
which is the valid return; and, third, the two Houses must fail to 

. Such a controversy could involve important and dangerous 
consequences in the event only that the vote of such State would 
decide the result. If the two returns were equally meritorious and 
the two Houses were equally honest in their inability to agree, who 
is to blame? How can the State complain? It had the ri ht to 
settle the contest and to make the return in a shape to insure its 
being counted by the two Houses, and failing to do so, how can the ina- 
bility of the two Houses to agree produce serious disturbance? The 
disfranchisement of the State in such event could not be charged to 
the operation of the bill before the Senate, as the same thing and 
more would happen under the existing condition and without an: 
legislation upon the subject. So that the whole matter narrows itse 
down to the single inquiry, Shall the bill be defeated because it makes 
no provision to prevent, with positive certainty, the disfranchisement 
of a State in the possible event that the State itself failed or is una- 
ble to determine its own votes so that they could be counted by the 
two Houses, and the President and Vice-President elected by the votes 
of such State? 

Shall we take away from the House of Representatives, by the crea- 
tion of a new tribunal, its constitutional power to elect in the event 
no choice is made by the electoral college on account of the failure 
of one or more States to vote and certify its return, so that it could 
be counted by the two Houses? How can Congress insure to each 
State in every ible contingency that its votes shall be counted ? 
Can it be done by the creation of another tribunal to take the place 
of the disagreeing Houses, with the power of final decision of all ob- 
jections to the legality of the electoral votes of the several States? 
Can Co part with its constitutional power and duty of making 
final decision of the degality of electoral votes, and counting them 
and declaring the t? Ifwe concede the power of Con, to 
create another tribunal, or to appoint an officer or department of the 
Government to settle all disputes and make a final count of the elect- 
oral votes, how does that insure the vote of eriy State in any pos- 
sible contingency? Suppose such new tribunal, department, or offi- 
cer should decide that the votes of any State were not cast for quali- 
fied electors, or that the qualified electors voted on the wrong day, 
or for a person not eligible to the office of President, would not such 
State be disfranchised? How can it be any more certain thata 
State will never be disfranchised in any election by the decision 
of anew tribunal than it will never be diskranchised by the 
eg E the two Houses under the provisions of the bill before the 

nate 

The only reason for providi ainst the disagreement of the two 
Houses in the case of two 3 8 ed by the 
State laws, and decisive of the mats one way or the other, is that 
the di ment would be caused by the political differences in the 
majority power of the two Houses, and chargeable to partisan influ- 
ence, considerations, and purposes. Where can Co find mate- 
rial possessing the 5 of such superhuman purity 
as must exist in any tribunal from all partisan feeling, infiu- 
ences, and considerations? We have made choice selections from the 
Senate and House of Representatives, and distrusting the paniy of 
such selected Senators and Representatives provision was e to 
neutralize partisan considerations by the appointment of an equal 
number from each party to the contest; but to insure safety and 
establish right and justice in a way that would command universal 
confidence, and forever silence all suspicion of partisan unfai 
other selections were made from judges of the Supreme Court o 
the United States; and fearing that it was ible that the imper- 
fections of poor human nature had been able to preserve a feeble 
existence in the pure atmosphere surrounding that a trib 
the choice of judges was made with some reference to the fact that 
before their elevation to the bench they had been identified with the 
two national parties; but taking it for granted that these judges were 
freer from possible political bias than mortals in any other 8 
the casting vote was given in the odd number of judges. But the great 
truth lias been thereby made historic that no tribunal, however or- 
ganized, or however elevated, is out of the reach of partisan influence 
or partisan considerations, or free from the pegalo and weaknesses 
inseparable from human nature. This undeniable truth, of univer- 
sal application, accounts for the fallability and uncertainty of all 
human judgment and human action, and the instability of all human 
institutions. But at last we are compelled to call a halt in the work 
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of government-making and law-making, and trust the balance to the 
honesty, intelligence, and erica | of those interested alike in main- 
taining the best government for the general welfare. 

Mr. GARLAN D. Mr. President, against the theory upon which the 
bill is based, and also its framework, I have no complaint to make; 
and if it rested 2 75 a power which it was conceded Congress pos- 
sessed, I should, for the purpose of settling this very important ques- 
tion, vote for the bill readily. A little over three years ago a bill of 
this character received the sanction of the Senate, I think only a few 
Senators voting against it. I was one of the few who op the 
bill, not for the theory of the bill or for its details, but upon the simple 
and single ground that I did not believe any act of Congress would 
reach the dificulties that we were anxious toremedy. At the time 
I voted against that bill I gave briefly my reasons for that vote, and 
I shall now only restate them. 

The whole country recognizes the fact that something should be 
done, and that something radical, so to speak, should be done, so as 
if possible to put all difficulties surrounding this vital question out 
of the way forever, for it isnot to be disguised that it is the most im- 
portant question that can be brought before the Congress or before 
the public. My judgment is that whenever the columns of this Gov- 
ernment careen and fall it will be on account of some of the defects 
in regard to this subject-matter. 

There are three reasons why I conceive Congress cannot pass a 
binding, operative law npon this subject. In the first place, the 
Constitution of the United States as originally made undertook to 
prescribe all the power that should exist in reference to this matter, 
and what should be done in regard to itexcept as to some minor mat- 
ters of detail. That was supplanted and displaced by the twelfth 
article of amendments to the Constitution, which went still further 
into minutiæ in relation to the exercise of the power of electing a 
President and declaring him elected. 

It is a familiar principle of jurisprudence in our country that when- 
ever the Constitution undertakes to determine a power and to fix its 
limit and bounds, the Legislature cannot interfere with that. That 
is a proposition which cannot be controverted. That the Constitu- 
tion did undertake to deal with this question and to prescribe how 
the thing should be done, except as to mere matters of detail, there 
can be no controversy. Indeed, the Senator from Alabama, [ Mr. 
Puca, ] who has exhausted the power of logie and reason and argu- 
ment to show that this can be done by Congress, admits that the 
twelfth article of amendment undertook to do this; but after those 
seven important words and the votes shall then be counted,” there 
seems ‘have been a hyphen or a hiatus of some kind, and the power 


was not designated to count the votes, but he insists that by impli- , 


cation it is derived from the Constitution. 

If it is to be derived from the Constitution, and is to be held to 
mean “ and the votes shall then be counted” by the two Houses, 
nothing but the Constitution can supply that hiatus or the casus 
omissus, as he calls it. There are distinctions, of course, as to what 
are self-executing provisions of the Constitution; there are distine- 
tions as to what it is necessary for Congress to do to carry a cousti- 
tutional provision into effect ; but here, in both the original Consti- 
tution and in the twelfth article of amendment, the Constitution un- 
dertook to say just what this power should be, and how it should be 
enforced. If it has failed to do that, Congress cannot prescribe as a 
matter of force, a matter of operative law, how that shall be done. 
Of course it may do it, and it may be sanctioned and may be a 
to, but laws passed on such a subject designating what shall be done 
aresimply mere matters of persuasion, and do not amountat last to any 
particular argument, because we have seen very often when we have 
come to investigate subjects, that long standing laws have been de- 
elared to be unconstitutional, and to be in the very face of the organic 
law. But here itis admitted that something should be done. Why? 
Because the Constitution stops short of doing what it should have 
done. If it stops short, nothing but an amendment of the Constitu- 
tion can reach the case, because when the Constitution undertakes 
to deal with the question it exhausts the power so far as any legis- 
lative exercise of authority is concerned. That is as familiar a prin- 
ciple as there is in the books. 

Next, it is claimed by four-fifths, I believe, q think the Senator 
from Alabama said there wère only two possibly of this body who 
contended for the contrary,) that the two Houses are to count the 
electoral votes. If that power is devolved by the Constitution, 
whether explicitly or by implication, upon the two Houses to count 
them, the two Houses, when they reach here, are sovereign as to this 

wer, and no law can bind them if they do not desire to be bound 

y it, in directing them how they shall exercise the power, the power 
being sovereign in them by the Constitution, either explicitly or by 
implication, The law may be passed, but when the Senate and the 
House of the next Congress, during which a President is to be elected, 
and by whom the count is to be made, meet here to discharge that 
sovereign power under the Constitution, or rather that power as to 
which they are sovereign under the Constitution, they may say we 
* . y with that law,” or they may say ‘‘ we will not comply 
t. 
It is precisely as that section of the Constitution which says that— 


Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its 
own members. 


While you pass laws regulating the subject, each House, accord- 
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ing as it sees proper, dispenses with those laws and judges of the 
case according to its notions of 1 5 55 and justice. That cannot be 
controverted. This would be a like exercise of power. 

Here is under this bill a power given to the States to say who 
shall be their electors. That, I believe, is correct; but this is a 
constitutional power, in my judgment, very different from a statu- 
tory power or authority. Inasmuch asthe Constitution first creates 
the Senate, and prescribes how many shall compose it, the qualifica- 
tions of Senators, how many each State shall have, and then as to 
the other House, and then as to the electors, if it is a constitutional 
power by which these electors exist, that constitutional power must 
go further and say how they shall be elected and who shall deter- 
mine that election, inasmuch as the Constitution has undertaken to 
deal with that subject already. 

If this is to go out as a law it is incomplete, because there are 
other questions connected with this matter that should be dealt with. 
Here is one now that has been before this country repeatedly. In 
article 2, section 1, clause 3, the Constitution provides that— 

The Congress may determine the time of choosing the electors, and the day on 
which they shall give their votes; which day shall be the same throughout the 
United States. 

We have had it to happen at least several times that the electors 
of certain States did not meet and cast their vote upon the day des- 
ignated by the act of Congress. I regard that as one of the most 
important things connected with this whole subject-matter. 

Mr. HOAR. IL should like, at some time during tlie argument of 
the Senator from Arkansas, to which I have listened with great in- 
terest, to state to his consideration in a sentence or two the ground 
on which this bill seems to me to be properly supported in the par- 
ticular to which he has just referred. I should like to do it while he 
is on that point, if it be convenient and agreeable to him. 

. GARLAND. Perfectly so. I yield to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I fully concur, as I suppose every Senator does, with 
the honorable Senator from Arkansas that where a constitutional 
power is lodged that power cannot be limited or impaired or ex- 
‘tended by legislation where the Constitution defines it, and where 
a constitutional discretion, like the discretion in each branch of 
Congress, to assent to proposed legislation is lodged, that body 
cannot be constrained by any statute in its action. To that I clearly 
agree. The Senator, on the other hand, agrees of course that there 
is a provision in the Constitution which authorizes the legislation 
which is necessary to carry into effect all the powers and authorities 
conferred by the Constitution itself. 

The Constitution, according to the theory which he and I accept 
as a true one, as to the Presidential count, has lodged in a body made 
up of an even number the power of counting this vote, to wit, the 
Senate and House of Representatives. It has not been claimed by 
anybody here, though it has been claimed elsewhere, that the act of 
counting is an act to be performed in joint session by the two bodies 
sitting as one tribunal. But there are two persons present who may 
have different opinions—persons who are very likely to have very 
strong and powerful different biases in regard to the question with 
which they are to deal; and for settling the question when those two 
bodies disagree the Constitution has made no provision whatever. 

This bill undertakes to do in case of an equal division of this tri- 
bunal, composed of two persons as bodies-politic, no more nor less 
than what is familiar to our State and national legislation in the case 
of a judicial tribunal composed of an even number of persons. There 
are many statutes which provide that when the supreme court of a 
State is evenly divided the judgment below shall be affirmed. That 
legislative power is absolutely essential to the working of a consti- 
tutional system which confers on a body of an even number of per- 
sons who may differ a constitutional power the exercise of which is 
requisite to the public good. 

Now, if we may say that the Supreme Court of the United States 
shall hereafter consist of ten members, and that when those mem- 
bers are evenly divided the judgment of the court below shall be 
affirmed, instead of saying that in certain classes of cases, to wit, 
eases involving no constitutional question, no Federal question, but 
ordinary cases coming into the Supreme Court of the United States 
by reason of the residence of parties, the judgment shall not be 
affirmed, the case shall be sent back to be heard further, or any other 
provision of a thousad that we might make, may we not say that 
when these two bodies differ so that there can be no count at all of 
the Presidential vote, unless the legislator has provided some mech- 
anism to solve the difficulty, that the action of a State shall pre- 
vail where they differ, in case there is no dispute about what is the 
true action of a State, and but one return, or but one paper purport- 
mgto be a return, and that in a case where there is a dispnte about 
which is the State anthority which has undertaken to act, and the 
two bodies differ, the State action shall not prevail, and the State 
shall not be counted? 

That, if I have made myself clear, is the ground on which this 
legislation seems to properly rest, and I desire to ask the Senator 
from Arkansas how he distinguishes it from the ordinary case which 
provides that when a supreme court is evenly divided such and such 
things shall nappen to the judgment? 

Mr. GARLAND. There are two very satisfactory answers to the 


example which the Senator from Massachusetts indicates. There is 


no difficulty abont that, and the very question only strengthens the 
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argument that I have attempted to make, if I have been nnderstood, 
and I am very glad it has been suggested. 

In the first lada the Constitution says that— 

The judicial power of tho United States shall be vested in one Supreme Court. 


There it stops. Of course when it said a supreme court should be 
created it left some person to create it. Itsaid nothing about who 
should create it or what should be done in order to createit. Then, 
very clearly, the legislative power had to bring that conceived or 
ideal person inte existence. But see how different this case is. Here 
the Constitution undertakes to say in so many words what shall be 
done by way of electing a President and how the votes for him shall 
be counted, and the first effort of the Constitution was considered so 
unsatisfactory that it was supplanted by the twelfth amendment, 
which went on in some detail, as we all know. 

That is the first answer to the Senator’s case. Thesecond answer 
is that it would not do in law to say that a tribunal equally divided 
simply leaves the question where it was before. That is au old com- 
mon-law idea. That is an idea that pertains to all the courts. In 
7th Wallace’s Reports, where that question was first examined by the 
Supreme Court of this country, they said simply that it was an affirm- 
ance of the decision of the court below because the decision had not 
been reversed. That is all there is of that; and it strengthens the 
proposition I have been contending for, because here is the Consti- 
tution which undertakes to deal eo nomine, in so many words, with 
this proposition, and the experience of the country has demonstrated 
that the Constitution did not deal with it properly. The Senator 
from Massachusetts confessedly knows that, and when he admits the 
principle I set forth that when the Constitution undertakes to deal 
with a subject, no mere legislation or no mere statutory enactment 
can complete it. That is the difficulty of the proposition, and that 
is the answer I make to him. 

I was proceeding when I was interrupted by the Senator from 
Massachusetts to say something in re to section 1, of article 2, 
clause 3, of the Constitution, in reference to the day being the same 
upon which the electors throughout the Union shall meet and deposit 
their votes. That is one of the half-dozen restrictions alluded to by 
the Senator from Alabama. This I regard, as I said before, as the 
most important matter possibly connected with this whole very im- 
portant subject. We have had several times the fact presented to 
us that the electors of a sovereign State had met and east her vote 
upon a day different from that fixed by the act of Congress. The 
question comes up every time, is this part of the Constitution man- 
datery or directory? And it is a very perplexing question. It has 
so happened each time this has been done, however, that there were 
votes enough to go around and no person be hurt by withholding or 
counting the vote of the State so situated; but as in the case of 
Georgia at the last election, where she cast her vote on a day differ- 
ent, suppose it would have been nec to count that vote in order 
to elect a President, it would almost have provoked bloodshed again 
in this country to attempt to throw that vote out. It is easy enough 
to declare that the Constitution says thus and so, but when yon come 
to disfranchising an entire State upon a mere accident or mishap of 
selecting the wrong day, there is another question. 

I know some of the first legal authorities in the country hold that 
all constitutional provisions are mandatory, and some of equal grade 
and rank say not. Just here it occurs tomy mind at this time that 
in an election for governor in Maine, some years ago, when a number 
of questions were certified to the judges of the supreme court of 
that State for interpretation and settlement, moy held several pro- 
visions of the State constitution in reference to the election of gov- 
ernor to be merely directory. The question of all others should be 
settled whether this provision of the Constitution is simply mina- 
tory; that is, threatening, or mandatory, or directory. 

All this shows the importance of a censtitutional amendment to 
cover this entire subject. I am of the conviction, as much so as I 
am in reference to any proposition that can be submitted, that noth- 
ing short of a constitutional amendment can reach it. This bill, as 
far as it if incorporated as a resolution to amend the Constitu- 
tion, I would most heartily support, for I concur with the Senator 
from Alabama and all others, with the country at large, that this 
matter should be put beyond dispute as far at least as it is within 
the power of human language to do it. My impression is (and I 
did not intend to occupy so much of the time of the Senate) that this 
measure Popy adds to the difficulties we are now under in properly 
construing and enforcing the provisions of the Constitution that we 
already have upon this subject. But if the bill passes and is ac- 
quiesced in and enforced and secures peace and quiet to the country, 
no one will be more rejoiced than I. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. HOAR. Task the indulgence of the Senate one moment. The 
Senate is aware that I am very desirous to have this bill which is 
now under consideration disposed of this afternoon for the very im- 
perative personal reason which I have once stated. I donot desire, 
under the circumstances, to interpose an objection to the motion of 
my honorable friend from Kansas for a brief executive session, the 
reason of which will oceur to every Senator without mentioning it; 
but I shall ask, and I onderstand ths Senator from Kansas agrees so 
far as he is concerned, that the motion shall be made to return to 
legislative session and resume the consideration of the pending bill 
this afternoon, Lbelieve the debate on the bill is substantially over. 
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One Senator only, so far as I know, has expressed a desire to discuss 
it further. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is not my purpose to continue the executive ses- 
sion for any length of time. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Kansas permit me to make a 
report from a committee of conference ? 

Ir. PLUMB. Ves, sir. 
MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. VEST submitted the following report: 

The undersigned conferees on the part of the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives, in regard to Senate bill No. 308, entitled A bill to authorize the construction 


of a bridge across the Missouri River at the most accessible point within five 
miles above the city of Saint Charles, Missouri.“ beg leave to submit the following 


report: 

That having met and duly considered the question involved in the action of the 
two Houses di ing as to the amendment made by the House of Representa- 
tives to section 2 of the bill, we recommend that said amendment be concurred in 
by the Senate, and to remove any possible doubt in ree to the meaning of said 
amendment that there be added at the end of section 4 of the bill the following: 

' Provided, That the provisions of section two in regard to charges for passen- 
gers and freight across said bridge shall not govern the Secretary of War in de. 


rmining any question arising as to the sum or sums to be paid to the owners of 
said bridge by said companies for the use of said nepa zs 


The report was concurred in. 

DISTRIBUTION OF SEEDS. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. No. 
5665) appropriating $20,000 for the purchase and distribution of seeds; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

Mr. GARL I ask to be preted to call up the bill which 
has just come from the House of Representatives. It is a very im- 
portant bill and it will take but a few moments to dispose of it. 

The bill was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GARLAND, As we adjourn over until next Monday and the 
Commissioner of Agriculture wants to be procuring those seeds at 
once, and I believe no one objects to it, Lask for the present con- 
sideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Harris in the chair.) Is there 
1 to the present consideration of the bill? 

r. MORGAN. I have an amendment to offer to the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I would rather wait until the Presidential-count bill 
is passed, if this bill is to be amended and discussed. 

Mr. GARLAND. If the Senator from Alabama has an amendment 
he wishes to insist on, of course it is hisright; but an amendment now 
would send the bill back to the House, and we should probably get 
no benefit from it at all, for it is planting-time down in the section 
of country to which the bill is to apply. 

Mr. MORGAN. There are sections of the United States, in the 
South particularly, where destitution from the want of water last 
summer is just as great as the destitution can be now from the over- 
flow of the Mississippi swamps. I desire merely to provide that 
those people who have been made destitute by the act of God in 
withholding the rains shall be put upon an equal footing with those 
who have had too much. 

Mr. GARLAND. I will suggest to the Senator from Alabama that 
I have proposed an amendment to the agricultural appropriation bill, 
which the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Davey has in charge, 
covering the very subject that the Senator from Alabama speaks of, 
and this asthe too; but inasmuch as this bill has come from the 
House I would much prefer to have it acted upon, and I will assist 
him in potting a proper amendment of the agricultural appropria- 
tion bill in order to reach the point he desires. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? The Chair hears none. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proc eeded to consider the bill. It appropriates $20,000 for the pur- 
chase and distribution of seeds, under the direction of the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture, to the people in localities overflowed who are 
made destitute by the present overflow of the Mississippi River and 
its tributaries. 

Mr. MORGAN, On the suggestion of the Senator from Arkansas, 
I will not insist on my amendment. If I can get it on the agricult- 
ural appropriation bill that will be all I desire. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. FERRY, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Henry P. Seymour, William A. Frazier, 
Alvin M. Sabin, and the heirs of Percy S. Leggett be withdrawn from the files of 
the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. GROOME, it was 
33 ep ae 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. PLUMB. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
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the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. PLUMB, ] that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business, 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION—VETO MESSAGE. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, when the vote was taken upon 
the Chinese bill, as it is called, yesterday evening it had entirely 
escaped my recollection that I was paired on that question with the 
Senator from Georgia, [Mr. 3 I voted on each of the yea- 
and-nay votes. If the Senator from Georgia had been here he would 
have voted the other way. Iask unanimous consent that my vote 
may be withdrawn. It does not affect the result. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ishould have no objection to that but for the 
fact that it cannot be done. The sixty-first rule provides that an 
rule may be suspended by unanimous consent except the one whieh 
relates to a vote by yeas and nays. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has been done on one or two occasions that 
I remember. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of the opinion on the 
point suggested that the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY 
is mistaken as to the withdrawalof a vote. No vote can be recorde: 
by unanimous consent, but the Chair thinks if the Senator will look 
at the eighteenth rule he will find that a vote may be withdrawn 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. A vote has been withdrawn where it did not 
affect the result. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Iam exceedingly desirous of obliging my friend 
from Missouri, and I made the suggestion only. I make no objection 
to his withdrawing his vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the withdrawal 
of the vote of the Senator from Missouri upon the two occasions 
referred to by him? . 

Mr. HOAR. Does that not violate the constitutional provision 
that there shall be a record of the yeas and nays as cast? This isin 
fact to change the constitutional journal of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. [would dislike to violate what my good friend 
from Massachusetts might consider a constitutional law or obliga- 
tion. If he thinks it would be a violation of the Constitution to 
withdraw the vote in this case, out of deference to him I will with- 
draw my request. I have explained that I voted under a misappre- 
hension, without any recollection of having been paired, and I would 
not have recalled the fact that I was paired had it not been that our 
Presiding Officer called my attention to it to-day. The Senator 
from Georgia had jnst left the Chamber and I had entirely forgotten 
the pair and did not notice his absence. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator’s statement can be entered on the Jour- 
nal, if he chooses, 


PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. No. 613) to fix the day for the meeting of the 
electors of President and Vice-President, and to provide for and reg- 
ulate the counting of the votes for President and Vice-President, and 
the decision of questions arising thereon. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, when this bill was before the Forty- 
fifth Congress, I believe in the identical terms in which it isnow re- 
ported, I voted for it. I did so with some hesitancy upon a single 
point, and that was the right of Congress to legislate upon the sub- 
ject. At a later period, if not at that time, I expressed that doubt 

fore the Senate, and in the Forty-sixth Congress I had the honor 
of reporting from a select committee of this body a concurrent res- 
olution to regulate the count of the electoral vote. That concurrent 
resolution contained the provisions in substance which are couched 
in this bill. It did not go quite so far, because the Senate in adopt- 
ing the resolution did not undertake to prescribe what rule of evi- 
dence should govern the two Houses when they were met to count 
the electoral vote. With that exception, however, I believe the con- 
pent gad ei adopted by the Senate was precisely the same with 

is bill. 

My colleague [ Mr. Puen] is a little in error, I think, as to the origin 
of the bill. Ihave understood that the former Senator from Indiana, 
Mr. Morton, was the Senator who first brought forward this proposi- 
tion in the form of a bill in this body. And even prior to that Judge 
Trumbull, of IIlinois, introduced the twenty-first joint rule, under 
which the votes at three elections for President were counted, the 
second election of Mr. Lincoln and the first and second elections of 
General Grant. We have passed through twenty-four elections, and 
with the exception of the three that I have mentioned, we have not 
had a law or a concurrent rule for the guidance of the two Houses 
adopted anterior to the time of their meeting to count the electoral 
vote. Still I am aware of the danger of undertaking to proceed 
further without some regulation, cade I am content, if the Senate be- 
lieve we have the constitutional power, that this bill should become 
alaw. At the same time I cannot refrain from expressing the doubt, 
which has all the time rested on my mind, as to the authority of the 
Senate and the House in this legislative way to callin the Executive 
of the country to participate in the eatablisument of rules and regu- 
Jations in which he may have a lively personal interest. 

I do not wish to base my objection, however, on the impolicy of 
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such an enactment, but really upon the want of authority on the 
part of the two Houses of Con to associate the President with 
them in the adoption of any rule under which the electoral count can 
be had. I do not believe that it was in the contemplation of the 
framers of the Constitution or of those who adopted the amendment 
under which we are now proceeding to count the electoral vote, that 
the President of the United States should in any wise participate in 
any act which directly or indirectly would result in the count of a 
vote in a prescribed form. I also think Isee great danger that might 
arise from the adoption of a law of that character. 
Iwill suppose that you passed this bill through both Houses of Con- 
gress, and that the President of the United States, following the lead 
of Mr. Lincoln in respect to the joint resolution which was adopted 
to control the count of the vote in his second election, should veto 
the bill; then in what condition should we find ourselves? Weshould 
have expressed that it was our constitutional duty to enact a law 
for the control of these two Houses, and in the adoption of that view 
of the case we should have yielded the point that the two Houses 
had the right to count under a concurrent rule in the absence of a 
law. The President of the United States not concurring with us, 
and two-thirds of each House not voting to overrule his objection, 
the two Houses would be left entirely without any law or any rule 
on this subject, and would be entangled in the admission that it was 
necessary to have a law in order to execute this part of the Consti- 
tution. 
I mention that category for the purpose of illustrating the fact that 
the President of the United States might be able to prevent a count 
of the vote at all ape the concession made by Congress that it was 
necessary to have a statute under which the vote could be counted. 
I will not concede that the duty which rests upon Congress to pro- 
vide by law for the execution of all the powers conferred upon any 
department of this Government, or any officer thereof, includes the 
case of the count of the electoral votes. I regard the two Houses of 
Con when met together to count the électoral votes, as the 
highest tribunal of discretion and state erected in the Constitution, 
having peculiar powers, among which are the regulation of its own 
method of procedure and the arrival at the conclusion as to who is 
elected in such manner as the judgment of the two Houses may di- 
rect or may compel. I do not agree with the honorable Senator from 
Arkansas Mr. GARLAND] that the Constitution is imperfect in this 
respect. I think it was the intention of the framers of this instru- 
ment to leave it to the discretion of the two Houses, who represent 
the States and the people, to count the vote at every election in such 
manner as they may think accords with justice on the particular 
occasion when they are assembled, and in order to reach a conclusion 
of that kind they must have the right to form such rules and regu- 
lations for their own guidance and government as they may see proper 
to form. < 
To illustrate that the provision of the Constitution relied on here 
as to the power of Con to legislate as to powers vested in the 
Government or any of its departments or ofticers, does not apply 
necessarily to this great counting tribunal, I will call the attention 
of the Senate to the provisions of the Constitution on the subject of 
impeachments : 
The Senate shall have the sole power to try all impeachments. When sitting 
for that purpose, they shall be on oath or affirmation. When the President of the 
United ‘tates is tried, the Chief-Justice shall preside: and no person shall be con- 
victed without the concurrence of two-thirds of the members present. 
There is a tribunal erected in the Constitution with certain powers 
iven to it in reference to its organization and to its qualifications, 
ut not in reference to the manner of its action. One following pro- 
vision, however, limits the effect of the judgment when rendered. 
Now, would it be held by Senators here thata law of Congress could 
compel this high tribunal of impeachment, the Senate of the United 
States, to receive certain evidence and no other, and to decide cer- 
tain questions that might arise in a certain way? It seems to me 
impossible to arrive at a conclusion of that kind without taking from 
this great court of impeachment some of its necessary constitutional 
powers. Thiscourt of impeachment has aright to prescribe rules forits 
own government, and the President of the United States has no right 
to participate in any action, nor has Congress as a Congress, which 
would control the action of that body either in receiving evidence 
or in deciding a certain question presented in a certain way. 

There, then, is at least one instance in the Constitution where we find 
atribunal erected in the Constitution itself, one of the establishments 
of our Government, which is not within the inflnence of that other 
provision of the Constitution which requires that we shall enact laws 
to carry into effect the powers conferred by the Constitution upon 
the departments of the Government or upon the officers thereof. So 
I hold it to be in respect to the two Houses when met in gine con- 
vention to count the electoral votes. These two Houses have just 
as much power to regulate the method of their procedure and the 
rules of evidence which they will adopt for their government as the 
court of impeachment consisting of the Senate alone. 

Iam content that this bill shall pass; and why? Because it will 
be some agreement between the two Houses; and yet I am perfectly 
aware of the fact that if the votes at an election for President and 
Vice-President should be counted in contravention of the principles 
of this bill, in direct violation of its terms, the announcement by the 
two Houses of such an election would be conclusive upon the world, 
and that no court and no tribunal in this country could undertake 
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to reverse that announcement upon the ground that we had violated 
the law in reaching the conclusion. 

I submit that view of it to the Senate. Who could undertake to 
say that an election announced by the joint action of the two Houses 
was null and void because the Houses in arriving at that conclusion 
and making that announcement had violated the statute we now pro- 
pose to put upon the statute-book? The very subject itself is far 
above legislative control, and it is perhaps a dangerous thing for us 
to be experimenting beyond the boundaries of our authority. This 
may come back to us some of these times and vex us, and we may 
find an occasion when we should like to be rid of this law, and we 
shall be obstructed in it by some interested partisan President who 
will veto your bill when you have passed it, and, unless with his 
consent, you cannot count a vote except in the manner that he 
desires it to be counted. 

I mention these things merely to warn the Senate of dangers that 
lie in front of us, and that we are not curing at all by the passage of 
this bill. I repeat that I am content that the Houses should agree, 
if they can agree, even in a law, but when we have a d in this 
manner let it not be understood that all the Senate at least concur 
in the idea that by such an agreement in the form of legislation we 
take from these two Houses the ultimate power of deciding this ques- 
tion according, at last, to their own judgment, for when they have de- 
cided according to their own discretion they have decided irrevoca- 
bly and beyond the power of question or review. I coneur in the 
opinion that Mr, Lincoln so tersely expressed when he returned, not 
with his objections, for he signed the joint resolution, but when he 
returned, with a protestation against his power to parsoipate in this 
act of legislation, the joint resolution under which he was counted 
in for a second term. He said, I do not conceive that the President 
of the United States has the authority to participate in this matter, 
but inasmuch as the two Houses of Congress have concurred in this 
joint resolution and sent it to the Executive, Ido not propose to un- 
dertake to reverse their action. I therefore return it to the two 
Houses with a statement of my protestation against this exercise of 
power by the Executive. 

I do not undertake to quote Mr. Lincoln’s exact words, but Ihave 
given the substance of them, aud those were words of wisdom and 
of warning to the people of the United States, and it is only with a 
view to recall the attention of the country to what was then said by 
that able and sagacious man that I have ventured on this occasion 
to express that opinion in respect of the bill which is now under 
consideration. 

I will vote for this bill, although I am not satisfied that I am not 
stretching my power as a Senator in doing so. I vote for it for the 
sake of quietude and peace and reconciliation in this country, be- 
lieving that perhaps when the bill has passed and been signed by 
the President, if it should be so signed, it will be a little harder to 
get rid of than even a concurrent resolution; that there will be men 
to be found in the two Houses when the count of Presidential elec- 
tions shall take place in future who will be more reluctant to part 
with a rule which in itself I conceive to be entirely wise than they 
would be if it had only received the sanction of the two Houses. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I offer the following amendment. At 
the end of section 2 add: 


Unless both Houses of Congress acting separately shall decide otherwise. 


Jam not ignorant of the anxiety of the friends, and it may be of 
the opponents, of this bill to reach a vote, and I therefore propose 
not to detain the Senate at all with anything pertaining to the na- 
ture of an argument; but Iam one of those who believe, from the 
best examination I have been able to give to this section of the bill, 
that it practically surrenders the powers of the national Govern- 
ment to the control of the States. The sovereignty of the country 
is vested in its legislative, its executive, and its judicial powers. 
The transmission of those powers from one individual officer to an- 
other constitutes the perpetuity of the Government itself, and what- 
ever power controls that transmission controls the Government. 

Now, if the national Government has of itself a perpetual exist- 
ence, if its Constitution is of itself a perpetuity, if it has the right 
to live, it has the right e its own officers personifying for 
the time being any one of these powers; and the control of the ex- 
ecutive power is as much the control of the Government itself as the 
control of all three, because any of these three concurrent co-ordinate 
powers is as essential to its existence as the others. 

This section proposes to make the action of the State authorities 
conclusive evidence as to the election and the qualification and as to 
the existence of the elector himself. It gives to each State the con- 
trol of the electoral college absolutely, unless where controversy 
arises subsequently; or, in fact, even worse than that: if there be an 
action by the State authority on any controversy that may arise in 
regard to any elector prior to the meeting of Congress to count the 
votes, then that action is final and conclusive upon the national 
power. If that is so this bill is simply a provision for the surrender 
of the national existence so far as the executive power is cencerned. 
It is the transmission from one individual office-holder to another, 
from one President to another; it is an absolute surrender of that 
question to the control of the States. I look upon that as a funda- 
mental departure from the essential principles of the Republican 
party and of onr national Constitution. We have in our Presiden- 
tial platforms from the beginning announced ourselves as believers 
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in the doctrine of the supremacy of the nation. We have laid down 
as the substantial platform of our y the doctrine that we are a 
nation. Now, when we yield the point that the Executive of the 
nation may be controlled, as that power passes from one individual 
to another, by electors whose existence and whose qualifications are 
made conclusively to cepeng upon the decision of State authority, 
we abandon our principles entirely, we surrender the fundamental 
idea of the Constitution itself. 

Mr. President, as I said in the beginning, I do not propose to en- 
large upon this subject-matter at all. I do not wish to delay action 
upon the bill. I move this amendment because unless it is adopted, 
so far as I am individually concerned, it will be impossible for me to 
support the bill. 

. HOAR. I hope the amendment of my honorable friend from 
New Hampshire will not be pressed. This bill is the result of very 
careful and anxious study. A very able special committee of the 
Senate some years ago reported it verbatim et literatim as it now stands. 
That was at the session beginning December, 1877, and I am obliged 
to the President of the Senate for reminding me that he was also a 
member of that committee. I believe that the Senator from Dela- 
ware, [Mr. BAYARD, ] the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. EDMUNDS, J 
and the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. MorGan,] were also of the 
committee, and that those two gentlemen whom I named first gave 
a very peculiar and special amount of labor to the framing of the 
bill, representing somewhat, as they did, the different sides of the 
Senate. Now, to put hastily into this most important and delicate 
machine new language, the effect of which may not be seen without 
a careful study of the whole bill, is unwise. So that if I 
with the honorable Senator from New Hampshire in his opinion, I 
should not desire to encumber the bill with this amendment. 

But I am free to say that I do not concur with the Senator from 
New Hampshire. I believe that the one thing which the framers of 
the Constitution meant was to get the President of the United States, 
out of Congress, to remove to the States, without any possibility of 
being influenced or affected or controlled, still less of being domi- 
nated, by national authority, the choice of their Presidential electors. 
The naked count of the votes of the persons commissioned by their 
States to cast them and the announcement of the result was all that 
the Constitution reserved for the Federal authority. * 

It is singular, Mr. President, how the instincts of the people have 
acted upon that principle although the method of accomplishing it 
which our fathers designed has not been pursued. They expected 
that the electoral co ego would be composed of men who would 
exercise a discretion. They were to be chosen by the States, the 
choice ascertained and authenticated by the States, the commission 
given by the States, and they were to assemble on the same day, so 
that there might be a reflection of the local opinion of each State 
unaffected even by such consultation with the representatives of 
other States as we necessarily have in the enactment of laws and in 
the discharge of our duties here. They were to vote for two candi- 
dates for the Presidency, the highest of whom was to be declared 
President, and the next highest the Vice-President. It was expressly 
prohibited to every person holding any Federal office, however small, 
to have a seat in the electoral college. 

Now, under our customs, the elector is but a scribe; he exercises 
no discretion ; he casts a vote which is known perfectly in advance, 
which he would be dishonored beyond any dishonor which has been 
known for any political action in this country if he should refrain 
from casting his vote for the candidate of the party which prevailed 
in the election in his State by his choice. The true electoral col- 
leges in this country to-day are the nominating conventions of the 
po itical parties, unknown to the law. All the safeguards, there- 

‘ore, with which we surronnded the elector from Federal influence 
have in the main been destroyed by the practiees of our elections, 
but the people have almost never since that change selected and 
elected to the Presidency any person who has been holding high 
national position at the time of his choice. Since John Quincy Adams, 
I think, the people have sought for some candidate away from the 
seat of Government, not connected with national affairs, entirely 
disassociated from the strifes and the competitions and the contests 
which are bound up in politics at the seat of Government—Jackson 
and Taylor and Lincoln and Grant—with the single exception of the 
last Presidential candidate; since John Quincy Adams the principle 
which led to the adoption of these safeguards of the Constitution 
has been acted upon instinctively by the people themselves. So I 
believe it will continue to be in the future. 

I do not think, therefore, that we ought to introduce into this bill 
an especial affirmation of the 8 that Congress is entitled to 
control the election of the President and Vice-President by asserting a 
right to go behind the deliberate judicial action of the authorities 
created by the Constitution for that purpose. 

It is very badin principle for another reason. The judicial author- 
ity of the State refi to in this bill is to act before the electors 
receive their commission, before the electors cast their votes, before 
the effect on the general result of the action of any particular elec- 
toral body can be known with vet Rocio but this puts in the 
two Houses of Congress the temptation after the result is known, 
when the effect not merely upon the title to his seat of a particular 
elector, but the result of the title to the great Presidential office itself, 
is to be determined by the action of the two Houses, to go behind the 
State judicial tribunal and take into the hands of these two great 
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political bodies the determination of the Presidential electjon. I 
should regard such a result as menacing very seriously the perpetuity 
of constitutional government itself under our present existing form. 

But I will not undertake to detain the Senate at this late hour 
with further discussion. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I am not ignorant of the fact that this 
bill has been very carefully considered; I am not ignorant of the 
fact that bello tas of the Senate concur in favoring its passage, 
and I do not wish to leave the Senate in ignorance of the further fact 
that it is a matter to which I have myself given careful and, I think, 
conscientious consideration as long as the committee itself, unless 
its observations and reflections upon this subject have extended to 
an earlier period than the great controversy of 1876. And I assure 
yon, Mr. President and the Senate, that I move this amendment be- 
cause I feel impelled to do it by a regard to what has for a long time 
been my conviction on this subject. I am not inclined to surrender 
what I believe to be the essential principle upon which this Govern- 
ment is founded because others may as conscientiously believe to 
the contrary of what I do myself. 

I assure you, Mr. President and the honorable Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, that if it were possible for me to vote for this second section 
as it now is I would gladly do so; but it is not. I do not myself 
quite comprehend the course of argument, if it is argument, in his 
remarks, He says to us that we are no longer a Government acting 
through governmental forms, but that we are simply registering in 
these latter days the edicts of party conventions. There may be 
much truth in that. The real electoral colleges, as he tells us, are 
the nominating conventions of the two parties. I admit that ours 
is a Government primarily based on the action of parties; but are 
these State parties, or aro they the . of the nation at large? 
The point which I make is this, and it is a radical one unless I am 
under a mistake, that the surrender to the State tribunals, whether 
legislative or executive or judicial, it matters not which, of the power 
to say whois theelector, the man who, under the Constitution, creates 
the President, is an abandonment of the national power itself to that 
State jurisdiction. I doubt whether any one can meet that point; 
certainly the Senator did notin the few remarks which he did me the 
honor to make in reply to this amendment. That radical principle 
which involves the question of supremacy between the State and the 
nation I cannot yield. 

The Senator from Massachusetts says practically that there is very 
little need of the passing of this bill; the people control these things; 
local sentiment governs, and so it will be as the Senator from 
bama has intimated. I think that whenever the question arisesand 
Congress is called upon to assert its inherent power to count the vote, 
it will be so whether this bill is enacted into a law or not. Congress, 
representing the nation, will never abandon its inherent power to 
count the vote. That is a question which has been debated in Congress 
many times and very seriously, and I never yet have heard any Toad: 
ing Republican take the ground in the Senate or elsewhere in the 
country that the power to count the vote was not in the authorities 
ofthe United States, unless it has been enunciated on this occasion 
by the honorable Senator from Mussachusetts; and when we yield 
that, as we do yield it in the second section of this bill, we not only 
violate the Constitution, in my belief, but we are untrue to our own 
party platforms and professions to the people at large. If we have 
any one thing intrusted to us as a in this country, itis the pro- 
tection of the principle of nationality; and that principle I consider 
can be only defended, so faras this bill isconcerned, by the adoption 
of the amendment which I have moved. 

Now, sir, I think that for a Republican, a man who believes in the 
nation as supreme over the States, it is yielding a great deal to sa 
that this section may be adopted and we will vote for it even wit 
the qualification which I move as an amendment. Why? Be- 
cause it makes the State action prima facie a rule; it makes it a rule 
until that rule is reversed, not by the action of a single House of 
Congress, but by the concurring action of both Houses of Congress. 
I am willing to go to the extent of saying that Con shall be 
overruled by the action of the State provided both Houses do not 
concur in their action. Doing that, I think it would be yieldin: 
ee too much to go further and adopt the second section as i 
stan 


The Senator from Massachusetts says in reply to this amendment 
that he finds great danger lest Congress may act corruptly while the 
judicial power of the State may act honestly and in accordance with 
the dictates of duty. Why? The Senator tells me he said nothing 
of the kind. Then I misunderstood him. He certainly said that he 
would consider ita great objection, that the action of Con should 
be preferred to that of the State because Congress acts after the elec- 
toral college has deposited its vote and the action of the college is 
then known, and Congress knowing the action of the college may, 
very likely from party reasons or from reasons which are not for the 
good of the State, reverse the action of the judicial power of the State; 
that the judicial tribunal of the State is more likely to be impartial 
and to decide justly for the reason that it acts prior to the casting 
of the vote by the electoral college and in ignorance of its action. 
But as a part of the same statement does not the Senator see that 
the elector who casts his vote differently from what it is understood 
he shall when he is chosen in November is an outcast in the country? 
Is it not a fact that the judicial tribunal of the State will know the 
action of the electors just as well before as after they have cast their 
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votes? Where, then, is the pertinency of the Senator's claim that the 
judicial power of the State is likely to be more impartial than Con- . 
in the exercise of its authority to count the vote ? 

Sir, I believe that the adoption of an amendment in substance such 
as I have moved here—the language may not be the most considerate, 
but I think it accomplishes the purpose, it indicates the idea at all 
events—is indispensable so far as I am concerned at least in the sup- 
port of this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
pro l by the Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. BLAIR. ] 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the followin 
message from the President of the United States; which was referre 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, dated the 4th instant, inclosing plans and estimates for the comple- 
tion of Fort McKinney, Wyoming 1 and recommending an appropriation 
of $50,000 for the purpose in accordance with the estimates. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 6, 1882. 


He also laid before the Senate the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from the 
Secretary of War. dated the 4th instant, inclosing estimates for deficiencies in the 
appropriation for the transportation of the Army and its supplies for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1882, and recommending an appropriation in accordance therewith. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
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EXECUTIVE Mansion, April 6, 1882. 
SAINT LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr, MAXEY. I now move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. No. 60) ratifying the act of the general coun- 
cil of the Choctaw Nation of Indians ting to the Saint Louis 
and San Francisco Railway Company right of way for a railroad and 
telegraph line through that nation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Wholo. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I desire now to give notice that when this pend- 
ing bill is di of I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. No. 1572) for the improvement of the navi- 
gation of the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin., I move thatthe Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After seventeen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at four o’clock and 
forty minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, April 6, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. POWER. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HUBBELL and others addressed the Chair. 

Mr. WHITE. I call for the regular order. ' 

Mr. HUBBELL. I hope the gentleman will wait a moment. I 
have a very important joint resolution which ought to be passed at 
once. I ane unanimous consent to introduce for immediate action 
the joint resolution which I send to the desk. I will explain it in a 
moment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HUBBELL] 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a joint res- 
olution, the title of which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A joint resolution appropriating certain lands—— 

Mr. WHITE. I insist on the regular order. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I ask the Speers from Kentucky [Mr. 
Warre] to allow me to introduce a bill for the relief of persons in the 
overflowed regions. 

The SPE R. The regular order is insisted upon. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
thatthe committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles ; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 1776) for the relief of Medical Director John 
Thornley, United States Navy; and 

An ack (H. R. No. 5588) to admit free of duty articles intended for 
exhibition at the national miming and industrial exposition to be 
held in the city of Denver in the year 1882. 


1882. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. BLAND. I rise, Mr. Speaker, to a question of personal privi- 
lege. I desire to have read what I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. BLAND, of Missouri, based his opposition to the resolution upon his general 
opposition to the national banking pedi iiag He was in favor of substituting silver 
for national-bank notes until silver was on a parity with gold? As a Democrat, he 
proclaimed his hostility to national banks and national bankers. 

Mr. KASSON. That is not a questiou of privilege. 

Mr. BLAND. That is a dispatch to the Associated Press, which is 
incorrect, so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. KASSON. But I wish to ask the gentleman from Missouri 
whether he considers that as a question of privilege. 

Mr. BLAND. It certainly is, so far as I am concerned. This state- 
ment, it seems, went out to the country as a dispatch to the Asso- 
ciated Press and does me injustice. [expressed no hostility to national 
bankers as individuals, but only to the system. There would be 
neither rhyme nor reason in denouncing persons who are engaged in 
a legitimate business authorized by the laws of the country. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. KASSON. I move to dispense with the morning hour. 

Mr. HOUSE. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa will be recognized 
again, The Chair now recognizes the gentleman from Tennessee. 

PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. CAMP. I move, Mr. Speaker, that when the House adjourns 

to-day it adjourn to meet on Saturday next, as to-morrow will be 


Good Friday. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 30, noes 56. 
So the motion was disagreed to. 


3 MISSISSIPPI CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. 
191 CALKINS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of the highest 
rivilege. 

N The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CALKINS. I am directed by the Committee on Elections, in 
the matter of the contested-election case of John R. Lynch against 
James R. Chalmers, of the sixth Congressional district of SED 
to submit a report, which I ask may be printed and laid over for the 
present, to be called up at some other time, and only ask now that 
the accompanying resolutions be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That James R. Chalmers was not elected and is not entitled to his 
seat in the Forty-seventh Congress from the sixth district of Mississippi. 

Resolved, That John R. Lynch was elected and is entitled to his ates the Forty- 
seventh Congress from the sixth district of Mississippi. 

The report was laid over and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALKINS. In connection with that report I desire to ask 
that the minority of the committee shall have leave to file their views 
at any time in the future, and that they be ordered to be printed. 
My colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
ATHERTON, ] who has charge of that matter, is detained from the 
House by sickness, and it is at his request in a letter I have received 
from him that I have made this motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and it is ordered 
accordingly. 

CONTESTED ELECTION—STOLBRAND VS, AIKEN. 


Mr. JONES, of Texas. Iam directed by the Committee on Elec- 
tions, in the case of C. J. Stolbrand agan D. Wyatt Aiken, from the 
third Congressional district of South Carolina, to submit a report 
. the adoption of the resolution which I ask the Clerk 

read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That C. J. Stolbrand have leave to withdraw papers. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HUBBELL. Lask to introduce a joint resolution at this time 
for consideration. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I demand the regular order of business. 

Mr. KASSON. I wish to complete the statement begun when moy- 
ing to dispense with the morning hour for to-day, and it is this: that 
it is my intention if the motion be carried to yield to things that 
will not call for debate, such as reports from committees, &c. 
now ask for a vote on my motion to dispense with the morning hour 
for to-day. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Several gentlemen have reports to submit from 
her committees; and I hope the morning hour will not be dispensed 
with. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that two-thirds have not voted 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. KASSON. Then let us have a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 54, noes 36. 

So (two-thirds not having voted in the affirmative) the motion was 
disagreed to. 

Mr. KASSON. I demand the regular order of business. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the gentleman yield to me to offer a reso- 
lution ? 

Mr. KASSON. I cannot after the vote just given by the House. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I stand pledged to offer a resolution of inves- 
tigation, which I am now trying to do. 

Ir. HAZELTON. What is the regular order? 

The SPEAKER. After privileged reports the regular prder will be 
the call of committees for reports of a general character. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Then I demand the regular order of business. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RYAN. Iwish tosubmit a report from the Committee on Appro- 
priations on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 4185) 
making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of 
the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1883, and for other 

urposes. 

Mr. RANDALL, I would like to ask the gentleman from Kansas 
whether any of the amendments of the Senate are liable to the point 
of order that if introduced in the House they would have to be con- 
sidered in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. It is Rule XX, I think. 

Mr. RYAN. Ido not understand the question of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to know whether any of the amend- 
ments of the Senate to this Indian appropriation bill are of such a 
character as would make them liable to the point of order under 
Rule XX of the House? 

Mr. RYAN. None, I think, that the committee have recommended 
concurrence in. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, if there be any Senate amendments of 
that character, I desire to reserve the point of order upon them, 

Mr. RYAN. There is some new legislation in the bill, but the 
committee have not recommended concurrence in any amendments 
which I think are subject to the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL, Lask the question for the reason that I desire to 
reserve the point of order as these amendments are read, that they 
shall have their first consideration in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, ifsuch point rests against such amendments. 

Mr. RYAN. I wish to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
whether he would not be willing, inasmuch as we have not recom- 
mended concurrence in such amendment, to wait until the confer- 
ence committee make their report on these amendments, in which 
non-concurrence is now recommended! 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not think my object would be reached in 
that way. A conference report is privileged. The commit tee's re- 
port as now presented to the House is open to points of order such 
as I indicated. In considering a conference, such point would not 
rest against such conference report. The mere recommendation of 
the Committee on Appropriations to non-coneur does not necessarily 
imply that the House would agree to the non-concurrence. The 
gentleman will see the importance of the distinction. My only ob- 
ject is that we shall have an opportunity, if any of these amend- 
ments are liable to the point of order, of discussing them in Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. e 

Mr. RYAN. Has the gentleman from Pennsylvania any objection 
to the adoption of the report as far as the recommendation to concur 
of the Committee on Appropriations 1 

Mr. RANDALL. I should like to hear the report read to know 
what it does recommend. I might desire to amend some of these 
items. I have no belief in the propriety of the Senate inserting 
amendments to bills of this character, and have them brought before 
the House on a committee’s report, unless they shall be subject to 
the point of order if it is desired to make such. 

Mr. ROBESON. I would like to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania whether when such amendments come here under the reportof a 
conference committee they cannot go to the Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. RANDALL. Not under the rule, because the conference 
report is a privileged report to the House. 

he SPE R. The report of the committee will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Appropriations, to which was referred tho bill (H. R. No. 
4185) making ed Lira rs for the currentand contingent expenses of the Indian 
Department, and for fulfillin ney stipulations with various Indian tribes, for 
the year ending June 30, 1883. and for other purposes, together with the amend- 
menta or the Senate thereto, having considered the same, beg leave to report as 

They recommend concurrence in the amendments of the Senate numbered 1, 4, 
5, 6, 7, 8, 10, 23, 24, 25, 26, 25, 29, 30, 31, 36, 37, 38. 39, 50, 57, 62, 63, 64, 65, 63, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 
74, 75, 76, 77, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 106, 107, 108, and 109. 

They recommend non-concurrence in the amendments numbered 2, 3, 9, 11, 12, 13, 
14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 27, Se, 33, 34, 35, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 51, 52, 53, 
54, 55, 56, 58, 59, 60, 61, 66, 67, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 103, 104, and 105. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to ask whether or not the amendments made 
by the Senate to this bill have been printed by order of the House ? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is informed that they have been. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Printed and numbered ? 

The SPEAKER. So the Chair is informed. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Can we have the amendments read? 

The SPEAKER. They will be rend. The Clerk will first report the 
amendments in which the committee recommend concurrence. Does 
the gentleman from Kansas desire a separate vote upon the seyerai 
amendments ? 
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Mr RTAN. I do not desire it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Unless we can have the printed bill to indicate 
these various amendments, a vote had better be taken separately. 

The SPEAKER. The bill with Senate amendments, the Chair is 
informed, has been printed. The Clerk will report the varions 
amendments in which concurrence is recommended. 

The Clerk reported the various amendments up to amendment num- 
bered 84; which were severally agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words training school,” in line 176 of the bill, and insert in- 
dustrial school; so that it will read: 

For support of Indian industrial school at Carlisle, Pennsylvania,” &c. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I would like to have the gentleman from Kansas 
explain the apparent departure from the previous character of the 
school at Carlisle, if there is any, as indicated by the striking out of 
the words “training school.” 

Mr. RYAN. As a matter of fact, there is no change whatever. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Is there any reason for this change! 

Mr. RYAN. None, except that, in the opinion of the superintend- 
ent, this word“ industrial” better describes the character of the 
school than the other word. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk reported the amendments numbered 85, 86, 87, 88, and 
89; which were severally agreed to. 

The Clerk reported the amendment numbered 90, as follows: 

And said sum shall be disbursed upon the basis of an allowance of $200 for the 
support and education of each scholar, and not exceeding $500 of said sum may 
be used for the transportation of children to and from said school. 

Mr. RANDALL. I get ges that is rendered necessary because the 
increase of $10,000 in the preceding amendment will increase the 
number of scholars, 

Mr. RYAN. Yes, sir. 

The Clerk reported the additional amendments in which concur- 
rence was recommended; which were severally a: to. 

Mr. RYAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the several 
amendments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kansas desire the read- 
ing of the other amendments, in which non-concurrence is recom- 
mended by the committee! 

Mr. RYAN. No, sir; I move that the House non-concur in the 
amendments indicated in the report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to make a eee e fa yah On page 
49 of this bill there is certain independent legislation by the Senate 
in the form of amendments to the bill. The question I present is 
whether such amendments in their consideration by the House are 
not subject to the same rule of order as if they had originated in the 
House on the ground of their being new and independent legislation, 
and not simply appropriations to Seiad out existing laws? 

Mr. RYAN. Ido not understand there is any rule of this House 
that allows the House to declare that because a Senate amendment 
is new legislation the House therefore will not consider it at all. 

Mr. DALL. Lask that Rule XX be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Any amendment of the Senate to any House bill shall be subject to the point of 
order that it shall be first considered in the Committee of the ole House on the 
state of the Union, if, originating in the House, it would be subject to that point. 

Mr. RYAN. Certainly that point of order can be made. But the 
amendment must be considered, either in the House or in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. RANDALL. In the line of the inquiry of my friend from Indi- 
ana [Mr. HOLMAN] I would like to ask whether these amendments 
of the Senate are not only new legislation but whether they do not 
also make an appropriation to execute that new legislation? If so, 
they clearly come within Rule XX. I do not make the point of 
order, The point I aimed at I have had the opportunity of reaching 
by the amendments having been gone over seriatim. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from In- 
diana it is of opinion the only point of order that can be made 
would be such as could be made under Rule XX, which has just been 


read, 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is very clear, of course, that if the Senate sends 
back a bill with an amendment that appropriates money that amend- 
ment must be considered in Committee of the Whole. But that was 
not the point I desired to present. It was this: whether if the Sen- 
ate puts independent and new . on an appropriation bill it 
is subject to the point of order in the House that it is new legislation ? 
I was not making the point of order; I was merely submitting a par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it has made all the answer it 
can make now to the gentleman’s inquiry. It is under the impres- 
sion that clause 3 of Rule XXI does not apply to Senate amendments. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does not Rule XX apply to Senate amendments 
gaon are new legislation and carry an appropriation to execute 

em 

The SPEAKER. Rule XX provides for a point of order against a 
Senate amendment, if it makes an appropriation, that it Il be 
sent to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
The oi would rather not conclusively decide the other question 
at present. 
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Mr. RANDALL. Not until the point of order israised. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana only made the point in the form of a parlia- 
mentary ngung. 

The SP. ER. And the Chair would rather not decide the ques- 
tion absolutely now. 

Mr. RANDALL, I wish to say, however, if the Senate have intro- 
duced new legislation into the bill and have provided for an appro- 

riation to execute that new legislation, the same proposition if 
it had been originally offered in the House must have been considered 
in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union under 
the rule; and such an amendment comes therefore as a Senate amend- 
ment within the range of Rule XX. But I do not myself make the 
point of order. 

I want, however, to ask the gentleman from Kansas a question: 
How much in the aggregate do the Senate amendments increase the 


bill? 

Mr. RYAN. Over half a million of dollars. 

Mr. RANDALL. And in how much has the House Committee 
recommended concurrence, and in how much non-concurrence ? 

Mr. RYAN. I do not think we have recommended concurrence in 
anything that increases the original bill at all. 

Mr. ALL. I noticed one or two items where the committee 
recommend concurrence in which there is an increase. 

Mr. RYAN. One or two small items. 

Mr. RANDALL. There was one of $10,000 I noticed. 

Mr. ROBESON. I will say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that as the bill now stands, with the concurrence of the Committee 
on Appropriations, it appropriates less money than when it went to 
the Senate. 

Mr. RANDALL. I consider that a very gratifying fact if you only 
have the stamina to stand up to it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I notice there are a number of provisions here 
euthorizing the erection of buildings for educational purposes; quite 
a number of them. I think that is proper. In that connection I 
wish to inquire—and it is a question that may properly arise in the 
committee of conference—whether it is not better and far more 
economical that instead of having a 1 number of these schools 
established over the country there should be one or two central es- 
tablishments of this kind into which a large number of these chil- 
dren could be gathered! 

Mr. RYAN. That will be, as the 8 from Indiana states, a 
subject for conference discussion. I think there is force in what the 
gentleman from Indiana suggests. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I submit to the gentleman from Kansas that the 
bringing of these Indians from various tribes to a particular point 
for educational purposes is not only better as tending to break up 
the tribal relations, which must be done in a few years, but far bet- 
ter also on the score of economy. And I trust my friend from Kan- 
sas will see to it that that view at least gets the attention of the 
committee of conference, Inasmuch as the tribal relations will be 
broken up in a very few years, the sooner you get these children to- 
gether for educational purposes without reference to tribal relations 
the better. 

Mr. HOOKER. I would inquire of the gentleman from Kansas 
(Mr. Ryan] whether any amendment of the Senate to this bill changes 
the appropriation made by the bill as it passed the House for the 
Indian Peace commission, as it is commonly called! 

Mr. RYAN. It reduces the sum appropriated by the House by 
either $400 or $600. I now ask that the report of the Committee on 
Appropriations be adopted. 

he SPEAKER. The question is upon non-concurring in the sev- 
eral amendments of the Senate as recommended by the Committee on 
. 
he amendments were non-concurred in. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. : 

Mr. PAGE. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a bill for refer- 
ence. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. PAGE. Allow me to explain a moment. I want to introduce a 
bill to carry into effect the treaty between the United States and China. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We have passed one bill for that purpose, which 
has been vetoed by the President and the Chinese minister. 

Mr. PAGE. I want to introduce such a bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to that bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER, Mr. MORSE, and others objected. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. PAGE. I desire to give notice that I shall try until the end 
of this session to get consent to pass some bill for the relief of the 
people on the Pacific coast by restricting the immigration of Chinese. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to make a report from the Committee on 


8 
. RANDALL. I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. Is the report a privileged one? 
DEFICIENCY FOR DIES, STAMPS, ETC. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I believe it is a privileged report. I want to re- 
port back a bill which was recommitted to the Committee on Appro- 
priations the other day. It is House bill No, 5573, making appro- 
ean to supply a deficiency for dies, paper, and stamps for tho 

scal year 1882, and to continue work on the Washington Monument 
for the fiscal year 1883. 
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Mr. RAND. report, for it is not one 
of the general appropriation bills. I will not object to it, however, 
and will withdraw my demand for the regular order as against that 
bill. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I suppose there will be no objection to consider- 
ing the bill at this time. I ask consent that it may be considered in 
the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

There was no objection, 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
8 e get appropriated, the. following sums for the purposes herein- 

tioned : 

For“ dies, | paper, and stamps, $170,000, being a deficiency for the service of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1882; and not exceeding $7,000 of 
this amount may be expended in the payment of persons employed in connection 
T the manufacture of paper and the production of stamps, and their custody 
and care. 

F bi te, iron frame-work, machinery, tools, labor, office e 
and for ea cash ops one connected with thet completion of the Washington 
Monument, $150,000, being for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883. 


The Committee on Appropriations reported an amendment to add 
to the bill the following: 


For distinctive paper for United States securities, including mill bas) ges 
transportation, e ion, counting, and delivery, being a deficiency for the 
fiscal year 1882, $25,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the gentleman should make some ex- 
planation of that amendment, and after that I shall ask some explana- 
tion in regard to the deficiency of $170,000. 

Mr. HISCOCK. In reference to the amendment, I will send to the 
Clerk’s desk a letter to be read. 

‘Phe Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., November 1, 1881. 

Sm: Ihave the honor to state that in submitting an estimate in 1880 of the 
amount of appropriation required for distinctive paper for United States notes, 
silver certificates, and other securities for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1882, the 
amount was stated at $81,000 which would be required for the purchase of ten mill- 
ion sheets. In making the Ag ag Congress reduced the amount to $25,000, 
thus providing for about three sheets, which is at least two million sheets 
less than the amount required to meet the requisitions of the Treasurer of the 
United States for United States notes for the current fiscal year. 

The 3 of United States notes is owing to the fact that the De- 
partment been compelled, by the limited appropriations of the past few years, 
to use the paper as soon as it is manufactured. The notes being printed on un- 
seasoned paper lack durability, and are soon returned to the Department, worn out 
or nintilated, to be replaced at tho expense of the Government. 

In view of these facts it would seem to be a measure of economy to use only 
seasoned Paper in preparing United States securities. I therefore respectfully 


ALL. That is nota i 


recommend t Congress be nested to make an additional appropriation of 
$24,420 for distinctive paper for United States securities for the fiscal year 1882, 
which will enable the partment to fill the requisitions of the Treasurer of the 


United States and 


ear. 
N It is proper to state that unless an additional 5 be ted the manu- 
facture of distinctive paper must cease on or before February 1, 152. and the force 


secure a small supply of paper for use during the next fiscal 


WM. FLETCHER, 
Ohief Division of Loans and Currency. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


The amendment reported from the Committee on Appropriations 
was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be 8 and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question was upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to say a few words touching the appro- 
priation of $170,000 for a deficiency for dies, paper, stamps, &c. 
was one of the members of this House who favored the policy of the 
printing by the Government of its own stamps, so far as it could do 
80, instead of having them printed by outside contractors, 

I believed that the Government could and should print those stamps 
at a less prios than a contractor could do so, who had to keep up his 
own establishment, because the Government had no rent to pay for 
buildings, had nothing to pay for machinery nor for its wear and 
tear from year to year, and was also free from insurance charges and 
many other charges which a private party must submit to in the way 
of office furniture, rent, &. All of these expenses to which I have 
alluded the Government officials are free from, and consequently 
they ought to be able to do this work at a less cost than private par- 
ties would be willing to do it for. 

But, as time has gone on I have been led to believe from informa- 
tion I have received from those who understand this subject better 
than I do, and perhaps better than many members of Con do, 
that this work by the Government has now reached a cost in excess 
of the price which outside parties have heretofore offered to do the 
work for, and that is the real reason why this deficiency has occurred. 

I only wish to direct the attention of members of the Committee 
on Appropriations to the statement I have made. I have already 
shown to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations a de- 
tailed statement received from a respectable party, and he has assured 
me that there will be made an investigation of this subject. 

One case was told me where a match manufacturer had to give u 
his own dies, which contained his trade-mark also, and was assu: 
that the stamps would be furnished him by the Government at a cost 
of only seven dollars per thousand. When he came to pay for them, 
however, he was charged twenty-one dollars per thousand. 

Such complaints as these have come to my ears, and I think it is 


due to all parties that they should be publicly stated,so that if they 
are incorrect they may be refuted, and if they are not incorrect, and 
this bureau is running into extravagant habits, then it should be 
checked. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I wish to remind the gentleman trom 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] that when he took the position hedid 
in the Forty-fourth Congress upon this subject, I predicted that this 
very result would occur, and that tke Government could not pro- 
duce stamps in competitien with private parties. Congress saw fit 
however, to confide this work to a bureau of the Government, and 
the result which I then predicted has come to pass. 

Mr. RANDALL. At the time the gentleman refers to I took the 
position which I take now, that the Government, if the business is 
properly and economically manuged, can print stamps more cheaply 
than outside parties; and this stands to reason in a business lig t. 
The Government is free from rent, free from the cost of the original 
machinary, free from the expense of wear and tear in running the 
machinery. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Now will the gentleman explain the mean- 
ing of that language? He used it once before, but I failed to under- 
stand it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I mean to say that the cost of the machinery 
used by the Government is not charged relatively against the cost of 
the stamps. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Does not the machinery wear out? 

Mr. RANDALL. Of course it wears out and has to be renewed ; 
but so far as Lam able to learn the estimate of the cost of printing 
these stamps does not at any time include the wear and tear of ma- 
chinery or charges for rent and insurance. In other words, so far as 
I know, the estimates include nothing except paper, printing, and 
the manual labor connected with the work. 

Mr. VALENTINE. When you come to buy machinery to replace 
that which has worn out, does not that count as part of the expense? 

Mr. RANDALL. That would not affect the question, because, 
whether it is the Government or an individual that purchases tho 
price would be about the same. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Then there is no saving. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania whether he now recollects the relative cost of stamps 
in reference to the amount cellected in years past. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have not the figures here; I could find them, 
because in the investigation to which the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Hewrrr] has alluded all that appears, I think. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have a statement of this kind: that in 1879 the 
cost was $3.35 to $1,000 collected ; in 1880 it had increased ten cents 
on the $1,000, being $3.45 to $1,000 collected; and in 1881 it was $3.56, 
owing to the increased price of material. So far as I have been able to 
investigate the matter in the brief time since my attentionwas called 
to it in personal conversation by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, it 
would appear that all the increase is accounted for by the increased 
cost of material. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has been ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I must object to the provision in this bill in rela- 
tion to the Washington Monument, for which there is an e 
tion here of $150,000, which the committee include in the shape of a 
deficiency. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Not at all. 

Mr. BLOUNT. As I understand, the gentleman from New York 
places the matter in this position: that this is simply an anticipation 
of the appropriation which would otherwise be made next year, and 
is made now in order that it may be used for the purpose of purchasing 
material. That I understand to be the explanation. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The explanation of it, if the gentleman will allow 
me a moment, is this: this item is not put in the bill in the form of 
a deficiency ; it is a distinct appropriation for the next fiscal year, 
which the committee concluded to put in this bill and recommend 
its adoption, to the end that in the prosecution of the work upon the 
Washington Monument contracts might be made for materials for 
the next fiscal year, or that the officers in charge of the work might 
know the sum which will be at their disposal. No part of this money 
is to be used during the present fiscal year; it is simply an appro- 
priation pro d to be made at this time for the next fiscal year. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I cannot understand the matter as the gentleman 
from New York does. Before the next fiscal year shall arrive appro- 
8 for purposes of this kind will be made in the regular way. 

e only object, as I understand, of making this appropriation at 
the present time is that it may be at once available so that contracts 
for stone, &c., may be made—exactly what the officers of the Gov- 
ernment may do with reference to funds which they may have on 
hand at the present time. It is therefore nothing more nor less than 
a deficiency appropriation. It is to make this amount available to 
be used at once by the Government in connection with the Wash- 


ington Monument. A part of the operations connected with the 
construction of that monument is the purchase and laying down of 
materials; and if it were proposed simply to make contracts to be 
paid out of this item, but not to allow the parties to go forward at 
once in the execution of these contracts, nothing would be gained. 
Mr. Speaker, my reason for objecting to this appropriation is that 
it is part of a system in reference to the public buildings as well as 
in regard to the Washington Monument. Every year since I have 
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been a member of this House, the attempt under some specious plea 
has been made to induce Congress to sanction in the form of deficien- 
cies appropriations which the oflicers in charge of these works had 
failed to get in the regular way under the estimates. There is no 
more reason for the provision proposed in the present case than there 
would be in reference to all the public buildings throughout the 
country. The gentleman from New York might just as well come 
here and propose that in reference to every public building in the 
country the officers in charge might go forward and contract for ma- 
terial in this identical way. 

The result will be simply an addition to the amount for this year, 
as it has been the experience of the past that when such appropria- 
tions have been made and the next fiscal year arrives they insisted 
on an amount just as large as if no portion of it had been anticipated 


by any preceding appropriation. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Pril say to the gentleman from Georgia there 


will be no further appropriation for the prosecution of this work for 
the next fiscal year, and I now call the previous question. 

The SPE R. The bill has been ordered to be engrossed and 
read the third time. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Very well; I demand the previous question on the 
passage of the bill. 

The previousquestion was ordered, and under theoperation thereof 
the bill was passed. 

Mr. HISCOCK moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the title will be amended 
by adding the words “and for other p s 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced the passage of the bill (S. No. 1654) to provide for a defi- 
ciency in subsistence for the Indians; in which concurrence was 
requested. 

ADDITIONAL ACCOMMODATIONS FOR INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Isubmitthe following privileged report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Honses on the 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. No. 1361) to provide additional accommo- 
dations for the Department of the Interior, having met, after full and free confer- 
— have to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 

OWS: 
Py og: the House recede from its amendment to the said bill, and the House agree 
© same. 

That the bill be amended by inserting, in the fifth line, after the word " the,“ 
the words Pension Office and Land Office ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

W. S. SHALLENBERGER, 
MARK L. DE MOTTE, 
JAMES W. SINGLETON, 

Ma on the part of the House. 
E. H. ROLLINS, 
JUSTIN S. MORRILL, 
G. G. VEST, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I raise a question of order on that. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I call for the reading of the original bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But I raise the question of order, Mr. Speaker, 
that this report does not, as the rule requires, explain the effect of 
the proposed changes in the original bill. 

: Tho SPEAKER. Yes; there is an accompanying statement, and 
the sg does, to that extent, comply with the rule of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Very well; then let the statement be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Statement to accompany the re of the conferees on the part of the House 
= Se 8 bill to provide additional accommodations for the Department of 

© Interior. 

The effect of this report is that the House recedes from its amendment to the 
bill of the Senate reducing the appropriation from $20,000 to $15,000, and to 
the amount fixed by the £ te. The Senate agrees to an amendment as follows: 
Insert in the fifth line, after the word the,“ the words “ Pension Office and Land 
Office.” Tho Senate in providing $20,000 to be expended by the Secretary of the 
Interior for additional ations has included a sum sufficient to secure 
additional room for the accommodation of the Land Office. The House insisting 
upon its amendment, reducing the same to $15,000, distinctly understood that ad- 
commodations were desired ly for the Pension Office, and deemed $15,000 suf- 
ficient for that purpose. Upon The assurance, therefore, and under the belief that 
additional accommodations are required by the Land Office as well, they recede 
from the amendment, and allow the additional sum of $5,000 on condition that the 
Senate a, to specifically provide in the bill for additional accommodations for 
Pension Office and Land Office, which has been done. 

The adoption of the report is recommended. 


Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, the House committee has 
receded from the amendment of the House, and allowed the appro- 
priation to be raised as the Senate proposed, from fifteen to twenty 
thousand dollars. Now the gentleman from Pennsylvania ought to 
give to this House some reason for this increase. Here is a buildin 
costing only $100,000 to put it up, and for ten years, as I understand, 
we have been paying a rent for it of $20,000a year. I donot believe 
it is d legislation to authorize the selection of one particular 
building. Let the Secretary of the Interior receive bids for all places 
and get the cheapest 8 š 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Permit me to interrupt the gentleman 
for a moment, in order to ask him a question. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Certainly. 


pee 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Will the gentleman rofer to any specifie 
building named in this bill? There is nothing of the matter objected 


to by the gentleman in the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Ilinois. Let the bill be read. 

i 1 COX, of New York. I understand it is the old Republican 
uilding. 

Mr. S ENBERGER. No such thing. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I shonld like to hear what it is, then. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. The Secretary of the Interior, under 
the phraseology of the bill, is simply intrusted with $20,000 for the 
purpose of securing additional accommodations for the Pension Office 
and the Land Office. His discretion will permit him to take, under 
proper conditions, the Republican building for Pension Office accom- 
modations. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. What building is contemplated ? 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. He is contemplating, as we are in- 
formed, no specific building. The committee of the House, when 
this bill was before them, understood the accommodations were for 
the Pension Office alone, and it was stated that the Republican 
building would be the one most desirable, as being nearest the pres- 
ent Pension Office. [Mr. Cox, of New York, rose.] One word 
further, Our committee distinctly disagreed to that proposition, to 
lease the building named for a term of years. We distinctly declined 
to specify any particular building, or to intimate we were willin 
to give or consent to have given more than $15,000 for that build- 
ing. Hence we made our report. 

‘he Senate sends to us another bill, increasing the appropriation 
to $20,000, not alone in the interest of increased accommodations for 
the Pension Office, but to provide accommodations as well for the 
Land Office, the necessity for which is as pressing as for the Pension 
Office, and having heard fully the statement of the reasons for that 
addition, having the assurance of the Senate committee they would 
not agree to more than $15,000 for the Republican building, allowing 
the Secretary of the Interior, as we do, full discretion to negotiate 
for that or for any other building or buildings, we now report in favor 
of allowing $20,000 for those two distinct purposes specifically pro- 
vided for in the bill itself. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, I want to ask the gentleman this question: 
whether it is not understood that this appropriation is for the pur- 
pose of renting the old Republican building at the corner of Thir- 
teenth street and Pennsylvania avenue? 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Upon the contrary, it is distinctly un- 
derstood that it is not necessarily so. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Where is that understanding ? 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. This addition to the original amount 
proposed by the House was agreed to in committee of conference on 
the ground that it was necessary that additional accommodations 
8 d also be provided for the Land Office as well as for the Pension 

ce 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman does not answer the question. 
What I want him to state is, whether it is not well understood that 
the effect of this bill, as now reported from the conference commit- 
tee, will be to rent the old Republican building at the corner of Thir- 
teenth street and Pennsylvania ayenue for ten years at the price 
named in this bill? 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Ihave answered that question, I think. 
The rental is from year to year and no building named. The Secre- 
tary of the Interior, by the provisions of the bill, must provide some 
accommodations for the Land Office also; hence that larger amount 
has been agreed upon. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does this bind the Government for ten years? 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. It does not bind the Government for any 
period of years. It is only from year to year. It distinctly prohibits 
the rental or the making of any contract for rent beyond one year. 

The SPEAKER, The bill will be read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to have the bill read as agreed upon 
in conference, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the sum of $20,000 be, and hereby is, i Lael meee out of 
8 in the Treas not otherwise appropriated, for 
abling the Seeretary of the Interior to rent or lease from year to year a suitable 


building for additioual accommodations for the Pension Office and the Land Office, 
Department of the Interior. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Now, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Penn- 

cou will yield to me I should like to be heard for a moment on 
s bill. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am opposed to the passage of this bil) for this 
reason: the Government of the United States is now erecting a large 
addition to the building near the Execntive Mansion known as the 
State, War, and Navy Department. That building will within a 
few months be ready for occupancy ; all that portion of the building 
fronting upon Pennsylvania Avenue, at all events, will be ready for 
occupancy within that time, while a considerable part of it is al- 
ready occupied. There is certainly sufficient room there to accom- 
modate the immediate necessities of the Government over and above 
those now provided for. The Interior Department has occupied its 
present building from the time of its completion until now, and Ido 


not see any special reason or any pressing demand for an appropri- 
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ation of $20,000 for the rent of a new building to give it additional 
accommodations just at present. 

It has been the custom, I am sorry to say, whenever a corporation 
in this city becomes bankrupt and passes into the hands of an assignee, 
to find the famished creditors conme around and asking the Gov- 

è 


ernment to do something to make them get a dividend upon their 
bad investments; either coming to Congress and asking usto buy their 
old buildings or to rent them and thus save them from loss inci 

by unprofitable investments. Now, I regard this bill, although the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania hasapparently guarded it very closely, 
us another measure in that direction. Itis another addition to what 
we did afew days ago when we passed an act for the purchase of the 
old Freedman’s Bank building for the Government of the United 
States—a building wholly unsuitable for the necessities of a public 
building, but the necessities of the creditors were so great that it 
was deemed advisable to furnish a dividend for the unfortunate suf- 
ferers of that freedman’s savings institution. Now we have a propo- 
sition in the shape of this bill to rent another building at an expend- 
jture of $20,000 a year, to increase the Government facilities. Iam 
op to the renting of private buildings for Government use. 

e Government of the United States is able to erect suitable build- 
ings for its own uses; and there is no such pressing emergonoy as 
would uire us now to pay such a sumasthis bill contemplates for 
the rent of an unsuitable building until we getready to build one of our 
own. I hope the bill will be voted down, and that we will stop this 

icious Bait of renting pove buildings throughout this city 

or the assumed necessities of the Government, 
SHALLENBERGER. I now ask the previous question on the 


passage of the bill. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Will the gentleman permit me to 
ask him a question f 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Yes, sir, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I would like to ask the gentleman 
why it is that the words “or so much thereof as may be necessary” 
have been stricken out of the bill. This bill provides for the ex- 
penditure of $20,000 a year, without limitation. Why was there no 
fimitation by the insertion of these words? 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. They were not stricken out. No such 
words ever appeared in the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. But the gentleman does not seem 
to understand my question. There is, as the gentleman will per- 
ccive, no provision made here for a less sum than $20,000. If, for 
instance, the Secretary should find that he could secure a building 
for a much less sum, he would be compelled, under the language of 
this bill, to pay the whole amount of this appropriation. He may 
tind a snitable building for $10,000, while, by the absence of these 
qualifying words, he must pay $20,000. ; 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. By no means; the gentleman is mis- 
taken. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. These words are not in the bill: 
“or so much as may be nec therefor;” and I ask for the read- 
ing of the bill again. Iwill make my statement squarely and allow 
the gentleman to refute it by the bill if he can. It does not contain 
any qualifying terms; and under that language the Secretary would 
net be snowed any discretion, but must rent a building at the rate 

ified. And, further, I will say from information I have heard, 

am not satisfied that it is not the design of interested parties to 

brocure the renting of the old Republican building on the Avenue 

or this amount. It is true the bill leaves it discretionary with the 

Secretary of the Interior, but we know not how he may exercise his 
discretion. , g 

There is another thing I want to call attention to. The records of 
the Land Office are now in a fire-proof building. The value of those 
records is, of course, well known to all, involving, as they do, titles 
all through the country. It is pert by this bill to take those 
records ont of this fire-proof building and put them in a building 
which the bill does not contemplate as being a fire-proof building. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Ifthe gentleman will permit me, I can 
explain in a moment the status of this matter, 

Ar. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, Let the gentleman then explain 
why it is proposed to take these records from a fire-proof building to 
one that is not fire-proof, and also let him explain why the qualify- 
ing words or so much thereof as may be necessary ” are left out of 
the bill. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. At present the Pension Office uses four 
separate buildings for its purposes, quite separate, requiring tele- 
phone communication and consuming the time of clerks in carryin 
records back and forth, some of them at salaries of $1,200 or $i, 00 
a year. We pro to enable the Secretary of the Interior to rent, 
if he can, a building sufficiently large to consolidate these several 
branches. The building on Ninth street, which is now occupied by 
the Pension Office immediately opposite the Land Office, will be va- 
cated when, under the provisions of this bill, we secure the accom- 
modations desired. That building vacated will then, on the Ist ef 
July, be subject to a new lease. It is said to be desirable that that 
building should be rented by the Land Office, being just across the 
street, and more convenient for its purposes, But that a building 
must be rented temporarily, no one doubts, The Secretary of the 
Interior has in repeated communications to this House through the 
President, as well as directly, informed our committee that he must 
have accommodations. 
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We do not, any more than the gentleman from IIlinois, [Mr. 
SPRINGER, I desire to rent property for publie use not fire-proof in 
character and at high figures from private individuals. We, as a 
committee, have unanimously reported against that. We unani- 
mously state that we believe the rents of buildings used by the Goy- 
ernment in the city of Washington are extravagant; and it was 
with intent to correct, if possible, that abnse that we desired to 
bring the appropriation down from $20,000 to $15,000, If the gen- 
tleman will follow the action of the committee he will see it has 
een in precise accord with what he has stated on this floor to be 
his desire, namely, the utmost economy in such matters. 

We object to these buildings, insecure and lacking in fire-proof 
qualities. We do urge, as a committee, that the Government shall 
commit itself, as it did in the purchase of the Freedman’s Bank 
property, to the purchase of a site upon which we can construct in 
the future a suitable building of brick and iron, which shall be fire- 
proof, to accommodate these valuable records as well as the busi- 
ness of the Department. 

I will say further that I hope this House will commit itself to the 
policy of purchasing a square of ground, whether it be the square 
of ground opposite the Post-Office Department or not, with the in- 
tent to construct a suitable fire-proof building—not of ornate archi- 
tecture, but of fire-proof qualities—and conveniently arranged for 
the accommodation of all these various offices. I hope in that to be 
heartily in accord with him. But until that is done and the build- 
ing secured, we must have room for the pressing necessities of the 
Government. And now in the most careful and guarded manner, 
giving discretion tothe Secretary of the Interior only from year to 
year, we provide these needed accommodations for the Government ; 
and we do ask that the House will sustain the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds when it is clearly in the line of economy as 
well as of the prompt and efficient transaction of the public business. 

I call the previous question upon agreeing to the conference report. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow an 
amendment to be offered ? 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the report of the committee of conference was conc in. 

Mr. SHALLEN BERGER moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the report of the committee of conference was concurred in, and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

O. W. COOMBS. 

Mr. KASSON. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. CANDLER. I desire to make a privileged report from the 
Committee on Accounts. As the report is very brief, I ask that it 
may be read with the resolution. The committee recommend the 
adoption of the resolution which was submitted by the gentleman 
oo Indiana [Mr.Browne] and referred to the committee on the 11th 

anuary. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution. 

The Clerk read the resolation, as follows: 

That the Doork of the House is hereby directed to place on his roll the 
nume of C. W. Coombs as Department messenger for the members of this House, 
ata salary of $1,200 per annum, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House, and that he be furnished desk room in the folding department for his use. 
Said Coombs to be in addition to the present force of the Doorkeeper. 


The SPEAKER, The report will be read. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 

The committee are advised the object of the resolution is to provide a " Depart. 
ment messenger for the members of this House.“ The committee are assured 
that Mr. Coombs possesses a familiarity with the various publications of the Gov- 
ernment; the reports of departmental and other officers, &o., uired by years 
of special application such as few persons have heretofore N The Knew 
edge thus possessed by Mr. Coombs makes his services peculiarly valuable, and 
his appointment has been urged by many members. 

+ ae committee therefore report back said resolution, and recommend its adop- 
on. * 

i bers CANDLER. Lask for the present consideration of this reso- 
ution. 

Mr. SKINNER. As a member of the Committee on Accounts, I 
desire to state that I dissent from this report. 

Mr. WHITE. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order. | 

Mr. WHITE. The present consideration of this resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. e resolution is reported from the Committee 
on Accounts, and is now before the House. 

Mr. WHITE. This is the same case which we considered in the 
House once before. It is simply a question whether we will make a 

lace for a Democrat. [Laughter.] That is all there is about it. 
ere is no necessity for it. [Many members: “Vote!” „Vote!“ 
I object to the consideration of this resolution at this time. 

The SPEAKER, The resolution is before the House, and the ques- 
tion is upon adopting the resolution. i 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 89, 


noes . 
Mr. WHITE. No quorum has voted, and I call for tellers. 
Tellers were o and Mr. CANDLER and Mr. WHITE were 


appointed, 

F, o House again divided ; and the tellers reported that there were— 
ayes noes 10, 

Mr. No quorum has voted. 
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Mr. WHITE. I would like to have the yeas and nays on this ques- 
tion. I want to know who are in favor of increasing the service in 
order to give a Democrat a place. [Laughter.] If the House will 
allow us to have the yeas and nays, I will not insist upon a further 
count by tellers. 

Mr, HASKELL, We do not want the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays, and there 
were 17 in the affirmative. 

So (the affirmative not being one-fifth of the last vote) the yeas and 
nays were not ordered. 

Mr. WHITE. Then I insist that no quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the tellers will resume their places and continue the count, 
and gentlemen who have not voted are requested to vote. 

The tellers resumed their places and proceeded with the count; but 
before reporting, 

Mr. WHITE said: I will withdraw the point that no quorum has 
voted and call for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have been refused. 

Mr, WHITE. Then I call for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 
I am authorized to state that this is not a unanimous report of the 
committee at all. 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. 

Mr. MILLER. I renew the point that no quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. Then the tellers will resume their places and 
continue the count. 

The tellers resumed their places and proceeded with the count, and 
reported that there were—ayes 134, noes 13. 

e SPEAKER. The resolution is adopted. 

Mr. WHITE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

n The yeas and nays have been demanded and 
refused. 

Mr. WHITE. I ask for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is too late; they should 
have been demanded before the result was announced. 

Mr. WHITE. Do I understand the Speaker to decide that we 
cannot ascertain the fact whether the yeas and nays will be ordered 
by the House? 

The SPEAKER, The House has yoted on that question and has 
refused the yeas and nays, 

Mr. WHITE. I understand that one of the ways of ascertaining 
whether the House will order the yeas and nays or not is by tellers. 

The SPEAKER. It is one of the ways, but it must be done when 
the demand is made. After the result of the vote is announced it is 
too late to call for tellers. 

Mr. CANDLER, I move to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and I also move to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

Mr. SKINNER and Mr. WHITE called for the yeas and nays upon 
laying on the table the motion to reconsider. 

he question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays, and there 
were 38 in the affirmative. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the last vote) the 

eas and nays were ordered, 
Soo ANDERSON: May I inquire what is the question before the 
ouse 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. CANDLER, ] to lay on the table the motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the resolution which he reported 
from the Committee on Accounts was adopted by the House, And 
on that motion to lay on the table the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 

Mr. MOORE I would like to ask unanimous consent to talk three 
minutes before the vote is taken. 

Many members objected. 

Mr. CANDLER. I rise toa ee of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The House has ordered the yeas and nays on the 
pending motion, which is not debatable, 

Mr. COX, of New York. I would suggest to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [ Mr. CANDLER] to withdraw his motion to reconsider. 

Mr. MILLER. Ifhe does I will renew it. (Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The House has ordered the yeas and nays on the 
motion, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. CANDLER. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CANDLER, When this report was handed to me to make here 
to-day, it was stated to me by the chairman of the committee that 
it was a unanimous report. I myself a. d to the report, although 
I was not present at the meeting of the Committee on Acconnts 
when it was adopted, for I was engaged on the Committee on Com- 
merce. While the vote was being taken, a member of the Commit- 
tee on Accounts, the gentleman from New York, [Mr. SKINNER, ] 
came to me and stated that it Wwas not a unanimous report of the 
committee, that he himself had not agreed to it. The report there- 
fore stands, as I understand it, six in favor and one against. I wish 
to do justice to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. RANDALL. And we want justice done to this employé. 

The Clerk began to call the roll. 

Mr. WHITE. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. mms! vt 

Mr. WHITE. If the House should refuse to lay on the table the 


motion to reconsider will not the question then come up for farther 
consideration? 

Several MEMBERS. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the call of the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 128, nays 54, not 
voting 110; as follows: 


YEAS—128. 
Aiken, Crapo, Hewitt, Abram S. Reagan, 
Anderson, 88 Hewitt, G. W Rice, John B. 
Armfield, Culberson, Hoge, ch, 
Barbour, Curtin, Hooker, Richardson, Jno. S. 
Barr, Davidson, House, Robertson, 
Beach, Davis, Lowndes H. Hubbell, Robeson, 
Belmont, De Mot Humphrey, Robinson, Geo. D. 
penn Dibrell, Hute x Robinson, Wm. E. 
Blackburn, Jacobs, Rosecrans, 
Blanchard, = Jones, George W. Simonton, 
Bland, Dann, Jones, James K. — Otho R. 
Bliss, Ellis, King, ith, J. Hyatt 
Blount, Evins, jot, Sparks, 
Bragg, Farwell, Sewell S 
Brewer, Finley, Manning, Thompson, P. B. 
Browne, Forney, ason, $ 
Buchanan, Frost, Matson, Townshend, R. W. 
Buck, Fulkerson, McLane, Tucker, 
Burrows, Jos. I. Geddes, MeMillin, Turner, Henry G. 
8 Gibson, 2 ove 
Sandler, Gunter, oney, son, ` 
Carpenter, Hammond, N. J. Morroi, 4 
Cassidy, Hardenbergh, Morse, Vance, 
Caswell, Hardy, Muldrow, Ward, 
Chalmers, Harmer, Mutchler, Warner, 
Clements, Harris, W. Norcoss, Washburn, 
Cobb, Harris, Henry 8. Oates, Wellborn, 
Colerick, Haseltine, Orth, West, 
Jook, Hatch. Phelps, tth 
Cox, Samuel 8. Hepburn, Phister, Williams, Thomas 
Cox, William R. Herbert, Ulis, 
Covington, Herndon, Ranney, Wilson. 
NAYS—i3. 
Bayne, Godshalk, McCoid, Shallen x 
Briggs, Grout, 5 monen 
Brumm, Hall. oore, Smith, A. Herr 
Camp, Hammond, John March, A 
Chace, Haskell, Neal, rait, 
Crowley, Heilman, Pacheco, Taylor, 
Cullen, Hiscock, Paul, Updearedt, J.T. 
Da is, George R Ho bbs, Pelle. wan orth, 
avis, rge ubbs, 3 adsw 
Dawes, Jad Richardson, D. P. Webber, 
Joyce, Ritchie, te. 
Dingley, Robinson, James 8, 
Dunnell, Kelley, Ryan, 
Farwell, Chas. B. Lewis, Seranton, 
NOT VOTING—1i11. 
Aldrich, Errett, McCook, Smith, Dietrich C. 
Allen, Fisher, MeKenzie, panlding, 
Atherton, pow, McKinley, eer, 
Atkins, 0 * ringer, 
arrest Garrison, 1 an 
tzhoover, Jeorge, O; Stephens, 
Bingham, Guenther, Moulton, 8 3 
Black, Hawk, olan, Stone, 
Bowman, Hazelton, O'Neill, Thomas, 
Buckner, Henderson, R Thompson, Wm. G. 
Burrows, Julius ©. Ill, Parker, Townsend, 
Butterworth, Hoblitzell, Peirce, aner, 
Cabell, Horr, Pettibone, Thomas 
Calkins. Honk, Pound, Van Aernam, 
Campbell, Jones, Phineas Prescott, Van Horn, 
Cannon, Jorgensen Ray, Van Voorhis, 
Carlisle, Kenna, Reed, Wait, 
Chapman, Ketcham, Rice, Theron M. Walker, 
Clardy, <nott, Rice, William W. Watson, 
Clark, Lacey, Ross, Wheeler, 
Converse, Latham, Russell, Williams, Chas. G. 
Cornell Leedom, Seal Wi 
Cutta, Le Fevre, Scoville, Wise, D. 
Deuster, Lindsey, Shackelford, wie a a o 
Dezendort, Lord, Shelley, 4 
Dibbio, Marsh, Sherwin, Wood, Walter A. 
Dwight, Martin, Shultz, Young. 
Ermentrout, McClare, Singleton, Jas. W. 


So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 

Mr. McCook with Mr, DIBBLE., ‘ 

Mr. PEIRCE with Mr, BARBOUR. 

Mr. Bowman with Mr, ALLEN. 

Mr. SHACKELFORD with Mr. LINDSEY. 

Mr, CORNELL with Mr. NOLAN. 

Mr. SHELLEY with Mr. Prescorr. - 

Mr. Erretr with Mr. Scares, (confined to his room with rheuma- 
tism.) 

Mr. VAN AERNAM with Mr. SCOVILLE. 

Mr. SPAULDING with Mr. KENNA. 

Mr. VAN Horn with Mr. CLARDv. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. FISHER. 

Mr, MCKENZIE with Mr. MARSH. 

Mr. WALKER with Mr, STOCKSLAGER. 

Mr. Wreurts with Mr. Knorr. 

Mr. CAMPBELL with Mr. HOBLITZELL, 

Mr. Morey with Mr. Lu FEVRE, 

Mr. Crank with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. Ketcuam with Mr. ATKINS. A 

Mr. Surrn, of Pennsylvania, with Mr, MARTIN. 
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Mr. GUENTHER with Mr. LEEDOM. 

Mr. Hawk with Mr. BLOUNT. 

Mr. Dezenporr with Mr. Wise of Virginia. 

Mr. DEUSTER with Mr, WILLIAMS of Wisconsin. 

Mr. Wiser, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. LORD. 

Mr. Rice, of Missouri, with Mr. Garrison. 

Mr. Watson with Mr. ATHERTON, 

Mr. Rice, of Ohio, with Mr. GUNTER. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


DISTRIBUTION OF SEEDS IN OVERFLOWED DISTRICTS. 


Mr. VALENTINE. As the House has now provided for a Demo- 
eratic employé, I hope that A pees at least on the other side will 
withdraw the demand for the 1 order and allow me to report 
from the Committee on Agricul for immediate action, a sub- 
stitute for House bill No. 5213, for the distribution of seeds to the 
destitute in the region overflowed by the Mississippi River and its 
tributaries. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill GI. R. No. 5665) appropriating $20,000 for the purchase and distribution of 


enacted, £0., That the eum of $20,000 be, and the same is hereb riated 
Pete and distribution of seeds under the direction of the: Ccomisatoner 
of A ture to the people in localities overflowed by the present overflow of 
the pi River and its tributaries. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Does the gentleman propose to allow 


any debate on this? : À J 
Ar. VALENTINE. No, sir. I do not think there can be any objec- 


i it. 
tS TURNER, of Kentucky. I hope thé bill will be allowed to 
ass without objection. It is important for the benefit of persons 
ving in the overflowed region. 
. VALENTINE. I will Withdraw the measure if gentlemen insist 
upon debating it. ' 
Mr. COX, of New York. I hope the gentleman will consent to 
yield to the gentleman from Alabama to submit some remarks. 
Mr. HE 0 Bai Alabama, I will ask leave, then, to print some 
n this bill. 
N INE. I have no objection to that. 


Cc 

ordingly. [See Ap 
* fi . 855 be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being en 


it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. VALENTINE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
ble. 
. latter motion as agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. KASSON. Mr. Speaker, in view of the lateness of the hour and 


the desire of my courage on the committee from Ohio [ Mr. Mokix- 


span to-day, I move now to dispense with all further pro- 
porte Bi the morning hour. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Honse refused to do that and now it can 
only be done by a motion to reconsider. 

‘The BPEAKER. Business has intervened. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the House has refused to dispense with the 


ing hour. 
P The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the motion of the gentleman 
from Iowa is in order. 
The motion was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


in writing was received from the President of the United 
bein by tr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 


MORDECAI & CO, 


On motion of Mr. MCLANE, and by unanimous consent, leave was 
granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers 
of Mordecai & Co. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. HUBBELL, by unanimous consent, was granted indefinite leave 

of absence on account of the sickness of his brother. 
LIEUTENANT FREDERICK SCHWATKA. 

Mr. SPARKS, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported back the bill (H. R. No, 4594) authorizing fall 
pay to Lieutenant Frederick Schwatka, United States Army, while 
on leave to serve in command of the Franklin search expedition in 
the Arctic; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

SAINT LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY COMPANY, 

Mr. DEERING, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported, us a substitute for House bill No. 978, a bill (H. 
E. No. 5006) to grant a right of way for a railroad and telegraph line 
through the lands of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations of ndians 
to the Saint Lonis and San Francisco Railway Company, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the 8 of koui Whole 2 Keath ed state of Sa paon, and, 
w accompanying re an the views of the minorit; 
ordered to be printed, 7 “fe 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr, KASSON. I move to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of resuming the consideration of 
the tariff-commission bill. 

Mr. PAGE. Lobjeet unless I can haye the privilege of introducing 
a bill to carry into effect treaty stipulations between the United States 
and China. 

Mr. WHITE, I object and demand the regular order of business. 

Mr. HOUSE. I should like to inquire of the gentleman from Iowa 
how long he expects to run this debate on the tariff commission. 
When he made his motion the other morning I understood him to 
say, after a few speeches were made and the anxiety of the country 
on that subject was satisfied he would then be willing to give way 
for the special order he had antagonized on that day, that is the bill 
to transfer private claims to the Court of Claims. Now, I do not 
wish to antagonize this thing to-day, but the other is a very impor- 
tant measure, and if this thing is to run indefinitely I will have to 
antagonize it every morning hereafter when it comes up. 

Mr. KASSON. Iam glad the gentleman from Tennessee gives me 
the opportunity to say he did not understand correctly what I said 
before as he has now stated it, namely, that I was to give way in- 
definitely after a few speeches were made and the anxiety of the 
country was satisfied. What I did say was in connection with the 
appropriation bills which have taken up more time since we com- 
menced the discussion of this bill than the tariff commission has. I 
wish only further to say if the gentleman’s friends will help us on 
this side I hope to ask a vote of the House on this bill hy the middle 
of next week. Lonly ask the House will help me to proceed con- 
stantly with this discussion and then vote on it and get it out of the 
* I now make my motion to go into committee. 

Hr. HOUSE. I do not know about agreeing to that. I think that 
measure is one which ought to be very thoroughly disoussed, as I 
intimated the other day. 

Mr. KASSON. And disposed of. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the gentleman say he expects to call the 
. next week ? 

Mr. ON. If supported by the House, I shall ask we shall 
then come to a vote. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I examined the list on the Speaker's desk, and 
there are about one hundred and fifty gentlemen who desire to apeak 
on this important question. How, then, does he expect to hear them 
all in that time? 

Mr. KASSON. My friend knows how those things are disposed of. 
After reasonable time for debate, by an understanding among gentle- 
men, less than an hour is accepted and the remainder of their argu- 
ments can be printed. I pro some such arrangement as that, 

Mr. HOUSE. There are only one hundred and forty-seven, I am 
informed, who desire to speak. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KASSON. I insist on my motion. 

The motion was eed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. Rosryson, of Massachusetts, 
in the chair. 
TARIFF COMMISSION, 6 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. No, 2315) to provide for the appointment of a commission 
to investigate the question of the tariff and internal-revenue laws. 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKinLEy] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Chairman, the tariff question has again 
forced itselfinto prominence. While it has never ceased to be a ques- 
tion upon which the political parties of the country have made some 
declaration, yet for many years other issues have in a great measure 
„ divisions and controlled party discipline. The last 
Presidential campaign brought recognition and discussion of this 
issue, and it may be fairly said that Republican adyocacy of the pro- 
tective principle contributed in nosmall degree to the success of the 
Republican national ticket. It may well be asserted that the doc- 
trine of a tariff for revenue and protection as 15 5 — a tariff for rey- 
enue only is the dominant sentiment in the nited States to-day; 
and if a vote upon that issue, with every other question eliminated, 
could be had, the majority would not only be large but surpris- 
ingly large for the protective principle. 

he Democratic majorities in the Vorty-fourth, Forty-fifth, and 
Forty-sixth Congresses, although committed by party utterances 
and by platforms as well as the pledges of leaders 70 a reduction of 
duties to a revenue basis, were unable, with all their party machin- 
ery and the free use of the party lash, to accomplish even a step iu 
that direction. Every proposition for a change was met with tho 
almost solid opposition of this side of the House, which, with the 
assistance of a few Representatives on the other side from Pennsyl- 
vania and the New England States, were strong enongh to insure 
and did insure the substantial defeat of every measure ooking to a 
disturbance of the existing tariff rates. 

Much criticism is indulged in by the Democratic party upon the 
enormities of our tariff, and yet with those years of power in abso- 
lute control of the House, and a part of that Hae eontrolling the Sen- 
ate as well, nothing was accomplished by way of removing the so- 
called enormities, and at last the party was compelled to confess that 
it was unable to make any progress in that direction, 
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This is some evidence at least of the domination in this country 
of the protective idea, or else it demonstrates the infidelity of the 
Democratic party to its professed principles. One or the other. I 
prefer to interpret the formerasitsmeaning. Thesentimentis surely 
growing. Ithas friends to-day which it never had in the past. Its 
adherents are no longer confined to the northern and the eastern sec- 
tions of the country, but are found in the South and in the West. This 
idea travels with industry, and is the associate of enterprise and thrift. 
It encourages the development of skill, labor, and inventive genius 
as part of the great productive forees. Its advocacy is no longer 
limited to the manufacturer, but has friends the most devoted among 
the farmers, the wool-growers, the laborers, and the producers of the 
lund, It is as strong in the country as in the manufacturing towns 
or the cities, and while it is not taught generally in our colleges, and 
our young men fresh from universities join with the free-trade thought 
of the country, practical business and every-day experience later teach 
them that there are other sources of knowledge besides books, that 
demonstration is better than theory, and that actual results ontweigh 
an idle philosophy i 
taught in the school of experience, in the workshop where honest men 
perform an honest day’s labor. and where capital seeks the devel- 
opment of national wealth. It is, in my judgment, fixed in our 
national policy, and no party is strong enough to overthrow it. 

It has become a part of our system, interwoven with our busi- 
ness enterprises everywhere, and is to-day better entitled to be called 
„the American system“ than it was in 1624, when Henry Clay chris- 
tened it with that designation, Fixed as I bolieve the principle is, 
the details of an equitable and equal adjustment of a schedule of 
duties, recognizing fully this idea, fair to allinterests, is the work of 
this House, either through its appropriate committee, or calling to 
its aid primarily a commission of experts, as proposed by the bill 
now under consideration. My own preference would be that Con- 
gress should do this work, and delegate no part of it to commissions 
or committees unknown in this body. This, however, is a matterof 
private judgment, about which men equally intelligent and honest, 
equally devoted to the pecs of protection, may well differ, and 
which from any point of view is in no wise essential or material. If 
we can get as good work, or better, from a commission of practical 
experts, all onght to be satisfied, and all will be. 

‘hen, again, this side of the House is in some sense committed to a 
commission. In the last Congress the minority of the Ways and 
Means Committee, consisting of Messrs. Garfield, KELLEY, CONGER, 
and FRYE, in a report made to the House May 24, 1480, to accompany 
House bill 6188, recommmended as a substitute for the bill the bill of 
Senator Eaton, ‘“‘ which provides for a tariff commission to report a 
comprehensive measure on the same subject,” 

The business men of the country have spoken for a commission. 

The national tariff convention, which met in Chicago on the 15th 
and 16th of November last, declared for a commission in the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Rexot That this convention recommends the paseage of an act of Congress, 

3 or the appointment by the President, by and with the consent of the 
te, of a commission to revise our revenue system, including both the internal 
revenue and tariff laws, in the interest of protection and needed revenue, 

And the New York convention, held November 20 and 30, passed 
the following resolution: 

Resolves, That in order to prepare for sack an intelligent revision of the tariff 
laws as will give full and harmonious effect to the protective policy, Congress is 
asked to a law anthorizing the appointment of a civilian commission with 

wer to Investigate fully the cost of labor, manner of living, and efficiency of the 

borers in this country and elsewhere, and the interrelations, condition, and needs 
of our indus and to report the testimony, with the recommendation for such 
Congressional action aa it may deem benoticial; and that, pending this invest 
tion, disturbing and destructive assaults upon protective duties or special indus- 
tries shall not be permitted. 

The manufacturers of my own State and district, without excep- 
tion, favor it. Indeed the sentiment of protectionists everywhere, 
so far as any expressions have been had, seems to be overwhelmingly 
in favor of the commission. I will vote for the bill now under con- 
sideration, becanse, among other reasons, I have no fear of an intel- 
ligent and business-like examination and revision of the tariff by 
competent civilians who shall be known Americans and favorable 
tothe Ameriean system. If this bill becomes n la weit will not prevent 
consideration of some of the important qnestions demanding imme- 
diate attention, arising under 8 existing law. There 
areexcrescencesin the present tariff which should be removed. There 
are incongruities which should be corrected, There are wrongs grow- 
ing outof decisions of the Treasury Departmentand the courts which 
ought to be remedied at once, commission or no commission; matters 
which ought not to be delayed for the adjustment of a commission, 
and which, if they are to be postponed until a commission which we 
may create shall make its report and Congressional action be had 
thereon, onght to defeat the whole scheme of a commission. The 
free list might be enlarged without affecting injuriously a single 
American interest, 

I cannot refrain from saying in this connection that we are taking 
a step in eg ta 88 a duty which we ought ourselves to perform; 
a duty confided to us by the Constitution, and to no others. It is true 
that the commission does not legislate, and, therefore, its work may 
or may not be adopted by Co is is the safety of the propo- 
sition. The information it will furnish will be important, and its 


But, while it is not favored in the colleges, it is 
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statistics of rare value, but the same sources of information are open 
to Congress and to the Committee on Ways and Means as will be avail- 
able to the commission, and as the former will ultimately have to 
deal with the question practically in Con , it has seemed to me 
ifthat committee were willing to undertake the task, and had the 
requisite time to perform it, it would be the wisest and most certain 
course to the accomplishment of results desired by all. 

The argument that the proposition fora commission is the sugges- 
tion of the protectionists to secure delay and to postpone present action 
upon the tariff comes with bad grace from the party upon the other 
side of this House, It wasted six years and secured no revision of 
the tariff. It refused in the Forty-sixth Congress to pass the Eaton 
bill for a tariff commission, which required the report to be made on 
the Ist of Jannary last, and which, if they had acted upon it dur- 
ing the closing session of the Forty-sixth Congress, the work of the 
commission would have now been in the possession of Congress for 
immediate consideration and practical action. My friend from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. TURNER, ] in his speech of March 8, says: 

I regard it [the commission] like an affidavit filed in a criminal case, merely for 
the continuance of a canse. 

If a bad cause, why did not your party abate it when you were in 
power? If it isan affidavit for a continuance, I beg to remind the gen- 
tleman that it was his party which prepared and filed it nearly two 
years ago when it had the House and the Senate and could have dis- 
posed of it according to its own liking. Senator Eaton, a distin- 
guished Democrat, high in the councils of his party, presented the 
original bill, and for many months it was on the Speaker's desk of a 
Democratic House, where it was left undisposed of, insuring still far- 
ther postponement. The Democratic party and no other is responsi- 
ble for the delay, and I charge any injury which it has produced 
upon them. 

The fundamental argument for protection is its benefits to labor. 
That it enables the manufacturer to pay more and better wages than 
are bas to like labor and services anywhere else will not be dis- 
puted. 

There is not a branch of labor in the United States which does not 
receive higher rewards than in any other country. Our laborers are 
not only the best paid, clothed, and educated in the world, but they 
have more comforts, more independence, more of them live in the 
houses they own, more of them have money in savings institutions, 
and are better contented than their rivals anywhere else. And this, 
5 my view, is the result of protection, of the protective 
system that was enacted by the Republican party. 

My friend from New York [Mr. Hewitr] who now does me the 
honor to listen to my remarks, was pleased, a few years ago, to an- 
nounce an axiom in the school of protection which ought to be per- 
petuated, He declared at that time, what I have never seen better 
stated anywhere, that: 

Free trade will simply reduce the wages of labor to the foreign standard. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Will the gentleman quote the author- 
ity for that? 

Mr. McKINLEY. Yes, sir; I will. Will the gentleman deny it? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I do not know; I will tell you ina 
moment when I hear where it is. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I did not e t to go into this so fully, but 
simply to make that single quotation. But, as the gentleman from 
New York calls for the authority, I beg to invite his attention to a 
5 which took place between himself and Mr. Jay Gould 
in 1870, and which I found published in the Bulletin of the American 
Iron and Steel Association for February 4, 1880; and I am glad to read 
this correspondence, because it so fully and clearly expresses the true 
ground upon which we base our advocacy of protection to-day. That 
was only twelve years ago. 

I vend first a letter from Mr. Jay Gould to Mr. HEWITT. 

OFFICE OF THE Erte RAILWAY COMPANY, 
New York, January 26, 1870. 

Drax Sm: Herewith I send you a painted circular received by me this 

ber bega my signature to a memorial upon the subject of the duty on st 


I think I have heard steel rails mentioned in this debate 
forwarded with the circular, provided the views expressed were concurred in by 


me. 

It seemed to me that our policy should be to foster and encourage home 
rather than open our markets to such a formidable competition as 
bly result from the reduction so strongly urged in the memorial. 8 
extensively the manufacture of steel on our own soil and protec’ —— 
duction by a tariff which would effectually prevent the importation o gt Sse 
rails to any great extent, wecould, fa my opinion be largely the gainers in the long 
run PE the capital invested would all be kept in the country. Our operatives 
would find constant and lucrative employment, and the general effect upon our 

beneficial. Iam at a loss— 


acts 
inevita- 
blishing 


business could not fail to be 

Says Mr. Gould— 
to perceive why we should contribute so large an amount annually to build 
the trade and — of foreign countries while our own interests are 7 
ticed by just so much. 


Entertaining these views, I do not feel at liberty to attach my signature to the 
memorial, I ould be pleased, however, tg have your views on the ranoct ami 
me 0 0 ven, Lahall 
that the gentle: che pen cere phe attaohed to the circular 
have made a mistake. 

Respectfully, Journ. JAY GOULD, President. 


Annan 8. Hewrt, Esq., 
No. 17 Burling Slip, New York Oity. 


— 
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To which letter my friend from New York [Mr. Mewrrr] made 
the following reply, as I tind it in the Bulletin, (I have never seen 
either of the originals, and they may not be the letters of the gen- 
tlemen :) 


New York, January 27, 1870. 

Dean Sm: I beg leave to acknowledge the seems of your favor of the 26th 
instant, and to state that I not only fully concur in the views which you express 
in regard to the duties on steel and iron rails hut am at a loss to add anythin: 
whioh will make them more forcible. And I venture to suggest that you will 
allow mo to send a copy of your letter to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The fnot is that steel and iron rails can be made in suitable localities in this 
and notably on the line of the Erie Railway, with as little labor aa in any 
of the world; and the only reason bale Fiche eh more for American rails is be- 
vanse we pay a higher rate for the labor which ts required for their manufacture, 
but for no greater quantity of labor, 

Then comes the remark I quoted 

Funn TRADE WILL SIMPLY EKD CK THE WAGES OF LAHOR TO THE FOREIGN 
STAXDARD— 2 

The very language, it will be observed, I quoted upon the gentle- 
man— 
which will enable us to sell our rails in competition with foreign rails. But as u 
matter of course— 

And I want gentlemen to note this— 
But as a matter of course the ability of the laborer to consume will be reduced 
and a serious tose will be inflicted on commerce, general industry, and the busi- 
ness ways J 

8 why a tariif is necessary is to supply the laborer with such 
wages as will enable to travel and consume not merely the necessaries but 
some of the luxuries of modern civilization. 


And yet, the other day, the 8 declared on the floor of this 
House that protection had nothing to do with the wages of labor, 
Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Now, will the gentleman allow 


x. McKINLEY. Yes, sir; right now. 
Mr. HEWITT, of New York. If you are through with the letter. 
Mr. McKINLEY. There is another sentence: 
Besid have free trade we cannot expa to procure lies fi 
abroad 6 of grain; for already the —— — — ore 


that the: uiro, and no amount of purchase of goods from them will 
piece then to — food than they need, and which they now take asa matter 


of È 
Faithfully, yours, 
Jar GOULD, Esq., President Erie Railway. 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York. If the gentlemen from Ohio will 
wrmit me to interrupt him I will make the answer now ; otherwise 
| will wait until he gets through. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Does the gentleman deny the letters? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. On the contrary vay aro genuine. 

Mr. McKINLEY. That is all I want to know. The gentleman 
can reply to me later. 

Mr. WITT, of New York. But in saying they are e 
allow me to say also they are in strict conformity with the principles 
I laid down in my speech; thatif you desire to preserve the iron and 
steel business you can only do it by a compensatory tariff. That is 
the exact doctrine which I laid down in my speech. : 

Mr. KELLEY. A e ee tariff is not a protective tariff. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I the gentleman's pardon. How- 
ever, I am ng upon the indulgence of the gentleman from 
Ohio, pr McKINLEY. ] 

Mr. McKINLEY. I am glad always to be able to serve the gentle- 
man from New York. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, The compensation required in order 
to enable the iron business to exist in this country, as stated in my 

is that which provides for the difference paid in the price of 
labor less the cost of transportation. 

Mr. McKINLEY. That is the poemas resolution. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. have stated that doctrine in my 
resolution, and I adhere to it. 

Mr. McKINLEY. And yet in that connection, if the gentleman 
will permit me, he declared in his de made here the other day, 
and to be found on page 2400 of the RECORD : 


ooo 


ABRAM S. HEWITT. 


in this country are therefore not lated by the tarif, because whatever 
9 be earned by men in the 2 n of ä the price 
of which is fixed abroad, must be the rate of wages which be paid substan- 
tally in every other branch of business. 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. McKINLEY. That is what ho said in his h of but a 
week ago. Yet in the letter from which I have quoted he declared 
that the only need we have of protection is for the purpose of main- 
taining the rate of wages in the United States. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. As to the iron and steel business 
and protected industries, and in no other. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. What is true of the iron and steel industries is 
true of every other industry which comes in competition with pau- 
per labor in Europe; I care not what it is, cotton er wool, pot- 
tery or cutlery. If we have to compete with the pauper labor of 
Europe, and with the products of that labor, we need just as mach 
relative protection in one branch of industry as we need in another. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Only as to the protected industries. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Oniy as to the protected industries? I do not 
care what the protected industries are or what yon include in them. 
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If we have to compete with foreign pauper labor and want to be- 
come successful manufacturers, we must have the same protection 
upon every other manufactured article as we have npon iron and 
steel. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. And that I deny. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I know you deny it; you have already denied 
it. But yon have established a principle 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Yes. = 

Mr. McKINLEY. You have established a principle which must 
be general if it is worth anything, 

Mr. BAYNE. It may make some difference whose ox is gored. 
(Laughter. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. No; it makes no difference. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. To resume my discussion, Sir Edward Sullivan 
declares a fact in the August number of the Nineteenth Century 
worthy of consideration. He says: 

Tho position of the operative under protection in America is better in covery 
respect than tho position of his mate under free trade. Operatives from all pa of 
the world flock to America, the land of protection; not one ever comes to Eng- 
land, the land of free trade. 


Mr. Chairman, the wages question as related to the tariff is well 
illustrated by the following from the Rice Association of Georgia: 
In the period between 1840 and 1860, the duty on foreign rice was absolutely 
needless as a protection to the American producer, and valueless 
revenue to the Government. The farmer was wholly ind 
an industry maintained by labor in cheapness second to 
effectivencas unsurpassed. By reason of their cheap labor he was in a En iu. to 
defy competition and triumphantly met the almost Free importation of t India 
rice, even in the English markets. 


The per diem of slave labor at that time did not much, if at all, 
exceed 20 cents. ` 

This fact isthe best argument that can be made, and needs no elab- 
oration, It tells the whole story. With slave labor at 20 cents per 
day, or Asiatic cheap labor, we need no protection, and save for the 
purposes of revenue our custom-houses might be closed. When the 
South depended upon the labor of its slaves, and employed little 
or no free labor, it was as earnest an advocate of free trade as is 
England to-day. Now, that it mast resort to free labor, it is placed 
npon the same footing as northern producers; is compelled to pay a 
like rate of wages for a day’s work, and therefore demands protection 

inst the foreign producer, whose product is made or grown by a 
cheaper labor. And we tind all through the South a demand for 
protection to American industry against a foreign competition, bent 
upon their destruction and determined to possess the American mar- 
ket. 

Then under our system and social structure the male and adult por- 
tion of our population perform the farm and manufacturing labor to u 
greater degree than in any nation of the world. This must be con- 
sidered in treating of the question of labor. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, in his valuable speech has com- 
piled some figures, from which I make the following summary : 

In the United States in 1870, there were e icultural 
pursuits fourteen males toone female. In Great Britain and Ireland 
at the same time there were engaged in the same pursuits six males 
to one female. 

In manufacturing, mechanical, and mining industries here there 
were engaged seven males to one female. In Great Britain and Ire- 
land, two males to one femalo, 

Children employed in the United States under sixteen years of 
age, twelve adults to one child. In Great Britain and Ireland, four 
adults to one child. 

This contrast is creditable to onr civilization, and if the complete 
census of 1880 on this subject was accessible, it would show even a more 
marked and more favorable contrast for us. Lam enabled to furnish 
only statistics concerning our iron and steel industries. Mr. Swank 
says in his census report: 

The total number of hands employed in 1880 was 140,978. Of the whole number 
183,203 were men above sixteen years old, and forty-five were women above fifteen 
qos old; 7,709 were boys below sixtoen years old, and twenty-one were girls below 

fleen old. The remarkably small number of sixty-six women and girls 
employed in the manufacture of iron and steel in 1880 will not escape notice. The 
comparatively small number of boys employed is also worthy of notice, 

And I beg also to read the following significant figures touching 
the savings of labor: 

Lowell, Massachusetts, is about twenty-five miles from the seacoast, with an 
area of about 7,000 acres. It has u pulation of 60,000, tho largest in the State or 
inthe United States wholly on, n the manufacture of textile fabrics, and there- 
fore well illustrates the condition of our industrial classes in our New England man- 
ufacturing centers. 

Of the 60,000 inhabitants 22,559 are employed in the various corporations and 
mills. There are seven banks of discoant, with a capital of $2,500,008, There are 
six savings-banks, with a total deposit of $11,646,212 to the credit of 33,408 depos- 
itors. Of this number 1,735 are depositors of amounts above 0, and 31.67% de- 
positors of $300 and under, showing bow general the habit of saving has become 
among our people, and what u largo r of the funds in the savings-banks 
are the earnings of the wage laborers. I have it from authority that ful iy seven- 

gots of the deposits in these savings-banks are the laid-by carnings of the wage 

B. 


ei 
la 

In Lawrence, with a population of gooo grown up wholly outof manufacturing 
and now supported by it, we finda like result. There are 13,000 operatives, three 
savings- „with 68, 000. 000 deposits, and 13, 728 d ‘Ors, 

Manchester, England, corresponds with these two cities in its occupations more 
nearly than an . Let us contrast the condition of its my Je: Manchester, 
witha population of 341,808, has in its various savings-banks £1,434,140, or $6,883,- 
872; a city three and a half times as large as Lowell and Lawrence, and lees than 
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one-half the amount of de 
to the other side of this House, who claim that the wage laborérs in this country 
are no better off with our wages and cost of living than those in England. 


its In its savings institutions. I commend these facts 


Onr position, from an English stand-point, is thus set ont by Pro- 
fessor J, E. Cairnes, professor of political economy in University Col- 
lege, London, He says: 

If only American laborers and capitalists would be content with the wages and 

rofits current in Great Britain, there is nothing that I know of to prevent them 
acy holding their own in any markets to which Manchester and Sheffield send 
cir wares. 

But our laborers are not satisfied, and ought uot to be, with tho 
wages current in Great Britain. Against this there is universal dis- 
approval. 

And this brings us to the beart of the question, Over a large portion of the 
groat field of industry the people of the United States enjoy as compared with 
those of Europe advantages of a very exceptional kind ; over the reat the advan- 
tage is less decided, or they stand on a par with Europeans, or possibly they are 
in some instances at n disni vantage: b 

Engaging in the branches of industry in which their advantage over Europe is 
great, they reap industrial returns proportionately great, and so long as they 
contine themselves to these occupations they can compete in neutral markets 

inst all the world and still secure the high rewards accruing from their excep- 
tionally rich resources. 


How like n Democratic speech this sounds; it might well have 
been made on the other side of the Chamber, But the people of the 
Union decline to confine themslves within these liberal bounds. 


They would cover the whole domain of industrial activity, and think it hard that 
they should not reap the same rich harvest from every part of the field. 


And I may be permitted to add that they are quite content with 
their success. 

They must desvend into the arena with Shefifeld and Manchester, and yot securo 
the rewards of Chicago and Saint Louis, They mustemploy European conditions 
of production and obtain Amorican results. What is this fut to quarrel with the 
laws of nature? These laws have assigned to an oxtensive range of industries 
carried on in the United States a high scale of return, far in excess of what Europo 
can command, to a fow others a return on a calo not exceeding the European pro- 
portion. American enterprise wonld engage in all departments alike, and obtain 
. all the high rewards which nature has assigned only to some. Here we find 
the real meaning of the “inability” of Americans to compete with the pauper 
labor" of Europe, They cannot do so and at the game time secure the American 
rate of return on their work. ‘The inability no doubt exists, hut it is one croated, 
not by the drawbacks, but by the exceptional ehh pn gs of their position. It is 
as if a skilled artisan should complain that he could compete with the hedger 
and ditcher. Let him only be content with the hedger and ditcher's rate of pay, 
ee eee will be nothing to prevent him from entering the lists even against this 
val. 


But our laboring-men are not content with the hedger's and ditch- 
er's rate of pay. No worthy American wants to reduce the price of 
labor in the United States. It ought not to be reduced; for the sake 
of the laborer and his family and the good of society it ought to be 
maintained, To increase it would be in better harmony with the 
public sense. Our labor must not be debased, nor our laborers de- 

led to the level of slaves, or any pauper or servile system in any 
orm or under any guise whatsoever, at home or abroad. Our civil- 
ization will not permit it. Our humanity forbids it. Our traditions 
are opposed to it, The stability of our institutions rests upon the 
contentment and intelligence of all our people, and these can only 
be possessed by maintaining the dignity of labor and securing to it 
its just rewards, That protection opens new avennes for employ- 
ment, broadens and diversifies the field of labor, and presents variety 
of vocation, is manifest from our own experience. 

Mr. Chairman, I was surprised the other day to hear my distin- 
guished and learned friend from Kentucky, [Mr. CanlAsLx, ] in his 
ably constructed speech, declare that protection brought no blessings 
which could not be secured from a tariff for revenue only; and he 
pointed to the period from 1850 to 1800 as the * golden era” in this 
country, when general proeneris prevailed and when unparalleled 
blessings were clispensed to all the people of every section, Now, 
lest I may do him injustice, I beg to read from his speech made on 
that day. He said: 


We aro not without the benefit of experience upon this subject, not English 
experience, but American experience. 

‘here never bas been anch a period of general prosperity and growth in thia or 
any other country as that oxtending from 1850 to 1860, When we had, not froe trade, 
but a tariff for revenue with such incidental protection as nécessarily resnited from 
the imposition of moderate duties upon imported goods; a tariff under which the 
average rates during the whole peried on all dutiable articles were less than 23 
pe cent., and on freo and dutiablo N percent. It was the golden era in our 

tory notwithstanding the tluancial disturbance of 1357, from which the country 
recovered in n single year. 

Agriculture, mannfactures, commerce, the arts and sciences., the social condi- 
tion of the people, and the advance in popniation and aggregate wealth made 
such progress as has never been made before or since, 


This was uttered on the 29th day of March of this year on this floor. 
Now, lot us seo What waa our true condition between 1850 and 1860, 
the period when a revenue tariff prevailed in the United States. I 
believe that I shall be able to show that at no period in our history 
were times ever sos bad, was business so universally depressed, and 
the people at large so disastronsly affected as during most of the period 
from 1850 to 1560. The low tariff of 1846 commenced its havoc upon 
business even before the year 1850. In December, 1840, a prominent 
manufacturing firm thus speaks of the condition of the iron trade; 

And first, what is the real condition of the domestic iron trade? 


This was December 26, 1849, the last week of the last month pre- 


ceding the beginning of that “ golden era” of which the gentleman 
from Kentucky spoke the other day. 


And first what is the real condition of the domestic iron trade! Is it actually 
depressed and threatened with ruin, or does all the outcry proceed from men who, 
having realized princely fortunes" annually, are now clamorons because 
profits are reduced to reasonable limits, or from another class, who, having erected 
works in improper locations, desire not so much to make iron cheaply as to build 
up villages and speculate in roal estate! Undoubtedly to some extent there are 
such cases, * but as to the great fact, that the great majority of establish. 
ments judiciously located and managed with proper skill and economy have been 
compelled to suspend work throughout tho land for want of remunerating work, 
there cannot be a shadow of a donbt. 

Again, of fifteen rail-mills only two are in Eee doing partial work, and 
that only because their inland position secured them a st foreign competition, 
for the limited orders of neighboring railroads, and when these are executed not 
a single rail-mill will be at work in the land. 


This gloomy picture, I repeat, was drawn on the 26th of December, 
1849—only five days before the opening up of that “ golden era” 
described by the gentleman from Kentucky; and this statement was 
not made by a wild enthusiast of 8 from Obio or Pennsyl- 
vania, demanding an increase of the tariff, but by no less distin- 
guished authority than the celebrated firm of Cooper & Hewitt, of 
which my distinguished friend from New York was and is the junior 
member. 

Now, let us go alittle further. On the 12th of August, 1850, during 
the first year of this“ golden era,” Hon, Joseph Casey, then a Rep- 
resentative from Pennsylvania, declared in a speech on the floor of 
this House: s 

The whole history of the manufacture of iron in Pennsylvania shows that in a 
727 of seventy-five years there have been erected 500 furnaces, and out of them 


failures or where they have been closed or sold out by the sheriff. Out of this 
177 failures 124 of them have occurred since the passage of the tariff of 1846. 


This was said only four years later: 


And ont of 300 blast-farnaces in full operation when the tariff of 1846 wasenacted 
into a law, 150, or fully one-half, had stopped several months ago, and fully 50 more 
are preparing to go out of blast. 


This was the first year of the ‘golden era” referred to by my 
learned friend from Kentucky. 

But let me proceed further, Mr. Chairman, and call your attention 
to a message of Millard Fillmore, President of the United States, who 
was required by the Constitution to report to Congress the condition of 
the country. Lask attention to an extract from his message, to be 
found in the Journal of this House, first session Thirt Second Con- 


Fer page 26. The date of this message is December 2, 1851. Presi- 
ent F Ilmore says: 


The values of onr domestic exports for the last fiscal year, aa compared with 
those of the previous year, exhibit an increase of $43,046,322. At first view this 
condition of our trade with foreign nations would seem to nt the most fatter- 
ing hope of its futuro prosperity. An examination of the details of our ex s 
however, will show that the increased value of onr exports for the last fh 
is to be found in the high price of cotton which prevailed during the last half of 
that year, which price has since declined abontone-half. The value of our e s 
of breadstutts and provisions, which it was supposed the incentive of a low tarii 
and large importations from abroad would have greatly augmented, has fallen 
$68,701,921 in 1847 to $26,051,373 in 1850 and to $21,848,653 in 1851, with astrong prob- 
ability, amounting almost to a certainty, of a still further reduction in the current 
year. The aggregate valnes of rice ee during the last fiscal year as com- 
pared with the provious vwar also exhibit a decrease amounting to 917, which, 
with a decline in the values of the exports of tobaceo for the same period, make an 
aggregate decrease in these two articles of $1,156,751, 


Will my friend listen to this ? 


The policy which dictated a low rate of duties on foreign merchandise, it was 
thought by those who promoted and established it, would tend to benefit the farm- 
ing population of this coantry— 


And yon all speak for the farmers as though you were their divinely 
constituted guardians— 


by yaaa the demand and raising the price of agricultural products in foreign 
markota, 

The foregoing facts, however, seem to show incontestably that no auch result has 
followed the adoption of this policy. 


If it did it not then, I ask you what assurance we have it will do 
it if you adopt it now, thirty years later in the history of the Gov- 
ernment! 

I now call your attention to another message of the same President, 
a year later, fonnd in the second session of the Thirty-second Con- 
gress, pages 15 and 16: 


In my first anonal message to Con I called your attention to what seemed 
to me some defects in the present tariff and eee such modifications as 
in my judgment wore best ee eo to remedy its evils and promote the — —— 
of bore Nothing has alnce occurred to change my views on 
queation. 

Without repeating the argumenta contained in my former message in favor of 
discriminating protective duties, I deem it my duty to call 5 attention to one or 
two other considerations affocting this subject. © first Is the effect of - 
8 of foreign goods upon our currency. Most of the d of California, as 

‘ust as it is coined, tindas ita way directly to Europe in paymen for goods purchased. 
In the second place, as our manufacturing establishments are brokon nt Soot com- 
petition with foreigners, the capital invested in them is lost, t of honest 
and industrious citizens are thrown out of 999 and the farmer, 2 that 
extent, is deprived of u home market for the sale of his s ns patan n the 
third place, the destruction of our manufactures leaves the foreigner withont com- 
petion in our market— 


The very argument we make— 


and he consequeptly raises the price of the article aent here for sale, as is now seen 
in the increased cost of iron imported from England. ‘The prosperity an k arii. 
of every nation must depend npon its productive industry duet, and benefited 


lated to exertion by finding a ready market for his surplus p 
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by being able to exchange them, without loss of time or expense of transportation, 
for the manufactures w his comfort or convenience requires. This is always 
done to the best advantage where a portion of the community in which he lives is 
en in other pursuits. But most manufactures require un amount of cone 
and a practical skill which cannot be commanded unless they be protected for a 
time from ruinous competition from abroad. 


I will not detain the committee with further reading from this mes- 
sage, but will ask your attention now to the message of the last Dem- 
ocratic President of the United States. Of course I do not mean Mr. 


Tilden, [langhter;] I mean James Buchanan. 
Mr. M LIN. Iam re u made the explanation. 
Mr. McKINLEY. The mocratic dent of the United 


my gt The last one they will ever have. [Langhter.] 


Mr. McKINLEY. Some one suggests the last one they will ever 


haro call attention to Mr. Buchanan’s gre first session Thirty- 
fifth Congress, found on pages 19, 20,21, and 22. I shall not have 
time to read all of this extract, but shall take the liberty of puttin 
so much as I may deem best in the remarks I shall publish. I rea 
19. 

. 

Mr. McKINLEY. December 8, 1857: 

Since the adjournment of the last Congress our constituents have enjoyed an 
unusual degree of health. 


hter. 
Yeon that is what the gentleman referred to as one of the 
blessings of the golden era from 1850 to 1860; and so it was, and we 
should thankful for that. 


And this was during the golden era of my learned friend from Ken- 


tucky, Lr. CARLISLE, ] 
nder these circumstances g loan may he required before the olose of your pres- 
on session; but this, although 3 be regretted, would prove to be only a 


‘ortune when th the suffering and distress prevailing among 
slight —_ With this the Government cannot fall deeply to sympathize, thoug 
it nuy be without the power to extend relief, 


Again, in the next message President Buchanan says: 


has pro 
ciency, Congress, by the 
Pi sn p00 000 oft — . und ooa proving inadequate, they authorized, by 
the act of June 14, ce , a loan of $20,000,000, to be applied to the payment of 
a) tions made by law. 
ry — would advise that we should go on increasin national debt to 
matt, the ordinary expenses of the pi 9 1A This ibe a most ruinons 
policy. In case of war our credit must be our chief resource, atleast for the frat 
and this would be greatly impaired by having contracted a large debt in 
‘of peace. It is our true policy to increase our revenue 40 as to equal our ex- 
ditures. It would be ruinous to continue to borrow. Besides it may be proper 
observe that the incidental protection thus afforded by a revenue tariff would 
at the present moment, to some extent, increase tho confidence of the manufactur- 
ing interests and give a fresh impulse to our reviving business. To this surely 
BO will object. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Has my friend from Ohio among his notes any 
description of the condition of the country under the high tariff from 
1673 to 1878? If he has not, I can furnish it to him from the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY, I the present distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I shall come to that. 

Mr. KELLEY. As the gentleman from Kentucky has alluded to 


me, permit me to say 


Mr. McKINLEY. This does not come out of my time, I hope. 

Mr. KELLEY. Of course not. Let the reasons I assigned for the 
depression also be printed, for they are the true ones. 

r. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. The loan was needed. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Yes; the loan was needed, as my friend and col- 
league suggests, and I will reach that later on. Now, I desire to call 
attention, as my friend from Kentucky invokes the authority of the 
distinguished chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means and 
begs to call my attention to it, I desire in this connection te give a 
little page in the history of that gentleman, touching the period from 
1850 to 1860; and as I am somewhat worn ont, if the Clerk will read 
what I have marked I will be obliged. This is a portion of the state- 
ment and the reasons assigned by the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania for abandoning the theory of 1 trade and adopting 
the principles of protection to American industries. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


Wore we early revenue reformers worshipers at false shrines—— 


Mr. KELLEY. If the Clerk willsend methe volume, and my friend 
from Ohio will permit, I willrend the language, as lam familiar withit. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I am very much obliged to the distinguished 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, and will gladly have him read the 
extract. 

Mr. KELLEY, (reading :) 


Were we early revenne reformers worshipers at false shrines or did the sequel 
approve our faith? History answers these questions with emphasis. It needed 
bnt a decade to demonstrate the folly of attempting to create a market for our in- 
creasing agricultural productions, and to develop our mining and manufacturing 
resources b y theapplioation of the beantiful abstractions disseminated by free-trade 
leagues. It was ‘Test ten years after the substitution of the revenue tariff of 1846 
for the protective tariff of 1842 that the general . of the American people 
was 555 1 e eg 5 of rA ue eons Trust oes. 
pany and the Bank of Pennsylvama a: o sion of specio payments 
. — every bank in the country. lu that brief period our steamers fad been pe 
planted by foreign lines and our clipper ships driven from the sea or restricted to 
carrying between our Atlantio and Pacific ports, At the close of that brief term, 
the ship-yards of Maine were almoxtas idle as they are now when traverse 
the country in all directions and compete with ships in carrying even such bulky 
commodities as sugar, cotton, and leaf tobacco; and while the families of thou: 
sands of unemployed workmen in our great cities were in want of food, Minois 
farmers fonnd in corn, for which there was no market, the cheapest fucl they could 
obtain, though their fields were underlaid by an inexhaustible deposit of coal that 
is almost coextensive with the State. Capital inveated in factories, furnaces, 
fi rolling-mills, and machinery was idle and unproductive, and there was but 
a limited home market for cofon or wool. Taking advantage of this condition of 
affairs, foreign dealors put their prices down sufficiently to bankrupt the cotton 
States. to induce many of our farmers to give up sheep raising, and to constrain 
many thousand immigrants who could not find Eras to return to theirnative 
countries. Eighteen handred and forty-seven had a year for farmers, 
mechanics, miners, and merchants; but 1857 wasa good year for sheriffs, constables, 
and marshals, though few were purchasers at their sales exeept m jodg- 
ment creditors, and capitalists who were able to pay cash at nominal prices for un- 

ces hb establishments, and hold them till happier circumstances should restore 
sir value. 

Not one of the glowing predictions of political economy had been fulfilled, and 
the surprise with which I contemplated the contraat presented by the condition of 
the — 42 what it bad been at the close of the last period of protection 
amounted to amazement. É 


Mr. MCKINLEY. Iam very much obliged to my friend from Penn- 
sylyania, Now, I desire in this same connection, and as throwing 
some light upon the blessings resulting from the era referred to, to 
call the attention of the committee tothe question of wages to which 
I believe the gentleman from Kentucky referred, and who declared 
that the wages of the laboring classes were as good during that 
8 as at any other period previous or since. On the 14th day of 

‘ebruary, 1859, the operatives of the Pembroke mills, in the State of 
Massachusetts, in convention assembled, passed the following reso- 
lution: 

That the spi &o., havel endured the lo for our hard 
tabor—wages which are too low to livebyae 9 

All this during the “ golden era,“ remember : 
too low tolive by, as we cannot meet gur bills for the necessities of life with 
a contemptible compensation for our labor as has been paid us for the last year. 

In this connection I desire to publish a table of exports and im- 

rts during this period, and the period from 1870 to 1880, the 

ormer under a revenue tariff and the latter under a protective tariff: 


Value of merchandise imported into and exported from the United States from 1850 to 1860. 
UNDER A KEVENUE TARIFP, 


Excess of ex- 


Imports. rts over 
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Value of merchandise imported into and exported from the Uwited States from 1870 to 1881. 


UXDER A PROTECTIVE TARIFF. 


Exports. 
Year. Total exports. 
| Domestic. Foreign, 

$376, 616, 473 $16, 155,295 | $902,771, 768 
428, 898, 908 14, 421, 270 442, 820, 178 
428, 487, 131 15, 690, 455 444, 177, 586 
505, 033, 439 17, 446, 483 522, 470, 922 
500, 433, 421 16, 849, 610 586, 283, 040 
400, 284, 100 14, 158, 011 618, 442, 711 
525, 582, 247 14, 802, 424 540, $84, O71 

, 870, 224 12, 804, 990 602, 475, 220 

680, 709, 268 14,156,498 | (404, 865, 766 

„ 840, 12, 098, 651 710, 439, 441 

823, 946, 353 11, 602, 305 835, 638, 658 
883, 925, 947 18, 451, 399 002, 377, 346 


Now, coming down to December 17, 1860, the last year of the last 
month of this haleyon period, I find an act of Congress, passed De- 
cember 17, 1860, authorizing the issue of certain Treasury notes. 
Feng e were issued redeemable at the expiration of one year 
from date; and this shows the financial condition of the country dur- 
ing the concluding year of that decade, after a tariff for revenue only 
had had full opportunity to produce its best results and to demon- 
strate, if it could, its highest good. I find these Treasury notes were 
sold under that act as follows, and the percentage shows the dis- 
count: 


At 6 per cen 444% $70, 200 
At7 per cent 5, 000 
At 8 per cent 24, 500 
At 8} per cent 33, 000 
At 8} per cent 10, 000 
At 9 per cent 65, 000 
At 9} per cent 10, 000 
At 9} per cent 60, 000 
At 9} per cent 77, 000 
At 10 per cent 1, 027, 500 
reer Per en «„ 829600 

per c ,ẽ 000 
At 10} per cent 367, 000 
At Il per cent 432, 700 
At 12 per cent 840, 000 
s Total „„ „„ „%- r 10, 010, 900 


which shows that during the closing year of that free-trade period, 
which has been denominated one of exceptional prosperity, the finan- 
cial credit of this Government was so bad that our Treasury notes 
sold from 6 to 12 per cent. discount. 

I come now to February 8, 1861, the beginning of the second month 
of the next year, when Congress authorized a Joan of $25,000,000 of 
bonds bearing 6 per cent., and Laity hap 3 to run. They 
were disposed of, in amount only $18,000,000, for the Government 
could not dispose of the reniainder of the loan, and what were sold 
were sold at a discount of $2,019,776. Six per cent. bonds sold for 
89.1 cents on the dollar. At the very close of that glorious period 
when all, as we are told, was blazing in the splendor of pros- 


ay EA ETE 

[ier the hammer 3 

. UPDEGRAFYF, of Ohio. I ask unanimous consent that the 

time of my colleague may be extended. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I was about to make tho same request. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the extension of the time 
of the gentleman from Ohio. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Iam greatly indebted to the House for its cour- 


y. 

So low had the credit of the Government fallen at that time that 
the Secretary of the Treasury, in January, 1861, suggested to Con- 
gress as a financial resource that the several States be asked as 
security for the repayment of any money the Government might find 
it necessary to borrow, to pledge the deposits received by them from 
the Government under the act for the distribution of the surplus 
revenues of 1836; the Secretary believing that a loan contracted on 
such a basis of security, superadding to the plighted faith of the 
United States that of the individual States, could hardly fail to be 
acceptable to capitalists. 

Thus was this Government driven by your revenne policy to the 
brink of financial ruin, with neither money nor credit, a condition 
that necessitated a Democratic Secretary of the Treasury to solemnly 
suggest to Congress that the States should be asked to indorse the 
paper of the Government of the United States, Think of our Goy- 
ernment going out and asking somebody to go her bail that she 
might borrow money in the money centers of the world, and of her 
own citizens. We have got no such trouble now. Twenty years of 
protection have given us a good credit, have given us a good currency, 
an overflowing , and universal prosperity, enabling us to 
borrow all the money we want at 3} per cent. and the lender must 
pay a premium to get it at that. Contrast that period with the 


golden era described by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. CAR- 
LISLE, ] When the tariff policy he advocates led this Government to 
the condition which I have described. Ithank God that policy does 
nok proai to-day, and protection needs no other defense, [Ap- 
planse, 


Average weekly wage in Massachusetts—1860, 1872, 1878, 1881. 
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Probably owing to the influence of machinery- 


Norn. The reader who desires to pursue this subject further is referred to tho 
tenth report, which contains data showing the relative condition of workingmen. 
in Massachusetts, as regards subalatence, in 1860 and 1878. 


The above is from the Report on the Statistics of Labor of Massa- 
chnsetts for 1882, 

There are some industries in the United States, notably that of 
tin-plate manufacturing and the mannfacture of pottery, which are 
inadequately protected. Of the former, the secretary of the United 
States Iron and Tin-plate Company says: 

About eight years ago, when tho tin-plate industry was ontirely saiia “oe 

of tin-plate were so high that some ugly by fiding tin- 
could invest their money f the prices of i tod 


eee ee 
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went down lower and lower, until our home manufacturers were compelled | five millions of dollars, and are not excelled in quality anywhere, 


to abandon the business and leave their works standing idle, yet the agitation for while the price to the consumer has been largely diminished. Inthe 
kept downy butif Congress refuses again to lend an ear to the urgent appeals we days of the gold premium the tariff was moderately protective. Since 
have made so many times, tho agitation on the subject will dio ont, and the price | resumption it has been wholly inadequate. The price paid to labor 
of tin-plates will go up, and instead of making English manufacturers pay a reve- | is 100 per cent. more than is paid in the English potteries, and 90 per 
nue for dealing in our markets, we shall have tosubmit to their laying a heavy tax nt. of the cost of the product is labor. With Ebar equal, or made 
equivalent by the duty, they can successfully compete with the best 

This condition should no longer be permitted. Legislation which tteries of the world. We have the good raw material, skilled 
will revive this palsied industry should be enacted at once. abor, new and valuable improvements. Our decorated ware is not 

The manufacture of pottery, although early started, is among the | excelled ct ody All that is needed is a just and fair protection, 
new industries in the United States, and none more worthy. Its | and we will fail in our daty if it is not accorded. Forty per cent, 
growth has not been rapid, but substantial. It has made progress | ad valorem is wholly insufficient. I beg to append a table of the 
a the fiercest opposition of British manufacturers, It has been price of labor in the 0 of this country and in England, to 
forced to 587 prejudice at home and unscrupulous rivals abroad, | which I invite careful attention; it was prepared by the Potters’ 


It has happily triumphed overall. Its annual products have reached | Association of East Liverpool, Ohio: 
Contparatire wages paid in the potteries in England and America, 
PER DOZEN (12) PIECES. FOR TWENTY POTTER'S DOZEN OF 36 TO DOZEN. 
¿| $ | ¥3 ¿| 2 |33 
E & | 5? 1 & ae 
Articles. ai $ a5] Articles. 2 
plat g ge 14123 
g § Ei E be 
gia) 42 4 |3 
ed.) & d. g. d. 8. d. 
CCC 8 in. 3 5 88 | Tce-creams 3 49 10 1 11 
T 1 A A 100 Peronas 5 r R 10 m n 
qeosecseq . 62 cecreams. 10 2 
| n pae Pe RR E éin. | 6] 7 | 40 ||Icecroams. 8 |4 9/12 7 145 
7 O E * 3 — 83 tea. 6 6 10 * 64 
6 ꝙ22õ*õ˙“?ẽðꝛ !, n. 5 cofee. | 6 6/13 9 00 
ne “er: pe ko ee era aR r ee ee tea. d 9/1110 | 85 
Soalloped nappies 11m- 10 in. CA 10 TTT cofleg. 7 4 14 0 84 
Bakera...------ -----0+00s seen „„ 8 in. 4 5 25 || Mugs, 36 to dozen uae 86 | 6 6)15 0 107 
Bakers..----- 4 in, 4 5 37 || Mugs, 30 to dosen 20. s cee eee eee sc enenee 20 7 3 16 8 130 
Taine. aA 5 In. 6 BN feeders ||| MUER M be MORNIN. y ANT 2 |7 48/17 6 | 140 
Bakers. -. 6 in, 6 63 8 || Bowls, 36 to dozen. S 30 6 9 15 2 133 
Bakora. Tin. 6 7” | (36: || Bowls, 20 to domen: <2. 4.-55s2scssccecenuncatsa ins 80 |6 9 10 0 | 158 
Bakers. 8 in. 6 8 BOE e, E A E 246 6 17 8 172 
Bakers. 9 in. 7 9 23 : 
8 10 in. e 
J222§˙˙³ E Ah 
Balke nas . 10°] 
Dishes. . „„ 8 in. 4 5 25 
Diab. 4in. 4 51 37 8 s 7 0 0 150 
7 ͤ VVV 5 in. 6 r 7/8 0|82 174 
Dias „„„„„„„„ 6 in, 6 6 8 6 2 67 5 196 
Sore aera ye UE sm | el a| as 122 14 o 
n. 6 23 
sees wim z 9 8 |3 7| 810| 174 
Dishes. . 5 1 12 3 0 9 0 201 
7 11 57 9 |36| 8 2 228 
Diea 11200 2227 48 
wi] 14 60 8 2 0/44 106 
Diab a] 26 | #5 
y „„ „ - 
RE Ga STORRS CRN 8 : = — e HANDLING, (PER SCORE DOZEN.)—Connt 20 dozen of 36, 30, and 24. 
Se HERE 
—— — 50 36 
eee 1 3 110| 50 50 ( 5/12 6 | 150 
Sugars... 110| 2 47 24 | 
Bugara -s $ 0| 211 | 37 36 3 10 0 233 
Tea-pota 3 0| 4 2 39 i 
— 13112 
TURNING COUNT AS ANOVE. 
Sauce- bon f i 0 13 2 
<< 13 į 
Qin. 2 0 3 9 86 || Bowls . 36 | 7 6 12 6 50 
reseso -| Gin, 3 0 4 2 88 || Bo 30 | 7 6 11 by 87 
— em. 1 1| 1 8 54 24/7 6/10 0 20 
TCT 3 in. 1 4| 1 10 40 30 6 0 8 9 46 
cossas ns 89 
SRM TAARE EA ES PS EE E -f 86in. |1 1| 16 39 
J 6 0 m. 1 2| 1 9 50 OTHER PRINCIPAL WORK. 
Jugs | 24im 1 411 40 
12 mn. 1 8| 2 8 87 
Gin. 2 2 211 a A a E T A E O n 400/80 0 100 
Im. |2 5| 37 49 || Kiln-men, biscuit, per bung J W| 184 147 
Co Gin. |2 9| 4 2 51 Kiln men, gloss, per week- 30 0 50 0 00 
$ 7m. 3 0| 47 53 ippers, per weck 12 002 6 49 
-| Sim, 3 3 6 1 54 || Firemen, good, per week 40 0 69 0 72 
Co om. |3 6] 5 8 60 || Firemen, extra, per wee 500/83 4 66 
ey a are PEE A fe ee Pe 10in, 3 9 6 4 64 || Odd men, per week 18 050 0 177 
—— Tin. 2 4| 4 4 87 || Warehouse women, per week.. 110 9025 0 150 
Sin. 2 7| 410 87 || Warehouse girls, per week | 70|18 9 167 
Cuver dishes.: innnan m. |210| 5 5 4 || Packers, per Week... -|30 0 |62 6 108 
Cowen Binns o.oo. oo N 10 in. 3 3 6 0 82 || Gilders and painters, per Welk 4 4 34 083 4 145 


The English prices given are those paid November, 1880, and in force after that time with a deduction of 8 js cent. from these prices. The American prices are 
from the esta! ted work list. All the American work is paid for i from hand when made, the loss in it going 3 the kilns falling on the manu- 
facturer. The En is paid far good from kilns,” the workmen suffering the lossea sustained while going through the kilns. 

china compare in same proportions as white granite. 


Weask the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewrrr] to unite with | fair profit, but will be able in time, I trust, to export them beyond 
us in making up that difference in the price of labor. If we do that the sens. s 5 
the potteries of East Live 1, Wellsville, and Cincinnati, in Ohio I shall in this connection, without taking the time of the commit- 
and of Trenton, in New Jersey, represented by ay distinguished tee to give it in detail, put in my remarks a statement of the cereal 
friend on my left, (Mr. BREWER, ] will be able to their products | productions in 1850, 1860, 1870, and 1880. We produced in 1850 
not only as readily here as those of other mannfactnrers, and with a 100 000,000 bushels, in round numbers, of wheat; we produced in 


* 


other lints as G. O, ware and 
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1880 459,000,000 bushels of wheat. We produced in 1850 592,000,000 
bushels of Indian corn; and in 1880 we produced 1,754,861,535 bushels. 
And I might go through this contrast with oats, and barley, and buck- 
wheat, &c., taking in all the cereal products, and show that the like 
of it was never known in the industrial history of any country in 
the world. The following is the table in detail: 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


= = 5 = 
EA z 8 2 5 2 

£ E ae E 8 0 

3 ; S s J S 

Articles. Eg E 82 ge 27 BE 

5 8 as oa 5 

2 2 3 S| 3a E E 

= a E a = E 
= 2 3 z 2 8 
4 5 4 a =) a 

£ Pr. ot Pr. et 
Wheat 100, 485, 944 | 173, 104, 924 72 287,745,626 | 459,479,505 | 60 
RVG. Sven eal 14, 188 813 21. 101, 380 | 48 16,918,795 | 19,831,695 17 
Indian corn. 50, 071,104 | 638, 70, 742 41 | 760, 044, 540-|1, 754, 861, 585 | 130 
. 146, 564, 179 | 172, 643, 185 17 282, 107, 157 407, 858, 909 | 44 
lex 8. 107 085 15, 825, 898 206 29, 761,305 | 44.113.405 48 
Buckwheat ..| 8 956,912 | 17, 571, 81890 9,821,721 11,817,327 | 20 

Total 867, 453, 987 |1, 239, 039, 947 E |1, 387, 209, 153 |2, 697, 902, 456 | 98 4 


They talk abont tlie farmer not being protected. Why, sir, he is 
protected in nearly everything he grows or raises, and protected just 
as much as he wants to be, just as much as he asksto be, He is pro- 
tected in his horned cattle, in his hogs, in his sheep, in his bacon, in 
his hams, in his cheese, in his pork, in his corn, in his wheat, in his 
cotton, his tobacco, his sugar, and his wool. 

My friend from New York [ Mr, H heidi tit see to take the duty 
off wool; indeed he proposes to take the duty off all raw materials. 
When he does that the farmer in the United States will be compelled 
to dismiss his flocks, sheep husbandry will fall into decay, and the 
woolen mantifactures will go down. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFYF, of Ohio. But the farmer will vote first. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Yes, as my friend suggests, the farmer will vote 
first, and he will vote for that party et that individual who will 
stand by him in protecting the products of his labor and his farm 
from the cheaper labor of the products of the Old World, Thefarmer 
is protected by the levy and collection of duties on his products as 
follows: 

Hogs, horned cattle, horses, sheep, and all other animals, pay a duty 
of 20 per cent.; bacon and pay a duty of 2 cents per pound ; beef, 
1 cent a pound; butter, 4cents a pound; cheese, 4 cents a pound; con- 
densed milk, 20 per cent.; lard, 2 cents per pound; preserved meats, 
35 per cent. ; mutton, 10 per cent, ; pork, 1 cent per pound; tallow, 
1 cent per pound; gine, per cent.; barley, 15 cents per bushel ; 
bread and biscuit, per cent.; Indian corn, 10 cents per bushel ; 
cornmeal, 10 per cent.; oats, 10 cents per bushel; rye, 15 cents per 
bnshel; wheat, 20 cents per bushel; wheat flour, 20 per cent.; all 
other small grain and other preparations of breudstuffs for food 
average 18.56 per cent.; fruits, from 10 to 35 per cent.; flaxséed 
or linseed, 20 cents per bushel; wool, hay, hops, rice, tobacco, pota- 
toes, sugar, all pay a duty. I need not further amplify. I publish 
herewith a statement prepared by Mr. Nimmo, Chief of the Bureau 
of Statistics, showing the importations of farm products in the last 
year, with values and duty assessed and collected. 

The condition of American farmers to-day is better than at any 
other time in our history, while the condition of the farmers of Eng- 
land was never so deplorable as now. We have a protective taritf; 
Englund has a tariff for revenue only. 

Every country has its peculiar conditions which must be recog- 
nized by its law-makers. Euch nation must legislate for its own, 
study its own interests, take care of its own industries and its own 

tople; when this is done American statesmen have discharged their 
his est duty, aud can with safety leave to other nations the duty of 
legislating for themselves. England's boasted free trade is England’s 
protection and profit if she could induce the world to enter upon the 
‘same policy. Her seaports, open only partially even now, were not 
open untilafter years of practical prohibition. At lastshe conceived 
her power to profitably manufacture for the world and announced it, 
but at the present time she levies and collects duties on imports, pro- 
ducing to her a large revenue, duties not upon the luxuries but upon 
articles of the highest necessity, like tea and coffee. Her tariff is 
a tariff for revenue only; the same which is advocated on the other 
side of this House and which was announced in the last Democratic 
national platform. With all her boasted professions and her invita- 
tion to the world to accept her theory of universal brotherhood, Great 
Britain has not free trade within her own borders and in her own 
possessions. 

George Baden Powell, an English author and free-trader, declares 
in his book on Protection and Hard Times— 


It is, however, matter of notoriety that many of gur colonies at the present 
do im duties for Avowedly protective purposes, The colony of Victoria isa 
notable instance, more es ly as she holia toher position in spite of the tenden- 
cies of the surrounding colonies toward free trade, It may well be asked why 
have any of the provinces of the British Empire the * — lia vo they the 
license to adopt other than free-trade principles f 


It would be well for the distinguished author to look after Canada, 
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challenges the contro! 


Apri 6, 


which, in March, 1879, adopted a high protective tariff and is pros- 


pering under it to-day. 


In a word, by the im ion of duties for purposes other than these for revenne, 
a province of the omp re at once invades the domain of imperial interests, at once 
of the imperial authorities. 

There are but two or three colonies, says thesameauthor, * that axowedl 
impose duties on imports for the purpose of protecting their industries. There 
nothing impracticable in the prospect of the various proyinces of the British Em- 

iro banding themselves together and jealously maintaining as securea 
Recount of intercourse among themselves, as close a commercial union as that 
rigorously maintained by the citizens of the United States. 

So that the free trade which England teaches and cajoles us to 
follow she fails te practice at home, and looks forward with fond 
expectancy to the time when that same freedom of intercourse, that 
close commercial union, shall exist in all the British Empire as is 
rigorously maintained by the citizens of the United States. Here 
we have unrestricted trade among ourselves, no impost duties, no 
discriminating tax between the States. The markets of California 
are open to the manufactures of Maine, Ohio sends her manufactur- 
ing and other products, freely and without restraint, to every State 
of the Union. The products of one State are as free to the citizen of 
another State as his own. We impose duties only on the products of 
foreign labor and capital. 

The early history of Great Britain upon the tariff has been often 
told, but loses none of its force by repetition, England declared her- 
self notonly ‘‘the sole market for American products,” “ the sole store- 
house for American supplies,” but also“ the workshop of the world.” 

The colonies must not only sell exclusively in British marketa but they must 
also buy exclusively in British markets. It Was intended that no commodity of 
the growth, nection, or manufactire of Europe should be imported into 
plantations but such as are laden and put on board in England, Wal or Berwick- 

n. Tweed, and in English-built shipping, whereof the master and 
of the crew were English. 

The preamble to this statute, which was supplemental to the navi- 
gation act, declares— 

The maintaining a prenter correspondence and kindness between the subjects 
at home and those in the plantations, keeping the colonies in a tirmer dependence 
on the mother country, mens hem yet more beneficial to it in the farther em- 
ployment and increase of English shipping and in the vent of English manufact- 
nres and commodities, rendering the navigation to them more safe and cheap, 
and making this kingdom a staple not only of the commodities of the plantations 
but also of the commodities of other countries and es for their supply; it being 


me usage of other nations to keep their plantation trade exclusively to them- 
selves. 


In 1710 the House of Commons declared that “the erecting of manutnetories in 
the colonies tended to lessen their dependence on Great Britain,” In 1732 the im- 
de of hats from province to province and the number of apprentices was 
ted, In 1750 the erection of any mill or engine for slitting or tolling iron was 
prohibited. In 1765 the exportation of artisans from Great Britain was prohibited 
under un 3 In 1781 utensils required for the manufacture of wool or 
silk were prohibited. In 1782 the prohibition was extended to artificers in print- 
ing calicoes, muslins, or linens, or in making implements used in their mannfae- 
ture, In 1785 the prohibition was extended to tools used in iron and steel mann- 
facture, and to workmen so employed; in 1799 it was extended so as to embrace 
even colliers, 
This is the early record, rigorously adhered to and enforced with 
aniron hand. British free trade is the voice of interest and selfish- 
ness, not principle. American protection is the voice of intelligent 
labor and American development. Its benefits must be manifest to 
the most casual student of industrial history. No man will be found 
who would declare that our present advanced position of mannfnet- 
ures could or would have been reached without the aid afforded by 
a wise system of protection. Commencing without capital or expe- 
rience, we have grown to that extent as to be the wonder of the civ- 
ilized world. Even Mr. Hewrrr, although differing from my con- 
clusions, is forced to say that to any one studying the condition 
of this country at the present time three things are evident: first, 
that we are the most prosperous people in the world; secondly, that 
we are paying the highest wages of any people in the world; lastly, 
that we have the highest tariff duties of any nation in the world. 
Why, sir, in 1858 the United States received a great majority of its 
manufactured articles from England; to-day we manufacture for our- 
selves, and as exporters have but one equal. From thirteen States 
we leap to thirty-eight; from three millions of population we now 
number fifty-oné millions, It would be impossible, says Mr. Mul- 
hall, an English statistician, whom Mr, IEwIrr quotes approvingly, 
to find in history e to the progress of the United States in the 
last ten years, Wealth and property have everywhere increased; 
comforts, education, the school-house, the church are within thereach 
and enjoyment of every citizen of this Republic. 

In this connection permit me to call the attention of the committee 
to the following exhibit of the export and import trade of the United 
States for the last few years, taken from the report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury : 


The exports as contrasted with the imports during the last fiscal year (1881) 
are as follows: 


Exports of domestic merchandise 
Exports of foreign merchandise 
Total 
Imports of merchandise 
Excess of exports over imports of merchandise ..........-<--+*""7"" 259, 712, 718 
Aggregate of exports and imports E ses A Uhh OR 
Compared with the previous r, thore was an increase 
value of exports of eee a decrease of 92,800,178 in the valuo of im- 
rts. The annual average of the excess of importa of mere Over exports 


ereof for ten years previous to June 30, 1873, was $104,706, 022 5 but for the last 
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there has been an excoss of exporta over imports of merchandise amount- 


= to $1,180,664,105—an annual average of $196,778,017. The specie value of the 

of domestic merchandise has increased from $376, 616,473 in 1870 to $853,925, 947 
25 1881. an increase of $507,309,474, or 185 per cent. The imports of merchandise 
have in from $435,968,408 in 1870 to $42,064,628 in 1881, an increase of 
$206,706, 220, or 47 per cent. 

This remarkable showing, which is under our present protective 
system, inspired my friend from Tennessee, [Mr. WIITTIIoRNE, ] a 

mocratic Representative, to say in his recent able speech upon 
another subject: 
most gratifying exhibit of commercial progress and pros y. And 
Peete tn, this a 8 exports and * with that of the pringlpal 
commercial powers of the world, and see from that comparison that we are now 
the peer of the greatest, save and except only the United Kingdom of Great Brit- 
ain and Ireland; and reflecting that the control and administration of that 
government there are quite two hundred and fifty millions of people, we have just 
cause of pride in the sulous growth and progress of the trade of oar people. 

We have indeed just cause of pride in the wonderful growth of 
our trade. Why enter upon a new policy, I ask? Would any busi- 
ness man whose ledger showed such results embark in new and 
doubtful experiments? He would pass unheeded the allurements of 
the dreamer and the theorist. He would pursue the old way, which 
had secured him success, and discard all new theories which experi- 
ence had not proven sure and beneficial. The same conservatism 
%hould guide the nation as controls the individual citizen, in the con- 
‘duct of his business. 
të The te of American industries, says Mr. Mulhall, an Eng- 
lish pa =i risen 35 per cent. in the last ten years ; the ratio per 
inhabitant to the population has increased one-third in the inter- 
val; the actual increase of American industry $2,541,000,000 ; whereas 
the um among European nations, that of Great Britain, was 
only 81,631,080, 000. Ten years ago the balance of trade was against 
this country, but now the pore are 31 percent. overimports. Ten 

ears ago We lagged far behind France or Germany as regards steel, 

ut now produce more than both these countries combined. We make 
more than one-fifth of the iron and more than one-quarter of the 
steel of the world. In mining we have increased 90 per cent. in the 
last decade, and to-day we represent 36 per cent, of the mining in- 
dustries of the world, Great Britain 33 per cent., and other nations 
31 percent. Agriculture showsa healthful increase. * Farming stock 
increased 33 per cent, In ten years we have built 42,000 miles of rail- 
road; an increase of 100 per cent. 

The net increase per inhabitant is double the European average, 
and is 54 per cent. higher than it was in 1870. 

Taxation has been reduced from 13} per cent. of income in 1870 to 
9} per cent. in 1880, being now only half of what it is in France, and 
one-fourth less than in Great Britain. 

The reduction of the principal of our public debt since 1870, and 
up to March, 1882, has averaged $116,560.22 per day, including Sun- 
days and holidays, aie 
' The ratio of debt per inhabitant has fallen 42 per cent.; that of 
interest 54 ene in ten years. Population has increased 31 per 

. since 1870. 
n 30 per cent. of the meat and 30 per cent, of the grain 
ofthe world. These figures illustrate our growth and prosperty and 


: 


include the disastrons year of 1873 and the subsequent years of 
ression. 
ur growth of mineral products is shown by the following tables, 
which | take from the census reports prepared by Mr. Swank. 
The following table shows the production of iron and steel in 1880: 


9, 
8, 
7 
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The following table from the same source presents the quantities 


of mineral products used by the iron and steel works in 1880: 
! i San Fe = | 
ia ee = E 
Works, | 3 ž EE EE! 7 
| 8 E E. — | B — — 
— — 4 2 — 
| Tons. Tons. Tons. Tons. | Tons. 
Blast-furnaces. ......| 7,256,084 3. 169, 149 2, 615,152 1, 051, 753 | 2, 128, 255 
Rolling-mills. ....... r ; 626,126) 3,015,377 | 14, 834 
Bessemer and opon- | | i 
hearth steel works.. 7,327 |. Reasi 140, 458 | 465,655 104, 980 
Crucible steel works. 2 --| 40,902 | 224,057 22, 791 
Forges and blomaries B40 1,613 6, 695 


7,709,708 | 3,169,149 | 3,322, 498 | 5, 650, 055 | 2, 277, 555 


And the subjoined table, from the same source, shows the distri- 
bution geographically of these products. The whole territory of 
the United States may be regarded as comprising four grand divis- 
ions—the Eastern States, the Southern States, the Western States and 
Territories, and the Pacific States and Territories. 


Geographical divisions, States and Territories. 


22 E 1 E a 
2 2 a 8 = 
oe A E = ic} 2 
Grand divisions. | g E 2 8 se 
23 2 =] oz 
233 = |] 2 | 3 
2 E — a 
* [S] =| 5 — 
Eastern States. 55 149, 507, 461 82, 82 „301, 660 (4, O71, 808 03, 606, 010 
Southern States. 218 | 29, 145, 830 20, 505 649,153 | 25, 353, 251 
Western States 
and Territories .| 224 36, 603 | 14, 542, 587 |1, 912, 680 | 76, 933, 636 
Pacitic States and 
tories ..... 7 878 31, 490 1, 574, 738 
Del 1, 003] 230, 971, B84 140, 978 | 55, 476,785 |7, 265, 140 | 206, 557, 688 


In my own State the growth of the iron industries has been most 
tifying. The first furnace built in Ohio wasin 1803-04, located in 
oland Township, Mahoning County, constituting a part of my pres- 
ent district. t county to-day is practically peopled with fuar- 
naces, mills, and factories, and tunneled with mines, while their 
products are renowned the country over, and like evidences of pros- 
perity in agriculture, manufacturing, and mining are found in Carroll, 
Columbiana, and Stark, the remaining counties which compose the 
district I have the honor to represent. The State now ranks second 
in iron and steel manufactures inthe Union. Her thrift and energy, 
her great natural resources, aided by protection, have enabled the 
State to take the position which she now holds, She wants no legisla- 
tion Mb shall disturb her present prosperity or curtail her future 
growth. 
3 There is perhaps no better exponent of our progress than the 
increased production of coal, the great motive power of industry and 
of commerce. 

Who has demanded a tariff for revenue only, such as is advocated 
by our friends on the other side? What portion of our citizens? 

hat part of our population? Not the agriculturist; not the laborer ; 
not the mechanic; not the manufacturer; not a petition before us, 
to my knowledge, asking for an adjustment of tariff rates to u rev- 
enue basis, England wants it, demands it—not for our good, but 
hers; for she is more anxious to maintain her old position of su- 
premacy than she is to promote the interests and welfare of the peo- 
ple of this Republic, and a great party in this country voices her 
interests, Our tariffsinterfere with her profits. They keep at home 
what she wants, We are independent of ber; not she of us. She 
would have America the feeder of Great Britain, or, as Lord Sheffield 
put it, she would be ‘the monopoly of our consumption and the car- 
riage of our produce.” She would manufacture for us, and permit 
us to raise wheat and corn for her. We are satisfied to do the latter, 
but unwilling to concede to her the monopoly of the former. 

Much idle talk is indulged in about manufacturing monopolies in 
the United States, and everything is called a monopoly that pros- 
pers ; everybody who gets ahead in the world isin the minds of some 

ople a monopolist. We have fow if any mannfacturing monopo- 

ists in the United States to day. They cannot long exist with an 
unrestricted home competition such us we have. They feel the spur 
of competition from thirty-seven States, and extortion and monopoly 
cannot survive the sharp contest among our own capitalists and 
enterprising citizens, ere may be some here and there, but as a 
rule we have none; and yet the gentlemen who shout the londest 
against monopolies are found advocating a doctrine which if carried 
into practical operation would break down American manufactures 
and give England the unbridled monopoly of American markets, 
English monopoly does not disturb them; it is American monopoly 
that distresses their souls. Under the ery of a “bounty-fed monop- 
oly” they would transfer manufacturing from American citizens to 
foreign citizens. For one, Mr. Chairman, speaking for myself, I 
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declare that I would rather America and American manufacturers 
should have the monopoly of American consumption than that Eng- 
land should haveit; and I would infinitely prefer that the American 
laborer and the American mechanic should have the monopoly of sup- 
plying the American markets than that English laborers and me- 
chanics should have it. 

No man can outdo me in opposition to monopolies; but the man- 
ufacturers of this country should not be thus characterized. They 
have no princely fortunes; in general they have no independent 
means, ‘Their all is in the brick and mortar of their establishments, 
in the machinery, in the organization, in theirtrade. Andhow many 
of them to-day would be willing to sell out for first cost, and below 
first cost, if they could do it? He who would break down the manu- 
factures of this country strikes a fatal blow at labor. It is labor I 
would protect. 

My friend from New York [Mr. Hewrrr] told us about the uncer- 
tainty of business the other day, when he assured us that in six years, 
from 1873 to 1879, he lost $100,000 a year in the manufacture of iron. 
He knows that it is not all profit. It is work of the brain; it is work 
of the nerve forces; it is work of the hands; und it is worry, worry 
all the time. And yet gentlenien would howl down a protective 
tariff because there are, in fact or in imagination, manufacturing 
monopolies in the United States. 

The effect of protection upon the 18 of products to the American 
consumer has been often stated, and can be illustrated by taking any 
of the protected articles which are manufactured in the United States. 
It will be observed that the price not only diminishes but in nearly 
every case the quality of the product has been improved. There isno 
department of manntfacture inthis country which has received protec- 
tion sufficient to encourage capital to embark in it and enable it to 
compete successfully with foreigners for the trade of the United 
States but has resulted in the falling of prices to the consumer, 

Cast-steel furnishes a marked illustration of this statement. It has 
been stated to me that consumers of the higher grades of crucible best 
cast-steel in England pay higher prices for best cast-steel of English 
manufacture than is paid by our consumers of the same les from 
the same manufacturers, showing that the English manufacturers of 
cast-steel are conceding more than the amount of duty in favor of the 
American market, Another important point should not be lost sight 
of, that when the English manufacturers of crucible best cast-steel 
were receiving from the American consumer 38 per cent. over and 
above what they are willing to sell at the present time we were 
better able to furnish our people steel at the present reduced price 
than they are now. 

A large quantity of best cast-steel in the shape of circular-saw 
plates is consumed in this country, and to the lamber interest it is 
an important article. Before the passage of the present tariff laws, 
when this class of steel was not made in the United States, the saw- 
makers of this country depended upon the English manufacturers for 
their supply, and were forced to pay 35 to 40 cents per pound in gold 
for the large sizes. These plates of the same size are now furnished 
at 26 cents per pound, being a saving of 30 per cent., or more than 
double the rate of the tariff to the saw manufacturers of this country. 
I am informed that one of the most extensive manufacturers of saws 
in the United States estimates the gain to the lumber interest since 
the passage of the tariff of 1864, ofa sum exceeding $7,000,000 on 
saw steel. A like advantage has been gained by the same lumber 
interest by the saving of money in the cost of axes. Before the 
present law was enacted best ax steel, manufactured in England, sold 
at 17 cents per pound, gold. The price is now 104 cents per pound. 
In the manufacture 55 reapers and mowers, (a large and valuable 
industry in my own district,) one thousand tons of section crucible 
best cast-steel is now used annually in this country. Before the pres- 
ent tariff law went into effect, this article of English manufacture was 
sold at 17 cents per pound in gold, and now is furnished at 10 cents or 
under, producing a saving to the farmers of this country of more 
than do per cent., or twice the rate of tariff on the article, and a 
kaving in the aggregate since 1864 of more than one and a quarter 
million dollars, This is one of the ways that the agriculturist is 
taxed for the benefit of monopolies. The prices of steel plows, hay- 
rakes, grain-drills, harrows, and other agricultural implements have 
been reduced to such low figures that but few, if any, are imported ; 
and the farmers have saved millions of dollars by the provisions of 
the present law. 

Again, crucible tool best cast-steel used in the manufacture of all 
descriptions of tools, drills, sledges, &c., employed in mining before 
the enactinent of our protection laws, of English manufastare bron ht 
17 cents in gold per pound, and now it can be bought at 10 cents, fully 
equal in quality to that for which 17 cents was paid per pound, mak- 
ing a saving of 38 per cent., equal to more than twice the sum 
charged as duty. From a careful estimate, it seems that about 20,000 
tons of this description of cast-steel are consumed in this conn- 
try 5 saying to the carpenter, the miner, the machinist 


,000. 
We produce over e of the crucible cast-steel used in 
this country. The effect of protection in reducing the prico of cast- 
steel is not confined alone to this article but applies to nearly every 
description of manufacture, Take, for example, the cotton manu- 
factures; the same kind and quality of goods are now in the market 
which were first made in this Sonnige, and therefore an exact com- 


parison can be made, which in many other branches of the textile 
industry cannot be made. 

The tariff act of 1816 imposed on cotton goods a square-yard duty 
of 6} cents. The effeet of the protection is seen in the prices of hea 
sheetings, stated by Mr. Nathan Appleton, as follows: Price in 1816, 
30 cents per yard; 1819, 21 cents per yard; 1826, 13 cents per yard; 
1829, 8} cents per yard; 1879, according to Reece's Dry Goods Chart, 
the average price was 7.8 cents per yard. To-day the price is 8 cents 
per yard. The goods of 1816 and 1882 are the same in quality. 


PRINTS OR CALICOKS. 


This manufacture was not successful until 1825, According to Mr. 
Appleton, the average price per yard in 1825 was 23.07 cents; 1830, 
16.36 cents; 1835, 16.04 cents; 1840, 12.09 cents; 1845, 10.9 cents; 
1850, 9.24 cents; 1855, 9.15 cents; in 1860, according to Reece’s Chart, 
9.50 cents; 1878, 6.09 cents; present prices, 64 cents. 


PRINT CLOTHS OR PLAIN UNDYED COTTON CLOTHS FOR PRINTING. 


According to Reece, prices in 1860, 5.44 cents; 1878, 3.44; Febru- 
ary 14, 1888, 3.75. 
BLEACHED SHIRTINGS, 
The article was first made in 1828, of a weight of 2.80 yards to the 
pound. Prices in 1860, according to Reece, 15.50 cents; 1878, 11. 


BROWN DEILLINGS. 


An article of American invention sold by package in 1828 for 15.50 
cents. Price in 1860, according to Reece, 8.92 cents; 1878, 7.65. 


JEANS. 


A lighter twilled fabric than drillings. When first introduced by 
our mua in 1826, no article of that kind could be bought in our stores 
for less than 30 to 35 cents. ‘The first American article, better in 
quality than any foreign make imported, was sold for 23 cents. The 
prices in 1860 were 6} to 9 cents. 


PRINTED LAWNS. 


The manufacture of printed lawns commenced about 1846. Both 
foreign and American lawns were sold in our market in 1847 for from 
12 to 15 cents. The market price in 1881 was a little below 10 cents. 

It is more difficult to make a comparison of tm of woolen goods 
illustrating the effect of the tariff. Hon, John L. Hayes, secretary of 
the National Association of Wool Manufacturers, says: 

Reliable returns of the two leading agencies of flannel wools in the country, 
representing more than twenty different establishments, show that the selling 
p ces in 1869, after the tariff of 1867, were in one house 20 per cent. less in gold than 
n 1860, Ontheother hand, the books of a mill producin cloths more extensively 
than any other establishment in the country, an . o 2,500 ves, show 
an advance of wages in gold from 1860 to of 37 cent. for female o; tives 
and 50 per cent. for male operatives. These facta show conelusively that the pro- 
tection to the woolen industry, if to no others, has been a boon to laborers and 
consumers. Certain cashmerets which brought 46 centa per yard in 1860 were 
rated at 384 cents per yard in 1880. 


BLANKETS, 


If you would warm a free-trader into wrath and excite him to 
violent denunciation, exhibit an American blanket made in an 
American factory, of American wool, by American labor. This arti- 
cle above all others is seized by the free-trader as an illustration of 
the vice and enormity of our tariff. Now, what are the facts? 


A certain fixed style of blankets of mediam o sold in 1960 aa follows: A 8-2 

blanket for $1.874, a 10-4 article for $2.27} to $2.50, Sales of precisely the same 

were for the former at $1.75 and for the latter at $2.25, with at 3 to4 

conta higher in 1880 than in 1860, and labor in tho mills from 15 to 20 per cent. in 
advance of 1860, 

Those most familiar with the marketa, of whom I have made careful inquiries, 
estimate that ordinary woolen goods, constituting the great bulk of consumption, 
are now obtained by consumers at prices from to 25 per cent. less than goods 
of the same quality could be purchased for before the war, 


The same is true of the rice industry, as shown by the following, 
taken from the report of the special committee of the Savann 
(Georgia) Rice Association, which shows the effect of protection on 
the rice industry of the United States: 

It is only left to infer that the effect of the import duty has been extraordinary 
increas in the production of American rice and correspondent redaction of 
In sixteen years the crops have increased more than tenfold, and prices have de- 
clined from 100 to 150 per cent, It has induced active competition with foreign 
way peter without reducing its volume. 

t seema, then, evident that the average profits on American rice are at present 


dependent on the maintenance of the import duty, and if the latter is removed or 


materially reduced the cultivation of the former must be abandoned as a staplo 
ed in rice more 


product and the lands returned to nature. There are now cultivat 
than 155,000 acres, affording livelihood to more than 100,00 persons. 

Another instance in point is in the prie of pottery. Goods in that 
line are selling 50 per cent. cheaper than in 1860 under the old 24 
per cent, duty. These examples, and more which I might present, 
demonstrate that protective duties are not a tax upon the consumer, 
but universally cheapen the price of consumption to baci eg ple. 

There is one other subject to which I want to refer brietly, because 
it has been drawn into this debate. 

The Treasury rulings interpreting existing tariff laws are alarming 
the industries of the conntry. Already some of them have been disas- 
trously affected, and others will follow in their train if Congress does 
not intervene with positive legislation to prevent. The parts of 
the statute known as the omnibus clauses, under which these decis- 
ions are made adverse to the interests of American manufacturers of 
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iron and steel, are as follows: “ manufactures of steel, or of which 
steel shall be the component part, not otherwise provided for ;” +‘ steel 
in any form not otherwise provided for;” ‘‘ manufactures, articles, 
vessels, and wares of iron, or of which iron shall be the component 
material of chief value, not otherwise provided for;” “ metals mann- 
factured not otherwise provided for,” and “ castings of iron not other- 
wis provided for.“ These give the officials of the Treasury Depart- 
ment such latitude of construction that with the constantly increas- 
ing new forms of iron and steel and other manufactures the true 
intent of the law becomes virtually a dead letter and without force. 
By the employment of new names for old forms of construction, and 
new designs not specialy: named in the statute, the articles not 
enumerated in the law are transferred from specific to ad valorem 
rates, thns evading the duty applicable to such classes of manufact- 
ure. To illustrate: Hoop-iron pays a duty of 1} cents per pound, 
If a piece of hoop-iron is cut into lengths, say eleven feet, and 
fastened with a buckle, under the Treasury rulings it is no longer 
hoop-iron, but becomes a manufacture of iron not otherwise pro- 
vided for, and is dutiable at 35 per cent. ad valorem, or about three- 
uarters of a cent a pound instead of 14 cents. It is estimated that 
ere were 5,500,000 bales of cotton raised last year, which would 
consume thirty thousand tons of hoop-iron. Nearly every pound of 
this is of foreign manufacture, imported here under the favorable 
decisions of the Treasury Department. I have never been able to 
understand how the length of the piece of hoop-iron or the riveted 
buckle, or any other contrivance, should remove this article from 
the special designation of “hoop-iron,” and relieve it from a like 
duty. It is hoop-iron, and nothing else. The iron or steel, of what- 
ever length, five feet or twenty, should bear the same duty. A recent 
decision of the Treasury Department permits barrel-hoops to come 
in under the same clause, practically shutting out the hoop-iron 
manufacturer of the United States from the American market. 
That no manufactured article should pay any less duty than the 
duty chargeable upon the material of chief value out of which it is 
pace fh is the principle of the iron and steel bill about which there has 
been so much criticism and discussion here and throughout the conn- 
ja principle which is right and should form the basis of all tariff 
legislation and be the rule of all T. interpretations upon this 
subject ; a principle which every one concedes isright, and thoroughly 
just, and which in the main has been recognized in every tariff law 
since the foundation of the Government. It may be said that the duty 
is too high upon the material of chief value. If that betrue, reduce 
it. Dut so long as that duty remains I insist that the intent of the 
law shall be sacredly preserved. It should not bethe mere form, but 
the substance, of the article which should regulate the rate of duty. 
The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. AIKEN] takes occasion 
in his recent speech to characterize the hoop-iron bill, so called, 
(which is now in the hands of the Ways and Means Committee,) as 
an effort to rob the many for the benefit of the few. He says: 
rman, how insatiate is the r of humanity! Not content with their 
incomes through the ty of the Government, these iron men 
g to increase, and doubtless will increase, the tari 
of manufactured iron in which is included ‘cotton ties,” a description of iron that 
affects the pookets of the greatest number of the poorest laborers of this country. 


ly known as the McKinley bill 8 to restore the 70 per cent. tax 
o duty three-fourths of 1 cont por pound, Certainly such a tax is 


crop of 1882 will doubtless Aggregate 6,000,000 bal 
ae ti amount to the sum of $450,000, Now, sir, if this 
at our custom-lhouses and be then covered into the Treas- 


ury, 
of less than a half dozen cotton tie manufacturers of this country, we can but 


t is not true in fact. 

Let ussee if it is not true in fact, and if the proposed measure will 
put into the coffers of the iron manufacturers of the United States the 
enormons amount alleged by the gentleman, or any other amount 
which in justice they ought not to have, 

I find in a southern newspaper—the Telegraph and Messenger— 
published in Macon, Georgia, under date of February 18, 1882, a state- 
ment in reply to a criti@ism of the hoop-iron bill which appeared in 
another southern paper called the Atlanta Constitution, which an- 
nounces who receives the money from the botton-tie trade, who bears 
the burdens, and who pockets the profits. It will be observed that 
it is not the iron manufacturer, not the laborer in the cotton field, 
but the thrifty planter. I quote this southern authority as an answer 
to my friend from South Carolina: 

The Constitution ¢ da ot fine itself to it. 
in the present law, but travels outside to take up a Dill intro —. Se Fg oki 
LEY, to increase the duties on cotton ties, to the Constitution, $19.19 per 
ton. The Constitution is very unfortunate in its selection of an article to demon- 
strate a&pecies of protection as robbery pure and simple. It is a fact well known 
to ores ee who raises one bale of cotton that the most profitable feature con- 
nected the whole transaction is the difference in price that he buys at and tho 


price at which he sells his cotton ties. 
aged about one dollar and seventy-five cents bundles 
to tho ton, and hence the price per ton of ties to the cotton planter was $70, This is 
the long ton of 2,240 pounds, These ties are sold at the price of cotton, anil at ten 
cents per pound they bring $224 per ton. As they cost only $70 per ton, the net 
poe on every ton of ties sold by the planters of tho South was $154. This, accord. 

ng to the Constitution's figures of the quantity consumed, shows they make a clear 
profit of $4,626,009 on their annual consumption of cotton ties. If this is trne, 
there is no class of people in the country who can better afford to see such a rate 
of duty levied upon cotton ties as will enable our manufacturers to produce them 
at fair profit. 

From this it appears that the cotton planter of the South is not 
the oppressed and burdened individual described so 5 by 
the gentleman from South Carolina, On the contrary he seems to 
be the monopolist, for he buys the cotton ties at 24 cents per pound 
and sells them for cotton at 10 or 11 cents per pound, making a clean 
profit of more than $4,500,000 on the annual consumption of cotton 
ties. - 

My friend exclaims, ‘‘ How insatiate is the greed of humanity!” I 
answer, how insatiate is the greed of the cotton planter, if this sonth- 
ern authority be true. He is quite content with his dazzling income, 
and is unwilling to share it with the manufacturer and laborers in 
the hoop-iron industry. 

My friend, in the same speech, expresses himself as quite willing 
to protect the rice planter of the South, and I doubt not the sugar- 
grower of the same section. If the principle is worth maintaining 
at all, its application should not be sectional or awarded to any sin- 
gle industry, but all should share in its benefits and blessings, and 
feel the life-giving force of its influence. 

Under the Treasury rulings the cotton-tie trade has gone from the 
United States, from its mechanics and manufacturers, to the foreign 
manufacturer, to enrich the latter at the expense of the former. The 
cotton planter, not content with his profit on ties at the expense of 
the consumer, insists upon depriving American labor and capital of 
aes Lry rewards and its legitimate profits. 

While the present tariff laws need some revision, any Wholesale 
change would be unhealthful and unwise, A large part of our 
industries has been built up under their fostering care; trade has con- 
formed to them, and has as prosperous and progressive, and no 
genuine American interest wauts them overthrown or materially dis- 
turbed, If we could secure some slight changes, conceded by all as 
necessary, Which would endanger no existing interest in the United 
States, and then establish a clear and unmistakable-rule of construc- 
tion, to guide our customs officers in their interpretation of the law, 
any general revision of the tariff might well be left for many years to 
come. 

Certainty and stability are essential elements to the success of 
trade, and as long as we are doing reasonably well experiments 
should be ayoided. 

Manufacturers, farmers, laboring-men, indeed all the industrial 
classes in the United States, are severally and jointly interested in 
the maintenance of the present or a better tariff law which shall 
recognize in all its force the protection of American producers aud 
American productions. Our first duty is to our own citizens. 

Free trade may be suitable to Great Britain and its peculiar social 
and political structure, but it has no place in this Republic where 
classes are unknown and where caste has long since been banished ; 
where equality is the rule; where labor is dignified and honorable; 
where education and improvement are the individual striving of every 
citizen, no matter what may be the accident of his birth or the pov- 
erty of his early surroundings. Here the mechanic of to-day is the 
manufacturcr of a few years hence. Under such conditions, free 
trade can have no abiding-place here. We are doing very well; no 
other nation has done better, or makes a better showing in the world's 
balance-sheet, We ought to be satisfied with the progress thus fur 
made, and contented with our outlook for the future. We know 
what we have done and what we can do under the policy of protec- 
tion. We have had some experience with a revenue tariff, which 
neither inspires hope or courage or confidence. Our owu history 
condemns the policy we oppose and is the best vindication of the 
policy which we advocate. It needs no other. It furnished us in 
part the money to prosecute the war for the Union to a successful 
termination; it has assisted largely in furnishing the revenue to 
meet our great public expenditures and diminish with unparalleled 
rapidity our great national debt; it has contributed in securing to 
us an unexampled credit; has developed the resources of the country 
and quickened the energies of our sone; has made us what every 
nation should be, independent an “reliant; it has made us in- 
dustrious in peace, and secured us independence in war; and we find 
ourselves in the beginning of the second century of the Republic 
without a superior in industrial arts, without an equal in commercial 
prosperity, with a sound financial system, with an overflowing Treas- 
ury, blessed at home and at peace with all mankind. Shall we 
reverse the poliey which has rewarded us with such magnificent 
results? Shall we abandon the policy, which, pursued for twenty 
years, has produced such unparalleled growth and prosperity ! 

No, no. Let us, Mr. Chairman, pass this bill. The creation of a 
commission will give no alarm to business, will menace no industry 
in the United States. Whatever of good it brings to us on the first 
Monday in December next we can accept; all else we can and will 
reject. [Great applause, } 


The price of the latter the past season aver- 


per bundle. There are fort 
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Quantities of wool produced, imported, exported, and retained for consumption in the United States in 1850 and from 1861 to 1881, inclusive. 


5 Total prodno- i Retained for 
Year ended June 30— Production.” | Imports. tion and in- home con- 
ports, Domestic, | Foreign. Total, sumption. 

Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. 
52, 516, 959 18, 695, 204 71, 212. 253 35, 888 (fH) 35, 898 71. 176, 355 
75, 000, 000 1050 i) 847, 301 it) Kv w 

90, 000, 000 42, 131. 061 132, 131, 061 1, 158, 388 332,953 | 1, 341 130, 644, 
106, 000, 000 73, 41. 044 179, 931, 944 355, 722 708,850 | 1, 064, 572 178, 867, 372 
123, 000, 000 90, 464, 002 213, 464, 002 155, 482 223, 475 378, 957 213, 085, 45 
142, 000, 000 43, 840, 154 185, 840, 1 182 O79, 281 1, 145, 463 184, 694, 691 
155, 000, 000 76, 532, 274 231, 532, 274 973, 075 $51,645 | 1, 824. 720 220, 707, 554 
160, 000, 000 16, 558, 046 176, 558, 046 307, 418 618, 587 926, 005 175, 632, 041 
168, 000, 000 24, 124, 803 192, 124, 803 558, 435 801. 8, 360, 287 188, 764, 516 
180, 000, 000 30, 275, 926 210, 275, 926 444, 387 2. 417 786, 804 2 282 
162, 000, 000 49, 230, 199 211, 230, 199 152,892 | 1,710,053 | 1, 862,945 209, 367, 254 
160, 000, 000 68, 058, 028 228, 058, 028 25,195 | 1, 305, 311 1, 330, 506 226, 727, 522 
150, 000,000 | 122, 256, 499 272, 256, 499 140,515 | 2, 266,393 | 2, 406, 908 269, 849, 502 
158, 000, 000 85, 490, 049 243, 496, 049 75, 129 7,040,386 | 7,115, 515 236, 380, 534 
170, 000, 000 42, 939, 541 212, 949, 541 419,600 | 6,816,157 | 7, 135, 757 205, 803, 784 
181, 000, 000 54, 901, 760 245, 901, 760 178,034 | 3,567,627 4, 745, 661 232, 156, 099 
192, 000, 000 44, 642, 846 2 2, 836 104, 768 1,518,426 | 1, 623, 194 245, 019, 643 
200, 000, 000 42,171, 192 242,171, 192 509 | 3,088,957 | 3, 108, 556 239, 002, C 
208, 250, 000 48, 449, 079 255, 449, 347, 854 5, 052, 221 6, 300, 075 240, 140, 004 
211, 000, 000 89, 005, 155 250, 005, 155 784 | 4,104,616 | 4,165, 400 245, 830, 735 
232, 500, 000 | 128,131. 747 2360, 631, 747 101. 551 3. 648, 520 3, 840, 071 356, 791, 676 
264, 000, 000 „964. 319, 964, 236 71,455 5, 507, 84 5, 578, 980 314, 385, 247 


In the column of Production the amount placed opposite the fiscal year is the production of the preceding calendar year. Quantity cannot be stated. 


Quantity of coal produced in each State and Territory of the United States during the calendar years 1869, 1876, 1877, 1878, 1879, and 1880. 
[Weight expressed in tons of 2,240 pounds. 


State or Territory. 


1800. 1877. 1878. 1880. 
Tons. Tons. : Tons. Tons. Tons. 
3, 866, 180 21, 436, 607 23, 619, 911 20, 008, 262 26, 142, 889 #26, 437, 242 
7, 708. 517 500, 000 12, 500, 000 18, 500, 000 14, 500, 000 19, 000, 000 
2, 629, 563 500, 000 3, 500, 000 3, 500, 000 3, 500, 000 4. 000, 000 
2, 527, 285 500, 000 5, 250, 000 5, 000, 000 5, 000, 000 7, 000, 000 
1, 819, 824 835, 081 1, 574, 339 1. 679, 322 1, 730, 709 2. Lad. 160 
621, 930 900, 000 900, 000 900, 000 900, 000 1, 500, 000 
608, 878 800, 000 1, 000, 000 1, 000, 000 1, 250, 000 1, 400, 000 
437, 870 950, 000 1, 000, 000 1, 000, 000 1, 000, 000 1, 196, 400 
263, 487 500, 000 1, 500, 000 1, 500, 000 1, 600, 000 1, 600, 000 
150, 582 650, 000 850, 000 900, 000 1, 000, 000 1, 000, 000 
133, 418 550, 000 750, 000 375, 000 450, 000 641, M2 
61, 803 90, 000 90, 000 75,000 90, 000 100, 000 
32, 038 125, 000 200, 000 300, 000 400, 000 550, 000 
. 200, 000 200, 000 200, 000 200, 000 200, 000 
21, 150 30, 000 30, 000 30, 000 85, 000 25, 000 
1 600, 000 600, 000 600, 000 600, 000 600, 000 
14, 000 14, 000 14, 000 14, 000 15, 000 15, 000 
11, 000 100, 000 175, 000 200, 000 250, 000 340, 000 
1,425 80, 000 50, 000 75, 000 75, 000 100, 000 
50, 000 500, 000 100, 000 100, 000 175, 000 225, 000 
17, 844 100, 000 150, 000 150, 000 170, 000 175, 000 
5, 800 45, 000 45, 000 60, 000 225, 000 275, 000 
4, 500 250, 000 300, 000 367, 000 400, 000 575, 000 
„ T TOE EN EOE EI EEE P A 31, 077, 094 40, 005, 748 54, 308, 250 62, 130, 584 60, 200, 954 


Tho statistics for 1800 are derived from the United States census. The statistics for 1876, 1877, 1878, 1879, and 1880 are compiled from data collected and esti- 
mates made by Mr. Frederick E. Saward, editor of the Coal Trade Journal of New York. 
Includes 3,000,000 tons estimated as the local consumption. 


Statement showing the quantities, values, and rate and amount of duty collected on products of foreign agriculture imported into and entered for con- 
sumption in the United States during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1881. 


ta.. 
Birds, singing and other. 
Fowls, land and water 
ꝙ%% Ui ̃ ̃ — — — 
e e e ab shaubecndskasssheul Sapkedeausevaner 
Provisions 
I 0c ß lL ¥accsusastndootean PHOS 5 pounds 77,423 
Beef N e N r OMS ..) 164, 021 


— 
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Statement showing the quantities, values, and rate and amount of duty collected on products of foreign agriculture imported, J-c.—Continued. 


Articles. 


Values, 


Amount 
Rate of duty. of duty col- 
lected. 


237, 678. 75 
3, 655, 370. 25 


or ripe, not otherwise fied 
own juice, and fruit juice 
ed comfi 


Value 32 cents or less per pound „ pounds 
Value over 32 cents per pound por — 


. a 
ue 32 cents or AN 
Wegen ta or lesa a 
me 32 cents or NR Sn os ͤ A 
Value over 32 cents pat poaad. „rb 
Class 2. Combing Wools— 
Value 32 cents or less per pound. 
Value over 82 cents per 4 
e 1 — 3 wool at 
alne 12 cents or less pound. 
Value over 12 cents Dar pounds. 
ufactured 


Cines.” 28, 917, 217. 33 


— 13. 408, 562 


aan v ꝙy . tbetepatelsieascawistus 
Vegetable oils and oil-cake: 
Cottonseed o eee nsacectboss Sesser cavobuobebersseetabaesssaspoutpeesst 1 


Vegetabl a a 

Ve; ès, erude L 

Veaetables, prepared or preserved 
Vax, bees . 


Total value and duty of the agricultural products above enumerate dd. 
Total value and duty of all foreign import S "i MOTTE 
Per cent. of agricultural products to total imports of foreign merchandise js ä 


N gee 
88283 
SSS 


2 


8.8 
Srp 
288 
888 


143,113 93 
153, 937 83 
577, 928 95 


485, 837 16 


1, 612, 207 41 


757, 352 00 


4, 492, 839 79 
244, 435 00 


8, 544 00 


5, 218 00 
417 00 


1, 193, 900 39 


97 
, 15 
779 87 


> 
33 p8 
88235 


SEN gS 
28222 
S888 8882 
EE 


735, 865 80 


77, 432 00 


10. per pound 
40. per pound. 
20 CORE -== -055 
Free.. 


$9, 507 13. 
146, 214 81 
39, 502 57 


25 per cent 38, 484 30 
35 per cent 202, 275 15 
3 * 255, 071 10 


20 cents per bushel... 150, 582 15 
Average 24.36 per cent, 118, 305 30 
4 277, 977 43 


100. and 11 per cent 2, 488. 616 40 
Ie. and 10 per cent... 101, 703 30 
30c. and 33 per cent 5, 540 82 
200. and 22 per cent... 3, 500 96 
24. and 20 per cent... 318 00 
10c. and 11 per cent... 552, 084 80 
120, and 10 per cent 83,415 04 

867, 516 52 


bed 


g 


Se 


PER 
a3 


444 


ay 
os} 


808, 113 12 
1, 524, 445 81 


6, 385, 261 21 


i 
4] 


EETA 
F E 


122 


53 per cent. 
-74 per cent. 
A per cent 


54, 160, 700 U 
8, 839, 805-73. 
I, 800, S79 67 
22 54 


iii 
SER 


* Have not incinded 1 Ko., the whole table as near} to tho articles tioned 
in the table in Quarterly Nol, series ILC ES. nnn Agh, Gates, currants, Æc, bat have confined as nearly as possible to the men 
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Mr, SIMONTON. Mr. Chairman, it is impossible for one of my 
limited experience as a member of this House not to feel a degree of 
embarrassment, entering, as I do, the discussion at this stage when the 

uestions involved have been presented with so much ability by the 

distingaished gentlemen who have preceded me; and this embarrass- 
ment is increased because of the fact that in presenting the reasons 
which influence me in my opposition to the bill I must necessarily 
pass over ground which has already been occupied, and much better 
than I can hope to do, But there are some considerations, weighty 
with me, which have not been elaborated and to which I shall refor 
before I close; so that I trust the time I shall detain the committee 
by its indulgence will not be altogether in vain. 

The bill before us proposes ostensibly a revision of the tariff. The 
mode of procedure to accomplish this result, namely, the appointment 
of a commission of citizens by the President, to be confirmed by the 
Senate, so that in its selection and make-up the House will have ab- 
solutely no voice; and such commission when organized is to take into 
consideration, to investigate, and to report upon the amount of tariff 
and the method of levying it, duties imposed by the Constitution 
specially upon this House—this mode of procedure, I say, seems to 
me to be an unwarranted delegation of our powers and a cowardly 
refusal on our part to meet our constitutional obligations. 

This bill, if if means anything but delay, presents an important 

uestion, an issue upon which our people and their interests are 
divided. Upon the one hand, and greatly to be affected, if there 
shall be a revision of the tariff that will materially reduce duties, 
are the protected classes of the country, who constitute, with those 
they represent, more than one-fifth of our population. 

ey represent a vast gate of capital. In a memorial which 
they transmitted to this House, I think they put the sum at more 
than a thousand millions of dollars. They are active, ME pe wide 
awake to their peculiar interests, organized, and capable of ready 
and easy combinations and actions, and are consequently of great 
influence and power as respects their numbers. They are interested 
in high duties, laid upon the protective principle. Under the opera- 
tion of these duties their industries have grown up and accommo- 
dated themselves to this condition of affairs, and they look with 
great concern upon the prospect of any reduction of duties. 

Upon the other side are the unprotected classes of the country, 
embracing mainly the nation’s great body of workers, the agricult- 
urists, tradesmen, mechanics, and laborers, as well as the profes- 
sional men. In the very nature of things they cannot be benefited 
by a high tariff. High duties are a tax on them. They do not ask 

e interference of the Government in their business concerns. All 
they do ask is an even chance in the race of life, with only a fair and 
just proportion of the burdens of public expenses to be placed upon 
their shoulders, and special favors and bounties to none. 

Neither of these classes as such constitutes a political organization, 
but the former, vigilant and active, as I have said, — watches 
for such political combinations as may be advantageous to it, and 
for such exigencies in public affairs as it may turn to its own account. 

When the Republican party was first struggling for supremacy in 
this country it sought and obtained an alliance, not universal, but 
very general, with the protected classes of the country by adopting 
as part of its political creed the doctrine of protection, and during 
its continuance in power it has loaded them with extraordinary 
marks of favor. In return it has received their unwavering and 
loyal support in many a doubtful and bitter political contest. In 
1861, when just seated in power, it bestowed its first mark of reward 
in passing the Morrill tariff, and Ee this act for the first time 
in the history of this country imposed double duties upon the same 
Aa specific and ad valorem, it was followed five montlis later 
(August, 1861) by a further increase of duties. In the same year 
(December, 1861) further duties were laid, this time on tea, sugar, and 
coffee; which is one of the few instances where, under Republican 
rule, duties were im d solely or chiefly for revenue. This was 
followed by a general increase in July, 1862. On the 30th of June, 
1864, there was another increase, followed by a still greater one in 
1865~66, From this time till 1874 several modifications of the tariff 
followed, in which duties laid purely for revenue were repealed, and 
others on the principle of protection were increased. These various 

and extrao’ increases of the tariff raised the av 
rates of duty from 19 per cent., what it was in 1860, to more than 45 
y= cent. It is a remarkable fact worthy of notice in this connection 
hat, though a depleted Treasury furnished the pretext for these re- 
peated extraordinary increases of the tariff, the schedule of duties 
was adjasted mainly for 8 of protection rather than revenue. 
These extraordinary and oppressive duties continue in force to this 
day; and gentlemen tell with all the appearance of sincerity, 
that the election in November, 1880, was a solemn verdict of the 
people in favor of the principle upon which they were laid, and is 
to be taken as instructions to this House to continue them indefi- 
eps But I apprehend no gentleman seriously believes this propo- 
sition. 

That the classes benefited by protection were remarkably active 
in the late canvass, and, as a general thing, very loyal to the Fa 
that has given them so many substantial marks of gratitude, is un- 
doubtedly true. But no man, I take it, seriously believes that tho 
mass of Republican v outside of the protected ses, intended 
by their votes to decide this issue. Unfortunately the sectional feel- 


ings engendered by the war and the party alignments resulting there- 
from still remained in sufficient foree to overshadow so important a 
auestion of political economy as this, and had a very potent infu- 
ence in determining the result of that election, as may be plainly 
seen from the vote of the States in the differont sections of the Union. 
Besides corrupt influences in pivotal States, as New Vork and Indiana, 
and the immense power and patronage of the Administration with 
its army of office-holders, and the free use of a great campaign fund 
levied by assessments and contributed by the classes interested in 
rotection, under the skillful manipulations of the secretary of the 
epublican executive committee, Mr. Dorsey—a man not oyerserupu- 
lous about honest and fair methods, a man who is now under indict- 
ment for frauds against the Government—these causes doubtless had 
more to do with Republican success than the determination of any 
principle, But, if pentone are right in assuming that this was the 
great issue which determined the preference of voters in that elec- 
tion, it is, at best, a verdict that is entitled to little consideration at 
our ds, being 1 a drawn battle, not even a majority, 
only a plurality of a few hundred in a mass of more than nine - 
ions of votes. If the votes of the army of office-holders, whom every- 
body shrewdly supposes to vote not upon principle, but to re 
position, were not to be reckoned, the verdict would be for the Dem- 
ocratic doctrine of tariff for revenue by more than one hundred 
thonsand majority. 

If the battle of protection has been fought and won by that ver- 
dict, why is this bill before us? Why this activity and concern 
among the protected classes? Why these conventions in Chicago 
and New York? Why this Groat effort to get this whole subject out 
of the hands of Congress? No, Mr. Chairman, our people have not 
decided to retain these extraordinary and oppressive duties, levied 
professedly for a temporary purpose, The exigency which made 
their imposition possible has eee assed away; the receipts of 
revenue are greatly in excess of the needful expenditures of Govern- 
ment; our people will not, to please protectionists, continue to pay 
these extraordinary rates oftaxation, filling an overtlowing Treasury, 
to be squandered in extravagant and corrupt appropriations, There 
must be a revision of the tariff, and the protected classes would os 
well set their houses in order” for it and agree to N and 
moderate reduction of duties, else the rising tide of public indigna- 
tion under these more than useless burdens will soon sweep suddenly 
away the whole tariff, allowing them no opportunity of adjusting 
their industries to the changed order of affairs. 

And upon what principle shall the revision be made is a question 
of far greater importance even than the mode of procedure. Is it 
consistent with justice or a wise public policy to lay or to continue 
heavy duties on our imports, thereby restricting trade and commerce 
and abridging the liberty of the citizen in his right to dispose of or 
exchange the products of his labor to the best advantage, not for 
revenue, nor to distribute the burdens of Government among all the 
citizens in proportion to their ability to bear them, but to foster and 
promote the business interests and en rises of a portion of the 
citizens and corporations of the country? And s the contem- 
plated revision be made upon the principles of such a system? 

These, sir, are the real questions at issue, and as economic ques- 
tions they are neither new nor novel. Ever singe the time, now more 
than a hundred years ago, when Dr. Adam Smith laid the foundations 
of the science of political economy in his great work, the Wealth 
of Nations, these very questions practically have received the at- 
tention of the profoundest thinkers of all civilized countries. No 
arnan ever submitted to philosophical investigation has attracted 
the attention of a greater number of learned inquirers than the com- 
paratively new science of political economy; and no question in the 
range of its W received greater unanimity in the con- 
clusions reached than the chief question in this discussion. John 
Stuart Mill, one of the more recent as well as one of the ablest and 
most learned authors in this field, in his work on Political Economy, 
book 5, page 556, says: There is no writer of any reputation asa 
political economist who now adheres to the doctrine of protection 
except I. C. Carey,” who gentlemen all remember was an American, 
the distinguished author of Carey’s Social Science. 

A protectionist of reputation in the State of Iowa recently wrote 
to the editor of a newspaper to ascertain if there was not some insti- 
tution of learning in the country where political economy was taught 
without the heresy of free trade. The fact is, the weight of author- 
ity among writersof reputation as political economists and the books 
used and the system taught in our institutions of learning are almost 
universally against restrictions of trade and commerce. Science, so 
far as it can settle any question, may be fairly said to have deter- 
mined this, that the doctrine of protection to native industries by the 
imposition of heavy duties in restraint of trade and commerce is false 
in theory and hurtful in practice. 

It would seem, sir, that in the field of philosophic research, in the 
domain of science, away from party bias, een the contentions of self- 
int and from the influence of existing prejudice, we might look 
for an impartial tribunal to determine questions of pure Political 
economy. 

But neither prejadice nor self-interest will ever * to 
the deductions of reason or the conclusions of science, verse to 
them, so long as ingenuity can furnish a show of resistance by plausi- 
ble pretexts or deceptive sophisms, Hence, protectionists profess a 
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great contempt for philosophical deductions, theories, books, the 
teachings of Priti economists, and college professors. Like the 
colored parson, Rey. Jasper, of Richmond, Virginia, who, fin the 
conclusions of a science opposed to his view, boldly declared, What 
do I care for books and theories; the sun do move; don’t I see it?” 
So they say, What do we care for abstract theories and the specu- 
lative deductions of books? Have we not had protection laws for 
twenty years, and don’t we see evidences of prosperity all around us? 
Therefore protection isa blessing.” And may I notreply, with equal 
propriety, have we not had a public debt of great magnitude hang- 
ing over the country during these twenty years, and don’t we see 
evidences of prosperity all around us? Therefore a public debt is a 
blessing. Sir, it is as much a matter of careful inquiry e 
ical investigation, if you please, whether the prosperity oft ecountry 
results from protection’s laws or from the blessings of Heaven in 
bountiful crops, the greatly increased facilities for transportation and 
trade, the peace and good-will that prevail among the nations of the 
earth, aud other like causes, as whether the rising and setting of the 
sun is to be attributed to its own or the earth’s motion. 

It is no wonder that protectionists do not like to encounter the 
deductions of political economists; they are so reasonable and logical 
that they have to admit them, and are then at the trouble to explain 
them away; in the lawyer’s parlance, “they confess and avoid.” 
Mr. Garficl during the discussion when these very duties were 
under consideration, declared on this floor, ‘Against the abstract 
doctrine of free trade little can be said.” So perfect and desirable 
indeed did the system ap to him that he further declared he was 
for that protection which led ultimately to free trade. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY, ] the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, the learned and eloquent champion of 
protection on this. floor in the Forty-sixth Congress, when contro- 
verting a proposition of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Hurd, ] then 
a member of this House, which was in these words, Protection 
builds up one citizen at the expense of another; for the additional 
price which protection enables the manufacturer to charge must be 

aid by another citizen,” said: “I doubt not the gentleman [Mr. 

urd] really believes this proposition.” I pause a moment to remark 
it is the most natural thing that he should believe it. To an un- 
prejudiced mind it must seem a self-evident proposition; its simple 
statement is its own proof. But the gentleman [Mr. KELLEY] con- 
tinuing, said: He was so taught in college; the text books he then 
used a the proposition as confidently as he does.“ 

Now, since the N to think the proposition well dis- 
posed of when he has referred it to books and college 2 we 
naturally wonder whence he draws the inspiration of the doctrine 
which he professes. Of course, not from such unworthy sources as 
he imputes to the gentleman from Ohio. In a speech which he de- 
livered in this House May 1, 1872, he gives us the clue; he then said: 
NIT 3 would go with me to my district, the leading district 
in the country in machine-shops, &c.” Now, 1 doubt not that the 

tleman is ectly sincere in his advocacy of the doctrine of pro- 

tion; but I submit whether he, representing the leading district 
in the country in machine-shops, and one, therefore, greatly inter- 
ested in the direct benefits of patogen laws, and having 5 So in- 
terests committed to his hands to guard—I submit whether he is 
more likely to come to an unbiased conclusion on this question of 
political economy than even those college fessors or the learned 
authors of the books they use, or political economists generally, 
whose only reward could be the ascertainment of truth, 

I believe the gentleman himself, and also the gentleman from Mich- 
igan who addressed the House the other day, who, as I understand 
him, represents a district containing a great protected industry, 
the salt works of his State—I believe these gentlemen are sincere ; 
I know they are human, and when they put the benefits of protec- 
tion in the scale to weigh them as between the interests they directly 
represent and those of the whole country, they are practically weigh- 
ing their own interests, for they would guard the trust e dee 
them at least with equal fidelity; and we well know that 

When self the wavering balance holds 
"Tis rarely right adjusted. 

I, for one, cannot understand how it is a reproach to us who 
oppose the doctrine of protection as applied in our fiscal system, that 
the deductions of profound inquirers, seeking only the ascertain- 
ment of truth or the wolges of authority among the ablest writers 
on political economy, or the great body of professors in our institu- 
tions of learning, should concur in our tiews. I welcome such re- 
preach as this. And I frankly confess, in the investigation I have 

en able to give this subject, I haye been careful not to neglect 
this source of information. 

Sir, the right of Government to levy and collect taxes and impose 
duties under the provisions of the Constitution is undisputed. It is, 
nevertheless, a gerous power, because so often and so easily 
abused. “The power to tax,” says Chief-Justice Marshall, ‘‘is the 
power to destroy,” and we have often seen it so used—notably in 
taxing the State banks out of existence. It is a power that must 
necessarily be confided to the discretion of the legislators; and how- 
ever heavy and oppressive the burden may be laid, the citizen has 
no redress but his unavailing protest, hoping for a future repeal, 
which cannot affect, however, the le 


vy already made. To frame 
laws, therefore, which are intended to and which do abstract from 
XUI——168 


the citizen, independent of his nal consent or choice, a part of 
his daily earnings or capital to constitute a public revenue, is one 
of the most delicate and responsible duties a legislator is ever called 
upon to perform. And this bill proposes to take ont of this House 
and from our consideration this important duty and confer it upon 
a commission of citizens in whose selection we have no more voice 
than the man in the moon. 

Mr. Chairman, taxes are never a blessing to those who pay them. 
Every citizen is entitled to the fruit of his labor, to his whole pro 
erty, not only as against ev other citizen but as against the 
Government itself, except his fair and ratable share needed for its 
legitimate public uses, which he is bound to give in return for its 

rantee of life, liberty, and property. That the Government, there- 
ore, in the exercise of its taxing power, should take from the citizen 
only a fair and ratable share of his earnings or property assessed in 
proportion to his ability to pay ; that it should take the least sum req- 
uisite for legitimate public uses, and in the manner least burdensome 
with useless cost, and which interferes least with the undoubted right 
of the citizen to do with his own as he chooses so long as he violates 
no right of any other citizen, and that the revenue thus collected 
should be applied only to legitimate pupe uses, are propositions so 
just, as it would seem, that they ought to have the assent of every 
fair-minded man. And yet, sir, in our fiscal system, »hey are ignored. 
The larger portion of our revenue (to wit, 8193, 800, 879.67 for the last 
fiscal year) is raised by imposition of duties on imports; but these 
duties are laid not with the view primarily of distributing the bur- 
dens of government among all the citizens in proportion to their abil- 
ities to r them, nor with a view to the greatest amount of revenue 
with the least restrictions to trade and commerce and the least 
abridgment of the rights and liberty of the citizen, but to foster and 
promote the business interests and enterprises of a portion of the citi- 
zens and corporations of the country. 

If any proof were needed to sustain this assertion an analysis of the 
schedule of duties will furnish it, as will also a reference to the debates 
when the duties were laid. But I need scarcely detain the commit- 
tee on this proposition. Protectionists eulogize our present tariff 
laws, and confidently attribute the prosperity of the country to their 
protective features. But I beg indulgence while I present a few illus- 
trations out of many that might be adduced, showing how protec- 
tion, (God save the mark,) as illustrated in our fiscal system, disre- 
gards a fair distribution of the burdens of Government, and discrimi- 
nates against the humble citizen and grinds the poor by imposing 
1 an undue proportion of the public expense, For instance, 
plain bleached cotton, worth less than twenty cents per yard, pays 
an ad valorem duty, a tax, of 45 per cent., while the same article, 
worth more than twenty cents, pays a tax of 35 per cent., a discrimina- 
tion of 10 per cent. in favor of the more costly goods suited to the rank 
and condition of the rich, and against the cheaper and coarser goons 
with which the poor must content themselves. The cheapest shirts 
and drawers (woolen) pay 86 per cent., the dearest 60 per cent., a 
discrimination of 26 per cent. The cheapest wool hat pays 92 per 
cent., while the dearest pays 63 per cent., a discrimination of 29 per 
cent. 

Carpets valued at $2.42 per yard, suitable for the rich man’s draw- 
ing-room, pay 50 per cent.; Brussels, worth $1.31 per yard, to which 
an humble citizen might sometimes aspire for the nice room, pays 68 
per cent., a discrimination of 18 per cent. ; a cheaper still, and cer- 
tainly within the reach of many humble citizens, worth 68 cents per 
yard, pays 75.92 per cent., a discrimination of 25.92 per cent. ; while 

pects, bockings, &c., valued at 36 cents per yard pay 96.30 7 
„or & discrimination of 46.30 per cent. in favor of the rich. The 
cheapest blanket, the poor man’s blanket, pays the enormous tariif 
of 104 per cent. ; more than half the price is tax, while the soft and 
downy ones, suitable, as some one said, for the bridal couch or the 
chambers of wealth, that rest gentle as the snowflakes fall on the 
tender forms of the children of fortune, pay 75 per cent., a discrim- 
ination of 29 per cent. in favor of the rich and against the poor, Sir, 
these are a few of the many vicious effects from the application of 
9 of protection as found in our tariff laws. These ine- 
qualities, this shameful injustice, are not mere accidents, but are a 
part of the system and will always be found when duties are laid 
not to distribute the burdens of Government equably and justly nor 
for e of revenue, but to protect some man's factory or some 
man's furnace. 


cen 


Protection has favors to bestow, plenty of them; but not for the 
great mass of the people, and especially not for the humble citizen or 
the poor. It follows them with remorseless When you aban- 
don a fair distribution of the burdens of government or revenue as 
the basis of laying duties, what . is left to guide you in the 
performance of the delicate task? None, sir, but the selfish demands 
of this protected class and of that, each clamorous for the highest 
duties on the products in which they are interested. And that in- 
dustry or combination of industries which can command the most 
influence in legislation gets the highest duties, regardless of equality 
and of justice. Each manufacturer, of course, desires high duties on 
the products in which he is interested, regardless of what class of 
citizens the burden may fall upon. I was greatly interested in the 
graphic description the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] gave the 
other day of the troubles that environed the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee. The pertinacious demands of rich and powerful industries, 
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urging vehemently their interests, while unorganized or weaker ones 
were not represented at all, or their claims fee vee The con- 
fusion resulting from such a state of affairs, the inability to fix a 
schedule satisfactory to all interests, was urged as a reason for send- 
ing the whole matter to a commission. This, of course, relieves the 
Ways and Means Committee, but does not cure the evil. The repre- 
sentatives of these powerful industries will be as pertinacious before 
the commission. e whole system is a travesty on just and fair 
legislat*on. 

F of Congress asking a lot of monopolists how much tax in 
the waz of duties upon the people of the country will be satisfactory 
tothem And because an agreement as to the division of the plun- 
der cannot be amicably arranged among them, the whole thing is to 
be sent to a commission of experts. 

But to return from this digression. Our manufacturers, of course, 
usually or largely engage in the manufacture of articles of general 
use and consumption; and as manufacturers 33 desire high 
duties upon their produets, and during Republican rule have o 
tained what they want, vou will find the duties high on the utensils 
and implements of industry, on articles of prime necessity, and es- 

ially the coarse goods and wares of the poor, while articles of 
2 and taste come in free of duty or at low rates, except in the case 
of some of them where a manufacturer is concerned. Thus the farmer 
upon his trace-chains pays a tax of 58} per cent., while the sport can 
have his diamonds and cameos at 10 per cent. The seamstress on the 
needles in her sewing machine pays a tariff of 45 per cent., the car- 
penter on his saws from 42 to 63 per cent., while the elegant gentle- 
man of leisure gets his rubies, pearls, and precious stones at 10 per 
cent. 

If it is board nails or wood screws the farmer wants, if it is tacks 
or brads to do his mending or a steel pen to keep his account, he 
must pay 58 per cent.; but the dainty little gentleman with his derby 
hat sports his ratan cane taxed 20 per cent., tg! Seki 25 per cent. 
On his plows, spades, picks, and shovels he pays r cent., while the 
resthetic citizen, who despises the useful, wih studies music and fills 
the air with melody, can have his instruments at 30 percent. If it is 
castor oil or Epsom salts needed for the sick in the family, forthe former 
he pays 152 per cent., for the latter 78 per cent.; but his hospitable 
neighbor, to treat his friends, may have his champaign for 47 per cent. 
On the bagging to wrap his cotton bales he pays 69 pr cent., on 
his window glass 59 to 73 per cent. ; but he may have, if he chooses, 
silver plate and wares of gold at 45 per cent. His good wife on 
her spool thread pays 74 to 78 per cent., on her balmoral 80 per 
cent., on her hosiery 60 per cent., on her coarse shawl 60 per cent., 
her worsted dress goods 67 per cent., (being 7 per cent. more than 
the tax on silk,) but if she would adorn her home with statuary and 
paintings from foreign masters the tariff seeks to encourage her 
taste and kindly lets them in at 10 per cent., but on her broom and 
knives and forks she must pay 35 per cent., on her pitchers, bowls, 
plates, &c., she pays 25 per cent. 

Mr. CHACE. ill the gentleman allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. SIMONTON. Certainly. 

Mr. CHACE. I desire to ask the gentleman how he makes out 
these percentages? Does he not do it by adding together the spe- 
cific and the ad valorem rates? And are those rates the same now 
as they were upon the prices which prevailed at the time this tariff 
was enacted? 

Mr. SIMONTON. I got these percentages from the report of the 
Bureau of Statistics on the importations of last year. t report 
carries out the statement, giving the equivalent ad valorem duty on 
each of these articles. There is where I have obtained them. 

Mr. CHACE. The most of the difference arises from the fact that 
the prices have changed since the tariff was adopted. 

Mr. SIMONTON. The tariff is so bad that I am not sure from what 
part of it it results; but I am sure it results from this principle of 
protection. 4 

Now, I haye given a few illustrations to show how this protective 
principle ingrafts the burdens of government into the utensils and 
fess pages of industries, into the coarse wares and of the poor, 
and then commissions the hostile elements to be its tax gatherers to 
collect them from them, for the poor man must pay or go naked, 
starve, and die. 

But, Mr. Chairman, they tell us that we ought not to complain, 
because the imposition of duties has the effect of 3 
article upon which the duty is im The gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. Horr] the other day labored very seriously (which was 
rather remarkable for him) to prove that a duty upon salt has the 


effect of cheapening it, and he supported his argument with tables. 
It is the agunak of protectionists everywhere; but I think I can 
tell him and them where the fallacy is. ey attribute to the tariff 


the effect of compensen whereas competition exists independently 
of the tariff; and although among the protected home manufacturers 
there does spring up a limited competition which has the effect of 
reducing in part the enhanced price caused by the imposition of the 
dut, F bed the greater ang storage the foreign competition, is ex- 
clu or reduced by the duties, and consequently the cheapening 
effect of competition is retarded instead of accelerated by the action 
of the tariff. 

The gentleman from Michigan seemed to apprehend the weakness 
of his position, and though he assumed to speak for the farmers, say- 


— —ů — 

ing they do not complain of the tariff upon salt, still he was not will- 
ing to rest the matter upon his 5 but seemingly to further 
conciliate and reconcile them to the burden of the tariff, he said, 
„There is scarcely a product of the farm that is not protected by 
the operations of the tariff.” He said that oats were n cents 
cheaper over in Canada than on the American side, and that the salt 
manufacturer, instead of buying oats over there went to Peoria, IIli- 
nois, and gai i them by hun and thousands of bushels up into 
the valley. Now, it is their business, and not mine, what they do 
with so many oats. But I should like to know why they insist on 
going to Peoria and paying freight and five cents a bushel more for 
oats than they could get them for across the bay, because the tariff 
is only ten cents a bushel upon oats. But the gentleman says they 
are fifteen cents cheaper in Canada than on this side; and he would 
therefore have the American farmer understand that by the opera- 
tion of the tariff he sells his oats for fifteen cents more than they 
would bring without the tariff. 

Now, if the gentleman is perfectly sincere in assuring the farmer 
that the tariff on salt brings it down, how can he be equally sincere 
in telling him that the tariff puts his oats up? If the tariff puts salt 
down, how does it put oats up? Which horn of the dilemma will he 
take? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HORR. Does the gentleman understand that the protective 
system acts the same way on the raw material, like wool, that it 
does on the manufactured article? 

Mr. SIMONTON. Well, if it has not the effect of putting up the 
price of oats, the farmer would not care much for it. 

Peny HORR. Raw material like wool is higher on account of pro- 
tion. 

Mr. SIMONTON. Thatis your solution of the quan è 

Mr. Chairman, if the theory that a duty cheapens is the correct 
one, why do not manufacturers reverse their rule and have the dut: 
placed upon the raw material rather than on the manufactured 8 
uct? But the gentleman was unfortunate in his reference to oats 
and the farm products. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] 
was equally unfortunate. He also asserted that the farmers are pro- 
word in all the products of the farm, and are content with the tariff 

Ws. 

It is not true that the farmer realizes an enhanced price for his 
farm products by reason of the tariff. A tariff cannot afford protec- 
tion nor furnish increased prices ei 3 by prohibiting or impeding 


foreign competition. But our farme the great staple produets 
of . includin Se Big the fae market to iin pe ing and 
send a surplus abroad. e price obtained for this surplus deter- 


mines the price of the whole crop. 
Now, this proposition is so patent as scarcely to need illustration, 
But, by way of authority, I may mention that the honorable gentle- 
man after whom the present tariff is named distinctly announced 
this principle in his h in the Senate last December, saying in so 
many wo “ that the surplus determines the price of the whole 
crop.” How can a tariff protect a commodity the price of which is 
regulated by its surplus sold in the open market of the world? Dur- 
ing the last year our production of oats amounted to 417, 85,380 
bushels, of which amount more than 400,000 bushels were shipped 
abroad. Suppose there was no tariff upon oats, and the few thou- 
sand bushels in western Canada, which the gentleman says are cheaper 
by fifteen cents than ours, had been thrown upon the American mar- 
ket, based, as I have said, upon a yield of more than 417,000,000 
bushels and already in competition in the open market with the 
world’s production of oats, what effect would they have produced ? 
About as much as a bucket of water thrown upon the bosom of the 
sea. Gentlemen talk about pauper labor, and we must protect the 
manufacturer against pauper labor. Why, my constituent raising 
cotton competes with the pauper labor of Egypt and India. Ofcourse 
our cotton crop more than the home market, the surplus sent 
abroad competes in the open market of the world, and the price there 
obtained for it regulates the price of the whole crop, even that sold 
to our home manufacturers, notwithstanding your handsome talk 
about the value of a home market for our produce. Our wheat- 
raisers compete with the W lavor so called, of England, Den- 
mark, Russia, Turkey, and Chili; d they cannot even boast of a 
better adaptability of Gite Faxes in England e average yield acre 
is 33 bushels, in Denmark 27 ; and I have not the figures for the other 
countries before me just now, but I believe it is as great, while the 
average in the United States has never exceeded 13.08 bushels per acre. 
Let me tell you how our farmers are protected by this tariff. They 
raise their A ray tape of the farm, they send a surplus abroad— 
usually by their merchants to whom they sell, their merchants being 
practically their agents, the effect being the same on the farmer 
whether he sells or sends abroad—and in the open market of the world 
this lus that determines the price of the whole crop competes with 
the product of the panpe labor of the world, and they are not permit- 
ted to purchase, in that cheap foreign market where they sell, the 
utensils and implements that are n in the cultivation and 
husbanding of their crop, nor the clothing and wares so much needed 
for the comfort of their families, but they are compelled by exor- 
bitant duties to buy in the protected home market these implements 
and goon giving an enhanced price therefor, without any corre- 
sponding benefit to themselves because forsooth you say the manufact- 


urer is not able to compete with foreign pauper labor. And besides 
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the farmers, when they send their products abroad, sell at a disad- 


vantage, because commerce is carried on by means of exchange, and 
as they cannot take in return the things that they need they must 
sell at a disadvantage. So whether they buy or sell they are equally 
victims under the operation of the tariff laws, and then you t 
their intelligence by telling them that these laws are e in their 
interest and protect every product of their farm. 

Mr. CHACE. Can the gentleman tell what amount of farming 
implements is imported into this country every year? 

r. SIMONTON. Ican find out if the gentleman desires that I 
should. They import some; and if they do not import they pay for 
the domestic article the enhanced price caused by the tarifi , 80 that 
the only difference is that in the one case the addition to the price 

oes as tax into the Treasury, and in the other it goes as bounty to 
the manufacturer. By far the larger amount of our implements are 
of American manufacture. 
But the importation is doubtless very considerable, as the follow- 
ing statement from the official report of imports for the last three 
fiscal years indicates: . 


Articles. 1881. 
Manufactures of cotton ......... $28, 084, 116 69 
Iron and manufactures of iron 82, 991, 038 45 
Steel and manufactures of steel. 18, 463, 535 15 
Wool and manufactures of wool. 45, 164, 149 01 


Recurring for a moment to the theory that a duty cheapens the 
article upon which it is laid, we were told that if the duty should be 
taken off quinine the British manufacturers would seize our market, 
destroy our manufactories, and run the price of this article up. Not- 
withstanding these predictions, by a 5 of the rules, a bill 
was in this House, June, 1879, ing quinine on the free 
list, and it became a law. A little more than two years and a half 
have elapsed, and what is the result? The avera; peice of free qui- 
nine during these two and a half zen has been $2.86 per ounce, and 
for duty quinine for the two and a half years preceding June, 1879, it 
was $3.64} per ounce, or a reduction in price by the removal of the 
duty of 1 cents ounce, 

r. Chairman, I have spoken mainly of the oppressive effect of 
protection upon the farmer because my constituents are mainly Agri 
culturists, and I speak for them. But if one would place himself on 
one of our thoroughfares and observe the various things as they pass 
on to the consumer he would be surprised at the relatively s pro- 
portion that are benefited by protection. Notably among those not 

enefited would be, in addition to agricultural products, building 
materials, constructions of wood, furniture, pork, beef, fruit, vege- 
tables, and, indeed, a very long list. No benefit from protection 
accrues to the producers of such articles. 

I do not hesitate to assert that our twenty years of protection have 
not added a single dollar to our aggregate wealth; but, on the con- 
trary, haye tly diminished it. is proposition is obvious be- 
cause the tariff never created a single dates at it could do was to 
give direction to capital and the labor it employed, by diverting it 
out of the natural and ordinary channels of trade and business, where 
it was remunerative, into enterprises which, protectionists them- 
selyes being judges, are not able to maintain themselves without the 
artificial aid of governmental interference, So that the effect of 
so-called protection has been to ae tribute on the self-sustaining 
industries to maintain those which it is insisted cannot maintain 
themselves without artificial aid. This, in my judgment, is false 
political economy at best; and, under our high duties, amounts to 
actual robbery by operation of Iaw. According to the fairest esti- 
mates, not less than $500,000,000 is annually paid by the great body 
of our people as tribute under the plea of maintaining, but really for 
the enriching of the protected industries. 

But I must consider the effect of protection on the Government, 
And to this I invite particular attention, not, however, on account 
of the novelty of my views, for some of which I must acknowledge 
my indebteduess to the very able report of W. W. Boyce, made in 
1659 to the first session of the Thirty-fifth Congress, being Report 
107, but because this view of the subject has not yet been presented 
in this debate. I maintain that the logical effect, as well as the 
practical result of protection, is subversive of a just and economical 
administration of the Government, inasmuch as it naturally and 
surely leads to corrupt and prodigal waste of the public Treasury. 
This is, to some extent, true of a tariff for revenue, which affords 
incidental 8 but it is strikingly true of a tariff laid on the 
principle of protection, because the duties then operate as a bounty 
to a large and influential class. They become, therefore, interested 
in high taxation, for the higher duties are laid on the principle of 
protection the better for them. Some onehassaid: “ The way to make 
a man a spendthrift is to supply him with an unlimited amount of 
money,” and the way to make a government prodigal is to fill its 
coffers to overflowing. ‘ 

Now, it is dangerous, alarming even, to have a large element of 
population, an influential class of citizens, interested personals and 
pecuniarily in high taxation, ess of the needs of Government— 
regardless, if you please, of what is to be done with the money. 


~ 

But this is not the whole of this case ; because the same class inter- 
ested in the imposition of high taxes are just as much interested in 
liberal expenditures to prevent an accumulation in the Treasury, for 
a depleted Treasury affords the pretexts for continuing the high 
duties. Nothing is sounwelcome to the protected classes as the pros- 
pect of the reduction of duties. It is dreaded as the approach of an 
roo army. It is, in their theory, a catastrophe with ruin in its 
train. It foreshadows fireless furnaces, a cessation of the hum of 
busy spindles, and silent factories. It is something that must be 
8 at all hazards. 

Whenever there is a prospect of the reduction of duties you will 
find at activity among the protected classes, Conventions are 
called like those which met lately in Chicago and New York. The 
press is subsidized so far as money can do it, and they always have 
money todoit with. Pamphlets and documents and statistics, which 
are twisted into the most ingenious and deceptive sophisms, flood 
the country. They look after the geen They look after the 
nominating conventions. They look after Co Lobbyists, 
learned lobbyists—they call them experts now, F 
around the Capitol with arguments suited to all sorts of legislators. 
Heaven and earth are moved to avert such a calamity as the reduc- 
tion of duties. 

Now, this far-seeing interest well knows the best way to prevent 
the dreaded reduction of duties is to keep the Treasury empty. Sup- 
pose the question was propounded to-day to the cotton manufacturers, 
the iron and woolen man turers, whether the duties upon the prod- 
uctsof cotton, iron, and wool should be reduced, does anybody doubt, 
though the duties are twice as high as in 1860, and the receipts of 
revenue, according to the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
‘embarrass the Department in disposing of the surplus in a lawful 
way ”—doesanybody doubt what their answer would be? They have 

iven us their answer in advance. In the convention at New York 
ey demanded that the contemplated revision should be made in the 
interest of protection; that Con s should not undertake it, but 
should commit it to hands friendly to their interests, which means no 
reduction. So far as they are concerned they regard these duties as 
a bounty to them, and not only as a bounty but as something which 
is actually 3 to preserve these industries in successful opera- 
tion, and a material reduction of duties would, as they think, disar- 
range the business of the country and displace labor; and they would 
be in favor of the revenue derived therefrom if it was to be “thrown 
into the sea” or burned in the fire, much more if squandered in 
doubtful and wasteful appropriations. Self-interest, that master 
motive in the human breast, compels them to be on the side of high 
Anno high taxation, and just as logically and certainly to favor 
liberal, even wasteful, appropriations, 

The method of collecting revenue under the protective system fur- 
nishes also the very best opportunity for the logical effect of protec- 
tion—waste and corruption. Protection operates through duties, and 
the revenue is consequently collected by the indirect system. Not 
one in a hun perhaps of our poopie ever saw a custom-house offi- 
cer or a Federal tax-gatherer to know him. 

They do not realize that the overflowing Treasury has been wrung 
from them in the way of taxes; although every man in the country 
on an average pays into the Treasury for himself and for every mem- 
ber of his family $4 per capita and $10 by way of the operation of 
duties which do not go into the Treasury; and yet this sum is iricor- 

rated into the price of his merchandise ; but as he has no standard 

y which to measure its true value he does not know how much is 
price and how much is tax. He realizes his soplan of industry 
are high, his goods and wares very dear, and he to economize and 
deny himself the comforts of life in many instances; but cheated by 
the operation of the protective system he attributes it all to the state 
of the market or the grasping avarice of his merchant. Not realiz- 
ing that it is taxes wrung from him which fill the overflowing Treas- 
ury, he does not hold his Representative to that strict and rigid ac- 
countability in appropriating the public revenue he would do if he 
had counted the sum he actually paid to a Federal tax-gatherer. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is nothing that keeps a Representative 
so close to his line of duty, so close to the line of econom ially, 
as to know that the vigilant eye of his aying constituent is ever 
upon him, watching to see what disposition he will make of the money 
wrung from him in taxes. Take away this salutary restraint upon 
the legislator, and he insensibly falls under the influence of the blan- 
dishments and seductive arguments of those who continually ask 
generous and liberal appropriations: Of course, guided by a sense 
of duty, he resists; but, hearing no protest from the taxpayers, who 
are oblivious of the fact that their hard earnings filled the overflowing 
Treasury ; indeed, he is told by the protectianists that the merchants 
of England and France have been compelled by the beautiful system 
of protection to pay the duties and fill our Treasury—hearing, I say, 
no Poot and construing the silence into an approval of generous 
and liberal appropriations, and half-believing the miserable sophistry, 
which mem on this floor must believe if they give ence to 
their own arguments, that it is British gold he is appropriating, he 
falls an easy victim to the sharpers who, in the name of gratitude, 
benevolence, patriotism, and the public good, demand that the bars 
of the Treasury be unlocked for splendid and munificent appropria- 
tions for all conceivable objects. 

What more dangerous condition of affairs can there possibly be 
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than this? What a dangerous factor it must be in the political as- 


pect of a country when you have enlisted a large element of the 
ulation in favor of a high taxation without regard to the howl ers 
the Government; and have also enlisted them in behalf of liberal 
and wasteful appropriations, and that by asystem of collecting taxes 
that lulls to sleep the vigilance of the taxpayers, the only real safe- 
of the Treasury! Gentlemen may say this is good theory, but 
ts do not sustain it. Now, let us see what the facts are. t 
were the expenditures of the Government at varying periods in its 
history and where do they tend? Compare the expenditures by the 
test of per capita; and in this connection I will lay down this prop- 
osition, that the net ordi nditures of the Government per 
capita on any fair basis should not keep pace with the population of 
the country, but should decrease in proportion as the population 
increases. 

To be more explicit, the expense of maintaining a President when 
distributed among 50,000,000 of people should not be as much per 
capita as when divided among only 13,000,000, and so with all de- 
partments of the Government. This AE mi osition is so reasonable 
that I think it.does not need further illustration. Ihave 8 
a statement from the official records for the years 1830, 1840, 1850, 
1860, 1876, 1874, and 1880, which gives the population for each of 
these years, the total receipts of revenue, the total receipts per 
capita, and the net annual expenditures per gi te In the net 
annual expenditure of course pensions and public debt are excluded. 
This statement is as follows: 


A statement showing the tion, receipts of revenue, and the expendi- 
ture, exclusive of the paa debt and pensions, pro rata of the population 
Sor the years 1830, 1840, 1850, 1860, 1870, 1874, and 1880. 
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An analysis of this statement reveals some interesting results. The 
netannual expenditure for 1830 wasninety-two Senper enpi Now 
according to the principle Ihave announced, we would expect to find 
for each successive decade a reduction of expenditure per capita, 
but on the contrary we find an increase, slow, steady, “with all the 
regularity of a great principle,” rising in 1840 to $1.26; in 1850 to 
$1.52; in 1860 to $1.87; having a little more than doubled in a period 
of thirty years. Can any valid reason be given to account for this 
constant increase in 3 the ordinary expenditures of the 
Government? None, Iapprehend. I am very confident that it must 
be attributed mainly to a spirit of extravagance resulting from the 
fact that in our fiscal system, even then a large element of our pon: 
ulation derived t benefits from high taxes. They regarded high 
duties as a blessing; they lit, according to their theory, the fires of 
the furnace; they gave music to the hum of the spindles. The facts 
presented in this part of the history of the country are sufficient to 
arrest the attention of the citizen who desires an honest and eco- 
nomic administration of Government. And he may well inquire 


whether there is not some fatal error in our fiscal system that breeds 


extravagance and corruption and leads to ultimate ruin, If this 
part of our history is sufficient to excite apprehension, that of the 
next decade, it would seem, might occasion alarm. 

In 1870, in a time of profound peace, with the Army and Navy 
reduced to a peace footing, with no unusual expenses necessary, the 
net ordinary expenditures per capita had risen to the startling fig- 
ures of $3.52, or nearl doubling in one decade, If ninety-two cents 
per capita on about ee millions of people in 1830 was sufficient 
to maintain efficiently the Government in all of its departments, it 
would seem that the same sum on thirty-eight millions ought to have 
been sufficient to maintain the same Government in 1870. Ninety- 
two cents per capita on the population of 1870 would have yielded 
$35,000,000 in round numbers, whereas the net expenditure for that 
year was $136,000,000, or $101,000,000 over the basis of 1830. Now, 

et it be borne in mind that during this decade the tariff was in- 
creased from 19 per cent. to over 45 per cent.—more than doubling 
the benefits of protection as they e in 1860; and, besides en- 
larging the classes interested in high taxation, that, during this de- 
e, the partyin ewe was the open friend of the classes who regard 
high taxes as a blessing. Can any one hesitate as to what cause this 
increased extravagayce and waste should be attributed? Sir, the 


venality and corruption which had sprung up in the administration 
of publie 3 and which was then so soon to shock tlie country, 
was mainly, as I believe, the logical effect of this false and pernicious 
system. 

If any one should think that 1870 was a period too near the war 
for a fair test, we will take 1874; and then we find, instead of a re- 
duction 4 still further increase, the per capita expenditure then 
being $3.79. 

The facts show that the ordinary expenditure per capita to this 
date increased in an accelerating ratio far eng re the growth of the 

pulation. Suppose it should continue dou in a decade, there 

s a period in the near future when the le be overwhelmed 
with the burden of the ordinary expenses of Government, Five de- 
cades from 1874, at such a rate, would show a per capita expense of 
$121.28. Another fact proper to be taken into consideration in this 
connection, to illustrate the criminal extravagance of this perjod, is 
that in regard to the disposition of the public domain. In 1850 a 

nt of land was made to the State of Illinois for the benefit of 

e Illinois Central Railroad Company. It was the first effectual 
grant of any part of the public domain toa railroad corporation and 
the initiative of a system that soon reached ce me proportions. 

In the decade following, to wit, from 1850 to , the land grants 
to railroads amounted to 27,876,773.52 acres. From 1860 to 1874, a 

riod of fourteen years, the amount reached the enormous sum of 

27,628,220.98 acres, exceeding the preceding decade by a little less 
than 100 000,000 acres, as may be seen from history of the public 
domain by the public’ land commission. The of both the 

expenditures and the grants of lands bewilder, but they scarcel 
suggest the prodigality and criminal extravagance of this period, 
known in history now asthe Grant era, the mention of which is sug- 
ive of credit mobiliers and jobberies generally. It is no wonder, 

erefore, that the people in the popular election of November, 1874, 
did call again to power and constitute as ians of the Treasury 
and public domain that party, long banished from power, which by 
its profession and traditions e an increase of the power, im- 

rtance, and splendor of the eral Government; which opposed 

igh duties, bounties, subsidies, and monopolies; which demanded 
a strict construction of the Constitution, economy and sepa preted in 
the administration of public affairs, and the appl cation of the pub- 
lic revenue strictly to eon public uses, But suddenly called 
to the control of this House, opposed here by a solid and skillful 
minority, handicapped most of the time it was in power by a Repub- 
lican Senate, under the leadership of the most skillful and anda- 
cious ab f leaders this country has ever produced, opposed at all 
times by a Republican Executive, and lacking perfect unity of sen- 
timent on some cardinal principles, it must be confessed, it been 
subjected to severe criticism for failing to give the full relief 


yg opti of it. 
owever, ifitdidnot reduce duties to the extent bas Andee fr cer- 
tainly did prevent any increase in them, as had been the habit for 
sixteen years. It furnished the only organized opposition to the ag- 
gressive demands of the protected classes and stood between them 
and the Treasury; it turned a deaf ear to the lobby; it gave no boun- 
ties nor created any monopolies; it granted no subsidies; it did not 
vote away another acre of land to arailroad corporation; and above 
all, for the first time in the cages of the country for ih! Meg years, 
the net annual expenditures of the Government per capita began on 
the descending scale, and continued to decrease, on the true princi- 
ple, in an inverse ratio to the growth of the population, descending 
from 83.79 in 1874 to $2.29 in 1 reduction of $1.50 per capita in 
five years, or a total reduction of $75,000,000 per annum, under the 
basis of expenditure in 1874. 

Now, these are facts of history, and to them I challenge the atten- 
tion of this committee and of the country. 

Mr. Chairman, it bodes no good to the country that the Repub- 
lican party, planted upon this vicious principle of protection for pro- 
tection’s sake, which means high taxes are a blessing, and stained, 
too, with this record of shameless and criminal extravagance, is again 
in control of every department of the Government. 

Mr. HORR. ill the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SIMONTON. Not now. After alittle. Iam no prophet, and 
I hope the Daal er I now make may never be fulfilled ; but I pre- 
dict a repetition of that 0 of extravagance, corruption, and fraud 
which was alone arrested by the elections of 1874, by the people of 
the country turning that party out of power. In the make-up of the 
majority in this House I recognize gentlemen of integrity, but this 
is the record of their party, it is planted to-day upon the same prin- 
ciples, surrounded by the same influences, restored to power by the 
same combinations, and any stand which gentlemen may take for 
economy will be overborne as a willow in the storm. Already, 
sir, the dead schemes and jebberies of the past (some of them were 
thought to have rotted in tombs where they were consigned six years 
ago) have sprung to life and vigor; and bounty men and subsidy 
men are knocking at the Treas door ; and re-enforced by the pub- 
lie sentiment created by those interested in high duties, they are 
likely to have their wonted consideration and reward. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. SIMONTON. I have already detained the committee too 


long—I am trespassing on their patience. è 
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Mr. WHITE. I want to ask the gentleman if the $20,000,000 which 
we gave the whisky manufacturers the other day was not given 
unanimously by the Democratic party? r 

Mr. SIMONTON. The tleman is mistaken, but I have no time 
to respond to him. From the extraordinary demands upon the Treas- 
ury now pending before us the majority can easily make way with 
all the surplus revenue in the Treasury. I am not surprised, there- 
fore, that the Republicans in caucus the other day resolved not to 
reduce the internal revenue tax, nor do they expect to reduce duties 
npon our imports; they will need all the revenue from all these 
sources to meet the increasing demands upon them from the influences 
and combinations that maintain them in power. 

Mr. WHITE. Have we not done a still better thing for the dis- 
tillers than to have reduced the tax from ninety cents to cents 
per gallon? Have we not given them more money by that bill the 
other day than we would have given them by such a reduction of 

7 


tax 

Mr. SPRINGER. That bill was reported unanimously from the 
Republican Committee on Ways and Means. i 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield ? 

Mr. SIMONTON. I cannot now, My time is nearly exhausted, 

And now, Mr. Chairman, it is proposed to refer the consideration 
of the tariff to a commission of experts, the friends and representa- 
tives of the protected classes, This is the plan they themselves pro- 
pose. They have not committed themselves to it blindly, They 
are as astute. as those people who the Master said (were wiser in 
their generation than the children of light.“ They have well cal- 
culated the result. Mr. Wharton, of Phildelphia, secretary of the 
industrial league, a protective association, and himself a high priest 
of protection, declared in the convention at New York that as the 
result of tariff legislation by a commission such as is contemplated 
in this bill, it may be expected— 

That the e to be made will turn out to be mainly in the rectifying of some 
real mistakes and abuses; such amendments of phraseology in places as will close 
the door to many abominable ions; * * * that the policy of protection 


to American industry will remain firmly established and be even better fortified 
than now, because the flaws by which intention of the law has been evaded 
because 


will be carefully amended, an: the ion cannot possibly do its work 
without most thoroughly convincing itself and that the reiterated verdicts 
of the people as exp: by all recent elections mean, in dead earnest, that pro- 
tection shall rule. 


This is what protectionists expect to result from this commission 
bill. It certainly means a delay ofany change in the schedule ofduties 
for a couple of years, It means also a report based upon the princi- 
ple of protection, supported by testimony taken with the view of 
Pinan ik and none of an opposing character; a report that will 
mislead this House by magnifying 
tries, and the necessity of continuing high duties to sustain them. 
It will be urged that, as the system of tariff is very complex, no 
change can be safely made in the schedule of duties the commission 
may recommend; forthe unity and equality of thesystem will thereby 
be destroyed and all the labor of the commission rendered useless, 
and their report will be adopted as a whole or rejected altogether. 
If rejected, then two years from to-day we will no er ad- 
vanced in this matter than now. If adopted, then we will have dele- 
gated to an irresponsible body of men the most delicate and respon- 
sible duties devcleing upon this House. The report of this commis- 
sion must necessarily be partial and incomplete. 

The very purpose of levying duties ought to be for providing rev- 
enue, but hat will this commission know of the real needs of Goy- 
ernment in the matter of revenue? What will they care? Revenue 
will be the least consideration with them. The fact is the whole pro- 
ceeding as based upon the assumption that duties are imposed to 
protect, leaving revenue out of view, or making it the mere incident, 
regardless of the legitimate needs of Government, thereby subsidiz- 
ing its taxing power for the benefit of a portion of our citizens and 
the corporations of the country. Sir, this is a solemn and weighty 
duty imposed by the Constitution upon the House, and we ought not 
to shirk it nof complicate it in this manner. We should now and 
here undertake it prudently and courageously, without hostility to 
any industry, 8 had 8 them all, having in view, first, the 
legitimate needs of the Government for revenue, the reduction of 
taxes, and of the burden of public expenses, ially removing them 
from labor and equalizing them fairly by putting the just proportion 
on capital and luxuries, What folly; nay, what criminality for this 
Honse to refer to the protected classes or their representatives, inter- 
ested as they are in high taxation, (which this commission business 
really means,) the question whether there shall be any, and, if so, 
what, amount of reduction of taxes. 

I beg to submit in this connection an extract from Dr. Smith’s 


Wealth of Nations. Says he: = 
To expect, indeed, that the freedom of trade should ever be entirely restored 
in Great Britain is as absurd as to expect that an Oceania or Utopia should ever 


be established in it. Not be dhe prejudices of the public, but, what is much 

more unconquerable, the priva individuals irresistib! 

it. Were the officers of ae EENI Oa wi 

any reduction in the numberof forces which master-manufać: set — 
ves against every law that is papin es increase the number of their rivals in the 

home market, were the former to animate the soldiers in the same manner as the 

latter inflame their workmen to attack with violence and ontrage the proposers o 

any such ition—to attempt to reduce the army would be as dangerous as it 


regulai 
has now become to attempt to diminish in any respect the monopoly which ou: 
manufacturers hayo obtained “4 2 creased 


against us. This monopoly has so much in: 


e importance of certain indus- | 


the number of some 


e most acknowledged probity nor the highest rank nor the greatest 


of furious and disappointed monopolists, 


Whether the graphie picture of the British monopolists of a hun- 
dred years ago, drawn so truthfully by the bold hand of Dr. Smith, 
may be applied in all its details to the monopolists under our pro- 
tection laws, I will not now undertake to say; but, sir, human nature 
in like conditions is the same in all ages and in all climes; and the 
conduct of these classes, lately assembled by their representatives in 
New York under the delusive guise of a tariff convention, falsely 
claiming to represent the agricultural and commercial as well as 
their own manufacturing interests, and coolly asking of this House 
that it shall not presume to enter upon its constitutional duties with- 
out their advice, and in the mannerthey that it shall grant 
no relief to the taxpayers but such as they concede, and denouncin 
in their memorial to this House the Representative who, by consti- 
tutional methods under the rules of the House, seeks to lift some 
op ressive burden from the people borne unjustly for years, as a 
2 eee e crank” that ought to be“ suppressed,“ and a“ more 
dangerous m and crim inal than the incendiary who fires a mill 
or factory this conduct, to say the least of it, is insolent and in- 
dicates that they are emulous of filling to life the picture of the old 
British monopolists as drawn by Dr. Smith, and likewise of verify- 
ing his further declaration, that “when manufacturers meet it may 
be en ahia a conspiracy will be planned to pick the pockets of the 
public. 

This commissión is their plan. There is not an overgrown pro- 
tected monopoly from the Bessemer Steel Association. down that is 


not urging the pee of this bill. 
The CHAIR . The time of the gentleman from Tennessee has 
ex 5 : 

veral MEMBERS. Go on. 

Mr, DIBRELL. I ask that the time of my colleague be extended. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Isthere objection? [After apause.] The Chair 
hears none, and the gentleman from Tennessee will proceed. 

Mr. SIMONTON. Mr. Chairman, I have already detained the com- 
mittee a long time, and with a good deal of disadvantage to myself 
in trying to compress in the hour what I desired to say. There are 
some other considerations which I wished to present against the pas- 
sage of the bill, but at this late hour, it being now after the usual 
time for adjournment, I will not further trespass on the time of the 
committee; but thanking my colleague and the committee for the 
courtesy just extended me, as well as for their patient attention, I 
yield the floor. [Applause.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask one question in regard to the 
statement made by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. WHITE, ] 
which was that we had passed a bill here giving a great advantage 
to distillers. 

Mr. WHITE. Yes; and when I desired to explain it the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] shut me off and would not allow me to 
Hor that the Democratic party is more responsible than anybody 
else. 

Mr. HAZELTON. A thonsand times more. 

2 ho ee GER. In reference to that bill I desire to say Order!“ 
rder 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] is 
not entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. One word of explanation. 

The ire ica . The gentleman can proceed only by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. WHITE. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. KASSON. If no gentleman desires at this hour to take the 
floor I will move that the committee rise. If any one wishes to go 
on now I will give way. 

Mr. COOK asked and obtained leave to have printed in the RECORD 
as a portion of the debates some remarks he had prepared upon the 
pen a bi [See Appendix. 

Mr. SSON. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union had had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. No. 2315) to provide for the appointment 
of a commission to investigate the question of the tariff and internal- 
revenue laws, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ROBESON. I move that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. PAGE. Before the vote is taken upon that motion, I desire to 
introduce a bill for reference. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object, and call for the regular order. 

Mr. PAGE. It is a bill to carry out the treaty existing between the 
United States and the Chinese Government. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I am aware of that, and object. 
Mr. PAGE. It is a bill to relieve the people of the Pacific coast 
from the influx of Chinese immigrants. 
oun eee Take it first to your President and see if he is in 

vor of it. 

Mr. PAGE. I hope that Cems on the other side will not 
object to the introduction of this bill. ¢ 

SPRINGER. The gentleman can introduce it on Monday. 

Mr. PAGE. I hope es Bayes not place themselves in antagonism 
to . of a bill, so that it may be passed and go to the 
President. ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. We have already passed a good bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the re order. 

The SPEAKER. The order is the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is a bill on each side of the Chinese ques- 
tion, and I ho pei ENET be both allowed to come in. 

Mr, ROBESON t it stand as itis now. I insist upon my mo- 


tion to Wn Se 

The SP. . Pending the motion to adjourn, the Chair desires 
to submit a personal request to the House, and also to lay before the 
House messages from the President. ! 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. CHACE, 
for one week. 


FORT M’KINNEY, WYOMING TERRITORY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 
erewith fox the consideration of Congress a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, dated the 4th instant, in plans and estimates for the comple- 
— —— ay Ss eso tod — A we pro Ae pain Arsy parearen one oe 
0 i ‘or 0 
* ea CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, April 6, 1882. 


* DEFICIENCY IN ARMY APPROPRIATIONS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following 2 
from the President of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed : 


To the Senate and House of t 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from the 
Secre of War, dated the 4th instant, inclosing estimates for deficiency in the ap- 
P for the of the Army and its e for the fiscal year 
en June 30, 1882, accordance 


recommending an appropriation therewith. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MAnsion, April 6, 1882. 


Cries of ‘ Re; r order!” ] ; 
. RANDALL. I have a suggestion to make. It is that the call 
for the re order be withdrawn, so that gentlemen on both 


sides—{ cries of“ Regular order!“ 
Mr. ROBESON. I move the House adjourn. 
The motion was not agreed to; there being—ayes 36, noes 39. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. PAGE. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a bill to exe- 
cute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese; and I ask that 
it may be placed on the Calendar without being referred. 

Mr. KENNA. Let it take the regular course. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from California has indicated a 
desire that his bill go to the Calendar. I must object to that, though 
I do not object to its introduction, provided 

Mr. PAGE. Then, if the gentleman objects, let it go to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the introduction of the bill 
and its reference to the Committee on Education and Labor? The 
Chair hears no objection. 

The bill (H. R. No. 5667) was accordingly read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and or- 
dered to be printed. ‘ 

Mr. SP. GER. I i e to the introduction of the bill of the 
gentleman from California unless the same privilege were permitted 
on this side. 

Mr. ROBESON. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I endeavored to bring to the ear of the Chair 
my objection to the introduction of the bill of the gentleman from 
9 unless the same privilege is to be extended to this side of 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman made that objection after the 
reference had been made. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I made it all the time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. PAGE. i hope the gentleman from New Jersey will allow the 

ntleman from Kentucky, (Mr. . my colleague, [Mr. 

ERRY, ] and all others to introduce their bills. 

Mr. ROBESON. I will yield to the eee from Kentuck rpe 
vided he will consent to allow them to go at once to the Qa en- 
dar; but I object to any attempt to crowd us out in order that they 
may come in, 
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The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from New Jersey, that the House adjourn. 

Mr. ROBESON. I will yield to the gentleman from Kentucky for 
the introduction of his bill on the condition that not only his bill but 
that of the N from California [Mr. Pacer] shall take the 
direction which the gentleman from California asked. 

Mr. RANDALL. We made no condition; and we want to be treated 
in the same manner that we treated the gentleman from California. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The House knows very well that I objected to 
the introduction of the bill of the gentleman from California [Mr. 
PaGE,] unless all bills on the same subject were permitted to be 
introduced; and I so stated at the time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state again to the gentleman from 
Illinois that it took great pains to ask the House whether there was 
objection to the introduction and reference of the billof the gentle- 
man from California; and there was none. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I kept saying I object ;” but the Chair could 
not hear me. 

Mr. RANDALL. We allowed the bill of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. PAGE] to come in because we sup the same priv- 
ilege would be allowed to gentlemen on this side. 

e SPEAKER. That was addressed to members on the floor, not 
to the Chair. 

Mr. RANDALL. It was so understood on the floor. 

The SPEAKER. With that the Chair has nothing to do. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Is it in order to introduce any bill except by unani- 
mous consent? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. BRIGGS, Then I shall object. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentlemen on the other side got their bills 
in, and now shey oie to ours. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. ROBESON, that the 
House adjourn, it was not to. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. WILLIS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5668) to re te, limit, and suspend the immigration of Chinese la- 
borers to the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
8 hed the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to 

printed. 


APRIL 6, 


IMMIGRATION, 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5669) toregulate immigration; which was read a first and second 
e By erred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
p x 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. BERRY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5670) to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


NEW MEXICO PRIVATE LAND CLAIM. 


Mr, HAZELTON, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, os as a substitute for House bill No. 
2189, a bill (H. R. No. 5671) to confirm a certain private land claim 
in the Territory of New Mexico; which was a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PLEASANT W. FORTNER. 

Mr. PETTIBONE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5672) to remove the charge of desertion against Pleasant W. 
Fortner from the records in the Adjutant-General’s Office; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL v. ADAMS. 

Mr. BREWER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5673) to pay Samuel V. Adams for arrears of pension; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD BELLOWS. 

Mr. RAY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5674) 
for the relief of Edward Bellows; which was read a and second 
time, Ae to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WINNIFRED SAMS. 

Mr. PETTIBONE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5675) granting a pension to Winnifred Sams; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


JEREMIAH B. HALE. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. SAT granting a pension to Jeremiah B. Hale; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH TIPTON. 
Mr. PETTIBONE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 


Sa 
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a pension to Elizabeth Tipton; which was 


H. R. No. 5677) grantin 
Cii a first and second time, referred 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN JEFFRIES. 

Mr. KASSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5678) granting a pension to Benjamin Jeffries; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


to the Committee on Invalid 


HUGH O'NEIL. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 5679) granting a pension to Hugh O’Neil; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I move the House do now adjourn. 
Several MEMBERS. Oh, no; do not insist on that now. Let us 
intreduce our bills. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I do not insist on my motion to adjourn against 
gentlemen who wish to introduce bills for reference. 


JOHN FRASER. 

Mr. DUNNELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5680) for the relief of John Fraser; which was read a first and 
second time. 
Mr. DUNNELL moved that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RANDALL. That bill should not be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public pong and Grounds. 

The SPEAKER, It seems it should go to the Committee on 


laims. 

Mr. DUNNELL, A similar bill was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds in the Senate. 

Mr. RAND. But this is not the Senate. 

Mr. DUNNELL, It relates to the building for the Bureau of En- 
graving and . Mr. Frazer was the acting architect. 

Mr. DALL. Ithink under our rules this bill should be referred 


to the Committee on Claims. 
The SPEAKER. It ny belongs to the Committee on Claims. 
The bill was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 
PADUCAH, KENTUCKY, A PORT OF DELIVERY. 


Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, by unanimous consent, presented the 
following memorial; which was referred to the Co ttee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD : 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

The citizens of Paducah, through the undersigned committee, ted by the 

or of the Paducah Board of Trade, „ that ucah, Ken - 
ky, be made a port of delivery, and in support of prayer beg leave to offer 
billowing statement of facts: 

That Paducah, Kentucky, a city of some fifteen thousand inhabitants, is situated 
on the Ohio River, some fifty miles above Cairo, at the confluence of the 
Tennessee and Ohio Rivers, and but twelve miles below the mouth of the Cumber- 
land River, and is admitted by all river and steamboat men to be the finest harbor 
between Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, and New Orleans, Louisiana. 


STEAMBOAT INTERESTS. 


The number of boats 2 . A at Paducah are 30, as follows: 
steamers in New Orleans and Cincin with capacity from 1,300 to 2,000 to 
each; Ssteamersin Memphis and Cincinnatiline, capaci: 600 to 
Tsteanters in 33 and Saint Louis 8 900 to 1.700 
2 steamers in Nashville, Tennessee, and C: (Illinois, 
each; 2 steamers in Cincinnati and Florence (Alabama) 
750 tons each ; 1 steamer in Evansville (Indiana) and (Alabama) line, ca- 

ty 500 tons; 1 steamer daily from Paducah to Metropolis, Illinois, capacity 200 
ms; 1 steamer from Paducah to Saint yg eo RIO tin: 

Besides the above there is a daily line of packets piyin een this place and 
Evansville, Indiana; also a dail from Paduea {o Cairo and 1 boat 
of 400 tons burden, makin: tri 
Alabama; and in ad * 


boa: 
Paducah own and are largely interested in seven steamboats and their tow-boa‘ 
and tugs having a comb’ capacity of 4,000 tons. 


SHIP BUILDING. 


Paducah has one of the largest marine ways on the river, with capacity to ac- 
commodate almost any number and sizeof boats, and on account of the advantages 
and facilities which this port affords, many steamboats from negara? as come here 
during the summer and fall for extensive repairs; and in view of 
be more convenient and less expensive both to owners and the Government if these 
boats could be inspected, licensed, and enrolled here. As it is now, boats are often 
detained here for days to wait for inspectors and custom-house officials to come 
from other places. my owners of boats, who are not residents of Paducah, are 
anxious that it should be made a port of delivery. e erer, -five licensed 
steamboat officersresidein Paducah, and from three to four hundred other persons 
N A in the river services make this place their home. We have from three 
to tive boats built here each year, making an average of 600 to 800 tons per 
year. A new ship-yard Company has just been formed here; grounds and ma- 
chinery have been purchased, and in a few months we expect to have in full opera- 
tion a ship-yard with capacity to turn out from ten to fifteen boats each year, with 
capacity of from 200 to 1,200 tons each. 

TOBACCO AND WHISKY TRADE. 

In addition to the above we find, upon inquiry and examination of the books of 

the wholesale liquor dealers of (eet ty, 5 2 of foreign or imported spirits 


Lip cache non) ipa egr aes year 40000 ons, customs duties on all 
of which should be paid at this place, besides . imported 


goods to this place by the hardware, queensware, and wholesale 
FFF annum. aif 

Kal — a more o iden of the CENIO of Poaaoah we PECS ths 
fol K statistics of e trade for 1881 : 


Number of of spirits sold d 1881 
Ata one gallon sae e Nai 

Number bacco sold in Paducah during last six years 
Average number pounds per h ead, 1, 800; total 


— 10.919. 000 


Average cost, 8 cen POU. ns co cencnovaaceceuce 
Average number of h. iz ads sold each year 
Average number per ead, 1, 800 
A cost, 8 cents per po 3 
operation year.. 

b e ho per — Eai Y 1800 

num 0 
‘Averses cost, 8 e e 
Number of men employed in the tobacco interests 


1881 2 2 22— ——ůñẽ⸗ʒũ n ũj% * 581, 00 
Total trado for UB81 ooo... cise e ewe new ences cwncbecescnnesconsowss $11, 087, 152 00 
olesale 


Rss 


Flour, hay, and provisions. 


000 00 
000 00 
000 00 
000 00 
000 00 
600 00 
000 00 
000 00 
000 00 
Hats and caps -0000 ne 50, 000 00 
Seeds and 200, 000 00 
stb dedensatonn 100, 000 00 
Lam 600, 000 00 
ee Me WU Souk acdap ose ven seek A EAER 100, 000 00 
8 50, 000 00 
EAE N N e us cucewsvcceeentnccoapsseceacs, 100, 000 00 
AH EOS 50, 000 00 
aspon 50, 000 00 
50, 000 00 
175, 000 00 
r 10, 000 00 
200, 000 00 
Brick 50, 000 00 
Corn. m 10, 000 00 
Fruits and vegetables. 50, 000 00 
Salt, 20, 000 barrelsss n 3 25, 000 00 
Lime and cement, 10,000 barrells = 11, 000 00 
Oils and 7777... Ppl ace sceneasestane ; 75, 000 00 
Boat-building material 75, 000 00 
25, 000 00 
H 25, 000 00 
8 5, 000 00 
C7700 ˙ 15, 000 00 
Coal . 240, 000 00 
Coal-oil .. 25, 000 00 
5, 581, 000 00 
Total retail trade in all branches during 188111. 1, 000, 000 00 
6, 581, 000 00 
MANUFACTORIES. 

There are 12 factories and 2 founderies in operation, employing 350 
men, at an annual cost for labor oll. «é„Udů $157, 500 00 
Four saw-mills, emplo 200 men, at an annual cost for labor of 90, 000 00 
Three grist-mills, em 72 men, at an annual cost for labor orf 32, 400 00 
Paid annually for labor in manufactories.............--..----- 279, 900 00 


COMMERCIAL MEN, 


Paducah has 100 traveling men on the road representing her business houses at 
an annual cost of $90,000. A 
RAILROADS. 
We have two railroads zaoni into the city, namely, the Paducah and Eliza- 
vin 8 aal Passenger, 4; freight and 
: 4 and ac- 
commodation, 8; total, 12. s e 7 
SHIPPING TRANSFER. 
Paducah is the place of interchange or reshipment of 150,000 tons of produce and 
merchandise annually. 8 
BANKING INTERESTS. 
American-German National Bank, resources 
First National Bank, resources * 
City National Bank, resources. . 


-- $303, 787 82 
2343, 064 13 
522, 838 78 


ESTIMATES OF CUSTOMS RECEIPTS. 
We estimate that at least 50,000 gallons of imported spirits will be 
brought to Padacah and sold duri 3 current year. Placing the 
of 75 cents per gallon, the customs 
receipts for spirits alone will be $37, 500 00 
We estimate that other imported goods brought to this place and sold 


WO sina OE E ak hn chee cd nag een aren eday cater en chanwveden se ney he 10, 500 00 
Wing, rogiatoring veseola, hoonsing eaptaius, pets, au ee mates 
g stering v. censing ca) 8, pilots, engineers, mates, 
and ee for marine hospital dose for the current year, will 
RUDGE C0 oS. en sb sce dog dew ane wae esid sushi yes cosscteurcpnese 5, 000 00 
Total estimated receipts for one year .......--...-.----+------ 53, 000 00 


In conclusion oan say rep beg to state that the new Government buil 
in process of construction here will soon be completed, and consequently there wi 


* 


ry — ~ + 

bo no expense in the of office and that all bonded 

oe eat tne deren of nid building without additional cost te tre 
Respectfully submitted. 


Filed and approved March 23, 1882. 
C. H. RIEKE, In., 
President Paducah Board of Trade. 
ANN W. MULVEY. 


Mr. JONES, of New Jersey, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 5681) granting an increase of ion to Mrs. Ann W. 
Mulvey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LOAN OF TENTS. i 


Mr. PEELLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker's table joint resolution (S. R. No. 42) granting the 
State of Indiana the use of tents on the occasion of encampment of 
State coum > benag 1 said State = the T 1882, hee! mond e 
pose of putt on its passage at this time. It simply provides, 
as will be ae by the reading of the resolution, for the A A of tents 
by the Government for this encampment. 

There was no objection; and the joint resolution was taken from 
the Speaker’s table, and read a first 

The resolution is as follows: 


and second time. 


Resolved, g., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, to 
furnish to the adjutant-general of the State of such number of tents as 
be needed for an encampment of the State of Indiana to be held in said 

8 during the 1882 : Provided, That the tents can be furnished with. 
out detriment to ice, and that the same returned in like order 
as when received ; and all expense of transporting the same back and shall 


The joint resolution wasordered to a third reading, and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PEELLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint res- 
olution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE TO PRINT ASKED. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask, Mr. Speaker, for unanimous consent to 
print some remarks on the Chinese bill. 

Mr. KASSON. I understand the gentleman from Illinois asks to 
rint some remarks on the vetoed Chinese bill. To that I object. If 
e wishes to print remarks on the other Chinese bill, I do not object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to speak on the vetoed bill. 

Mr. KASSON. I object to that, because that ought to be answered 

when spoken. The veto has never been here. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman seems to be afraid of discussion 

of that veto. 
NAVAL HOSPITAL, ANNAPOLIS. 


Mr. TALBOTT, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, submitted a report in reference to the naval hospital 
building at Annapolis, Maryland; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

COMPLETION OF UNFINISHED IRON-CLADS. 


Mr. TALBOTT. also, by unanimous consent, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a resolution in regard to an appropriation for com- 
pleting certain unfinished iron- ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

BAYSE N. WESTCOTT. 

Mr. TALBOTT also, by unanimous consent, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 3543) for the relief of Bayse 
N. Westcott; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEE I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it 
souns to meet on Monday next. To-morrow is Good Friday. 

r. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. It will be impossible to pass 
that motion without a quorum, and we have no quorum present. 

Mr. TALBOTT. We will have a quorum then, 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I am glad you give us notice. 

Mr. TALBOTT. To-morrow is Good Friday, and we ought not to 
sit on that day. 

Mr. TaLBorr’s motion was disagreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. Burrows, of Michigan, by unanimous consent, was granted 


leave of absence for two days. 
Mr. STEELE’s motion to adjourn was agreed to; and accordingly 


(at five o’clock and thirty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and other pa were laid on the Clerk’s 
. Mr. BOWMAN The. tition o ba Hane O. Spaul 

B A $ on of Henry C. ding, for ex- 
tension of patent for le cartridges to the Committee on Pat- 
ents. 
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Mr. BRUMM: The petititn of Rev. M. P. O’Brien, Hon. Johi 
F. Welsh, and 183 others, citizens of Pennsylvania, asking for the 

y trial or release of the American citizens held in English pris- 
ons—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CANDLER: The petition of D. Humphreys Stoner and 
others, for the passage of the French spoliation claims bill—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: The petition of the master and wardens of 
Escambia Lodge No. 15, A. F. and A. M., of Pensacola, Florida, asking 
the Fable ii a certain tract of land in that city—to the Committee 
on 0 


and Grounds. 

By Mr. DEZENDORF: Papers relating to the claim of the Nor- 

folk Coun ee the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. ETT: The resolutions adopted by the Davitt Branch 
Land League of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, urging a speedy and fair 
trial of American citizens inearcerated in Eng prisons—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, the resolutions of the same organization, in favor of the elec- 
tion of General James 8. Negley as a r of home for disabled 
soldiers—to the Committee on Military Ts. 

Also, the resolutions of Post No. 115, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, pra that a pension be granted to 
. ee bere AR rine Invalid es Ff 

„the resolutions of the same o; zation, protesting inst 
the passage of the bill granting pensions to prisoners of 1 the 
Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back 


Pay. 
By Mr. HENDERSON: The petition of Hon. S. N. Wheelock and 


raying that a sion be granted to 
Daniel é war of 1812 to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


By Mr. HISCOCK: The petition of Mrs: Ann Brooks, widow of 
Ira D. Brooks, late a private in Company F, Seventy-sixth New 
i Volunteers, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of merchants of Boston, Massachu- 
setts, praying for the passage of the Lowell bill to establish a uniform 
system o Leg i aad throughout the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. G. D. ROBINSON: The petition of H. A. Barton and others, 
of Berkshire County, Massachusetts, for the regulation of the tax on 
whisky—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Br, Mr. SCRANTON: The petition of Federal officers in the city of 
Scranton, Pennsylvania, for the of the bill for the erection 
of public buildings in said city—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

y Mr. A. HERR SMITH: The petition of I. Stirk & Company 
{ap a ređuction ofthe tax on cigars—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 

Also, the petition of C. Heinitsh, for the repeal of the tax on pro- 
prieta: cles—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STEELE: The letter of J. W. Steele relating to the ex- 
8 of a mail- route to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

By Mr. VANCE: Papers relating to the claim of Jesse M. Corn— 
to the Committee on War Claims., 

Also, the petition of J. W. Bowman and others, for the establish- 
uens os a post-route—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oa 

By Mr. WILLIS: The petition of John E. Green, president of board 
of trade, and other citizens of Louisville, Kentucky, for an appro- 
5 for the improvement of the Vicksburgh Harbor —to the 

ommittee on Commerce. 

Also, the joint resolution of the Legislature of Kentucky, for the 
relief of William Preston and the Texas Association, and the estab- 
lishment of their rights under the acts of annexation admitting the 
State of Texas into the Union—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


liams, a soldier o 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, April 7, 1882. 


The House met at twelveo’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. POWER. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

IMPROVEMENT OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. ELLIS, I ask unanimous consent at this time to submit the 
following memorial, and ask that it be printed in the RECORD and 
referred to the Committee on the Levees and Improvements of the 
Mississippi River. I do not desire it to be read. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The memorial is as follows: 


Hon. B. F. JONAS, 
United States Senate, Washington : 


Please present the followin; ition, original by mail. 
* eren THOS. L. AIREY, President. 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives, Washington, D. O.: 
The undersigned, representatives of the commercial interests of New Orleans, 


New ORLEANS, April 4, 1882. 


1882. CONGRESSIONAL 
earnestly petition for favorable levee a 
Con: and the recommendations of it Missisippi Tver dere 
ey are convinced that any outside scheme afford no relief, but militate 
the interest of the entire Mississippi Vall . divert atten- 
FTT cient action on the recom- 
mendation of the river 5 
The dire distress and enormous losses now cod b numbers 


experien 
of our thriftiest and most energetic fellow-citizens, and the com: obliteration 
for atime of a vast territory embracing some of the est and most fertile lands 
on the face of the globe, are a warning that now is the time for experimental 
22 F when such schemes are opposed by the best engineering talent 
of the country. 


Tho Senatore ,es Seip asben. eey earnestly requested to 
present this petition and urge early 3 in our behalf. 


L. Y, 
‘cw Orleans Cotton Exchange. 
* GOMIL. * 
President ew Orleans change. 
R. S. HOWARD, 
of Commerce. 
J. H. OGLESB 
House Association, 
T. S. BARTON, 


Acting President Mechanics, Dealers, and Lumbermen's 
CORRECTION OF SOLDIERS’ RECORDS. 

Mr. CALKINS. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. No, 242) for the relief of Peter Sconden, and that the same be 
put upon its e. It is to remove the charge of desertion from 
the AAS avay of one of the members of my old regiment, and I 
believe I have never asked unanimous consent in this House but 
ence before. I hope there will be no objection in this case. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the tleman from Indiana will modify his 
motion and ask to take up by consent the bill now pending on the 
Calendar of a general character covering all of these cases, I think 
he will do a great kindness, and not only accomplish his present 
purpose but aid a great many meritorious men who are suffering 
under like disabilities. 

Mr. CALKINS. I will vote for and urge the passage of that bill 
whenever I can, but I hope there will be no objection to this special 


ease whieh I have called up. 
Mr. RANDALL, But we have a bill pending on the Calendar 
which reaches all these cases. 0 


Mr. CALKINS. Let me pass this and there will be no objection 
to the other. 

Mr. RANDALL, There is hardly a member on this floor who has 
not cases similar to this which will be covered by the general bill. 

Mr, COX, of New York. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let it be read for information, subject to objec- 
tion. 

Mr, KASSON. What is the request of the gentleman from Indiana? 

The SPEAKER. To passa bill the title of which the Clerk will 


zepari 
he Clerk read as follows. 
A bill (H. R. No. 242) for the relief of Peter Scouden. 


Mr. RANDALL. I do not object to that, but desire again to urge 
upon-the gentleman from Indiana bail i af of asking permission 
to take up the general bill which will reach his p and cover 
all of these other cases. This bill has been reported unanimously 
by the Committee on eter f Affairs, and there can be no objection 
I imagine to the passage of a general bill instead of all of these 
individual measures which have the same object in view. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill 
which has just been read? 

Mr. McCOID. I object. 

Mr. CALKINS. I hope the gentleman from Iowa will withdraw 
his objection. 

Mr. McCOID. I object for the reason that there are other names 
which should be embraced in a bill of that character. I shall not 
object to the consideration of the general bill. 

. CALKINS, Then I ask consent to take up the general bill 
covering all these cases. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill to 
which the gentleman from Indiana now refers. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

3 R. No. 5224) to relieve certain soldiers of the late war from the charge 
of desertion. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill. 

Mr. KASSON. Let it be read. 

The bill was read. It is as follows: 


That the charge of desertion no 


Be it enacted, &., Ww S on the rolls and 
records in the office of the Adjutant-General of the United 


tes 


against an 

sgldier who served i the Jate war ͤ ͤ shall be removed in al 

where it shall be made to a to the satisfaction of the of War, 
from such rolls and records, or other testimony, that an 

soldier served faith until the expiration of his term of enlistment, or until the 

Ist day of May, A. D. 1865, but who, by reason of absence his co 

the time the same was masi 

discharge. 


out, to be mustered out and to receive an 


Sec. desertion ‘standing on the rolls ‘and records in tho 
office of the Adjutant-General of the United States an; S eee 


to his command 
— until he was mustered out of the service and received a certificate of honor- 
è 3 
Sec. 8. That in all cases where 8 of desertion shall be removed under 
desert eben of this act from the of any soldier who has not received a 
it shall be the duty of the Adjutant-General of the United 


States to issue to OO ee to his heirs or legal repre- 
0 


represen’ such soldier, shall receive all pay and 
bounty which may have been withheld on account of such charge of di or 
absence without leave: Provided, however, That this act shall not be so construed 


case of his death, to the heirs or | 
t to receive pay bounty for any of time du which such ier 

was absent from his command without leave of absence: ided fi 
‘That no soldier, nor the heirs or representatives of any polien, who served 
in the Army a of less than months, or who ved a locul bounty 
and deserted, be entitled to the benefit of the pro of this act. 

Sec. 5. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 
act are hereby repealed. 

Mr. KASSON. Is this bill reported with the approval of the Mili- 
tary Committee 

Mr. SPARKS. It is the unanimous report of the committee. 


Mr. KASSON. Then I hope it will bo passed. 

. I think there will be no objection to the passage of 
t bi 

Mr. SPARKS. This is a unanimous report from the committee 
covering a number of bills of that character which were referred to 
the committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Allow me to say, Mr. Speaker, that the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs have to submit an amendment to that 
bill when it shall be offered. I do not see the chairman of the com- 
mittee present this morning, but it is within my knowledge that 
such an amendment was suggested and a to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman indicate what the amendment 


wast 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Then we will save our objec- 
tions and find out if this is the unanimous report of the committee. 

Mr, RANDALL. This is the Military Committee’s bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let us hear what the amendment is. 

Mr. ROBESON. Will the gentleman state what amendment the 
Committee on Military Affairs proposes 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is to the effect that all soldiers who were pre- 
vented from oompiesmg Raney term of service by reason of wounds or 
disability received in line of duty should be included. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman had better submit the amend- 
ment in writing. 

Mr. ROBESON. There will be no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. SPARKS. I think the proposition of the gentleman from 
Maine is in the bill substantially. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The amendment is all right. There is no objec- 
tion to it. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is now before the House for considera- 
gne The Clerk will report the amendment of the gentleman from 

aine. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the words “sixty-five,” in line 11 of the first section of the bill, insert or 
who were prevented from completing their term of service by reason of wounds 
received and diseases contracted in the line of duty.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. That I understand to be the amendment sub- 
8 agreed upon by the committee. 

Mr. BRAGG. That bill originally was a bill prepared by the Mil- 
itary Committee, and I dislike to see an amendment put into it until 
the Honse has had an opportunity of comparing it with the other 
sections of the bill to see whether it will harmonize or not. The pro- 
vision of the amendment we thought covered by the general language 
of the bill; and rather than have the bill altered by an amendment 
inserted in the body of it I think it would be better to recommit the 
bill to the Committee on Military Affairs, with leave to report it back 
at any time. 

Mr. SPARKS. I understand the bill is before the House for con- 
sideration. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is before the House for consideration. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There are two cases now before the Committee on 
Military Affairs which suggest a necessity for such an amendment 
as this. A soldier was wounded in the battle of Gettysburgh and 
was sent to the hospital and hung between life and death for over 
one year. He was changed from hospital to hospital and finally re- 
moved to the hospital at Augusta, Maine. ile there, not having 
fully recovered, but being sufficiently recovered to go home, by an 
arrangement with the assistant surgeon in charge he was allowed to 

among his friends, to report when he was well enough or whenhe 
ould be called for. By some accident he was marked in the mean- 
time as a deserter. e war closed in April, 1865, finding him at 


oh home unable to return to the line of duty; and to-day he comes be- 


fore Con, and asks to have the charge of desertion removed from 
his Secon. 
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Here is a soldier who wounded at Ge burgh, hanging be- 
tween life and death fe ove one year in tho hospital, and y mere | j 
W 


aceident a on the record as having 
Was, as 155 War Department admits in looking over the affidavits, 
he was all the time unable to perform the duties incumbent upon 
him. Now, this bill will not meet such a class of cases, and the gen- 
tlemen of the Military Committee who were present when the case 
was submitted a it should be amended so as to cover this class 
of cases, and further agreed the amendment should be offered when- 
ever the bill should come up and that it should be accepted by the 
committee. All the members of the committee were not present at 
the time, but all who were present to this; and in consonance 
with that ent I have offered this amendment. 

Mr. SPARKS. Mr. Speaker, so far as I can see, this amendment is 

rfectly satisfactory. There is nothing at all objectionable in it. 
This bill is the result of the examination by the committee of twenty 
or perhaps thirty bills for the relief of individual soldiers, and was 
reported as a general bill covering all cases of thissort. This amend- 
ment, I think, is quite proper. ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. I dears to hear the amendment read again. 

Mr. SPARKS. I will read it. It is to add these words: 

vented from their term of service by reason of wounds 
Php fai ae contracted in s Une of duty. z 

Mr. RANDALL. The amendment enlarges and does not restrict 
the operation of the bill. For one, I have no objection. 

Mr. ROBESON. Let the amendment go in by unanimous consent, 
and the bill will not be objected to. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en, and read a third 

ime; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. CALKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ALLEGED ABUSES IN ADJUDICATION OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. [I offer for present consideration the resolution 
which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on E tures in the War t be 
instructed to in into and to House what, if any, abuses exist or 
have existed in the adjudication of claims in s, Com- 

General's, and the Third Auditor's Offices, 3 
tions as it may deem proper for the settlement o claims; and, for the purposes 
herein s. said co. FF 
administer oaths, and to compel the of witnesses. 


Mr. ROBESON. Lask the 

Mr. BLACKBURN. IL yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. ROBESON. Out of courtesy to the gentleman on the other 
side who made these statements the other day, and who then prom- 
ised to offer this resolution, I have refrained, until he had his oppor- 
tunity, from offering the resolution, which I hold in my hand and 
which is the same in spirit as that offered by the e ee from 
Kentucky, only resting on broader foundations and more particular 
in detail. I now offer it as a substitute. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. ROBESON] 
submits a substitute for the resolution of the gentleman from Ken- 


tucky. 
Ar SPRINGER. We will hear it read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas it has been publicly asserted on the floor of this House by a member 
thereof that he has in his ion evidence which shows that certain clerks and 
ts of the Government o 


subsistence supplies furnished to the Army of the Uni 
ulently and ion and 


hereby directed to investigate the subject d the result of their in 
i to inv. 8 and re 0 ir 
4 that ani 60 


H and for that purpose committee have power to send 
bt 3 8 oaths, and sit during the poten Moy the Korag. 
to make report on said subject at any time. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Icertainly do not mean to be understood as 
wanting to take from the majority side of this House the introduc- 
tion of a resolution for investigation which I recognize the propriety 
of coming from the side of the House which is in control of it. That 
is proper. But I do not accept the substitute offered by the gentle- 
man trom New Jersey; and upon a moment's reflection I am satisfied 
he will see the impropriety of its preamble. Iam sure it is not his 
purpose, nor the purpose of any member of this House on the other 
side by anything that may be done in this direction, to prevent or 
preclude an inquiry of this character. 

I am certain that it is not his purpose to say to any member of this 
House, You shall not introduce a resolution of inquiry, even upon 
statements made upon information submitted here, without you 
assume the rôle of prosecutor and become responsible to verify the 
information given. If thatis to be the case I take it that no member 
of this House will undertake A e ag an investigation anywhere 
or su that one be instituted. 

In short, I do not think that my friend from New Jersey [Mr. 


so Seo Mba S eA tee Ga IN a RAR wi Oe re oe gran a Fain ME ee ne EE ed 


ntleman from Kentucky to yield to me? P 


t to make good 
the promise I made to this House, which was that I would submit 
such a resolution. I do not ask to have it passed. [simply want to 
make good my statement to the House that it was my purpose to sub- 
mit such a resolution, and then leave it to any gentleman of the 
majority to take it, with my consent, and make it his own and let 


it pass. 

È opens the inquiry fairly; it does not spread it too broadly; it 
puts it into the hands of a standing committee of this House and 
charges no member of the House with the duty of becoming a pros- 
ecutor in a case in which he has no personal interest, or to become 
responsible for the evidence, either documentary or verbal, which he 
peppen to have had submitted to his observation. 

think my own resolution is a fair one. I think the other resolu- 
tion lacks in result that fairness which I am sure the gentleman from 
New J 51 Would want to have embodied in such a resolution. 

Mr. ROBESON. I have no desire, Mr. Speaker, to impose upon my 
friend from Kentucky [Mn 1 upon any other member 
of this House, of either side, any responsibility which does not belong 
to him or which he would not be willing directly to assume. 

I simply say that I am opposed to and shall always resist any reso- 
lution for the investigation of ata Amer’ is not founded upon some 
responsible showing or some msible charge. I do not mean, as 
long as I am a member of this House, that, without my protest at 
least, and simply because things are whispered around by some ma- 
licious and irres ible -monger, or because they appear in 
the columnsof some virulent, dalous, or black-mailing newspaper, 
the grand inquest of the nation shall be used as an instrument to 
attack the character or throw doubt upon the integrity of any man. 

These general propositions do not apply to this case; but I say that 

ie 
this House ought not to proceed to the solemn duty and responsibility 
of a public investigation by one of its standing committees except 
upon good ground. That ground may be asworn affidavit of any de- 
cent or responsible man, proof submitted, or any other definite and 
responsible thing which makes a fair prima facie case, such as any 
gentleman of this a Hng upon the floor and upon his own 
ae rset may be willing to accept as a proper foundation fora 
efinite e . 


When that is done I am ready to vote for and to advocate such an 
investigation. And it was for the illustration of these very proel- 
ples that I put the preamble into my resolution. That preamble sim- 
ly recites that a member of this House, (without naming him,) having 
stated publicly on the floor that he had in his possession evidence 
which looked toward fraudulent acts on the part of some of the g. 50 
of the Government, therefore and upon that authority this House 
will take action and order an investigation, 

Now, the resolution of the gentleman from Kentucky gives no 
authority for the special action of the House. It simply orders an 
investigation, without putting forth any basis for it upon which it 
can rest. That is all that he proposes. 

The gentleman has honestly made his proposition; he honestly 
believes it. I will not say whether I e with him or not, because 
I have not investigated the evidence as he has. But still he will not, 
I am sure—because I recognize his courage; I never knew him turn 
his back on any responsibility ; I know him to be a man of courage, 
the very soul of chivalry, and therefore a fair man; and he will not, 
Jam sure, shrink from the investigation of any charge which he has 
publicly made upon his own responsibility in this House. 

By my resolution I refer this investigation to the committee of which 
that gentleman is a member; and that investigation can take such 
direction as he and a majority of that committee may give it. There 
can be no difficulty ner question about that. I therefore say to the 
gentleman that my resolution is the only one that can place this in- 
vestigation upon a proper and straightforward ground and leave it 
San on a firm basis for authorized and legitimate action by the 

onse. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In reply tothe gentleman I want to say this: 
in the first place, as I catch the reading of the substitute offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey, I protest that it does not cover the 
whole scope of inquiry that if was my purpose to reach by the reso- 
lution which I have introduced. In the second place, I repeat that 
the gentleman makes a mistake when he fails to draw a distinction 
between a procedure like this and the execution of the criminal law 
of the land as against an ordinary citizen. There are standing com- 
mittees of this House who, under its rules, have their duties su - 
tially marked out for them. The Committee on Expenditures in the 
War Department is e specifically by the rules with the duty 
of inquiring, and itis e its duty to inquire, into the methods em- 
pe yed by the War Department, its several bureaus and divisions. 

ese mên whose conduct and acts it is proposed to investigate were 
at the time, or are now, officers of this Government, employés charged 
with responsible duties. I hold that it is not necessary to impanel 
a grand jury and have a presentment and an indictment and then a 
petit jury before you can undertake an investigation. If the persim 
charged was an officer or employé of this Government, and abused 
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his trust, it is not only the right of Congress, but it will be derelict 
to its duty if it fails, without presentment or indictment, to order an 
inquiry upon the barest su, ion. The gentleman has done me 
kindness, and no more than justice, when he predicts that in this 
matter I would not fail, as I do not now fail, to repeat word for word 
the statement that I made upon the floor the other day. 

But I go further, showing that I did not mean to turn my back 
upon any duty that might attach to a member of the committee 
charged with theinvestigation of thismatter. The resolution I have 
offered sends this question to a committee of which I am a member. 

I simply protest that if it is necessary to offer an indictment 
before an investigation of this kind can be begun, then no member 
can ask to have the official conduct of any employé of this Govern- 
ment looked into until he first becomes so tp: ectly informed in the 
premises that he can come forward and under oath make the charges 
and furnish the proof in his own person. 

As to newspaper reports I have never seen one, and as to rumors 
about the streets I have never heard them in this connection. I 
stated to the House that it was evidence verbal and documen: 
which led me to believe that abuses existed, and that I would 
the House that one of its standing committees, (and Ihave named a 
committee to which I belong, and which is not busy, for it has no 

t bulk of work upon its shoulders,) a committee whose special 
55 it is to examine into the conduct of affairs in this Department, 
be instructed to go forward and inquire into these matters. 

Now, it is declared in the substitute of the gentleman from New 
Jersey-that this does not constitute a conten and does not approxi- 
mate nearly enough to a charge to warrant ing unless some mem- 
ber here will assume the rôle of prosecutor. I do not intend to go 
one inch further in that direction than this: if the House will adopt 
the resolution directing this inquiry to be made, I will guarantee 
that no member of the House s complain of any failure on my part 
to disc e my full duty in that committee in the direction of bring- 
ing out all the facts. 

never knew this House in any Con to refuse an investiga- 
tion into the conduct of any official of this Government upon the 
request of any member. I have seen the other side, when it was in a 
minority, ask an investigation without specifications, or even general 
charges, when officers of this House were involved; and I never saw 
the majority side of the House refuse to grant such an investigation 
instantly; and upon such investigations I have seen such officers, 
whether justly or otherwise, expelled and driven from office, man after 
man, upon the demand of the minority. 

Now, what objection can there be to the resolution I offered? It 
is broader in its are than that of the gentleman from New Jersey. 
It is as plainly and y put as it is possible to draw it. It makes 
no ¢ against anybody. It undertakes to convert no member 
of this House who ought to be a legislator and a law-maker into a 
prosecutor in a criminal court. I stand committed on the record, 
and I now recommit myself, to the effect that I do believe abuses have 
existed in the matter here referred to, that they exist now and ought 
to be corrected. My resolution says so, and asks that one of the 
committees of this House shall be charged with inquiring into this 
matter. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman from Kentucky allow me a 
question? The statement made by him the other day in this House 
in reference to this matter was very brief in its indications as to his 
information on this subject. I desire now to know from him whether 
the substitute offered by the gentleman from New Jersey is broad 
Soan in its sope to cover the inquiry suggested to the mind of the 
gentleman from Kentucky by the knowledge he has of the transac- 
tions in question ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ithink not, as I caught the proposition dar- 
tng a reading by the Clerk. 

. ROBESON. I will satisfy the gentleman in that respect. The 
preamble is all I care for, Sapine the body of the resolution of 
the gentleman from Kentucky, I will simply move my preamble as 
an amendment. I thus accept the scope ret reach of the gentleman’s 
resolution if he thinks that mine does not go far enough. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let the preamble of the gentleman oun New Jer- 
sey be read again. 

Jur. ROBESON. I trust it will be read again. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let it be read; I only heard it hastily. 

The Crk read as follows: 

Whereas it has been publicly asserted 0 - 
ber thereof, that he has 8 his 4 ion tee Adden 6 clerks 
and agents of the Government charged with the investigation of claims under the 
act of July 4, 1864, entitled An act to restrict the jurisdiction of the Court of 
Claims, and to provide for the payment of certain demands for quartermasters’ 
stores and subsistence supplies furnished to the Army of the United States,” have 
acted fraudulently and corruptly in the investigation and passage of such claims. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I cannot accept that preamblo for various 
reasons. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Now let us have the resolution read. 
hive BLACKBURN. Let the House see if my resolution is not suf- 

lent. 

5 85 VALENTINE. Let the House choose between the two propo- 
sitions. 

The Clerk again read the resolution of Mr. BLACKBURN, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Sg eye pen in the War Department be 


instructed to inquire into and re to House wi! if any, abuses 
ua ve existed ine adjudication of claims in the . eneral's, Connie 
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a 
sary-General's, and the Third Nr ogonek Fih aueh Soana 


dran stated pai commsttea ahali have power to send f and papers, to 
8 ve ‘er or 
administer oaths, and compel the sttentonos of wines iaa arse 

Mr, REED. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. ROBESON. Loffer the preamble of my resolution as an amend- 
ment to the resolution of the gentleman from Kentucky. ; 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let me say one word. I have intended to be 
explicit in the statement that, should the House adopt the resolution 
I have offered, I will ask that some gentleman on the other side take 
charge of the conduct of this investigation, because I do not want 
to act as chairman. I donot want any select committee; I want it 
to go to a standing committee of this House. 

Mr. ROBESON. Neither of the resolutions sends the subject to a 
select committee, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That isright. I have indicated a standing 
committee of the House. 

i Mr. ROBESON. And I have named the same committee you 
ave. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is right. 

Mr. ROBESON. There is no real difference in the resolutions 
except the preamble. I am willing to accept the gentleman’s reso- 
lution, but r as an amendment. 

Mr. BLACKB . That will not do; [Mr. McLane rose; ] and 
for this reason, if the gentleman from Maryland will permit me one 
moment: the gentleman’s preamble he proposes to substitute I am 
not disposed to accept for many reasons. In the first place, it rules 
the committee down to the operation of a single statute which the 
gentleman sets forth. In it I am not prepared to say—— 

Mr. ROBESON. Not at all. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Yes. 

Mr. ROBESON. I do not think that is so. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am not prepared to say that is the only 
statute under which these claims have found their way—— 

Mr. ROBESON. The gentleman charged that he had in his hands 
proofs which looked as if, or gave reason to believe that, certain 
clerks and agents of the Government have been acting fraudulently 
in the e claims under a certain statute. 

aa LA URN, Thatis right. Your preamble does not say 
that 


Mr. ROBESON. Les it does say exactly that 
aa BLACKBURN. It does not do lt. It stated I held the 
Proof 
Mr. ROBESON. In your hands. 
Mr. SPARKS. Read the preamble. 
Mr. MCLANE. There is a t deal of objection to the preamble, 
Mr. BLACKBURN, Let the preamble be read. 
The SPEAKER. The preamble will again be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas it has 5 asserted on the floor of this House by a member 


thereof that he has in ion evidence which shows that certain clerks and 
ts of the Government charged with the in n of claims under the act 
of July 4, 1864, entitled An act to restrict the j tion of the Court of Claims 


and to provide for the payment of certain demands for quartermasters' stores and 
subsistence supplies furnished to the Army of the United States," had acted frand- 
ulently and corruptly in the investigation and passage of such claims. 

eo of New York. Will the gentleman allow me for a mo- 
ment 

Mr. ROBESON. Certainly. 

Mr. COX, of NewYork. I desire to call the attention of the Speaker 
and the House to the fact Seng Ao preamble is necessary if you will 
only turn to clause 32 of Rule XI: 

The examination of the accounts and expenditures of the several departments 
of the Government and the manner of keeping the same; the economy, justness, 
and correctness of such expenditures; their conformity with appropriation laws ; 
the proper application of public moneys; the security of the Government against 
unjust and extravagant demands; retrenchment; the enforcement of the payment 
of moneys due to the United States; the economy and accountability of public 
officers; the abolishment of useless offices; the reduction or increase of the pay 
of officers, shall all be subjects within the jurisdiction of the eight standing com- 
mittees on the public expenditures in the several departments, as follows : A 

Then comes clause 35, “ in the War Department, to the Committee 
on Expenditures in the War Department.” 

All these various clauses cover the preamble; and when you refer 
this matter to that committee, that committee has already the power 
under our rules for that purpose. [Mr. ROBESON rose.] For every- 
thing except ae for persons and papers power is given. 

Mr. ROBESON. We undertake to charge our standing Commit- 
tee on Expenditures in the War Department with a special duty, 
and for that purpose to give them special and extraordinary powers. 
I wish to recite as foundation for the action of the House why we 
doit. Ido not wish to recite it in any terms which would embar- 
rass these gentlemen. I should be perfectly willing to say, whereas 
it has been publicly stated on the floor of this House by a member 
thereof that he thinks there is reason for this investigation. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Ah! if you put that in I have no objection. 

Mr. ROBESON. I am willing to do that. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I wish to say if the gentleman wants a pre- 
amble, for which I think there is no necessity under the rules, if 
he thinks it is needed, to put unusual responsibilities upon me, he 
is entirely welcome todo it; but when he undertakes to do it with- 
out precedent, and with some show of lack of courtesy and fairness, 
I then insist he shall put into my mouth in his preamble what he 
finds in the official record of the House. 
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Mr. ROBESON. The gentleman has no right to say, and upon 


reflection I am satisfied he will not say, that I have shown any lack 
ef courtesy. I know the gentleman will not say that, and I hope he 
will be slow in charging me with lack of courtesy toward him. I 
have too much regard for him to permit him, without interruption, 
to do himself an injustice, and I hope he will not do it, I merely 
recited the foundation of this case, and recited it with a declaration 
for which I am responsible, that I never will vote for or permit, if I 
can help it, any action by this House to give either any committees 
of this House or the House itself the right to strike individuals or 
make 7 assaults upon or interfere With the character or posi- 
tion of any American citizen, except upon some responsible and rea- 
sonable foundation. If man questions that position let him rise now 
in his place and question it. 

Mr, BLACKB I do that now. 

Mr. ROBESON. I do not hear what the gonkoman says, but I say 
I am willing to make the preamble to conform to the wishes of the 

entleman, reserving only the declaration of the authority in clear 
erms, and after that is done, if he is willing to accept the preamble, 
which I will again recite, ‘‘ whereas it has been publicl declared 
2 the floor of this House by a member thereof that he believes 
ere is reason to investigate the subject,” I will offer that and let 
his own resolution follow it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. So far as Iam concerned I have no objection 
if the matter were 8 to myself 

Mr. ROBESON. Then I insist upon the preamble, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then if the gentleman does I shall feel it 
incumbent upon me to make the point of order that the preamble is 
not in order under the rules of the House. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call back the attention of the 
House to this affair as it really stands before us; and in what I have 
to say I wish it to be distinctly understood that I have no reflection 
to make spon anybody. Every gentleman here acts upon his own 
responsibility, and apon his own sense of duty, but at the same time 
it is done subject to the opinion of mankind, 

Now, this y bill was introduced into this House several days 
ago, and the discussion be; upon this subject. But it was not 
until the closing hours of the debate that these charges were made 
against individuals. They seem to have been within the purview 
and suspicion of the committee for some time before, but they were 
not o y declared or presented in the House until the last closing 
moments of the debate. They were then pees pes by the gentleman 
from Kentucky upon his statement that he had evidence herein his 
desk, Thereupon, being asked for the evidence, being confronted 
with the request to produce it, the gentleman declined. As aspeci- 
men of one of these charges he held up a receipt signed by J. L. 
McFarland, which is given at length on the tenth page of the eighty- 
second number of the RECORD. Now, Mr. Speaker, not until that 
moment was this subject presented to this House, and it was then 
presented with the statement that McFarland was then and there, at 
the date of the signing of that receipt, a clerk in the Quartermaster’s 
Department. The gentleman went on tosay that he was, as he was 
informed, the chief clerk in the examining division of the department. 
Thereupon, afterward, his attention having been called tothatagain, 
he said he was not at that time a clerk there, but that he was a clerk 
in the Third Auditor’s department. 

Now, I am glad that there is going to be an investigation in refer- 
ence to this matter. Iam nag Boek ere has been any wickedness in 
connection with these claims, that it is to be probed to the bottom ; 
but I ee as a member of this House to express my regret that 
this matter was not brought up in the early part of the discussion 
of the bill, and to express my regret that proper opportunity was 
not given for that reason to meet it here as it would have been met 
upon the floor of this House. I desire to express my t, further, 
that this House was delayed in entering upon such an investigation 
until after the effect has been produced. In the infernal world it 
was castigat auditique, punish and then hear. This statement has 
been made and gone abroad to the country, these men have been cut 
ofl forbidden to be employed—and it was forbidden to be met at the 
time it was made, and now comes in the investigation. Iexpress my 
sincere regret that such should have been the course of the debate. 

But fi er, that the Third Auditor’s Office may be cleared with 
regard to this particular man, who seems to have been selected as a 
8 I will read myself a letter from the Third Auditor of the 

sury, which just within the last few moments has reached me: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, THIRD AUDITOR'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., April 7, 1882. 
Deak Sin: In the RECORD of yesterday I see that Hon. Mr. BLACKBURN exhib- 
ited a receipt executed April 13, 1875, by J. L. MeFarland for 5 per cent. fees in 
cases therein named, and followed b; stating that Mr. McFarland was then aclerk 
of the office of the Quartermaster-General, but soon-afterward changed his state- 
ment by declarin t Mr. McFarland was at that time a clerk in this office. Mr. 


tex's ent on the 30th day of June, 1874, and 
has since that date been en in the business as a claims attorney in this S 
Justice seems to require FTE. eee eee ge r . 
ment of facts which was given to Mr. BLACKBURN’S yar incorrect statements. If 
you can bring this information before the House, I be under obligations. 


Very respectfully, 
X E. W. KEIGHTLEY, Auditor. 
Hon. Tuomas B. REED, House of Representatives. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. And I have only to say, Mr. Speaker, that I 
am under obligations for that, too. 

I wish to say there was a poins of order pending opon that pro- 
vision of the 2 bill that looked to the transfer of these claims 
from these bureaus and divisions to the Court of Claims. As soon 
as that point of order was determined by the Chair, the RECORD will 
show that I promptly brought this matter to the attention of the 
House. It surely was not in order on a point of order to go into the 
merits of the question. As soon as the point of order was determined 


by the Chair I brought it up. 
Mr. REE But the question was discussed in the general debate 
freely and 


fully. 
LACKBURN. I will submit to the Chair whether the gen- 
tleman from Maine can properly take that view of the rule or not; 
and I submit to the ju ent of the House whether it would have 
been in order for me to have brought this matter into the debate, 
when the debate was confined to the point of order, 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Kentucky mistakes my point. 
In the general debate, on the first day this bill was brought up, I 
began to discuss this question and was replied to by the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. BurrERWoRTH.] No point of order had then been 


made. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am referring to the debate under tlie five- 
minute rule. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman evidently still misunderstands me. 
The pooto I make is, that this very thing had been under discussion 
for days before this statement was made. . 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And I never had heard of one of these cases 
until after that 8 debate when on Saturday these papers were 
given to me in corridor of the House; and the committee did 
not act upon them at all. I went tothe chairman of the committee 
and one or two gentlemen of the committee, the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. ROBESON] being one. That was on Saturday after the 
adjournment of the House and the general debate was over. How 
could I allude to the matter in that debate when I had not heard of 
it? Iam glad the gentleman has read that letter from the Third 
Anditor’s Office. 

Now, any party, Mr. McFarland or any one else, who feels he is hurt 
in this matter has only to employ the smallest amount of patience, and 
he will get exact, ee ee justice. I do not know Mr. McFar- 
land; I never saw him in my life. In stating he was employed in 
one of these offices I was proceeding on the information I had received. 
I did not know there were a number of these clerks involved in this, 
but simply stated what had been submitted to me. When I got that 
letter I did not know whether Mr. McFarland was in the office of 
the Quartermaster-General or the office of the Commissary-General, 
but when my attention was called to that point by a denial, some 

entleman said he was in the Third Anditor’s Office. I then stated 

was informed he was in the Third Auditor’s Office. The one was 
asresponsible as the other, for the claim had to go through that office. 
Now comes the statement that this receipt is dated in April, 1875, 
while Mr. McFarland’s services terminated some time in 1874. 

Mr. REED. The 30th of June, 1874. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Now, will the gentleman from Maine wait 
until this committee’s report of its investigation comes in, and see 
whether substantially any harm has been done to Mr. McFarland, 
and see whether the proof will not show that he was there and did 

ass upon every claim entered in that record, upon which he col- 
Vested is receipts, and that he was still an official when every one 
of these claims was passed on which he levied. 

Mr. REED. I care nothing for Mr. McFarland. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Neither do I. 

Mr. REED. I care . what becomes of him; but the 
regret I expressed was that the action of the House should have 
been influenced on grounds such as those now shown. 

Mr. PHISTER. I do not propose to say anything as to the merits 
of these charges: because I know nothing of them, except what could 
be gathered from the discussion the other day. I simply wish to say 
a Word as to the question in hand, the parliamentary aspect and 
proprie of this pranm or any preamble to the resolution. 

y co e, [Mr. BLACKBURN, ] under hisresponsibility as a mem- 
ber and in the performance of his duty, made certain statements upon 
alleged information as to improper practicesin tbe auditing of claims 
against the Government in a certain department. He accompanied 

ese with a declaration that he would, at the proper time, offer a 
resolution for the investigation of those e es. That, sir, became 
a matter of record. It is in the debates of that day in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD. Therefore that obviates the necessity of any pream- 
ble. That constitutes a sufficient foundation for a resolution for in- 
vestigation. But the preamble proposes to make hiin a prosecutor 
without his being able fully to furnish the evidence. Hisstatement 
was accompani with this explanation or condition, that if the fear 
of criminality was removed against those parties who would be the 
necessary witnesses to sustain the charges, the men who were placed 
under the pressure of buying the proper auditing of their claims from 
the department of the Government in question, the charges might, 
according to the information he had, be substantiated. 

Now, without giving my colleague the benefit of that condition as 


Mr. B 


to witnesses, it is p. by the preamble to this resolution to put 


him in the attitude of a prosecutor without furnishing him a proper 


Foo 


1882. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 2685 


opportunity to produce the evidence on which the charge was made. 

erefore it seems to me that there being a sufficient foundation for 
the resolution in the history of this debate, and in the announcement 
which was made that a resolution would be offered for the investiga- 
tion, the preamble is entirely unnecessary and useless and places my 
colleague in a position before the country not authorized by the facts. 

Mr. ROBESON was 5 575 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Wi 
tence? 

Mr. ROBESON. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I wish to say, while I concur with the view 
expressed by my colleague from Kentucky [Mr. PHISTER] and others, 
that the rule does not contemplate any preamble in a resolution like 
this, and no precedents can be found to warrant it in my short experi- 
ence, yet lwaiveall that, and passing by all technical obstacles I cheer- 


zed. 
è gentleman permit me a single sen- 


fully assume all the r ibility that pertains to me as having made 
this suggestion; and all I ask shall be that the gentleman from New 
Jersey shall make his preamble conform in language to my utter- 


ances as shown by the RECORD, 

Mr. ROBESON. I now yield to the gentleman from New York, 
LMr. est a 

Mr. HISCOC No one will regret more than I if the action of 
this House was influenced in a wrong direction by the statements 
and charges made by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. BLACK- 
BURN. 
When the legislation pro upon that appropriation bill, trans- 
ferring the jurisdiction of claims in the Quartermaster-Gencral’s and 
Commissary-General’s Departments to the Court of Claims under 
certain restrictions, was ruled out of order I accepted that ruling in 
the utmost faith. I then announced to the Committee of the 
Whole that I believed that establishment should be provided for 
specifically, that $200,000 annually should not be at the disposition 
of mi! bureau to be spent in an unrestricted manner. And I pledged 
myself, for one, that if Congress stood by the action of the commit- 
tee in changing that legislation, then the Committee on Appropria- 
tions would report in the proper appropriation bill a reasonable 
amount of money and a reasonable number of*clerks, with reason- 
able salaries, for the purpose. I made that pledge after consultation 
with leading members of the Committee on 8 I for 
one stand committed to that pledge, and I eve my associates 
upon that committee will regard themselves as committed to that 


© . 

é I T not for one believe that votes were secured upon this side of 
the House for the amendment which I proposed by reason of the 
alleged exposure which was made here, but rather by the pledge 
that was made that we would bring in here provisions for a ee 
organization of a force to examine and determine all these claims, 
and to do away witha e e e ower, subject to abuse as we 
believed, now vested in the heads of those two departments. 

I for one do not believe there has been any injustice done, and I 
think before we get through with it the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED] will recognize the fact that the Committee on Appropriations, 
so far as it committed itself to a given course, will redeem that pledge 
in letter and in spirit. 

Mr. ROBESON, I will myselfread a preamble which I believe vill 
not be subject to objection by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
BLACKBURN.] It is this: 

Whereas it hag been publicly declared by a member of this House in his place 
u the floor that there are reasonable grounds to believe that certain 


clerks, and agents have been guilty of corrupt practices in regard to the investi- 
gation and allowance of claims in the Quartermaster-General’s, Commissary-Gen- 
eral's, and Third Auditor's Offices : Therefore, 


If the gentleman from Kentucky will accept that preamble I will 
accept his resolution, 

2 gox of New York. Let the resolution to follow the preamble 
read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the resolution is the 
one offered by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. BLACKBURN, } 
zin the preamble just read by the gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. 

OBESON. 


Mr. ROBESON. That is correct. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the preamble and resolution 


as they have been modified. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas it has been publicly declared by a member of this House in his place 
upon the floor that there are reasonable s to believe that certain — — 
clerks, and agents have been yo’ of corrupt practices in regard to the investi- 
gation and allowance of claims in the Quartermaster-General's, Commissary-Gen- 
eral's, and Third Auditor's Offices: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on ditures in the War Department be 
instructed to inquire into and report to House what, if any, abuses exist or have 
existed in the adjudication of claims in Moe Quartermaster-General's Office, Com- 


ae s Office,and the uditor’s Office, together with such recom- 
dations as it may deem proper for the settlement of said claims; and for the 
purpose herein stated said shall have power to send for persons and 


papers, to administer oaths, and compel the attendance of witnesses. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I want to call the attention of the gentleman 
from New Jersey, [Mr. ROBESON, ] if I may have it for a moment, to 
the RECORD. My recollection is that the word “ officers” does not 
ap y — there at all, The words used were “officials, employés, 
And Clerks, 


Mr. ROBESON, Very well; I wili modify the preamble by using 


the words “officials, clerks, and agents.“ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is right. I am perfectly satisfied te 
accept the resolution and preamble as now offered by the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. ROBESON. I now call the previous question. 

Mr. COX, of New York. One moment. 

Mr. ROBESON, I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. COX, of New York. It has ired by the correspondence 
read here, it is alleged in that correspondence, that this elerk who 
was inculpated, I know not whether guilty or not, resigned his po- 
e and was not a clerk when he passed on these vouchers and 
claims. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Oh, no; not that. 
he receipted for the money. 

Mr. COX, of New York. When he receipted for the money he was 
not a clerk. Now under the rule which I read to the House a moment 
ago the Committee on Expenditures in the War Department has 
jurisdiction over all injustice or wrong or crime or irregularity con- 
nected with the disbursement of this money. Ishould like therefore 
to have inserted in the resolution a clause directing that the com- 
mittee shall act under the rule as well as under thisspecial resolution. 

I desire that for this reason: when these clerks are appointed, when 
they get control over these prn and get certain inside informa- 
tion as to claims against the Government, it is within the knowledge 
of members that they conveniently resign their places and enter upon 
the practice of law on the very information which they obtained 
while in office. Now, I think that the investigation ought to go so 
far as to make it appear to the public not only that these persons 
were clerks at the time but that obtaining these advantages from 
their position they resigned and made use of that information in the 
prosecution of these very claims. 

Mr. WHITE. Do not members of Congress do that very thing? 

Mr. COX, of New York. No, sir; not on this side of the House. 
(Laughter. 

Mr. ROBESON. I desire to say to the gentleman from New York 
that the committee of course will act under their general authority 
as well as under the special authority given them by this reselution. 

Mr. COX, of New York. If that is understood, I have no objection. 

Mr. ROBESON. With that statement I now demand the previous 
question on the preamble and resolution. 

The previous question was ordered ; and underthe eperation thereof 
the preamble and resolution were adopted. 

Mr. ROBESON moved to reconsider the We which the pream- 
ble and resolution were adopted; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 


Mr. GROUT. I ask unanimons consent to take from the Speaker's 
table for consideration at this time the bill (8. No. 354) for the relief 
of Mrs. Caroline Mott, administratrix of the estate of Danford Mott. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for, which isequiva- 
lent to an objection. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—MABSON VS. OATES. 


Mr. CALKINS. I rise to a question of the highest privilege. I 
submit the report of the Committee on Elections upon the contested- 
election case of Mabson vs. Oates, from the third district of Alabama. 
par the Clerk to read the resolution with which the report con- 
cludes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the contestant, A. A. Mabson, have leave to withdraw his papers 
without prejudice. 

Mr. CALKINS. I ask that the minority of the committee have 
leave to file their views in this case. I desire also to say that I am 
under obligation not to call this case up until after next Tuesday. 
Indeed, I Sa poat to be absent until that time. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. On behalf of a minority of the Com- 
mittee on Elections I ask leave to submit their views upon this case. 

The SPEAKER. The report of the majority, together with the 
views of the minority, will be printed; and the report will lie over 
to be called up hereafter. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment House bills 
of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2223) for the relief of Peter Gallagher; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 5665) appropriating $20,000 for the purchase and 
distribution of seeds, . 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. No. 308) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at 
the most accessible point within five miles above the city of Saint 
Louis, Missouri. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills and 


He was not a clerk when 
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a joint resolution of the following titles; in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested : 

A bill (S. No. 171) in relation to certain fees alowed registers and 
receivers ; 

A bill (8. No. 390) to amend section 3362 of the Revised Statutes, 
ee to the tax on a tobacco; 


(S. No. 613) to fix the day for the meeting of electors of Presi- 
dent and Vice-President and to provide for and regulate the countin, 
of the votes for President and Vice-President and the decision o: 

nestions arising thereon ; - 

A bill (S. No. 726) granting the right of way to the county of Anne 
Arundel, in the State of Maryland ugh the United States Gov- 
ernment grounds near the city of Anna is, Maryland ; 

A bill (S. No. 1190) for the relief of diplomatic and consular offi- 
eers of the United States; 

A bill (S. No. 1230) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
erect a public building in the city of Key West, Florida; 

A bill (S. No. 1558) to amend section 2569 of the Revised Statutes 
in relation to appraisers at the port of New Orleans, Louisiana; 

A bill (S. No. 1582) to amend the statutes in relation to Pe big. onl 

A bill (S. No. 1592) fixing the salary of the surveyor of the port 
of New Orleans; 

A bill (S. No. 31) for the relief of the Sone & Fleming Manufact- 
uring Company, (limited,) of the city of New York ; 

A bill (S. No. 168) for the relief of B. F. Rockefellow ; 

A bill (S. No. 281) to confirm the title to certain lands in Platte 

issouri, and to authorize patents to be issued therefor to 
. Cecil; 

A bill (S. No. 486) for the relief of Albert Grant; 

A bill (S. No. 675) for the relief of Thomas J. League; 

A bill 8 No. 692) for the relief of William L. Adams; 

A bill (S. No. 964) for the relief of Joseph C. Irwin; 

A bill (S. No. 999) for the relief of P. L. Ward, widow and execu- 
trix of William Ward, deceased ; 

A bill (S. No. 1035) to authorize the 5 of the Interior to 
settle the claims of S. W. Marston, late United States Indian agent 
at Union agency, Indian Territory, for services and expenses; 

1278) for the correction of the military record of 


Joint resolution (S. No. 18) eee e of the official letter- 
books of the executive department of the State of North Carolina to 
be furnished to said State. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. KASSON. I move to dispense with the morning hour. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope that will not be done. It is desirable that 
bills ready to be repo: should be presented nuw, so that they may 
be acted upon to-night. 

Mr. KASSON. I asked the chairman of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and other gentlemen, touching the condition of business, 
and understood there was no necessity for a morning hour. 

Mr. RANDALL. I know there are several bills ready to be re- 
poned; and if not received they cannot be considered at the session 

night. 

ig KASSON. If this motion is adopted I will give way to such 
re Š 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 60, noes 39. 

So (two-thirds not having voted in the affirmative) the motion was 


disagreed to. 
MORNING HOUR. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for 
reports (this being Friday) of a private nature. 

J. J. COFFEY AND REBECCA S. LEWIS. 

Mr. DEUSTER, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
back the bill (H. R. No. 2638) for the relief of J. J. Coffey and Re- 
becca S. Lewis, mother of Burge Rawle Lewis; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PETER JUDGE. 

Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 5682) to correct the military record of Peter Judge; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MELVIN SEWARD, 

Mr. STEELE also, from the same committee, reported back the bill 
(H. R. No. 2799) for the reliefof Melvin Seward; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CAPTAIN ROBERT G. SMITHER. 


Mr. STEELE also, from the same committee, reported back ad- 
versely the bill (H. R. No. 2287) for the relief of Captain Robert G. 
Smither ; which, on motion of Mr. CALKINS, was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the adverse 
report ordered to be printed. 

ORVILLE BURKE, 


Mr. STEELE also, from the same committee, re rted back ad- 
versely the bill (H. R. No. 1348) for the relief of Orville Burke ; which 


was laid on the table, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 
CHARLES EDWARDS. 

On motion of Mr. STEELE, by unanimous consent, the Committee 
on eat! Affairs was discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 1481) for the relief of Charles Edwards, and the 
same was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


SIMON F. LAURISH. 


On motion of Mr. STEELE, by unanimons consent, the Committee 
on 1 1 757 Affairs was discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 1482) for the relief of Simon F. Laurish, and the 
same was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


WARREN L. FISH. 


Mr. SKINNER, from the Committee on Patents, reported a bill (H. 
R. No. 5683) for the relief of Warren L. Fish; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. ` 

ELISABETH BRAY. 

Mr. PETTIBONE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. No. 4101) for the relief of Elisabeth Bray ; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
tise Calendar, and, with the accompaying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

LEWIS BLUNDIN. 

Mr. JOYCE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back the bill (H. R. No. 1462) granting a pension to Lewis Blundin ; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
T RYOR Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

EMMA A. PORCH. 

Mr. JOYCE also, from the same committee, reported back the bill 
(H. R. No. 4877) for the relief of Emma A. Porch ; which was referrred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

NEWTON BOUTWELL. 

Mr. JOYCE also, from the same committee, reported, as a substi- 
tute for House bill No. 3127, a bill (H. R. No. 5684) granting a pen- 
sion to Newton Boutwell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and. with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA HUDSON. 


Mr. JOYCE also, from the same committee, reported back the bill 
(H. R. No. 1554) granting a pension to Eliza Hudson; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. JOYCE also, from the same committee, reported back adversely 
bills of the following titles; which were laid on the table, and the 
9 reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2715) granting a pension to Lewis B. Cook; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3129) granting a pension to James O’Hanlan. 

ST. CLAIR A. MULHOLLAND. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (S. No. 699) ting 
a pension to St. Clair A. Mulholland; which was ref to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH F. RICE. 

Mr. BROWNE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back the bill (H. R. No. 5018) granting a pension to Elizabeth F. 
Rice; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

KATE WILHARLITZ. 

Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on Invalid are Sr 
Ported back the bill (H. R. No. 2910) granting a pension to Kate 

ilharlitz; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

KUNIGUNDA A. MILLER. 


Mr. CALDWELL also, from the same committee, reported back the 


bill (H. R. No. a eee relief to the heirs of Kunigunda A. 
Miller; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 


the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 
GEORGE J. WEBB. 
Mr. RICE, of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. No. 2349) granting an increase of pension 
to Geo J. Webb; which was referred to the Committee of the 


Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 
PATRICK SULLIVAN. 
Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported back 
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the bill (H. R. No. 1878) for the relief of Patrick Sullivan; which was | and 1868; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 


2 to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
ARTHUR W, IRWING. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported back 
the bill (H. R. No. 3048) granting a pension to Arthur W. Irwing; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


SOLOMON J. GRISSON. 
Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported back 
the bill (H. R. No. 485) granting a pension to Solomon J. Grisson ; 


which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


JACOB R. M’FARREN. 


Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported back 
the bill (H. R. No. 369) granting a pension to Jacob R. McFarren ; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


HENRY STRAWBRIDGE. 


Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (S. No. 240) granting an 
increase of Pension to Henry Strawbridge; which was refe: to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL MARION. 


Mr. DAWES also, from the same committee, reported back the bill 
(H. R. No. 1243) granting a pension to Michael Marion; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


JAMES B. WHITE, 


Mr, DAWES also, from the same committee, reported back the bill 
(H. R. No. 1341) granting a pension to James B. White; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. DAWES also, from the same committee, reported back with an 
adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 2920) granting a pension 
to Patrick Crane, and the bill (H. R. No. 1264) granting a pension to 
Adaline G. Haskins; which were severally laid on the table, and 
the accompanying reports ordered to be printed. 


LOUIS GROVERMAN. 


Mr. DAWES also, from the same committee, reported back the bill 
(H. R. No, 2554) granting a pension to Louis Groverman, with the 
recommendation that said committee be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that the same be referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

The recommendation was agreed to. 


NATHANIEL J. COFFIN. 


Mr. RAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. No. 3000) granting a pension to 
Nathaniel J. Coffin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

EMILY C. ATCHISON, 


Mr. CULLEN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back the bill (H. R. No. 4188) granting a pension to Emily C. Atchi- 
son, with the recommendation that said committee be discharged from 
its further consideration, and that the same be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

The recommendation was agreed to. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. WEBBER, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
with adverse recommendations the following bills; which were sever- 
ally ie on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be 
printed: 

The bill Gl. R. No. 2715 granting a pension to H. H. Hix; 
The bill (H. R. No. 4718) granting a pension to Elizabeth Hamil- 


n 

‘The bill (H. R. No. 2895) for the relief of Marion Fenwick; 

The bill Kl. R. No. 4110) for the relief of Rebecca ey $ 

The bill (H. R. No: 2378) for the benefit of Mrs. Elvira Kidd ; and 
The bill (H. R. No. 3201) granting a pension to Sarah J. Stone. 

y THOMAS ALLCOC RK. 

Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, Sy Sekai back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 1188) granting 
a ponai to Thomas Allcock ; which was referred to the Committee 

the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

s JOHN BEATTIE, JR. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. No. 2947) to reimburse 
William Beattie and James Beattie, įr., for expenditures in the con- 
struction of light-houses and sea-walls during the years 1866, 1867, 


to 


on the Private Calendar, and the amendment and report ordered to 
be printed. 
ROBERT C. MURPHY. 

Mr. HILL, from the Committee on Claims, ab e a bill (H. R. 
No. 5685) for the relief of Robert C. Murphy; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN D, MUNNERLYN, 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 2853) for 
the relief of John D. Munnerlyn; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole Honse on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM A. GAVETT. 


Mr. PEELLE, from the Committee on Claims, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for House bill No. 1577, a bill (H. R. No. ) for the relief 
of William A. Gavett; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the amendment and 
report ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF CITIZENS OF TENNESSEE. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on Claims, submitted a sup- 
lemen report on the bill (H. R. No, 1633) heretofore reported 
or the relief of certain citizens of Tennessee, of Bedford, Ruther- 

erford, and other counties; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. JADWIN, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with adverse recommendations the following petitions; and the same 
wero aia on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be 
printed: 

The petition of Mrs. Sarah E. Norton ; and 

The petition of Anthony R. Fraser. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
withadverse recommendations the following petitions; and they were 
severally laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered 
to be printed: 

The petition of John Osborn, of Rapides parish, Lonis#&ina; and 

The petition of Mary C. Shields, of Benton County, Missouri. 

Mr. HOLMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with adverse recommendations the following; and they were sever- 
oy ser on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be 
printed : 

A bill (H. R. No, 2348) for the relief of W. G. Raymond ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 504) for the relief of W. C. Young, sr.; and 

The petition of Mrs. Julia A. Duncan. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on the Library, reported back 
with adverse reeommendations the following bills; and they were 
„ on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to 

e printed: 7 

A bill (H. R. No. 518 for the relief of J. H. Merrill; and 
k rely (H. R. No. 5122) for a monument in honor of the captors of 

ndré, 

MONUMENT TO THOMAS JEFFERSON. 


Mr. GEDDES. I am also instructed by the Committee on the Li- 

bay to report back with a favorable recommendation the joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 175) providing for the erection of a monument 
over the 1 9 6 of Thomas Jefferson. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think the matter of the erec- 
tion of a monument is of a private nature. This resolution should 
properly go to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union; but it is not in order under this call. 

Mr. GEDDES. I withdraw the report for the present. 


JAMES B. WHITE, 


Mr. PEELLE. I am directed by the Committee on Claims to ask 
unanimous consent that the bill (H. R. No. 289) for the relief of James 
B. White, now on the Private Calendar, be taken from that Calendar 
and recommitted to the committee for further consideratien. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

PENSIONERS. 


Mr. McCOID, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. Ne. 
5687) to prevent espoinage of pensioners of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. This bill will be referred to the Committee on 
the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. n 

Mr. McCOID. I desire to have it referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

The SPEAKER, It is a general bill, as the Chair understands, 
not an individual bill, and therefore should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Select Committee on the 
Faymens of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be 
printed. 


MISSISSIPPI LEVEES. 
Mr. DUNN, by unanimous consent, presented the following peti- 
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tion; which was referred to the Committee on Levees and Improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River, and ordered to be printed in the 
REcoRD: 


Ann 


the Senate and of the 
House ives i 


in the Congress of the United States: 
vate ci resident in the 


country for near years, inspec- 
tion of the extent of the overflows, including the years 1850 to the present one of 
1882, and rengan of near 5 3 whose destiny for weal or woe 
depends upon pursued in 


States of America, for the present system of State and district control has proved 
destructive mutually to every op district and State rised in this exten- 
ht secured to every State and citizen of the United 
ed in clause of the Constitution which makes it the duty 
commerce between the States, I ask it under that clause 
ves j tion to the Supreme Court of the United States in all contro- 
Hacer Le seats OEN with that iira — the ere e e gives 
to Congress the power to pass all necessary laws to carry ex ion the 
complaint: the States of Arkansas, 


cially granted powers. Now, here is m 
sipp’ cod Loulstena, have adopted sof leveeing that are mutually destruct- 
ive of one another, and their mo of earth an unprejudiced observer 


ea 

more of breastworks and fortifications from which they may hurl missiles of 

destruction on each other than ers in works of mutual defense. 
Here I appeal to the logic of facts and history to substantiate my complaint: 
First, as a matter of history, I refer to the overflows of the years 1850, 1867, and 


these 
. 
tended into the 5 months. What was the cause of this excess 3 
It seems plain to your petitioner, the cause was very manifest, to wit: a levee 
been thrown across the mouth of the Yazoo Pass and dammed up the vast bodies 
-of waters that flowed into Saint Francis River bottom by way of the sunken landd 
above New Madrid until they tore loose the levees at Helena and below Helena 
and across the White, the Arkansas, and Red River bottoms, sloping — 


creased damages 
the overflow of 1850; but Pope at the time those levees below commenced to 
way the levee at the mouth of the Yazoo Pass broke, and those waters took their 
accustomed and natural courses and channels by the way of the Cold Water, Tal- 
ehatche, and Yazoo River bottoms to the bluffs at Vicks ; thence across the 
river through lakes and sloughs, their natural reservoirs and courses, to the Gulf 
ee ge No portion of the country on either side of the river was permanently 


We now come to compare the overflow of 1867 with the overflow of 1882, The 
rains poured and waters fered tein | through these sunken lands into the Saint 
Francs Ri but this 


the Yazoo Pass had been ere frame 
regular beaver- dam style, as I am informed, that bid def- 
ance to the proud waves of the Mississi 
pene 4 bor 2 
as though, 
ample order. First 

azoo Pass, until the whole 


5 destru: 
which they had been diverted by this closing o: 
cksburgh is but a waste and 


a 
up both above and below the Yazoo Pass fn that 
portion of country about four feet above that of 1867. 
The history of the world gives no such precedent of length, breadth, and dura- 
tion, as well as violence and destructiveness of overflows as is 4257555 by this, 
except we receive the turning of the river Ganges by the elder Cyrus, which 
sacred record informs us desolated one of the fairest, most populous and fruitful 

. closing the natural outlet for the overfi 

my humble opinion this permanently e on ‘or the overflow 
5 the Miss —— i River will ore as permanent if not as completean inj ury 
to the interests of the issippi Valley below Memphis as the g of the 
river Ganges from its natural course proved to its valley, and the only reason the 
destruction is 1 as of the river ges is the elder Cyrus 
plugged ae the main l of the river Ganges, which was the outlet of its cus- 
tomary usual water, and in this ease we are closing the outlets of the extra- 
ordinary overflows. 

Your petitioner would present an additional reason for asking your honorable 
bodies to turn the government and control of this leveeing system of the Missis- 
sippi River to the Government of the United States, to wit: this Pandora’s box of 
reclaiming the waste an owed lands of the Mississippi Valley was oer 
the Government of the United States to the several States, and out of which has 
flown all our evils in this matter. S enchanted the States to allow them to 

this Pandora's box, they, the s ors, undertaking to confine the Missis- 
Pe sae River within its narrow channel in consideration of transfer of said overflowed 
lands to them b 
of States and 
bottom country in a common ruin by 
the amount in dollars and 


WM. M. MAYO. 
LIGHT ON CHICAGO WATER-WORKS, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 186) authorizing the erection of a light on the 
tower of the Chicago water-works crib, Chicago, Illinois; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I rise to a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will submit it. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I send up to the Clerk’s desk a report from 
the committee of conference. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The undersi conferees on the part of the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives in regard to Senate bill No, 308, entitled A bill to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri River at the most accessible point within five 


miles above the city of Saint Charles, Missouri,” beg leave to submit the following 


t ha met and duly considered the a involved in the action of the 
two Houses as to the amendment made by the House of Representa- 
tives to section 2 of the we recommend that amendment be concurred in 


by the Senate, and to remove possible doubt in 
3 rd at 


for passengers 
arin sari 
theowners of said 


Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman sepsis what is the action 
recommended by the conference committee 

Mr. WASHB . This is a Senate bill 5 70 which the House put 
an amendment similar to an amendment which has been put upon 
every such bill thus far, poe that the rate of toll over the 
bridge for passengers and freight should not be in excess of what 
it is over other portions of the road. The Senate disagreed to that 
amendment, and the conference was upon that question. There is 
another section in the bill which provides that any other railroad 
may use this bridge. In the conference the amendment which was 
put on in the House was allowed to stand, but was qualified by insert- 
ing a provision that in case of any other railroad using the bridge 
the price for such use should not be governed by this amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. The transportation of mails and troops over the 
bridge has not been interfered with. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Not at all. 

The report of the committee of conference was adopted. 

Mr. WASHBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. KASSON. I now call for the regular order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to test the sense of the House on a priv- 
ileged motion, that when the House adjourns to-day it be to meet 
on Monday next. LAD dewey aire arran t can be made 
to that effect, that to-morrow shall be assigned for debate only on 
the tariff-commission bill. There are a number of gentlemen who 
desire to speak npon the subject, and unless we give a ey 25 two 
days or more to debate in this way they will not be able to be heard, 
as I understand that toward the end of next week a vote will be 
taken on the bill. 

Mr. KASSON. I will have no objection to assigning to-morrow 
for debate on the tariff-commission bill. 

r. RANDALL. Then I ask unanimous consent for that papon: 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the proposition e by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. McKENZIE. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I move that when the House adjourns 
to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. KELLEY. I will renew the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. RANDALL,] that to-morrow be given to debate 
on the tariff-commission bill. : 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is absolutely n that the Committee on 
Appropriations have the attention of the House on Monday next to 
consider the amendments of the Senate to the Post-Office appro- 

riation bill. I therefore renew the request that to-morrow be 
evoted to debate only on the tariff-commission bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 1 a pause. ] The 
Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. KASSON. I now call for the regular order. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to submit a resolution for reference. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for, which is the mo- 
tion of eid ashen from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] that private busi- 
ness for ay be dispensed with. 

Mr. KASSON. Iwill withdraw that motion and submit a motion 
that the House now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar, and ask that that motion be voted down. 

Mr. PEELLE. I hope it will not be voted down. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Is it necessary that a motion shall 
be made to go into Committee of the Whole on the Private Calen- 
dar? The rules provide that that shall be done on Friday. 

The SPEAKER. The practice is to submit such a motion. f 

Mr. WHITE. Then I move thatthe House now resolve itself into 
Committee-of the Whole on the Priyate Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. Thatisthe pending motion, made by the gentle- 
man from Iowa, [Mr. Kasson. ] 

Mr. KASSON. And I ask that the motion be voted down, after 
which I will move that the House resolve itselfinto Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union for the purpese of proceeding with 
the consideration of the tariff-commission bill. 

The question was taken Me ae the motion to go into Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar; and upon a division there were 
ayes 24, noes 58, 
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Mr. WHITE. I make the point that no quorum has voted. The 
regular order is the consideration of the Private Calendar; and we 
ought to proceed larly. 
o SPEAKER. e question is not debatable. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Wuire and Mr. Kasson were 
appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 26, noes 89. 

Mr. WHITE. It is very clear that a majority is against me, and 
wants to go on with the consideration of the tariff-commission bill, 
not to proceed regularly. I do not make the point that no quorum 
has voted. 
So the motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
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Whole House for the consideration of the Private Calendar was not 


agreed to. 
LANDS IN SAN MATEO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA, 

Mr. PACHECO, by unanimons consent, presented the views of a 
minority of the Committee on Private Land Claims upon the bill 
(H. R. No. 75) to authorize the correction of the boundaries of certain 
lands in San Mateo County, California; which were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Japwin, for one week, on account of sickness in his 
family ; 

To Mr. HEWITT, of New York, until Tuesday next; and 

To Mr. BRUMM, until Tuesday next, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

TARIFF COMMISSION. 

Mr. KASSON. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, to resume the 
consideration of the tariff-commission bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House onthe state of the Union, (Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
2315) to provide for the appointment of a commission to examine 
and investigate the question of the tariff and internal-revenue laws. 

Mr. HASKELL. . Chairman, the necessity of a revision of our 

resent tariff has already been admitted on all sides of this House. 

hat there are incongruities and defects in it is not denied. There is 
no issue, then, between the majority and the minority side of the 
House upon that question, no matter how carefully gentlemen may 
try to make it appear to the contrary. 

“But the question whether the revision of the tariff shall result in 
a tariff for revenue only,” according to the Democratic doctrine, 
or that when revised the tariff shall remain as it now is, a protective 
tariff, is unmistakably an issue, as the recent debates in this House 
clearly show. Whether the work of a complete revision shall be 
commenced at once by the Committee on Ways and Means or de- 
layed until a report shall be made by the commission provided for 
in this bill, is also an issue. The arguments in favor of a full and 
careful investigation of the present tariff, its defects, and the proper 
remedies therefor, are to my mind unanswerable. 

No nation save ours ever attempted to make a tariff through the 
action of a legislative committee, unaided by the most careful in- 
vestigation at the hands of experts and practical men from beyond 
the council chamber of the nation; and no tariff system that this 
nation ever had was ever revised and lowered, as it is to be expected 
this tariff will be lowered in many places, without incident disaster 
to our industries. The Republican party, as represented in this 
House, propose to revise the tariff. They pro to do it well; and 
more, their purpose is, that when it shall have been revised it will 
be left in effect and in name a protective tariff, free from unjust 
crndities if ible, but with every industry in the land unharmed. 

The Republican party has for twenty-two years been attending 
strictly to the well-being of this nation, and with remarkable suc- 
cess, ‘The representatives of that party on this floor do not purpose 
to botch and bungle this tariff work by hurried and ill-advised ac- 
tion. And they do not expect to be compelled to this work by the 
clamor either of open enemies or of insincere friends. A few plain 
words may not be out of place here and now. We know perfectly 
well that a disciple of a tariff for “revenue only” feels entirely con- 
fident of his ability to revise a tariff once a day if need be. All in 
the world he has to do is to“ knife“ it; for he knows that if he can 
secure a flood of imports, even though they come in over the prostrate 
industries of the nation, he will secure the needed revenue; and he 
is careless of any other result. 

Mr. Chairman, I have stood by the table of a surgeon while he 
operated upon an excrescence on the neck of a patient. I have seen 

e 54 blade sink deeper and deeper into the quivering flesh 
until the white arteries through which pulsated the red tide of life 
lay bare and beating beneath the edge of the instrument. There are, 
we admit, excrescences on the neck of our tariff system. We propose 
to put to it the knife of tariff reform; we propose to lay bare the 

uivering arteries of national industrial life; but we propose that 
the instrument used shall be an instrument worthy a surgeon’s skill. 
We will not put a cheese-knife into the neck of our industries. I 
therefore heartily favor this bill providing for a commission that will 
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ther the facts needed for a thorough and complete revision of the 
Kariff. It is claimed that the advocates of this tariff commission are 
only disgnising their real intent, which is to delay all action. I speak 
for myself; I represent only myself; but in committee and on this 
floor it is my purpose to do whatever lies in my power, after having 
provided for this commission, to which for the present shall be re- 
mitted the idea of general revision, to correct the most glaring faults 
and conspicuously unjust provisions of the tariff, and to do it at 
onee. Let us hope that if such a bill as this—a bill that the com- 
mittee will have time to consider carefully—comes before the House, 
our Democratic friends will not put in the way of its passage any 
possible obstruction. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this bill is not the paramount issue to-day. 
The American policy of protection of American labor is on trial here 
to-day. Tariff for protection on the one hand, or free trade, or ‘‘ tariff 
for revenue only” on the other hand, is the issue to-day, and I have 
somewhat on my mind in this connection that I would gladly utter 
here to-day. 

I stand here for the workingmen of America. I stand here to plead 
not for the glory and 1 of the State, but for the ha 
piness and welfare of the individual. If protection will not aid 
securing that happiness and that welfare of the individual, then I 
am against it. If it will aid largely the well-being of the citizen, 
then I am for it. 


THE SCIENCE OF ASSUMPTIONS. 


My venerable friend in front of me [Mr. KELLEY] has denominated 
free trade most righteously “the science of assumptions.” He 

iven it a fit and propor name. My distinguished friend from New 

ork [Mr. HewrrT] the other day in his speech on this floor made it 
apparent that the advocates of ‘a tariff for revenue only” were deal- 
ing entirely in the “science of assumptions.” Said Mr. HEwrTT—and 
here is his maxim, here is his political economic idea drawn, I sup- 
pose, from the writings of some wise theorists—said Mr. HEWITT, “I 
assert that legislation cannot create value, nor can it determine the 
rate of wages,” and upon that proposition he proceeds to build an 
argument. But before he has p ed down a column ofthe RECORD 
four inches of space, I find, instead of adhering to his declaration 
that legislation cannot determine the rate of wages, he proceeds to 
enter into an elaborate argument that tariff a ine has reduced 
wages. And I submit to him, in view of the ble answer given 
on this floor the other day by my friend from Ohio, [Mr. McKINLEY, ] 
I submit to the gentleman from New York, in reply to his assump- 
tion, this conundrum: if legislation can reduce wages why is it not 
possible that wise legislation may raise wages? 

I propose, Mr. Chairman, to put before this committee no theory 
of political economy, to utter no abstract formulas drawn from books, 
bat Ido propose this day to lay before the House and the coun 
a few hard, stubborn facts, and I will let the logic of the facts wor 
out theirown argument upon the judgment of men. Turning our 
eyes backward over the last twenty years what do we see f We see 
for the first time almost in the history of this nation the balance of 
trade turned heavily in our favor. e see our exports increasing 
year by year and larger than this nation ever made before. We see 
more plows made, we see more reapers, more mowers, and better 
tools than the nation ever saw manufactured before or since it was 
organized. We see an enormous extension of railroad facilities, 
cheapness of transportation, new and beneficent inventions spring- 
ing ont of every workshop. We see increased immigration to our 
shores, showing that the nation is more attractive to the foreigner 
than ever before. Six hundred and sixty-nine thousand foreigners 
have sought our shores im the last year, a larger number ey - 
dreds of thousands than ever came before. 

In the language of Mr. Hewitt himself, we see an almost incon- 
ceivable advancein wealth, Weare growing richer, says Mr. HEW- 
ITT, at the rate of two and a half millions perday, more farms opened, 
more houses and barns built, more newspa established, more books 
. and read, more carpets on the floors, better furniture in the 

ouses, more happiness, more wealth, more prosperity, greater intelli- 
gence among the workingmen; and yet in these twenty years of pro- 
tection, with these facts standing before us and standing before the 
ntleman from New York uncontradicted and uncontroverted by 
im, he suddenly discovers that ‘‘ access to the open markets of the 
world for our manufactured products is essential to the continu- 
ance of our 3 His second assumption in the science of 
assumptions 

I as earnestly desire a free and open access to the markets of the 
world as Mr. Hewirr. It is a consummation most devoutly to be 
wished. But we never had such an “access” to the markets of the 
world as we have had during the last twenty years. Never. We 
never had such an “access” to the open markets of the world during 
all the days of a tariff for revenue only; and yet Mr. HEWITT sud- 
denly awakens to the assumed fact that if by some means our ‘ access” 
to the open markets of the world is not speedily improved the pros- 
perity of the nation, which has come to us without this to-be-desired 
improved access, will suddenly desert us; and the access“ he de- 
sires is to be obtained by tariff-for-revenue legislation, that in past 
years left our agricultural products to rot for want of a market. 

What does my friend mean when he speaks of access to the open 
markets of the world? Is there between the western farmer who 
grows his wheat and corn, who produces his beef and pork—between 
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* 
farmer and the southern farmer, and the markets of the 
g but a direct and open road? Is it not a road over 
t hundred millions’ worth of our produce has traveled 
e year? Is there any bar laid down between the farmer 
and the open markets of the world? Is there any barrier between 
the manufacturer of this country and the open markets of the world? 
Pick out any place, any bed of iron ore, for instance, within the 
limits of this country—whether it be the Tron Mountain in Missouri, 
or a bed of iron in Pennsylvania—place beside that mass of raw ma- 
terial your capitalist; let them stand there, capital and material, side 
by side. The capitalist hires his labor and transforms that iron ore 
inte a form of manufactured product. He hires labor and presses it 
further on; hires labor and makes it into still other and varied forms, 
He fills his warehouse with the productsof American skill and indus- 
try—of American toil. There is nothing between that raw material of 
this country and the capitalist and the open markets of the world, 
except the money paid to the American workingman! You may 
debate the tariff question from one side to the other, obscure the 
question as you may with all sophistry, and when you are through 
you come back to this simple plain proposition that the whole fabric 
of national industry is based upon human labor and nothing less. 
Does the honorable gentleman from New York, [Mr. HEWITT, ] in 
his declaration that to continue the present prosperity we must have 
“better access to the open markets of the world,” purpose to say 
that we must reduce the price of labor, reduce the wages of our 
workingmen lower and lower until the American manufacturer can 
compete with the e ee laborers of Europe and overcome them? 
Is that his proposition? This s prosperity my friend from New York 
thinks is in no way due to the tariff; and further, he said if we 
shall fail to deal with this question—this question of tariff reform— 
now and at once, “it is inevitable that we will soon be relegated to 
the condition of suffering in which we found ourselves during the 
trying eras of 1873”-and 1857. The tariff, by a vague and circuitous 
method of ent, he thus tries to determine was the occasion of 
the panic of 1873. 


THE PANIC OF 1878. 

Panics spring from overstrained credit, nothing else; nothing more 
and nothing less. When men womi their business upon a credit to 
such an extent that they involve themselves so heavily that they 
cannot meet their obligations, cannot meet just demands upon them, 
they are laying the foundation of a panic; and the panic of 1873 no 
more had its origin in the tariff system of the United States than it 
did in the cold of the winter that preceded it. 

The panic of 1873 was a railroad panic. We built railroads by the 
hundreds and thousands of miles, and they were unproductive. We 
poured out our capital in their construction like water; from these 

t iron tramways we received not a cent in immediate return. 

e might as well have dug post-holes on our western prairies and 

oured into them our capi By and by the end came. The ma- 
facing bonds had to be met, and the panic of 1873 was upon us. 

That, Mr, Chairman, was the American feature of the panic of 1873; 
but, in addition to that, and as another factor among the causes of 
that panic, the whole world was prostrated as well as ourselves. 

Mr. BAYNE. Would it interrupt the gentleman from Kansas to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. HASKELL. Not at all. 

Mr. BAYNE. I must dissent from one proposition of my friend 
who thinks the tariff rates have nothing to do with panics in this 
country. And I submit to him for his consideration this inquiry: 
whether or not low rates of duty which invite large importations 
and which cause consequently large exportations of the precious 
metals, has not the effect of creating panics in this country by reduc- 
ing the circulating medium ? 

. HASKELL. Certainly; but the gentleman will observe that 

I was speaking of the present tariff. Certainly, if the tariff should 

be lowered to such a rate that it would invite commodities and prod- 

ucts of cheap labor in foreign countries, and our manufacturers should 

thereby be driven out of business, our industries be destroyed, of course 

it would produce a panic. But I refer to the tariff laws as they now 
stand, and covering the period of 1873 to 1878. 

The tariff did not produce the panic of 1873. These railroads were 
built in spite of the tariff and not because of it. If we accept the 
free-trade ips Scat the tariff is a tax, the tariff made every pound 
of railroad iron higher and higher; the tariff made every locomotive 
cost more and more. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Was not that the reason the railroads cost so 
much more money ? 

Mr. HASKELL, Admitting the argument of our free-trade friends, 
that was the result. If their argument is true the tariff was a great 
mountain and bar between railroad building and the capitalist, and 
in spite of it the capitalist pushed on over it, expended his money in 
it, and finally went down. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Too much money by reason of the tariff. 

Mr. HASKELL. The tariff, if our friend’s free-trade argument is 
correct, ought to have repressed railroad building, and saved us the 


panic of 1873. 
FEARS FOR THE FUTURE. 
The tariff cannot raise wages, hut it can reduce them, says the free- 
trader. The tariff 8 the panic of 3 or at least it 
Was partly responsible for it, says the free-trader. But as to the 
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rosperity of 1880, the building of new mills, the opening up of new 
1 by the stimulus the tariff gives them, in no . 
utes to the prosperity of the country, says the free-trader. The tariff 
builds mills and factories inlarge numbers. They have been and are 
now busy, paying the largest wages known to the world, and yet the 
tariff adds 9 our prosperity, says the free-trader. The tariff 
builds mills and them with employés. They are to-day making 
money and saving it, both employer and employed, But the pros- 
perity that all this implies, the springing up of new industries, the 
increased rate of wages produced by this competition for labor, the 
free-trader says, is inno wise to be placed to the credit of the tariff. 

Access to markets abroad will save us from the disasters that are 
conjured only from the busy brain of the ge pg i There will 
come upon us, says the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Hewitt, j by 
and by in the far-off future, unutterable disaster. We never exported 
so much in all our history as now; never had such an access to for- 
eign markets as now; never could ship our goods across the seas so 
cheaply as now, never in all the days of tariff for revenue only; yet 
my friend from New York insists, in spite of all the advantages of 
to-day, that the only thing that will save us from this great disaster 
in the fature is a better access to the markets of the world and a re- 
turn to “a tariff for revenue only.” To me at least, Mr. Chairman, 
these assumptions of the free-trader in the presence of the logic of 
facts as presented to us are grotesque in their absurdity. 

Says Mr. HEWITT, in the conclusion of his speech, looking for- 
ward to this far-off time in the future when „the general occurrence 
of strikes and lockouts will come, when a large standing army will 
be demanded by public opinion and conceded by Congress”—away 
off in this gloomy future 

The sacred privileges of individual citizens will be lost in the general demand 
made for a 7 government, and all that freedom has gained by the heroic strug- 

al 


les of our forefathers for a hundred years and by our resistance to tyranny for 
centuries, will be put in peril. 

With every fact against him, every piece of statistics refuting him; 
twenty years of unexampled success mocking him, the unrival 
prosperity of the country jonne at him, Mr. HEWITT, crazy with 
apprehension, rushes out from behind the bursting granaries of the 
West, out from behind the busy mills of the East, and raising his 
voice above the whir of the spindle and the roar of the furnace fire, 
shouts to us this warning,“ All the liberties that our forefathers bat- 
tled for will be putin peril” unless we adopt a tariff for revenue only. 
Shall we change radically the whole system of legislation under which 
these twenty years of prosperity have come to us, and during which 
the country has made such gigantic strides in intelligence, in pecuni- 
ary proapatity, and in the happiness and general welfare of the indi- 
vidu. 


BHALL WE RECALL THE TARIFF-FOR-REVENUE ERAS? 
If so, here is a sample from a speech by Henry Wilson in 1872: 


The first month I worked after I was twenty-one years of age I went into the 
woods, drove team, cut mill-l wood, rose in the morning before daylight and 
worked hard until after dark at night, and I received for it the magnificent sum of 
$6. Each of those dollars looked as large to me as the moon looked to-night. 

On the farm on which I served an apprenticeship I have seen the best men who 
ever put scythe in grass working for from fifty cents to four shillings a day in the 
longest days of summer. N that farm. I asked the men who 
were there what they paid men in ving time last summer, and they said from 
two dollars to two and a half a day. This was paid on the 5 where men 
worked forty years ago for from Afty cents to four shillings and took their pay in 
farm perane not money. I have seen some of the brightest women go into the 
farm-houses and work for from fifty cents to four gs a week, eager Bees 
cows, making butter and cheese, washing, spinning, and weaving—doing all kinds 
of hard work. I was told 8 thai maoy gong women were earning in the 
shops a dollar a day, and that those who worked in houses were getting from twe 
dollars and a half a week to three dollars and a half. 


And this is froin a speech by Senator Ewing in 1832, (Debates in 
Congress, page 419:) 


In short, aray 2 of the world was searched by our int: t merchants, 
and all combin id not furnish a market adequate to our surplus productions. 
Every farmer in Ohio long knew and felt the pressure consequent upon this state of 
things. Year after year theirstacks of wheat stood unthrashed, scarcely worth the 
manual labor of separating the grain from the straw ; so low was it reduced, in com- 
parison with manufactured articles, that I have known forty bushels of wheat 
given for a pair of boots; such was the state of things in the western country prior 
to and at the time of the revision of the tariff in 1824. 


In another part of his speech Senator Ewing said: 


Our manufactures were annihilated; our home market was thus cut off; the 
forei, rts were, in effect, closed against us; the market which our armies had 
affo: the western farmer during the war ceased ; that army disbanded ; 
the soldiers became farmers, and added their quota to the vast amount of our sur- 
plus agricultural products ; the only market that remained open to us was a small 

rtion of the Eastern and Southern States, the West India Islands, and. to a lim- 

ted extent, the coast of South America; 8 our produce was freighted 
upon the waters and sent downward to New Orleans, but the supply exceeded the 
demand twice told; the market was glutted; the 
ing; and many a mercantile enterp: there has involved even more than a total 
loss. I well recollect an instance in which, after the sale of boat and cargo, and 
placing the proceeds to the credit of the freighter, the balance against him, as 
claimed by the commission merchant, was something more than $400. This, how- 
ever, was an extreme case, but generally from about the year 1821 to 1825 the ex- 
port trade was ruinous to all who engaged init. The truth is, no foreign market 


rice went down almost to noth- 


whatevever, beyond the very narrow limits which I have specified, did exist. 
THE TARIFF IS NOT A TAX. 

Our free-trade friends, or our tariff-for- revenue friends, assert that 
the tariff is a tax. Every gentleman who has spoken upon that side 
of the question proceeded to add to every article named by him such 
and such a per cent. of tarif tax; so much it costs and then 100 per 

“cent, or 90 per cent, or som» other per cent. of tariff tax, as if a great 
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tariff tax was paid by the consumer in every instance. What are 
the facts? Take the budget of the workingman to-day; granted 
that he can earn $500 in a year, and at the end of a year, with his 

ear’s wages in his pocket, he steps out from his home to invest it 
in a year’s supply of the necessaries of life. Tariff tax! There is 
not 10 per cent. of all the articles that the workingman of America 
buys that are not cheaperin his market than in any other market in 
the world. Mark that. The workingman of America buys every 
article of food either as cheap as any foreign nation or cheaper. The 
workingman of America buys every article of cotton manufacture in 
the markets of the United States as cheap or cheaper than they can 
be bought anywhere else in the world. He buys his boots and shoes 
at as low a rate as the same goods can be furnished in any country. 

If he is a farmer he buys his agricultural implements by his own 
door at a less price than the citizen of any other country can buy 
his. The American farmer or laboring-man buys his wooden ware 
cheaper than he can buy it anywhere else in the world. The Ameri- 
can workingman buys all his cutlery and edged tools cheaper than 

_ they can pe Doge in England to-day. The workingman buys all 
his piain p glass ware cheaper than it can be bought in Eng- 
land to-day. He buys all his wagons cheaper than the Englishman 
can make them. He buys all his reapers and mowers and harvest- 
ers and thrashers cheaper than they can be made in England. He 
buys his clocks, watches, carpets, furniture, as cheap as they can 
be bought in any free-trade country in the world; buys his axes, 
shovels, saws, nails as cheap as they can be bought anywhere, and 
he reads his newspaper, books, and periodicals, printed with Ameri- 
can type so much better than English type that the Englishman 
comes here to our market for American type and printing-presses. 
Many of the woolen goods are as cheap here as in England, and all 
would be but for the duty on wool which protects the wool-grower. 

The honorable gentleman from New York [Mr. W. A. Woop] has 
stated Py img Bay that he can manufacture in that great establish- 
ment of his in New York his goods, vast quantities of agricultural 
machinery of many kinds—he can manufacture them there in New 
ere cheaper than he can move over into Great Britain and make 

them. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then why do they want protection? 

Mr. HASKELL. Why dothey want protection? I willexplain to 
the gentleman further on, for it is a natural and pertinent query. You 
can buy in this country most goods, save articles of luxury, as cheap 

as or cheaper than they can be wore anywhere else in the world. 
And now I will go right into the middle of your iron and steel indus- 
try in Pennsylvania, which gentlemen on this floor have said has 
been built up by a system of robbery, and I assert the fact here to- 
day, and I want the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] to 
remember it, that in the article of best cast-steel, out of which is 
made all your finer goods, all your cutlery, all your reaper knives, 
all your fine tools and fine table ware—the best cast-steel under this 
robbery (?) system of American protection is selling to-day in America 
for two cents a pound cheaper than it is selling in Great Britain! 

If I had the trade-lists and trade-cards of English manufacturers 
I could go on here now and name article after article by the hour 
that is cheaper to-day to any purchaser in the United States than 
those same articles are to the purchaser in England. 

Mr. CARLISLE. As it is in the line of my friend’s argument, and 
I 5 7 will not interrupt him 

. HASKELL. Certainly not 

Mr. CARLISLE. I would like to ask him this question: If it be a 
fact, as constantly asserted by our friends on the other side, that 
labor constitutes the great bulk of the cost of manufactured articles 
in this country, and that the wages of labor here are from 50 to 100 

r cent. higher than elsewhere, how can our manufacturers possi- 

ly turn out their products at a lower cost than the manufacturers 
of England and other countries ? 

Mr. HASKELL. Iam proud as an American to be able to answer 
that question, and to answer it upon the authority of at least a dozen 
manufacturers in the United States. It is because many of our Amer- 
ican laborers, educated, disciplined, drilled, made intelligent, cared 
for, fostered and honored, can in a day do the same amount of their 
intelligent work that the same class of labor in England would take 
two days to do. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Then, if you pay nominally double wages, your 
labor really costs you no more than it costs in England? 

Mr. HASKELL. I grantthat in many industries. The American 
laborer has been protected at home, tanght at home, and trained and 
disciplined under a system that has dignified and improved labor. 
Protection has built up in the United States a thousand different 
industries. Men working in one trade have gone ont of that trade 
into another and have worked beside others, learned of others, been 
taught by others, and in the only process by which men can learn 
anything, the posol comparison, American labor has been drilled 
and disciplined until it is now more valuable than any other labor in 
the world. It has been taught by masters from every nation. 

WHY WE NEED PROTECTION SINCE WE HAVE GROWN INDUSTRIALLY STRONG. 

Since the gentleman has asked me the question, I will answer now 
why it isthat we need protection, even if we can produce our goods as 
cheaply as they can be produced abroad. I will tell the gentleman 
why we need protection, even if we can make our goods cheaper than 
they can make them abroad. 
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Just as a nation needs an army, just as a nation needs forts, just as 
a nation needs artillery to defend itself against its armed foes, those 
foes who would come here to take our possessions or destroy our in- 
dustries by force; so a nation needs protection against another foe 
more subtile and more dangerous, because we are always in times 
of peace under its fire; I mean the foe of consolidated, organized capi- 
. and controlled by selfish, but clear-sight commercial 

iplomacy. 
he English manufacturer of bar steel to-day sells it in the Eng- 
lish market for 12} cents per pound. The American manufacturer 
of bar steel sells it in our market for 10} cents per pound, 2 cents 
less per pound than the English manufacturer sells his steel in his 
home market. 

Now, notwithstanding the fact that the English manufacturer gets 
12} cents per pound in Great Britain for his bar steel, those manu- 
facturers by agreement 8 put their capital together, hold 
the price of bar steel in England up to where it is, and then coming 
over here to America they pay our tariff dues and slaughter their sur- 

lus products at the doors of our factories for9.3 cents per pound ; they 
hare offered to do that, and our manufacturers in this country have 
been obliged to take contracts for bar steel at 9.3 cents per pound, 
that go into the manufacture of agricultural implements, while the 
same bar steel used in the manufacture of the same articles in Eng- 
land costs the manufacturer of those articles 12} cents per pound. 

Now, to prove to the gentleman from Kentucky that protection 
against this combination of foreign manufacturers and foreign capi- 
tal is necessary, I will recall to his mind a declaration which he will 
remember was made in the room of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, not one month since, by the Illinois high-wine distillers. In 
order to hold the price of high wines steady in the United States, to 
keep it at its present rate, the Illinois high-wine distillers entered 
into a pooling combination by which they tosell abroad their 
surplus products and to slanghter them in the foreign markets. 
Then the Illinois high-wine pool proceeded to make up to the distill- 
ers, who shipped abroad, the difference between the foreign-market 
price and the home-market price. Here is an illustration of the 
method of commercial warfare which the tariff to a great extent 
makes impossible. If we take down the tariff all our industries 
would be subjected to the same war that is now made upon cast-steel 
because the tariff on cast-steel is low enough to permit it, and when 
once our shops close under their fire, prices would go up to a point 
far above the present price. 

To illustrate: when the American manufacturer of steel began 
his work it was being sold (English steel) at 17 cents per pound. 
To-day the Englishman, to beat our furnaces, offers us bar steel $30 
per ton cheaper than he sells it at home, 

RA SPRINGER. Why did not your protective tarif prohibit 
that 

Mr. HASKELL. A protective tariff cannot make a wise man out 
of an ignorant man except by a slow process. There are some things 
that even a protective tariff cannot do. One of them is that in spite 
of the tremendous logic of facts, it would seem impossible to con- 
vert the Democratic party to a righteous doctrine, even by these 
forcible illustrations. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Nor can it control these combinations of which 
you speak in Europe and in this country. 

Mr. HASKELL. Ah! can it not? But it does control it in this 
country to a very great extent at least. 

Mr. SPRINGER. You just now spoke of one in this country. 

Mr. HASKELL. But here are your home manufacturers slaugh- 
tering their goods in a free-trade market, They cannot slaughter 
them to any extent in a protected market; and the attempts of our 
English competitors are reduced to a few articles because of the wall 
of protection that we have built around them, and at which the gen- 
‘leman from Illinois sneers. We do save our people from very many 
of precisely the same general character of raids that the Illinois high- 
wine distillers made upon the European markets. 

THE PROTECTION THEORY. 

Now, our friends on the other side love to theorize, and having 
made certain assumptions, sey 3 with intense delight to specu- 
late concerning them. May permitted to state briefly some of 
the theories of the protectionist as against the speculations of the 
free-trader ? 

In a broad, A sense this nation is a family. Sovereignty 
resides with the humblest citizen. There is no caste, nor class, 
nor rank. The whole community of American citizenship is one. 
Families have different tastes in their membership. Different capaci- 
ties, different degrees of strength, different adaptations, require dif- 
ferent work. What is true of the family in this regard is true of 
the nation. You cannot build a nation on one idea, neither can you 
support a family by compelling every member of it to labor in a 
given line. Some are strong, some are weak, some are male, some 
are female. The wise head of a family diversifies employment, and 
finds occupation for the strongest and the weakest alike. The pro- 
tective policy of this country is precisely the same, to build up 
within our midst deversified interests and industries, until men of 
all nationalities, all tastes, all degrees of strength, all degrees of in- 


telligence, all degrees of wisdom, possessed of skill in all arts, can tind 
for themselves remunerative employment. 
The great economical problem of a nation is how to keep busily and 
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rofitably employed every member of it. In a sense this nation is 
fike a farm. Nan 50 per cent. of our people are farmers. Why 
not apply in a general way the policy of a rightly conducted farm to 
‘the nation? at does a farmer do? He makes his farm self-sup- 
rting. He raises upon it various kinds of cattle and dumb beasts ; 
be raises from the soil various kinds of products; he adapts the prod- 
nets of the soil to the needs and capacities of the animals that he 
keeps upon it. He engages in that particular kind of farm labor 
suited to the resources at his command. For the strong boy who can 
hold the plow he provides one kind of employment; for the cripple 
another; all are kept busy; all are profitablyemployed. The farm 
is made self-supporting as nearly as possible. Make the nation then 
self-supporting ; develop all its capacities; train its citizens to all the 
varied kinds of industries in order that within itself and of itself, 
borrowing of none, it shall not be necessary for it to lend to any. 
THE SOUTH. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, in the United States we have had worked out 
before our eyes these two great systems—free trade on the one hand 
and protection to labor on the other. 

The North has always been in later years a protective section, and 
accepting and working out the protective hg sei , it has diversified 
its agricultural products; it has diversified its industrial pursuits 
of kinds with mills and factories, lode, ee citizens to every 
kind of labor known to the civilized world. e South for forty or 
fifty years pursued the opposite policy. Of course the North and the 
South were under the same laws of land, but the South adopted 
the free-trade policy and by its peculiar system of labor adhered to it 
and built upon it its economic structure. What is that policy? It 
is the doctrine of the survival of the fittest industry, the cheapest 
industry—nothing more and nothing less. The South said, “We 
will raise those things which, with our cheap labor, we can beat the 
world in the production of. We will confine ourselves to the great 
staple products, in which we are masters of the entire situation.” 
2 so the South crowned cotton king, and named sugar and rice 
and tobacco his lieutenants. With their cheap labor they could com- 

te with the world in the production of these great staple commod- 
ities, and with these they would buy those things abroad that they 
needed and did not themselves produce, Their farms rapidly widened 
into broad plantations for the production of these great staples. 
They furnished no market for the small farmer. They furnished no 
workshops for the mechanic. Upon cotton and tobacco and rice and 
sugar the South built its great economic structure; she prospered in 
a sense. She made her great plantation owners rich, but she made 
her labor — and poorer year by year. 

By and by the crucial test of these two policies of free trade and 
protection came, The South was involved in war. Around her 
northern line was drawn a cordon of glittering bayonets. Hostile 
fleets stopped her ports, and for the first time in the history of that 
South she was thrown upon her own resources. In and of herself 
she had to defend herself, and she had very little within herself by 
reason of the policy she had pursued except the incomparable pluc 
of her citizens. You remember the lessons of the war. Yon remem- 
ber those four years of struggle, at the end of which the South went 
down. Every one of you southerners know, nearly every one of 
you have stated over and over ag that the South went down be- 
cause if was starved to death. It lacked nearly everything needed 
for its sustenance; it was obliged to resort to all kinds of make-shifts 
to supply what it lacked of food, of clothing, of guns, and of muni- 
tions of war, of tools, and supplies of all kinds. It had neglected 
nearly all its industries, it had fostered scarcely more than four 
agricultural products. 

ow, southern Representatives, tell me on your honor, on your 
judgment, tell me, if you had lined the banks of your southern streams 
with factories; if you had built cities underground from whence you 
could bring your stores of ore, of iron, I. zine, gold, and silver; if 
you had diversified your agriculture and all your industries till they 
met the average needs of 885 ir do you admit or does any 
one assert here to-day that the South would ever have been overcome? 
Never in the world. 

If the South had built its economic structure upon the same foun- 
dations that the North had built upon, the South would have suc- 
ceeded. God be praised that it did not succeed, You of the South 
are doubtless g to-day, as well as we of the North, that you did 
not 2 do not push the comparison. I any throw out this 
picture to show that the policy of free trade, whether applied to a 
section or a . does not make that section or country stron 
and self-reliant. Notoriously every nation that has risen to streng 
and power has done so by the use, continued through long years, of 
a thoroughly protective policy. 

It is seventeen years since the war wasended. Let me read to 
you some ve fi The old slave labor at twenty cents 
por day is a thing of the past; free labor five times more expensive 

as taken its place. Your star of hope is rising again in the East 
under our protective m. The great change from slave labor to 
free labor has resulted in many chan; The ravages of the war 
are not yet repaired in full, but you are on the high-road to prosperity 
unless this tariff-for-revenue-only error is adopted by the country. 
I know of nothing to check your progress. 

In 1870 in your Southern States you produced 87,043,000 hogsheads 
of sugar, but in 1880, under this system of protection, from 87,000,000 


s 
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of hogsheads you ran up to 178,000,000. In 1870 you made 6,593,323 
gallons of molasses, but in 1880, under the foste of protection, you 
ran up from 6,000,000 to 16,000,000 gallons of molasses. Yon raised 
of rice over 73,000,000 pounds in 1870, but in 1880 you had gone from 
that to 110,000,000 under the spirit of protection; nearly back again 
to the old product, when with labor at twenty cents a day you had 
built your industrial edifice on those four at staples; nearly back 
to it again in the agricultural line you followed before the war, say- 
ing nothing of the manufactures added since the war. I subjoin the 
table from which I have been reading: 


Statement showing by States the uction of sugar, molasses, and rice 
in the United States during of the census years 1870 and 1880. 


[Compendium of Ninth Census, 1870, and extra census bulletin, 1880.] 


pe eta the year 1870 cane-sugar only is given ; for 1880 sugar not specified 
ven. 


is 


I wish I could have had the entire census of 1880 from which to 

pee before you the great lesson of protection the South should 

earn and never forget, From the fragments that are at hand of the 
census of 1880 let me read further. 

Take the city of Richmond; and I have not—and I ask you Virgin- 
ians to listen to this—I have not' in this list any statistics of brewers, 
of distillers, of coke, of cotton goods, of fishing products, of gas, glass, 
iron, steel, textile fabrics, petroleum, builders, dye works, silks or 
woolen goods, and several other items, for all of these items were not 
enumerated in the census so as to make them available, and I have 
omitted them from this list, and yet of the remaining number I find 
enough to make a valuable exhibit. In 1860, at the end of that decade 
which the gentleman from Kentucky named the “golden era,” there 
was in Richmond 320 manufacturing establishments, not in the cit 
but in the city and county of Henrico combined, (and in my 1880 
statistics only thecity is given,) only320inall. To-day, leaving out 
all of those great industries which I could not enumerate because they 
are not in the census, and taking the few industries I have been able 
to get the statistics of, I find that there are 588 manufacturing estab- 
lishments in Richmond. The whole county of Henrico in 1860 pro- 
duced twelve million dollars’ worth of products, In 1880 Richmond, 
on the partial showing given, produces sixteen million dollars’ worth 
without the enumeration of all of these items which I have stated I 
could not obtain. I give the figures of the Census Office: 


Manufactures—General abstract of Schedule No. 3, Richmond, Henrico 
County, Virgintia—AU industries. 


Number of establishment 


Capital eunployed .... 5, 327, 886 
Greatest num of hands employed at any one time 
Gnring thé YOar occ coven ns sieasanwonesuccevcsscvsseue 15, 784 
Average number of hands employed : 
Males above sixteen yeartr ee. 5 8, 537 
Females above fifteen yearrr eee sense] ees e ee eee eee 2, 873 
pte pho 8 eee Fee T 62 a — 
otal amoun wages during the year 
Materials pad aaa EF ae 9, 076, 990 
ill sade sete si chase IE ETT ATON 2 16, 812, 224 


Nore.—This statement is merely preliminary, and still subject to such revision 
as the Census Office may deem proper by reason of the receipt of additional infor- 
mation. The statistics of brewe and distilleries, coke, cotton , fishery 

3 gas, glass, iron and steel, mixed textiles, 

CAO. es an 


m assigned to expert 
hereafter’ 


Gentlemen of Virginia, I call your attention to this growth of the 
manufacturing interests of your State, of Richmond. I conld give 
you the full statistics of that city I would, I think, have shown you 
that its industries have grown to double the figuresI have named 
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here under this tariff system. The whole State of Vi ia is im- 
pregnated with the spirit which goes out from that one city of Rich- 
mond. There is not a farm in Virginia that is not worth more mone 
to-day because of the presence in Virginia of the city of Richmond. 
There is not a farmer in Virginia who cannot sell the products of 
his farm for more money because of Richmond and her industries. 

Here again let me give you a little city 

Mr. SE, of re I would like to tell the gentleman from 
Kansas that I would sell him to-day lands in that county at one- 
half the price they sold for in 1860. s i 

Mr. HASKELL. Iam not talking of a comparison of prices be- 
tween lands in 1860 and now. I am not unmin of the great changes 
wrought by the war, but of the price of your lands after the great de- 
velopment of industry which has taken place in Richmond. Com- 
pared with what they would have been worth had those industries 
never Virginians know their farms are worth more becanse of 
the presence of Richmond and the promotion of her industries that 
have been protected, fostered, and built up under a tariff system 
about which so much complaint is made. 

But I was about to refer to Atlanta, in Georgia, a city that has 

wn up under the protective system. In 1 there were in the 

ttle town of Atlanta but fifteen manufacturing establishments, only 
fifteen. In 1870 there were only seventy-four, and the total product 
was $2,000,000, but in 1880,in that city of only 37,000 people, the 
manufacturing industries have increased until they number one hun- 
dred and ninety-two, with two million two hun and ninety-seven 
thousand dollars’ worth of capital. They have over 5,000 employés 
and $4,653,000 of annual products. I give the figures entire from 
the Census Office : 


Manufactures—General abstract of Schedule No. 3, Atlanta, Fulton County, 


Georgia—All industries. 
Population of Atlanta in 1880, 37, 409.] 
Industries. 1800. 1870. 1880. 
Number of establishmentt z 74 192 
GC 500 $2. 207, 956 
Greatest number of hands employed 1,016 5, 081 
Males above sixteen years. | 2, 


110, 484 $445, 150 $876, 
781 | $1,183,708 | $3, 091, 511 
14, 366 | $2, 001, 965 | $4, 653, 1 


you: | 
‘Total amount in d the -| 
paid in wages during year.| 


Nore.—The above figures include all manufactures except the following indus- 
tries, namely, brewing and distilling, fishery products, and gas, as the collection of 
data relating thereto has been assigned to special e whose re} will be 
published in detail hereafter; neither do they include the statistics of flouring and 
grist mills, as the compilation is not yet completed. 

The above statements are merely preliminary, and still subject to such revision 
Mo the — Office may deem necessary by reason of the receipt of additional 

formation. 


All Northern Georgia is made richer and a better market is given 
to it by the presence there of the city of Atlanta. Some years since 
I was in Texas, and went into a great warehouse in Galveston and 
noted the honest pride with which the wholesale dealer laid his hand 
upon great piles of various kinds of woolen goods that lay there, and 
heard him say: „Gentlemen, these are of Texas make. There is not 
a Texan in the State who will not ay five or ten cents more for that 
cloth because it is the product of the State of Texas.” The South is 
big with promise, and one of the most potent influences that is to be 
employed in her regeneration is the building up and protection of her 
industries by that protection the tariff law gives to American labor 
throughout the country. z 

I — 5775 in a tariff that will protect the industries of the country. 
Ido not believe in a prohibitory tariff. I do not believe any consid- 
erable number of men in the United States ask for such a tariff. The 
high wall of protection built up and surrounding the American manu- 
facturer, behind which he can build up a monopoly, isa disaster, and 
should be avoided. The low wall of tariff duty that affords no pro- 
tection to American industries taxes the people without a compensa- 
tory benefit, except in the revenue it brings to the ary. 

The only effect of a tariff when it is made too low is simply to 
allow the foreign manufacturer who has control of your market to 
add the tariff to the original cost of the product. Your home in- 
dustries destroyed, the foreign manufacturer charges what he will, 
hindered only by other foreign competitors. 

The C . The time of the gentleman from Kansas has 


ired. 
ig = CARLISLE. I hope the time of the gentleman will be extend- 
ed. He has been interrupted frequently by gentlemen on this side. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let it be extended thirty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ilinois object? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection to the time of the 
gentleman from Kansas being extended. 

Mr. HASKELL. Some plan must be adopted to foster the indus- 
tries of the nation; every nation admits this and acts accordingly. 
You cannot afford to lie upon your back and let the organized capi- 
tal and power of the governments of the world prey upon your peo- 
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i a aH 
ple. You cannot afford to leave your nation defenseless to the pos- 
sible attack of a foe, whether he comes armed with a musket or 
whether he comes armed with the more dangerous weapon of com- 
mercial diplomacy. For the weapon of war is not more certain in 
the destruction of the industries of the nation that it is leveled 
against than is the weapon of commercial diplomacy, that slaughters 
prices in the presence of the manuf: ing industries of a country 
and destroys them, certain in its work. th are to be ed 
against. Our Democratic friends must recollect that old times and 
old things have passed away. Says Henry Watterson, of the Louis- 
ville Journal, in a speech he recently made before the Iroquois Club, 
of Chicago: 

The Democratic press must realize that there has been a del 
have been swept away. He who looks backward shall have the fi 
He alone who looks forward shall live and move and have a being. 

Why is it that our friends go back, dig into the dead past, and 
from the tombs of Jefferson and Jackson and Calhoun bring out the 
manuscripts of those old statesmen and read them to us to-day as 
containing the only directions fitted for American government? I 
revere the memory of Jefferson and love some of his doctrine. But 
has the Democratic party forgotten that in the days of Jefferson 
there was no steam? Has the Democratic party forgotten that in 
the days of Jefferson there were no ocean steamships? Has the Demo- 
cratic party forgotten that in the days of Jefferson there were no 
railroads, no giant combinations, no Goulds, no Vanderbilts, no great 
West 1,500 miles from the seaboard teeming with agricultural prod- 
ucts? Has the Democratic party forgotten that? And does it not 
know that that party that is to hold the lead and conduct of affairs 
in America must meet the present issues, the present struggles, the 
present combination of capital, either foreign or domestic, and mas- 
ter them in the interest of the people? 

In the days of Jefferson there was not such a thing as a combina- 
tion of English capital that for five years could afford to sink money 
every year, if by so doing they could unload their products in the 
American market and destroy our industries, In the days of Jeffer- 
son there was no such thing as taking agricultural products 2,000 
miles from the seaboard and transporting them across the country 
for Sb pioen to Europe, and our ee products rotted upon 
the soil where they were produced. So late as 1859-60 corn was 
burned for fuel on the prairies of Illinois. This was in the“ golden 
era” my friend from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] referred to in his 
recent speech, an era that witnessed sound well-cured pork thrown 
from the levees of Saint Louis into the Mississippi River. 

FREE TRADE ON THE OCEAN, 

I spoke a moment ago of the free-trade policy in its effect upon 
the South. Letme call the attention of our friends on the other side 
of the House to the effect of free trade in another domain; that of 
the high seas. There is no protective policy on the ocean. There is 
no nation dominating the ocean. On the high seas you have abso- 
lute democratic free trade. The man that ike capital enough to 
hollow out a canoe may float it there and carry the merchandise that 
he can get to carry. The man who has the capital to build the 
floating cities that now traverse the briny deep can do so without 
let or hinderance from any nation. There is the working out of your 
poney of free trade in its absolute fullness. Any man may launch 

is boat; any man may embark in commerce that chooses so to do. 

Now, I want to ask my Democratic friends to name me one nation 
that has upon these high seas a line of steamers that was not put there 
by the strong arm of governmental power; put there by an exhibition 
of this very same policy of protection, and nothing else, Great Britain, 
whose flag is in every part of the known world in this great domain 
where free trade reigns supreme, laid out her lines of ocean steamers 
and backed them by all the power of the government until they were 
strong enough and possessed capital enough to command the world’s 
carrying trade, There is not aline of ocean transportation in exist- 
ence to-day that was not 12 upon the ocean in obedience to the 
doctrine of protection, and against the doctrine of free trade, Eng- 
land, Germany, France, all the great maritime powers of Europe, built 
up their merchant marine by taxing their people to support them 
in their infancy, and to-day even they are thus backed by govern- 
mental power. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Does not my friend from Kansas know that Eng- 
land, Germany, and France grant the same subsidies—if you call them 
subsidies—to vessels built outside of those countries as to vessels built 
inside of them? Thatis, that they allow their subjects to buy their 
ships anywhere that they can procure them at the cheapest price ? 

Mr. HASKELL. That is all true; but no matter where the vessel 
comes from it carries the flag of the nation that backs it and in whose 
payitis. These nations have all stood behind their merchant marine 
and held them in their business against competition, just as we are 
wise enough to hold our industries on land, and there could not be a 
line of unaided steamers placed on the ocean in competition with one 
of those governmental lines which would not be annihilated by the 
loss of its profits and capital in three years’ time, because those three 
great powers stand behind every one of their lines and, no matter 
what the competition is, hold them there and protect them, and by 
them control the commerce of the world ; a system of protection pure 
and simple, inst your theory of free rade. 7 

Now, the United tates of America has protection on land, but it 
has free trade on the ocean. On land her industries are prosperous, 


Old thin; 
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but on the ocean, where she tries the principle of free trade, her flag 
has been driven from every sea. We never will have a merchant 
marine, never in the world until we change our high-seas free-trade 
policy. Ido not advocate the subsidizing of any line to-day, but we 
will never have a merchant marine until we adopt the same policy 
on the high seas that we adopt on the land, the policy of protecting 
the men who engage in ocean commerce. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Do I understand the gentleman to say that we 
have free trade on the ocean? 

Mr. HASKELL. I do say so. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to have the gentleman explain what 
he means by that. 

Mr. HASKELL, I mean that any man in the United States may 
buy his vessel and launch it and go into any line of carrying business 
he chooses without let or hinderance. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Under the British flag. 

Mr. HASKELL. No; underourown flag. Oh, does the gentleman 
argue that because our protective system of ship-building increases 
the cost of aship to the buyer about 10 per cent., therefore that 10 per 
cent. keeps capital out of the merchant service on the sea? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hold this, that all the lines of ships between 
here and England are sailing under the British flag, and American 
capital is invested in some of those lines, because our citizens cannot 
get vessels to compete with them, cannot buy them where they can 
get them pe pes 

Mr. HASKELL. Our citizens put on a line of steamers from New 
York to Rio Janeiro to go into the coffee carrying trade. The price 
of freight per sack on coffee, before our first steamer arrived at the 
wharf in Rio Janeiro, was 75 cents. When the first steamship of the 
American line touched the wharf at Rio Janeiro, the English and 
French and German steamers put the price of freight down to 50 
cents per sack, and held it there until they drove John Roach off the 
ocean, and then they put it back to the former price. If we had 
backed that line as the English and French back theirs, it would be 
there now. Ten per cent. on original cost of a vessel is a small item 
compared to the annual expense account of a vessel. If you were to 
start an American line of steamers on the ocean on this same theory 
of free trade, the English, French, and German companies would at 
once put the freights down, just as they would put down the price 
of the products of this country if they could, and they would drive 
that 3 line off the ocean, as they have heretofore driven 
them off. 

My friend from Kentucky, in referring to the home-market theory 
of the protectionists, said : 

The exports of Indian corn in 1860 amounted to less than one-half of 1 per cent. 
of the product, but in 1880 they amounted to 6.34 per cent., while the exports of 
wheat in 1860 amounted to 2.40 per cent., and in 1880 to 344 per cent. of the entire 
product. 

T invite the careful attention of gentlemen to these statements. If they are 
erroneous in any p! the error can be easily exposed. but if they are correct, 
then a decent respect for the ey Wa of the farmers and agricultural laborers 
in this country demands that they s no longer be expec to listen with pa- 
tience to the home-market theory of the proteéct.onists. vip sir. Old England, 
situated 4,000 miles from the prost wheat and corn fields of the West, consumes 


annually more of their produc an New England, manufacturing New England, 
situated within our own borders. 


How wisely my friend from Kentucky selected his illustration, 
selected the two products of the West that will bear transportation, 
and only two. He said nothing of the other products of the West. 
And then he gravely suggests that the four millions of New Eng- 
landers, the four 9 of Yankees, do not buy and eat as much as 
the thirty-five millions of people in Great Britain. 

Mr, CARLISLE, I did not speak of Great Britain, but of England 
alone, with twenty-five millions of le. 

Mr. HASKELL. Well, England with twenty-five millions of 
ple. Is it anything remarkable that the New Englanders, only four 
millions of them, do not buy as much wheat and corn as twenty-five 
millions of Englishmen ? 

Again, does the gentleman from 8 CARLISLE] know 
that from the State of Kan in the great issippi Valley, over 
the northern lines of railroad, it perhaps costs as much money to lay 
down a bushel of wheat or of corn in the State of Maine as it does 
to ship it through on the other lines of railroad to Baltimore and 
transport it across the ocean to Liverpool? Does the gentleman from 
Kentucky know that it costs only nine cents per bushel to ship corn 
across the ocean, according to the figures of the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Hewirr?] And yet, because 4,000,000 Yankees cannot 
eat as much as 25,000,000 of Englishmen, the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky thinks that little home market of 4,000, of people had bet- 
ter be set aside and ceded to England and France. 

There are other points of the gentleman’s speech which I would like 
to allude to, but time is fleeting. I want to refer now to the argu- 
ment made by the gentleman in reference to the amount of labor that 
entered into manufactured products in 1860 and the amount of labor 
„ into manufactured products in 1870. I give his argu- 
ment: 

In the census year 1860, when the 88 u all dutiable goods was 19 
ver cent. ad valorem, and the rate upon A utiable and free, less than 15 
Js tila country, CARIL E of inoce than six hundred aliierens branches, 1,811,906 
hands, whose wages amounted to $378,878,966 ; the capital invested was $1,909, 855, - 


715; the cost of material was $1,031,605,092, and the total value of the product was 


$1,885,861.676. Labor recei a little over 20 per cent. of the value of the product. 
In 1870, after nearly ten years of high p ber of hands employed 
was 2,053,996 and the wages paid amounted to $775,584,545; the caj 75 5 tarer 
` Ə value 0 
the product was $4,232,325,442. The excess of the product over the total cost of 
labor and material was $968,313,855, which was 45.7 per cent. on the whole amount 
of capital invested. Labor received only a little over 18 per cent. of the value of 
the product, nearly 2 per cent. less than in 1860. 


He said that in 1860 labor received a little over 20 per cent. of the 
value of the product, while in 1870 he said that labor received only 
18 per cent. of the value of the uct. And the gentlemen on that 
side of the House applauded his ent as being a grand one 
EDON that protection had worked out no good to the American 

aborer. 

I will take the same figures that he furnished us in that speech 
and in ten minutes show that they make the strongest possible argu- 
ment, conclusive of the fact that protection has accomplished two 
things that the gentleman from Kentucky sought to deny in that argu- 
ment. First, reduction in the cost of the product, and second, ad- 
vancement in the price of wages paid to the laborer. 

In 1854, and I will illustrate the point, I, a mere hoy, worked at a 
bench in one of the great shoe factories in New England. On our 
pay-rolls there were 2,500 men, women, and children, and our daily 
paw of boots and shoes was 1,700 pairs. I will reduce the num- 

r of employés, since some of them did not devote their entire time 
to the work, to 1,700 instead of 2,500, the actual number, since the 
reduction is against me, and not against the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, and that will make a factory of 1,700 employés, which turned 
out 1,700 pairs of boots and shoes in a day, one pair to a person. In 
1870 I was back again in that same old town, and 1,000 men in the 
same old factory, run by the sons of the gentleman who owned it 
when I was a boy, a thousand operatives were at work, and with the 
use of labor-saving machinery those thousand men were producing 
when running at full capacity 5,000 pairs of boots and shoes ever 
ay. Now, let us make up the account on the basis of our friend’s 

res: 
n 1860: one day’s work, 1 pair of boots, say worth $1; labor to 
the product, 20 per cent.—3 price of prodani or20 cents for the day. 

In 1870: one day’s work, 9 pairs of boots, worth 85; labor to the 
product, 18 per cent., or 90 cents for his labor for the day. 

My friend can readily see that if the product was the same in price 
in 1870 that it was in 1860, and labor was paid the same per day, 
that in this boot and shoe industry the percentage of labor to prod- 
uct would be only 4 per cent., and not 18 as he gives it. 

I presume he is correct in his figures, and that in 1870 labor was 
18 per cent. of the product, To run the percentage up from 4 to 18, 
only two elements could be brought into play: first, reduction of 
cost of product; second, advance in wages, or, third, reduction of 
cost of product and advance in wages combined. : 

Mr. CARLISLE’s figures included all industries. It is quite probable 
that all industries have not had injected into them so much of labor- 
saving machinery as the boot and shoe business, but his figures prove 
conclusively this fact: that the reduction of the price of products 
manufactured, and the advance in wages paid to operatives in that 
ten years from 1860 to 1870, amount in gross to within 2 per cent. of 
the sum of money saved by labor-saving machinery in that decade ; 
and yet our free-trade friends have denied that labor was better paid 
or that products had been lowered in price. But if the argument 
will not convince them, here are some hard facts in the tables I gre 
which may have that effect, taken from the Boston Commercial Bul- 
letin, concerning woolen goods: 


Goods. 1882. | 31860. 
Fitchburgh cassim C A 80 85 | $0 95 
Haile, Fiset & O0. OM Darata 38} 46 
Men's ribbed socks, per dozen pairs. — 14 50 8 00 
D eee y e E O TS 3 00 425 
Blankets, 9-4 Gonic... 175 1 87, 
Blankets, 10-4 Gonic . 2 25 2 87 
Blankets, 11-4 Gonic. ..... 2 75 8 00 
Blankets, 12-4 XX Rochdal 9 00 8 00 
Moscow beavers, all Wool ---| 800 4 00 
Moscow beavers, cotton War 1 00 1 35 


And this is what that paper says on cotton goods: 


In the revenue-tariff year 1860, when the population of the United States was 
but 30,000,000, our imports of bleached, printed and dyed cotton piece goods were 
valued at $25,934,004. In the protective-tariff year 1881, with a population of 
50,000,000 our imports of the same classes of fabrics were valued at but $928,043. 


And here are some prices on these goods: 


Articles mannfactured. 


A 


1882. 


And here is a list of weekly wages: 


5 
3 


Soone 
88888888 
SOAD 
82888888 


HOME MARKET AND THE FARMERS. 


My friend from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] has something to say of 
the er; hear him: 
While the American farmer is 2 his roducts three or four thou - 


Pp 
sand miles to a market, and poe pete with the labor of the lately emanci- 
pated serfs of Russia, and the half-naked and half-fed swarms of Hindoos in India, 


j 
clothing, his cultural re, his means of transportation and man: 
articles of his fi in order tha erican 
torious than he, may be able to conduct his business at a 5 
e consular reports and other evidence showing the 
hi cwtural laborer 


The wages received by those who are emplo: 
in the Old World are far higher than the agricultural laborer 
there can ever h sare, eat Ok We bere S seen OE ee ee 
theory that it is the duty of the Government to protect one class of our producers 
against competition with the best paid labor in the world except our own, and to 
Tea conta fassthel eataly apor Ae KOLAN IHEC EA object te ETOD ep Gea CREOS 
is upon the ground that the o o keep up the wages 

and elevate the character Of American labor. 


Now, put against that sad picture another portion of my friend’s 
h: 


In the report of Hon. H. C. Burchard, Director of the Mint, laid bofore us at 
the beginning of the present session of Congress, we have a table 1 7 y the 
prices of the various articles in common use among the people for a period of Af 
six y from 1825 to 1880, both inclusive. And from this table and one that fol- 
lows it in the same report it appears that the prices of the necessaries of life were 
$2.8 per cent. higher in pe in 1870 than they were in 1850; that is, itappears that 
it required in 1870 $132. 5 r the laborer and his y the same 
quantity of the necessaries of life that could have been procured for $100 during 
what gentlemen call the free-trade era, twenty years before. 


What are these necessaries of life? Foodandclothing. Clothing 
we know is cheaper than before, so that increased price of the necessa- 
ries of life amounting to 32.8 per cent. is on the food productsof the 
farmer. Now, I submit to my friend that he cannot keep his bread and 
butter and eat it too. Either he must cease wing up our feelings 
by bis “ Hindoo” and “ serf” illustrations, or he must abandon the in- 
crease of the ‘necessaries of life” argument, for our farmers feel 
elated at the idea of an advance of 30 or 40 per cent. in the price of 
their farm products, and if that side of the story be true, they will 
not frighten easily at their “‘half-fed swarms of Hindoo” competi- 
tion, and will rather incline to the protection policy that brought 
about the advance in price of their products. 

The American farmer is not without protection. We will give him 


Statement showing the product of cereals, potatoes, hay, tobacco, and cotton of the United States, for the calendar 
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more if he needs it. We protect him on rice 2} cents per pound; 
corn, 10 cents bushel; wheat, 20 cents; manufactured tobacco, 35 
cents; sugar, 2cents; butter and cheese, 4 cents ; peana 20 er cent. ; 
castor beans, 60 cents per bushel ; flax seed, 20 cents per el; wool, 
10 and 12 cents; all animals except for use by the farmer for breed- 
ing, 20 per cent.; beef and pork, 1 cent per pound. But you free- 
traders assert that the farmer needs no protection. Does he not? 
Look along the Canadian frontier and the low-priced labor over there, 
and then answer. In all the markets along the seaboard this very 
winter you find imported Scotch potatoes, But the great benefit to 
the farmer is in that much sneered at home market,” that my friend 
from Kentucky thinks so lightly of. Did he think of the thousands 
of manufacturing towns and vi scattered all over the country ? 
Has he failed to estimate the local effect on the farmer’s market prices 
that arises from the presence of these towns? Has he estimated the 
demand made for farmers’ products, caused by these manufacturing 
centers? Add all their local effects together and contemplate the 
aggregate, and he will no longer sneer at the ‘‘home-market” theory 
of the protectionists. 

My friend from New York, [Mr. Hewirt,] on the home-market 
question, said that Great Britain is our tmarket. A great mar- 
ket surely; a good market. No doubt of that; and a market I would 
like to retain. Now, in a recent year Great Britain bought of us 
one hundred and seventy-one million dollars’ worth of our farm prod- 
ucts. The Englishmen bought perhaps all they wanted. They 
could not eat morethan they bought, to any great extent, could they ? 
Now, in that same year, when we ex teck $171,000,000, one State, 
the State of New York, produced in dairy products alone one hun- 
dred million dollars’ worth. Comparatively little of dairy product 
is exported. The home market” takes it. 

From fi obtained from the New York State Dairymen’s Asso- 
ciation a friend makes the following estimate: 

The total amount of capital invested in the dairy interest of this 
country is 86,500, 000, 000. The total receipts g annum from milk, 
butter, cheese, and sales of stock, are $900,000, . The cost of labor 
in the dairy production cannot now be as nearly stated; but, on such 
basis as I have, I compute it to be $445,000, annually, an average 
of about $30 per cow. The interest on the dairy investment is $260,- 
000,000 at 4 per cent., which, added to labor expenses, leaves a re- 
turn upon this branch of industry of about $195,000,000, or an average 
of 3 per cent. Add to this interest the value of the perishable prod- 
ucts of the farm that cannot be exported, keeping out of mind the 
grain, flour, beef, and pork produced by the farmer, and the home 
market” will drive into comparative insignificance all others. 

The gentleman from Kentucky and the gentleman from New York 
both affect to despise the home market produced by protection. Let 
me give some fi Of wheat we sent abroad 37 per cent.; of In- 
dian corn we sent abroad only 5 per cent., 95 per cent. being con- 
sumed at home; of rye only 7 per cent.; of oats 73}; of barley only 
2 per cent.; of hay, the total product of which was $588,000,000 last 
year, all that was shipped abroad was 4 per cent., and so on down 
through the list. 

I subjoin an estimate of production and exportation for the year 
1881 of cereals, leaving out cotton, and counting in all other farm 
8 and we find that over 90 per cent. of the products of our 

arms is consumed at home: 


year 1880, and their value computed 


at the average export price thereof and the percentage of the value of the same exported during the fiscal year 1881. 


Calendar year 1880 Fiscal year 1881 | B 
2 
2 
Value of ex- > 
Value of crop Value of ex- f prod. =f 
computed at | Exporta of do- Porte com. — ener er. 5 
Product. | the average | Wee pred. puted at 82 
for the year age export | os 
ce. a> 
$554, 886, 003 Guante | en sos . $347, 391, 049 37. 39 
940, 023,868 | 93,648,147 | 51, 663, 134 896, 360, 734 5.45 
24, 000, 931 d 1. 948, 476 1, 905, 411 22, 095, 520 7. 94 
193, 898, 816 402, 904 186, 899 193, 711, 917 90 
28, 002, 515 885, 246 549, 245 27, 458, 270 1.96 
120, 882, 550 638, 840 460, 517 120, 422, 033 | -38 
588, 797, 072 12, 662 233, 529 588, 563, 543 04 
87, 042, 642 €237, 801, 727 19, 737, 543 17,305,099 | 53.28 
327, 168,459 | 2,190, 928, 772 7261, 266, 133 902, 326 79. 80 
| Fe | 543, 497,365 | 2, 279, 205, 401 19.25 
report of the Commissioner of ture. d Including rye-flour reduced to rye at 44 bushels to the barrel. 
b Including flour reduced to wheat at 43 to the barrel. e Including leaf used in cigars, snuff, manufactured tobacco exported, 
c Inclu uced to corn at 4 bushels to the barrel. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Bureau of Statistics, April 5, 1882. 


THE ‘GOLDEN ERA" OR THE ‘‘ TARIFF-FOR-REVENUE” PERIOD OF 1850 TO 1860. 
My esteemed friend, Mr. CARLISLE, in concluding his handsome 
argument in behalfofa “tariff for revenue only,” alluded to the decade 
from 1850 to 1460 a- the halcyon days of the Republic under the rev- 
enue-reform policies of the Democratic party, What strange fatality 


Including the export value of manufactured cotton. 
JOSEPH NIMMO, JR., Chief of Bureau. 


led him to that historic period far pabulum—a period monumental of 
Democratic incapacity and error! This is what he says: 
There never has been such a period of general prosperity and growth in this or 


any other coruntry as that extending from 1850 to 1860, when we had, not free 
but a tarifff or erevenuewith such incidental protection as necessarily resulted from 


2696 CONGRESSIONAL 


the ition of moderate dnties ; a tariff under which the 
e ee during the whole e pare e cles were less than 23 = 
cent., and on free and dutia 


hie omiy 1 par oven It was the golden era in our 

tory, ence i pipe amr the finan disturbance in 1857, from which the country 

recovered in a single 5 3 
A . 


ture, actures, 
of the people, and the advance 


the arts and sciences, the social condition 
in ulation made 
tials Delores of aioe. There 


such 


progress as has never been ve been other periods 
when particular or industries, fostered by law at the expense of others, have 
temporaril to an extent beyond the 8 average of the decade I have 


I will add to what my friend from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] said the 
other day a few remarks concerning that ten years, coupled with 
the statistics I . from the book which the gentleman 
from Kentucky asked me to read from in proof of his assertions. In 
1850, when the gentleman’s tariff-for-revenue friends took possession 
of the Government, there were 123,025 manufacturing establishments 
in the United States. In 1860, after the friends of the gentleman 
from Kentucky had been managing this country by the free-trade 
policy for ten years, they had increased the number of manufactur- 
ing establishments about seventeen thousand. But in 1870, taking 
the ten years, when we took charge of the country under protection, 
we increased the number of manufacturmg establishments, instead 
of 17,000, 112,000. 

Mr. CARLISLE. You mean mechanical and manufacturing ? 

Mr. HASKELL. I mean mechanical. In the State of Alabama— 
one of your Southern States recollect—you had, in 1850, 1,026 manu- 
facturing establishments. After ten years of free trade you had 
gained during ten years of proterao we gave you 700 instead 
of 400. Arkansas, with 261 in 1850, gained in ten years of free 
trade; in ten years of protection we gave her 500 instead of 300. 
Takethe State of Connecticut. You took her with 3,737 manufactur- 
ing industries, and in ten years you had taken away from her about 

; but in the ten years that we had charge of the Government we 
added to the industries of Connecticut over 2,000 establishments. 
So on through the list. Take the State of Kentucky, your own State. 
In 1850 it had 3,609 manufacturing establishments. In 1860, after 
ten years of your policy Kentucky had only 3,450. When we took 
her, TVT 

tates. 

Now, I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from Kentucky 
to the character of these establishments. He asked me a moment 
ago whether they were not manufacturing establishments. To be 
sure they were; but what kind of manufacturing establishments were 
they? They are the tell-tales of 1 ity. They are manu- 
2 establishments, but they are the barometers that in- 
dicate the rise and fall of the tide of national life. They are the 
manufactories of agricultural implements, blacksmithing establish- 
ments, boot and shoe factories, bread-making establishments, brick- 
making establishments, carpenter shops, wagon factories, flouring 
mills, furniture manufactories, coopering establishments. Itakenoue 
of the highly protected manufactures, I want to get at the real con- 
dition of the country as evidenced by the statistics to which the gen- 
tlemanreferred. Of blacksmith shops, including those little country 
places where the farmers’ horses are shod—in 1850 you had 10,373; 
in 1860, after ten years of free trade, you had only 7,504. But after 
ten en of our policy these 7,000 blacksmith shops had run up to 
ç 


Mr. SPRINGER. Allow me to ask the gentleman in what respect 
the country blacksmith is benefited by a protective tariff ? 

Mr. HASKELL. Ah! I was showing the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky and the gentleman from Illinois how, in the period from 1850 
to 1860, the country was brought to disaster by trade. The 
gentleman from Kentucky took that period and said he would stand 
or fall by it. I have picked out all these industries to show that in 
those years which the gentleman from Kentucky named as the most 
prosperous the country ever saw, the country was retrograding in 
many States rather than advancing; and I prove this not by great 
protected industries but by these ‘‘tell-tale” establishments com- 
mon to all agricultural, mechanical, and commercial life. 

But does the gentleman from Illinois suppose that the country is 
growing richer and richer when there are fewer and fewer black- 
smiths, fewer and fewer nters, fewer and fewer brick-makers, 
fewer and fewer bread-makers, fewer and fewer flour mills, fewer me- 
chanics in every branch of industry less industry ? Why, sir, these 
men supply the demands of everybody—no demand nolife, and when 
the number decreases, or only increases slowly, it shows that the 
national tide is ebbing or is at the lowest possible stage. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, perhaps the gentleman is ready to tell me 
in what shy a blacksmith in the country is benefi by a pro- 
tective tariff ? 

Mr. HASKELL. Iam not talking about that. Lam proving that 
in the period from 1850 to 1860 825 were crushing the country, agri- 
culturally and commercially. f flour mills in 1850, when you com- 
menced your free-trade po se d ou had 11,000 ; in ten years you had 
ine the number b: y 2,000. We took those 13,000 and in- 
ereased the number nearly 10,000 in ten years. 

Iwill submit the tables from which I have been reading, after adding 
one more suggestive item, that in the decade of 1850 to 1860 our ex- 
ports of domestic manufactured cotton goods amounted to a trifle 
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over $16,000,000. In the decade of 1860 to 1870 we exported nearl 
$26,000,000 of the same class of Yet my friend from New Yor 
wants the “ access to markets abroad” that tariff for revenue” is 


so sure of furnishing 


2, 188 1, 1, 026 

1, 079 261 

5,128 3,019| 3,737 

y. 5.300 | 3,480 | 3609 

Maryland. 32323 AG Scale eR ee a Re ee RESSA 2 gi 3, 083 3, 725 
Michigan. 9.455 . 

. —— 1 % o7 

Missouri 11,871 | 3,157 | 2,923 

CC RSE EII TEA INAUTE 37,200 | 22,363 | 21,605 

G raa aa e a aA RNS 1,584 | 1,230 | 1,430 

New Hampshire 8,342 2. 592 6.211 

New Jersey 6,636 | 4. 173 4. 207 

ex as 2, 399 983 309 

Tennessee 6,817 | 2,572 2, 887 

Sixteen States, North and South. 
I give the number of these establishments, and the kind, for the 
same three census years of 1850, 1860, and 1870, in the United States, 


of the leading industries: 


1 a T E T 1, 982 1, 333 
n TTE ᷣ —TT—TTTT.. e 26,364 | 7,504 | 10,373 
oel NE EA E POSE A E A 23,428 | 12,486 | 11,305 
3 3, 550 1, 930 
Bricks 3, 114 1,595 1. 603 
. 17,142 | 1. 323 2,790 
11,847 | 3,305 1,822 
8 8,613 | 3,917 4, 226 
b esse decsibonekeee 7,838 | 4,014 4,278 
7J„n5%%%E k ö?:.ö wal 4,961 | 2,707 2,902 
Flouring mills. ............ 22, 573 13, 868 | 11, 891 
Furnii 5, 423 t3, 594 4,242 
OhgiN 232 ((. S 
25, 817 | {19,699 | §17, 895 
7 607 | 3,621 3. 515 

e, x E R 3, 550 1,930 2, 027 
eee cok ee sored Sab ccdagavedsuvewscucaes 580 443 340 


Meal. tSchool and other. : Planing, 466. §Saw and planing. 


Take cooperage—the manufacture of barrels. Free trade ought to 
produce abundant whisky, (and whisky needs barrels,) if it will 
produce anything; for it produces misery and want and these always 
drive a man to the bottle. Take Cora, e You had in 1850 2,902 
cooper establishments; in 1860, after you had managed the countr 
ten years, you had lost 200 of these cooper establishments. We took 
charge of the country, and from 2,707 we increased the number to 
4,961. So the tale of the figures goes all through that period. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] and the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Hewitr] spoke of the panic of 1873. 
That wasa railroad panic, not contingent upon the tariff at all; but 
great panic as it was, (whether railroad panie or not,) in 1857, during 
your ten years, came a panic that involved $291,000,000 of capital—a 

arger amount of capital than was ever involved in a single year in 
any panic from the foundation of the Government down to the pres- 
ent time, exceeding even that other panie of 1837, when with your 
free-trade theories you ruined the wool interests of the country. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, but for the $1,100,000,000 of gold taken from 
California in that golden era” we should hardly have had a coun- 
try at all left to us under this “ tariff-for-revenue” policy. 

They are anxious concerning the welfare of the West and South, 
and of the farmers—these free-traders. 

Read this opening declaration of the gentleman from New York: 

I confess that when the distinguished gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] 
took the fioor, I expected to have as little controversy with him as I find I have 
with the gentleman from esota. posed that the gentleman from Iowa 
would plant himself upon the doctrine that American industry could not flourish 
without free raw materials. 5 he would insist that protection, if ever 

ted, should be ted only to infant manufactures, and that in framing a 
ff there should always be kept in view the desirable end of being able to get 
access to foreign markets with our surplus manufactured products. 

What are raw materials? Sugar, rice, wool, castor beans, flax, lum- 
ber, ores of all kinds, lead, zinc, copper, iron. Tariff for revenue 
drops these, for these produced at home yield no revenue. Let for- 
eigners have this labor. Let the West and the South with their raw 
materials go. Protect only the eastern manufacturer. Is thateastern 
“tariff reform” from the “tariff-for-revenue” stand-point? 

CONCLUSION. 

What a wonderful enigma this country of ours is in the light of 
these facts, if we are to accept all the allegations of our “ tariff-for- 
revenue” friends, 

Under and in cepito ofa protective tariff, which our Democratic 
friends declare to 0 “obstructive” and wholly detrimental, 


preventive of all progress and of all prosperity, our nation climbs 
’ 
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to heights never before achieved by any nation. Like Sindbad the 
Sailor, with the Old Man of the Sea” astride his neck, so “ protec- 
tion,” astride the neck of the nation, has almost paralyzed us, they 
say; yet in the race of life we have outrun all the nations when thus 


hampered and impeded. 

On the other hand, when all the power of the Government has been 
invoked in revenne-tariff legislation by our Democratic friends to 
rid the nation of its burden ofa protective policy, to make it free, as 
they term it, the great industries of the nation, like Achilles, have 
dikea in their tents and refused to advance a foot, 

My friend from New York, in concluding his speech the other day, 
referred to the teachings of the great Master of men. wae be per- 
mitted so todo? Then I commend him to a few lines of the match- 
less Sermon on the Mount: 

By their fruits ye shall know them. 

Do men gather grapes of thorns, or figs of thistles? 

Now, tell me, free-traders, and tell the country when, what year 
was it, what decade of years was it when the great industries of this 
country, agricultural, mechanical, or commercial, under free-trade 
auspices have ever plucked the golden apples of success and pros- 
perity from that upas tree of “a tariff for revenue only.” [Applause. ] 


From the Bureau of Statistics.] 


Average freight charges per bushel for the of wheat from Chicago to 


New York during the years 1868 to 1880, inclusive. 
ax: 
25.3 29. 0 42.6 
41| 250 35.1 
13. 5 22.0 33. 3 
21.6 25.0 31.0 
26.6) 28.0 33.5 
19.2 269 $3.2 
14.2 16.9 28.7 
11.4 14.0 24.1 
9.7 11.8 16.5 
7.5 158 20. 3 
10.1 114 17.7 
13.0 13.3 17.3 
13.2 15.7 19.7 
Table showing cost and production of steel raile. 
e Hi 
apm | 
6᷑ RE A ERLA zm $108 00 
1800 S Der coms. ad 
1870 30,357 | 106 75 | = 
1871 .. 84,152 | 102 50 
1872 83,991 | 112 00 
1 115,192 | 120 50 
S 129, 414 94 25 
1875 259, 699 68 75 
aoa 188 22 Twenty-eight dollars 
1255 e e ee Mareh 1873; 
1879.. 2 Q i 
1880 852,196 | 67 50 from that date. 
TE EA ᷣ v1 200, 000 61 13 | : 
Gehn helt 


Mr. MULDROW addressed the committee. [See page 2709.] 
Before 175715 4 

Mr. JOYCE. I believe there is an order that there be a session 
this evening, and that the House take a recess at half-past four 
o'clock. If the gentleman from Mississippi does not object, I will 
move that the committee rise for the purpose of enabling the House 
to take the recess. 

Mr. MULDROW. I yield for that purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi has eleven 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. KELLEY. I hope his time will be extended to make up for 
these interruptions. 

Mr. JOYCE. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker haying resumed 
the chair, Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, having had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. No. 2315) to provide for the appointment of 
a commission to investigate the question of the tariff and internal- 
revenue laws, had come to no resolution thereon. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

re act E = ao 8668) for the Frees 1750 555 and 

act (H. R. No. 5665) appropriating ‘or the purchase and 
distribution of seeds. s r 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. LEEDOM, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to have 
printed in the RECORD remarks on the Army appropriation bill. [See 
Appendix. ] 

APPROPRIATIONS FOR EDUCATION. 


Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia, by unanimous consent, presented the 
following resolution of the Legislature of the State of Georgia, as 
to Congressional appropriations for education ; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD: 


Resolution requ Representatives in Congress to endeavor to secure appro- 
98775 priations for education. 

Whereas the impoverishment of the South caused by the late unhappy war has 
made it up to the present date almost impossible for Southern 8 govern- 
ä like adequate provision for the education of the youth of 

0 ; an 

Whereas the freeing and enfranchisement of the colored race by the act of the 
Government of the United States has made it necessary that the qo of that 
race be p by education for the discharge of the duties of citizenship; and 

Whereas the difficulties of the southern educational problem are in: 
than a hundredfold by the fact that the people of the colored race, constituting 
nearly one-half of the entire Si! parame babs still to a large extent without any 


pro that 55 be taxed; 
the whole country is put in peril by the prevalence of ignorance in any 
Pe ERE by iho shiti ends house of representatives of the State 
it 
That the extending of aid by the General ernment to the stra; + Mgt ds 
governments of the South in their efforts to build up efficient systems e edu- 


cation of the masses is eminently wise and proper. 
Resolved, That we have observed with approval and gratification the efforts now 
made in Con, to raise an educa fund to be distributed the 


States for a term of years upon the basisof illiteracy, and afterward upon the 
of school ulation, and to be applied to educational purposes under the laws of 
the seve: tates. 


Resolved, That our Senators and resentatives in Congress are hereby re- 
nested to give their earnest support to that one of the measures referred to in the 
progoing resolution which is most liberal in appropriation and which secures to 

the est extent the right of local control in the application thereof. 

Resolved, That as the State of does not now make any discrimination 

between the races in applying State educational funds, we hereby ponpa HSE 
of the State to the sameimpartiality in applying any fund which may be provided 


by the General Government. 
Resolved, That the governor 8 to transmit copies of the fore- 


going peranna and resolutions to our and Representatives, to be laid by 
em before the two Houses of Congress. 
Approved September 28, 1881. 


IMPROVEMENT OF RIVERS IN GEORGIA. 


Mr. HAMMOND, of ve also, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented the following resolution of the Legislature of the State of 
Georgia, as to appropriations for improving the rivers of that State ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed in the RECORD : 


PFF 
for the rivers in Georgia. 


Whereas the opening of all rivers in this State rendered navigable by nature 
is a question of great State as well as national importance; and 
ereas the small sums heretofore appropriated bythe national Government 
in furtherance of this objectare wholly tuadoquata for the purpose: Be it, therefore, 
. 2 eee house enn yr F 
resentatives in Congress earnes ested to use their utmost diligence 
procuring such appropriations as will renar our rivers navigable. 
it further That his excellency the governor be requested to forward 
to our dele; 6 preamble and resolutions. 
Approved September 28, 1881. 


ADDITIONAL EMPLOYES IN TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communi- 
cation from the Second Comptroller and the Third Auditor of the 
83 B showing the increase of force which will be 
required in their bureau if an increase is made in the Pension Office ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 


AMERICAN CITIZENS IMPRISONED ABROAD, 


Mr. REED, by unanimous consent, presented the following reso- 
lutions of the Portland, Maine, UTKAN of the Irish National Land 
League, in reference to the American citizens in British prisons ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and orde 

to be printed in the RECORD: 


Whereas American citizens have been arrested without warrant, and immured 
in British dungeons without trial by jury, or without having a proper charge pre- 
ferred against them; and 

Whereas it is the duty of the Federal Government not only to protect the hum- 
blest and weakest citizen in the oid Sur ped of his civil rights, wherever the Stars 
and Stripes float, but also in the w. of section 2001 of the United States Revised 
Statutes, “whenever it is known that a citizen of the United States has un- 
justly . aap of his — it shall be the duty of the President to demand the 

such imprisonment! be d 


reason 0 and if it ap, to be wrongful and in violation of 
1 3 President forthwith demand the release of 
zen;“ an 
Whereas the Government of the United States through the disgraceful sub- 


treated as criminals, and flung into British prisons; and 
Whereas this infamous conduct of James Russell Lowell is not only opposed to 
the letter and spirit of the law above ted, but deadly hostile to common 
law, international comity, and es; y to the principles of this Government as 
expressed in the popular . which the unanimous voice of the American 
le accorded to Commander Ingraham on the occasion of the protection afforded 
Magin Koszta, and expressed by U. S. Grant in his message of 1869: Therefore, 
Be it That we, the members of the Portland ( ) branch of the 
Irish National respectfully request the of the United 
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States to demand an immediate trial or release of all American citizens now con- 
fined in British dungeons. 


Resolved, That in our opinion James Russell Lowell should be 1 rocalled 

from the position which has disgraced and dishonored by conduct toward 
med American citizens. 

That a copy of these resolutions be sent to the Senators from this 


os) 1 =. Hon. 55 an REED, Representative from this district, and be pub- 
. WILLIAM H. LOONEY, President. 
PETER O'CONNOR, Secretary. 
PORTLAND, April 2, 1882. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WHITE. I ask unanimous consent to offer a resolution for 
reference. 

The SPEAKER The hour for the recess has arrived. The Chair 
will state that, should he be absent this evening, the gentleman from 
Vermont [Mr. Joyce] will act as Speaker pro tempore. The hour of 
half past four o’clock having arrived, the House now, in pursuance 
of its order, takes a recess until half past seven o’clock this evening. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at half past 
seven o’clock p. m., and was called to order by Mr. JOYCE as Speaker 
tem 
2 RIGGS. I move that the House take a recess for ten minutes. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The recess having expired, the House was again called to order. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House meets this evening for the 
consideration of pension business on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BROWNE. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The motion was a to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
(Mr. BriaGs in the chair) and proceeded to the consideration of pen- 
sion business on the Private Calendar. 


ANDREW J. MORRISON. 


The first pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 2142 panting arrearages of poe to Andrew J. Morrison. 
Mr. JOYCE. I ask that this bill be passed over informally. 
There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 
WILLIAM R. PERDUE. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 1468) g ting a pension to William R. Perdue. 

Mr. JOYCE. I that this bill also be passed over informally. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I desire to say that since this bill was 
reported adversely by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, I have 
examined the papers very carefully; and I have in my hand several 
additional affidavits received since the report was made and too late 
to be brought to the attention of the committee. These affidavits 
explain more clearly than did the evidence before the committee 
the circumstances under which the injury, on account of which the 
pension is asked, was received. I should be extremely obliged if 
the Committee of the Whole would to-night hear these affidavits, as 
I do think this is a case which deserves favorable action. I have 
received perhaps more letters in behalf of this claim from more dis- 
tinguished people of both parties than in behalf of any other claim 
that has ever been presented through my action to Congress. 

The circumstances are briefly stated in the ry which the com- 
mittee has made. But I desire to supplement that report with the 
affidavits which I hold in my hand and ask the committee to take 
favorable action on the case to-night if possible. I ask that the 
report be read. 

. McMILLIN. There seems to be additional evidence in the 
case, and it appears to me the better course would be to recommit the 
bill to the committee. This is not a good place, I submit, to try the 
question on affidavits, especially when those affidavits have never 
been before the Committee on Invalid Pensions, I have no partic- 
ular interest in the matter, but I suggest that to my friend as prob- 
ably the more convenient mode. 

. SHALLENBERGER. I do not desire to consume the time of 
the committee, and in order that other cases may be disposed of I 
will accept that iba, ak 

Mr. RANDALL. There are so few here to-night that it is hardly 
competent for us to consider objectionable cases like this. I know 
something of this case and quite concur with the statement made by 
my colleague who has the bill in charge, and I suggest we had better 
accede to the motion to recommend that the bill be recommitted to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, with the additional evidence, 
and they can review the case, as I am assured they will. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
5 that it be recommitted to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

WIDOWS OF JOHN R. GALE AND OTHERS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
No. 1218) forthe relief of the widows of John R. Gale, Spencer D. Gray, 
Lemuel Griggs, Malachi J. Bramsey, I. Munden, Lewis White, and 
George W. Wilson, of North Carolina, 

The bill was read. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I think there was some question raised as to the 
tlie? bi of that measure, and I suggest that we pass it over inform- 
ally. The gentleman having it in e ange ano present, and perhaps 
it would be unfair to take it up in his absence. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection the bill will be 
passed over informally. 

There was no objection. 


WILSON W. BROWN AND OTHERS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
4444) granting pensions to Wilson W. Brown and others. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, do., That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed 
to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $20 8 the names of Wilson W. 
Brown, late second lieutenant of Company F, Twenty-first Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teers; John R. Porter, late second lieutenant of Company C, Twenty-first Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteers; William Bensinger, late captain of Company C, Thirteenth 
Regiment United States Colored Infantry; John A. Wilson, late of Company O, 
ee e ent Ohio Volunteers; William Pittenger, late of Com C, 
Second Regiment Ohio Volunteers; Mi J. Hawkins, late of Company A Thirty: 
third Regiment Ohio Volunteers; Daniel A. Dorsey, late second lieutenant of Com- 
pany H, Thirty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteers; Elihu A. Mason, late of Com- 
pany Twenty-first Ohio Volunteers; and Rachel Slavens, widow of Samuel 

lavens, a soldier executed at Atlanta, Georgia, by the confederate authoriti 
June 18, 1862: Provided, That the pensions hereby granted shall be in lieu of al 
other pensions that have been granted to or are 8 by any of thaabove-named 
persons under the provisions and limitations of the pension Jaws. 

Mr. DAWES. There are some verbal amendments which I will 
ask unanimous consent to have made in this bill. In the seventh 
line it should be“ Company G“ instead of “Company C;“ so that 
it will read“ John R. Porter, late second lieutenant of Company G.“ 
In the twelfth line, also, it should be“ Company G“ instead of “ Com- 
pany C;” so that it will read, “William Pittenger, late of Com- 

any G.“ In the sixteenth line it should be, “Elihu H. Mason” 
nstead of “Elihu A. Mason.” 

I also move that the bill be amended by inserting, in line 17, after 
the word“ volunteers,” the words“ and William H. Reddick, late 
of Company B, Thirty-third Ohio Volunteers.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection these amendments will be 


There was no objection, and the amendments were agreed to. 

The CHAIR In the absence of objection the bill will belaid 
aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 

Mr. McMILLIN. This is the bill we have had before us for sev- 
eral weeks, and I have hitherto thought it was establishing a prece- 
dent so little desirable to be followed and of so doubtful expediency 
that I have objected to its being passed by the small committees 
that we usually have. And I think that it is improper for the reason 
that it takes from the Pension Office before they have been finally 
determined there several cases and undertakes to adjudicate upon 
them and also to fix the pensions at $20 a month, which is a rate above 
that allowed for similar disabilities to other soldiers. 

Mr. BROWNE. I concur, ina measure, with the suggestion made 
by the gentleman from Tennessee. It is manifest, however, that we 
never will have at these night sessions a quorum of the House pres- 
ent, and if this bill is to be acted upon at all we will have to make 
some arrangement by which it can be brought into the House. I 
suggest therefore to the gentleman from Tennessee, that we allow 
the bill to be laid aside to be reported favorably to the House with 
the understanding that when it is so reported it shall remain on the 
Calendar without action until we have a full House. We can con- 
sent after it goes into the House from the Committee of the Whole, 
that it may remain there to be considered when a quorum of the 
House shall be present. If we adopt that course the gentleman from 
Tennessee loses the benefit of no objection and has the opportunity 
of having the bill presented to a full House where there may be 
ample discussion and where the merits of the case can be fully under- 

When it is adjudicated by the House it will at least be satis- 
35 í to the majority, if a majority should pass favorably upon 
e bill. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. The only difficulty in the way, as far as I can 
see, lies in the fact that we give it thereby the sanction, or at least 
the indorsement of the two dozen members of the committee, who 
may be present to-night, which has the same strength; so far as my 
observation has 1 88 after a service of three years here, as if it was 
reported by a full committee of the House. My impression is, Mr. 
Chairman, that it makes no difference how few members there ma 
be present in Committee of the Whole, when a bill of this kind is 
recommended to the House, you may be assured that the House will 
rest upon that recommendation as well as if it had received the sanc- 
tion of a full committee, and it goes from us with an indorsement 

uivalent to that given to it by a quorum. 

dislike very much to stand in the way of e bills; and all 
here present will bear testimony to the fact that, except where our 
action was an infraction of some rule of the House, I have been con- 
tent to allow legislation to proceed without objection. But I think 
that less than a quorum should certainly not pass a bill which estab- 
lishes a precedent of this kind. 


e 


Mr. BROWNE. Allow me to say to my colleague on the committee 
that the RECORD will show exactly the circumstances under which 
this bill was favorably considered, ifit shall receive favorable action 
by the committee. And, in addition, the gentleman will have an op- 
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portunity of stating to the full House just the facts surrounding us 
at the present time when this action is taken. I do that because the 
beneficiaries of this bill, I believe, have a right to be heard, and I see 
no other method by which it is possible for the House to consider this 
and some other bills of a similar character, exerts by justsome such 


arrangement as I have proposed. That is fair. e can never expect 
to have a full House at these night mee ings, and the few members 
who are in the habit of attending them will be compelled to adopt 
such steps as these in order to dispose of bills in reference to which 
objection of this character is made. Send them to the House, where 
they may be fully discussed, and all of the circumstances ander which 
they have been sent may be fully aame 

. HOLMAN. Idid not hear the observations of my colleague dis- 
tinctly. One of three courses, otay two at all events, are open 
for us to pursue. One is to pass the bill over informally, another to 

port it adversely or with some other recommendation to the House. 
10 report this with a recommendation that it pass gives it the sanc- 
tion of the committee, when in reality the ority of the commit- 
tee present may probably object to its passage. 

; BROWNE. Do I understand my colleague correctly to state 
that a bill may be reported to the House without any recommenda- 
tion ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That could not be done, I presume. It must go 
from the committee with some recommendation. 

I have suggested that there are but two, possibly three methods 
that can be pursued, either to pass it over informally or report.it to 
the House with some recommendation. Now, as to those matters 
where there is some diversity of opinion,I suggest that where the 
minds of members are not fully clear as to the course to be pursued 
in reference to certain bills they had better be passed over, for the 
present at all events. 

Mr. BROWNE. Allow me to say to my colleague that it is certain 
this bill will be antagonized by some gentleman at every night ses- 
sion we may have during the present term of Congress. If we pass 
it over informally night after night it is virtually a denial of a hear- 
ing on the part of Congress in these cases. This bill has in its favor 
at all events the sanction of a majority of an eminently respectable 
committee. Are we to leave itin this unfortunate condition or adopt 
the suggestion I have made of reporting it to the House with favor- 
able recommendation. So far as I am concerned, I would rather have 
it reported to the House with an adverse recommendation than to 
let it remain and die on this Calendar. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [ask for the present, for this evening’s meeting 
at least, that it be passed over informally and allow the other bills 
on the Calendar to be taken up and passed in their order. 

Mr. DAWES. I would like to say a single word in support of the 
request of the chairman of the committee, and to appeal to my col- 
league on the committee, the gentleman from Tennessee, to with- 
draw his objection and let this bill be dis of in the manner 
suggested. That gentleman knows very well that ten very worthy 
aan heroic soldiers are interested in the consideration of this bill. 
He knows also that this is now the third time that we have consented 
to allow the bill to be laid aside informally, and more than one hun- 
dred cases, I believe, later on the Calendar hays had the preference 
in the consideration of this committee, and have been reported to and 
pore’ by the House, Now, in justice to the claim of these soldiers, 

ey ought to be allowed to have their day in court. And for this 
reason I will ask my honorable colleague on the committee to assent 
to the arrangement suggested by the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. As to the heroism of these soldiers I do not 
doubt. But there is heroism in two ways to be considered in cases 
of this kind. For instance, there are 100,000 peony The on the rolls. 
Pensioned how? According to the degree of disability incurred in 
the service. 

This bill proposes to pension, not according to the disability in- 
curred, but according to a rate that Congress fixes here arbitrarily. 
Those that are getting $8 a month now are by this bill to get $20 a 
month; and some who have not been able to get on the roll at all, 
because, I suppose, the evidence was not sufficient to show the disa- 
bility, have had their cases transferred from the Pension Office to 


Congress. 

e will make Congress more a court of appeals for claims and pen- 
sions than it now is if we vary from the rule heretofore existing. I 
would have no objection, if it can be done, that the bill pass into the 
House and be acted upon there. I know of no precedent for that, 
but if it can be done I do not want to stand in the way of the adju- 
dication of these cases; but I feel it a matter to be regretted that it 
is incumbent upon the committee or the House to act upon important 
matters of this kind when there is not a quorum present. 

Mr. DAWES. I will just take one moment to say a word in reply 
to the objection which the honorable gentleman from Tennessee 
(Mr. MCMILLIN] has made now upon three different occasions to the 
passage of this bill, namely, that it proposes to pension soldiers who 
are now applicants at the Pension ice, and whose cases have not 
yet been adjudicated, and that it Proposes to put a number of soldiers 
at a uniform rate of $20 upon the pension roll without regard to 
the degree of 3 x 

These soldiers are of the same party; they have rendered certain 
extraordinary service and have been subjected to extraordinary suf- 
fering. One of the party, by special act of Congress, has already 
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been granted a pension of $20, and for reasons that can be made to 
appear, if we enter upon the discussion, it was deemed by the commit- 
tee to be an act of justice and propriety to recommend the passage 
of this bill ting all the members of that party alike the same ben- 
efit that this particular one had received at the hands of Congress. 
Now I think upon this issue it is no more than fair for us to make this 
arrangement, and 1 hope the gentleman from Tennessee will even yet 
accede to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee assent to 
the arrangement! 

Mr. HO N. Let the bill be passed over informally that we 
may proceed with the other bills on the Calendar. I trust my col- 
. Mr. BROWNE] will consent to this. 

e C MAN. In the absence of objection, the bill will be 

passed over informally. 

There was no objection. 


MINOR CHILDREN OF AARON SHERIDAN. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 1976) granting a pension to the minor children of Aaron Sheri- 
dan, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secre' of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll. subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the names of Levi F. Sheridan, 1 H. Sheridan, 
James Edward Sheridan, Alfred A. Sheridan, and Charles A. (minor 
children of Aaron Sheridan, late light-house pa on Manitou Island, in north- 


ern Lake Michigan, and who was drowned by t 9 of the Government 
boat while cam ymg — and the United States from the mainland to the 
island, a distance of twelve miles, on or about the — day of March, 1878.) at the 
rate of $8 per month each, while they are sixteen years of age. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions reported the following amend- 
ments: 

In line 12 fill the blank with the word ‘‘ fifteenth." 

Strike out the words at the rate of $8 per month each while they are under 
sixteen years of age. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand from a member of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions sitting by me that the father of these children 
was a pensioned soldier at $18 a month at least, or perhaps more, and 
that his life was really lost in consequence of the perils he encoun- 
tered, which he could have safely escaped if it had not been for his 
disabled condition, having lost perhapsanarm in the military service. 

Now it does seem to me it is just as well to avoid seeming to in- 
crease the civil pension list as far as it may be proper, and that 
these children should be pensioned as the children of a pensioned 
soldier and should draw a pension to which they are justly entitled 
as such. I therefore suggest striking out the words “late light- 
house keeper on Manitou Island in northern Lake Michigan.” t 
of course is unimportant; and if the committee know the company 
and regiment in which this soldier served let that be stated. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will save the gentleman from Indiana that 
trouble by asking that this bill take the same course as the others 
have done. 

This is one of the cases in which it is proposed to put additional 
members of the civil service upon the pension-roll, and I think that 
should not be done. We have passed this bill over heretofore. In 
addition to that I desire the permission of my friend from Indiana to 
state that I do not remember the facts which show, and I think I 
may challenge the record to show, that it was on account of disa- 
bility existing at the time that this man was unable to save his life. 
It simply outcropped from the investigation in the committee that 
he was drawing a pension, but that is all. I believe I state it 
correctly. Let the bill be passed over as the others have been. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the bill will be 
passed over informally. 

Mr. BROWNE. I presume that will have to be the direction taken 
by the bill. Perhaps I more actively an nized this case than any 
other member of the committee. So far as I am personally concerned 
I would not like to see this case take the same direction as the other, 
of going into the House with the same kind of recommendation. I 
am willing, however, it should go in with an unfavorable recommen- 
dation. But here are infant children. If they are entitled to be 
pensioned—I do not think they are but if they are entitled in the 
judgment of the House to be pensioned, I would like to see their 
case take sucha place in the House as to insure it some kind of con- 
sideration. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ihave no objection to the case being reported 
adversely. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman will remember if it is reported 
adversely it comes back here to the committee, should the Hone 
take a different view. If you strike out the enacting clause and the 
House overrules that action it simply sends it hack to the committee. 

I wish to say to my friend from Tennessee, it seems to me if as a 
matter of fact this pensioned soldier had lost an arm in the service 
and was then employed in a civil appointment, and in consequence 
of the peril he encountered in the civil employment lost his life be- 
cause of his maimed condition, caused by his service in the Army, 
his children would be fully entitled to a pension. That is my view. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Indiana evidently does not 
understand this case as he usually understands matters which come 
before the House. So far from this man losing his life in the line of 
his duty, if I remember correctly, he was not engaged in the line of 
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his em ae at the time, but had gone off three miles from his 
post of duty for the mai, and while gone the boat in which he was 


makin 3 was capsized. It was not in the line of his anty: In 
the lace it was acivilemployment. In the second place he did 
not lose life while engaged in that employment. In the third 


place there is no evidence showing the disability he incurred as a 
soldier made him less able to buffet the waves he encountered. 

Mr.CULLEN. The gentleman from Tennessee is in error in regard 
to some facts in this case. It is true the bill is not of a character to 
recommend it strongly to this House; but the facts are substantially 
these: this old gentleman was a soldier, and was disabled in the 
cause of his country. He was weet thm, bs pension at the rate of $18 a 
month, and because of his disability he was given this position on 
Manitou Island, in Lake Michigan. He was in the line of his duty 
when he lost his life, for it was a part of his duty to carry the mail from 
the island to the main shore. It was known to be hazardous, and 
particularly so on that day. It was known, and the Government 
was advised time and again, thatthe boat used for that purpose was 
unseaworthy, and as an evidence of that fact it was called a Gov- 
ernment cofin.” In order to make it more safe he, on this occasion, 
employed an expert boatman who took him tothe mainland, and on 
their return he and his wife and one child were drowned. The pre- 
sumption is that he might have saved his life if it had not been for 
the Ñisabilit incurred by him in the line of his duty as a soldier. I 
do not say there is any positive evidence to show it was because of 
his exireme disability that he did lose his life. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. There is none, 

Mr. CULLEN. It is to be reais it was largely because of his 
disability that he did lose his The boatman saved his life, and 
he was the only one saved. 

We do not ask a pension because this man was engaged in the civil 

service, but we ask a pension for his children because their father 
was a pensioner, and being carried away in this hasty manner, leav- 
ing them helpless on the world, and now on the verge of the poor- 
house as I am informed by friends, we do think they are entitled in 
equity and in good conscience to the pension their father would have 
drawn had he lived. Consequently, it seems to me, there should be 
no objection to reporting this bill to the House with the recommenda- 
tion, if you please, that the House when a quorum is present shall 
decide it on its merits, 

I do not wish to argue or urge the case through while gentlemen 
have fixed opinions in regard to it cata toits passage, but I do 
say, as a matter of common right, it should be permit to be re- 

rted to the House so as to be passed on when a quorum is present. 
In that way it can be finally disposed of. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman, I voted for a favorable report in 
this case, and it seems to me the Government ought not to make 
money on the operation, as it would do if it saved this pension and 
allowed these r children to suffer. This man unquestionably 
lost his life while in the service of the Government. The Govern- 
ment was at some fault, if not wholly to blame, for his loss. 

There have been some 8 received with favor pensionin 
men, for instance those in the railway mail service and in that civi 
service the nature of which is perilous as this was. Here was an old 
soldier drawing a pension of $18 a month, carrying the mail for the 
Government in a bad boat. How far the Government was to blame 
for that I do not know; but he lost his life, and his poor, helpless 
children, as the honorable gentleman from Hlinois has stated, are 
nearly driven to the poor-house, That is the way in which it pre- 
sented itself to me, and I voted for it. Ido not think any danger- 
ous precedent will be established by granting this relief to this man 
who lost his life in the civil service of the Government, he having 
been a faithful and heroic soldier who had been disabled in the serv- 
ice of his — 775 5 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Mr. Chairman, Macaulay says the faith that, 
whether in the jungles of India or amid the African wilds, there is 
behind him the great Government of England to do him justice adds 
nerve to the British soldier on the eve of battle. What are the facts 
of this case? This old soldier was drawing a pension. There was 
quite a number of people living on that Manitou Island, and it was 
a part of the duty of this man to carry the mail from that island to 
the main shore. In the performance of that duty he lost his life. 
Now, if we refuse a pension to these children, the great Government 
of the United States will save $18 a month. But I do not think it 
will refuse to grant this pension, which is due them on account of 
their father’s services in behalf of his conuen 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. DAWES] moves 
tbat this bill be laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. RAY. Before the vote is taken on that motion I desire to make 
a single remark on this case. The report in the case I understand 
has not yet been read. 

The majority of the committee reported in favor of granting this 
pension to the minor children of Mr. Sheridan. Both of their parents 
were drowned in Lake Michigan. The facts of the case have been 
properly stated to this committee. 

But I want to call attention to a case which is very similar to this, 
only one degree further removed from the position in which these 
ghildre n stand. I refer to the case of the children of Catharine 


ion to Cath- 
e existing pen- 
sion laws. That bill was favorably reported to the House gad placed 


A bill was introduced into this House to grant a 
arine Yoder, because she could not draw one under 


upon the Calendar. Pending the consideration of that bill Mrs. 
oder was burned to death in some co tion in Olio. This 

House, upon a motion which was acceded to by every member of the 

Committee of the Whole who was 8 so far as I know, 

to substitute the minor children of Catherine Yoder in place of the 

mother. In that case neither the mother nor the children could draw 

a pension under existing laws. 

n this case the father was drawing a pension at the time he was 
drowned, having fought in the late war of the rebellion. He was 
drawing a pension of $18 a month because of disabilities produced 
by a gun-shot wound received by him in some battle in the South. 

By reason of his disability, as I judge, by reason of this wound, he 
was not an athletic and vigorous man and not able to manage the 
boat in which he was at the time he was drowned. I judge from 
the facts and circumstances of the case, (for I made a pretty careful 
examination of them before I drew the report,) that if he had been 
in his usual strength and vigor he might at least have been able to 
have saved himself, for there was a comrade in the boat with him, 
an able-bodied man, who clung to the capsized boat and was saved. 

a Bh ana is, reasoning upon eee MAY if this man had 
not been weakened by the -shot wound he had received, so that 
he could not take care of himself, he might still have been saved as 
his comrade was. Of course, the mother and the infant child could 
not have been saved, as the boat was capsized by a squall a mile and 
a half from shore. 

These children are in a state of absolute poverty, supported by the 
charity of neighbors and friends. I think that a little pittance, less 
than the father was drawing, which was $18 a month—and these four 
children would w draw $4 each per month—I think this t 
Government can afford to grant this little pittance to these children ; 
I do not care whether you call it a gratúity or a pension. But cer- 
tainly this Government can afford e this small pittance to 
these children until they are sixteen years of age. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Can this Government afford not to do it? 

Mr. RAY. I think these children would probably receive better 
treatment from the world upon which they will be thrown, from the 
fact that they are to receive $4 a month each until they become six- 
teen years of age, at which time they may be able to a great extent 
to take care of themselves. The chances are that they will become 
better citizens if they are not left now to shift for themselves, 

Mr. BROWNE. It is apparent that, under the circumstances, we 
cannot favorably consider this bill to-night. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Do you object to its consideration now? 

Mr. BROWNE. It is not necessary that we should discuss it and 
waste further time upon it. Though I am opposed to the bill myself, 
3 be entirely willing to have it reported favorably to the 

ouse. 

Mr. DUNNELL, Is the gentleman willing that the committee now 
in session should vote upon it? 

Mr. BROWNE. Iam; but the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
McMILLIN] is opposed to it. 

Mr. RAY. Would it be satisfactory to 1 8 aay on the other side 
to let this bill be reported favorably to the House, with the under- 
standing that no vote shall be taken upon it until Monday or some 
other day next day? 

Mr. BROWNE. That suggestion has been made, and gentlemen 
have declined to accept it. It is simply a consumption of time to 
diseuss this bill further to-night. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the 8 from Ohio [Mr. Dawes] 
insist upon his motion that the bill be reported to the House? 

Mr. DAWES. Iwill not insist upon it under the circumstances. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask consent that the bill be passed over inform- 


ally for the present. 

= CHAIRMAN If there is no objection that course will be pur- 
sued. 

There was no objection, and the bill was passed over informally. 

HORACE s. SPEAR. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. a Freon a pension to Horace S. Spear. 

Mr. JOYCE. Let that bill be passed over for the present. 

There was no objection. 

JOSEPH R. BENJAMIN. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. peel granting a pension to Joseph R. Benjamin. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Let that bill be passed over for the present. 

There was no objection. 

CATHERINE GREYBIG. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 1330) granting a pension to Catherine Greybig. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, do., That the Secretary of the Interior d r 
thoria . on-roll the name of Oatherine Grey e 

OW ©. Te a el steamer Prima Donna, 
$e dha provistuay cad AERAN oF the pension T * 


Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 
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The report was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 


1330) ting a pension to Catharine Greybig, having had the same under con- 
sideration, beg leave to submit the following rt: 

It appears the evidence in the case on file in the Pension Office that the 

itioner is the widow of Philip Greybig, some time deck-hand on board the steamer 


rima Donna; that the deceased was captured by the enemy, and died Jani 4 
1865, at Corinth, Mississippi, while a prisoner of war. It is farther shown t 
the boat upon which he was employed at the time of capture was not a war ves- 
sel of the United States, but under charter, and its crew were under the control 
and 8 the e e Department. 

The Pension ce ruled that the deceased was, therefore, a civil employé, and 
not entitled to pension for injuries received or disease contracted while in the 
above-described service; hence the rejection of the claim of his widow. 

The evidence conclusively shows that the deceased husband of the petitioner, 
with the other employés of the boat, was compelled by the United States author- 
ities to remain with the boat until captured. As a proof of this assertion we 
quote from an aflidavit of George M. Henderson, who was the first mate of the ves- 
sel in question. He swears that— 

“ During the month of December, 1864, said boat took a load of quartermaster’s 
stores from Cincinnati, Ohio, to Nashville, Tennessee, where she discharged said 
cargo. Said boat was then ordered down the river about seventeen miles, and there 
take on a load of government mules ; that it was well known that the rebel forces un- 
der General H os fuck near to or quite to the river, and the crew on said boat 
in consequence declined to proceed with the boat on this new and hazardous voy- 

e; but they were brought on the boat, and said crew were by them (the United 
States officers in charge) compelled to proceed with the boat, and the crew were 
in e ped captured. 

All the crew protested against going on said voyage, and alleged that they 
had a right to quit the service, as the boat had discharged its cargo, and as Nash- 
ville was a port of entry, but they were all compelled, as aforementioned, to re- 
main on the boat. 

“ Affiant farther states that said crew were held prisoners of war from Decem- 
ber 3, 1864, to April, 1865." 

In view of the fact that by the compulsion used by officers of the United States, 
whereby the husband of this widow lost his life and services, it would seem that 
justice and equity would iam that the Government, in the slight form of a pen- 
sion, should recognize its obligation in the premises. 

hile the pension laws do not cover this class of cases, precedents have been 
established by Co and your committee feel justified rope favorabl 
upon this prayer. e therefore recommend the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 1330 
granting a pension to Catherine Greybig. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the next pen- 
sion bill on the Calendar. 

The Clerk read the title of a bill, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1579) granting a pension to Elizabeth Fulks. 


Mr. RANDALL. I think the Clerk has passed over some bills. 
The next on the Calendar, I N bill (H. R. No. 1224) grant- 
ing a pension to Anson Smith, repo: from the Committee on Pen- 


ons. 

Mr. BROWNE. I would inquire if there is any member of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions now present? If not perhaps it would be well 
enough to pass over the cases reported from that committee. It 
would be very embrrassing indeed for us to consider those cases now. 

Mr. RANDALL. It would be a very great hardship to the persons 
for whose benefit bills have been reported from the Committee on 
Pensions if they should be passed over now. 

Mr. BROWNE. That is very true; but we ought not to be asked 
to consider cases when no member of that committee feels sufficient 
interest in them to be present, nor do I think we can properly un- 
derstand them unless some one is here to state the facts. 

Mr. KENNA. It might be that upon a bare reading of the report 
in each case the committee would be willing to consider it. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I suggest that the report be read; it may suffi- 
ciently explain the facts of the case. 6 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will take the liberty of ror i 
suggestion. The clerks at the desk are not able just now to lay 
their hands on the reports in these cases from the Committee on 
Pensions. The Chair therefore suggests that the Committee of the 
Whole proceed with the other bills and that these be taken up here- 


T. 
There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 
ELIZABETH FULKS. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. No. 1579) granting a pension to Elizabeth Fulks. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Fulks, deceased, late a private in Com A, Ninth Regiment Tennessee Cav- 
alry Volunteers. = 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
1579) poka pension to Elizabeth ber widow of Elcanah Fulks, late private 
A, e pe Tennessee Cavalry, having had the same under 

as follows: 

The petitioner's claim was filed in May, 1865, and allowed December, 1871, more 
than five gon after the claim was 1 ment examination it 
ap t a grant of a pensi vention of section 
4717 of the Revised Statutes, which provides that unless a claim is prosecuted 
to a successful issue within five of the date of filing the same, it cannot be 
allowed unless the records of the War Department show that the was 
received or the disease contracted in the service and in the line of duty. 

While there is no record evidence of the soldier's 3 
however, by the evidence on file in this case that the so was sick unable 


evidence being clear that Elizabeth Fulks is entitled toa 8 and 
committee being satisfied of the justness of her claim, report back the bill with the 
recommendation that it pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 
RICHARD DEVITT. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. No. 2084) for the relief of Richard Devitt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to cause to be placed on the pension-roll the name of Richard Devitt, late 
a private in opaa C, Ninth Infantry, Minnesota Volunteers, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


Mr. HOLMAN, I will not ask that the report be read; but Isug- 
gest that it be printed in the RECORD as indicating the basis on 
which the Committee of the Whole acts. 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the report will be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, The report is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
2084) granting a pension to Richard Devitt, have considered the same, and report: 
Thesaid Devitt was a private in Company C, Ninth United States Infantry, from 
April 10, 1860, till discharged, April 10, 1863 —Ave years. He alleges that while in 
d service and in line of duty at Fort Colville, Washington Territory, on or about 
September 20, 1862, he was shot in the knee, and in consequence of said wound he 
was on the sick list at Fort Vancouver, and from there he was transferred to the 
San Juan Island Hospital in the spring of 1863, where he remained five months. 
James Short testifies that he was a comrade of claimant in said service, and he 
states further that the claimant, while in line of duty and without fault or im- 
pop conduct of his own, on or about 3d day o, November, 1862, at Fort Colville, 
n Washington Territory, while acting as guard and aiding in making an arrest, 
received a gunshot wound in left leg, taking effect tive or six inches above the 
ankle, and on that account was in hospital for about six months. Thomas Butler 
makes the same statement. L. W. n, examining and e testifies that 
claimant is three-fourths disabled ig Spey tare of an injury resulting from a wound 
in left leg, and continues that there is enlargement of the knee joint and g and 
that the claimant is lame and unable to perform labor to any extent. Claimant 
asserts that the surgeon who treated him is dead. There is norecord of the ed 
ury inthe War Department. The claim was rejected because of the inability 
of claimant to adduce medical proof of mee pepe 
In view of the fact that claimant served in the Army five years, that he estab- 
lishes his claim by two disinterested witnesses and the report of said examining 
surgeon, we recommend that the bill do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 


MARTHA A. BEERBOWER. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
H. R. No. 1813) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Martha A. 
rbower. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to restore to the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha A. Beerbower, of West Vir- 
ginia, widow of Jesse Beerbower, assistant surgeon of Third Potomac Home Brig- 
ade in the Jate war, with the same rate of pension and rights she had before her 
name was stricken from the said pension-roll. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the 9 
bill (H. R. No. 1813) restoring the name of Martha A. Beerbower, widow of Jesse 
Beerbower, late assistant surgeon of the Third Maryland Volunteers, Potomac 
Home Brigade, to the pension-roll of the United States, having had the same un- 
der consideration, respectfully submit the following report: 

Martha A. Beerbower drew a pension on acvount of the death of her husband, 
Jesse Beerbower, resulting from the effects of a disease contracted while in the 
service of the United States, from 1865 to 1876. Some time in 1876 her name was 
dropped from the roll because the Pension Department received information tend 
ing to show that Dr. Beerbower suffered from lung disease prior to his enlistment 
in the Army. This information, it may be Fk ped to state, was based on state- 
ments contained in an anonymous letter. e peg was originally ted on 
the testimony of reliable persons, showing that Dr. Beerbower, previous to his 
entering the Army, was a sound, . and healthy man, free from any con- 
sumptive predispositions. This is the evidence not o M of his neighbors, but of 
several practicing 2 who state that they associated with him intimately 
and professionally for years, and who were never able to discover, in all their daily 
intercouse with any of the usual s ptoms invariably accompanying con- 
sumption. And moreover, these affidavits were sworn to in 1866, and in January, 
1867, shortly after the death of Dr. Beerbower. These persons were better capa- 
ble of being conversant with the facts at that time than were those who gave this 
subsequent information to the Pension Department, in 1876, some nine orten vears 
later. The testimony in favor of the claimant directly and successfully contta- 
23 and overrides the previously taken testimony, upon which the department 
ac’ 


The committee, on a careful examination and consideration of the evidence, 2 
and con, are satisfied that an injustice was done to the claimant in dropping her 
name from the pension-roll. Her husband was a sound and healthy man before 
entering the amy but being exposed to the vicissitudes and innumerable hard- 
ships of active field service, he contracted the germs of that fatal disease which 
was the cause of his death. 

The committee are therefore of opinion that the name of Martha A. Beerbower 
should be restored to the pension-roll, that she may receive the pension to which 
she is so clearly and justly entitled. 

The committee report back the accompanying bill, and recommend its passage. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 


JAMES F. CULLEN 


The next e business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. No. 5158) for the relief of James F. Cullen. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, do., That the Commissioner of Pensions be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to adjudicate the pension claim of James F. Cullen, late a sergeant 
ofCompany A, Fifth Kentucky Volunteers, as pet a formal application for pen- 
sion had been filed by him in the Pension Office on the 7th day of March, 1882. 


The amendment reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
was read, as follows: 
At the end of the bill strike out eighty-two " and insert eighty." 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Does this bill carry with it arrearages ! 
Mr. BROWNE. It does. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then let the report be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
5158) for the relief of James F. Cullen, has had the same under consideration, and 
leave to submit the following report: 
was ed as a sergeant in Company A, Fifth Regiment Kentucky Vol- 
unteers, July, 1, 1861; promoted to second lieutenant April 18, 1863, and to captain 
November 27, 1863, in which capacity he served until mustered ont with his com- 
Septem 14, 1864. At the battle of Stone River, Tennessee, December 31 
Teed he received a gunshot wound of left leg above the knee, for which he received 
a pension at $8 per month from March 24, 1881, the date upon which a formal declara- 
tion for in his behalf was filed in the Pension Office. 
commencement of this ion is in accordance with the provisions of sec- 
tion 2 of the act of March 3, 1879, as follows : 
“All which have been, or which may hereafter be, granted in conse- 
ce of death occurring from a cause which originated in the service since the 
fh day of March, 1861, or in 3 — of wounds or injuries received, or dis- 
ease contracted since 


that commence from the death or discharge of the 


on whose account the c! has been or is hereafter granted, if the disabil- 
} occurred prior to discharge; and if snch disability occurred after the dis- 
then the date of actual disability, or trom the termination of the 


right of party having prior title to such pension: Provided, The application for 
such — baa been oris hereafter filed with the Commissioner of Pensions prior 
to the Ist day of July, 1880, otherwise the pension shall congnence from the date of 
filing the application; but the limitation herein prescribed shall not apply to 
claims by or in behalf of insane persons and children under sixteen years of age.“ 
Although this section does not expressly provide how such application should 
‘et there is found sufficient authority in section 4714, Revised Stat- 
utes, to tify the decision of the Pension Oflice, that unless the application is 
executed as ted by said section, it cannot be accepted so as to exempt the 
claim from the limitation prescribed by the section above quoted. 
Your committee finds, however, upon the examination of the papers Soy hie =y 
on e 


Pension Office, facts which are enti 
now before it. 

It appears that on the 12th of March, 1880, or nearly four months prior to the ex- 

iration of the time for filing of claims under the arrears acts, there were received 
12 the Pension Office, as the mail stamps will show, a letter and inclosure, dated 
Hot Springs, Arkansas, March 5, 1880, addressed to J. A. Bentley, (then Commis- 
sioner of Pensions,) in words as follows: Inclosed please find 3 of James 
F. Cullen for pension and bounty claims,” signed by W. A. Kirk. Theapplicat.on 
referred to proves to be a double sheet (four pages) of 7 0 questions, and full 
answers in writing. It appears that certain claim agents, preparatory tothe prep- 
aration of ap lications for their clients, forward to them what are termed “ ques- 
tion blanks,” to ascertain all the facts with reference to the claim. ‘The “ question 
blank” in this case was forwarded to Cullen by one George E. Lemon. of city, 
and contains fifty-five interrogatories relating to service, nature of injuries, treat- 
ment therefor, and extent of disability. 

These interrogatories were fully answered by the claimant, and believing that 
the filing of the same with the Commissioner of Pensions would place him npon 
the list o sanaaa he mailed this sheet to this city, where it was received in due 
time. Instead of advising Cullen of the irregularity in his 3 88 
and giving him the n: instructions how to eed, the Pension Office after 
some delay forwarded the letter and inclosure to Mr. Lemon. Cullen shortly 

received an application from Lemon ap lee ed execution, butignorant 
of the bee of law, and at the advice of friends, he let the matter rest, 
fully eving the filling up of the first paper and its transmission to the Com- 
missioner of Pensions were all-suflicient, that the requirement made by the 
attorney was simply for the purpose of extorting a fee for what seemed to him 
as It was only upon inquiry at the Pension Office, made by a friend 
of Cullen, on h 12, 1881, touching the status of the latter's claim, that the true 
state of affairs was discovered, and shortly thereafter a formal application was 
received in the Pension Office, but too late to confer any title under the arrears 


acts. 

It is the opinion of committee that inasmuch as the claimant, instead of 
returning the blank, duly filled ont, to the m from whom received, saw fit to 
place it on file in the bureau charged with the hy eg ee of whatever rights he 
may have had under the law upon the presentation of his case, and that bureau 

to t out to him his error and thus afford him an opportunity to correctit 
in time, relief asked for should be granted, and therefore report favorably on 
the bill and ask that it do pass, with an amendment to strike out the word two,“ 
after the word eighty,” in line 8. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

MATHIAS WONDRAK. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. No. 1499) granting a pension to Mathias Wondrak. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &., That the 8 of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on — pon on- roll the name of Mathias Won , late 
a private in Company K, Twen Regiment United States Infantry, who seryed 
eleven in the United States Army and was honorably d for dis- 
ability incurred in said service, subject to the limitations and provisions of the 
pension laws; said pension to commence from the date of last discharge. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to strike out at the end of the bill the words “said pension to com- 
mence from date of last discharge,” was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the report be printed in the RECORD. 


to consideration in connect: 


There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The report is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the House bill No. 
1499, have duly considered the same, and as expressin 


report 
From an examination of Loa ve apy on file in the original 
petitioner, we find that he was a 


their views adopt the 
in this case in the Forty-sixth Congress, which is as follows: 
nsion claim of this 


soldier in Company K, Twentieth United 


States Infan 


, and has been almost continuously a soldier in the regular Army 
of the United States from 1858 until 1869. 
“ His application for pension was filed January 27, 1874, with the allegation that 


in February, 1869, while on at Baton Rouge, Louisiana, when it was wet and 
cold, he contracted rheumatism, which has become chronic; that he was 
in hospital for six weeks and then discharged.’ 

One comrade testifies as to the heavy service of the petitioner, his contraction 
of rheumatism, and treatment in hospital. 

The surgeon of the regiment states that the soldier was in hospital at Baton 
Rouge, was 3 him, and discharged. His ailment he cannot designate, 
but refers to the certificates of disability for discharge now on file. The military 
history of this soldier is thus given by 

The petitioner first enlisted May 8, 1858, in Company D. Fifth United States 
Infantry; was discharged by expiration of term of service May, 8, 1863; enlisted 
August 18, 1863, in Company B, Fourth Missouri Cavalry, and was discharged 
July 30, 1865; enlisted December 8. 1865, in Company F, Eighteenth United States 
Infantry, and was discharged for disability April 22. 1866. Again enlisted Febru- 
ary 16, 1868, in Company K, Twentieth United States Infantry, and was discharged 
for disability April 18, 1869. The report of the Surgeon-General shows that claim- 
ant was treated in first service for subluxation, and in second service for inter- 
The certificate of disability for discharge dated April 26, 1866, sets 
forth that the soldier is incapacitated by reason of old age and general debility.’ 
The certificate of disability for 3 dated April 18. 1864, sets forth that 
soldier is incapable of performing duties of ‘chronic bronchitis and gen- 
eral debility; his strength is failing, and his mind wandering.’ The certificate of 
examining surgeon shows ‘the existence of chronic rheumatism.” 

“The surgeon of the Soldiers“ Home, Washington, District of Columbia, makes 
affidavit of treatment for chronic rheumatism ever since the soldier left the service. 

The case was rejected by the Pension Office on the ground that the evidence was 
not sufficiently full to show the origin of the disease in the service.” 

In view of the fact that the soldier was not out of the service six months within 
ten years, your committee is satisfied that the iron rule of the Pension Office has 
been extremely applied in this case, and are content to take the record evidence, 
corroborated by his comrade, and deem this petitioner entirely worthy of admission 
to the peng on rolls. We therefore report favorably upon the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Mathias Wondrak,” and recommend that it do pass, with the amendment 
recommended by the committee. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I wish to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] what good it will do to fill up the RECORD with re- 
ports which do not operate at all upon the mind of the House in pass- 
ing the bills. 

Ir. RANDALL. The reports exhibit for all time the reasons which 
prompted Congress to act favorably upon these cases. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The report in each case goes among the miscel- 
laneous documents of the House, and it is not necessary to lumber 
up the RECORD in this way. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not know whether the report goes into the 
miscellaneous documents. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Certainly, every report made here is printed 
with the House documents. It is not necessary to duplicate and 
triplicate these reports. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that, with reference to our legislation, it 
is highly proper that the public should be informed as to the reasons 
upon which our action is based. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The country is so advised through the House 
documents. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir. The House documents reach a very small 
number of parsone; the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD reaches a much 
larger number. 


e War Department. 


ARCHIBALD A. CAREY. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 330) granting a pension to Archibald A. Carey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, éc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 

thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 

tations of the on laws, the name of Archibald A. Carey, late a private in 
pany G, Tw Regiment Iowa Volunteers. 


Mr. RANDALL. Let the report be printed in the RECORD. 
There was no objection. The report is as follows: 


In this case the bill places the name of claimant upon the 
to existing laws. Claimant slogos disability on account of 0 
its effects, including disease of the kidneys and urinary organs. 

It a that he received an injury to his left knee w marching, jumpin, 
a ditch, near Fort Donelson, Tennessee, in February, 1862; and also has suffered 
from a severe cold caught while in a sleet and snow storm, on picket guard, in 
November, 1861, which produced partial deainess. 

The claimant was disc! January 4, 1863, at Saint Louis, for disability, and 
was enrolled and mustered in as a recruit March 16, 1864, and served until mus- 
tered out in 1865, when he was honorably discharged. Upon his second enlist- 
ment he was first rejected, but was afterward accepted, but was, on account of 
his health, emplo: as cook, and afterward detailed to drive an ambulance. 
Claimant swears to his disability, and that he was treated for diarrhea in a gen- 
eral hospital in Monterey, Tennessee, at the medical hospital, Keokuk, Iowa, and 
the general hospital near House of Refuge, Saint Louis, Missouri. 

It that claimant was a sound man at time of enlistment, 

Dr. E. C t certifies that he treated claimant in 1872 for diabetes, a 
ee have been brought on by long- continued chronic diarrhea. Dr. Z. W. Chrtis 

Dr. W. F. Coleman (an ex-surgeon) in 1872 find him suffering and disabled from 
5 diarrhea. 


nsion-roll, subject 
nie diarrhea and 


from parun eafni 
* ty to labor is reduced to a one-fourth day's work. 
S. Townsend testifies to substantially the same facts. 

Second Lieutenant James E. Simpson swears that claimant, to his personal 
knowledge, contracted chronic diarrhea from exposure and want of proper food, at 
Fort eee February, 1882, and was sent to hospital, from which he was finally 
discharg 
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In November, 1877, ee Sae William Watson and Asa Horr testified 
that claimant “is not incapacitated for obtaining his subsistence by manual labor 
from chronic diarrhea and its results; they further say that there is no marked 
emaciation ; tongue slightly red, otherwise natural; no tympanitis or flattening of 
the abdomen.” They say: e 

sJ ndging from his present condition and from the evidence before us, it is our 
baua, „that the said disability did originate in the service aforesaid in the line of 

5 y 18, 1881, Examining-Surgeon W. E Coleman, of Decorah, Iowa, certifies that 
claimant is, in his opinion, totally incapacitated for obtaining his subsistence by 
manual labor, from the cause above stated," ener, effects of chronic diarrhea ;"" 
that the disability originated in the service in the of duty, and that it is perma- 
nent, and he concludes as follows : 

I believe that his disability is equal to total, and entitled to $8 per month.“ 

Claimant's application for a pension appears to have been rejected upon the 
aforesaid re of Watson and Horr. 

Your committee is of the opinion that the claimant is entitled to have his name 
placed upon the pension-roll, and recommends that the bill do pass. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I am reluctant to say any- 
thing that may appear at all like an objection to favorable action 
upon these cases; but it seems to me that a session of the House for 
business of the Committee on Invalid Pensions passes for very little 
if we are simply to come here, have the Clerk announce the number 
and title of a bill upon the Private Calendar, and then after the read- 
ing of the bill pass it as a matter of course, and print the report in 
the Recorp. I think it very lixely that these cases are quite right; 
I do not know that any of us wish to offer objection to their passage ; 
but certainly this is a very liberal way of legislating. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, we ought to be liberal in these cases. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I agree with the gentleman 
entirely in that respect; nobody shall excel me in that direction. 
I do not speak in any parsimonious spirit; but if there is any object 
in having the Committee of the Whole House consider these cases, 
it would seem that the reports should be read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me that where the bill proposes merely 
the granting of an ordinary pension to a private soldier or his widow, 
it is safe to pass the measure upon the recommendation of the com- 
mittee; but where an exceptional case is presented, as, for instance, 
where a pension is to be retroactive, or where the question is as to 
pensioning some collateral relative or a quasi-civilian, it seems to me 
the report ought to be read. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. My only pointis that without 
previous examination of these cases I do not know any other way in 
which we can discover whether the purty had been in the line of duty 
or not. It might be one of those irregular cases we have been talk- 
ing of. But I do not wish to make en I only want to see we 
are doing legislation in a proper way. 

The bil was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

CECIL CLAY. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 5381) granting an increase of pension to Cecil Clay. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

it enacted, £c., That the Secretary terior and he is hereby, au- 
3 and directed to increase the of hag, Cecil Chay, late a 3 the 
Fifty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, to $30 per month, in lieu of the 
pension now received by him. 

Mr. KENNA. Mr. Chairman, there was a bill introduced in the last 
Congress to increase the pension of Cecil Clay. It passed the Senate 
committee and the Senate itself unanimously, and was acted on 
unanimously in the committee of the House, but failed to be reached, 
either as a Senate or House bill, on the House Calendar, at the close 
of the session. 

But what I rose for the purpose of stating is this: in fixing the 
amount of the increase of pension to be allowed to Cecil Clay, there 
was a 5 of the 1 of Congress in dealing with 
men afflicted as he is by disability. As the committee will observe 
when the report shall be read, he has lost one arm, and has a per- 
manent serious injury in the hand of the other. A total disabilit 
in both arms has been treated by the t, as I understand, of 
a month. This was put at $30, which I believe does not reach the 
full merits of this case. I desire therefore to submit an amendment to 
make it $40 a month, to which I think the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions will not object, and to which I believe this Committee of 
the Whole House will not object. And in support of it I now ask 
that the report of the committee be read, as attention to the 
facts of the case. 

The report was read, as follows: 

This committee at the second session of the Forty-sixth Congress reported as 


B: 
“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of Cecil Clay, 
ee a pension, have considered the same, and re 
edi C 


ae 


of Pennsylvania Volunteers. He served with conspicuous courage and ability in 
F manded hi 


regiment the ter part of the time, and was brevetted colonel and brigadier- 
general for t services in the fleld, notably at Cold Harbor and Fort 8 
where he was wounded, losing his right arm, and severely wounded in the left han 


while carrying the fort colors planted on the works in 
General Ord, R mamy 


55 Volunteers, that our troops captured the approaches south of Rich- 
mond. 
„General Weitzel says of him: He was a magnificent commander of a magnifi- 


cent regiment.’ 
General T says: ‘I desire to unite with General Weitzel in expressing my 


high regard for as a soldier and a commander. 


In view of the fact of the practical loss of both arms, and of his serving as a 
colonel ee, nearly the whole period of his service, and of the fact that there 
was no colonel of the regiment until Lieutenant-Colonel Clay was appointed, the 
— she recommend the passage of the bill granting him a pension of $30 a 
month. 

The above report states the facts of the case. This committee recommend 
the of the accompanying bill, however, upon the ground that he is enti- 
Hed to additional pension use of the character and extent of his wounds. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Make it $42. 

Mr. KENNA. Very well, I will make it $42. 

Mr. BROWNE. Allow me to say I believe I reported this bill. 
The petition on which the bill was based asked for a pension the 
same as a field officer, which is $30, and I put that in because I 
thought it was what he desired. Since then I have seen Colonel 
Clay, and he is in this condition: he has lost one arm, and the hand 
of the other arm is disabled except two fingers. He can use a pen 
in that hand, but with that exception he is disabled for any practi- 
cal p . I think $40 is not too much. 

Mr. KENNA. I move to make it $42 a month. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it 
do pass. 

FREDERICK VOGEL. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 266) granting a pension to Frederick Vogel. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized, and he is 
hereby instracted, to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the ion laws of the United States, the name of Frederick Vogel, 
late a topographical engineer in the Army of the Cumberland. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensi to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
266) granting a pension to Frederick Vogel, beg leave to report: 

Frederick Vogel entered the service of the United States as graphical engi- 
neer at Nashville, Tennessee, and while in the line of duty with the Army he was 
thrown from his horse and ruptured. Subsequently, and as a consequence of his 
injury he was iay paralyzed. 2 

The claimant's services were valuable and at times dangerous. Under the cir- 
cumstances, the committee think the claimant ought to havea pension, and there- 
fore recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to make an inquiry of my colleague, and 
that is whether this claimant is not entitled to a pension upon the 
facts stated from the Pension Office ? 

Mr. BROWNE. No, sir. The Pension Office has decided in this 
case that a topographical engineer is not in the military service 
within the meaning of the law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. An application of a similar character was made 
to my friend from Connersville, Indiana, and if it is right te grant 
this why not make the law general? 

Mr. BROWN E. This gentleman lives in Connersville, and is per- 
haps the one to which the gentleman alludes. 

r. HOLMAN. So much the better. I expect it is the same per- 
son; but still that does not change my question or its pertinency. 
If it is proper, and there must be other cases of the same kind, if it 
is right to grant a pension to one in the topographical service, should 
not the law be general to apply to all similar cases! 

Mr. BROWNE. I know of no reason in the world, I will say to 
my colleague, why persons in such service should not be pensioned 
by a general statute. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does my colleague think it fair, or an act of com- 
mon justice, to select a single instance, as in this case, and make an 
exception of that, granting a pension rather than to report a general 
bill by his committee embracing all such persons ? 

Mr. BROWNE. I think it would be a much better plan to have 
a general law; and I hope my colleague will, at some leisure moment 
draft a bill of this kind and have it referred to my committee and I 
will use my endeavors to get it through. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend treats this in a very cavalier way. I 
think it is no part of the business of a member of this House to draft 
bills on a subject upon which he is not supposed to be familiar. 
There are two or three committees of this House the duties of which 
are of a special character and relate to specific laws. The Commit- 
tee on Pensions has a specific branch of the public business with 
which its members are presumed to be familiar; so also with the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and the other Committee on the Pay- 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. I repeat, I do not think 
as a general proposition it is the part of members who are not in- 
formed as to the state of legislation upon a given subject to present 
their views or press them upon the committee of the House having 
charge of the particular matter. 

I have no objection to this particular bill, If it is in reference to 
the gentleman from Connersville, I am satisfied that is a very merito- 
rious case; but I only submit to my colleague the question as to the 
propriety of singling out a case of this kind rather than to frame a 
general law. I insist that the Government should act with impar- 
tiality and justice to all men who have been injured in the service, 
and not select one citizen here and another there who may have 
special opportunities for having his case presented. 

Mr. BROWNE. I did not intend to treat my colleague cavalierly, 
and withdraw any observation that looked in thatdirection. In our 
investigations into cases coming before us in the committee we fre- 
8 find some class of cases that ought to be put under à general 

atute. 
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We have favorably reported some such cases, but press of business 


and want of time has prevented the preparation of others, We 
come across a case such as this, an individual case, which may have 
a class behind it, and while we concede that it will be better to make 
a general statute we are not willing to deny relief to an individual 
case which we believe so meritorious for the purpose of waiting the 
slow process of getting through the House a general law which will 
be applicable to all. 
en we find a meritorious individual case, or when such a case 
comes before us for our consideration, we have felt it our duty to con- 
sider it and report upon it, and ask the House to pass upon it, but 
intending as soon as we can, pressed as every member of that com- 
mittee is with the business before us, to devise, if possible, some 
proposition which will meet large classes of these cases. But in these 
icular instances the Committee on Invalid Pensions has deemed 
t proper to act as rapidly as possible in view of the large number of 
bilis before it, larger pees than before any other two or three com- 
mittees of the House; but hoping that the future will give usa gen- 
eral law which will cover all such cases and relieve the committee. 
repeat that I do not think we should deny relief in a particular case 
because there are others which should be included in a general law. 
I think the proper principle is to pass pon every case in its order 
as it comes before us in the absence of a general statute. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. For theinformation of the committee, the Chair 
will state that the bills which soprar upon the Calendar as having 
been reported from the Pension Committee were passed at the last 
session, but by inadvertence they were printed upon this Calendar. 


PETER J. WELSHBILLIG, 


The next business on the Private Calendar reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions was the bill (H. R. No. 5382) granting a 
pension to Peter J. Welshbillig. 

The bill is as follows: 


Beit enacted, do., That the 33 of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author - 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the on laws, the name of Peter J. Welshbillig, late captain ef Com- 
pany G, Thirty-second Indiana Volunteers. 


The report is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of Peter 
J. Welshbillig praying for a pension, having had the same under consideration, 


would report: 
That Peter J. Welshbillig was a captain in pv G, of the Thirty-second 
Indiana Regiment Volunteer Infan He enlisted August 24, 1861, and was dis- 
charged September 12, 1 for disability received at the battle of Shiloh. Ten- 
nesses. A shell struck the limb of a tree, knocking the limb off, which struck him 
in the right aido Ren aye him sorrow} and ng a fracture of the ninth and 
tenth g in inflammation of lungs and adhesion. He applied fora pen. 
sion March 31, 1876, and was rejected November 30, 1877, on the report of a special 
agent that the alleged disability was not due to the service, but existed at date of 


enlistment. 
The evidence uced and secured by the special agent does not contain any 
punire proof the injury was not contracted as alleged by the claimant. On 
contrary, all the evidence collected by the 2 7 75 agent is of a ‘ hearsay” 
character, while that produced by the petitioner is of a positive and straightfor- 


Dr. J. Isler testifies that petitioner was a sound, able-bodied man, not afflicted 
with liver disease, lung adhesion, or injury to right side, or any disease whatever 


with him, and saw the limb which was cutoff by a shell 
him to th 


billig at the time of said accident was in the line of his duty; that in stating these 
facts he speaks from his own personal knowledge. 
harles Franz Weber, who was first lieutenant of the 8 testifies to the 
e thing, and to his onal knowledge. That the ility still exists 
ully proven by the testimony of Dr. F. D. , who 
that claimantis now and since his discharge been afflicted with adhe- 
ung caused by an injury? He also testifies he was called in October, 
consultation with Dr. Panghurst, and Captain Welschbillig was then 
said disease and injury, and knows of his own personal knowledge 
y has been continuous. 
. William F. Cady testifies to substantially the same thing. The board of 
examiners at La Fay Indiana, rate his disability as total. and say that it is the 
result of a limb of a tree striking him, and say that the right side is one inch less 
nsion than the left; cannot draw a full breath without pain, and not able 
to raise his right arm above an angle with the body; suffers almost constant pain 
in side; dullness over right lung; crepitation well marked; constant coat ; ap- 
petite impaired ; not able to — iiaa manual labor on account of the disability. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

SPEDIE B. EGGLESTON. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar reported from 
the Committee on tee Fenno 3 bill (H. R. No. 5239) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Spedie B. eston. 

The Dill as follows: s 

Be it enacted, do., That 


HE 


EBE 
Tse 
E 
E 


4 


E 


Mr. HOLMAN. It is understood that when the reading of the 
report is not called for it will be printed in the RECORD. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the report is to go in 
the RECORD in each case. 

Mr. RAY. That is all right. 

The report is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
5239) ting a pension to Mrs. S B. Eggleston, submit the following report: 

It is shown by the evidence y filed in the claim for sion made by 
this petitioner to the Pension ce that she is the widow of Ai F. Eggleston, 
who was a soldier of Company C, Sixth Massachusetts Volunteers; that he en- 
listed August 31, 1862 ; was mustered into rank Augast 31, 1862; discharged May 
31, 1863; and died August 18, 1870, at Bloomington, ois, the cause being given 
as “tuberculosis of the system.” 

He never made an W REA for a pension, but the application of the widow 
was filed September 18, 1871, and rejected April 3, 1875, on a decision of the med- 
ical referee of the Pension Office that the disease from which the soldier died ‘is 
not shown to be a t of the service.” The decision was a) from to the 
Secretary of the Interior March 31, 1876, and affirmed by that officer April 3, 1876, 
in the following la: ge: 

“The medical referee is of opinion that the disease of which the soldier died was 
the result of a scrofulous tendency for which his services as a soldier cannot be 
held responsible, and, therefore, that the death canse was in no way incurred or 
in ced by his military service. The question of a connection between the 
soldier's death and the service being 5 a medical one, I do not feel at liberty 
to disturb the action of your office in the g and therefore affirm its rejection. 

The manner of contraction of the disability of the soldier and cause of his death 
is thus succinctly stated by one of his Seep in referring to the decision of 
the Pension Office and Secretary of the Interior : 

“ This decision is certainly unjust, since he came of a healthy family, seers 

0 
wade a river after a bard march, lay all night in his wet clothes, and the next day 
suffered from an inflamed testicle, which soon turned intoa tuberculous degenera- 
ee i rogressed slowly but surely until it affected the lungs, causing phthisis 

monalis." 
p That the case may be thoroughly understocd, your committee present the fol- 
lowing synopsis of the evidence filed in the claim: 

Three affidavits of Dr. Walter Burnham, late regimental sı , that soldier 
was free from disease at enlistment; that on December 13, 1862, he was ordered to 
cross the Blackwater River, in Virginia, by fording, for the purpose of ch Baha 
a battery; and that he was required to lie on the ground for a considerable time 
while his clothes were wet; that he soon after complained of swelling of his testi- 
cles; that he treated him, and the swelling subsided; ; that thenext march brought 
on the swelling again and it never went down after; that after it had continued 
for three months it took on a scrofulous form which, in affiant’s opinion, would 
terminate in tuberculous disease. 

* Two affidavits of Dr. J, H. Grant, that he treated soldier from June, 1863, to 
October, 1864, for scrofalons disease of the testicles and its accompanying sympa- 
thies ; that he had a cough and a Te e of tlie lungs, Which, 
in atiiant’s opinion, was excited by the irritation and tion of the scrofulous 

meration. 

Three affidavits of Dr. Carl A. Volk, that he treated soldier from March to 
June, 1865, for scrofulous (or rather turberculous) degeneration of the testicles, 
which, in affiant's opinion, would affect the lungs and cause death. 

~ Affidavit of Dr. N. B. Cole, that he treated soldier from December 10, 1865, to 
April 30, 1866, for tubercular degeneration of testicles. In affiant’s opinion there 
was a tendency to tubercles of the lungs ; a natural sequence of the difficulty from 
which he was then ee. 

“ Affidavit of Dr. W. H. Stennett, that he treated soldier from spring of 1867 to 
November, 1868, for what he thinks was disease of the lungs. 

„Two affidavits of Dr. W. A. Dunn, that he treated soldier off and on from May, 
1870, until he died August 18, 1870, and that he had tuberculosis of lungs and nerv- 
ous exhaustion. 

“ Affidavit of Dr. C. C. Beckley, that in his opinion the soldler was free from 
scrofula up to the time of his Aue | from the Army. 

“ Affidavit of L. C. Read and T. M. Adams, that they knew the soldier from the 
fall of 1867 until his death, during which time he had a cough. He had the appear- 
ance of having disease of lungs.’ 

Thus it will be seen that in the face of the evidence of a number of reputable 
practitioners of medicine, some of whom had personal knowledge of the entire 
soundness of the soldier prior to his enlistment. and all of whom testify from actual 
observation of the progress of his disease, from contraction to fatal result, the 

ection of the claim is made upon the theory entertained by the medical referee 
of the Pension Office alone; a case where doctors d it is true, but the dis- 
agreement is a theoretical finding against practical personal knowledge. 

From a review of the evidence your committee arrive at the conclusion that the 
deceased soldier contracted the from which he died in the military service 
of the United States, and in line of his duty. Such the fact, his widow is 
clearly entitled to the benefit of the provisions of the pension laws. We therefore 
report favorably the bill granting a pension to Mrs, Spedie B. Eggleston, and rec- 
ommend that it do pasa. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


from consumption; went into the Army a strong, well man, but was o 


JANE DULANY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar re 
mittee on Invalid Pensions was the bill (H. R. 
increase of pension to Mrs, Jane Dulany. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension- subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jane 55 widow of Colonel Will- 
FFF pay her a ion from 
and after the passage of this act at the rate of $50 a month, in lieu of her present 


rted from the Com- 
o. 5383) granting an 


Mr. BROWNE. Let the report be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to the report. Before concluding—— 

Mr. BROWNE. I remember the case now, and unless some other 
gentleman desires to have the report read I shall not insist upon it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the report ought to be read. As I under- 
stand this bill, it grants $50 a month. ow, I wish to ask my col- 
league, the chairman of the committee, this question: Has any pension 
been granted the widows—— 

Mr. CULLEN, If the gentleman from Indiana will allow me to 


interrupt him for a moment, I think the reading of the report will 
* that whole matter. 
. HOLMAN. Very well; let the report be read. 
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The report was read. It is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of Mrs. 
Jane Dulany for an increase of pension, having had the same under considera- 
tion, submit the following ey ee 

Mrs. Dulany has been paid a pension at the rate of $30 a month since March 3, 
1879. The paonon was granted on the following statement of facts, which are fully 
sustained by the evidence as given in the report of the Senate committee in the 
8 Con : 

“Jane Dulaney is the widow of the late Colonel William Dulaney, of the United 
States Marine Corps, who died on the 4th of July, 1868. This officer entered the 
service of the corps J: uly 10, 1817, as second lieutenant. He served continuously 
on shipboard and at different naval stations to July 1, 1828, having been promoted 
in the mean time to first lieutenant, captain by brevet, captain, and commanded the 
ora of the United States frigate Constitution in December, 1825. He was the 

rst oflicer of the Marine Corps to volunteer his services for field duty at the break- 
ing out of the Florida war, and he served with conspicuous gallantry and untiring 
energy and devotion throughout that war, comman: 9 marines and a portion 
of the Army. He was complimented by Major-General faa in General Order 102, 
and tendered the thanks of the country therein, and General P. F. Smith also tes- 
tified in the highest terms to the Navy Department his ad preg of Dulany's 
brilliant services, and in his honor Fort Dulany was named. During these cam- 
Eurer he was prostrated by disease, and advised by a surgeon that to remain 

onger in that malarious climate would endanger his life; but, notwithstanding this 
advice, he continued in the field until the close of the war, when he returned in 
command of his force. 

“When in command of Fort Pickens in 1846, he again tendered his services for 
the Mexican war, and commanded the marines in that war with marked gallantry, 
and was at the . and capture of the castle of Chapultepec and the capture 
of the Belen Gate and the city of Mexico, and in the mean time was prom and 
commissioned major by brevet and major, and for gallant and meritorious conduct 
received, after the capture of the city of Mexico, asa high appreciation of his splen- 
did and noble services, the brevet of lieutenant-colonel. 

After the close of the Mexican war he served continuously in command of the 
marine barracks at New York, Boston, and Portsmouth, and although a native of 
yina at the firing of the first gun at Fort Sumter he again offered his services 
to his country for duty in the field, and he was at once commissioned by the 
lamented President Lincoln colonel, and placed in command of the marine battal- 
jon at Norfolk, Virginia, and continued in active service until after the close of 
the late civil war. On the 8th of November, 1865, after having served his country 
faithfully for almost half a century, he was retired under the act of Congress re- 
tiring officers of forty-five years’ service. He died upon the retired list, July 4. 
1868, as before stated, leaving no blot upon his name. The physician who at- 
tended him in his last sickness certifies that he died of congestion of the brain, 
poor from causes produced while in the service of his country and in the line of 

uty.” 

Since the said pension was ted to her Mrs. Dulany has lost a son by death 
who contributed somewhat to her support. She has also Tocame totally blind, and 
requires the constant care of an attendant; she is nearly seventy years of age, 

in indifferent health; she has no property nor relatives who are able to render 
her financial aid; she has no means whatever of support, save the pension which 
she receives from the Government, which is inadequate to farnish even the neces- 


saries of life. 

In view of her advanced age and helpless condition and the extraordinary length 
of service and the distin; ed fai ess and gallantry of her husband, your 
tioner ought to be granted, 


committee are of the opinion that the prayer of the 
and recommend the e of the accompanying bill granting an increase of pen- 


sion to Mrs, Jane Dulany to 850 a month. 


Mr. HOLMAN, While I do not propose to object to this bill, I wish 
to say that repeated efforts have been made in Congress in the last 
ten or twelve years to increase the pensions of widows of colonels 
who were killed in the Army to $50 a month. A special effort was 
made to pass the bill to pension the widow of Colonel Hendricks who 
fell on the battle-field of Pea Ridge. This effort was made on account 
of the e TOY destitute condition of his widow and infant 
children. But it was thought that was a policy which ought not to 
be entered upon, and the measure did not succeed. And I am not 
aware of any instance of the kind occurring where this increase has 
been given. 

I think this is an exceedingly strong case, although the service 
after the Mexican war was rather a quasi than a real military service. 
The case presented is an unusual one of its kind, to be sure, but it 
would seem to furnish a very good reason why when the colonel was 
killed upon the field of battle the same pension should be given as 
we have given for brigadiers who fell on the field of battle; that 
their pensions should be uniform at $50 a month. 

Mr. BROWNE. I do not know that the case to which the gentle- 
man alludes has ever been before the present Committee on Invalid 
Pensions—I mean the case of the widow of Colonel Hendricks. If 
it has been it never has been brought to my attention. We have, I 
believe, put on the pension-rolls at $50 a month the surviving widow 
of every general officer who was killed in battle. 

Mr. HOLMAN. May I ask my colleague to what grades does he 
apply the term “' general officer?” 

. BROWNE. I mean every officer having the rank of briga- 
dier-general or a rank above that of brigadier-general. In every 
instance, I believe, the widows of officers of that rank have been put 
50 pension-roll at 850 a month, where the officer was killed in 

attle. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And in no instance the widow of a colonel ? 

Mr. BROWNE. In no instance that I remember; certainly in no 
instance since I have been on the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Ido not know that that question has ever been discussed by the 
committee. 

Now, this is an extraordinary case,as my colleage will admit. 
This is the case of a man who was in the continuous service of the 
Government for forty-five years and left a widow, who is now totally 
blind and helpless, without near relations; and $50 a month is no 
more than is adequate to a very humble support. This lady is sev- 
enty years old, and can live but a few years longer. There is prob- 
ably not another case like it in the United States. We thought 
it was a case, if there eyer was one, that demanded just this relief if 
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not a larger measure of relief than the committee have reported in 
her fayor. If we never get any worse cases than this we will com- 
mit very few mistakes. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 


JAMES M. AKIN. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 5384) restoring the name of James M. Akin to the pension-roll. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to restore to the pension-roll, subject to the 8 and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James M. Akin, late first lieutenant 
of Company I, Fifty-sixth Regiment of Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Let the report be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
210) paag a pension to James M. Akin, having had the same under consider- 
ation, submit the following report: ` 

James M. Akin was mustered into the service of the United States as first lieu- 
tenant of Company I, Fifty-sixth Regiment Ilinois Volunteers, February 27, 1862, 
and was discharged from the service October 29, 1862, for disability from bron- 
chitis. He was granted a pension from August 1, 1873, being rated by the medical 
and surgical examiners at three-fourths disability, and drew said pension up to 
July 14, 1876, when he was dropped from the pension-roll on the report of a special 
agent, on the ground that the disability had ceased. The special agent acknowl- 
ongoa in his report that his investigations were not satisfactory to himself, 
and he evidently gave considerable 9 to what was said by some of the neigh- 
bors of Akin. ‘There is no lack of proof as to the disability before and at the time 
the 8 was granted, the only question being whether that disability continues. 

Akin applied for a restoration of pension May 29, 1879. In that connection Dr. 
William G. Brown testifies that he has been well acquainted with the petitioner 
for the last fifteen years, and knows that he was afflicted with disease of the lungs 
(chronic bronchitis) during that time, and for several months has been materially 
worse. In his opinion the disease is permanent. 

Dr. Samuel Hamilton, in an affidavit filed May 29, 1879, says he has been Akin's 
family physician for the last twenty years. His disease, chronic bronchitis, con- 
tinnes, ond has been worse for the last year, and for the last three or four months 
he has been so disabled from said disease as to be entirely unable to work or at- 
tend to business. He has been for some time under ailiant’s treatment, who 
thinks his disease permanent.” 

Dr. I. W. T. Carter says he has lived near Akin since his return from the Army, 
and knows that he has been afflicted with chronic disease of the lungs, and is grow- 
ing worse. 

Pr. Samuel Hamilton, late assistant surgeon Eighty-first Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteers, testified on October 21, 1881, that he has m the family physician of 
claimant most of the time eversince his discharge from the United States service. 
He says he has intimate knowledge of “claimant's physical condition from having 
treated him on numerous occasions, and from having been with him every few 
days within the last three or four years," and has no hesitation in saying that claim- 
ant has been and is three-fourths disabled forthe performance of manual labor, and 
that this disability is caused by bronchitis and chronic disease of the lungs.” 

The evidence as to present disability is cumulative, and your committee are of 
the opinion that James M. Akin ought to be restored to the pension-roll, and there- 
fore recommend the passage of the accompanying substitute bill. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. If I understand this case aright 
there was an injustice done this pensioner. If he was dropped im- 
2 if there was sufficient evidence for his restoration and that 

las not been made—the bill ought to give him his pension during the 
time he has been dropped. If it does that it is satisfactory. That 
the gentleman in charge of the bill can tell. But if a man has been 
unjustly deprived of his pension for a year or more he ought to have 
15 There is no greater equity than that in any of the cases presented 

ere, 

Mr. CULLEN. I cannot state what the effect of the bill would be 
in the direction referred to by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
The bill simply directs the restoration of this soldier to the pension- 
roll. Whether that would give him the pay he ought to have had or 
not during the time he was dropped I do not know. My recollection 
is he was dropped from the pension-roll in 1876, 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I think in 1879. 

Mr. CULLEN. In 1879 he ‘made application for restoration. I 
think he was dropped in 1876. My own opinion is he ought to have 
that pay during all those years. In my judgment the evidence is clear 
if he ever was entitled to the pension he was entitled to it all that 
time. Perhaps the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. BROWN, ] or 
some other gentleman who is better versed in the practice in such 
cases than I am, may state what the effect of the bill will be in that 
connection. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It seems to me there was no necessity for this 
claimant to come here. If he was dropped from the pension-roll by 
mistake it certainly would be rectified by the Commissioner of Pen- 


sions. I never have found any difficulty in having such things done 
at the Pension Office. It seems tome there must be something behind 
all this. 


Mr. CULLEN. He was not dropped from the rolls by mistake, 
but on the report of an agent sent out to examine hisand other cascs. 
We think the agent did not do him justice, but his report had ihe 
effect of dropping him from the pension-roll, and the Pension Office 
seems to take the ground that their agents are about right in their 
si eae on these cases, and refuse to restore him. 

Ir. ALDRICH. They do not think he ought to be restored now? 

Mr. CULLEN. That is their opinion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Aud I am not certain that he should be restored, 
either. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

JAMES EAGLE. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, 

R, No, 5385) granting a pension to the minor children of James Eagle, 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted do., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au. 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the names of George M., Charles S., and Elizabeth 
A. Eagle, surviving children of James Eagle, late a private in Company F, Second 
Regiment Kansas ‘State Militia, and pay to them a pension from the 23d day of 
April, 1865, until they respectively attained the age of sixteen years. 


Mr. BROWNE. Let the report be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
444) granting a pension to Sarah A. M. Chamberlain and minor children, have had 
the same under consideration, and submit the following report: 

It ap from the papers on file in the Pension Ottice that the petitioner was 
the widow of James Eagle, who was a member of Company F, Second Regiment 
Kansas State Militia, and was killed in action at the battle of pis Blue, Missouri, 
under command of General Pleasonton, on the 23d of October, 1864. It further ap- 
pears that the petitioner remarried April 23, 1865, and that the soldier left sur- 
viving him three minor children, named George M.. Charles S., and Elizabeth A., 
who became sixteen years of age September 20, 1871, May 12, 1873, and June 16, 


1875, respectively. : 

It farther appears that the petitioner applied for pension at the Pension Office, 
filing her claim May 20, 1876, which was rejected under the third clause of section 
4693 Revised Statutes, which provides that no claim of a State militiaman shall be 
valid unless prosecuted to a successful issue prior to the 4th day of July, 1874.” 

Cou, an act, approved March 3, 1877, directing the name of Mrs, 
Chamberlain to be placed on the pension-roll as guardian aforesaid, “subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws.” 

Under that act the Pension Office rejected the claim upon the ground “that the 
special act of nave er granting a 2 to said children was approved March 3, 
1877, subsequent the date at which the youngest child claimed for arrived at 
the age of sixteen years, and as, under the provisions of section 4720 Revised 
Statutes, the pension could not commence until the date of approval of said pen- 
sion act, no pension is due." 

The committee are of opinion that inasmuch as the minors could not apply for 
pension in their own behalf prior to July 4, 1874, upon which date all claims on 
account of the services of militiamen became barred, the failure of their guardian 
to apply within the limitation should not deprive the same of the pension to which 
otherwise they would have been entitled, and therefore report a substitute bill 
granting a pension to the surviving children heretofore named, from the date of 
their mother's rem: e until they respectively attained the age of sixteen years, 
and recommend that it do pass. 

The committee are further of opinion that inasmuch as the widow of the soldier 
did not avail herself of her rights under the general law, and remarried but a 
short period after his death, she has no further claims against the Government on 
account of pension. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 
FRANK KITZMILLER. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 377) granting a pension to Frank Kitzmiller. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, snbject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frank Kitzmiller, late a corporal of 
Company H, Thirteenth Regiment Kansas Volunteers. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be printed in the RECORD. 

The report was as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
377) granting a pension to Frank Kitzmiller, have examined the same, and report: 

That Frank Kitzmiller was a Ee in the Thirteenth Regiment Kansas Vol- 
unteers during the war of the rebellion. He has applied to the Commissioner for 
pension upon alleged defective sight and hearing, hernia, contracted in the 
service and line of duty, which application was rejected for want of record of 
alleged disabilities and inability o ree to furnish record evidence of treat- 
ment in service or other req medical evidence. The evidence establishes all 
other facts necessary to sustain his claim to pension. It is clearly shown that he 
was physically sound and free from all the alleged disabilities when he entered 
the service; that he suffered from them all to a greater or less de; when dis- 
charged and has continued to so suffer until the present time, and that they are 
permanent. 

His service was continuous, and it being clear that these disabilities were con- 
tracted while in the service, the only real question is whether they were contracted 
in line of duty. There is an absence of record evidence, as none of the regimental 
records are in ession of the Surgeon-General’s Office. The captain and first 
lieutenant of the company are dead or in parts unknown to the applicant. The 
surgeon of the regiment who treated thec nt, as he alleges, while in the serv- 
ice, and the lieutenant-colonel, who was also a physician, and treated him while in 
the service and after his discharge, are dead. 

The second lieutenant of the company testities that the applicant was in the 
battle of Prairie Grove, Arkansas, mber 7, 1862; that he was almost 122 
deaf for some days, and that he only partially recovered afterward. He also testi- 
fies that applicant was with his company on the forced march from Fort Gibson 
in pursuit of General Cooper, on the 28th day of August, 1863, but does not state 
that he was on daty himself, nor that applicant was disabled on that occasion ; but 
two comrades, who are shown by the company records to have been present, testify 
explicitly that he was ruptured on the left side by excessive effort in line of duty 
on that march ; and it is further shown that he was not able afterward to perform 
active field duty, but was on light 75 and most of the time on detached service 
until his discharge, on or about the &th of A st 1864. 

Kitzmiller was attacked with measles, and e partially blind in both eyes 
in consequence thereof, from which disability he has never fully recovered, but 
the evidence in support of this point is not definite, except upon the statement of 
the applicant. The circumstances are, however, so explained as reasonably to 
account for the absence of other testimony, and it is proved that he has had dis- 
eased eyes ever since his discharge. The good character and habits of the appli- 
cant are established. On the whole, we believe that the disabilities alleged were 
all contracted in the service and line of duty; thatthe absence of primary evidence 
is sufficiently e ed; that the secondary evidence ia truthful and establishes 
the right of the applicant to pension. We recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported fuvorably to the House. 
LUCIEN KILBOURNE. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 2021) granting an increase of pension to Lucien Kilbourne. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 5 
te a pri- 


ized and directed to grant an increase of pension to Lucien Kilbourne, 


vate in the Eighth Regimentof Michigan Infant: 
rate provided for the loss of an arm by amputation at or near the right shoulder. 


Volunteers, equal to the special 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
7 bill granting an increase of pension to Lucien Kilbourne,“ beg 

eav : 

That this pensioner is now drawing $18 per month for a gunshot wound received 
while serving in Company C, Eighth Regiment of Michigan Infantry Volunteers. 
The wound was received at the battle of Spottsylvania Court-House, Virginia, May 
12, 1864, the ball shattering the bone of the right arm between the elbow and the 
shoulder, necessitating the removal of from three to six inches of the bone between 
those points. The pension surgeon's certificates show that the arm is entirely help- 
less; that it swings like a pendulum from the shoulder; that the arm cannot be 

or used in any manner. The bill provides that the pensioner shall hereafter 
receive $24 per month, which is the amount he would have received had the arm 
been amputated. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I believe there can be no ob- 
jection to this bill. I would inquire, however, of the chairman of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions [Mr. BROWNE] whether there is 
any proposition before that committee for a general law covering 
these cases of resection, as they are generally termed in surgery 
I know such a proposition was submitted in a former Congress, but 
I believe it was not reported upon at all. I know of one or two 
cases of that character in my own locality, and I would ask if there 
is any proposition for a general bill to cover such cases. 

Mr. BROWNE. I do not remember that there is such a bill pend- 
ing in the Committee on Invalid Pensions. None such has been called 
to my attention, and I do not think there is any. We have reported 
a general bill from the committee covering, as nearly as we could 
make it, all of these exceptional cases. I do not know that it would 
reach a case like this. The general law allows a pension of $24 a 
month for an amputation at the shoulder-joint. This man has an 
arm, but it is of no use to him whatever. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. A piece of bone has been taken 
out of his arm between the elbow and the shoulder, and it is swing- 
ing and helpless. 

Mr. BROWNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. It only fills his sleeve; that 
is all there is of it. 

Mr. BROWNE. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. He cannot do anything with 


Mr. BROWNE. Nothing at all. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Itseems tome that this is one 

of those cases for which provision should be made by general law. 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 

favorably to the Honse. 


Let the report be read. 


it 


AGNES FAIRLY. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 1027) granting a pension to Agnes Fairly, reported adversely 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de, That the Secretary of the Inte wor be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, sanes to the 3 and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Agnes Fairly, widow of David Fairly 
late a first lieutenant in the Seventh United States Cavalry. 

Mr. BROWNE. Let that bill be laid aside and reported unfavor- 
ably to the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the bill bo psen over informally. 

Mr. BROWNE. The one repo adversely from the Committee, 
on Invalid Pensions ? 

Mr. RANDALL, Les, sir. 

Mr. BROWNE. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] understand its merits or demerits? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not. 

Mr. BROWNE. Let the report be read. 

Mr. PARKER. This bill was placed upon the Private Calendar 
although reported adversely from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
in deference to the fact that a former committee had reported favor- 
ably upon it, and also the fact that the gentleman from New Jersey 
(Mr. ROBESON] might wish to advocate it before the House. I 
therefore ask that the bill be passed over informally for the present. 

Mr, MCMILLIN. Did the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. ROBE- 
SON] ask to have it placed on the Calendar ? 

Mr. PARKER. It was placed on the Calendar at his suggestion, 
for the purpose of allowing him an opportunity to advocate it before 
the House. 

There being no objection, the bill was passed over informally. 

RICHARD CARPENTER. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 1149) granting a pension to Richard Carpenter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to place on the jon-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Richard Carpenter, late a private in 
8 I, Sixth New York Heavy Artillery; and that the said Richard Carpen- 
ter shall be entitled to recive a pension from the passage of this act at the rate of 
$20 per month. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommend that the bill be 
amended by striking ont these words: 

And that the said Richard Carpenter shall be entitled to receive a pension from 
the passage of this act at the rate of $20 per month. 
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The report (which was not read) is as follows: 


er bill oda for placing claimant's name upon the pension-roll at the rate 
0 month. 

t eee, upaa favorably by the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the 
House in the Forty-sixth Congress, but was not reached for want of time. 

The report then made is adopted by this committee, and is as follows: 

It appears from the evidence on file in the case in the Pension Office that the 
paora a corporal of Company I, Sixth New York Heavy Artillery, enlisted 

tober 2, 1862; dise! Au 24,1865; and filed declaration for pension No- 
vember 23, 1876, all g ‘that at Centerville, Virginia, October, 1863, he contracted 
an injury in both legs, from the knees down, which became much swollen, re- 
sulting in varicose veins, from marching from baa asd to Centerville, caused by 
a strain and over-exertion from forced marches, in consequence of which he re- 
signed his rank as co’ and entered on light duties as adjutant’s clerk. Was 
treated by regimental surgeon only for his injuries.’ 

“Thomas Snowden, M. D., (February 24, 1877,) testifies to knowing claimant, 
and had treated him professionally before enlistment, and he was sound and healthy 
at the time of enlistment. 

Henry Foster, comrade, says claimant received injuries at Centreville from 
making forced marches, which were severe; at enlistment claimant was a sound 


man, 
John Smith. second lieutenant Com F, Sixth New York Heavy Artillery, 
says that October 25, 1863, at Centreville, claimant resigned his rank as 


5 and was appointed clerk, being unfit for ahy: account of varicose veins 
= 3 feet, received on march from Culpeper to Centreville; was sound at 
nen 


“The petitioner says ‘that he does not know where his surgeon and assistant 
surgeon reside, or whether they are living, and cannot furnish thoir affidavits.’ 

Dr. Spencer S. Stout, Ninety-fifth New York Volunteers, testifies that 
claimant has been suffering varicose veins, the result of enlarged veins, since 
1866, when deponent first treated him; treating him at present time for said dis- 
ease; incapacitated from attending to business; disease incurable. 

“ Ho knew claimant in the service, and at the time of his eat in Septem- 
ber, 1865, called on affiant, suffering from said disease. In the fall of 1866 he again 
called, and affiant found him suffering from varicose ulcers of the legs, for which 
trouble have treated him to the present time. 

“The claimant states that immediately after receiving bis injuries he was 
treated in regiment at o doctor's call, by bandaging my legs, and returned 
on duty as company clerk, by Captain Peck, and therefore am unable to furnish 
any evidence except Captain Peck and Lieutenants Smith and Foster. Have been 
to see Dr. Porter, the surgeon of my regiment; he could give no certificate from 
memory.’ 

i The Adjutant-General’s report says, No evidence of disability, as alleged, 
on rolls of company.’ 

„Surgeon-Generalls re says: Was under treatment at ent October 
a. 3 complaint, diarrhea; November 3, 1863, general debility ; January 5, 1864, 

iarrhea.“ 

“ Was admitted to Sheridan department field hospital, Winchester, Virginia, 
October 6, 1865, with diarrhea, and was transferred October 12, 1864. Entered 
Tilton general hospital, Wilmington, Delaware, October 14, 1864, with chronic 
diarrhea, and was returned to duty November 22, 1864. 

„G. J. Fisher, M. D., examining surgeon, Pension Office, in his certificate, July 
16. 1877, says: ‘ Very !. and tortuous varicose veins of both lower extremities, 
with contraction and blackening of integument; he keeps his legs constantly band- 
aged. Disability total, $8 per month.“ 

Tour. ttee are of the opinion that the petitioner is suffering from injuries 
received in the service, in the line of duty, and should have the relief provided by 
the bill. It is true he cannot furnish the evidence of his regimental surgeon, but 
he does furnish evidence from commissioned officers and comrades, and the hospi- 

records confirm their statements. 

“The Pension Office a bee the claim & 24, 1878, on the ground, ‘No 
record of varicose veins. The records of the ent show treatment in October, 
1863, and at a later date, for a different disability. Inability to furnish the testi- 
many o a surgeon.“ 

ile the rejection may be according to the strict rules of the office, your com- 
mittee find that he was injured and sick in service, proved sound previous to 
enlistment, under medical treatment directly afterwards and since that time. 
Therefore 7 committee report favorably upon the prayer of the petitioner, and 
recommend the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 1149) gran a pension to Richard 
Carpenter, amending the bill so as to leave the fixing of the rate to be paid to 
the proper officers. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported favorably to the House. 


ELIZABETH VERNOR HENRY. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. No. 1147) granting a pension to Elizabeth Yernor Henry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, dc., That the Secre: of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Vernor Henry, orphan sister of 
the late Commander Edmund W. Henry, of the United States Navy, and to pay 
her a pension of —— dollars. This act to take effect from and after its passage. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommend that the bill be 
amended by striking out the words “ and to pay her a pension of —— 
dollars, This act to take effect from and after its passage.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MATSON. This billit seems to me is wholly inoperative. It 
provides for pensioning the sister of a commander in the Navy, and 
it provides in general terms that she shall be placed on the pension- 
roll subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws 
without specifying any amount whatever that sheshall be paid. Now 
there is no law providing for pensioning the sister of a commander 
in the Navy, or the sister of any one engaged in the military or naval 
service of the United States. It seems to me, therefore, that the bill 
even as amended will be inoperative. Believing that it will be in- 
operative I move to further amend it by adding the words “and to 
pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. This case is somewhat out of the usual order. I 
have not myself had, and I presume other gentlemen have not had, 
an opportunity to examine the report. I suggest, therefore, that this 
case be pario over for the present. 

Mr. BEACH. I trust that the report may be read. I think the 
bill will not give rise to any debate. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Let the report be read. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The claimant is aged abont fifty-five years. Her brother, J. Wilkes Henry, was 
a midshipman, and was killed while serving in the line of his duty by the Fejee 
Islanders in 1840. Her brother, Edmund Wilkes Henry, was a commander in the 
Navy, and died of prehte disease of the kidneys in March, 1873, contracted, itis 
believed, while in the line of his duty in the naval service. 

She has another brother civilly dead. Neither of said deceased brothers left any 
widow or descendant. Neither nt of claimant is living, and she is very poor, 
<A was dependent upon said und Wilkes Henry at the time of his death for 

er su rt. 

This application was before the Honse in the Forty-sixth Congress, and the bill 
was favorably reported upon by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, but was not 
reached for want of time. 

Hon. Horatio Seymour, Hon. Ward Hunt, Hon. John Jay, and others indorse 
the application as meritorious and commend the applicant as deserving aid. 

The petitioner now comes t8 Congress for assistance. In view of the valuable 
services rendered by the brothers of this petitioner, and the fact that they left no 
immediate relative save her, vom committee deem this a proper case for a gra- 
tuity pension, and recommend the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 1147) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Vernor Henry, amending the same by striking out the last 
eighteen words of the bill. 


Mr. BEACH. Mr. Chairman, if there ever was a meritorious case 
coming before Congress, this is such aone. It has been the misfort- 
nne of this woman that she was the sister, instead of the wife, of 
one of the most gallant officers our Navy ever produced. For thirty 
years he served his country with distinction. During his lifetime 
he supported this sister. She is now advanced in years, her age be- 
ing about fifty-five; and she is entirely dependent upon the charity 
of her friends for support. It seems to me that under these circum- 
stances she ought to receive this pension. I trust that the commit- 
tee will act favorably upon this bill. Lask, therefore, that the amend- 
ment be adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not rise to discuss the amendment. The facts 
as they appear from the statements in the report and the remarks of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. BEACH] seem to present a very 
strong case in favor of a gratuity from the Government. But the 
case is an unusual one—entirely ont of the regular order of our pen- 
sion legislation ; and inasmuch as there will be but little delay ifthe 
matter be passed over for the present, I hope an opportunity will be 

iven to make a more careful examination of the terms of the report. 
f therefore ask that the case be passed over for the present. This 
will cause a very temporary delay. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the bill will be laid 
aside informally. 

Mr. PARKER. I would like to know whether the gentleman from 
Indiana desires to have this bill passed over because we have a thin 
Honse, or in order to permit him personally to examine the report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to examine somewhat into the precedents 
in this class of cases. 

Mr. PARKER. Of course, if the gentleman puts the matter in the 
form of a personal request, there is no answer to be made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will say that I do not wish to take advantage of 
the fact that the Honse is thin. 

Mr. BROWNE. Will not my colleague [Mr. Hor] allow the 
amendment to be adopted ? ‘ 

Mr. HOLMAN, I have no objection to that. 

The amendment of Mr. Matson was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside informally. 

CHRISTOPHER T. DUNHAM. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. No. 137) granting a pension to the heirs of Captain Christo- 
pher T. Dunham, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the names of the following heirs of Captain Chris- 
topher T. Dunham, late of Company F, Ninety-second pan of IIlinois Vol- 
unteers, namely: Sheldon Theodore Dunham, Mary F. Dunham, Stephen W. Dun- 
ham, and William A. C. Dunham. 


The report is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
137) granting a pension to the heirs of Christopher T. Dunham, deceased, having 
had the same under consideration, beg leave to submit the following report: 

Christopher T. Dunham enlisted in the United States service, and was mustered 
in as captain of Company F. Ninety-second Illinois Volunteers, August 2. 1862, and 
was disch: for disability from fracture of leg while in the line of duty, May 22, 
1865. While in the service, November 16, 1863, Dunham was detailed on the staff 
of Major-General Baird as topographical engineer, in which capacity he served 
effectively until February 16, 1564, when, near Chattanvoga, Tennessee, he was 
disabled as above from the falling of his horse. Dr. Buckley reported the injury 
as the fracture of the tibia at the junction of upper and middle third. and frav- 
tureof both tibia and fibia at the junction of middle and lower third; recovered with 
limb halfinch short and slightly curved ; also, with inflammation of patilla; debility 
two-thirds and permanent.” This testimony was given June 28. 1865. For the 
disability above described Captain Dunham was pensioned, dating from May 22, 
1865, at the rate of $13} per month, which was afterwards reduced to $10 per month, 
from June 14, 1871. He died in the asylum for the insane at Elgin, Ilinois, where 
he had been for more than two years, entirely demented, leaving a widow and four 
miuor children. 

Sarah E. Dunham, the widow of Captain Christopher T. Dunham, after the death 
of her husband, applied for a pension, which application was rejected February 28, 
1879, on the ground that fatal disease, chronic dementia, was nota result of mili- 
tary service.“ The question then is, was the insanity of which Captain Dunham 
died the result of the fracture of the leg and hardship and exposure while in the 
military service and line of duty? 

On this point, Dr. E. A. Kelbonrn, superintendent of the Northern Hospital 
for the Insane, at Elgin, Illinois, testifies that, in his opinion, after careful obser- 
vation, insanity was caused by physical exhaustion and suffering following the 
fracture of his leg. He further says: “ The disease which caused the insanity of 
said Dunham has existed ten years and upward, and that the same might or could 
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have been cansed by exposure in the line of duty in the Army, no physical lesion 
being present. Again, Dr. Kelbourn says ‘that his insanity, in my judgmen 


uperinduced by exposure and injuries sustained while in the mili service o 
the United States ah his knowledge of the facts is obtained . from the careful, 
detailed history of the case spread upon the records of the hospital at the time of 


his (Dunham's) admission to the institution.” 

General Baird certifies to the faithfulness and gallantry of Captain Dunham 
and the value of his services; Dunham's neighbors testify that he was a sound, 
healthy man when he enlisted, and thatin their opinion the insanity, symptoms of 
which were apparent for any e was the result of his Army service and the 
injuries received in the line of duty. 

The widow of Captain Dunham is now deceased, ane four children depend- 
ent; and your committee are of the opinion that if any doubt exists as to whether 
insanity was the direct result of exposure in the military service or from the pain 
and suffering caused by the injury received, theirchildren are entitled to the bene- 
fit of the doubt. On this point yan committee have but little doubt, and would 
therefore report favorably on the bill (H. R. No. 137) granting a pension to the heirs 
of Christopher T. Dunham, and recommend that it do pass. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

SAINT CLAIR A. MULHOLLAND. 

Mr. RANDALL. Quite a number of pension bills were reported 
this morning, and among them one in which I feel considerable in- 
terest—a bill to increase the pension of Colonel Saint Clair A. Mul- 
holland. This bill, in substantially the form now pending, if not 
in the precise words, has already passed both Houses; that is to say, 
a bill for the relief of Colonel Mulholland has passed this House and 
been sent to the Senate. The Senate has passed a Senate bill, which 
has been considered by the Committee of the House, and reported 
favorably to-day. ‘The case has thus been twice considered by the 
committee. I ask, under the circumstances, that the bill be now 
taken up. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill = No. 699) granting an increase of pension to Saint 
Clair A. Mulholland. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the ion laws, the name of Colonel Saint Clair A. Mulholland, late 
of the One . sixteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, at the rate 
of $30 per month, instead of $15 per month, which he has heretofore been receiv- 
ing; said increase to date from the time of the passage of this act. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

Mr. BROWNE. We have now gone through the bills from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, so far as the zeporie have been printed. 
Is it the wish of any gentleman that we shall now proceed with cases 
which were reported to-day, in which the reports have not been 
printed? As no gentleman indicates such a desire, I move that the 
committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having taken 
the chair, Mr. BRIGGS reported that the Committee of the Whole 
Honse on the Private Calendar, having had under consideration pen- 
sion bills, had directed him to report back sundry bills with various 
recommendations. 

WILLIAM R. PERDUE. 


The first bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1468) granting a pen- 
sion to William R. Perdue, 

The SPEAKER. This bill is reported from the Committee of the 
Whole with a recommendation that it be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. If there be no objection that order will 
be made. 

There was no objection. 

HOUSE BILLS PASSED. 

The following bills were severally ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read 
the third time, and passed: 

A bill (II. R. No. 1330) granting a pension to Catherine Greybig; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1579) granting a pension to Elizabeth Fulks; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1213 for the relief of Richard Devitt; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1813) to restore to the pension-roll the name of 
Martha A. Beerbower ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1499) granting a pension to Mathias Wondrak ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 330) granting a pension to Archibald A. Carey; 

A bill (H. R. No. 266) granting a pension to Frederick Vogel; 

A bill (H. R. No. 5382) granting a pension to Peter J. Welshbillig ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 5239) granting a pension to Mrs. Spedie B. Eggle- 
ston ; 
oA bill (H. R. No. 5383) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Jane 
ulany ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 5384) restoring the name of James M. Akin to the 
pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. No. 5385) granting a pension to the minor children of 
James Eagle; 

A bill (H. R. No. 377) granting a pension to Frank Kitzmiller ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2021) granting an increase of pension to Lucien 
Kilbourne; and 

A bill (H. R. No, 137) granting a pension to the heirs of Captain 
Christopher T. Dunham, deceased. 

HOUSE BILLS PASSED WITH AMENDMENTS. 


The amendments reported to the following bills from the Commit- 


tee of the Whole House were agreed to, and the bills as amended 

were severally ordered to be engrossed and read a third time ; and 

being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third time, and 
assed : 

A bill (H. R. No. 1149) granting a pension to Richard Carpenter ; 
ae bill Ct R. No. 5381) granting an increase of pension to Cecil 

ay; anc 

A bill (H. R. No. 5158) for the relief of James F. Cullen. 

SENATE BILL PASSED. 

The bill (S. No. 699) granting an increase of pension to Saint Clair 
A. Mulholland was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BROWNE moved to reconsider the several votes just taken; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. BROWNE, (at nine o’clock and thirty- 
seven minutes p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and other papers were laid on the Clerk's 
desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLISS: The-petition of F. Alexander & Sons and others, 
for the e of the bill to create a permanently deep and straight 
channel through Sandy Hook Bar of the port of New York—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BRAGG: The petition of certain officers of the United 
States Army, urging the passage of a bill for the reorganization of 
me infantry branch of the service—to the Committee on Military 

airs, 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Papers relating to the claim of D. E. Down- 
ing, of Monroe County, Kentucky—to the Committee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. CARPENTER: The petition of citizens of Angus, Boone 
County, Iowa, praying for the p e of a bill suspending Chinese 
lee ee e Committee on Faucation and Labor. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of C. A. Baxter, for a post-route 
from Mountain Lake to Springfield, Minnesota—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HILL: The petition of citizens of Boonton, New Jersey, for 
the passage of the McKinley bill fixing the rates of duties on iron 
and steel—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NEAL: The petition of Elias Webb, for an increase of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PAGE: The petition of citizens of the Pacific coast, urg- 
ing the preps passage of the bill to incorporate The Maritime Canal 
Company, of Nicaragua—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RITCHIE: The petition of 39 citizens of Williams County, 
Ohio, for legislation to regulate interstate commerce, and to prevent 
unjust discrimination and extortion by railroad companies and other 
common carriers—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. W. E. ROBINSON: The resolutions adopted by the Irish 
National Land and Industrial League of Brooklyn, New York, in- 
dorsed by prominent citizens, asking a speedy trial or release of Ameri- 
2 citizens imprisoned in Britishjails—to the Committee on Foreign 

airs. 

By Mr. WILLIAM G. THOMPSON: The petition of Robert Smalls, 
praying that an appropriation be made to reimburse him for balance 
of actual and necessary expenses incurred in contested election case 
in the Forty-fifth Congress—to the Committee on Elections. 

Br Mr. VANCE: Papersrelating to the pension claim of W. Sams— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: A bill to establish a post-route from 
Columbia to L¥nnville, Tennessee—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 


The petition of John L. Moore was reported from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions under clause 2 of Rule XXII, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, April 8, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. POWER. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House made yesterday 
this day’s proceedings will be devoted to debate only upon the tarilf- 
commission bill. There being no objection, the reading of the Jour- 
nal of yesterday’s proceedings will be postponed to the next legis- 
lative day. 

Mr. KELLEY. I move to execute the order of the House. I do 
not know whether any thing else is admissible. 


TARIFF COMMISSION. 


Mr. KELLEY. I move the House resolve itself into Committee of 


the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolyeqd 
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itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. No. 2315) to provide for the appointment of a commission 
to investigate the question of the tariff and internal-revenue laws. 
The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. MuLDROW] is entitled to the 
floor and has eleven minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. KELLEY. In order not to interrupt the gentleman when he 
shall have begun, I now ask his time shall be extended if he desires, 
as the courtesy has been granted to all others and he was interrupted 
yesterday, by myself especially. 

Mr. MULDROW. I donot thinkI shall want more than a few 
minutes additional ‘time, as I have condensed my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and the gentle- 
man’s time is extended. 

Mr. MULDROW resumed and concluded his remarks, as follows: 

Mr. Chairman, I shall not attempt to follow the gentleman from 
Kansas in the speech which he has just pronounced in the presence 
of this committee. There are some assertions which he made which 
in my judgment could very easily be replied to, if it was necessary 
to meet them. 

His statements of facts were so lax that a little investigation and 
research as to facts and fi would show that their utterance 
should have but little effect upon the proper solution of the question 
now before the committee; notably his declarations in regard to the 
condition of the South are of this character. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, it is not necessary to go to statistical re- 
ports in order to ascertain the fact that the landed property of the 
southern people has descended in value more than 100 per cent., and 
in most neighborhoods more than 300 per cent. below the positions 
they occupied when the war began. No people ever had naturally 
more recuperative strength and power than they. He who followed 
the line of march of Sherman to the sea and a few weeks afterward 
went over the ground and saw where burned houses had been re- 
built and burned fences had been replaced, would have been com- 
pelled to acknowledge that no people possessed more recuperative 
powers than the southern people. Yet, sir, with all this power of 
recuperation the South is still prostrate, and neither manufactures, 
to which Government aid has been extended, nor aught else has had 
the effect of iucreasing and augmenting in value the lands of the 
southern people to the extent claimed. Why, sir, inthe very region 
in which Tenis lands which were worth from $40 to $60 an acre 
when the war began are in process of negotiation for sale, as I am 
informed, only within the last few weeks, to a northern company— 
100,000 acres of them—at $11 an acre, and those lands, too, in the 
very neighborhood where factories have sprung up. But I stated 
in the ontset that I did not consider it necessary, nor do I intend to 
follow the argument of the gentleman from Kansas in the limited 
time I have for digesting the current of his speech. 

Sir, I represent an 7, Sian region, and I am opposed to the 
present tariff system chiefly because I regard it as a great impedi- 
ment in the way of our agricultural prosperity anddevelopment. No 
industry in this country suffers such detriment in consequence of 
that system as does agriculture, It lays its mailed hand of relentless 
selfishness upon it not only to tax but also to impede its necessary 
commerce with the world. There is nothing that it uses that is not 
taxed beyond reason, and the avenues of trade in many directions are 
closed against it as completely as if environed by a Chinese wall. 
Wherever and whatever prosperity has attended the farmer has been 
won by them in the teeth of this unfriendly power. And now, instead 
of there being any caning off in the interests of agriculture, the latter- 
day protectionists would impose still greater burdens of taxation, 
and build the walls of preventive commerce still higher. 

No such bold and daring declarations in favor of a high protective 
tariff have ever before emanated from this school of politicians as 
those that have characterized their utterances during the past year. 
‘They have more boldly declared their purpose of giving protection 
to monopolies regardless of consequences to other interests than ever 
before in the history of the country. They have thrown off all dis- 
guise, and in their recent tariff convention in New York advocated 
protection for protection’s sake and without reference to any unpro- 
tected industry in the country. The same spirit has been manifest 
in both ends of this Capitol since the debate on the proposition now 
under discussion began. 

A fearful advance has been made in subverting the principle of 
popular government that only so much revenue shall Je collected 
as may be necessary for its support upon an honest and economical 
plan, and this gathered upon such a system as will make its bur- 
dens fall as equally as possible upon all. 

In the earlier history of this Government no such pretensions and 
demands as are now made were dreamed of by the wildest protec- 
tionist. 

While it was contended by some that protection to the then strug- 
gling industries in the shape of manufactures was needed, yet few 
if any advanced the proposition that there was any warrant under 
our Constitution for protection except that incidentally afforded by 
raising revenue for the support of the Government. The manufact- 
urers of the country at that time did not count their fortunes by 
millions of dollars as they do now, nor did they control their voters 


by millions as they do now. They did not then contend that there 
was a right to demand protection, but they presented the picture ot 
their feeble and struggling efforts to build up manufactories in order 
that this country might in times of war be in a measure independent 
of foreign powers for a supply of clothing, for munitions of war, and 
for all essential and necessary things which might be needed in case 
of war with foreign powers. Now, however, after a hundred years 
of protection, and money supplied them for their aggrandizement at 
the expense of almost every other industry in the land, they have 
not only become ne but arrogant in their demands for still 
greater sacrifices on the part of the people. 

I repeat, they no longer seek protection under the veil of receiv- 
ing revenue for the support of the Government, and judging from 
the public utterances oF the most influential and leading advocates 
ofa high protective tariffsystem, they claim the right to demand from 
the Government that custom duties shall be high enough to afford pro- 
tection to manufacturing enterprises, whether the revenue derived 
is required to support the Government or not. In a recent speech 
made by a distinguished Senator, he took the position, and 1 quote 
his language, that ‘if there was no public debt, no interest to pay, 
no pension list, no army and no navy to support, I still should op- 

free trade and its twin sister, tariff for revenue only, and favor 
rotective duties.” He contends that protection is necessary for la- 

r. Labor, he says, must be protected against competition with the 
pauper laborers of Europe. 

It is not my business to question the sincerity of these champions 
of labor, but I think a perusal of their utterances will show that 
their great solicitude on this subject is produced more by the inter- 
est which they feel in capital than in labor. There must be a seem- 
ing solicitude for the laborers, for they constitute the great mass of 
voters in this country. But so long as the average politician in those 
regions round about the t manufactories can control capital 
they can confidently rely upon all votes at the polls among the labor- 
ing population necessary to insure their election. 

m testimony taken by various investigating committees which 
have been organized in this and the other end of the Capitol during 
the past several years, from the testimony paren in regard to labor 
and its management, it cannot be successfully denied that in portions 
of the manufacturing districts it is completely dominated and politi- 
cally enslaved by capital. 

In that testimony, it appearsespecially in the manufacturing States 
of Massachusetts and Rhode Island, that a servile obedience is main- 
tained by owners of manufactories in the exercise of the elective 
franchise. Obedience in voting is as essential to their holding their 
places of employment as that they perform their labor for the pre- 
scribed time fixed by their rules and regulations. They must cast 
their ballots in accordance with the will of the owners of the manu- 
factories. They must do so under espionage in order that their em- 
ployers may know that they execute their will. But in order that 
they who control these large manufacturing interests may seem to 
be the especial champions and friends to that class of labor they 
never lose opportunity to impress them with the belief that their 
interests are the same. 

It is pretended by these champions of labor in this country that 
there is a great difference in the wages in favor of the American 
laborer, when compared with that of the laborer of Europe. But, 
sir, that proposition was but a few moments ago given away by the 
gentleman from Kansas, [Mr. HASK ELI. ] He confessed, in the course 
of his speech, that while the American laborer was nominally paid 
higher than the European laborer, yet his work was so much more 
efficient, his skill was so much greater, his power to execute a day’s 
work was so much more satisfactory that he could within one day’s 
time do the labor required of the English laborer in two days’ time. 
And the strange inconsistency in this matter is that while the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] contended that protection was 
for the benefit of labor, was in the interest of labor alone, the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] admits that the labor in this 
country is doubly as efficient as that in Europe. 

But, sir, in order to make out their case, who do they call as wit- 
nesses in support of the proposition? Do they rely upon consulate 
papers obtained from the most authentic sources under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of State, or upon any unselfish evidence from 
any quarter? No. But who do they call 

First. The Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE Jand the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. RUSSELL] offer the unsworn, gratuitous testi- 
mony of the Conant Thread Company of manufacturing Rhode 
Island. I say of Rhode Island, where more than one-third of all the 
cotton, woolen, and leather goods that are manufactured in the 
United States are made, and where the bounties of the Government 
have been extended to build their colossal fortunes for i he past twenty 
years. Who next? Thesecretary of the American Silk Society, also 
protected and receiving Government aid. Then they bring on the 
stand the Clark Thread Company, ef Newark, New Jersey, a place 
also celebrated for the extent and variety of its manufactures, and 
where also great riches have been reaped from Government tribute. 
Where does he then go for his next witness? Back to Pawtucket. 
Rhode Island. Sir, I should imagine that Rhode Island, with her 
coffers filled by tariff legislation, would be a willing witness in be- 
half of protection. He goes back to Rhode Island and examines Mr 
Of course he proves the 


James Coats, of Coats thread notoriety. 
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t contrast between the price of American and European labor. 

nd it is upon such interested testimony as this that they contend 

si they have made out their case in favor of protection to American 
labor. 

Why, sir, the horoscope of these protectionists when watching for 
the interest of American labor and American industry never extends 
an inch beyond the horizon that bounds the possibilities for the aug- 
mentation of wealth in the coffers of the protected manufacturer. 

The Senator from Maine, after parading his interested witnesses 
to show that labor in Great Britain is more poorly paid for than in 
the United States, and giving all credit to a protective tariff for the 
difference, for fear that his ar, ent that protection is the cause is 
not sound, attempts to win his case by specious argument and by 
reference to a subject which he knows is well calculated to arouse 
the passions and prejudices of a majority of the people of this coun- 
try. He refers to slavery and the policy of the slave-holder in the 
South before the war. Sir, what has that to do with the proposition 
now? In alluding to the position of the South upon the tariff ques- 
tion, he says: 

For the North it only desired one thing, that it might become a great farm for 
its laborers that they might become farmers, whose sole business in life should be 
the sowing of seeds and reaping of harvests to supply the slaves of the South with 
cheap food. 

Sir, since slavery in this country has been abolished, since their 
freedom has been protected by constitutional amendment, since 
slavery in the United States is dead and dead forever, is it either fair 
or just to the southern people to use such an argument in the discus- 
sion of a question like this? Are the passions born of the slavery 
issue never to die or be permitted to slumber? Is it always to be 
the case that whenever the South is interested in the solution of any 
question that she is to be taunted with the suggestion that she has 
been slave-holding? And does it never occur to these gentlemen 
that at one time in the history of this country there were nearly as 
many slaves held in the Northern States asin the Southern, many of 
whom were transferred from the North to the southern slave-mar- 
kets and sold, and that the North is to-day enjoying the benefits of 
money thus acquired from the people of the South ? 

To etuate a little of history on this subject I quote from Will- 
jam Goodell, a northern man and a professed abolitionist. He says 
that— 

In the importation of slaves for the southern colonies the merchant of the 
New En, — 7 seaports competed with those of New York and the South. They 
appear, indeed, to have outstripped them and to have almost mono 

© the immense profits of this lucrative but detestable trade. 
and 8 Massachusetts, and Newport and Bristol in Rhode Island, 
am. in the persons of a few of their citizens, vast sums of this rapidly-ac- 
quired and ill-gotten wealth, which, in many instances, quite as rapidly and very 
remarkably, took to itself wings and flew away, * * * In some cases, however, 
it remained and formed the basis of the capital of some prominent mercantile 
houses almost down to the present time. 

Referring to the people of the North, he says: 

Citizens honored with high posts of office in the State and Federal Governments 
have owed their rank in society and their political elevation to the wealth thus 
acquired by themselves since the colonies became States, and while the trafic was 
tolerated, as it was till the year 1808. Among these was alate Senator in Con- 
gress from Rhode Island, James DeWolf, who at the time was reputed to be the 
owner of a large slave plantation in Cuba. Such incidents may convey some idea 
of the influences of that traffic in New England, even to the present day. 

I might make other quotations from this author and from others 
to show not only the existence of slavery in the North but the traf- 
fic in slave property by northern as well as southern merchants. I 
only quote this to show the great unfairness of the argument which 
attempts by this means to excite prejudices in order that a bad cause 
may be won. 

Sir, the cause must be a poor one indeed that requires such a line 
of argument. But it is in keeping with those which have generally 
been adopted by the protectionists of this country. They can rely 
neither upon the principles of political economy nor upon the prac- 
tical experience of this or any other agricultural country to support 
their theories and their claims. 

But let us look a little further at the influence of protection on 
labor. Whenever the protectionist desires to win the applause and 
votes of the laborer he invariably contrasts the condition of labor 
here with thatin England, They speak of the better prices for labor 
in America, of the better educational advantages of the laborer, of 
the better houses and home comforts, in comparison with those 
received and enjoyed by the laborer in England. Labor in America 
is called independent and free, while that of England is spoken of as 
degraded and pauper. 

t never seems to occur to the mind of the average protectionist, 
and 1 might add to the most intelligent and distinguished of politi- 
cians and statesmen of this school, for I never heard even the great 
champion on that subject, the distinguished gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. KELLEY, ] contrast the condition of the English laborer 
with those of other European countries. When speaking of the con- 
trasts which exist between the English and American laborer; in 

icturing the great advantages which are enjoyed by the American 
3 in comparison with those of the English, they invariably 
assert that this great difference is superinduced by the protection 
which is given to the American laborer by reason of tariff protection. 
Sir, it is not necessary to come all the way to America to contrast 
the condition of the English laborer with those living under a pro- 
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teetive system, for just across the channel, with the same form of 
government almost, with almost the same thoughts and habits of 
the people, with the same advantages and disadvantages afforded 
by nature, might be found a people living under a protective tariff, 
with whom it would be much more fitting to compare the English 
laborer than with ours. There stands Germany, with a protective 
system greater, if I am correctly informed, than that which obtains in 
the United States, and yet under a protective system in Germany we 
find the laborer there does not receive wages at all commensurate 
with those even of England; and we find moreover that the laborers 
in protected Germany are more dissatisfied and more intent upon 
seeking other fields for occupation than in any other of the European 
countries. From protected Germany they are fleeing to this country 
by the thousandsevery month. In the month of February just passed 
more than eight thousand landed upon our shores from Germany, that 
much protected country; and since protection has been increased 
they are coming in greater numbers than they ever came before. But 
nothing is ever said of the protected labor in Germany, nor do they 
even make allusion to that in protected France or Russia. It may 
be true that there is no state in Europe where the manufacturing 
laborer obtains fully the same wages he gets in the United States, 
though this is substantially contradicted by the statements of our 
foreign consulates so far as England is concerned, and I do not believe 
there is that difference which is claimed by the protectionist. 

But whatever difference in his favor exists it is not because of a 
protective system for the benefit of the manufactories, but it is in 
consequence of the greater opportunities and natural advantages 
which are afforded in this country in comparison with Europe. There 
labor is crowded and almost choked by the stifling air of competition. 
Here there is room and work for all, and for ten times, yea, hun- 
dred times more than we now have; and but for this system of pro- 
tective tariff by which free interchange of commodities between 
this country and foreign countries is well-nigh destroyed, there 
would be room enough and occupation enough and good wages 
enough for many hundreds of thousands more. In Europe the lands 
of the country are held by a few proprietors. In most of its coun- 
tries it is the lord and the serf. In America thousands, yea, millions 
of acres yet untrodden by the foot of man lie stretched out in vast 
domains, in almost every State from the Atlantic to the Pacific and 
from the British possessions to the Gulf, inviting the honest laborer 
to come and oceupy and build, and sow and gather, and reap and 
garner the bounteous products of its fertile soil, to place them upon 
the markets of the world, and exchange them for all the needs of 
comfort and civilization. Sir, if protection is the magic wand to 
bring peace and happiness and p rity and comfortable houses 
and good pay for the laborer, I would be glad if its advocates would 
tell me why it is not as good for him in France, Italy, Germany, 
Russia, and the other protected countries of Europe, as it is in the 
United States. But as it is claimed that England’s non-protective 
policy is the cause of so much pauper labor there, let us compare the 
wages of the laborer of this country with some of the protected 
countries of Europe. 

The following table shows the prices of labor in England, France, 
and Germany, prepared for the Forty-fourth Congress by Edward 
Young, chief of the United States Bureau of Statistics : 


England, 
Blacksmiths, per day $1 30 | Tailors, per day 
Bricklayers and masons, per day. 1 44 | Tinsmiths, per dax. 1 20 
Cabinet-makers, 5 S 1 Wheelwrights, per day 13 
Carpenters, per da is Farm labor: 
Coopers, per dax Experienced summer hands, per 
Miners, per dag. CFC 


Machinists, per day 


Painters, per day ..-....-........ — eae „ 64 

Plasterers, per dag Ordinary summer hands, perday. 64 

Shoemakers, per day Ordinary winter hands, per day.. 40 

Stone-cutters, per dag 1 44 | Female servants, per mont 4 86 
France. 


Bricklayers, per day 
House-painters, per day.. 
Ordinary laborers, per day 
Cotton-spinners, per day 


— $0 


Germany. 


6 3 $0 
Machinists, (ordinary,) per day .. 


Engineers, per dag 
1 
8 hands, (summer,) per 


Blacksmiths, per dag 
Carpenters, per da: 
Cigar-makers, (male,) per day 
Cigar-makers, (female,) per day.. 
Factory hands, (men,) per day... 
Factory hands, (women.) per day, 
Factory hands, (children,) perday, 
Masons, per day 
Piano-makers, per day... > 
Salesmen and clerks, per day 


per 


These tables, Mr. Chairman, are a complete refutation to the claims 
set up, that it is protection that increases the values of labor, and 
they might be extended indefinitely if necessary. We might go to 
Russia where we find that the ordinary mechanic receives from 50 
to 66 cents for a day’s labor. But this is enough to show the falsity 
of that argument to the intelligent laborer, and make him understand 
that he is not so much dependent upon the policy of a high protect- 
ive tariff for the advan which he es pb in this free Republic, 
as he is upon our Constitution and form of government, the ies air 
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in which he lives, the wonderful resources of our yet undeveloped 
land, the independent habits and thoughts of our people, and more 
than all, the marvelous wealth emboweled in our mountains and 
valleys, placed not by the hands of governmental tariff protection, 
but by a beneficent God. Sir, I repeat that the mask which has 
been worn by the protectionists in this country for the past hundred 
years, now that they feel the power which they wield throngh organ- 
ized eapital, is about to be disdainfully cast aside, and no matter 
whether the Treasury is filled or empty, no matter whether money 
is needed to operate the machinery o vernment or not, no matter 
whether there is an army or a navy to be supported for our common 
defense, or whether it takes one million or five hundred millions to 
pay the legitimate expenses of Government, still such a rate of duty 
shall be collected at the custom-houses of this country which will 
add 50 per cent. if not practically exclude four-fifths, if not nine- 
tenths of the articles needed by the farmers in their every-day work, 
in order that manufacturers may prosper. 

Such was the admission and statement of the Senator from Maine; 
and to this end there is to-day in this country a complete, perfect, 
and systematic organization, not confined to the National Legislature, 
but existing in every manufacturing neighborhood within our bor- 
ders, But recently it held its convention in the city of New York, in 
which the “slogan” was that protection for protection’s sake must 
at all hazards be maintained in this country. And in the proposed 
commission which is sought to be organized the idea was there in- 
fused that it must be made up from men committed to this idea. And 
their purpose seems not only to ingraft that upon legislation as the 
settled policy of this country, but also, in the execution of it, to still 
further increase the present enormous rates of duties upon imported 
goods. In order to show the true inwardness of that body of men 
composing that convention in the interest of these protected monop- 
olies, I quote some of the remarks employed by some of its members. 
Mr. MCKINLEY said: 

It surely was not the pu of the law that bar iron, which pays a duty of Ki 
cents per pound if cut in lengths, holes punched into the ends, and riveted an: 
5 for use in making wagon. tires, should pay a less duty than the bar 
iron having no such contrivance added. The same is true of hoop iron, which pays 
a duty of 1 cents per pound; but if cut into lengths and a buckle or loop riveted 
thereto, it is at once transformed from hoop iron to general classification called 
ee not otherwise provided for, and bears only a duty of 35 per cent. ad 

0 s 

I think it would have been well for that gentleman to have told 
that convention that the at staple, which furnishes more than 
$200,000,000 annually in the way of exports, which is now being 
raised and gathered under the greatest difficulties, frequently at 
heavy expense aud sometimes at absolute loss to the producer, was 
entitled to some little consideration at the hands even of that august 
body of men. Sir, I venture the assertion that the cotton-planters 
of this country in the pursuit of a livelihood by the growing of cot- 
ton crops have suffered more disasters, have found a more uncertain 
return for their labor, have made the smallest profits, have sunk 
more money than has attended any other pursuit or calling in the 
land; and yet we find that these facts, instead of exciting in some 
de an interest for the cotton-growers, the education, training, 
and habits of thought and self-interest of these protectionists would 
burden them with additional taxation even on their cotton-ties, 
and thus still further deprive them of the hope of revenue for them- 
selves from their labor. 

To have a more thorough understanding of the animus which con- 
trolled this convention I will quote now from Mr. Ward. Said he: 

I am glad to see this union of interests for the cause of American protection, 
and I am glad to see here so many able and influential advocates of protection who 
want to make this policy a success, and to put it on a prominent basis. Let us 
come together and reason together. We may have differences on details; as wise 
men let us reason together aud adjust them. Let us confer together. Let us yield 
something if necessary to the details of the grand and vital principle of protec- 
tion to American industry, not for the sake of revenue but for the sake of protec- 
tion. There should be no surrender. Stand by that at all times and forever, and 
with a strong pull, a long pull, and a pan all together you will make the voice of 
a convention like this so potent that the law-makers of the land will be bound to 
heed it and to give attention to its recommendations. 

in, Mr. Joseph Wharton, another member of this convention, 
favors this tariff commission, and says: 

Another objection sometimes made is that not a civilian commission but a spe- 
cial committee of Con; should be intrusted with this important work, or at 
least thet this commission shall be composed in part of Representatives and 
Senators. 

But from this proposition he dissents. Senators and Representa- 
tives chosen by the people to do this very work in his judgment are 
incompetent, They do not possess ‘‘the frank intimacy with the 
true sources of information“ that is possessed by the“ captains of the 
great industrial army.” He favors the commission, and how does he 
propose to make it up? 


us, for instance, agriculture, oe ships, and commerce, 

, cotton, silk, and other textiles, glass, pot- 
tery, &, drugs and chemicles, &c., might each claim a seat though the arrange- 
ment and subdivisions might be somewhat differently grouped. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let us note this proposition. Agriculture, 
representing more than one-half of the population of this country 
and nearly one-half of the wealth of the country, on this commission 
is to have but one representative, while mining is to have one, ships 
to have one, commerce one, iron one, wool and woolen one, 


cotton, silk, and other textiles one, and so on through, glass, pot- 
tery, drugs and chemicals, all one, each and all of which combined 
do not represent in importance one tithe as much as does the great 
industry, agriculture. 

But let us look for a moment; look at one other utterance which 
comes from this convention. Hon. Lewis D. Hawley addressed it. 
Said he: 

But our plan is to reduce the internal revenue and make up that revenue on 
foreign imports, thus making the foreigner pay our national debt and all the 
expenses of our Government. 

Mr. Chairman, [ will not charge that gentleman with ignorance 
who uttered that expression, but do you believe that he believed 
that by such asystem as there pro the foreigner could be made 
to pay our national debt and all the expenses of ourGovernment? I 
had supposed, sir, it was admitted by all writers on political econ- 
omy that the consumer is the person from whom the tax must be 
wrung. All that the foreigner pays to this country, with the ex- 
ception of a very small amount paid upon exported manufactures, 
is what our farmers furnish: live stock, cotton, wheat, and other grain 
crops, &. Where a tax is im upon his importation, when 
that imported commodity is sold, the tax is added to the original 
price, and the consumer must at last pay it. But why this solici- 
tude of this fee protective advocate,” in regard to the internal- 
revenue laws, and the abolition of that system? We heard no words 
of complaint against that system so long as there was no danger 
that the people might exercise their power and demand a modification 
and reduction of the present tariff. This member of this convention 
states the reason himself: 

That we will reduce the internal revenue in order that that difference in the 
revenues of the country might be made up from the duty on foreign imports. 

Some of these gentlemen so anxious to abolish the internal-reve- 
nue system, in order that a still higher protective tariff might be 
adopted, in their zeal, charge that the internal-revenue system vio- 
lates even the spirit of the Constitution. In their excessive zeal they 
overflow with sympathy for the prostrate South. But a short time 
since a distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania said, in the course 
of his remarks, that he wanted “to relieve the South from this 
iniquitous system of internal revenue.” 

Mr. KELLEY. I simply object to the gentleman undertaking to 
state the motives that control me. When I have a chance to speak 
I will state my motives for myself. While I do not contradict your 
views, I do assert that yon ascribe wholly erroneous motives to me. 
I want to emancipate the people of the South from the surveillance 
that haunts them by day and by night, in connection with the inter- 
nal-revenue taxes. 

Mr. MULDROW. I do not question the sincerity of the purpose 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] nor of any gen- 
tleman who may differ with me upon these various questions. But 
I allude to this fact that they are so eager now to abolish the internal- 
revenue system, as I maintain, for the purpose of still holding on to 
a high protective tariff for the benefit of manufacturers, and for that 
purpose they are ready to declare the whole system unconstitutional. 

Why, sir, Thomas Jefferson, although he declared it an infernal sys- 
tem, never for one moment supposed it was unconstitutional, 

It issingular that these gentlemen who never claimed to be the 
special champions of southern rights and southern interests and 
who express such deep solicitude for the southern people did not 
have their bowels of compassion moved, when some years ago they 
imposed that cruel and relentless tax on raw cotton, and refused to 
let a pound be exported until that tax was paid. But the protective 
tariff was not then in danger, and they had neither kind words nor 
sympathy for the South, although every southern farmer in the cot- 
ton region, both rich and poor, black and white, was subjected to 
this stern and crucial nia! Sey of a tax of three cents per pound 
upon their raw cetton. Yet, for years no expression of sympathy 
was uttered, no friendly action taken, and it was not until after they 
discovered that money would be collected into the publie Treasury, 
more than sufficient to meet the wants of the Government, that they 
became alarmed lest the people would demand that the ratesof tariff 
taxation should be reduced; and it was then, and only then, that 
they became special champions of the Constitution ; it was then, and 
not till then, that their hearts swelled with sentiments of sympathy 
for the suffering and prostrate South. From then till now it has 
only been when the revenues flowing into the public Treasury have 
been sufficient to excite their fears and make them tremble lest the 
people should demand a reduction of taxes from some quarter, and 
that that quarter might be the tariff on imported goods. When there 
is danger of that, the speed with which the protectionist comes to 
the rescue of the people and asks for a removal of the tax on their 
whisky and tobacco is wonderful to tell. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the gentleman allow me just in that connec- 
tion to ask him if he thinks the bill which we passed the other day 
extending the period for bonding distilled spirits looks at all in the 
direction of relieving the people of the South by modifying the 
internal-revenue laws? 

Mr. MULDROW. I do not quite understand the question of the 
gentleman. Will he repeat it? 

Mr. WHITE. I understood the gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. 
MULDROW ] to say that those men who are now urging the modifica- 
tion of the internal-reyenue laws are doing so in order to help on the 
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protective system. That is my belief. But what I want to ask the 
entleman is, does he believe that the modification which we made 
Monday is in the interest of the people of the South? 

Mr. MULDROW. It is impossible to tell what will be the effect of 
that legislation upon the country, either the North or the South, 

Mr. WHITE. Is it not giving $20,000,000 to a few distillers? 

Mr. MULDROW. It is an experiment, and we cannot tell what 
the effect of it will be. 

Mr. KELLEY. It is nothing of the kind; if the gentleman will 
allow me to answer the question. 

Mr. WILLIS. It is just the reverse. 

Mr. KELLEY. I say it does not give a dollar to anybody. The 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] wholly misunderstands and 
misapprehends the purpose and effect of that legislation. 

Mr. WILLIS. He wholly misunderstands it. 

Mr. WHITE. It may be so, but when I get the floor I will en- 
deavor to show that that is the effect of it. 

Mr. MULDROW. That has nothing to do with the line of my 
argument, which is that the effort on the part of the high protec- 
tionists to dispense with the internal-revenue system of this country 
is for the purpose of maintaining the high protective tariff system 
for the benefit of manufactures. It matters not what may be the 
result of the law passed the other day. It still does not do away 
with the fact that their effort, as I conceive it, (of course I cannot 
probe their hearts to determine their motives ;) but judging from the 
experience of the past, and knowing what that experience demon- 
strates, knowing that they have resorted to this course whenever the 
high protective tariff system was in danger, I infer that their object 
now, when they propose to dispense with the internal-revenue sys- 
tem, is to maintain a protective tariff, 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question right here in relation to the internal-revenue matter ? 

Mr. MULDROW. Certainly. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Mississippi if the internal- revenue system should be repealed, 
would not that force Congress to levy a tariff for revenue? Would 
it not be bound to raise revenue from import duties, and would not 
that require a tariff for revenue? 

Mr. MULDROW. That is not the idea of the protectionists. Their 
idea is that until you reach the prohibition point, the higher you 
put the tariff the more revenue is derived. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman permit me a moment? Ido 
not want to jnterrupt him now without his consent. 

Mr. MULDROW. Certainly. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to say right here, while motives are being 
dealt with, that I shall say to the House on the proper occasion that 
I regard the revision and repeal of internal taxes as an essential 
preliminary to a reduction of large classes of tariff duties which are 
imposed as duties countervailing the taxes imposed under the inter- 
nal-revenue system. 

Mr. MULDROW. I will ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania in 
this connection whether, when he enters upon this system of reduc- 
tion of tariff duties, he proposes to reduce the duty on iron ? 

Mr. KELLEY. I propose to act according tomy best judgment 
when the hour shall arrive. 

Mr. MULDROW. The agricultural class, with which the gentle- 
man so much sympathizes, needs more than all else a reduction of 
the duty on iron, which enters into their plows and weeding-hoes. 

Mr. KELLEY. Ifthe 8 from Alabama and Georgia and the 
Appalachian districts of the South, now so rapidly developing iron 
and steel manufactures, should be here asking me to stand by their 
young and rising interests, as I have been appealed to by gentlemen 
from those sections, I shall stand by them. 

Mr. MULDROW. I did not yield for a speech. 

Mr. KELLEY. But you asked me a question, and I thought I would 
answer it. : 

Mr. MULDROW. Iwill inform the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
in this connection that the iron interests and the manufacturing in- 
terests of the South are but a drop in the bucket in comparison with 
the agricultural interests of that section. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, after this interruption, in order to ascertain 
the spirit of that New York tariff convention, I will quote a little 
further from its proceedings. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER, in giving in his opinion, said: 

Tam glad that I came, and I expect to do all I can to have this commission of 
experts appointed; and then I expect to learn from that commission all I can 


in order to give this country a thorough, congruous, effective, and radically pro- 
tective tariff. 


He, too, throws off the mask and proposes legislation with an eye 
alone to protection. Another member, Mr. J. 8. Stevens, says: 


We regretexceedingly when it comes for Congress to convene. The herdsman 
is just as nneasy and just as much alarmed as he is when he learns that the hounds 
are after his flocks. 


Why is it that these parties become alarmed when Congress is 
about to convene? It is because these protected interests feel that 
the hand of retributive justice may lay hold of them; it is because 
of the fear they have that the people speaking through their repre- 
sentatives will no longer consent to be hewers of wood and drawers 
of water to pamper the pride and encourage the conceit of these ben- 
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eficiaries, fed upon Government bounty. Sir, let us look for a mo- 
ment at the conclusions reached by this tariff convention. 


In the preamble to their declaration of principles they declare 
that the prosperity of this country is mainly due to the policy of pro- 
tection, that the obligations of the Government, once largely held 
by foreigners, have been returned to and are the property of our own 
people, the outflow of our precious metals has been checked, and the 

olden tide turned upon our shores. It declares that the country 
demands and has the right to demand the suppression of the“ Con- 

ressional crank,” who introduces destructive bills—meaning bills 
designed to give relief to other industries. They denounce such a leg- 
islator as a more dangerous madman or criminal than the incendiary 
who fires a mill or factory, and whose practices should be allowed no 
place in a civilized country. 

Sir, it might well be asked, “On what meat doth this, our Cæsar, 
feed that he is grown so great?” After reaping the benefits of their 
legalized extortion for a quarter of a century, and usually for nearly 
a century past, they now make the andacious charge that he who 
would reform the prenent iniquitous system in the interests of all the 
people, who would use his lawful right to remedy the existing evils, 
is a criminal and unworthy of a place in a civilized country. 

Sirs, the attention of the country should be called to these impu- 
dent declarations to show the tendency of the ad ea of the friends 
of protected industries, This convention also declared for a civilian 
commission, just such as is pro to be created by this Congress, 
They demanded precisely what the Senate has given. No such bold 
and audacious sentiments would have ever been uttered, but that 
these men feel their power. The times are ominous of a disregard of 
the interests of other industries, of adetermination to protect manu- 
fuctories at all hazards, and of the power to execute the will of the 
protectionist. 

The purposes for which this civilian commission is proposed to be 
organized can best be understood by examining the 8 of the 
men who proposed it. 

It was first suggested by those having protected industries. It must 
be one of experts trained in their interests. It must have a majority 
of persons identified with these in interest and in principle protection- 
ists. Their declarations already quoted in the New York convention 
show the spirit which must animate its work. Their power to fashion 
to a conclusion all their wishes is already illustrated by the action 
of the Senate. The proposition to have represented in it the varions 
industries in proportion to the numbers eng: in them was voted 
down. Another blow at agriculture. Even the amendment of Sena- 
tor GARLAND providi that itshould be e ee in part of members 
of Congress was repudiated, and the demands of these arrogant, self- 
constituted custodians of the country’s welfare were there registered 
by the servants of the people. 

That their behests should be obeyed with such docility is evidence 
of their power. But I believe the reason of their present strength is 
that the voters have been deceived by the cry of protection to Amer- 
ican labor, and when properly instructed they will yet rebuke the 
mendacions pretensions of these monopolists. That it has not been 
done sooner is because the situation has never been understood by 
the farmers and laborers in this country. They have never been 
educated and made to realize that every article they wear and use 
in their daily life costs them far more than it is worth, had they the 
markets of the world in which to buy. The best system of tariff 
protection that has ever been devised in this country is that known 
as the Walker system; and no better statement of the workings of 
protective tariff, and no more pregnant truth has been uttered than 
that by R. J. Walker, when he said: j 

A protective tariff is a question regarding the enhancement of the profit of 
capital, and not the mentation of the wages of labor. It is a question of per- 
=e and is to decide whether money invested in our manufactures shall, by 
specia! legislation, ield a profit of 10, 20, or 30 per cent., or whether it shall remain 
satisfied with dividends equal to those accruing from the same capital invested in 
agriculture, commerce, or navigation. 

Mr. Chairman, a protective tariff cannot fail to be destructive of 
the interests of agriculture. This has been the experience of Great 
Britain as admitted by her soundest statesmen and her best eco- 
nomic writers, and this admission was the controlling force with her 
in adopting her present liberal system. It can have no other effect 
than to increase the profitable earnings of the manufacturer, where 
capital and skill and intelligence are employed, and to decrease the 
small earnings of the farmer. Burdened with debt and tired with 
toil, the farmer has but little time for self-culture. But despite all 
this they are the most independent people on the face of the globe. 
They do not follow the example of the 3 and come around 
the lobbies whining for protection. They do not rush before the 
Ways and Means Committee and piteously wail out their grievances, 
as God knows they have just cause to do. 

There has scarcely been a session of Congress since the foundation 
of the Government but that in the halls and corridors of this Capi- 
tol have, from the time Congress convenes until it adjourns, as- 
sembled these protectionists, clamoring, importuning, lobbying, 
and resorting to all echemes of success within their power to procure 
legislation still more favorable to them and more disastrous to the 
agricultural interestsof the land. They pile their publications upon 
our desks; they send their papers broadcast over the country in their 
effort to educate the people and Congress in the interest of their en- 
terprises. They spend money by thousands to procure legislation in 
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order that it may be returned to them by the million. They are as 
watchful in the direction of their interests as they are rapacious in 
their demands. The farmers, on the other hand, since I have helda 
seat in this body, as far as my information goes, have presented but 
one petition in their organized capacity, and that is one in which 
they ask for the elevation of the Department of Agriculture. 

By the specious arguments and false pretenses that protection is 
not only advantageous to the manufacturer but also to the farmer, 
in some sections of the country, within the past few years, it has re- 
sulted in producing the desired fruit. The protectionist argues that 
protection gives greater home demand for the products of the soil by 
reason of greater consumption. 

Let us, sir, for a moment see the value of this argument tested by 
the rule of figures ; let us compare the prices of the leading commod- 
ities of agriculture with tariff for revenue in 1860 and tariff for pro- 
tection in 1882: 


Articles. 1860. 1882. 

Flour, per barrel $5 30 | $5 10 
Corn meal, per barrel 3 20 3 35 
Wheat, per bushel 150 $119 to 1313 
Rye, per bushel 92 90 to 95 
Oats, per bushel 46 46 
Corn, per bushel 90 to 71 

‘obacco, compressed leaf. 12 6) to 7h 
Woo! 80 34 to 46 16 to 40 
Cotton, middling, per pound 11 to 12 11 to 12 


These figures are taken from the table furnished by Mr. Kerr, of 
Indiana, in 1872 for 1860, and then 5 and accepted as true; 
and the one of 1882 I have myself compiled, and they can easily be 
verified by reference to commercial papers of recent date. Thus it 
appears that from a revenue tariff in 1860 to a high protective tariff 
in 1882 wholesale prices in nearly every article of production fell in 
price; and thus it appears that the farmer, by a protective tariff, is 
not only required to pay nearly double the intrinsic value of almost 
every article he buys, but is forced to sell the products of his own 
soil for less than he did in 1860, when a tariff for revenue only was 
in existence. 

Again, the statistics gathered by Mr. Spofford show substantially 
the same: 


Articles. | 


This is what the tariff medicine has done for the unprotected 
farmer. Now let us see its effects upon those who ply the vocations 
of protected industries. 


Articles. 


This shows the home market for the farmer under protection and 
a tariff for revenue. 

The per cent. which he has found necessary to export to find a 
market for his products was shown a few days ago by the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. CARLISLE : 


In 1840, when we had a protective tariff, the production of cereals in this country 
amounted to 615,525,302 bushels, of which there were consumed at home 602,326,353 


bushels, and ex 13,199 bushels, or 2.1 per cent. In 1850, after the tarfif had 
been tly reduced by the act of 1846, the total production was 867,453,967 bush- 
els, of which we consumed at home 851.502.312 bushels and exported 15,951,655 
bushels, or only 1.9 per cent. In 1860, when the tariff had been still further re- 
duced by the act of 1857, the production was 1,239,039,945 bushels, of which the 
home market took 1,216,084,810 bushels, and there were exported 22,955,135 bushels, 
or 1.8 per cent., showing a decrease with each es ende. Now, coming to 
1870, when we had a high protective tariff, we find that the total prodaction was 
1,629,027,600 bushels, of which 1,571,737,179 were consumed at home, and 57,290,521 
bushels, or 3} per cent., were exported and sold in foreign markets. These figures 
show that from 1850 to 1860 the production of n increased 45.1 per cent., while 


the exports increased only 43.9 per cent., and that under the operation of the high 
tariff from 1860 to 1870 production increased only 31.4 per cent., while the exports 
increased 149} per cent., and they demonstrate the fact that while the increased 


demands of the home market more than kept pace with the increase of home pro- 
auon orng the revenue-tariff period, they fell very far behind during the pro- 
ective period. 

I have not been able to procure complete statistics of the production and expor- 
tation of all the cereals for 1880, but in the report on internal commerce for that 
year there will be found tables showing the production, home consumption, and 
exportation of wheat and Indian corn, the two great agricultural sta’ — of this 
country, for a number of years, and from these tables it appears that the percent- 
age of these pronunte which is annually being compelled to go abroad for a market 
has been rapidly increasing since 1860. 

The exports of Indian corn in 1860 amounted to less than one-half of 1 per cent. 


cent., while the exports of 
to 343 per cent. of the entire 


of the product, but in 1880 they amounted to 6.34 
wheat in 1860 amounted to 2.40 per cent., and in 1 
product. 


When these figures are studied it is not wonderful that they who 
reap the benefits of protection are able and willing to spend thou- 
sands to perpetuate the present iniquitous system. So long as it can 
be maintained it is profitable investment for them. They can well 
afford at heavy expense to send their agents and lobbyists here to 
convince our Ways and Means Committee that something must be 
done to stay the hand of justice that would give relief to the country. 

Mr. Chairman, when I hear the protectionists grow eloquent, as 
is their custom, over the thought of protection to American labor, 
I have listened in vain to be informed what they consider American 
labor. Let them define their position. Do they confine the term to 
the men who work in factories of Bessemer steel or kindred enter- 
prises? They say nothing and seem to care nothing for the men 
employed with the plow and weeding hoe, who lay railroad tracks, 
who build houses, the drayman of the city, the wagoners of the 
country—I will not stop to name them all—but they embrace every 
man, woman, and child of our comet who is not fed at foundery or 
factory. Sir, there are out of our fifty millions of ple probably 
not more than four millions of working age e pat manufactur- 
ing and mining, while all the rest are in other pursuits, and more 
than 50 per cent of the whole in that of 5 And yet this 
great industry as proposed by members of this New York tariff con- 
vention, which breathed the inmost hopes and aspirations of the 

»rotectionists and which seems to have engineered this whole scheme, 
is to have but one member of this proposed civilian commission. 

The argument that protection cheapens the products of manufac- 
tories to the home consumers was rendered so ridiculous by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] that it is scarcely necessary 
to advert to it again. The protectionist has never been able to 
explain why, if protection cheapens their manufactured articles, 
they still desire protection. If a tariff for revenue only would ulti- 
mately render them dear, then it would seem that they are more than 
mortal if they are not with us. If what they preach is true, that 
protection cheapens and a tariff for revenue would soon render their 
goods higher in the market of the world, and still they are for pro- 
tection, they are certainly the most unselfish humanitarians the 
world ever saw. They should at once es the esthetic band of 
Oscar Wilde, for they are too pure and lovely to associate withaverage 
business men in this sordid life. 

It is no argument and proves nothing in favor of protection to 
show that prices on manufactured articles are lower now than they 
were twenty or thirty years ago. The same is true over the whole 
of Europe. It costs you less to manufacture now than it did then; 
improved machinery has rendered less manual labor necessary, work- 
men have been educated and become better skilled, and you are but 
keeping step to the music of the age which peals the notes of prog- 
ress all around the world. While your goods may be selling for 
less your profits are enormous. In the Bessemer steel manufactories 
about 67 per cent. per annum is realized upon the capital invested, 
and all the iron and steel industries in the United States, after pay- 
ing all expenses, net nearly 22 per cent. 

0, gentemen, yon know that protection enhances the value of 
our manafactu . or you would not want protection. You 
ow tbat to-day if the farmer was allowed to enter the markets of 
the world for every article that he wears, and for every one into 
which iron or steel enters that he uses in the making and harvesting 
his crops, and they not taxed by import duties, he could buy them 
from 40 to 100 per cent. cheaper than he is now forced to pay. And of 
this enormous tax you are the principal beneficiaries, for the Gov- 
ernmentreceives but a small percentage of it. The courts have called 
this robbery. It is this result that political economic writers have 
almost universally denounced as wrong, and unsustained by any 
correct principle of reasoning. ‘To take, under the forms of law, from 
one man his money, and give it to another without gust compensa- 
tion, can never stand the test by the measurement of divine law or 
of human reason. 

And the protectionists are neversatistied. See how they have gone 
on step by step when they had the power to increase tariff duties. 
It went from 8} per cent. ad valorem in 1779 to 11 per cent in 1780, 
134 per cent. in 1792, 30 per cent. in 1816, when Mr. Clay declared 
that he believed three years would be sufficient to place our manu- 
factories on the . footing of ability to compete with those 
abroad, but in 1824 it was raised to 37 per cent., and in 1828 to 41 
per cent. And it was then the country kit so outraged that revoln- 
tion was imminent, and the compromise tariff of Mr. Clay, by which 
duties were to be brought down to 20 per cent., was adopted. To- 
day it is admitted by the protectionist to be 43 per cent., and this 
most unequally and unjustly adjusted in the interests of capital for 
the benefit of the rich and to the detriment of the poor. For since 
this debate began it has been demonstrated, as it has been frequently 
before, that articles of luxury and ornament used only by the ric 
are subjected to a far lower tax in proportion to value than those of 
necessity to and used by the r. And now when relief is sought to 
be given, procrastination and delay are asked, and the duty imposed 
upon us is to be shirked; the trust confided to the representatives of 
the people is to be transferred to irresponsible men who have no 
interests in them, and who they have not called to do this work, 
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No intelligent man believes that the report of the proposed com- 
mission is designed by the advocates of this bill to be made in time 
for tariff legislation by this Congress. A distinguished Senator, a 
friend of the Senate bill, confesses that legislation cannot be expected 
by this Congress after the report is made. No sufficient time is given 
to accomplish any such result, and we voluntarily abandon the duty 
imposed upon us and remand it to another Congress. The present 
odious laws are to continue their existence. No man on the other 
side, with the honorable exception of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota, [Mr. DUNNELL, ] has dared to say that he favors general reduc- 
tion. Horse, foot, and dragoon they have been capt by protected 
monopolists. They either stand and cower in their presence, afraid 
to lift their voices in behalf of the whole country and all the indus- 
tries, or else they openly avow a determination to subserviently 
register their selfish will as expressed in their recent conventions. 

Their greed is never satisfied. For nearly a hundred years, with a 
limited period excepted, they have had the fostering care of the Goy- 
ernment. It has stood watch over them by night and by day. It 
has been their faithful sentinel from infancy to mature manhood, 
watching first their tottering steps of infancy and afterward their 
proud strides of matured manhood. It has upheld and supported 
them until now they stand the rs of the greatest manufactories 
of the world, exporting many of their goods annually, which rival 
in artistic beauty and intrinsic value the best fabrics of the eastern 
hemisphere. 

Sir, the principle of protection for the sake of protection is wrong. 
This Government has no moral right to tax the people of Illinois and 
Mississippi for the benefit of those of Massachusetts and Georgia. 
It has no moral right to tax the cotton-growers of Alabama and 
Texas for the benefit of the rice-producers of Carolina and the sugar- 
planters of Louisiana. 

Sir, I am not hostile to manufactories, and would be glad to see 
them dotting the hills and valleys of every county of our land, but I 
am not willing to levy tribute upon all other industries and avoca- 
tions in order that these may prosper. If this drawing of legitimate 
revenue from imports for the support of the Government is of inci- 
dental benefit to them I should be rejoiced, but believing that there 
is no warrant in our fundamental law for making duties higher 
alone for their protection, I cannot vote for a bill which I am satis- 
fied has for one of its objects the creation of a commission com- 
mitted in sentiment and interest beforehand to protection for manu- 
factories, and without interest or sympathy for the other industries 
of the country. 

Sir, I have already detained the committee too long, and I will 
only add that I do not believe that the people of this country can 
always be deceived by the cheat and catch-words of home markets 
for the farmer and high wages for American labor. As to the tirst, 
history is 8 giving the lie to the assertion by our increasing 
exports; and as to the latter, it is the mellow, sun-kissed lands in 
which are embedded the untold resources of agriculture and of metals, 
precious in all the markets of the world; to a climate encouraging 
to every enterprise of ambitious manhood; to our republican Gov- 
ernment, in which each man is enconra with the hope that fidel- 
ity and excellence is sure to find its fitting reward; and to these 
may be added competition and supply and demand, that furnishes 
good wages to American labor. It is these, and not protection, that 
gives labor its reward. 

Mr. BREWER rose. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman from New Jersey yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. BREWER. Certainly. 

Mr. KELLEY. I did not wish to interrupt the gentleman from 
3 during the course of his argument. Aviting interrup- 
tion, I desire to suggest to him now, since he has concluded, that the 
idea of the Bessemer steel companies having made dividends of 67 
per cent, is a conception, I think, of the brain of a single member of 
this House. It was asse by the gentleman from Minnesota, [ Mr. 
DUNNELL, ] when I took occasion to interrupt him against his will to 
show that during five or six successive years, ever since the panic, 
no dividends have been declared by any of these companies other 
than stock in non-dividend-paying companies ; and instead of their 
capital 72 7 Boe 

Ir. MULDROW. In reply to the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, I will simply say that the precise percentage 
earned by the Bessemer steel companies as net profit does not destroy 
the force of the argument, because it is admitted on all hands that 
their profits are enormous. 

Mr. KELLEY. And instead of their capital being fifteen or twenty 
millions, as asserted by the gentleman from New York [Mr. HEWITT 
of his own knowledge, it is largely over one hundred millions an 
has been paying no cash dividends for many years. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania a question. 

Mr, KELLEY. I am unable to occupy longer the time which 
Te been yielded to me so courteously by the gentleman from New 

ersey. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I only want to ask the gentleman a question 
for information. : 

Mr. KELLEY. I will gladly answer the gentleman in my own time; 
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but I simply occupy the floor in the time and by the courtesy of the 
gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I shall not detain the gentleman longer than to 
ask whether the owners of the Bessemer steel process are protected 
by patents as well as by the tariff? 

Mr. KELLEY. I thankthe gentleman forthat question. The pat- 
ents have long since expired, and the gentleman from Ohio is as free 
to use any process known in the manufacture of Bessemer steel as 
the inventors of the process that were long covered by patents. 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Chairman, when the friends of a tariff com- 
mission in the last Congress were anxious to pass a law similar to the 
one now under consideration all the opposition came from the other 
side of the House. The tariff laws needed revision then, just as 
much as they do now. Why did not the “ revenue-for-tariff-only ” 
party revise it then? And it is very interesting now to notice the 
anxiety of the ‘‘revenue-reformers” over this“ bantling of the Re- 
publican protectionists” for fear the voice of the people at the last 
election will not be carried out. What was that voice? Was it for 
revenue only, or was it for a révision of the tariff in the interest of 
protection? The fig beac party believe that the voice of the 
American people at the polls meant to say, Protect American in- 
dustry against the ‘‘revenue-reformers.” Revise the tariff in the 
interest of the American system of protection. But does any one be- 
lieve that these “revenue only” men desire to adjust the tariff as the 
people of this country indicated at the last election they desired it? 
No, their uncommon desire to defeat the commission is evidence 
enough to ine that the true policy for the friends of protection is to 
vote for the bill, with instructions to the President and the commis- 
sion to have the laws proposed framed in the interest of native in- 
dustry, in the interest of the American system of protection. The 
people will believe that their interests will be best conserved by in- 
trusting the question to the old and tried friends of protection. They 
will believe that the combined efforts of a civil commission, along 
with those of the Republican party, will bring forth a bill in the in- 
terest of native industry and independent government, and they will 
distrust, as I do, the sincerity of the motives of those who at this 
time desire, without a thorough investigation, to inflict upon the 
country a tariff not in the interest of the people; and so, for these 
reasons, without giving others, I am for the bill now under consid- 
eration. 

Following the lead of those preceding me I will now call the at- 
tention of the committee to a few ideas upon the tariff in general. 

Mr. Chairman, the question of protection has been discussed from 
the origin of the Government, and will continue to be discussed 
until the great battle between enslaved and pauperized labor prod- 
uets and free and well-fed labor products is decided. I shall make 
no apology for debating a question which addresses itself to every 
State and every interest upon which our internal and external com- 
mercedepends. Iama manufacturer; I comprehend my own position 
and the position of the labor I employ and the exact effect a fair pro- 
tection has produced on prices; I believe I comprehend something 
of the vast interests at stake in the United States, I shall therefore 
ask the attention of the House to such views as I may present in 
favor of that kind of a tariff I believe essential to a full and fair de- 
velopment of our resources and to a full and fair protection of Ameri- 
can labor. Iam interested in the question; I believe every Ameri- 
can citizen is interested init. It goes to the pocket of every man, 
and the philosophy of the pocket is a universal philosophy. It is the 
philosophy of prosperity; exactly as the great mass of the inhabit- 
ants of any community are able to expend, save, and enjoy is the 
measure of the prosperity of that community determined. If a com- 
munity cannot expend, save, or enjoy, it is because the rate of wages 
they are forced to receive is all absorbed by the positive demands of 
subsistence, If the rate of wages is such as to preclude even the bare 
comforts of subsistence, such as makes hunger perpetual, ignorance, 
misery, despair, and degradation are as inevitable as that humanity 
is true to itself. 

The tariff, as I shall proceed to demonstrate, is to determine the 
condition labor is to occupy. It is to determine whether one-half 
of our population is to be consigned to the condition of the laborer 
of England, or whether in the manhood of our liberties, and the 
grandeur of our resources we shall make it the handmaid of capital, 
and through the unity go on achieving and go on developing until, 
independent in our own resources, we are able to show to the effete 
aristocracies of Europe the manhood of labor, the grandeur of its 
opportunities, and the gone of its triumphs. 
abor is the source of all wealth. Manufacturing is the applica- 
tion of labor to raw materials to perfect them for use. A tariff 
enables us to manufacture. Production is but another name for de- 
velopment. A tariff enables us to produce. Low wages are poverty, 
want, and suffering; high wages are prosperity, plenty, and comfort. 
A tariff isthe sole barrier between cheap labor and low wages and well- 

aid labor and remunerative wages. In England, Germany, France, 
taly, and Spain the laborer is a slave to subsistence; his life is one 
long struggle for bread. In the United States labor reaches beyond 
subsistence. It aspires to manhood, which cannot exist without 


comfort; to respectability, which society denies to hunger, to want, 
and to dependence; to education, which cannot be procured without 
rfulness and progress and eleyation, 


the means to secure it; to chee 
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which the laborer cannot secure unless he can earn enough to save. 
A tariff helps the laborer to attain to manhood, to e eee to 
ee 


comfort, to the surplus essential to elevation, to ch 
seving: A 180 

Labor and capital are essential unities. They have to unite, join 
hands, and make but one interest, for their unity is essential to all 
manufacturing, to all production, and to all progress. A tariff is a 
bond of union; it is safety to the one, it is security to the other. As 
the two elements are combined by its influence and its effects, so 
are wealth and comfort diffused. The best interests of society are 
promoted in the exact ratio that wages arp increased. The taste for 
comforts, elegancies, and enjoyments which educated life demands, 
should everywhere be attainable and everywhere be diffused. There 
can be no general prosperity, no real progress where they are not 
interwoven with and made a part of civilized life. Low wages ex- 
cludethem. A tariff produces them. There is no stimulous to effort, 
no spur to energy, no promise to hope so direct as remunerative wages. 
They lead to independence, which is manhood's highest purpose. 
Crime, ignorance, and destitution are the unfailing accompani- 
ments of low or starving wages. It is adequate wages which has 
made the United States what we are. It is low wages that has made 
the operativesof England whattheyare. Good Wape proces homes, 
improvement, education, self-respect ; low wa; orce men into hov- 


ulness, and to 


els, ey ep and want. The American laborer, by virtue of the 
tariff, had remunerative wages; his position in society has shown 
the result. English labor, forced into low wages, forced into igno- 
rance, and forced into want has made the English laborer a mere 
drudge, a slave to subsistence, a conscript to de tion. High 
wages cannot exist without a tariff. Free trade is low wages, it is 
servitude, it is ignorance 

Take away the tariff, break down all barriers to open markets, let 
the English, Belgian, French, and German manufacturers flood our 
cities, our towns, and our country with their products, produced at 
starvation wages and sold at starvation prices, and what will be the 
result? Our manufacturers cannot manufacture because they can- 
not sell; they cannot sell because the value of their product is chiefly 
made up of labor, and American labor is double in cost for produc- 
tion to European labor. Free trade, then, either excludes the Ameri- 
can product from sale or it forces the American laborer to labor for 
and Jive on starvation wages. The American people will never con- 
sent to so wholesale a degradation. It would be to roll back the 
wheels of civilization; it would be to revive all of the servitudes 
of the past; it would be to consign millions of our artisans, our pro- 
ducers, our mechanics, to a hopeless future. 

The welfare of our ple hinges on wages. Adequate wages are 
as essential to gene rosperity as nutriment is to health and vigor 
to the body. Serimp the wages and Pe scrimp the stomach ; dimin- 
ish the pay and you diminish the clothing. High wages are well- 
sustained health in comely raiment; low wages are sneaking poverty 


in rags. 

The free-trade economist, full of worn-out platitudes and lying 
philosophies, says to the poor man, “The higher the tariff the higher 
the price you have to pay for your necessities. For whatever the 
tariff may be it is just so much added to the price of the article you 
consume.” 

That this, as a mere abstract proposition, has a shadow of truth in 
it, it is not necessary todeny. That it is false as a general proposi- 
tion is capable of the clearest proof. That the great body of Ameri- 
can manufactured and protected articles—those which have been 
protected by the apnee tariffs and for the longest periods—are 
cheaper in the United States than in England, is indisputable. Take 
cotton goods, first produced in New England and now throughout 
the country, and it will be fonnd that we produce them cheaper and 
better than England can produce them. 


THE EXTENT AND PROGRESS OF OUR COTTON MANUFACTURING 


is readily developed by facts too plain and too obvious in their 
results to be questioned. 

In 1830 the amount invested in cotton manufacturing was about 
$40,000,000; in 1870, $140,000,000 ; in 1880, $225,000,000. 

For many years the manufacturing was largely confined to New 
England, It is now diffused over many States. The South is just 
beginning to comprehend its great advantages, and the unmeasured 
possibilities for the development of its soil, its capital, and its pros- 

rity. 

PeThs commissions, charges, insurance, losses, and transportation 
charges incident to baling cotton, shipping it to Atlantic markets, 
thence to Liverpool, from Liverpool to the manufacturing districts 
in England, then shipping the product back to Liverpool, and from 
liverpool back to New York, and from New York to the interior 
markets, amonnt to an immense profit. The South have the raw 
material at their doors; it can be manufactured there as cheap as it 
can be manufactured in any part of the world; and it can be so man- 
ufactured there as to compete with any part of the world, provided 
the cotton manufacturers at the South can be protected as the cot- 
ton manufacturers of New England have been protected. That is, 
against the power of capital to undersell. This is the only protection 
cotton manufacturing requires, It is all it asks. 

We should supply the world with all the fabrics of cotton mann- 
factured directly from the fiber by machinery. Mexico, China, 


South America, and Africa demand all we can produce. As it now 
is, England has 1.18 spindles to every inhabitant in her popula- 
tion of 36,000,000, while we have less than } of a spindle to each of 
our 50,000,000. If we had the same proportion of spindles to our popu- 
lation that England has, we should to-day be working more than 
60,000,000 milion; while we are now working only about 11,000,000. 
We raise the cotton; we have the water power in excess of any other 
peons ; ws have the coal for steam power beyond all estimate; we 
ave the agricultural products to supply all of the demands for hun- 
dreds of millions of spindles, and thus possess every element to place 
us beyond the power of competition. England cannot raise the cot- 
ton; she cannot raise the agricultural products to feed her opera- 
tives; and yet, by her centuries of monopoly, she has so combined, 
henped up, and accumulated capital that she can throw away enough 
of it to kill any competition, unless that competition is supported 
by national legislation of protection, not to keep up prices, not to 
keep out competition in quality, but simply to keep out and bar out 
the Hessian object of killing, by cheapness, for a time, to finally rule 
by monopoly and make her own prices. Let the South be now pro- 
tected as New England has been protected, and ten years will see 
the number of our spindles greater than that of England, and our 
cotton goods will be found in all of the markets of the world. 


Cotton manufacture, 1880. 
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United States“ 9, 600, 000 218 
39,000,000 | 1. 180 
-| 5,000, 000 135 
4, 650, 000 118 
2, 500, 000 31 
1. 850, 000 675 
1.750, 000 103 
-| 1, 580, 000 40 
800, 000 148 
800, 000 29 
300, 000 48 
230, 000 57 


I regret that the honorable gentleman from New York [Mr. HEW- 
ITT] is not in his seat, but, nevertheless, I feel it incumbent upon 
me to make this contribution to the history of his economic ideas. 

The honorable gentleman from New York, [Mr. Hxwrrr, ] after 
having amassed a princely fortune, (under the guidance of his illus- 
trious father-in-law and his late lamented brother, Charles Hewitt, 
two staunch protectionists, and both noted for their philanthropic 
and noble actions in the interest of their fellow-men,) a fortune so 
vast that a loss of $600,000, as he told us here the other day, did not 
embarrass him in the least, can well afford to be on the side of rev- 
enue reform. Can all afford to be in full accord with his party? 
But the gentleman did not always entertain such views; but now, 
when he is a money king, when all the vicissitudes of accumulation 
are passed, he does not care for others struggling to build up their 
industries as he has done. No mortgage encumbers him; he is not 
doing business upon a borrowed capital ; a universal shrinkage would 
not affect him ; nay, it would possibly be the making of him afterall 
his home competitors were out of the way, having shrunk ont of 
sight by the universal change of values that would be incident to a 
revenue tariff. The presence here in the American Congress of a free- 
trade manufacturer is one of the curiosities of the age. No wonder 
it is hailed a great conversion by the free-trade element in this coun- 
try and by our enemies across the water. But they do not see that 
the gentleman from New York is as famous for what he does not say 
as he is for what he says. For instance, when he says he lost for six 
years $100,000 a year, he does not tell you that this was only an ap- 
parent loss, that his accumulated wealth enabled him to hold his 
product for a rise, and that he had money enongh left to speculate 
at the same time upon the misfortunes of his struggling competitors, 
so that at the end of those depressed times he was a vastly more 
wealthy man and practically master of the situation. 

I warn the struggling industries of the South and West against the 
specious pleas of this American manufacturing free-trader. I never 
like to see a man too . or too honest in his professions ; 
I always distrust him. I commend this thought to every locality in 
the United States where advantages and facilities exist for industrial 
pursuits. It is an old saying, and a true one, „that people who live 
in glass houses should not throw stones ;” and it occurs to me that 
before the sau onm from New York [Mr. HeEwITT ] began that busi- 
ness it would have been a good idea for him to have examined the 
structure of his own house in which he has lived so long; or that, 
before attempting to extract the mote from his neighbor’s eye from 
Iowa, it would have been well for him first to have extracted the 
beam from his own; and instead of standing up here on the floor of 
this House and before the country and thus publicly “thanking God 
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that he was not as other men,” that he should first in the secret of his 
own closet have made self-examination, or at least have made certain 
that the people did not know that he was even worse than other 
men. 


From the Trenton (New Jersey) State Gazette, of September 15, 1848.] 


GREAT GATHERING OF THE TARIFF MEN OF SOUTH TRENTON—POLE-RAISING OF THE 
ROUGH-AND-READY CLUB. 


(Extracts. } 


Mr. Hewitt said he would state a few plain truths showing the necessity of 
protecting our own labor, and he would draw his illustrations from the iron busi- 
ness, because he and most of his hearers best understood it. 

Labor in Europe was worth twenty-five or thirty cents a day; in this country 
three or four times that much. Theavera wagen n their mills is a little more than 
a dollar a day, (now $2.) Why was there this difference between English wages and 
American wages! Because some eight hundred years ago Britain was invaded by 
a foreign conquerer who seized all the land and wealth of the island and devoted 
it to sustain a royal rye and a landed aristocracy, and compelled the people, 
the serfs, whom they made worse than slaves, to toil for them for the merest pit- 
tance that would keep them alive. That system continues to this day, the people 
still toil on for the most niggardly wages, and the great part of their carnings goes 
to sustain the Queen in her pomp and the nobles in their spendthrift idleness. In 
this country it was not so. Our forefathers settled here as men, all of whom were 

mal to each other, and all of whom were entitled to the products of their labor. 
Whatever any man earned was his, all his, and no part of it was to be taken to 
sustain a monarch's splendor or an idle aristocracy. Under this system the colo- 
nies grew and flourished until they attracted the attention of the government at 
home, and that government attempted by taxing them to take from them a por- 
tion of their earnings just as they fook from the workmen at home the chief part 
of theirs. That attempt our fathers resisted by arms, and successfully, But in 
these days the attempt is renewed, and by our own Government; they are endeav- 
ing to break down the difference of En; wages and American wages, to reduce 
the American workman from his dollara day to an equality with the English work- 
man, who receives as the fruits of his labor only a paltry share, while the remainder 
is taken to support a king and a nobility. 

“To this attempt,” said Mr. Howitt, "I am opposed. Yes, although I am 
. locofoco, and this attempt is made by my own party, I am opposed 

t. 


t PROTECTION TO AMERICAN MANUFACTURES IS NOTHING BUT PROTECTION TO LABOR 
AND LABORERS. 


“The value of any manufacture is made up entirely of the wages paid to pro- 
duce it. Coal and iron in the mines cost nothing. They are the free gift of God. 
But they are excavated by the pick and shovel of the workman; by him they are 
wheeled, carted, boated to market; by the workman they are carried to the mill; 
by the workman the furnace is heated and cha ; by him the iron is puddled, 
rolled, put up for market, carried thither and sold. It is labor, labor, labor that 
constitutes every addition to the value of the article, and it is the man who 
bestows that labor who should enjoy all the fruits of it. 

“I have lately been in New England for the purpose of securing a contract for 
rails, in order to keep the mills running after our present contract runs out. I 
offered to make the rails for the very lowest price at which they could be made at 
the present rate of wa; An English agent came there and underbid me and got 
the contract. Thus, for want of a protective system, is the money sent to Eng- 
land to employ English workmen that ought to have come here to — * vou.“ 

Mr. Hewitt said he was not a Whig, but a Democrat. Still he went for protec- 
tion now, as he did, and as his party did, in 1844, and he went for General Taylor 
because he would sign a bill to 3 Americau labor. IIe did not ask for any 
unreasonable duty. He only asked for a duty equal to the difference between 
American labor and English labor, &c. 

Mr. Hewitt closed by proposing a series of resolutions embodying the general 


principles he had advanced: 

That this 3 of men who 8 for their livelihood 
upon the labor of their own hands, hold the following fvcts and principles to be 
undeniably true, viz: 

‘That natural wealth is the fruit of individual labor. 

That, therefore, is the best government and the best poney which secures to 
the hand that earns it the largest possible return for its labor. 

That the superiority of free institutions and economical government is proved 
by the fact that in the United States the average wages of labor are from to 
four times as large as under the monarchical governments of Europe. 

That while foreign labor is paid at this price, it would be worse insanity to 
adopt any policy by which the w. of our own labor should be reduced to the 
same level; because it would be throwing away all the advantages secured to us 
bx a free and eee ee 

That if the whole uctive industry of the country were Carte See in pro- 
ducing the articles which we sell abroad, which are mal nly breadstuifs and pro- 
visions, cotton, rice, and tobacco, we should uce a much larger quantity than 
we co ; fore! markets would soon lutted with these articles; the 
price of them w fall; the laborer that produced them would, as a matter of 
course, receive less remuneration than it now does; the only stopping point in the 
decline of w: would be the bapa © int, and the inevitable result would be 
that we sh be forced to give equal x for equal labor, instead of one day's 
labor for four, as we have been doing for many years. 

That, therefore, if we would keep up eee ce of labor, we cannot employ the 
whole productive labor of the sone in raising such articles as we export; and 
the farmers, of all men in the community, are most interested in employing in some 
other way that amount of labor, which if devoted to agriculture, would produce a 

ut and a consequent fall of prices in the foreign markets ; and that the only way 

which such surplus labor can be employed is in producing certain manufactured 
articles, which can be bought cheaper in foreign countries, not because it takes 
less labor there to produce them, but because that labor is paid for at a less price. 
That hence arises the necessity for a tariff, which, properly devised, is merely a 
system whereby the price of which naturally results under a free and eco- 
prevented from being reduced to the pauper level of labor 


nomical governmen' 
which just as na y results under governments where the first fruits of labor, 
ins of being secured to the hand that earns them, are filched away in order to 


maintain the costly splendor of thrones and the idle extravagance of an enervated 
aristocracy. 

That as the tariff should be designed to the interests of labor, no matter 
how employed—but most immediately the farmers’ interests—justice to the whole 
community requires that duties should be imposed only upon such articles as can 
be produced here with the same amount of human labor as in foreign countries ; 
in other words, upon such articles for the uction of which our natural advan- 
tages are at least equal to those y foreign nations. 

That the amount of duty imposed on such articles should be the exact differ- 
ence between the amount of the wages of labor paid for their production here and 
the amount required for their production abroad. That the operation of a tariff 
which does not impose sufficient duty to cover this difference in the price of labor 
must necessarily reduce the price of such labor or force it into agricultural pur- 
suits, whereby those who are consumers of breadstuffs become producers, result- 


ing speedily in the accumulation of a large s 
in other words, a fall in the price of the la! 
throughout the country in every department of industry. 


urplus and a consequent fall in prices 
which produces them, and in the aver- 


That as General Cass is pledged to maintain the tariff of 1846, (a tariff for rev- 
enue only,) and as General Taylor is pledged to carry out the will of the people 
npon this point, and as we believe that our dearest interests, social and political, 
depend upon the re of the tariff of 1846, so admirably adapted to depress the 
pi of labor, and the enactment of a new tariff framed with the express object to 
maintain the price of labor by moderate and not excessive s © duties upon 
such articles as can be produced in this country with as little labor as elsewhere ; 
and as we believe this point to be the t and indeed the only issue involved in 
the coming contest, we feel constrained to throw aside party ction and sec- 
tional prejudices, and vote for General Taylor. 

It may be said by the gentleman from New York that he was at 
the time this speech was made and these resolutions offered nothing 
but a boy, but I find by reference to the Congressional Directory that 
he was twenty-six years old and a member of the bar; and further, 
his letter to Jay Gould, read by the honorable gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. MCKINLEY] the other day, would indicate that he had enter- 
tained the same opinions for twenty years. No chance to plead the 
baby act here. 

RAW MATERIAL FREE. 

Mr. Hewirr would admit raw material free. Is there anything 
consistent in admitting raw material free when we can produce it at 
home? Would that be protection to laborers engaged in furnishing 
their share of the product of our manufacturing wealth? Does not 
the gentleman from New York know that such action would break 
one of the links in the chain of prosperity? Does he not know that 
such a course would create a dissatisfaction so great that our people 
would at once turn free-traders. It would not only keep the great 
mineral wealth unused and undeveloped in our mines, but it would 
shut out and crush all those collateral industries at the very foun- 
dation of all our manufactures. It would create a discontent among 
the laboring classes, and justly too. It wonld be a direct discrimi- 
nation in favor of the manufacturer and his workmen; but that other 
gront body laboring in the mines and in the fields, along with the 

armers dependent upon them, would be left to the tender mercy of 

foreign cheap labor. I cannot believe the gentleman from New York 
intends any such theory. Noris this all. We manufacture here in 
this country because we wish to be independent of all foreign gov- 
ernments. Such a course, with our own material resources unde- 
veloped, would be foolish in the extreme, and leave us absolutely 
dependent. In peace it is not fair to labor; in war it would be weak- 
ness indeed, 

Our consumption of cotton in 1880 was 600,000,000 pounds. The 
amount consumed by England was 1,297,000,000 pounds, Thus it is 
that England, with four times as many spindles as we have, uses but 
twice the amount of cotton we use, showing a fact often charged that 
our cotton fabries are greatly superior to those of England. We 
make up our heft of cotton; she makes it up of sizing and cotton. 
But the growth of the cotton manufacturing, now so rapidly increas- 
ing, especially in the South, and so liberally encouraged by the foreign 
demand for our Bonds, will enable us, if we do not give up to Eng- 
lish persuasion for free trade, to outstrip the world inall the articles 
produced through the aid of machinery. As it has been with cotton 
so it is with every article of hardware, from the needle and pin to 
the crowbar, from the sewing-machine to the steam-engine, from 
the knife and fork to the planing-mill. 

Every article of dress goods of an order adapted to general want 
and to general use, from calicoes to delaines, from ginghams to mus- 
lins, from wools to worsteds; everything worn manufactured by 
machinery, whether of cotton, cotton and wool, silk and cotton, or 
cotton, wool, and silk, are produced cheaper and sold cheaper here 
than in England. 

Nails, chains, spikes, rivets, screws, cutlery, hammers, axes, tacks, 
and the whole round of articles in nniversal use we produce better 
and cheaper than England can produce them. 

Cloths, cassimeres, satinets, and all the articles composed of wool 
used by the people for every kind of wear, excepting only those of 
the finest texture, whose value consists in the amount of labor be- 
stowed upon them, and under the high tariff they are produced and 
sold cheaper in the United States than in Europe. 

Nothing better exemplifies the fact that a fairly protective tariff 
tends and directly results in lessening the price than the manufacture 
and sale of silks. All of our silk goods were imported from France, 
England, and Italy until within a few years. We protected the silk 
industry. The war and the high price of gold added to the protec- 
tion until we perfected the best machinery in the world for produc- 
ing all of the ordinary grades of silk goods. What has been the 
result? In 1879 the silk manufacturers of New Jersey employed 10,424 
operatives, paid them $3,625,166 in wages, and manufactured pro- 
ducts of the value of $13,700,846. In 1850 she employed 12,680 opera- 
tives, paid them 84, 168,335 in wages, and manufactured 815,808,424 
in value. The average of wages paid to men by the day was $1.79; 
to women, $1.07 ; and to boys and girls, 63 cents, or fully double Euro- 
pean wages. Yet the prices of every article produced range from 5 
to 25 per cent. below the Euro prices. 

The reason of this reduction is found in competition, perfected and 
superior machinery, and in the superior work performed by well-fed, 
well-paid, and well-sheltered workmen, and in that ready and ever- 
increasing market for desirable goods and improved patterns and 
qualities American genius produces. 
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Our importation of raw silk shows the increase of the traffic. 
following table shows its extent: 


Table of imports of raw silk. 


The 


The list of articles produced covers the silk products most in use. 
The following table gives the articles and amounts produced in the 
United States for the years 1879 and 1880: 


Articles. | 1879. 1880, 
$5,891,300 0. 007,735 
1778 250 776, 120 

166, 935 225, 025 
3,896,525 | 4,115, 205 
1. 100, 175 1. 101, 875 
547, 675 606, 675 
277.405 891,955 
538, 655 627, 595 
3,583,205 3. 881, 590 
5, 535, 20 6. 023, 100 
404. 200 437, 000 
828, 255 999, 685 
| 8,590,860 4, 950, 275 
930,540 | 1. 866, 575 
947,405 1.302. 355 
2 470 87, 150 
22.810 59, 805 
| 423, 750 510, 843 
| 


. an aggregate of $34,510,843 in 1880, and of $29,983,630 in 
1879. 


This trade, giving employment to more than 25,000 men, women, 
and children, has been created by the tariff. It could not have ex- 
isted without it. And there is not an article in the list that is not 
cheaper than it was ever before offered in American markets. New 
Jersey alone has 87 silk manufactories. 

The demand this industry has created for raw silk is stimulating 
inquiry, experiment, and effort to produce it. Sosuccessful have been 
the experiments, that it is no hazard to predict that within ten years 
we shall produce the whole, or nearly so, of all the fiber we require. 

The total of silk importations at New York in 1880 was $33,305,460 ; 
1881 was $31,639,377, showing that to-day we are manufacturin 
more than we are importi ag of silk materials, and have thus created 
an industry which not only gives employment to more than 25,000 
artisans but makes a home market for all they consume and breaks 
one more link in the chain of dependencies which so long made us the 
dependent of Euro manufacturers. Prior to the war this in- 
dustry can hardly be said to have had an existence in the United 
States. To-day it is established so far at least as to indicate that 
we can, if we will, give profitable employment on our own soil to 
our own citizens, to make permanent an industry of $60,000,000 an- 
nual importance. But kill the tariff,and you kill the industry. Yon 
have seen the results eee j better goods, better machinery, 
better work; crowning all, lower prices for the articles manufactured, 
and already 25,000 well-paid employés to consume the products of 
5 strengthen our independence, and develop our resources. 

e tariff has built up the industry. Shall free trade kill it? 


run CHARACTER OF THE ENGLISH TARIFF. 

To show something of the prohibitory character of the tariff of 
England until she had built a Gibraltar of fortifications against all 
competition, and intrenched herself behind mountains of wealth to 
battle the weakness of struggling effort, it is only necessary to look 
at the rates of tariff she imposed prior and up to 1846: 


Woolens were prohibited for a lmg period, then admitted at 50 


free from duty, provided it was not produced in England, but not an 
article she could produce was permitted to enter her ports for a 


market without paying ample tribute. To such an extent was this 
carried that Robert Mackenzie in his History of the Nineteenth Cen- 

tury Says: 
Thata . nearly £11 yearly, in 1815, to sustain the government and 
ustry, (usening the aristocractic landholders.) In the case 


It has been by these kind of exactions that England has acquired 
the power and the wealth to bully the world into free trade, and by 
the piratical policy of uuderselling to kill out manufacturers so as 
to make way for her supremacy. 

The United States understand her policy and their own, and until 
we are willing to force our labor into the condition of the English 
laboring population, there is no chance for an argument in favor of 
free e. Indeed, until we are ready to give up our independence, 
our nationality, and our prosperity, we shall sustain the policy of 
protection to American labor, as labor is the foundation of all true 


prosperity. 
THE POLICY OF ENGLAND. 


The policy of England toward the United States has always been 
the same. It matters not what has been our condition, her attitude 
has never changed. She commenced her war on our manufactures 
in 1699, and she continued it with unrelenting and never-ceasing 
harshness to the Revolution. 

The declarations of her statesmen are a fair index of the thorough- 
ness of her purpose. In Parliament Lord Chatham (and he was the 

at champion of the colonists) said that“ he would not have the 
nodas make a hob-nail.” A noble lord at his side added, “nor 
a razor to shave their beard.” Lord Brougham, in the House of 
Commons in 1816, gave expression to the true sentiment and pur- 
pose of English manufacturers, and to the true means, as England 
thought, to kill all competition in the United States: “It is well 
worth while to glut the market, and thus stifle in the cradle those 
rising manufactures in the United States which the war has forced 
into existence.” This glutting the market means this: that the 
moment we commence manufacturing any given article her man- 
ufacturers of it shall send large quantities here, and sell them at 
less than the cost of manufacturing; that they shall keep this up 
until they haye ruined every American manufacturer. is was 
the policy, and it was and will be pursued just so long as a free-trade 
policy gains favor in the United States. 

Mr. Robertson, a noted friend of the policy of crushing us out, 
ridiculed the idea of free trade as tending to promote our interests, 
and admitted that it was nothing more nor less than to enable the 
English to get control of our markets, to make room for the products 
of English labor and English factories. 

The London Spectator, in 1843, said: 

More general considerations tend to show that the trade between the countries 
most beneficial to both must be what is commonly called a colonial trade, the new- 
settled country importing the manufactures of the old in exchange for its own raw 
products. In all economical relations the United States will stand to England in 
the relation of colony to mother country. 

The United States does not accept the position assigned to her. 
We do not propose that England shall dictate to us, as she dictates 
to Ireland, what we shall manufacture and what we shall not man- 
ufacture, what we shall eat or what we shall not eat. 

Again, it and the Times declared “that the United States and Eng- 
land were suffering because the colonial relation had been broken.” 
They would revive it, and the English are ready to adopt any means 
to so far revive it as te secure control of our markets for their man- 
ufacture. It was to this end that they favored the rebellion. It was 
to this end that they sent out their pirate ships to burn, destroy, and 
drive from the seas our merchant marine. It has been and is for 
this porros that she keeps her paid advocates, her paid lobbyists, 
and her paid press to keep up the cry of free trade. 

How long did England attempt to kill our zine industries by send- 
ing over her zinc products as ballast and selling them at less than the 
prime cost? 

We had the richest zinc ores in the world. We had them in 
abundance, but the moment we started the processes of manufactur- 
ing them England sent zinc here and sold it at half its cost of pro- 
duction. It was im ible for our poor manufacturers to compete 
with the English, and every American factory failed, because we had 
no tariff to protect zine. Con protected it, for it found that the 
moment our factories were killed the pe went up, and the English 
charged what they pleased. Under the shield of protection our fac- 
tories succeeded, prices went down one-half. To-day we can under- 
sell England in the markets of the world. 

It always has been the policy of England to kep us dependent 
upon her for everything we manufacture. She would enslave us to- 
day if she could. Shesparesnoone, She killed the woolen factories 
of Ireland to protect her own. She annihilated every industry in 
Scotland which interfered with her monopoly. She hampered and 
restricted the production of every article, while we were her colo- 
nists, which in the remotest degree interfered with her production. 

England would rule the industrial world. It is too late for her to 


2718 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 8, 


think of ruling the United States. In every period of her domina- 
tion she has excluded everything from her markets she could pro- 
duce unless it paid tribute to her treasury or aided her to become 
mistress of the seas and ruler of the markets of the world. But,” say 
her free-trade propagandists, ‘her markets are now open, free trade 
is her policy, and perfect freedom of exchange is now the principle of 
her commercial code.” It is but the old politeness of the spider to 
the fly. By prohibitory tariffs she perfected her machinery, built 
up cities, created factories, and accumulated capital. By war she 
subjugated nations and made them her customers; India, and made 
her her slave; the South Sea Islands, and forced them to buy her 
products. By her navy she forced her merchantmen into every sea 
and her merchandise into every port, until she had gained a force, a 
perfection, and an accumulation of means for manufacturing no peo- 
ple could equal, and to a point where she could defy competition. 


o reach this point she had subjugated labor to poverty, and pov- | 
erty to hunger, until her factory operatives were mere slaves to bread | 


and beggars for wages, working for half the pay of the free, well- 
fed, and unfettered workingmen of the United States. 

Under these circumstances, knowing that she could defy competi- 
tion and kill competitors by the overwhelming force of her mount- 
ains of wealth, she made it her policy to let down her barriers of 
exclusion she had so long and so defiantly kept up to the exclusion 
of the products and industries of the world, and under the specious 
cry of free trade and open ports gain her way to new markets and 
new conquests. She did this because she knew that by her accumu- 
lation of capital and by her perfected and vast machinery she could 
win the race in any competition of forces that might be arrayed 
against her. 

ut again, say her advocates, has she not repealed her corn laws 
and opened her ports to the grains and produce and products of our 
farmers. We answer yes; and why? Having so built up her manu- 
facturing interests on the one hand, and so concentrated her landed 
estates as the appendages of aristocratic power, she cannot supply 
her ple with subsistence; and tinding that she can make more 
profit out of her looms and anvils, and steam works, and ships than 
out of agriculture, she plausibly enough says, , Yon may feed our 
poor people provided you will allow us to clothe your people and 
supply your peace with the whole round of necessities, con- 
veniences, and luxuries of life.” Accept this proposition, and our 
factories may close their doors. 

Prior to 1812 we were dependent on England for nearly every article 
manufactured by skilled labor. We produced raw materials; we pur- 
chased manufactured necessities; we were dependents. War came on 
and gave an opportunity, as the Revolution had, for factories to start 
into life. Under the protection of the sword aud cannon we made 
some progress. At that time our population was limited, our coun- 
try wasa wild waste beyond Lake Erie, our resources were untested,our 
wants were few, and our means but small. The war gave us expansion 
and protection. By our combative force we awakened the spirit of 
inquiry into the vast fields of our undeveloped riches and to the won- 
derful advantages we offered to labor and its industries. Expansion 
commenced, and with it the increased demand for our home produe- 
tions. War created a debt ; the debt created a necessity for an in- 
creased revenne. The tariff of 1816 was the result. Under this tariff 
and the impulse awakened and stimulated by the war, factories sprang 
into existence; manufacturing was greatly increased. New England 
from that day secured her position in the production of cotton fabrics 
and other articles of dailyuse. Her labor, her machinery, her indus- 
try, are historical. It is there we have to date the commencement 
of our industrial triumph. The tariff gave it protection; protection 
has given it prosperity, wealth, intelligence, and power. 

England manufactured for us until the taritfs enabled us to manu- 
facture for ourselves. To-day all New England isa hive of industry. 
She furnishes us with an endless list of articles. And it is not too 
much to assert that there is not an article that she produces or that 
is produced successfully in the wide range of manufacturing, stimu- 
lated into life and supported by the protective shield of protection, 
that is not furnished the consumer cheaper than it has ever been 
bought before. 

It is one of the anomalies, but none the less one of the truths our 
experience verifies beyond dispute, that in the whole round of pro- 
tected articles the price has diminished in nearly the exact ratio of 
the extent of their protection. 

Diminished price results not from the increased protection it gives 
to any single manufacturer but from two pe which in a gov- 
ernment like ours is always at work. The first is the impulse se- 
curity gives to production, which carries with it the spirit of com- 
petitive imitation, out of which the second principle never fails to 
arise, namely, competition; for whatever produces gain or the hope 
of gain produces competition, and competition regulates the price 
to the lowest standard of profitable production. Again, the volume 
of business lessens prices. For instance, a business of $100,000, pay- 
ing say 10 per cent., $10,000, would quite naturally grow, if protected, 
into a larger business, say, for 6 four times as large, 
$400,000. Now, competition would force him to sell at low prices. 
This is always the case, and it is easy to see that he could live on 
the same $10,000, which would be just 2} per cent. on the business 
done, or say a saving of three-fourths of the profits to the consumers. 


Give us, then, the volume of business in this country, and it is plain 
that the consumer gains a reduction in price. The producer and 
consumer are brought near together, and here, again, isa large saving. 
Tt has done so in every article protected, with but limited exception. 

Nothing better illustrates our dependence on a settled and posi- 

tive policy of protection than our 
IROK AND STEEL INDUSTRIES. 

Iron and steel are absolute requisites of daily use in nearly every 
department of industry, and they present perhaps the strongest case 
in favor of free trade of any two commodities enumerated, and yet 
the argument in favor of 3 is so positive, so clear, and so 
overwhelming as to defy all attempt at refutation. 

But,“ exclaim the free-trade advocates, look at the steel-rail 
monopoly.” Well, let us look at it, and measnre it, and weigh it, 
and see if we can afford to put out the fires in our furnaces and give 
np the trade; but first let us see what the hue and cry about monop- 
oly in steel rails means, 

The following table shows the prices and production for fourteen 


| years: 
8 Product in = 
Year. 7 Price. 
J KT 23.227 6106 00 
5 8.551 1358 50 
8.019 132 25 
30,357 10 75 
34.182 102 50 
83.90 112 00 
115,192 | 120 50 
129, 414 94 25 
259, 669 68 75 
368,269 | 59 25 
385, 565 45 60 
491, 427 42 25 
606, 397 48 33 
950, 000 50 00 
1, 250, 000 60 00 


The price is about one-third what it was in 1867, It is but one-half 
what it was in 1873. It is more than it was in 1878, 1877, or 1879, 
bnt that was owing to the unusual depression in all trades. In those 
years everything manufactured was sold at a sacrifice. It may be 
true that steel rails can be produced lower than they are at present, 
sold. There is a single reason why they are not. The demand for 
them is greater than the capacity to produce them. If steel rails 
were free of all duty, they would not be sold at a less rate than they 
are. We have competing works in all parts of the country, but every 
rail is ordered for months in advance of its being rolled. So long as 
this is so, prices will be sustained. The moment there is an excess, 
that moment prices will fall. It isexcess of demand and not excess 
of tariff which keeps up prices. Iron and steel are essentially the 
products of labor. Coal is an essential to their manufacture. In 
no country is there found a greater variety of ores, or purer or richer 
ores, than in the United States. The ores exist in unlimited quanti- 
ties. Coal we possess in vastly superior beds and quality. Placing 
labor at the same cost and we can produce iron cheaper than Eng- 
land or Belgium. They produce it sheanar shan we produce it simply 
because we pay as much for one day’s labor as they pay for two. 
Their labor is ignorant, half-fed, poorly clothed, cad wretchedly 
housed, 

Without our furnaces to compete with them, the price of iron would 
be higher than it is to-day. With competition to drive our furnaces 
from blast, they would undersell us but for the tariff that protects us. 
That allows us to produce our own iron and to sell it at lower prices 
than it was ever sold until we showed our ability to produce it. Shall 
we leave our iron in the hills and our coal in the veins, and allow 
England to supply us, or shall we continue to protect it? The mag- 
nitude of its use is immense, and yet we have but commenced the 
development of its aptitudes. Shall we abandon the trade to Eng- 
land, or, protecting its manufactures, shall we leave its price to com- 
petition and go on as we have been going on year by year gaining 
on England, and by skill and inventive genius making up the differ- 
ence in the price of labor? It is labor the tariff on steel and iron pro- 
tects, and nothing but labor. And allowing this protection to labor 
to be retained, in five years we shall be found producing all kinds of 
iron and steel cheaper than England. 

All of the articles made from iron where machinery makes a part 
of the work we are producing cheaper and better than England. 
Nails, spikes, chains, screws, hammers, and an endless variety of 
articles we manufacture cheaper and better than England. 

Iron and steel are universal necessities in peace and in war; in 
all of the t industries they are constituents; in machinery they 
are the ruling powers; manutacturing would be paralyzed without 
them; commerce is moved on their rails, and States are linked toeach 
other by their combination. 

Shall we give up the tariff and give up the command to England, 
or shall we hold the tariff and hold the command of iron and steel ? 
That is one of the questions we have to answer. 

The wth of the iron and steel manufacture is an evidence of 
the vast uses and demand for them, as they are of our indomitable 
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perseverance against all of the efforts of free-trade propagandists to 
subjugate the indu to English domination. 
In 610 we produced but 50,000 tons, and our largest furnace could 


vield but 1,100 tons annually. 

In 1830 we had reached the power to produce 165,000 tons; down to 
1860 we had progressed to 1,000,000 tons. 

In 1880 our iron and steel product had risen to the grand total of 
7,265,100 tons, and in 1881 the increase was greater than any year in 
our history. 

The table herewith gives the locality and extent of the production, 
1870 and 1880: 


Extent and locality of iron and steel industries, 1880. 
az | 


8 
11 4 i aoe 
S A =. 
Geogra hical 8 $ 2 = | 2 22 
3 ee 
3 4 3 g 5 g 
$ F 3 2 2 | 
5 o | 8 2 45 S 
Eastern States.. 556 1140 507, 461 82, 842 361, 660 4, 671, 808 ‘e109, 606, 010 
Southern States 218 29 145,830 20, 595 6, 261, 344 | 649,153 | 25,353, 251 
Western States 
and Territories 224 | 50,755,990 | 36,663 | 14, 542,587 1,912,689 | 76, 933, 6S6 
Pacific States anı | 
Territories j T 1, 562, 603 878 311. 194 31, 490 1, 574, 738 
Nee I 005 | 230 971, 884 140, 978 | 55, 470, 785 1, 205, 140 


| 296, 557, 685 


Iron and steel products, 1870 and 1880. 


Products. 1870. 1880. 

| Tons. 
Tis iron and castings for furnace 3, 781, 021 
All products of iron rolling mills. .. 2, 353, 248 
Bessemer steel... 889, 896 
Open-hearth steel-finished products 93, 143 
Crucible-steel produetss 70, 319 
Blister and other steel — A 4, 956 
Products of forges and blomaries.........-.......-.-...- 72, 557 
rr 8 7, 265, 140 


What, then, is the condition of labor in Punpa which enables the 
capitalists engaged in manufacturing to control the markets? What 
is it that enables them to come to us for the purchase of raw mate- 
rials to manufacture and agricultural products to feed her opera- 
tives, and then to return the product after 6,000 miles of transporta- 
tion, and after innumerable charges, and sell them at lower prices 
than we can produce? We ss as good machinery as they pos- 
sess. We have athousand advantages they cannot claim. We shall 
tind the explanation on examining 
THE CONDITION OF LABOR IN ENGLAND. 

The condition of labor in England and generally in Europe, as com- 
pared with labor in the United States, is one of the forcible and 
unanswerable arguments why we should protect our country and 
our people from the degradation, poverty, and crime, which low 
wages imposes. To uce articles which depend for their value 
on the labor required to produce them, in competition with English 
or European labor, one or two facts must exist. We must bring the 
price of wages to the standard of European enslavement, or we must 
protect our manufacturers and our people by such tariff duties as 
will enable us to meet the foreign manufacturer in our markets. 

To fully comprehend the importance of this subject, it is necessary 
to fairly understand the exact condition of the English and Euro- 
pean laborer, the effect of hiscondition on himself, on his family, and 
on the community, and the rate of wages which forces him into the 
condition he occupies. 

The honorable gentleman from Kentucky said the foreign opera- 
tive about to emigrate to the United States does not ask what the 
duties are upon the various articles protected in this country? No; 
but he asks this question, What are the wages in the United States? 
In my business, before we can get men to come across the waters, we 
first send them a working price list. 

England is a mountain of riches, surrounded by seas of human 
want. Brute force never drove a people so deep into haman misery 
as England by brutal laws and sav: habitudes has plunged her 
people. The Times, her herald and her historian, says that out of 
36,000,000 of inhabitants „the number of the really comfortable in 
Great Britain cannot possibly exceed 70,000, while it may be very 
little more than half that number.” Not one in 1,200 own a home, 
The few are monstrously rich, the great mass are monstrously poor. 
‘These few would become masters of all markets and of all countries, 
by forcing the products of their enslaved hirelings into competition 
with the laboring men of other countries. To bring their laborers into 
subjugation, they have forced them into squalor, servility, degrada- 
tion and ignorance, The slaves, when slavery existed at the South, 


were better fed, better clothed, better housed, and more respected 


than the t mass of the manufacturing operatives of England. 

The New York World, an advocate of free trade and an uncom- 
promising opponent to a protective tariff, tells the laborer of the 
United States that he is to be brought to the condition of the Eng- 
lish laborer, and that he must be contented with the station to which 
free trade consigns him.“ 

What then is his condition? ‘He lives in wretched tenements, in 
most cases unfit for human habitation.” He is generally confined 
to one or two rooms for a family, where comfort, cleanliness, and 
even decency is impossible.” „They are ill-ventilated, dreary, dirty 
rooms.” In Glasgow,” says Jenkinson, the American consul, “there 
are families numbering 28,000 living in single rooms, 32,000 which 
have but two rooms.” He adds, “If I were to give a description of 
the dirt and desolation pervading and prevailing in these homes, 
making them but mere nests of suffering and disease, I should but 
partially portray their misery.” 

Consul Brascomb, describing the houses of the operatives of Mau- 
chester, says: They are squalid, wretched, and desolate.” Mr. 
Consul Gould, in describing the homes of the working people gen- 
erally, says: Family comfort is totally unknown.“ The Cambrian 
News reports that “ the habitations of the working people are alto- 
gether unfit for habitations ;” that “they are hovels terribly over- 
crowded, adults of both sexes being herded promiscuously together.“ 
Instances are given where (a man, woman, and grown-up daughter, 
a cow, heifer, and nine fowls occupied one room, which had no fire- 

lace, no window, and no light or ventilation except through the 
oor.” 

Dr. Parks and Dr. Sanderson, in reporting on the sanitary condi- 
tion of Liverpool, say: 

It is no doubt owing to the smallness and precariousness of their earnings that 
so many families live in a single room and thus te their miserable condi- 
tion in the training and bringing up of their children. 

They further say, after giving detailed statistics: 


That in 62 instances adult sons and daughters slept in the same room with 
their parents, and frequently in the same bet: In 152 instances adult daughters 
slept in the same room with their parents, and in 56, in the same bed. In 214 in- 
stances adult sons slept in the same room, and in 137, in the same bed with their 
parenta: In 59 instances mothers, sons, and daughters slept in the same room and 


Professor Shepard, of Chicago, in speaking of the working classes 
of Bradford, a manufacturing district, says: 

Oh, the wretched faces of the children! I do not believe there is such a looking 
lot of pene on the face of the earth as the English working people. They are 
ground down into abject misery by the heels of the upper classes. 

The London Daily Telegraph, in speaking of the degraded condi- 
tion of the working classes, says: 

They are ignorant of everything but work. They are a most barbarous, semi- 
civilized class. They seem to have sunk into a condition of d ndency from 
which nothing will rouse them. They wear a downcast look which indicates hope- 
lessness, if not despair. 

All accounts agree that family comfort is wholly unknown. Two 
hundred thousand pounds ($1,000,000) at Glasgow is paid in interest 
to pawn-brokers, so wretched is the condition of the laboring classes. 
They are utterly destitute of furniture. 

“t A factory girl’ is a name of contempt,” says J. Stanley Jones. 
“The homes of the operatives are a dis; o to civilization, and Eng- 
land,” he says, offers no inducements to the laboring classes to bet- 
ter their condition. It practically says to them, ‘You are beneath 
us; you are little better than the brutes.’ As a rule,” he adds, “I 
find that wages of mechanics in New England are 100 per cent. higher 
than in England, and the cost of living is the same.’ 

Lord Roseberry, at a meeting of the Social Science Congress, says : 

English treatment of English laborers is little better than barbarism. In the 
mines women and children are employed as beasts, dragging tracks on all-fours, 
pursuing in the fetid tunnels the Se rE tasks which none but mere animals 
conld be forced to do, In the brick fields 30,000 children are employed looking 
like living masses of clay, whose ages vary from three and a half years to seventeen. 


They are forced to work twelve hours a day and carry a ght of forty-three 
pounds on their heads an average of fifteen miles during their hours of labor. 


He asserts that— 

They are kept at their Egyptian tasks till all goodness and purity becomes 
Maipo out of pi — to relate thelr actual condition would frighten cat horrify 
the whole country. 

One of England’s eminent writers describes the condition of the 
pa, genes working classes as a system where starvation, nakedness, 
and prostitution are elements of existence. They are kept in dun- 
goon holes worse than the cells of the Inquisition. In many parts, 

e says, the workingman is but the symbol of the terrible physical 
realities of hunger, degradation, aud despair. 

The Morning Chronicle, an English paper of great influence, in a 
series of letters on“ Labor and the poor,” says the operative system 
is one where children are foreed from the cradle without chance of 
going to school, hardly of breathing the fresh air of heaven; where 

ys must turn beggars or paupers; where daughters are driven to 
prostitution for bread and to hell to sustain the political economy 
which forces English labor into slavery to enable British manufact- 
urers to undersell their commodities in the markets of the world. 

The slavery of the English operatives is the worst kind of human 
slavery. It is want—starving, crushing, humiliating want; want 


that prostitutes all there is of manhood in the workman, leaving him 
brutalized unto despair. 
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Dr. Edward Young’s work on Labor in Europe is replete with sta- 


tistics showing the condition of the laboring operative. I have 
uoted from its pages largely. It is conclusive in demonstrating 
that the English workingman, whose labor free trade would force 
into competition with our labor, and whose degradation and want 
and misery free trade would substitute in place of the character, 
thrift, and comfort of the American laborer, is utterly without hope, 
without home, without comfort. He has no future but the work- 
house or the poor-house. His present is a long-drawn-ontlife of pri- 
vation and despair. He has but one relief—drink. Beer is his re- 
sort. He buys it by the gallon. A gallon a day does what it can to 
stupefy his brain and drown his poverty. 
ust the American laborer be forced to this fate, and to open our 
rts to the products of English factories, and to say to the American 
aborer and the American manufacturer to compete you must enslave 
labor to despair? It is therefore absurd, in face of existing facts, for 
free-trade theorists to argue to the man who earns wages that he is 
benefited by free trade. It is directly the reverse. The laboring- 
men, men who earn w the producers and consumers, do not 
independent of articles of consumption, which should not be taxed 
for any purpose) pay one dollar in fifty for imported merchandise. 
They buy, they wear, and they use articles of American manufacture, 
which Americans have been enabled to produce by reason of a fair 
tariff. 

Just in proportion as we manufacture is labor demanded, and just 
in proportion to the demand for labor is its pay sustained and kept 
up; just in proportion to the protection given is 2 increased, 
and in the exact proportion as we are protected so as to enable us to 
establish and perfect manufacture is our home ability to produce 
increased. To the exact extent that we are enabled to make our- 
selves independent of European manufactures, by manufacturing 
ourselves do we create a home market for the products of the soil 
and for all the varieties of articles which enter into the support of 
families and communities. The extent of the internal trade of our 
country, created and sustained by manufacturing, is a matter to 
which later on I shall ask your attention, 

No people on the globe possess the variety or extent of raw mate- 
rial we possess. Why should we not make use of the riches we have 
at our own doors? y invite foreigners to supply us with commodi- 
ties which demand but the patient hand of industry to produce? 
There is not an article to be won from the soil, to be delved for in 
the mines, or that goes to swell the catalogue of materials which 
make up the sum of our inexhaustible natural riches, that we should 
not protect into nse. Nations and individuals grow into opulence 
and comfort by the transformation of natural and crnde products, 
which are useless until touched by the genius of labor, by making 
them useful by labor, by capital, and by machinery. We should at 
least so protect ourselves from the invasion of foreign traders, who 
would speculate on our idleness, and grow rich on our blindness, as 
to supply ourselves. 

France is an example of the utility of protection. There is not an 
element in her soil, there is not a mineral in her mines, there is not 
a substance in her mountains that she has not protected into devel- 
opment, into commerce, and into use. What has been the result? 
France is a hive of universal industries. She has 6,000,000 land- 
holders. Wages have steadily increased. Wealth is more gener- 
ally and more evenly distributed than in any of the governments of 
Europe. She manufactures for and supplies her own people and the 
world. Financially her people are independent. They are prosper- 
ous and happy. Let the United states protect her raw material and 
her labor as France has protected her material and her labor under 
the inspiring genius of Colbert, and we shall become the richest, the 
most independent, and the most powerful people on the globe. 

Who is it that is preaching this new crusade against labor? Who 
is it that would drive our own products from our markets to give 

lace to foreign products wrung from the pauperized, half-starved 

abor of Europe? English manufacturers lead in the van. English 
financiers augment the cry, and flunky apostles of stale platitudes 
and worn-out figures, under the lead of reformers like David A. 
Wells, whose economies are measured, inspired, and propagated by 
that most elastic softener of logie called“ soap,“ make up the patri- 
otic advisers of the United States. It is true there are some emi- 
nently honest and eminently able theorists who are captivated by 
the brilliant reasoning of the free-trade philosophers and by the 
22 equity and justice of the arguments in favor of opening all 
ports, doing away with all restraints, buying where you can buy the 
cheapest. Unfortunately, or fortunately, this theory has had no 
practical test. It never can have until all nations can be placed on 
terms of exact equality. As the theory now stands, it means just 
this and no more: right is might; the strongest wins, the weakest 


loses. 

England, by five hundred years of empire and monopoly, by five 
hundred years of tariffs to exclude and bounties to build up, by 
five hundred years of primogeniture and entail, and five hundred 
years of accumulation in capital piled into mountains of wealth, per- 
fected machinery, and labor debased to enslaved dependence, has out- 
distanced all nations in manufacturing facilities, and when millions 
upon millions of her impoverished slaves are starving for bread and 
must be fed by public charity and become a charge on private gen- 


erosity, throws off the tariffs by which she has excluded every prod- 
uct from competition with her products and makes the cry of open 
parts and free trade to sound round the globe with the drum-beat of 
er never-ending callto arms! She does this with an ostentation of 
nerosity and by a fervor of magnanimity which such gentlemen as 
Ir. David A. Wells can by no means resist. 

Fortified by capital to resist as well as to make all assaults, sup- 
plied with machinery to fill all demands; England covets nothing so 
much as the liberty to flood the American markets with every arti- 
cle we have succeeded in manufacturing. She knows that she is 
richer in manufacturing wealththan we are. She knows that if she 
can break up and break down our manufacturing that she has open 
ports, free markets, and absolute dominion for the future. What 
would she care fora few hundred millions lost in selling her products 
at half their cost to undersell, undermine, and put an end to our 
manufacturing? The deck once cleared, and she once in possession, 
she would be in command. She would dictate her own prices, and 
there would be no such thing as an American system of mannfactur- 
ing, any more than there is such a thing to-day as an American mer- 
chant marine. England would be mistress of the seas. By half a 
century of effort we succeeded in equalizing if not surpassing her 
ocean tonnage. Our ships were on every sea; our flag was in every 
port; our clipper-ships were the fastest that sailed; war came on, 
rebellion; she sent ont her private crafts to drive our merchantmen 
from the ocean, to burn them, sink them, destroy them. She suc- 
ceeded; her ships took the place of our ships. It is true she was 
forced to pay us $15,000,000 for the amusement, but it is none the 
less trne that we are paying her 8100, 000, 000 yearly for transporting 
onr products on the ocean. She cleared us | in ships, and she holds 
the ocean, just as she would clean out our whole manufacturing sys- 
tem, provided you would open the ports to free trade; and once cleaned 
out, she would retain the sovereignty over ourindustries as she now 
holds sovereignty over the waters. 

Free trade, or what is equally as effective for ruin without the 
gilding of a 1 sophistry to make it acceptable, namely, a tariff 
for revenue, is deliberate suicide to every system of manufacturing 
not established; for, give to England the privilege to attack without 
imposing conditions equivalent to defeat is to give her license to over- 

wer us with capital, as she overpowers India by arms, Ireland by 

orce, and the whole inhabitable globe by the insolence of her power 
and the brigandage of her fleets. 

What we demand is development—natural, fair, progressive devel- 
opment. We want customers for everything. We want buyers. A 

ple who buy nothing are drones or enslaved dependents. Com- 
ort is as essential to prosperity as economy. The road to national 
wealth lies directly through expenses up to receipts. The man that 
earns but little can spend but little. England would make us the 
dupe to her pauperized labor and low wages. Low wages are a gag 
upon all pro, as they are upon all e mp 

There is no philosophy in free trade, unless it is that high w or 
fair wages shall yield to low wages or starving wages. This is all 
there is of it. England can produce a ton of iron and put it on the 
sea-coast for $8 the ton, because the labor to produce it and its cost 
is 90 per cent.; labor is fifty cents per day. It costs us $12 to put the 
ton of iron on the sea-coast, because we have to pay $1 per day. 
Free trade says, ‘‘ Kick the American laborer out of the way. Letthe 
English laborer furnish our iron, because it is cheapest.” Yet the 
moment you get our labor kicked out of the wer Mr. Englishman will 
politely say $14, $16, $18, or $20 per ton for the iron; for, he says, 
there is no sentiment in trade; every man trades for profit, and every 
man gets all he can. 

A thousand men earning but fifty cents each per day can expend 
but 8500. A thousand men earning 81 each per day can expend 
$1,000, and the exact difference between an English town of 4,000 
working people earning but $2,000 daily and an American town of 
4,000 working people earning $4,000 daily is the sum of difference 
between a town ruled by free trade and a town ruled and protected 
by judicious tariff legislation. Labor, money, and energy have to 
unite to produce; that is, to iay the foundation for receipts; and the 
power to create receipts is the regulator to create the power to save 
and to expend. 

Prosperity is not stagnation. Let all produce; let all enjoy. It 
was the philosophy of the past to make capital king and labor slave. 
It swept over kingdoms and nations, creating caste, monopoly, and 
outrage, with a horizontal sweep, leaving on one side wealth held by 
the few, and on the other the mged multitudes subdued to ve- 
nalityand want. America has antagonized this philosophy. A tariff 
was inaugurated as one of the first acts of our legislative wisdom, 
and tariff has followed tariff, only interrupted by spasms of experi- 
mental dogmatism in which free-trade sophistries have been stronger 
than experienced wisdom. There always has been and always will 
be a class of political protectionists who are never satisfied while we 
are prosperous, or while everybody is profitably employed. 

Every tariff, whatever its benefits, kas been equivalent to a war 
stimulant. The war tariff and the war price of gold acted as a stim- 
ulant to our development never before so fully enjoyed. The war of 
1812 and of 1846 in a small way did the same thing. From 1812 to 
1816, when English 3 was practically excluded, our fac- 
tories of woolen, of cotton, of hardware, and of a great variety of 
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articles were protected into existence. Necessity made the tariff, 
the tariff made the factories, The momentum we then got has never 
been entirely overcome. But from 1816 to this time free-trade lunacy 
has been a prevalent and often a chronic disease. 

With all its waste of life, with all its waste of treasure, the rebell- 
ion was not without its blessings. Gold betrayed us, and blessed 
us by its betrayal. It gaye us protection for the development of our 
resources. It gave us sovereignty, over iron and steel and over in- 
dustries without number. England was our master, and we were 
yearly forced to mortgage our railroads, our towns, our counties, and 
our cities to pay for iron and steel, while it lay in limitless riches of 
quality and quantity, sleeping in the mines, waiting for protection to 
break the crust of its enthrallment to free-trade ideas. The war made 
a tariff of protection, Iron and steel were disenthralled. The ore 
sprang from the mines and steel ran from the crucibles, and $80,000,000 
annually are saved to the United States on these two articles alone. 

THE TRUE DOCTRINE 

which lays at the foundation of national independence and national 
wealth is that which Colbert dictated to Lonis XIV. England, at 
that time, practically prohibited all French products, as she practi- 
cally to-day excludes every American product she cannot buy in a 
raw state to enhance into tenfold value by labor, except provisions ; 
which she can buy cheaper and better of-us than she can buy in any 
other part of the world. 

Colbert laid down the commercial policy of France to be to encour- 
age exportation, for if we export anything but raw materials, we 
must manufacture. If we manufacture we furnish employment to 
labor. Every laborer employed is so much wealth secured to the 


en rise, and asking us to exch; our products for hor products 
oar akill for her wealth a p i 
WHY, THEN, DIMINISH THE TARIFF} 

To diminish rather than increase our manufacturing interests, when 
the whole people demand the policy of expansion, which is protec- 
tion, when our common welfare demands the extension of our com- 
merce which nothing but protection can insure! 

Agriculture demands a protective tariff, for agriculture can only 
be up to the fair measure of its prosperity when every order of in- 
dustry is full of manufacturing, when every spindle is moving, when 
every forge is in blast, when eye onene is moving, when the ring 
of the hammer, the sound of the shuttle, and the buzz of machinery, 
tell the farmer that they who consume are at work, 

Agriculture is never so well rewarded as when it finds a home 
market for its products, and its home market is measured by the 
extent of its home manufacturing interests. 

In 1870 the number of persons engaged in agriculture in the United 
States was 5,922,471. In 1870 the number of persons engaged in 
manfacturing and mechanical and mining industries was 2,707,421. 
In 1870 the value of all the farm productions was 52, 447,538,658; 
the value of the farms, $9,262,803,861. The value of the products of 
manufacturing for 1870 was $4,232,325,442. The raw materials manu- 
factured cost 82,448, 427, 242. 


TO SHOW THE PROFITS BY THE AGGREGATE PROFITS. 


/ minarienieensaes $775, 584, 343 
BAW Wis Orlals: I 665 awed cn cod cols O A 2, 448, 427, 242 


state. Import nothing we can manufacture and manufacture every 3, 224, 011, 585 
thing we can produce the raw material to manufacture from. Ex- | Products in 1870 eee eee eee 4, 232, 325, 442 
clude by tariffs every article we can manufacture up to the point of Ir 
securing into available use the full tides of labor coming to us on | Leaves „44 1, 008, 313, 857 


every wave of the Atlantic, for labor is never exhausted so long as 
there is one idle hand, and production is never excessive so long as 
there is one human being starving or naked from want. 

Indeed, production increases labor in the exact ratio that labor 
increases production. The moment there is a product in excess of the 
demand where it is produced, that moment there should be a demand 
for labor to find outlets, and to create then for the excess precisely 
as England has made it her policy to do. Until labor creates more 
than it exhausts it is stagnant, and until it finds a market for what- 
ever it creates it has labor to perform. 

It is only by protective duties that we have progressed to the 
degree of development we have already attained in manufacturing. 
We shall only progress as we protect; and we shall only reach the 
true aim of all true civilization when we protect ourselves into the 
poe of producing whatever native elements of wealth we possess 

competition with any power on the earth. 

No labor that does not produce more than it consumes is success- 
ful. All prosperity depends on. the prosperity of labor; with it 
wealth commences, withoutit wealthends. The surplus of any prod- 
uct of labor beyond the cost or oberg it is accumulated wealth. 
The more active the labor is made the greater the accumulation; the 
more skilled labor becomes the more it economizes the expense of 
producing and the power of accumulating ; the more universal em- 

loyment is made the more ganan will be the profit of production. 
o make a market for the almost limitless agricultural products we 
ssess and are rapidly unfolding we must create manufacturing. 

It is asked where we shall find a market for our manufactures and a 

DEMAND FOR LABOR, 
when fifty millions of people are demanding fifteen hundred miles 
of double-track railro to carry the nets of the t val- 
leys of the t rivers from the Rocky Mountains to the lakes and 


Or say 25 pa cent.—a large profit some will say; but what does this 
25 per cent. have todo? Why, it has to pay interest on the investment, 
advertising, insurance, clerical force, bad debts, the natural wear 
and tear of real estate and machinery, along with a thousand and one 
mishaps unforeseen and unayoidable. No such profit here as the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Kentucky would have it. The same rela- 
tive figures will serve for 1880 as for 1870. These figures hold good 
if you take TD Reparate industries—pottery, for instance. In the 
three States, Ohio, Maryland, and New Jersey, according to the last 
census, 1880: yearly wages, $1,797, 189; materials, $1,512,171; total, 

„309,360; product, 84. 1,71; balance, $922,371, less than 22 per 
cent.; and to come out of that, to my certain knowledge and dismay, 
insurance, interest, traveling agents, printing, stationery, advertis- 
ing, wear and tear of machinery, and real estate, taxes, bad debts, 
and other losses of various kinds, besides the whole time and atten- 
tion of the manufacturers themselvyes—how much think you is left? 

The amount of TEE engened in manufacturing enterprises in 1880 
was in excess of $4,000,000, and it is estimated that the number of 
persons employed exceed 4,000,000, and the product $8,000,000,000. 

Every person employed in manufacturing expends two-thirds of 
his wages in articles of consumption which are purely agricultural. 
The average amount received by each man, woman, and child in 
1870 was -60, and the average paid for farm products by each 
person was $241.62. 

The amount paid to agriculturists for subsistence alone in 1880, 
taking 4,000,000 as the basis of the number employed, was in excess 
of $066, ,000. The following tables will show both agricultural 
and mechanical progress: 


Numbers engaged in different employments. 


from the lakes to the Atlantic; when everybody is demanding the Countries. hPopalstion. Agricult- Manufact-| Trade. 
1 of our water-courses, to connect our navigable rivers | ure. j aag, | 

and lakes by canals, so as to perfect a system of water naviga- | = 
tion from all quarters to the sea, as recommended by the Commit- | Prussia, 1861 ... --| 28,970,941 | 5,639,349 | 1,716,181 412, 307 
tee on Transportation to the Seaboard; when the whole South is | France, 1866.. --| 88, 047, 528 | 3,266,705 | 1, 450, 165 392, 191 
demanding railroads to the Pacific coast to meet the demands of Sn yr abaia VT 10 
southern and Pacific traffic; when lands without limit in extent, in | Go) Tel ene ines n srt | Savant | EOLA | 110 298 
fertility, and in geniality of climate invite cultivation by rewards | United States, 1880—— | 50, 250, 000 | 10, 712, 270 | 5,250,000 | 2, 400, 180 


such as no government on God’s wide foot-stool offers, and when 
China, with its hundreds of millions of inhabitants, and Japan are 
open to our enterprise and ready to welcome us, and all we manu- 
facture, in all we produce, in our implements of agriculture, in our 
labor-saving inventions, and in the whole spirit and genius of our 
production; when Africa, with its untold millions, is begging us to 
open up its commerce, fill its harbors with our shipping, its markets 
with our merchandise, and her homes with the articles of daily use 


These figures are estimated. 

The following figures are very interesting, showing, as they do, the 
wonderful growth and thrift of our industries, agricultural and 
mechanical, under our American system of protection : 


Manufacturing progress. 


we manufacture. Establish-| Number 
A want of market, when the whole of South America is open to us; a ments. | employed. | Wages ae 
saa peed ek city, ond 982 0 from Venezuela to Terre del eens = ee ES ee ta 
‘uego, with Ecuador, Brazil, Peru, Bolivia, La Plata, and Patagonia 

are begging us to supply them with the fabrics of our looms, the | 1889 Hodes | naii aie | 28 oTa % . ger ore 
machinery of our mechanics, the products of our factories, and the | 1870 252, 148 | 2,053,996 | 775, 584, 343 | 4, 232, 326, 442 
enterprise of our citizens ; when Chili, Uruguay, and Central America | 188 *376, 500 | 4, 000, 000 | 1, 500,000,000 | 8, 000, 000, 000 
are ready to become our customers, and when all Mexico is preparing * ——— 
to unite her interests with our interests, her enterprise with our Estimated. 
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146, 584, 179 
22 107.157 
303. 761, 320 


1 O44 104 
179104924 | B88, 702,742 
287, 745, 626 | 760, 918, 795 
448, 756, 630 | 1, 547, 901, 790 


; i 
3 L 
Year. 5 i #8 
: 2 4 te a 
I 
E — < — fe] 
$2, 540, 227 619, 752,143 | $673,395 | $733,395 | $69, 024, 059 
6, 993, 189 | 30, 566, 108 | 1,547,413 | 1,773,716 84, 586, 273 
6, 734, 878 | 28, 755, 638 | 2,256,440 | 2,436,287 | 131, 181, 555 
6, 995, 377 | 41,513,676 | 2,575,198 | 5, 844, 653 | 181, 777, 841 
6, 934, 940 | 35,999, 862 | 2, 933, 388 | 11, 487, 754 | 240, 355, 528 
394, 713 | 16, 247,719 | 2,260,007 | 10,754,359 | 141, 331, 409 


The total increase of exports for 1879 over 1868, for one year only, 
was $290;757,235. Does any sane man believe that a general atten- 
tion to agriculture would have done such wonders ? lof this the 
direct a at of our American protective policy. 

The following tables will show the comparative prices of the neces- 
saries of life and of labor in the United States and Europe: 


Retail price of necessaries, 1879. 


| England. Mire y, | France, | New York. 
to 4 2 to A 3 4 to 4h 
ir) Olea lease 
15 to26 | 22tol4 | 16t020| 12 to16 
18 to 27 110 17 to 20 8 tol2 
17 to 25 1 9 told 
12 to 2 17 to 20 12 to 14 8 told 
15 to 18 1 15 to 12 
29 to 88 to 50 25 to32 
15 to to 25 to 15 
33 to 8 to 10 
9 to 10 
9 to 10 
21 to 4 to 5 
43 to 88 to 60 
28 to 42 to 30 
to 9 to 10 
to 9 to 7 
10 to 12 to 10 
$3 20 to $4 10 $5 25 


Comparative statement of weekly wages, 


Occupations. England. Germany.| France. New York. 
$8 12 $3 45 $12 to $15 
816 4 00 12 to 18 
8 25 418 9 to 12 
7 25 3 95 10 to 14 
8 10 4 60 Wto 16 
775 4 35 75 10 to 15 
7 90 3 90 oe 12 to 18 
7 90 3 90 10 to 15 
8 12 3 90 5 45 10 to 14 
6 50 3 90 5 45 5 to 8 
7 83 3 90 6 85 12 to 18 
7 35 4 32 475 12 to 18 
7 23 4 20 5 42 8to 12 
770 NA ETETA 9 to 13 
740 3 90 5 40 12 to 15 
8 00 3 90 4 63 10 to 13 
720 3 50 5 40 12 to 18 
7 50 K 10 to 15 
6 80 3 90 5 00 12 to 15 
5 00 2 60 3 15 6 to 9 


The ay o prices are v low for American trades varying all 
the time wi usiness and the demand for labor. When usiness 
18 labor feels it and demands more for a day’s work. Instead 
of being anindication of ruin and trouble, to my mind it is always just 


pP Spy 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


Exports 
Per capita of imports, $12.52; per capita of exports, $11.66. 
1870—In our favor: $ 


8 Mcrae 8 
Per capita of imports, $10.81; per capita of exports, $10.90. 
1880—Lar gely in our favor: 
Population 


iy 3 3 a 

Sog 2 i 
2 ; ù 

3 22 23 5 2 g 
ko 8 s = = 
ed E a — 2 E 

a 4 = © 2 3 

3 3 5 S Š 
$490, 329 | $4, 871, 054 , 491, 306 „105 , 436, 642 | $313, 378 
415, 441 24.850 10 288 049 2018 702 29 80 670 21.405 
„ e Sire Sete 
031, 924 | 10, 853, 950 12, 766, 294 | 6, 800,070 | 116, 858, 650 | 6, 164, 024 
535,505 | 5, 982, 896 7,274,988 | 6,192,965 | 86, 422, 008 | 5, 850, 646 


the other way, and is the most certain indication of prosperity and 
8 because when labor demands more wages capital cannot 
ord to say no. I mean this is true on the re AS 

Thus, it is seen, the expenditures of workingmen in these 
States—and their expenditures are a fair index of the way in which 
their earnings are paid out—that there is not a single article in the 
ordinary weekly expenses subject to tariff exactions but pepper and 
f and molasses and salt. And the whole expenditures for these 

cles does not exceed one dollar a week, and of this sum not to 
exceed twenty-five cents per week is for tariff. But neither pepper, 
salt, nor sugar or molasses comes under the class of articles commonly 
designated as manufactured articles. 

Of the amount paid for clothing, there is hardly a dollar of expend- 
iture of any description for articles of American manufacture which 
are not sold cheaper in the United States than in Europe. Boots 
and shoes, of the most important articles, are sold aes than any- 
where else. Cottons of all kinds, woolen and wo goods, and 
such cloths as are used are bought at lower prices than anywhere 
else. In fact, the American laborer pays less tax on his articles of 
family consumption than any other portion of the people. He pays 
comparatively nothing on any articles manufactured by American 
manufacturers, 

The American laborer pays a larger proportion of his income to 
sustain the internal revenue than any other class of people, and de- 
rives less benefit from it. He pays less of the amount derived from 
duties on manufactured articles and derives greater benefit from 
them than any other class. His wages are kept up by the tariff. 
Indeed, it may be said that the measure of the tariff is the measure 
of his ket apoi 

Of all c benefited by the expenditure of the workingman the 
agriculturist is by far the most important. Eight-tenths of the 
wages earned are paid directly or indirectly to the farmer. The 
tariff is his life, And in man r two items which pre- 
ponderate over all others are raw mate and labor. The raw ma- 
terial in a very large degree is the product of agriculture or of the 
soil directly connected with agriculture. 

The more we increase manufacturing the more we increase the 
chance of profit tothe culturist and mechanic and trader; for the 
more each class dependent for subsistence on the farmer is increased 
the greater the number of consumers and the less the number of pro- 
ducers. Instead of paying a foreign manufacturer and thus losing 
the benefit of the whole expenditure, we retain it all and distribute 
it all. Want makes want, wants make work, work makes profit. 
As you multiply wants you sharpen invention, promote industry, and 
create wealth. Multiplication of wants is but another name for aug- 
mentation of the interests of trade. Trade is market, the market the 
farmer is forced to find, if he would not burn his corn for fuel and 
ve forced to see his wheat sprouting into worthlessness in his grain 

ins. 
THE PRODUCTS OF THE FARM, 
beyond what are required for consumption by the producer, would 
be without a market but for that diversity of employment which 
manufacturing to a e extent supplies. It is the multiplicity of 
manufacturing, extending as it will if fairly protected, that is to sup- 
ply us with all the articles we use, and by augmenting the number 
employed increase the number the farmer has to supply. 
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Too a tariff such as will fairly protect us against the inva- 
sion of Resign pauper products, is to oppose the agricultural inter- 


ests of the United States. It is to take from the farmer the consumers 
who with a proper d of protection would live on his products. 

Agriculture has to find a market; a home market is a necessity for 
a large class of products ef the soil. We can only increase and keep 
up a home market by e and keeping up our manufacturing. 
And we can only be certain of keeping up and sustaining our manu- 
facturing by such a tariff as will secure us against the brigandage 
of English capital. A protective tariff is rigger what its name 
implies, it is protection from foreign invasion of the products of 
European ee labor to compete with American free, educated, and 
well-paid labor. 

It is the strong arm of Government to shield the wing arm of 
American ind against the tyrannical power of capital, based on 
servitude and h and want. 

It is the shield of representative freedom, thrown over the Ameri- 
can producer to save him from the Hessian products flooded upon 
our markets by aristocratic despots who live on the serfdom of toil— 
the ignorance of dependence and half-fed paupers of Europe. 

It is protection to labor from competition with pauperized and 
debased labor. i * 

It is protection to capital from the brigan of English piratical 
manufacturing wealth, which, having accumulated power by centu- 
ries of oppression and profit in dominating over the markets of the 
world, would now subjugate all 1 by underselling until it 
ruins and destroys that it may y monopolize and rule the mar- 
ket. 

It is protection to eyery trade, calling, en rise, and industry. 
All 21 are dependent. The farmer lives on the prosperity of the 
manufacturer, the manufacturer on the wealth of the farmer, the 
mechanic on the success of each, the laborer on the employment of 
all. 

The whole ple demand protection. Our common prosperity 
demands it. 3 demands it, for labor is our wealth. Agriculture 
demands it, for agriculture would be without a market if free trade 
existed. iculture is only up to the measure of its prosperity when 
manufacturing is up to the measure of its profitable possibilities. 
Commerce demands it, for internal commerce is the very life of in- 


ternational profit, and all trade and profit find stimulus and growth 
in manufacturing. Protection will fill our ships with freight, our 
rivers with steamers, our lakes with propellers, our canals with 


boats bearing the fruits of exchange and the wealth of industry, to 
be enjoyed by our people. And the agriculturists, of all others, are 
to reap the reward. 

Why, then, this eternal battle to subjugate our trade to British con- 
trol? Why this endless theorizing all experience to give 
control to foreign capital? Why this deathless crusade, which a cen- 
tury of defeats and disasters should have educated into reason, against 
the broad, full, and comprehensive development of our incomparable 
resources ? 

There can be but one answer, for there can be but one result. It 
is to subjugate American independent labor to pauperized labor. It 


is to give power to and invigerate into life that aristocracy of 
accumulated wealth England boasts, and place its iron heel on the 
living energies of American toil. It is, at one blow, to make labor 


hopeless and enslaved. 

When England shall cease her efforts to overthrow our manufact- 
uring; when the lion and the lamb fraternize in When rival- 
ries and wars are no more; when the nations of the earth combine 
into one family, each doing unto others as he would that others should 
do unto him, exchanging the fruits of the earth without rivalry and 
without price in one grand commune of equality, then free trade 
may be heralded as the consummation of national brotherhood. 
Till then, so long as rivalries exist, so long as concurrence in an 
law of commerce or trade is limited by treaties, by penalties, an 
by exactions, each government will have to protect itself. 

If we give up our tariffs we must give up our manufacturing. If 
we do not protect ourselves, no one will protect us. If labor does 
not stand by labor, labor will be crushed. Absolute 8 is 
when every arm is employed and every mouth is fed. ith a tariff 
for protection every arm can be employed to enrich into develop- 
ment the incomparable grandeur of our resources. With a tariff for 
protection 5 can be fed with the abundance which is 
overflowing in the land, if the industry of our land is not forced to 

ive way to the half-paid, half-starved, pauperized dependents of 


urope. 

That such a tariff may be framed I therefore advocate a civil com- 
mission with instructions from this Congress to pre in the duties 
they propose adequate protection to American industry. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. FROST. Willthegentleman from North Carolina yield to me 
for a motion ? Š 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Ibelievewe have a special order for 
33 knowing the character of the motion the tleman 
from Missouri desires to submit I will yield the floor with the under- 
standing that I am to resume it at the time the House next resolves 
itself into Committee of the Whole on this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina will be en- 


titled to resume the floor when next the House goes into Committee 
of the Whole on this subject. 

Mr. FROST. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was a to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. No. 2315) to provide for the appoint- 
ment of a commission to examine and investigate the question of the 
tariff and internal-revenue laws, had come to no resolution thereon. 


DEATH OF HON. THOMAS ALLEN. 


Mr. FROST. The sad duty devolves upon me of announcing to 
the House the death of my colleague, Hon. THOMAS ALLEN, Repre- 
sentative from the second district of the State of Missouri. I offer 
the resolutions which I send to the desk, and ask for their adoption. 

TheClerk read as follows: 


ved, That the House has heard with sincere 


Resol announcement of 
the death of Hon. THOMAS ALLEN, late a Representa’ 


the 
ive from the State of Mis- 


Resolved by the House r (the Senate concurring,) 
joint of bers and three Senators be appointed to take order 
3 — 7 —— and to escort the mip wag the e ew al 
atten e execution o order 
shall be ORA of the eontiogent fund of the Howse.” 
That the Clerk of the House communicate the foregoing resolutions to 


the Senate. — 

Resolved, That as a mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, this House 
do now adjourn. 

The question being taken on the resolutions, they were unani- 
mously ef fee 

The SPEAKER announced the following as the committee on the 
part of the House: : 8 

Mr. Hatcu, of Missouri; Mr. Frost, of Missouri; Mr. ROBINSON, 
of Massachusetts; Mr. GUNTER, of Arkansas; Mr. CHALMERS, of 
Mississippi; Mr. MILLS, of Texas, and Mr. ALDRICH, of Illinois. 

And then, in pursuance of the last resolution, the House (at one 
o’clock and forty minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, April 10, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. Dawes, Mr. ALLISON, 
and Mr. Beck as the conferees on the part of the Senate upon the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 4185) mak- 
ing appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian ik cel and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1883, and for other pur- 
poses. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a reso-- 
lution of March 2, 1882, a report from Major Amos Stickney, Corps of 
Engineers, containing information relative to an estimate of expense 
of clearing the wrecks and other obstructions to navigation at the 
mouth of Bayou La Fourche, Louisiana: which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. GARLAND. I am requested by the Senator from Mississippi, 
se LaMAk,] who has been called home on account of sickness in 
is family, to ask a leave of absence for him for two weeks from this 


day. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be granted, there being no 
objection. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GARLAND. In behalf of the Senator from Mississippi Mr. 
LAMAR] I present a memorial of the Mississippi Legislature in ref- 
erence to waiver of forfeiture of the grant in aid of the Gulf and Ship 
Island Railroad. I ask that the memorial be printed in the RECORD. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on Railroads, and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Memorial to the Congress of the United States in reference to waiver of forfeiture 
of the grant in aid of the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad. 


CCC 

of the United States in Congress assembled : 
Your memorialists „ show to your honorable body, that the 
State of ippi has made repeated t ineffectual efforte heretofore through 
es, the form of resolutions and memorials to 
re of the . by the Government in 
construction af the G and Ship Island Railroad. That this liberal and valuable 
donation was lost by no FF but by the inter- 
ruption of all works of internal im ent cansed by the late war; and sinceits 


close, to the tration and po which it en No en in our State 
has ever received more repeated and cordial indorsement from our Legislatures and 
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than this. At its 


t session our Le has granted a new act of 
tion with libera; 


rovisions, thus again attesting the abiding and earnest 
ple in this important work. 

uous to dwell on the t benefits to our State which would 
result from the construction of this road. It would gratify a long cherished aspira- 

all ians to have, within our own borders, a ise oa to 5. —. 
which the and import trade of the State could be conducted. It would 
speedily po e and develop the resources of a large section of our State hitherto 
isolated: neglected for want of facility of access; a section of immense resources 
in its magnificent pine forests ; its bold, perennial streams, which afford unlimited 
water-power, and hs genial, salubrious climate, making it the appropriate seat of 
cotton and woolen manufacture on a large scale. There is no portion of our State 
so well adapted to sheng husbandry, stock-raising, and farming on a small scale. 
We are persuaded that its natural advantages would speedily attract a hardy and 
thrifty population from the West and North; and that the development of its 
great natural resources would add y to the wealth of our State and its annual 
revenues. So long since as 1860, Professor Eugene W. Hilgard, of the University 
of Mississippi, (distinguished throughout the country for his valuable contribu- 
tions to science,) says: The most casual observer, as soon as peewee! inspection 
shall have made him conscious of the reality, cannot fail to be with the 
immense importance of opening a highway through which Mississippi may com- 
municate over her own with a portion of her territory which 8 th a 
harbor commensurate with the magnitude of her commercial in and a cli- 
mate not only healthful and pleasant, but capable, moreover, of producing 3 
of the choicest fruits of the tropics, as well as of the temperate zone. Along wi 
the cotton bales of north and central Mississippi, the lumben and turpentine of the 
e forests of the South would find their way through this channel to the t 

e 8 
ou -mark to 
ted 


vast pin 

hway of nations. Nor would the ample grazin . sos spare ese 
. — Tos the coast, long remain aie ta la I e travelers. 
May the day not be far distaut when or of 

together the wheat and cotton fields of the South West with the live-oak and 
orange groves of the coast of Mississippi." 

It is not our State and its ple alone who would reap advantages from the con- 
struction of such aroad. The work would possess a semi-national importance in 
affording to the -growers of the West and Northwest the shortest and cheapest 
line of tran m to the seaboard for the eee large annual surplus 
prodacts; at the same time it would enable them to receive their supplies of 
5 8 . of tra — "Th ere ‘Mississippi has just 

t ction in cost of trans; n. e 0 as jus 

ted a charter to the Yazoo, Valley and Mississippi River Railroad to pa 
Kom Jackson via Yazoo City to Arkansas City, in the State of Arkansas. 
franchise was obtained b o ig c Saint Louis and New Orleans Railroad, 
2 with . oat E22 uild this line without delay. The addi- 
tion of the ink Jackson to Pascagoula, or other point on our sea- 
board ite Ship d Harbor, will then connect the prain elds of the West 
and Northwest by almost an air line of railway with the shipping of the world at 
port. 


that > 

We must consider the most important practical question of the resources avail- 
able for the work. It is manifest the road cannot be built by corporate or indi- 
vidual subscriptions in our own State. The well-known pecun condition of 
our people forbids such a ho But we have good reason to believe that if the 
former grant of Government lands can be revived, asubstantial basis of credit will 
be created; and with this material aid ass there will be no difficulty in en- 
listing Fever ogc and foreign capital to insure the early completion and equipment 
of the k 

It is apparent that this revival of the Government land grant, or waiver of for- 
feiture on the terms and conditions of the 1 grant, becomes the all-impor- 
tant and indispensable condition of success in the undertaking.. Hence, we make 
this direct appeal to Senators and Representatives in 5 and 3 re- 
quest that they will, without delay, revive and extend the grant of 1856 at the 
present session of Congress; and, as in duty bound, your memorialists will 


pray. &c. 


Resolutions of the Mississippi rp sore accompan 
gress in reference to the Gulf and Ship 
Resolved by the Legislature of the State of Mississippi, That our Senators and 
eee in Congress be requested to present to their respective Houses of the 
national 3 in Con, assembled, the foregoing memorial, and to urge 
u their Houses suitable bills to secure the waiver of the forfeiture and exten- 
of time asked in the foregoing memorial. 
Resolved „That his ey the governor berequeste to forward copies 


ever 


the memorial to Con- 
Railroad. 


. foregoing memorial and to our Senators and Representatives in 
2 — 
Adopted by the house of representatives March 8, 1882. 


W. H. H. TISON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Adopted by the senate March 7, 1882. 
R. O. REYNOLDS, 
President of the Senate 


Approved: 
ROBERT LOWRY, Governor. 


OFFICE SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Ji Mississippi. 
Henry C. Myers, secretary of state, do certify that the memorial hereto at- 
ence entitled * memorial to the Congress of the United States in reference to 
waiver of forfeiture of the grant in aid of the Gulf and pap Island Railroad,” is a 
ET ANA CONDE e ee e now on file in this office. 
Given under m. and kao ees seal of the State of Mississippi, hereunto 
affixed, this 24th day of March, 
HENRY C. MYERS, 


[SBAL.] 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of citizens of Ohio, praying 
for legislation relating to charges for railroad transportation ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JONAS presented a petition of the Commercial Exchange of 
the city of New Orleans, Louisiana, praying for fayorable action on 
the levee bills now before Congress, and that a liberal appropriation 
be made to carry out the plans of the Mississippi River commission ; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Improvement of the 
Mississippi River and Tributaries. 

Mr. HARRIS. I present the petition of A. T. Baugh and some 60 
or 70 others, citizens of Franklin County, Tennessee, praying for the 
suppression and prohibition of polygamy. I ask that it lie on the 
table as the Senate has passed a bill on that subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are some other matters in 


connection with that subject still before the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then let it be referred to that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

8 uy 2 ee e of ie covers pen i air of 

aint Louis, „pro against any legislation ongress 
diminishing the jurieliction of the Federal courts ; SERHS were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FERRY presented a petition of citizens of Emmet County, 
Michigan, and others interested in vessel property, praying for a 
survey of the harbor at Cross Village in that county and State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also presented the petition of E. W. Treat and others, citizens 
of Cold Water, Michigan, praying for such legislation as will prevent 
unjust discriminations by common carriers; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I present a prenon of the Cherokee, Creek, and 
Seminole Nations of Indiansin the Indian Territory en ing Con- 

to maintain their treaty rights, and bearing upon Senate bill 

o. 60, which is now pending. The petition very ably and very 
urgently presents the case of the petitioners. I move its reference to 
the Committee on Railroads, 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills, 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill Son R. No. 137) granting a pension to the heirs of Captain 
Christopher T. Dunham, deceased; - 

A bill (H. R. No. 266) granting a pension to Frederick Vogel; 

A bill (H. R. No. 330) granting a pension to Archibald A. Carey; 

A bill (H. R. No. 377) granting a pension to Frank Kitzmiller ; 

A bill f. R. No. 1149) granting à pension to Richard Carpenter; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1330) granting a pension to Catherine Greybig ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1499) granting a pension to Mathias Wondrak ; 
H. R. No. 1579 praning a pension to Elizabeth Fulks ; 
H. R. No. 1813 restore to the pension-roll the name of 

Martha A. Beerbower; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2021) granting an increase of pension to Lucien 

Kilbourne ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2084) for the relief of Richard Devitt; 

A bill (H. R. No. 82805 for the relief of James F. Cullen; 

A bill (H. R. No. 5239) granting a pension to Mrs. Spedie B. Eggle- 


ston ; 
815 bin (H. R. No. 5381) granting an increase of pension to Cecil 


lay; 

A bill (H. R. No. 8 a pension to Peter J. Welshbillig; 

A bill (H. R. No. ) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Jane Dulany; 

A bill (H. R. No. 5384) restoring the name of James M. Akin to 
the sion-roll ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 5385) granting a pension to the minor children 
of James ee 

The above bills were severally read twice by their titles and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. VOORHEES. As is well known, there is now on the Calen- 
dar the bill (S. No. 842) authorizing the construction of a building 
for the accommodation of the Con ional Library, reported from 
the Joint Select Committee on Additional Accommodations for the 
Library of Co: which was passed over without prejudice. 
The committee have instructed me to report a substitute for that 
bill, perfecting in its details the bill already pending. Lask that the 
substitute be prin and I call attention to the situation of the 
bill on the Calendar for the p of asking the Senate to allow 
this amended bill to take the place of the bill that is now upon the 
Calendar, so that it may have the same privileges and advantages 
of being called up as the original bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The measure now reported will be 
treated as a substitute for the original bill, and will retain the old 
number. The position of the bill on the Calendar will not be 


changed. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (s. No. 925) to provide for the support 
and civilization of the Turtle Mountain band of Chippewa Indians, 
and to extinguish their title to lands claimed by them in the Terri- 
tory of Dakota, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. WINDOM, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 3547) authorizing Samuel W. Dabney, 
United States consul at Fayal, to accept a gold medal from the 
Freuch Republic, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1618) for the 
relief of John Fraser, to report it adversely. Asimilar bill has been 
previously reported favora ly. This bill wasintroduced by the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska [Mr. Van Wyck] who is absent, and I ask thatit 
be placed on the Calendar. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 429) to provide for holding a term of the 
district court of the United States at Wichita, Kansas, and for other 
purposes, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. GARLAND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (8. No. 1158) to authorize the supreme court of 
the District of Columbia to appoint two additional criers, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. VEST. I submit the views of the minority of the Committee 
on Territories on the bill (S. No. 1514) to enable the people of the 
Territory of Dakota to form a constitution and State government, 
and for the admission of the State into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States. In this connection, I call the attention of 
my colleague on that committee, the Senator from South Carolina, 
[Mr. BUTLER, I to the fact that he was absent at the time, and I sub- 
mitted this report, or the substance of it, to the Senator from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. GARLAND] who with me in opposition to the bill, but 
he does not acquiesce in all portions of the report which I submit. I 
desire to say, as a matter of courtesy to the Senator from South Car- 
olina, that Yenbmit this report for myself. I ask that it lie on the 
table and be printed, and upon examination of it he may concur in 
the report or not as he sees proper: 

The PRESIDENT tempore, The majority report having been 
printed, the views of the ority will also be printed and lie on the 
table with the other report. : 

PAY OF UTAH COMMISSIONERS. 


Mr. BAYARD. I am instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary to report a bill, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The bill (S. No. 1662) to amend an act entitled“ An act to amend 
cep 5352 of Sr 8 Statutes of the Unpad tatai Mg 18 wee 
to bigamy, and for other purposes,” approv b was 
read 1 5 Het time by its title. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask for the present consideration of the bill and 
I will give the reasons for it. 

The $in was read the second time, and considered asin Committee 
of the Whole. It fixes the salary of the commissioners of election 
whose appointment is provided for by section 9 of the act enti- 
Us ey a act to aeng section 12 0 e e Statutes of the 

ni tates, in reference to bigamy, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved March 22, 1882, at the rate of 38,000 per annum. 

Mr. BAYARD. That is merely following the suggestion the Presi- 
dent of the United States has communicated to us that the sum fixed 
in the act referred to would be insufficient. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered. 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PENDLETON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1663) to increase the pension of 
Thomas Worthington; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. BUTLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1664) to create an additional associate justice 
of the suprane courtof the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the 571 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1665) granting a pension 
to William Ryan; which was read twice by its fitle, and, with the 
e referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1666) to confirm certain entries on the public lands; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. MORGAN (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1667) granting the right of 
way over the public lands in Alabama and Florida to the Saint Louis. 
Montgomery and Florida Railroad and Immigration Company, an 
to grant to said company the right to purchase public lands in said 
States, and for other purposes; which was twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. SAUNDERS (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1663) for the relief of the 
Wichitas, Caddos, and affiliated bands of Indians; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1669) for the allowance of certain awards 
made by a board of claims under special order No, 110, July 14, 1865, 
headquarters Fourteenth Army Corps; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1670) for the relief of Will- 
iam B. Stokes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1671) for the relief of Redick McKee; which was 


read twice by its title, and, to 
referred to the Co: ttee on 

Mr. VANCE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1 Y for the relief of 1 N Cap Coley; which 
was read twice by its title, and, together with accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. WINDOM, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the claim of Akins and Felthousen be taken from 
the files and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 

Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the post-route bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Oflices and Post-Roads. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had to the report of the 
committee of conference on the di ing votes ofthe two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. No. 308) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at the most ac- 
cessible point within five miles above the city of Saint Charles, Mis- 
80) 


uri. 
The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
No. 699) granting an increase of pension to Saint Clair A. Mulhol- 


ther with the accompanying papers 
dian Affairs. „ 


land. 
The PET eee thatthe House had a bill (H. 
R. No. 5224) to relieve certain soldiers of the late war from the charge 


of desertion ; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore : 

A bill 15 R. No. 2223) for the relief of Peter Gallagher; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 5665) appropriating $20,000 for the purchase and 
distribution of seeds. 

DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE ALLEN. 

The message further communicated to the Senate intelligence of 
the death of THOMAS ALLEN, late a member of the House from the 
State of Missouri, and transmitted the resolutions of the House 
thereon. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 5224) to relieve certain soldiers of the late war 
from the charge of desertion was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

HENRY FINK. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, the Senate will proceed to the consideration of bills under the 
Anthony rule, and the first case on the Calendar will be called. 

The first bill in order on the Calendar was the bill 5 No. 778) for 
the relief of Henry Fink, United States marshal for the eastern dis- 
ma 90 Wisconsin; which was considered as in Committee of the 

ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the — at the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to pay to cag Fink, United States marshal for the eastern district of Wiscon- 
sin, the sum of $108.80, in fall payment and satisfaction for amount of judgments 
for costs recovered against him in the United States court for the eastern district 
of Wisconsin, and paid by him, in the following cases, Payee g Mathias en- 
tine vs. Henry Fink, William R. Reynolds vs. Henry Fink, and Thomas O'Neil vs. 
Henry Fink. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PETER TARGARONA. 

The bill (S. No. 522) for the relief of Peter Targarona was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, It refers to the Court of 
Claims the petition, claim, and papers of Peter Targarona, so far as 
they relate to the loss and damages alleged to have been sustained 
by the seizure and sale of the steamboat Live Oak, and authorizes 
him to bring suit in that court against the United States for the 
seizure and sale of the steamboat, any statute of limitations to the 


contrary notwithstanding. 
Mr. HARRIS. Let the report be read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tem; The reportisvery lengthy. Prob- 


ably the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PcGH] who submitted the 
report can explain it in less time than the reading would consume. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I should like to have the report read, or a state- 
ment made of the case. 

Mr. PUGH. The report makes about as short a statement of the 
facts and the law ari on them as I can make. There have beer. 
two favorable reports in the House, and both of them granted ar. 
appropriation of what was estimated to be the amount of dam 


e claimant sustained by the wrongful seizure and libeling of hi 
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steamboat. This bill is merely to refer the question to the Court of 
Claims. There is no doubt on earth about the right of the claimant 
to recover at least $1,500, the proceeds of the sale of his boat, which 
was applied to the satisfaction of the costs and charges for which the 
United States was liable on the order of the Supreme Court of the 
United States to dismiss the libel of information. The report of the 
committee sets forth all the facts and all the questions of law pre- 
sented. The bill only provides that the claim shall be referred for 
judication to the Court of Claims. 
r. SHERMAN, When was the seizure made? 
Mr. PUGH. In 1865. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Does the Senator remember the amount of dam- 
ages claimed f? 

r. PUGH. From $30,000 to $45,000. One committee, I think, 
reported in favor of over $40,000, and the last report by the House 
committee was in favor of the appropriation of something over 
$30,000; that is the value of the steamboat which was libeled. On 
appeal from the decree of condemnation by the circuit court of the 

nited States the Supreme Court of the United States reversed the 
decree of the circuit court and ordered the dismissal of the libel of 
information. In the mean time, while an appeal was pending in the 
United States Supreme Court, the district attorney ordered an exe- 
cution to issue, levied on the boat, and the boat was sold. While 
the appeal was pending, and before the decision, the proceeds of the 
sale were distributed on the order of the cireuitjudge. After the dis- 
tribution of the proceeds the decree was reversed and the libel of in- 
formation ordered to be dismissed, which was done. The steam- 
boat was sold and the proceeds applied under the order of the cir- 
cuit ju while the appeal was here pending. The claimant gave 
bond below, which was approved; and all the proceedings after the 
appeal, the Supreme Court decided, were irregular and the sale was 
wrong. Fifteen hundred dollars, the of the sale, was ap- 
lied to the payment of the costs and c es for which the United 
tates was liable on the dismissal of the libel of information ; and 
to that extent there can be no doubt that the claimant is entitled to 
recoyer, The other questions, about his right to recover the value of 
the boat that was seized and 1 libeled, are questions about 
which there is a great deal of doubt, and they are referred by the 
bill to the Court of Claims. I do not think there is any doubt at 
all about the merit of the claim and the justice of the reference. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REMISSION OF CUSTOMS DUES, 


Mr. PENDLETON, L ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
take up House bill No. 3045, which will elicit no debate. There are 
certain matters of convenience connected with its immediate passage, 
and I hope the Senate will give consent. 

There being no 1 Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 3045) to authorize the See- 
retary of the Treasury to remit certain customs dues aud custom- 
house ch. to Consul-General Alfred E. Lee. It directs the See- 
retary of the Treasury to remit to Alfred E. Lee, late consul-general 
of the United States at Frankfort-on-the-Main, Germany, all customs 
dues and custom-house charges on the silver service presented to him 
by his German friends at Frankfort-on-the-Main in September, 1881, 
on his retirement from the public service, now held at the custom- 
house in New York. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

UNITED STATES STEAMER MONITOR. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I ask to have considered at this 
time the bill (S. No. 369) for the relief of the officers and crew of the 
United States steamer Monitor who participated in the action with 
the rebel iron-clad Merrimac on the 9th day of March, 1862. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Let us go on regularly with the 
Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin objects 
to the request of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

POWERS AND NEWMAN. 

Mr. INGALLS. The bill (S. No. 826) for the relief of Powers and 
Newman and D. and B. Powers was passed over without prejudice 
on a former day, in co uence of the report not being printed. 
The report is now on the files, and I ask that the bill be considered. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. It directs the Secretary of the Interior to pay, out of any 
mony that may hereafter be appropriated for the use and benefit of 
the C 3 and Arapahoe Indians, to Powers and Newman $900, 
and to D. and B. Powers $11,300, which sums shall be in full satis- 
faction of claims against these Indians for property destroyed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PERMANENT AND INDEFINITE APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. A week or two ago the bill (S. No. 
403) to repeal certain laws relating to permanent and indefinite 
appropriations was passed over without prejudice. A similar bill 
seed the Senate £t the last session of Congress without objection, 
and it is 3 unanimously from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. I ask that that bill be taken up. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. It repeals all laws heretofore made fer the a priation 
of moneys from the general Treasury for permanent cand per- 
manent indefinite objects, except so far as they provide appropria- 
tions for the „ for payment of interest, premium, or prin- 
cipal of the public debt, or of the bonds known as the 3.65 bonds of 
the District of Columbia, or of bonds issued to the Pacific railroad 
companies, or forex pertaining to refunding the national debt, 
not 5 one- of 1 per cent. of the bonds authorized by 
the acts of July 14, 1870, January 20, 1871, and January 14, 1875, for 
expenses of the Smithsonian Institution (interest on trust fund) for 
re ane taxes illegally collected, and for payment of allowance of 
drawback under the internal-revenne laws, for expenses of the 
Marine-Hospital Service, for repayment to importers excess of de- 
posits, for payment of debentures or drawbacks, bounties, and allow- 
ances for payment of debentures and other ch , and for refund- 
ing proceeds of unclaimed merchandise under the customs-revenue 
laws, for support of the Soldiers’ Home, Indian trust funds deposited 
as provided by act entitled “An act to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to deposit certain funds in the United States Treasury 
in 55 es investment,” approved April 1, 1880, and for the Navy pen- 
sion fund. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. č 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 29, to strike out “ 1882,” 
and insert “‘1883;” so as to read: 


To take effect from and after June 30, 1883. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 32, to strike out “ 1882,” 
and insert “ 1883;” so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That ent of itures which may be incurred within 
one year prior to {pty 30, 188 Wader, any of the eset l by this aot, 


may be made at any time within one year after that date, at the expiration of whi 
balan une 


time an ces xpended of such appropriations shall be carried 
to the ee fund. SR 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 3, line 6, to strike ont ‘ 1583,” 
and insert “1884 ;” so as to make the section read: 


That it shall be the duty of the heads of the several 
ernment to include in their ann 


aired for expenditure und: re Tepriations 
or er a 
of the fiscal year 1884, and annusliy ¢ ereafter. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I will ask the Senator from West Virginia it 
this is the same bill that was prepared at the last Co: ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It is precisely the same except that 
the time is advanced one year. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All right. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It is the bill which the Senator, 
then Secretary, and myself went over pretty carefully. There is no 
difference with that exception. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

SOUTH CAROLINA ARMS ACCOUNT. 


Mr. HAMPTON. I beg to call up the bill (S. No. 1082) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to adjust and settle the account for arms be- 
tween the State of South Carolina and the Government of the United 
States. It is a bill which was passed over the other day on the re- 
quest of the Senator from Colorado, [Mr. TELLER. ] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill was passed over without 
projadice, and is in order. 

he Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. It directs the Secretary of War to adjust the account for 
arms between the State of South Carolina and the Government of the 
United States, and balance the same by so reducing the overcharge 
made against that State in 1869, under the act approved the 23d of 
April, 1808, and the several acts amendatory thereof, as that the 
amounts paid on the account by the State for the ten years last past 
be taken in full satisfaction of the same. 

Mr. TELLER. When the bill was reached the other day I asked 
to have it laid over until I could prepare an amendment ineluding 
the State of Colorado, which I have neglected to do; and I will not 
offer any further opposition to the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NAVY RETIRED LIST. 


The bill (S. No. 732) fixing the relative rank and pay of certain 
officers on the retired-list of the Navy was announced as regularly 
in order upon the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 
wish to have this bill considered? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I ask the Senator to let the bill lie over with- 
out prejudice until to-morrow. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Certainly. 


mts of the Gov- 
of the amounts 
by this act for the service 


At the request of the Senator from 


New Jersey, let the bill go over without prejudice. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be taken, and the 
next bill on the Calendar will be announced. 


JOHN B. DAVIS. 


The bill (S. No. 620) for the relief of John B. Davis was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral to pay to John B. Davis, late contractor on mail-route No. 7506 
Arkansas, $10,943.16, in payment for rting the United 
States mails between Memphis, Tennessee, and mouth of White 
River, Arkansas, and from thence to Duvall’s Bluff, Arkansas, in the 
years 1868, 1869, and 1870. 

Mr. BECK. Let the report be read. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The bill was reported by the Sen- 
ator from Nevada, [Mr. Fare, ] and was introduced by the Senator 
from Kentucky, who now desires to have the report read. The re- 
port is short and states the case clearly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read the following report, sub- 
mitted by Mr. Farr, February 23, 1882: 

The Committee on Cl; to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 620) for the relief 
of John B. Davis, have had the same under consideration, and beg leave to submit 
the following report, : 

The bill under ion has been before the 1 7 Forty- fifth, and 
Pde Soe Congresses; has been favorably reported by the Senate committees of 
the -fifth and Forty-sixth Ley tere ans by the House committee of the 
present Con Under date of the 3d of t month, the latter committee 
reported as follows, (Rey 224, Forty-seven Mee. pa first session :) 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was ref the bill (H. R. No. 2039) for 
. relief of John B. Davis, have had the same under consideration, and ask leave 


"Phat the claim of Mr. Davis was before the last 
rt was made in both of its branches. i 


and a favorable 
clearly sets forth the 


ts, as follows: 

That the repeatedly presented to Congress, but 
no report was ever made upon the same until the 1th February, 1879, when this 
committee made the following : 

Mr. Bailey, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, submitted the 
following report, (to accompany bill S. No. 1037 :) 

The Committee on Pos ces and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1037) for the relief of John B. Davis, having had the same under considera- 
tion, ask leave to report: 

That in the year 1867 John B. Davis was a contractor with the Post-Office 
De t for the transportation of the mails by steamers from the mouth of 
White River to Jacksonport, in Arkansas. 

The mail matter for the central and western portions of the State of Arkan- 
sas and for the northern of Texas was ey conn and concentrated at 
Memphis, in the State of Tennessee, carried by a of steamers to the mouth of 
White River, and from that point by petitioner’s steam-vessels to Duvall's Bluff, 
on the White River, and thence by to Little Rock and other points west. 

The schedules for arrivals and d. of the were so arranged, 
and by contract with the Post-Office t, that the mails from Memphis 
and the West reached the mouth of ite River ten or twelve hours after the 
petitioner's boats left that point, thus causing three or four days’ delay in the 
entire mail service of all points west of Duvall's Bluff. 

Great com t was made by the press and people of Arkansas and Texas 
on account of these delays. In this state of affairs a special agent of the Post- 
Office Department directed Mr. Davis to extend his service and all the 


Arkansas mails through from Memphis tothe mouth of White River. serv- 
ice was performed once each week the Ist July, 1867, until the 31st day of 
the same month, and from the Ist A 1867, until the 3lst March, 1868, twice 


each week, the petitioner having p another steamer to enable him to do 


this work. 

„The Post-Office Department recognized this service, and in the month of May 
1868, paid Mr. Davis for the weekly service at the rate of $5,000 per annum, 
for the semi-weekly at the rate of $10,000 per annum. 

Mr. Davis continued to carry these mails semi-weekly from April 1, 1868, to 
March 21, 1870, but has never been therefor. 

In reply to a communication addressed by the committee to the Postmaster- 
General, asking information as to the nature of the se rendered and the 
authority under which Mr. Davis acted, the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, 
on the May, 1878, stated that the certificate of the postmaster at Memphis 
shows the service to have been performed“ from the 1st of April, 1868, to the 
March, 1870.“ but no pa: t was made after 3lst March, 1368. as no satisfactory 
evidence of proper authority for the performance of the same was presented to 
this office until after the time had elapsed within which the appropriation for those 
years could have been used.” 

And in a letter dated 13th June, 1878, the same officer says that his prede- 
cessor deemed the authority from the special agent for the service was exhausted 
SRSA mas as made to the 31st March, 1868, and therefore declined a further 
Teco, n of it. 

The committee is convinced that a valuable service was rendered by Mr. 
Davis, and with the knowledge of the Post-Office Department, and that some com- 
pensation should be made to him; but the committee has no means of ascertainin 
all the facts connected with these transactions, nor is it able to determine wha 
would be a reasonable compensation.“ 

“ Since that time the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, in a letter addressed 
to the 1 the claimant, states that should the contractor be paid for ser- 
vice between Memphis and the mouth of White River at the same rate as d 
him for the service within the route under contract, the compensation would be 
at the rate of $5,837.83 per annum,’ and, according to this estimate, there should be 
paid to the claimant the sum of $10,943.16. 

( The committee are of opinion that the rate of compensation is reasonable, and 
recommend the passage of the bill.“ 

Pe committee would concur in the above and recommend the passage of the 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PAYMENT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask to take up the bill (H. R. No. 3869) for 
the allowance of certain claims repo by the accounting officers 
of the United States Treasury Department. 

Mr. PLUMB. I object. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It will not take a minute to pass the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is objected to. 


IMPROVEMENT OF SUSQUEHANNA RIVER. 


A bill (S. No, 1318) authorizing the Secretary of War to use the 
unexpen: ce of the appropriations for the improvement of 
the Susquehanna River above and below Havre de Grace in the con- 
struction of the channel and breakwaters of the Fishing Battery, 
5 de Grace, was announced as next in order upon t. 

endar. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The bill ought to be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro sapore: This matter has been provided for 
in the nt 2 bill, the Chair is informed. 

Mr. MoMILLAN. Then i 


t can be indefinitely ned, and if 
any question shall be raised hereafter it can be recalled. 
The PRESIDENT pro tem The bill will be postponed indefi- 


nitely, if there be no objection. The next bill in order on the Cal- 
endar will be announ 


THOMAS G. CORBIN. 


The bill (S. No. 14) for the relief of Thomas G. Corbin was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the President to 
restore Thomas G. Cerbin, now a captain on the retired-list of the 
Navy, to the active-list of the Navy, to take rank next after Rear- 
Admiral J. W. A. Nicholson, with restitution from December 12, 1873, 
to November 15, 1881, of the difference of pay between that of a cap- 
tain retired on -pay and that of a commodore on the active-list 
on wating orders ay, and with restitution from November 15, 1881, 
of the difference of pay between that of a captain retired on half-pay 
and that of a rear-admiral on the active-list on waiting-orders pay. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Ido not know but that the Senate is suffi- 
ciently advised about this case not to ask for the reading of the re- 
port, which islong. I can very e Bahra the case, and perhaps 
that will be all that will be necessary in the matter. 

Captain Corbin was notified to pes before a board of examining 
officers in 1873 to be examined preliminary to promotion to the grade 
of commodore. He went before the medical examining board, who 

fre refused to 


That no line officer of the Navy upon the active list below the grade of co 
dore, nor any other naval office, shall à il his 


be promoted gay cares grade until his 
mental, moral, and professional fitness to form all his du at sea shall be 
established to the satisfaction of a board o; ted 


examining officers to be appointed by 
the President of the United States. And such boarl shall have power to take 
testimony, the witnesses, when present, to be sworn by the president of the board, 
and to examine all matter on the files and records of the Department in relation to 
any officer whose case shall be considered by them. 

. 2. enacted, That such examining board shall consist of 
not less than three officers senior in rank to the officer to be examined. 

Src. 3. ANE BE IPRIT suaite; That any ofticer to be acted upon by said board 
shall have the right to be present, if he desires it; and his statement of his case 
on oath, and the my of witnesses, and his examination, shall be recorded. 

„Mr. Corbin did not desire to be present and the law did not require 
him to be present, at least a fair and proper construction of the law 
did not do so; and because he did not appear in answer to their sum- 
mons the board placed him upon the retired list. 

Mr. G. V. Fox, the Assistant Secretary of the Navy under Mr. 
Welles, in order to show what had been the custom of the Depart- 
ment under the administration of Mr. Welles, wrote a letter to Hon. 
GEORGE F. EDMUNDS, United States Senator. He goes on to state 
exactly what is required of an officer. He says “if he chooses to be 
present he may be examined:” 

This is the briefest explanation I can give you of the two acts referred to, and 
the reasons for putting in the option of present. This legislation was for 
the purpose of Hern | the spirit of the Navy ©: removing from the active list the 
drunkards and imbeciles. It had no reference to and was not intended to act upon 
officers whose record was blameless, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s five minutes are out. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senator from New Jersey be allowed 
to proceed with his statement. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it the pleasure of the Senate 
that the Senator from New Jersey shall have five minutes longer in 
which to debate this question ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, and others. I hope so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hearing no objection, 
the Senator from New Jersey will proceed for five minutes longer. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Commodore Rodgers, whe was president of 
the board, was asked the following question: 

Do 1 or not consider Gae Corbin to be mentally, morally, and profession- 
ally a fit officer to perform all his duties at sea in a higher grade ! 
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And his answer was— 
I do so consider him eminently qualified. 


There is no question in this case save thisone: Was Captain Corbin 
of insu ation in refusing to place himself before the board 
in order that the simple, pisia question might be asked him, Do you 
consider yourself professionally competent ? That is probably the 
only question. aptain Corbin did not so construe the law, and 
therefore refrained from appearing. 
We had a similar case to that of Captain Corbin in the case of 
Commodore Fairfax last year. His case was brought before the Sen- 
ate, and we restored him to the active list on precisely the same 


ands. 

N that there is no just ground for keeping Captain Corbin 
longer off the active list of the Navy. He would be retired in a very 
short time, I think within a year or two from the present time. Dur- 
ing the time that he was in the Navy he was a most efficient officer. 
There has been no reason during the whole time since his retirement 
why he has not been fitted physically, professionally, and morally to 
perform any and all duties that the Department might have called 
upon him to do. 

Mr. PLUMB, This brings up a very interesting question, one which 
I think the Senate will not care to consider under the five-minute 
rule, and I therefore object to the further consideration of the bill. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I hope not. I move that the 
Senate, take up this bill, if that is the proper motion, and let us have 
the vote on it. 

Mr, ANTHONY. I hope the rule will not be infringed for this case. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. It is one of the most meritori- 
ous eases I ever knew since I have been on the Naval Committee. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Calendar is full of meritorious cases, and if 
we are to lay aside the Calendar for every meritorious case that comes 
up we might as well abandon the rule, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. This bill has been favorably reported at four 
different sessions, and I think it is time we di of it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have never understood that it was the paspor 
of the Anthony rule to remove a case from the consideration of the 
Senate when it was willing to consider it. Ido not think objection 
ought to be inte to this bill; it onght to be allowed to have 
some chance for consideration and debate in the Senate, and if the 
Senate is favorable to considering the bill I think it onght to proceed. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I have moved that this case be 
taken up for consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair understood the motion, 
but gentlemen are discussing it. The Chair will put the question on 
the motion when the discussion is through. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I wish to add, as a member of the Naval 
Committee who has given this case some thought and reflection, that 
it is not like any other case on the Calendar. It is a case which calls 
for immediate action, and if there ever was a case that ought to be 
made an exception in respect to this rule I think this is that case. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I do not think there are many cases on the Cal- 
endar where bills propose to promote a man for disobedience of orders. 
If that makes the exception in this case, I donot think it is very mer- 
itorious. ; 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. 1 do not think there was any breach of 
orders here, I do not think that the law required this gentleman to 
do what the Secretary of the Navy so arbitrarily and so jeny ze 
quired from him. This is a Government of law; and after looking 
into the case I never could find the least shadow of authority in the 
law for the order that was directed to him by the Secretary of the 


Navy— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Discussion of the merits of the bill 
is not in order on this motion. The further consideration of this case 
has been objected to; and the Senator from Pennsylvania moves, 
notwithstanding the objection, that the Senate proceed with its con- 
sideration now. The question is on that motion. 

The motion was agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 28, 
noes 11. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I desire toofferan amendment. I 
move to insert after the word navy,” where it last occurs, in line 5: 

Provided, He successfully pass the usual examination. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Thatisthe whole point in ques- 
tion, and I object to that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT ro tempore, The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I think that the amendment is perhaps a 
proper one. Certainly no Senator can say if that amendment be 
adopted that he continues to be insubordinate, because he must go 
before the board for examination. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to further amend the bill by striking out all 
after the sixth line. The first six lines of the bill provide that this 
officer shall be restored, and that he shall take rank next to Rear- 
Admiral J. W. A. Nicholson. The remaining part of the bill is de- 
signed solely to give him pay for service that he has not rendered, for 
the time he has been off the active list. It seems to me absolutely 
beyond any dispute that a man who has not rendered service should 
not have pa y. Why should a man who has been on the retired list, 
with all i Ta munities and all its privileges, have the rank and the 


pa 75 2 — man who has been 75 pear? brag Bh — Soe active 
is pon the ordinary applica Q e ciple ntum 
meruit, that certainly would not bo allowable; and ‘a have ebre seer: 
anything in the rt, I haye heard no statement in regard to this 
matter, which would warrant us in putting our hands into the Treas- 
ay. and taking out of it money which this man has never earned at 
all and giving it to him. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The warrant for it is found in the fact that 
Capian Corbin was forced off the active list of the Navy illegally, 
and of course he has had no other occupation in the interim. He has 
expected and reasonably expected that he would be placed back upon 
the active list. He has been asking Congress for the past five or six 
years to restore him; the committees have uniformly reported favor- 
ably on his application. If he was illegally and improperly placed 
on the retired list, I claim that the Government is by every con- 
sideration of right and justice required to pay him. There is but 
very little difference between the retired pay that he did get and the 
pay of the active list which he ought to have had, which is asked for 

y Captain Corbin. If he was forced into the position of accepting 
reti pay unjustly, he is fully justified to-day, when asking for 
restoration, in asking for the pay that would naturally follow that 
restoration. . 

I trust the Senate will not consent to deprive him of the pay to 
which he is entitled by reason of his having been unjustly, improp- 
ely, and illegally forced upon the retired list where he has been 
waiting and waiting at all times to perform any duty that the Navy 
Department would impose upon him on the active list. 

. INGALLS. How was he forced on the retired list? I have 
been unable to learn from reading the report. 

Mr. McPHERSON, He to ore an examining board 
to be examined professionally. He re personally to go. 

Mr. INGALLS. How did that force him on the retired fist? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The board refused to report him favorably for 
promotion. 

Mr. INGALLS. But he would have been reported favorably for 
poets had he complied with the order of the Department, would 


e not? 

Mr, MCPHERSON. The evidence we have is that he would have 
been Se aba favorably; because the president of the board reports 
him to be eminently qualified ; the records of the Department show 
the fact; all the papers in the Department and his record as a naval 
officer show that no officer had a more meritorions account of service 
than Captain Corbin. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then the reason why he was not promoted was 
because he did not mane “e with the order of the board! 

Mr. MCPHERSON. But he did comply with the law. 

Mr. INGALLS. How was he then forced on the retired list when 
he had the option of being promoted ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Because the board construed the law to be one 
thing, and Captain Corbin construed it to be another. 

Mr. ING. And he refused to comply with the order of the 
board voluntarily, and having done so they refused to promote him, 
and yon call that forcing him on the retired list! 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I say it forced him on the retired list because 


I say that legally Captain Corbin was right. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to make an inquiry for the sake of 
information. Has it been customary since that precedent of Captain 


Corbin for officers to refuse to be examined, or is he the only one who 
assumed that tion! 

Mr. McP. ON. Lean only state in respect to that matter that 
I can read the letter of Mr. Fox, the Assistant Seeretary of the Navy 
under Mr. Welles, who gives his construction of the law, in which he 
justifies, so far as it can be justified, the action of Captain Corbin 
and he states that the law had no reference to and was not intended 
to act upon officers whose record was blameless. That was the con- 
struction placed upon the law by Mr. Welles, by Mr. Fox, and ap- 
parently by every Secretary of the Navy previous to the one who 
ordered 5 b Corbin —— 

Mr. ROLLINS. I believe there is only one other case like this. 

Mr. McPHERSON, I have stated the fact that Commodore Fair- 
fax was restored last year by Congress, and on precisely the same 


und. 
BE ROLLINS. Is the Senator quite correct? Ithink he was not 
restored by act of Congress. A bill passed one branch, I think, but 
did not pass the other; am I not correct? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It passed both branches. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to say a word, as I have read this report very 
carefully. This was the law applicable to the case: 

That any officer, to be acted upon by said board, shall have the right to be pres- 
ent, if he desires it; and his statement of his case on oath, and the testimony of 
witnesses, and his examination, shall be recorded. 

The enya upon him in every way, found him qualified in every 
tA Jes present he did not desire to 

ere. 


ut when they desired him to 
His record was entirely satisfactory. There was no law 
which required him to go before them, and he did not desire to 
appear personally to say anything about himself. The law gave him 
t option. 
Mr. ÎNGALLS. I suppose it isto be assumed that where a board 


uniformly pursued a certain course there was some reason for it, and 
Iam told that with the single exception of Captain Corbin this 
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course has been pursued in every cause without objection, that all 


officers who were before this board submitted to precisely the same 
examination that Captain Corbin refused to submit to, and that his 
is the sole instance of what is called a violation of law on the part of 
an officer summoned before the board. If that is so, it appears to me 
there ought to be some further reason given than appears on the 
surface why this officer, who has failed to do what every other offi- 
cer has done should be allowed to come here and claim pay for a long 
period for services that he never rendered. 

Mr. McPHERSON. If that were the fact of the case in respect to 
the usage of the Department it perhaps would have a great deal of 
weight in the disposition of this case; but I think the Senator from 
Kansas cannot cite the name of a single naval officer holding the 

ade of captain or a higher grade, save Captain Corbin, who has 

n required to appear before a board of examiners to be examined 
personally as to his professional qualifications. 

Mr. HONY. Didnot Captain Fairfax go before a board finally, 
before Con, acted on his case? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. That was a i peg tp of subordination. Gap: 
tain Fairfax preferred to do it rather than have long delay. 0 
amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. CAMERON] which 
has been adopted im the same . on Captain Corbin. 

Mr. ANTHONY. sis a case for which there is unfortunately 
abundant ent, Captain Corbin was a 
officer, and more meritorious because, being a by birth and 
surrounded by family and associations favorable to the rebellion, he 
remained loyal to the flag. The time came when he was entitled to 
promotion upon examination. The board of examination required 

im toa before them. He refused. TheSecre of the Navy 
treated him with very t kindness, represented to him the reason- 
ableness of the law and represented to that he must obey it be- 
cause it was the law; but he set up his interpretation of the law 
me that of the board of examination and against that of the 

ent, 

ow, if every subordinate officer is to ju for himself whether 
he will obey an order because it is legal or illegal, we shall have a 
Navy worse than a town meeting. It is the duty of asubordinate to 
obey the orders of his superior. ere may be cases in which disobe- 
dience is justifiable, but then the officer does it at hisown peril; and 
in this case there was no reason, except his own willfulness, for dis- 
obedience. If a man is ordered to commit a crime, he may well refuse 
to do it, taking the consequences. There may be cireumstances in 
which a subo ate may arrest his superior, but he does it at his own 
11 But when a subordinate is ordered to perform a duty which 
affects only himself, which is not. criminal, which is in no respect 
wrong, which is a mere matter of pride with himself, there is no 
excuse for his disobedience. The board required him to appear per- 
sonally, He said that because the law allowed him to appear per- 

sonally, therefore the board had no right to require him to a 
personally. I think that is a queer construction of the law, If the 
aw forbids a board from preventing his appearance, from inhibiting 
his appearance, does that prevent the board from requiring his ap- 
arance? It seems to me the reasonable construction would be that 
it wasreciprocal, It might be for the interest of an officer to appear, 
and the board is prohibited from forbidding him to appear, but is not 
rohibited from requiring him to ap At any rate, it was his 
uty to obey the order of his superior and to appear before the board. 

He refused. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator permit me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Does he say that the case of Captain Cor- 
bin arising out of the provisions of this law is analogous to the case 


ant and meritorious 


of ordinary duty in the Navy, where there is no law to guide except 
the command of the superior ? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think it is the duty of a subordinate to obey 
the orders of his superior. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I do too. 


Mr. ANTHONY. And the orders of his superior were to appear 
before the board, and he refused to do it, and there was no excuse 
for his refusal, for he was perfectly well qualified; he could have 
pert a raie erg examination; there was no doubt about that; 

ut he set up that he would not appear, he would not do what others 
had done before and what they have done since. 

Mr. President, then he was placed upon the retired list, and now itis 
proposed to promote him over twenty-five commodores and over two 
admirals, and to give him active-service pay for the time he has been 
on the retired list when he has rendered no service. I think the 
proposition is a monstrous one; but I have no expectation of defeat- 
ing it. I know how well this case has been set up; I know the influ- 
ences, political, social, and naval, that have been brought to bear in 
fayor of it; but I desire to record my vote against it. I have stood 
upon this floor, Senators know very well, with e power, 
power altogether inadequate to the good cause in which it was ex- 


erted, to prevent these violent promotions, these legislative irregu- 
larities in the rank of the Navy, which have done so much to demor- 
alize it, to discoura, 
and to break down 
of Congress. 


it, and to excite jealousies among the officers, 
e confidence of the naval officers in the justice 


Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, there is always aright side and 
a wrong side in every case, and it happens that Captain Corbin has 
absolutely the right side of this matter, both in the law and in the 
equity of this bill. Here isa man who was a credit to the naval 
service for thirty-five years, while he was serving the country honor- 
ably and well, so well that his merits seemed almost to be exceptional. 
Then came a period when his 3 to promotion obtained. He was 
ordered to appear before a board for the purpose of examination for 
that promotion. He responded so far as he was physically concerned 
and the physical examination. Thereupon he stood upon his 
rights under the law which I now hold in my hand, the act of April 
21, 1864, which, in the third section, says: 

That any officer, to be acted upon by said board, shall have the right to be pres- 
ent if he desires it. 

And that is the law which Senators say was compulsory upon him 
and that he was insubordinate in not obeying when the com- 
manded him to submit himself to an oral examination in person as 
an infant would be called on to do. Isubmit to every lawyer in the 
hearing of my voice that Captain Corbin was right when he said 
that he did not desire to be present for such an examination, and 
there was no power in the board tocompel him. On that plea Cap- 
tain Corbin stood and stands to-day, and in doing so he stands as a 
law-abiding officer, and the board were violating the law and were 
mistaken in the law. 

Sir, I listened to the remarks of the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ANTHONY] about this case being set up by social and political 
influences. I never met Captain Corbin more than three times in 
my life and never spent five minutes in his company; but my atten- 
tion being called to this case I have looked at this law and I chal- 
lenge r man to convince the Senate or gh Ape else 
that the board aright to compel his attendance before that board 
under the law which I have I will read it again: > 


That any officer, to be acted u said board, shall have the t to be pres- 
ent if he desires it. pon by righ á 


And men stand up gravely and say that was a compulsory law on 
him to be present. say it is an absurdity to pretend so. He was. 
not insubordinate. The board was insubordinate, insuberdinate to- 
the plain letter of the law. 

This law is not like one of the rules of the Navy that compels a 
man to action and to duty whether he approves of the order or not, 
but it is one of those statutory regulations that he had aright to: 
judge of as well as N and making this issue upon the 

ard and upon its authority, at last he finds his way here, and it is 
for us as Senators to determine whether Captain Corbin was right 
or whether he was wrong. I say that he was right; and further- 
more, I shall ask a vote in the Senate, when this bill comes out of 
committee, on the amendment that now compels him to go before a 
board as if he was compelled to do so before and in some way was im 
default, It is not right and it is not just. He was right then and 
it is not right now to put a stigma upon him as if he misconstrued 
the law, for he did not. 

This is a case where an old officer knowing his rights dared to 
maintain them, the case of an old officer who, having honored the 
public service, saw fit, as well he might, to say that he would respond 
to the examination so far as his person was cone and be present 
for physical examination, but that he did not desire to be present to: 
be examined orally by a board, perhaps not one-tenth as competent 
to the duties of seamanship as he waa ined For that reason I am 
for this bill without any amendment at all. It is just an act of sim- 
ple justice to sustain an officer in his right inst the petty and. 
meddlesome spirit that too often prevails in a Department against 
its best officers, 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. It will be remembered that there are two: 
kinds of examinations contemplated by this statute. The one is a 
professional examination and the other relates to the moral and men- 
tal fitness of the pernan to be promoted. Captain Corbin was avery 
proud man. He knew that his record was equal, I will not say su- 
perior, to that of any man on this board; he knew that there was- 
not a man on that board but what was familiar with that record, 
because it was part of the best history of the Navy. He had under- 

one the medical examination and the inspection as to moral fitness, 

think. The medical experts had e n him, and there was 
no question about his right to promotion on that account; but when 
it came to his professional qualifications, the board summoned this. 
gallant old officer before them in person, and he interpreted it as a 
reflection upon him. He said, the whole Navy understands my record, 
and under this act of Con which gives me some rights, because 
this matter is not one within the line of my ordinary duty, it gives. 
me the right to go before that board or not as I may elect, and I elect. 
not to go there, but I refer you, in the language of the law, to the 
records in the artment which show my status in the Navy, in. 
order to ascertain my professional fitness. 

Now, what I ask you in reason could have been obtained by his: 
going before that board in pemn. They all knew him; the records 
of the Department spoke of his achievements in the service, his gal- 
lantry, his moral character; and he regarded this as an arbitrary, 
unauthorized 8 

The Senator from Rhode Island has compared it to an ordinary duty 
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This man had rights under 
this law, and the board had no right outside of the law—— 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Has that been decided by any 
competent tribunal ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. We have a right to decide it in this case. 


or service in the Navy. No such thing. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I understand that; but the Sena- 
tor is assuming that that is the law. Has it been so decided by any 
competent tribunal ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. It has been decided by the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. I do not know what you would call that. We are 
not a judicial body, but we have decided it that way. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It was stated by a member of that 
committee the other day that the reports made by that committee 
were ened bose hata 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I am not standing out for infallibility of 
poeren in all cases, but I will say that in analogous cases where 

ards have been created to promote men for gallantry in the serv- 
ice—I do not speak of those because this is promotion to seniority— 
but where boards were created by law to promote men for try 
in the service, when they applied for permission to go before the 
board, according to the usage established in the Department, it was 
held that they were not entitled to go there, and in the case of Bush- 
rod Taylor, a notable case, which my friend from New Hampshire 
will remember, it became n to an act of Congres in 

ore that board in person because 


order to enable the officer to go be 
he wanted to go. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I want to correct the Senator right there. He had 
the right under the first board to go before it, and was so notified by 
the Secretary of the Navy, and could have gone there if he had 
chosen. Simply, those officers neglected to go when they had the 
right to go, and the 1 e Navy 

r. JONES, of Florida. I did not intend to bring in that case here, 
but I merely alluded to the fact that it became necessary to pass a 
bill through aie Si toenable Bushrod Taylor and others to appes 
in person before those boards, the boards holding that they had no 
right to go there against their will. Now this law declares : 


That any officer, to be acted upon by said board, shall have the right to be pres- 
ent, if he desires it. 


And the previous section declares: 
And such board shall have pre to take testimony, the witnesses, when pres- 
OE pihaletes e ent of the board, and to examine all matter on the 


files and records of the t in relation to any officer whose case shall be 
considered by them. . 


Remember that this is a special law for a special purpose, and it 
is a universal rule of jurisprudence that a special board, acting under 
a specific authority, no outside powers ; it lives by the law of its 
creation. It cannot move outside of it, and it is bre tree orl upon 
every power herein given for every duty that it may discharge. 

Mr. ANTHONY. ill the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator from Florida 
is ont. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ithought this was not proceeding under the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is proceeding under the Anthony 
rule. The Senate have decided that they would proceed under the 
Anthony rule notwithstanding the objection. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. ident, I am glad I am not a lawyer, because 
that enables me to escape the censure of the Senator from Indiana, 
(Mr. VoorHEEs.] If I were a lawyer, however, I should say with 
a great deal ef confidence that this committee had entirely miscon- 
strued the law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is not the Senator speaking twice 
on this question? 

Mr. PLUMB. He is; but he respectfully suggests to the Chair 
that therule has been waived by non-user. Two other Senators have 
also spoken twice since this case has been under consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Name the Senators, please ? 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] 
for one, and I think my colleague [Mr. INGALLS] the other. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey spoke 
on this amendment. s 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to strike out the last word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That the Chair decides is an eva- 
sion. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to indefinitely postpone the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is in order. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, this first section of the law here 
relied on is ample to clothe the board with power to bring every officer 
who desires to be promoted before it, and if anything were lacking 
it will be found in an inspection of the last clause of the third sec- 
tion, which provides that no officer shall be rejected until after he 
has come before the board and unless he has failed so to come on bein, 
notified ; and, without being a lawyer or claiming to be one, I shoul 
like to have that law submitted to some one who will give it an 
examination entirely separate and apart from the individuality of 
Captain Corbin, being willing to submit to a small penalty if such 
examination does not result in a decision that the board had ect 
power to order Captain Corbin before it and to fail to consider his 


action favorably if he did not go before it; in other words, for lack 
of testimony. 

Mr. McPHERSON. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. PLUMB. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. If the records of the Department did not 
Josti Fer how could the board reject him on failing to appear 


Mr. PLUMB. The answer to that is found in the fact that the 

board is empowered with discretion to do what it finds to be neces- 

to be done from the evidence before it, and there is no review- 

ing power at all, the board rendering a final judgment on that ques- 
tion. 

But Iam willing to admit that we ought to scratch this man’s back 
in some way ; that we ought to enable to get back into the Navy, 
but I fail to see the warrant for permitting to put his hand into 
the Treasury and take money which confessedly he has never earned. 
Take the case of the men we restore to the Army. We restore men 
to the Army occasionally on the assumption, generally ill founded, 
that they have been improperly put out; but yet there never has 
been anybody on this floor to assert that that person should have 
pay for the time he has been out; but that is exactly what is pro- 
posed in this case of Captain Corbin. It is not pretended that he 

rendered service on the active list all this time; no such assump- 
tion is made here; and yet 3 to pay him for nine years’ 
service that he never has rend 5 . N out in the coun- 
try where I live, and where there is not a very high state of morals, 
according to some, that would be called larceny. The only differ- 
ence is that we pro here to legalize larceny. That is all. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Allow me to ask a question. 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Lask the Senator if this man has been 
wrongfully placed on the retired list where he was not permitted to 
perform active service, is the fault his? 

Mr. PLUMB. There is not any question about its being wrongful 
or rightful. He has been put out under the forms of law; he is just 
in the condition any man would be against whom a judgment 
been rendered by a court authorized to render judgment, and if we 
are going into the nicety of all things wrongful or things legal in 
this world, we shall not have much time for reg dena else. This 
man has had a legal judgment rendered against him. We are here 
for the purpose of restoring if we restore him at all, in order to 
put him back into the Navy, and not for the Food se of deciding that 
while he was legally out he shall have pay for somethin 
do. As I said before, it would be a plain case, acco: to the 
homely way of ye it by homely people, of larceny from the 
Treasury of the United States. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. ONY. I should like to ask the Senator from Florida if 
this board had not the right to summon any naval officer before it? 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. As a witness I concede that it would. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Then could itnot summon Captain Corbin in his 
own case? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. It did not do it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. And conld it not require him to appear? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. There is-a distinction always between a 
party to a cause and a witness, 

Mr. ANTHONY. That is a very close technicality. He was sum- 
moned before the board as a witness in his own case, and the Senator 
from Florida holds that, though they might have summoned every 
officer, they could not summon him. If that is law, I am glad that 
Iam not a lawyer. . 

Mr. HAWLEY. Just a single word upon that one point alone, the 
law of this case. The old law of 1862 provided that no officer below a 
certain grade should be promoted until his mental, moral, and profes- 
sional fitness to perform all his duties at sea should be established to 
the satisfaction of the board, and then it provided that the board 
should have power to take testimony, &c., witnesses to be sworn, 
&c., to examine all matter on file, records, Ke. It appears that under 
that they had a right to call everybody to appear before the board; 
but it appears also, however, that if they did not choose to summon 
a man he had no right to demand an opportunity to come in and be 
present and make his own statement.. To remedy that omission, 
Con passed a law in 1864 which said he should have a right to 
be present, whether the board wanted him or not. Before that the 
handle was on the other side. They could compel him to come, or 
could leave him out if they did not want kim. They could compel 
him to come undoubtedly, and could leave him out if they did not 
want him; but the law of 1864 said they could not leave him out. 

Now, I am utterly unable to comprehend why a man who had been 
thirty or forty years in the Navy, a gallant, brave, and competent 
officer, should take up a whim of this sort. The action of the board 
was reported to the Navy Department. The Department waited on 
him and gave him a chance to come again, gave him a chance to 
take back his position. He decided he would not do it. He stood 
before the Department and before the President in the attitude of 
determined disobedience to a lawful order upon a mere notion of this 
gallant officer that he could construe the law better than the Depart- 
ment could. I am sorry it is so, but I think the law s against the 
committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 


in 


he did not - 
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* 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to postpone the bill indefi- 


nitely. f 

The motion was not to. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The groon recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUME] to strike ont all after 


line 6. The words to be stricken out will be read. 
The Principal Legislative Clerk read as follows: 

7 tion from December 12, 1873, to November 15, 1881, of the difference 
of has aman that of a captain Seiad oe half-pay and that of a commodore on 
the active list on waiting-orders pay, and with restitution from November 15, 
1881, of the difference of pay between that of a captain retired on half-pay and 
that of a rear-admiral on the active list on waiting-orders pay, 40 be pala eat of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. INGALLS. On the motion to strike out those words I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. i 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Senator from New Jersey has said that this 
was to remedy a wrong, that the officer ought not to have been re- 
tired, and, therefore, having been wrongfully retired he was entitled 
during retirement to the pay that he would have had if he had not 
been retired. Now, always when we restore an officer of the Army 
or Navy, it is presumably because a wrong has been done to him; yet 
we never put the pay in. 
The yeas and nays were taken. $ 

8 HARRIS. desire to state that the Senator from Missouri 

[Mr. COCKRELL] is paired with the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Dawes, ] both Senators being necessarily absent with the consent of 
the Senate. I do not know how either weuld vote on this question. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 28 ; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Aldrich, Harrison, Sawyer, 
Anthony, be Mitchell, Sherman 
Blair, Hill of Colorado, Morrill, Teller, 
Cameron of Wis., Ingalls, Plumb, Vance. 
Davis of Illinois, McDill, Saunders, 

NAYS—28. 
Bayard, Farley, Kellogg, Slater, 
Beck, in MP haran, Ves 
Butler, Garland, one, vi ees, 
Call, George, ey, Walker, 
oe of Pa., Hampton, Miller of Cal., 

Joke, 0 
Davis of W. Va., Jonas, P ton, 
Fair, Jones of Florida, Pugh, 
ABSENT—28. 

Allison, Ferry, Jackson, Platt, 
Brown, rman, Johnston. Ransom, 
Camden Groome, Jones of Nevada, Rollins, 
Coc) i Grover, Lamar, Saulsbury, 
Conger, Hale, Lapham, Sewell, 
Dawes, Hill of Georgia, Van Wyck, 
Edmunds, Hoar, er of N. X., indom. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. INGALLS. Regular order, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of two o'clock has arrived 


and the bill over. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I move that the regular order 
be postponed and this bill continued. 

hes RESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has an announcement 
to make. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I can make the motion after I 
hear the announcement. 


DEATH OF THOMAS ALLEN, 


The PRESIDENT pe tempore. The Chair lays befəre the Senate 
resolutions from the House of Representatives, which will be read. 
The Principal Legislative Clerk read as follows : 


Resolved, That the House has heard with sincere re. 
Seemed by Oe Rome A eee Tihe eee 9 Bat i 
0 ouse ives, ing, lat a special 
Joint committee of seve daar and three Senators be pe ETATE to take order 
for superintending the funeral and to escort the remains of the deceased to their 
last resting place, and all necessary expenses attending the execution of this order 
shall be paid out of the contingent fund ef the House. 
eee That the Clerk of the House communicate the foregoing resolutions to 
the Senate. 


Resolved, That as a mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, this House 
do now adjourn. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I submit the following resolutions : 


Resolved, That the Senate has received with profound sensibility the message 
of the House of Representatives announcing the death of Hon. THOMAS ALLEN, a 
Representative from the State of Missouri. 


‘esolved, That the Senate concur in the resolutions adopted by the House of 
Representatives, and that the President pro tempore of the Senate appoint three 
Senators to escort the remains of the deceased, in conjunction with the committee 
on the part of the House, as provided in said resolutions. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair appoints the Senator 
from Missouri, [Mr. COCKRELL, ] the Senator from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Dawes, ] and the Senator from Maryland I Mr. GORMAN] as the 
committee. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, as a further mark of respect to the 
memory of the deceased, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 


The motion was a, to; and (at two o’clock and four minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


t the announcement of 
Missouri. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, April 10, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. POWER. 


The Journals of Friday and Saturday were read and approved. 
SENATE INVALID PENSION BILLS, 

Mr. BROWNE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was read, considered, and adopted : 

Resolved, That all invalid pension bills of the Senate now on the Speaker's table 
be taken therefrom and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. BROWNE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was ae to. 

Under the above order the following Senate bills were taken from 
the Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed: 

A bill (S. No. 43) granting a pension to Phebe C. Doxsie; 

a bill (S. No. 108) granting an increase of pension to Abagail 8. 
ilton ; $ 

A bill (S. No. 144) granting a pension to Mary E. Ambrester; 

A bill (S. No. 251) granting a pension to Alice McMahon ; 

A bill (S. No. 455) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. Wert; 

A bill (S. No. ) for the relief of Louisa Bainbridge Hoff; 

A bill (S. No. 601) granting a pension to Thomas Patton ; 

A bill (S. No. 718 granting a pension to John Taylor; 

A bill (S. No. 718) granting a pension to Ellen M. Godfrey ; 

A bill (S. No. 991 granting a pension to Mrs. Em hell; 

A bill (S. No. 891) granting a pension to Earl S. Rathbun; and 

A bill (S. No. 915) granting a pension to Jesse F. Phares. 
EXPORT TRADE IN NEAT CATTLE. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, I desire to offer two resolutions for con- 
sideration at this time. Tay are resolutions of inquiry addressed 
to the State Department, and I am satisfied there will De no objec- 
tion to them. e first is a resolution of inquiry touching our export 
trade in neat cattle with NNE 

Mr. COX, of New York. They can come in under the call of States. 

The SPEAKER, Under the call of States resolutions of inquiry 
can only be submitted for reference. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. [should like the resolutions to be adopted 
now. I ask that the first resolution be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the lish Government, with a view to guardin; t the intro- 
duction and sp of pleuro- onia the cattle in Én dand Ireland, 
has established quarantine rules and prescri and enforced ons requir- 


ing that cattle imported into England from the United States be slaughtered 
at port of entry, which said rules and regulations in their operation has tended to 
greatly injure our export trade in neat cattle; and 

Whereas careful investigation has disclosed the fact that no cattle infected with 
pleuro-pneumonia, or that are liable to said infection, are imported into England 
or Ireland from the United States; and 

Whereas it is deemed that it would be mutually advantageous to the people of 
the United States and England to encourage the commerce between the two na- 
tions of the c ter mentioned, and to that end there should be such modifice- 
tions of the rules and re; tions before mentioned as is consistent with the in- 
terests of both nations: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, dc., That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, required to 
inform this House touching the present condition of the export trade of the United 
States with England in neat cattle, and to report also what hinderances thereto 
exist, and what steps, if any, have taken by our Government to modify or 
remove them; and er, what, if any, additional legislation is needful to ade- 
quately encourage said export trade and protect its interest. 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH moved to reconsider the yote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be Jaid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EXPORT TRADE IN FRESH AND SALT PORK. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The other resolution relates to our export 
trade with France in fresh and salt pork. I ask that it be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


‘Whereas our export trade with France in fresh and salt pork has been partially 
destroyed by rules and tions prescribed and enforced by the French Govern- 
ment to prevent the in uction into France of pork infected by trichina; and 

Whereas the danger annem from the mtroduction of pork imported from 
the United States into France as an article of food, if it existed at all is very 
greatly r and does not call for such prohibitory restrictions upon the 
trade now enforced by the Government of France ; and 

Whereas it is 3 that such modification of said rules, regulations, and re- 
strictions may be had as will encourage and peee our export trade in said arti- 
cles of food, and will at the same time be mu 
both countries: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, required to in- 
form the House 3 present condition of our export trade with France in 
fresh and salt meats ; w hinderances, if any, to the healthful poma and pros- 
perity of said trade exist, and what 1 85 if any, have been taken to modify or 
remove them. That he report also to this House what in his judgment, if any, 
additional legislation is needful to build up and adequately protect said export 
trade, 


nally advantageous to the people of 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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IMPRISONMENT OF AMERICAN CITIZENS IN IRELAND. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, asked and obtained unanimous 
consent to present ‘the following; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed inthe RECORD: 


To the honorable Congress of the United States: 


Whereas it is a manifest truth of history that whenever one nation acquires 
litical supremacy over another alien to its institutions, such power is exercised 
eg advance the material 8 of the conqueror to the certain impoverish- 
ment of the conquered, and the cry of necessity is set up 3 ustify a rule of force 
that contemns Jaw while it throttles alike the industries and liberties of the people; 


and 
Whereas, cherishing as sacred all that the name of American citizenship im- 
2 with the full — of — tical antonomy, and holding that the true 
mof gor ernments is the protec’ of the citizens i 7 the exercise of equal and 
exact political rights, we but avow anew the spirit of our Revolution when we 
robate such acts in others which we as a people denounced to the world as 
cause sufficient to win by force that recognition denied to the justice of our plea, 
3 t to extend to those who thus suffer at least the boon of 
ympathy But when to the 9 of common humanity is superadded 
the wel t of rights are denied a people to whose 
fathers we owe a lastin 


sons of those 


Therefore, 
Branch ofthe Land 
Apemay are hat we ety Aaea the past and present rule of 
tish Gorei in Ireland; that we our heartfelt sympathies to 
. people, and our to those who so bravely voiced petronas 
political battles in the halls of an alien 


That as an earnest of our ba thy for th suffer: 
their efforts in the cause o —.— 1 wo call 
ent Pape yore bikes 1 as tbe executive head of the in 


due and . ves of his otce, to 
those TASE charged to 


dungeons 125 the mere warrant of 


ELECTION CONTEST, MACKEY VS. O'CONNOR. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. I rise to make a privileged report from 
the Committee on Elections. It is groper for me to state that my 
colleague on that committee, the gentleman from Pennsylvania, D 
MILLER, I who drew up this report, was called home yesterday 
a telegram announcing the death of his father-in-law, and at his 

uest 5 resent the report and ask that it be printed. 
“The SPEAKER. The resolutions accompanying the report will be 


read, 
ae Clerk read as follows: 


ved, That me Samuel Dibble is not entitled to hold the seat now occu- 
2 “itn in this House asa Sx. sete Ab echo the second Congressional 
c oe Botn 3 in . ys seventh Congress. 

M. Mackey was duly elected as a Representative 
district of South Carolina in the Wocty-seveath 
Congress, and is entitled to a seat in this House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I SSR that two members of the sub-com- 
mittee who desire to present the views of the minority in this case 
are absent, one by reason of sickness in his family, asf the other on 
a committee to accompany the body of a late member of this House, 
Mr. Allen, of Missouri, to its last resting-place, I ask consent that 
those gentlemen be permitted to pro resent the views of the minority 
when they return, and that they be printed with the report of the 


mlas SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there will be no objection. 

There was no objection, and the report was received and ordered 
to be printed. 

HARBOR OF NEW YORK. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York. I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill (H. R. No. 1132) in relation to the port and harbor of New 
York and the waters near the same be taken from the House Calen- 
dar and considered at this time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Let the bill be read. 

The bill as proposed to be amended was read as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., n ings, dred, oal orother 
pings, 3 — lips places, 


varth, dirt, stone, Dallast ashes, garbage, w por 
tions thereof, decayed or other vegetables or fruits, beddin ng = renee or rubbish 

of any kind shall be dumped or deposited in the waters of the port of New York, 
or in the rivers or waters ining the city of New York, or in the waters of New 
York Harbor or New York or the Lower Bay of New York, or in the waters 
of the Atlantic Ocean within five miles of Cone 


or Sandy Hook, or in the 
Hudson River, the East River, Long Island Sound west of the Middle Ground 
Shoal, or in the navigable waters lying between the said sound and the East River, 
or in the waters bynes, or adjoinin, the 3 ox harbor of New York or ita u 
or lower bay, and including the K. all, Arthur Kill, the Rari 
Raren Bay, River, — and Horseshoe Coves, Sandy 
e ada Artan e communicating therewith, Sheeps- 
and Gowanns Bay ; nor shall any article 
is Table te tor, Pistas distag, or is putrid, um noxious, or 
to the public health, 2 dangerous to navigation, be cast, thrown, placed, 


Shrewsb: 


Bay, z 5 Bay Prin or 
pet Bay, G 
or thing that i 
dangerous 


ited, e miet E Daag oe bodomi ia oui waters or placed or suffered. 

placed where said waters ordinarily or e of nies upon, take, or 
pyr a them, excepting, N the sewers constructed 
under the authority of the laws of the State within w are located. The 
above provisi a to lands under the waters as — Ias to the latter. 


ons 
Suc. 2. That this act not apply to the erection or construction of any pier, 


dock, or bulkhead, in such manner as not to obstruct or be rey get to naviga- 
6 r ee er in cases where 
the erection of su lace, det eads, y filling in, of land is 
now authorized by the mee of 


United States, or ny State; that is,in cases 
where the same are statute to be or made, or 


express! B 
velar lans a ed by the proper oficers of the United States 
EC. 
he ame shall, upon cen veeriorn be puii pun- 


her the v: 
misdemeanor, and the person 
ished by the ‘infliction of a five ¢ of not less than nor more than one t 
dollars for each offense, or by imprisonment as is now provided in 
demeapors, or both. 
SEC. 4. a — person who shall give information leading to the conviction of 
any this act a Ravel two-thirds of the amount of the fine im- 


the case of mis- 


n og offender, w yment or collection of such fine. Immedi- 
ately r the conviction of any suc 3 5 a bey cial officer who pre- 
33525 n 
two-thirds portion of said fine; but no eee made unless notice 
be first eee Le eee 
5 ae give 223205700000 

y noi sogiven one wee’ ‘ore the applica- 
court; and noclaim shall be ad ofthe parson 

E ficult cases the court may direct 


ex 


proved as tor 
Pees ie theelt city of New 
riota and upon the anað mentioned in 


all have 3 and deliver into custody an: taken in. 
ops act act of violating any of the = 5 — United States, if pond ih violation toncente. 
to a misdemeanor or a felony; and of the cities ot New York and Brook- 
lyn shall have like authority. The of each of the special officers author- 
ized by this act, durin; ee Seen ok See empio ent, shall not exceed those then 
paid to of oE TASTO rg 8 
able only „ the said board of commissioners. 
or — ae S C0 


Mr. 3 Reservin 

ntleman from New York i 
ities of New York? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. It 5 approved yiee Si board of pilot commis-- 
sioners unanimously, and is substan the same as the law of the- 
State of New York, except that there is a Federal jurisdiction exer- 
cised over the subject in the way of police officers. 

Mr. KASSON. Has it received the approval of the Committee on. 
Commerce of this House? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. It has. 

Mr. ROBESON. One moment. The harbor of New York is not 
entirely within the State of New York. I would ask the gentleman 
if this bill is oe eae by the New Jersey authorities! 

Mr. HUTCHINS. The gentleman can tell better about that than 


I can. 

Mr. ROBESON. In the case of a bill brought up here without an 
opportunity of examination, I cannot tell. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I have heard of no objection, and I will say that 
so far as I have heard the bill is approv: 

Mr. ROBESON. With that un rstanding I will not object to it. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the House Cal- 
endar, and the amendments recommended by the Committee on Com- 
merce were ed to. 

The bill as amended was then ordered to be engrossed and read a 
ont time ; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

r. HUTCHINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 

wae Soy and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. NEAL. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. KELLEY. I rise toa enge explanation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KELLEY. I pia to the Clerk a copy of the Philadelphia 
Times of Saturday last, and ask him to read the passage I have marked. 

2 Clerk read as follows : 


o qud 
enue 80 bill 1 the tariff debate at some thee tne 
or two, and he thought it could be passed 
among leading mem of the House, however, that this will be found difficult if 
not practically eg 
ternal-revenue bi 


elude the . Ke he bil bida fie 
through, there 0 
taken place in the 


Mr. RANDALL. J I orn that that is hardly a question of priv- 


r Go to object, I wish to ask the 
is approved by the port author- 


+ proposes 
3 beer taxes. Instead of sliding 
to be the occasion of as bitter a contest as has 


ile 

Mr. KELLEY. I think it is a question of privilege whether a man 
may put into the mouth of a member of this House opinions tonch- 
ing im t business which he has never entertained and give them 
expression as absolute verity. I think such action raises a fair ques- 


tion of prige n 
Mr. TOWNS. of Illinois. Will the Speaker first rule on the 
question raised by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. RAN- 


DALL?) 


1882. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2733 


The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand the gentleman to 
insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. OWNSHEND, of Illinois. Then I raise the point of order, 
as it has been frequently raised upon other gentlemen, that a state- 


ment in a newspaper or a mere misrepresentation is not a question 
of privile 


Mr. KELLEY. In twenty-one years I have but twice before 
noticed newspaper misrepresentations. That which is personal to 
me I disregard. This matter touches the public business in a manner 
to affect private interests to a large extent throughont the country. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] 
raises the point of order that the paragraph just read by the Clerk 
aloes not present ‘a question of privilege. In so far as it affects the 
right of a member individually in his representative capacity the 
Chair thinks it does raise a question of privilege. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to say to the House and to the country 
that so long as there was a hope that the tax bill could be 
before the special licenses for the next fiseal year had been paid for, 
I did propose with the assent of my colleagues to have the tax bill 
taken up before the termination of the discussion on the tariff-commis- 
sion bill. So far the statement just made is correct. When the issue 
of the nearly six hundred thousand receipts for special taxes began 
with this month, I waived that idea, and, as my colleagues on the 
committee can attest, we modified the provision touching those spe- 
cific licenses so as to take effect a year hence, instead of on the coming 
first of May. 

I desire to say, sir, with emphasis, that from the time I acquiesced 
in the conclusion of the Republican caucus I have not for an instant 
contemplated proposing any amendment to the committee’s bill in 
the way of reducing taxes on spirits, tobacco, or malt liquors. Lask 
that it be noticed that I use the word “acquiesced.” The bill of the 
sub-committee on Ways and Means, which was about to be reported, 
commanded my approval; its provisions were in harmony with opin- 
ions I have frequently expressed during the last fourteen years on 
this floor, upon the lecture-stand, and in political campaigns. I 
believe the conclusion of the committee to have been more judicious 
and wholesome than that arrived at by the caucus. But, sir, I am 
here as a Republican; I hold the position of chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means because I was re ed as a represent- 
ative of the prevalent sentiment of the Republican party on the ques- 
tions to be submitted to that committee. When I found that the 
pany believed that at least for the time my views were not judicions, 
I did not abandon my convictions but acquiesced in the conclusion 
of an almost unanimous caucus. 

This action may ag 3 reproach upon me for inconsistency, for 
want of courage, for failure to enforce my own convictions. it 
50. Ishall not complain. Sir, I have a magnificent example of the 
true course for a man in my position to pursue in the action of the 
grandest man I have ever met in the American figs eee old 
commoner” of Pennsylvania, Thaddeus Stevens, For weeks he re- 
sisted the action of the Joint Committee on Reconstruction; and not 
until the session was drawing to a close, on the 13th of June, 1866, 
and it became apparent that he could not effect a modification, did 
he consent to call up for action the measure reported by that com- 
„mittee. In doing so he said: 

Do you inquire why, holding these views and possessing some will of 
1 quent 80 e proposition ? Lanswer because I live among Jpg Sth 
8 . sng among men as in t, as determined, and as independent as 


utual concession, the 


I did not propose to resign the position of chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means and become the leader of an opposition to 
my party, [applause on the Republican side,] and therefore acqui- 
-esced in the judgment of the caucus. 

Mr. RANDALL. My colleague [Mr. KELLEY] will allow me per- 
haps to suggest with the greatest respect that his real controversy 
is with his own party caucus, and not to the extent he imagines wit 
the newspaper co dent. Now, the fact is 

Mr. KELLEY. Ifthe gentleman will permit me, I have no ‘‘con- 
troversy” with anyone. I wished merely to correct a misstatement 
into which I have this moment heard popular rumor had led the rep- 
resentative of the Times. 

Mr. RANDALL. Now, the truth of this matter is that the gentle- 
man’s party caucus came in and directed what should be done in this 
body touching a reduction of internal-revenue taxation; and if com- 
mon rumor is true, it made the Committee on Waysand Means “about 
face” on that subject. 

Mr. REED. I suppose the second 
[Mr. RANDALL] rises to a personal exp 

(Cries of “Regular order!”"] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iwas about to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. KELLEY 
The SPEAKER. 

nois rise? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
whether the statement he has made authorized his greenback and 
silver e to understand that he had abandoned them upon those 
questions 

Mr. KELLEY. When the proper occasion arises I will answer the 
drrelevant question of the gentleman from Illinois. 


entleman from Pennsylvania 
tion. 


For what purpose does the gentleman from Illi- 


Mr. SPRINGER. Not irrelevant by any means—a very pertinent 
one, I think. 
HENRY P. SEYMOUR AND OTHERS. 


Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I introduced on last Tuesday a bill 
(H. R. No. 5658) for the relief of spy beds Seymour, William A. Fra- 
zer, Alvin N. Sabin, and the heirs of Percy S. gett, late supernu- 
merary second lieutenants of the Fifth Michigan Cavalry, which was 
erroneously referred tothe Committee on War Claims. Lask unani- 
mous consent that it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. NEAL. I call for the regular order. 


POLYGAMY. 


The SPEAKER. Before the regular order is proceeded with, the 
Chair desires to state that it is in receipt of a telegram from Inde- 
pendence, Missouri, upon the subject of polygamy. It is directed 
to the President of the Senate and Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and is of such a character that the Chair thinks it proper 
it should be read. If there be no objection the Clerk will read it. 

There being no objection, the Clerk read the following telegram ; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary : 


INDEPENDENCE, MISSOURI, April 8, 1882. 
To Dav Davis, Senate, and 
J. W. KEIFER, House of Representatives, Washington, D. O.: 
Whereas the Edmunds bill originating in the Senate of the United States has 
become a law, by which it is intended on the part of the Government to extirpate 
the practice of polygamy, which is by this act recognized a crime and not a re- 


on; 

hereas in the discussion and consideration in Congress it was frequently stated 
by members that the object of this measure was not intended as an attack upon 
Morm but the evil practices in the Territories of he United States 
ye by the loathsome incumbrance upon that faith: There 

it resolved, That we, the zed Church of Christ in 
assembly, do hereby tender. our sincere thanks to President 
and all Senators and Members of C who took such active in passing 
such laws by which the twin relic is to be removed from the institutions of the 
country, to the honor and of the nation and tothe especial profit of all true 
Mormons who abide in the original faith of the church. 

JOSEPH SMITH, 
President Conference. 
UNITED STATES NAVAL STEAMERS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in further re- 
sponse to House resolution of Jan 17, certain information in 
regard to steamers now in the United States Navy; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


FLOWAGE OF LANDS, LAKE WINNEBAGO. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimons consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Acting Attorney-General, in compliance with House 
resolution of the 27th ultimo, eee report of Hon. J. B. 
Thompson, special assistant attorney-general, relative to the amount 
of awards, &c., by reason of flowage of lands upon the borders of 
Lake Winnebago; which was referred to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Department of Justice, and ordered to be printed. 


ADVERTISEMENTS FOR PROPOSALS, 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending an amend- 
ment to section 3709 of the Revised Statutes, relative to advertising 
for proposals for supplies or service in any of the Departments of the 
Government; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. NEAL. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The re order is called for. To-day being 
Monday, the first business in order is the call of States and Terri- 
tories for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions for printin 
and reference to their appropriate committees. During this ca 
memorials and resolutions of State and Territorial Legislatures and 
resolutions calling for executive information are in order for refer- 
ence. 


meral conference 
A. Arthur, 


WILLIAM R. PICKETT. 

Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5688) . the 
claim of William R. Pickett, administrator of the estate of Albert 
J. Pickett, deceased, to the Committee on Claims for adjudication ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EXCHANGE OF SILVER FOR GOLD COIN AND GOLD BULLION. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5689) to pro- 
vide for the exchange of silver coin and silver certificates for gold 
coin and gold bullion; which was read a ürst and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REDICK M’KEE. 

Mr. PAGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5690) for the relief of Red- 
ick McKee; which was read a first and second time, teferred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ARROYO DE SAN LORENZO. 


Mr. PACHECO (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5691) to 
confirm a certain private land claim in the Territory of New Mexico; 
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which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
SAN CLEMENTE GRANT. 

Mr. PACHECO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5692) to confirm a 
certain private land claim in the Territory of New Mexico; which 
was — IS first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LOUIS BELL. 

Mr. DAVIDSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5693) for the relief of 
Louis Bell; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN F. FLETCHER. 

Mr. DAVIDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5694) for the 
relief of John F. Fletcher; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW CURRY. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5695) for the 
relief of Andrew C ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


DANIEL WILLIAMS. 


Mr. HENDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5696) granting a 
pension to Daniel Williams; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SOLDIERS CONFINED IN REBEL PRISONS. 


Mr. DE MOTTE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5697) for 
the relief of the soldiers of the war of the rebellion who were con- 
fined in rebel prisons; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. RIFENBERG. 


Mr. DE MOTTE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5698) for the re- 
lief of William H. Rifenberg; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CHARLES ALLEN. 

Mr. DE MOTTE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5699) granting a 
pension to Charles Allen; which was read a first and second time, 
et to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ALEXANDER HOAGLAN. 

Mr. ORTH (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5700) for the 
relief of Alexander Hoaglan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN CAMPBELL. 

Mr. PEIRCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5701) to rerate the pen- 
sion of John Campbell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SAMUEL BOND. 

Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. No, 5702) for the relief of 
Samuel Bond; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALBAN H. NIXON. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5703) to increase 
the pension of Alban H. Nixon; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

i ABRAHAM COVER. 

Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5704) granting a pension 
to Abraham Cover; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL FOSTER. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5705) for the relief of 
Samuel Foster; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WICHITAS, CADDOES, AND OTHER INDIAN TRIBES. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5706) for the relief of 
the Wichitas, Cadd and affiliated bands of Indians; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 8 

ALBERT WOOD. 


Mr. FARWELL, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5707) to pay 
Albert Wood for hay sold to the quartermaster at Fort Brown, Texas; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. . 

RACHEL W. HUSTON. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5708) for 
the relief of Rachel W. Huston Which was a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 
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HENRY C. KING. 


Mr. CARPENTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5709) to rerate the 
pension of Henry C. King; which was read a first and second time, 
22 to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ANDREW v. RANDALL. 

Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5710) author- 
ye Sey Commissioner of Pensions to rerate the pension of Andrew 
Ni dall; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TIMBER-CULTURE CLAIMS, 


Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5711) toamend 
section 2465 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES L. CHRISTY. 


Mr, HASKELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5712) to restore to the 
pension-roll the name of James L. Christy; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. | 

MARGARET WIGGINS. 


Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5713) granting a 
pension to Margaret Wiggins; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

GEORGE N. JEAN. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5714) granting a 
pension to George N. Jean; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HIRAM M. HOWARD. 

Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5715) for the relief of Hiram 
M. Howard; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH A. PORTER. 


Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5716) granting a pen- 
sion to Joseph A. Porter; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELIZABETH CARSON. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5717) for the relief 
of Elizabeth Carson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM ADAMS, 


Mr. PHISTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5718) for the benefit of 
William Adams; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SARAH A. HICKS, 


Mr. CARLISLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5719) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah A. Hicks; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TAX ON PERIQUE TOBACCO. 

Mr. ELLIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5720) to amend section 
3362 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
need to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PURCHASERS OF CERTAIN LANDS IN LOUISIANA. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5721) to protect 
certain purchasers of public lands in the northwest land district of 
Louisiana; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

GILES SHURTLEFP. 

Mr. DINGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5722) granting a pen- 
sion to Giles Shurtleff; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. ; 

MRS. DANIEL s. TRACY. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5723) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Daniel 8. Tracy; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

J. H. MERRILL. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5724) granting a 
pason to J. H. Merrill; which was read a first and second time, re- 
erred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF SUSQUEHANNA RIVER. _ 
Mr. TALBOTT presented a joint reselution of the Maryland Legis- 
lature, in relation to the improvement of the Susquehanna River; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce.. 
He also presented a joint resolution of the 3 se arg 
in relation to the improvement of the Susquehanna River; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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DISTILLED SPIRITS IN BOND. 
Mr. WHITE submitted the following resolution of inquiry: 


Whereas, on Monday, April 3, the rules were ed and the bill (H. R. No. 
5237) to amend the laws relative to the entry of ed spirits in distillery and 
aporia] bonded warehouse, and the withdrawal of the same therefrom, was passed ; 
an 

Whereas, the following letter was subsequently printed, at the request of a 
member, in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, to wit: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washi: , April 8, 1882. 

Sm: I acknowledge receipt of your valued favor of this instant in regard to 

House bill No. 5237, which r an extension of the bonded period upon dis- 


tilled spirits. 
The bill was prepared with great care, and in respect to its machinery Lam sat- 


isfied it will work admirably. The N of the bill I think is correct. U; 

all manufac cles upon which the internal-revenue tax is levied, except in 
the case of distilled spirits, the manufacturer or owner is not compelled to remove 
the same from the place of manufacture until he can find a sale for the product, 
This is so in respect to beer, tobacco, cigars, matches, &c. The extension of the 
bonded period to three years gave quite a stimulus to the manufacture of fine whis- 
kies. On the ist of March last there were 69,243,835 gallons in distillery warehouses 
in Kentucky, Pennsylvania, and Maryland. It seems to me unreasonable to sup- 
pose that trap spirits can all be removed for consumption within the time now 
required by law. If the manufacturers and owners are pba head to pay the taxes 
within three years, I would expect to see such a decline in prices as would seriously 
embarrass many strong firms, probably cause many failures, and unfavorably affect 
other branches of b ess without any beneficial results to the Government. I 
4 8. upon this ground alone the extension of the bonded period is entirely justi- 

e. 


Very respectfully, 
GREEN B. RAUM, Commissioner. 
Hon. Bex. BUTTERWORTH, House of Representatives; and 


Wh it appears that the proposed law will divert millions of public 
from ch WAS inte the United States Teena 8 dhe ee the la weed 
manufacturers and owners of distilled spirits in violation of the agreement of 
er of the House: Therefore, 

‘esolved, That the Secretary of the be, and he is hereby, requested to 
npon to this House his views on the subject-matter of the letter and the conduct 
of the head of the Internal-Revenue Bureau as to what improper influences, ‘if 
any,” were brought to bias his judgment in writing the same. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Mr. WHITE. I object to the reference of the resolution to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. I ask that it be referred to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the T Department. The bill 
which passed the House and which I was criticising was reported 
from the Committee on Ways and Means, 

The SPEAKER. For that reason the resolution belongs there. 
It is a proper matter of consideration in the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

D. F. BASHARES. 

Mr. URNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5725) to grant a pension 
to D. F. Bashares; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL ROHRER. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5726) for the relief of 
Samuel Rohrer; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SUSANNAH HARDY, 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5727) for the relief of 
Mrs. Susannah Hardy; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL F. FEASTER, 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5728) for the relief of 
Daniel F. Feaster ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


S. S. LUMM. 
Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5729) for the relief of 


S. S. Lumm; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM P. LEAMON. 
Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5730) for the relief of 


William P. Leamon; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSIAH REMSBURG. 
Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5731) for the relief of 
Josiah Remsburg; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES HUTCHINSON. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5732) for the relief 
of James Hutchinson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
sures to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE PHELPS. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5733) for the relief 
of George Phelps; which was read a and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS E, HOLMES. 
Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5734) for the relief 


of Thomas E. Holmes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BURLINGAME CHINESE TREATY. 


Mr. McLANE introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 187) for the 
abrogation of the fifth and sixth articles of the Burlingame treaty with 
hina, proclaimed February 5, 1870; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 
CONDEMNED CANNON FOR LYNN, MASSACHUSETTS. 

Mr. BOWMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No, 5735) donating con- 
demned cannon to the city of Lynn, Massachusetts; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
amd ordered to be printed. 


JOHN STEWART. 
Mr. LORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5736) for the relief of John 


Stewart; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES WOLVERTON. 

Mr. HORR introduced a bill R. No. 5737) to increase the pen- 
sion of Charles Wolverton; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CAPTAIN JONATHAN HOUGHTON, 

Mr. RICH (by request,) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5738) to pro- 
vide for an increase of pension to Captain Jonathan Houghton; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 


.| on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM BALLARD. 
Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5739) for the relief of 
William Ballard; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MAJOR D. C. SMITH. 

Mr. WASHBURN (by Mr. STRAIT) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5740) for the relief of the heirs of Major D. C. Smith; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS E. BRAWNER. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5741) 
granting a pension to Thomas E. Brawner; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

STEAMER SULTANA. 

Mr. FORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5742) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of the owners of the steamer Sultana; which 
was a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed, 

JOHN H. ALEXANDER. 

Mr. RICE, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5743) for the 
relief of John H. Alexander; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HAYDEN H. SORTON. 

Mr. RICE, of Missouri, also introduced a bill 175 R. No. 5744) for 
the relief of Hayden H. Sorton; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ALBERT CRABTREE. 

Mr. RICE, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5745) for 
the relief of Albert Crabtree; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY UMSTEAD. 
CE, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5746) for 


Mr. RI 
the relief of Henry Umstead; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES BUTLER. 


Mr. ROBESON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5747) for the relief of 
James Butler; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
MOSES B. BRAMHALL. 


Mr. HARDENBERGH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5748) for the 
relief of Moses B. Bramhall’s administrators ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee, on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW J. RAYMOND. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5749 
for the relief of Andrew J. Raymond; which was read a first an 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PETER SCHULTZ. 

Mr. SCOVILLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5750) granting a pen- 

sion to Peter Schultz; which was a first and second time, referred 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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FRANCES HASENZAHL. 

Mr. SCOVILLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5751) granting 
relief to Frances Hasenzahl ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HEIRS OF JOHN YOUNG. 0 

Mr. WEST introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5752) for the relief of the 
heirs of John Young; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS THACHER, 


Mr. FLOWER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5753) for the relief of 
Thomas Thacher; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


EDUCATIONAL FUND. 


Mr. SKINNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5754) to establish an 
educational fund to aid in the support of public schools in the several 
States and Territories, and to provide for the more complete endow- 
ment and support of national colleges for the advancement of scien- 
tific and industrial education; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered 
to be printed. 

REPEAL OF TONNAGE DUTIES. 

Mr. BELMONT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5755) to repeal the 
tonnage duties upon ships and vessels of the United States and upon 
certain foreign vessels; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES NUTT. 

Mr. JACOBS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5756) for the relief of 
James Nutt; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
‘Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


POSTAL MONEY ORDERS. 


Mr. RAY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5757) to reduce the fees for 
post-office money orders; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF W. P. CRAIG. 

Mr. VANCE (by Mr. SHACKELFORD) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5758) for the relief of the heirs of W. P. Craig; which was read a 
‘first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. r 

WARREN SAMS. 

Mr. VANCE (by Mr. SHACKELFORD) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5759) to restore the name of Warren Sams to the pension-roll ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RACHEL FRISBEE. 

Mr. VANCE (by Mr. SHACKELFORD) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5760) for the relief of Rachel Frisbee, widow of Elzy Frisbee; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH A. BIRCHFIELD. 

Mr. VANCE (by Mr. SHACKELFORD) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5761) for the relief of Sarah A. Birchfield ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VANCE (by Mr. SHACKELFORD) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5762) granting a pension to Sarah A. Birchfield; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
.and ordered to be printed. 

AARON BUCHANAN. 

Mr. VANCE (by Mr. SHACKELFORD) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5763) granting a pension to Aaron Buchanan; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
.and ordered to be printed. 

J. G. COOPER. 

Mr. VANCE (by Mr. SHACKELFORD) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5764) for the relief of J. G. Cooper; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MITCHELL k. ROBERTSON. 


Mr. VANCE (by Mr. SHACKELFORD) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5765) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Mitchell E. Rob- 
ertson; which was read a and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pengions, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRIETTA PALMER, 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No, 5766) 
granting a pension to Henrietta Palmer; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 
ALEXANDER D. SCHENCK. 


Mr. MOREY (by Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio) introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 5767) for the relief of Alexander D. Schenck; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
‘Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL FORESTRY CONGRESS. 


Mr. MOREY (by, Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio) also introduced a joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 188) appropriating money for the use of the 
national forestry congress at Cincinnati; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ALASKA. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, submitted the following resolution of 
inquiry; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested to inform the House 
of Representatives whether any steps have been taken to extend the operations 
of the United States Geological: „in Alaska for the purpose of ascertaining 
Its mineral, agricultural, and other economic resources, and also to furnish the 
House with any suggestions that may be useful in promoting such an examination. 


CHARLES F. HAYES. 


Mr, YOUNG introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5768) for the relief of 
Charles F, Hayes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY C. SPALDING. 


Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5769) to extend the 
term of a patent granted to Henry C. pps for an improvement 
in metallic cartridges ; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVIS A. HANNUM. ' 


Mr. RICE, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5770) granting a 
pension to Davis A. Hannum; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A. SCHUYLER SUTTON. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5771) to amend 
an act entitled An act granting a pension to A. Schuyler Sutton,” 
approved June 4, 1872; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ace the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

OUTSTANDING CERTIFICATES OF ASSESSMENT. 

Mr, NEAL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5772) to provide for the 
redemption of outstanding certificates of assessment issued by the 
late corporation of Washington, in cases where the Congress of the 
United States has since then relieved the property assessed from the 
lien of said assessment, and for other p which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 

JUDSON W. CALDWELL, DECEASED. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5773) to restore the 
names of the widow and minor chi m of Judson W. Caldwell 
to the pension- roll; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILSON s. HORN. 

Mr. SHULTZ introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5774) granting a pension 
to Wilson S. Horn; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM ©. REEVES. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5775) to increase the 
pension of William C. Reeves; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS WILLAMETTE RIVER. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (H. R. No, 5776) to allow the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Willamette River at Portland, in 
the State of Oregon; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

DEBORAH A. YOUNG. 

Mr. KELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5777) for the relief of 
Mrs. Deborah A. Young; which was read a first and second time, 
Tetera to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM H. WHITESIDE. 

Mr. HARMER (by N a bill (H. R. No. 5778) for 
the relief of Willi . Whiteside; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARTIN BOLAND. 

Mr. HARMER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5779) 
referring the claim of Martin Boland to the Court of Claims; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


THEOPHOLIS H. NICEWONGER. 


Mr. CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5780) 1 
an 


a pen- 
sion to Theopholis H. Nicewonger; which was read a 8 


second 


time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 
FIRE-PROOF BUILDING, SMITHSONIAN GROUNDS. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5781) for the erection of a fire-proof building on the south portion of 
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the Smithsonian reservation for the accommodation of the United 


States Geological Survey, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION EXPENSES. 

Mr. MOORE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5782) to repeal the law 
limiting the amount of expenses in contested-election gases; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

MANGA ROSE. 

Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No, 5783) granting a pen- 
sion to Margaret Rose; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


COMPENSATION OF MARSHALS AND DISTRICT ATTORNEYS. 

Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5784) fixing the compen- 
sation of United States marshals and district attorneys; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES DEEGAN. 

Mr. TYLER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5785) grant- 
ing a pension to James Deegan; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Commi on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

FRANCIS A. PAGE, 

Mr. TYLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5786) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Francis A. Page; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES PLANT. 

Mr. GROUT (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No.5787) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James Plant; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE F. WILKINS. 

Mr. GROUT (b uest) alsg introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5788) to 
increase the 8 of George F. Wilkins; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
-ordered to be printed. 

OLIVER GARROW. 
Mr. GROUT (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5789) 
granting an increase of pension to Oliver Garrow; which was read a 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 
JOSHUA BISHOP. 

Mr. DEZENDORF introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 189) 
authorizing the President to sprue Lieutenant-Commander Joshua 
Bishop a commander in the United States Navy; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

L. T. MOORE AND ANN R. BURWELL, ADMINISTRATRIX. 

Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5790) torefer the claims 
of L. T. Moore and Ann R. Burwell, administratrix, to the Court of 
Claims ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


COLUMBIA TURNPIKE. 

Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5791) to refer the 
claim of the president, directors, and company of the Columbia Turn- 
pike Road to the Court of Claims; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. „ 

ELIZABETH CROUSE. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5792) for the relief of 
Elizabeth Crouse; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM F. WILSON. 

Mr. HOGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5793) referring the claim of 
William F. Wilson to the Court of Claims; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

OFFICERS’ RANK UNITED STATES ARMY. 

Mr. HUMPHREY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No, 5794) 
defining the first section of the act approved March 2, 1867, chapter 
159, and section 1219 of the Revised Statutes, for determining the 
relative rank of officers of the Army of the United States ; which was 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ISAAC POLHAMUS, JR. 

Mr. OURY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5795) for the relief of Isaac 
Polhamus, jr., and others; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS HODGES. 
Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5796) for the relief of 


xXUI——172 


Thomas Hodges; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT REVISED STATUTES, 


Mr. AINSLIE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5797) to amend section 
1861 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and the aet sup- 
plemen thereto approved June 19, 1878; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PETER r. SPARKMAN. 


Mr. DIBBLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5798) granting a pension 
to Peter F. Sparkman ; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SMITHSONIAN REPORT. 


Mr. DEERING submitted the following concurrent resolution ; 
which was read and referred to the Committee on Printing : 

noire ty the House of Representatives, (the Senate eoncurring,) That 24,120 copies 
of the re of the Smithsonian Institution for the year 1 be printed; 5,000 
copies of which shall be for the use of the Senate, 12,120 copies for the use of the 
House of Representatives, and 7,000 copies for the use of the Smithsonian Institu- 


PRESIDENTIAL RESIDENCE, 


Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York, submitted a concurrent resolu- 
tion, which was read and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, directing the House and Senate Committees on 
Public Awa. and Grounds, acting jointly, to inquire into the 
advisability and cost of purchasing a suitable site for a residence of 
the President of the United States. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate insists upon its amendments, disagreed to 
by the House of Representatives, to the bill (H. R. No. 4185) making 
appropriation for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1 and for other purposes, and 
asks a conference of the House on the di 
Houses thereon. 

The message further announced that Mr. Dawes, Mr. ALLISON, 
and Mr. Beck had been appointed as conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 


ing votes of the two 


REPEAL OF TEST OATHS. 


Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. i Shep I ask unanimous consent 
of the House at this time to introduce a bill, not of a private nature, 
but of a public character, and I ask to put it upon its passage. If 
there is objection to it after it is read I shall withdraw the bill. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill to repeal the act of July 2, 1862, and such sections of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States as the oath prescribed in said act so far as 
they affect Senators and resentativee in Congress. 


Be it enacted, £c., That the act of Con: entitled “An act to preseribe an 
oath of office, and for other pu = so much of the of section 
1756 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and all sections thereof 
which provide for the enforcement of the provisions of said act of July 2, 1862, be. 
and the same are hereby, repealed in so far that no hereafter shall be nired 
to take the oath therein bed as a condition-precedent to the holding of 
the office of Representative or Senator in the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. CAMP. I object to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. COX, of New York. This bill only proposes to repeal the iron- 
clad oath as to Senators and Members. e gentleman who makes 
the objection has to take it. I have to take it. All we that were 
loyal have to take it. It is the most ridiculous farce enacted in Con- 
gress. It ought to be repealed. 

Mr. CAMP. My reason for objecting is that I wish to see what 
are the provisions of the section which are proposed to be repealed. 
Until I have an opportunity of knowing what those provisions are I 


object. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Will the 8 from New York 
please advise us whether that bill has ever been considered by a com- 
mittee of this House? 

Mr. COX, of New York. It has been considered a hundred times. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. The gentleman from New York has 
not answered my question. Has it ever been considered by a com- 


mittee in this House! 

Mr. RANDALL, I sug, that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary with leave to report atany time. That will 
meet the objection of the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Mic igan I have no objection to that. 

Mr. COX, of New York. fore the bill is referred I desire to sub- 
mit a few remarks, There is no great necessity, except to get rid of 
a huge absurdity. But it seems that we have not had the sense of 
the ridiculous re onongh developed to consummate this measure. 
Besides, it ought to be enlarged so as to include the officers of this 
House and other persons required by law to take the oath. 

It is enongh, I think, that the Constitution in its sixth article re- 
quires the usual oath to the Constitution. This oath is taken now 
by our members who were in arms against the Federal Government 

ose who cannot take the ‘‘iron-clad” because of their conscience 
are allowed to swear generally. But we who were not in „arms,“ 
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not “ disloyal,” not ‘‘ rebels” so called, have to take the “iron-clad.” 
Could absurdity further go? : : 

Other governments are not as strict as ours in this respect. From 
a recent report made to the English Parliament I gather the follow- 
ing facts as to oath-taking; replies were received as to Austria, Ba- 
varia, Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Greece, Hesse-Darm- 
stadt, pages preheat the Netherlands, Portugal, Roumania, Saxe- 


Coburg and Gotha, Saxony, Servia, Spain, Sweden and Norway, 
Switzerland, the United States, and Wurtemberg. In most of 
these countries some form of oath or affirmation is required. The 
exceptions are as follows: in Austria no oath is taken by the mem- 
bers of the legislative assemblies, but they are obliged to make 
an affirmation. In France no oaths or affirmations are required from 
the members of either legislative assembly. In Germany neither 
oath nor affirmation of any kind whatever is required from the mem- 
bers of the Reichstag, or imperial representative chamber, A similar 
rule holds good with regard to the Bundesrath, or federal council. 
The members of the federal council must, however, as state officials, 
have previously taken the oath of allegiance to their respective sov- 
ereigns. In the local parliaments the oath of allegiance is obliga- 
tory. In Roumania no oath or affirmation is required from a mem- 
ber of either the senate or the chamber of deputies. In Sweden only 
the presidents and vice-presidents of the two chambers are required 
to take the oath. In Norway no oath is required of the members of 
the Storthing. In the United States the Senators and members of 
the House of Representatives should bind themselves by oath or 
affirmation to support the Constitution. This, and nothing more, 
But they are by this statute, which I seek to repeal, placed in a 
most ridiculous position. The “loyal,” so called, have to swear that 
they were not rebels; and the „rebels,“ so called, only swear to sup- 
port the Constitution, as required in the sixth article. Let us get 
rid ofthe anomaly. It makes one feel absurd, if he never were before 
in ang ny 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] asks 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, with 
leave to report at any time. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. No. 5799) was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, with 
leave to report at any time, and ordered to be printed. 


A. R. ROBINSON, 


Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5800) for the relief of A. R. Robinson; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Department of Justice, and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN SUBSISTENCE DEFICIENCY. 


Mr. NEAL. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. RYAN. Lask the gentleman from Ohio to yield a moment 
that I may ask the House to take from the Speaker’s table the bill 
Ne No. 1654) to provide for a deficiency in the subsistence for the 

ndians. Itisa bill which came from the Senate last Friday. In 
view of a perilous exigency which seems to exist I am instructed 
by the Committee on Appropriations to call up that bill thismorning 
in order to avert a possible outbreak of Indian hostilities. There 
are about ten thousand Indians in the Indian Territory for the sup- 
rt of whom an appropriation was made for the current fiscal year. 
deficiency having accrued the Department has found it necessary 
to curtail or reduce the beef rations. This has made the Indians 
dissatisfied and restless, and I hold in my hand official information 
that there is imminent danger of an Indian outbreak. To avert a 
calamity of that sort 1 was instructed this morning toask that this 
bill receive immediate consideration. 

Mr. NEAL. This day has been set apart for the consideration of 
business reported by the Committee on the District of Columbia. I 
do not think any harm will be done if the bill referred to by the 
gentleman from Kansas shall rest another twenty-four hours. 

Mr. RYAN. I do not want to antagonize my friend from Ohio b 
raising the question of consideration, But I give notice now I 
call this vp to-morrow morning and ask for its consideration. It has 
been suggested to me that I should now ask that unanimous consent 
be given to consider this bill to-morrow morning after the morning 
hour. I make that request. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous con- 
sent that the Senate bill No. 1654 be made a special order for to- 
morrow immediately after the morning hour, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. McCOID. Lrise to a question of A hia On the 6th day of 
February I introduced, by request, as the RECORD of February 7th 
shows, a bill (H. R. No. 3941) to regulate the pay of enlisted men in 
the Army, &c. It had been sent to me by parties in whom I had con- 
fidence, and I introduced it without giving its provisions an exam- 
ination, and had it referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Upon examination, after my attention was called to it, I find that 
it reduces the pay of privates in the ov feta Army to $11 per month, 
which I shoul as a very grea’ wrong and injustice. I am 

ill actunfavorably apon 
I wish to say for the benefit of those inter- 


5 to the bill, and hope the committee wi 
it they act at all. 


ested that I feel assured that Congress would not approve such a 
measure, and there is no danger of its passage. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEIRCE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the conanities had examined and thud tehly entollod a bill. of the 


following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 
A bill is. No. tig io rovide additional accommodations for the 
Department of the Interior, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. BAYNE, for five days; and 
To Mr. VANCE, for two days. i 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. RYAN. It was announced to the House that the Senate ad- 
heres to its amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 4185) making appro- 
priations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian De- 
partment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes for the year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes, asks 
for a committee of conference, and has appointed managers of the 
conference on its part. I move that the House insist on its disa- 
greement to the Senate amendments to the bill, and agree to the 
committee of conference asked for by the Senate. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I desire that the gentleman from Kansas who has 
this bill in charge should explain to the House at some time the im- 

rtant amendments that were made to the bill by the Senate touch- 

ug the education of Indians. I had supposed that those sections 
would come before the House for consideration at another time. I 
supposed a consideration of them had been postponed. I desire to 
know whether those amendments were acted upon by the Committee 
on Appropriations in the preparation of the bill. They are very im- 
portant sections. They open up anew line of legislation with regard 
to the Indian. I desire some information as to how this education 
was to be carried on, and by what agents; whether it was to be car- 
ried on by the Interior Department, or whether the Department of 
Education was to have some oversight of this very important and 
new department. r 

Mr. RYAN. Thee is no a in the bill and no amendments 
suggested by the Senate that makes any change whatever in that 
repens, so far as the system of educating Indians is concerned. 

r. NEAL. I did not yield to allow any debate. 

Mr. RYAN. There is no practical result to grow from any discus- 
sion. All the pending amendments were non-concurred in by the 
House, and the Senate having insisted upon those amendments and 
having appointed managers of a conference on the di ing votes 
of the two Houses, I now move that the House insist upon its dis- 
agreement to those amendments and agree to the conference asked 
by the Senate. 

The motion was to. 

The SPEAKER announced as the conferees on the part of the 
House Mr. Ryan, of Kansas; Mr. CASWELL, of Wisconsin, and Mr. 
Le FEVRE, of Ohio. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. NEAL. I now call for the regular order, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that by a resolution of the 
House adopted on the 27th of March, on a suspension of the rules, this 
day, after the call of States and Territories for the introduction of 
bills and joint resolutions, was set apart for the consideration of 
such business as may be reported by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. NEAL. Iam authorized by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia to move that.the House now resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the p of con- 
sidering the bill (H. R. No. 1850) to provide for the reclamation of 
the marshes in the harbors of the cities of Washington and peed 
town, in the Districtof Columbia, and for other purposes. Pend: 
that motion I desire to move that all general debate upon the bi 
shall be closed within one hour. 

The SPEAKER. The Chai: is of the opinion that an order to limit 
Hana cannot be made until the debate has been begun upon the 


Mr. SPRINGER. Iziso to a parliamentary inqi 
. > to a entary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The 8 will state N 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will any business bein order for the remainder 
of this legislative day except such as is reported from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia : 

The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House no other business 
would be in order so long as there was District business for consid- 
eration, 

Mr. NEAL. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, for the purpose of 
considering the bill which I have indicated. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Burrows, of Michigan, in the chair. 


RECLAMATION OF THE POTOMAC FLATS. 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
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for the purpose of considering the bill (H. R. No. 1850) to provide for 
the eee of the marshes in the harbors of the eities of Wash- 
ington and Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes. The bill will be read. 

e bill was read, as follows: 


ied hype sy G. 7 77 A 1 st otherwise appropriated, 
i to out of an % not otherwise a 

1 Peed ender te diseation af the Bearclary of War for Doe < 
ment of the harbor lines of the cities of Washin; and Georgetown, 
‘trict of Columbia, along the Potomac River front, for the reclamation of the 
marshes included within or lying adjacent to thesaid harbor lines, and for the con- 
struction of such works as may be necessary or incident to such reclamation, or 
necessary to carry out the other provisions of this act. 

Src. 2. That for the 0 carrying out the intent of this act the Secretary 
of War is empowered and cted to cause an examination to be made of the 
present condition of the water fronts of Washin and Georgetown, in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and to determine upon a plan of improvement, which shall also pro- 
vide for the reclamation of the marshes along the Potomac er front; and the 
Secre: of War shall have the power to determine and fix the harbor lines of all 
navigable waters within the limits of the Districtof Columbia. After the adoption 
of any section of the harbor lines a plan of the said section shall be filed in the 
office of the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army, and recorded in the 
land records of the District of Columbia. Each of said ion plans shall show the 
distance of the adopted harbor lines from re ar aereai mark on the 1 shore, 
the boundaries and extent of land known not to be the property of the Unit 
and lying between said harbor lines and the said high-water mark, and, in the city of 
W. ton, the land boundary of a water street, where in the opinion of the 
board such a street is advisable, and the width of said street: ided, That au- 
thority and. 8 aro horehy grates to take immediate possession of, and 
use for said harbor improvement, including said water street, so much as may be 
necessary of the streets, avenues, and public reservations adjoining said navigable 
streams, of the shores which have been 9 the United States, and of the 
lands covered by high-tide water which were ceded to the United States by Mary- 
land for public p 

SEC. 3. That all land, 4 franchises, and rights ere SY dn within the lines 
of said proposed improvement, as shown by the plans aforesaid, and not the 
property of the United States, are hereby condemned for public use; and just 
compensation therefor shall be made, on the requisition of the Secretary of War, 
out of the money appropriated by this act. 5 

+ Sec. 4. That it shall the duty of the Dorea of War, after fling any sec- 
tion-plan as aforesaid, to give publio notice by advertisement, twice a week for 
four consecutive weeks, in two daily papers published in i eat .. City, to all 
pora who may have claims to lan: frenchiees, 

the proposed 8 or the enjoyment of which is interfered with by 


for compensation for land, franchises, or rights condemned as aforesaid, or for 
pees ig Baap lenge of War and the t shall on the amount, 
and the title shall not be ted, compensation shall be as provided in the 


claim the 3 ar Shalk det 
the District to summon a of twelve ju 


a pepa 
practicable, on a specified, to assess the compensation for property condemned 
2 ré hich the claimant may sustain by reason of the pro 


or partiality to any one, to the best of his judgment, after inspection of premises and 
hearing such test: vee as may be offi assess the 3 for property con- 
or damages, 
proposed i vements; but in doing this the jury shall take pid consideration the 
nature, rightfalness, and present use and value, or otherwise, of the claim, 
and the benefits and advaritages es resulting to the claimant 
from said improvements. It shall be the duty of the marshal, upon receiving the 
order from the § Secretary of War, to give the claimants aforesaid not less than ten 


as well as the 


deputy, and e eee „shall make out a 

Wiltien verdict to be si by the jurors and attested Says tensa pany e 

ing deputy, which verdict the mai 

tary o ar, and which shall be recorded and shall be final and 

the amount, if no ap is taken by either within five days thereafter to 

the supreme court of the District of Columb f the jury shali not be ablo to 
pane! 


agree, a second, or, if necessary, successive juries shall led until 
ment is had. Ifthe Secretary of War shall not decide to dispute the title or fe 
right of claimaut, or to appeal from the verdict, the amount so found shall 
paid to the owner or owners, respectively, or to such person as shall be authorized 
to receive the same for any such owners, or if the owner or agent make no demand 
for ten days, the amonnt shall be deposited in the Treasury of the United States 
to the credit of such owner or owners, respectively. On such payment or deposit 
the fee simple of the land condemned s vest in the United States, the franc 
and rights shall be and the Secre! of War shall take immediate 
ion of the premises for the United States: vided, ‘That before such pay- 
ment shall be made, the owner or owners of the property, unless under legal 
bility, shall, by and sutticient deed or deeds, in due form of law and approved 
by the Attorney-General of the United States, fully release and convey tothe United 
States all their and each of their several and respective rights in said title to such 
lands and propery so condemned: Provided also, That if the verdict of Somat Fd 
on an bet rae case shall be for alarger amount than that for which the 5 
j rendered its verdict, then the Secretary of War shall cause a further deposit 
to be made, on the terms above provided, in the Treas of the United States, of 
the excess of the second verdict over the first. Costs of marshal's fees and costs 
taxed in courts against the United States shall be paid out of the ap; ion 
for the improvement provided for in this act. If the Secretary of War decide 
to dispute the — git title of the 1 to appeal from the verdict, he shall 
cause the amount found by the verdict of 
of the United States subject tothe order of the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia in the suit hereinafter provided for. On such de; the fee of 
the land condemned shall vest in the United States, and the tary ar 


shall take immediate possession of the premises for the United States. 


Sec. 5. That the Attorney-General shall, on the nomination of the Secretary of 


Sisto Hips ee 
H „ a out of the a for the 
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royement. 

-General shall cause a suit or sı or to be instituted, in the 

name of the United States, in the supreme court of the ict of Columbia, 

against any and all claimants of title under any patent which, in the of the 

Secretary of War, was by mistake or improvidently or ill y issu oficersof 
the United States, or of the State of Maryland, or of the State of Virginia, for an: 


part of the marshes or flats in the Potomac River, in the Washington Harbor, an 
cularly 1 1 all claimants under what is known as the Kidwell 8 2 
date in December, 1869, for the purpose of vacating and canceling said 
patent or patents; against all claimants whose title, franchise, or right is in dero- 
gation of the right or title of the United States, for the pu of i or re- 
moving a cloud from the title of the United States; 3 persons holding pos- 
session, without right, of any premises condemned for public use under this act, 
and against all persons having title, but under some legal disability. Allor er iod 
said parties may be made defendants in one suit. Said court may direct the 0 
and manner in which possession of the property condemned shall be taken or de- 
livered, and may, if necessary, enforce any order, or issue writs of assistance, 01 
any other process for giving possession. Decrees may be entered and enforced 
any one or more — defendant without awaiting the final determination 
of the cause against other ies. The eee eee hearing of each 
claimant or party defendant, and may make such orders and decrees and issue such 
process as it shall deem necessary to bring in new parties, or the representatives 
of parties deceased, or of minors, or other persons under disability, or to carry into 
effect the purposes of this act. On filing the bill, writs of subpena may be issued 
by said court against any parties defi t, which writ shall run into any district, 
and shall be served by the marshal of such district. Costs which may arise shall 
be eres y or taxed as the court may direct. The right of 1 to the Supreme 
Court of the United States shall exist as in other cases. If the final decree shall 
be in favor of the validity of the title, franchise, or right of any claimant or person 
under legal disability, the court shall order the Treasurer of the United States to 
pay to said claimant, or to the representatives y owners under legal disability, 
¢ amount deposited in his case to abide the event of the suit, or if said amount 
has been reduced on appeal, then the reduced amount. If the final decree shall be 
adverse to said validity, the court shall order the Treasurer of the United States 
to place the amount of said deposit to the credit of the Secretary of War on account 
of this improvement. 

Sud. 6. t the control of all riparian rights of the United States in the water 
frontages in the District of Columbia, and of all their rights in of theshores 
of the Potomac River, and of any water lots, flats, or ds within the shorelines. 
of the Potomac River, orof any tributary thereof. in said District, is hereby trans- 
ferred to said District, the executive officers of which shall have exclusive super- 
vision of all docks, wharves, landings, water lots, flats, islands, and water fronta- 
ges, and may enforce and defend the same, in court and other wise, in the name of 
e District of Columbia, subject, however, to the provisions cY this act. 


Mr. NEAL. I ask that the report be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The bill 8 an adequate plan for the reclamation of what is known as the 
22 bendndug AUEI take A EDNO AAi packs phon il 

ilence- ing, — ucing swamp a cent which wi 
still further beautify and adorn one ital of this nation, and will tend to 
make Washington what it should be, the most beautiful and magnificent city upon 
the continent of America. 

Your committee hardly feel called upon to set forth with any elaboration the 
great necessity of this grand work. This has been fully discussed by the enlight- 
ened press of the country, which, without dissent, so far as we are advised, 

the miserable plea of its e have united in not oniy commending, 
but Barde patag pal eee Congress that the work shall be com- 
menced without unnecessary delay, and vigorously prosecuted until fully com- 


Infinenced by the same spirit which has actuated the press and the e lightened 
and public spirited people of this country, your committee have, at this sarly day, 
reported the bill in question, in order that the whole matter may be pre sented to 
on at so early a date in the session * = excuse avail 5 not seung 
u © same, excepting unwillingness and indisposition upon the part of a 
majority of this House, upon whom, having discharged our duty, we now place 
the full responsibility of further action. \ 

Your committee have not undertaken to present any particular scheme for the 
prosecution of this work. Any plan, however much it might meet the approval 
of this committee. would be liable to the imputation of being a jobbing con. 
ceived in the interest of some particular vidual or corporation, and would 
necessarily throw more or less suspicion, not only upon the plan itself, but also 
upon those here and elsewhere who might advocete it. On the contrary, we have 
removed every possibility of oping: and „ ground of suspicion by 

e 


the provisions of the bill, which we commen: careful consideration of every 
member of this House. 

The whole work pod ena ine of the Secretary of War. The responsibility 
is left with him to d 


rmine how it shall be accomplished, to devise a scheme, to 

mature the plan, and to see to it that the work is done accordingly. 

For this purpose the sum of one million of dollars is app „which is all, 

and — 8 66 more, than can be pois ed the next fiscal z 
From the best estimates we 


pero! 

hesitate in the E pL Ai of his duty in this no matter how economically 

ke maybe eines a other 3 or how Seats he may examine appropria- 
on in general, 

Asa aad venture, this work would commend itself to the good judgment 
of enterprising men and 5 of the country. There is no manner of doubt 
but that the land reclaimed would, if sold out, pay all the costs of reclamation, and 
leave a handsome balance in the hands of — — who might undertake it, as the 
reward of their iy: ned labors. Weare advised mg mare inna ready toun- 
dertake it if the Government will give them a good title to the area ed. 
This, however, would in our opinion be very short-sighted policy upon the part 
of this Congress, as, by every consideration of public utility, the eee 

of as the wisdom of 


Con; may determine. 
The part of the Potomac River requiring immediate attention is that lying along 
the city front from Observatory Hill and extending some distance below the Long 


rank vegetation grows up, which, from the heat of the sun and the overflowing 
the tide, breeds a deadly miasm, which spreads itself all over the 2 z por 


by 
It is this „J 


stalketh throng! 
15 vastating the human family irrespective of 
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Members of this House who have been 


of preceding 


members can 
„call to mind associates of theirs who 


88 without eflort of ve come 
to Washin 


aggra was undoubtedly hastened by 
h surrounded him taong kong weeks of suffering, the life of one 
such man as Julian Hartridge, a member of the Forty-fifth Co lost by reason 
of malarial poisoning, was of more value to his y, and perhaps to his country 
T ane money will cost to convert this swamp intoa ul 
of the city which it ward beautif, and adorning. 
The remaining sections of the bill furnish a mode to quiet the title of the United 
States which in . 
In order that the n eby 
private persons to the area sought to be reclaimed, we present at this 8 
ereto as seem desirable. 
Prior to the cession by Maryland of a part of the District of Columbia to the 
December 28, 1788, and 


United States (Maryland act act of rati- 
fication Sth 


Ws. 
All the ena e la continued in force in the District of 
Columbia February 27, 1801, (2 U. S. Stat. at 104.) and temporary laws of 
Maryland Cd 1 Nery Vera 1 5 e permanent in District of Columbia March 
1807, z > 
345 eee by the Maryland land laws to act did not exist in the 
District, the said laws were ino; ive until 9 1839. 
At that date a joint resolution, which was a ride ake vas 
President, (see 5 U. S. S the manner in which the land laws 


for securing title to vacant | vai should be executed. The terms of said resolu- 
tion are as follows: 


Resolved, de., That the acts of the State of e eee 
22 ⁵ [gy ey nar p pT grona e of February, 
1801, in that part of the District of Columbia which was ceded to the United States 
by that State, and which ha FFC ro- 
priate officers or authority in the said District for ir due execution, shall here- 
ee 


States, but 


eation still further. 
Maryland ceded to the United States for 0 


an not be patented! We answer, all Jand covered by the 
waters of the Potomac and lying and low water 
mark. That land was owned by the State of land for public purposes only, 
and the — of land was ceded to the United States. Maryland. owned no 
other land in the District of Columbia. 


resolution was, then, a permission to patent vacant lands in Was! 
County outside of the city, and an absolute prohibition to enter lands between 
and low water mark in the Potomac and Anacostia Rivers. 

That this was the contem us construction is probable from the fact that 
while every piece of vacant between twelve and fifteen in number, outside 
of Washington City and in the Maryland of the District, was promptly en- 
tond 2 pt was made for twenty-eight years to enter and patent the Potomac 

iver flats. 

On the 28th of June, 1867, one Jom L. Kidwell having applied under the reso- 
lution of February 16, 1839, to enter the Potomac River flats near Observatory 


y surveyor. — 
ter yed 47.71 

actual measurement by ag rene the lines.“ &c. It is claimed by Mr. Kid- 
well that he ran a steamboat o! 


‘Kidwell Meadows. 
has a more pleasant meaning than flats,“ bat has 8 by the pub- 
lic for the simple reason that there never has been any meadow there; 
Carpenter w: around the lines he was in mud water up to his knees even 
at low tide. If the Enterprise. had not been able to et through the water near 
the shore she could have gone at high tide rightover the surveyed flats. Hunters 
shoot reed-birds and ducks on the flata and boys swim and fish there. 

Surveys have been made by the Coast Survey and the city and Government en- 
gineers, and their have always found the flats below high-water mark. The 
so-called Kidwell Meadows are not an island, but an irregular flat, covered at all 


stages of the tide, both low and hi 

In 1871 Kidwell renewed an aj cation, before then made and refused, for the 
small flats above Long Bri and made a first application for all the flats between 
the Washington shore and the V. channel. He and his associates now claim 
that this application vested in him an inchoate aos to complete the entry, and 
that be is, therefore, the de the Observatory Hill 
and Giesborough Point. This protest is undoubtedly null, and in law w ess. 

The law specially forbade its issue. The flats are not above high tide, and he 
has neither nor the right thereof. 

itis hinted that there exist other claims to the flats, under the nod 

land land laws, i before the cession. One or two have been cularly 
named, but the c ts have never come forward in person or by attorney. 
They are probably fictitious. 

Thi There were formerly one or two claims under the Virginia land laws. 
But since the abandonment by of her former claims on the Potomac River 
it follows that her patents for covered by the waters of that river are worth- 


high tide. VVV 
afterwards called This name 


as we are infi 


the Washington shore 
ia channel. E lea 5 ae 
riparian owner's right is bound: -water mark; and, second, 
eaual company is not a riparian owner, for the 25 


8 


of land between the property of that company and the - 
from 8 n aright atthe 
same kind. A ri owner is the one whose property touches 
mark, and it is, in this case, the United States. 
number of ms, one or two above the Long Bridge, the others 
seized pee the Washin shore and 
rent to the United States, the true owner. 
rights the United States; others, however, claim 
as owners of lots on the north side of Water street. Although the 
street between their lots and the river, these claimants 
rights ove the lands of the United States, and extend from 
-water mark to the 3 
the cases of The Potomac Steamboat Sanay vs. The Inland and Seaboard 


© court of District of Columbia, without dissent, sustained th 
rights ofthe United S wed those of the claim y 


tates and 
Supreme Conrt of the United 
is in the United States, not in the property owners abut- 
. squa! have noright, 
or equitable, in said flats." Such, in brief, are the claims made u 
And to ascertain 


Hats by private persons. their and, if d, their 
har am 5 ‘Why dez i oar 7 — oy os . the tth 
may oes not the for Gi 0 0 
of the United States, before instituting p for — S value! 
We answer that litigation, once t run along for years before 
ended, and in the mean time could be done toward the iplishment of 
the important work. The bill p es for in the first 
instance; and then, if any one sees fit to assert title he must bring action for 
the value of the property as awarded by the In this 
way no injustice is done to any one, wha ‘hts any person may have will 
be 5 for from the moneys set apart for purpose in the Treas- 
f Government. 


therefore submit their report to Congress, urgently recommend- 


gip oeri zara nip areir 
of e committee are not prepared to give full assent to the legal con- 
clusions PFF flats,“ 
report, and reserve full liberty to amend 


the bill — aot ee ert a 2 tp 8 assent to the — 
riety 0 work done perative necessity o! * 
— attention thereto. 


Mr. NEAL. The limited time allowed by the House for the con- 
sideration of business pertaining to the District of Columbia admon- 
ishes me that I must be brief in what I may say in regard to the pro- 
priety of A 08 of this character, and also as to the details of 
this partie bill. 

I wish to say, however, in the outset, that the committee have no 
pride of opinion in to the details of the bill. They do not 
care how this work is done or by whom done, so long as Congress 
will authorize it to be done by some one. main feature is the 
authorization of the performance of this work. The reasons why we 
urge this are sufficiently set forth in the report which has been read, 
229 the facts in reference to it are familiar to every member of this 

ouse. 

Every member of Congress who has been here during any portion 
of the summer season knows the character of what are ed the 
Potomac flats, Twice each day the tide flows over those flats, and 
twice each day a large portion of them are substantially bared to 
the action of the sun and winds. Upon a large portion grows rank 
vegetation to the 5 5 of five, six, or ten feet. That vegetation is 
covered by water twice each day, and the remainder of the time it 
is exposed to the sun, so that it falls down, rots, and thus creates 
the miasma which afflicts the people of Washington to the extent we 
all know it does. 

In addition to that, it is an . piece of 1 and some- 
thing onght to be done by Congress or by the authorities of the Dis- 
trict to remove this nuisance from the vicinity of the capital of the 


nation. And ye a is the only power that can do it. 
Of course it be said that this work will cost a sum of 
money. It will cost in the neighborhood of two and a millions 


of do before the work is completed. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does that include the half million of dollars for 
a canal between the two channels? 

Mr. NEAL. Itincludes both. According to the report of Major 
Twining, in whose estimate I have more confidence t in the es- 
timate of any man who has made any report or survey, two and a 
half millions of dollars is the outside estimate for the work connected 
with the reclamation of the flats, and the conversion of them from 
disease-breeding swamps into grounds of use and beauty, and the 
conversion of the harbor which now barely admits vessels of twelve 
o 3 feet draft into a commodious harbor for vessels of a much 

arger class. 

Mr. RANDALL, I find in the estimate, which is in the main an 
estimate upon the plan subsequently adopted by the board of engi- 
neers, that the work for the reclamation of the flats is estimated for 
at $2,271,480; but that does not include the canal, which is subse- 

uently estimated for at $529,365, that amount being estimated for 
dredain a canal between the Georgetown channel and the Wash- 


i n e el. 
ma ta NEAL. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
will look at page 13 of this report : 

Mr. RAND. . Ihave read the report through. 

Mr. NEAL. He will find that the board of engineers substan- 
2 recommend the plan of Major Twining, which is that exhibited 
on the second map of the report; and this plan does not look to the 
building of a canal above the Long Bri 

Mr. RANDALL. Then the plan con 
page 13 does not include a canal to be 
channels? 


lated by the estimate on 
tween the two 
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Mr. NEAL. Ifthe gentleman will examine the map which exhibits 
Major Twining’s plan he will find that the engineer proposes to cut 
off a portion of Easby’s Point, near Georgetown, and to run in a line 
to the outer edge of the Washington portion of the embankment of 
the Long Bridge, 

Mr. ALL. That purpose is stated in the report, which I 
have read; but it is not quite clear to my mind from the reading of 
the report whether, in this estimate of two million and a 
dollars, the dredging of a canal is included, or whether the propriety 
of a canal is in question. 

Mr. NEAL, I do not understand that the plan which the board of 

engineers have agreed upon, which is substantially Major Twining’s 


plan uires the di g of any canal. 
Ir. RANDALL. Rie: statement is that the cost will be two mill- 


ion and a half of dollars. If su uently a canal between the two 
channels should be determined to necessary it would cost, as I 
understand, half a million of dollars in addition. 

Mr. NEAL. If that plan is adopted, Colonel Abert’s estimate 
makes the entire cost something over $2,000,000. But Major Twining’s 
plan pone een the filling up of the flats solidly along the river’s 
edge from Eighteenth street to Twenty-fourth street; the making 
between the grounds back of the President’s house and the Lon 
Bridge of two lakes with an area of about one hundred acres, an 
then filling in below the Long Bridge, leaving a harbor eight hun- 
dred feet wide and twenty feet deep. This plan, it is estimated, 
will cost in the neighborhood of two million and a half of dollars. 
This, Mr. Chairman, is less than three days’ income of the United 
States Government under 4ta prenns system of taxation; and when 
this work is completed it will make Washington not only the most 
magnificent city upon the American continent, but one of the most 
healthy cities in the world, 

So far as my researches have gone there is nothing in this city or 
its surroundings to produce miasma or pestilence except these Poto- 
mac marshes; and not merely the beauty or adornment of the city 
and the health of its inhabitants but also the health and comfort of 
members of Con and their families render it imperatively neces- 
sary that this work should be done. 

On the occasion of the freshet of 1877—the highest freshet ever 
known in the Potomac River—there was a rise of 9 feet at the Lon 
Bridge. This plan of the board of engineers provides for a rise of 1 
feet at the Long Bridge, 1 foot more is required by any experi- 
ence of the past. This will produce a sectional area of 48,000 square 
feet, when in point of fact all that has been found necessary hereto- 
fore is a sectional area of less than 44,000 square feet. 

The plan of a Ait pean as detailed y the commissioners ! con- 
sists in dredging e Georgetown channel to a maximum depth of 25 
feet, with a bottom width of dredged channel not less than 400 feet, 
so as to give a low-water area of 25,000 square feet; dredging the 
Washington channel between the Long Bridge and the Arsenal wharf 
to a width of 400 feet at the bottom and a depth of 20 feet at low- 
water, and thence to the outer wall, where the depth will be 5 feet, 
the dredged material to be placed upon the flats, so as to raise them 
toa height of 6 feet above low-water; this area to be protected from 
freshets by means of an embankment around the edge of the reclaimed 
area, with a provision for drainage.” 

It is recommended that this work be done by contract in the usnal 
manner, and that the work below the Long Bridge be first insti- 
tuted, so as to prevent the formation of ice gorges and the conse- 
quent injury to property. 

I will state in this connection, Mr. Chairman, that in making a 
trip around these flats with other members of the House committee, 
in order that we might obtain a correct idea of what is required, we 
found that, going in a tug-boat drawing only six feet of water, we 
were compelled to go from the Seventh street wharf (I believe that 
is where the Alexandria ferry-boats land) down the river toward 
Alexandria a distance of a mile and a half, and then to go round 
into the channel near the Virginia shore, because the depth of the 
water upon the flats, although it was high tide, was not sufficient 
to enable us to cross at any shorter distance. 

Under an appropriation made last year the Engineer-in-Chief of 
the War Department has already commenced this important work; 
and in dredging the Washington Harbor he is removing the material 
taken from that harbor and placing it on these flats. Thus he has 
already reclaimed an area, I should think, of several acres now above 
high-water mark, showing how easily this work can be done if the 
Congress of the United States will only make the necessary appro- 
priation. 

I am also informed by Lieutenant Greene, one of the engineers of 
the Army, who has given this matter t attention, that the dredg- 
ing from the harbor and from these lakes that are proposed to be 
made will fill these flats to the height contempla by the Army 
officers, namely, six feet above low-water mark, so then the mate- 
rial to fill up will easily be obtained, while at the same time Wash- 
ington Harbor will be placed in such a condition that the 1 
merchant vessels can come and unload at its wharves; and that there 
is necessity for wharf privileges of such a character in the city of 
Washington I apprehend no one here will dent, 

I wish to say, as a further consideration in behalfof the proposed 
mprovement, that the George's Creek Railroad Company, connect- 
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ing with the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal at Cumberland, ha ve already 
made ments by which they will mine and transport a million 
tons of coal over the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal, and coming out at 
the outlet of that canal at Georgetown, that coal will be trans- 
rted in canal- boats to the Washington Harbor, and there it will be 
oaded into ships to be sent to Boston and other parts of the United 
States. It will thus provide one of the cheapest modes of supplying 
Washington City and other portions of the country with fuel. "There 
is that inducement to make the Washington Harbor as it should be. 

In regard to the plan we have adopted for the ascertainment of 
the rights of others, we have no icular desire fhat this plan 
should be adopted over any other plan which may be shown to be 
better. Ifthe members of the legal profession who are. upon this 
floor can devise some other plan by which the rights of individuals 
as well as the rights of the United States can be more sacredl 
We per than by that provided in this bill, we should be very g 
to have it presented. t we want is that Congress shall make 
an appropriation. We also want, and have endeavored by the pro- 
visions of this bill to provide, these officers shall have the right to 
take possession at once of this property, and the value having been 
ascertained, whatever it may be, those ms who may claim they 
have rights in the property superiorto the United States shall come 
into court as we have provided, and litigate for those rights. It 
may be the plan we have suggested is not the best one. do not 
know. It is an important matter. I have prepared this bill with 
the assistance of aor Twining and one of the most competent 
lawyers of the city of Washington, a man who is more familiar, as 
I have found, in years’ experience on the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, with the affairs of this District than any other 
man init. But if some other plan can be devised that will better 
protect the rights of the United States and of individual claimants, 
a = are willing to incorporate it into the bill before it shall be 

opted. 

Mr. WARD. Will the gentleman allow me a word on this point? 

Mr. NEAL. Certainly. 

Mr. WARD. As I understand this bill, it provides for two sepa- 
rate suits or legal proceedings; first, to ascertain the amount of dam- 
ages, and secondly, to ascertain to whom those damages are legally 
payable. The first is the eeding by a jury summoned by the 
marshal of the District, which ascertains the amount, if any, of the 
damage of the property taken. Then, after the amount is in this 
way ascertained finally settled, after successive appeals provided 
for in the act, after the amount is thus finally fixed, then the claim- 
ant must resort to an equity proceeding in erder to get the amount 
which may have been awarded to him. What I wish to ask the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, is this: Why this multiplicity of suits? Why can- 
not a proceeding be incorporated into the bill which will settle alike 
both the title and the amount, as is done in every State where, under 
the right of eminent domain, private property is taken for public 
uses either by the Commonwealth itself or by a corporation to which 
has been delegated the right of the State? Why cannot the court 
of this District authorize the jury to proceed to ascertain the amount 
of e, and then on the report of that jury, ascertain to whom, 
if to any ody, those damages are legally payable? Why have two 
legal proceedings when one will accomplish both objects 7 

r. NEAL. In answer to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, I 
will repeat what I have already said in the beginning, that if there 
is a better plan for the ascertainment of the title to the property 
and yalue of the same, I shall be glad to have him state it. 

Mr. WARD. I thought the gentleman had some views on this 
matter, and I wished to hear what they were. 

Mr. NEAL. There is no excessive amount of machinery provided 
in the bill. We provide where the title of the claimant is admitted 
that the e of War, if he can agree as to the value, shall pay 
it to him, and if not, then the jury shall assess it. They go and 
assess the value of all claims which may be made and then a proceed- 
ing is instituted in equity to ascertain the nature and value of the 
title. There is no more machinery about that provision than would 
be necessary to a single trial. The jury can ascertain theequitable 
rights of the individual in this property, and this method devised 
by the committee saves time. That isthe reason the machinery desig- 
nated was provided here. Without this provision it would take a 
Wag tiros to dispose of these claims. 

di 


. MCLANE. In common-law courts it would take two years to 

of such questions. 

. NEAL. Yes, sir; as the gentleman from Maryland says, it 
would take two years at common law. But here delay is guarded 
against. Now, if we were to wait for the ordinary process of law in 
reference to this property to decide the question of title, it is very 
or that it would not be accomplished within the life-time of any 
of us. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. But the question of title must be established 
before this money is paid ? 

Mr. NEAL. Yes, sir; I was going on to say—— 

Mr. MCLANE. If the gentleman from Ohio will yield to me for a 
moment I will take the liberty of stating that in my judgment the 
proceedings instituted by this bill are with a view to save time, and 
i ure the claimants. The claimant has every remedy 
d have at common law. 


can in no wise i 
here that he wo 
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Mr. RANDALL. We should like ve 
tleman from 


much to hear what the gen- 
Maryland is saying, but there is so much confusion in 
the Hall that it is utterly impossible to do so. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will request gentlemen to be seated, 
and public business will be suspended until order is restored. 

Mr. McLANE. I was saying, Mr. Chairman, that this bill, so far 
as private rights are concerned, contains every provision necessary 
to cover them as fully and thoroughly as they would be covered b 
the ordinary p ng at common law. But the ordi 3 
ings at common law would not allow the Government to take imme- 
diate possession of the property and go on and improve it. 

Now, the first provision of this bill is to authorize the Government 
to take possession of the id ae & Then, being authorized to take 

ion, a fund is provided out of which the land that may belong 

to individuals shall be paid; and in order to devise a mode of reach- 

ing that point this proceeding by condemnation is instituted. If the 

proceeding does as full justice to the individual as the common law 

8 under the old law of Maryland what objection can there 
to ado 2 P ing 

Mr. PHREY. The only question is, Why is any proceeding 
at all necessary for condemnation? The parties really owning the 
property if not satisfied with the amount can appeal to the courts, 
and their rights can be determined by the ordinary courts of law. 
Why, then, go into the court of equity at all? 

Mr. Mc E. Because, as the gentleman will find on reading the 
report, there are certain claims which will necessarily arise in con- 
nection with this improvement which are not, perhaps, within the 
jurisdiction of a common-law court. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. That is what I wanted to find out. There are 
titles, as I understand, which only a court of equity can determine, 

Mr. MCLANE. Iam proceeding to state the plan, if the gentle- 
man will permit me. Now, in order that no individual may suffer 
from the fact that he has an inchoate claim or inchoate title, pro- 
vision is made in subsequent portions of the bill for settling the 

uestion of title after the work shall have pro and thus avoid 
the delays of litigation to determine such questions in advance. 

The report of the committee—and I have no knowledge of the 
matter except from the report—the report sets forth a class of claims 
that have to be considered in dealing with this question. Among 
these claims are those that might be considered, strictly speaking, 
equity claims, and, as I understand the bill, in order that the owners 
0 thie property may not suffer, and yet that the Government shall 
perfect its title, the sub ent proceeding is provided for by the bill, 
wherein the question of title will be settled. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Maryland, then, admits that 
this bill changes the usual course of proceeding at common law as 
tothe condemnation of property and makes the condemnation pre- 
cede the establishment of title and assessment of value. 

Mr. McLANE. Yes, certainly; and what I am saying, further, is 
that this bill covers the rights of individual claimants as fully as 
proceedings at common law would cover them. 

Mr. DALL. Only it reverses the proceedings. 

Mr. MCLANE. It reverses nothing, but it saves time to the Gov- 
ernment and goes even further than common-law proceedings in pro- 
tecting individual rights. 

Mr. DALL. 
sider the title. 

Mr. MCLANE. It authorizes proceedings to be taken for condem- 
nation and gives possession of the property immediately, and com- 
pensates individuals as fully as a common-law court would. 

Mr. RANDALL. It proposes to condemn the property on the mere 

_claim of the occupant; not on the settlement of the title to the claim- 
ant but on the claim itself. 

Mr. MCLANE. I wish to answer the question of the gentleman 
from Penusylvania, [Mr. WARD,] and do not desire to turn to an 
other inquiry until I have satisfied him or have been obliged to tel 
him that I cannot satisfy him. 

Mr. WARD. I knaw that the gentleman can give me full and 
valuable information, and therefore I take the liberty of asking him 
if he holds to the position that there is no other mode by which the 
United States Government can take private property for public use, 
and after taking it assess and settle the question of damages? In 
other words, do I understand the gentleman from Maryland to take 
the ground that the United States Government has not the right of 
eminent domain over this property? 

Mr. MCLANE. Not at all. 

Mr. WARD. If so, why proceed to condemn the property, take 
possession of it, and afterward settle the question of damages with 
the owner? 

Mr. MCLANE. I suppose the United States has exactly the same 
pore over this question in the District of Columbia as a State would 

ave in a State. 

Mr. WARD. I presume it has, If that is so, then the question of 
delay is not in this discussion at all, because the Government can 
take first and assess damages afterward just asa State can do. There- 
fore my reason recurs with full force that this is putting a citizen to 
two suits when one will answer every pu , and when the Gov- 
ernment gets no advantage whatever and is not procrastinated by 


reason of any delay. 
OF i do not understand the bill which is upon our 


t condemns property and then proceeds to con- 


Mr. Mc 


table to be open to any such criticism. Will the gentleman from 
Obio [Mr. NEAL] permit me to go on? 

Mr. NEAL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McLANE. I do not understand the bill u m the table to 
institute two modes of proceeding at all. The bill upon our table 
does provide, however, for a mode of condemnation different from the 
mode ee e in the courts of the District of Columbia. And 
thus comes in this question of time to which the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. WakD] directed my attention. 

The Government of the United States, if it gr under the 
common-law practice of these courts in the District of Columbia, 
could not take possession of this land and proceed to improve it until 
it had satisfactory title and paid therefor; until it had its jury 
summoned by the marshal precisely as this bill summons it; only 
the proceeding would be under the direction of the court. And if a 
verdict was had not satisfactory either to the United States or to the 
claimant, an appeal would lie to the very court that an appeal lies 
to under this ; only you would be obli, to wait until that 
appeal had been heard and until the dama; been assessed; and 
then, and not till then, would you be at liberty to proceed; whereas 
by this bill immediate possession is given, and then proceedings 
are authorized for the assessment of the value of the property con- 
donnen; If that is not the theory of this bill, I do not understand 
it at all. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the gentleman from Maryland permit me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. McLANE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CARLISLE. en the Constitution declares that private 
roperty shall not be taken for public use without just compensation, 
oes it not adopt the common law upon that subject? 

Mr. Mo. As to the definition of what is public use. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Does it not adopt it throughout, and can you 
actually take possession of the prope y until yon lave made the com- 
pensation without the consent of the owner? 

Mr. McLANE. That inquiry goes ve: 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. 

Mr. WARD. yeg far. 

Mr. MCLANE. Yes, it does. 

Mr. WARD. I do not dispute the right of the Government to take 
it for public use. 

Mr. McLANE. I suppose not. 
pounded did not involve that. 

Mr. WARD. I did not so intend. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I do not 8 the right of the Government to 
take private property for public use; but my question was whether 
it could take it first and make compensation a 

Mr. WARD. If it provide a sufficient remedy. 

Mr. SPARKS. Does not this bill do precisely that thing—first 
condemn and take, and subsequently make provision for payment? 

Mr. MCLANE. Iam about to answer the gentleman om Ken- 
tucky [ Mr. CARLISLE] on that point. The gentleman from Kentucky, 
I understand, does not dispute the right of the Government to take 
private Ror, for pune use, 

Mr. C ISLE. Oh, no; nobody does. 

Mr. McLANE. The only question is whether you can take it first 
and pay for it afterward. Now, I had already stated to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania that under the common-law practice you 
could not do that, and that this bill did do that. There is no issue 
between us at all. That is precisely what I understand this bill to 
do; and that is what I meant to say, and did say, when I said this 
was a proceeding which enabled the Government to take possession 
and go to work at once. Now, if the gentleman from Kentucky asks 
me if the Government has aright to do that, why, sir, I have no 
doubt it has a right to do that. The question for us to consider is, 
whether it is wise and proper to do that; whether in doing that we 
do any injury to any individual. 

It has not been the practice of the common-law courts in Mary- 
land to take possession and then proceed to assess value; and it is 
the practice of the common-law courts of Maryland that prevails in 
this District, so far as condemnation of land for public use is con- 
cerned—it has not been their practice to take the land until it had 
been condemned, and until the da had been assessed and the 
a Is heard. And I stated incidentally to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. NEAL] that such a proceeding might involve very great 
ee if how much it would be impossible for any man to say. But 1 
need not suggest to either a lawyer or a layman on this floor that 
that delay could very easily occur from term to term and from year 
to year, and this matter might be very seriously embarrassed by any 
such proceeding. And it is for that reason, I suppose, that the com- 
mittee report a bill which provides a prompt, or, if you please, a 
summary mode of condemnation, and I for one in voting on that bill 
any desire to know that I have done no weene to any individual 
and that every individual who has an interest involved has as full 
justice done him as he could have done him by the common-law pro- 
cess—and I have no doubt he has—at the same time that he is not 
permitted to embarrass and delay the Government with dilatory 
8 in defense of real or pretended claims for damages or 

ivolous and fraudulent titles. 

I would not for the world allow myself to vote for a bill, in order 
to save an hour or a day of time, that did a wrong to any individual 


far beyond the inquiry of 
ARD.] 


Certainly the inquiry you pro- 


rward. 


1882. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


2743 


citizen. And in reply to the honorable gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. CARLISLE] I will ask him a question: Can he conceive of any 

roceeding more just, more full, more complete in its remedy to an 
Individ , than the which is provided by this bill; leay- 
ing us to determine whether we will authorize this mode of condem- 
nation at the same time that we fully provide compensation for every 
individual right or claim that is d by the same? 

We have the full power to do it. The mode of procedure known 
to the State is in the ee of the State; and when we come here 
with our Federal legislation to govern this District, it lies with us to 
say whether we will follow the old proceeding known to the courts 
of Maryland, or whether we will institute a new proceeding—pre- 
cisely as the several States have done according to their discretion, 
departing more or less from the old common-law mode of procedure. 

We propose in this bill to institute a new W The only 
question at issue I can conceive of, the only one at all events that 

ave me oF anxiety, is whether this new . does full jus- 

ice to the individual citizen, whether he a fee-simple title or 
an equity title; for I would have him as fully protected and as fully 
cared for with the one title as with the other. 

If any gentleman can point out to me that the title of the individ- 
nal citizen, whether an equity or a fee-simple title, is not fully pro- 
vided for, if any gentleman can point out to me that the citizen would 
not have under this bill full W to get entire justice, I would 
not vote for it. But as for telling me that I am not at liberty to in- 
stitute a proceeding which takes the land first and pays for it after- 
meee eet is a position which I cannot understand that any lawyer 
can take. 

We have modified these condemnation proceedings from one end 
of the country to the other. Perhaps the only part of the country 
where they have not been modified is in the District of Columbia. 
Here we have the old land law, the old method of procedure. 
And when I stated, in p: g, to the gentleman from Ohio that it 
might take two years to determine the proceedings under that old 
method, I was very far within the limit. You might out a 
proceeding of that kind Sera J because these very titles to 
which you refer as equity titles wo d get upon the chancery side of 
the law courts, and would never get away from that side. You might 
appropriate money year after year, and you would never get an op- 
portunity to put the first spade in until youhad bought some of these 
equity claims either by condemnation or by an arrangement with the 
Secretary of War. They could keep you locked up for years. If 
there ever was an occasion in which we were justified in looking for 
a prompt as well as a just and equitable remedy this is such an 
occasion. : 

As I said before to my honorable friend from Ohio, this is his bill 
and report, and I have not read either until to-day, and I for oneam 
satisfied with both. He has set out these peculiar claims that must 


be considered—four classes of them. I am very sure that with the 
fourth class you might be 7 in litigation indefinitely. And if you 
do not adopt some remedy that will be summary in its character, we 


may A saan money to the end of time, and we would never im- 
prove the Potomac River. Whether the obstacle interposed was the 
mode of procedure, or the nature and character of the public use, or 
the nature and character of the claim or property to be compensated 
for, the result would be an infinite series of technical obstacles and 
speculative interests to the prejudice of the Government and the 
public welfare. Ifthe cog of the bill be to abate a nuisance, drain 
a marsh and create a park, it is equally a public use, with the im- 
provement of navigation and the establishment of harbor lines, and 
the creation of a park would be a public use on a mountain as well 
as in a marsh, though the latter might be more necessary and have 
involved sanitary considerations foreign to the former. 

I hope I am understood ; for although I may not be able to answer 
the inquiry of the honorable 8 from Kentucky to his satis- 
faction, I at least know why I am willing to vote for this summary 

roceeding. It is not to injure any individual at all, but that the 
vernment may have the right to improve the District over which 
it has an exclusive jurisdiction as fully as a State could have over 
any portion of its own territory; and I wish to note here that it is 
fully as mucli the obligation of Congress to thus legislate for this 
District as it is the obligation of any State Legislature to legislate 
under similar conditions within a State. We have only to determine 
whether we mean to reclaim the entire marsh and create a park; in 
which case we condemn it all to the public use and no power can 
contest our full and exclusive jurisdiction. It lies with us to have 
our own proceedings and not be dependent upon a method of pro- 
ceeding which has been handed down to us from the generations 
which have gone before, and that has not had the benefit of the ordi- 
nary common-law reform which almost every State in the Union has 
adopted to some extent more or less. 

We could meet the ordinary cases, where the property is held by 
ordinary title, with very little difficnlty, even with proceedings at 
common Jaw. But with this class of cases, as stated in this report, 
in my judgment we would have very great difficulty, and the bill 
reported by the committee is in the main reasonable and satisfactory, 
however much it may fall short of the wishes of those who seek 
individual profit and gain from this great public benefaction. 

Now, begging pardon of the honorable gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
NEAL] for having taken so much time, I will conclude with the hope 


that I have answered the inquiry of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. WARD] who took exception to the equity proceedings 
rovided in the bill to pora the title of the Government to those 
nds which might be claimed under inchoate or equity titles, after 


the same should have been condemned and assessed in value nnder 
the other provisions of this bill. 
Mr. One word in regard to the details of this bill. Ifthe 


House shall conclude that this is an improvement which ought to be 
made, then, so far as the details of the bill, the provisions for con- 
demnation, &c., are concerned, we can discuss them when we come 
to consider the bill by sections. If any other plan can be devised 
which will be better adapted for the purpose than the one we have 
propad I would be very glad to have it discussed and to aid in its 
option. 
r. REAGAN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio one 
uestion. He has stated, and I see it is stated by the commissioners, 
that the flood of 1877 was higher than the flood of 1881, 

Mr. NEAL, So far as Washington is concerned the flood of 1881 
was caused by a la ice as below here, which backed up the 
water. The flood of 1877, which was a freshet from up the river, was 
the highest ever known, so far as I understand. 

11 8 The flood of 1877 was a higher flood of water than 
of 1881 

Mr. NEAL. The flood of 1881 was the result of an exceptional 
instance of a warm winter, which broke up the ice and caused it to 
make a dam which flooded the City of Washington temporarily. I 
now yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. BowMAN.] 

Mr. BOWMAN. Mr. Chairman, this bill is of so —_ magnitude, 
so permanent in its results, so far-reaching in its effects, and has so 
important a bearing upon the health and comfort of this city that I 
think it deserves our careful consideration. I therefore rise main] 
for the purpose of seeking information and because I think the bi 
should not go through under the influence of panic, whether founded 
upon a belief that the malaria from the flats contributed to the death 
of President Garfield or upon any othercause. This bill should have 


careful consideration on its merits, as a new measure; and I wish to 


call to the attention of the committee certain points which must be 
settlod in order to enable me at least to vote intelligently in regard 
to this great and expensive measure. 

We all remember the flood of last spring, which recalled to our 
minds the ballad of the high tide on the coast of Lincolnshire, when 


n 
Go sailing up the market place. 


Boats then sailed up and down Pennsylvania avenue and in the 
vicinity of the market. The water, as I understand, came not so 
much over the banks of the river, but was backed up through the 
sewers and inundated the whole lower portion of the city, causing 
great destruction to e and perhaps greater to health. 

Now, I wish to know, (and it seems to me very important, because 
if we are not correct in the plan we adopt the whole city may be 
immensely , if not absolutely ruined,) I desire to know 
this: when the waters are extended over a river bed of a mile in 
width, and you contract that river bed to a quarter of that width, will 
not the waters rise just so much higher in the new channel? Isu 
pose it is a self-evident mathematical proposition or rather a hydraulic 
1 that if you have a certain amount of water and put it 
nto a narrower space it must increase in height; for example, if 
water of the depth of four inches is put in a large tub, and if you 
poue that water into a small pail, the depth might increase to per- 

aps twelve inches. If by reason of an ice gorro below the Lo 
Bridge or by reason of floods coming down from the upper part o 
the river, the water in this river bed of a mile in width nevertheless 
flows up into the city; then if you contract the river bed into a nar- 
row channel, must not the waters rise just so much higher, and in 
that case will they not back up still further into the city? 

Residents of this city have told me that on the occasion of several 
floods, although the water did not back into the streets, as it did on 
that memorable occasion which I have already mentioned, yet it 
nevertheless did back through their sewers into their cellars, and 
that too not in the lowest parts of the city, such as were inundated 
in the last overflow, but on the higher lands, north of Pennsylvania 
avenue; not at the top of the hill, but along up this stretch of the 
hill on this side. i 

This is a question which I think ought to be answered, because if 
you make any mistake it may be a fatal and permanent one, If you 
should fill up these flats, if you should narrow the river bed, making 
one or two narrow channels, and then if an ice gorge below the 
Long Bridge should again block up the channel, and it should be 
found that the water backs up into the city, it would be almost im- 
possible to remedy the mistake. I am sure I do not know what 
would be done in such a case, unless we might have to abandon the 
city. You could not take out the filling and restore the river bed to 
its original width of a mile. Neither conld you raise the sewers. 
To say nothing of the immense expense inyolved, it would be im- 
possible to raise the whole sewerage system, because the sewers are 
put as near the surface of the ground as will render them efficient 
in draining the houses; so that you could not raise the sewers to AoT 
material extent without raising the houses to the same extent 
over the city. 
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This plan contemplates the deepening of the 


Mr. BOWMAN. Yes, the deepening of one or two comparatively 
narrow channels, instead of havin, e one river bed a mile wide, 
which in case of a pressure and a flood of the waters might help in 
carrying them off by dispersing them over this wide extent. A chan- 
nel a quarter of a mile or four hundred feet wide can be blocked with 
ice as well as one a mile wide, 

Now, I have put this question to some members of the committee, 
and I have heard this answer: The engineers say the plan for fill- 
ing is feasible.” That is all the answer I have got. regard to 
Holy Writ I may believe in the doctrine, ‘ Thus saith the Lord,” but 
in reply to my doubts and inquiries in reference to this proposed im- 
provement of the Potomac River I am not wholly satistied with the 
statement,“ Thus saith the engineer.” 

I do not feel willing to accept a plan of this sort on the ipse dixit 
of any engineer. I know I am not scientific; I know I am not an 
engineer; I know that practical engineers understand this question 
better than I do; but I submit that if the engineers will tell us about 
this matter, will show us how new channels will carry off the water, 
we may by a great stretch of our minds be able to comprehend their 
plan and be able to vote for it. 

Now, Iask whether this is not possibly a dangerous measure, whether 
it will do to narrow this great river bed, which has already proved 
insufficient, to two small channels which may be blocked up just as 
e as one a mile wide? 

But there is another point. I suppose every one here will agree 
with me on this proposition: that, other things being oquel it is best 
to have a great open water expanse like that above the ng ride 
one a mile wide and nearly two miles long—an open reservoir for the 
circulation of cool air, when the southerly winds from over the river 
are longed for to give relief from the de . and prostrati 
heat of summer. We have now this great water basin, over whic 
in summer the winds, especially in the evening and at night, comeinto 
the heart of this city. Every one here will agree with me that a 
great, open, cool water way or space is much better than land, even 
a park, and certainly much better than rows of streets or blocks of 
houses or factories. It is proposed however to shut up this great 
breathing space. 

I desire to submit to the judgment of the committee another prop- 
osition, or plan, and to ask whether it isnot entirely feasible. I donot 
know that it is; perhaps it is not. I suppose the only trouble with 
that expanse of water at 888 is that there are flats there breed- 
ing malaria and miasma. yond doubt, some improvement is highly 
necessary for health; for I believe thousands of people in this city 
have died or suffered from the influence of the malaria and miasma 
from the Potomac River. I wish to submit this proposition and ask 
whether it is feasible or not. The Long Bridge is now, I presume, sub- 
stantially for most of its length a dam. Suppose you make the tang 
Bridge a solid dam just so high as to allow the water above to reac 
to, say, within six inches of the bottom of the sewers ; and that then 
you dredge out this great territory above the bridge, Then you have 
a beautiful, pure, inland lake, suitable for boating purposes, a reser- 
voir of air, a cool and open expanse which would be a resort for pleas- 
ure and comfort. If itis not feasible or advisable to build a dam 
across the river, as suggested, then this water space might be left as 
it is, except that it could beso dredged out that the flats should not 
remain exposed, and that there should be a clear expanse of water. 

I submit whether, if it can be done, (and that is what we want 
information on,) this is not a more beautiful and a more healthful 
plan, and certainly an infinitely cheaper one, The cost of dredgin 
out that great basin would be small in comparison to the cost o 
filling it up, for the cost of removing the dirt and floating it down 
the river in scows must be much less than the cost of digging solid 
earth and filling itin tothe presentriver bed. Therefore, as regards 
safety, namely, the question of the inundation of the city ; as regards 
comfort; as regards health ; as regards beauty; as regards the safety 
of the experiment, as one which can be remedied if not successful, is 
it not better, if it can be done, to preserve that at inland lake? 
You know, as you ride throngh the park behind the Washington 
Monument, that one of the charms of that drive is the view it gives 
of the Potomac River from Georgetown to the Long Bridge. It cer- 
tainly would not be as pleasant if a great part of the river were filled 
up with solid dirt even in the shape of a park. 

It helps the public health by giving to this overheated city during 


the scorching days of summer a great area from which the cool air 
and breezes may come into the streets to refresh the people. 1 5 
or loc 


dam is built in the way suggested, it could have a large loc 
in it, through which vessels could come and go between Georgetown 
and Washington, and the gates of such locks could be raised to let 
off the waters in case of floods. If this plan is a possible one, is it 
not on all these accounts the preferable one? at question the 
committee can inform us about, but until I am satisfied, especially 
that there is no danger in this plan of inflicting great and perhaps 
irreparable injury upon the city by the inability of the new channel 
to carry off the rush of waters, whether caused by ice-gorges below 
or floods from above, I do not see my way clear to vote for this bill, 
although I think some bill for the relief of the city should speedily 
ass. 

7 Mr. NEAL. I yielded to the gentleman for ten minutes, and he 
has taken up fifteen. 


Mr. BOWMAN. I only wish to say a word more. 
Mr. NEAL. I have only five minutes left of my time, and that I 
propose to yield to the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. GARRISON. J 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and a message from the Senate, 
by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, announced the passage without 
amendment of the bill (H. R. No. 3045) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Treasury to remit certain customs dues and custom-house charges 
to Consul-General Alfred E. Lee. 

The message further announced the er. a bills of the follow- 
wr tbe in which concurrence was requested: 

bill (S. No. 403) to repeal certain laws relating to permanent and 
indefinite appropriations ; 
A bill (8. No, 522) for the relief of Peter Ta: rona; 
A bill (S. No. 620) for the relief of John B. Davis; 

A bill (S. No. 778) for the relief of Henry Fink, United States mar- 
shal for the eastern district of Wisconsin ; 

5 Au (S. No. 826) for the relief of Powers & Newman, and D. and 

Powers; 

A bill (S. No. 1082) authorizing the Secretary of War to ajast and 
settle the account for arms between the State of South Carolina and 
the Government of the United States; and 

A bill (S. No. 1662) to amend an act entitled“ An act to amend 
section of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in refer- 
ence to bigamy, and for other purposes,” approved March 22, 1882. 

RECLAMATION OF POTOMAC FLATS. 

The committee then resumed its session. 

Mr. NEAL. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, ny colleagne on the Committee on the ct of Columbia. 

Mr. GARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to take up the 
time of the committee with any general discussion of the bill. ith 
its general features I agree, but disagree wiw the majority of the 
committee as to some of the machinery proposed. 

You will find in the third section this land is to be condemned for 
public ùse. By the fourth section, under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of War, the marshal of the District is to summon a jay to as- 
sess the damages due to the claimants of this property. The jury is 
directed to take into consideration the nature, the rightfulness, the 
present use, and Bae pecuniary value or otherwise of the different 
claims, Then the fifth section on to provide another machinery, 
and that is that the Attorney-General shall institute suits in equity 
to vacate the claims set up by these different people. I say that is 
not fair, whether they have the right to do it or not. As to that I 
shall not address myself, but it is not fair to the claimants of this 
property. In the first place, by the report of the committee you 
throw a cloud on their claims. Whether the claims are good or bad, 
whether right or wrong, I do not know, but by the report of the com- 
mittee an argument is submitted against these claims. In addition 
to that, the Attorney-General is directed to institute a suit in equit 
to vacate their 58.751055 and set aside their claims, and before that is 
determined, and while that is going on, a jury is called upon to as- 


sess the dam and to determine their rightfulness. Now, I say 
that is not nig t to these claimants. You 8 their claim at the 
outset, and then throw upon them the burden of establishing their 


right. 

[Hee the hammer fell. ] : 

. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, the bill now pending before the 
committee was introdnced in the House by the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. HAZELTON ] on December 19, 1881. On January 26, 1882, 
it was committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union and ordered to be printed. After that the Committee 
on the District of Columbia made a report favoring this bill; and 
subsequently there comes to this House Executive Document No. 
126 from the Secretary of War, being a report of 8. T. Abert, United 
States civil engineer, upon a survey of the Potomac River in the 
vicinity of Washi n, with reference to the improvement of naviga- 
tion, the establishment of harbor lines, and the raising of the flats; 
ane the preliminary report of a board of engineer officers on the same 
snbject. 

ow, it would seem to haye been the natural order for the commit- 
tee to have began with the engineer's report; to have taken that as 
the basis on which to originate a bill; or at least that the Committee 
on the District of Columbia should haye waited for the report before 
they. undertook to inform this House upon a measure of this char- 
acter. 

But, sir, it seems to me that there has been improper haste in tak- 
ing bold of this measure by the committee. When these rules under 
which we are now o ting were before the House for consideration, 
the Committee on the District of Columbia made issue, as will be re- 
membered by many gentlemen here, that they cogni to have charge 
of appropriations in reference to the District of Columbia, and they 

They are re Primy, thig bill by unan- 
imous consent, which certainly could not have n done if it had 
been ascertained beforehand that such a grave and important meas- 
ure was to be brought up in this crude way. 

Now, what do the committee in their report (not having the 
report of the engineers before them) say to this House in favor of the 
bill? I desire to call icular attention to this point. The mat- 
ter involyed here is of magnitude and importance. The first thing I 
find in this report is that the attention of the country and of Con- 


were distinctly voted down. 
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is called to the opinion of newspapers in favor of this work. 
ey say : 


Your committee hardly feel called to set forth with any elaboration the 
great necessity of this d work. has been fully discussed by the enlight- 
ened of the coun’ which, without dissent, so far as we are advi scorn- 
ing | o miserable plea of ite expense, have united in not only ce but 

in demanding at the han work commenced 


ally ds of be that the be 

without unnecessary delay, aod vigo y prosecuted until fully completed. 
This is the first important fact the committee have seen papa to 
compan ease to the ‘anso in Xogar to thea po pga ga $ e 
he next appears in the second paragraph of the report, wherein they 
set forth that the matter will be presented to Co at so early a date 
in the session that no excuse will avail for not acting upon the same, 
and that the failure to act will exhibit an unwillingness and indis- 
position upon the part of the majority of this House upon whom the 
committee pro now to place the full responsibility of further 
action. That the very thing that the newspapers have been demand- 
ing shall be done identically as they demand it is the logic of this 
portion of the report. But I will give their exact words. They say: 
Influenced by the same spirit which has actuated the press and the enlightened 
ited people of 8 our committee have at this early day 
© whole matter may be presented to 
the same Seething e 5 . pepan 

n 
jority of this Hou ving discharged our duty, we now place the 
respo 


Now, Mr. Chairman, what is it they resent to us! What is it 
that we shall pass? Why, look at this bill. In the second section 
of it they say: 


bia, and to determine lan of im — 8 Rich shall also rovid 
u a 0! royement, W. e 
Chemarehes clang ibe Futonas River front, ko. 

Why, sir, they had nota plan at all at that time. They had noth- 
ing Whatever to submit to this House. They remind us of what the 
newspapers say, and then they come in and demand that we shall 
leave the whole subject to the Secretary of War, who is empowered 
with authority under this bill to devise a “plan” for carrying it out. 

Mr. NEAL. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him fora 
question? è 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. NEAL. I wish to ask the gentleman, now that he is speaking 
of the necessity for a plan, whether in the river and harbor bills, 
where five or ten millions are e annually, there is a single 

lan for e ing out any of the improvements therein provided for? 

ow, if that be so, why is not that bill susceptible of criticism just 
as much as this one is? We have here the report of the Secretary of 
War upon the subject—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. I submit to the gentleman from Ohio that Congress 
does not make e for improvements until there is a plan. 

Mr. NEAL. And the gentleman, if he will look, has a plan for this 
improvement before him, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not so understand it. I have not a plan before 
me, The committee expressly disavow any plan, and undertake to 
re the whole matter, as the bill itself shows, to the Secretary of 

ar. 

Mr. NEAL. So it is with the river and harbor bil! 

Mr. BLOUNT. Lhope the gentleman will not interrupt me further. 

It is 8 stipulated that the plan itself shall be determined 
upon by the Secretary of War; that is, the plan which you have sent 
here. Why, when the gentleman drew this bill, so far as we have the 
right to know, the plan to which he now refers was not even in exist- 
ence; and when the report was drawn, so far as we know, this “plan” 
had not been determined even in the mind of the engineers, But, 
Mr. Chairman, notwithstanding these seeming contradictions, not 
only is there a plan here submitted by this committee, but there are 
severas plans, not in this bill, it is true; but this is no new subject. 
I find in Senate Miscellaneous Documents No. 1 to 103, third session 
of Forty-second Congress, a report made under a resolution which I 
will ask the Clerk to read. Let the Clerk read first the resolution 
under which this survey was made in 1872. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, do., That the Chief of Engineers of the United States or the 
ee aja of the Coast Parey the engineer in bag = of 2 buildin, 
and grounds, the governor of the istrict o Columbia, Alexander R. Shephe 
and Carlisle P. Patterson, who shall serve without compensation, are hereby 
created a board of survey, and are empowered and instructed to examine into the 
condition of the harbor and landings for vessels from the Anacostia bridge, on the 
Eastern Branch, along the entire water front of the city of Washin, and George- 
town, to the head of tide water. And the said board are directed to report to Con- 
press, at as early a day as practicable, a fall and comprehensive pex or ing, 
proving, and Seveloping the water c 80 as to secure the best possible har 
bor facilities along said water front. And the said board are also directed totake 
into consideration the sanitary effect upon the city of Washington, and the feasi- 
bility of reclaiming, in bar dane e r the swamp and marsh lands 
along said water front: „ That wa San ye 5 report shall 
not exceed $1,000, and shall be paid by the District of Columb’ 

Mr. BLOUNT. Now, Mr, Chairman, on page 14 of this report made 
by these gentlemen I find iu paragraphs #2 and 63 an estimate of a 
plan or plans—there are three. They estimate the cost of the plan 
that is selected by this board of engineers to be $6,050,000 ; and on 
page 15 of the same report they say: 

The time for the execution of all the work except the side exca 


required vations, 
which are not of immediate necessity, will be four years, provided an adequate 


appropriation is made at first to allow the construction of a number of the 
best machines and a sufficient quantity of the best materials to be This 
work will require a full year, and the first should not 


be made to finish the work in the time named. 


There was a plan reported by the gentlemen whose names have 
been designated in these resolutions. Possibly it may be the case 
that the Secretary of War will conclude that that is a better plan 
than that embodied in Major Twining's report. 

Again, sir, it is a notorious fact in the matter of estimates of engi- 
neers for public works that oftentimes when the work has been con- 
cluded they are found not to have been even approximately correct. 
Ihave in my mind now a statement made in reference to the esti- 
mates for the Nicaragua Canal. The engineers have estimated that 
it would cost $50,000,000 for construction, but for fear of mistakes, to 
put the matter on sure grounds, they have thought it best to call 
it one hundred millions. That is what is done by the friends of the 
enterprise. So that if anything is to be learned from experience in 
reference to the reports of engineers, I donot know but we are start- 
ing upon a plan involving $12,000,000. 

making these remarks, I know, Mr. Chairman, in the estimate 
of the friends of the measure I will be considered perhaps as talking 
very wildly. They get ha? or excited whenever there is any 
opposition to this matter. en I was ing awhile ago of the 
information the committee gave us I omitted the data they gave us 
in reference to the health of the city and the disastrous effects from 
the miasmatic influences of the flats. Now, sir, it was within the 
power of the committee to give us tabular and official statements of 
the health of this city as compared with that of other cities of this 


t| Union. Why was this not done? I noticed, sir, some three or four 


years ago, an official statement showing that tlie health of Washing- 
ton as compared with other cities of this Union was most desirable. 
Why did not the committee resort to such official statements to in- 
form this House? But what do they give you, Mr. Chairman? The 
information suggested is in keeping with everything else in this 
report. There are but two facts that they have thought worthy to 
mention to the House. The first is: 

Members of this House who have been members of preceding Con caw 
at without effort of memory, call to mind associates of theirs who have come 
80 6— en Lt bre kag the phim ieee tes Serta esate 
ing swamps, often — in their death. 

I do not, Mr. Chairman, remember of any case where I myself 
would be able to give any such certificate to the House as to the 
cause of the death of any member. I know in Washington that itis 
the practice of the physicians to call everything malaria, but I do 
not know of anything ayailable in the experience of gentlemen show- 
ing that members here have died from miasmatic influences. I have 
0 heard this Hall denounced as unhealthy and badly ventilated, 
causing the death of member upon mémber, but I did not know at the 
time that it was because miasmatic influences of the flats had poi- 
soned the Hall. That is one of the facts, What is the next? 

x To say nothing of the case of our late President, the great-minded, liberal- 


souled Garfield, whose suffi were greatly vated and 


generous- 
whose death was undoubtedly hastened by the aria which surrounded him dur- 
Mr. Chairman, 


ing long weeks of suffering. 

That is one instance they have cited to us. Now. 

I beg leave to say that if there was anything in all the surroundin 
connected with the suffering and death of the late President of the 
United States in the midst of the universal sympathy which came: 
from every household on this continent; if there was anything of a 
tarnishing character, it was the fact that while the nation was in 
anxiety and in horror over his assassination parties in this city were 
carrying the physicians at his bedside down to the swamps to extort 
an opinion from the newspapers of the country that the air from 
those swamps had something to do with his death. I say, sir, if 
there was anything that could have been more shocking it was that 
the public ear should have been startled by this sort of an investi- 
gation at such a time. 

They have found one other case: 

The life of one such man as Julian Hartridge, a member of the Forty-fifth Con- 
gress, lost, 25 reason of malarial 8 was of more value to his y, and, 
perhaps, to e ae a money it will cost to convert this swamp into 
a beantiful park, worthy of the city which it will do so much toward beantifying 
and adorning. 

Mr. Hartridge was a colleague of mine. I was with him e 
through the Whole course of his sickness, aud so were several other 
gentlemen now representing my State, and I never heard, until I read 
it in this report, the slightest suggestion that that distinguished gen- 
tleman had died from malarial fever. Iam willing that those gentle- 
men standing outside may ask for legislation in a decent way. But 
in the name of decency I do protest that the dead and their sufferings 
shall not be brought horns and perversely brought into this House 
to influence appropriations, and in favor of a bill that does not even 
contain a plan for the expenditure of the millions of dollars asked for 
this District. 

We have, therefore, not a single fact upon which to base our action. 
We have no plan set forth in the bill, and we have not even a survey 
for any plan. The committee have repudiated every plan, and have 
remitted the whole matter to the Secretary of War. They try tostartle 
us with the direful vengeance of the newspapers. They give us the 
experience of President Garfield and of General Hartridge and our 
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own experience as to the health of this District ; and this is all upon 
which we are asked to pass this great measure. I trust the House 
will repudiate it. 

I have before me a speech made by General Chipman, to be found 


in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of the session of 1873 and 1874, in 
which he complains of the imoniousness shown by the Federal 
Government toward the District of Columbia. He starts with the 
year 1800, and gives the Boome yyy for this District oar Me pase 
down to 1871. The total, from 1800 to 1871, voted out of the Federal 

for the District of Columbia, was $1,278,500, For seventy- 
one years, he says, that was all the District had had from the Federal 
Government, 

During the Forty-fifth Congress a bill was passed requiring the 
Federal Government to pay one-half of the er of this District, 
on the theory that it owned one-half of the District, its half being 
the streets and avenues used for the convenience of the people of the 
District. 

The other day we learned by a report from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia that this rule applied only to the city of Wash- 
ington; that in the city of Georgetown, a city of thirty or forty 
thousand inhabitants, the Fed Government was so poor that it 
did not even own the streetsthere. Yet we are required to pay one- 
half of the expenses for the city of Georgetown also. 

In addition to this we have had object after object presented to us 
for appropriations to be voted directly from the Federal Treasury, 
and gentlemen are now asking us for this single object to make an 
appropriation of an indefinite amount, thatmay run from one mill- 
ion to twelve millions of dollars, and the citizens of the District are 
not to pay a single cent of it, although the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. NEAL] represents them in his report as srann this question 
greatly. Ido not wonder atit. If they can have this vast sum of 
money voted out of the Federal Treasury and not out of their own 

kets to be expended here, I do not wonder at their agitating it. 

hey are asking us to expend this large sum of money in addition to 

the 50 per cent. of the expenditures of the District, which we are 
now providing for. 

Now, I trust that a great measure like this is not to be passed at 
this time. I trust that we shall have a distinct plan, examined and 
approved by a committee of this House, and incorporated into a bill 
for our consideration, so that when we shall vote to commit this 
Government to these improvements we shall know to a dollar, or as 
near as practicable, what is to be the charge against the people of 
this country. 

More than that; as the citizens of this District have now from the 
Federal Treasury the liberal allowance of 50 per cent. of all their 
expendi I think it is as little as the members of this House can 
do, represen the various Congressional districts of this Union, to 
say to these citizens who are clamoring here for this improvement, 
that one-half of the sum shall be extorted by taxation from their 

kets as well as from the pockets of other people, as they are to 
Bove the almost exclusive benefit of this improvement. 

They have been agitatingit. They started itand made it notorious 
in 1872, when Shepherd and his board of public works were in opera- 
tion here, and involved this Government in enormous millions of 
obligations, They started the movement then, and there were cer- 
tain exposures made before the country which led to Congress sweep- 
ing out of existence the board of public works which had inangu- 
rated those wasteful expenditures here, and which started the very 
one which is being pressed upon us to-day. 

This very matter is a suggestion and an outcome of the notorious 
board of public works. It has lain dormant here for years. The first 
Congress that met after that time, instead of considering the health 
of the District, abolished the very board that suggested this expendi- 
ture. And the next Congress coming here, with information 
as to its actions and its purposes, refused to consider the suggestion 
at all. 

So it stood until the last Congress when it began to be agitated 
again. Most of the old members had passed away, and these things 
were not in the minds of gentlemen of this House in the last Con- 
gress, and are not to-day in the minds of the great body of members 

ere. It is now considered an opportune moment to revive this old 
scandalous job under this pretense of caring for the health of the 
District, so as to commence another career of robbery on the public 
‘Treasury. 
I trust that this House will unhesitatingly refuse to pass this bill. 
If anything is to be done, let the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, after having considered a plan which they deem right and 

roper, incorporate such a plan in a bill and ask us to vote upon that. 
El vote for no such wild scheme as this. 

I will now yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. RAN- 
ea el I would inquire how much time he wants! 

Mr. RANDALL. But a few minutes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. How much time have I left? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has thirty-five minutes left. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
what time he wants. 

Mr. RANDALL, Ishall want but two or three minutes. This is 


a very important subject, and should be approached with great cau- 
tion and with due deliberation and consideration In the main the 
propriety of the passage of this bill is urged, and property is to be 


taken and condemned because it is desirable to promote the sanitary 
condition of the city. 

The billitself does not make any declaration of the public uses to 
which the private property which may be taken is to be devoted. 
By the reading of the report, together with the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. NEAL] who presents this bill from the commit- 
tee, I am led to say that the report and his remarks mainly rest the 
necessity of this legislation on sanitary requirements. I admit that 
the Government of the United States, in control of the District here, 
has the right to take private property for public use; but it seems 
to me that the use to which this property is to be devoted should be 
made clearly manifest. 

As to the statements in regard to the unhealthy condition of this 
city I think there is on that point a wide difference of opinion. I 
do not believe Washington to be an unhealthy city at all, nor do I 
believe the death rate of this city compares unfavorably with that 
of other cities. But if this measure is urged as a matter of sanitary 
necessity then I remark that, according to my observation, after many 
years nt here, the sickness that Washington experiences arises 
rather from defective sewerage and from the deficient water supply 
than from these flats. Malaria from the flats may in some cases cause 
sickness, but I think those flats are not so much promotive of ill 
health as they are designedly represented to be. The necessity for 
a better water supply is urgent, and should first receive consideration. 

In examining the report on this subject, I find that a gentleman— 
an expert perhaps; t is a familiar word now in Con; has 
been called upon to give his opinion on this subject. I refer to Mr. 
George E. Waring, jr., who is, as I am advised by those who know 
him, a most excellent authority upon all sanitary matters. I wish 
to read a part of his report in relation to this question. He says: 


Having a high regard for the opinions of the distin hed engineers who ha 
eee eee AT To 


con in flats by fling, I have tried to 

endations with what seemed to be the unmistakable teach- 
nes ot I firmly believe that their project would be, so far 
as the public health is concerned, a and that the condition of Washington 
after the improvement would be worse than it is now. 


That is from page 24 of the report. Mr. Waring was called on, I 
believe, to collie ere this subject, and he makes his report to Colonel 
A. Be Rockwell, nited States Army, in charge of public buildings 
and groun: 

Now, when we arecalled upon to e this year $1,000,000, and 
are invited to enter upon an ys ee ture which will concededly 
amount to $2,500,000—and well-informed persons of scientific attain- 
ments state to me that it will probably be $3,000,000 before the work 
is completed—when this proposed ay avers nd is based upon the san- 
itary condition of the city almost exclusively, I submit that the im- 
provement to result in a sanitary point of view ought to be made 
manifest and should not be left in doubt. Certainly we should not 
enter upon a plan of this kind in the face of a report, which the com- 
mittee themselves submit, that this plan would be a failure, and that 
the health of the city would be worse after the execution of this 
work than it is now. 

Mr. URNER. Will the gentleman allow me to correct him? What 
he has read is not a part of the report of the committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir; but the committee, I submit, are bound 
by whatever they bring in with their report. This is an exhibit 
according to the committee’s own report. 

Mr. URNER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; he is mistaken. It 
is not filed as an exhibit by the committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I have it here. 

Mr. URNER. The document is an executive document. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is appended to the report. It comes in here 
as a letter from the Secretary of War; and ifthe committee did not 
base their ape what is contained in this report or executive 
document, the not anything at all to base a report upon, for it 
embraces all the estimates, all the plans, and on the part of the board 
of engineers it gives a preference to one of these plans. 

Mr. BLOUN T: If the gentleman will examine the dates he will 
find that the committee made their report to the House and afterward 
received the engineer’s report. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam much obliged to the gentleman; but this 
letter is dated November 26, 1881. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I was referring to the final report. 

Mr. RANDALL. I refer to Mr. Waring’s report, because it is not 
pretended that there is any necessity for this bill except to promote 
the sanitary condition of the city; and hence I say these gentlemen 
are in this particular condemned out of their own mouths. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Texas, 


[Mr. erry 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I cannot avoid concurring with 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] in the opinion that 
this matter comes here in a curious form. ‘The bill before us was in- 
troduced on the 19th of December last; it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia on the 26th of January; and 
the report from the committee is made on the 26th of January, the 
day the bill was referred to them. The report of the Secretary of 
War upon which we are to base our action and consideration of this 
subject is dated the 8th of March after that. It all comes wrong-end 
foremost. Undoubtedly, sir, it was a zealous committee which was 
able to report as important a bill as this the same day it was com- 
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mitted to it. It shows that anticipating the difficulties before it it 
had bestowed a great deal of consideration on this subject before it 
had been committed to the charge of that committee. But, sir, Idid 
not rise for the purpose of making any criticism on the committee. 

So far, Mr. Chairman, as there is the indication of a plan for the 
doing of this work I do not agree with the committee. I must say, 
as the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Bowman] said a little 
while back, that I do not k of course as an engineer, but this 
subject has been considered to a ter or less extent by the com- 
mittee of which I am a member for several years past, so that I am 
not altogether unfamiliar with the consideration of the subject as a 
layman would be. 


Now, it is proposed, as pertinently suggested by the gentleman from 


Massachusetts, [Mr. BowMAN, ] to narrow the water-way in front of 
Washington City, to dredge out the Georgetown channel four hun- 
dred feet wide and twenty-five feet deep, and close the Washington 
channel and to make a system of lakes to beautify the city above, 
covering how much 1 Ido not know exactly, but requiring a 
very large amount of dredging. It has seemed to me in the consid- 
eration I have heretofore given this subject that the true way and 
the cheap way to make this improvement would be to reopen the 
Washington channel. That channel is now closed from Easby’s 
Point down to the Long Bridge. The plan which it appears, if any, 
is submitted for this work, is to continue the closing of that Wash- 
ington channel, to make it an estuary as it were, so asto render con- 
tinual dredging necessary from year to year to preserve its depth. 

I should like to say here, in passing, that if the channel is to be 
confined so as to make these cial lakes, then when the floods of 
the Potemac pour down over its rapids to the head of tide-water and 
strike the plane of tide-water the embankments made and the lakes 
to be inclosed must be made very Bigh indeed or the lakes will be 
overflowed and the Washington e el, and lakes as well, filled with 
deposits brought down from the Up Potomac. I hope gentlemen 
will bear this in mind, that when they have these floods they will 
wash out the lakes and fill up the estuary which they call the Wash- 
ington channel, with the upper end cut off from the stream. 

ut passin from that, if we wish to improve navigation here and 
improve the flats south of the President’s on, reopen the Wash- 
ington channel from Easby’s Point to the Long Bridge and let the 
water flow through there where the old map shows was the original 
main channel of the river before it was filled up, and you will secure 
u larger open water-way through which the floods which pass over 
the rapids above Georgetown may waste themselves in the tide- 
water of the broad river below. you do that you will run it im- 
mediately through that swamp with a good current. What dredging 
you have there you may throw out on the flats. Perhaps that wi 

well. With the channel open it will necessarily fill the low lands 
on that side. 

I have seen an estimate from an engineer ọf this city saying that 
can be done for two or three hun thousand dollars. It would 
save you from the necessity of adopting a plan oe how many 
millions no man knows, and the ees nowhere say how much it 
will cost. They ask for two and a millions now and one million 
for this year, but they nowhere say that will complete the work. 
‘They do not profess even this is a full report, They do not profess 
the plan is complete. It is to be carried on with just such munifi- 
cence of expenditure and ornamentation as the liberality of Congress 
may warrant for the future. 

Now sir, I want to call attention again to the fact we had an ice 

here a few years ago which caused an overflow of a part of 


gorge 
roperty. If that Washington 


the city, causing great damage to 
channel had been open where the original channel of the river was 
until it was filled up it would have allowed the floods from above to 
have passed freely off into the tide-water. If the Long Bridge had 
been raised higher, as it ought to have been, with wider s than 
it has, it would have permitted the ice to have passed off into the 
tide-water below, and we should have had no such flood in Wash- 
ington City. We should not have had to go from here to our board- 
ing houses up the Avenue in boats, as some of us did on that memo- 
rable occasion. 

And it is as well to look at the subject in a practical, common- 
sense way, unless it is desired to make this a great imperial city 
and expend money to an unlimited extent in its adornment. I do 
not know whether the taste and temper of the American ple are 
ready for such a thing yet. Perhaps they may be in tha ature. 
They used to be simple, plain, and democratic. They used to desire 
to carry on the Government within reasonable limits of expenditure, 
so as to protect the people against inordinate taxation for the benefit 
of one class to the injury of another. 

I know that these ideas are becoming more or less obsolete and 
unfashionable, and I do not know how long it will be before they go 
out of use altogether. But if we desire to make a real improvement 
here, a practical improvement within the limit of a moderate expend- 
iture, 1 want to suggest, Mr. Chairman, that, in my judgment, and 
I may be permit to say that this is the judgment of several en- 
pare living in this city as well as of citizens of the city, you must 
do it by opening the old channel of the river through flats and 
let the current sweep through them and scour out the channel in 
front of the wharves. Thon, if necessary, dredge the Georgetown 
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channel so that vessels may be able to come up to the wharves there 
and bear off the coal and merchandise that find shipping from that 
pont You will have done it in this way at a reasonable expense 

y no questionable stretch of power, and you will have done all it 
seems to me that we could reasonably be required to do. 

Now, as to the statement that this is to be done for sanitary pur- 
poses, I think it hardl necessary to notice, as that statement will 
not command a great deal of respect in this House. Where is there 
a more healthy city to-day than this city of Washington? It has 
been said that the tides rise over these flats and marshes twice a day 
and leave danger and malaria behind at each invasion. But, Mr. 
Chairman, the flats in the neighborhood of New York, a hundred, 
perhaps a thousand times more extensive, nobody complains of as 
affecting the health of that great city. These are salt marshes over 
which the tide flows, graye." them at every flood-tide, bearing 
away all malarial effects and influences that may be supposed to set- 
tle there and engender pestilence and danger. You have the tides 
combined with the influence of the salt from the ocean, which 
are conducive to health. 

Is it to pe aba the health of the city that you propose to take 
these vast lakes here covering acres of ground and wall them up and 
allow their s nt water to fester under the sun? Is that for the 
health of the city, or is it only for adornment and to make room for the 
expenditure of vast sums of money to keep them in condition? Ido 
not think, sir, it is necessary to make standing pools or lakes of forty 
acres or more, to become stagnant and send their malarial and deso- 
lating influences oa art the city, and I think the gentleman who 
stated upon this floor that this plan would tend much more to impair 
the health of the city and promote malarial influences than the pres- 
ent condition of affairs was far more correct than those who argue in 
support of this measure. 

. BLOUNT. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman 
from New 5 50 5 [Mr. ROBESON]. 

Mr. ROBESON. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of filling up the 
marshes which lie along the river in front of our city and I do not 
rise to oppose this bill. I shall be ready to vote, with proper guards 
of public and private right, whatever appropriation is necessary for 
the prime purposes sought by it. I now rise only to suggest to the 
committee from which this bill has been ee as it is evident it 
cannot be disposed of to-day, that before it is again brought up for 
consideration they examine it with care and see if the plan which 
the proposo cannot be brought within the scope of national law, 
bef molded into a shape sustainable before the courts when it 
shall be passed. And now, for that purpose, and as a friend of the 
bill, I desire to direct their attention to some points of defect in the 
details of the bill which occur to me in this connection. 

First, it is declared by the Constitution of the United States that 
private property shall not be taken without just compensation for 
public use. It will be admitted that private property cannot be 
taken at all except for public use. If taken for public use, it must 
be generally under the exercise of that sovereign power which we 
call the right of eminent domain.” This is a high prerogative of 
sovereignty, and with its cognate and kindred haba covers a very 
wide range. But I declare it as a principle which will hardly be 
denied that no private property can be taken and held in fee-simple 
py the United States by any process of condemnation except for pub- 

ic use. 

Public uses are those uses which are necessary to the accomplish- 
ment of the direct pu of government. I state that proposition 
broadly as a declaration of the limits of such uses, My first criti- 
cism on the bill is that it does not show such a public use as a foun- 
dation for the condemnation. The first section sets out that this 

roperty shall be taken “ for the reclamation of the marshes.” Now 
f do not 18 that that may not be done by the power of the Uni 
States. I think it may be done perhaps, not by the exercise of the 
exact power of eminent domain, but by the exercise of a kindred 
power which resides inthe Government. The power or right to con- 
trol and regulate at least those conditions and elements which 
threaten the public health, 

Mr. MCLANE. Abate a nuisance. 

Mr. ROBESON. Yes, if you choose, the power to abate a nuisance 
dangerous to public health; but the Government does not, as I un- 
derstand the law, take in fee-simple the land or real property of the 
citizen for the purpose of controlling the public health or abating a 
public nuisance. You take the fee-simple of property and hold it for 
the purpose of erecting a fort, for the purpose of constracting a read, 
or for some great public use which accomplishes the direct purposes 
of government; but your right goes not beyond your foundation for 
it, and when yeu abate a public nuisance it can hardly be said to be 
necessary to take and use fora public use the land whereon you have 
abatedit. I know Lam stating the law more strictly than some courts 
hold it, but I am stating the old doctrine, which limits the granted 
constitutional power to the public use for which it is called into 
action. Under this you may charge the expense of abating a nui- 
sance on private property, but you do not take the fee-simple to it 
yourself. Ifthe expense be not paid, you may sell the property, but 

ou cannot hold it for other p after the public use is satisfied. 
ou assess the cost of abating the nuisance if you choose upon the 
property which makes it or where it exists and the original owner 
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may lose his title, but not by legislative condemnation ; for no prop- 


erty cap be condemned by legislation, but by a sale for the assess- 
ment if such sale becomes necessary. 

But that is not all of this point. You will also remark that the 
object of this bill as declared in its first section is the reclaiming of 
the marshes. But the mere reclaiming of marshes, as such, is nota 

ublic use which authorizes the taking of any private property, much 
ess the taking of a fee-simple. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
a moment! It also says: 

For the establishment of the harbor lines of the cities of Washington and George- 
town, in the District of Columbia, along the Potomac River front. 

Mr, ROBESON. The establishment of harbor lines does not take 
property. You only establish a line for wharfs and harbor improve- 
ments, and provide that it shall be marked out and surveyed, but 
you do not take the property at all by that. 

Mr. ROBESON. You may take property for th urposes of a park 

T, Lou may take pro or the of a par 
if you wish. Iam not saying that . fill this pro ie up 
and take it for the purposes of a park. I think that could be done. 
But this bill does not say that; it says just the con It is lim- 
ited by its own language to the reclaiming of the marshes, without 
showing any public use for them, and to that point I wish to direct 
the attention of the committee in charge of the bill, 

My point will be made clearer by stating it in this way: if the 
United States Government owns this property it can do withit what 
it 1 but this bill provides for the condemnation of private 
rights. If there are any private rights in the property then they 
can be taken for a public use, or, if not for a public use, then to take 
care of the public health by filing up the marsh and thus abating 
the nuisance which injures it. But when taken for this public use 
it cannot be used for a pirmo purpose—for instance, sold for build- 
ing-lots. That is what I am trying to illustrate. When you takeit 
for a public use it must be held for a public use, and that could be 
said of a park, 

Mr. MCLANE. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. ROBESON, Gladly, but I am in a hurry; I want to go to a 
church-meeting. This is Easter Monday. Changhter. | 

Mr. MCLANE, Did the gentleman say a State could not take a 
marsh and reclaim it and make a park of it? 

Mr, ROBESON. No, I did not. I said they could not take a marsh 
and reclaim it for purposes of public health, and then sell the lots 
for private property. I know that the power of eminent domain has 
been carried, for these vay A to great lengths in some of the 
States, notably in New York and still more notably in Massachusetts ; 
but I am speaking of the power of the United States under the lim- 
itations of the Constitution, and I do not believe any case has ever 

gone so far as this would lead. I think the cases in the States will 

be found to be cases where the Legislature has declared a public use, 
and has thus confined the power of the courts, I admit that where 
the Legislature declares, as a legislative question, a public use the 
courts find it difficult to restrict it, and will go a great way to sus- 
tain it; but we are now legislating, and the question is, Shall we do 
wrong by our legislative action, not will the courts find it difficult 
to overthrow our action even if they think it 1 Be 

And now another principle. You cannot take private popni 
and I ask the attention of the committee to this—by mere legisla- 
tive condemnation. No man shallbe deprived of his life or property 
says the Constitution, except by due process of law. Now, this bill 
says what? That the title of every man’s property lying within 
certain limits, not yet defined, is gone at once on the passage of this 
bill. That now and here we will take his property from him, and at 
once and by one legislative act vest the fee-simple in the United 
States, without the use of any process, without invoking any of the 
safeguards of legal process, without paying or tendering any com- 
pensation— 

All land franchises and rights whatsoever lying within the lines of said e 
improvement, as shown by the eee aforesaid, and not the property of the United 
States, are hereby condemned for public use. 

Not by any court, not by any process; but by a legislative enact- 
ment, and the fee-simple is diverted from the owner and vests at 
once in the United States. Where is the law, organic or otherwise. 
that does or would authorize that? And where is the lawyer that 
would sustain it? 

Let me suggest another idea. It is admitted that, according to the 
ordinary procedure, you may condemn under proper restrictions a 
man’s property for public use. You may assess the damages. You 
may tender him the money and if he does not take it under proper 
legislative regulations you may deposit that money for his benefit; 
and then, but not till then, do you take his property i If it is the 
true way, I suggest to the committee that before this bill comes up for 
final action they ought to see if such a procedure is not 1 
because we want a bill that will be effective, which will go throug 
the courts and not invite litigation to prevent its operation and keep 
the flats for years from being filled up. Again, the bill provides in 
the fourth section that the Secretary of War shall direct the mar- 
shal to 1 RAUTT: 

The CHA „ The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ROBESON. I will take the floor in my own time, if the Chair 
will permit me, 


Mr. CAMP. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
New ony 4575 proceed for ten minutes. 

Mr. B Let him procen 

The CHAIRMAN. The C reco: the gentleman from New 
Jersey in the time of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. BLOUNT. ] 

Mr. ROBESON, And now I wish to be zed in my own time. 
I would be entitled to one hour, but I will occupy but a minute or 
two more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey will proceed. 

Mr. ROBESON. The Secretary of War shall direct the marshal to 
call this jury of assessment. Does the bill intend to make the Sec- 
retary of War a court and to make his calling of a jury a legal pro- 
cess for the condemnation of any man’s Topert 1 d what are the 
safeguards thrown around that jar? be in restrictions are here 
provided. They shall be people not interested, not related; these 
and other proper conditions are im But how are they to be 
tried? Who is to take the exceptions? Where are they to be filed? 
Who is to present tanm, Sag to whom? Who are the attorneys ad- 
mitted to practice in that court? Who is to settle the questions ? 
What rule of court can you have? How can you show cause, and 
before whom ? 

There is another suggestion which occurs to me. In this same sec- 
tion it is provided that if after the lapse of a certain time a claim is 
not filed the right of the claimant l be barred forever. What 
becomes of the infants, of married women, of insane people, peor 
se TA doe of any kind? How are their rights protected by 

Mr. BOWMAN. And people abroad and traveling 

Mr. ROBESON. Yes; provision of the bill gives them ten 
days’ notice and then sweeps their renis out of existence. But there 
is still another objection to which I desire to call the attention of 
the committee. In section 4, on page 5 of the bill, which provides 
for deciding the value of any claim upon any property by a jury, it 
is provided as follows: 

In d. this the shall take into consideration the rightfulness, 
eee J aaa oE EIIE et inocula T $ ee 

Who has the right to condemn aclaim? You may condemn prop- 
erty. A claim is not property until itis established. You may con- 
demn an interest, however small, legal orequitable ; but it must be 
an interest. A claim is a thing yet unestablished; to be compro- 


mised perhaps between private parties, but you cannot condemn it 
and let its doubtful character be an element in its value. For in- 
y that the United States 


stance, you may say, here isa piece of pro 
owns; but A or B makes a claim toit. You may say that that claim 
is not worth anything, and therefore you will not give any compen- 
sation for it. But that is not the way to try title to property. Or 
you may say it is a doubtful claim; that it is an even chance that 
it will never be established, and therefore you will only give one- 
half of the fair price asked for it. 

Now, while you may condemn property, you cannot compromise 
claims upon it. You must condemn the property, and, if you choose, 
pay its value into court. Then the man who has a claim to it is 
entitled to all or none of it. Let the claimants fight it out between 
themselves, if you choose; but you cannot condemn an unsettled 
claim, taking into consideration ‘rightfalness” as an element of its 
yalue and settling the question of its validity and its general value 
together. It is not a thing which is ascertainable in that way on a 
condemnation. Therefore, I commend these propositions to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, for I want to have an effective 
bill passed. I am in favor of filling up these flats. If it can be done 
for $1,000,000 I say amen; if it can be done for $2,000,000 I say amen; 
if it takes $5,000,000 I still say amen. For proper purposes, with 
pepper guards, it is a public use, and will be a great public benefit. 

ut if it could be done for nothing I would not, in the accomplish- 
mentof that desirable object, establish a penal ple in legislation here 
which would invade or take away unfairly the rights of any private 
citizen, if he thinks he has any rights, and I would not because I 
believed a certain claim upon these flats to be wrongful and invalid 
as I do believe the claim upon them to be wrongful and invalid—1 
would not, because I believe so, impose upon the legislation of this 
Congress a measure which in my opinion, as I now understand it, is 
obnoxious to so much general and special legal objection. 

Therefore, I ask the committee, in the interval of time which they 
will have, to look to these questions which I have hastily suggested. 
They will see whether they sau attention or not. Let them pre- 
pare proper amendments, if they are necessary. Do not put us to 
the trouble, in the heat of discussion in the House, to remedy things 
that we may not remedy properly. It is much easier to find fault 
than it isto provide a remedy, as I am experiencing now. If the fault 
is found to exist, let the remedy be ready prepa: 

I read this bill for the first time on 8 last, yet I think I 
could find many valid objections to it before any court. If the 
committee will look into these 872005 and prepare amendments, if 
they are necessary, and perfect this bill so that it will stand before 
the courts of the country, protecting the rights of the Government, 
and at the same time protecting the rights of private citizens, then 
the bill shall have my full St ee support. 

Me a ald EA ill the gentleman yield to me for a few mo- 
men 

Mr. ROBESON, Certainly. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I quite agree with the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. ROBESON] in reference to the condemnation features 
of this bill. The objectionable part to me, so far asthe condemna- 


tion features of the bill go, is that the Secretary of War is author- 
ized to direct the marshal of Be Dis of 3 to sinon a 

ry, which j is to go upon the premises, determine conflicting 
rE and fix the 5 — of the property. And if that determination 
is satisfactory to the United States and to the claimants and the 
owners of the property, then the Secretary of War is to be author- 
ized to pay the sum determined upon. And if the decision is not 
satisfactory, then the money determined upon by this jury is to be 
deposited for the benefit of whom it may concern, and the case is 
to go into the courts, where the Attorney-General is to appoint a 
special counsel to conduct it, and in the court all the rights to the 
title are to be adjudicated. ‘ 

Now, it seems to me that this manner of condemning private prop- 
erty for public use is very loose and illy digested. I commend to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, as a proper and very 
simple process for ree private property for public use, the 
statutes on that subject to be found in the laws of the State of Illi- 
nois. If this committee would Popy the statutes of Illinois upon 
that subjeċt, making them applicable to the District, they would 
find very simple and effective means of condemning this property 
and of settling all conflicting claims. 

I do not, however, see any great difficulty in this respect; it is 
simply a detail of the bill, one of those details which can be easily 
adjusted upon recommittal. I hope the Committee on the District 
of Columbia will consider the 8 of the proper mode of con- 
demning property, so that we will not differ on this ope saber ques- 
tion in a mere matter of detail as to the manner of condemning 
private property for public use. 

These questions have long been considered in the courts. Cases of 
this kind have been so often adjudicated that cee Ses ought not to 
be at a loss as to the proper mode of proceeding in such cases. If 
railroad corporations can go h the country, through villages 
and towns and cities, and tear down everything before them and 
take the property of private individuals for their uses, why cannot a 
great Government like ours devise a simple and effective means of 
kame a few acres of overflowed flats and using them for public pur- 

8 


I think, therefore, this is a mere minor detail in the consideration 
of this bill, and the Committee on the District of Columbia ought to 
relieve us from any embarrassment upon the subject. 

I have not examined the health statistics and comparative tables 
per thousand of population in the city of Washington and those of 
other cities of the country, nor do I know to what extent the health 
of Washington City has been affected by what is known as the 
“í Kidwell flats,” or the Kidwell bottoms,” and the malaria incident 
to them. But I am of the opinion that something ought to be done 
to remedy this evil. Every gentleman who will visit that part of 
the city of Washington must in a moment see that the overflowed 
flats in that region are a detriment to the health, to the beauty, and 
to the prosperity of the city of Washington. 

The season of the year when the greatest detriment to health arises 
from this malaria is when Congress is not in session ; but the people 
of Washington are subjected to this malaria at whatever season it 
may come. We know very well that it was reported in the newspa- 

rs, and was the opinion of the 

ident of the United States, while he was suffering in this city 
from the effects of his wound, that he could not recover unless re- 
moyed from the malarial influences arising from these very flats. 
He was therefore, at at expense and at great risk of his life, re- 
moved from this city for the purpose of escaping from these malarial 
influences, 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the people of this city and the 
representatives in Congress who must spend a portion of their time 
here are entitled to have made such reasonable expenditure as will 
secure the health of the city. Whether this bill is calculated to 
accomplish that object, I am not prepared to say. I prefer to leave 
the details of the matter to those who are better qualified to decide 
upon such questions than are members of Congress. But I would be 
pind to see some provision made that before a work of this kind is 
entered upon, some competent medical and scientific authorities shall 
determine whether the plan popowa by this bill would have the 
desired effect. That is the important question. Many gentlemen 
here are not satisfied now that the filling up of certain portions of 
the river front and the excavating of others in the manner provided 
in this bill will have the effect desired. For myself I think that 
the larger the area we can secure in that region for a lake of fresh 
water, the better it will be; and that by putting a dike around this 
overflowed region, pumping out the water, and preparing the flats 
to receive fresh water, you could convert that part of the city into 
one of the most attractive places in this capital. Iam in great doubt, 
however, whether this bill will accomplish that end; and as we can 
hardly conclude the consideration of it to-day, I hope the bill will 


be recommitted, so that the committee, having the benefit of the 
suggestions. o here to-day, can report the measure at some future 
time. 


Mr. URNER obtained the floor. 


hysicians who attended the late | be 


Mr. RANDALL. If the gentlemen will yield to me I will move 
that the committee rise. 

Mr. URNER. Before yielding for that purpose I want merely to 
state that I desire to reply to what has been said in opposition to 
this bill. While it is not perfect in all its details as I would have 
liked to see it, yet we do not want these criticisms to pass by un- 
challenged. I understand that the purpose is, if the committee 
should now rise, that a day be fixed for the further consideration of 
this subject. Iwishto make a parliamentary inquiry, whether if an- 
other day should be fixed for the consideration of this bill my present 
recognition will be of any value to me when the bill comes up again? 

The CHAIRMAN. If the present occupant of the chair should at 
that time preside in Committee of the ole he will recognize the 
gentleman. 

Mr. RANDALL. I am willing, so far as I am individually con- 
cerned, to have another day fixed; but I cannot bind anybody else. 
I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker resumed the 


chair. 

Mr. BURROWS, of reine pre reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the nion, having had under considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. No. 1850) to provide for the reclamation of the 
marslies in the harbors of the cities of Washington and Georgetown, 
in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, had come to no 
resolution thereon, 


DEFICIENCY FOR INTERNAL REVENUE STAMPS. 


Mr. RANDALL. Some days ago when the deficiency appropria- 
tion bill was under consideration I stated in debate some objections 
to the deficiency appropriation of $170,000 to continue the work of 

rinting reyenue-stamps. I have in my hand a letter from Colonel 

tish, Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, which, 
although addressed to me as an individual member of the House, is 
of a public character, It is in a large degree a response to what I 
said upon the occasion referred to. There is, however, this one 
omission—it does not controvert my statement that the estimate as 
made for the current fiscal year was granted in full by Congress, 
and therefore, in my judgment, there ought not to have been a 
demand for a deficiency appropriation if the original estimate was 
properly and intelligently e. Butnevertheless I want the other 
side to be fairly heard in reply to what I said; and I therefore ask 
that this letter of Colonel Irish be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER, If there is no objection, the document will be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. The letter is as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING, 
April 8, 1882. 
Dear Sm: My attention has been attracted by the remarks made by on the 
bill making a deficiency a rig, facto for dies, paper, and stamps for the current 
fiscal in RD of the 7 3 1. After stating 
our position in the past with reference to the policy of ernment in print- 
tg tb vou say that youare “led to believe, from infor- 
mation which you have received of those who loge pease this subject better than 
better 0 


and also a statement of the a 
e rates 


ata sostat $280,101 


g the fiscal ge ended June 30, 1881, 346,283,015 stamps of the same classes, 
at a cost of $290,787.95. 
The rates now hares by this burean for these stam 


were established at the 
time this work was erred to the bureau, in the of 1877, and there have 
been no substantial changes in the rates since that time. 

With reference to the complaints that have come to your ears relative to private- 
die stamps, I beg to say that this bureau furnishes the stamps of the lation 
size to the Bureau of Internal Revenue at precisely the same rates for which the: 
were executed by private parties at the time they were transferred to it. and in a 
cases furnishes additional work required for private dies larger than the regula- 
tion size at p: rtionate rates. 

This bureau is now actually furnishing more stamps for less money than when 
the work was done by private parties. For instance, during the year 1876 there 
were 226,107,672 stamps delivered, costing $297,383.79, and during 1881 there were 
2 costing $290,787.95, or 120,000,000 more stamps were furnished for $7,000 

ess money. 

If the number of stamps delivered during 1881 had cost in the same ratio as in 
1876, the aggregate cost of the year’s supply would have been $455,362.95, or a sav- 
ing of about $164,000 on the year’s supply. This amount is of course based upon 
a general ote and may not be exactly accurate; the exact amount, however, 
can be obtained by an extended calcalation. The amount given is substantially 

You will thus see that the cost of the stamps in this bureau is not the real reason 
why this deficiency has occurred, 

it is not within my province to account for the deficiency the fact that the 
of the country demanded 120,000,000 more stamps fn 1881 than in 1877, 
shows a constantly-increasing use of stamps, and that the demand for stamps has 
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contract, 

at you may under- 

I have to say that there is also a considerable saving to 
of United States and national-bank notes. 


t now costs as sas Bd sapea done in the bureau, in order 

stand the whole subjec 

the Government in P 
When thi 


poser yy bat pran expenses and engravin; „ and considerable ditional expense 
incident to adjusting the bureau in its new Fuilding, $61.71. And all of this sav- 


ing has been b N notwithstanding the ral advance in the price, 
W. was conceded in the debate, of all the that enter into the produc- 
tion 5 this work. spurt 
res ours, 
e O. H. IRISH, Chief of Bureau. 
Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDA 


LL, 
United States House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
DAY FOR DISTRICT BUSLNESS. 


Mr. NEAL. I am instructed by the Committee on the District of 
somnis to offer for adoption the resolution which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Monday, the 24th nag, gy se gee bray A the call of States and Ter- 
ritories for bills and joint resolution: set for the consideration of such 
business as may be presented to the House for its consideration by the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I object. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] to the fact that this day was set 
yee for District business; and the question is whether a resolution 
of this kind reported from the Committee on the District of Columbia 
is not in order, 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Chair answered that question this morning 
when I made the nig ae whether other business would be in order 
to-day. The Chair then stated that other business would not be in 
order if the District Committee should claim the floor. 

Mr. NEAL, I believe it is in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think it is in order for the gentleman to move 
the resolution. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is inclined to hold under the peculiar 
language of this resolution setting apart this day for District busi- 
ness—“ such business as might be reported from that committee“ 
that this resolution can be received notwithstanding a single objec- 
tion. The question, therefore, is on the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. NEAL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 


Mr. PAGE, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 2499) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri River at a point to be selected 
between the north line of the county of Monona and the south line 
of the county of Harrison, in the State of Iowa, and also to construct 
accessory works to secure the best practicable channel-way for navi- 
gation and confine the flow of the water to a permanent el at 
such point, with an amendment; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


LIGHTS, CHICAGO HARBOR. 


Mr. PAGE also, by unanimous consent, from the same committee, 
reported back joint resolution (H. R. No. 186) as to lights in Chicago 
Harbor, Illinois; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be prin 

ROCK ISLAND AND SOUTHWESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. PAGE also, by unanimous consent, from the same committee 
reported back the bill (H. R. No. 4487) to authorize the Rock Island 
and Southwestern Railway Company to construct a bridge over the 
Mississippi River at New Boston, State of Illinois, with an amend- 
ment; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE OVER CUMBERLAND RIVER. 


Mr. PAGE also, by unanimous consent, from the same committee, 
reported back the bill (H. R. No. 3207) giving the assent of Congress 
to the mayor and city council of Nashyille, Tennessee, to construct 
a free bridge over the Cumberland River, with an amendment; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. PAGE also, by unanimous consent, from the same committee, 
reported back the bill (H. R. No. 3825) to anthorize the construction 
and maintenance of a ponton railway bridge across the Mississippi 
River at or near the mouth of the Upper Iowa River, in the State of 
Iowa, withan amendment; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILL. 
Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 


they had examined and found truly enrolled an act (H. R. No. 3045) 
to authorize the of the to remit certain customs 
dues and custom-house charges to Consul-General Alfred E. Lee; 
when the Speaker signed the same. 


JAMES K, STURTEVANT. 


Mr. RICE, of Missouri, by unanimous consent, from the Committee 
on Pensions, topora back the bill (H. R. No. 1373) granting a pen- 
sion to James K. Sturtevant; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. RICE, of Missouri, also, by unanimous consent, from thesame 
committee, reported back adversely the following cases ; which were 
laid apoa the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be 

rin 


A bill (H. R. No. 1520) increasing the pension of Mary A. Steece, 
widow of Tecumseh Steece; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4807) for the relief of Zemia Shepherd ; 

A petition for a pension to Ann Lyons, administratrix; and 

A petition asking a pension for William Freer. 

And then, on motion of Mr. BLOUNT, (at five o’clock p. m.,) the 
House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The ee memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, namely : 

By the SPEAKER: The resolution adopted by the board govern- 
ing the New York de ent of public parks, relative to the admis- 
sion free of duty of all specimens of natural history imported by or 
for any municipal qrganization or zoological society Vithlu the United 
States —to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Papers relating to the claim of Virginia A. 
Schumate, Ada B. Schumate, and William O. Schumate, and of the 
Columbia Turnpike Road Company—severally to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. DE MOTTE: The petition of J. M. Justice and 40 others, 
citizens of 2 Indiana, praying that an increase of pension 
be granted to Christian Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. DIBBLE: Memorial of the city council of Charleston, South 
Carolina, in relation to the Charleston jetties—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. DOWD: The petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Charlotte, North Carolina, in favor of rechartering the national 
banks and the repeal of taxes on capital, deposits, &c.—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: bing A whic of M. H. Dunnell, for the estab- 
lishment of post-routes in Minnesota—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: The petition of the citizens of the eighth 
9 distriet of Pennsy 5 the repeal of the tax on 
banks and the two-cent stamp on bank-checks—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ERRETT: The resolutions of the Central Branch of the 
Land League of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, in favor of an immedi- 
ate trial of American citizens imprisoned in English prisons—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. J. HAMMOND: The petition of Spencer G. Prine and 
others, for the enactment of a law for the protection of emigrants 
arriving in this country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill to establish a post-route from Ticonderoga to Street 
Road post-office, in the State of New York—to the Committee om 
the Post-Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HARDENBERGH: Papers rela to the claim of the 
ipte of Moses B. Bramhall, deceased—to the Committee on War 

aims, 

By Mr. HARMER: The petition of James Martin & Co., praying 
for a reduction of the import duty on aniline dyes—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, the resolution of the Vessel-Owners’ and Captains’ Associa- 
tion of Philadelphia, in favor of the of the bill for the 
distribution of the money arising from the Geneva award—to the: 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of William F. Wilson, for relief—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

PyME HUMPHREY: The petition of M. A. Dillon, to: be placed 
a 4 pension-roll at 850 per month—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. MASON: The petition of the Board of Trade of Oswego, 
and of Thomas Martin and 30 others, vessel-owners of Oswego, New 
York, protesting against the extension of the steam. grain-shovel 
patent—severally to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of E. W. Huntington and others, for the amend- 
ment of existing laws so as to permit the use of alcoholic spirits in: 
manufacturing vinegar—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOREY: Papers relating to the pension claim. of J. S. 
Windsor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, the petition of Israel Williams and others, urging the reap- 
appointment of Hon. L. B. Gunckel to the position of manager of 
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the Soldiers’ Howe at Dayton, Ohio—to the Committee. on Military 
Affairs. 
By Mr. MORSE: The potoan of Philo S. Shelton and others, for 
c 


the passage of the French spoliation claims bill—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. OATES: The 388 of James J. Ro and others, eiti- 
zens of Dale and Henry Counties, in the State of Alabama, for legis- 
lation to regulate charges for railway transportation—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: The resolution adopted by the Vessel-Owners’ 
and Captains’ Association of Philadelphia, urging the of the 
Reed bill providing for the distribution of the Geneya award—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PAUL: The petition of Frank P. Murphey, relative to a 
contract to furnish 20,000 cubic yards of stone used in the jetties at 
Charleston (South Carolina) Harbor—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. PEELLE: The petition of Rey. Robert McCrary, Alfred 
Hanson, and 37 others, colored citizens of Indianapolis, Indiana, for 
the passage of a bill authorizing the appointment of a commission of 
colored citizens to inquire into the material, industrial, and intel- 
lectual progress of the colored people in the United States since the 
war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. PEIRCE: The petition of Lucas Nebeker and 78 others, of 
Fountain County, Indiana, asking for a provision in any bankrupt 
law that may be passed providing that when a majority of the cred- 
itors of a bankrupt desire it, settlement of such bankrupt’s estate 
shall be made in the circuit court of the county in which said bank- 
rupt resided—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. RITCHIE: The petition of William Reynolds, a soldier in 
the Mexican war, for a pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: The petition of citizens of Pittston, Pennsyl- 
vania, for the repeal of the tax on banks and the two-cent stamp on 
bank checks—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: Papers relating to the pension claim 
of William R. Perdue—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPAULDING: The petitions of 94 citizens of Pontiac and 
of 50 citizens of Rochester, Michigan, protesting against the p 
of the bill to authorize the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
tosell certain overflowed and unsurveyed lands in Saint Clair County, 
Michigan—severally to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

B: . SPOONER : The petition of Amanda M. Hessville and Ellen 
So hia Chandler, for the passage of the French spoliation claims 
bill—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of Sherman B. Worthway and 
others, for the passage of a bill granting pensions to soldiers and 
sailors of the late war who were confined in confederate prisons—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALKER: The petition of honorably discharged soldiers, 
residents of Williamsport, Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of 
the bill to establish a soldiers’ home at Erie, Pennsylvania—to the 
Committee on ah syed Bat 

By Mr. WATSON: The petition of the owners of vessels navigating 
the western lakes, remonstrating inst the extension of the steam 
grain-shovel patent—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. YOUNG: ee of distillers of Cincinnati, Ohio, for 
speedy action on the bill for the revision of internal-revenue laws— 


to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, April 11, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report of Major C. 
R. Suter, Corp of Engineers, of a survey of the Wishnatiotann River 
from Hamburgh, Iowa, to its junction with the Missouri, made in 
compliance with requirements in the river and harbor act of March 
3, 1881; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro ores presented resolutions adopted at a 
meeting of survivors of Andersonville and other Southern military 
prisons, in favor of the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 3386) granting 
pensions to certain Union soldiers and sailors of the late war of the 
rebellion who were confined in so-called confederate prisons; which 
were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, presented a memorial of the mayor and 
common council of Fernandina, Florida, in favor of an appropriation 
for the improvement of the harbor at that place; which was referred 
to a sje se — Commerce. 

e also presented a petition of citizens of Apalachicola, Flori 
praying for an appropriation for the improvement of eka 
that place; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


He also presented a petition of the master and wardens of Pscam- 
bia Lodge, No. 15, (Free and Accepted of Pensacola, Flor- 
nm ying Congress to donate to them a lot on which their 
bui ding was erected and has stood for many years; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. GROVER presented the petition of F. R. Smith and others, 
citizens of Salem, Oregon, and the petition of John O’Brien. and 
others, citizens of Lane County, Oregon, praying Congress to pass a 
law to prevent extortions and unjust discriminations by corporations 
in fares and freights; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Mr. GEORGE. I present a petition of citizens of Mississippi, in 
favor of the 9 the bill for the construction of the ship rail- 
vay across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec. 

he PRESIDENT pro iempore. The petition will be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. VEST. Let the petition lie on the table. 
reported, and is now on the Calendar. 

x e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will lie on the table, 
then. 

Mr. GEORGE presented a petition of Salem Grange, No. 508, of 
Coffeeville, Mississippi, praying for the passage of the bill for the 
construction of the ship railway across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec ; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MAXEY presented the petition of John K. Rankin, of DeWitt 
County, Texas, a soldier of the war of 1812, praying for an increase 
of pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT presented the petition of George H. Watrous and 500 
others, citizens of New Haven, Connecticut, praying for the passage 
of a bill for the improvement of the civil service of the United States z 
which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrench- 
ment. 


The bill has been 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House insisted upon its di ment 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 4185) making 
appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
Department, and for fulfilling treaty sti tions with various Indian 
tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes; 

to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon; and had appointed Mr. THOMAS 
RYAN of Kansas, Mr. L. B. CASWELL of Wisconsin, and Mr. BEN JA 
MIN LE FEvRE, of Ohio, ma rs at the conference on its part. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. No. 1132) in relation to the port and harbor of New York and the 
8 near the same; in which it requested the concurrence of the 

nate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The ene, further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills ; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President e tempore: 

A bill (S. No. 1361) to provide additional accommodations for the 
Department of the Interior; and 

bill (H. R. No. 3045) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasu 

to remit certain customs dues and custom-honse e to Consul- 
General Alfred E. Lee. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bin (5, No. 1486) granting æ pension to Mary A. Dough- 
erty, submitted an adverse report thereon ; which was ordered to be 
printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 1513) for the relief of Orville Horwitz, trustee 
for C. D. De Ford & Co., reported it with an amendment; and sub- 
mitted a n thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McPHERSON, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1459) for the relief of the North German 
Lloyd Steamship Company, submitted an adverse report thereon; 
whicli was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. GROVER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
were referred the bill (S. No. 1144) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to ascertain and report to Congress the claims tively of the 
States of Kansas, Nevada, Oregon, and Texas, and the Territories of 
Idaho and Washington, for repelling invasions and suppressing In- 
dian hostilities; the joint resolution (8. R. No. 10) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to ascertain and rey$rt to Con the amount of 
money expended and indebtedness assumed by the State of Oregon 
in repelling invasions, suppressing insurrection and Indian hostili- 
ties, enforcing the laws, and protecting the public property; and 
the joint resolution (S. R. No. 13) to authorize the Secretary of 
War to ascertain and report to Congress the amount of money ex- 
pended and indebtedness assumed by the State of Nevada in repel; 
ing invasions, supp ing insurrection and Indian hostilities, enforc- 
ing the laws, and protecting the public property, reported a bill (S. 
No. 1673) to authorize the 3 of the Treas to examine and 
report to Congress the amount of all claims of the States of Texas, 
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Oregön, and Nevada, and the Territories of Washington and Idaho 
for money expended and indebtedness assumed by said States and 
‘Territories in repelling invasions and suppressing Indian hostilities; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Columbi: 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1420) for the relief of Howar 
eee e d ee it with an amendment; and submitted a report 

ic 


thereon, w was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1604) to establish an assay office at Dead- 
wood, in the Territory of Dakota, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 909) for the relief 
of D. T. Kirby, to report it favorably without amendment. A Sen- 
ate bill on the same subject passed the Senate, and this bill was re- 
ferred to the committee to investigate some rumors. The Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest] wishes to have the bill considered at this 
time. 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. _I object. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to make a 
statement? 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly. í 

Mr. VEST. A similar bill was reported by the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs and passed the Senate. This bill passed the House of 
Representatives just about the time the Senate bill was passed by 
this body, and the bill having passed both Houses, when this b 
came from the House it was Saeed on, the Calendar without refer- 
ence. When the bill was called regularly on the Calendar, the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. ROLLINS] objected to its consider- 
ation and moved its reference to the Committee on Military Affairs 
on account of some personal charges alleged against this officer. 
The bill was sent to the Military Committee upon that statement. 
Those charges were examined and found to be without foundation. 
It would be a matter of gross injustice to this officer that the bill 
should go to the foot of the Calendar when he is found to be perfectly 
innocent. The bill ought to be treated as retaining its regular order 
on the Calendar, Under these circumstances, I do not think any 
member of the Senate will object to taking up the bill now and pass- 


ing it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the objection insisted upon? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. : , 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The objection is insisted on, and 
the bill goes on the Calendar. 

Mr. VEST. Who makes the objection? I want to know. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
INGALLS] objects. 

Mr. VEST. Then I move that the bill be taken up. 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Chair will read the rule, it will be found 
that no report can be considered on the day it is made without 
unanimons consent. It would require a change of the rule to have 
a bill otherwise considered, and the rule cannot be changed with- 
out a day’s notice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem 
sidered to-day if there is objection. 

Mr. INGALLS. A bill cannot be considered unless unanimous 
consent is given on the day it is reported. 

Mr. CAMERON , of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 532) for the relief of 
William S. Hansell & Sons, reported it without amendment; and 
submitted a re thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 795) for the relief of Arthur W. Eastman, 
reported it without amendment. x 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1589) for the relief of Joseph F. Wilson, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 130) granting a pension to Ann Atkinson, reported 
it without amendment; and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1485) nting a pension to Ann Atkinson, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that it be indefinitely post- 
poned; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the petition of Ben Holladay, praying compensa- 
tion for spoliations by Indians on his property while carrying the 
mails of the United States, submitted a report thereon, accompanied 
by a bill 15 No. 1683) for the relief of Ben Holladay. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 


Of course the bill cannot be con- 


DISTILLED SPIRITS. 


Mr. BECK. The Committee on Finance have instructed me to ask 
leave of the Senate to have a tabular statement relative to the pro- 
‘duction and consumption of distilled spirits from 1863 to 1881 printed 
for the use of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The printing will be ordered, there 
being no objection. 


A. HOEN & CO. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing, 
to which was referred the bill (S. No. 1601) authorizing the Public 
Printer to pay A. Hoen & Co., of Baltimore, Maryland, for the litho- 
caustic illustrations made by them, to report it with amendments. 
The bill does not make an appropriation, but renders available an 
appropriation heretofore made, the payment of which has been ar- 
rested on purely technical objections. The work is necessary to the 
completion of the n Report and the 2 70 on the Diseases 
of Domestic Animals, for which there is considerable anxiety. I 
venture to ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 1601) authorizing the Pub- 
lic Printer to pay A. Hoen & Co., of Baltimore, Maryland, for the 
lithocaustic illustrations made by them, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It directs the Public Printer to pay, out of 
money heretofore ga for the public printing, to Messrs. A. 
Hoen & Co., of Baltimore, Maryland, for the lithocaustic illustra- 
tions e them for the Diseases of Domestio Animals, and 
for the lithocaustic illustrations for the report of the Commissioner 
of Agriculture for 1880, in accordance with their contract of July 2, 
1881, entered into by them with the Public Printer, as authorized by 
the Joint Committee on Printing in their letter to the Public Printer 
dated March 1, 1881. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Printing with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 6, after the word“ Maryland,” to 
insert the words “ the sum of $80,000, being the balance of.” 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, at the end of the bill to insert the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

Provided, That said mt shall be in sums of $16,000 each upon the deliv 
to the Public Printer o aid illustrations in lots of 90 002 each. — i 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. COKE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1674) to establish a post-route in Texas; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MAXEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 1675) to establish a road in the Indian 
Territory; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

Mr. ROLLINS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1676) to amend section 1402 of the Revised 
Statutes, relative to the appointment of nayal constructors and assist- 
ant naval constructors in the United States Navy; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. McDILL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1677) to amend the act donating public lands 
to the several States and Territories which may provide colleges for 
the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VEST asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 1678) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of the owners of the steamer Sultana; which was 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No, 1679) to authorize the construction of bridges 
across the Missouri River between its mouth and the mouth of the 
Dakota or James River, and across the Mississippi River between the 

rt of Saint Paul, in the State of Minnesota, and the port of Natchez, 
in the State of Mississippi, and across the Illinois River between 
its mouth and Peoria, in the State of Illinois; and to prescribe the 
character, location, and dimensions of the same; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (8. No. 1680) granting a pension to Ann Leddy; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SLATER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1681) to authorize the Oregon Pacific Rail- 
road Company to construct one or more bridges across the Willa- 
mette River, 20 the State of Oregon, and to establish them as post- 


twice by its 


roads; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 
Mr. PLATT (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 


tained leave to in uce a bill oo No. 1682) explanatory of section 
25 of the act approved July 8, 1870, entitled An act to revise, con- 
solidate, and amend the statutes relating to patents and copyrights,” 
and of section 4887 of the Revised Statutes of the Uni States ; 
Wion yas read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

atents. 

Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 57) for the continuance of 
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work under the river and harbor act in certain cases where the ap- 
propriation has been expended; which was read twice by its title, 
RA referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


HELEN M. FIEDLER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning 
business the Senate will proceed to the consideration of the Calendar 
under the Anthony rule. 

Mr. MORGAN. Icall up the concurrent resolution submitted by 
me on the 14th of March last, and now on the Calendar, in relation 
to the claim of Helen M. Fiedler against the Government of Brazil. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives concurring,) That the Presi- 
dent of the United States be requested to bring to the attention of the Emperor of 
Brazil the claim of Helen M. Fiedler, executrix of Ernest Fiedler, deceased, against 
the Government of Brazil, growing out of a contract alleged by said claimant to 
be obligatory on that Government for the hire of the ship Circassian to transport 
e ts from the United States to Brazil in the year 1867, with a view to ask 
said Government to consider the said claim and to provide for the allowance and 
payment of such sum as shall be found just to such claimant, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


THOMAS G. CORBIN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem The bill (S. No. 14) for the relief 
of Thomas G. Corbin, which was under consideration yesterday, is 
before the Senate asin Committee of the Whole, and open to amend- 
ment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. SHER ask that the bill be read asit now stands. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. One amendment was made as in 
Committee of the Whole, the amendment inserted on motion of the 
ee from Wisconsin, [Mr. CAMERON.} The amendment will be 
stated. 

The PRINCIPAL LEGISLATIVE CLERK. In line 5, after the word 
„Navy,“ where it last occurs, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, inserted the following proviso: 


Provided that he successfully pass the required examination. 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, de., That the President of the United States be, and ho is hereby, 
authorized to restore Thomas G, Corbin, now a captain on the retired list of the 
Navy, to the active list of the Navy, (provided that he successfully pass the re- 
quired examination,) to take rank next after Rear Admiral J. W. A. Nicholson, 
with restitution from December 12, 1873, to November 15, 1881, of the difference 
of pay between that of a captain retired on half pay and that of a commodore on 
the active list on waiting-orders pay, and with restitution from November 15, 1881, 
of the difference of pay between of a — retired on half pay and that of 
a rear admiral on the active list on waiting-orders pay, to be paid out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropria 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I hope the amendment will not 
be concurred in. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. President, are we going to promote a man 
from captain to admiral without the examination which every officer 
has to undergo? It seems to me to restore this man at all is to con- 
done insubordination and disobedience of orders; and this 1s to re- 
ward him for it, to encourage insubordination and disobedience 
of orders. A man who is to be re ly promoted must pass an ex- 
amination. Shall this man, who is to be rly promoted, who 
is to jump over every commodore in the Navy and two admirals, be 
put in his place without having the examination which every other 
officer has to submit to? I think it would be monstrous. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. The only answer to that ques- 
tion is simply that the board violated the law, did injustice to this 
man and kept him out of the Navy, so that now, on being restored, 
he simply asks to be given the place to which he is entitled. 

Mr. HONY. He was not entitled to promotion unless the board 
recommended him. If the board made an illegal order for him, then 
let another board be convened, and let him be examined as every other 
officer is examined. He can be excused because I understand he is 
a proge man 

Ir. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. And an able man, and a good 


one. 

Mr. ANTHONY. And I understand he knows ten times more than 
the board which is to examine him. On that ground he may be ex- 
- cused from coming personally before the board, but he is not to be 
excused from an examination certainly. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. He interpreted the law, as I 
think, properly. : 

Mr. ANTHONY. Does he so interpret the law that he is not to 
have any examination at all? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Ido not think there was any 
right to examine him beyond a physical one. 

Ir. ANTHONY. Then let him have a physical examination. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. He did have that. 

Mr. ANTHONY. But that was eight years ago. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. It cannot be said that he is 
it egies ire now. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It cannot be said he is not and it cannot be said 


XUI—173 


he is. We do not want to put him in the aoe as an admiral be- 
a 


cause we do not know that he is not physically 
that he is physically able. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This debate is irregular. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Ifthe Senators will pardon me one moment, I want 
to call the attention of the Senate to the real condition of this case. 
I am not personally acquainted with the officer whose case is before 
the Senate, but what I have heard of him is very much to his favor. 
I believe he is a gallant officer, and I want to go 8 as far as it is 

ossible for us to go in order to relieve him of the difficulty in which 
be has involved himself. 

Now, what is the case? The regulations of the Navy Department, 
founded upon the law, require a board of examination; and no man 
can be promoted from one grade to another e without passing an 
examination. That has been the law, and is in accordance with the 
regulations of the Navy Department, for many years past. Within 
a few days officers of the Navy have been summoned here from Bos- 
ton and elsewhere to pass an examination. In my judgment, it is 
wise that such a board should be provided. The regulations of the 
Navy Department have been sanctioned By Congr I have before 
me a copy of the regulations of the Navy Department, and upon the 
fly-leaf will be found the following: 

The orders, regulations, and instructions issued by the Secretary of the Navy 
prior to July 14, 1862, with such alterations as he may since have adopted, with the 
approval of the President, shall be recognized as the regulations of the Navy, sub- 
ject to alterations adopted in the same manner. 


This will be found on page 264 of the Revised Statutes. 

I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the following sections 
of the Revised Statutes, which, to my . the action of the 
Navy Department in establishing this board: 


Src. 1496. No line officer below the grade of commodore, and no officer not of 
the line, shall be promoted to a higher grade on the active list of the Navy until 
his mental, and professional fitness to perform all his duties at sea have 
been established to the satisfaction of a board of examining officers appointed by 


the President. 
Sec. 1497. In time of peace no person shall be promoted from the list of commo- 
dores to the grade of rear-admiral, on the active list, until his mental, moral, and 
professional fitness to perform all his duties at sea has been established as pro- 
vided in the preceding section. 

Sec. 1503. No officer shall be rejected until after such publio oe tan ahs 


le; we must know 


himself and of the records of the Navy Department in his case, unless he 
having been duly notitied, to appear before said board. 


I also read the order establishing the regulations of 1876 for the 

government of the Navy: 
Navy DEPARTMENT, WASHINGTON, 
August 7, 1876. 

The following regulations are established, with the approval of the President of 
the United States, for the government of all persons attached to the naval service. 
All circulars or instructions from any of the bureaus of this De t not in 
contravention with these regulations are to be considered as still in force, and will 


be obeyed accordingly. 
GEO. M. ROBESON, 
Secretary of the Navy. 

Therefore these regulations of the Navy Department have been 
sanctioned by Congress and have the force of law. This officer had 
the right to go before the board, and he was asked to go before them 
in accordance with the regulations, He refused to go before them 
and was guilty of insubordination. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from New Hampshire just 
one question there ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator yield? If so, it 
will be taken out of his time. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I simply wish to ask the Senator if he thinks the 
board has the right to inflict retirement upon an officer as a punish- 
ment for fot going before the board? Is that the position he takes? 

Mr. ROLLINS. The regulations have been sanctioned by Con- 
press, and they provide that unless the man appears when summoned 

e may thus go upon the retired list. He had the option. He could 
o before the board, but he said, No, I will not before the 
oard.” I believe that the regulations establishing this manner of 
examination are conducive to the best welfare of the Navy, and all 
5 to comply with them. 
want to say that there is no other instance since these regula- 
tions were promulgated, since these laws were p where an offi- 
cer of the Navy has not been compelled to comply with the regula- 
tions. Yesterday the case of Captain Fairfax was quoted. I thought 
then I was right, and I know now that I was right, in thinking that 
there never was any law whatever passed in reference to ets Save 
Fairfax. He refused to obey the summons of the board, he refused 
to go before the board for examination, howlong? Until two brother 
officers had passed oyer his head. Then what did he do? Then he 
Sees thee with the regulations of the Navy Department ; then he com- 
plied with the law, and went before the and was examined for 
promotion. But now, if we pass this bill without the amendment 
pending, we simply say to every officer in the Navy, “ You may dis- 
obey hereafter and in all coming time these regulations of the Navy 
sh e they are not binding ppor you; disobey them at your 
will, and Congress will relieve you from all embarrassment,” 

I say if we pass this bill without this clause in it we shall have done 
more to demoralize the Navy and more to upset its regulations than 
anything else which could be accomplished by Congress. For the 


2754 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRI II, 


good of the Navy, notwithstanding my regard for this officer, not- 
withstanding my hearty wish to do everything that can be done 
properly, I say that we ought not to pass the bill unless the amend- 
ment is in it. I understood yesterday that the Senator from New 
Jersey, the Senator from Pennsylvania, and other members of the 
committee thought that it was fit and proper that the amendment 
should be in ted into the bill. I think so now, and I think we 
shall do a wrong to the Navy unless we put it on. 

[The President pro tempore rapped with his gavel. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. MCPHERSON addressed 
the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
has spoken onre. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then I should like to ask the Senator from 
New Hampshire, who has quoted the case of Commodore Fairfax, if 
Congress did not subsequently pass an act restoring Commodore 
Fairfax to the number that he lost by reason of the alleged insub- 
ordination ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshiro 
has no right to answer the Senator from New Jersey, because his 
time is ont. 

Mr. ROLLINS. It did not. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then I will answer the question. An act 
was subsequently passed by Congress restoring Commodore Fairfax 
to the number he lost by reason of his alleged insubordination. 

Mr. ROLLINS. If the Senator from New Jersey will look into the 
acts of Congress he will find that he is entirely mistaken about it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, I cannot use my time now npon that, but I 
will state that Captain Corbin addressed a very courteous letter to 
the board which had his case under examination; and the argument 
he made before the board I will ask the Secretary to read in lieu of 
any argument that I might make myself. 

Ar. ROLLINS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question 
while he has the floor? Will he tell me why there should be any 
different course pursued in this case than that in regard to every 
other officer in the Navy. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
is out of order. 

Mr. McPHERSON. There should be no difference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey is 
out of order. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I will ask the Senator from New Jersey to yield 
to me for one moment. 

The PRESIDENT tem The Senator from New Hampshire 
had five minutes and his time expired; and the Senator from New 
Jersey had no right to ask him a question, because he could not 
answer it. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I asked the Senator from New Jersey to yield to 
me for a question out of his own time, and not out of mine, 

The PRESIDENT tempore. That he can do. 

Mr. ROLLINS, erefore I submit I am in order. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator from New Hampshire asked me 
a question, and I believe, occupying the floor in my own right, I am 
at liberty to reply. I answer again the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that there was an exception made in Corbin’s case; that Mr. 
Corbin, for some malice or other motive on the part of the board, 
was required todo what no other captain of the Navy is required to 
do. He was Togra to personally appear before the board when his 
record was good. Now, Lask to have his own argument read as part 
of my remarks, gooupying my time, 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read as follows: 


Before examining the purport of the law, it is to be observed that the board is to 
be governed solely by the actof Congress itself, which confers no other power upon 
the executive department of the Government than to appoint the members of the 
board. In this respect it differs fom some other acts of a similar character; as, 
for 8 the act of February 28, 1855, which directed the board of officers *‘ to 
perform their duty under such i, Seon as shall be 3 by the Secretary 
of the Novy.” Accordingly, the Secretary embodied his instructions“ in a let- 
ter to the board, dated June 20, 1855, acting, as he expressly said, under the power 
conferred by Congress. The act under consideration gives no such power, and 
therefore there is no right in the Secretary of the Navy or the President to pre- 
scribe rules for the government of the board. They must be governed by the act, 
and the act alone. 

Taking up the act itself, it seems clear that the normal mode of procedure 
was Pos ype to be without the presence of the party whose fitness is to be inves- 
tigated. 

1. The first section is evidently intended to embody all that was expected to be 
usually essential for the decision of the case. It says nothing of the presence of 
the party, or of any such thing as a literary, quasi-scientific, or professional in- 
terrogation of the officer himself. It looks entirely to the asce: ing of the offi- 
cer’s fitness by examination of w*tnesses and records. 

2. That a decision in this matter was 8 and was expected, also, 
to be the usual mode, is made manifest by the third section, which states explicitly 
that any officer to be acted on by said board shall have the right to be present, if 
he desires it. How could it be made more clear that, if he does not desire it, he 


need not 54 ery 

The right to appear is evidently based upon the supposition that something 
may occur to make it desirable for him to rebut testimony unfavorable to his pro- 
fessional character. In that case heis given the right to make his own *‘ statement 
of his case,“ to call witnesses, and to have the statement, the testimony of the 
witnesses, and his own “examination ” “recorded.” This is the only examina- 
tion" mentioned in the whole act (except where the first section s of exam- 


ing records) and it most clearly points to his examination as a witness in regard 


to sume fact or facts then under consideration. It has no relation at all analogous 
to that in the new civil-service system. 

3, If such an examination as that just referred to had been in contemplation 
of the act, it would certainly have clearly prescribed the nature and scope of the 
different subjects to be taken up for the different classes of officers, and tk vari- 
ous ways, have expressed such a purpose. 

4. The last clause of section 3 requires a word of comment. It must be noted 
that it expressly looks to the case of an officer declining to appear, after notice, 
aud it does not say that his failing to appear shall be ipso facto ground for an un- 
favorable verdict, nor even for censure. Its meaning is simply this. It says to 
the officer, ‘Something has turned up in this investigation which it was thought 
you might wish to explain or deny, and you were notified to appear. You pre- 
ferred to remain absent, and you are estopped from any objection on that score.” 
His absence, after notice, is not to enter into consideration at all as an element in 
making up the judgment of the board. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator from New 
Jersey is out, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I have no feeling whatever about 
this case, although it seems to excite others. I see nothing in it ex- 
cept a pure question of law, and it seems to me to be a very plain one, 
The first section of the act referred to in the report plainly gives to 
a board so organized the right to examine into the merits of a naval 
officer, the right to examine witnesses and to obtain testimeny with- 
out limit or restraint. Can any judge in reading that section doubt 
the right of the board, if they choose to do it, to examine the person 
most interested, the man himself, whose examination would disclose 
his mental qualities and, to some extent, his moral responsibility ? 
His record is disclosed by the official papers. It seems to me as plain 
as day that under that section the board had the right to call Cap- 
tain Corbin before them and examine him. It is true the third sec- 
tion of the act also provides that Captain Corbin shall have the cor- 
responding right to be examined; but that is entirely consistent with 
the absolute right of the board to call Captain Corbin before them. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator 

Mr. SHERMAN, I have but five minutes, and I would rather not 
yield; it interrupts me. 

It is perfectly plain as a question of law that Captain Corbin was 
rightly called before that board. He seems to be a man of spirit; 
he seems to bea good officer; no one says anything against him; but 
he did violate his duty as an officer in that he was insubordinate, in 
that he refused to allow the board to do its duty, The board had a 
right to examine him, and he had the right to be examined if he 
chose to be examined. It was a mutual right. The board had a 
right to have a personal examination of Captain Corbin, aud Captain 
Corbin had a right to claim to be examined by the board. 

It seems to me that after the lapse of nine years, after this gentle- 
man has been on the retired list, it may be, engaged in other pur- 
suits, rendering no service to the country, to restore him back to the 
date of 1874, with full pay and with all the promotion he would have 
had if he had retained his position, is an act of injustice to other 
officers of the Navy. On that ground I shall vote against the bill. 
The conduct of this gentleman seems to have been good, his reputa- 
tion is good, he was a brave and gallant officer, and he probably did 
this act hastily or under a wrong construction of the law; but he 
ought to suffer for it; he ought not to complain of that. I would 
vote with great cheerfulness to restore him to the position he occu- 
pa before in the Navy or to do anything else that is reasonable. 

e has been very severely punished for this act, and I would be will- 
ing to condone that punishment, to do everything that is right; but 
to put him above some twenty-five or thirty officers seems to be an 
act of injustice. 

Mr. PLUMB. And giving him pay also for the time he was ont. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And then giving him $5,000 or $10,000 for back 
pay for services which he did not perform, as it is said, for a line of 
duty which he could not perform. Therefore, now to relieve him 
from the examination which the law especially provides, would it 
not be a still greater act of injustice? It is simply to take sides 
with him and say that Captain Corbin was perfectly right in all this 
matter, and that this was an act of injustice done by the Navy 
Department, by the President, and by the board of his brother offi- 
cers. It seems to me that it would be grossly unjust to them. While 
we might relieve him from the burden by placing him back on the 
list where he was before, we certainly ought not to put him over the 
heads of oflicers who have been performing their duties and who 
have been earning their pay. 

It seems to me, therefore, that this bill goes too far, and that the 
friends of this gentleman—and he appears to have very warm 
friends—ask too much of the Senate to paos him in the position he 
would have occupied if he had been in the full discharge of duty for 
the last nine years and had never violated his duty in refusing to go 
before the board to be examined. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I know very little about this case— 
I have seen the report this morning for the first time—but it seems 
to me those opposing the bill lose ae of a very important fact. 
The Senator from Ohio has just stated that this officer had suffered 
already a very serious punishment, and he thought perhaps he ought 
to have been punished for insubordination. I do not know what the 

owers of the examining board are, but it certainly is the first time 
in the history of the naval establishment or the military establish- 
ment of this country where a board authorized by law to examine an 
officer for promotion could inflict punishment. y idea has always 
been that where an officer was insubordinate, where he disobeyed an 
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order which his superior had a right to give, he could only be pun- 
ished by a court-martial, or by being put under arrest; but it seems 
that this board has gone further; that it has absolutely punished 
this man for what the Senator from Ohio says was an act of insub- 
ordination. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The board did not put him on the retired list. 


The board could not do that. It was done by the President. 

Mr. BUTLER. What did the board do, then? 

Mr. ANTHONY. The board omitted to recommend him for promo- 
tion. 

Mr. BUTLER. The result of the action of the board was to put 
him on the retired list by way of punishment by failing to recom- 
mend him. : 

Mr. ANTHONY. He could not have been put on the retired list 
except by the order of the President. : 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely; but that does not affect the proposition 
I was suggesting. The board itself declined to recommend him for 
promotion, the practical effect of which was to put him on the re- 
tired list by way of inflicting punishment for refusing to appear 
before them. That isa difficulty which strikes me as being in the 


way. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The board failed to report favorably on his 
promotion. 

Mr. BUTLER. And the failure to report favorably, I understand, 
was made by reason of his having been insubordinate. They pun- 
ished him for insubordination. I do not believe the board has any 
right to do anything of the kind. Under the rules and regulations 
for the government of the Navy he could be punished by nothing but 
a court-martial, or an arrest for insubordination or disobedience of 
orders. It seems to me that that is the hardship under which this 
gentleman is laboring, and which Congress has not only the right to 
correct, but which it is its duty to correet in the form of this bill. 

It appears that this officer was under the opinion, honest from 
all 8 that he was not required to go before the board and 
that his failure to go before the board would not result disastrously 
to him; but the board seems to have taken a different view, and to 
have absolutely inflicted a punishment upon him for a disobedience 
of orders or for insubordination. I submit that the board of examin- 
ation had no right to do anything of the kind. If injustice has been 
done him, if punishment has been inflicted, which the Senator from 
Ohio says has been the case, it certainly is the duty of Congress to 
correct that; and it cannot work an injustice to officers who are now 
above him to have a wrong corrected. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The argument of the Senator from South Carc- 


lina—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island is 
not in order. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ihave not spoken to the pending amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
(Mr, CAMERON] spoke in favor of the amendment a few words, and 
then the Senator from Rhode Island had three or fonr talks. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think, with great deference, that I have not 
spoken on the amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move to commit the bill, which takes precedence 
of the motion to amend. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Rhode Island has the floor. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ido not wish to take advantage. I only wanted 
to say that the argument of the Senator from South Carolina goes 
against the bill, not against this amendment, because if Captain Cor- 
bin is a captain, as he is, upon the retired list, and he is to be pro- 
moted to commodore, he would have to pass an examination. This 
provision only requires him to do what every other officer is required 
to do. But it is proposed that he shall be rewarded for a mistake, as 
the Senator calls it, which he has made; that he shall be exempt 
from examination. Why should he be exempt from examination, 
which every other officer has to submit to? I should think that the 
friends of this officer would demand an examination rather than 
shrink from it. Is be not capable of passing an examination? Cer- 
tainly the eagerness with which the examination is opposed would 
seem to imply as much. I have no doubt that ke is capable of pass- 
ing an examination, and certainly he should not be exempt from it. 

. JONES, of Florida. I wish to say one word in reply chiefly 
to what was said by the Senator from Rhode Island [ Mr. Een 
yesterday in relation to a party as distinguished froma witness under 
this law. I should like to know where can be found the principle 
to authorize any tribunal to calla man before it under oursystem to 
make any statement which either directly or indirectly can be con- 
strued as prejudicial to himself. There are some countries where 
that practice prevails. But the reason of the law here does not go 
to the party; it only extends to witnesses, and it speaks of witnesses; 
and, therefore, that provision of the law cannot embrace the parties 
about whom the witnesses are to testify. 

What would be the effect of this man’s going before the board ? 
Would it be competent for them, in the absence of any law on the 
subject authorizing it, to interrogate him about matters the answers 
to which might involve his own reputation, his own character, his 
own standing in the Navy? Is there any principle of jurisprudence 
in our system which would authorize that to bo done by implica- 


On that motion the Senator from 


tion? And that is what is contended for here, that he did not go 


before the board to satisfy the board that his own reputation was 
right when the record showed the whole case. 

Ir. MCMILLAN, Mr. President, I think the argument of the Sen- 
ator from Florida goes a little too far in this ease. There was no 
proposition here on the part of this board to ask this officer anything 
that wonld tend to criminate himself, and that is the extent of the 
rule to which the Senator from Florida refers, and which he would 
invoke in this case. It seems to me there can be no doubt whatever 
that this board had the power to call before them this officer for ex- 
amination, and they could call other witnesses. The court in this 
case called the officer before them, and he refused to come; so that 
the question here assumes this shape, whether this officer could re- 
fuse to obey the mandate of a board to examine him for promotion. 

Mr. BUTLER. Right there I should like to ask the Senator 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yield ? jan 

Mr. MCMILLAN. No, sir; I just rose to occupy a few minutes. 

Mr. BUTLER. Suppose the officer refused 

pen eee a pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota refuses 
to yield. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The examination was not made because this 
officer refused to appear before the board, as they required him to 
do, and becanse the examination was not made to the satisfaction 
of the board they did not recommend him for promotion. He stood 
upon what he regarded as his rights, and he took the chances in doing 
that. If he takes that position, why should he not stand upon it 
and take the consequences of it manfully? If he makes the issue 
here which is presented in this debate that this board was wrong 
and that he was right, then we as the Senate must determine that 
question, and for my part I have no doubt whatever that the board 
were entirely right in their position, and this officer has put himself 
in a position of insubordination, and by passing this bill we indorse 
“his position and say that an officer in the Navy may assume this 
position and defy a board authorized to examine him. That is not 
discipline in the Aayi and the Navy isa place where discipline is 
essential. When snch an issue is presented, as it is here, I can only 
take one course, and that is to sustain the authorities in the position 
which they have taken. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I have the law in my hand 
under which it is said Captain Corbin was insubordinate, and I 
challenge any Senator here to point out a word in that law that 
authorizes that board to order him before it. I will pause and let 
any Senator do it who will undertake it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I will give the Senator—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. - Give the cr ad 

Mr. McMILLAN. The act provides—I have it before me also—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. So have I. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It says: 


That no line officer of the Navy — the active list below the grade of commo- 
dore, nor any other naval officer, s be promoted to a * grade until his 
mental, moral, and professional fitness to perform all his duties at sea shall be es- 
tablished to the satisfaction of a board of 3 to be appointed by the 
President of the United States. And such board have power to take tes’ 
ny, the witnesses. when present, to be sworn by the president of the board, and to 
examine all matter on the files and reeords of the Denaronent in relation to any 


officer whose case shall be considered by them. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Now, Mr. President, I decline to yield further. 

Mr. McMILLAN, Tbat is just the law. 

Mr, VOORHEES. That is just the law, and there isnot one word 
in that section, as every Senator knows, that authorized this board 
to compel the attendance of Captain Corbin. I say that in the Sena- 
tors answer it is not shown by a single word or letter of the law 
that in that section the board had the power to compel the attend- 
ance of this man at all, nor had anybody else the power. 

Mr. McMILLAN, I should like 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator knows I would yield if I could, 
but I cannot. He knows that 8 well. The only language in 
this law from beginning to end touching the presenee of the party 
to be examined is the third section. repeat it; the only place 
where his presence is mentioned is the third section, and in that it 
says: 

That any officer to be acted upon by said board shall have the right to be pres- 
ent, if he desires it. 

That is all. He could be examined behind his back. It leaves him 
an option; he has the choice to go there or stay away, and that is 
the construction put on this act by that able officer of the Navy De- 
partment, Mr. Fox, ina letter which I have in my hand that I would 
read if I had time. That was the construction placed on the law in 
a letter from Mr. Fox to the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. EDMUNDS. 
So that this is no strained construction ; itis the construction pl 
by the head of the Department at that time on this legislation, that 
it was an option that an officer could exercise if he saw fit to stay 
away and trust his strong and meritorious record as Captain Corbin 
did; and it should not injure him. He had a right to he back, or if 
he felt that he was weak and desired to brace himself up by a per- 
sonal relation to the board. he could go before it and talk for himself. 
That was all there was of it. Captain Corbin, after more than a gen- 
eration of service, felt that it was not necessary for him to do so,and 
he exercised his plain right as I say. He was not insubordinate, he 
obeyed the law; the board did not, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I am very averse to making a breach 
in a general public law because of the hard case that it is intended 
to meet and alleviate; but there are some features connected with 
martial law and the law of the Departments which I have adverted 
to before, and must again, as placing them outside of the ordinary 
exercise of that which is known to the Constitution as judicial power. 
Judicial power means deliberate trial of a case with full power to re- 
try, to examine, to cure mistakes, to open judgments, to repeal errors, 
to correct them in every shape. The proceedings under the rules 
of the military service in both branches are necessarily summary. 
Now I find in this report the remarkable fact stated that this officer 
has applied and applied in vain to obtain a copy of the report and the 
eee upon which he was retired. Is it or is it not a matter of 
fact that he was retired because he refused to submit to an oral ex- 
amination? If he was retired for that reason, can there be a doubt 
that his retirement was invalid, unlawful, that it was ultra vires in 
the fullest sense of the term? They had no more right to punish him 
by retiring him under that law than they had to deprive him of his 
pay under that law. If he had sinned by refusing to obey an order, 
there certainly was in the nayal service the means to compel obedi- 
ence to every proper order. But is there in this law a pore given 
to a retiring board to refuse to furnish the man on trial at the time 
he applies for it, with a copy of their proceedings? Such seems to be 
the case; it is in the report of the House committee. It is there stated 
what seems to be scarcely credible for an American citizen to ask for 
and not obtain: 

Captain Corbin then preferred a request to be furnished with a copy of the 
report of the examining board, and of all matter on the files and records of the 
Department touching case, Which was refused. 

So far as I know, that refusal has been extended to Congress, for 
no such report has been spoken of by any member of the committee; 
and therefore, what is the Senate to assume? It is that this man, 
having refused to submit to an oral examination, professing himself 
at the same time ready to answer any question that touched his 
record, has been placed upon the retired list against his will, There- 
fore you have a refusal, qualified in the way I have mentioned, pun- 
ished by a board that had no power to punish it. How are you going 
to come at these things? The President, it is true, has the power of 
examination; that is all; but has not Congress the power to remedy 
injustice? Has not Congress the power to remedy injustice in all 
these cases of summary proceeding, whether by naval or by military 
courts or by military boards? I will never, for my own part, relin- 
quish my of the legislative power to remedy an injustice which 
is done to a man for want of haying a tribunal that has the power to 
re-examine its errors and to rectify its mistakes. None of us are safe 
unless there shall be not only the power to try and to hear, but the 
power to re-examine, open, set aside a judgment which has proved 
to be unjust. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, [happened yesterday to say that I had 
read this report and was prepared to yote to restore Captain Corbin. 
I had never seen him, nor the report, nor anything connected with 
the case until the day before yesterday, when I looked over the 
report, and if seems to me so far as I am able to understand it that 
the board is the really guilty party and not the man who is now 
before us. He has been a meritorious officer. They certify to that. 
His record was before the board. They had the right to summon all 
the witnesses they saw fit. He had a right to appear before them if 
he chose, but he did not choose to do so. Thereupon they retired 
him. Mr. Fox, the Assistant Secretary of the Navy, said in refer- 
ence to this law: : 

his le; tion was for the pu of raising the spirit of the Navy, by remoy- 
ey from the active list the 5 — It had no N to and 
was not intended to act upon oflicers whose record was blameless. 


Commodore Rodgers was asked the question— 

Do you or not consider Captain Corbin to be mentally, morally, and profession- 
ally a fit officer to perform all his duties at sea in a higher grade! 

And his answer was— 

T do so consider him eminently qualified. 


Now, as I understand the law, he had to appear before the board 
and show that he was physically fit; then he had to submit his pub- 
lic record. They had a right to examine into it. The third section 
of the law, instead of requiring him to come and answer any ques- 
tions they might see fit to pit to him, provided as a matter of right 
to the officer himself that he should have the right to be present if 
he desired it; and if anybody said anything against his character, 
moral or professional, it gave the officer the right to be heard, All 
the testimony shows that there was nothing said against him morally, 
eee or in any other way that required him to speak. He 
was physically competent; he was present for that purpose, and his 
examination was satisfactory to the medical board; his public record 
was satisfactory, everything was satisfactory, and he was not re- 
quired by law to appear before the board; and when they undertook 
to make him appear they themselves were the wrong-doers. 

The Senator from Rhode Island spoke of them yesterday as his 
superiors. They were not his superiors; they may have been officers 
higher in grade, but they-were a board bound by the act of Congress. 


He was before them, and had all the rights that the act of Congress 
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gave him; and when they undertook by any act of their own or by 
any regulation of the Department to establish a rule different from 
that which the act of Congress prescribed they were usurping au- 
thority, and Congress ought to condemn them for usurping authority 
not given them by act of Congress; and any departmental ruling in 
violation of the act of Congress requiring a man to do what the law 
did not require him to do, and usurping powers not given to them, 
ought to be condemned by sis hag and the man who resisted them 
was a man who was doing well in obeying the laws of his country 
and refusing to be dictated to by a set of men who constituted them- 
selves by departmental order or authority judges with power beyond 
what the law really gave them. That was the way it struck me 
when I looked at the case, and it is the way it strikes me now. 

I know that all the departments of the Government and all the 
bureaus, when they have an opportunity, decide everything to in- 
crease and magnify their own power, and want to make a man obey 
what they say. Fortunately the act of Congress that binds them 
applies to him as well, and the * before Congress is who was 
mene and who was wrong. As far as I see, the man was right. 

r. ANTHONY. I should like to ask the Senator from Kentucky 
one question, granting all he says—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky is not quite out, and he can answer the question. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Granting that this officer was improperly retired, 
granting that the board retired him, (which the board did not do 
and could not do, ) still should he be promoted without passing through 
the examination that every man above him and every man below 
him has to pass? 

Mr. BECK. I voted for the amendment to make him appear before 
a board, and I shall do it again. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Thatis the amendment now under 
consideration. 

Mr. BECK. I shall vote for that; I voted for it yesterday. We 
can make a law requiring him to go before a board. 

Mr. MAXEY. I have but a very few words to say in regard to 
this bill. What was the power of the board? That is the first ques- 
tion to be determined. Whatevor power it had was given to it by 
the law. The first section of the law of 1864 granted to the board 
the power “to take testimony, the witnesses, when present, to be 
sworn by the president of the board, and to examine all matter on 
the files and records of the Department in relation to any officer 
whose case shall be considered by them.” That gives the power and 
the whole power which the board had. 

Then by the third section there is a privilege granted to the officer. 
That privilege is: 

That any officer to be acted upon by said board shall have the right to be pres- 
ent if he desires it; and his statement of his case on oath and the testimony of 
witnesses and his examinations shall be recorded. 

Here the board had the right to take testimony, to examine the 
record. That was its power. It would have no power to examine 
witnesses of itself. The officerhas by the third section a privilege. 
That privilege is to appear, if he sees proper, and to be examined 
on oath if he demands it. Now suppose he does not exercise this 
privilege. Lask any lawyer if he can be condemned because he does 
not exercise a privilege when the law does not grant the power to 
the board to compel him to appear or to be examined ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas with- 
draw his motion to commit! 

Mr. INGALLS. Les, sir; if no one else wants to speak on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment adopted as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. VOORHEES called for 
the yeas and nays; and they were ordered and taken. 

Mr. PLATT. I am paired with the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. CaMDEN] on political subjects, but I conceive this is not a 
political subject, and unless some Senator on the other side thinks 
it to be so, I will vote “ yea,” 

The PRESIDENT pro bet pikes The Chair thinks it is not. 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—28. 
Aldrich, Harrison, Miller of N. X. Saund 
Anthony, Hawley, itchell, 1 
Bayard, Hill of Colorado, Morrill, Sherman, 
Beck, Ingalls, ‘endleton, Teller, 
Nele 75 Walka 
Cameron of Wis, M. x Plumb, Walker, 
Davis of Illinois, McMillan, Rollins, i 
NAYS—21. 
Butler, Gorman, Maxey, Vesi 
C Grover, Johnston, Voorhees, 
Cameron of Pa., Hampton, Jonas, W. 
Coke, Harris, Mo 
ey, Jackson, Pug 
Garland, Jones of Florida, Slater, 
ABSENT—27, 
Allison, Edmunds, Hill of Georgia, Mahone, 
awii —— Hoer, x Miller of Cal, 
Zamden, ‘erry, ones of Nevada, m, 
Cockrell, Frye, renn 5 bury, 
onger. eorge, ham, W 
Davis of W. Va., Groome, Logan, Van Wyck. 
Dawes, Hale, McPherson, 


So the amendment was concurred in. 
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Mr. PLUMB. I call for a vote on the amendment which I pro- 
posed in committee, striking out all after line 6. f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was disagreed to in commit- 
tee. The Senator can offer it again in the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I now ofter the amendment which I proposed 


in committee, striking out all after line 6. Iwill simply say that 
the only effect of this amendment is to prevent the giving to this 
officer of pay for services which he has not rendered. 

Mr. BAYARD. He wonld have earned the money if you had given 
him the chance. t 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas if 
this gives him back pay, pay for the time he has not been in the 
Navy. s 
N, PLUMB. The bill as it stands will give nine years’ pay for 
services this man never rendered. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. That was not his fault, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is to strike out all 
after line 6. The words proposed to be stricken out will be read. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read as follows: 

With restitution from December 12, 1873, to November 15, 1881, of the differ- 
ence of pay between that of ee retired on half pay and that of a commodore 
on the active list on waiting-orders pay, and with restitution from November 15 
1881, of the difference of pay between that of a captain retired on half pay and 
that of a rear-admiral on the active list on waiting-orders pay, to be paid out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is to strike out 
the words which have just been read. The question is on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HAWLEY called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I believe that this is entirely without precedent. 
No officer in the Army or Navy, within my recollection, has ever 
been restored with back pay. The Senator from Delaware says it 
was not the officer’s fault that he did not earn it. It is not the fanlt 
of a great many men that they are not in our seats, but they are not 
entitled to pay. : £ 

Mr. BAYARD. It seems to me that the payment to this officer of 
the difference between the pay which we have just declared by a 
vote he is entitled to and the pay to which he was assigned by the 
arbitrary and as I think invalid act of the retiring board 

Mr. ANTHONY. What invalid act? 

Mr. BAYARD. Any act of the board that was beyond its author- 
ity, in my judgment was invalid. I understand from all the facts 
we can get at in this case, that because this officer did not appear 
before the board they proceeded to punish him by placing him on the 
retired list. 

Mr. ANTHONY. No. 
on the retired list. All 
him for promotion. 

The PRESIDEN’ T pro tempore. Does the Senator from Delaware 

ield? 

Aie BAYARD. The amount of it is this: he was placed on the 
retired list because of their refusal to promote him; the one followed 
the other; if not the on result, it was the actual result. But it 
is clear that if you by this vote shall restore him you decide that his 
being placed on the retired list against his will was an act of injus- 
tice. You can set it right, and if you set it right you must set it right 
in respect to the pay as well as anything else. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, I wish to notice a remark made by my friend 
from Rhode Island to several Senators while upon the floor, to the 
effect that the board did not place Captain Corbin upon the retired 
list. The answer to thatis this: if he fails to pass the examination 
in the opinion of the board, if he has not the certificate of the board, 
the law places him upon the retired list. The law says he shall be 
retired unless they recommend him for promotion. Now, the board, 
with all the records of the Department showing nothing against Mr. 
Corbin, showing his record to be as perfect as that of any officer who 
had ever occupied a ea in the Navy, finding nothing against him, 
yet determined that he should come there in person because they de- 
manded it contrary to law, contrary to right, contrary to reason, re- 
ported adversely, and the jaw retired him. ‘That is the whole state 
of the case. If they had found in the archives of the Department 
something militating against the record of Captain Corbin, if they 
had found him unworthy from the records which he cited them to 
examine, preferring not himselfto appas before the board unless they 
found him disqualitied by the record, he would have come; but the 
president of the board himself declared his record to be unimpeach- 
able, declared that Captain Corbin was eminently qualified ; and yet 
they reported adversely to his promotion, and the law retired him. 
The statute says that unless he is reported by the board favorably 
he shall be placed on the retired list. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think that the Senator from Delaware is in error 
in saying that because we have voted already that this offense shall 
be condoned, and Captain Corbin shall be restored, therefore we 
ought to vote to give him his pay. We have not yet passed on the 

nestion of restoration. Some of us voted and a majority of the 
fonat voted to put in the amendment providing that he shall first 
pass an examination, because we desire that the bill shall be as nearly 
perfect as possible. It does not follow even that we shall vote for 
the bill at all, but if we shall vote for it, if the bill shall be passed, 


Mr. President, the board could not place him 
the board did was to decline to recommend 


it will be the better because of that amendment. 
passed final judgment on the case. 

Somebody has said here that this was a hostile board. That is a 
very great mistake. I have personal knowledge that some at least 
of that board were then and are now the warmest personal friends 
of Captain Corbin and speak in the very highest terms of his personal 
and professional character. I think thes is a gross injustice in pro- 
posing to give him pay for the past nine years, which will amount 
to something like $10,000. I do not know that we have ever done it 
and it is said we have not. We are acting, if we shall pass the bill 
at all, as a court of equity, precisely as the Senator from Delaware 
suggested a while ago that we hada right to do, to correct injustice, 
to revise erroneous or harsh judgments. If this bill shall be passed, 
I shall regard it, not as going upon the strict law of the case, but as 
an act of kindness and generosity on the part of Congress to a man 
who has certainly been a very gallant officer. And personally I have 
no objection to his going upon the retired list with the rank that he 
would have held; but I will not vote for a bill which shall say that 
the Secretary of the Navy and the President were wrong in the judg- 
ment they made in the case. They interpreted the law correctly, 
and I say that there was nothing else left for them to do on his per- 
sistent disobedience to the law. But his record was good; he was 
an honorable man. This was a mistaken freak of temper on his part, 
I think. He has been nine years on the retired list, which is punish- 
ment enough, if you regard it as punishment, for his offense, and I 
am entirely willing he shall go on the retired list—he is about the 
age for that now—with the,rank he might have held; but I am op- 

sed to any action that shall censure the Government for what it 

as done, or that shall pay him $10,000 for services he has never 
rendered. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Senator from New Jersey I think misappre- 
hends the law. Section 1447 of the Revised Statutes says: 

When the case ofany officer has been acted u by a board of naval surgeons 
and an examining board for promotion, as provided in chapter 4 of this title, and 


he shall not have been recommended for promotion by both of the said boards, he 
shall be placed upon the retired list. 


Corbin was recommended for promotion by the board of naval sur- 
geons who examined him. My recollection is that Fairfax, who also 
refused to go before the board, and who afterward did go before the 
board, and who was restored to his former place on the active list, 
was not retired; I think he ren. ined on the active list, aud our act 
was to restore him. That is my recollection. I may be mistaken. 
The Senator from Florida can correct me if I am wrong. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas, [| Mr. PLUMB, Jon which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

The yeas and nays were taken. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, (when his name was called.) I am 
paired with the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. GROOME. } 

Mr. MORGAN, (when his name wascalled.) I am paired with the 
Senator from New York, [Mr. LAPHAM. ] 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Bee FRYE. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. 
ILL. ] 
Mr. SAULSBURY. I am paired with the Senator from Michigan, 
[Mr. Ferry.] I do not know how he would vote, and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

The result was annonnced—yeas 20, nays 26; as follows: 


We have not yet 


YEAS—2, 
Aldrich, Harrison, MeDill, Saunders, 
Anthony, Hawley, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Biair, Hill of Colorado, Morrill, Sherman, 
Cameron of Wis Ingalls, Platt, Teller, 
Davis of Illinois, Kellogg, Plumb, Windom. 

NAYS—26. 
Bayard, Garland, Jonas, Vance, 

wk, Gorman, Jones of Florida, Vest, 
Butler, Grover, McPherson, Voorh 
Call, Hampton, Maxey, Walker, 
Cameron of Pa., Harris, P eton, illiams. 
Coke, Jackson, Pagh, 
Farley, Johnston, Slater. 
ABSENT—30. 

Allison. Fair, Jones of Nevada, Morgan, 
Brown. Ferry, mar, nsom, 
Camden, Frye, Lapham, Rollins, 
Cockrell, George, Logan, Saulsbury, 
Conger, Groome, Mahone, Sewell, 
Davis of W.Va, Hale, Muller of Cal., Van Wyck. 
Dawes, Hill of Georgia, Miller of N. X. 
Edmunds, Hoar, Mitchell, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 
1155 PLUMB. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 
vill, 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken, 

Mr. FRYE, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia, [Mr. HILL. 

Mr. MORGAN, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York, [Mr. LAPHAM. J 


The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—26. 
Bayard, Garland, Jonas, Slater, 
Beck, Gorman, Jones of Florida, Ves 
Butler, Grover, MeDill, Voorhees, 
Call, Hampton, McPherson, Walker, 
Cameron of Pa., pene ey, Williams. 
Coke, Jackson, Pendleton, 
Farley, Johnston, Pugh, 

NAYS—17. 
Aldrich, Hawley, Morrill, Teller, 
Anthony, Hill of Colorado, Platt. Windom. 
Cameron of Wis., In Plumb, 
Davis of Illinois, M an, Saunders, 
Harrison, Mitchell, Sherman, 

ABSENT—33. 
Allison, Fair, Kellogg, Rollins, 
Blair, Ferry, Lamar, Saulsbury, 
Brown, Frye, Lapham, Sawyer, 
Camden, George, Logan, Sewell, 
Cockrell, Groome, Mahone, Vance, 
Conger, Hale, Miller of Cal., Van Wyck. 
Davis of W. Va., Hill of Georgia, Miller of N. V., 
Dawes, Hoar, Morgan, 
Edm Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
So the bill was passed. : 5 4 
The PRESIDE tempore. The Chair would inquire whether 


the title of the bill should not be changed. In the body of the bill 
the name is Thomas G. Corbin, and in the title it is Thomas C. 
Corbin. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think it onght to be entitled “A bill to reward 
insubordination and disobedience of orders.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the title of the bill it is “for the 
relief of Thomas C. Corbin,” and in the body of the bill it is“ Thomas 
G. Corbin.” Which should it be? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I am informed that the middle letter is“ G.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title will be so amended. 


ACCEPTANCE OF FOREIGN DECORATIONS, 


Mr. WILLIAMS. It is a quarter of an hour before the expiration 
of the call of the Calendar, and I should like—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate is proceeding under the 
Anthony rule, and the Calendar will be proceeded with unless the 
Senate otherwise direct. The next business in order will be an- 
nounced. 

The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (S. 
R. No. 6) authorizing Lieutenant-Commander Charles Dwight Sigs- 
bee, United States Navy, to accept a decoration from the Emperor 
of Germany; which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WINDOM. I am instructed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations to offer the following as an addition to the joint resolution: 

Permission is also granted to J — R. Hawley to accept from the Governments 
of the Netherlands, of Spain, and of Japan certain decorations tendered him as 
president of the United States cente: commission. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The title should be amended. 

Mr. PENDLETON. By adding “and for other purposes.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it should embrace 
the name of Joseph R. Hawley. The title will be amended by the 
Secretary to correspond with the body of the resolution. 

The title was amended so as to read: „A joint resolution author- 
izing Lieutenant-Commander Charles Dwight Sigsbee, United States 
Navy, to accept a decoration from the Emperor of Germany, and also 
authorizing Joseph R. Hawley to accept decorations from the Gov- 
ernments of the Netherlands, of Spain, and Japan.” 


ISAAC R. TRIMBLE. 


The bill (S. No. 1210) for the relief of the trustees of Isaac R. Trim- 
ble, of the city of Baltimore, Maryland, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 

Mr. MAXEY. Yes, sir. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, after the word “render,” in line 9, to strike out 
“such;” and after the word “judgment,” in the same line, to strike 
out “as justice and right between the claimants and the said Gov- 
ernment may require” and insert ‘ therein.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the bill be read now as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read as amended. 

- The Principle Legislative Clerk read the bill as amended, as fol- 
ows: 

That the claim of the trustees of Isaac R. Trimble against the United States for 
the construction and use by the War Department of Howe's patent truss in the 
bridge over the Potomac River be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court 


ng and adjudication; and to that end jurisdiction is hereby 


of s for heari 
conferred on said court to proceed as a court of equity, and to render judgment 


therein. 
Mr. McMILLAN, Let the report be read. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report is lengthy, and perhaps 
the Senator would be satisfied with a statement. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Let the Senator making the report make a state- 
ment of the case. 

Mr. MAXEY. The report is somewhat lengthy, but I do not know 
that I can shorten it. examined the case very carefully, with all 
the papers before me, and the Senate will find in the report a full 
statement of the case by the Judge-Advocate-General of the Army, 
dated July 1, 1876; also the report of M. I. Ludington, quartermaster, 
United States Army, and they will find what probably would weigh 
a great deal, a letter from George W. McCrary, at that time Secretary 
of War, now a United States circuit judge. After full investigation, 
the couelusion at which Secretary MeCrarg arrived was that the 
claim might he submitted to the Court of Claims. Among other let- 
ters is one addressed to the late Senator Whyte, in which the Secre- 
tary of War says: 

Wak DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, November 21, 1878. 

Sr: In answer to your postal inqui ng the claim of Isaac R. Trimble, 
of Maryland, for Pe ke or the Howe anus ine 5 I have to advise 
you thé last action, as shown by the records under date of November 24, 1877, was 
a letter to Hon. J. Morrison Harris, of Baltimore, informing him of my willingness 
to transmit the case to the Court of Claims, if the claimant should so desire. It 
does not appear that any answer to this letter was received. 


Very respectfully, your obedient servan 
caer ak vided 5 GEO. W. McCRARY, 


Secretary of War. 
Hon. WM. PINKNEY Wuryre, United States Senate. 


The report, I think, will show, if any Senator desires it read, fully 
that the trustees of Isaac R. Trimble have been found by the Supreme 
Court of the United States, in the case which is quoted in the report 
of the Committee on Military Affairs from tenth Wallace, to have the 
title to the Howe truss bridge, and that it so belonged to the trustees 
of Trimble prior to the time the bridge over the Potomac was built. 
A question was raised as to the loyalty of Trimble. That question was 
decided by the Supreme Court, and it was decided that it had noth- 
ing to do with it because the claim had been transferred to parties 
who had been proved before the court to be loyal parties, and that 
claim had been transferred prior to the war. 

That is about the substance of the case. 
leaving it to the Court of Claims to settle it. 

Mr. INGALLS. How much money is involved in this matter? 

Mr. MAXEY. I think abont five thousand or six thousand dollars 
is the entire amount of the claim. 8 

Mr. McMILLAN. I did not hear the bill read, and I will ask the 
Ponar from Texas if the bill changes the legal rights of the parties 
at all. 

Mr. MAXEY. Notin the slightest degree, but conforms them to 
the rights set forth in the decision in tenth Wallace in the case re- 
ferred to in the report, and follows that case. The report is based on 
that case. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and p 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would suggest that the 
title of this bill, “for the relief of the trustees of Isaac R. Trimble,” 
does not indicate what its purpose is. 

Mr. MAXEY. Then I will add “and for other purposes.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It mi ht say “to refer the claim 
of the trustees of Isaac R. Trimble, of the city of Baltimore, Mary- 
land, to the Court of Claims.” 

Mr. MAXEY. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title will be so amended, in 
conformity with the body of the bill. 


KANSAS AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE LANDS. 


The joint resolution (S. R. No. 2) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to certify lands for icultural college purposes to the 
State of Kansas, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The preamble recites that by act of Congress vid hin July 2, 
1862, there were granted to the several States ‘‘ which may provide 
colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts” au 
amount of publie land equal to 30,000 acres for each Senator and 
Representative in Congress to which the States were respectively 
entitled by the apportionment under the census of 1860 ; and that the 
Stute of Kansas, having at the time two Senators and one Repre- 
sentative, and having complied with the provisions of the act, was 
entitled to 90,000 acres; but in consequence of one list of 7,682 acres 
having been selected from among the public lands which afterward 
proved to be within the limits of a railroad grant there were actually 
certified to the State only 82,318 acres. The resolution therefore di- 
rects the Secretary of the Interior to certify to the State of Kansas 
7,682 acres of land, in lien of an equal amount selected by the State 
in pursuance of the act of Congress approved July 2, 1862, as afore- 
said. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and pa a 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on agreeing 
to the preamble. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


It is a mere question of 


1882. 
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TIMBER CULTURE ACT. 


The bill (S. No. 1286) amending ‘‘An act to amend the act entitled 
‘An act to encourage the growth of timber on Western prairies,’” 
approved March 13, 1874, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to amend section 9 of the act of March 13, 1874, 
so as to make it read: 

Sec. 9. That any person who has made, or shall hereafter make, an entry or 
claim of land under the provisions of this act, or of any amendments thereof, shall 
have the NN to transfer, by warranty against his own acts, any portion of said 
land or claim for church, cemetery, or school 23 or for the right of way of 
railroads across said land; and the transfer for such public par shall in no 
way vitiate the right to complete and perfect the title to said orclaim. * 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (II. R. No. 
5801) to provide a deficiency for the subsistence of the Arapahoe, 
Cheyenne, Kiowa, Comanche, Apache, and Wichita Indians, in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
this day approved and signed the following act and joint resolution: 

An act (S. No. 667) to authorize the Secretary of War to sell the 
military barracks and the lands upon which they are located in the 
city of Savannah, 9 and 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 37) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to supply artillery and camp equipage to the soldiers’ and sailors’ 
reunion at Topeka, Kansas. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 1132) in relation to the port and harbor of New 
York and the waters near the same was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. No. 5801) to provide a deficiency for the subsistence 
of the Arapahoe, Cheyenne, Kiowa, Comanche, Apache, and Wichita 
Indians was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 


SAINT LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of two o'clock having 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 60) ratifying the act of the general council of 
the Choctaw Nation of Indians granting to the Saint Louis and San 
Francisco Railway Company right of way for a railroad and telegraph 
line throngh that nation, the pending question being on the amend- 
ment proposed by Mr. INGALLS to section 10 of the amendment re- 
pore by the Committee on Railroads. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. IN- 
GALLS] is entitled to the floor. : 
Mr. INGALLS. Let my amendment be read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 
The PRINCIPAL LEGISLATIVE CLERK. The proposed amendment is 
pa au as a proviso at the close of section 10 of the reported substi- 
ute: 
And provided further, That this act shall not 


into effect without the consent 
of the general councils of the Choctaw and Chic 


aw Nations. 


Mr. INGALLS. I ask for the yeas and nays on my amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MAXEY. I trust the Senate will vote that down; it is a prac- 
tical abandonment of the power of Congress to legislate for the regu- 
lation of commerce among the Indian tribes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I supposed that the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
INGALLS] was going to submit some remarks on this point. If not, 
I desire to say a few more words before the debate on the bill shall 
close. I spoke early in the discussion and have listened with great 
interest to what others have said. It has been remarked that this is 
substantially the bill that was first reported. That allegation I 
traverse emphatically. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator permit me a moment? For the 
purpose of possibly curing an objection which le may make in regard 
to the bill, I want to suggest that I shall movean amendment in sec- 
tion 4 giving to the councils of these two nations the right to appeal 
from the compensation provided in the bill, providing another method 
substantially for determining what that compensation shall be. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] pro- 
poses to permit these two councils to say ‘‘ yes” or “no” to this act, 
then my objections to the bill will be very largely removed; but that 
is substantially the question involved in the amendment moyed by 
his colleague, and on that I desire to say a few words. 

1 do not wish the Senate to be misled by the remark that this is 
substantially the bill originally reported. That bill was entitled a 
bill “ratifying the act of the general council of the Choctaw Nation 


of Indians granting to the Saint Louis and San Francisco Railway 
Company right of way for a railroad and telegraph line through that 
nation.” Itisutterly impossible to permit this bill to goon record with 
It is no longer a 


that title to it. It is intended to change the title. 


bill ratifying the act of the general council of the Choctaw Nation 
of Indians, and does not profess to be. It goes on the statute-book 
without any word indicating such purpose or intention or character; 
and the intent to base the bill on any supposed or needed consent by 
that council is absolutely denied by all its advocates here. It does 
not enter into the bill at all. They deny that it is necessary to con- 
sult the Indians with regard to the disposal of the lands which stand 
by solemn treaty guaranteed to them forever. 

That is where we stand now, expressly and explicitly avowing 
that we are going to violate a treaty, that we have a right to do it 
by the power of eminent domain, and that we have a right to pass 
a law in contravention of any treaty whatever withanybody. That 
is the ground. 

This billis in a certain sense based on the bill which is alleged to 
have passed the Choctaw council; but it is an extraordinary way 
of ratifying the bill of another legislative body to take itand change 
itstermsentirely, The original bill recited that act, and said whereas 
the general council of the Choctaw nation did pass a bill in the fol- 
lowing words, therefore we enact a ratification of it. The present 
bill drops all that form and puts into theshape of independent legis- 
lation certain conditions imposed on that nation, seizes their land 
without asking their consent, The unselected lands of that Choc- 
taw territory, all the unselected lands that are needed for this rail- 
road are seized and appropriated, and a certain award is to be paid 
the Indians, without asking them whether it is enough or without 
providing any system whatever of adjusting the rate of compensa- 
tion. That is the bill you are asked to pass. 

If this bill does proceed on the theory that the Choctaws have 
granted aright it ought to say so; but it does not say so. Even the 
pretense is out of the bill now. It could not say so and tell the 
truth. Its advocates deny that it is necessary to consult them. It 
was intimated by the Senator from Missonri [Mr. VEST] in his re- 
marks that the protesting Indians who came here were hired by rival 
companies to come here; and he said they have disappeared. Some 
of them have; but the only inference to be drawn from that is that 
the railroad companies are satisfied with the present bill, and well 
they may be; for it goes very far beyond what either of them ever 
asked or what any of the railroad companies have ever claimed in 
regard to that Territory. 

s I said the other day, the best statement of that question that I 
have seen from the railroad side is by an attorney of the Atlantic 
and Pacific Railroad, whom I do not know; and I have not the 
pamphlet here at this moment, but probavly many members inter- 
ested in the question have it. It does not relate directly to this case, 
but it refers to some rights of the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany through other sections of the Indian Territory. It does not 
claim a right to legislate in defiance of the Indians or without ask- 
ing their consent. It does propose a new departure for the Govern- 
ment. It proposes that we shall enter upon a new policy and shall 
wipe out the national or tribal relation there and open that Terri- 
tory to settlement; and that we might do upon proper consultation 
with the Indians and with others. It should not be done by a bill 
that pays no regard to the chief people in interest. 

The Chickasaws passed a deliberate and carefully drawn act 
through their council, appointing commissioners to come here to 
Washington and protest against this bill in behalf of their treaty 
rights and appropriating a thousand dollars to pay their expenses; 
and I presented here yesterday to the Senate a memorial by the law- 
ful agents and attorneys of the Seminole, the Cherokee, and the Creek 
Indians, a formal protest by the other three of the five nations ocen- 
pying the Indian ‘Territory against this bill and the principle of it. 

Mr. VEST. May I ask the Senator from Connecticut what interest 
the Seminoles and the Creeks and the Cherokees have in it? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I cannot without looking at the book of Indian 
treaties state what precise interest they have in it. They have a 
landed interest. I should have stated that two of these nations, the 
Creeks and the Cherokees, have TES there as nations. 

Mr. VEST. I have the treaties here, and I undertake to say that 
they have no more interest in that land than I have or the Senator 
from Connecticut., 

Mr. HAWLEY. That, as a question of legal right, I am not pre- 
pared to admit. 

Mr. VEST. They could not possibly have; here are the treaties. 

Mr. HAWLEY. They are settled in that Territory, and they have 
certain rights in the land. 

Mr. VEST. Not a bit of it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. They are enjoying separate lands there; settled 
on—their lands. 

Mr. VEST. They do not pretend to hold their lands in common 
with the Choctaws. The Chickasaws do claim that under the treaty 
they do hold one-fourth interest, but these others never pretended 
to have any interest in that land. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly the Senator should not misunderstand 
me. I donot claim that the Cherokees or the Creeks or the Semi- 
noles have any direct interest in the land in question here. This is 
the interest of all these nations, and especially of the Cherokees and 
Creeks, that the Government shall not entirely overturn its Indian 
policy and claim a right to take their lands without consulting their 
council, disregarding the treaties. That is the ground on which they 
base their protest. 
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Mr. MAXEY. I desire to state, with the Senator's consent, that 
neither the Creeks, nor Cherokees, nor Seminoles, have anything on 
earth to do with this land. This land lies entirely south of all 
those nations, and they never did have, directly or indirectly, re- 
motely, collaterally, or contingently, any interest whatever in the 
land covered by this bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I have not claimed that they had 
one dime’s interest in the identical tract of territory through which 
this road is to pass, but the Cherokees and Creeks hold their lands 
from the Government under titles almost identical with the title 
under which the Choctaws and Chickasaws bold theirs, and any- 
thing that completely upsets the treaty rights in the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw territory is simply a precedent and an invitation to do 
the same with the Creeks and the Cherokees. That is what I said and 
that is what this memorial of these Indians sets forth. 

It is said Congress has a right to pass a law in contravention of a 
treaty. Ido oe deny what is called in common language a right 
to do this thing, but I make a great distinction, nevertheless, be- 
tween right an wer. I do not deny the power. That is what I 
mean. I admit the power of this Congress to pass any such law as 
it pleases completely overriding all the treaties with these Indian 
tri but I deny its right to do it in the proper sense of the word. 
I said the other day, on another question, that the best definition I 
had seen of this disputed matter was contained in some remarks by 
a member of the lower House, [Mr. Tucker, of Virginia, ] who said 
once that right equaled power plus duty, putting it in the form of 
an equation. Right equals power plus duty. You have a right to 

ass this, perhaps; that is to say, while you have the power you 
eek not the duty, and hence it would be wrong for you to do it. 
Therefore, you have Buk go the right in any proper, moral, equitable, 
legal sense of the word. You have the right, as gentlemen have 
been using that word, to pass a law here that shall contravene any 
of your treaties with Great Britain. I can conceive an emergency 
in which it would be not only a legal right but a moral right to do 
that, but the proper interpretation of international law reqnires you 
before you deliberately violate a treaty to exhaust all your other 
remedies under this treaty; you should go to the nation and set forth 
your wrongs, you should go to the nation and ask the privilege you 
are after. 

Now I deny that the right has been exhausted here. One applica- 
tion was made to the Choctaws. It came near passing. It passed 
the Senate and it was a tie vote in the House. The chief of that na- 
tion certified that the bill paa It is denied by others of the na- 
tion that it did pass, and I do say that it was testified before the 
committee by Indians, and it has n said by them unofficially in 
various ways, and is said in this memorial by other nations, that the 
did not expect to stand in the way of railroad companies through 
that Territory. They desire to have railroads go through. They 
are willing to approve of charters. They deny in this memorial that 
they are to be rightly called obstructionists. They simply claim 
that in accordance with the practice of this Government with them 
for one hundred years they have a right to be consulted before their 
territory is confiscated, and that right is in my opinion indisputable. 
We should never think of passing a law like this if we had such re- 
lations with any power that was able to resent it. We should never 
think of taking any such action as this under some treaty with Great 
Britain or any of the t and formidable European powers. We 
should in the first place negotiate. We have reserved certain rights 
in these lands previously by treaty; we have done just what I ask 
this Soom. gine to do in the case of the railroad companies already 
chartered. We reserved a right for a railway north and south and 
a railway east and west, and when an additional railroad privilege 
was required what course was taken by the railroad lawyers who 
knew what it was right to do in this case? They went to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and asked him to appoint a man to go down 
there and negotiate a treaty. Both the railroad companies asked 
him to do it; and they laugh at this bill, it is so much more than 
they ever 1 e of asking. It shovels out to them in advance of 
their asking. Just such powers have the railroad companies from 
the Government of the United States! 

Isay both of these companies asked for the appointment of an 
agent, and an agent went down there, and it is in the official report 

at the Senator from Texas, who is the warm advocate of this bill, 
was himself in the Choctaw territory before the Choctaw Legisla- 
ture asking that legislature to ratify a bill which would give a right 
to go through the territory. He went there himself, and, to use an 
expression which Ido not mean to use disrespectfully, because he 
went in a perfectly honorable way, he went there and lobbied with 
the Choctaw council to get permission for his friends’ railroad to go 
through, and so did the lawyers representing both these companies, 
and all the railroad interests were represented there. 

That is not all. I want to quote here from the official report. This 
Government, throngh a Cabinet officer, in accordance with uniform 
unbroken precedent and treaty right, sent a man down there to ne- 
gotiate. e gives a full report in Exeentive Docnment No. 15 of 
what he did, and of the anxiety and timidity of the Indians. They 
wanted to understand precisely what this proposed charter meant; 
they wanted to make sure that their rights in the real estate would 
be regarded, that there would be a proper appraisal of the land. 
They wanted to make sure of good tribunals in case of disputes about 


lands and disputes about other matters. They did not fancy the idea 
of being carried off one hundred and seventy-five or two hun and 
fifty smiles to Fort Smith to be brought before a court there, and the 
speaker of the Choctaw house came to this agent of ours sent down 
thers properly to guard their rights, and des: certain answers to 
certain questions propounded by him in order, as he said, to satisfy 
certain members of the nation who feared that a menace was in- 
tended in case of refusal to grant.the right of way. Here are the 
Aae en submitted by the speaker of the Choctaw council to our 
vernmental agent. 
Question. Is it the United States or a railroad company that wants this right of 


way! 

. A railroad company. The instructions of the President and honorable 
Secre of the Interior are to negotiate an a; ment for a right of way for the 
use and benefit of the railroad company. Having presented it. it is the instruc- 
tion that no effort be made on the part of the agent of the United States to influence 
the action of the Choctaw counc: 

We were behavingas gentlemen. We hadsent there a man tone- 
gotiate a treaty, and he had the written instructions of the Secretary 
of the Interior not to try to influence or govern that council, and 
pow we are trying to pass a bill that denies the necessity of saying 
a word to them, but which claims the right to take what land we 
want and go about our own business. 

Another question by this simple-minded Indian, who did not know 
about all we might do: 

In case the council fail to grant the right of way, will it be violating any treaty 
or law that we have with the Government of the United States ? 

The agent of our Government answers 

Tt will not. 

The speaker then asks: 

Will we still have the same protection from the United States that we have 
enjoyed heretofore f 

Answer. So far as the laws and treaties are concerned you will. 


The agent answered rightly basing his answer on the uniform 
practice of the Government, but there being a little bother about 
getting that bill through properly, and the companies having omit- 
ted to ask the permission of the Chickasaws who have a one-fourth 
right, around turns the Congress of the United States, not requested 
even by the railroad companies, and overrides all these answers that 
its lawful agent made and overrides all its policy heretofore, and 
sets aside a strip of that country for the railroad. 

I am not protesting against this bill because of the Indians alone ; 
they have no representative here; I am sorry to see them wronged ; 
but my chief concern is that my Government shall not do that for 
twenty thousand Indians down there that it would not dare to do 
if it were dealing with Great Britain. I want Uncle Sam to bea 
gentleman. That is all I ask. 

I wish now to ask permission to have printed in the Rxconp the 
brief memorial which I presented yesterday and which was referred 
to the Committee on Railroads, signed by Daniel H. Ross and R. M. 
Wolfe, Cherokee . Pleasant Porter, Creek delegation; 
John F. Brown, Seminole delegation, and William A. Phillips, special 

nt and counsel of the Cherokee Nation. They set forth in clear, 
simple, and properly expressed language the legal and moral argu- 
ment in behalf of their rights and respectfully protest against any 
such legislation as this pill makes. 

Mr. INGALLS. Why not have it read at the desk? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I shall be very glad to have it read or I will read 
it myself. I should be very glad indeed to have it read and I will 
ask to have it read, and of course then it will go into the RECORD. 
It ought to go in as part of the permanent record of this case. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read as follows: 


WANT, D. C., April d, 1882. 
To the Congress of the United States: 

GENTLEMEN: We have watched with deep interest and solicitude the discussions 
upon the different bills before you to grant right of way through the Choctaw 
Nation to a railroad company or railroad companies. The principle involved is the 
same to all these governments, and we regret to see a new departure urged by 
haps speakers and a change of policy on the part of the United States involving 
the destruction of time-honored precedents, denying us the right to a voice in the 
management of our own affairs and ermining and overthrowing the jurisdic- 
tion of the governments we have so long labored to build up, and violating the 
83 you have made with us, upon the good faith of which we have so far 
rostet 

We most respectfully call attention to the confusion of ideas that bas arisen on 
this question. In the first place, the United States sends its own officer to the ses- 
sion of the Choctaw eae ramet: He presents the question of granting right of 
way to a certain road. The proposition was tpt ee entertained, for the govern- 
ment of the Choctaw Nation was almost equally divided on it. It passed one house 
and only failed by one vote in the other. An effort is made by an irregular pro- 
ceeding to consider the bill passed. A bill is introduced into Congress predicated 
on the theory that the consent of the legislatures of the nations interested had 
been obtained. Becoming involved in these intricacies, those who favor the scheme 
report a substitute which entirely ignores the jurisdiction or assent of the local 
legislature. An attempt is made to pass this subversive measure, thus creating a 
dangerous and fatal precedent, and it is urged in ar ent for this measure that 
the Indian legislature has given its consent. Sach is the strange history of the 


this assumption? Congress has 
nted right of way and even grants of land through the public lands of the 
nited States. It has never attempted to dispose of individual 
where governments of the people have been zed or set up. 
sion of all the modern States an ordinance or agreement is entered into between 
such State and the General Government by which the State bargains for certain 
nts of public lands not to tax the lands of the United States. The power of 
ese States to do so is fully recognized, and the logical results of the arguments 
used for this bill would overthrow them. 


Is there anything in law or treaty warranti 


ights in States 
the admis- 
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What powers has the Government of the United States recognized in these five 
nations! In the first place their lands are their own, theirs bya fee-simple title, 
so declared by the highest United States tribunal. In the case of Holden vs. Joy 


(17 Wallace, page 242) the Cherokee title is held to be a fee-simple title, and a 
conveyance under it good. The others of the five nations hold their lands by 
similar titles. It must not be confounded with Indian occupancy title. The 
Government, having first obtained the title by cession and purchase. under the 
authority of the act of Congress of May 28. 1830, proceeded to divest itself of it 
and so Gonveyed it for a consideration. | There is neither law nor precedent which 
would warrant it in disposing of it again. 

All of these nations are recognized as governments by a long succession of 
treaties. Whether they be styled independent nations or domestic dependent 
states, their power to govern the persons and i se of their own people has 
been fully recognized. The language of the treaties in which the United States 
solemnly pledges its maintenance is the best measure of that authority. ; 

We offer but a few specimens of which our treaties are full. The fifth section 
of the Cherokee treaty of 1835 says: 

“The United States hereby covenant and agree that the lands ceded to the 
Cherokee Nation in the foregoing article shall in no future time, without their con- 
sent, be included within the territorial limits or jurisdiction of any State or Ter- 
ritory; but they shall seeure to the Cherokee Nation the right, by their national 
councils, to make and carry into effect all such laws as they may deem necessary 
for the government and protection of the persons and property within their own 


È e 26. 

The thirteenth article of the Cherokee treaty of 1866, while it provides that a 
United States court may be established in the Indian country, with similar juris- 
diction to the court at Fort Smith, also provides: 

That the judicial tribunals of the nation shall be allowed to retain exclusive 
Jurisdiction in all civil and criminal cases arising within their country, in which 
members of the nation by nativity or adoption shall be the only parties or where 
the cause of action arise in the Cherokee Nation.” 5 

The United States court at Fort Smith has only a criminal jurisdiction in cases 
between members of these nations and white men; has neither by treaty or law 
any civil jurisdiction. We would have you note that even this jarisdiction was a 
concession or stipulation of treaty. We are not left in doubt, even by the United 
States statutes, as to how much that includes. (See Revised Statutes United 
States, page 374.) There the question of United States jurisdiction is limited and 
defined. In section 2145 we find that it only applies to *' crimes committed in any 
place within the sole and exclusive juriadi of the United States,“ &c.; and in 
section 2146 it is explicitly provided that such jurisdiction shall not extend “to 
any case where by — fe ulation the ex ve jurisdiction over such offenses 
is or may be secured to the Indian tribes respectively." 

Such are the governments, now existing with all the requisite machinery, which 
me 8 proposes „ orig 2 en age eile 
these je are progressive, e an ppy- o shall say they are in- 
8 with the economy of your institutions]. The system was conceived and 
fostered by the enlightened and patriotic efforts of the founders of the Constitu- 
tion, and encouraged into being by such men as Washington, Jefferson, Madison, 
and Monroe. Whos accuse these men of any thing inconsistent with the prin- 
ciples and genius of the American Government. 

In all our intercourse with the United States for half a century our rights have 
been respected. Roads were authorized to be built by treaty stipulations, Inthe 
decision of Chief Justice Marshall in the Worcester case, (6 Peters, 583.) he says: 
Except by compact we have not even claimed a right of way through the In- 
dian’s lands.” of military posts. By the treaties of 1866 the United States 
asked the right of way for one road east and west, and one north and south, through 
each of these nations, and got all they asked without a consideration. Who shall 
pronounce us obstractionists? When have we refused, when fairly asked, any- 
thing that was needed for the business or commercial interests of the country? 
The method is by treaty negotiation or agreement. Shall we, as well as the adja- 
cent States, have no right to fix the limits of what we give, or ask that the roads 
we give valuable considerations to, in turn accommodate us? On all railroad ques- 
tions our rights have been recognized by treaties. In article 43 of the latest Choc- 
taw treaty, that of July 10, 1866, we find : 

Or to prevent the legislative authorities of the respective nations from author- 
izing such works of internal improvements as they may deem essential to the wel- 
fare and prosperity of the community.” 

We therefore earnestly and tfully ask ba to pause ere you proceed to 
violate your treaty obligations with us. There is at present neither excuse nor 
apology for it. Have railroad corporations grown so omnipotent as to menace the 

hts of the people; and eyen ask the Congress of the United States to violate the 
pledged faith ofthe nation t ` 

Again, we ask you that our rights be not trampled on, nor our property disposed 
of without our consent. 

Very respectfully, 
DAN'L H. ROSS, 
R. M. WOLFE, 


Cherokee Delegation. 
è PLEASANT PORTER, 
Creek tion. 
JNO. F. BROWN, 
Seminole Delegation. 
WX. A. PHILLIPS, 
Special Agent and Counsel Cherokee Nation. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Kansas may be Adopted. I have no further remarks to make. 

Mr. JONAS. Mr. President, I was a member of the Committee on 
Railroads which reported the Lill now before the Senate, and desire 
to say a few words upon it before the vote is taken. 

If the amendment offered by the honorable Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. INGALLS] shall be adopted, it will in my opinion defeat the 
whole bill, because it would place in the hands of the Chickasaw 
Nation the power to veto and defeat the bill, an object which their 
delegation before the committee intimated plainly they intended to 
accomplish, 

We devoted a great deal of time to the investigation of this mat- 
ter. It was reported to the Senate and recommitted after these In- 
dian protests had been filed. A long and lengthy examination of 


witnesses was had and a large amount of testimony was taken and 
printed, which perhaps few members of the Senate have read, and 
7 


We had 


which contained but little that was useful or instructive. 
before us a large delegation of Indians, some of them in advocacy of 


the bill, but the most of them opposed to it. 

As has been stated by the honorable Senator from Missouri, [ Mr. 
Vest, ] the delegations, especially those from the Chickasaw Nation. 
after opposing the bill with great earnestness for a few days, disap- 

ared as soon as a rumor spread around that the railroad interest 

nad been concentrated and that the Missouri, Kansas and Texas road 

had acquired a controlling interest in the Saint Louis and Sah Frau- 
cisco road, which was asking Congress to ratify the agreement made 
by the Choctaw Nation nting them the right of way to build 
through their territory; but before they had disappeared we heard 
these conflicting witnesses. The witnesses from the Chickasaw Na- 
tion, the lobby from the Chickasaw Nation, boldly avowed that the 
Chickasaws did not want this road built, and they contended that 
the consent of their nation must be acquired before it could be built, 
and the consent of that nation never would be given. We believed, 
I think every member of that committee believed, that this delega- 
tion was there not in the interest of the Chickasaw Nation, but in 
behalf of some corporation which had an interest to oppose the pas- 
sage of this bill. We believed they were controlled by that interest, 
whatever it was. They were brought on the stage with that view, 
and they were removed from the stage when their assistance was no 
longer needed, 

But, Mr. President, the Railroad Committee came to the conclusion 
that the Chickasaw Nation had no interests whatever to maintain 
in relation to this rightof way. It is true that the Chickasaws and 
Choctaws hold their property in common and have stipulations re- 
. the disposition of that property; and their treaty provides 
that when any of that property shall be sold or otherwise disposed 
of, the proceeds, whether of real estate, of royalties, of the proceeds 
of mines, or of any other property, shall be divided, and that one- 
fourth shall be given to the Chickasaw Nation and three-fourths to 
the Choctaws. But the Choctaws do not propose to dispose of any 
of the Popery of their nation by sale. They merely grant the 
right of way to this railroad company to build their road through 
their territory. Not one inch or foot of this road touches the lan 
of the Chickasaw Nation. A mere right of way or easement is granted 
over the land, and under the treaty the Chickasaw Nation have no 
right to interfere with or dispute the grant. But the original bill 
made a provision that one-fourth of the proceeds, that is, one-fourth 
of the amount which is to be paid by the railroad company as an 
annuity for this privilege, shall be given to the Chickasaw Nation, 
and this was amplified by the committee; the total was increased 
from $2,000 to $3,000, one-fourth of which is to be paid to them. 

Now, Mr. President, the Chickasaw Nation had no interest in this 
bill. The road does not traverse their land; the road does not inter- 
fere with them. They came here with a dog-in-the-manger policy. 
They were unwilling to let the road go through the Choctaw Nation 
or else they sought to blackmail somebody, because they asserted 
that they intended to fight the bill to the last extremity, unless the 
consent of the Chickasaw Nation was obtained, and indicated that 
that cousent would never be obtained. We found that the consent 
of the Choctaw Nation had been obtained. I deny the assertion 
of the honorable Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. HAWLEY, ] that we 
are proceeding to grant this right of way without the consent of the 
Choctaw Nation. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does the Senator intend to say that the Choc- 
taws consented to the 3 of this bill we are now considering ? 

Mr. JONAS. Isay that the Choctaw Nation assented to the pas- 
sage ofthis bill. Isay that the act under seal of the Choctaw Nation, 
the act of their legislature, certified to us under the seal of their sec- 
retary of state and their governor, shows that they had consented 
to grant this right of way. 

Mr. INGALLS. But the bill that we are now considering is an 
amendment offered by the committee. 

Mr. JONAS. Iwill come to that shortly. The Choctaw Nation 
had granted the right of way to the Saint Louis and San Francisco 
Railway Company to build this road through their territory on a 
certain line. I know it is said that the bill giving their consent 
did not pass one house; but we had no right to inquire into that. 
What is the evidence that it did not pass F The simple-minded In- 
dian that the honorable Senator from Connecticut speaks of, the 
speaker of the house, a man as white as he or I, with every charac- 
teristic of the white man—if he has a drop of Indian blood in him it 
is not evident in his looks, his education, or his characteristics—was 
here before us to testify that he did not vote at first, and that he 
afterward defeated the bill by his casting vote. In order to con- 
tradict this record, this act of the legislature under seal, a sleepy, 
stupid-looking Indian was brought before us, who put his hand in 
his pocket and took out two or three scraps of paper, which he said 
were the minutes of the Choctaw Legislature. He said he was their 
secretary, and he proceeded to read what appears in the printed rec- 
ord as minutes of the Choctaw Legislature. This act, which we had 
under seal, certified to be correct by the governor and the secretary 
of state, was attacked in this way. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to correct a question of fact there; Sena- 
tors ought not to be led into error. He did haul from his pocket the 
original memoranda taken at the time, from which he afterward 
wrote out his journal, and he produced a very decent-looking certi- 
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There were some errors of ar in it. 
I read the certified 


fied copy of the journal. 
That certified copy is printed in the report. 
copy here, and it is now entered in the RECORD. 

Mr. JONAS. A written copy or a printed copy? 

Mr. HAWLEY. A written copy, a written certified copy. The 
scraps taken out by him were his original minutes. 

Mr. JONAS. That copy was not before the committee; at least I 


never saw it. It may have been put on the record since, but I never 
saw it. I saw those memoranda, which it is said were the memoranda 
from which he wrote out the minutes. We have no information as 
to when he wrote out his minutes, or where; and he is the only wit- 
ness to prove the correctness of them. 

I say if the Choctaw Nation is a nation, as the Senator asserts it 
is, we are bound to give full faith and credit to its legislative acts 
when they come here to us certified and under seal. If it is nota 
nation, and has no power to enact laws and send them to us under 
seal for our information or our approval, then it has no power to 
stand in the way of Congress and to prevent the grant of a right of 
way to a railroad company to build a railroad through its territory. 

Mr. President, the evidence is that the Choctaw Nation gave their 
consent. I am aware that there was a movement got up afterward 
to destroy the effect of that consent and to defeat the bill in Con- 

ss. It was evident to every one that that was promoted by a 
rival railway corporation. But the committee found that the Choc- 
taw Nation, the only nation in interest, had given their consent, not 
to the sale of this land, but to grant the right of way to this railroad 
company to build a road through their territory. We found that the 
Chickasaw Nation had no rights, and that they were amply protected, 
if they had any, by the bill, but they had no rights which they could 
assert in contravention of the wish of the Choctaw people to have 
this road built. We found by the evidence that it was the wish of 
the Choctaw people that this road should be built through their ter- 
ritory because the very question had been submitted to them at the 
polls, and their state ticket had been elected at the preceding elec- 
tion on this very question, and every man on the state ticket favor- 
ing the grant of the rightof way was elected, and every man opposed 
to it was defeated. 

Now, Mr. President, finding that the right had been granted by 
the Choctaws, the only people in interest, finding that this road was 
one of great public importance, finding that it wasea road which was 
necessary to the people, necessary to intercourse between the States, 
which might be necessary to the Government in time of war, which 
was a great engine and motor of civilization, which interested the 
States of Kansas, Missouri, Texas, Arkansas, and Lonisiana, we 
thought it proper not to take away rights from the Indians but to 
ratify the action of the Choctaw Nation by which this right of way 
had n granted. 

But, Mr. President, when it appeared that the conflicting interests, 
whatever they were, between these rival railroads had been settled, 
when it became evident that some great opposing interest had been 
removed, that the Chickasaws had been sent to their homes, that 
the Choctaws opposing the grant to this road had gone to their 
homes, that there was no longer any real opposition to the passage 
of the bill, the committee deemed it possible thatif the interest origi- 
nally opposed to this road had now purchased the control of it, the 
road might not be built. Therefore the committee, not, as the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut has intimated, being under the influence of 
railroads, but being desirous that that road should be built, and in 
the interest of the people determined to amend this bill so as to pro- 
vide, not that another road should be built, but that this road should 
be built on this line, through that Territory, the very identical road; 
and hence we provide that if the Saint Louis and San Francisco 
Company having different interests should seek to pocket this bill, 
the conflicting interest which appeared before us should have aright 
not to build another road, but to build this identical road, and the 
committee reported the bill with an amendment granting the privi- 
lege to the Chicago, Texas and Mexican Central Railroad Company 
to build it if the Saint Louis and San Francisco Company did not, 
and that any other road should haye the privilege of building on 
this line, and should have the same right of way provided that com- 
pany did not avail itself of its opportunity, also granting the right of 
way over the road to all railroad companies which should desire 
to enter that Territory and go along the same track and the same 
route. 

There is nothing in the way of the passage of this bill except a 
sickly, morbid sentiment. There is, I am satisfied, no real Indian 
sentiment against it. We have heard here a protest read from the 
representatives of other tribes who have not a particle of interest in 
this road, or interest in the Territory over which it is to run, and 
we have no evidence that that protest comes from the nations them- 
selves. What evidence is there that it speaks by authority for the 
Cherokee Nation, the Creeks, or the Seminoles? I am aware that it 
is signon by distinguished gentlemen who represent those nations, 
dangling around Washington, and I am aware it is signed by coun- 
sel whom they have employed. But how do I, or how do you, or 
how does the Senate know but that it was drafted by the same coun- 
sel who have been opposing this bill as representing the interests of 
the Chickasaw Nation, of the malcontent Choctaws, of the people 
who are behind them pulling the strings and directing their move- 
ments? We have no action of the councils of those nations expres- 


sing any opposition, and if we had, those councils are no more inter- 
ested in it than isthe State of Connecticut or the State of Rhode 
Island. It does not touch their people or impinge on their rights; 
their rights are not threatened or invaded, and they have no right to 
come here and assert for the Choctaw people what the Choctaw people 
do not assert for themselves, that we are seeking to ratify a law which 
they never passed or grant rights of way which they never conferred. 

I say there is nothing in the way of this; it is a road which is 
beneficial to interstate commerce, the trade and the intercourse of 
four or five of our great Western States, which binds them closer to- 
gether with hooks of steel, which improves and develops the coun- 
try, brings nearer and nearer their postal communication, which 
connects the great Northwest and the great Southwest; it is a new 
and a great artery of commerce which should not be broken by 
Indian rights even if Indian rights exist, when it is sought to assert, 
those rights to prevent the march of civilization. 

Why, Mr. President, this little Chickasaw tribe, if this thing is to 
pora could forever block the progress of any road through the 

dian Territory. We no longer make treaties with the Indians, 
consequently we cannot make a new treaty; and if we have noright to 
build a road or grant aright of way through that Territory, no 
matter how great the public interest, except by consulting the Choc- 
taw Nation and the Chickasaw Nation and obtaining their consent, 
the Chickasaw Nation could block the way of progress forever by 
refusing its consent and it would be impossible to acquire new treaty 
rights or build any road whatever without consulting them if they 
refuse their consent, or else, as I shrewdly suspect, being compelled 
to pay to their legislators and governing officers far more than roads 
are in the habit of paying even in more enlightened communities 
for the pa se of securin nee of way. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to suggest to my friend from Louis- 
iana that before saying it is necessary to take this land without 
asking, before saying that they stand in the way and will not grant 
it, it would be well to ask the Cliickasaws just once whether they 
are willing to make a treaty for a railroad. 

Mr. JONAS. Ido not think it is any more proper or right to ask 
the Chickasaws than to ask the people of Connecticnt. I say the 
Senator from Connecticut has a right to say whether this right of way 
shall be ratified or not, because he is a Senator in Congress; but 
the Chickasaws have no right to be called upon for their consent, 
because they have no interest whatever, and no right of theirs is 
invaded or threatened, and I say that it was boldly announced by the 
chief of the Chickasaw delegation that they were opposed to this 
road, and under no circumstances would they ever grant the right of 
way if they could avoid it and if they could block the way. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not find any such thing in the evidence given 
by the Chickasaws. I refer him to the treaty, which says in so many 
words explicitly to the Choctaws and Chickasaws this land is guar- 
anteed forever. 

Mr. JONAS. Forever? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Provided that if the Indians run out or aban- 
don the land it shall revert to the United States. It is guaranteed 
forever, reserving the right to certain railroads, which has been 
exhausted, 

Mr. JONAS. When they sell the proceeds are tobe divided. The 
doctrine asserted by the Senator from Connecticut, if carried out, 
would prevent the Choctaw Nation from building a high road throngh 
their territory without consulting the Chickasaws. I contend that 
under this treaty they have the reserved right to use their portion of 
the Torritory ax er please, provided they cannot sell it without the 
consent of the Chickasaw Nation; but they havethe right to use it 
as they please, to cultivate it, to build rade over it, or make works 
of internal improvement without consulting the Chickasaws and 
without committing themselves to the power of that small and 
insignificant tribe. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I suggested at the opening of the 
remarks of the Senator from Connecticut an amendment which I 
should offer to section 4, which obviates, I think, some of the objec- 
tions that have been expressed to this bill, inasmuch as the amend- 
ment provides an appeal from the compensation provided for in that 
section. I have not, however, concerned myself especially about 
the details of this bill, being concerned far more in regard to the 
assertion by the Government of the right of eminent domain through 
the Indian Territory. Iam prepared to say that I will vote to give 
any railroad company having a practical status, and whose line may 
be 5 for postal and commercial purposes, that right of way 
which the laws of my State confer upon every railroad company 
seeking to build its line under the law of its incorporation, and I 
regard the assertion of this right at this time as not only opportune 
but necessary. 

It seems to me entirely out of keeping that we should assert the 
right of these Indians to prevent the crossing of their Territory by 
railroads, and that we should fail to assert, upon proper opportunity 
being presented for that purpose, the right of the Government to 
exercise that power of eminent domain which is exercised every- 
where else throughout the entire country, I am satisfied that a 
large portion of the division of sentiment we find existing here, and 
which seems to divide the two sections of country, the East and the 
West, from each other, grows ont of a misapprehension of fact. ` 

Somehow or other the section of country that has no Indians, for 
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sed of them at an early day, is now the special 
guardian not only of the corpus but of the property and of the rights 
of the Indians who remain in the country, but who have receded 
until they are wholly out of proximity to those who are their most 
earnest defenders and special champions, 

I do not think this state of difference grows out of anything except 


a misapprehension of the facts, as I said. There seems to be an 
opinion extant east of the Alleghany Mountains that every man who 
lives west of them, if he deals with an Indian, is bound to deal with 
him partially and unjustly. And so instead ef confidence there is 
suspicion and misunderstanding. This is unfortunate, both for the 
country and for the Indian, for we need the wise counsel and co- 
operation of all concerned in the treatment of the delicate and inter- 
esting subject of our Indian policy. I have been led into that re- 
flection to some extent by an article which appeared a few days ago 
in the Boston Herald, a leading influential newspaper, and which I 
will read to show the meat upon which Eastern sentiment is fed ; to 
show the basis upon which are gotten up societies designed to keep 
the Government in mind of its treaty obligations with the Indians, 
the assumption that such treaties are habitually violated, based upon 
the theory that these treaties have been systematically and openly 
violated. I ask the Secretary to read the article which I send to the 
desk. , 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read as follows : 

On the principle that men hate most those whom they have most injured, it is 
easy to account for the animosity toward the Indians of Senator PLUMB and other 
representatives of the frontier sentiment. In none of the Western States has it 
proved more true than in Kansas that reservations do not reserve. Tract after 
tract of land has been taken from the Indians in violation of treaties and promises 
that the Government should have held sacred. The whole policy of the Govern- 
ment toward even the veful tribes can be summed up in the words, Move on.” 
The Osages were deprived of their entire remaining reserve in Kansas by an act 
of Congress passed in 1870. This law gave to the State of Kansas, without consid- 
eration to the owners, every sixteenth and thirty-sixth section of land for school 

urposes—a grant amounting to nearly 400,000 acres. ‘The Indians,“ said the 
Goversment agent, are to question the right of the General Gov- 
ernment to extend educational aid to the newly-settled States of the West, but 
they do question the propriety of such cine e eee fete made by a great Gov- 
ernment to a wealthy State at the exclusive expense of a weak, dependent tribe 
of Indians, themselves the wards of said Government.“ The Pomeroys and Plumbs 
of course saw the ‘‘ propriety" from a different stand-point. But those who have 
dealt fairly, honorably, and humanely with the Indians have, with rare exceptions, 
had no trouble with them. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, it would be hard to put more errors 
of fact into the same space than are contained in that paragraph. I 
refer to it not as 3 germane to the consideration of this bill, 
except in the way that I have spoken of as indicating the great lack 
of information upon the treatment of the Indian question that seems 
to some people. That article charges that the people of Kan- 
sas have defrauded the Indians of their reservations, and takes the 
Osage tribe as a special example of the acquisitive propensity and 
practice on the part of the people of my State. A brief statement of 
the facts will be all that is necessary to dispose of all the allegations 
contained in this article. 

The Osage Indians possessed in the State of Kansas about eight 
million acres of land. By treaty and by act of Congress consented 
to by the Indians, upon the recommendation of their agent, the Goy- 
ernment purchased that land from them at $1.25 an acre, or rather 
it agreed that it would hold it in trust for them to be sold to actual 
settlers at that price. It has sold from time to time all the land that 
settlers were willing to buy, has received the money on account of 
such sales, and has put it into the Treasury to the credit of the In- 
dians; and when that entire body of land shall have been sold the 
Osage Indians will have $10,000,000 as the proceeds of those sales, 
which is about five thousand dollars per head for each member of 
the tribe, male and female, large and small. They are to-day the 
richest class of people of their number that I know of in the country 
anywhere. 

t is stated further in that article that the Government took from 
the Indians 480,000 acres of their land and gaveit to the State of Kansas 
without consideration. By the act which admitted the State of 
Kansas intothe Union it was provided that the sixteenth and thirty- 
sixth sections of land in FAS township within its limits should be 
given to the State for school purposes. The Indian title in that 
State, as everywhere else, has been recognized by the courts as being 
only a title by oceupancy, and when and at the time that title was 
removed to Indian reservations in the State by treaty and by act 
of Congress, the Department held that the right of the State of 
Kansas at once attached to the sections within the limits of such 
reservation, and patents were issued accordingly. The land thus 
patented to the State from within the Osage reservation amounted 
to about five hundred thousand acres of land as stated, and when 
the amount was ascertained the Government paid the Osages for it 
at the stipulated price of $1.25 per acre. So that the Osages not only 
had full consideration, but they got it much earlier than they would 
have done had they been required to wait the comparatively slow 
process of sales to settlers. The foundation of this article upon 
which was built an free to prejudice against the people of Kansas, 
and myself, as one of their representatives, wholly disappears. 

I may go further. There has not been one sini acre of land in 
the State of Kansas taken away from any Indian tribe except with 
the consent of such tribe, expressed in the usual way, and not an acre 
except upon the payment of an agreed compensation. Such repre- 


sentations are unfortunate and do not contribute to a just and prompt 
settlement of the Indian question. It is just such sentiment as that 
to which the Senator from Connecticut responds when he opposes the 
bill now under consideration. I believe that if the facts were known 
and understood, if the people who talk about the Indian with this 
exuberance ofsentiment, and who denounce Western people and West- 
ern sentiment, were well posted as to all the facts, and especially if 
they knew the Indian as he is and always has been, there would be 
little lack of accord upon what is known as the Indian question, aud 
consequently be able to deal with it more effectively. It is simply a 
lack of information or rather an abundance of misinformation that 
keeps the people of the country apart on this question. 

Now, the statement is made here that the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
Indians have the exclusive sovereignty over the lands within their 
Territory, and that this sovereignty is superior to that of the United 
States. Could anything be broader than that? I received a patent 
to a piece of land about twenty-five years ago under the operation 
of the land laws of the Government. It was as good a title aceord- 
ing to the law-books as could be made, nothing superior to it except 
a grant by act of Congress; and fie when a railroad company came 
along in my vicinity and wanted a right of way one hundred feet 
wide through it I was powerless to prevent its going 5 and 
had to content myself with what we propose to give to these Indians 
due compensation. My patent was as nothing compared to the su- 
perior public right, represented by the public use which a railroad is 
recognized as being. 

The Senator from California [Mr. FARLEY ] asks whether they did 
not compensate me. Certainly they compensated me for it; and that 
brings me to this, that everything which a man has is supposed to be 
at the command of the Government after due compensation made, 
but it is now asserted in opposition to this bill that these Indian 
tribes have a right of property superior to the right of any white 
man in this country holding atitle under patent or by legislative grant, 
and a right of sovereignty which is superior to that of the Govern- 
ment of the United States as well, and which is absolutely as much of a 
barrier to commerce as though the Indian Territory were a French 
possession as it was before the treaty of Jefferson, and that this sover- 
eignty may stand there not only to-day, but for all time, and say te 
Government and people, “Up to this border you can come with your 
railroads, with your immigration, with your commercial neies, 
with your interstate commerce, your postal routes, and all that sort 
of thing, but here you shall stop now and forever.” I do not care 
specially, as I said, about the terms of this bill; I do care for the 
assertion by the Government of its right to penetrate this Territory 
in common with all other Territories under its flag, within its limits. 
subject to its sovereignty, within its jurisdiction, with all the agen- 
cies which it may seek to put in motion for the purposes of carrying 
out the objects of government. 

I shall propose at the proper time an amendment to section 4, which 
I think will obviate some of the objections which have been uttered 
against this bill. It hasbeen objected that it proposed to give a cer- 
tain compensation which I believe to be liberal, but which still was 
not subject to any appeal upon the part of the Indians, and my 
amendment will preserve to them in their tribal capacity the right 
of appeal from the allowance made in the bill to a disinterested tri- 
bunal whose award shall be final. 

With this amendment the right of the Indians will stand upon the 
same footing precisely that the rights of white men do in reference 
to their property which may be sought to be taken for public uses; 
and with this it does not seem to me that there can be any valid 
objection to the bill. I speak of this not only because of the fact 
that the State which I in part represent borders this territory, 
because its interests, large and increasing, require communication 
through this territory with the States of Texas and Arkansas, but I 

ak of it because I believe it is an interest for the whole country. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me 
to ask him a question for information ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Les, sir. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Does he propose to charter a road with- 
out the consent of the Indian authorities? 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not know whether it is with or without the 
consent of the Indian authorities. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, Does the Senator deny the power of the 
Indians to grant permission to a railroad company to pass through 
their territory ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Not at all. I simply assert for the Indian the power 
and right I have myself. I can give a valid consent to the building 
of a railroad through my land and if I do not give such consent the 
Government can take the property notwithstanding. I regard the 
Indian as upon the same footing. His patent is just as ged wad no 
better than mine is. 

The Interior Department has acted upon that theory also in one or 
two cases, on one reservation I think in Colorado and one reserva- 
tioninIdaho. They permitted railroad companies in those two cases 
to deal with the Indians direct, to take their consent, pay them the 
money that was agreed upon as the price for the right of way, and 
go through their land. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The Senator does not contend that the 
SST occupy the same relation to the Government as a foreign 
state 
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Mr. PLUMB. By no means. They are not foreign, but domestic 
and dependent ; they are the wards of the nation, dependent in large 
measure upon it, in no sense independent. The Government may 
supervise the Indians in many ways with reference to the exercise 
of their natural rights as it cannot a white man. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from Kansas if he has any 
objection to stating the amendment which he proposes to offer a little 
farther along? 

Mr. PL None at all. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should be very glad to hear. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will read the proposed amendment. 
in as a proviso to section 4: 

Provided, That if the general councils of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations, 
or either of them, shall within sixty days after the passage of this act, by resolu- 
tion duly ado ted, dissent from the allowance provided for in this section, and 
shall certify the same to the Secre of the Interior, then the compensation to 
be paid for the use and ts in this bill made, for such dissenting tribe, shall be 
determined as proves in section 3 for the determination of the compensation to 
be paid to the vidual occupants of lands. 

Section 3 provides for damages to individual holdings, substan- 
tially for damages to personal property, and is to the effect that if 
an amicable settlement cannot be made “such compensation shall 
be determined by appraisement of three disinterested referees, one to 
be named by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, one by the princi- 
pal chief of the nation claiming damages or to which the person 
claiming damages belongs, and one by saidcompany.” Further, my 
amendment reads: 

Except that one of said appraisers shall be 1 7 by the council of the dis- 
senting tribe, and the award made shall be paid as and under the penal ties pro- 
vided for in said section 3. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the bill provide for the amount of compen- 
sation ? 

Mr. PLUMB. The bill provides in section 4 for the payment of 
$3,000 per annam perpetually as compensation for land taken. 
amendment is to the effect that if the Indians are not satisfied wit 
that, they shall within sixty days after the passage of the bill evi- 
dence that dissatisfaction by resolution of council, and then the 
compensation shall be determined by three disinterested parties to 
be appointed as provided. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. RorLINs in the chair.) The 
question is on the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. IN- 
GALLS] to the substitute reported by the Committee on Railroads, on 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the fundamental error that the 
advocates of this bill labor under and the fundamental error of those 
who o the amendment that I offered rests in their assumption 
that the five civilized tribes occupy the same relation to the Federal 
Government as the wild or uncivilized Indian of the plains. Those 
who are familiar with the history of Indian administration are aware 
that about 1824 or 1825, when John C. Calhoun was Secretary of 
War, the plan of two great Indian reservations was adopted, one for 
the civilized or southern bands, to be formed west of the Mississippi 
River, and one for the Dakota or roaming Indians to the northwest ; 
and this arrangement has been substantially carried out, with the 
modifications rendered necessary by the discovery of gold in Cali- 
fornia, and the construction of railroads across the continent to the 
Pacific coast. ` 

Much has been said in this debate about the right of eminent do- 
main which snbsists in the Government of the United States over all 
the territory within its limits. Of course every lawyer is familiar 
with the law upon that subject. There can be no doubt that the 
Government has the right to override private considerations, to take 
paven property for public use, due compensation being given and 

y process of law; but the arguments which have been employed do 
not apply to this case, and for the reason which I shall state. My 
colleague in his argument just now said that he was the owner of a 
quarter-section of Tend for which he received a patent twenty-five 
years ago, giving him a fee-simple title to the land; that he stood 
upon the border protesting when a railroad company desired the 
right of way through it, but that in spite of his protests the land 
was condemned and the railroad company obtained its title to a right 
of way one hundred feet in width through his premises. But there 
is one element wanting in the contract which the Government made 
with my colleague that appears in that which the Government made 
with these Indians. Suppose the Government had made with my 
colleague a contract, had given him a title to his land evidenced by 
a patent in which it was expressly declared that no railroad com- 
pany ever should be entitled to build through the land without his 
consent? 

Mr. PLUMB. Will my colleague permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLUMB. Does he mean to assert by his question that those 
are the terms implied in the conveyance to these Indians? 

Mr. INGALLS. That is exactly what I mean to say. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should be glad to have that explained. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is precisely what I mean to say, and there 
is the radical vice of this entire argument. 

Mr. VEST. It is not in the patent to the Indians. 

Mr. PLUMB. Nor in the treaty. 

Mr. INGALLS. Of course not in the patent, but I repeat that if 
the Government had given a patent to my colleague in which it was 


It will come 


expressly declared that no right of way should be granted through 
his land without his consent, then he would have a parallel case to 
the condition presented by the Indian question. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. Maxry] said the other day that the 
Indians were merely domestic, dependent nations, with the right of 
occupancy ; that the Government had merely relinquished to them 
the possession of this property to occupy it for a certain length of 
time, giving them the possession until it saw fit to resume it. Cer- 
tainly, with regard to these Indians, nothing could be further from the 
truth; it is an absolute negation of the fact. It may be true where 
land is set apart by executive order, as has been done in various parts 
west of the one-hundredth meridian and in the northwestern country, 
that the Government is the owner of that Property subject to the pos- 
oes! f right of the Indians. Iadmitit; but that is not the case with 
regard to the five civilized tribes in the Indian Territory. They 
relinquished an empire in 1832 or 1833. They were the owners and 
occupants of large areas in the State of Georgia and adjacent territory 
in that portion of the country. The Government treated with them 
and they moved, in one of the most pathetic journeys of which history 
gives any account, across the Mississippi and located in their present 
ocation, What were the terms of that location? I read from the 
second article of the “ treaty of perpetual friendship“ entered into in 
behalf of the Government of the United States and the warriors of 
the Choctaw Nation on the 15th of September, in the year 1830: 

The United States, under a grant to be made by the President of the 
United States, shall cause to be conveyed to the Choctaw Nation a tract of country 
west of the Mississippi River, in fee-simple to them and their descendants— 

“Tn fee-simple to them and their descendauts“ 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the Senator read from the treaty of 1830 ? 

Mr, INGALLS. I read from the second article of the treaty entered 
into between the United States Government and the Choctaw Nation 
on oe 15th of September, 1830. The closing clause of the article is 
as follows: 


The of the same to be 
Washington City in the year 1825. 
ent treaty shall be ratified. 


Mr. JONES, of Florida. Is that the same title under which the 
other tribes hold? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. I quote this as an illustration of the 
nature of the coutract that the Government entered into with these 
Indians, and as a refutation of the assertion that the Indians known 
as the five civilized tribes hold merely the possessory right, the 
right of occupation of the territory, subject to the right of the 
United States Government to resume at pleasure. This land was 
cenveyed to them and their descendants in fee-simple. It is declared 
in the treaty itself to be a grant, and it is declared that the grant 
shall be executed so soon as the treaty is ratified. In pursuance of 
that treaty, of that conveyance, of that grant, the Government of 
the United States issued to these tribes a patent on parchment de- 
fining this reservation by metes and bounds, and granting it to 
them and their descendants in fee-simple so long as that nation 
should endure. 

I hope we shall not hear it said hereafter, in view of the language 
of this treaty, that these Indians, the five civilized nations, are 
merely half-civilized barbarians, holding a mere possessory title, a 
right of occupation subject to the power of the Government to 
resume at pleasure at any time without regard to their rights. 

Mr. VEST. In order that there may be no misunderstanding about 
the patent, let me ask the Senator from Kansas whether I shall 
understand him to say that the terms of the patent are to the effect 
that A Indians shall hold that land as long as they exist as a 
nation 

Mr. INGALLS. That is exactly in the langnage of the treaty— 

To inure to them while they shall exist as a nation. 

Mr. VEST. No, sir. 


ly to the treaty made and conclnded at 
he grant to be executed so soon as the pres- 


Mr. INGALLS. That is the language of the treaty. 
Mr. VEST. But that is not the language of the patent. 
Mr. INGALLS. That is the contract recat the Government 


and the Indians. 

Mr. VEST. But I speak of the patent, which is the highest evi 
dence of title. 

Mr. INGALLS. The patent is not the highest evidence. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. INGALLS. The patent is evidence of the contract, like any 
other instrument of writing. The contract is to be jud by the 
terms in which it is made. When the Senator assumes that we are 
to look to the paons for the definition of the rights between tho 
Government and the Indians when we have the original contract 
petore us, he is adopting a new canon of interpretation unknown to 

e law. 

Mr. VEST. I do not like to interrupt the Senator further. 

Mr. INGALLS. I am glad to have the Senator interrupt me, 
because I have no regular s h to make. 

Mr. VEST. Isimply wish to say that whilethetreaty, which the 
Senator from Kansas has properly quoted, makes the provision he has 
declared here, that they shall hold this land as long as they exist 


as a nation, afterward that treaty stipulation was crystallized, if I 
may so say, was made perpetual, was formulated in the shape of a 
patent, which is the highest evidence of title that can emanate trom 
the Government of the United States. 
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Mr. INGALLS. It is only evidence. 

Mr. VEST. But it is the highest evidence; itis the highest muni- 
ment of title. 

Mr. INGALLS. Not higher than the treaty. 

Mr. VEST. It is higher than the treaty if it is exeented under the 
treaty, because they received that in satisfaction of the terms of the 
treaty. The treaty was the title bond; the patent is the deed itself, 
and takes the place of the treaty. 

Mr. McMILLAN. What is the language of the patent? 

Mr. VEST. It has been asserted here over and over again, I sup- 

ose in an wsthetic sort of way, that the patent says these Indians 
shall hold the land as long as grass grows and water runs. It is no 
such thing. The patent, which I have read over and over again, (I 
have it here, and can refer to it if necessary,) says that theyshall 
hold this land so long as they exist as tribes and so long as they oc- 
cupy it. Therefore if they were to move off that reservation (for it 
is nothing else) to-morrow the title would go back to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, for it is nothing in the world but a title 
by occupancy, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the gentleman please tell me to whom the 
patent is granted ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. 
me to interrupt him? 

Mr. VEST. One at a time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas yield ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to ask just to whom the patent is 
granted! 

Mr. VEST. To the five tribes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. To the Cherokees only ? 

Mr. VEST. Jo the Cherokees, Choctaws, Chickasaws, Creeks, and 
Seminoles. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Have you got the patent there? 

Mr. VEST. I can turn toi t. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Does it state to all of them? I will say that so 
far as I am informed, while a patent was offered to many of them, 
most of them thought it no better than theirown treaty, giving them 
nothing more; and my information is that only the Cherokees ever 
accepted a patent, and that not as necessary to their rights. 

Mr. VEST. The patent is in existence; it is on file in the Interior 
Department. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I wish to ask the Senator from Missouri 
a question. He speaks of the superiority of a patent over a treaty. 
The Constitution declares that a treaty, whether made with Indian 
tribes or with a foreign state, shall be the supreme law of the land, 
We know that in cases where Congress deeds land by act of Con- 
gress, that is equivalent at least to a patent, and that a patent is not 
necessary to pass the title from the Government to a piece of land 
where Congress gives its assent in a public law. I regard a patent 
in this case as a matter utterly unnecessary, as being a work of super- 
erogation, and the treaty as higher law, which must govern. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Kansas accord me the courtesy 
to answer the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. That is an ingenious argument, but it will not stand 
in the face of the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States. 
In the Boudinot and Stand Wattie case, known as the Cherokee 
tobacco case, in 11 Wallace, the Supreme Court decided that an act 
of Congress was superior to a treaty, and that Congress could set 
aside any treaty made with an Indiantribeatitsown volition. But 
the Congress of the United States by no act can take away my patent 
to my land. Now which is thehighest title? I put that to any law- 
yer in this body. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senater a question. Suppose 
the scrivener who writes the patent exceeds the statute in the con- 
veyance, does that convey any right? 

r. VEST. I do not understand the Senator. 

Mr. TELLER. Suppose he goes beyoud the statute, does that give 
any rights? 

Mr. VEST. That is easily disposed of by the simple enunciation 
of the fact that the Indians accepted it, and when they accepted it 
it estopped them from ever disputing the terms of the patent, just 
as it estops the Government of the United States in equity and good 
faith from ever denying the title after it passed according to the 
terms of the patent. 

Mr. TELLER. If the draftsman had inserted a grant not pro- 
vided for A the statute, would not that have been void ? 

Mr. VEST. No; ifit was received by the Indian tribe, and if they 
went into occupation of it that is the end of it. They are estopped 
from ever saying anything against the terms of the patent after they 
receive it. 

Mr. TELLER. The Supreme Court is against you. 

Mr. VEST. ‘The Supreme Court, with all courtesy and deference 
to the gentleman as a lawyer, never did decide, I undertake to say, 
and it can be easily settled if they did, that if I receive a deed or a 

tent to a piece of land, I am not estopped forever after from deny- 
ing its terms. 

. TELLER. Iam not speaking about their denying its terms, 
But can they claim any more from us than the statute provided ? 


Will the Senator from Missouri permit 


Mr. VEST. Ofcourse not; I did not understand the Senator. 

Mr. TELLER. That was the question I asked. 

Mr. VEST. Of course not; they are limited by the terms of the 
grant. Therefore, I say when they took this patent from the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, they took it as the Supreme Court 
decided in the case I have before me of Joy vs. Holden, subject, in 
the language of the Supreme Court, to the conditions of the patent; 
and what were they? That they should remain as an integral na- 
tion; that they should preserve their tribal organization ; and more 
than that, that they should remain in the occupation of the land, 
If the Choctaws and Chickasaws moved to-morrow off their land 
granted tothem by the Government of the United States they would 
lose their title. 

Mr. MAXEY. And they cannot sell it. 

Mr. VEST. They cannot sell it under the terms of the grant; and 
yet we are told that this is a title in fee. But I beg pardon of the 
Senator from Kansas; I do not want to make a speech. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is unnecessary for me to say that I approach 
this question in no sense whatever fromthe sentimental stand-point. 
I have no Panny whatever with the humanitarian idea upon the 
question of Indian administration. I believe in the rights of white 
men; but I believe also in the rights of red men and black men. 1 
should be glad, so far as the interests of my people are concerned, to 
have the existing monopoly of transportation broken up; I shoula 
be gratified to have competition in railways through this Territory. 
I believe that prosperity and wealth and commerce are valuable, 
but I believe that good faith, honor, and justice are priceless, 

In the amendment which I have offered I propose no hostility 
whatever to any just scheme for securing competition through the 
Indian Territory, but I ask that it shall be accomplished through 
the pathway of justice, that the United States shall not be called upon 
to break its faith solemnly pledged, not with a band of half-civilized 
savages or barbarians, but with 60,000 men who are to-day civilized, 
who have a political autonomy, a legislature, laws, language, and 
literature of their own, a system of common schools, which expends 
more money than is spent in any other Territory of the United States, 
a community that has abandoned pagan worship, and that in over 
two hundred churches every Sabbath listens to the teachings of the 
Christian religion, 

Ido not speak in behalf of the United States and of civilization 
aud enlightenment against barbarism, but I speak in behalf of a 
community that has solved for itself peaceably the Indian problem 
and is self-sustaining ; to whom the Government doesnot pay and has 
not for years paid a dollar; to whom the Government of the United 
States to-day owes millions of dollars, some of it unliquidated ; a com- 
munity that cultivates more than 500,000 acres of land, that in favor- 
able years raises more than half a million bushels of wheat and two 
million bushels of corn, that has more than 400,000 neat cattle, more 
than half a million swine, 70,000 head of horses and mules and other 
domestic animals; a community that has adopted the habits of civil- 
ized life, and that stands here before the Congress of the United 
States asking that a solemn compact that it made with them shall 
be observed. 

As I said, the question of eminent domain, as presented by the 
advocates of this bill, has no relation whatever to this issue as it now 
stands before the Senate, because not only do these 60,000 people hold 
a patent to this land from the United States Government in fee- 
simple to them and their descendants so long as they exist as a na- 
tion, but there is another stipulation made in the treaty of 1866 by 
which the Government agreed and the Indians consented that ong 
railroad running north and south and one railroad running east and 
west should be allowed to be built through that Territory, and no 
others without the consent of those Indians, 

Mr. BUTLER. Was not that consent procured from the Indians 
after the original treaty !? 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly; it is a part of the contract made after 
they had violated their allegiance by going into the confederacy in 
the warof the rebellion, Their affairs were broken up; part of them 
went north ; some of them were loyal. At the close of the war, in 
1866 and 1867, the Government renewed its relations with these 
Indians, and the subject of railroads then engaging public attention, 
it was agreed between these parties that one road east and west and 
one north and south should be chartered, aud no others without their 
consent. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator allow me to ask him 
for information how that assent is usually obtained? 

Mr. INGALLS. I will explain that in just one moment. 

Mr. MAXEY. Will the Senator from Kansas permit mo to inter- 
rupt him at that point? 

r. INGALLS. Certainly. 

Mr. MAXEY. ‘The sixth article of the treaty of 1866 does provide 
by treaty for a railroad running north and south and one east and 
west, and a corresponding clause is found in all the treaties made 
with the civilized tribes during the year 1866; but if there is any 
clause there that no other road shall pass through, the Senator has 
found something that I have not, and I have read it very often and 
very carefully. It is not in the treaty. 

. INGALLS. The maxim of law, expressio unius est exclusio alter- 
ius, applies as well to this as to all other contracts. They affirma- 
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tively agreed that these things sbould be done. Did they not there- 
fore agree that the others should not be done until there should be 
a separate understanding? So again I repeat, that when the argu- 
ment is made here that because a private citizen is compelled to 
relinquish a certain proportion of his property under the right of 
eminent domain that right may be exercised in this case, one im- 
portant element is left out, and that if a private citizen held a pat- 
ent in which it was expressly declared that he should have the land 
described therein, and that no railroad should run through it with- 
out his consent, then you would have exactly a parallel case. 

That is why I insist that good faith and honor and justice require 
us to ask the consent of these tribes before exercising the rights of 
sovereignty and eminent domain. What is there wrong about that? 
Noone knows that this consent would be refused. Asa matter of 
fact, consent has been granted by one of these nations already, and 
the original bill was based apon the idea that consent is necessary 
and that it was to be proe . Else why did the Government send 
its agent down there? Why was the Choctaw council called to- 
gether? Why was the proposition submitted to them? Why was 
the bill brought here for the purpose of asking Congress to ratify 
the act of the council granting this consent unless it was believed to 
be necessary or at least desirable and proper? Was this trifling with 
Congress? Was this merely amusement on the part of the gentle- 
man who offered the bill? Why, I ask, unless consent was deemed 
necessary or unless it was deemed desirable and proper was all this 

reliminary labor undergone and the act of the Choctaw Nation 
brought here to be ratified by Congress! 

It appeared in the . between the Senator from Missouri and 
the Senator from Texas, when this bill was last under consideration, 
that there was something very mysterious about all this business, 
The bill is equivocal. It is like one of those “juggling fiends” de- 
scribed by beth— 

That palter with us in a double sense; 
That keep the word of promise to our ear, 
And b it to our hope. 

Up to a certain time, while it appeared that the franchise of the 
Saint Louis and San Francisco Railroad was in certain hands, no- 
body doubted that the consent of the Choctaw Indians was neces- 
sary to a right of way through that Territory. The bill was intro- 
duced by the Senator who now promotes this one. He recognized 
the validity of the Choctaw act granting the right of way, and 
came here and asked Con to ratify it; but by some mysterions 
act of prestidigitation, on a certain day, as appears by what the 
Senator from Missouri said, this franchise disappeared from the 
hands of one capitalist and reappeared in the hands of another. 
The celerity with which that bill then disappeared has never been 

aralleled. It vanished into a profound abyss with an alacrity that 
faa never been exceeded. The friends of the measure moved to re- 
commit the bill and it reappeared after some days of cogitation—— 

Mr. MAXEY. I desire to say to the Senator from Kansas that the 
friends of. the measure did not move a recommittal. It was moved 
to be recommitted by one of the most persistent enemies of the bill 
in this body. 

Mr. ING. S. Who was that? 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. HAWLEY. 

Mr. INGALLS. Ido not understand that the Senator from 
necticut is an enemy to this bill at all. 

Mr. MAXEY. On his motion it was recommitted. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am very anxious to have that railroad go through 
the Territory. Honestly, I have no e to it in the world. I 
did not know—it is as much as I could do now to recite the names 
of all the railroads scrambling here; but the Senator from Texas in- 
troduced the bill on the 6th of December, (after having been in the 
Choctaw council and in their neighborh wee to get them to 
adopt an act,) sanctioning the act of that council, and he got the bill 
reported on the 12th of December, six days afterward. It was only 
on that very day that the official report of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, giving the report of his agent there, came in here. A week or 
two after that, as soon as they got the knowledge of it, the other 
Indians came here protesting. When I {ound that they were pro- 
testing, and when I found that the report of the Secretary of the 
Interior only got here on the 12th of December, at the suggestion of 
some of the Indians I asked that the bill be recommitted, so that the 
committee might fairly hear the protestants and might consider it 
further; but before they got through the Senator from Texas modi- 
fied his original bill based on the consent of the Indians, and you 
have this substitute brought in, which does not ask any odds of the 
Indians. 

Mr. MAXEY. If the Senator from Kansas will permit a reply to 
that, which I think I have the right to ask, I will say that tlie Sen- 
ator from Connecticut goes a long ways in his statement; that is all. 
The bill was introduced by the Senator from Texas on the 6th of De- 
cember; it was reported favorably from the Committee on Railroads, 
and placed on the Calendar. The Senator from Texas was anxious 
to have that bill tried on its merits. The Senator from Connecticut 
moved to recommit the bill to the Committee on Railroads, of which 
he is a member ; and from the day the bill was recommitted up to the 
hour when it was reported back the Senator from Texas was never 
about the committee in one way or the other; never appeared before 


Jon- 


the committee or had anything todo with it. The framework of the 
bill as again submitted was such as the committee itself thought 
proper to present. 

As the Senator from Connecticut referred to the matter, I will state 
that, at the instance and request of the principal chief of the Choc- 
taw Nation and many other of the leading members of that nation, 
the Senator from Texas did go before their council ong day, and that 
night he addressed the council in behalf of this bill, and he left the 
next day. He did it at the request of the principal chief and a num- 
ber of leading men of their nation, because the Senator from Texas 
believed then as he believes to-day that when these Indians stand 
across the pathway of progress and civilization improperly, they are 
standing in theirown light. The Senator from Texas has lived about 
the n ve years near the Choctaw Nation and happens to know 
the principal chief and nearly all of their prominent men personally, 
and therefore it was that they desired him to speak. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I wish to ask the Senator from Kansas 
a question for my information. 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly. s 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I confess I am not well informed about 
these Indian questions. I for one hold as a general proposition that 
the Government of the United States has unlimited power to legis- 
late ee territories of the United States, no matter by whom 
oceupied. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator and I agree about that. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. This Indian country is a part of the ter- 
ritory of the United States, and the sovereign power to legislate for 
it must reside somewhere. The doubt I have in my mind is whether 
there is a distinction to be taken in respect to the exercise of this 
sovereign power on the part of the Government over territory occu- 
pied, we will say, by white people and who are part of our own race, 
and territory that has been ceded to Indian tribes under the stipu- 
lations of a public treaty made in conformity with the Constitution 
of the United States. While I say with respect to Utah, New Mexico, 
and all the Territories inhabited by our own people that we have 
unlimited power of legislation, the doubt in my mind is with respect 
to that territory which has been ceded by the Government of the 
Union to the civilized tribes of Indians and with whom public treaties 
have been made, as distinct bodies of men having organizations of 
their own, and which seems to have been the light in which they 
were regarded by the framers of the Constitution. The question in 
my mind is, what is the distinction between the two cases ? 

Mr. BUTLER. In other words, whether this is part of the public 
domain just as any other territorial possession. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should hardly suppose that any lawyer could 
have a doubt on that question. The Government has made a direct, 
positive, specific, definite compact and agreement with these people, 
which they have lived up to. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. In what power resides the sovereign au- 
thority to legislate for them ? 

Mr. INGALLS. The power to legislate undoubtedly rests in Con- 
gress, but it rests in Congress under the Constitution; which de- 
clares that no person—and an Indian is a person—shall be “ deprived 
of life, liberty, or preperty without due process of law.” 

Mr. VEST. An act of Congress is a “ process of law.” 

Mr. INGALLS. An act of Congress is not “due process of law,” 
as has been repeatedly declared by the Supreme Court of the United 
States. I do not think any lawyer will dispute my proposition that 
an act of Congress to deprive a person of life, liberty, or property is 
not ‘‘ due process of law.” Therefore, admitting that these Indians 
are perona under the Constitution, that they have been recognized 
by the treaty-making power of the Constitution, that we have made 
a compact with them, and that they have rights to liberty, to prop- 
erty, and to life, you cannot deprive them of, either of these by an 
act of Congress without their consent. Consent is a controlling ele- 
ment, and especially in regard to a matter concerning which you 
have said that you will not legislate without their consent. 

Mr. MAXEY. Will the Senator from Kansas permit me to reply 
to the 8 argument which he makes ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will do it in the language of Judge Cooley, who 
is much better authority than I am, but not better than the Senator 
from Kansas. 

Mr. INGALLS. Spare your severity. 

Mr. MAXEY. Judge Cooley says: 


The right to appropriate private property to public uses lies dormant in the 
State until legislative action is had, pointing out the occasions, the modes, condi- 


tions, and agencies for its appropriat on. 


Mr. INGALLS. That is exactly it. The Senator is not as good a 
lawyer as J nage Cooley ; I admit that. ' 

Mr. MAXEY. Judge Cooley continues: 

Private propert; ly be tak ursuant to law; but a legislati t d. 
8 5 the 9 mode in na A that fac 8 
must be held to be for this purpose “the law of the land,” and no further fincing 
or adjudication can be * unless the constitution of the State has expressly 
required it. 

That is the language of Judge Cooley, on page 657 of his work on 
Constitutional Limitations, 
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Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator from Texas thinks that is an an- 
swer to my legal argument, I must say that his depreciation of him- 
self is strictly warranted, and I should concur with him to the minnt- 
est particular, Ifthe Senator believes, after reading that, that an 
act of Congress can charter a railroad to run through his estate near 
Paris, Texas, without the intervention of any other agencies, he cer- 
tainly has a different idea of an act of Congress from what I have. 

Mr. MAXEY. The “ Senator from Texas” has not said anything 
of the kind. 

Mr. INGALLS. Ihave said it. Ihave said that no act of Con- 
gress can charter a railroad through the Indian Territory without 
their consent. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Legislature of the State of Texas has the right 
of eminent domain inherent in it over all the domain of the State 
within the State of Texas. The Congress of the United States is the 
Legislature forthe territory of the United States, and for every Ter- 
vitorial government in the United States, and has the same right of 
eminent domain in its Territories that a State has within its ter- 
onal jurisdiction, That is what the“ Senator from Texas” be- 

eves. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator and I do not differ there at all. 

Mr. MAXEY. The principle laid down by Judge Cooley as appli- 
cable to a State applies with like force to a Territory belonging to 
the United States, as the Indian Territory does belong to the United 
States. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Texas and myself do not dis- 
agree upon the proposition that he has stated, but I stated an en- 
tirely different one. He read the declaration of Judge Cooley as a 
refutation of my position, which it was notin any sense whatever, 
because it does not appear from the statement of Judge Cooley that 
without the consent of the owner an act of Congress can deprive a 
private citizen of his title to his property, or his life, or his liberty, 
and particularly in regard to the Indian country. While there is a 
different rule of law prevailing with regard to the Territories of the 
United States generally, yet in this case it is entirely different from 
either, because, as I have repeatedly said, Congress bas agreed with 
these people, and the contract has never been revoked, that with the 
exception of the two roads which have been provided for, none others 
shall be chartered unless the Indians consent to it. The question 
now is whether you intend to abrogate that agreement without any 
cause or reason or justification, without asking their cousent. 

Mr. McPHERSON. May I ask the Senator from Kansas a ques- 
tion in order that I may understand him? I understand him to say 
that the title to this land has been given to these Indians in fee; 
that they are the absolute owners of the property. 

Mr. INGALLS. In fee-simple. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Do I understand the Senator to say that their 
assent has not been given to this railroad across their territory ? 

Mr. INGALLS. at is my impression. 

Mr. McPHERSON. In the opinion of the Senator from Kansas, 
what assent is necessary ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I assume that the assent is necessary which the 
gentlemen interested in this bill, as it stood originally, endeavored 
to obtain, and supposed they had obtained, and brought here and 
asked Congress to pass an act ratifying the same, to wit, the expres- 
sion of their consent through the general council of the Choctaw 
Nation authenticated by the great seal of that nation with the signa- 
tures of the governor and secretary. 

Mr. McPHERSON. In answer again to the Senator, allow me to 
go still further. -I have been almost convinced, whether right or 
wrong, that the Choctaws, through whose Territory this railroad is 
intended to run, in their tribal capacity or by their council had given 
their assent to the railway company crossing their Territory. The 
Senator avers that I am not correct? 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator is not correct. This bill is an am- 
biguous and equivocal bill. It is like the piece of furniture which 
is spoken of in Goldsmith’s poem, that was (a bed by night, a chest 
of drawers by day.” 

Mr. McPHERSON. Before the Senator gets through I hope he 
will state the practical part of this question, in order that I may be 
better informed. 

Mr. INGALLS. I will do so. I was about proceeding to that 
when interrupted by the Senator from Texas or some other advocate 
of this measure as it stood originally. I was proceeding to say that 
1 assumed that the assent of these nations was necessary from the fact 
that the gentlemen who desired this bill had endeavored to obtain 
it, and at their instance the Government had sent down an agent to 
appear before the Choctaw council, representing the propriety of it 
and asking them to assent to it. The corporation to which this as- 
sent was to be given was the Saint Lonis and San Francisco Rail- 
way Company. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Government sent an agent there? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir; in October last. It was, if I recollect 
aright, (and if not the Senator from Texas will correct me,) the Saint 
Louis and San Francisco Railway Company, owned or controlled by 
the Seligman Brothers at that time. It was supposed that the con- 
sent of the Choctaw Nation had been eee The act granting 
consent was brought here to Washington, and on the first day of the 
session a bill was introduced by the Senator from Texas proposing 


to give the consent of Congress to ratify and confirm that act of the 
Choctaw Nation which was in addition to the rights of way which 
were recognized by the treaties of 1866 and 1867. 

That bill was reported back from the committee and went upon 
the Calendar. Upon a certain day, which has now escaped my mind, 
in one of the mysterious transactions of the New York stock market, 
it became known that the capital stock and the property in the fran- 
chise of this road had passed out of the control of the Seligman 
Brothers into the hands of the syndicate headed by Jay Gould and 
his associates. Mr. Jay Gould is the owner and controller of the 
other line of railroad running through the Territory, formerly known 
as the M., K. and T. road. The object of obtaining this charter was 
to secure competition and thereby to overthrow the monopo y en- 
joyed by the M., K. and T.; butas soon as it appeared that the 
frauchise to which the Choctaws had assented had gone into the 
hands of the men who owned the M., K. and T., it became apparent 
that competition was at an end; that competition did not compete ; 
that the monopoly had not been overcome. 

Then it was that the bill, with the celerity of a prairie-dog goin, 
into his burrow, disappeared into the recesses of the committee, and 
a few days afterward it reappeared undera delusive, fallacious, and 
deceptive pretense, assuming at the same time that it was known 
that the road would not be built, to grant the right of way to the 
same company, to wit, the Saint Louis and San Francisco, which had 
gone into the hands of the owners of the M., K. and T., but in case 
they did not within a certain time construct the road, then the charter 
was to be bestowed upon the Chicago, Texas, and Mexican Central 
road; and if within a certain time that company did not construct 
the line, into the hands of any other corporation that first might ap- 
ply to the President and obtain permission. Meanwhile it was also 
further understood that in case this road was ever built, every rail- 
road company that might desire to connect with it should have the 
right, upon a fixed rate, to run over it with its cars and freight and 
passengers and merchandise, and thereby completely break down and 
utterly destroy this treaty stipulation and reservation which had 
been made by the Government with these Indians. 

That is, in brief, as I understand, the aspect of this bill. It is a 
Trojan horse. It pretends that it wants to do a thing that it knows 
it does not want to do, and that it cannot do. It pretends that it 
desires to overthrow monopoly by granting a charter to a line that 
is named, which belougs to the yery person who controls the monop- 
oly. It pretends that it desires to violate good faith and honor and 
justice for the purpose of securing competition, by greneng a fran- 
chise to a corporation that never will build a foot of railroad. 

Mr. President, I do not think that is ingenuons; Ido not think that 
is candid; I do not think that is sincere. This bill does not present 
itself to my mind in an aspect of such necessity or of such great 
counter-balancing advantage to be gained as to warrant and justify 
us in violating our sacred and solemn obligations with these Indians, 
who have Saya kept faith with us. 

The Senator from Texas and the Senator from Missonri have ap- 
pealed to one class ofar; ent that in my judgment has no place in 
the consideration of this question. Why, asks the Senator from 
Texas, should this quadrangle of territory be allowed to stand as an 
impenetrable and 8 wall against the greut army of progress! 
Why should the estate of the Senator from Texas, which I understand 
is large and valuable, be allowed to stand asa wall against the great 
army ne progress? Why is not his estate opened to white settle- 
ment i 

Mr. MAXEY. I can state to the Senator from Kansas that with- 
out my consent the State of Texas, in the exercise of the right of 
eminent domain, has run a railroad right square through my place, 
and I have no right to say one word against it. 

Mr. INGALLS. Did the State of Texas agree with you, in the first 
place, that it would not do it without your consent? 

Mr. MAXEY. I claim that every man who holds a patent, I do 
not care who he is, Indian or white, holds it with an implied condi- 
tion, and so says the law, that the right of eminent domain is left 
with the Government to be exercised whenever the needs of the 
country demand it in connection with commerce among the States 
or with Indian tribes. 

Mr. INGALLS. So do J. 

Mr. MAXEY. That is my position. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator and myself agree fully; but the ques- 
tion is, and I again in answer to the fallacious assumptions of the 
Senator from Texas ask, admitting all that, if you have once agreed 
with these people that you will not exercise that right without their 
consent, what is the objection to asking their consent? 

Mr. MAXEY. In reply to that, I will say it is declared on the best 
authority by every writer on the subject of eminent domain that it 
5 not in the legislative power to barter away the right of eminent 

omain. 

Mr. INGALLS. I will admit that in cases involving the national 
honor or the national safety there might be some question that would 
arise where it would be necessary to violate a positive, absolute 
agreement with a party who always lived up to it in good faith on 
the other side; but what is the necessity here, what is the reason 
presented to the Senate, for asking us in this case to violate this 
agreement and to exercise the right of eminent domain? 
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Mr. MAXEY. Does the Senator desire an answer? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir; I would be glad to hear the answer. 

Mr. MAXEY. I stated on the day I opened this debate that the 
imperative needs of commerce demanded it; that the power was in 
Congress to exercise the right of eminent domain, and whenever the 
eedi of commerce omandad that exercise it became an imperative 
duty in Congress to do it. Ithen pointed out as clearly as it was 
possible for me to do the vast increase of wealth, progress, power, 
pepulation in the great State of Texas which lies sonth of this Ter- 
ritory, and which needs all the arteries of commerce that we can get 
to carry the product of the great commercial interests of that State 
to her sister States. 

Mr. INGALLS. Now will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion, as he has submitted an interrogatory to me? 

MAXEY. I only answered your question, not that I wanted to 
t you at all. 
‘GALLS. I thank you. If the Senator did not believe that 
we had agreed with these people not to run a line through their Ter- 
ritory without their consent, and that their consent was desirable or 
necessary, why did he go before the council of that nation and ask 
them to grant their consent? 

Mr. M Y. I concede that their consent was desirable. I be- 
lieved that their consent was desirable, because it would bring about 
peace and harmony and quiet; butas to the necessity, there was not 
a necessity. Iexplained to those Indians as well as I knew how that 
whenever they threw themselves athwart the pathway of progress 
they were doing themselves more injury than anybody else, because 
they were estranging the best friends they had. I believe the same 
thing to day. I therefore thought it was desirable to secure their 

will and their consent, but as to the necessity the power is with 
ougress, beyond any doubt, in my judgment. : 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Texas again repeats his state- 
ment that one reason why this bill should pass is because these In- 
dians are arrayed against the great army of progress. When I repeat 
that these Indians are entirely self-supporting, that they educate 
their children, that they cultivate the soil, that they have adopted 
the habits and manners and customs of civilized li e, that they are 
wealthy in flocks and herds, and that they worship God, what char- 
acter can be necessary to coustitute a civilized community, and in 
the name of civilization how can a community that exists in a con- 
dition like that be held to be a barrier to civilization or a wall against 


human pro. 1 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of the 
Senate in connection with the remarks of my colleague to article 18 
of the treaty of 1855 with these Indians, which is in the following 
words: 

The United States or any incorporated company shall have the right of way for 
railroads or lines of telegraphs onan the Choctaw and Chickasaw country ; but 
for any property taken or destroyed in the construction thereof full compensation 
shall be made to 3 or parties injured, to be ascertained and determined in 
such manner as the dent of the United States shall direct. 

This is an affirmative grant of the right of way through the ter- 
ritory of the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes made by treaty with 
them. My colleague says that by the treaty of 1866 Congress 
limited that right, that it in effect said it would not thereafter ex- 
ercise if except with their consent, save as to the two railroads 
named in said last-mentioned treaty. Article 6 of the treaty of 1866, 
the portion of it which is material, is as follows: „The Choctaws 
and Chickasaws hereby grant a right of way,” (for two railroads, 
Ke.) 

That is a present grant, a grant by this treaty, not a right to a 
grant hereafter to be made by act of Congress, not a grant in favor 
of some incorporated company hereafter to be created, but a grant 
made by the terms of that treaty and a grant made for a particular 
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purpose as is expressed in the subsequent portions of the article, 
and not intended and in no wise qualifying article 18 of the treaty 
of 1855. 


The right of way which was thereby granted was nted upon 
conditions enlarging the rights of the Choctaw and Chickasaw In- 
dians, giving them the right to subscribe stock, imposing certain 
bnrdens and certain duties upon the railroad companies who should 
build which were not impc by article 18 of the treaty of 1855, and 
as I said which in no wise qualitied or impaired the absolute sweep- 
ing grant contained in article 18 of the treaty of 1855. 

There is no doubt in my mind that under these treaties as they 
stand to-day, according to their letter, according to their spirit, the 
Government has a ect and absolute right to grant a right of way 
to any incorporated company, or to assert the right for itself in any 
way it chooses for the purpose of building one or more railroads 
through the lands of these tribes. 

It is true that the gg sas of one thing is the exclusion of an- 
other. Bear in mind, however, that when the treaty of 1866 was 
made the Choctaws had violated by acts of rebellion all the rights 
which they had under preceding treaties. Here is a treaty, the 
treaty of 1866, destined to be an act of amnesty for acts of rebellion 
committed against the United States Government during the war 
just then closed, and imposing also some new burdens upon them on 
account of such acts of rebellion. The Government did not intend, 
certainly could not have intended, to condone the offense of rebellion, 


and then to contract its own rights as against these Indians, to give 
up valuable rights it had under the previous treaty. On the con- 
trary, it designed to exact from the Choctaws something which be- 
fore that time it had not had; something as a penalty for the acts of 
rebellion in which the Choctaw tribe had been engaged. 

When it came to make this contract it simply said that while we 
have now aright to go through your land ourselves or to give an 
incorporated company the right to do it, we will now create the 
present right to build two railroads through this Territory, in a way 
to be specified, leaving the general right exactly as it was left by 
the treaty of 1855. 

Any one who will read the treaty of 1855 will see that the bulk of 
the rights of the Choctaw Nation of Indians with reference to the 
Government depends upon that treaty, and not upon the treaty of 
1866. So that if the principle of the assertion of one thing being the 
exclusion of another, stated by my colleague, is applicable at all to 
these treaties, it wipes out the treaty of 1855 and substitutes for it 
solely and only that of 1866, which leaves the Choctaw Nation of 
Indians without their most precious rights, rights which we have 
recognized by statute, by acts of appropriation in a thousand ways 
ever since the date of said treaties. The two treaties are to be con- 
sidered together, construed together upon the ordinary fair rule of 
interpretation, and thus construed but one result can follow, as I 
conceive. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Have you the treaty before you? 

Mr. PLUMB. I have before me both of them. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Please read that clause. 

Mr. PLUMB. Article 18 of the treaty of 1855 is as follows: 

‘The United States or any incorporated company shall have the right of way for 

or lines of telegraphs through the Choctaw and Chickasaw country. 

The remainder of the article simply relates to the method of com- 
pensation. That is a night which was thereafter to be exercised 
requiring legislative authority to carry it into effect, but a right 
which has always existed in the Congress of the United States; hut 
when they came to the treaty of 1866,then they said: “ We will give 
to you now, by virtue of this treaty, a right to build two specitied 
railroads in a certain way.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is my friend aware that in the law incorporat- 
ing the Atlantic and Pacitic Railroad Company, to which the com- 
pany named here is the successor, there is an express exclusion of 
the right of that company to enter upon or exercise any easements 
or right whatever in the Indian Territory except by the free consent 
of the tribe named. That is the act of 1866. 

Mr. PLUMB. If that be true, as I think it may be, it does not 
touch this case. This is not that company. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This company, as I understand, holds simply the 
rights granted to the Atlantic and Pacific Company, and can exer- 
cise no more, 

Mr. PLUMB, Then, if such an exclusion as that were contained, 
this act of Congress would of course remove it. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Con might violate its law. 

Mr. PLUMB. It would be an amendment of that charter; but the 
answer to that is that this particular company which now seeks to 
build this road is not the Atlantic and Pacific Company incorpo- 
rated by act of Congress, but a corporation existing under the laws 
of the State of Missouri and not a corporation created by the act of 
Congress of 1866. 

Mr. VEST obtained the floor. > 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Will the Senator from Missouri 
give bee es me? 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator from Missouri asks me if we can get 
through with the bill to-night. My great purpose has been to get 
the bill through. I think the Senate understands it very well. 
There are some details gentlemen may desire to speak about; but 
my object is to get the bill through. I do not want to annoy the 
Senate by holding them in session too long, but itis hardly half past 
four yet, and I would prefer finishing the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think we can certainly finish the bill. It has 
been some time on the Calendar. 

Mr. FRYE. We want an executive session. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We shall not detain the Senate long. I have a 
single explanation to make on a matter of fact and nothing further. 

Mr. VEST. I will say to the Senator from Pennsylvania, who I 
understand desires to move an executive session, that I want to do 
what the Senate wish, and I will defer what few remarks I have to 
make if the Senate wishes to go into executive session. I give way 
that he may test the sense of the Senate on that motion. 

Mr. C RON, of Pennsylvania. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had to some and dis- 
a to other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 

) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office De- 
partment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other 
purposes. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were 7 8 signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. No. 308) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at the most accessible point within five miles 
above the city of Saint Charles, Missouri; 

A bill (8. No. 699) granting an increase of pension to Saint Clair 
A. Mulholland ; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 42) granting the State of Indiana the 
use of tents on the occasion of an encampment of State troops to be 
held in said State during the year 1882. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the followin 
message from the President of the United States; which was refe 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 


To thé Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, dated the 6th instant, in which he recommends a 2 riation of 
the unexpended balances of two appropriations of $50,000 each, in 1880 and in 
1881, “ for r improvement of the water-power pool" at the Rock 
Island arsenal, and that the additional sum of $30,000 be ted for the same 

urpose ; also the additional sum of $70.000 “ for deepening the canal and for open- 
six water-ways in connection with the water-power.” 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 11, 1882. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business. 
After twenty-one minutes spent in executive session the doors were 
reopened, and (at four o’clock and forty-three minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 


"N 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, April 11, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. POWER, 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


AGRICULTURE AND MECHANIC ARTS, 


Mr. CARPENTER. I move that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 5272) to amend the act donating public 
lands to the several States and Territories which may provide col- 
leges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts, and that 
the bill be now pi t on its passage. 

Mr. SPRINGER. LI object to the disposal of so important a measure 
in this hasty way. 

MINERAL LANDS, 


Mr. CASSIDY. Lask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's 
table for present consideration the bill (S. No. 26) to amend section 
2326 of the Revised Statutes, in regard to mineral lands. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which objection will 
be asked for as to its present consideration. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order. 

6 855 DUNNELL. I would like to have some explanation of this 
ill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object to its present consideration. We do not 
know what it is. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. CASSIDY. I will explain, if I can have an opportunity, to 
the satisfaction of the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded, which is 
in the nature of an A snes 

Mr. RANDALL. is bill proposes to repeal certain statutes of 
the United States which have not been read. 

Mr. CAMP. If the objection has been withdrawn I desire to renew 
it. I have no objection to the gentleman from Nevada explaining 
the bill, penta the right to object. 

Mr. BLAND. I insist upon the demand for the regular order. 


SAINT MARY’S FALLS SHIP CANAL. 


Mr. HUBBELL. I hope the gentleman from Missouri will not in- 
sist upon the regular order, but will allow a joint resolution to be 
read, which I think should be passed immediately. 

Mr. BLAND. I have no objection to its being read for informa- 
tion, subject to objection. 

j pa SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the joint reso- 
ution. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


Joint resolution a riating certain lands for the use of the Saint Mary’ 
Falls Ship-Canal, Michigan, © n 3 
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joint resolution was read. 
LAND and Mr. HOLMAN objected. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I hope gentlemen will permit me to say that 
this joint resolution comprises just one acre of ground bolonging to 
the Government which it is necessary to preserve in that way, else 
when the Government enlarges the canal it will have to pay a vast 
sum of money in comparison to protect it. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is necessary to preserve the regular order. 

Mr. HUBBELL. _ If this is not done it will cost the Government at 
least $10,000 hereafter. 

Mr. WILSON. I hope the objection will be withdrawn. 

Mr. BLAND. I insist upon the regular order. 


ADDITIONAL COMMITTEE MESSENGER. 


Mr. MARTIN. I desire to submit a privileged report from the 
Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be authorized and directod to place 
upon his messenger rolls the name of J. W. Pettit until otherwise ordered by this 
ouse, and that he be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 


Rare PAGE. I want to hear something about the necessity for 
that. 
Mr. HUBBELL. I object to its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. This is a privileged report. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, as the House is probably aware, there 
have been several new committees added to the list in this Congress. 
The Doorkeeper of the House informed the Committee on Accounts 
that he had not at his disposal a sufficient number of messengers to 
attend to the duties required by allthese various committees of the 
House. This resolution was introduced by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Warp ]and was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 

he committee sent for the Doorkeeper of the House to ascertain 
whether there was any necessity for the increase of his force in that 
connection as proposed by the resolution. The Doorkeeper stated 
that there was, and further that he had no objection to placing the 
gentleman upon the rolls as a messenger, knowing his efficiency, hav- 
ing served here in former years—more than six years ago, I will say, 
Mr. Speaker—and that if the Committee on Accounts saw proper to 

lace this additional 5 under the charge of the Doorkeeper, 

e Wan perony willing. The committee therefore unanimously in- 
structed me to make a report in the form of a substitute for the reso- 
lution that has been read, which I ask the House to adopt. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the substitute reported by 
the Committee on Accounts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be authorized and directed 7 55 
upon his messenger roll, for the session only, the name of J. W. Pettit, that 
he be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, and that the said Pettit be 
under the control of the 8 


Mr. SKINNER. I desire to correct one statement of the gentleman 
from Delaware, where he states that this was the unanimous report 
of the Committee on Accounts. The gentleman is mistaken. I dis- 
sented from that report. 

Mr. MARTIN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I had forgotten 
that the gentleman from New York did object to it. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution 


The 
Mr. 


i 5 he from the Committee on Accounts. 


e House divided; and there were—ayes 58, noes 26. 

Mr. SKINNER. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order having been made that no 
quorum has voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. SKINNER and Mr. MARTIN were appointed tellers. 

Mr. PAGE. Let me sug; to the gentleman from Delaware that 
he strike out the name of the party in this resolution, and leave the 
selection to the Doorkeeper. If that is done I think there will be 
no objection to it. 

Mr. MARTIN. I have no authority to make any alteration in the 
report. I am simply carrying out the recommendation of the Com- 
mittee on Accounts in presenting this resolution. 

I will say to the gentleman from California that I have no inter- 
est at all in this appointment. I do not know the man; and I will 
say further to gentlemen upon the other side that if they are basing 
their objection to the adoption of this resolution on the ground that 
this is making a place for a Democrat, they are very much mistaken. 
There is no doubt of the Republicanism of this appointee, so far as I 
understand; and if gentlemen are voting under that idea, they are 
voting under a misapprehension of the facts. 

Mr. PAGE. We understand on this side of the House that the 
party named in this resolution is a Republican ; but I object, speak- 
ing for myself, to naming anybody in that connection. If it be ne- 
cessary to make such an appointment, let the Doorkeeper select 
according to his own judgment and in his own way the person he 
wishes to fill the place. 

Mr. WILSON. If this employé is necessary, why not give au- 
thority for his employment ? 

The SPEAKER. The tellers will take their places, and the Chair 
will cause the Clerk to read clause 1 of Rule V. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
1. Every member shall be present within the hall of the House during its sit- 


tings, unless excused or necessarily prevented; and shall vote on each question 

oe motion made before division or the commencement of the roll-call 
and without debate, he shall be excused, or unless he has a direct personal 
er pecuniary interest in the event of such question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that there is a qnorum 
within the bar of the House. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 93, noes 55. 

Mr. SKINNER demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, eleven members only voting 
therefor. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. MARTIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BELFORD addressed the Chair, 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
withdraw the demand for the regular order. I objected to the bill 
called up by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. CARPENTER] and now 
desire to withdraw the objection. 

Mr. KASSON. I insist on the regular order; and I move to dis- 
pense with the morning hour for the call of committees for reports. 

The motion was agreed to, (two-thirds voting in favor thereof, ) 
and the morning hour was dispensed with. 

Mr. KASSON. I now desire to move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
= purpose of resuming the consideration of the tariff-commission 
bill. 


INDIAN SUBSISTENCE DEFICIENCY. 


The SPEAKER. Yesterday, by unanimous consent, a special order 
was made for the consideration to-day, immediately after the morn- 
ing hour, of an appropriation bill. The Chair holds that the consid- 
eration of that bill is now first in order. The Clerk will read the 

ill 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (8. No. 1654) to provide for a deficiency in subsistence for the Indians. 

Be it enacted, de., That the sum of $50,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, in 
subsistence and care for the Indians in charge of the Cheyenne and Arapahoe 
agency of the Indian Territory. 


Mr. RANDALL. Is that a Senate bill? 

Mr. SPARKS. Did it originate in the Senate? 

The SPEAKER. It is a Senate bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is a very unusual thing. 

Mr. RANDALL, I must raise the point of order upon the bill, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I desire to reserve all points of order. è 

Mr. RANDALL. The point of order is that this is a Senate bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this is a special order, 
made by unanimous consent on yesterday. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I submit that the point of order can only go now 
to the extent of requiring the consideration of the bill in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. RYAN. I think it has been heretofore held that making a bill 
a special order vi aives that. 

Mr. SPRINGEMu. Not at all. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I hope the point of order will not be in- 
sisted on. We have to take up this appropriation bill some time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What was the order made on yesterday? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read from the RECORD. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Rrax. I do not want to antagonize my friend from Ohio by raising the 
question of consideration. But I give notice now I shall call this up to-morrow 


mo! and ask for its consid It has been sugg ested to me that I should 
now ask that unanimous consent be given to consider bill to-morrow morning 
after the morning hour. I make uest. 


g from asks unanimous consent that the 
2 patara, 1654 be made a special order for to-morrow immediately after the 
morn . 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That does not waive the point that the bill must 
be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It does not waive any point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the Chair decide that the House having 
made this a special order, the right to make the point of order against 
the bill that it originated in the Senate has been practically waived ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not decided that question. The 
Chair has only intimated that the special order made by unanimous 
consent on yesterday sets aside the rnle that the bill should be con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is not the point I made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania ema RANDALL] to insist on his point. 

Mr. ALL. e point I suggested was that this was a bill 


that should have originated in the House, it being part of the gen- 
eral system of e ee There has been some doubt expressed 
whether the Senate have the right to ar, apne bills making appro- 
priations not directly for the support of the Government, But there 
never has been on the part of the House, so far as I recollect, any- 
thing but an affirmation of its own right to originate appropriation 
bills relating to the support of the Government. 

Mr. SPRINGER. However much I might agree with the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania on that proposition, yet he must certainly 
concede that that is not a question of order, to be addressed to the 
Chair, as to whether a bill has originated in the proper House under 
the Constitution. That is a question for the House, not a question 
of order to be determined by the Chair. If it were so, the Chair 
would be left to decide on questions arising under the Constitu- 
tion as to whether this House could pass a bill or not. Those are 

uestions submitted entirely to the discretion of the House, not the 
1 of the Speaker. The Speaker has to decide whether under 
the rules of the House this bill is to be considered at this time, and 
in what way; not whether under the Constitution of the United 
States the bill should originate in the House and not in the Senate. 
But the point of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] has 
not been waived, that the bill must be considered under the rules of 
the House, notwithstanding its having been made a 23 order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
who has made the point intended, as he states to me, to make the 
same point as has been made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. RANDALL.] I wish to say a single word in reference to this 
matter, and then the gentlemen can insist on their points if they 
choose. ‘ 

It is claimed an Indian war is threatened for want of this appro- 
priation. It is a fact that the general in command of our forces 
there : 

Mr. RANDALL. If the merits of this bill are to be discussed on 
the question of order, then I want the opportunity to reply on the 
merits as presented by the gentleman from New York. 

The SPEAKER. The merits of the bill, of course, should not be 
discussed in the consideration of the point made by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RANDALL, I disavow any purpose of promoting an Indian 
war, 

Mr. HISCOCK. The object I had in view was to suggest that the 
points of order which have been made might not be insisted on at 
this time, tothe end we might have prompt action on this bill. That 
is my only reason for maing the suggestion I did. 

Mr. RANDALL. When this thing occurred before, when the 
Senate has attempted a like action, we have substituted a House bill 
from the Committee on Appropriations in exact words of the Senate 
bill. I recollect two instances when that was done. 

Mr. SPARKS. So do I. 

Mr. RANDALL. And there would be no objection to a similar 
action in this case. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Very well; the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
RYAN] will offer a substitute. 


Mr. Not a substitute. 
Mr. RANDALL. An original bill. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that the special order of yester- 


day did not waive the right of any member to raise the point of 
order that this bill should have originated in the House and not in 
the Senate. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to show to the Chair the necessity of 
close examination of these things. In two instances during this ses- 
sion conference committees in submitting their reports have invaded 
portions of the bill under consideration, which portions had. been 
agreed to by both Houses. Once, in the instance of authorizing the 
Interior pepa amont to rent a building for the accommodation of 
the Land Offce ; and at another time in the case of: bill to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River, the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] being chairman of the 
House committee of conference, the lan e and effect of the bill 
was chan in a particular where it had n agreed to by both 
Houses. That shows, therefore, that we must of necessity watch 
these things carefully. We do not want to impede legislation; on 
the con we want to facilitate action on all appropriation bills. 

Mr. SPARKS. I know that in the Forty-fifth Congress several 
members of the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate insisted 
that they had a right to originate appropriation bills. That point 
is now raised here. As the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] has said, the Senate has twice before attempted these things 
and we obviated it, at least in one case, as it is proposed to do now. 
Let the House pass a bill identical with the Senate bill, but let it be 
a House bill and go to the Senate. Let us insist upon our right to 
ot hie all 5 bills, for that is our right. 

r. McMIL . In reserving the point of order it was not my 
pope to retard the consideration of this bill nor to complicate it. 
fit can come as a bill reported by a committee of the House, as a 
House bill, I am entirely willing that it shall be considered with- 
out even going to the Committee of the Whole. But while I would 
not, as a member of the House, take a single prerogative from the 
Senate, I would not permit a single prerogative of the House to be 
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ara away without a protest, even though it involved only one 
dollar. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does the gentleman make any distinction be- 
tween this bill and the joint resolution from the Senate which we 
passed making an appropriation for the sufferers from the overflow 
of the Mississi por 

Mr. McMI . Ifthe bill making an 5 Pg for the bene- 
fit of the sufferers in the overflowed region is held to be an infraction 
of our rights, as this certainly is, then I would not vote even for that. 

Mr. RANDALL. The case is not analogous, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It is not analogous. 

Mr. RANDALL. Because this bill isa part of the system of appro- 
puss for the support of the Government, which the Constitution 

ears upon directly. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not feel called upon to determine 
this question any further than to hold that the right is still in the 
House, notwithstanding the order of yesterday, to reject the bill be- 
cause it originated in the Senate, if such shall be the judgment of 
the House. The Chair would not undertake to determine whether 
in this case the Senate has or has not invaded the rights of the 
House. It is not called upon to rule upon that question. Therefore, 
unless it is pro that some action shall be taken by the House, 
the Chair will hold that the bill is properly before the House under 
the special order. e 

Mr. HISCOCK. There is no desire, so far as I am concerned, and 
I believe none on the part of any gentleman on this side of the 
House, either to concede or to antagonize at this time the position 
taken by gentlemen on the other side. So far as I am concerned 
I do not care to discuss that question now. I certainly do not con- 
cede the correctness of the position taken by gentlemen on the other 
side. But to the end that no time may be lost this morning in the di- 
rection of this pro legislation, if the point raised can be met by 
the substitution of a House bill for the Senate bill, perhaps that is 
the better course for the present. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the gentleman introduce an original bill. 

Mr. ROBESON. One remark. Gentlemen will remember, I sup- 
pose, that about twenty years ago a Democratic Senate originated 
all the general appropriation bills for the 1 of the Govern- 
ment. They were reported to the Senate, I think, by mr: Hunter, 
of Virginia, and they were passed by a Democratic Senate. They 
name to this House and were passed by the House ; all the appropri- 
ation bills for the support of the Government. And in the last Con- 
pin in the Forty-sixth Congress, the question was rai and the 

ommittee on the Judiciary of the last House reported that there 
was no constitutional objection to the Senate originating appropri- 
ation bills. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes; but there was a minority report also, and 
the majority report was not adopted by the House. 

Mr. ROBESON. The report was that there was no constitutional 
3 to the Senate originating these bills. 

5 Ir. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
ersey—— 

Mr. RYAN. The time of this House is somewhat precious. 

Mr. ROBESON. One moment; I have the floor. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to ask the gentleman—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New Jersey yield? 

Mr. ROBESON. I do not. Iam not going to interfere with the 
time of this House. I am not going to take any position here that 
will restrict the power of this House. But I merely say that this is 
not a settled question. 

Now, for the p of facilitating the action of the House, and 
not antagonizing the settled views of any gentleman upon this ques- 
tion, not taking time to settle the question now and here, I desire 
to say that I believe our Committee on Appropriations is willing as 
suggested to report a bill to the House, 

r. SPARKS. As an original bill. 

Mr, COX, of New York. As one member of this House I desire to 
enter my protest against any doctrine like that laid down by my 
friend from New Jersey. 

Mr. ROBESON. I have laid down no doctrine. I say that a Dem- 
ocratic Senate laid down that doctrine; and the Judiciary Commit- 
tee of the last Democratic House laid down the same doctrine. 

Mr. RANDALL, The House did not sustain it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no objection to hearing the gen- 
tleman from New York, jip Sor] but in the opinion of the Chair 
the question of order is di of. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The Chair will hear me, I doubt not, as 
it heard the gentleman from New Jersey. I donot care what Robert 
M. T. Hunter did; I do not care what a Democratic Senate may have 
done. In the Forty-fifth Congress we debated this proposition for 
days; and we never waived by one inch the old privilege belonging 
to the English House of Commons, and drawn by ric Conatitoiion 
from the organism of the British Parliament. The House of Lords 
to-day cannot originate money bills any more than the Senate can. 
The House of Lords cannot even amend such a bill in certain partic- 
ulars, though our Constitution allows the Senate to do so. erea- 
son, sir, that I speak to-day in the way of protest is that the Senate in 
amending our bills, and notably some which the gentleman from New 
Jersey call to mind, has changed them almost totus teres ac rotun- 


dus—changed them through and through. Iam opposed to yieldin 
to the Senate one iota of the p 2 of the Fonas: and 3 
it is not in order for the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. RYAN] to intro- 
duce a House bill as a substitute for the Senate bill- although we 
will not concede that, and he will not ask it I hope—nevertheless, 
as he says that an Indian war is imminent, let him in this emergency 
ask to introduce an original bill; and I doubt not the House will be 
humane and just eevee to grant him this privilege unanimously, 
thus avoiding this troublesome question. 

Mr. RYAN. I have been awaiting an opportunity to do the very 
thing suggested by the gentleman from New York. I now ask unan- 
imous consent to introduce and have immediately considered the bill 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. No. 5801) to provide a deficiency for the subsistence of Arapahoe, 
Cheyenne, Kiowa, Comanche, Apache, and Wichita Indians, 
Be it enacted, de., That the sum of $80,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby appropriated out of ln Paen d in the Treasury not otherwise a 
riated, to be expended under the on of the Secretary of the Interior for 
The subsistence of the Arapahoes, Cheyennes, Apaches, Kiowas, Comanches, and 
a in the Indian Territory, the same being a deficiency for the fiscal year 
of 1 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the introduction and pres- 
ent consideration of this bill? The Chair hears none; and in the 
absence of objection the bill will be considered as read a first and 
second time. 

Mr. RYAN. I now ask to have read some official communications 


showing the importance of immediate action on this matter. [Cries 
of „Vote!“ 0 7 0 
The SPEAKER. Chair suggests that the documents be printed 


in the RECORD, 
Mr. RYAN. Very well. 
The documents are as follows: 


Cutcaco, ILLINOIS, March 23, 1882. 
To ADJUTANT GENERAL on . K 


The following telegram from General Pope is forwarded for the information Gen- 
eral of the Army. 
P. H. SHERIDAN, Lieutenant-General. 


“Fort LEAVENWORTH, March 22. 
t! ADJUTANT-GENERAL Division Missouri: 
“Commanding officer Fort Reno Agent Miles has received instructions 
to reduce the beef ration one-third. action is not taken to supply 
Indians with same amount of beef heretofore issued, I shall look for trouble. 


I concur with Captain Randall that there taper y br be trouble ofa serious kind 
if this reduction is made, and ask that attention of Interior Department be called 
to the matter before the reduction is made. 


War DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, March 28, 1882. 

Sm: Referring to previous aloe prompt on this subject, I have the honor to 

invite your attention to the incl copy of of the 23d instant from Gen- 

eral Pope, communicating one from the ing officer at Fort Reno, Indian 

Territory, concerning the beef allowance to Indians near that post, in which he 

states that serious trouble will occur unless a full allowance of fresh beef is issued 
E the m tfull bedient 

ery res , your o servant, 
sla ta sa ROBERT LINCOLN, 
Secretary of War. 


The honorable the SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


FORT LEAVENWORTH, Kansas, April 3, 1882. 


undred 
from them. Ratherthan starve they willdoas we would do, take b 
tle are needed to keep them and their families from starving; this provoke Indian 
hostilities which will lead God knows where. The only act that the mili 
can do is to make them starve y; a most inhuman service. Some 
ment of the Government assume the responsibilities of spending afew 
sand dollars for beef rather than have an Indian outbreak on a escale. There is 
no game to subsist Indians in this Indian Territory. Is it really the intention of the 
Government for such a paltry sum to plunge the frontier into war with Indians, or 
to assemble a bapa 1 force to force these unhappy creatures to starve in 
1 There will be fearful responsibilities somewhere if this matter is not aet- 

ed now. It can be done in one Should I find nothing done when I reach 
Reno, I shall probably assume the poapoa myself. I had rather suffer auy- 
thing myself rather than to see an Indian outbreak so inexcusable, unjusgand 


fraught with such dreadful ences. 
There is no reason in it. You show this to Secre of War. The entire costof 


Lt 

making up the deficiency caused by the reduction only be about twenty-five 
hundred dollars per month, and during the month Congress can readily appropriate 
for the deficiency to July 1. 

JOHN POPE, 
Brevet Major-General Commanding, 
Major WILLIAM Dnux, 
25 Lanier Place, Washington, D. C. 


our. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washi April 4, 1882. 
Sin: I think it duty to call attention again to the absohrte necessity for in- 
2 — g 8 8 — of beef to be issued to the l at the Cheyenne mn errs 
06, an owa, Coman „ agencies, Indian Territory. 
I am induced to do this because of the continued warnings of the agents and of 
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the officers of the Army, as disclosed in copies of letters and telegrams herewith 


wa Ap rao aoai ra ae slde ga ede peaa ty fomntnans cod Boon 
* ee e or, ent, 
. full rations or certain war. 
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H. PRICE, Commissioner. 
Hon. Fraxk Hiscock, House of Representatives. 


Mr. RANDALL. I wish to ask the gentleman from Kansas a ques- 
tion or two in connection with this appropriation; but before doing 
so I will say that I mean to support this bill, because I believe it is 
essential this appropriation be made rather than incur any risk of 
hostilities with these Indian tribes. But I want to call the attention 
of the gentleman from Kansas to certain facts, and then ask him to 
give us the reasons for the action which has been taken on the part 
of the Interior Department. The amount of the estimate last year 
for the support of these five tribes, the Cheyennes, Arapahoes, Co- 
manches, Kiowas, and Apaches, during the current fiscal year, was 
$350,000. The estimate was met by the appropriation, which, so far 
as my examination goes, was in excess of any appropriation for like 
purposes in any former year. Yet this amount has been expended in 
nine months; and $130,000 in excess of the estimate is stated to be 
n , embracing this deficiency. Now when you come to reckon 
the number of Indians fed from this fund, and compare the amount 
thus expended per capita with the amount expended by laboring-men 
of the country for their subsistence, it will be found that the expend- 
iture for the support of these Indians is actually in excess of the sum 
required per capita for the support of an equal number of laboring- 
men. 

Now, I think that the Department under existing laws has no right 
to make expendituresinthismanner. Yet Iam free tosay, although 
an infraction of the law may have taken piace, it is ineumbent upon 
us to prevent Indian hostilities; but I do say that Congress ought 
in some way prea; these abuses. There are already upon the 
statute-book laws designed to accomplish this end; yet under the 
administration by the artment they are a dead letter. I hope 
therefore, the gentleman from Kansas will tell us whether the reci 
of facts I have made is correct and where the remedy is, if he has 
any to suggest—whether in the diminution of rations or in astricter 

erence to the 5 

Mr. RYAN. Mr er, the statement made by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is correct; and now, speaking for myself, and 
also I believe for the Committee on Appropriations, we recommend 


Kiowa, Comanche, and 


this appropriation be made at this time more to avert a possible 
calamity than upon its merits. 

It is true, as has been stated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. RANDALL, ] that the Government been giving to these tribes 
of Indians provided for in this deficiency bill a most extraordinary 
ration of beef Sunta the past year. I believe I am not overstating 
it when I say that the ration as issued per capita from the oldest to 
the youngest of the tribes, from the octogenarian to the infant born 
but yesterday, is three pounds of beef or not less than one and 
a half pounds per capita of dressed beef perday. For the purpose of 
illustration, take a man and his wife and three children, and the 
Government has been issuing every day of the year to that famil 
seven and one-half pounds of fresh beef and other rations as Sd 
such as flour, lard, bacon, hominy, rice, 8 and coffee. 

The appropriation was made, as stated by the gentleman, for all 
that was asked for by the Department for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1882. Beef advanced rapidly, but the Department still contin- 
ned to issue the old ration. It failed, of course, on that appropria- 
tion to run it through the year. It was, in fact, exhausted in nine 
months. The Department, in my judgment, should in the begin- 
ning of the fiscal year have made a daily diminution of the ration, 
and thereby brought the expenditure within the appropriation, 
and thus have avoided the necessity of any deficiency. en this 
Congress assembled the Department thought that it could get along 
with $100,000 deficiency, but when the Ist of April rolled around it 
had, in order to make that deficiency sufficient for the remaining three 
mouths, to reduce the ration one-third. Reducing it one-third would 
give to a family of the number I have indicated, that is a family of 

ve persons, five pounds of fresh beef every day in the year. That 
was ample, and there is no family among all the industrial classes 
of this country that is so bountifully provided for in this respect; 
but still these Indians have been enjoying more, and taking away 
from them suddenly and without notice one-third of the beef ration 
has made them restless and dissatisfied, and the danger of their 
breaking out into hostilities is declared to be imminent. Therefore, 
we think it better to make this appropriation than to incur the dan- 
ger ofan Indian war with its 9 atrocities and cost. 

In connection with my remarks, Mr. Speaker, Lask to have printed 
in the RECORD a tabulated statement of the rations which these 
tribes of Indians have been . the fiscal years of 1881 
and during 1882 down to the Ist of April, for the purpose of show- 
ing that the Congressof the United States has not been guilty of any 
inhumanity toward these Indians. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and the statement 
will be printed in the RECORD. 

The statement is as follows: 
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Cheyenne and Arapahoe Agency, for fiscal year 1881. 
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Mr. McMILLIN. Before the gentleman from Kansas takes his 
seat I hope he will be kind enough to state to the House what ex- 
cuse the officials in charge of the disbursement of the appropriations 
for these Indians gives for this extravagant issue of rations ? 

Mr. RYAN. I wish to say to my friend from Tennessee that the 
heads of the Department were entirely new when the fiscal year com- 
menced, and they simply continued what had heen previously done 
by their predecessors. I have the assurance of the officials of the 
Department that it will not be done again. I now demand the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. GINNIS. I ask the gentleman from Kansas to withdraw 
his demand for the previous question so I may be heard for a moment 
on this a priation. 

Mr. RYAN . I withdraw the demand for the previous question for 


3, 302, 1, 201 19, 242) 9, 212) 


in regard to the condition of these Cheyennes, and an intimation 
that an overruling Providence would alone be responsible for the 
dire result if the writer did not organize a raid upon the surrounding 
herds of white men’s cattle to supply them with beef, it did seem to 
me as if it was timed to create a sensation. As there may be under 
the retiring proviso of our Army bill a vacant place among the major- 
generals, it seemed to me that a great deal was being made out of a 
small matter, in order that an aspiring brigadier might make a late 
but timely record on the Indian question. Happily, a vacancy is 
rarely imminent but a fresh hero springs up to claim it, and if his 
reputation does not do him injustice, the anthor of that dispatch never 
lacked the ability to gather a heavy crop of laurels from the most bar- 
ren of fields. As Iread the swelling sentences, the sensational state- 


ments, the patriotic appeals to Heaven which that short telegram 
that pu ` contained, I was reminded of the swelling pronnnciamientos which 
Mr. MAGINNIS. An ample appropriation, Mr. Speaker, was made | came from the same officer during the war, and I recalled the utter- 


in the last Indian ap riation bill for the Cheyennes, Arapahoes, 
and the other tribes indicated. Last fall when I was coming to this 
capital I was informed by General Sheridan that the northern Chey- 
ennes, including nearly all of those who broke out into hostility some 
years ago and were captured and sent back to the Indian Territory, had 
been . to leave their reservation and ageney and go north to the 
Red Cloud agency, or thereabouts, and that they are now there visit- 
ing their Sioux friends and living on them; and consequently by so 
many as were permitted to go north the Indians at this particular 
agency were decreased, and the discrepancy as to the amount of 
rations was so much ter than appears upon the papers or any 
statement made to this House. 

Mr. RYAN. The gentleman’s statementis quite correct. Little 
Chief with his band went north, to the number of about two hundred 
and fifty, but gentlemen must bear in mind there are more than ten 
thousand of these Indians. 

Now, I hope the House will allow a vote to be taken on the passage 


of the bill. 
Mr. MAGINNIS. That is all vor true, Mr. Speaker, but when 
J read in the newspapers the other da 


y a highly sensational dispatch 


ances of that wounded and suffering soldier who, lying on his pallet, 
was listening to the consolations of the Bible as read by the hos- 
pital chaplain. When the reverend gentleman, to divert the soldier’s 
3 read the inspiring narrative of Samson’s destruction of 
the Philistines with the New okie of an ass, the dying hero, turning 
his glance upon his spiritual instructor, said, Chaplain, look at the 
bottom, and see if that is not signed by John Pope.” (Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to ask the gentleman from Kansas a 
question in regard to the papers which he sent up to the Clerk’s desk 
to be read and which were ordered to be printed in the RECORD. I 
see from these papers that General Pope—and I ask the attention of 
the House to this matter, since these papere were sent up to be read 
as justifying this spre en sien and as furnishing a sufficient argu- 
ment for passing so large an appropriation—that General Pope does 
not seem to so regard it as nece: . Now this bill proposes to ap- 
propriate $80,000 for the immediate use of these Indians. What do 
these papers show? That there were $50,000 Ppp under 
a deficiency bill and that another $50,000 was ed to the Indian 
appropriation bill by the Senate. 

r. RYAN. That is to be stricken ont. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. By the conference committee! 

Mr. HISCOCK. It will be stricken out. 

Mr. RYAN. It has no business in there. 

Mr. RANDALL, I will say to the gentleman from Kansas that 
that was what misled me. I knew that $50,000 had been appropri- 
ated in the deficiency bill and $50,000 more had been added in the 
Senate, and therefore that this deficiency should be only $30,000, in 
place of $80,000. 

Mr. RYAN. The whole deficiency, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
will observe, is $130,000. Only $50,000 of that has been appropriated. 
This provides the remainder. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I was going on to show that from the papers 
sent up to be read by the e er from Kansas it is stated that 
the $50,000 in the deficiency bill and the $50,000 inserted by the Sen- 
ate ameudment in the appropriation bill, making $100,000 in all, 
onl gives a ration of two-thirds beef, in addition to other eure lees 
ane this amount is what is complained of. In order to cure the evil 
it is necessary to add another $30,000 tothe amount above named. 

Now if there is still pending an appropriation for $50,000, and we 
have passed $50,000 already, and now one for $80,000 here, the amount 
will be largely’in excess of the requirements. 

Mr. RYAN. I wish to say to the gentleman from Illinois that the 
$50,000 amendment of the 8 to the general Indian appropria- 
tion bill for the next fiscal year was non-concurred in by the House, 
and the conference committee strike that out. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That has not been agreed to in conference. Now, 
then, another question. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘Vote!”] I think we 
should give some force to the recommendation of General Pope, In 
one of the letters which the gentlemar from Kansas asks to have 

rinted from General Pope, a letter dated April 3, 1882, from Fort 
venworth, and addressed to Judge-Advocate-General Drum: 

Mr. RYAN. What is the point? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to show that there is no such sum as 


000. 

Mr. RYAN. What is the point? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will show the 
portion of the letter from General 
attention is this: 

The entire cost of nang up the deficien 
be about $2,500 a month, during the mon 
for the deficiency to July 1st. 

Now, then, if we need only $2,500 per month to supply this defi- 
ciency, that will make the total by the Ist of July only about $7,500 
instead of the amount contemplated by this bill. 

Mr. RYAN. That is evidently a clerical error or inexcusable ignor- 
ance on the part of General Pope. The cost per month of subsisting 
these Indians during the last nine months is over $40,000. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But this is only to make up the deficiency. 

Mr. RYAN. Iunderstand that; but if the gentleman will read the 
indorsement on the back of the communication to which he has re- 
ferred, he will find that the Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Kirkwood, 
expressly states that this sum of $2,500 per month to supply defi- 
ciency of rations is evidently a clerical error. The original appro- 
priation of $350,000 was all exhausted the 1st of April, leaving the 
remaining three months wholly unprovided for. I now call the pre- 


1882. 


entleman ina moment. The 
‘ope to which I desire to call 


caused by the reduction will only 
Congress can readily appropriate 


vious question upon the bill. 
Mr. SPRINGER. That is the 5 of Secretary Kirkwood, aud 
I see nothing to discredit General Pope in an official communication 


of this kind. 

Mr. RYAN. Asa matter of fact $2,500 would not be of any sery- 
ice, It would not supply these Indians two days with their usual 
beef ration. I now ask the previous question upon the bill. 

The Priora question was ie ; and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being read the third time, was passed. 

Mr. SP. Does not this bill require the yeas and nays to be 
taken upon its 5 

The SPEAKE t does not. This is not a general appropriation 
bill, only a deficiency. 

Mr. RYAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
panen; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CASWELL. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of the Senate amendments to the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. KASSON. I ask the gentleman from Wisconsin if it is neces- 
sary to ES on with that bill this morning? Under the understand- 
ing with the Appropriations Committee they were to give us, after 
certain appropriation bills were disposed of, free and anti ited scope 
for the consideration of the tariff-commission bill, so far as they were 
concerned; and I submit to the House whether it is not better that 
we should go on and dispose of the tariff-commission bill without 
having these interruptions, which, it seems to me, are not so very 


Mr. CASWELL. I regret to antagonize in any way the discussion 


of the tariff bill, but the Committee on Appropriations feel it impor- 
tant that the Senate amendmentsto the Post-Office appropriation bill 
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should be considered in Committee of the Whole to the ond that the 
bill may be returned to the Senate and a committee of conference 
appointed. For that reason I think we should proceed with it to- 
day. I hope it will not take more than one or two hours. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I hope we will not postpone the appro- 
priation bills for any other subject. 

Mr. CASWELL. We have postponed this several times and given 
the Committee on Ways and Means several days during last week. 
I feel it is very important we should now proceed with the considera- 
tion of these amendments. ; 

Mr. KASSON. The Committee on Appropriations took from the 
Ways and Means Committee five days for the consideration of the 
Army appropriation bill, which was not included in the original 
understanding. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Under the order made for the consideration of 
the tariff-commission bill it was not to antagonize e 
bills. The gentleman from Iowa therefore cannot raise the question 
of consideration. 

Mr. KASSON. I admit the Appropriations Committee have the 
preference; but unless there be special urgency I ask that the pref- 
ee be waived so that we may get the tariff-commission bill out 
of the way. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL] 
moves thut the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union with the view of considering the 
Senate amendments to the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. KASSON. And pending that motion I move that all general 
debate on the bill and amendments be closed in minutes, 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. That motion is not now in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that until consideration 
is entered upon the general debate cannot be limited by an order of 
the House. + 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to make an inquiry of the Chair. Have 
all points of order been reserved upon these amendments? If not, 
I wish to do so now. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no information on that subject. 
pons question being taken on Mr. CASWELL’s motion, it was agreed 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, (Mr. CALKINS in the chair,) and 
roceeded to consider the amendments by the Senate to the b 8 
. No, 3548) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other 


pu 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for 
the purpose of sneer ten Senate amendments to the Post-Office 
appropriation bill, The Clerk will report the amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I wish to know if it is understood that all points 
of order are reserved on the amendments, and that a point of order 
may be made when an amendment is reached which is liable to it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that under Rule XX, on a 
point of order made by the gentleman from Minnesota, [Mr. Dux- 
NELL, ] the Senate amendments to this bill were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union ; but no points 
of order were reserved on the amendments. Nor, as the Chair is 
informed, was that necessary ; but the point of order may be made 
when the amendment is read. 

The Clerk read the first amendment of the Senate, as follows : 

In line 12, after the word dollars,“ add the following: 


And of this sum $3,000 shall be paid to the chief post-office inspector," 

So that it will read: 

‘OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL.—For mail de tions and post-office 
marshals and 


inspectors, including amounts n for fees to United States 
ee $200,000, and of this sum $3,000 shall be paid to the chief post-office in- 
spector. 

The Committee on Appropriations recommended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The second amendment of the Senate was to insert, after the 
words “ for advertising, $40,000,” the following: 

And hereafter, in addition to the advertisement now required by law, the Post- 
master-General shall cause a condensed advertisement of all mail-lettin; 
of each State and Territory and of the District of Columbia, as required by the 
provisions of an act approved May 17, 1878, entitled An act to re te the ad- 
vertising of mail-lettings, and for other purposes,” to be published in the District 
of Columbia in one daily newspaper of each of the two 22 political parties 
and in one daily neutral newspaper: Provided, That the rates of com 
for such service shall in no case exceed the regular commercial rate of the news- 
papers selected; nor shall any advertisements be paid for unless published in 
accordance with section 3828 of the Revised Statutes: Provided, That the aggre- 
gate expenditure under this provision shall not exceed $3,000 per annum. 

The committee recommended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The third amendment of the Senate was to add, after line 41, the 
following: 

For suppl ring fourth-class postmasters, in the discretion of the Postmaster- 
General, with the necessary implements for canceling stamps and Ian gong Sper 
3 matter, not to exceed in value 85 to any one office, to be ac- 


o other public of the Government, and to be turned over 
S $35,002 2 


The committee recommended concurrence. 
$ mr, SPRINGER. What is the necessity for this large expendi- 
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Mr, CASWELL. This amendment was for the purpose of supply- 
ing fourth-class offices throughout the United States with balances 
in order that they might more properly weigh the mails and adjust 
the rate of 5 8 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is not that exactly. It is to supply the 
necessary implements for canceling stamps and weighing and post- 


marking mail matter.“ I do not think that fourth-class offices are 
in such great hurry to prepare their mail that they require peculiar 
facilities of this kind to cost $35,000. Ido not see the necessity for 
this expenditure, unless the gentleman from Wisconsin can assign 
some special reason for it. 

Mr. CASWELL. It is well known these fourth-class offices have 
not such means of handling their mails as they ought to have; yet 
they are held responsible for every single act they may do. It was 
thought to be wise and proper for the House to concur in that amend- 


ment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has there been any recommendation from the 
Department in favor of this? 

Mr. CASWELL. I do not know that there has been. The gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] offered that amendment in 
the House and it was ruled out on a point of order. I ask that gen- 
tleman to explain if there is any recommendation from the Depart- 


ment. 

Mr. VANCE. I offered the amendment upon the recommendation 
of the superintendent of the blank agency. Itappears there are some 
ten thousand of these offices that have not been supplied with stamps 
or with nec scales for weighing letters ; and at the same time 
if a postmaster did not collect a sufficient amount, 33 on 
letters connected with the money-order department, he was required 
to make it good. It is recommended by the Post-Office Department, 
and I think it is eminently proper that these offices should be sup- 
plied so that they can carry on the business of the Goyernment in a 
proper way. I hope there will be no objection to the amendment. 

r. SPRINGER. I object to it and hope it will be voted down. 

The question was taken upon concurring in the amendment of the 
Senate; and upon a division there were—ayes 57, noes 6. 

So (no further count being called for) the amendment was con- 
eu in. 

The fourth amendment of the Senate was to strike out “54, 235,000 
and insert in lieu thereof ‘$4,385,000;” so that the clause would 
read: 

For compensation to clerks in post-oflices, $4,385,000. 


The Committee on Appropriations recommended concurrence. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The amount of this increase is very large, and I 
hope the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL] will exaiupl 
what makes it necessary to increase this item so enormously eroy 
the amount of former appropriations, to the extent of $150,000. 

Mr. CASWELL. I will say to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HoLMAN] that when this bill was drawn up and reported to the 
House it contained the exact amount estimated for by the Post- 
master-General for this service. If members of the House will turn 
to page 1894 of the RECORD, they will find a subsequent estimate 
submitted by the Postmaster-General, in which he asks that $215,000 
additional be given for the purpose of meeting what seemed to be 
the just and fair demands of the post-offices throughout the United 
States. Instead of allowing the $215,000, which the Postmaster- 
General requested, the Senate has increased the appropriation by only 
$150,000. e Committee on Appropriations of this House thought 
the request was reasonable, and thatthe service needed the increuse 
of appropriation. 

The question was taken upon concurring in the amendment of the 
Senate; and upon a division there were—ayes 39, noes 12. 

sod further count being called for) the amendment was cou- 
cu in. 

The fifth amendment of the Senate was to insert the words “ under 
existing law” before the words “of the free-delivery system,” &c. ; 
so that the clause would read as follows: 

For payment to letter-carriers and the incidental ex of the free-delivery 
system, $3,000,000; $100,000 of which bro. be used, in the discretion of the Post- 
master General, for the establishment under existing law of a free-delivery system 
in cities where it is not now established. 

The Committee on Appropriations recommended concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The sixth amendment of the Senate was to strike out“ $90,000” 
and insert in lieu thereof “$100,000” as the appropriation for mis- 
cellaneous and incidental items in the office of the First Assistant 
Postmaster-General. 

The Committee on Appropriations recommended non-concurrence, 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The seventh amendment was to strike out “5810, 655,000“ and in- 
sert in lieu thereof “$11,155,000;” so that the clause would read as 
follows: 
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The Committee on Appropriations recommended concurrence. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is an increase of half a million of dollars, 
and I think a ae some explanation. The amount ap- 
propriated by the bill originally for this item would seem to be a 
very large amount. It is now proposed to increase the appropriation 
from $10,655,000 to $11,155,000, an increase of a half million dollars, 


That increase is proposed in the face of the provision adopted by 
the House, and retained by the Senate, that if any railroad company 
should fail to transport the mails upon its passenger trains under 
existing contracts, such company shall suffer a very severe and yet 
reasonable penalty by the reduction of the amount of its compensa- 
tion. It was objected to this provision originally that the benefit of the 
fast-mail trains accrued to very small sections of the country, mainly 
to a few large cities. It would seem that the purpose of this increase 
of the appropriation is simply for the benefit of certain other cities. 
Now I submit that this matter of special railroad transportation of the 
mails is increasing witha startling rapidity, and it seems to be mainly 
if not exclusively for the benefit of the railroad companies and of 
certain favored localities, I have heard it said that one object of this 
provision is to facilitate transportation from cities like Chicago and 

incinnati, perhaps Saint Louis, principally for the purpose of bene- 
fiting the publishers of morning newspapers with a view to the early 
delivery of their papers at distant points. Now I do not think that 
ought to be done. 

. HISCOCK. Is the gentleman quite sure that this appropri- 
ation covers the service he is addressing his remarks to? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, I wish to address my remarks to this partic- 
ular provision; not to the one where an extra compensation is given, 
for I take it for granted that the purpose of this increase is to accom- 
plish the same object had in view by the appropriation in a subse- 


quent paragraph. 
Mr. HISCOCK. It is entirely different. 
Mr. HOLMAN, It is to facilitate and increase the rate of trans- 


portation from certain favored localities. If this is not the purpose 
of this provision, I should be very glad to be told what the purpose is. 

Mr. CASWELL. The amendment proposed by the Senate merely 
PENER the total amount for this service up to the sum estimated for 
by the Second Assistant Postmaster-General. Gentlemen will find 
on page 1895 of the RECORD a letter from the present Postmaster- 
General, calling attention to the estimate submitted by the Second 
Assistant Postmaster-General, and requesting that the amount there 
estimated for be allowed. 

I think it was generally conceded, when this bill was under dis- 
cussion in the House in the first place, that the amount reported by 
the Committee on Appropriations was inadequate for this service for 
the next fiscal year. e, however, placed in the bill the amount 
estimated for at that time by the Postmaster-General. Subsequent 
developments have satisfied us that our apprehensions then were 
well founded, and that the amount to which the Senate has in- 
creased this item of appropriation will be absolutely required for the 
service during the next fiscal year. 

Let it be borne in mind that this compensation is fixed by law, 
and there can be no variation from it. No harm, therefore, will result 
if there should be a surplus of appropriation. But I anticipate that 
even with this increased allowance there will yet be a deticieney, 
and Jean see no harm whatever to come from concurring iu the 
Senate amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to inquire whether this increased appro- 

riation for inland mail transportation on railroad routes has not 
n necessitated by reason of the reweighing of the mails on cer- 
tain trunk lines, since the estimates were submitted !? 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman want au answer now ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want it now. 

Mr. CANNON. It will take me a minute or so to answer the gen- 
tleman. In reply to him, I will state that this amendment of the 
Senate makes the amount for this item precisely what the Second 
Assistant Postmaster-General estimated for in October, before any 
reweighing was made or ordered. I want to say further, that the 
present Postmaster-General has formally estimated for this increase, 
sustaining in this respect the Second Assistant Postmaster-General. 
I will add that this appropriation is necessary to pay the compensa- 
tion to the railroad companies for transportation under the law. It 
arises from the increase of railroad mileage, and the increase of mail 
service. I ask the Clerk to read a telegram which will explain more 
clearly and significantly than I could do this and other increases. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Post-Orrick DEPARTMENT, April 10, 1882. 
To Hon. J. G. CANNON: 


The revenues of the Post-Office Department for the first half of the current fis- 
cal year were $20,111,107.85. The expenditures were $19,628,787.60. The surplus 


revenue was $482,320.19. 
J. H. ELA, Sixth Auditor. 


Mr. CANNON, In other words, there is a constant increase in this 
service; and it has been so great that for the first time since 1805 
there is, after the completion of six months of the current fiscal year, 
a surplus revenue of nearly half a million dollars arising from the 
increased service and the economical administration of the Depart- 


ment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the Clerk to read an extract from the 
dee Go Post of this morning Atoning the increased expenditure 
ren ired on account of the reweighing of these mails. 
he Clerk read as follows : 


This reweighing has just been completed. The actual figures taken from the 
books of the ment from an offi source to-night show that this increase. 
will foot over „000. For this the Government has in return one fast train be- 
tween Philadelphia and Harris h, upon which Charlie Smith's papers are car- 
ried by express. ‘The Department does not even receive the postage upon these 
papers run into Harrisburgh ahead of time to oblige a friend. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. The article from which the passage just read is 
extracted goes on to show how it happened that the reweighing of 
the mails was ordered by the Department. It explains how much 
the reweighing cost the Government; and as by reason of this re- 
weighing there was an expenditure of $240,000 over and above what 
was estimated by the Department as necessary when the estimates 
were sent to the House, I presume this fact must account in some 
way for the largely increased appropriation which the Senate has 
placed on this bill. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to say, as I said when this bill was under 
consideration before, that Iam not here now to defend that order 
for reweighing, But I wish to add that the law fixes the compen- 
sation of the railroad companies by the amount of mail carried. 
Since the weighing one year or eighteen months ago the service has 
greatly increased; the reweighing shows this increase, and of course 
requires increased compensation to the railroad companies. But this 
is not an increase without service. Neither the gentleman from Ili- 
nois nor any one else can say that these railway companies trans- 
porting the mails get one cent for service not performed. I again 
call attention to the telegram I have had read, showing that this 
increased service has resulted in increased revenues to the Depart- 
ment, so that at the end of six months of the current fiscal year the 
Department has found its revenues half a million dollars, in round 
numbers, in excess of the expenditures. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move pro ee to amend by striking out the 
last word. My colleague [Mr. CaNNON] says that notwithstanding 
the reweighing the Government is paying no more for this service 
than the law requires it to pay; but he fails to state the fact that 
these mails were weighed a year ago; that it has been the practice 
of the Department to weigh only once in three or four years; but 
that to accommodate a friend who desired a special train from Phil- 
adelphia to Harrisburgh, a reweighing was ordered upon that road, 
thus necessitating a reweighing upon the trunk lines leading out of 
the city of New York. This reweighing, which was not required by 
law, but was made under a mere regulation of the Department, has 
cost the Government $240,000, which we must make up by this appro- 
priation, this being, as I understand, the sole reason for the large 
demand upon this appropriation bill over and above what the House 
appropriated. 

Mr.CANNON. Oh, no. On the contrary, I state to the gentleman 
again that this amendment of the Senate makes this appropriation 
accord with the estimate of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, 
made in October last, before this reweighing was made or dreamed 
of, and is not brought about by the reweighing at all. 7 

Mr. SPRINGER. Why, then, did not tha Apa riations Committee 
bring forward in the first place a bill which would carry out the law, 
these sums being fixed by law, instead of bringing in a bill necessa- 
rily requiring the Senate to enlarge the Apt Geman unless it 
wished to pass a measure which would create deficiencies, 

Mr. CASWELL. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
states that this 3 was not required by law. I wish to ask 
him whether it was in violation of law ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was a violation of the usages and regulations 
of the Department, and was not required by law. 

Mr. CASWELL. It was within the discretion of the Postmaster- 
General to order a reweighing if he saw fit, and in the exercise of 
this discretion he ordered the 7 upon these lines alone, not 
e the whole country. Whether it was right or not I am not 

ere to say. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have not asserted that the Postmaster-General 
violated the law. Iam complaining of his discretion, a discretion 
exercised to rob the Government, instead of being exercised to save 
the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. I renew it in order to say one word in exact fair- 
ness to the late Postmaster-General, who ordered this reweighing. 
My oe does not complain of the reweighing on the New Yor 
and New Haven Railroad. That weighing was made a A figs ago, the 
same as upon the Pennsylvania road and the other roads leading to 
the West. Thatreweighing was ordered by Mr. James just the same 
as this, and it resulted in a saving to the Government, on account 
of the falling off of the service, in round numbers, some twenty thou- 
sanddollars. The gentleman does not complain of the exercise of the 
discretion of the Postmaster-General in that case. 

The truth is this was all a matterof discretion, and the law intend- 
ed that it should be a matter of discretion, so that the companies 
could be paid from time to time according to the increase or decrease 
of the service actuall rformed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ow me to say that Mr. James’s letter expressly 
stated the expense was increased over the New York Central Rail- 
road by this rewei om 

Mr. SON. The New York and New Haven, not the New York 
Central. 5 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam speaking of the New York Central Rail- 
road, where the service was increased by reweighing to a great ex- 
tent. The general increase of the reweighing, as was stated by the 
extract which I had read from the Clerk’s desk, was $240,000. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman desire to have a vote on 
his amendment? 
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Mr. CANNON. No; I withdraw my pro forma amendment. 

The amendment of the Senate was agreed to. 

Eighth, ninth, and tenth amendments of the Senate: 

Strike out hereafter when" and in lieu thereof insert if; strike ont “ fails 
or refuses and in lieu thereof insert shall fail or refuse; and after the word 
“mails insert for which this appropriation is made; so the paragraph will 
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For inland mail transportation, namely: For transportation on railroad routes, 
$11,155,000 ; and if any rai company 1 fail or to tran: the mails for 
which this appropriation is made, when rogue by the Post-Ottice Department, 
upon the fastest train or trains run upon said read, said company shall have its pay 
reduced 50 per cent. of the amount now provided bylaw; and the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral is authorized toy out of the 3 for trunsporta on railroad 
routes, for s lroad between the union depot in East Saint Louis, 
Tllinois, and the union depot in Saint Louis, uri, a sum not exceeding the 
lowest rate which private individuals, express companies, or others may for 
tran: tion between said potia but not to exceed for the fiscal year $25,000, 
8 3 allowance for depot room and transfer service at each terminal; and 
the mails between East Saint Louis, in the State of Illino 
State of Missouri,“ be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Committee on Appropriations recommend 
concurrence in these amendments of the Senate. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Eleventh amendment of the Senate: 

After the word sub-contractor" insert on any contract hereafter made; 80 
the bill will read as follows: 

For inland transportation by star routes, $7,250,000: Provided, however, That 
whenever any contractor or sub-contractor on any contract hereafter made shall 
sublet his contract for the transportation of the mail on any route for a less sum 
than 2 — for which he contracted to perform the service, the Postmaster - General 
may,” &. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee on appropriations have rec- 
ommended concurrence in this amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not think the Committee on 
Appropriations should have recommended concurrence in this pro- 
vision. The idea u which the Senate seems to have acted was that 
there was in some degree an impairment of the contract between the 
Government and the contractor; that if the Government made this 
general pronon it would be unfair to the contractor to say thisright 
of the Government in cases of subletting should apply to present 
contracts. Now the Government retains the right for any reason to 
putan end to these contesota, simply by the payment of one month’s 
compensation, according to the terms of the contract. 

Mr, CASWELL. In those cases they are entitled to a month’s 
compensation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is just what I have said. The Senate acted 
on the idea there is some impairment of the contract between the 
Government and the present contractors; that in some way there is 
an impairment of the contract by the Government exercising its right 
to put an end to a contract by any subletting. The Government 
retains that power in all the present contracts simply on the pay- 
ment by the Government of one month’s compensation to the con- 
tractors. It can put an end to all the present contracts for any reason. 
This provision repealing the one month’s pay provision is prospect- 
ive and does not apply to the present contracts, So there is no . 
reason why the provision as to the subletting should not apply to 
the present contractors. It does not do injustice to the contractors, 
for it was contemplated at the time the contracts were made, 

AT DIPLOO: Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a single 
question 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HISCOCK, What do yousay to the twelfth amendment of the 
Senate, which provides for the insertion of the words“ whenever he 
shall deem it for the good of the service the Postmaster-General may 
declare the original contract at an end?” 

Mr. HOL I think number 12 does not change the sense. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then you are in favor of it? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is proper. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not see any objection to number 11 being 
non-concurred in, provided number 12 is allowed to stand. 

Mr. HOLMAN, A further word. Now, it seems to me, in this con- 
nection, that the use of the language “that the Postmaster-General 
may” was intended to confer a discretion on that officer. I think 
the word “ may,” used in that connection, does not necessarily mean 
“shall.” It is not hips A pi I think, therefore, whenever he 
deems it for the good of the service he will declare the original con- 
tract at an end. It only carries out the same idea as the original 
lan age of the bill. 

. HISCOCK. The point I wish to make is this: I think it is a 
matter of no great consequence to leave the discretionary power to 
the Government to terminate one of these contracts at the cost of u 
month’s pay. I do not think there is any great point if number 12 
is concurred in and number 11 is non-concurred in. The Committee 
on Appropriations recommended concurrence in number 11 and non- 
concurrence in number 12. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Did the committee construe the language here in 
reference to these contracts, “that the Postmaster-General may de- 
clare the original contract at an end,” to be imperative? 

Mr. HISCOCK. The committee in considering the matter con- 
strued it in this way, that it might possibly be doubtful. I under- 
stand what the gentleman says now, as he bas stated heretofore that 
he regarded it as vesting discretion in the Postmaster-General, We 
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understood it as being doubtful in that connection, and we desired to 
have it clear and positive. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, I had desired that it should be made imper- 
ative. But I do not know but that the public service would, in some 
instances, be impaired by its being so; and I think perhaps it would 
be safer now, in legislating, to leave the discretion with the Post- 
master-General. Still I think it desirable that the Postmaster-Gen- 
aa should exercise his discretionary power upon the contracts now 
in force. 

Mr. DUNNELL. If we concur in the Senate amendment No. 11, 
we of course admit that the legislation we were attempting in the 
bill as it passed the House is not to take effect only as existing con- 
tracts expire. Now, one-fourth of the contracts already in force 
will last for four years; one-fourth for three years; one-fourth for 
two years, and the remainder for one year. Iam unwilling, for m 

rt, to concur in the Senate amendment, for the reason that I thin 

t wholly unnec y, and because, as the gentleman from Indiana 

has stated, these existing contracts in which the Government re- 
served its right to alter, change, or annul, carry with them that 
right; and I think the power exists now in any contract between 
the Government and the contractor to carry out precisely what we 
legislated here when we eee the bill through the House, 

Now, by the adoption of this Senate amendment we simply say that 
our existing contracts shall not be interfered with, although they 
have to run four years, three years, two years, and one year, as I 
have shown, and will be compelled to endure all the evils that we 
sought to rid ourselyes of for this long time by the simple insertion 
of that amendment. 

I do insist, Mr. Chairman, that the contracts now existing are 
ample to allow the Government to protect itself without any im- 
pairment of the obligation under which the Government is acting; 
and I hope the House will not concur in the Senate amendment. If 
we do we shall have thrown away the results of all our fight in the 
attempt to regulate this subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on concurring in the amend- 
ment of the Senate. 

The committee divided ; and there were—ayes 19, noes 40. 

So the amendment was non-concurred iu. 

The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows: 

In line 100, after the word may.“ insert the words whenever he shall deem 
it for the good of the service.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee recommend non-concurrence in 
this amendment. 

Mr. CASWELL, I desire to move concurrence in that amendment. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Well, Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the 
gentleman give some reason why we should concur, Now, as a mat- 
ter of legislation or as a matter of principle in legislation, I do not 
believe that we want to extend this discretionary power which we 
vest in our executive officers any further than is for the good of the 
service. We know that we have already had onr difficulties in the 
Post-Office Department, arising from the exercise of discretionary 
powers, and whenever we can legislate in a straightforward, plain, 
nnequivocal manner, and say emphatically ard specifically what an 
officer may do and may not do, I think it a far better kind of legis- 
lation than to confer unnecessary and unlimited discretionary pow- 
ers. I hope, therefore, that the gentleman will be able to give us 
some reason why that clause should remain in the bill. 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Chairman, I noticed at the time this bill 
was before the Senate for consideration, and when the discussion 
had reached the amendment which we have just non-concurred in, 
a very grave question was raised as to whether Congress had the 
right to disturb these existing contracts. In order to avoid the 
constitutional question of the impairment of obligations already in 
existence, the Senate took what I regard as a wise course, and made 
it e to contracts entered into in the future, so that there 
should be no entanglement on the part of the Postmaster- General on 
this question, which seems to me unnecessary, for it is quite clear 
that nearly all the contracts which are now made have been placed 
in the hands of the carriers, the men are doing the service, and these 
contracts cannot be well overturned without great injustice. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The gentleman’s argument rather goes back 

Mr. CASWELL. A word further and I will yield the floor to the 
gentleman. If we retain it, leaving it entirely discretio: with 
the Postmaster-General, it only makes plain what is already con- 
tained in the law or the bill. I think it beyond question the word 
“may” vests discretionary power already; but to put that beyond 
a doubt it seems the Senate have inserted these words. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move to strike out the last word. 

I desire to make this suggestion to the gentleman from Minnesota, 
Mr. DUNNELL,] whether he is not perhaps receding a little too far 
from giving a public officer discretion when he would make it imper- 
atively the duty of the Postmaster-General, whether it is for the 
interest of the Government or not, to cancel a contract when that 
contract may have been sublet for the very purpose of procuring the 
cancellation. Strike out that clause and then the contractor can 
sublet, the real motive he has being to get rid of his contract, and 
the Postmaster-General is com led to forfeit the contract, givin 
to him the month’s pay. We thought if we made it doubtful, or 1 
the law so that it might be construed to be directory—and I have no 
doubt that was the view of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hol- 
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MAN] in putting in the word ‘‘may”—we would be giving to the 
contractor and to the Postmaster-General together a fewer discre- 


tion to injure the Government if there could be collusion between 
them than by leaving it in this form, where the Postmaster-General 
would not be obliged to cancel the contract, and would be on his 
honor, his integrity, and his responsibility as a public officer in the 
discharge of his duty. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say a word. It seemed tome inasmuch 
as this was a new feature of legislation it might be far safer to leave 
this discretion with the Postmaster-General ; though I a very 
fully with the view expressed by the gentleman from Wisconsin, 
LMr. CASWELL, ] that as far as possible discretion should not be left 
with an executive officer. But Ido not at all agree with the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] in regard to his proposition 
that sometimes, if you made this imperative, the contractor would 
sublet for the ba gor purpose of petag rid of his contract. That 
could not be in the very nature of things, even if the provision were 
imperative, because the contractor cannot be released under this pro. 
vision until a new contract is made at a lower rate; and it is impos- 
sible to conceive of a set of facts in connection with a contract where 
the contractor would be interested in goruna Da of his contract by 
subletting at a lower rate for the purpose of benefiting the Govern- 
ment, which would inevitably be the result ; and whether that would 
be his motive or not it would still benefit the Government, for a con- 
tractor is not released until a new valid contract is made and that 
contract approved in all its requirements in regard to the execution 
of the bond and the acceptance of the bond by the Post-Office De- 

ment. But while for the present, in the light of all that has 

said on the subject, it strikes me as the wisest policy to leave 

the matter to the discretion of the Postmaster-General, I hope the 

no will come when with further light this may be made impera- 
ve. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The thirteenth amendment of the Senate was to insert, after line 
113, the following : 

And That if an; shall hereafter form any service 
for any ee eee the mail, he sh shall, upon. filing in 
the Department his contract for such service, and satisfactory evidence of its per- 
formance, thereafter have a lien on any money due such contractor or sub-con- 
tractor for such service to the amount of the same; and if such contractor or sub- 
contractor shall fail to pay the prety parties who have performed service as 
aforesaid the amount due for such service within two months after the expiration 
of the quarter in which such service shall have been performed, the Postmaster- 
General ta: cause the amount due to be paid said party or parties and charged to 


the rosaries Bs Provided, That such payment shall not in any case exceed the rate 
of pay per annum of the contractor or sub-contractor: And i That 


provided 5 
ip shall have contracts for the per- 


where any person, corporation, or 
formance of mail service upon more than one route, and any failure to perform the 
service according to contract on any one or more of such routes shall occur, no 


payment shall be made for service on any of the routes under contract with such 
person, corporation, or partnership until such failure has been remo ed and all 
penalties therefor fully satisfied. 

The committee recommended concurrence. 

The amendment was cone in. 

The fourteenth amendment of the Senate was to strike out the fol- 
lowing words: - 

For necessary and special mail facilities on trunk lines, $500,000. 

The committee recommended non-concurrence. 

Mr. CASWELL. I suggest that the next amendment be read in 
connection with this one. 

The Clerk read the fifteenth amendment, as follows: 

Insert the following: 

For ni sat special facilities on railroad lines, $650,000 ; said facilities to 
be ratably distributed, as near as may be, on railroad lines leading to and from the 
principal cities in the different sections of the United States.” 

The committee recommended non-concurrence. z 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will be taken on non-concurrence 
in the amendment of the Senate to strike out the lines first read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Would it not be a better way to put the question 
on striking out and inserting ? 

The C . It would be if it was an amendment offered in 
the House. But as these amendments come from the Senate, the Chair 
thinks the vote must be taken on the amendments as the Senate has 
made them. 

The fourteenth amendment was non-concurred in. 

The fifteenth amendment also was non-concurred in. 

The sixteenth amendment of the Senate was to strike out, in line 
147, ‘ $1,650,000” and insert ‘$1,700,000 ;” so that it would read: 

For compensation to railway post-office clerks, $1,700,000. 

The committee recommended non-concurrence. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. I call for a division. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the recommendation of 
the committee to non-concur, there were—ayes 16, noes 27. 

Mr. CANNON. A quorum has not voted. I call for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed as tellers Mr. CASWELL and Mr. PRES- 


COTT. 
Mr. CANNON. I do not think this question is understood. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order when the committee is 


ayame 
2 ANNON. I ask unanimous consent that the question be 
s 4 

Mr. DUNNELL. It has been stated very plainly. The committes 
is thoroughly intelligent on the matter, 
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The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 50, 
noes 49. i 

So the recommendation of the committee was agreed to, and the 
amendment was non-coneurred in. 

The seventeenth amendment of the Senate was to strike out, in line 
149, „81,375,000“ and insert in lien thereof ‘$1,555,000; ” so that 
the paragraph would read : 

For route agents, $1,555,000. 

The committee recommended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The eighteenth amendment of the Senate was to add, in line 155, 
the Be HA “and fifty ;” so that the paragraph would read: 

For mail messengers, $850,000. 


The committee recommended non-concurrence. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. ‘ 
The nineteenth amendment of the Senate was, in line 166, to strike 
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out the following: 
And hereafter no official stamps shall be manufactured or supplied to any of the 
Departments or to any officer of the United States, but all correspondence on official 


business shall be transmitted in penalty envelopes. 


The committee recommended concurrence. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope this amendment will not be concurred in. 
During the discussion upon this subject it appeared there was no 
necessity for continuing the use of official stamps for correspondence 
on official business. 

The Government has entered upon the policy of onog penalty en- 
velopes for Government officials in the transmission of correspond- 
ence on business of the Government. The use of official stamps is 
simply multiplying and complicating the means of postal communi- 
cation. There is no necessity for continuing the expense of such 
official stamps when the necessity for the use of the stamps has 
passed away. Those stamps were authorized before the Government 
adopted the policy of using official envelopes. Now that official en- 
velopes have been introduced there can no longer be any necessity 
for continuing the extravagant practice of using official stamps. 

And the use of these stamps is subject to more abuse than is the 
use of penalty envelopes. It has been objected elsewhere that we 
could not use a penalty envelope large enough to contain some of the 
matter sent through the mail in single packa; That objection is 
not well taken, because, as gentlemen will have observed, on the 
large packages which they receive labels are placed by the Govern- 
ment, which labels are not larger than an ordinary envelope. Those 
labels are 1 pasted on the wrapper of the large book or pack- 
age sent through the mails, and they have upon them the informa- 
tion which is printed on the usual penalty envelopes. You there- 
fore can place those labels, which carry with them the effect of 
penalty envelopes, upon any package, no matter how large. So that 
. is no use for the manufacture of official stamps for Government 
officers, 

We should or the policy of using the penalty envelope for the 
transmission of all official correspondence, de, by the officers of the 
Government. By so doing you will establish a responsibility which 
no officer of the Government can evade, because he will have before 
him the provision of law making him subject to a fine of $300 if he 
uses such an envelope for his private business. That is a notice to 
every person using these penalty envelopes that they must be exclu- 
sively for official business. 

I have heard of no complaint. I have heard of no prosecutions 
under the law since it was passed. So effective has it been, so use- 
ful in all the transactions of the Government that there has been no 
complaint from any source, so far as I know, that such penalty 
envelopes have been improperly used. I hope, therefore, we will dis- 
continue the use of these official stamps. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Has there been any complaint that there has been 
any abuse in the use of official stamps ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman tell me—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. No; answer my question. The gentleman says 
there has beén no complaint of abuses in the use of the penalt 
Fashion I ask him for information, that I may vote ee 
ingly, i there been any complaint of abuse in the use of official 
stamps 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have heard of no case brought into the courts, 
but information has come to me, not in an official way, but in a way 
which leads me to believe it, that these official stamps are used in a 
great many instances for private pur 

Now I want to ask the committee this question: What is the use 
of the stamp on the envelope when the envelope with the printed 
notice on it answers the same purposes? Is it desirable that some 
person shall be employed to print the stamps and that another per- 
son shall be employed to lick them and put them on the envelope? 
Are these occupations so useful in themselves that they must be con- 
tinned by the Government when the Government Printer can print 
on the envelope a notice which will be sufficient ? 

This abuse has been continned, it seems to me, solely for the pur- 
pose of providing another means of using these stamps in order that 
the contractor may have more work to do in printing the stamps. 
There is no necessity for these official stamps. The reason for them 

and the use of them has passed away. I hope the Com- 
mittee of the Whole will non-concur inthe amendment of the Senate. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon agreeing to the recom- 
mendation of the Committee on Appropriations, that the amendnient 
of the Senate be non-concurred in. 

8 question was taken; and upon a division, there were ayes 40, 
noes 35. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think we had better have tellers; no quorum 
has voted. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do not raise that point. 

~ Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman will allow this amendment to 
go to the committee of conference, to be non-concurred in at this 
time, I will raise no objection. 8 

Mr. HISCOCK. Very well; we have no objection to allowing it 

to go to a committee of conference. 
he CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the amendment will 
be regarded as non-concurred in. 

There was no objection; and the amendment was accordingly non- 
concurred in. 

_ The twentieth amendment of the Senate was to insert the follow- 
ing: 

And the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Rej 
tives shall have power to use official 4 envel authorized by law, pre- 
pos by th for all the official business of their tive offices ; and 

e use of such envelopes for any purpose other than such official business shall 
be punished by the same penal im by law for the illegal use of such eu- 
velopes y existing. And each member of the Senate, each Member of the 
House of Representatives, and each Delegate from a Territory shall have the right 
to send through the mail any letter or packet containing o: y printed or written 
matter, not exceeding two ounces in weight, identified by his autograph signa- 
ture, without the payment of postage. 

The Committee on Appropriations recommended non-concurrence, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Idesire to raise a question of order on that amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Under Rule XX of the House 557 
not in order on an appropriation bill. The House has thought proper 
to adopt language so broad that the question is now presented 
whether or not the House can act on a proposition which by its own 
rules is expressly excluded from an appropriation bill. ask the 
Clerk to read clause 3 of Rule XXI. 

The Clerk read as follows: x 

No appropriation shall be rted in any general appropriation bill, or be in 
order nan amendment thereto, for an — — of previo y authorized by 
law, unless in continuation of appro tions for such public works and objects as 
are already in progress. Nor any provision in any such bill or amendment 
thereto chsnging 8 law be in order, except such as, being germane to the 
subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures by the reduction of the num- 
ber and salary of the officers of the United States, by the reduction of the ee 
sation of any person paid out of the 5 the United States, or by the reduc- 
tion of amounts of money covered by the bill: Provided, That it shall be in order 
further to amend such bill upon the report of the committee having jurisdiction of 
the subject-matter of such amendment, which amendment, being germane to the 
subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say a word in regard to this point of 
order. It will be admitted that this amendment of the Senate is new 
and independent legislation, and as a proposition before the House, 
reported by one of its committees, or submitted by one of its mem- 
bers, it would very clearly be subject to a point of order. The only 

uestion is, and to me it seems to be a very imporant one, whether 
the House can consider a proposition which by its own rules it is 
excluded from 8 ` 

The answer to this is that this is a Senate amendment, and that 
the rules of the House do not apply to an amendment of the Senate. 
Why not, when the House itself comes to consider those Senate 
amendments? This bill is for all pu a bill of the House at this 
time, a bill pending before the House for consideration. 

Mr. C ON. I desire to ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Holux] what he would do with this amendment, it being a Senate 
amendment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, sir, I would do with it on the point of order 
exactly what you are proposing to do by a vote of the Honse—ex- 
clude it from the bill. You have two methods by which to exclude 
this provision. 

Mr. CANNON. Does that get rid of it? 

Mr. HOLMAN, Either way gets ridofit. Butifsimply non-con- 
curred in, it will go to the committee of conference for considera- 
tion. I wish to avoid, if pesos; the embarrassment of sending this 

subject to a committee of conference. 

Mr. CANNON. Are we not proposing under the rules of the House 
to non-concur in the amendment and send it to a committee of con- 
ference? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly; in which ease it must come back to the 
House, Butif it can be excluded from the bill upon the point of 
order—if it is not properly in the bill according to the rules of the 
House, of which the other branch of Congress is bound to take knowl- 
edge by co —then it does not properly go to the committee of 
conference at all. Thus the object of the House in the adoption of 
the rule would be completely subserved ; otherwise it would not be. 
I am not aware, Mr. Chairman, that, in late years at any rate, this 
question has been presented. 

Mr. CASWELL. Does the gentleman from Indiana hold that this 
rule of the House would prevent the Senate from proposing bills or 
amendments in any such form as they might see fit? 

Mr.HOLMAN, Idonot quite apprehend the gentleman’s question, 


ta- 


roposition is 
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Mr. CASWELL. Does the gentleman insist that the rules of the 
House of Representatives can preclude the Senate from proposing 
bills or amendments in such form as they may see fit ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Senate undoubtedly may make the amend- 


ment 

Mr. CASWELL. Have not the Senate the constitutional right to 
propose bills or amendments under such rules or regulations as they 
may adopt? 

Mr. HOLMAN. But can either branch of Congress compel the 
other to consider a measure which under its own rules it declines to 
consider? Here is a bill appropriating money to carry on the Goy- 
ernment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like to ask the gentleman a question, in 
order to make his position clear, If he has the bill before’ him will 
he turn back to the thirteenth amendment of the Senate already 
concurred in? Does he hold that amendment to have been subject 
to a point of order? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not at this moment remember what the 
thirteenth amendment was. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is the proviso beginning “that if any person 
shall hereafter perform any service,“ &. 


Mr. HOL.: . It is certainly sufficient for me to say to the gen- 
tleman that no point of order was made. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not think that is a sufficient answer. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I concede that the provision seems to be inde- 
pendent 8 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman will pardon me for pressing my 


I 
question in order to make his point clear and distinct. I wish to 
know whether in his judgment the thirteenth amendment of the 
Senate was repugnant to the rule. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that amendment No. 13 was subject to 
the point of order to which I am now calling attention. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then the point the gentleman makes is that every- 
thing in the way of legislation, no matter what may be its character, 
if placed upon an . bill by way of amendment in the 
Senate, is repugnant to the rule. 

Mr. HOL I do not exactly understand what the gentleman 
from New York intends to convey. My own view is that while either 
branch of Congress may make any amendment it thinks proper to 
an . bill, the question whether the other branch of Con- 
gress will consider it or not is an entirely different question; and 
the rule of the House 5 not simply to House bills but to all 
propositions coming before the House, including this ition 
which, having originated in the Senate, comes before the House upon 
the report of our committee for consideration. 

If this rule is to receive a literal interpretation the effect is sim- 
ply that the House will not consider this amendment. There is no 
want of comity between the two branches of Congress in such a view ; 
for each will be expected to pay reasonable respect to the rules of 
the other branch; and inasmuch as the rule of this House is impera- 
tively against such a“ rider” going on an appropriation bill what 
discourtesy is there if the House says to the Senate, “ We cannot 
consider that subject-matter upon a bill like this for a high public 
reason—that an appropriation bill is simply designed to carry on the 
Government, and it is a matter of sound public policy that such a 
bill should not be embarrassed by extraneous or independent legis- 
lation.” Thus there is no want of comity between the two Houses 
if either of them takes the ground I have mentioned. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I desire to ask the gentleman under what rule 
of procedure according to his view this amendment could be consid- 
ered? If the Chair should sustain the point of order now made, what 
. would become of the Senate amendment ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Senate amendment would be simply ruled out, 
it would be out of the bill—that is all—just as though it had not 
been reported to the House by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Do I understand the gentleman to say that it 
would go to the conference committee ? 

. HOLMAN. No, sir; that is where I do not wish it to go. I 
want it to go just where it would go if it had not been reported by 
the House committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. My friend from Indiana, who is usually correct 
on points of order, has been misled in making this point of order by 
the rule of the House in reference to another question. The rule 
which governs this case is Rule XX and is as follows : 

pas Hacer rope te of the Senate to any House bill shall be subject to the point 
of order that it shall first be considered in the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union if, originating in the House, it would be subject to that point. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That does not affect the case at all. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is the only rule of the Honse which au- 
thorizes any point of order to be made on a Senate amendment to a 
House bill. That point is that it must be considered in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House if it makes an appropriation. We com- 
S e that rule, for we are considering it in the Committee of the 

ole House. This is the place where we can consider an amend- 
ment of the Senate making an additionalappropriation. Any other 
rule would authorize the Chair to prevent by his ruling, or to 
suppress by his ruling rather, the consideration of amendments of 
the Senate to House bills, a prerogative which the Senate has under 
the Constitution. The thing guaranteed to the Senate is they shall 


have the right to amend House bills, Would it be held by the gen- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL II, 


tleman that the Speaker could say we should not consider amend- 
ments of the Senate to House bills because shey did not originate in 
this body? The rule has been PET, peran with, namely, that these 
amendments should be considered in Committee of the Whole House, 
and that is all the limitation there is upon the Senate amendment, 

The C The Chair is ready to decide the point of order, 
unless the gentleman from Indiana desires to be heard further on the 
point which he has submitted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question of order raised by the gentleman 
from Indiana isnot a new one. It is a question how far the Senate 
may amend House bills and keep within the constitutional restric- 
tions of section 7. The Chair will content itself by calling attention 
to some preceding decisions in the House. There have been several 
elaborate discussions of the question in various ways. One in the 
Forty-sixth Congress will be found in House Reports, third session, 
volume 1, Report 147, which contains the report of the By. and 
also the views of the minority of the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The decision of Speaker Randall, made in the last Congress on an 
analogous point, is as follows: s 

The next business on the Speaker's table, being the bill of the House (H. R. No. 
4592) to facilitate the refunding of the national debt, with amendments of the Sen- 
ate thereto, was then taken up. 

Mr. COXGER made the — * of order that the amendment of the Senate num- 
bered sixteen, under Rule XX must receive its first consideration in the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order on the ground that the said amend 
ment if presented in the House as an independent proposition (bill or joint resolu 
tion) would, when reported, have been referred to the House Calendar, and not tu 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. Coxoxn made the further point of order that the twenty-fourth amendment 
of the Senate, under said Rule XX, must receive its first consideration in the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order on the nd that an increase by 
the Senate of an item of appropriation in a House bill did not bring that item within 
the scope of Rule the original itém having met the requirements of said rule, 
and the Senate having exercised only its constitutional privilege in increasing the 


amount appropriated by the House. 


While this does not go to the exact point made by the gentleman from 
Indiana, yet the reasoning applies with t force to the point made 
by him. That is, that the clause of Rule XXI, which has been read, 
applies alone to legislation proposed by the House, and cannot be 
extended to the consideration of amendments proposed by the Senate. 
when they are within constitutionalbounds. Toholdotherwise would 
in effect be to make a rule of the House control all legislation of the 
Senate proposed by way of amendment. Besides, it would place a 
dangerous power in the hands of thé Speaker or a chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole. Therefore, the Chair with deference over- 
rules the point made by the gentleman from Indiana, and submits 
the amendment to the House. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment. The Committee on Appropriations recommend non- 
concurrence, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, the Senate amendment provides for 
the restoration of the franking privilege so as to cover letters franke 
by Members of Congress . not exceeding two ounces in 
weight. The Committee on Appropriations recommend non-concur- 
rence. Lam of the opinion the Committee of the Whole and the House 
should do something more than formally non-concur in the event non- 
concurrence is to be had. Ithinkit is just to the House conferees that 
they should know the real feeling of the House touching this amend- 
ment, and hope there will either be an ay-and-no vote or such an 
expression of opinion as to inform the House, the Senate, and the 
country what the temper of the House is in reference thereto, It 
would be well in this connection that the House should understand 
the cost of extending the privileges of the frank as provided by this 
amendment. I 85 5 to the Clerk's desk a letter from the Superin- 
tendent of Railway Mail Service giving certain statistics in reference 
to the weight of mails, cost of transportation, and the revenues 
derived by the Department: 

WEIGHT OF MAILS. 
Post-OrFick DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICE GENERAL SUPERINTENDENT RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE, 
Washington, D. O., March 23, 1882. 

Sim: In accordance with your verbal request of this date I have the honor to 
submit the following statistics derived from the report of the Postmaster-General 
for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1881. 

It appears from a count of mail made during the first seven days of December, 
1880, that the total number of letters mailed in the United States during the past 
year was 1,053,252,876. (See report of Postmaster-General, page 89.) 

It was ascertained during the previous year that uP gd cent. must be added £ 
the total number of letters mailed, in order to obtain the number of single rates or 
half Making this addition we have 1,126,980,577 half ounces, or 35,218,143 


pounds, 
It a from the same upon the same e, that the total number of 
postal cords mailed during 8 324,556,440. The weight of postal 
cards is six and a quarter pounds per thousand, making the total weight of postal 
cards 2,028,478 pounds. 
From the same table it appears that the total number of eee go of transient 
a Fey ts, news) „o., mailed was 468,728,312. 
‘wo ounces for each piece, we find the total 


wei, ht of news and periodical matter mailed during the last year from regu- 
lar of Neersen and $52,482 poui . 


„482 pounds, 
The number of articles, of 
ter mailed (see page 89) was 21,515,832; their weight, 8,548,848 pounds. 
From it appears that the total w. t of letters and postal cards was 
37,246,621 pounds; of printed matter, 128,543,471 pounds; and of merchandise, 
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548,848 ds. A te, 174,338,940 pounds. It a rs from these 
that the second-class matter An cals ae 


that the second-class „newspapers and periodi: sent by publishers and 
news agents to subscribers and other news agents, constituted about 40 per cent. 
of the entire weight of mails; and as the expense of transportation upon railroads 
is based upon weight, the amount of capense caused by the second-class matter 
must have been a proportjonate part of the expense of rtation. 

It also appears from the report of the Third Assistant Postmaster-General, 
(page 354.) that the tage upon second-class matter during the last fiscal year 
was $1,399,048.64. The total receipts of the Post-Office Department, as shown by 
the same report upon page 661, were $36,785.397.97, of which the receipts from 

stage upon second-class matter constitutes 3.8 percent. Estimating the revenue 
8 matter at 8 cents per pound upon 58,591,039 pounds, we obtain the 
sum of $4,687,283.12. 

The weight of third-class matter, which is transient 8 and periodi- 
cals, books, and miscellaneous printed matter, constitutes about 33 per cent. of 
the weight of mails and causes a proportionate expense in transportation, while 
the revenue received from it amounts to a little over 12 per cent. of the total receipts 
of the Post-Office Department. 

According to these figures the transportation of printed matter costs about 73 
per cent. of the total 3 for that , while the receipts derived 
therefrom amount only to about 154 per cent. of the gross receipts of the Depart- 
ment. 

F W. B. THOMSON. 
General Superintendent. 
Hon. J. G. Caxxox, ~ 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
It will be observed that the total segs of mail transported dur- 
ing the last fiscal year aggregated over 174,000,000 pounds, of which 
70,000,000 pounds were covered by newspapers and periodicals trans- 
ported at the rate of two cents per pound, being 40 per cent. of the 
whole, and which yielded ones to the amount of $1,399,000, or 3.8 
per cent. of the revenues of the Department from e. This sub- 
stantially gives the franking privilege to all newspapers and period - 
icals, it ee the sense of the law-making power embodied in legi 
lation that this was a proper way in which to promote the education 
of the people. 

It will be observed also that newspapers, periodicals, and other 
printed matter constitute in round nambers 128,500,000 pounds, or 73 
per cent. of all the mail matter transported, and yield 15 per cent. of 
the revenues, while the letters and postal cards weighed 3,700,000 

ounds and merchandise 8,540,000, the two classes together making 
by per cent. of the mail matter, and yielding 85 per cent. of the entire 
tal revenues. 

If the four hundred and three Members and Senators should each 
frank twenty-five letters a day of the usnal weight of half an onnce 
each, they would amount ina year to 94,302 pounds, or less than one- 
eighteenth of 1 per cent. of the mail matter transported. 

itr. SPRINGER. How much will this reduce the revenue ? 

Mr. CANNON. This amount is so small in comparison with the 
whole that in my opinion the revenues would not be visibly affected. 
(Here the hammer fell.] I hope I will be allowed a few moments 
longer. 

r. BINGHAM took the floor and yielded his time to Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. CANNON. In 1873 the franking privilege was entirely taken 
away. Since that time it has been r restored so as to 
cover all public documents, the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD or parts 
thereof, and any other matter printed by authority of Congress. I 
was heartily in favor of such restoration of the franking privilege, 
it being really the privilege of the people to receive this information 
free through the mails, they being interested in having full informa- 
tion of the proceedings of their servants. These documents weigh 
hundreds of pounds where the letters covered by the amendment 
would weigh ounces. 

So far as Iam personally concerned, Mr. Speaker, I do not care 
whether this amendment is concurred in or not. It is true that pen- 
alty envelopes under the law are used by the De nts and the 
clerks thereof, and generally by United States officials to cover offi- 
cial communications, and there is no reason why official communi- 
cations and correspondence between members of Con and any 
persons whomsoever, should go free through the mails, either under 
the frank of the member or in a penalty envelope, and I would cheer- 
fully support any amendment or modification of the law covering 
that class of communications. 

I believe I have submitted such facts as I desired in reference to 
this amendment, and I again express the hope that the discussion 
will be general, and the action of the House pronounced, so that the 
House conferees, whoever they may be, may not be in doubt as to 
the wishes of the House in the premises. 

Mr. HILL rose. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I understand the gentleman from 
Illinois to say—— 

The C MAN. Debate has been exhausted. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to make a formal amendment. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I understood the gentleman to 
say that he would have these tables read. 

Mr. CANNON, I will insert them in my remarks. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I would like to have the state- 
ment read now, as I want to make some remarks upon it. 

1 CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. HILL. Lhope the amendment of the committee will be adopt- 

This is only a revival of the franking privilege under all its worst 
features and abuses. It is only nine years since that privilege 
was abolished, and we have not yet a fair trial of the new system, 
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I believe, sir, the people of this country are opposed to its being 
revived, 


WHEN INAUGURATED. 

It was 8 at a time when a member of Congress received 
a salary of only $800 for the short term and $1,500 for the long term; 
when postage was from twelve and one-half to eighteen and three- 

narter cents under four hundred miles, and twenty-five cents over 

onr hundred miles; when the country was not very prosperons and 
mail routes few and short. If there ever was a necessity for the frank- 
ing privilege it was then, but that necessity has passedaway. Sala- 
ries of members of Con; have been increased, and postage reduced 
to three cents for any distance. The mailrontes are far more numer- 
ous and lengthy, there being now 344,006 miles of mail routes, and 
over 188,125,032 miles of annual transportation of mails. 

The abolition of the franking privilege has saved the Government 
a large sum of money, helped to make the Post-Office Department 
self-sustaining, saved in many ways: in printing; in postage that used 
to go free, in expense of carrying the mai tis argued that the 
mails would have to be carried at all events, but the railroad com- 
panies would ask for more compensation if the mails were increased 
in weight, as they did before. 

I remember, sir, when the postal cars were blocked and detained 
for a oy or two in the Baltimore and Ohio depot; when they have 
been obliged to leave them at Harrisburgh because they could not 
take them on the train, so much mail and great delay in mail mat- 
ter. I remember, when I was a member of the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads Committee in the Fortieth, Forty-first, and Forty-second Con- 
gresses, that reports were brought to us that the mails were so heavy 
out on the e routes on the plains that they could not carry them. 
and frequently bags of mail matter were thrown off to fill up mud 
holes for the stage to pass over. 

I remember a railroad president was before the committee com- 
plaining of the heavy mail caused by free matter, and he said it did 
not pay them as much as for carrying coal between Washington and 
Philadelphia. I have seen in the days when the ere rivilege 
was at its height the 5 City post-office piled all of free 
matter. At one time during three weeks—ten days of which Con- 
gress was not in session—on an average four tons a day of free mat- 
ter went out; on which if paid would amount to several thou- 
sand dollars a day, not including any that came in free. About one 
hundred persons were een almost entirely on free matter, a 
large number of horses and wagons with drivers and others 3 
in and carrying out free mails; the postage of which if paid woul 


have amounted no doubt to mill ons & year. 
FRAUD AND ABUSE. 

The fraud and abuse of the franking privilege was very great 
when in existence before, and would be so again. We were told at 
that time by the city postmaster that most of the letters passing 
through the post-office were franked, and that a great part of the 
correspondence was free; the abuse of the privilege was very great, 
and so it would be again. 

We remember of seeing in the dead-letter office, or “ post-office 
museum,” five bags of law books, sent by a book publishing firm 
in New York under the frank of an ex-member of Congress. Four 
bags had gone through to their destination, this one broke open, 
all of which had been franked several hundred miles through the 
mails. We have seen there apple-parers, groceries, hardware, hats, 
cape clothing, patent medicines, &c. 

e whole system is wrong; wrong in principle, wrong in prac- 
tice, every way wrong. All matter passing through the mails should 
e 


pay postage. . | 

The franking privilege was abolished in 1873. The next year 
much money was saved in printing; but few documents ordered to 
be printed. No doubt a large amount was saved to the United States 
Treasury. The next year ten cents postage on each book was paid 
by order of Congress; afterward Congress ordered all documents 
free. Nowit is pro to make all letters sent by members of Con- 

free without limit. The postage is not such a very great tax 
on members; $125 allowed for stationery will help pay the postage 
on letters. To some it may not be enough, but to very many I doubt 
not it is ample and will meet all their requirements in regard to 
postal matters. The people of the country look upon the franking 
privilege as a privilege granted to a favored few. There should be 
no privileged few at the expense of the many. I hold in my hand 
a resolution which I would like to read for the benefit particularly 
of our friends on this side of the House. 

REPUBLICAN PLATFORM. 

In the Republican platform adopted at Philadelphia, 1872, it was— 

Resolved, That the franking 9 to be abolished and the way pre- 
pared for a speedy reduction in the rates of postage. 

Congress abolished the franking privilege in 1873; passed the one- 
cent postal-card bill about the same time, which has yielded a reve- 
nue to the Government since its existence of over $13,000,000, and now 
nearly five hundred million cards are being sold per year, the last 
contract for the next four years being for two thousand m illions. 

TWO-CENT POSTAGE. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what the people want is cheaper and a lower 

rate of letter postage. I believe they are looking to this Congress 


to do something for them. We can be justified in giving to the coun- 
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try cheaper e. 


By so doing we necessarily give to the mem- 
bers of both Houses the same, so that no member of either House will 
feel his postage is a burden. 

Business mén demand it, workingmen demand it, the farmers, the 
mill hands, the clerks, and the masses generally demand it. The 
cheaper the postage und the greater the facility for creating corre- 
spondence the greater the number will be who take advantage of it. 
Let the bill now in the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
reducing postage to two cents be reported to the House and passed. 
Then the members of Congress and the people at large can all enjoy 
together the boon of a lower rate of postage. The inaugurating or 
reviving again of the franking privilege means delay and putting oft 
reduction of postage. I believe the time has come when we can 
adopt two-cent postage. I have here statements from the Sixth 
Auditor's department of the Post-Office showing that on the 30th or 
September, 1881, first quarter of the present fiscal year, the deficiency 
in the Department was $196,104.01; 31st of December, 1881, second 
quarter, there was a a ae of $678,424.20; surplus for six months 
ending December 31, 1881, $482,310.19. 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT SELF-SUSTAINING. 


It would seem that the way was clear for reduction to two cents; 
that the Post-Office Department is eee, Even if we had to 
bear a small deficiency for the first year it would be borne cheerfully 
by the people, but I donbt if there would be one. It has been proven in 
all countries wherein has been reduced it has generally rather 


increased than diminished the revenue to the post-oftice department, 


as it was when the one-cent card went into operation and use eight 

years ago. And so with all other reductions in thiscountry. And it 
hes been shown very strikingly the last few years in England, when 
they adopted the one-penny postage, two cents of our money, and 
yields a surplus or revenue and profit to the post-office department 
of over six millions of dollars. 

No branch of the Government so near to the people, no debt more 
cheerfully borne by them, and certainly no portion of the revenue of 
the United States Treasury can be better applied in the interest of 
the people than by giving them lower and cheaper postage. The De- 
partment, according to the report made is self-sustaining, and now 
is the time to inaugurate two-cent 1 for the 13 millions of 

ple of America. I believe they will sustain us in such legislation. 
They certainly will not justify us in restoring the franking privilege 
and neglecting to give to them cheaper postage for their benefit. I 
hope, Mr. Chairman, we shall take no steps backward in postal 
reform, and that the motion of the committee not to concur in the 
Senate amendment to the bill will prevail. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I donot think the disapprobation 
of the people was so much against the franking privilege, if it had 
been properly used, as it was against the abuse that had been made 
of it. pak Be who are acquainted with the manner in which the 
privilege was exercised in the past are aware great abuses did occur 
under it, and that the public had a right to complain. I do not see 
in this bill any safeguard against the practice of the same abuses if 
this amendment is adop I am therefore opposed to the amend- 
ment of the Senate. 

Like the gentleman from New Jersey, I am in favor of cheaper 
postage. He presents no new question, however. In the last Con- 

a bill was introduced by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Wits] for this purpose, but it did not meet with favor. Similar 
propositions have come into this Congress, but no action has been 
taken on them, because the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, having them in charge, have made no report on them. But 
instead of cheapening the cost of postage to the people, we have 
here in this amendment of the Senate a revival of the franking privi- 
lege. 

am inclined to think if the franking privilege had been used 
strictly for such mail matter as passes between the member and his 
constituents, pertaining to official business in the Departments and 
in Con ere would have been no serious complaint against it 
by the people. But judging from my knowledge of the practice in 
the past, I am o to any revival of any franking privilege on 
the part of members of the House. I believe the salaries received by 
members and the perquisites they enjoy, if they use proper economy, 
will be ample to defray their annual expenses of living here and at 
home and of correspondence with their constituents, I therefore 
see no excuse whatever for a revival of the franking privilege. Ihave 
risen for the td e. of entering my protest against any effort in that 
direction or any legislation in any form that will open the way to the 
shameful abuses which prevailed a few years ago. I shall vote 
against this amendment, and sincerely hope the House will vote it 
down by such a large vote as will peer ig any future effort to in- 
graft such pernicious legislation as a rider to an appropriation bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I wish to say that on this subject 
it seems to me we have a good deal of humbug just now. I learned 
my lessons, sir, on this and kindred questions in the school of the 
great reformer, Horace Greeley. But the opposition which he made 
was ‘o giant wrongs. The insignificant thing we are now talkin 
about amounts to nothing compared with the great burden whic 
the law as it now exists im upon the country. 

As the law now reads we have books that we can send out franked 
by the members—hundreds of thousands of them. Here is one, (hold- 
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ing up a volume of the RECORD.) I have asked our postmaster to say 
how much it weighs. Its weight is four pounds and the frank of any 
member carries it free. I asked him the weight of another docu- 
ment, the Arioni Report, which I hold in my hand and which 
we are sending out by car-loads; that is forty-two ounces. How 
many letters would that cover? How many of these large packages 
are we putting into the mails every day and crowding them down 
for wealthy farmers, for professors in colle; and literary and scien- 
tific men to whom we send our costly works? We provided a short 
time ago on the recommendation of the Committee on Printing for the 
distribution of 90,000 copies of the first volume of the census report ; 
and that carries the other eight or nine or ten volumes with it. We 
thus load down the mails for the wealthy. But when you answer a 
letter from a poor pennone who is wanting a pension for the blood 
a bare on your battle-fields, you will not give three cents to carry 
at. 

The letters that we would write would not average in weight two 
ounceseach. That limitation is to cover our pamphlet speeches, and 
we cover them already under the law by printing on the wrapper the 
statement that they area portion of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. Our 
letters would not weigh a quarter of an ounce each, and there would not 
be any perceptible difference in the weight of the mails, by the finest 
scales you could manufacture, between the millions of pounds now 
carried by the e privilege and the little that would be added 
by sending answers to the poor men’s letters who are justly and anx- 
iously asking for information about their claims. 

I do not know how it is with others, but I receive letters from poor 
people asking about matters in which they are interested, people so 
poor that Lage can hardly afford to pay the postage, and yet they are 
a ee 0 that they generally send to me a three-cent stamp for 
the reply. 

If any matter goes free through the mails it should be information 
for the poor soldiers and sailors who preserved our Union, 

The postage on these letters is a tax upon the poor people of the 
country, while we are sending these heavy documents free of post- 
age to wealthy farmers and to wealthy people throughout the coun- 
try. Itake it, therefore, that all this talk about this franking priv 
ilege ishumbug. We have already established the franking priv- 
ilege and are carrying it out in regard to these heavy documents. 
It is in the carrying of these that the great objection to the frank- 
ae Pee e lies. 

ow, if I were to make any suggestion at all on this subject it 
would be to abolish the franking privilege upon documents and all 
other matter; but 1f you swallow the camel, why should you strain 
at the gnat? I would move to abolish all the franking privilege 
and let those men who want a four-ponnd document or a forty-two 
ounce document pay the postage on it just the same as the poor man 
with his half-ounce letter kate ay the postage upon that. 

One word more. My friend red New Jersey [Mr. HILL] says 
that voting against the Senate amendment will enable us to carry 
through a reform and a reduction in postage. He introduced early in 
the present session a bill to reduce the postage on all letters under 
a half an ounce to two cents. On the same aay I introduced a bill 
proposing to reduce the postage on similar letters to one cent. 

ow, whether you adopt this amendment of the Senate or not—and 
I do not say that I am in favor of it—this other matter of areduction 
in the rates of postage on letters is a measure which is proper to be 
brought before Congress, and I believe it will pass; not the two-cent 
rate but the one-cent rate. I want the one-cent stamp, with the 
picture of Washington on it, to carry a letter not exceeding a half 
ounce in weight to all parts of the country. If you will do that there 
will be ten letters sent where there is one letter sent now, and the 
net revenue will be as tatoneas atthree cents. [Here the ham- 
mer fell.] I wish I more time, but it does not matter now. 

The committee rose informally, and the Speaker resumed the chair. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House, by Mr. PRUDEN, his secretary, who also 
informed the House that the President had approved and signed 
bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 1776) for the relief of Medical Director John 
Thornley, United States Navy; and 

An act (H. R. No. 5588) to admit free of duty articles intended for 
exhibition at the national mining and industrial exhibition to be 
held in the city of Denver in the year 1832. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. ROBESON, I am opposed to this amendment of the Senate, 
because it is wrong in principle, as I understand it. That part of 
the provision of the amendment which is important is in the follow- 
ing words: 

And each member of the Senate, each member of the House of Representutives. 
and each te from a — only shall have the right to send through the mail 


any letter or packet containing printed or written matter, not exceeding two 
ounces in weight, identified by his autograph signature, without the payment of 


Now, it is true that we do send through the mails a great deal of 
matter free of postage. But we do it upon the paepe that it is 
public matter, and sent through the mails for the purpose of dis- 
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tributing public information for the benefit of the le of the 
country. Right or wrong, successful or unsuccessful in the accom- 
plishment of that purpose, this is the principle upon which all the 
matter which goes free isallowed to go free through the mails; thatit 
is official information sent to the people of the transactions, business, 
and conduct of their agents and representatives here in Washington. 

But this amendment proposes to give a personal privilege to every 
member of Congress which is denied to every other citizen. It pro- 
vides that his correspondence, official or unofficial, public or private, 
and not only his own correspondence but the correspondence of every 
other person upon which he chooses to put his ‘‘autographic signa- 
ture,” shall go free through the mails. tis the prerogative which 
it is proposed to give to members of both Houses of Congress with- 
out the slightest pretense that it is for the public interest or upon 
public business, There is no word or suggestion in the amendment 
that such correspondence shall be official. 

We pay large sums of money for the transportation of our mails 
over the railway lines. Why should we not make contracts for spe- 
cial service on those very railway lines such as izon propose by this 
amendment, to carry members of Congress to and fro about the coun- 
try on their private business? The principle of the one is just as 
sound as the other, The service under the amendment would not be 
quite so expensive as the other would be; but it rests upon exactly the 
same idea of giving a personal privilege to a man who holds a rep- 
resentative office; a privilege contrary to the very spirit of our Gov- 
ernment and directly in the teeth of the principles and ideas óf our 


reople. 
: Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, Discussion upon the pending amendment has 
been exhausted, 

Mr. ROBESON. I will withdraw my pro forma amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to move an amendment, not pro forma, 
but to the text of the Senate amendment. I move to insert after the 
words“ House of Representatives,” in liae 171 of the printed amend- 
ment, the words “and Senators, Representatives, and Deiegates in 
Congress.” Also strike out the word “ themselves,” after the words 
“ prepared by,” and insert in lieu thereof the words“ said Secretary 
and Clerk.” Also strike out all after the word „existing,“ in line 
177, and insert in lieu thereof the words „such letters or pack 
shall be identified by the autograph signaro of the person sending 
the same.” So that the amendment will read as follows: 

And the Secretary of the Senate and tLeClerk of the House of Representatives, 
and Senators, Representatives, and Delegates iu betes, ang shail have power touse 
ofticial penalty envelopes authorized by law, prepared by said Secretary and Clerk, 
for all the official business of their respective oflices; and the use of such envel- 
opes for any purpose other than such official business shall be punished by the 
same penalties imposed by law for the ag oi use of such envelopes already exist- 
ing. Such letters or packages shall be identified by the autograph signature of 
the person sending the same. 

Mr. HOLMAN. U rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] that his amendment had better be read from 
the Clerk’s desk, the right of members to make points of order being 
reserved. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I can state in one word the effect of the amend- 
ment much better than it can be understood by the reading from the 
Clerk’s desk, It simply authorizes the Clerk of the House and the 
Secretary of the Senate to furnish to Senators, Representatives, and 
Delegates in Congress official penalty envelopes to be used under the 
same penalties of law now applying to the use of such envelopes by 
other officials of the Government; in other words these envelopes 
are to be used for official correspondence only. I quite agree with 
the gentleman from New Jersey that this privilege ought not to be 
extended to our private business; but can there be any reason why 
Senators, Representatives, and Delegates should not use the mails 
for the transmission of correspondence on public business in just the 
same way that officials of the executive departments now use them ? 
My amendment if adopted will place Senators, Representatives, and 
Delegates upon the same footing with officers of the executive de- 
partments in the transmission of official co ndence through the 
mails. I am quite willing to pay for all my private correspondence, 
and so is every gentleman here; but I see no reason for imposing upon 
members of Congress the necessity of paying postage npon their 
correspondence relating to public business, 

The CHAIRMAN. 6 time of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] has expired. The gentleman will send his amendment to 
the Clerk’s desk to be reported. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MOORE] 
will be recognized when the amendment of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. SPRINGER] has been read from the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment of Mr. SPRINGER as already given was read. 

The CHAIRMAN, On this amendment the gentleman from Indiana 
[ Mr. HOLMAN] makes a point of order. 

Mr. HOL . My point of order is that the amendment violates 
the third clause of Rule XXI. I submit that it isto be considered as 
an independent proposition without reference to the Senate amend- 
ment; that is to say, admitting it to be germane to the Senate amend- 
ment, it is to be considered as an independent proposition; and so 
considered, it does not retrench expenditures. On that ground I 
th'nk the point of order must be sustained. 
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Mr. CAMP. 
tures. s 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. SPRINGER] 
desire to be heard upon the point of order ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana makes the point 
of order that this amendment does not retrench expenditures, and 
is therefore obnoxious to the third clause of Rule XXI. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And is independent legislation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Senate amendment is an amendment to an 
existing provision of law. This is certainly germane to the Senate 
amendment and reduces the amount of expenditure under it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair does not understand the gentleman 
from Indiana as making the point of order that the amendment is 
not germane. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But my amendment certainly does decrease the 
amount of expenditure which would be incurred under the provis- 
ion of the text. The provision in the text proposes to allow all mail 
matter to be sent; this amendment restricts it to official business, 
so that the expenditure is reduced. 

Mr. CAMP. The question is, Does it reduce the amount of expend- 
iture contemplated by the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ofcourse this amendment changes existing law, 
and does not retrench expenditures. 

The CHAIRMAN. Asthe Chair understands the point of order sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Indiana, it presents the question, treat- 
ing the Senate amendment as an original proposition, as if introduced 
in the House for the first time and decided in order, whether the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois would retrench 
expenditures, 

Mr. HOLMAN. The question is whether it retrenches expendi- 
tures under the existing law, not under the Senate amendment, 
because that amendment itsélf changes existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that if the Senate amendment 
is in order (and it has already been so held) this amendment must 
be treated as an amendment to this proposed legislation, just as if 
the provision in the text had been proposed in the House and held 
to be in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the gentleman’s proposition changes existing 
law independently of the Senate amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that where an amendment is 
proposed which is held to be in order, and upon which the House is 
compelled to vote, an amendment to that amendment cannot be con- 
sidered with reference alone to the existing law, but must be consid- 
ered with reference to the substantive provision to which it is offered 
as an amendment. Viewing the amendment of the gentleman from 
Illinois from this stand-point, the Chair is inclined to think that it 
does upon its face somewhat restrict the use of these envelopes as 
provided in the Senate amendment and does thus retrench expendi- 
mto The Chair therefore feels inclined to overrule the point of 
order. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to make a speech, but 
to ask the meaning of this proposition before I vote, so that 1 cau 
vote intelligently. In line 175 and the two following lines I find 
this language : 

Shall be punished by the same penalties imposed by law for the illegal use of 
such 5 already: existing. ps of 0 

Now, I wish to know whether this means the envelopes already 
existing or the penalties already existing. I want to know what I 
am voting for. I do not understand the grammar of this provision. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is not in order for me to mention the name of 
a Senator or to refer to proceedings in the Senate, but I will say that 
the provision, coming here as a Senate amendment, was prepared by 
a very distinguished gentleman whose official duties are performed 
not far away from this Hall. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
1 a to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. SPRINGER f 

Mr. RE. Yes, I will yield to the gentleman from Illinois for 
a question. 

SPRINGER. It is not subject to grammatical criticism. The 
law . there shall be a fine of imposed on any one who 
shall use these envelopes for transmission of matter in the mail other 
than that which is official, notice of which factis given by the printing. 

Mr. MOORE. Iam talking of the grammar. I do not know what 
it means when it says “the envelopes already existing.” 

Mr. CASWELL. It clearly says the penalties already existing. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” Vote!“ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. KENNA. I desire to move an amendment to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
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It is new legislation and does not decreass expendi- 


But this provision shall not apply to members of either House of the present 
Congress before the expiration thereof. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
ment. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the further extension 
of the franking privilege in any sense whatever. Itisasystem which 
is so liable to be abused, if extended to the mail matter pro vided for 


I accept that as a modification of my amend- 
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in this amendment, which in its letter I know only allows members 


to frank written and printed matter not exceeding two ounces in 
weight. Yet you will find, if it become a law, that the privilege will 
be greatly extended. It will be extended to the friends and relatives 
of members as it was underthe old system. All manner of political 
documents in time of campaigns will be sent under the frank of 
members, and the mails will be crowded with franked mail matter. 
Millions of letters and other matter will pass through the mails un- 
der the frank of members that now has under the law to bear its 
rightful burdens, thus greatly decreasing the postal revenue. The 
franking privilege as now existing only extends to such matter as 
is ordered printed by Congress, and which mainly goes through the 
mails to the people for their information, and cannot be used to any 

t extent for the personal benefit of members. It is used for the 
Sistribution of knowledge among the people, and for the distribution 
of seeds to the agricultural interests of the country. This privilege 
I think is well enough. At all events I found it to be the law when 
I entered Congress, and it seenis to give general satisfaction to all 

1 


classes. 

Members frank such books and documents as are ordered printed 
and send them through the mails to their constituents, who receive 
whatever benefit there is to be derived fromit. This is, I think, as 
it should be. I do not believe that a member of Congress should have 

ower to frank any matter other than that now provided by law. 
ie I write a letter it is my duty to stamp it, as it is called, by putting 
a three-cent postal stamp on it. All are alike in this, whether a mem- 
ber of Congress, merchant, lawyer, mechanic, or farmer. All con- 
tribute equally in this way to keep up the revenue of the postal service 
in proportion to the amount of matter sent through the mails. All 
are equal under the law. Each member of the House and Senate is 
entitled to $125 each session for stationery. This was intended to be 
used by us in paying postage and supplying ourselves with paper, 
ink, envelopes, &c., while here atten ag to our public duty. d 
I say that it is ample for the purpose here is no member on this 
floor, in my opinion, who uses this sum, unless he includes postal 
stamps. My e Beg ose gs is about as large as the average member 
in this House, say the least of it; and I know with this $125 I can 
very nearly pay my stationery accounts. I know members talk about 
consuming large quantities of stationery, but if they will calculate 
closely they will find that $25 will furnish about all the paper, ink, 
and envelopes which they properly use. And these are about all that 
they need in the way of stationery. This leaves each member $100 
for postal stamps, 

ide. Chairman, let the franking privilege extend to the distribu- 
tion through the mails of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Agricultural 
Reports, and such other documents as may contain useful knowledge 
for the people published by order of Congress, and equal justice is 
done to all. As the gentleman from Illinois, | Mr CAN NON, J who is 
a member of the conference committee which has this matterin charge, 
desires, as he says, to have full expression of the members of the 
House on this subject, so that he may know how to act when he gets 
back into conference committee, I will state that so far as 1 am 
concerned I am utterly opposed to the extension of the franking priv- 
ilege by this Con or any other. And so far as I may be able to 
influence him and his colleagnes on the committee by anything I may 
say, I now and here enter my solemn protest against this amend- 
ment, and hope the committee will use every reason in their power 
to cause the Senate to recede from this, its amendment. 

It is said that there is not much weight in the mail matter covered 
by this amendment, when compared with the other matter which 
passes through the mails. Thatistrue. But thismatter pays much 
more portage in proportion to its weight than other matter. All of 
which would be to therevenue if this amendment is adopted, 

Gentlemen say, however, that it is a small matter. Well, if it is 
why contend forit? The people of the country are sensitive on this 
question, as they have the right to be. If there is not much in the 
amendment, why adopt it and thereby disgrace ourselves in the esti- 
mation of the country? The newspapers, many of them, now be- 
lieve that this amendment has become a law, and they are ridiculing 
Con for passing it. The ple have ever denounced, as they 
Ane any attempt to extend this privilege. They did it only a few 
years ago when it was attempted by Con 5 

Icame here and took my seat when the law was as it now is in 
roe to the pay of members. I want it to remain as it is. I think 
all are satisfied with it. I expect to take the pay which the law 

ives me; but I do not intend to vote for any law to increase it. 

or will I take, directly or indirectly, one cent more if I know it. 
I do not intend so long as I remain a member of this House to vote 
myself or any other member one cent more than we were entitled to 
under the law as it stood when I first became a member. 

Mr. BROWNE. Does the gentleman e: t to take any less? 

Mr. COBB. I have answered that question already, if the gentle- 
man had been listening. 

Mr. BROWNE. Lunderstand my colleague to say that he now gets 
$125 more than he is entitled to. 

Mr. COBB. I did not say so. I now say will take what the law 

ives me as a member of Con and no more. And I will not vote 
or any proposition which will give me more. Will my colleague 
agree to stand by me with his vote in this? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 
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Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman fromm 
Illinois, [Mr. CANNON, I in the course of his remarks upon this Senate 
amendment, stated that he desired some little expression of sentiment 
on the part of the committee in regard to concurring in this amend- 
ment. I trust that there will be such full and unequivocal expres- 
sion of sentiment upon it, expression that cannot be misunderstood, 
that our conference committee will clearly understand that they are 
directed by this House to say to the Senate that this body at all 
events is immovably opposed to restoring the franking privilege to 
members of Congress. It has been admitted by the gentlemen who 
have just spoken in its favor that it has always been liable to abuse 
heretofore. They claim that this abuse is the fault of members and 
not of the law. Now, it may be a fact that this Congress is a better 
and wiser and more incorruptible one than ever met before, and that 
no member of it would ever in any way abuse the proyisions of such 
a law; but such a violent supposition is no safe basis for legislation. 
It is neither modest nor wise for us to act on any presumption that 
this Congress, though a very excellent one, doubtless, is any better 
than those which have gone before and by which a franking privi- 
lege, when it existed, was always abused. 

his Senate amendment does not even confine the matter which 
may be franked to the personal correspondence of the member, but 
says he ‘‘shall have the right to send through the mail any letter or 
package 8 printed or written matter, not exceeding 
two ounces in weight, identified by his autograph signature, without 
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the payment of postage.” 

= PRINGER. Is the gentleman speaking to my amendment 
now 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. No, I am speaking to the Senate 
amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I thonght the gentleman was speaking to my 
amendment. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFT, of Ohio. No, Mr. Chairman, I am not speaking 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, for I am taking it 
for granted that amendment will not pass any how. [Lau nter] 
But the amendment which the Senate has attached to this bill, anc 
which has been advocated on both sides of the House very plausibly 
and with much earnestness, I trust will not receive the sanction of 
the committee. It is not in the line of safe, careful legislation. It 
has been said that the additional amount of mail made free would be 
very small compared with the great bulk of public documents so car- 
ried now. The difference, Mr. Chairman, is one of principle. This 
propos to give a privilege toa member which is a personal perquisite. 

e franking of public documents is for the benefit ofthe people. It 
is in the interest of the public good by the free and general diffusion 
of knowledge. The present self-supporting condition of our Post- 
Office Department fully justifies a liberal use of its facilities, but it 
does not justify making a personal application of them. 

It is true that the amount of $125 allowed by the statute for sta- 
tionery and postage will not generally meet the demands of post- 
age alone if a member attends fully to the demands of his constit- 
uents; yet every member understood that at first, and for one I am 
unalterably opposed to any new liberality toward ourselves while we 
talk economy about just and needful public demands which are con- 
stantly increasing. Instead of any move in this direction, I shall be 

lad to take prompt action, while the financial condition of our 

ost-Office Department and of the public Treasury justify it, to re- 
duce letter an . as I believe it ought to be. But 
this amendment, if it should become a law, as I trust it never will, 
Fome ony make that beneficent measure more improbable and longer 

elayed—— 

The CHAIRMAN. 
exhausted, 

Mr. BROWNE. I move to strike out the last three words. I am 
giaa to see this exhibition of paroxysmal economy, Itis not often 

at a tidal wave of this kind strikes the House eee 
When it comes aing I want to get by a the top wave and float 
with the balance. [Laughter.] The king privilege, as it now 
exists, covers everything I think that members of Congress can ask. 
All you have to do in order to get the benefit of that privilege, and to 

et what you want for your constituency, is to put it into the RECORD. 
troduce it in some shape or other so that it may become printed 
matter by order of Congress, and then yon may send it. We are 
sending car-loads of stu ovary day under our oficial franks. What 
more do gentlemen require? We are running a huge printing office 
down here for the purpose of lumbering up ourselves with that which 
is only fit, largely, to make bonfires. 

Talk about sending “information ” to the people! My coileague 
from Indiana is anxious to get information to his constituency, and 
acc Bari it, there is no complaint of that. (Laughter. ] 

. COBB. I would like to ask my colleague a question as to 
which of his colleagues he refers to? 

Mr. BROWNE. think there can be no question about that. I 
believe it was Nathan who said unto David, “ Thou art the man.” 
[Great laughter. ] 

But coming back to the question again. In the first place there is 
astanding statute appropriating $125 per session to cover stationery. 
Now, my friend and colleague only uses $25 of that, so he is $100 
ahead, and of course he will return that into the Treasury. But, 
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seriously, $125 per session to each member amounts to, I believe, 
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about forty-five thousand dollars, and it pays every penny a member 
of Congress is called on during a session to expend in the shape of 
both stationery and postage. à : 

A MEMBER. Not much, 

Mr. BROWNE. I hear a gentleman on my right say “not much.“ 
Now, I will not say how large my own W is, but I do 


say, so far as I am personally concerned, that this amount covers all 
the expenses I incur for postage and stationery during each session, 
including an opera glass now and then; and I venture to say to my 
friend on my right that if he will examine his stationery account he 
will also find a few articles of that kind in addition to his stationery 
and postage which swells the aggregate amount. 

Again, if you repeal the statute appropriating the forty-four or five 
thousand dollars allowed members in this way and apply it to the ex- 
pensesincurred by permitting members to frank their correspondence, 
it willmore than pay the expenses under this proposed Senate amend- 
ment. If applied for the transportation of every letter that is made 
free by the amendment to this bill it will more than pay it all, and 
if you will abolish this appropriation of $125 to each member I will 
vote to restore the franking privilege in the direction indicated. 
Now, if you want to do something for the Treasury of the country, 
if you want to add money to it orleave money there that is already 
init, abolish about 95 per cent. of the 1 8 you order from year 
to year. The time is coming when that which the people demand 
shall be printed in the nape of information for the people can be 
printed and will be printed by private establishments and circulated 
and sold on the market as other things are sold. Every bill we in- 
troduce here, these innumerable bills that die in the pigeon-holes of 
committees and which were sent there to die, have to be printed. All 
your reports are printed; it makes very little difference how fre- 
quently they have been printed before. You introduce your memo- 
vials; they are printed. Your speeches are printed in the RECORD. 
I do think if the man still lives that invented the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD he ought to be arraigned before a military tribunal, con- 
demned, and shot. [Laughter] 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BROWNE. That CONGRESSIONAL RECORD has killed more 
members of Con than the Kidwell bottoms. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is first on the amendment of the 

ntleman from Ilinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to the amendment of the 


nate. 

ERS HAWK. What is the amendment of the gentleman from IIli- 
nois 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment has been several times report- 
ed; but in the absence of objection it will be again read. 

‘The proposed amendment to the amendment was again read. 

The question being taken on the amendment to the amendment, it 
was not agreed to, 

The amendment of the Senate was non-concurred in. 

The twenty-first amendment of the Senate was, in line 3, section 
2, to strike ont “ $887,177.90” and to insert in lieu thereof $1,977,- 
177.90;” so that it would read: 

Sud. 2. That if the revenue of the Post-Office De ent shall be insufficient 
to meet the appropriations made by this act, then the sum of $1,977,177.90, or 80 
much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, to bo 


paa out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to supply do- 
c o year ending June 


ners in the revenue of the Post-Oftice Department for 
The committee recommended non-concurrence. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The twenty-second and last amendment of the Senate was to add 
as a new section the following: 

Sc. 3. That the amount of all money orders which shall have remained unpaid 
for a period of five years or more, after the date of the issue thereof, which amount 
is to be ascertained and reported annually by the Auditor of the Treasury for the 
Post-Office Department, shall be covered into the T But nothing berein 
shall be so construed as to prevent the payment, out of current money-order funds. 
by duplicate issued under the authority of the Postmaster-General, of any money 
order which has remained unpaid more than five years. 

The committee recommended concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. CASWELL. I move that the committee rise and report the 
amendments with the action of the committee thereon to the Honse. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose ; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr, CALKINS reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3548) making appro- 
priations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1883, and for other pune had directed him 
to report the same back to the House with the recommendation that 
the 3 concur in some and non- concur iu others of the said amend- 
ments. > 

Mr. CASWELL, I demand the previous question on the report of 
the Committee of the Whole. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKE The question will be first on concurring in the 
amendments in which the Committee of the Whole recommended 
concurrence, Is it the desire of the House that these amendments 
shall be reported to the House separately er that they shall be acted 
upon in gross? 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I desire a vote on several of these amendments, 
I suggest that the numbers be read over, and if there be no objec- 
tion the action of the committee will be concurred in. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Indiana indicate the 
amendments in which the Committee of the Whole recommend con- 
currence on which he desires a separate vote ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe the Committee of the Whole recommend 
concurrence in amendments numbered 15, 16, and 17. If so, I desire 
a separate vote on those amendments. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is informed the committee recommend 
non-concurrence in those amendments. 

Mr, HOLMAN. Then I call for a separate vote on the twentieth 
amendment, in which the committee recommend non-concurrence. 

The SPEAKER. A separate vote not being asked for on the 
amendments in which the Committee of the Whole recommend non- 
concurrence, the question will be taken upon them in gross. 

The question being taken, the amendments in which the Commit- 
tee of the Whole recommended concurrence were conc in. 

The amendments in which the Committee of the Whole recom- 
mended non-concurrence were non-concurred in excepting the twen- 
tieth, on which a separate vote was asked. r 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will again report the twentieth amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 169 insert the following : 

And the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
shall have power to use official penalty envelopes authorized:by law, preparos, by 
themselves, for all the official business of their tive offices; and the use of 
such envelopes for any purpose other than such official business shall be punished 
by the same penalties imposed ee for the illegal use of such envelopes already 
existing. And each member of the Senate, each member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and each ef from a Territory shall have tho right to send through 
the mail any letter or packet containing only printed or written matter, not exceed- 
ing two ounces in weight, identified by his autograph signature, without the pay- 
ment of postage.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask for a separate vote un that amendment as 
an instruction to the’committee of conference. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the recommendation of 
the Committee of the Whole, on a division by sound there was no 
va 5 in the negative, and the Speaker declared that the“ ayes” 
had it, and the amendment was non-concurred in, 

Mr. CASWELL. I think we should have a record on this question 
by yeas and nays. 

Mr. CAMP. That is not necessary; the vote is unanimous. 

Mr. CASWELL moved to reconsider the several votes by which 
the House concurred or non-concurred in the amendments of the 
ac ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Tuomas for two weeks from Thursday next, to attend to 
important private business. 

To Mr. Murcu for two days. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a joint 
resolution and bills of the Senate of the following titles, when the 
Speaker signed the same: 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 42) granting to the State of Indiana 
the use of tents on the occasion of an encampment of State troops to 
be held in said State during the year 1882. 

A bill (S. No. 308) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at the most accessible point within five miles 
above the city of Saint Charles, Missouri; and 

A bill (S. No. 699) granting an increase of pension to Saint Clair A. 
Mulholland. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had adopted a resolution, in which 
the concurrence of the House wis desired, requesting the President of 
the United States to bring to the attention of the Emperor of Brazil 

“a certain claim of Helen M. Fielder, executrix of Ernest Fielder, 
against the Government of Brazil. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passa joint reso- 
lutions and bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested : 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 2) to authorize the Secre 
Interior to certify lands for agricultural college purposes to 
of Kansas; 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 6) authorizing Lieutenant-Commander 
Charles Dwight Sigsbee, United States Navy, to accept a decoration 
from the Emperor of Germany, and also authorizing Joseph R. Haw- 
ley, to accept decorations from the governments of the Netherlands, 
of Spain, and Japan i 

A bill (S. No. 14) for the relief of Thomas G. Corbin ; 

A bill (S. No. 1210) to refer the claim of the trustees of Isaac R. 
Trimble, of the city of Baltimore, Maryland, to the Court of Claims; 

A bill (S. No. 1286) amending “ An act to amend the act entitled ‘An 
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act to enco e the 8 of timber on the western prairies,’” 
hed OE March 13, 1874; and 
bill (S. No. ied authorizing the Public Printer to pay A. Hoen 

ne re of Baltimore, land, for the lithocaustic illustrations made 

y them. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASES. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to give notice that on Tuesday next I 
shall call up the contested-election cases that have been reported to 
the House and insist on their consideration. 


TARIFF-COMMISSION BILL, 


Mr. KASSON. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
resuming the consideration of the tariff-commission bill. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The House 8 resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, 977 5 Camp in the chair,) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2315) to provide for 
the appointment of a commission to investigate the question of the 
tariff and internal-revenue laws. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
Honse on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the 
tariff-commission bill. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Cox] is entitled to the floor. s 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. As I cannot very well 
leave to have printed in the RECORD some remar 
upon the pending bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let general leave be given. 

Mr. RANDALL. We might as well make it general. 

The CHAIRMAN, Unanimous consent is asked that all members 
who may desire it shall have leave to print in the RECORD such re- 
marks as they may prepare upon the pending bill. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, the questions involved 
in the bill now before the committee and the cognate matters of 
internal-revenue taxation are incomparably the most important 
which will be submitted for our consideration during the present 
session of Con, 

It is well, therefore, that there should be the freest, fullest discus- 
sion, because the effect and 3 of our various laws for raising 
revenue should be considered from different stand-points. I therefore 
offer no apology for the time I may detain the committee in the dis- 
cussion of these important matters. 

It is not to be expected that new facts can or should be laid 
before the House, because the data upon which our arguments are 

redicated ought to be official, and not rest upon mere platitudes or 

ald assumptions. It is the relation of these facts to the business, 
the progress and general development of the country, that we ought 
in the main to consider. The manifold demands of this great Gov- 
ernment, its civil list, its Army, its Navy, its interest and sinking 
fund, and its enormous pension-roll, will for all time require a large 
revenue. It behooves us, therefore, to inquire how an adequate 
revenue may be raised so as to make it the least burdensome to the 
men by whose labor has been built the enduring prosperity of this 
country. Onerous in any gle it should be so adjusted as to bear 
with the least possible weight upon their daily lives. Representa- 
tives will do well to hearken to the voice of the people, presenting 
in all reasonableness their moderate demands, and I am not so un- 
charitable as to intimate there are any on this floor unmindful of 
their responsible duties. 


et the floor I ask 
I have prepared 


REFORM DEMANDED. 


The progress of this discussion has disclosed that while members 
view the questions of tariff from different stand-points there are none 
bold enough to declare that our present system does not demand 
great and radical reforms, On the contrary, they concede that the 
tariff on certain specitied objects is burdensome and oppressive. The 
question then arises, why not proceed at once to reform such abuses 
of taxation, instead of by one sweeping act ne the considera- 
tion of this whole matter for an indefinite period? The gentleman 
from Iowa, [Mr. eee opened the discussion in favor of a 
tariff commission, asse with some plausibility that this was an 
inauspicious time for Con; to deal with the matter. The Con- 
gressional elections, he said, will occur next summer; hence there 
was danger that this economic question might assume a political 
character; that it onght to be divested of all partisan taint, and 
viewed alone from a national stand-point. To accomplish this de- 
sideratum, he proposed to transfer to an im ial commission the 
duty of collecting and arranging such data as may enable us to make 
all needful changes without injustice to any section, or injury to the 
various industries which may be affected. These views have been 
concurred in by some others who have followed in advocacy of this 
commission. 

With due respect for the geenen who entertain such opinions, 
I trust I may be pardoned for entering my unqualified dissent from 
their conclusions. I confidently assert that the bill before the com- 
mittee is simply in the nature of an appeal for delay, for there has 
not been a period within the last twenty years when the House was 
in better temper to discuss such a measure from a national and non- 
partisan stand-point than at the present time. The indignation felt 
yad expressed at the assassination of the President, the wave of 
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sympathy which went up from all sections and all countries caused 

ople to know and appreciate each other better and to feel in- 
deed that we were of one country with one destiny and of a common 
brotherhood. During the past year various civic and military con- 
ventions and industrial expositions have been held in the South, 
which have been visited by our brethren of the North, common mem- 
ories revived and new hopes Beart pol which have strengthened this 
feeling of confidence and mu ee gre 

For the first time since the close of the war the President in his 
annual message dwelt upon matters of state without any invidious 
reference to sections, Indeed, so little partisan rancor has entered 
into the discussions of this Congre so pleasant have been the per- 
sonal relations of its membors tit has been fitly denominated an 
era of good feeling. My mind recalls but one exception, which was 
when the honorable member from Indiana, [Mr. GODLOVE S. ORTH, ] 
clothed in red, with Godloving stride, moved over to this side of the 
Chamber, and by an arraignment of the Democracy for its treason 
sought to revive the bitter an nisms ofthe war. But he was soon 
reminded that he belonged to that class who while invisible in war 
are invincible in and was rewarded for his valor by a good- 
natured smile from each side of the Chamber; for on this side was 
seated one of the most e Sous Union generals of the war, who 
had received the public thanks of Congress, while near him sat brave 
Union officers and privates, and the t “war governor” of the 
North, all fraternizing with the rebel brigadiers, while in the other 
end of this Capitol the gentleman’s own party was led by a read- 
juster rebel brigadier, whatever that term may imply. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I must insist that no time could be se- 
lected more suppone for a full, free, and non-partisan consideration 
of this whole subject by the House than the present. 

Let us consider the practical workings of this bill. It provides 
that the commissioners to be appointed under it shall make their 
report not later than the Ist of December, 1882. The members 
usually absent themselves during the Christmas holidays, and will 
hardly touch this matter until after their return. If they should re- 
assemble yd the 5th, they would not get to work before the 6th; then 
they would refer the report to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
With all respect I inquire, who are the chairmen of the respective 
committees in the two Houses to which this matter would be re- 
ferred? Able and zealous advocates of protection. And it is but rea- 
sonable to suppose from the conflict of views existing in these com- 
mittees and the usual delay, that a bill need not be expected before 
the 15th of the month; for they would be required to report a bill 
for our action, and not simply indorse the action of the commission. 
Then, as Congress adjourns on the 4th of March, it is beyond ques- 
tion we would not have time to more than carefully consider the 
. pills and other necessary matters before the session 
closes. Consequently this report must go over to the ensuing De- 
cember, 1883. At that time we will have a new Congress, separate 
and distinct from the present one. It is the beginning of a long ses- 
sion, when it is known, owing to the reorganization of the Honse, 
&c., no important business is usually transacted until about the 
middle of January. Tho report is not n of that Congress, 
and cannot become such except by its adoption. This might pro- 
voke protracted discussion. 

Inthe mean time parties will be marshaling their hosts for the Presi- 
dential campaign, and during the spring months selecting their dele- 
gates to their respective conventions, The Republican party will 
not be disposed to clearly define its position in regard to the tariff 
issue until its convention shall have adopted its platform. It will 
be a year of political exeitement, and the measure will necessarily 
go over until after the Presidential election. So when Congress meets 
in December it will again be a short term, and as the President will 
be inaugurated in March, 1885, his friends will not wish to embar- 
rass his administration by anticipating what would be recommended 
by him when installed in office, co: uently this matter will again 

o over to the ensuing December. y, then, that the pooper re- 

orms should be a upon by Con who can say the bill 
would not be ve For we know full well that our Presidents do 
not always abide by the principles of the platforms on which they 
are elected. Grant, for the sake of argument, that the new President 
would spre the measure, we will have lost four years’ time before 
securing these greatly needed changes; and as the benefit to capital 
by means of a protective tariff is variously estimated at from five 
hundred to fifteen hundred millions of do r annum, we are 
able to realize the aggregate amount of bonus the people will con- 
tribute in this brief period through the instrumentality of the Re- 
publican party, who claim to reas especial friends and champions 
of the workingman. 

OBJECT DELAY, NOT REFORM. 


I have submitted these views with no disposition to do injustice to 
the advocates of this commission, I am sustained in the declaration 
that this bill is only for delay not only by what has occurred in this 
Chamber but likewise from what transpired during the discussion of 
the bill in the Senate. I find in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of 
March 29, during the debate in the Senate, the following question and 
answer. Says 


Mr. Davis, of West Virginia. I would ask my friend if this commission bill 
— both H 
er 


ouses is there anything in the of on and perfecting 
customs duties or the internal revenue to going * 
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remainder of this session, it is equally 8 to consider it Aag thenext 
w. y forthe 


understanding. 8 

From the remarks of the honorable Senator from Iowa it will be 
observed he frankly admits that this proposition is a proposition to 
postpone until a future Congress all consideration of the tariff ques- 
tion and thus leave its incongruities aud inconsistencies as burdens 
upon the perp for an indefinite period. Bold and confident, he em- 
S5 s no masks, resorts to no subterfuges. We thus see, stripped of 
all its æstheticism, a bold proposition to pay a premium of hundreds 
of millions of dollars to protected capitalists and monopolists by means 
of this delay. We find from the declarations and admissions of this 
able advocate of protection that the object of the measure is delay. 
We ask the great mass of producers, the farmer, the laborer, and the 
m 0 

A Men, my brothers; men, the workers, 
who represent nine-tenths of our people, are they ready to submit to 
such exactions to keep an unfaithful party in power? 

Treating this question of tariff reform as a practical, living issue, 
I inquire what is to prevent our proceeding at once to remove some 
of its most glaring inconsistencies and hardships? It would seem 
there is always time to discuss reforms but never time to correct 
abuses. I am not in favor of proceeding with such precipitancy as 
to imperil manufacturing and other protected interests or to create 
a financial crisis. Nevertheless, I insist we have such material in 
the possession of the Committee on Ways and Means as with the 
aid of experts whom we might summon before a committee of the 
House, if necessary, as to enable us to arrive at judicious decisions. 
If we committed errors or made mistakes they might be corrected 
long before a bill formulated upon a report of this commission coulg 
be agreed upon. Such has heretofore been the uniform practice in 
dealing with questions of tariff reform, and I have heard no sufficient 
reason for the delay. 

The dangers and hardships of exacting from the people more rev- 
enne than is necessary to carry on the ordinary purposes of the Gov- 
ernment have been so forcibly and clearly presented by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury that I cannot do better than to adopt his lan- 
guage as my own. He says: 

In view of the large sum that has been 
the debt, andof the heavy taxation that now 
of the country, it seems jast and px r that another generation should meet a 

rtion of the debt, and that the burdens now laid upon the country should be 

ightened. It isto be considered, too, whether the seeming aftiuence of the Treas- 
ury does not provoke to expenditure larger in amount than a wise economy would 
permit, and upon objects that would not meet with favor in a pinched or moder- 
ate condition of the Federal exchequer. 
of an overflowing Treasury, and La raged are put forth for lavish expenditure, 
not peo to the furtherance of publie works of doubtful legitimacy and expe- 
diency, but in aid of 5 no more than quasi public in character. And is 
it a beneficial exercise of governmental power to raise money by taxation in 

ter sums than the la demands u 

mands are of themselves a heavy b 
country? 

Again, he says: 

Itis doubtful whether in a government like ours, not designed for a op er 
one, these will be held as suflicient reasons for keeping on foot a large public debt, 
requiring for the management of it, and for the collection of the revenue to meet 
the interest upon it, many officials and large expense. 

His warning against lavish expenditures cannot be too carefully 
heeded. Already protected monopolists stand ready to make their 
raids upon the Treasury. The best talent in the land is employed 
in their service, and both tongue and pen are busy in creating a 
sentiment in their behalf. Excessive taxes require needless officers 
for their collection, besides extracting money from the people which 
might be better employed when left to develop their industries, and 
it is but robbery to collect more than is required for the legitimate 
demands of Government. 

Again, how are we to obtain this impartial commission to which 
the gentleman has with so much confidence alluded? It is to be 
appointed by the President, and we may reasonably suppose it will 
reflect the views of protectionists. Indeed, the Protectionist, the 
leading organ of that party, in no equivocal terms has demanded as 
much. It has declared a“ free-trader would be as much out of place 
upon the tariff commission as an opponent of capital punishment 
upon a jury in a State where death is a penalty for murder,” and 
similar declarations from other sources but voice the expectations 
of all protectionists. 

It is true the 68 party insists that this commission is only to 
collect facts which are to be submitted from time to time to Congress, 

et the history of trials in courts of justice clearly shows that there 
is but little difference between advocates and experts. It is but too 
often the case that the pa who introduces an expert expects and 
does receive the benefit of his services. And since it will be claimed 
that no one can wisely determine how much duty the manufacturers 
of iron and steel ought to bear, as those who are engaged in its manu- 


id by the present generation upon 
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n the Government require, when those 
en upon the industry and business of the 


In some quarters there is already talk j 


facture, we will in all probability see a chosen band of protectionist 
brothers invited to reform the tariff. It is not denied that the special 
knowledge of experts in the various departments to which they have 
devoted their lives and talents might be of much use in solving the 
intricate problems which 9 resent themselves in the ad- 
justment of the tariff; but that ve owledge renders them dan- 
gerons to the cause of reform. Each will be but an honest exponent 
of his specialty. The tender bantling of reform is asked to be gently 
committed to the commission of expert protectionists to rear it, quasi 
agnum committere lupo. 

What is gained by such a commission? Are we, in the language 
of a distinguished Senator, to swallow without ‘ mastication or 
deglutition“ the report of the commission? Are there any problems 
so obscure or facts carefully concealed that experts alone can solve 
or discover them? On the contrary, the facts are annually published 
in various statistical reports and in our recentthorough and compre- 
hensive census reports, together with the numerous treatises on such 
poi i in our libraries containing the learning of centuries, which 
will furnish all the information indispensable A reform the incon- 
sistencies and iniquities of the present system. Ifanything more was 
needed, can we not call to our aid the assistance of the very experts 
whom it is sought to place upon this commission, with the additional 
advantage for the freest and fullest opportunity for both tariff re- 
formers and protectionists to be heard? Let the test of cross-exam- 
ination—the true touchstone of truth—be applied to the experts, and 
we can all receive the benefit of their suggestions and be prepared to 
take action at the present session. The responsibility should be 
where the power is, with the Congress of the United States, and the 
tendency to transfer dnties from the House to the committee, from 
the committee to a commission, has already gone too far. The peo- 
ple are amazed when they see matters of the greatest“ pith and 
moment” neglected or delayed, and their Representativos shorn of 
their strength by such legerdemain as has virtually paralyzed the 
power of the Honse. 

I must confess I am not particularly enamored with the word 
commission. So far as this country is concerned their creation is a 
fungus of modern growth, not calculated to commend itself to the 
confidence of the American people. In regard to the employment of 
similar bodies in Buroj; which has been recommended for our imi- 
tation, I will remind the House there is a difference in the character 
of our institutions, In the aristocratic and paternal governments 
of the Old World systems of legislation prevail unsuited to the 
simplicity of ours, which is a government of the people, for the 
people, by the people.” Even there they are not always efficient. 

ith us the Representative, by short terms and frequent elections, 
is presumed to be possessed of such local information as to the in- 
terests, the feelings, and necessities of his people as will make him 
a proper exponent of their views, and coming from all sections of 
this vast and extended country he is better qualified to deal with 
this question than the most able and impartial commission it is pos- 
sible to constitute. Indeed, questions of finance are peculiarly sub- 
ects which we are expected to legislate in regard to. It would be 
indeed humiliating to confess our inability to deal with them 
for if we are not to treat of such matters, pray what are our duties f 
Judging from the tone of the press and popular manifestations I had 
almost come to the conclusion that even the gentlemen across the 
aisle had begun to believe that the electoral commission of 1876 could 
not reverse n verdict of history or gloss over the humiliation of the 
fraud which it accomplished. Still it appears the desire to avoid 
either responsibility or labor on the part of the representative has 
popularized such bodies, Within the last few years we have had 
various commissions, and pray what good hasever been accomplished 
by any of them? The only beneficiaries are the officers who are ap- 
. to make investigations and reports, which soon encumber 

ibraries or are used as waste paper. 

The chief objection to the creation of this commission, as I have 
already premised, is the delay it imposes in the way of the necessary 
reform in our law for raising revenue. With all ect I must say 
that it does appear as if this is the chief merit of the pili in the eyes 
of its most enthusiastic supporters. In truth, Mr. Chairman, the 
taxation laws of the United States sit unwelcome guests at every 
household in this broad land. They rise with us as the piping of 
the early harbinger of spring calls the sturdy plowman to turn the 
moist glebe to the welcoming influence of sunshine and shower. 
They press upon him during the livelong day, and do not leave him 
as, toilsome and weary, he seeks his bed at night. And is he to 
submit to this delay in order that the divisions of the Republican 
party may be healed. and the reformers in its ranks captured by the 
protectionist? I trust not, 

We are not here to discuss the abstract questions of absolute free 
trade, or protection for the sake of protection. The first would de- 
stroy all our import duties, and the second would be the destruction 
of our revenue. We advocate a fair tariff, a just tariff, a tariff for 
revenne—one which, while giving incidental protection to American 
industries, should relieve from all needless burdens the producing 
classes of this country. That the producing class is largely in ex- 
cess, and therefore entitled to our primary consideration, is shown 
by our exports for a numberof years. Last year there was exported, 
in round numbers, raw cotton alone to the value of $245,000,000, 
breadstuffs, provisions, oils, and tobacco, $474,000,000, besides numer- 


2788 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL II, 


ous other er of labor embraced in our total exports, which 
were 8883, 915,947. 
QUESTIONS FOR 


There are certain questions I now desire to ask the gentleman who 
last addressed the committee, [Mr. BREWER, I which I would like to 
have answered either ol ayo or by any other advocate of a pro- 
tective tariff who may hereafter appear on that side. They are as 
follows: protectionists urge that their policy is in the interest of the 
laboring-man. If in the interest of labor, why is it that there is on 
this floor no one who has spoken in behalf of protection unless he has 
an interest in his district that demands exclusive protection? Sec- 
ondly, why is it that all the advocates of a revenue tariff come from 
districts where labor is most free from the domination of protected 
capital? Third, if protection protects the laborer, why is it that 
sit labor disorders and strikes occur in sections where protection 

revails, whereas there are no such discontents where monopolies 
do not exist, to wit, in agricultural districts? Fourth, if all of us are 
equally protected, as claimed 1 5 — gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Mo- 

INLE V, I who is benefited ? at is the necessity of having ex- 
pensive agents to collect these taxes if they are returned to the parties 
who pay them? Why not have as near trade as practicable, to 
wit, a tariff for revenue? Fifth, if labor is protected by your tariff, 
why is it that the farmers, who constitute a large majority of the 
people and who are receiving no protection, are not clamoring for a 


protective tariff? 
It has been asked why, when the Democratic party was in posses- 
sion of the two Houses of Con; it did not make the reforms now 


so strenuously urged. It might be a sufficient answer to inquire 
whether a failure on the part of that sey to discharge its duties 
will exonerate the Republican party for a like failure on their part. 
Still we insist that the Government has never been in so favorable 
a condition to make such needed changes asit is at the present time. 

By the wise and judicious economy practiced by the Democratic 
party while in possession of the House, by the development of our 
resources and the augmentation of wealth from various causes, we had 
at the end of the last fi fiscal year a surplus of over one hundred mill- 
ions of dollars in the Treasury, and it is anticipated that with judi- 
cious economy on the part of the Republicans in the present House 
there will be an additional one hundred and fifty millions at the close 
of the present fiscal year. 

In the mean time the public debt has been Libary redada and the 
rate of interest fixed at 3 and 3} per cent. on all the bonds which have 
been renewed. It does not come with good grace for our Republican 
friends to inquire why the tariff has not been reformed when it is 
5 great body of that party in the last Congress opposed 
all measures looking to its reduction. It will likewise be recollected 
that it was in possession of the executive department of the Govern- 
ment, and the Democrats had reasonable cause to a's e that an 
adjustment of the tariff to a revenne standard would have been met 
by the President with a veto. Now, however, this party is clothed 
with full power by the people. It possesses the three co-ordinate 
departments of the Government, all of its officers, all ofits revenue ; 
and a failure on their part to do their duty will not be condoned by 
saying the Democrats did so. 

In order to present more fully the injustice and hardships of the 
internal- revenue system, I cannot at this time present as fully as T 
desire the respective merits of the questions of the high protective 
tariff and a tariff for revenue. Indeed, these hang ave been 80 
fully and ably discussed by the gentlemen who have preceded me, 
it is not important that I should do so. Still, as this modern Repub- 
lican party claims to be the exponent of what they term the Amer- 
ican system of taxation, I propose to show they are no more sincere 
in their desire to protect the labor of this country than they are to 
secure tariff reform by means of a commission. Mr. Clay, who still 
has numerous admirers and followers among us, was recognized as 
the great exponent of the American system. He wasno advocate of 
such a system as is urged by the protectionists of this House. In 
speaking of the tariff he uses these words: 

As far as he could go he would, and that was, not to lay duties for 
alone, but in laying duties for revenue to su; the Government with means to 
lay them so as to afford incidental protection. He would therefore say to all friends 
of protection, ‘‘ Lay aside all attempts beyond this standard, and look to that which 
is attainable and practicable.” 

Now, it is clear from the above extract what character of tariff he 
advocated. He could not go to the extent of its advocates in these 
latter days, who seem to prefer the more latitudinarian views of Mr. 
Justice Story, as expressed in his Commentaries on the Constitution. 


tion 


Judge Cooley, in his able work on the Principles of Constitutional 
Law, (page 57,) more clearly defines the limitations under which we 
shouldact. He says: 


Constitu: a tax can have no other basis than the of a revenue for 
public purposes, and whatever governmental exaction has not basis is tyran 
land unlawful. A tax on imports, th 1 is not to 
raise a revenue, but to and indirectly hibit some particular import 
for the benefit of some home manufacture, may well be qu as g y 
colorable and therefore not warranted by principl 


But we have still higher authority than this, which is nothing less 
than the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States. Inthe 
well-known case of The Loan Association against Topeka, 20 Wal- 
lace, 657, Mr. Justice Miller, in delivering the opinion of the court, 


uses the following language, which is so clear and unmistakable it 


will bear repetition. He says: 

The power to taxis therefore the . the powers 
of the Government, reaching directly or tly to all classes of the le. It 
was said by Chief-Justice Marshall, in the case of 


eCulloch ve. The State of Mary- 
land, that the power to tax is the power to destroy. A strikin th 
of the 5 is seen in 3 fact that the existing tax of 10 cent. imposed 


by the United States on the ci of all other banks than the national banks, 
ore out of existence every State bank of circulation within a year or two after 
s passage. 


This power can as readily be — 2 —— against one class of individuals 
and in favor of another, so as to ruin the one and give unlimited wealth and 
prosperity to the other, if there is no implied limitation of the uses for which the 
power may be exe: 


To lay with one hand the power of the Government on the property of the citizen, 
and with the other to bestow it upon favored individuals to aid private enterprises 
and build private fortunes, is none the less a rob because it is done under the 
aN lige erga it ae taraa This is not tion. It is a decree under 
ve forms. 

Nor is it taxation. A tax,“ says Webster's Dictionary, is a rate or sum of 
money assessed on the person or property of a citizen ty rears for the use of 
the nation or state.“ Taxes are burdens or charges posed by the legislature 


upon persons or property to raise money for public y 

Coulter, J., in Northem Liberties 4 Saint John's Chureh, says, very forcibly, 

think the common mind has everywhere taken in the understanding that taxes 

are a public imposition, levied et hy caper of the Government for the purpose of 
g on the Government in 


its and operations—that they are im- 
posed for a public purpose.” ‘ 
* . A * * * > 


Tf it be said that a benefit results to the local public of a town by establishing 
manufactures, the same may be said of any other business or pursuit which em- 
ploys capital or labor. The merchant, the mechanic, the innkeeper, the banker, 

he builder, the steamboat owner, are equally promoters of the public good, an 
equally 8 the aid of the citizens by forced contributions. No line can be 
drawn in favor of the manufacturer which would not open the coffers of the public 
Treasury to the importunities of two-thirds of the business men of the city or town. 

It is useless to enlarge on the ar, ent of the court, which is so 
forcible as to bear conviction to the most ordinary understanding ; 
and when we fail to heed its decisions we are driven amidst dark- 
ness in unknown seas. 

The decision was made upon the construction of the constitution 
of a State whose Legislature had more ample powers for their justi- 
fication than the Congress of the United States would have in attempt- 
ing to exercise similar powers. We see the Supreme Court clearly 
pPohibits the imposition of a tax for protection, and declares all suc 
taxation null and void, 

Now, I do not deny but that a tariff for revenue may have a pro- 
tective feature, for every duty imposed upon a protected article 
necessarily prohibits that article to some extent. It serves to give 
an advantage to the producer of the article as against a party who 
is not protected. But the pumary object of every tax must be for 
revenue as contradistinguished from protection. The power to dis- 
criminate as to the articles to be taxed and the rate of taxation to 
be imposed upon each is within the discretion of the Government. 
The limit of the power to tax, with the object of its exercise, should 
not be confounded. I do not admit the rightful exercise of this 
power be hg the revenue limit, but within that limit it is conceded 
to be within its legislative discretion, and while kept within these 
bounds may be properly exercised. It is well enough to adhere 
to the limitations prescribed by the Constitution, and never lose 
REN of those fundamental principles which, while protecting the 
liberty and property of the citizen, have secured for us unexampled 
prosperity and made our Government the pride of her people, and 
won for our free institutions the admiration of the world. 

FREE TRADE, 

There is much that is attractive in free trade. In general the at- 
tempt on the part of the Government to organize and direct its labor 
violates those natural impulses of freedom to which we instinctively 
cling, for surely there is no privilege, no right, more dear to any man 
than that of directing his own labor and capital 5 his own 
discretion. The same principle that applies to the individual applies 
with equal force to the whole people, and one of the maxims of the 
fathers was that that is the best government which governs least and 
leaves the individual free to control his actions and his property as 
his wishes and tastes may dictate. In government it is true we are 
N ier to surrender many of our individual views and rights for 
the blessings of life, liberty, and property which are secured to us, 
yet be careful that no more are taken away than necessity demands. 
We submit that a survey of the history of nations discloses the 
fact that those nations were the most pr rons and civilized 
whose commerce was most untrammeled and least embarrassed by 
restrictions upon their commerce. In the language of a distin- 
guished writer on free trade, (Baine,) it is insisted it was free trade 
that reared the splendors of Tyre upon a miserable islet; that raised 
the glories of Palmyra in the midst of the sandy desert; that built 
the marble palaces and churches of Venice on the shoals which 
scarcely rise above the surface of the Adriatic ; that fixed wealth and 
letters on the frowning rock of Amalfi, and that so overfilled the un- 
wholesome marshes of Holland with riches and inhabitants that the 
latter built their fine cities on piles and encroached on the domain of 
the ocean. So England, whose sails whiten every sea and whose 
commercial prosperity enables her drum-beat to accompany the sun 
in its daily revolution, has found it for her interests to adopt, in the 
main, a free-trade policy. As was said by the gentleman from New 


York [Mr. Hewitt] in his able and instructive speech, it behooves 
us to be careful that our protective policy does not make us tribu- 
tary to the greatness of our most enterprising and formidable rival, 
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Excessive production only stimulates to excessive manufactures, 
There is a compensation in this as in all other business which as in 
labor is regulated by supply and demand. High protection and 
large profits attract too much capital to one pursuit. Profits are re- 
duced, business disorganized, wages unsettled, and labor troubles 
ensue. Clamorous demands are made for still higher duties, until 
like rivers confined in too narrow channels, their waters escape and 
inundation follows. So here by undue stimulating, production in- 
creases the excitement, which is followed by panics and bankruptcy. 
Under such conditions only strong capitalists can survive, while the 
weaker must go to the wall, This ery of protecting our infant in- 
dustries will never cease while the old infant now ninety years of age 
becomes more wily and is enco to keep up his wailings. On 
the contrary, he is but stimulated to ery like the daughters of the 
horse-leech, ‘Give, give!” Rather than support this , let 
him be discarded and turned over to some Bundling hospital as an 
unnatural American offspring. 

With all their professed sympathy for the workingman on the part 
of protectionists it is well known that the bulk of the immigrants 
instead of seeking employment in 3 England prefer the 
unprotected pursuits of the great West. My own impression is that 
the effect of protection tends more to the development of monopolies 
than the benefit of the people. Instead of the Government deriving 
an equal proportion of the revenue from such sources the chief part 

oes to enrich the favored few. As an illustration. let us take the 
ve articles of prime necessity and see the amount of tax paid by the 
pee le to the manufacturer and amount paid to the Government on 
oreign goods. From the census of 1870, if we estimate a regular rate 
of increase up to 1880, we will find the revenue derived by the Gov- 
ernment from duty paid on cotton goodsimported would be $9,976,000 ; 
on woolen goods, $29,238,000; on iron and steel, $19,180,000 ; on sugar 
imported, $42,210,000; on leather and morocco imported, $3,411,000 ; 
total revenue, $104,015,000. The bounties paid on these five arti- 
cles to producers and manufacturers were, on cotton manufacture, 
105,536,000; woolen manufacture, 8134, 466,000; iron and steel, 
160,985,000; sugar, $12,822,000; leather, $139,605,000 ; total bounty, 

53,414,000, Sothat we sce from the foregoing summary manufact- 
ures derived more than five times as much revenue from the tariff as 
the Government itself. 

It cannot be maintained that the employés of labor advance their 
wages because their profits are large, but simply when the demand 
is greater than the supply. Capital is not sentimental, and my con- 
nection with an institution of charity leads me to know that the fullest 
purse is not the soonest opened to appela for aid, From advance 
sheets of the Census Bureau I find tables showing the number of per- 
sonsemployed in the manufacture of cotton goods, which, taking 
whole number, skilled and unskilled, 
of bounty paid by the Government to 


eir 

gate 181,628; the amount 
ese cotton manufacturers, as 
I have jus shown, is $105,536,000 more than they are worth, or rather 
more than they might be purchased for without the tariff. If we 
divide this protection fund by the number of factory hands, we find 
the result will be that the compensation we pay each one should be 
$581. Can ny Oa suppose that they get the money? In regard to 
the $134,466,000 paid to the wool-growers and manufacturers as a 
bounty not above $28,000,000 go to the Government, which leaves 
$106,466,000 to the others, According to the censns of 1870 the num- 
ber of operatives employed in these factories was 92,973, and if they 
increased in proportion to the general ratio we may suppose they must 
amount at this time to 119,786. Ifthe bounty paid by the people be 
divided by this number, we find that the share of sach would be 
$880.80. 0 pe pai they received anything like even half that 
amount? So I might pursue the calculation in regard to the articles 
specified, but the above is sufficient for the illustrations I desire to 
offer. 


I wish it distinctly understood I am not the enemy of capital or 
manufacturers. On the con „I believe our country cannot be 
successfully developed withont giving all legitimate protection and 
encouragement to each. While we wage unceasing war upon mo- 
nopolies, exclusive privileges are not congenial to our democratic 
ideas. The great thing we peculiarly need at the South to de- 
velop her abundant resources are capital and manufacturers. In my 
own State every element which enters into successful manufacturing 
seems to be present. The force of her rivers rushing from her moun- 
tain sides are sufficient to turn the spindles of the world. The cli- 
mate is pleasant and healthy; raw material at the factory door, con- 
saag of iron and coal, wood, cotton, and tobacco, are all awaiting 
the advent of capital, while our labor is abundant and ready to work. 
Yet when the improved machinery is sought for the purpose of build- 
ing up the factories and steel or iron rails to construct our increasing 
railroads we are met with an unjust and discriminating tariff. While, 
as I have stated, I am no enemy to papita, and appreciate its great 
blessings to any country when legitimately employed. I know well 
itis able to take care of itself. It is active, vigilant, and aggressive in 
business enterprises. It readily secures ficial in addition to its 
material advantages, and by combinations controls the markets of the 
country and the arteries of travel and commerce, while labor is strug- 
eo its daily bread, segregated and without ability to cope 


_ There is another reason which has 
ing a speedy consideration of tariff 


t weight with me in urg- 
orm by the present Congress. 


The 2 system is so inconsistent and incongruous as to produce 
numberless litigations and bears ively upon many whose 
great desire is to respect the law. The rulings of the Treasury De- 
parsoni are often perplexing, and our statutes are often construed 

y the Treasurer contrary to the decisions of the court, and largo 
amounts of money are ordered to be refunded to the manufacturer 
which have been paid to him by the consumer. A well-regulated 
tariff will pronen y diminish in a few limited fields the colossal 

rofits of the mgr gh tice but it will lighten the burden of daily 
ife of the mass of the people. It should reduce the price of many 
things which now enter into his daily consumption, which can be 
done and at the same time add to the revenues of the Government. 
The truth of this has been proven numberless times. A recent ex- 
ample is when the tax on whisky was reduced from $2 to 90 cents 
the revenue was largely in and when the tax on tobacco 
was reduced to 16 cents the same result followed. A well-adjusted 
tariff will bring an increased revenue, and we can then take steps 
to abolish or tly modify the internal- revenue system. The ex- 
cise system of taxation, however well adapted to the machinery for 
the collection of State taxes, is not suited to the Government of the 
United States, and this not only because of the difficulties of fram- 
ing a law which would be sufficient and yet not oppressive, but also 
because of the instruments through whom it isadministered. Hence, 
at the early part of this session I introduced a bill for the repeal of 
the whole system of the internal- revenue law. 


INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXATION. 


This law was adopted during the throes of the saddest, bloodiest 
war of modern times, while the passions of men were greatly moved 
and the very destiny of the Union h trembling in the balance. 
It was not to be expected that it should be adapted to the times of 
peace and of general average prosperity. 

Year by year we have seen our debt decrease and our taxes increase. 
We have seen the marvelous development of the country, its railroa 
those great arterics of travel and commerce, extend from 33, 
miles in 1865 to 93,671 in 1881, and its industries, large and diversi- 
fied, in almost pnt ge aproportion. And while we had in the Treas- 
ury of the United States at the ond of the last fiscal TN a surplus 
of more than $100,000,000, which it is estimated will be augmented 
during the current year to one hundred and fifty millions, inviting 
to new enterprises of questionable propriety, and drawing to this 
center lobbyists and corruptionists, the unjust taxes imposed by the 
internal revenue are still enforced in many particulars with but slight 
abatement of their initial rigor, when, if the estimates are correct, 
they ene be now e if not abolished altogether. 
May speed the day. e the bill I had the honor to introduce 
embraced many items in which my people have no especial personal 
interest, in the interest of the country at large I believe that the 
whole enactment should be stricken from the statute-books, I am 
pained to think, therefore, that the bill recently introduced from the 
Committee on Ways and Means on this subject cannot receive my 
support, believing it to be in the line of bad precedents, as it only 
decreases the taxes of that class most able to bear them. Still, I 
will hear what its advocates have to say before fully committin 
myself against it. If proper amendments sre incorporated it wi 
receive my support. 

A consideration of the action of the fathers who framed our Con- 
stitution and the discussion that aroso in regard to the question of 
taxation are both interesting and instructive. Of this y Lord 
Chatham said that for himself he must declare that he had studied 
and admired the free states of antiquity, the master states of the 
world, but for solidity of reasoning, force of ity, and wisdom of 
conclusions no body of men could stand in e eed to them. 

From Elliot’s Debates we find that in t convention of wise, 
able, and paeo men the question of internal-revenue taxation 
was scarcely alluded to. While the power was not withheld from 
the Government, it is clear that it was not contemplated this system 
would be resorted to. They were too jealous of their liberties, too 
much eee system of spies and informers, who, in the opinion 
of the Republican party, seem necessary in order to collect excises 
to approve a resort to such measures of taxation while others would 
answer. To meet the heavy indebtedness occasioned by the war 
Mr. Madison, upon the opening of Congress in July, 1789, introduced 
a revenue bill providing for the collection of impost duties. But as 
collections from this source were not adequate to meet the increas- 
ing demands of the Government, Mr. Hamilton prepared a bill for 
the imposition of internal taxes, to which Congress reluctantly con- 
sented. This law went into effect in 1792 and was intended only as 
a temporary expedient. While the people for a time submitted to 
this tax, yet it was not collected without producing great discon- 
tent. These discontents ultimately manifested themselves in armed 
resistance to the authority of the Government, and constitute what 
is historically known as the Whisky Rebellion.” So well armed 
and organized were these confederates that their opposition to what 
was conceived an unjust and iniquitous law was only composed by 
great discretion and forbearance on the part of the General Govern- 
ment, which, though it carried an army into the disaffected territory, 
was careful not to resort to violence until all means of pacification 
had failed. The Government in the face of such resistance could not 
at once repeal the law, yet its enforcement was languidly continued 
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and modifications were made in order that its scope and effect might 
be disguised. It was finally declared unconstitutional by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. 
In re to this insurrection Mr. Jefferson, in a letter to Mr. Mon- 
roe, dated Philadelphia, May 19, 1793, uses the following language: 
The pene in the western parts of this State have been to the excise officer and 
threatened to burn his house, &. ‘They were blackened and otherwise d 


isguised so 
astobeunknown. He has resigned and H. says there is no possibitity of sig ire 
o 


law executed there and thatprobably theevil will spread. A eee nas 


issued; another instance of my being forced to appear to approve what I have con- 
demned uniformly from its first conception. 

At the close of the campaign he was still more emphatic in his 
condemnation of this excise system, speaking of it as an ‘‘ infernal” 
one; that the first error was to admit it into the Constitution, and 
the ‘second to act on that admission. This whole matter is so 
clearly presented by the honorable chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means, [Mr. KELLEY, ] in an address delivered before the 
New York tariff convention in November last, that I was trustin 
to have him as my Palinurus in re ng this obnoxious and anti- 
republican system of taxation until after the recent action of the 
Republican caucus became known. I am pained to hear that prin- 
ciples for which he had contended on the stump and in Congress for 
years have been laid aside since he “acquiesced.” Rather give me 
such a leader as the rough Mississippi steamboat engineer, who 

Held the nozzle agin the bank 
Till the last soul got on shore. 

This law which had caused such discontent was repealed upon the 
suggestion of President Jefferson in 1802, and during its existence 
was but ineffectully enforced. During the war of 1812 a similar 
enactment embodying some of the provisions of the old law was re- 
enacted, but owing to its unpopularity, on the suggestion of Presi- 
dent Monroe, in his first annual message to Congress, it was repealed. 

The circumstances of its adoption during our late civil war are 
familiar to many in this House. The Government was driven to 
adopt every possible means to maintain her credit, feed the soldier, 
and preserve the Union. The foe which the soldier confronted in the 
field was of the same kindred, same race, and equally resolute in 
maintaining his own cause. The prize for which the Federal Gov- 
ernment contended was to maintain the Union, around which clung 
the many cherished memories of the past and the bright hopes of 
the future. In the struggle to supply the sinews of war it was found 
n to resort to every constitutional source of taxation. To 
one familiar with the legislation of that period of anxiety and ap- 
prehension, it is manifest it was regarded as only a temporary sys- 
tem. So great were the exigencies of the occasion, Mr. Sumner, the 

t apostle of freedom, in 1863, introduced an amendment to the 
Gy for the purpose of placing a tax on slaves. Nevertheless, it was 
insisted, even in those times, that never had a tax-gatherer in the 
history of the Government gone about under Federal authority 
nor the people been called upon to pay into the Treasury this class 
of taxes. 5 

Said Mr. PENDLETON, of Ohio, During the war of 1812 there were 
some instances in which land taxes were raised, but a tax like this, 
which goes into every house, into every business, every neighbor- 
hood, which taxes everything a man eats and all he wears, which 
enters into the consideration of every man engaged in every busi- 
ness, had never before appeared in the country ;” and similar senti- 
ments were Lo gags by others. Yet, the exigency was extraordi- 
nary; a regard for precedents, and even law, ignored in order to 
avert impending dangers. The force of the argument, however, 
was fully appreciated, and so soon as the war ended Congress at once 
set itself about repealing some of its most obnoxious provisions, for 
the people were restless under its enforcement. It is not my pur- 
pose to dwell upon the trials and hardships and saddened memories 
of those days, for with us the war is over and we have duties to 
discharge to the living, while not forgetting the virtnes and sacrifices 
of those who have crossed the river before us. There is a brighter 
side to this unrelenting struggle, to which it is now my pleasure to 
turn. It is true our sacrifices were great, our sufferings almost un- 
equaled, yet their consequences were not without their good results. 

e war gave to our history some of the most illustrious examples 
of statesmanship and soldierly qualities which adorn the annals of 
time. 

Not to mention the living, I need only direct your attention to the 
homely and practical wisdom, the kindly heart and infinite jest of 
Lincoln; the matchless skill, unselfish devotion, and great forbear- 
ance of Lee; the heroism and daring of Thomas; the simple faith 
and military genius of Jackson and their compeers, in confirmation 
of this assertion. Their deeds and their fame constitute the bright- 
est pages of American history; and the story of their noble lives will 
inspire children yet unborn to deeds of patriotism and virtue. Again, 
the military renown of this country became such as to give us per- 
haps the foremost place among martial nations, while the war acted 
as a great educator of the people, causing the soldiers of either army 
to endure hardships, practic’ forbearance, traverse sections, and 
become acquainted with people of different States and localities, of 
which otherwise they would have remained in ignorance. Further- 
more, it removed from our midst the great element of sectional dis- 
cord, elevated labor, stimulated inventions, unified our people, and 
secured for us, it is to be hoped, peace for many years to come. It 
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is time, therefore, that this tax, the most obnoxious relic of the war, 
and the spies and informers whom the Republican party seems to 
think necessary for its collection—an immense army of demoraliza- 
tion and oppression—should no longer be imposed upon the people. 
This burning shame and national disgrace of employing spies and 
informers to watch over and interfere with the business of a free 
people tends not only to humiliate and despoil them but tempts and 
corrupts the tax-gatherer, who, while clothed with a little brief au- 
thority, lords it as if there were none to dispute his right to appropri- 
ate to his own uses this green heritage which God has given to man. 


OFFICIAL CORRUPTION. 


I will not o that all the officers engaged in the collection of 
this tax are venal and corrupt. Still enough is known from the 
famous whisky-ring investigations of the West, made a few years 
ago, to lead us to suppose that the“ trail of the serpent” led even 
to the door of the ite House itself. The people of my State have 
certainly been greatly cursed by the mode of collecting this tax and 
the character of the revenue officers sent among them, so much so 
as to cause a leading temperance paper of the South, the Spirit of 
the Age, ar eaten at Raleigh, in commenting on an editorial in one 
of the ablest political papers of my section, to use the following lan- 
guage in its issue of December 9, 1881. Under the title The Revenue 

aw it says: 

The News and Observer of this city is not a temperance paper. Therefore what 
it says about abolishing the internal-revenue system, so far as it relates to whisky, 
is not said in the interest of temperance, specially, but in the interest of the people, 
weve heartily ao x tie haa saree in saying of the internal-revenue syste 

in g 2 n 8. m, 
“we want tho. ple of the State relieved on: this incubus which sits as 3 
po — J . at every pore and sapping the foundations of patriotism and 
o write not as a politician but asatemperance man when we declare that, in our 
opinion, the Government tax on alcoholic . distilled in North Carolina is wrong 
in principle, is an ent upon the rights of freemen, and, instead of its being 
a source of revenue to the Government, it goes to the collectors, storekeepers, and 
pry seen merally, keeping them in comparative idleness and ease, and man 
of them in luxury, at the expense of that unfortunate class of people who will 
spend their money for whisky. 

I fully indorse Sh ona contained in the foregoing extract so 
far as concerns the administration of the law in my State. In dis- 
cussing a matter of such national importance itis not my purpose to 
limit my remarks further than is indispensable to any particular 
locality. Yet, as I am more familiar with the operation of this law 
in my State than in other localities, I must be pardoned for drawing 
attention to one of the districts where I am frank to confess there 
have been more abuses than in all the others combined. As my col- 
league [Mr. ARMFIELD] resides in this (the sixth) district and has 
already introduced a resolution into this House asking for an inves- 
tigation, I will content myself with leaving the matter to him. 

owever much I may be Gh erie to sumptuary laws as an unne- 
ee interference with the individual rights of the citizen, being 
unwilling to dictate what he shall eat, what he shall drink, or 
how he shall be clothed, I am not ignorant of the great curse of 
intemperance. Many a happy wife has been widowed, many a child 
orphaned, many a useful man ruined, and our jails and almshouses 
ed with the victims of intemperance. It is a curse which, while 
I would gladly see it removed from our midst, I believe it must be done 
not by the strong arm of the law but by moral persuasion and intel- 
ligent culture. 
ut that is not the question we are now considering, but rather 
whether the system of internal-revenue taxation shall be repealed. 
There are some who advocate that the taxes collected from spirits 
should be devoted to the purposes of education. It would be far 
better to leave the regulation of the matter in the hands of the States 
ed the evil exists and where the subject of education properly 
ongs. i 

But I submit, with all respect, that while the Government may aid 
the States it must not direct the education of these people. We 
want no such centralizing influence, and certainly it should not seek 
to draw from this source the money she may contribute for this pur- 
pose, which is too uncertain and unreliable, while the law itself is 
contrary to those principles of freedom which it is her duty to in- 
culcate. If we would see this Government prosperous and happy, 
it must be by a diffusion of knowledge among the masses of the peo- 
ple. This knowledge can only be acquired by popular education, 
which gives them the means of understanding and appreciating the 
character of our institutions and conduct of their rulers, who are, in- 
deed, no more than their agents and trustees; and if their interests 
and trusts are betrayed or wantonly neglected, they should have 
intelligence and virtue enough to revoke their authority and consti- 
tute others to more faithfully fulfill these duties. 

Within the last few days the Senate Committee on Education and 
Labor gave a hearing to several representatives of temperance socie- 
ties on the subject of pro: measures to constitute the whisky 
revenue a national education fund. Before that body appeared Mr. 
A. M. Powell, of New York, secretary of the National Tem erance 
Society, and Mrs. J. Ellen Foster, representing the National Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, and in behalf of their respective asso- 
ciations ornoga the p e of any measure to aid education by a 
tax on whisky. Iam gratified to see they were not only unwilling to 


maintain education by such support but by their opposition struck 
a blow at this undemocratic system of taxation. 
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t deal of spirits are used in the mechani- 
cal industries, of which the people have very little conception, and 
that the artisan and manufacturer would be greatly relieved by the 
removal of this onerous burden; but that is not necessary for the 
argument. One difficulty in the way of securing the repeal of this 
law is its association with false issues and mere sentiment, and its 
local character contributes to these troubles. As was truthfully said 
by the American Protectionist in January last, when seeking the 
alliance of the advocates of its repeal— 

The point has been made that the industries directly concerned in the tax on 
domestic spirits and tobacco do not demand their al on; that these taxes were 
not imposed forthe benefit of the manufacturers of whisky or tobacco, but for that 
of the whole country, and the general interests of the whole 2 should be con- 
sidered in regard to their repeal in preference to those of the distillers and cigar- 
makers. It is also true that the fact that these industries are under the control 
2 the internal-revenue officials may induce reticence as to the abolition of their 

ces. 
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I ae show that a 


In effecting its repeal care must be taken that the manufactur- 
ers are justly and generously dealt with; the golden rule should be 
our standard. One of the greatest hardships which the collection 
of internal taxes imposes, one which tends more to crush out a re- 
spect for law and high sense of honor, and that love of liberty which 
should inspire every American freeman, is the immunity from punish- 
ment which the Federal officer enjoys when violating the most sacred 
rights of the citizen. It was the boast of a great English statesman 
that in his country— 


The poorest man in his cot may bid defiance to all the forces of the Crown. 


It may be frail; its roof may shake; the wind may blow through it; the storm 
may enter it; but the King of England cannot enter it! All his power dares not 
cross the threshold of that ruined tenement. 

It was a spirit born of such aspirations which caused the gallant 
Crittenden, who in the ill-starred Lopez expedition was captured 
and condemned to death, when directed by his captors to turn and 
kneel to be shot, looking them defiantly in the face, while his eye 
reflected the sentiments of his dauntless soul, to exclaim: An 
American kneels to none but his God, and dies with his face to his 
foe.” It is a spirit such as this that has given to our volunteer army 
its matchless esprit du corps, which makes them irresistible in battle. 
It is this spirit that caused our public men prior to the war to look 
upon dishonor as a stain, It was this spirit that caused the private 
citizen to demand of his representative an honest and faithful dis- 
charge of his public duties, and it is this spirit that we must cherish 
and cultivate among all classes if we would see the affairs of our 

at and growing country conducted upon those high principles of 
onor and integrity which alone can give it permanency and con- 
tinued prosperity. 
CONFLICT BETWEEN STATE AND FEDERAL COURTS. 

A revenue officer, when indicted in a State court for any crime, 
upon making affidavit that it was done in the line of his duty can re- 
move his cause to the Federal court, and my mind fails to recall an 
instance of the conviction of any one who has thns transferred his 
cause, The greatest outrages are perpetrated in rural sections where 
the people are simple, honest, and ignorant of the machinery of Fed- 
eral procedure of which they stand in wholesome fear. They know 
but little of the General Government, except from their knowledge 
of the prosecutions they are subjected to for violations of laws which 
they consider unjust and unnatural. They cannot understand why 
converting their corn into hominy is permissible, but converting it 
into whisky may be criminal. They cannot understand why feeding 
their fruit to their hogs is permitted, yet converting it into brandy 
may be forbidden. They cannot understand why they are free to 
raise cabbages, but if they raise tobaceo they are to be watched b 
spies and informers. They cannot understand why their farm prod. 
ucts are burdened with such taxes, while the great and wing 
monopolies of the land must be favored with protection. The con- 
sequence is that a spirit of discontent and rebellion is engendered 
by the treatment these people receive at the hands of the Govern- 
ment in those places where it shonld be its policy to cultivate feel- 
ings of confidence and respect. Not to multiply instances of outrages, 
of robberies, of murders committed in the name of the law, I will 
relate but two. 

In my State there was an outrage committed upon a young girl 
of that dastardly character at which the heart of every true man re- 
volts, for which the perpetrator was indicted in the State court. 
Upon affidavit, singular as it may appear, the case was removed to 
the United States court. The judge in the State court (a Republican) 
refused the application for removal, but a writ of habeas corpus cum 
causa was issued by the judge of the Federal court to the clerk, and 
the case was transferred. Inthe opinion of some of the best lawyers 
there is no method provided for the trial of criminal cases thus re- 
moved to the Federal courts, and if tried and the parties are con- 
victed, there are no means for punishing them. I am informed that 
the United States district judge for the western district of my State en- 
tertains this opinion. A knowledge of this fact often makes the citi- 
zen desperate and he becomes his own avenger. The officer, on the 
contrary, becomes tyrannical and oppressive. I can speak more 
frankly about these matters without being amenable to the charge of 
sectionalism, when it is known that as a judge upon the bench in my 
State it became my painful duty to decide that a revenue officer had 
a right under the United States law to remove his case to a Federal 
court. It was atime of high excitement; the feeling was not dis- 
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similar to that which existed in Pennsylvania during the time of 
the“ whisky rebellion,” and but for the confidence ganern reposed 
in the correctness of the decision by the bar, I am of the opinion sim- 
ilar results would have followed; not from any spirit of disloyalty 
to the Government, for the subjects of these outrages are not confined 


to party. 

Yan requested by the honorable member from Georgia, [ Mr. SPEER, 
who in his speech the other day on this subject related a case o 
murder recently committed by revenue officers in Georgia, to say 
that the parties were bound over by a United States commissioner 
for a simple misdemeanor, And to further state, he has never 
heard of the conviction of a pore woe cause has been thus re- 
moved. Indeed, how could it erwise? When a party violates 
a law of the State he immediately becomes invested with all the pro- 
tection the Federal Government can throw around him. The United 
States district attorney is no 3 but by statute is 
assigned for his defense. The sympathizes with him, the 
jury can hardly be said to be impartially drawn, and an attorney 
who is employed to prosecute is not looked on with favor. The wit- 
nesses are treated with indifference and are discouraged. It is held 
by some United States judges that whatever be the nature of the 
offense the offender may either go or be carried before a United States 
commissioner in the first instance, and bound over to appear at the 
Federal court, which would divest the State court of all Jarisdietion. 
When thus carried before the Federal court, how is the party to 
be tried? Who is to present the case before the grand jury? Whois 
to draw the indictnient? Who is to confer with the witnesses? The 
United States attorney appears in an anomalous attitude of appear- 
ing for instead 1 a criminal. 

en as a judge I was compelled to decide in favor of the removal 
of such causes, I am frank to say it was not done until after a thor- 
ough and painful examination of the authorities. I appreciated the 
great outrage which had been committed upon the citizen and deter- 
mined at the earliest opportunity to seek at the hands of the Ameri- 
can Congress there of a law so destructive of justice and violative 
of every instinct of our nature. The other case was related to me by 
a distinguished officer of the Internal Revenue Department in this 
city, and it is illustrative of other cases I have heard of. A poor 
man in Texas purchased the establishment of a small liquor dealer, 
and bought, as he ae FS he had a right to do, the license to con- 
tinue the business. He discovered soon that he was in error, and 
applied to a marshal to get him a license from the collector, which he 
did, and for which he paid $25, and then supposed that he was all 
right, but, as you may perceive, was guilty of a technical violation 
f the law while selling under the former license. When the Federal 
court met he was indicted, which fact coming to his knowledge he 
ran off, leaving his business, and traveled through New Mexico on 
foot into Colorado. Here he settled down to make his living, when 
the marshal with the instinct of a sleuth-hound tracked him up, 
arrested him, carried him back, and thrust him into jail, and for this 
valuable service to the Government in oppressing a poor inoffensive 
— who had sought to obey her laws received for mileage and fees 

94 


I might point you to other outrages and corruptions, but I am 
aware the abuses of a law are not always arguments for its repeal; 
but I do insist that no system of taxation can be devised which is so 
liable to abuse, unjust, unequal, e and calculated to crush 
out the spirit of independence, and grind the faces of the poor as this 
iniquitous law. Some revenue officers are honorable men, and en- 
deavor to lighten its hardships. As the country has become more 
quiet, as the people have learned to suffer and be silent, we have had 
less resistance and fewer conflicts, but the best class of officers are 
confined to the towns and cities, and are often ignorant or indiffer- 
ent to the abuses of their subordinates. The chief reason urged for 
the continuance of this system is that revenue must be had, and had 
better be raised on luxuries than on necessities. To which I answer, 
the sole object of government is not to amass treasure, but to con- 
sider the means employed to collect a revenue so that it does not 
destroy but promote the greatest ps er, of the greatest number. 

Again, I answer in regard to this e rof tax, even if aluxury, 
it contravenes what should be a fundamental principle of our Gov- 
ernment, in that it bears unequally and oppressively upon industrial 

ursuits in particular sections which are least able to bear them. 
e whisky which is worth 83 per gallon, and drank by the 
wealthy, pays but 30 per cent., while that which is consumed bythe 
poor man and tradesman, and worth but thirty cents, pays a tax of 
300 per cent. The tobacco which is worth eight cents pays 200 per 
cent., while that which is worth $1 pays but 16 per cent.; but this is 
not the greatest hardship on the producer of tobacco. He is not al- 
lowed to sell except to authorized dealers, and the consequence is, 
however remote he may be from market, however much his neighbor 
may wish to purchase it, he is compelled to keep it until it rots on his 
hands, or sell it to an authorized dealer, else through envy of some 
one he may be carried hundreds of miles to court to await his trial 
from term to term, pay his lawyer’s fee, and consider himself fortu- 
nate if he escapes with the mere e payment of costs. I am aware that 
penalties are usually severe in excise laws, 3 where the 
taxes are high, for the temptation for their violation then becomes 
great; but my objection is not so much to its penalties as to the char- 
acter of the law itself. 
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I do not insist that the law is unconstitutional, but is unjust and 


does not bear uniformly, nor even approximate ‘uniformity, in its 
operation. We all derive the same ajiiount of protection at the hands 
of the Government, aud should be willing to bear our due proportion 
of its burdens. 


INEQUALITIES OF INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXATION. 


No law could bear mote unequally u the people of particular 
sections and upon 13 political divisions than our present 
revenue system, and singular as it may 1 the portions of the 
country which bear the bulk of this burden have fewest protected in- 
dustries. In illustration of this proposition, let us see from whence 
the taxes imposed ‘under it are derived. The State of North Caro- 
lina, whose aggregate 25 . is about one million four hundred 
thousand, and whose ble property by the last assessment is 
$170,000,000, pays more internal taxes than all the following States 
combined, namely: Alabama, Arkansas, Iowa, Maine, Mississippi, 
South Carolina, Verm Texas, Kansas, and Georgia, whose 
gate population is over 10,800,000, and whose taxable . d is 
nearly $2, 150,000,000. The comparison by States further oses the 
fact that while some of them are 1 paying a tax equal to $8.37 
per capita, namely, Illinois, wee 5 pays only 8} cents, so that 
it is seen a eb part of the fürmers of the United States are actuall 
punished for the nature of the ucts and the character of thesoil 
they are compelled to cultivate. We learn from the report of the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue that during the fiscal year 1880 81 
the people and industries of the Western States paid one-half of the 
revenues raised; that the three Middle Atlantic States, New York, 
New Jersey, and Penns Ivania, paid one-quarter, and that one State 
alone, Illinois, ‘as already stated, paid one-fifth; that Virginia pays 
three times and Kentucky four times as much as Massachusetts, and 
twice as much as the Pacific States; that although the real and pe - 
sonal perty of Massachusetts alone is valued at $1,753, 762,637, 
while Kentucky has only $356,423,946, the latter Stute paid more than 
twice as much as all the New England States combined, and in ad- 
dition her proportion of the revenue raised by a tariff tax for the ben- 
efit of New England’s monopolies. 

The amount of taxes raised under this law has diminished by over 
$300,000 in the New England States since 1875, while it has been in- 
creased by $25,000,000 in thirty-one other States and Territories, be- 
ing nearly doubled in Illinois and Indiana alone. What are the facts. 
The internal-revenue tax raised in Connecticut in 1881 was one-six- 
teenth of what it was in 1866, while that of Ilinois has almost doubled. 
Vermont in 1881 paid less by one million, and Indiana two millions 
more; Maine two and three-quarter millions less, and Virginia nearly 
five millions more; Massachusetts in 1881 paid one-twelfth of what 
she paid in 1866, while the tax of . nearly two- 
fold and that of North Carolina fivefold. e tax paid by the five 
New England States was $58,253,446 in 1866, and only $3,933,772 in 
1881; but the three Sonthern States of North Carolina, entucky and 
Virginia paid $25,326,775 in 1866 and $30,524,641 in 1881. These facts 
demonstrate that the several amendments to the law made since any 
reduction whatever was attempted have resulted in 9 
the entire burden of the tax raised ($98,000,000 ont of 8135, 000, 000) 
upon eight States of the Union. 

Now, where is the justice in thus discriminating against a man who 
is driven to raise these articles out of which this revenue is collected 
while others are untaxed; and when these vast taxes are taken from 
a State where are the imports to compensate for this loss, and with 
what equity can a government thus ee ainst one portion 
of the people for the benefit of others. When all things are con- 
sidered the system is really more obnoxious than that of a protective 
tariff, and when I see my people + caer vy such unjust discrimi- 
nations, vexed and harassed by spies and informers, and left at the 
mercy of unscrupulous revenue officials, I am ready to sustain a 
repeal of the whole law, even if the tariff is increased in order to 
defray the expenses of the Government. 

It is shown that the Western and Southern States paid over one 
hundred millions of the internal-revenue tax of the past fiscal year, 
while the Eastern and Atlantic Middle States paid about thirty-four 
millions, being approximately one-fourth the whole amount. It is 
also shown that while the West and South paid the bulk of this tax, 
and the amount paid by them is mnually increasing in these polit- 
ical divisions, in the other States it is continually diminishing. I 
will not fatigue the committee with further statistics in regard to 
the comparative wealth and population of these respective divisions 
which would make the contrast more glaring, as I desire to pass on 
to another illustration, which is, that while these States have com- 
paratively few manufactories and are receiving but little protection 
under the present tariff, yet the New England States and Pennsyl- 
vania, which receive the bulk of protection, pay a minimum of in- 
ternal revenue. The census returns of 1870 (those of 1880 not yet 
completed) pos the amount of capital invested in manufactures in 
the United States at $2,118,208,769 and value of goods manufactured 
at 84, 232,325,442. These figures are . ely underestimated, 
bat will answer for the present purpose. New England and Penn- 
Sylvania, with $896,487,877 of the above capital, produced more than 
‘one-half the Whole e and on this amount the Government 

e way of tariff, of from 35 to 61 percent. Tak- 


ts a bonus, in t 
fig the average at 50 per cent., these seven States took from con- 


and working classes of the country, but a 


sumers 81,000,000, 000, and paid a minimum amount of tariff duties 
and in -revenue taxes. Here is a great want of uniformity. 
The tariff should be modified so as to require the citizens of every 
portion to bear their 2 proportion for the support of the Gov- 
ernment from which they receive protection of life, person, and 
property. The idea of requiring one man or one community tosub- 
mit to impositions for the purpose of supporting and protecting an- 
other not afflicted by infirmaties or ‘ortunes is preposterous and 
iniquitious. 

The question may arise, why it is that these things have been sub- 
mitted to so long when the great West and South by their grain, 
provisions, and cotton furnish the export which gives character and 
credit to the Government and enables it to more than maintain the 
balance of trade? Why is it that such things are permitted? Why 
has there not been a reform in the system which would afford greater 
protection to the farming and laboring classes constituting nine- 
tenths of the people? So far from it, the tariff in many cases places 
the t duty on lower grades of goods or such as these classes 
would be obliged to purchase, thus laying upon them the heaviest 
burdens of taxation instead of protecting them from the oppression 
of capital. I quote a few examples: 

Blankets—duty on the cheapest, 90 por cent.; on the dearest, 78 pe cent. 

Hats—woolen—duty on the cheapest, 84 to 92 per cent.; on the dearest, 63 per 


cent. 

Hosiery—dut; the ch t, 96 per cent.; on the dearest, 55 per cent. 

Dress 5 on the 88 Pro per cent.; on the dearest. 67 ge cent, 

Bleached cotton—duty on the cheapest, 47 per cent. ; on the dearest, 35 per cent. 

Flannel- duty on the cheapest, 89 per cent.; on the dearest, 61 per cen 

Of several articles largely consumed by the industrial classes the 
tariff duty substantially bing Sac importation, compels the con- 
sumer to pay a price largely in excess of real value as a bonus to our 
manufacturers, and deprives the Government of a large amount of 
revenue. I need only cite a few examples: 


In 1881 the tariff duties produced 
On cut nails and spikes 


Blankets, steel rails, and spool threads are so effectually protected 
that we are obliged to pay nearly double the price more than we 
would without excessive tariff restriction. The revenues received 
from these sources are insignificantly small, becanse the duties are 
so high as to e or restriet importation. Foreign competition 
is cut off and the consumer is compelled to pay the domestic producer 
a higher price than that changed | by the foreign producer, and for 
every dollar paid as duty to the Government on such protected articles 
thousands are paid in bounty or increased price to the domestic manu- 
facturer. These unjust discriminations of a protective tariff are not 
in the interests of a majority but of a vary small minority of the 
American people. They do not afford relief to the great industrial 
itive wrong. It com- 
1 them to pay Megat not only on the articles entering into manu- 

acture but on the manufac articles as well. 

The United States yields more than one-half the world’s produc- 
tion of iron; Pennsylvania alone one-quarter. This State in 1880 
produced 3,325,925 tons in the various forms of pig iron, steel, rails, 

ils, &c. Protective duties on iron industries favored her to the 
extent of 884, 989,379, an amount equal to 63 per cent. 

But I cannot pursue this subject further, while I am conscious of 
having omitted matters that might have been properly touched upon. 
It is not my p to legislate for or against any particular inter- 
est, nor to condemn the legitimate uses of capital; nor am I here to 
array section against section. Adopting the idea and slightly chang- 
ing the phraseology of New England’s RREA statesman, I will say 
we look upon the States not as separa but as united. We love 
to dwell on that union, and on the mutual happiness which it has so 
much promoted, and the common renown which it has greatly con- 
tributed to acquire. In our contemplation, North Carolina and Mas- 
sachusetts are parts of the same country, States united under the 
same general Government, having interests common, associated, inter- 
mingled. Hence when California appealed for relief from the burden 
of transient servile labor which she insisted was jeopardizing her 
safety, while e pros policy of such bons ion, as a represent- 
‘ative of North Carolina I went to the aid of her sister on the Pacific 
slope. Again, while I detested Mormonism and looked upon it as a 
fearful curse and areproach to the American Government, legislatin 
for a great people I was willing to do all within the proper sphere of 
the Constitution to eradicate it. Yet, believing the bill which was 
passed to be in the nature of a bill of attainder, and that it condemned 
the bulk of a ful people without a hearing, I could not give it 
my support. the same spirit I ask the representatives of all the 
States to come to the aid of those sections which are suffering from 
this odious internal-revenue tax, believing they cannot suffer it to 
remain npon the statute-book ‘without doing manifest injury to the 
very spirit of our laws, ‘and inflicting corresponding wrong upon all 
sections of the country. 
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In conclusion, I inquire now, as I did at the beginning, why should 
these great questions be delayed from month to month, from year to 
ear, with an immense and increasing surplus in the Treasury, even 
ff protection must be persisted in? The intolerable oppression, not 
to say crying injustice, of parts of the present tariff in its exorbitant 


taxation of the prime necessities of life are not denied, and ought to 
and will condemn any party which persists in disingenuous delay. 
The attention of the people is being directed to these matters, and 
sooner or later they will be aroused. Through the might that slum- 
bers in the ballot their voices will be heard, if not through this Con- 
gress at least throngh one better representing their views. 

In the interest, then, of a great 3 a magnanimous and just 
people, let us fearlessly do our duty and leave results to those by 
whose authority we are here. . 

Mr. HUBBELL obtained the floor. 

Mr. KELLEY. If the gentleman from Michigan will yield to me 
I will move that the committee now rise. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. KELLEY. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CAMP repo that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
No. 2315) to provide for the 5 of a commission to investi- 
pae the question of the tarif and the internal-revenue laws, and 

come to no resolution thereon. 
ILLINOIS AND MISSISSIPPI CANAL. 

Mr. HENDERSON, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Railways and Canals, reported back with a favorable recommenda- 
tion the bill (H. R. No. 2248) to provide for the construction of the 
Illinois and Mississippi Canal and tocheapen transportation; which 
was referred to the Committee of the ole House on the state of 
the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Lask unanimous consent that the bill just report- 
ed by my colleague [Mr. HENDERSON] be made a special order for the 
first Tuesday in May next, not to interfere with existing special or- 
ders or with appropriation bills. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. That had better not be done now. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I desire to state that the minority of the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals desires permission hereafter to sub- 
mit their views. 
= The SPEAKER. Without objection, they will have permission to 

0 80. j / 
HOT SPRINGS, ARKANSAS. 

Mr. CRAVENS, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, reported back the special message of the President, 
transmitting a communication from the Secretary of the Interior 
relative to an appropriation for theimprovement of the Hot Springs 
reservation in Arkansas; and the same was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

LIGHTS IN CHICAGO HARBOR. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent for a change of 
reference of the joint resolution (H. R. No. 186) in relation to lights 
in Chicago Harbor, Illinois. That joint resolution was reported yes- 
terday from the Committee on Commerce and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, As it involves no 1 I ask 
consent that the Committee on Appropriations be discharged from 
its further consideration, and that ft be placed on the House Calen- 


dar. 
Mr. PAGE. I desire to state that there was a mistake in the refer- 
— I thought the joint resolution contained an appropriation ; it 
oes not. 


There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WISE, of Virginia. I move that the House now adjourn. 
The SPEAKER. Pending the motion to adjourn, the Chair desires 
to submit some executive communications. 


WATER-POWER AT ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following 7 from 
the President of the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit berewith, for the consideration of Congress, a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, dated the 6th instant, in which he recommends the reappropriation 
of the unexpended balances of two appropriations of $50,000 each, made in 1880 
and 1881, for pg ees the improvement of the water-power pool" at the Rock 
Island arsenal, and that the additional sum of $30,000 be ted for the same pur- 


pose; also an additional sum of $70,000 * ford © canal and for opening 
six water-ways in connection with the water- 
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NAVAL OFFICERS TRAVELING ABROAD. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
7 85 of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the Fourth 
Auditor, in relation to the expenses of naval officers of the United 
States while moving about abroad under orders; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 


BOOKS IMPORTED THROUGH THE MAILS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, recommending the passage of a bill empower- 
ing postmasters to administer oaths for custom-house purposes to 
persons importing books through the mails; which was referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE OFFICERS AND EMPLOYES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting the supplemental report of the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, in nse to the House resolu- 
tion of January 30, 1882, relative to the officers and employés of the 
Internal Revenue Bureau who have been killed or wounded in the 
enforcement of the internal-revenue laws of the United States; 
Wiona was referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. RANDALL asked and obtained unanimous consent for the 
withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers in the case of 
Simon Levy; no adverse report. 

The motion of Mr. Wisz, of Virginia, was then agreed to; and 
ee (at five o’clock and five minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The ee memorials, petitions, and other papare were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows : 

By the SPEAKER: The resolutions adopted by the United States 
Army and Na Bhd i of 55 3 ee mili- 
tary prisons, of New York, urging the passage of the Bliss bill, grant- 
ing pensions to soldiers and sailors of the late war who were confined 
in confederate prisons and to increase the clerical force in the Pen- 
sion Office—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. J. H. BURROWS: The petition of W. S. Morgan and 300 
others, citizens of Livingston County, Missouri, for an een 
of $100,000 for the improvement of Grand River, in Northwest Mis- 
souri, and the reclamation of the marsh and swamp lands along the 
same—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. COOK: The resolution adopted by the city council of Au- 
gusta, Georgia, relative to the erection of a public building at that 
place—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: The petition of Rushing Brothers & Co, 
and others, citizens of Greenville, Hunt County, Texas, for the 
repeal of the law imposing taxes on banks and the two-cent stamp 
on bank-checks—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. DARRELL: The petition of Frank Morey, relative to ex- 
penses incurred in the contested-election case of Spencer vs, Morey, 
in the Forty-fourth Congress—to the Committee on Elections. 

By Mr. C. B. FARWELL: The petition of George Scoville, for com- 
pensation for services as counsel in the Guiteau trial—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLOWER: Memorial of the American Meteorological So- 
ciety, recommending the holding of an international convention to 
adopt a common meridian—to the Committee on Commerce, 

Also, the petition of nay Cutts and others, for the passage of the 
French spoliation claims bill—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GEORGE: Papers relating to the Indian depredation claim 
of Kate Nurse—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. J 

By Mr. A. 8. HEWITT: The petition of citizens of the tenth Con- 
383 distriet of New Vork, asking for the impeachment of James 

ussell Lowell, United States minister at the Court of St. James 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS: The petition of John W. Peebles and William 
Gray, of Illinois, praying that William Gray, late private Company 
I, One hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, be relieved of the charge of desertion—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, April 12, 1882. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 5th instant, information concerning the pen- 


sion-roll. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be referred 


to the Committee on Pensions without printing, as it is a large doc- 
ument. 

Mr. PLATT. It isin response to a resolution offered by the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota, [Mr. WrxpoM.] I am not authorized to speak 
for the committee, but I think it is a document which will be event- 
ually printed, and it may as well be done at once. I move that it 


be 8 
e motion was agreed to. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communi- 


cation from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response to a res- 
olution of the 6th instant, information in relation to the awards for 

occasioned by the erection of dams on the Fox and Wis- 
consin Rivers; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a report from Major W. H. H. Benyaurd, Corps 
of Engineers, in response to aresolution of March 10, ca ing for an 
estimate of the expense of permanently closing Alban’s, Hervey’s, 
Sale & Murphy's, and Kountz’s canals, outlets of the Red River 
Louisiana; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, presented resolutions adopted by 
the New York East Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, 
Connecticut, tendering thanks to President 


in session at WRN, 
Arthur for vetoing the bill for restraining theimmigration of China- 
men to this country and praying that its missionary interests in China 


may not be imperiled by any further action of Congress; which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. McDILL. I present a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Iowa, opposing any increase of duty on steel blooms and wire rods, 
which I ask to have printed in the RECORD. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on Finance, and or- 
dered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Joint resolution requesting our Senators and Representatives in Congress to 
ee 8 of duty on steel blooms and wire rods. 


Whereas the subject of the revision of the tariff laws is being agitated in Con- 


gress: Therefore, 
the senate and house of ves of the State of Iowa, That 


1 Re tatives in Co ted to by all hi 
our rs an resentatives u are reques oppose on- 
— e or other agislation which 


orable means any increase of duty on 
will increase the cost of wire to the consumer. 

Approved, March 14, 1882. 

STATE OF Iowa, Orrick SECRETARY OF STATE. 

I hereby certify the foregoing to be a true copy of joint resolution No. 10, 
passed by the nineteenth General Assembl andl 00 Ws i thie olen. 
Witness my hand and the great seal of State, this 20th day of March, 1882. 

(SBAL.]} J.A.T. HOLL, 


Mr. McDILL presented the petition of J. H. Jones and 160 others, 
citizens of lowa, praying for the passage of a law granting incre: 
allowance as pensions to soldiers who lost an eye while in the mili- 
tary service of the Government ; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the German Society of New York, 
preying dor legislation for the protection of 2 immigrants, 
especia y the sick and disabled; which was refer to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of the city council of Charleston, 
South Carolina, in favor of an 2 for carrying out the 
jetty system of improvement of that harbor; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. SEWELL. I present the petition of Brevet Major-Generals 
O. O. Howard, George Crook, W. B. Hazen, O. B. Wilcox, D. S. Stan- 
ley, A. McD. MeCook, John Newton, John P. Hatch, R. S. Macken- 
zie, Brevet Brigadier-Generals A. G. Brackett, L. P. Bradley, John 
R. Brooke, Charles H. Tompkins, Colonels G. L. Andrews, W. II. 
Wood, and of 27 lieutenant- colonels, 72 majors, 271 captains, 367 first 
lieutenants, and 226 second lientenants, making a total of 978 officers 
of the Army, praying for the passage of the bill for compulsory retire- 
ment. Lask that the petition be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be read, if there 
be no objection. 

The petition was read, as follows: 


To the Senate of the United States: 


We, the undersigned, officers of the Army, respectfully 
body for the passage of an act preps Sree retirement of 0i 
pulsory upon arriving at the age of sixty-two years. 


tition 
cers of 


our honorable 
© Army com- 


Your petitioners beg leave to represent that while in civil e not Dy sore 
ing physical exertion or exposure men of that age are often at the height of their 
2 experience has demonstrated that the successful conduct of the mili- 
tary operations calls for an amount of energy, vigor, aud physical activity not as 
a rule found in officers who have passed the age of sixty-two. 

Your petitioners further respectfully represent that promotion, a steady flow of 
which is the life-blood of our Army, is almost entirely at a standstill, p: ularly 
as regards the oflicers of the lower grades. A number of the captains of the Army 
have served from fifteen to twenty years in that grade, while fally one-third of the 
first lieutenants have seen from fourteen to seventeen years’ service as lieuten- 
ants, exclusive, in most instances, of services during the late war, in which many 


FFF that, besid lyin 
D , your petitioners y represent es supp! a 
much-needed stimulus to promotion, the legislation ae for would place the 
Army on the same footing respecting retirements with the Navy, and correct the 
serious evil inherent in the present sys, under which an officer sixty-two years 
old, singled out for retirement from others in active service of the same or greater 
is led to look upon his relegation to the retired list in ee ee or 
e indirect result of the intrigue of a junior anxious to his place, er 
than as a relief from active duty to which long and faithful services to his country 
have entitled him. 
And your petitioners will ever pray. 


Mr. SEWELL. I move the reference of the petition to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs 
The PRESID pro tempore. The Chair would inform the Sena- 


tor from New Jersey that the Committee on Appropriations has this 
subject under consideration by the reference to it of the Army appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. SEWELL. I prefer to have the petition referred to the Com- 
mittee on Milita 


The PRESIDE tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Military. Affairs, 2 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, presented a petition of citizens of 
West Nargimia; praying for the enactment of such laws as will pre- 
vent the further wholesale immigration of Chinese to this country ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a memorial of the Philadelphia Mari- 
time Exchange, in favor of a separate and permanent organization 
of the Si Service; which was referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. ’ 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the central branch of the 
Irish National Land League of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, in favor 
of the protection of Irish-American citizens, — 4 praying for the 
recall of the present American minister at the Court of St. James; 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented three petitions of late Union soldiers, citizens of 
Pennsylvania, praying for the establishment of a soldiers’ home at 
Erie, in that State; which were referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. : 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. JONES, of Florida, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill 15 No. 1584) to confirm the status of John 
N. Quackenbush, a commander in the United States Navy, reported it 
without amendment; and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Public Lands, submitted the 
views of the minority of the committee on the bill 75 No. 192) to quiet 
the title to certain lands in the Upper Peninsula of Michigan; which 
were ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1138) to increase the endowment of the University of Alabama 
from the public lands in said State, reported it with amendments; 
and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 566) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Jane Veazie, 
reported it without amendment; and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on Railroads, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. No. 48) to provide for the settlement 
of accounts with the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company, reported it 
without amendment; and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SLATER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1333) to authorize the payment to the Dela- 
ware Indians of the amount awarded to them under the provisions of 
the treaty of July 4, 1866, reported it with amendments; and sub- 
mitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 558) for the relief of George Tan- 
ner, of Mercer, Mercer County, Pennsylvania, late captain of“ Cap- 
tain Tanner’s Independent pompan of Volunteer ntry,” and 
others of his command, asked to ischarged from its further con- 
sideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs; which was to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Iam directed by the Committee 
on Claims to report back the bill (S. No. 452) for the relief of William 
W. Dewhurst, postmaster at Saint Augustine, Florida, and to ask 
that the committee be dischar, from its further consideration. 
The papers will go, under a resolution adopted by the Senate some 
time ago, to the Postmaster-General without any further action. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A general law having been passed 
on this subject, the committee will eg er pe IS from the further 
consideration of the bill, and it will be indefinitely postponed, if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on piano whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 1136) for the Telief of John H. Morris, reported 
it without amendment; and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed, 

Mr. McPHERSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 132) to correct an error in section 1588 
of the Revised Statutes, in reference to the pay of retired officers of 
the Navy, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. SHERMAN (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1684) for the relief of Alexan- 
der D. Schenck; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1685) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
grant the use of certain land adjacent to Fort Marion, at Saint Au- 
e hPataining for the erection of a hotel; which was read twice 

its title. 
Mr. CALL. I introduce this bill by request. I do not know any- 
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thing about the merits of the measure. I move the reference of the 
bill to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 


to introduce a bill (S. No. 1686) granting arrears of pension to Sam- 
nel V. Adams; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1687) for the relief of James L. Selfridge ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1688) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay Henry H. Bingham the compensation allowed to disbursin 
agents for public buildings; which was read twice by its title, an 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MORGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill 0 No. 1689) for the relief of John Silsby and 
others, purchasers of the ‘‘ Weaver tract” lot of land in the city of 
Selma, State of Alabama; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. COKE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1690) to amend the laws of the District of 
Columbia relating to the administration of the estates of deceased 
persons; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1691) to repeal section 190 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, (by request,) asked and, by unanimous 
consent, obtained leave to in uce a bill (S. No. 1692) for the relief 
of the heirs of John Young; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. GROOME asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1693) granting a pension to Emil cna 
Aitken; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALDRICH asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1694) 8 an increase of pension to 
Grace F. Edes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 


SOUTHERN BAND OF UTES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, the morning hour is closed, and the Senate will proceed to the 
consideration of the cases on the Calendar under the Anthony rule. 

The first bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1186) to provide 
suitable agricultural lands for the southern band of Ute Indians in 
lieu of lands heretofore provided for allotment to them; which was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TELLER. I suppose it would be a good time now to offer an 
amendment, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments reported by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs will be first considered. 

Mr. TELLER. Lhave no objection to going on with the bill in that 


way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is usual to consider the committee 
amendments first. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs 
was, in section 4, line 16, after the word “ of,” to insert ‘‘five;” so as 
10 read: 

And also for the lands that shall be ceded and allotted to the said southern band 
within the said reservation under the provisions of this ed eens be deposited in 
the Treasury of the United States to the credit ot the Uin band of Ute Indians 
residing upon said Uintah reservation, and draw interest at the rate of 5 per cent. 
per annum. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘effect,” at the end of sec- 
tion 5, to insert: 

And the consent of the Uintah band of Ute Indians now residing upon said Uintah 
reservation to the removal and settlement of said southern band of Utes as pro- 
vided in this act shall be first had and obtained in like manner as the consent of the 
said southern band of Utes is herein required. 

Mr. TELLER. That clause should be stricken ont, or rather the 
amendment should not be agreed to. The committee have proceeded 
apon the theory that these Indians had a treaty with the Government 
which authorized them to hold this reservation, or some interest in 
it. The fact is that this is a reservation established by executive 
order in 1861, and the Indians have no interest in the reservation at 
all; therefore we should not recognize their right and require their 
consent. The number of Uintah Indians is four hundred and one as 
shown by the report of 1380. I have not looked at the last report, 
but there are not many more than that number probably now. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado. There are four hun and seventy. 

Mr. TELLER. There are four hundred and seventy now. It is a 
small band of Ute Indians who went over there and settled on this 
reservation without any contract with the Government. The bill 


rovides in another section, to which I do not object, that all of the 
ands which shall be taken for the southern band of Utes if they are 
sent there shall be paid for at a dollar and a quarter an acre, and 


the money invested for this Uintah band. That I do not object to; 
but we should not recognize these four hundred and seventy Indians 
as having the right to say to the Government that these 2,040,000 
acres of land cannot be used by the Government for putting there 
of any Indians that it sees fit. The trouble with the committee was 
that the committee proceeded upon the theory that this was a reser- 
vation belonging to these Indians, when that is not the fact. I there- 
fore ask that the Senate do not agree to the amendment; and I am 
satisfied if the chairman of the committee were here, with this ex- 
planation he would not insist upon it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES 
who reported this bill is absent, and I think it had better be p 
over withont prejudice until he returns. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado. I desire to say that the bill was reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs unanimously as I understand, 
and I am justified in saying that the chairman of that committee is 
in favor of the passage of the bill. 

Mr. peng Es d all the amendments proposed by the com- 
mittee 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado. In regard to this one amendment I bave 
not talked with him, but in all other respects I know he is in favor 
of the bill as it stands. I will say in addition to what my colleague 
has said, that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in regard to this 
amendment has distinctly said that there is no necessity forit. There> 
fore, I hope the amendment will not be agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
objects to the further consideration of the bill at this time, as the 
Senator who reported the bill is absent on duty for the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. I hope the Senator will not insist on his objection, 
because it is very important that the bill should pass. These Indians 
are located now where it is impossible to take care of them. They 
are on a little narrow strip of land fifteen miles wide, surrounded b 
white settlements. The land is not fit for agriculture. This proposi- 
tion is simply to negotiate with them, and if they see fit to go there, 
all right ; if they do not, they are not required to go under the bill. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Upon the assurance of the Senators from Col- 
orado that the Senator from Massachusetts is in favor of the bill 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I will withdraw my objection. 

Mr. TELLER. There is no question about that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. HILL] know that the Senator from Massachusetts wishes to 
have the pending amendment agreed to? 

Mr. L, of Colorado. I do not know how the Senator from 
Massachusetts regards this amendment, but it must be very clear to 
every person that there is no necessity for the amendment. The 
Uintah band of Indians, numbering only four hundred and seventy, 
and occupying a country of two million acres, were placed there with- 
ik any treaty reservation whatever. They have no specific rights 
there. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This debate is irregular. Does the 
Senator from Rhode Tsland withdraw the objection 

Mr. ANTHONY. I will withdraw my objection if the bill is to be 
poea as the Senator who reported it desired ; but otherwise I think 

e had better be here. 

Mr. TELLER. I am satisfied if the Senator from Massachusetts 
were here there would be no objection to disagreeing to the amend- 
ment. Isubmit to the Senate whether it is the proper thing to allow 
a band of four hundred and seventy Indians, who have no title to the 
land, as I am prepared to show by the record, who never did have 
any title to it, and who have never claimed any title, to say, “ You 
shall not put any other Indians on this land.” I do not care whether 
the Senator from Massachusetts is in favor of it or whether he is 
be to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question, if there be no objec- 
tion to the consideration of the bill, is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the committee, which has been read. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to offer an amendment to section 4. Imove 
to strike out, in section 4, line 18, after the word “band,” the words 
„per capita in cash” and insert or members thereof, or used for 
their benefit, as the President shall direct.” That will put these 
Indians exactly in the same condition as the other Utes with refer- 
ence to these trust funds. There can be no objection to that. The 
President then can order the money to be paid in cash or otherwise. 

Mr. BECK, If the bill of the committee is to be changed, I wish 
some member of the committee to tell us what the changes are. The 
chairman of the committee is now absent, and I understood from 
gentlemen on the other side that the bill, as reported by him, was 
satisfactory to the committee. Changes in the bill are now being 
made, and I should like some member of the committee to advise 
us something about them. 

Mr. TELLER. I think when the Senator sees what this change is, 
he will not object to it. The bill as reported by the committee re- 
quires that the annuity shall be paid in cash. I have air oe asked 
to amend it so that the President may order it to be paid in cash, 
or in stock, or anything that he sees fit. There can be no objection 
to that. It puts them just in the same condition as the whole Ute 
tribe in regard to the balance of the trust funds. It still leaves it to 
be paid in cash if the President sees fit, or it can be paid in goods, cr 
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in cattle, if the President sees fit. The committee would not object 
to the amendment, I am satisfied. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado. I propose to offer an amendment. In sec- 
tion 1, line 7, after the word reservation,“ I move to insert “orin 
the vicinity thereof ;” so as to read: 

That instead of lands on the said La Plata River and vicinity in Colorado and 
New Mexico, as provided in and by said agreements, lands be allotted to the said 
Southern Utes in that part of the Territory of Utah known as the Uintah reserva- 
tion, or in the vicinity thereof, the same in all cases to be 3 selected. and 
allotted in manner aud form in all respects the same, except as is hereinafter pro- 
vided, in severalty, to such and every member of said Southern band of Utes enti- 
tled to receive lands under the provisions of said agreement as therein is provided 
touching the lands therein mentioned. 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado. To make the bill consistent the words“ or 
in the vicinity thereof” will have to be inserted in other places. In 
section 2, line 9, after the words ‘‘ Uintah reservation,” I move to 
insert the words “ or in the vicinity thereof.” 

The amendment was a; d to. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado. In section 3, line 3, after the words 
“‘ Uintah reservation,” I move to insert or in the vicinity thereof.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado. Also, in section 3, line 18, after the words 
“Uintah reservation,” I move to insert ‘‘ or in the vicinity thereof.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado. I move the same amendment after these 
words in section 5, line 5. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

BRIG GENERAL ARMSTRONG. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
take up the bill (S. No. 185) for the relief of the captain, owners, 
officers, and crew of the late United States private armed brig Gen- 
eral Armstrong, their heirs, executors, administrators, agents, or 
assigns, 
Mr. SAUNDERS. I tried to call upa bill the other morning of 
considerable importance. Unless we are going to lay aside the 
regular order this morning and take up bills out of their order, allow- 
ing the rest of us to have achance, I shall have to object to any bill 
being taken up out of its order. 

Mr. PEN DLETON. I hope the Senator will withdraw his objec- 
tion, and if not, I hope the Senator will give me two minutes to state 
why the bill ought to be taken up. I beg the Senator to withdraw 
his objection, and let the bill come up for consideration. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I have no objection if that course is to be fol- 


lowed out. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I shall not object to the Senators bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska must 
decide for himself. 


Mr. SAUNDERS. I shall withdraw my objection, because the 
Senator does not usually bring before the Senate anything unreason- 
able, I know., I shall withdraw it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill is before the Senate, there 
being no objection. 

Mr. ROLLINS. What is the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

Mr. MORRILL. I know that that is a bill in which my colleague 
(Mr. EDMUNDS] takes a great interest. I understand that he is to 
be here on Friday. I wish, therefore, the Senator from Ohio would 
allow it to go over until my colleague is present. 

Mr. PENDLETON. The bill comes from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, of which the Senator’s colleague is a member, and it has 
now been pending before the Senate for a long time. I beg that the 
Senator from Vermont will withdraw his objection, and not ask me 
to withdraw my request. I dislike to do anything that is not entirely 
courteous to him. 

Mr. MORRILL. I would not object if the bill came up in its regu- 
lar order, but it involves a very large amount, and I know that my 
coll e has very serious objections to the bill. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I must insist upon my application to the Sen- 
ate, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it the pleasure of the Senate that 
proceedings under the Anthony rule shall be displaced? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think my colleague had better let the bill go 
over until Friday. I would not object to taking it up, but I do not 
like to set the precedent of breaking the order of proceeding under 
the Anthony rule. If he will make the motion to proceed tothe con- 
sideration of the bill after two o’clock, I shall have no objection. 

Mr. VOORHEES. If the junior Senator from Ohio presses this 
motion I intend to vote with him to take the bill up. At the same 
time, I believe it could be passed any time, and that perhaps it 

ight be as well to leave it to be considered in itsorder. This mat- 
ter been very fully debated in the Senate, and I doubt whether 
there will be much delay or time spent in passing it, even if the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] were in his seat. I merely 


make that sugg on, I throw it out for what it is worth; but if the 
Senator from Ohio thinks it is better to insist on his motion I am 
going to vote with him, for I think there is no bill of greater merit 
on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it the pleasure of the Senate 
that the bill be taken up to the displacement of others on the Calen- 
dar, it being objected to? 

SHE Is that in order under the Anthony rule! 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think not. When the consideration of a bill 
is objected to, then its consideration may be continued by a majority 
of the Senate; but I think under the Anthony rule this bill cannot 
be taken up until two o’clock. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. It is settled by the Senate, I think, that a 
vote of the Senate can set aside the rule at any time. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Only when bills are reached in their order, and 
then therule expressly gives the right to override a single 4 bana 
However, I do not want to interfere with my Popstar cere bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair decides that the Anthony 
rule would have to be set aside in order to take up the bill, and no 
rule can be displaced without givinga day’s notice. The rule reads : 

That at the conclusion of the morning business for each day, unless, upon motion, 
the Senate shall at any time otherwiseorder, the Senate will proceed to the consid- 
eration of the Calendar of Bills and Resolutions. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As I understand the rule which has always been 
acted upon, when a bill is reached in its order and a single objection 
is made a Senator may move, notwithstanding that objection, to take 


up the bill. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. If the motion had been made at 
the commencement 0 3 under the Anthony rule, the Chair 
is of opinion that the Senate could determine the order of proceed- 


ing; but after the Senate has proceeded under the Anthony rule, the 
Chair believes that it must be proceeded with until two o’clock. 
That is the meaning of the rule: 

That at the conclusion of the morning business for each eee upon motion, 
the Senate shall at any time otherwise order, the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the Calendar of Bills and Resolutions, and continue such considera- 
tion until two o clock. 

After the morning business is concluded the Senate can take 
up anything it pleases, but after proceedings commence under the 
Anthony rule— 

Bills and resolutions that are not objected to shall be taken up in their order, and 
„„ objocien inny be tasmeporell at any cengy ef tie Leceoedines 
VVV N 1 — 

The words otherwise order” refer to an objection which may be 
made to bills that are reached in their order, After the Senate pro- 
ceeds to consider bills on the Calendar underthe Anthony rule, itseems 
to the Chair the rule cannot be displaced. It is the decision of the 
Chair that the Senator from Ohio must make his motion at the con- 
clusion of the morning business, before the Senate proceeds to the 
consideration of the Calendar under the Anthony rule, or at two 
o’clock, when the rnle ceases to operate. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I think that the unanimous consent of the 
Senate was given to the consideration of this bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That would be so but that the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] objected. 

Mr. PENDLETON.. But I think the bill was before the Senate, 
pending by unanimous consent, when the Senator from Vermont 
sought to stop it by one objection, and my colleague, the Senator 

‘from Ohio, sought by another objection to postpone it. ` 

Mr. MORRILL. Under the Anthony rule an objection can be made 
at any time. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I shall submit to the decision of the Chair, if 
the Chair says I am wrong. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood that the bill 
was not before the Senate strictly speaking. If there is no objection 
1 is before the Senate, but usually Senators object when they 

ease. 

Mr. 3 I submit to whatever the decision of the Chair 
may be. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair believes in regard to 
the Anthony rule that the mover of it meant, and the Senate meant, 
that after the Senate shall proceed to consider bills on the Calendar 
under that rule it must continue under it until two o’clock; but any 
bill on the Calendar may be taken up before the Anthony rule is 
proceeded with. The Senate may agree to lay aside the Anthony 
rule before it commences proceedings under it. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I give notice, then, that to-morrow morning, 
immediately after the close of the morning business, I shall ask the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to take up this bill. In the mean 
time I desire Senators to look, if they will do me the favor, at the 
report, which is in print and on file, and which ex, laius the matter 
so fully that I think the consideration of the bill will .ot take many 
moments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill on the Calendar will 
be stated. 

MARK WALKER. 


The bill (S. No. 297) for the relief of Mark Walker was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 
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The bill was reported by the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 10, before the word “ grade,” to 
strike out“ same.” 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, in line 11, after the word “lieutenant,” 
to strike out“ held by him on May 13, 1878.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 14, after the word “Army,” to 
strike out “ provided the same shall be recommended by the retiring 
board,” and insert : 

7 acceptance of the provisions of this act shall be a waiverto 
3 be prospective, ander ths pension laws of the United States. 


And said Walker shall not receive any pay, compensation or allowance of any 
kind prior to his appointment under this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The report in this case is not lon 
and I think it had better be read, as it states the ground on whic 
it is proposed to put this man back in the Army. 

The PRESIDENT ae tempore. The report was made by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana, [Mr. HaRRISON,] and perhaps he can explain it, 
without having the report read. 

Mr. HARRISON. is case is reported now a second time favor- 
ably from the Committee on Military Affairs. It was reported favor- 
ably at the last session of Con by General Burnside from that 
committee, aud passed the Senate. When it came first to the Senate 
at this session, some objections were made by the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. EDMUNDS] and perhaps by another Senator, and by a, 
ment the bill went back to the Military Committee, and the amend- 
ments which are now reported were reported with a view of avoid- 
ing those objections, 

ithout going over the case at any length, this officer went into 
service as a private soldier in the Fifteenth Indiana Volunteers, rose 
to be first lieutenant, and was desperately wounded at Stone River. 
After the close of the war he was appointed in the regular Army, and 
as the Senate knows, by the proceedings of a court-martial in Colo- 
rado was dismissed the service for intoxication at the retreat roll- 
call of his company ; simply when the company was called out to 
parade on Christmas eve. There was a recommendation to clemency 
in the opinion of the Judge-Advocate General; and the president of 
the court-martial, Colone e recommended him to clem- 
ency. This bill does not restore him to the active list of the Army, 
but simply provides for placing him on the retired list. In the pa- 
pers there are numerous certificates from Army surgeons attesting 
that at the time of this occurrence he was a sufferer from valvu- 
lar disease of the heart and from rheumatism, and that prior to that 
time he had been recommended by his colonel for retirement. 
These are the circumstances of the case, and I hope the Senate will 
consent to pass the bill. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I notice that the bill provides that the officer 
shall have no pay during the time he has been out of the service. 
That is contrary to the precedent we set yesterday. 

Mr. HARRISON. I was with the Senator from Rhode Island in 
his objection yesterday, and this bill conforms to his view in that 


case. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I would suggest to our friends on the other side 
that that amendment should be stricken out, because we have set 
the precedent that an officer retired and then restored shall have 
pay during the time that he was retired. 

Mr. McMILLAN. This was a private soldier; that was an officer 
of the Navy! 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the bill read as it now 
stands, 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read as follows: 


That the provisions of law 8 appointments in the Army are hereby 
33 ‘or the purpose of act, and 5 2 they affect Mark Walker, 


‘antry, to 

the grade and rank of first lieutenant; and that the said Walker shall —— 

be p upon the ret list of the Army: Provided, That the acceptance of the 
rovisions of this act shall be a waiver to all right, present and prospective, under 
e pension laws of the United States. And Walker shall not receive an 

pay, compensation, or allowance of any kind prior to his appointment under 

ac’ 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the intention of the amendment relative 
to his claim to pension? 

Mr. HARRISON. I will state to the Senator from Kansas, as was 
stated by the Senator from Missouri in a similar case a few days ago, 
that the committee have been in the habit of appending that amend- 
ment, treating the pay which the officer is to receive on the retired 
list as in lieu of pension, 

Mr. INGALLS. Ishe now on the pension list? 

Mr. HARRISON. He is. 

Mr. INGALLS. This drops him f 
Mr. HARRISON. This would drop him from the pension list. He 
is 11 to receive the retired pay of lieutenant. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I want to have it understood that my vote is 
against this. I do uot call for the yeas and nays, but I vote in the 


negative on all these bills to restore officers who have been court- 
martialed for any just cause to the Army of the United States, espe- 
cially for drunkenness. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

The bill was passed; there being on a division—ayes 32, noes 10. 

HERMAN BIGGS. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask consent to call up the case of Colonel Biggs. 
It is a similar bill to that just passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the order of business. 

Mr. SEWELL. Senate bill No. 173, order of business No. 10. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be considered before the 
Senate withont any motion. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Was it passed over without prejudice? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chairsounderstands. It was 
particularly os when reconsidered that it should be reconsidered 
without prejudice. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 173) for 
the relief of Herman Biggs.“ 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope Senators will begin to see the effect and 
importance of the principle involved in these bills. I do not see how 
any Senator who votes for these bills can resist the application of 
any officer who has ever been in the Army, whether honorably or dis- 
honorably discharged from the service, and now drawing a pension, 
who desires to be placed on the rolls of the retired list. More than 
a thousand officers, according to the muster-rolls, are in that condi- 
tion. There is no reason why a vote of this kind should not be con- 
sidered as a vote increasing the retired list a thousand names. It is 
e by a bill that is now pending in the Senate to add to the retired 

ist from one hundred to two hundred names in the highest ranks of 
the service, within the next three or four years; and if the princi- 
ple of this bill is applied to every officer who has been in the service 
at any time and has been discharged, either for cause or without cause, 
or who has resigned on account of his disabilities, having been unable 
to perform the duties of his office, what will be the result? Every 
such person may apply for an increase of his pension by being put 
on the retired list. The only effect of the passage of this bill is to 
increase the pension of Mr. Biggs, a very worthy and excellent gen- 
tleman. I had the pleasure of seeing him and conversing with Kim 
and therefore can speak of him kindly. It increases his pension from 
about the amount of $25 or $30 a month to from $150 to $200 a month. 

If the Senate is prepared to enter upon that method of pensioning 
all the persons who have been officers of the Army and are now in 
private life, and in the case of those drawing pensions increasing 
their pensions to the rate of $2,000 a year on the average, let us do 
it corer ef and understand what we are doing. It will have the 
same effect in drawing inoney from the Treasury that came from 
granting back pensions to soldiers, and, although not so much, the 
amount will be enormous. If we are going to adopt this as a prece- 
dent; if Mr. Walker and Mr. Bi 7 who either resigned or were 
retired with or without cause, shal be placed on the retired list now 
by act of Con I do not see how we can resist applications that 
would add at least $2,000,000 a year to the retired list. 

Mr. SEWELL. In this case the officer resigned. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know; I remember the case very well, and I 
have great re for the gentleman. 

Mr. SEWELL. The Senator puts it on the same footing with the 
cases of those who were disch: This officer resigned when he 
was entitled to be placed on the retired list. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. I see that; but the Senator no doubt voted to 
place Mark Walker on the retired list. There was an officer who 
probably in a moment of excitement drank too much, and was dis- 
charged summarily, drawing a poe, and his pension is now in- 
creased from $30 a month, which would be the pension of a lienten- 
ant I believe, to $135 a month. Now, it is proposed to do the same 
thing for Mr. Biggs, who resigned sixteen years ago. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask the Senator from Ohio if he thinks an officer 
wounded in war ought not to have $135 a month ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I want to bring the Senate to understand that 
that is a question whether or not we can afford to pension the offi- 
cers of the Army who are now under disability, partial or entire dis- 
ability, at the rate of $2,000a year. No country in the world has ever 
undertaken to such a pension-roll; no country in the world 
ever before undertook to do what we did in paying back pensions. 
Let it be understood that the Senator who has charge of this bill 
admits that this is a mere proposition to increase a pension from $20 
or $30 a month to $135 a month, and that that rule must be applied 
to every officer in like condition. That involves an increase of the 
pensions of at least a thousand officers at once; and then if you ex- 
tend it to officers, how can you refuse to extend it to the private sol- 
diers? Why give a private soldier a pension of $8 or $10 a month, 
and give an officer $135 a month? hy does not the same logic 
compel you to vote to your soldiers who were disabled an increased 
pension commensurate with the loss of an arm or of a leg, or an injwy 
to the body? If this principle is applied that pensions must be in- 
creased at the same ratio that is proposed in these bills, there are 
250,000 pensioners who are now disabled by our civil war, yes, sir, 
300,000 pensioners who are disabled by our civil war who would have 
a right to an increase of pension for the same reason that it is pro- 
posed to give it to Mr. Biggs. 
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Mr. PLATT. Let the report be read; it is short. I mean the 


report, leaving out the documents. 
e Principal Legislative Clerk read the report, submitted by Mr. 
SEWELL December 13, 1881. 

Mr. PLATT. I think, Mr. President, that my legislative education 
has, perhaps, been sadly neglected. I have not yet brought myself 
to feel and believe that this Government has money to give away 
simply to the good fellows who ask it; butit seems that I am entirely 

i en. gislation proceeds here, as it seems to me, not upon 
any principle, but because some good fellow asks to have something 
paid to him from the Government Treasury. That is about the size 
of this case. Here is an officer who resigned from choice in 1865. 
He could have gone on the retired list then if he chose; he chose to 
resign. He has since been awarded a pension of $17 or $20 a month, 
which he is now enjoying. He has come to the conclusion that that 
pension is not large enough, and he wants $135 a month for the rest 
of his life, and he comes here and asks it; and, as it seems to me, 
without any earthly reason existing in his case more than exists in 
the case of any other officer of the regular Army who las resigned, 
it is proposed to put him on the retired list, where he can draw $135 
a month instead of the pension allowed by law and which he volun- 
tarily chose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on ordering the bill 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Mr. President, I should like to say a word or 
two upon this bill, as it was before our committee; and in answer 
to the Senator who has just addressed the Senate I would say that 
his ment strikes me as a very extraordinary one. He says that 
this . 5 could as a lientenant-colonel have been retired in 1865, 
at the end of the war. He had the right then, certainly, to be placed 
on the retired list with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, but. feeling 
that he could earn his own living, thinking that his wound would 
not develop, as it subsequently did, into a very dangerous and pain- 
ful one, he gave up his position, and from that day to this has been 
trying to make his own living, and has saved the Government the 
expense of retaining him on the retired list. After years of painful 
suffering his wound has assumed such a character that it now threat- 
ens his life ; he is incompetent for any work; and not only that, sir, but 
he has lost all the means that he had of support, and now, after the 
expiration of seventeen years, he simply asks the Congress of the 
United States to give him a position on the retired list, and in a lower 
gade to that which he had the right to take seventeen years ago. 

I said, his wound has assumed a serious character, as appears by 
the certificate of Dr. D. Hayes Agnew and other physicians. All the 
roof before us shows that this gentleman is still disabled, and now 
e comes here and asks for what was justly his due seventeen years 

o, and I trust that we shall not refuse it. He did not know at 
that time what the result of his wound would be. 

Mr. JACKSON. I should like to inquire of the Senator from South 
Carolina whether this gentleman would not be entitled under the 
increased disability to increased pension ? 

Mr. HAMPTON. I really am not able to inform the Senator upon 
that point. The bill yeaa ene proposed to put him on the retired 
list as a lieutenant-colonel, but it has been amended, as I understand, 
to place him there with the rank of captain; and it gives no back 
pay atall. The Senator from New Jersey can undoubtedly answer 
the question of the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. SEWELL. What is the question? 

Mr. JACKSON. The question is whether he would not be entitled, 
under the increased disability, to an increase of pension. 

Mr. SEWELL. All an officer can obtain as pension would be about 
thirty dollars a month. He gets the highest pension now that he 


can get. 
ME INGALLS. Mr. President, I have hitherto been opposed to 
this legislation upon principle, but the Senate has by vote in many 


instances established a precedent. During this session every man to 
whom my attention has been called who has been dismissed from the 
service as a drunkard, a defanlter, an insubordinate mutineer, has 
been reported upon 3 the Committees on Military and 
Naval Affairs, and they have been restored either with or without 
ay or placed on the active or retired list by vote of the Senate. I 
as not propose, so far as my vote is concerned, hereafter to discrim- 
inate against men who have been sober, honest, upright, and obedi- 
ent to duty. Mr. Biggs was neither a drunkard, nor a mutineer, nor 
a defaulter. He was a gallant soldier who was severely wounded 
while in the service of his country. He had the Highs to be placed 
on the retired list years ago, but, being in comfortable circumstances, 
preferred to save the Treasury the expense that would have been en- 
tailed by this act on his part, and during the interval of thirteen 
ears his wound has become so severe that he cannot lift his hand to 

is mouth and every respiration is an agony and a torture. He is 
unable to meet the necessary expenses that are devolved upon him 
by this disability. And inasmuch as the Senate has established this 
recedent in favor of men who belong to an entirely different class 
m Colonel Biggs, I shall comply with the will of the Senate and 


vote for this bi 

Mr. ROLLINS. Ido not think the Senator from Kansas wants to 
do an injustice to the Committee on Naval Affairs. He has stated 
that the Committee on Naval Affairs and the Committee on Military 
Affairs in every instance had made a favorable report wherever any 


request of this kind had been made. I desire to call his attention to 
the fact that the Committee on Naval Affairs havein a few instances 
at least reported adversely on such cases. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think the Senate has reversed their action. 

Mr. ROLLINS. It may have in some instances. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Take yesterday for one. 

Mr. ROLEINS. No; in the case yesterday the report was in accord- 
ance with the action of the Senate, though an important amendment 
was added by the Senate which relieved the bill of many of the 
objections with which it was chargeable. But I wish to say, Mr. 
President, that the Committee on Naval Affairs has been occupied, 
for a large share of its time at least, not in reconstructing the Navy 
orin preparing to reconstruct the Navy, but in absolutely reconstruct- 
ing the Navy Register. That has been largely the business of the 
Naval Committee during this entire session, and I hope that such 
action will be taken by the Senate on the bills which have been pre- 
sented and are to be presented as will enable the Committee on 
Naval Affairs to give attention to some other subject rather than the 
reconstruction of the Navy Register. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on ordering the bill 
to be 1 and to be read a third time. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. ANTHONY and Mr. SHERMAN called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, I just wish to say, as a 
member of the Naval Committee, that I do not feel in the least com- 
pumonte at the vindication of itto which we have just listened 

rom the Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. RoLLINS,] who is also 
a member of the same committee. Some reflections were cast upon 
that committee by the Senator from Kansas—— 

Mr. INGALLS. No, sir, I beg pardon; I cast no reflections. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. My friend from New Hampshire, rising 
in vindication of the committee, made a statement which I construe 
to be anything but just to the Naval Committee. Ido not know 
what he had reference to when he said that the time of that com- 
mittee was taken up chiefly in reforming the Navy Register. Well, 
Mr. President, I think that was a very good work, for I think the 
Navy Register needs reformation, and we have unquestionably the 

wer to reform it; and if the hand of reform has been extended to 
it I do not think that ought to be the subject of complaint. If the 
Senator meant to refer to some cases before the committee with which 
I happened to be connected, when the proper time comes I will say 
to him that I expect to be able to satisfy the Senate that what the 
committee has done has been eminently proper and right. 

Mr. ROLLINS. It was not my purpose to censure the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. The committee must give its attention to such 
business as is referred to it by the Senate, and the questions referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs by the Senate are those which 
tend in the direction to which I alluded, the reconstruction of the 
Register and not the reconstruction of the Navy. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BECK, (when his name was called.) I am paired on all ques- 
tions where we differ with the Senator from Maine, [Mr. HALE, j who 
is necessarily absent; but I am authorized to vote in this case, and 
I vote “yea.” 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, (when his name was called.) Iam 
paired with the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. GROOME. ] 


The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 34, nays 15; as follows: 
YEAS—34. 
Ba: Jones of Ni Se 
yard, Frye, of Nevada, . — 
Blair, Grover MePherson, Teller, 
on Ham: — Cal., j 
n organ, oor! 
Camden, Hill of Colorado, Pendleton, alkor,” 
Cameron of Wis., In — — Williams. 
ne tai Jol S, 
ey, Jones of Saunders, 
NAYS—15. 
Aldrich, A McMillan, Saulsbury, 
Anthony, Hard Maxe Sherman, z 
Coke, Jackson, Mo: Windom. 
Davis of Illinois, Jonas, Platt, 
ABSENT—27. . 
N Fair, Hoar, Cine. 
George, Kellogg, umb, 
8 of Pa., Gorman, Lamar, Ransom, 
Cockrell, Groome, Lapham, Sawyer, 
Davis of W. Va., pe Togan, ve 
Dawes, Ha ey, ne, Van Wyck. 
Edmunds, Hill of Georgia, Miller of N. Y., 


So the bill was passed. 
GEORGE E. PAYNE. 


Mr. JACKSON. I ask ission to call up Senate bill No. 391, 
which was passed over a few days since without prejudice. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill A No. 391) referring the claim of George E. Payne to the 
Court of Claims. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
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amendment, to insert the word “alleged” before “wron. 


ul,“ in line 
3, and to strike out the following words in lines 13, 14, 15, 16, and 17: 
Are legally due to said 5 Payne by reason of said sei 


seizure, use, vege 
tion, and detention of his sai propery: and to render judgment therefor, with 
interest from January 1, 1866, until paid. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 

Was equitably due to said George E. Payne by reason of money, pro or 
actual value 8 by the United States from the said seizure, use, — Aa 
and detention of his said property, and to render judgment therefor. 

So as to make the bill read: 


That the claim of George E. Payne for the alle; seizure, use, occu- 
ation, and detention of his sugar plantation and other property in the parish of 
Saint Charles. Louisiana, by military orders of the United States, in 1862, with his 
tition and the papers therewith on the files of the Senate, and all the papers re- 
fating thereto on file in the Treasury Department and the War De ent, be, 
and the same are hereby, referred to the Court of Claims; and the said court is 
hereby authorized and empowered to adjudge and determine, after hearing all 
evidence, what amount of damages, if an; was equitably due to said rely? bons 
Payne by reason of money, property, or actual value received by the United 
from the said seizure, use, occupation, and detention of his property, and to 
render judgment therefor. 


The amendment was a d to. 

Mr. HARRIS. With the permission of my colleague who reported 
the bill that has just been read, I offer as a substitute for the bill 
a provision reported by myself in the same case to the Senate in the 
Forty-sixth Con „Which was then unanimonsly passed by the 
Senate, and which in the main accomplishes precisely the same ob- 
ject, and I think preferable to the bill as now reported, and there- 

fore I offer it as à substitute for the bill as reported by the committee. 
ec f George E. Payne for the all wron seizure, and 
ance thine Pia plantation an other ee ee the cect of Saint Charles, 


in the State of by the orders of military officers of the United States in 
tition and ali 


1862, with his petition a; papers filed therewith and relating thereto, including 


such as are on file in the Treasury and War Departments, be, and the same are here- 
by, referred to the Court of Claims, and the said courtis hereby authorized to hear 
and determine, without regard to lapse of time, according to the then existing 
laws, after considering all competent evidence, the liability or non-liability of the 
United States, and if liable, then the amount, if any, due to said Payne, to ren- 
der judgment as in other cases. 

I desire to say that the difference between the substitute and the 
bili now reported from the committee is in this: the last four lines 
of the bill as reported may confine the measure of damages, if the 
court shall decide that this claimant had any rights, to the extent 
of the benefit actually received by the Government by reason of the 
seizure. The factsof the case show conclusively that the seizure was 
made by the agent of the Government, fully authorized and required 
to make it; and under the substitue I offer the whole matter as to the 
legal rights of the claimant, and the measure of damages resulting 
from these legal rights is submitted to the Court of Claims. Itis for 
that reason that I offer the amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let the report be read. 

Mr. GARLAND. I wish to su to the Senator from Tennessee 
that whichever bill may be 8 either party should have the 
right to appeal to the Supreme Court under the laws now regulating 


appeals. 
Mur. JACKSON. I have no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall certainly, so far as I am concerned, accept 
that suggestion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the report is called 
for. It is a long report. 

Mr. HARRIS. The report is voluminous. The main facts in the 
case can be stated by my colleague or by myself. My colleague now 
reports it, and he has substantially adopted the report that was made 
by the Committee on Claims of the Forty-sixth Congress. I know of 
no member of the committee who is opposed to the adoption of my 
substitute, and I have already pointed out the difference between it 
and this bill. The billas reported by mein the Forty-sixth Congress 

passed the Senate without a dissenting voice. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to inquire the number of this bill on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. JACKSON. It is No. 155 in the order of business. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think as a new bill has virtually been intro- 
duced it ought to be printed so that we can see precisely what it is. 

Mr. JACKSON. I will state to the Senator from Vermont that 
the new bill of which he speaks is the one that passed the Senate at 
the last session of Congress. That bill is proposed to be substituted 
by my colleague. The committee amended that bill in the interest 
of the claimant, as they supposed, giving him equitable rights, in- 
tending to be in his favor; but as he prefers to have the bill as it 
passed the Senate in the last Congress my colleague proposes to sub- 
stitute it in lieu of the bill now reported by the committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think we ought to have a statement of the 


case. 

Mr. JACKSON. The claimant in this case was a loyal citizen. 
His loyalty is clearly established. He resided abont twenty miles 
above the city of New Orleans, in the parish of Saint Charles, and 
while temporarily absent for a day or two from his plantation it was 
seized as“ captured and abandoned pro He took the oath of 
allegiance on the morning of the very day his pro y was seized. 
The Government used it and occupied it for several years, appropri- 


ating the ay that were on it at the time and that were subsequently 
The seizure does not fall within the captured 


raised upon the place. 


and abandoned property act at all. The man was loyal then and 
took his oath of allegiance on the morning of the day the property 
was taken ion of by the order of the sequestration board estab- 
lished by General Butler’s orders. There is no ground of equity or 
of right on which the Government can withhold from him the pro- 
ceeds of the property ; and the question as to whether it is liable in 
a shape of damages is a question that is referred to the Court of 
aims. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. JACKSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. In what respect does this case differ from 
that of Warren Mitchell? 

Mr. JACKSON. Warren Mitchell was a citizen of the State of 
Kentucky at the time he was holding transactions and dealing with 
a belligerent enemy. This man resided on his own plantation, and 
the crops upon it were seized by the Government. There has been 
no proceeding to confiscate it, there has been no proceeding to con- 
demn it. He was a loyal man residing upon his own plantation. 

Mr. JONAS. On the contrary, I suggest to my colleague the prop- 
erty was given up to him, turned over to him. 

Mr. JACKSON. The property was given up to him after investi- 
gation, the Attorney-General of the United States reporting that the 
seizure was improper. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Senator will remember that 
although this bill was reported from the Committee on Claims, it 
was not a unanimous report. 

Mr. JACKSON. No, sir. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I did not agree with the majority 
of the committee in reporting the bill favorably. The report is a 
very lengthy one, and there is hardly time to read it, but still I think 
the facts contained in the report ought to be brought to the attention 


of the Senate. 
If the Senator calls for the read- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
15 or the report, it will be read. 

r. JACKSON. It would give a fairer explanation than we can 
possibly ive in five minutes, 

Mr. C RON, of Wisconsin. At the time the plantation was 
returned to Mr. Payne, the claimant, what was alleged to be the 
entire profit that accrued from the plantation during the time it was 
occupied by the United States was paid to him, over $16,000. One 
of the principal reasons that induced me to vote against reporting 
the claim favorably was that that was a settlement of the whole 
matter. It is true he did not concede that it was a correct settle- 
ment, but still the account as stated by the Government showed a 
balance of some sixteen thousand dollars of profit due, which balance 
was paid over to the claimant, Mr. Payne. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him if the sub- 
stitute I offer for the bill does not submit the whole question as to 
whether or not this claimant has any. legal right, and if so the meas- 
ure and extent of the right to the court, and if the bill reported by 
the committee submits the whole question to the court as to whether 
or not he has equitable rights? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Yes. 

Mr. HARRIS. And unless the court find that he has equitable 
rights under the one or legal rights under the other it is utterly im- 
possible for this claimant ever to recover one copper. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. That may be so, but inasmuch as 
I was of the opinion that the whole matter had been settled, I saw 
no occasion for referring it to any court under any sort of a bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN, This waives the statute of limitations, I think. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, It waivesthestatute of limitations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
aif Nada that the report be read? 

. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I will hardly do that because it 
could not be read within the remainder of the morning hour. It is 
a very lengthy report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] to the amendment of 
the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. HARRIS. ] 

Mr. McMILLAN, There ought to be either some statement of the 
substance of the report so that we can understand the case, or the 
report ought to be read; and if there is no statement to be made, I 
shall ask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senate will indulge me I will put in asingle 
word a statement that in my judgment covers the whole case. This 
property was unmistakably the property of this claimant, and he was 

iving upon and enjoying it. Under the orders of Major-General 
Butler at New Orleans the property was seized and taken from his 
ee It was held, my recollection is, for four years. It was 
y returned to him as his property, and returned to him minus, 

as he alleges, a large proportion of valuable personal property that 
was upon the place at the time of the seizure and which was wrested 
from him at that time. The eee of the plantation was lodged 
in the Government for some four years and then returned to him de- 
nuded of a large proportion of the personal property. This bill 
waives the statute of limitations and authorizes him to go before the 
Court of Claims to assert whatever rights he may have had under 
the laws as they then existed. If he had rights he may assert them 
there; if he had no rights under the laws as they then existed he 
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goes out of court minus the cost that his suit involves. That is the 
whole case in a nutshell. 

M. FRYE. This is a case reported by the Senator from Tennessee, 
[Mr. Jacksox.] That gives me confidence enough to vote for it. 


Mr. McMILLAN. This claim has been before the Senate for a good 
while. When I was a member of the Committee on Claims I know it 
was before the committee at that time. This man received pay at the 
time the property was redelivered to him for all that it was supposed 
he had lost, and the testimony, as I remember it, submitted there was 
of the vaguest kind, and the whole case was made up of suppositions. 
I did not believe at the time that there was anything due to this man 
more than had been paid to him. He now comes in with a claim for 
an additional amount, and asks that an act be passed here relieving 
him from the statute of limitations which had run against his claim 
and which had run against all claims of the class, He asks to have 
an exception made in his fayor, and that this matter go to the Court 
of Claims. I do not think it is a claim of the character upon which 
such action ought to be taken. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Is this a case of which at any @me hitherto 
the Court of Claims would have had jurisdiction outside of special 
legislation ? i 

. HARRIS. No, it was not a matter of contract; the Court of 
Claims would not have had jurisdiction. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In reference tothe statement that the bill passed 
without a dissenting voice at the last session or some previous ses- 
sion, as the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] believes, I think 
there must be a mistake in regard to that, or some of the members of 
the committee were absent from the Senate at the time. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ispeak from memory, but I am quite confident in 
that memory and the RECORD will show it that way. 

Mr. McMILLAN So far as that is concerned, I know that in the 
committee I was opposed to this claim and there were other members 
of the committee opposed to it. I see no reason for changing the 
views I entertained. 

Mr. JACKSON. I will state to the Senator that there is evidently 


a mistake in the statement just made in reference to what the Gov- f 


ernment received. The proof clearly shows that. 

The PRESIDENT pro enpiri: By unanimous consent the Senator 
from Tennessee mag ro . 

Mr. JACKSON. Just want to finish the statement. The net pro- 
ceeds received by the Government from the cultivation of the farm 
were upward of $33,000, and they did pay him in 1865 some $17,000, 
which was about the amount of the stock of sugar on hand at the 
time the Government took ion of the plantation. The net 
proceeds realized by the Government from the use of the farm, in the 
cultivation and renting of it, were some $33,000. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Will the Senator from Tennessee 
look on page 9 of the report, near the bottom of the page, and he will 
observe that the net proceeds were not $33,000, because there is the 
sum of over $16,000 A niet as the expenses of working the planta- 
tion. That deducted from the amount received left $17,010.83 as the 
net proceeds received from the plantation. 

Mr. JACKSON. The sentence above that explains the full amount 
received by the Government. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. But it does not deduct the amount 
charged for expenses of working the plantation. 

Mr. JACKSON. That may be. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. So that the net proceeds as shown 
by the statement made by the Government were $17,010.83, which 
entire sum was paid over to Payne. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from 5 [Mr. GARLAND] to the amendment of 
the Senator from Tennessee, [ Mr. 2 Which will be read. 

The PRINCIPAL LEGISLATIVE CLERK. At the end of the amend- 
ment it is proposed to add: 

And either may have the right of to the Supreme from the 
decision of s court, Tn oid tg of Fry dager — N 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I shall vote for this bill, but with respect 
to claims of this description I should like to see a little more uni- 
formity of decision. Of course, we know that claims of this kind 
have excited a good deal of talk in the country that has been unde- 
served. But a little while ago a case came before the Senate which, 
I think, was as meritorious as this—I do not quarrel with anybody 
for differing in opinion with me about it—upon an adverse report. 
I referred a while ago to the case of Warren Mitchell. The Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. JACKSON] states that this gentleman was a loyal 
man and took the oath of allegiance. I suppose that constituted his 
8 If he had been a loyal man, of course the administration 
of that oath was unnecessary, and that made him loyal. Warren 
Mitchell did the same thing. Still the property was confiscated in 
both cases; and there stands on the Treasury of the United States 
to-day, admitted on its books, over $100,000, the net proceeds of 
Mitchell’s individual property, to which it is held he has no right 
because, being a loyal citizen of Kentucky, he entered the State of 
Georgia with the permission of the military authorities of the United 
States and remained there a little while. Shortly before the seizure 
he took the oath of allegiance and became just as loyal as this man. 

I only rose to say that while I do not intend to oppose any just 
measure of this -kind, in principle I cannot see much difference 
between this case and that of Mitchell. 


Mr. JACKSON. There is a marked difference, but we can discuss 
that when we reach the Mitchell case. I do not wish to discuss the 
Mitchell case now. 

: Mr. JONES, of Florida. I thought proper to say that much about 


t now. 

Mr, SAULSBURY. It seems to me that we have now presented a 
very plain proposition. This gentleman resided,in the State of Lou- 
isiana, owned, occupied, and cultivated a plantation there which the 
Federal authorities took from him, taking from him also the personal 
property which was upon the farm, the crop, machinery, and every- 
thing. They kept such accounts as they saw proper, and subse- 
2 paid him some sixteen or seventeen thousand dollars. He 

oes not consider that he was paid for the use of his farm and per- 
sonal property, and he merely asks that he may have the privilege of 
going into a Federal court and there showing that he is entitled to 
more than he received. That is the simple pro sition. The ques- 
tion is, Shall we award him that permission Certainly I shall vote 
for it with pleasure without reference to the case of Warren Mitchell 
or any other case. It is simply a proposition to give this man the 
op ormon of going into a Federal court and establishing the fact, 
if he can, that he has not been indemnified for the loss he sustained. 
I shall vote for the proposition. 

The PRESIDENT ipro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] to the amendment of 
the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr, HARRIS. ] 

The amendment to the amendment was a; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 
ie McMILLAN. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 

ill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
32, nays 19; as follows: 


ed to. 


YEAS—32. 
Bayard, Farley, Ingalls, Mor, 
Beck. Garland, Jackson, Pu 
Butler, „ Johnston, Saule 5 
Call. Gorman, Jonas, Sewell, 
Camden, Groome, Jones of Florida, Slater, 
Coke, Grover, Kello; Vest, 
Davis of W. Va., Hampton, McPherson, Voorhees, 
Fair, Maxey, Walker. 
NAYS—19. 
Aldrich, Davis of Illinois, Miller of N. Y., Sawyer, 
Anthony, Ferry, Mitchell, 
Harrison, Pendleton. Teller, 
Cameron of Wis., Hill of Colorado, Platt, Wi 
onger, Rollins, 
ABSENT—25. 
Allison, Hal Saunders, 
E e Yan Wyck, 
ameron s 0 one, an 
Cockrell, Hoar, ot x Miller of Cal., Williams. 
awes, ones of Nevada, 
Edm š N Plumb, 
Frye, Lapham, m, 


So the bill was passed. 

Mr. FRYE. Can I record my vote? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No, sir. 

Mr. INGALLS. By mous consent, if the result is not changed. 

Mr. FRYE. It would not change the result. I wish my vote re- 
corded ‘ yea.” 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator can announce how he would vote. 

The PRESIDENT 5785 tempore. The Chair does not think any Sen- 
ator can vote after the announcement is made. He can change his 
vote or withdraw his vote by consent, but he cannot vote. 

The hour of two o’clock has been reached, and proceedings under 
the Anthony rule are ended. 

DIRECT-TAX SALES. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, Loffer the following resolution, which I had not 
the opportunity to offer in the morning hour, and I ask for its pres- 
ent consideration : 


Resolved, That the of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
forward to the e for its information, a statement showing 

First, the number of farms or Dr with the number of acres in each, sold 
in the States of V Florida, and Arkansas under an act entitled An act 
for the collection of direct taxes in insurrectionary districts within the United 
States, and for other pi approved June 7, 1862; to whom said farms or 
ee belonged at the time of said sales, and who were the purchasers thereof 
at said tax sales. 

Second, the amount for which each of said farms or plantations was assessed for 
taxation; the amounts collected from each of the same, and the amounts at which 
each of said farms or plantations were bid off, and by whom. 

Third, what amount of money arising from said sales was covered into the United 
States over and above the amount of direct taxes laid and collected against 
said States er said act, and the cost and expenses of said sales, and what amount 
is now in said Treasury. 


Mr. INGALLS. Let that lie over until to-morrow and be printed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 
Mr. JOHNSTON. Thesame resolution was passed at a former ses- 


sion. 
Mr. INGALLS. I should like to see it in print. 


1882. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. 2 


its Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the t 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3208) making appro- 
priations for fortifications and other works of defense, and for the 
armament thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for 
other purposes, and had non-concurred in the first and second amend- 
ments of the Senate thereto. , 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
forty-sixth amendment of the Senate and non-concurred in all the 
other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3830) making 
appropriations for the consular and diplomatic service of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other pur- 


poses. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. MILLER, of New York, it was 


Orunia That the petition and papers in the case of William H. Young be taken 
from the en and referred $0 the ommittee on Claims. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on the 11th 
instant, approved and signed the following acts: $ 

An act is. No. 731) appropriating money for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a suitable building for a post-office and other Gov- 
ernment offices in the city of Minneapolis, State of Minnesota ; 

An act (S. No. 768) to accept and ratify the agreement submitted 
by the Crow. Indians of Montana for the sale of a portion of their 
reservation in said Territory, and for other purposes, and to make 
the n appropriations for carrying out the same; and 

An act (S. No. 1501) for the erection of a public building at Colum- 
bus, Ohio. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. No. 3548) makin ek iinet for the service of 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, 


and for other p 3 
On motion of Mr. PLUMB, it was 


Resolved, That the Senate insist on its amendments 
of Representatives to the said bill, and ask a conference 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 


By unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the Pres- 
ident pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. PLUMB, Mr. ALLISON, 
and Mr. BECK. 


SAINT LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the consider- 
ation of the bill 15 No. 60) ratifying the act of the general council 
of the Choctaw Nation of Indians yee to the Saint Louis and 
San Francisco Railway Company right of way for a railroad and tel- 
egraph line through that nation, the pending question being on the 
amendment proposed by Mr. INGALLS to section 10 of the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Railroads. 

. VEST. Mr. President 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Before the Senator from Missouri 
proceeds I wish to remind the Senate that there has been an appro- 
priation bill ready for action for a week or ten days. We have been 
wong hoping that the present bill would be disposed of. I hope 
wes come to a vote on it to-day, as to-morrow morning I shall 
ask the Senate to take up that bill and put it on its passage, because 
I shall have to be absent after to-morrow for some days. 

Mr. INGALLS. What appropriation bill is it? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The agricultural bill. 

Mr. MAXEY. I hope we shall be able to dispose of this bill to-day. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I am as anxious as any Senator can 

ossibly be to bring the fate of this bill to a decision. The State of 
Trissouri is peculiarly interested in the passage of this measure, pecu- 
liarly interested beca! tate 


the House 
ouse on the 


to b. 
th the 


use the commercial relations between the 
of Texas and the State of Missouri are such that the welfare of the 
one involves necessarily the welfare of the other; and were it not for 
the extraordinary statements made by the opponents of this bill I 
should not detain the Senate for a single instant. 

Now, Mr. President, a word in limine in to the protest which 
has been thrust upon the Senate, coming from the Cherokees, the 
Seminoles, and the Creeks, in opposition to this bill. The senior 
Senator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS] most eloquently and classically, 
yesterday, stated the advance in civilization made by the five civil- 
ized tribes in the Indian Territory. No one rejoices more than my- 
self in the fact that these Indians have advanced in the arts of civ- 
ilization and in religious and moral elevation; and in one respect 
they have advanced almost miraculously. They have acquired that 
great art of civilization so well understood in some portions of this 
country, the art of attending not only to their own business, but to 
that of everybody else. Not satis‘ied with attending to the affairs 
of their own tribes and dealing with their own lands, they have re- 
peatedly come to this Senate, through their delegates, and under- 
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taken to tell the Congress of the United States what should be done 
in regard to the property of their neighbors. 

When more than a year since I presented the petition of the Pe- 
orias and confederated Miamies in the Indian Territory for a tenure 
of land in severalty the delegates of the Choctaws and Chicasaws 
and Creeks and Seminoles came immediately to the Senate with a 
protest against the passage of any such bill. Not satisfied with their 
own tenure, not satisfied with regulating their own domestic affairs, 
they undertook then to tell the Peorias and the Miamies, hundreds of 
miles away from their own land, what they should do for their own 
benefit and that of their posterity. And now, sir, the Seminoles, the 
Creeks, and the Cherokees, without any more interest in the land 
involved in this bill than I have, or any other Senator npon this 
floor, come here, after the approved custom of the Indian tribes, with 
a protest against the passage of a bill in which there can only be 
upon their part an indirect and most remote interest. And, Mr. 
President, in this protest, which I propose simply to notice in pass- 
ing, is the remarkable statement reiterated by the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. INGALLS] yesterday over and over again, that the Indians 
in the Indian Territory hold their lands in fee-simple and absolutely 
from the Government of the United States. I denied the statement 
then and I deny it now. I say that the evidence is conclusive and 
irresistible, and there can be no question about it, that they do not 
hold these lands in fee-simple, but hold them by a qualified title, and 
by a qualified title alone. 

I call the attention of the senior Senator from Kansas to what I 
shall now read. A colloquy occurred yesterday between that Sen- 
ator and myself, and I call his attention particularly to a statement 
made in it by him. The statement is made in the protest of these 
Seminoles, Cherokees, and Creeks, the salient point in this case, that 
they hold this land in absolute fee-simple from the Government of 
the United States. I deny it, and yesterday I called the attention 
of the Senator to it when he made the statement in these words: 

Mr. Vest. In order that there may be no misunderstanding about the patent, let 
me ask the Senator from Kansas whether I shall understand him to say that the 
terms of the patent are to the effect that the Indians shall hold that land as long 
as they exist as a nation? 

Mr. Incatts, That is exactly in the language of the treaty: ‘‘ To inure to them 
while they shall exist ás a nation.“ 

And the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] asked the 
Senator from Kansas if he quoted the treaty of 1830; and he said 
that he did, holding the treaty before him. I asserted then that the 
terms of that treaty and of the patent—although I did not have the 
treaty before me, I had the patent—the terms of their tenure and of 
their title were that they held the land so long as they preserved 
their autonomy as tribes and so long as they occupied the land, and 
no longer. The Senator from Kansas denied it and quoted from the 
treaty, and said: 

That is exactly in the language of the treaty: ‘To inure to them while they 
shall arist as a nation.” s z : = 

Since the adjournment of the Senate yesterday I have procured 
that treaty. I did not think I could be mistaken in regard to this 
question, which has been over and over submitted to the Committee 
on Territories of which I have been a member since I haye been a 
member of the Senate. I did not think that my memory had played 
me false, that I did not know that that patent and that treaty pro- 
vided that they should hold this land and occupy it, and when they 
did not occupy it that their title should cease. Here is the second 
article of the treaty, before the Senator from Kansas yesterday and 
before me to-day : 

The United States, under a t iall >; 
VCC bbb e 
west of the Mississippi River, in fe ple to them their descendants, to inure 
to them while they shall exist as a nation and live on it. 

Those were the terms, and the patent simply followed the treaty 
and was copied from the treaty; and, instead of being a fee-simple 
absolute, without condition, it has the two conditions, first, that the 
tribe shall continue to exist as a tribe and preserve its tribal organi- 
zation, and then that it shall remain in the occupation of the Tai. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator will pardon an interruption for a 
moment, 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not wish to reply to his argument now. 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course I yield. 

Mr. INGALLS. I submitted yesterday to interruption from the 
Senator, and I ask a return of that courtesy now merely for the pur- 
pose of saying that in my judgment the words to which he has called 
my attention do not in any sense qualify the title under which these 
Indians hold that land. ey have the absolute fee to the land, to 
themselves and their descendants, and the fact is that the limiting 
words, ‘‘so long as they endure as a nation, and so long as they live 
on it,” do not qualify it, because they do exist as a nation and do 
live on it. That the Senator may understand my position, and not 
be led to suppose that I withheld any language from the treaty that 
was pertinent to it, I merely put this on record now that he may 
understand definitely what my view is. 

Mr. VEST. Very good. It is fortunate that any discussion be- 
tween the Senator from Kansas and myself as to the meaning of this 
patent has been removed by repeated decisions of the Supreme Court 
of the United States in regard to this patent and in regard to this 
treaty. In the case of Holden vs. Joy, in 17 Wallace, referred to 
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in the protest offleiously thrust into this debate by the representa- 
tives of the Creeks, Seminoles, and Cherokees, the Supreme Court 
of the United States construed this treaty, and construed and passed 
upon the title of the Indian tribes to their land in the Territory. 
Said the court: 

Possessed as the United States were of the fee-simple title to the neutral 
lands, discharged of the right of occupancy by the Osage Indians, it was clearly 
competent for the proper authorities of the United States to convey the same 
to the Cherokee Nation. Subsequent acts of the United States show that the 
stipulations, covenants, and ments of the treaty in naonao were regarded 
by all the departments of the Government as creating binding obligations, as full 
ere from the fact that they all concurred in carrying the provisions into 
pitect. 8 were made for surveys, and surveys were ordered, and 
plats were made, and on the Ist of December, 1838, a patent for the land promised 
‘was issued by the 8 in full execution of the second and third articles of 
the treaty. Among other things it is recited in the patent that it is issued in exe- 
ecution of the agreements and stipulations contained in the said several treaties. 

As I stated yesterday, the treaties were crystallized, were formu- 
lated, were made a finality in the terms of the patent, and the patent 
is the highest evidence of title } 

And that the United States do give and grant unto the Cherokee Nation the two 
described tracts of land as surveyed, containing the whole quantity therein men- 
tioned; to have and to held the same, together with all the rights, privileges, and 
appurtenances therete belonging, to the said Cherokee Nation forever— 

That would be an absolute fee-simple, but adds the court— 


sub; to certain conditions therein specified, of which the last one is that the 
lands hereby granted shall revert to the United States if the said Cherokee Nation 
becomes extinct or abandons the premises. 

Now, Mr. President, will any lawyer, will any tyro in the law whe 
has ever looked at the laws of realty as laid down in the text-books, 
in Blackstone, or in any of the writers in regard to real estate, dare 
to assert that a title with conditions in it such as these, and with an 
absolute reversion to the grantor in a certain event, is an absolute 
fee-simple? Why, sir, as an eccentric old Irish lawyer said once in 
defining a title in fee: 

He who holds his lands in fee 

Need fear neither to shake nor to shiver, 
For you see, as I humbly conceive, 

They are his and his heirs foriver. 

There is no condition about it; that is a fee-simple title absolute; 
and yet the Senator from Kansas and these Indians in their protest 
assert here over and over again that this is an absolute fee-simple 
without any condition to it. 

But, Mr. President, to remove this question from even the hyper- 
critical objections to the position I have taken and the construction 
I have made, I quote now from another decision of the Supreme 
Court in 19 Wallace in the Cook case. The Chief-J ustice, deliver- 
ing the opinion of the court, says in regard to the title to lands in 
the Indian Territory : 

The right of the Indians in the land from which the logs were taken was that 
of oceupancy alone. 

Not a fee-simple, but occupancy alone. 

They had no power of alienation except to the United States. 

Talk about a grantee in fee not having the right to sell except to 
one person! They had no right to sell except to the United States. 

fee was in the United States, subject to this right of ocen: „ This 
is the title by which other Indians hol 2 Tends; TE wes 80 decided by this 
court as early as 1823, in Johnson vs. MoIntosh. The authority of that case has never 
been doubted. The right of the Indians to their occupancy is as sacred as that of 
the United States to the fee, but it is only a right of occupancy. The possession, 
when abandoned by the attaches itself to the fee without further grant. 

Now, to quote the language of the senior Senator from Kansas, I 
hope that we shall never hear again inside of these walls that oft- 
repeated fallacy, that humbug in statement, that these Indians hold 
their lands in absolute fee from the Government of the United States. 
I leave to the Senator, and to these delegates who have thrust them- 
selves in here to attend to other people’s business, to settle with the 
highest judicial tribunal known to the Constitution what these de- 
cisions mean. If the English language has not lost all signification 
it means just what the court says, that they hold by occupancy, and 
by occupancy alone. 

Sir, the at salient point in this case is, Where does the sover- 
eignty reside in regard to the real estate, in regard to the lands in 
the Indian Territory? I will say here that so far as the purposes of 
this bill are concerned and the argument that I propose to make in 
regard to it, it does not matter whether the right of eminent domain 
exists in the Government or not in to the territory held by the 
Indian tribes, because in this case I hold, and I think I can prove it 
absolntely and mathematically, that the Choctaw Indians who hold 
this land or have the control of it gave their consent fully, fairly, and 
legally to the passage of this We their territory. 

r. President, without w ing the Senate with a “ thrice-told 
tale,” and bringing here again the records in regard to the legislative 
proceedings of the Choetaw council, it is enough for me to say that 
we have now, under the broad seal of the Choctaw Nation, the certifi- 
cate from the head chief and from the attorney-general that the bill 

ting the right of way received the consent of both branches of 

e Choctaw council, and that it became a law. Sir, if these Indians 
are a sovereignty, as the senior Senator from Kansas claimed, if, as 
these delegates claim in their repeated protests, they hold this land 
above and beyond the United States and its power, at least they 
ought to have the single attribute of sovereignty of deciding upon 
their own legislative-proceedings and the validity of their own legis- 
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lative action. The Supreme Court of the United States, over and over 
in, has decided that every State in this Union shall put a construc- 

on upon its own constitution, and that the construction put upon 
the constitution of a State by the ca. rad Jadinial tribunal of that 
State shall be held conclusive, and be followed by the Supreme Court 
of the United States. j 

If 1 had time and saw proper to introduce a partisan aspect into 
this case, I might cite you to the decisions of the electoral commis- 
sion which decided the political fate of this country and gave the 
Presidency into the hands of the Republican party for fonr years. 
Upon every vote it stood in favor of no evidence aliunde. The return 
of the State authorities through returning boards was absolute and 
conclusive in every vote from Louisiana to South Carolina, and theu 
to Florida; it stood eight to seven in favor of excluding anything 
except the certified returns from the authorities of those respective 
States; and upon that ground was decided the political destiny of 
this country. 

Sir, why is not the certificate of the highest authority of the Choc- 
taw Nation absolute and conclusive upon Congress in regard to the 
passage of this act? It was passed, and has the sanction of the 

ighest authorities of that political autonomy, whether it be inde- 
pendent or be a Se rey territory upon the United States. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me 
to ask him a question right there? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. If the assent of the Choctaw Nation has 
been given to the extension of this railroad sarien its territory, 
what necessity is there for legislation on the part of Congress? 

Mr. VEST. There is this necessity, because the Con of the 
United States put in motion and put in existence ARAY the pro- 
ceeding by which the railroad tee e seeks to obtain the right of 
way through that territory. I hold myself that there was no neces- 
sity for applying to those tribes, if the Senator wants to know it, but 
the Government of the United States holds the absolute fee-simple 
title to that territory ; it is the absolute owner according to the de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, and as a matter 
of course it is for Congress to say whether this road shall be con- 
structed through land that belongs to the United States. If there be 
any other answer necessary, Icannot conceiveit. This is our land; 
it belongs to us; we are the sovereignty that owns it; and if we are 
not to determine whether a road shall pass through there, who is to 
determine it? Who is to say whether a railroad shall be constructed 
there or not? 

But, Mr. President, it is alleged here that the Chickasaws had a 
right and title that was ignored in this proceeding of the Choctaw 
Nation. Sir, their lands lie a hundred miles awa m the track of 
this railroad. By a treaty made between the Chickasaws and the 
Choctaws it was a that the lands of the two tribes should be 
held in common; that is the Chicasaws could cut off or have sub- 
divided to them one-fourth of the Choctaw lands for which they 
paid $135,000, but the domestic improvements, the internal arrange- 
ments of the respective tribes were to be absolutely under the con- 
trol of the Chickasaws within their domain and of the Choctaws 
within theirs; and I assert here that the action of the Chickasaws 
in regard to these lands shows absolutely that a had no title, that 
they were not injured, that it was an after-thonght to come to Con- 
gress and complain that their lands had been taken away from them 
without right and without authority. 

What are the facts? The very same gentlemen who were present 
at Muscogee in opposition to the right of way on the part of this rail- 
road through the Choctaw territory appeared here afterward as u 
lobby to oppose the passage of the bill through the Senate, and they 
brought with them a delegation of Chickasaws who put a protest in 
here through the Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. HAWLEY.] When 
the New York papers announced that Mr. Jay Gould had bought this 
railroad, the Saint Louis and San Francisco, as I said the other day, 

They folded their tents like the Arabs, 
And as silently stole away. 

The lobby disappeared like the morning dew or the evening rain. 
These gent emen who were defrauded, these Chickasaws who had 
been robbed, these delegates who stand here now and swear that 
liberty lies bleeding in the streets—Indian liberty—because, forsooth, 
they were not consulted in re, to these lan ings e the 
minute that they found out or believed that Mr. Gould had bought 
the controlling interest in this corporation. Where are their griev- 
ances? Where are their wrongs? Where are their mutilated titles ? 
All disappeared under a single telegram from the city of New York. 

But we are asked now by the Senator from Kansas, Why do you desire 
the passage of this bill to run another railroad through that territory 
if it does not relieve the people of Texas from the monopoly that now 
grasps them by the throat, by means ofthe Saint Lonis, Iron Mount- 
ain and Southern, and the Missouri, Kansas and Texas Railways? 
Because there are but two means of transportation from the Atlantic 
States and the Middle States to the State of Texas, into that magnifi- 
cent empire which stretches its way almost illimitably to the plains 
of the West. Mr. Gould owns the Ton Mountain and Southern, and 
the Missouri, Kansas and Texas, and, with his fingers stretched 
around the throats of the 7 7% of Texas, he puts his freight and his 
rate of passage at what he pleases and to suit his own convenience 
and his on pleasure. Why,” asks the Senator from Kansas.“ do you 
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ropose now to give him another road?” As the case stands it is a 


opeless one to the le of the Southwest. Refuse to pass this bill, 


and you leave Mr. in absolute possession of the 2 Seats roads 
by which you can reach Texas from the Northeast. Pass this bill, and 
you give us one chance, you give us one e by which we 
can have a road in competition with the other two; you give us an 


opportunity to reach the people of Texas and for them to reach us by 
means of a third mode of transit. 

This bill, which the Senator from Kansas denounces as a fraud 
upon its face, as a trick in legislation, provides in one of its sections 
that if the road is not constructed wi twelve months by the Saint 
Louis and San Francisco Company, then that it may be built by an- 
other company, the Chicago, Texas and Mexican Central Company, 
and if they do not build it, then by another. 

Why are we anxious that the road shall be built? I have no con- 
cealment about it. Missouri is interested, because into the laps of 
her two great cities, Kansas City and Saint Louis, have poured the 
produce of the imperial State of Texas. We desire as many roads as 
possible that will open up to us that immense e that will pour 
into our laps the wealth that comes from that immense empire. 
Here is one chance. In the providence of God, Mr. Gould may be 
removed from the theater of monopolies in which he now figures; 
his pecuniary circumstances may ¢ ange so that he may be obliged 
to give up one of the many roads that he now holds and possesses. 
If the Senate refuses to pan the bill, it leaves us in the great West 
and Southwest, absolutely at the mercy of these two corporations. 
Pass this bill, and you give us the chance, in the t commercial 
world of transportation, of securing a road that will compete with 
the other two in carrying the produce of the Southwest to market. 

While I disclaim that it is necessary absolutely to discuss the ques- 
tion of eminent domain in this case, so much has been said about it 
and so important is that question in re to all the lands in the 
Indian Territory and to the people of this country that I shall in a 
very few words express my opinions in to the legal argument 
which has been made. What is eminent domain? It is the attribute 
of sovereignty which enables the sovereign to take private property 
for public use when necessary on giving just compensation. I assert 
here, and no respectable lawyer, I undertake to say, will contravene 
it, that this attribute of sovereignty cannot be abnegated. I say that 
between the sovereign and the people, or the subjects of that sover- 
eignty, the right of eminent domain cannot be granted or given away 
by statute, by treaty, by deed, by grant. Take away from sover- 
eignty the right of eminent domain and you destroy that sovereignty 
itself, because you take away from it its right of self-preservation. 
The great attribute of sovereignty is the right to preserve itself and 
the interests of its people. There is no law-writer who lays down any 
other proposition paged deg a sovereignty cannot abnegate, cannot 

ant or pass away, while it holds the territory, the right of eminent 
8 which attaches to sovereignty itself. The proposition is un- 
questionable that if the United States should sell a portion of its ter- 
ritory to a foreign power it would sell its sovereignty, and with that 
sovereignty the rig tof eminent domain; but so long as the Govern- 
ment of the United States holds the soil, that is, the sovereignty, it 
cannot abnegate or pass away its right of eminent domain. 

Then the question in this case is, where does this sovereignt: 
reside? The Senator from Florida [Mr. JONES] yesterday struc 
the key-note of the whole position and proposition when he asked 
the question, Where does the sovereignty reside in regard to the lands 
in the Indian Territory? Does it reside in the Indian tribes? Does 
itreside in the Government of the United States? If it resides in 
the Government of the United States then they could not by treaty 
or statute abdicate or abnegate the right of eminent domain, the 
right to condemn land for the e of a railroad. No treaty 
could do it; nothing could do it but an absolute disposition of the 
soil itself to a foreign power, and there is no pretense that that has 
been done in this case. 

What lawyer will stand here, or what member of the Senate, whether 
a lawyer or not, and undertake to say that the right of 5 
is not in the Government of the United States in regard to lands in 
the Indian Territory? I have read from the case of Cook in 19 Wal- 
lace and from the case of Joy vs. Holden. I have before me the 
tobacco case . pts Boudinot and Stand Wattie, in which the Su- 

reme Court of the United States decided that the internal-revenne 
aws of the United States applied to the Indian Territory; that it 
was a portion of the territory of the United States; and they took 
fifty thousand dollars’ worth of property belonging to Boudinot and 
Stand Wattie and confiscated it upon the ground that they had not 
aid the internal-revenue tax to the Government of the United States. 
o in the face of these decisions, in the face of these acts, will 
undertake to say that the sovereignty in re to this soil does not 
rest and ab.de in the Government of the United States alone t- 

It makes no difference what the treaty of 1866 or any other treaty 
said in regard to the passage of railro through the Indian Terri- 
tory ; noact of Con could abnegate or abdicate that sovereignty 
on the part of the Government, It could pae əs I say, in no other 
way except by the grant of the soil itself to a foreign power. 

Article 6 of the treaty of 1866 has been quoted here repeatedly. 
which gives the right to two railroads to one east and west, and 
the other north and south, through the Indian Territory; and, says 
the Senator from Kansas, expressio unius est exclusio alterius, and this 
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excludes the right of any other railroad to 
due deference to that Senator, it is an abs 
stance to make such a statement. 

The Choctaws and Chickasaws hereb t aright of way throu, eir land: 
to any company or companies which shall he duly sethoriood by ee anas 

The Congress of the United States gives the authority by special 
treaty— 
or by the legislatures of said nations respectively— 

Both joining— 
and which shall, with the st sen consent and approbation of the Secretary of the 
Los undertake to construct a railroad throngh the Choctaw and Chiskasaw 
na . 

But I call the attention of the Senator from Kansas and of the Sen- 
ate to the fact that there is no provision in this treaty for condemn- 
ing the right of way, because it was absolutely granted by the na- 
tions to these railroad companies under the treaty. In one of the 
sections of the bill which it is proposed to pass is the provision that 
there shall be a condemnation of the right of way. There is no 
seizure of the lands by a naked act of Congress, but the sovereignty 
of the Government of the United States provides that the right of 
way shall be condemned by commissioners as is provided by the stat- 
utes of the respective States throughout the Union. Where is the 
robbery, where is the outrage trated upon these people ? 

By the act of the Choctaw Nation they agreed to receive $3,000 
per annum in payment of the right of way. The Chickasaws came 
in afterward and claimed one-fourth of this amount, and the Com- 
mittee on Railroads gave it. > 

Mr. MAXEY. Two thousand dollars was the amount to by 
the Choctaws, but the Committee on Railroads increased the amount 
to $3,000 and gave the Chickasaws one-fourth. : 

Mr. VEST, The Senator is right; $2,000 was the amount in the 
io bill, but the Committee on Railroads increased that amount 
$1,000 and gave to these people $3,000 annuaily, one-fourth of the 
amount to be paid to the Chickasaw Nation in payment and extin- 
guishment of their claim upon this land. 

Mr. President, where is the robbery, where is the spoliation, where 
is the outrage inflicted upon these Indians by this bill, of which we 
have heard so much? As I said before, I have no disposition to in- 
fringe upon a single right, upon a single treaty stipulation that has 
been given to any of these people inside of the Indian Territory. I 
rejoice that they have advanced in civilization. Ihopethatachurch 
spire may ascend from every mound in their Territory, and that a 
school-house may crown every eminence in their prairies; but they 
are amenable to the laws and the Constitution of the United States 
as we are, : 

The Senator from Kansas tells us that we onght never to bring 
into this debate the argument that they are standing there an im- 
pediment to the great tide of civilization, advancement, and prog- 
ress ; and they claim in this protest that they have never been such 
an impediment. As the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. Jonas] stated 
yesterday, the Chickasaw delegates expressed their unalterable de- 
termination before the Committee on Railroads, as they have repeat- 
edly done before the Committee on Territories, that they wanted no 
other railroad through that Territory ; that the two railroads there 
were pot upon them at the point of the bayonet, were forced upon 
them by Congress in 1866 because a large portion of them had gone 
off in the southern confederacy in rebellion against the Government ; 
that they wanted to have no other railroad, 

More than that, in rd to the tenurein severalty, when we have 
tried to impress upon them that civilization and the Christian reli- 
gion went d in hand with home and family and the domestic 
circle, they told us repeatedly “‘We want, no tenure in severalty 
we want nothing but a tenure in common ; the earth is our mother, 
and we do not propose that her bosom shall be scarred with the chain 
of any surveyor.” This is the civilization of which the Senator 
boasts! This is the religion that comes from 200 churches and innu- 
merable school-houses! They stand not an impediment to civiliza- 
tion! And yet when we offer simply to give the right of transit, 
the right given to the meanest citizen of the United States from his 
land to the highway that leads him to market, we are met with the 
inexorable cry, This is the sacred domain of the five civilized tribes, 
and no white man shall enter it without our consent; no sovereignty 
is in the Government of the United Statés; the sovereignty is in us; 
we own it; we proclaim to the world that it shall not be entered; your 
railroads stop, and when you come on bended knees and beg 
and implore for the right of way we answer, ‘you are a nation of 
robbers, and we will furl you back from your princely domain as 
the surf of the ocean is thrown back from the granite rock.“ 

Mr. President, if that is the law in this country, there is an empire 
within an empire greater than the one that pretends to contain the 
other. If that is the law, then Missouri, Ar , Louisiana, and 
Texas must bend their imperial brows to this handful of Indians 
who with thirty-odd thousand square miles of territory, and not one- 
tenth, not one-twentieth of it cultivated, stand in the presence of 
the sovereignty of the American people and say, Thus far shalt 
thou come and no farther; here shall the waves of your civilization 
be stayed.” That is the whole of it. All this esthetic talk and con- 
stitutional ent amounts to nothing in the face of the great fact 
that the people of the United States to-day are stopped in their im- 


ass through. With all 
ity in terms and in sub- 
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yerial course toward the Southwest, and to the at plains of the 
8 and even to Mexico by this handful of Indians with their 
boasted treaty rights, which do not absolutely and actually exist. 

Sir, I know that these pe have been taught that all of us who 
claim the common rights of American citizenship, the right to go 
through their soil, hate them and desire to destroy them. I have 
been abused without stint in the newspapers which they have been 
able to buy up, as a border ruffian who sought to steal their land, as 
an invader of their sacred soil, and a violator of their treaties. 

Mr. President, the State of Missouri wants not their land. The 
State of Missouriisan empire of itself, with land for millions more to 
come and work out the t problem of our civilization upon it; 
but we claim the right of way, we claim the common rights given by 
the Constitution of the United States to every citizen, the rights 
which are equal under that Constitution and under the law. 

I say now that the gentlemen who stand here and who preach the 
doctrine that these Indians hold the land in fee-simple and by sov- 
ereignty equal or more than that of the Government, are the worst 
enemies that the Indians can ibly have. There will be some day 
a repetition of the same working out and solution of this Indian prob- 
lem in the Indian Territory that there has been in other portions of 
the soil of the United States. We hear of the wrongs of the Indians, 
of “a hundred years of dishonor,” which has been scattered by Mas- 
sachusetts all over this land. What are you going to do about it? 
What do you pro todo about it? You have robbed the Indians 
of a continent. If you are Christian gentlemen you will give it back 
to them. Restitution is the highest Christian virtue, and I have never 
believed in the reformation of any man who did not first pay back 
what he owed. What do the people of the United States propose to 
do with the Indians whom they have robbed? Do you propose to give 
thent back their lands? Do 125 propose to give them the land on 
which your capital to-day is located? You pro no such thing. 
The inevitable and inexorable laws of nature and of the races and of 
blood have worked themselves out upon this problem as they have in 
every other portion of the world and in the world’s history, and the 
3 will work itself out here. If these Indians are wise they will 
accept the inevitable result. Nobody desires to break down their 
treaties; nobody wants to rob them of their land; all we ask is that 
they may become amenable to the Constitution of the United States, 
to the rights of the people of the States of this Union—this and this 
alone. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, I am very loth to trouble the 
Senate again — this question, and I had not the remotest idea of 
doing so until the memorial to which the Senator from Missouri has 
referred was thrust in upon the Senate yesterday and honored by a 
place at length in the RECORD, and was 3 also by Senators 
who oh to the passage of this bill. That protest is a document 
which is as constant and faithful in its attendance upon the sessions 
of the Senate as the ducks are in going south when cold weather comes. 
I have seen it so often now, abont nine sessions of the Senate, that, as 
my little boy wrote me the other day how well he was potting along 
in his lessons, that he could repeat his A B C's with his eyes shut, 
I can repeat that document absolutely with my eyes shut. In the 
few remarks which I made the other 8 upon this bill I cited the 
very case of Joy vs. Holden, upon which they plant themselves en- 
tirely, and which has been sufficiently explained this morning con- 
sistent with our position by the Senator from Missouri. 

I do not care any thing about the consent of the council of the 
Choctaw Nation to this bill. I think it was a great mistake that it 
was ever asked. I do not care anything about the vote of Mr. Small- 
wood or any other man there in reference to the consent of those 

ple. The broad and the single question, which might just as well 
Tonel to-day as at any other time, for it constantly recurs here at 
every session of Congress, is whether those people are an independ- 
ent people or whether they are a people dependent upon the laws of 


Con ` 

When the law of Congress was passed and put upon an appropria- 
tion act as far back as 1871 abolishing any further ideas of treaties 
with those people, I contend that the Government then fixed its 
policy with them, that they were no longer independent tribes or 
independent nationsin any sense of the word, and it fixed the policy 
beyond any question or any dispute that the power of legislating for 
those people was and is in Congress, unrestricted and unlimited. 
We might just as well come to that point to-day as at any other 
time. 

I have before me alittle book written by Walker, called“ The In- 
dian Question.” ‘The author was Commissioner of Indian Affairs and 
he studied this question closely. He was afterward Superintendent 
of the Census Department. His intelligence and capacity are well 
known to eve nator as well as to myself. He takes this for the 
text of his book: 

On the 3d of March, 1871, Con; declared that “ hereafter no Indian nation 
or tribe within the territory of the United States shall be acknowledged or recog- 
nized as an independent nation, tribe, or power, with whom the United States 
may contract by treaty.” 

He then proceeds tosay that that formed an entirely “new depart- 
ure” in the Government with reference to these people. He sums 
up as follows, at page 124: 

In view of tho likelihood that the expediency of Indian citizenship will thus 
become at an early date a practical legislative question, it seems desirable in the 


connection to state the constitutional relations of the subject. The judicial de- 
are somewhat confused, from the date (1831) of the decision of 


We shall see before we get through that it has not only been a pro- 
, but the progress has been so great thata point has been reached. 

hen he refers to the report made in 1870 by the Judiciary Commit- 
tee of the Senate on the question, and notes the singular fact that 
they played Hamlet and left the Boek: of Hamlet out in failing to 
comment on the decision of Chief-Justice Taney in The United States 
vs. Rogers. After referring to the United States rs. Rogers and the 
Tobacco Case, he says. 

In the latter— 

The Cherokee Tobacco case— 
the doctrine being explicitly affirmed, that not only does th 9 57 f maki 
a treaty with the United States, which has hove a held fo roada, In an d an teba 
not exempt that tribe from the legislative power of Co: „but that not even 
a treaty made and ratified, among the sti tions of which is such an exemption, 
even were that exemption the 3 for cessions the benefit of which the 
United States has enjoyed and continues to enjoy, can hinder Congress from at any 
time extending its complete legislative control over the tribe. 


With treaties, without treaties, says the author, the courts have 
8 3 Congress can extend its legislative control entirely over 
the tribe. 


The argument— 
That is, of those who contend against this position— 


The t is in effect this: the United States makes treaties with foreign 
nations; the United States cannot erin for foreign nations; the United States 


In tribes. This course of range! implies that the sole objec to the 
United . a 7 natio 
er 


whereas there are sev: 


not le; for them; whereas the real consideration has been one of practical 
convenience, not of legislative competence. 

shall tutional relations of this subject by present- 
the premises, whether of fact or of law, upon which all the judicial decisions 
tive thereto have been founded. 


He gives the decisions, and then he says: 


We believe the followin, to be consistent with the facts of history 
and with the latest 8 ons: 

1. The exclusion by the Constitution of Indians not taxed" from the basis of 
representation was in no sense a ty to the Indian tribes of their political 
autonomy, but was a provision in the interest of an equitable apportionment of 
3 8 among the States, some States having many Indians within their 

its, others few or none. 

2. The self-government enjoyed by the Indian tribes under the Constitution of 
the United States, as under the 2 po has always been a government 

jon. The United 


by sufferance, by toleration, b, States, for their own con- 
venience, have allowed this self-government, because to reduce the savages to the 
condition of submi to civilized laws would have involved a expense of 
blood and treasure; while the tribal organization a m better govern- 
ment for the a of the civilized power, if not for the welfare of the Indians 
themselves, could be obtained than an administration which should dis- 


regard that ization. But this ion of savage self-government worked no 
prejudice to the sovereignty of the United States. ay 8 

3. The decay of a tribe in numbers and in cohesion, no matter to what extent 
carried, does not bring the members of such tribe within the municipal jurisdic- 
tion of the State wherein they are found, so long as the tribal organization con- 
tinues to be recognized by the national Government. (See The Kansas Indians, 5 
Wallace, 737.) 

That was decided also in Holliday’s case, where an indictment came 
up for selling liquor to an Indian. Now, touching this very question : 

4. Congress is constitutionally competent to extend the laws of the United 
States at once over every Indian tribe within the Territories, if not within the 
States of the Union, even though treaties may tee to individual tribes com- 

lete and political 1 breach of faith involved in the 

case belag matter for possible conscientious os on the part of legis- 

lators, not for judicial cognizance. (See 11 Wallace, 616; 2 Curtis, 454; 1 Wool- 
worth, 155.) 

There is a summary of the doctrine in this country by one of the 
most competent men who has ever yet handled the question in this 
nation. But here is a case which has been barely referred to. I wish 
to read what Judge McLean said upon this subject in a case that 
came from the district court herein the District of Columbia, Mackey 
vs. Cox, 18 Howard: 

No Syria could arise a3 to the validity of the Cherokee law under which let- 
ters of administration were granted on the estate of Mackey, and as the power of 
attorney given by the administrators to Raines seems to have been duly authen- 
ticated and proved, a paraa to the administrator by the Government would 
have been a fogal pon The Cherokee country, wè think, may be considered 
a territory of the United States, within the act of 1812. 

That is the territory that this protest says stands there to-day as 
an independent, gand nation for all purposes, based upon the decis- 
ion of Joy vs. Holden in 17 Wallace; but Judge McLean, speaking 
for the entire court, which was unanimous upon this proposition, 
says that this is a territory of the United States, and he says more: 

I t it be considered a fi tate or terri , as it is withi: 

j n no Vip pane bd Bapana eon a ‘oreign s or tory, as nour 

How much plainer can a proposition be made? That is the whole 
case. Letters of administration came from the Cherokee Nation; 
they were objected to as c g the right to sue in these courts; 


the Supreme Court held that suit could be maintained here upon 
them, for this territory stood as a territory of the United States, 
within its jurisdiction and subject to its laws. 


1882. 


In 1877, at the extra session of Co the senior Senator from 
Kansas (Mr. INGALLS] reported a bill perang for making citizens 
of the Indians. He reported that bill from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, of which he was then a member and, if I mistake not, its chair- 
man, At all events he reported the bill and advocated it. He was 
met at the threshold of that bill with this same question 5 
by the then Senator from Ohio, Mr. Thurman, and by the then Sen- 
ator from Maryland, Mr. Whyte. The Senator from Kansas answered 
that question, and I now ask the Secretary to read his response. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. INGALts, In response to the inquiry made by the Senator from Ohio I will 
call his attention to the fact that the Supreme Court of the United States in a series 
of decisions commencing in 1831 and running down to 1870, when the Supreme 
Court decided the case of the Cherokee tobacco, the uniform opinion has been 
maintained that the United States have the right of absolute sovereignty over all 
the Indians within their jurisdiction. So whether there have been treaty 
relations established with these nations or . yet the Etang Bretonai the 
United States have a right to enact laws in t opposition to those ies and 
in abrogation of those treaties, the question being merely, as the court say, one 
for the conscience of the legislators, not going to the right of Congress to pass the 


law. 

The principle is now too well established to permit contradiction that, whatever 
may be the treaty relations between the Government and the nations of Indians, 
whatever may be their ore condition, whether their political functions have 
so dwindled away that they have become incapable of sya orm of self-government, 
the authority of the United States to 1 for them in any manner whatever is 
8 undeniable. That is the condition in which the Indians are now left by 
the latest decisions of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. Tuurmax. Will the Senator name a case in which the Supreme Court has 
decided that Congress can sct aside a treaty made with the Indians? 

Mr. IX GALLS. I will. 

Mr. THURMAN. I should be glad to have the name of the case. 

Mr. IxoALIS. I will refer the Senator to 11 Wallace, 616, in which it is held 


that— 
Congress is constitutionally competent to extend the laws of the United States 


at once over every Indian tribe within the Territories, if not within the States, of 
the Union, even t oaea treaties may guarantee to individual tribes complete and 
perpetual political independence; the breach of faith involved being matter for 
possible conscientious scruples on the part of legislators, but not for judicial cog- 


co. 
That is the substance of the latest decision of the Supreme Court upon the 
question of the relation of the United States Government toward the Indian tribes, 
no matter what may have been the former treaty between those powers. 


Mr. GARLAND. I did not have this read for the purpose of show- 
ing that the Senator from Kansas ibly was contradicting himself 
in his position now. I care nothing in the world for that kind of 
argument. A man has a right to change his opinion, in my judg- 
ment, whenever he sees proper. 

Mr. INGALLS. I cannot allow that statement to go without say- 
ing that I have not changed my opinion, and I willreply tothe argu- 
ment hereafter. 

Mr. GARLAND, Very well. When a noted preacher was preach- 
ing upon one occasion, and stated that Paul said it was not good to 
get married, an old lady who had heard it thunder very often, said: 
Mister, there is where Paul and I differ.“ [Laughter.] So there 
is where the Senator from Kansas and I differ. I think his position 
now is directly ete eras to the position assumed by him in 1877. 
In advocating the bill to provide for the citizenship of Indians then 
he planted himself directly upon the very authority, he stood exactly 
upon the very rock that the friends of this bill put-their church; 
that is, the Cherokee Tobacco Case, in 11 Wallace. 

But I was proceeding to say that I was very much interested and 
have been upon the question of making these people citizens of the 
United States. I believe they are citizens now by virtue of the four- 
teenth amendment, but if not I think it very important that they 
should be. I heard the Senator at that time; I heard him with great 
interest and I was glad to see that he was taking the position that I 
thought we had ultimately to come to in our legislation in reference 
to those people. I believe of the two the argument he made then i 
better than the argument that he makes now. With that I will res 
the argument of the case so far as that point is concerned. 

What are we asking to do here? I read last week from the stat- 
utes showing that we had adopted every railroad in this country as 
a part of the pn system, as a part of the postal routes of the 
country; and I read from the celebrated Pensacola telegraph decision 
to show that it was in the competency of Congress to Jo this thing; 
and the only reason why Congress could ever grant anything to these 
railroads was for public p that is, for carrying the mails, for 
commercial purposes, and all that under the powers 9 dele- 
gated to Congress by the Constitution. The question then presents 
itself, Shall these Indian tribes erect themselves as a barrier, I will 
not say to the purposes of civilization, but to the pu: of this 
Government whatever they may be under the powers delegated to it 
by the Constitution? That is the question I present. 

This thing of e about civilization is a very precarious 
business. Men hold ve ifferent and very varied ideas upon the 
matter of civilization. Upon one inquiry before the Committee on 
Territories, of which I was a member, as I am now, some of the 
gentlemen who signed the protest which was read yesterday ap- 
peared before that committee with a number of their friends and 
proved absolutely by their own testimony and that of their friends 
that those tribes were far in advance of the civilization of Missouri, 
Arkansas, Kansas, and Nebraska, all combined. I am willing to ac- 
cept that. I do not care if they have reached the very climax, the 
very pinnacle of civilization; but the question is now, when we 
granted these lands to these people did we say that we granted them 
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never to be used by us for any governmental pu ? We did not. 
If we had done so the grant would have been void upon its face, for 
the right to legislate under the Constitution for the people, as Con- 
gress may see proper, can never be bartered away, can never be 
traded away, can never be sold away. Congress is created by the 
Constitution. Suppose every 3 which had met from 1831 
down to the present time had p: a law that we would never take 
any of this Territory for post-roads—— 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. GARLAND. I will. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Have these five civilized tribes of Indians 
under their treaty relations with the United States the right to main- 
tain a separate political establishment, to pass laws and establish 
usages for their own government and control? 

af. GARLAND. Yes, for their own domestic government and con- 


trol. 

Mr, JONES, of Florida. Is it usual for the United States, even in 
Territories outside of the Indian Territory, where there exists a local 
government, to grant charters or rights of way to railroad compa- 
nies, independent of the local Legislatures? 

Mr. GARLAND. Oh yes. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Is that usual? 

Mr. GARLAND. It has been done. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Over the heads of the local Legislatnres? 

Mr. GARLAND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLUMB. It was done by Congress at the last session. 

Mr. GARLAND. It was done at the last session of Congress, and 
not only that—and I want the Senator’s attention specially to the 
point—they take property in the States. We have heard a good deal 
of clap-trap about eminent domain in the States. Now I wish to show 
that Congress goes into the States and takes individual property for 
public 5 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Yes, for public purposes; but the Sena- 
tor will understand that the granting of a right of way to a private 


railway company is not a public use. . 
Mr. GARLAND. Then the Senator did not hear me when I quoted 
the statute of the United States making every railroad within the 


limits of the country a part of the postal system. 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. I had that in mind when I made the 


inquiry. 

Ar. GARLAND. I am glad the Senator is at home on that point. 
Congress has made every railroad in the country a part of the postal 
system. The question is, shall we c: this W system through 
your territory or shall we not? The Government wanted to erect 
a post-office at your home, Mr. President, [Mr. PENDLETON in the 
chair, ] not long ago, and it was not an Indian, but I sup from 
his name it was an Israelite, possibly an Israelite in whom there 
was no guile, Mr. Kohl, who objected. The counsel brought the 
case to the United States Supreme Court upon the very ground that 
is indicated, that if was unknown for the General Government to go 
into a State and take private property, that that was a matter the 
States must do, as hinted by the Senator from Florida. Mr. Kit- 
tredge, the counsel for Mr. Kohl, makes that very proposition. 
Here is what the court said upon that: € 

It has not been seriously contended during the argument that the United States 
Government is without power to appropriate lands or other property within the 
States for its own uses, and to enable it to perform its proper functions. Such an 
authority is essential to its independent existence and tuity. These cannot 
be preserved if the obstinacy of a private person, or if any other authority, can 

revent the acquisition of the means or instruments by which alone governmental 
functions can be performed. The powers vested by the Constitution in the General 
Government demand for their exercise the acquisition of lands in all the States. 
These are needed for forts, armories, and arsenala, for navy-yards and light- 
houses, for custom-houses, post-oftices, and court-houses, and for other public uses. 
If the right to acquire property for such uses may be made a barren right by the 
unwillingness of property-holders to sell, or by the action of a State prohibiting a 
sale to the Federal Government, the constitutional grants of power may be ren- 
dered nugatory, and the Government is dependent for its practical existence upon 
the will of a State, or even upon that of a private citizen. cannot be. No one 
doubts the existence in the State governments of the right of eminent domain— 
aright distinct from and ount to the rey ultimate ownership. It grows 
out of the necessities of their being. not out of the tenure by which lands are held. 
It may beexercised, though the lands are not held by * from the Government, 
either mediately or immediately, and independent of the consideration whether 
they would escheat to the Government in case of a failure of heirs. (1 Otto, 371.) 


Therefore, the idea that this must be a part of the public domain 
has no foundation in law. Kohl's private property was no part of 
the public domain, it had been segregated, and he was the fee-simple 
owner, absolutely the owner, not the owner as these people are, sub- 
ject to conditions, Says the court further: 

The right is the offspring of t nec „and it is inse ble from sov- 
ere ae ented to it Ai fep ae nsien aw. Butit is HO more n 
for the exercise of the powers of a State government than it is for the exercise of 
the conceded powers of t the Federal Government. That Government is as sover- 
eign within its sphere as the States are within theirs. 

The court held that Mr. Kohl’s property must go to erect this post- 
office. There the purpose was the erection of a post-office ; here the 
purpose is to carry on a post-route. Let any Senator draw the dis- 
tinction if he pleases. e have it nominated now in the law that you 
may walk into a State and take a eitizen's p rty, a white man’s 
property, but it is said you cannot go into the ‘Indian Territory and 
take property for a post-route, although you take the citizen’s prop- 
erty in a State for a post-office. 


— 
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So the whole theory, as read the other day by the Senator from 
Texas, and repeated by others upon this floor, was that here are pub- 
lic improvements e by the Government under the power given 
by the Constitution. Shall these people say, “you shall not 
it through our country; “ and yet you can walk into Cincinnati an 
take a gentleman’s pro; there and pay him for it under the law 
8 by Congress? e seek to pay these people what is just 
and proper for this right of way. The amendment which has been 
read, to be offered by the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. PLUMB, ] is am- 

le in that direction, and that is all that Congress is required to do. 
Mr. President, let me make one more suggestion. Suppose the amend- 
ment of the senior Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] is passed, 
and their council is called; some one down and s them for 
this right of way, and they deny it. en, let me ask, what is the 
Government to do? Let us look at the question practically. We 
adopt the amendment, and we appeal to the council to grant the 
right of way, and they say they will not doit; then what are you 
todo? What next? Will thisnation then send a commission down 
with a polite letter asking them to please give it tous? If they do 
not, then what will you do; still send another? In the mean time 
all this country that surrounds the Indian Territory is cut off froma 
direct communication with it, when we have a general statute adopt- 
ing these railways as a part of our postal agency. 

t is for a public ps yo that this is asked, just as the condemna- 
tion of the property of Mr. Kohl was asked for a public purpose; 
that was, for the erection of a post-office in the city of Cincinnati. 
I do not care pre fra about your treaties. I want to pay these 
poopie an equiva 

tate of Ohio for his right; but I am not ready to say that we must 


gnized authorities in the country do not sustain that 
position. It is simply with Congress whether itis a matter of neces- 
sity and bid er That it is there can be no doubt. That has 
been shown ame y the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] and the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. Maxey] who addressed the Senate the 
other day. I care nothing about the treaties, and I care nothing 
about their consent. I think it was a misfortune that any step of 
that sort was made, for we are now placed in this category: if this 
amendment is carried, and they deny the right of way, we are put in 
the predicament of standing here either to retrace oursteps or simply 
to go and beg their pardon for being so imprudent as to ask to carry 
our postal facilities over that country, when under the Constitution 


we are to re te commerce among them. We bring them down 
from the In nation and try them by jury in the State of Ar- 
kansas for offenses from the pettiest to the „ and yet you talk 


about their being an independent nation which must be treated with! 
They are a domestic dependent nation ; domestic with us and depend- 
ent upon acts of Con , and look to Congress for legislation. That 
is all there is of it; that is all the authority which has been com- 
mitted to them. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, I regret very much that I 
am unable to concur in some of the conclusions arrived at by the 
advocates of this bill, and especially in the reasoning by which those 
conclusions are reached. The Senator from Arkansas who has just 
taken his seat [Mr. GARLAND] is well known to the country and to the 
Senate as a thoughtful man, and if there is anybody able to build up 
a strong argument on a weak ground it is he. When he brings into 
this debate the case of the Pensacola Telegraph Company rs. The 
Western Union Telegraph Company, to uphold this bill, I respect- 
fully decline to 2 in my capacity as a Senator the doctrine of 
that decision. I will say here now that if any bill before this body 
has to be supported upon that decision I will not vote for it; for 
while that decision received the sanction of a majority of the court 
against two of the strongest dissenting judgments that have been 
rendered in modern times, I shall never in my character as a Senator 
subscribe to that doctrine. Iam not bound by it; of course as the 
attorney of the party before the court I was; but I cannot accept 
the doctrine therein laid down for m 8 as a legislator. 

That decision affirmed the right of Congress, contrary to a series 
of decisions that were overwhelmingly the other way, to obtrude 
itself into the States and set up the authority of the General Govern- 
ment with ct to a local matter against the expressed will of the 
Legislature of the State. I understand the tendency of the times; I 
understand the tendency of judicial opinion; I understand the drift 
of legislative opinion; I understand it so well that I would stop it 
if I could; and while I am disposed to stay the hand of centraliza- 
tion and keep the authority of this Government within just bounds, 
I shall never go to the extent that some 1 say we ought to 

o in great measures of public policy and in the face of the organic 

aw of the land. 

I regret very much that my convictions are against some of the 

ents I have heard with respect to this measure. I have heard 
something said about the right of eminent domain. I have heard 
that right for the first time invoked here in behalf of a railroad cor- 
1 — on the part of the Government of the United States. I have 
n taught as a student of the Constitution of the Union that it is 

an instrument of delegated powers; that the authority of this Gov- 
ernment is limited to the extent of those powers, and that it possesses 


no right of eminent domain beyond what may be ieee pe Mee the 


great public specified in the organic law itself. at Con 
gress fas a right to take land for a dock-yard, for a fort, for an arse 
nal, for any 


: those ified ee in the Constitution essential to 
the maintenanee of the national authority, I do not deny; but that 
it has a right to go into a State and take the pro ot a citizen 
there for benefit of a corporation I do deny. I deny that, and I 
do not suppose anybody will go so far as to contend forit—not now. 
There is no ie what men may contend for a few hence if 
we keep on, but 1 do not say that anybody goes that far. 

Let us look at the condition of those civilized tribes of Indians. 
They are living within a terri ceded to them under the solemn 
stipulations of a public treaty. It is said here that they have no 
rights other than be to ordinary citizens of the United States. 
Is it ible that this book filled up with the most solemn public 
treaties is altogether a work of supererogation? Is it ible that 
this Government from its foundation uP to the present day has pur- 
sued the practice of dealing with the Indian tribes just as it has dealt 
with foreign states, and does all that mean nothing? Where have 
we any instance of this Government treating with the people of the 
United States by treaty? Is there a treaty on the statute-book to-day 
between this Government and any citizen of the Union, or any com- 
bination of its citizens? Are you to look at this great volume of 
treaties executed with all the solemnity which attends the execution 
of treaties with foreign powers, and then turn around and say that 
these things mean nothing, and that the tribes and nations which 
made these treaties n precisely the same relation toward the 
Government of the Uni tates as its own citizens? Sir, that can- 
not be maintained. That is not the doctrine of the Constitution or 
ofthe law. The practice and the fundamental law have settled it 
otherwise. The Constitution says: 

The C shall have power to commerce with nations and 
scone. tus eysatal Boebes, ona with the Tacion tribes. 5 

If I am not mistaken this is the only case where the Constitution 
speaks of the Indian tribes, and how does it speak of them? It 
speaks of them in connection with States and nationalities. It does 
not speak of them at all as citizens of the United States over whom 
the absolate power of legislation exists. This Government, as we 
know, does not possess the absolute power of legislation over the 

ple of the States nor over the citizens of foreign nations, nor does 
it over the Indian tribes. Hence the framers of the Constitution in 
fixing the condition of these tribes put them side by side with the 
States and with foreign nations, and this Government, from the time 
of its creation to the present time, has dealt with them, so far as 
engagements are concerned, in the 8 it has been accustomed 
to deal with independent States. It made public treaties with 
these people. It has made publie treaties with these five nations, 
which are on your statute-book. Still it is insisted that in the face 
of those treaties—I am not ar; g that there is anything in them 
to interfere with this act of Congress—but it is argued here that, 
notwithstanding those treaties, we may legislate as we think proper 
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Mr. Will the Senator from Florida permit me to call his 
attention to the position of the Supreme Court on the point he makes 
as to their relations to the United States ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Yes, sir. 

Mr, MAXEY. The Supreme Court has ruled upon the exact point 
which the Senator makes in the case of the Cherokee Nation vs. The 
State of Georgia. About that the court says this: 

They occupy a territory to which we assert a title independent of their will, 
which must take effect in point of possession when their right of 8 ee 

e Un 


Meanwhile they are in à state of iluge. Their relation to 
resembles that of a ward to his They look to our Government for pro- 


being so completely under 
nited States that uy attempt to acquire 
be considered by all 


Mr. JONES, of Florida. Isubscribe to everything in that decision. 

Mr. MAXEY. That shows their relation to the United States, 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I do not think that tribe had then any 
right to their lands under treaty with the United States. I remem- 
ber the t controversy that that case created. 

Mr. Y. If the Senator will excuse me for a moment, Iam 
quoting that decision, not with respect to the title to their property, 
but the Supreme Court decided in that case that the Indians are 
completely under the sovereignty and dominion of the United States, 
and any invasion of their territory would be regarded as an invasion 
of our territory and an act of hostility. That was the point, and it 
was to that poing that the Senator was addressing himself. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I certainly think if any foreign power 
undertook to invade the Indian Territory we would resent it; most 
assuredly I would say so; but that is not the case here. We have 
entered into treaty stipulations—— 

Mr. MAXEY. Ido not think the Senator caught the entire quo- 
tation: 

They and their country are considered by foreign nations, ås well as by our- 
selves, as being so completely under the sovereignty and dominion of the United 
States that ane attemp to soqnire their lands or to form a political connection 


with them would be consid by all as an invasion of our territory and au act 
of hostility. 


Mr. JONES, of Florida. “We have entered into treaty stipulations 
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with the five nations by which to-day they are exercising all the 
powers of local self-government, not under a law Boi eee the Ter- 
have power to 


ritory. The Constitution says that Congress 

make laws for the government of the Territories. When the Utah 
bill was up here the other day I took occasion to express very freely 
my opinion with t to the power of the Government over the 
Territories of the United States. I differed somewhat with my col- 
league [Mr. CALL] and the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] as 
to our powers over the Territories. I contended that we had the 
unqualified right of legislation, but I say that when an Indian tribe, 
maintaining its tribal organization, occupying a on of our ter- 
ritory, enters into a treaty stipulation with the Government of the 
United States under which certain rights are guaranteed to that 
tribe of Indians, the tribe have privileges or rights under that treaty 
entirely different from those that appertain to the citizens of any 
Territory of the Union. 

Mr. MORGAN. I willsay tothe Senator from Florida that he mis- 
understands my position about this matter. I believe we have the 
unqualified right to legislate for the Indians as much as we have the 
right to legislate for the peuple of the Territories. 

X JONES, of Florida. I did not say anything to the contrary. 

Mr. MORG Where we have made a treaty with the Indians 
which stands in the way of that right, it is our duty to abrogate 
it and to exercise our right as convenience and public necessity 


require. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I do not goto that extent. I did not 
undertake to misrepresent my friend. I only mentioned the fact that 
when the polygamy bill was before the te, 1 think he with 
others e that the absolute power of legislation did not exist, 
and that there were some rights in the people of the Territories. I 
say that the Indians with whom we have ge stipulations have 
not only equal rights with the people of the Territories but they 
have greater rights, for this Government has entered into solemn 
obligations with them, re the same as it has with foreign states. 
Let us see what rights 1 

Mr. MAXEY. ill the Senator let me interrupt him for a moment 
on that point? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MAXEY. Because I know the Senator wants to be right. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Yes, that is all. 

5 SY. The Senator implied a moment ago that the Indians 
of the Cherokee Nation did not hold their country east of the river 
from the State of Georgia by treaty; but they did hold in 1846 the 
very country they occupy now. e Cherokee Nation stood in the 
sanp relation then that it does now ; and the Supreme Court in 1846 
said: 

The country in which the crime is to have been committed is a of 
the 3 the United 5: NN within the limits of any n 


State. 3 eee 
been assi nited States as a pe of domicile for the tribe, 


to them by the 
and they hold and occupy it with the assent of the United States, and under their 


authority.—Howard’s „volume 4, pages 571, 572. 


If they hold it under our authority, then it seems very clear that 

we can exercise that authority if it is the interest of our country to 
o it. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The civilized tribes, who are entitled to 
so much credit for the standard of civilization that they have reached, 
Isay have entered into solemn treaty stipulations with this Govern- 
ment. The Senator from Alabama said awhile ago that he did not 
think those treaty stipulations ought to stand for a moment in the 
way of the will of Congress when anything ought to be done which 
the judgment of Congress dictated or requi For one, Iam not 
willing to subscribe to that kind of Indian policy. 

I want to say here that I have got no sentiment upon this subject 
whatever, but when it comes to the clear abrogation of a treaty made 
in good faith with an Indian tribe because public policy as expounded 
in Congress may require it, I will not subscribe to that doctrine. 
believe in maintaining faith with Indians; and that is the only posi- 
tion that a state can occupy among the powers of the earth. Tt is 
not because we are able to crush ace because in case of difference 
we may obliterate them by force of arms, that we may dothis thing. 
There is a great moral power behind us as an gation of people 
that we are bound to respect and to obey, and when we have entered 
into a treaty, which is nothing more than a solemn contract between 
combinations of people, we are just as much bound to respect it 
morally as an individual who enters into a contract with his neigh- 
bor respecting any of the affairs of life. 

I will not argne from the power to do the thing. In many in- 
stances power exisis where it ought not to be exercised. It is no 
argument for any one to say that use we haye the power in Con- 

to abrogate a treaty with an Indian tribe we are at liberty to 

reak it whenever a railroad company wants a charter through their 
territory. Those tribes maintain distinct, independent organizations. 
They inister among themselves a system of local laws, self-im- 
posod for their own government, under the treaties existing with the 

nited States. I do not suppose that this country to-day affords a 
stronger instance, at least one more creditable to the intelligence of 
a race of people distinct from us, in support of the wisdom of local 
self-government than those tribes. Springing from a state of bar- 
barism and advancing by degrees, as we have been told here, to the 


highest stage, nearly, of civilization, and with little or no aid from the 
Government, we find them to-day an industrious, an educated, and 
an intelligent people. This is the great object that this Government 
has had in view for years with respect to the other tribes. 

We have heard it stated here on the floor of the Senate time after 
time that the barbarous tribes of Indians on this continent were cost- 
ing this Government millions of money, and large quantities of our 
best blood, and the brains of statesmen have been racked for the pur- 
pose of devising some means by which those wild tribes might be 
reclaimed from barbarism to civilization and the Government saved 
the great expense necessary to conquer them and to keep them in a 
state of subjection. 

In the case of the five tribes referred to in these treaties we have 
no trouble. They have, so far as they are concerned, vindicated the 
theory that it is possible to reclaim a savage man and to make him 
civilized and cultured. We have entered into engagements with 
them, and in dealing with those people I for one say that I would 
strain the law vay in their favor rather than to give them the 
least opportunity of pretense for complaint. I know the sympathy 
that exists between men of kindred blood, and I know when the least 

und for bad faith exists and when it goes out through the civil- 
ized tribes to the barbarous tribes that the white man cannot kee 
faith even with the civilized Indian, it will have a demoralizing ef- 
fect upon those whom we are yet anxious to reclaim, and may impede 
our pee in redeeming by the processes of civilization the yast 
numbers of Indians who now worship false gods. I would deal with 
them, therefore, more leniently and considerately and kindly than I 
would even with our own people ; and if there was a doubt t- 
ing our right to obtrude ourselves into their territory I wo not 
go, and if there was a question as to the propriety of remitting the 
matter to their decision I would refer it, and I would not assert the 
grea authority and power of this Government against a weak and 

efenseless people. 

I am not arguing now from our right under the law; I am arguing 
from principles that point out our duty asa great state that has hun- 
dreds of thousands of these unfortunate poopie within its jurisdic- 
tion. This question has been argued here as though we were dealing 
with men of our own blood in the Territories of the Union. It pre- 
sents to my mind a very different question. Under our treaties we 
have conceded to them the right to make local laws and to adopt 
local usages for their own control and government, and when it comes 
to the giving to an outside corporation the right to go there, we pro- 
pose to ride over their consent—I will assume that—and enter their 
territory against their protest. 

If the assent of the Choctaws has been given to this bill, why is it 
that this legislation is required? If that assent has not been given, 
why shall we pass the bill? If there was nothing in the treaty on 
the subject it would be a question of grave doubt whether we ought 
to pass the bill; but having conceded to them the right to adopt all 
laws necessary for their own local government, how can we fail to 
treat them other than we treat the people of the Territories under 
like circumstances? And when has it happened in the history of 
this country that when a Territorial Legislature of one of the Terri- 
tories refused to give corporate privileges to a corporation of an ad- 
joining State that corporation came to Congress and obtained them 
over the assent of the people! When has it happened, I ay are the 
history of this country where Con has 1 to the Legisla- 
ture of a Territory the right to make laws for the local government 
of its people, to grant charters, and to do all things ne to pre- 
serve themselves in a state of political organization, that where that 
people have refused to grant privileges to a corporation the corpora- 
tion has come to the National Legislature, which was unacquainted 
with the wants of the local community, and got these privileges over 
the heads of the local community ? When has that happened? 

But these tribes have rights higher and greater still t the peo- 
ple of the Territories; still I will admit, for the sake of argument, 
that their rights are no greater; I will admit that they are on an 
equality with the people of Utah, or the people of New Mexico, or 
any of the other Territories of the Union, and I will "oppose the case 
of a corporation making application to the Territorial Legislature 
of New Mexico tô extend its line of road through that Territory and 
it is refused, and that company comes to Congress and says the 
local Legislature has refused us the privilege of going through that 
Territory, and we want Con to grant it;“ would it do so? I 
think not, unless great public necessity required it for the Govern- 
ment itself; and there is where the distinction comes in; there is 
where the principles of my friend from Arkansas apply. When the 
necessities of this Government come up no Indian Territory nor any 
other Territory will stand in its way to do whatever the interest of 
the American people may require. But this is not that case. This 
is not the case of the Government seeking to perform a great act 
essential to its on preservation and existence; butit is an attempt 
to invoke its power in behalf of a corporation created for private pur- 

and to override, I will assume, the assent of the people of the 
erritory through whose land it is intended to run. 

If the Choctaws have given the assent necessary, I say there is no 
necessity for Congressional legislation at all. I say that under the 
treaties the Choctaws are competent to grant to any railroad com- 
pany, outside of Congress, the right to run a railroad through their 
territory. 


2808 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Apri 12, 


Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me to put a few facts in his 
argument? The Senator asks why should Congress have anything 
to do with it. You cannot buy a stick of timber, you cannot get a 
railroad tie, you cannot make a contract of any sort with these In- 
dians without the assent and ratification of the Secretary of the 
Interior; and yet the Senator wok fe Con has nothing to do with 
their land. You cannot buy a solitary thing from them without the 
assent of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, Congress is not the Secretary of the 
Interior—I reply to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. That is the law in regard to the Territory and the 
usage and practice, and the Senator himself cannot go there to-mor- 
row and buy from these Choctaws a solitary bushel of coal or a rail- 
road tie or anything else without the Secretary of the Interior and 
this Government giving their assent to it. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Where is that found? In the tréaty? 

Mr. VEST. In the treaties and in the law and in the usage and 
practice of the Government. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. In the treaties? 

Mr. VEST. In the Indian intercourse laws. 

Mr. INGALLS. It Appia to all Indian reservations, 

Mr. VEST. Yes, and itapplies to the Indian Territory, and I have 
always said it was a reservation and nothing else, and not this t 
Indian sovereignty that the Senator from Florida is talking about 
now. That is with the Government. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Iam not contending for any Indian sov- 
ereignty beyond what their treaties speak of. I find here on the 
statute-book a treaty executed with these Indians just as solemnly as 
one with Great Britain. If they are not capable of ror te treaty, 
why have we dealt with them? Why have we treated with them as 
a distinct people? I am not here to say that they are absolutel 
beyond the jurisdiction of our laws; nobody has ever heard me ad- 
vance such an opinion; but I say they have rights under those treaties 
which Con; is bound to respect; and when you permit them to 

on and legislate for themselves upon all matters appertaining to 
their local situation, respecting their lives and property and govern- 
ment, it follows that in a matter so important to them as this railroad 
is you ought not for a moment to undertake to act independently of 
them. 

Railroads, as has been argued, are instruments of civilization. 
Very true; but these Indians may claim that they have got civiliza- 
tion enough, that they have got along fast 8 for their own pur- 
poses ; a have they not a right to decide that? Have you any 
right to force upon them, in opposition to their will under the pro- 
visions of these treaties, a higher standard of civilization and of 
morals and of progress than they think they ought to haye at the 
present time? The moralist migét find great difficulty when coming 
to compare the advantages with the disadvantages resulting from 
such an improvement as this. It might facilitate the influx of bad 
characters among them ; it might make easy the transportation there 
of influences and individuals that might operate to demoralize and 
to destroy their social structure; and they may say “‘ we do not want 
these methods of civilization that you boast of so much, and having 
a right to maintain the integrity of our position, you have no right 
to force upon us anything of this kind against our will;“ and tlàs, 
in my opinion, is the true policy to be pursued with respect to the 
Indian, and you are not to take the ground assumed by my friend 
from Alabama that after you make treaties with them you may come 
in here and abrogate them by an act of Congress and back up that 
by all the powers of government and trample these people in the 
dust. To that doctrine I cannot and I will not assent. 

I know the pressure for railroads in every direction, but I think 
the way to get them is through the consent of these people, and after 
that is obtained I see no necessity whatever for appealing to Con- 

at all. If there is anything that impresses the barbarous heart 
with a higher conviction than another of the white people, it is the 
observance of good faith. It has been broken in many instances by 
our race toward them. I remember that when the celebrated chief 
of Florida, who, responding to the invitation of a flag of truce, sur- 
rendered himself to the power of one of our officers and was cap- 
tured, the circumstances of that capture have gone down to all future 
time as an example of bad faith on the part of our people. When 
they carried the unfortunate captive to one of the adjoining cities 
where he had pointed out to him a beautiful painting representin 
his capture near Saint Angustine surrounded by United States sol- 
diers, he admired the picture; he could speak a little English and 
he said through his interpreter, ‘‘ where is the white flag?” It was 
not there. 

Now, sir, keep faith with the barbarian if you want to command 
his respect, and do not give him the least ground to suspect the in- 
tegrity of your course toward him. Under obligations that he has 
entered into, however much he may be disposed to evade them, even 
in a case of doubt I would always give the doubt to the Indian in 
interpreting a treaty like this; and ifthere was nothing in the treaty 
on the subject I would say before anything of this kind was done, 
zi go and get his consent.” 

regret very much, Mr. President, that my convictions have com- 
pelled me to take the view I have. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. President, if I were called upon to answer 
whether these Indians had given their consent to this right of way, 


I should have to answer as my friend from Kansas did yesterday, 
that I do not know. One come here telling us that they have 
obtained the legislative consent of the Choctow Indians to go through 
their territory, and that they had ed upon a certain amount to 
pay them in consideration of that right. The other party comes and 
says that the bill granting the right of way was not passed, that it 
was lost by a tie vote. At any rate this shows that there were par- 
ties there and men there representing both sides of this question, 
and that a very large minority, if not a majority, were in favor of 
making some kind of a contract by which this railroad company 
could pass through the Choctaw territory. 

Now, the question with me is more as to what it is proper and 
right to give these people than anything else. I am of opinion that 
this road or some other road ought to go through that part of the 
country. There is a territory larger than all the New England States, 
larger than New York, larger than Pennsylvania, or Ohio, or Indi- 
ana in territorial area, and yet we have authority for but two rail- 
roads to pass through that country. In this railroad age, in this age 
of progress and improvement, is this right? Is it right to stop im- 
provements of this kind simply because a class of people are there 
who say they do not want anything of the kind, or do not want them 
to go throught In going from one of the Eastern States to the 
Southwest our people must go through that territory or go a long 
way around. I donot yield to any Senator here in my disposition to 
treat kindly and properly the Indian, and Senators know that in the 
report I made on this subject and in my votes given, whether in com- 
mittee or in the Senate, my effort has been to try and take care of 
the Indian as best we could and give him proper treatment, and try, 
if ible, to make a man and a citizen of him; but I do not see 
that we are called upon to stop all our improvements and progress 
because he does not to them. 

Then the only question with me is as to what we shall pay, how 
much, and how it shall be paid. The contract they prop to make 
was that this compan might go through the territory of the Choc- 
taws, having a right of way two hundred feet wide, except at the sta- 
tions, where it should be four hundred feet, covering thereabout 
three-quarters of a mile in length, and that in consideration of that 
the company should pay to the Choctaws $2,000 a year, which should 

o into their school fund and should be for all time regularly paid. 
hat was the sum they appeared to agree upon; but whether they 
upon it or not I do not really know, and I might say here now 
so far as this question is concerned that I do not care; only I want to 
know what it is right and proper to give them. The Committee on 
Railroads have reported a bill that cuts down the amount of land 
required for the right of ney from two hundred feet to one hundred 
ARY fifty feet wide, and at the depots from four hundred feet to three 
hundred feet, taking off in other words one-quarter part of all that 
was asked in the way of right of way. è 

On the other hand we have proposed to raise the amount given the 
Indians in consideration of this right 50 per cent. In the place of 
giving them what they asked, $2,000 a year, in their bill, we have 
proposed to give them $3,000. Now suppose that they were anywhere 
near right in their own estimation that they put upon it, then I think 
we have probably given them a fair sum; and if we have, that is all 
the question I want to settle, after hearing all that I have heard on 
this subject, and so I am satisfied to vote for the bill. If anybody 
can show that that is not a sufficient amount, that it ought to be in- 
creased, that they ought to have more money than we are proposing 
to give in this bill, I am ready to vote for it; but I am not ready 
to say that this or some other road shall not be built through that 
country. I do not think we are called upon to do that; I think that 
we not only have the right to go through that . as we have 
the right to go through white men’s country and take their property, 
but I think that just as much as a white man has to give way so tey 
should give way to this pro and to this age of improvement, 

So, Mr. President, while I want to respect the rights of these In- 
dians and act in a proper manner toward them, I believe we are 
called upon to act in this matter, and I believe the question we ought 
to ask is how much they should have. My neighbor here, the Sena- 
tor from Kansas, [Mr. PLUMB, ] proposes an amendment to the bill 

roviding that they shall have an appraisement of the property. 
at would be all right in any other country than theirs, but I do 
hot know that it is right there. These Indians we do not recognize 
as citizens of the United States. Shall we say that these Indians 
shall appraise their own lands? If so, we know pretty much how 
they will value them. Shall we, on the other hand, say that those 
who are connected with the railroad (for they are abont the only 
citizens in that part of the country) shall do it? That would be 
quite as unjust. So they will have to take men outside of the Ter- 
ritory, men who do not live there and have no interest there, either 
on the one side or the other, or else Congress has got to fix the amount 
itself. 

I said before that the only thing that has troubled me is to know 
how much we ought to give. We have proposed in this bill to give 
them $3,000 a year continuously for all time to come. It is a pretty 
fair sum; it probably pays the Indians for all the land that the com- 
pany will use. They will get all the advantages that the white poo- 

le will get from this road. They are stock raisers. One of the 


nators who spoke yesterday told us the Indians had 400,000 head 
of cattle. They have to ship those cattle to market; they have to 
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ship to market whatever produce they raise in this country. The 
Senator from Kansas, [Mr. INGALLS,] who spoke of the great pro- 

the Indians were making, will admit that they have to find 
markets like other people, and if roads are brought to their neigh- 
borhood they enhance the value of their property and enhance the 
value of every thing they raise in their country, and therefore they 
receive the same advantages that would be received by the same 
number of white people. 

I say, then, if you undertake to fix a value and want to do it fairly 
you have got to go outside of the re and select men who have 
no interest in it, who will act fairly and honestly, or else you have 
got to fix it here; and inasmuch as we have given them 50 per cent. 
more than they asked in the bill proposed in their own legislature, I 
believe we have come as near tothe proper amount as could be 
reached in any other way. 

Mr. MAXEY. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to say a 
word on that point? There are, by calculation, 2,648 acres in the line 
of railroad proposed by the committee. The price per annum is 
$3,000. That is 4 per cent. on $75,000; and that would make the ex- 
act seine 8 le yearly, as if $75,000 was paid to them in gross, 
which wo be nearly $30 an acre. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. have made no calculation of it, but that is 
very much better for the Indians than if the money was paid into 
their hands, for then it would probably be squandered, and in a very 
few years at furthest they would have none of it left. But here is 
a perpetual income every year; it comes to them for all time, and it 
is placed in as good a situation as we could possibly do it. 80 I say 
there is no better place to fix that matter thau right here in Con- 
gress, and for us to get the facts as near as we can; and I am very 
anxious to hear the Senators talk on that point more than on the 
others, AsIsaid, while I want to look out for the Indian interests, I 
am ready to declare that railroads in so large a district of country 
as that should not be prohibited without stronger reasons than have 
been given against them here, and Iam ready for one to vote, unless 
I am convinced that we are too low in the amount, for the bill as it 
stands. I am certainly ready to vote for a bill to c the road 
through that country just as soon as we can ascertain what should 
be the proper amount, and thinking that we have probably got to 
that, I am ready to vote for the bill as it is. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I move that.the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. VEST and others. Let us vote on this bill. 

Mr. MAXEY. I think we can get a vote on this bill. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I do not think that we can get 
a vote. 

Mr. MAXEY. There is a general disposition, I think, to bring the 
debate to a close. The matter has been fully discussed, and I should 
like to have a decision. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I think it has been fally dis- 
cussed for three or four days. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ifno other Senator desires to be heard on the bill 
we can dispose of it in a few moments, if the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania will withdraw his motion. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is obvious after the a ents made by the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] and the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Vest] that it is appropriate that I should have some time 
for reply, and I will add also that when the present amendment is 
dis of there are others to be offered to the text of the bill. My 
impression is that it cannot be concluded to-night, and that it would 
be as wise to go into executive session. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I think I have the floor, and I 
renew op aonan 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business, 

The motion was a; to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business, After one hour and twenty-two 
minutes nt in executive business the doors were reopened, and 
(at five o’clock and thirty-seven minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April 12, 1882. 


The House met at twelveo’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. POWER, D. D. ; 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 


Mr. COX, of New York, by unanimous consent, submitted the fol- 
ong resolution; which was referred to the Committee on the 
es: 
Resolved, That the seventh clause of Rule XI be amended by adding at the end 
of the prided a ee following: 3 7 : Š 
'* Provi t in reportin ma appropriations for th rovemen 
of rivers and harbors, UAA Committes on snes Smell soaks sega petty . 
ra 9 the 9 8 — 5 3 upon the sea, 
coas vers na e throu more States or parts 
of States ; the second to include rivers Ma —— or Bake communes only.“ o 
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AGRICULTURE AND MECHANIC ARTS. 


Mr. CARPENTER. I ask unanimous consentthat the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union be di from the 
further consideration of the bill (H, R. No. 5272) to amend the act 
donating public lands to the several States and Territories which may 
provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts, 
and that the bill be now put on its passage. 

Mr, RANDALL, I for the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I objected to this bill yesterday 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think there will be no objection to the bill with 
an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania calls for the 


regular order. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I am directed by the Committee 
3 to report back with Senate amendments the bill (H. 

No. 3830) making appropriations for the consular and diplomatic 
service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, 
and for other purposes. The committee recommend non-concurrence 
in all the amendments except one. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that when an explanation has been made 
there will be no objection to the bill proposed by the gentleman from 
Iowa, [Mr. CARPENTER. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] demanded the re order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do so yet. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. There are some fifty-three amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate to the diplomatic and consular bill. 
I move non-coneurrence in all except one. 

The SPEAKER. Is it desired that the amendments shall be sey- 
erally read? 

Mr. COX, of New York. I hope that will be avoided. We can, 
without reading, non-concur in all the amendments except the one 
in which the committee recommend concurrence, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on non-concurring in the various 
amendments as to which the Committee on Appropriations recom- 
mend non-concurrence. 

The question being taken, the amendments were non-concurred in. 
The forty-sixth amendment of the Senate in which the Committee 
on Appropriations recommended concurrence was read, as follows: 

After line 269 insert the follo 3 

And hereafter the Secre of State shall, in the estimates for the annual ex- 

and consular 


tures of the ser estimate for the en- 
pendi ts and 288 


oft hethe by fees or otherwise, specif. the pelea amne omy to 
whether 
allowed or deemed advisable in each indixidual nk 
The amendment was concurred in. 
Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment was concurred in; and also moved that the 


motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FORNEY. Iam directed by the Committee on ha RE 
to report back with Seuate amendments the bill (H. 0. 3208) 
making appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, 
and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1883, and for other p ses. The committee recommend non-con- 
currence in the first and second amendments of the Senate, and con- 
currence in the third, which is merely verbal. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments will be read. 

The first amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

On 1, in lines 16 and 17, strike out the words including the conversion 
of smooth-bore cannon into rifles." 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The second amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

Insert the following as a new section: 

“Sec. 2. That the tary of War is hereby authorized, at his discretion, to 
issue, on the requisition of the governor of a State bordering on the sea or Gulf 
coast, and haying a permanent camping ground for the encampment of the militia 
not less than six days annually, two heavy guns and fonr mortars with 
and platforms, if such can be spared, for the proper instraction and practice of the 
militia in heavy s for this purpose a suitable battery for these can- 
non will be constructed ; and for said construction and the „55 
cannon, &c., the sum of $5,000 is hereby appropriated for supplying each State 
that may so apply.” 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The third amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

Strike out at the end of the bill the following: 

The total sum appropriated by this bill is 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. FORNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the third 
amendment of the Senate was concurred in; and moved that the 
motion to reconsider be lajd on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of House bill No. 1887, to establish an assay oflice at Dead- 
wood. It has been favorably reported 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has called for 


5,000.“ 
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uests for unanimous consent. 


for reports. 


the regular order, which cuts off all 
The regular order is the call of commit 


DESTRUCTION OF PROPERTY BY MISSISSIPPI FLOOD. 


Mr. ELLIS. The Committee on n to Which was re- 
ferred the joint resolution (H. R. No. 184) appropriating 5 red fora 
statistical report on the destruction of property in the ppi 
Valley by the flood of 1882, has me to move that the com- 
mittee be discharged from the further consideration of the resolu- 
tion, and that it be referred to the Committee on Levees and Improve- 
ments of the Mississippi River. 
The motion was agreed to. 
TAXATION OF LEGAL-TENDER NOTES. 


Mr. DINGLEY. The Committee on Banking and Currency, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. No. 131) authorizing the taxation 
by the States of the legal-tender notes of the United States, has di- 
rected me to rt the same back adversely, and to move that it be 
placed on the House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LIGHT-HOUSE BOARD, ILLINOIS RIVER. 

Mr. WARD, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back the 
bill (H. R. No. 4486) extending the operation of the Light-House 
Board over the Illinois River; which was referred to the Committee 
Mos Appropriations, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 

rin 
H EXPERIMENTAL FARMS. 

Mr. VALENTINE, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. No. 5404) to authorize. the United 
States Commissioner of cultureto secure one hundred and twenty 
acres of land for an experimental farm in each of the States of Florida, 
Illinois, Louisiana, and California; which was laid upon the table, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


FORT LEAVENWORTH MILITARY RESERVATION. 


On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, the Committee on Military 
Affairs was discharged from the further consideration of a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of War, transmitting a pie eg a letter 
from the commandin pent of the Department of Missouri, 
dated November 11, 1581, relative to the encroachments of the Mis- 
souri River upon the Fort Leavenworth military reservation, Kansas; 
and the same was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


HOTEL, FORTRESS MONROE. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, also, from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, reported back adversely the bill (H. R. No. 1775) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to grant the use of certain land at Fortress Mon- 
roe, Virginia, for the erection of a hotel; which was laid on the table, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


MILITARY WAGON-ROAD, WYOMING TERRITORY. 


Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, also, from the same committee, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. No. 3174) to construct a military 
wagon-road from Fort Washakie, Wyoming Territory, to the Yellow- 
stone National Park; which was laid on the table, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

DR. WALTER REED. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, the Committee on Mili 
Affairs was discharged from the further consideration of the b 
(H. R. No. 4194) to authorize Dr. Walter Reed, of the United States 
egy to receive the pay allowed by law for discharging the duties 
of physician to the te Mountain Apache Indians on the San 
Carlos Indian reservation, Arizona; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

TORPEDOES. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, from the Committee on Naval 
i reported the following resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations : 


he sum of 000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is here 
hase manufacture of raf i Pert 


ABOLITION OF PRIZE-MONEY. 

Mr. MORSE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
the bill (H. R. No. 5096) to abolish prize-money and to regulate 
1 ya in the Navy; which was referred to the Committee of the 

hole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

BOSTON NAVY-YARD. 

Mr. MORSE also, from the same committee, reported back the 
following resolution for adoption : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested to furnish this House 
with a statement of the amount of money expended du: LN ee 
es and 


the Boston navy yard. in the pay of officers and men, uding m 
-aborers, in all departments, employed in the navy-yard not on the line or the staff 


of Na also the number of persons emplo; their names, 
en who receive continuous ce 
are not employed ; that the same be given the several bureaus. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. MORSE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EFFICIENCY OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
the bill (S. No. 689) to promote the efficiency of the Navy; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

COMMANDER WILLIAM GIBSON, 


Mr. THOMAS also, from the same committee, reported back the 
bill (H. R. No. 2648) for the relief of Commander William Gibson; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
p ANNAPOLIS AND SHORT-LINE RAILWAY. 

Mr. TALBOTT, from the Committee on Naval reported, as 
a substitute for House bill No. 4300, a bill (H. R. No, 5802) granting 
the right of way to the Annapolis and Bal re Short-Line way 
Company through the Government farm, and to sell said railway 
company a part of said Government farm connected with the Naval 
Academy at Annapolis, Maryland; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ALONZO GESNER. 


Mr. STRAIT, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back the bill 05 R. No. 1367) for the relief of Alonzo Gessner; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. STRAIT also, from the same committee, reported, as a substi- 
tute for House bill No. 4735, a bill (H. R. No. 5803) for the relief of 
settlers on the public lands; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORT, 


Mr, RICE, of Missouri, from the Committee on the Publie Lands, 
reported back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. No 
D) granting public lands for the relief of certain citizens of the 
United States; which, with the adverse recommendation, was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION. 


Mr. CRAVENS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back the special m of the President of the United States trans- 
mitting a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with 
repairing damages to 1 in relation to the yee of eee for 
re to private persons at Hot gs, ansas, re- 
$a tin Pou work done under the direction of the superintendent in 
e perfi 


ormance of his duty; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


MARYLAND AND DELAWARE SHIP-CANAL, 


Mr. HOBLITZELL, from the Committee on Railways and Canals, 
reported back the bill (H. R. No. 4445) to provide for the construc- 
tion of the Maryland and Delaware Free Ship-Canal as a means of 
military and naval defense and for commercial p with an 
amendment; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, submitted the views of the minority on 
said bill, which were ordered to be printed with the majority report. 
CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. PAGE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, reported, 
as a substitute for House bill No. 5667, a bill (H. R. No. 5804) to 
execute certain treaty stipulations arpray By Chinese; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Reg Waan I ask leave to present the views of the minority on 
that bill. 

Mr. PAGE. There is no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can submit the minority report 
hereafter. 

WILLIAM G. BUDLONG. 


Mr. SHELLEY, from the Committee on Patents, reported back the 
bill (H. R. No. 4095) for the relief of William G. Budlong; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ELISA A. MURRAY. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. No, 1336) 
granting a pension to Elisa A. Murray; which, with the adverse rec- 
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ommendation, was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 


WILLIAM RICKARDS. 

Mr. JOYCE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
the bill (H. R. No. 1442) for the relief of William Rickards; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT o. MILLER. 

Mr. JOYCE also, from the same committee, reported back the bill 
(H. R. No. 1543) granting a pension to Albert O. Miller; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS W. ROTHROCK. 

Mr. JOYCE also, from the same committee, re back the bill 
(H. R. No. 1451) granting a pension to Thomas W. Rothrock; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

MYRON FELLOWS, 

Mr. JOYCE also, from the same committee, reported back with an 
adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 5035 granting a pension 
to Myron Fellows; which was ordered to be laid on the table and the 
accompanying report printed. 

ELIZABETH 8. SEELEY. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. No. 450) for the 
relief of Elizabeth S. Seeley; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

LOUISA BAINBRIDGE HOFF. 

Mr. BROWNE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (S. No. 526) for the relief 
of Louisa Bainbridge Hoff; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

JUSTUS BEEBE, 

Mr. BROWNE also, from the same committee, reported back the 
bill (H. R. No. 800) granting a pension to Justus Beebe ; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. f 

MERRITT LEWIS. 

Mr. BROWNE also, from the same committee, re 
bill (H. R. No. 801) to increase the pension of Merritt Lewis; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

LABAN CONNOR. 

Mr. BROWNE also, from the same committee, reported back the 
bill (H. R. No. 803) granting a on to Laban Connor; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

BETSEY A. SMITH. 

Mr. WEBBER, from the Committee on Pensions, reported a bill 
(H. R. No. 5805) granting a pension to Betsey A. Smith; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

LANDS TO FLORIDA PARISHES, LOUISIANA. 

Mr. PEELLE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the 
bill (H. R. No. 587) p and granting to the Florida par- 
ishes of the State of Lonisiana public lands as compensation to the 
people thereof for services in acquiring said Territory from Spain in 

810; and moved that the committee be di from the further 
consideration of the same, and that it be referred to the Comniittee 
on the Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

GEORGE C. JENKS. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 1065) for the 
relief of George C. Jenks; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES P, WANNALL. 

Mr. RAY, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with an 
adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 2548) for the relief of 
Charles P. Wannall; which was laid on the table, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

JACOB LUCAS. 


Mr. RAY also, from the same committee, reported back with a 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 3908) for the relief of 
Jacob Lucas; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

OWNERS OF SCHOONER WALTER B. CHESTER. 
Mr. BOWMAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 


rted back the 


a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 3985) for the relief 
of the owners of the schooner Walter B. Chester; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JOSHUA JOHNSON. 

Mr. HOLMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 4946) for the relief 
of Joshua Johnson; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. : 

MONUMENT TO THOMAS JEFFERSON. 

Mr. GEDDES. I am instructed by the Joint Committee on the 
Library to report back with a favorable recommendation the joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 175) 8 for the erection of a monument 
over the grave of Thomas Jefferson, and to ig ie that it be put on 
its at the earliest possible moment. I would inquire of the 


Chair whether that may not now be done? The same resolution was 


reported from the same committee to the Senate, was passed, and is 
now on the Speaker’s table. I would like to take that resolution 
from the Speaker’s table and put it on its passage. I think no one 
will object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that at almost any time out- 
side of the morning hour that request can be submitted. 

The joint resolution was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report or- 
dered to be printed. 


COLUMBIA AND WILLAMETTE RIVERS. 

Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the pul st R. No. 3753) extend- 
ing the operations of the Light-House Board over the Columbia and 
Willamette Rivers, in Oregon, and making an appropriation there- 
for; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

CIRCULATION OF NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. CRAPO, from the Committee on Banking and e 

rted, as a substitute for House bills Nos. 2469 and 3327, a bil st 

. No. 5806) to amend section 5171 and repeal section 5176 of the 
vised Statutes, in relation to the circulation of national banks; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ENOCH TAYLOR. 

Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the J bei E reported back 
with an adverse recommendation the petition of Enoch Taylor; which 
ere N on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
p 5 


rê- 


MATTHIAS APP, 

Mr. PAYSON also, from the same committee, reported back with 
an adverse recommendation the petition of Matthias App, of Mem- 
phis, Tennessee, to refund tax paid the United States tax commis- 
sioner at Memphis, Tennessee; which was laid on the table, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

CONTESTED ELECTION—BAYLEY VS, BARBOUR, 

Mr. WAIT. I rise to submit a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Elections in the matter of the contest of S. P. Bayley vs. 
John 8. Barbour, eighth C ional district of the State of Vir- 
ginia. I ask the Clerk to the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

mber of the Forty seventh Congress {rom the eighth Congressional district of 
mem e -Beven m; e 
the State of Virginis. ia ee 

Mr. WAIT. The action of the committee was unanimous in pass- 
ing = resolution. I ask for its present consideration if that is now 
in order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. WAIT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be printed as usual. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. GEDDES, I think there will be no objection tomy now call- 
ing up the resolution for the erection of a monument over the grave 
of Thomas Jefferson that it may be put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous con- 
sent to take from the Speaker's table for present consideration the 
Senate joint resolution ts. R. No. 56) providing for the erection of a 
monument over the ve of Thomas J. efferson, 

Mr. REED. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. MANNING. I hope the gentleman from Maine will not insist 
on the regular order. This can be disposed of ina moment. It is 
not desired to discuss the resolution. 

Mr. REED. My object is the promotion of the public business. 
I think that until we get through with the discussion of the measure 
now pending in Committee of the Whole we ought to devote our- 
selves to it. If it is important enough for the discussion upon it to 


run so long as it has it is important enough for us to attend to it and 
That is the reason I object. 


devote our time to it. 
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Mr. MANNING. In the time which the gentleman has taken to 

deliver himself of his objection the joint resolution might have been 

assed. It passed the House on a former occasion with less talk than 
now oce $ 

Mr. KASSON. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, for the further consideration 
of the tariff-commission bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I desire to ask the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Kasson] if he thinks the discussion upon that bill can be closed this 
week? e special order for the enlarging of the powers and duties 
of the Commissioner of Agriculture was set for the 27th of March last. 
I wish to give notice that I will endeavor to call up that special or- 
der not later than Tuesday next. I would like to inquire of the gen- 
tleman whether he thinks this tariff discussion will be out of the 
road this week ? 

Mr. KASSON. I will answer the gentleman as I have answered 
the same question privately: that we are endeavoring on both sides 
of the House to come to an understanding for an early termination 
of the debate in Committee of the Whole. I am not now prepared 
to make a distinct proposition, but I may be able to do so to-morrow 
after further consultation. 

The House accordin, agly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Camp in the chair. 


TARIFF-COMMISSION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and by special order will proceed to the 
further consideration of the tariff-commission bill, upon which the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HUBBELL] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HUBBELL, Mr. Chai I favor the commission pro: 
by the bill. Believing sir, as I do, that through our system of pro- 
tection to American 8 we have secured that genuine element 
of national power, a race of workingmen, ‘intelligent, benevolent, 
courageous, and robust,” and that upon it rests their independence, 
their prosperity and happiness, and those of their families; believ- 
ing, AFS that the principles or machinery of the system is so thor- 
oughly interwoven with the welfare and life of all our industries, I 
should favor material or radical changes in our tariff laws, or any of 
their arts, only after the fullest and broadest inquiry into their 9. — 
able effects. Such an 775 Ido not believe 8 by this House 
in the hurry and scramble of legislation and amid the hundred con- 
flicting interests which claim our attention and time. Hence, I favor 
the appointment of a commission of intelligent, patriotic, and prac- 
tical men, with ample powers and the leisure to inquire into and 
study the condition of our industries in all their ramifications and 
bearings, and in their relations to the tariff, and to report to Con- 
gress the results of their labors. 

And now, sir, in support of the policy of protection, and in exposi- 
tion of my reasons for favoring it, I propose to review some of the 
principal features of its history, and the actual fruits of the policy. 

Sir, the attempt, so long persisted in through the most tyrannical 
measures by England, to enslave or destroy the“ infant industries” 
of the North American colonies, was a primary and an active cause 
of their revolt for independence. Our colonial fathers were early 
ambitious of industrial independence. Nature had supplied their 
country with magnificent resources in great abundance—with iron 
and coal, and a favorable climate and soil for the growth or produc- 
tion of hemp and cotton and wool, and an unlimited water power. 
They were not slow to recognize these resources nor to understand 
the wealth and power their development promised. They therefore 
early determined to found industrial establishments for the manu- 
facture of articles, at first for domestic use and next for export, to 
build vessels,and open up a field for trade in the markets of the 
world. But the English manufacturer and merchant cried, ‘‘ We 
forbid.” They complained to Parliament and the Crown that “the 
colonists were not only carrying on trade, but were setting up manu- 
factures,” and prayed for orders and laws to prohibit in the British 
plantations all manufactures, all industrial pursuits or trade, which 
antagonized British products or menaced the profits of the British 
trader. 

Parliament and the Crown responded in the tyrannical spirit of 
the appeal. All direct trade of the provinces, whether export or im- 
port, with foreign states was prohibited under the severest penalties. 
All exports from the colonies and imports into them were confined 
to Great Britain, where heavy duties were exacted. Heavy imports 
were levied upon colonial products transported from one province to 
another, and navigation acts and tonnage duties discriminated 
against colonial-built ei dg An oath was required of the pro- 
vincial governors to rigidly enforce the navigation acts and laws of 
trade; and a board of trade was established with extraordinary 
powers to also administer these laws. 

ARRAIGNMENT OF COLONIAL MANUFACTURERS BY ENGLISH BOARD OF TRADE. 

In 1719 the House of Commons declared“ that the erecting manu- 
factories in the colonies tended to lessen their dependence upon Great 
Britain.” The board of trade and plantations in 1731~32, in pur- 
suance of an order of the House of Commons to inquire into the in- 
dustrial affairs of the plantations, charged that in New England 
New York, Pennsylvania, and Maryland, in the colonies no ward 
of Virginia ”—the colonists “had fallen into the manufacture“ of 
woolen and linen cloth; that they raised flax and hemp, which they 
manufactured into ‘‘a coarse sort of cloth, bags, traces, and halters, 


to supply the domestic demand; that eyi had established woolen 
mills for domestic manufactures, and that linen and cotton, for shirt- 
ing, were made; that they manufactured brown hollands for 
women’s wear,” and that the Assembly of Massachusetts had voted 
a bounty of thirty shillings for every piece of duck or canvas manu- 
factured in the province; that t quantities of hats and leather 
were manufactured and exported to Spain, Portugal, and the West 
Indies; that in Massachusetts they had set up a paper-mill; that they 
had established iron works, six furnaces and nineteen forges, and one 
slitting mill, for the manufacture of bar iron, and of ‘cast iron, or 
hollow ware ”—* all sorts of iron for ships“ and“ a mannfactory for 
nails;” and that they ‘‘ built many brigantines and small sloops,” 
which they sold in the West Indies. 

In the opinion of this equitable board these were very culpable 
practices. But it found some comfort in the fact that the high price 
of labor in America rendered it improbable that the colonists would 
be able to compete with the English manufacturer even in the pro- 
vincial market. It nevertheless gravely urged that some expedi- 
ent” should be adopted to divert the plantations from “ undertak- 
ings of this nature,” „because these manufactures in process of time 
may be carried on in greater degree unless an early stop be put to 
their progress.” 

MEASURES OF BRITISH TRADERS TO DESTROY COLONIAL MANUFACTURES. 


Early efforts were made to stop their 3 to crush out all 
colonial manufactures. An act (5 George II, 25 was passed which 
prohibited the “exportation of hats” from any of his majesty’s colo- 
nies in North America, and prescribed regulations for the government. 
of provincial ‘‘hat-makers.” Under this act no hats of colonial man- 
ufacture could be exported from the provinces to any foreign port; 
nor could they be transported from one colony to another, nor ** be 
laden upon any horse, cart, or other carriage” for the purpose of ex- 
portation, except under heavy penalties. Nor was a person allowed 
to make hats unless he had served an apprenticeship of seven years. 
nor allowed to have more than two apprentices at one time, an 
blacks or negroes were prohibited from working at the business. 
That was at that date the British notion of“ free trade“ -a charac- 
teristic example of the measures by which the British trader at- 
tempted to secure or enforce “free trade.” 


COLONIAL MANUFACTURES OF IRON DECLARED A ‘‘ COMMON NUISANCE.” 


All the industries of the colonies, all which conflicted with or men- 
aced the he of the British trader, all were made to suffer under 
this intolerant power of Parliament and the Crown in support of 
the imperial monopolist. The English iron manufacturer was as 
rapacious then as are bis Cobden representatives of to-day. He 
demanded that the manufacture of iron in the British plantations 
should be absolutely destroyed. He was willing that the colonists 
should reduce the iron ore, with which his lands abounded, into pigs 
and even bars, but he demanded the absolute monopoly of all mar 
ufactures of iron beyond that state. Hence, in 1750, an act of Par- 
liament admitted into British ports from the colonies pig and bar 
iron duty free, but prohibited under a penalty of £200 the erection 
or “continuance” in the colonies of any mill or engine for slitting or 
rolling iron, or any plating forge to work with a tilt-hammer, or any 
furnace for making steel. Every such mill, engine, furnace, or forge 
was declared a common nuisance,” and the colonial governors, on 
the information of two witnesses on oath, were required to abate 
such nuisance within thirty days, under a forfeiture for failure of 
the sum of £500. 

Truly, a most enterprising and enlightened tyranny that! Ma- 
chinery for the manufacture of iron re consequently all mannfact- 
ures of iron, so indispensable to all industries, and without which 
none can be prosecuted or thrive, a common nuisance! But its bar- 
barous spirit influenced more or less in that day all ranks of English- 
men, even Earl Chatham, the eloquent champion of our political 
liberties, who declared: 

If America makes a stocking or a horse-nail I would advise that she be made to 
feel the whole weight of England. 

Nor can there be a doubt, in the light of the grasping spirit mani- 
fested by them against the protective policy of our tariff system, 
that to the Cobdenites of to-day, to the modern so-called British ` 
free- trader,“ to all the representatives or isans of the foreign 
133 American manufactures of all kin iron, woolen, cotton, 

emp, etc.—all which enter into competition with foreign products— 
all are to-day, as in colonial times, and for a like reason, absolute 
nuisances, and as such they would summarily abate them. 


COLONIAL MANUFACTURERS RESIST LAWS FOR SUPPRESSION OF THEIR ESTABLISH- 
MENTS. 


But, sir, the colonists refused to be slaves, Their Anglo-Saxon 
spirit revolted at this tyranny. They sturdily resisted these decrees 
of the English manufacturing despots, and their resolute attitude de- 
feated in a t measure the ruinous purposes of the decrees, They 
refused to obey the English navigation acts and laws of trade. Nor 
did they abate their energy and eret Their capital or finan- 
cial means was comparatively limited; their opportunities under 


the circumstances few and small; they were menaced by swarms of 
customs and other officials of the Crown, and by spies and agents of 
the British trader and board of trade—by a veritable gendarme—and 
consequently environed by the most serious difficulties, and even by 
Nevertheless, they steadily pursued as. 


perils to liberty and fortune. 
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far as practicable the development of their industrial resources, the 
utilization of the natural resources of their plantations through the 
mechanical skill of their citizens. Thus they continued their old 
and forbidden furnaces and mills. They erected new forges and roll- 
ing and slitting mills, and new cotton and woolen factories, struck 
ont new trades and employments, built shipping and successfully 
opened for their produets a market among foreign nations. 
ENGLAND'S EXPORTS TO THE COLONIES AND THEIR VALUE. 


Nor had Britain or the British trader any serious or just grounds of 
complaint against the colonies founded upon these enterprises. Her 
export trade with the colonies had vastly increased. Adam Seybert, 
in his Statistical Annals, &c., published in 1818, says: 

In 1700 the total value of the exports from Great Britain to all parts of the world 
amounted to £7.621,053 sterling. In 1772 the value of the exports from Great 
Britain to her colonies, orthe countries now included iu the United States, amounted 
to £1,979,416 sterling ; or, at the period last mentioned, the value of the exports 
from Great Britain to the colonies was more than one-fourth of the amount which 
her export trade Bal porated in the course of 1,700 years from anintercourse with 
all parts of the world. 1700 the export trade to these colonies amounted to only 


£343,828 sterling. In the of seventy-two ithad increased in value very 
nearly sixfold. Such was the entation of the commerce of Great Britain in 
msequence of her connection with a country which in 1584, not two centuries be- 


CO) 
ted to Sir Walter b een Eli 5 
„5 2 then inhabited by C tians” that he might 
discover in six years.” 
‘SUPPRESSION OF COLONIAL MANUPACTURES ONLY POSSIBLE THROUGH AN ABSOLUTE 
TYRANNY. 

Sir, a blind . an unreasoning and insatiable greed, then 
as to-day, consumed the British trader. He would tolerate no com- 
petition. He practically demanded an absolute monopoly of the 
colonial markets for all British products. But the sturdy resistance 
of the colonists to his insolent demands, the unyielding spirit which 
they manifested in support of the colonial industries, onished the 
British trader that he could only obtain that monopoly by establish- 
ing over the provinces an absolute and arbitrary seeps, vio- 
iently suppressing their political and civil liberties, as well as all free- 
dom in industrial development—only by reducing the colonists to 
slavery. 

Hens: sir, the British trader and his agents and dependents filled 
the empire with clamors, intrigues, and calumnies against the prov- 
ances, and assailed Parliament and the Crown with demands for de- 
crees and acts hostile to or destructive of their wing industries 
and commerce. They stimulated alike the cupidity and the fears of 
the reigning powers. Industrial cacy eon ae meant political and 
national independence. If industrial om were tolerated in the 
British plantations, if the colonists were allowed to manufacture for 
themselves, or to engage in commerce with foreign States or among 
themselves, the provinces would soon become wealthy and power- 
ful, or too formi able for Parliament or Crown to coerce or restrain. 
Separation, national independence, would inevitably follow, and 
Britain would suffer an irreparable loss in power and fortune in the 
loss of her most valuable possessions. Hence the provincesmust be 
coerced to submit. The authority and power of . the dig- 
nity and interests of Parliament and the Crown, the interests of 
British industry, all demanded that all industrial enterprises in the 
plantations inimieal to British interests should be summarily crushed 
out—that the colonies, while it was possible, should be reduced to 
obedience or should be compelled to acknowledge an absolute de- 
pendence in commerce and manufactures, as in civil and political 
affairs, upon Britain. The colonists, at the same time, claiming that 
they were Englishmen, and not aliens, and consequently entitled to 
all the rights of Englishmen, all the rights of Magna Charta, de- 
manded immunity for their industrial enterprises against the grasp- 
ing tyranny of the British trader. 

arliament and the Crown sided with the English monopolists. 
Influenced equally by an unreasoning eupidity and by an alarm at 
the critical condition of their menaced authority in America, they 
resolved upon that extraordinary series of tyrannical measures by 
which they denied the colonists those common rights inherent in 
every Englishman, and by which they hoped to reduce the provinces 
‘to a slavish dependency in all matters upon Britain. . 

The colonists revolted. After a long and perilous conflict they 
established their independence, and in 1783 entered the community 
-of nations as a sovereign power. 

Thus, sir, I ying at the foundation and provoking the struggles 
which established American independence, was the resistance of the 
colonists to the tyranny and insatiable cupidity of the British trader— 
was the demand of our colonial fathers for industrial independence, 
for protection to their domestic manufactures. 

THE FAILURE OF GOVERNMENT OF CONFEDERATION TO EXCOWRAGE AND PROTECT 
MANUFACTURES THE CAUSE OF ITS ABOLITION. 

Sir, the political organizations or machinery under which our reyo- 
lutionary fathers conducted their struggle with England, and that 
which succeeded it, were in their nature simply leagues of the States 
endowed with certain forms and very limited powers, the latter being 
simply a confederacy or 8 government. Under it Congress 
was invested with both legislative and executive functions, but its 
authority, and 3 in commerce or industrial matters, was 
very circumscribed, and but little respected, and it possessed no 
pere or force to execute or compel obedience to its decrees or laws. 

t consequently failed in all the essential 5 of government. 
It failed to secure an adequate revenue for its n objects, to 
supply the requisite funds to liquidate the debt of the Revolution, and 


to command respect abroad or at home either for itself or our citizens. 
But what was equally important, if not more important than all, it 
utterly failed to secure to the “ infant industries” of America, to the 
domestic manufactures of the new States, that enco ment and 

rotection to secure which, in their recent unequal conflict with the 
ormidable power of Britain, they had staked their “lives and for- 
tunes and sacred honor.” Hence it was soon pronounced an inju- 
rious abortion, and the people resolved to abolish it—to create and 
substitute for it a new and more vigorous government, with ample 
powers to secure those objects and to execute all its delegated trusts. 

LABORING-MEN ADVOCATES OF OUR NATIONAL GOVERNMENT. 


Thus, in 1789, the government of the old confederation was sup- 
planted by our present National Government through the adoption of 
our National Constitution. The union or organization of the States 
as one nation, under a government with ample powers to protect them 
in their industrial pursuits, had no more earnest, no more enthusi- 
astic or active supporters, than the mechanics and laboring-men. 
They celebrated its adoption amid the heartiest rejoicing. 

THE ABLEST AXD MOST DISTINGUISHED OF OUR PRACTICAL STATESMEN ADVOCATE 
ENCOURAGEMENT AND PROTECTION OF MANUFACTURES, 

And, sir, from the beginning of our National Government, through 
every period of our history to the present time, the encouragement 
and protection of American industry, the emancipation of our people 
and nation from an industrial vassa to the cheap labor of Europe, 
equally ruinous and degrading, have stimulated the ambition of the 
ablest and the most sagacious of our practical statésmen, have exer- 
cised their greatest powers, and formed the grand end of their most 
valuable labors—of such men as Washington and Franklin and Jef- 
ferson; of Alexander Hamilton and James Madison, often and justly 
called “ framers” and “expounders” and even the “‘ fathers” of the 
Constitution; of Monroe and Jackson and John Quincy Adams; of 
Banyo and Daniel Webster, and even of John C. Calhoun prior 
to 1824; of Thomas Ewing and Henry Baldwin and George Evansof 
Maine, and of a host equally astute and patriotic. 

THE FIEST ACT OF OUR FIRST CONGRESS UNDER THE CONSTITUTION AN ACT FOR 
THE ENCOURAGEMENT AND PROTECTION OF MANUFACTURES. 

Sir, the First Congress under our National Constitution organized 
April 6, 1789. On April 8, within seventy hours after its organiza- 
tion, James Madison, in the House, introduced a resolution deelar- 
ing that duties ought to be levied on wares, and merchan- 
dise imported into the United States.“ The Congress agreed with 
Mr. ison. This First Congress, in both Houses of which were 
many who had been members of the convention that framed the 
Constitution, adopted ‘‘An act laying a duty on W and 
merchandise imported into the United States.” It was our first tariff 
act. It was the first measure of our National Government, the sec- 
ond law enacted by Congress under our present Constitution, and was 
approved by George Washington as President on July 4, 1789. The 
imposts which it levied were both specific and ad valorem, and its 
preamble distinctly declares that those imposts were necessary“ 
among other things “ for the encouragement and protection of man- 
ufactures.” 

Domestic enterprises, native interests, exercised all the solicitude 
and care of this Congress. At its second session it enacted the tariff 
of August 10, 1790,* by which the duties of the previous act were on 
an average increased 24 per cent., and at both sessions, following 
the example of England and other powers, established a system of 
navigation laws, through which heavy discriminating tonnage duties 
were exacted for the encouragement and protection of our native 
shipping and trade. 

COUNTRY FLOODED WITH ENGLISH MANUFACTURES—OUR CITIZENS PETITION FOR 
PROTECTION. 

During our revolutionary struggles the commerce of the confed- 
erated colonies was of necessity almost wholly suspended. At its 
close, in 1783, our domestic manufactures were as a whole in a very 
depressed or languishing condition. A few had been fostered by the 
necessities of the war, but others, and most of them, had experienced 
its disastrous effects. The failure of the confederacy to succor such 
of them as had survived, and to foster and promote the development 
of our manufacturing capabilities, encouraged importations from 
Europe. The country in consequence was soon flooded with foreign 


* The following is an analysis of the vote in this House upon the tariff of 1790, 
which confirmed, and under the recommendations of Alexander Hamilton, as 


Broodworth, Brown, Burke, Cadwalader, Carroll, 
Clymer, Coles, Conter, Fitzsimmons, Floyd, Gilmer, Hartley, Heister, Huntington. 

Lawrence, Madison, Matthews, Moore, Muhlenberg, Page, 
msselaer, Scott, Seney, Sevier, Sherman, Sylvester, Sinnickson, Steele, 
Sturgis, Sumter, Vining, White, Williamson, and Wynkoop—%9. 

Noes—Messrs. Ames, Benson, Foster, Gale, Gerry, Goodhue, Grout, Sedgwick, 
— 5 Smith of South Carolina, Thatcher, Trumbull, and Wads- 
worth— 

In all 52 votes, 21 of which voting “ay” were from Southern or slave-holding 
States. The following is an analysis by States: 

New England States: For—New Hampshire, 2; Massachusetts, 0; Connecticut, 
3; total5. Against—New Hampshire, 1; Massachusetts, 6; Connecticut, 2; total 9. 

Middle States: For—New York, 4; New Jersey, 2; Pennsylvania, 7; total 13. 

New York, 1; New cdg ican IA 5 0; total 1. 
ve States: For— Delaware, 1; land, 3; RE tee 7; North Carolina, 5; 
South Carolina, 2; Georgia, 3; total 21. ware, 0; Maryland, 2; 
vi 0; North Carolina, 0; South Carolina, 1; Geo 0; total 3. 
tulation: For—New England States, 5; Middle States, 13; Southern 


States, 21; total39. Against—New England States, 9; Middle States, 1; Southern 
States, 3; total 13. ~ 
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products, The prompt enactment by Congress of the tariffs of 1789 
and 1790, in response to the appeals of our people for the encourage- 
ment and protection of our manufactures, assured those already en- 
gaged in industrial pursuits and stimulated our capitalists to further 
ventures. An enthusiasm for industrial enterprises was created. 
In Massachusetts, Connecticut, Rhode Island, Pennsylvania, New 
Jersey, and other States, factories and mills for the manufacture of 
woolen and cotton goods were established with ample capital, and 
other branches of domestic industry were started with favorable 
prospects. 
WASHINGTON, MADISON, AND HAMILTON ADVOCATE MANUFACTURES. 

Washington, Madison, and Hamilton, and the politico-economic 
school they headed, revolutionary statesmen, partisans of our Na- 
tional Constitution, lent these enterprises their most energetic and 
intelligent support. In his celebrated report on manufactures to 
Con of December 5, 1791, ‘‘in obedience to the order of the House 
of January 15, 1790,” in an elaborate and exhaustive argument, forti- 
fied by the amplest illustrations drawn from the practical experience 
of nations, Mr. Hamilton explodes the fallacies of so-called “ free- 
trade,” exposes its ruinous impolicy as applied to the United States, 
and explains and urges the permanent benefits which would certainly 
result from the development and protection of our manufacturing 
industries. He urges: 


Not only the wealth but the independence and security of a country appear to 
nation, with 


be mai y connected e of manufactures. Eve 
a view 2 5 ero objects, to endeavor to possess within itself all the 
essen 0 


tion, 7 è ese to 
tion of the bedy-politic, to Rees safety as well as the welfare of 2 
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chiefs and dan of a situation to which that incapacity is still in too ta 
degree applicable, unless c by timely and vigorousexertion. To effect this 
change as fast as shall be prudent merits all the attention and all the zeal of our 
public councils. It is the next great work to be accomplished. 

Political or national independence having been achieved, “the next 
great work to be accomplished” was industrial independence, the 
emancipation of our domestic industries from foreign thraldom. 
Mr. Madison entertained similar views. He gayo them practical 
expression by his authorship and support of the tariff of 1789, and 
in January, 1790, at the opening of the second session of the First 
Con in delivering his first annual address, in which he advo- 
cates the “advancement” or encouragement and protection of our 
home manufactures, George Washington, ever foremost in patriotic 
examples, enforced his recommendations by appearing before the 
two Houses clothed in a suit of domestic broadcloth, the recent pro- 
duct of a Connecticut loom. 

ENGLAND, ALARMED, ORDERS AN INQUIRY INTO THOSE MOVEMENTS. 


These movements of our people in encouragement and support of 
domestic manufactures, and the passage by our First Congress of the 
tariff acts of 1789 and 1790, the manifest resolution of Congress and 
people that the United States should be independent in fact, at- 
tracted the attention of the foreign producer, and especially that of 
the ever-vigilant British trader. It alarmed the cupidity of the 
latter, and stimulated it to characteristic action, The lords com- 
mittee, acting as a board of trade, was instructed to inquire into 
and report upon the situation created by this attitude of the re- 


cusant young States. This board re in January, 1791. Inits 
report, which was drawn by Lord Live 1, and which in its day 


was somewhat famous, the right of the United States to levy im- 
posts upon foreign products, either for revenue or for the encourage- 
ment and protection of manufactures, was animously conceded, 
but the board was manifestly greatly exercised at the probable in- 
crease of the imposts to a degree which would practically prohibit 
the consumption of English goods in the United States. 

ENGLAND PROPOSES BY NEGOTIATION TO DEFEAT PROTECTION TO OUR MANUFACT- 

URERS. 

For the British trader the situation, sir, was full of difficulties. 
At the time a treaty of commerce was contemplated between the 
two nations. The board, seizing ae that fact, recommended that 
in the pending negotiations it should be insisted by the English Gov- 
ernment “that the duties on British manufactures shall not be raised 
Lby the United States] above what they are at present”—in 1791. It 
also urged that the English negotiators should insist “that the duties 
on all other merchandise, whether British or foreign, imported from 
Great Britain into the United States, shall not be higher at any time 
than on the like merchandise imported from any other European 
nation.” Thus it proposed not only to seize the American market 
for the British teal by securing a ruinous competition of British 
products with our home manufactures but also to enable British 
rl tin to supplant the American in the carrying trade between 
the United States and foreign nations. A very equitable scheme, 
truly—one eminently characteristic of the British trader, and illus- 
trative of his enlightened notions of “free trade!” Of course no 
such scheme was practicable, as under our Constitution the treaty- 
making power has no control over matters of revenue or imposts. 

OUR ENTERPRISE AND CAPITAL RASHLY ENGAGED IN COMMERCE. 

But, unfortunately, about this time, other causes united to 

ise and capital of our 


largel 
divert the 8 d 
The explosion of the French revolution of 1 


le into new channels, 
and the tremendous 


and terrible wars which grew out of it, involving the whole conti- 
nent of Europe in almost continuous conflict from 1793 to 1815, 
changed for a time the whole commercial relations of the world and 
opened to American enterprise a vast field of remunerative profits. 
Many of our citizens rashly seized upon the opportunity. r. Sey- 
bert says: 

A new era was established in our commercial history. The individuals who par- 
took of these advantages were numerous; our 3 of merchants was swelled 
much beyond what it was entitled to be from the s of our population, Many 
persons, who sec moderate capitals from mechanical pursuits, soon be- 
came the most adventurous. The predominantspirit of that time has had a power- 
ful effect in determining the character of the rising generation in the United States, 
in 1818. ) The brilliant prospects held out by commerce caused our citizens to neglect 

em ical and manufacturing branches of industry; fallacious views, founded 
on temporary circumstances, carried us from these agin hee which must ultimately 
constitute the resources, wealth, and power of this nation. Temporary benefits 
were mistaken for permanent advantages, so certain were the profits on the foreign 
voyages that commerce was only pursued as an art. The demand in Europe for 
foreign merchandise, especially for that of the West Indies and South America, 
secured to all these cargoes a ready sale with a 1 profit. The most adventur- 
ous became the most wealthy, and that without the knowledge of any of the prin- 
ciples which govern commerce under ordinary circumstances. No one was limi 
to any one branch of trade; the same individual was concerned in voyages to Asia, 
South America, the West Indies, and Europe. Our tonnage increased in a ratio with 
the extended catalogues of the exports. We seemed to have arrived at the maxi- 
mum of human ee In p. rtion to onr population We ranked as the most 
commercial nation; in point of e our trade was only sevond to that of Great 
Britain.—Statistical Annals, de., pages 60, 61. 

An extraordinary, but adventitious St a arr which vanished 
almost as suddenly as it was created. e causes, sir, may be briefly 
stated. 

MANUFACTURES OF FRANCE AT THE DATE OF THE FRENCH REVOLUTION. 


Revolutionary France inherited all the Bourbon’s hatred of per- 
fide Albion.“ It closed its ports against British goods, seized und 
confiscated English merchandise, and declared war against England. 
Ont of the revolution Napoleon sprang as the ee imperial 
ruler of France—as the mili master of Europe. He also became 
the implacable enemy of Britain, and described her contemptuously 
as ‘a nation of shopkeepers.” 

Now, sir, Napoleon was not simply a military genius, but a states- 
man, learned, acious, and practical. He had profoundly studied 
the political and industrial situation of France. The nobility 
“ privileged panpina for ages prior to the revolution of 1789, had 
monopolized the land, and had violently held the agricultural laborer 
in villanage or bond Practical masters or rulers of France, 
through their order and its 5 and the support of the Crown, 
they, by their rapacity, had in 1789 reduced France and the French 

eople to the frightfully pauperized condition which provoked and 
ustified the revolution. Very few manufactures, very few industrial 
parent at the time in France were in a flourishing condition. Hence, 
apoleon, at his accession to power, found France dependent upon 
foreign states, and chiefly upon England, for many of the most im- 
portant articles of domestic consumption and national necessity and 
the great mass of Frenchmen without remunerative employment. 
NAPOLEON DETERMINES ON THE INDUSTRIAL INDEPENDENCE OF FRANCE, 

Napoleon determined to reform all that—to emancipate France 
and her people and their industry from this ruinous thraldom to 
foreign nations. The revolution had uprooted and abolished the old 
feudal tenure of the land, and Napoleon resolved, while encouragin 
and supporting agriculture and commerce, to also naturalize an 
foster domestic manufactures. He probably entered the more readily 
upon that grand undertaking because it also served his policy against 
Britain. fie appreciated the fact that in her industrial wealth and 
resources lay all Britain’s vast powerasanation. Hence, that what- 
ever militated against those industries, whatever reduced England’s 
markets or decreased the profits or consumption of her products, just 
in that proportion diminished the power of Britain by weakening its 
sources. Thus Napoleon excluded all English products from the ports 
of France and her colonies, offered premiums or rewards for mechan- 
icalinventions, and from the national treasury aided in the establish- 
ment of domestic manufactures. 

In thus an nizing England in industrial enterprises by foster- 
ing French manufactures Napoleon, while striking a blow at the power 
of “ Albion,” rendered France a rich service by creating for 
her wi her own domain new and permanent sources of real wealth 
and power, and secured for the French people enlarged comforts and 
means through increased and remunerative employments. To-day, 
sir, the French are the prosperous beneficiaries of the 3 thus 
established. France's manufactures are one of the grand sources of 
her national wealth and power. 

Nor was Napoleon satisfied with these measures against Britain. 
By the workings of his famous continental system, Napoleon excluded 
all British products and merchandise from all the countries which 
he conquered or controlled—practically at different times from all 
the ports of Europe—and seized and confiscated all British merchan- 
dise wherever he could reach it, whether on neutral or friendly or 
hostile territory. 

ENGLISH WARS FOR THE MONOPOLY OF TRADE. 

England retaliated. Her hatred of the Bourbon was redoubled 
upon republican and imperial France; and her mercantile rulers, 
her industrial despots, were absolutely infuriated by the measures 
of Napoleon to uproot their Euro markets—for the subversion 
of their industrial and commercial tyranny. England resolved upon 


the amplest reprisals. All her vast resources of wealth and her 
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mighty influence among the nations were concentrated on projects 
of ruin to Napoleon and France. War,“ “war,” „War,“ was her 
slogan. Thus England excited six formidable armed coalitions of 
the principal powers of the continent, pinata ps hag Europe in arms, 
against the presumptuous ‘Gallic usurper” who rebelled inst 
her commercial and industrial domination, and finally sue ed in 
crushing Napoleon and humiliating France, but only after involving 
the world in almost continuous wars for over twenty years and an 
awful expenditure of treasure and life—all to secure to the British 
traders the monopoly of the markets of the world. 
UNITED STATES INVOLVED IX WAR IN SUPPORT OF HER MARITIME RIGHTS. 


The United States was finally embroiled in the murderous mélée. 
At its beginning, as a neutral power friendly to all the parties in- 
volved, the United States enjoyed immense advantages, largely 
monopolizing the carrying trade between the 1 by whic 
our capitalists in e numbers, as shown by Mr. Seybert, amassed 
sudden and respectable fortunes and extended the commerce and 
tonnage of the nation to an unexampled degree. But these advan- 

were of short duration. Bourbon France and Spain had been 
our allies in our revolutionary struggle, furnishing us with both 
money and men; but they had joined us, not from a love of repub- 
lican institutions, nor of liberty, nor, indeed, from any genuine or 
independent wish for American independence, but as the ancient 
enemy of England—for the purpose of striking a crushing blow 
at the col power of their most formidable foe by wresting from 
Britain her most valuable possessions. 

Having accomplished that, or, in other words, the United States 
having served their pospone ainst Great Britain, France and Spain, 
upon the acknowledgment of our independence, hastened to demon- 
strate the real motives of their alliance by a series of hostile acts 
against the prosperity of the United States. For a long time they 
refused to enter into commercial relations with us, and by navigation 
acts, tonnage duties, and practically prohibitory imposts upon our 
Ppor closed their own and their colonial ports against our shipping 
and products. 

Subsequently, when, as the principal carrier in the trade between 
the European belligerents, our commerce and tonnage and the for- 
tunes of our people en gaged in foreign trade had risen to a degree 
which caused the United States to rank second only in commercial 
importance among the nations, all Europe united in hostile measures 
for the spoliation of our shipping and property and the destruction 
of our foreign and carrying trade. Thus British blockades and the 
British „Orders in Council,” in piratical hostility to American 
bee tree and trade, were rivaled by French blockades and “ Berlin 
and Milan Decrees,” by Spanish arrests and decrees, and by orders 
and seizures of our vessels and their cargoes even by Neapolitans and 
Danes. As a consequence our e fabric of commercial pros- 
perity, so suddenly built upon this foreign trade, as suddenly tumbled 
into ruins, and the United States was forced to enter the ruinous 
brawl by a declaration of war in June, 1812, against England. Mr. 
Seybert, in describing these facts, says: 


when it was to be the consequence of their losses and depreciation. They im- 
posed numerous and vexatious restrictions upon our fo: commerce, in conse- 
quence of which we were ultimately made a belligerent. Great Britain saw with 


e that her former colonies had become her most dangerous rival, and con- 
dered 
merce. 
* * . . * ‘ . 
At the moment when onr foreign commerce bad arrived at the maximum it was 
completely suspended. This transition was the more severe because of its having 
been so snddenly adopted, and especially as foreign commerce had ata he been a 
principal branch of our industry. The very cause which had so astonishingly pro- 
moted our prosperity now became the instrument of our oppression and rain; that 
which had been most desired in Europe seemed about accomplished. Our 
pa nel trade, after having in the course of sixteen 
qu 


an au ntation of $89,331,109, was, in 1807, in an instant reduced to the 

aggregate of 430,960, only $1,677.862 more than the amount in 1791, the second 

ear aner the organization of the present Government.—Statistical Annals, pages 
anc . 


A DEAR-BOUGHT EXPERIENCE—ITS TEACHINGS. z 

Here, sir, was our d experiment at foreign trade—our first 
grand experiment in the pursuit of wealth and national prosperity 
and power through foreign commerce—with the disastrous results 
which, sooner or later, have overwhelmed every nation rel ing upon 
it for 5 or chief support of its people—a loss of : millions 
at a period when our population and financial resources were com- 
paratively small, the ruin of our business men, and widespread dis- 
tress long felt among all classes throughout the nation—a collapse 
only equaled in its calamitous consequences by the explosion of 
John Law’s notorious Mississippi scheme or that of the famous 
“ South Sea Bubble.“ 

Sir, it was an experience dearly paid for in the immense losses and 
widespread and extended suffering of our ple, but it was one 
which admonished them of the s of builtin very largely upon 
foreign trade as a means of supplying occupations for our labor or 
investments for our capital, and instructed them that true wealth, 
lasting or permanent ck and national power, consisted in 
developing and utilizing the mechanical ability and skill of our 
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le and the resources with which nature has so bountifully en- 
owed us—in the creation and perfection and the encouragement 
and support of a practical system of home industries. 


REVIVAL OF OUR IXDUSTRIES—THEIR VALUE IN 1810. 


Sir, from 1793 to 1807, the memorable period of our commercial 
eraze, very little attention was bestowed by our people upon manu- 
factures. But, with the disastrous collapse of our commercial yent- 
ures, manufacturing enterprises again occupied our capitalists. In 
1809 this House ordered the reprinting of Hamilton’s celebrated re- 
port on Manufactures. It also directed Mr. Gallatin, the Secretary 
of the Treasury, to collect information respecting the various manu- 
factures of the United States, and to report the same, together with 
a plan best calculated to protect and promote them.” The marshals 
and their assistants in taking the census of 1810 were also instructed 
to obtain full and reliable information respecting our manufacturing 
establishments and manufactures. The information or data thus ob- 
tained was meager and defective. An analysis or digest of the manu- 
facturing returns and an estimate of the value of manufactures were 
made under the direction of the Treasury by Mr. Tench Coxe, a dis- 
tinguished statistician of Philadelphia. It was ascertained that few 
woolen manufactories existed in the United States, but that the 
woolen and cotton manufactures consumed in the country were prin- 
cipally the products of looms in families, and their estimated value 
was about $40,000,000. The value of the manufactures of iron was 
8 at 814,364,520; of the products of the tannery at $17,935,477 ; 
of those from grain at $16,528,207; of those of wood at $5,554,708 ; of 
the manufacture of refined 8 at $1,415,724; of paper, &c., at 
$1,939,285 ; of glass at $1,047,004 ; of tobacco at $1,260,378; of cables 
and co e at $4,242,168, Ko. The ag ate value of manufact- 
ures of all kinds was returned at $127,694,602. pya previous esti- 
mate of Mr. Gallatin the value was fixed at $120,000,000. 

That, sir, was not a very flattering exhibit. But the embargoand 
non-intercourse acts, the retaliatory measures adopted by our Gov- 
ernment in 1807 and 1808 against the tyrannical restrictive decrees 
of England and France, followed as they were by our war of 1812~15 
with Britain, practically excluded from the country all foreign im- 
ports, and by throwing our people upon their own resources to supply 
the domestic demand, particularly for manufactures of wool, cotton, 
and hemp, greatly increased and encouraged the home manufacture 
of those materials. Nevertheless, the close of the war in 1815 found 
them in swaddling-clothes. The high price of labor in the United 
States, and the eee and superior skill of the British estab- 
lishments, rendered it impracticable for the domestic manufactures 
to sustain themselves without protection against the foreign article. 
That the British trader well knew. He accordingly determined to 
erush out the manufactures of the United States in their infant state, 
even at a heavy sacrifice to himself in profit. Our markets, there- 
fore, were soon glutted with foreign products of all kinds. Thus 
the value of our imports. which from January 1 to September 30, 
1815, was only $83,080,073, suddenly increased during the follow- 
ing year, from October, 1815, to October, 1816, to the vast sum of 
$155,302,700, In the Honse of Commons, Mr. Brougham, with mani- 
fest satisfaction and in plain language, announced the policy and the 
purposes of the British trader. He urged: 

It is well worth while to incur a loss upon the first importation, in order by the 
glut to stifle in the cradle those rising manufactures in the United States which 
the war had forced into existence con to the natural course of things. 

Our citizens 3 the country engaged in manufactures, 
inelnding the gs a nters of Louisiana, prayed Congress for pro- 
tection against the rnin thus menaced, and for encouragement and 
support to the “ growing manufactures” of the nation. Congress, 
sir, responded by promptly affording the protection prayed for. 

THE TARIFF OF APRIL 27, 1816, AND ITS AUTHOR AND SUPPORTERS. 

On March 12, 1816, Hon. William Lowndes, a member of this Honse 
from South Carolina, distinguished alike for ability and patriotism, 
reported from the Committee on Ways and Means the tariff act of 
1816—a bill ‘‘to regulate the duties on imports and tonnage.” Hon. 
Thomas Newton, of Virginia, on February 13 and March 6, from the 
Committee on Manufactures, had 5 in favor of encouraging 
and protecting the manufactures of wool and cotton, and in the 
debate upon Mr. Lowndes’s bill, Henry Clay of Kentucky, John C. 
Calhoun and Lowndes of South Carolina, Ingham of Pennsylvania, 
and others, ably contended for a decided protection to home manu- 
factures by ample duties.” The celebrated John Randolph of Roa- 
noke opposed the bill. Mr. Randolph was a strict constructionist. 
He believed and urged that a “tariff for protection,” the levying of 
imposts for the encouragement and support of manufactures, was as 
unconstitutional as it was unjust—a ‘levying of taxes on one por- 
tion of the community to a money into the pockets of another.” 

In that, sir, Mr. Randolph was antagonized among others by Mr. 
Calhonn in an argument in which he in substance reiterates and sup- 

rts the views of Alexander Hamilton’s a ber of 1791 on manu- 

tures. I will briefly sketch this powerful effort: 
JOHN C. CALHOUN’S CELEBRATED ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF THE ENCOURAGEMENT 
AXD PROTECTION OF MANUFACTURES. 

Mr. Calhoun favors the encouragement and protection of our home 
industries. He re the subject as one of “ vital importance,” 
touching as it does the security and permanent prosperity of our 
country.” “He was no manufacturer. He was not from that por- 
tion of our country supposed to be peculiarly interested.” He ‘was 
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from the South”—from South Carolina. ‘‘Conseqnently no motives 
could be attributed to him but such as were disinterested.” 

“The security of a country mainly depends on its spirit and 
means.” Hence, “as every people are subject to the vicissitudes of 
peace and war, it must ever be considered as the plain dictate of 
wisdom in peace to prepare for war.” He then reviews the resources 
of the country, discusses the relative importance of agriculture 
commerce, and manufactures as sources of national wealth an 
power, demonstrates the superiority of manufactures, because agri- 
culture and commerce being dependent on foreign markets only 
flourish in times of peace, but manufactures, relying on our home 
market, are unaffected by war and are always a source of wealth and 
power. He urges— 

What, then, are the effects of a war with a maritime power—with England? 
Our commerce annihilated, bg J individual misery and producing national 
poverty | our agriculture cut off from its accustomed markets, the surplus pro- 

uct of the farmer perishes on his hands, and he ceases to produce because he 
cannot sell. His resources are dried up, while his expenses are greatly increased, 
as all manufactured articles, the necessaries as well as the conveniences of life, 
rise to an extravagant price. > The failure of the wealth and resources 
of the nation per pa involyed the ruin of its finances and its currency. It 
is admitted by the most strenuous advocates on the other side that no country 


his sarplus uce, and, whatis almost of equal 
iofal his 


may be greatly increased ; so un ous, ma 


loans, certain and hazard 
Thus situated, the storm may beat without, but within all 


be less reli 
— perfection to this state of t it will be „ — 
safe. To giv to o n as soon 
as Somi g of internal improvements, and at least such an extension of 
our Navy as prevent the cutting off our coasting trade. 


Mr. Calhoun next reviews at some length, and rebuts, one by one, 
the arguments urged against manufactures as a system ; maintains 
with t force the policy of finding profitable investment of our 

capital and remunerative employment for our mechanics by multi- 
plying and protecting manufactures as permanent establi ents; 
and with some indignation refutes and repels the charges which, 
even in that day, were stale and flat, that manufacturing establish- 
ments “ destroy the moral and 88 power of the people,” that 
they were “ the fruitful cause of pauperism,” and produced a slavish 
dependence of the operative upon the manufacturer. He exclaimed: 
00 of manufactures} produced a system strictly America: 
It [the en: 1 pr 5 bo y 


t 
as much soas culture, in which it had vantage of commerce an 
tion. The country will from this derive much advan 
to 


conse- 


subject eve 
way 80 intimately connected with the ultimate attainment of nati stren; 
and the perfection of our political institutions. He regarded the fact that it would 


make the parts adhere more closely; that it would form a new and most powerful 
cement far outweighing any . objections that might be urged against the 
system. In his o inion the and the union of the country were inseparably 
united; that as destruction of the latter would most y involve the 


former, so its maintenance will with equal certainty preserve it. 

Nor did he“ speak lightly.” Mr. Calhoun assures the House that 
“he had often and wed revolved it in his mind,” that he ‘had crit- 
ically examined into the causes that destroyed the liberties of other 
countries,” and closed with a solemn warning to the nation of a ‘‘ new 
and terrible danger” which threatened it“ disunion.” 

TARIFF ACT OF APRIL 27, 1816, PASSED BY SOUTHERN VOTES. 


This powerful and patriotic argument was delivered in this House 
on April 4, 1816. It a commanding effect. A few days later, on 
the 8th, the tariff act of April, 1816, ad on extending and increasing 
the specific duties on foreign goods an: opting the minimum prin- 
ciple of valuation in estimating imposts, for the encouragement and 
protection of manufactures, passed this House by a vote of yeas 88, 
nays 54. Sir, it was passed by southern votes. Among those voting 
in the affirmative are such distinguished southern names as Cuthbert 
and Lumpkins of Georgia, Desha and Richard M. Johnson of Kentucky, 
Philip P. Barbour, Thomas Newton, and Henry St. George Tucker of 
Virginia, Mayrant, Woodward, Lowndes, and Calhoun of South Car- 
olina. 

OUR PROTECTIVE SYSTEM PRACTICALLY ESTABLISHED BY THE ACT OF 1816. 

Here, sir, in the principles and provisions of this act of April, 1816, 


*The following is the affirmative vote in this House on this tariff: 
Yeas—Messrs. Adgate, Alexander, Archer, Atherton, Baker, Barbour, 
Baylies, Bennett, Betts, B 


Outhbert, Darlingto 

Hall, Hammond, Hawes, He 

, Jewett, Johnson of Kentucky, 
lay, Mason, M: 


‘opkinson, In 


aryland, Sou 

Ms rt, Taul, Throop, Townsend, Tucker, Wallace, Ward of New York, 

Ward" of Now Jersey, 5 Wheaton, $ 
Wil Wilson, Woodward, and Yates—88. 

Nays, 54—total 142. 


Of the 88 yeas, 25 in italies are of men from the South. If those twenty-five had 
voted nay, the result would have been—yeas 63, nays 79; thus defeating protection. 
As it was, these southern votes di the House in favor of 8 to man- 
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we have the practical foundations of the American policy of encour- 
agement of home manufactures, the practical establishment of the 
great industrial system upon which rests our present national wealth 
and power and the prosperity and happiness of our whole people! 
Here, sir, in this act, supported by Henry Clay, by Henry St. Geor, 
Tucker, and by Lowndes and John C. Calhoun! Here, sir, in this 
tariff act passed by southern votes, by the votes of men at the time 
national and patriotic in their purposes and views, by leading spirits of 
the South, against the vigorous protest and the votes of New England! 

That, sir, in the present attitude of parties is an important fact. 
The great tariff acts of 1824 and 1828 only increased and extended 
and strengthened the provisions of the act of 1816, while preserving 
its principle in support of its beneficent national p se, the en- 
couragement of a system of home industries under the protection of 
the nation. Subsequently, under all of our successive tariff acts of 
1833, 1842, 1846, 1857, and 1861, wherever the protective principle has 
had fair play and ample scope, its magnificent results have been 
spe pee attested b oe inorena wealth = ers eee sor the en- 
arged prosperity an piness of our people. On the other hand, 
wherever these acts have In their 5 resulted merely as sources 
of revenue, excluding protection, the Democratic doctrine of to-day, 
our industries have 1 our laborers have been either forced 
into idleness or compelled to work at starvation prices, and the de- 
velopment of our resources has been retarded. But it should also be 
borne in mind that tin he period from 1833 to 1842 a primary cause 
of the distress which all branches of our industries suffered resulted 
from Jackson’s war upon the bank of the United States, from his re- 
moval of the Government deposits from that bank, the collapse of 
the bank, and the explosion of the so-called “ pet banks,” the ruin, 
indeed, for the time of the financial system of the nation. 

GRAND AND COMPARATIVE RESULTS OF PROTECTION, 


And what, sir, is our situation to-day under the tariff of 1861? Sir, 
Ishall not now go into a detailed investigation of particular indus- 
tries ; itis not necessary tomy argument; but regarding the whole of 
them as comprehending one general system, I shall confine myself 
to a brief exhibition of a few grand and comparative results. For 
those I shall take the period from 1861, the date of the Morrill tariff, 
to 1880. In the following table from official sources we have an ex- 
hibit during that period of the growth of the nation in population, 
industries, and commerce: 


Increase, 
Subjects. 1860. 1880. saan 
Population of the United States. 81, 443, 321 50, 155, 783 60 
Value of fa $3, 271, 575,426 | $10, 197, 161, 905 212 
prod! 173, 104, 924 498, 549, 868 188 
Wheat exported 4, 155, 153 153, 869, 935 3, 603 
Corn produced 838, 792, 742 1, 717, 434, 543 105 
Corn expo: 3, 314, 305 98, 169, 877 2, 862 
Wool prod 60, 264, 913 232, 500, 000 286 
Cotton produced 3, 826, 086 6, 343, 269 65 
ts prod 172, 643, 185 407, 858, 999 136 
Barley produced 15, 825, 898 44, 113, 495 179 
Butter exported 7, 651, 224 89, 236, 658 413 
Cheese exported 15, 524, 830 127, 553, 907 722 
Petroleum produced. 251, 000 22, 382, 509 8, 817 
m prod 919, 770 4, 295, 414 367 
produced 205, 038 1, 461, 837 613 
Hogs 2, 350, 822 6, 950, 451 196 
M importe.............. $353, 616, 119 peal 954, 746 89 
Merchandise exports.............. $333, 576, 067 638, 658 150 
Gold and silver prod i 3 $46, 150, (00 $75, 200, 000 63 
Gold and sil $86, 546, 289 $17, 142, 919 
$8, 550, 135 $93, 034, 310 988 
30, 635 88, 237 188 


ANALYSIS OF ABOVE RESULTS OF PROTECTION, 


Sir, let us briefly analyze the results shown in this table. Not- 
withstanding our immense losses of life during four years of rebell- 
ion, in which the forces of “free trade” and slavery, immemorial 
and inseparable allies, aided by their great patron saint, the British 
trader, warred for the destruction of the Republic, our population 
increased 18,722,462 or 60 per cent. The increase of the products of 
the farm was absolutely immense. The increase of the product of 
wheat was 188 per cent. The increase of the exports of wheat was 
3,603 per cent. The wheat exports alone in 1880 were nearly as great 
as the whole product in 1860, while the home consumption was 104 
per cent. greater. The increase in the product of corn was 105 per 
cent. The increase of the exports of corn was 2,862 per cent., while 
its home consumption increased 93 per cent. The increase of the 
product of wool was 286 per cent., of cotton 65 per cent. The in- 
crease of the exports of butter was 400 per cent., in those of cheese 
722 per cent. e increase in the value of merchandise exported, 
chiefly the products of the farm, was 150 per cent. And this pro- 
digious increase in the yield and the export and home consumption of 
agricultural products, representing a mighty wealth in the exchequer 
of the farmer, has added to it a like advance in the aggregate value 
of farms. In the year 1860 the value of farms under cultivation was 
$3,271,575,426, in 1880 $10,197,161,905, or an increase of 212 per cent. 

HYPOCRISY OF THE “FREE-TRADE” LAMENTS. 

What, sir, in view of such facts, become of the labored laments of 
the “‘free-trader” over the oppression of the agricultural interest 
over the ‘‘robbery and rain” of the farmer? Are they sincere? Can 
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they be honest? Can they represent any patriotic or just purpose ? 
Are they not rather a retuning by the Cobdenites of the ancient cry 
of the British trader, under which they march to the“ robbery and 
ruin” of that other grand American interest, à principal source of 
our national power and wealth, the manufacturing interest—practi- 
cally to the overthrow of our whole industrial system and the re- 
enslavement of ourindustries under the tyranny of the British trader? 
THE AMERICAN FREEMAN AND NOT THE SLAVEHOLDER NOW KING. 

They will hardly succeed, sir. They have now a very formidable 
foe to encounter iu a majority, and a vast majority, of the American 
people, solidly marshaled in support of American industry. Their 
old and powerful ally, slavery, is dead. The American freeman, 
the mechanic and farmer, intelligent and enterprising, fully alive to 
their own interests and capable of defending them, and not the slave- 
holder, now are king. 

INCREASE OF MANUFACTURES AND OF FOREIGN AND INTERNAL COMMERCE. 

Hence, since 1860, under the encouragement and protection of the 
laws of the nation, the increase in the value of manufactures, and 
of capital invested in manufactures, has been t and represents 
u mighty wealth and a vast power in a hundred shapes. Nevertheless, 
the increase in the value of imports in 1880, as compared with those 
of 1860, was 89 per cent. The increase in the uct of gold and 
silver was 63 per cent., while the value of the gold and silver imported 
in 1880, less that exported, was 65 per cent. greater than the whole 
gold and silver produet of 1860. 

Nor only that, sir; our foreign trade also immensely increased. In 
1861 the total value of our foreign trade was 8479, 555,941; in 1880 its 
value was $1,480,305,239. The increase in miles of railroads built 
was 188 per cent. And the Bureau of Statistics estimates the value 
uf our internal commerce over those roads and upon our rivers and 
lakes “as probably twenty times as great as our foreign commerce.” 

HIGH WAGES OF AMERICAN WORKINGMEN. 

And here, sir, by a few tables compiled from the latest official 
sources I could obtain, allow me to illustrate these results, as far as 
they relate to our working classes, by a showing of the comparative 
wages in pil t and America and the comparative prices of the 

e. 


necessaries of life. The comparative wages are shown in the follow- 
ing tables: 
Statement of weekly wages in rolling-mills, 
` E = : 
a | 29 
= | 24 
p © th 
8 22 
5 | 3" 
à 3 
821 15 $10 50 
27 50 1605 
40 00 21 05 
36 83| 1210 
15 56 8 59 
15 24 8 47 
8 58 4 65 
13 49 6 00 
11 00 677 
14 69 701 


Statement of weekly wages in ship-building. 
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Statement of weekly wages in woolen-mills. 
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And in like ratio for all other classes of workingmen. 
i GREATER COST OF LIVING IN EUROPE THAN IN AMERICA. 

is t disparity in the wages of labor in Europe and America 
the higher wages of the American workingman, is farther increased 
by the ter cost in Europe than in America of the necessaries of 
life. t is shown in the following table: ; 


Statement showing the retail prices of the necessaries of life in the o prinopat cities of Europe, compiled from consular reports, and compared with same 
in New York and Chicago. 


United States. 


New York. 


Cents. Cents. 
4to 43 4 to 
3to 4 2} to 
12 to 16 8 to 123 
6to 8 5 to 8 
14 to 16 8 to 124 
8 to 12 4 to 7 
8 to 10 6 to 10 
10 to 12 10 to 12 
20 to 24 12} to 15 
9 to 10 5 to 12 
12 to 14 5 to ist 
14 to 16 10 to 15 
8 to 10 4 to 8 
8 to 10 6 to 12 
8 to 10 7 to 12 
8 to 12 7 wii 
8 to 10 4 to 10 
Sto 10 6 to 10 
10 to 12 6 to 10 
6 to 7 5 to 8 
25 to 32 16 to 40 
12 to 15 5 to 16 
60 
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PAUPERIZED CONDITION OF THE EUROPEAN WORKINGMAN. 

Sir, of the facts of these exhibits of comparative wages and cost of 
living we have abundant confirmation in the official reports of our 
consuls as to the pauperized condition of the European workingman., 
In Belgium the life of the laborer is an “unceasing battle” for a 
‘meager subsistence.” Our consul at Nice writes: The laboring- 
man’s food consists principally of Indian corn, vegetables, bread, and 
wine. Meat he seldom eats.” A like story of destitution is told by 
our consuls in Germany prior to its adoption of the protective prin- 
ciple. Consul Stanton at Barmen wrote : 

The condition of the laboring classes of the mining and iron industries 1s very 
distressing ; the price of iron is so low that nothing can be earned, and coal is 40 
per cent. below the average of the last twenty-five years. Wages are reduced 
and many hands discharged. In this district it isat present difficult, if not impos- 
sible, for a workingman to earn more than enongh for his individual support, and 
every member of the family must contribute to the general fund; hence, from 
their earliest years, each member is inured to incessant toil and privation. 

Our consul at Bristol, England, writes: 

No laborer should allow himself to be enticed by imagining that he could better 
lis condition by leaving the United States to return to his native country, if born 
in Europe. A number of such laborers and also some mechanics have, during the 
last two years, called upon this consulate for help to get back to the United States, 
cursin, ihe day when they left America for Europe, where neither milk nor 
honey is flowing. Compared with Europe, the United States is a paradise for a 
sober and fai workingman. 

In Scotland, Ireland, and Wales the poverty of the laborer is sad 
indeed. In Italy, Spain, and the Netherlands it is frightful. Our 
consuls in all declare that“ meat” with the laborer is a “luxury,” 
and practically a forbidden luxury, and his great battle is for a miser- 
able support for himself and family. 

AMERICAN MANUFACTURER SUCCESSFULLY COMPETES IN FOREIGN MARKETS WITH 
} THE NATIVE PRODUCER. 

Nevertheless, under our protective system, some of our mannfact- 
urers, by the perfection of machinery and methods of labor, by 
superior skill and thrift, a higher intelligence in the management of 
material and the workshop, have been able to compete successfully 
in foreign markets with the native producer. A F rench senatorial 
commission, appointed in 1878 to inquire into the causes of the finan- 
cial crisis in France, in their report declare: 

American watch-making has struck a deadly blow at the manufacture of French 
watches. American factories provided themselves with tools to make watches 
without watch-makers, by means of machines, and so exact that the different pieces 
could be adjusted to any watch. One of these factories produges in this manner 
2.500 watches in sixty hours, and employs four hundred and fifty workmen. To- 
day, about 500,000 watches are consumed a year in the entire world, and of these 
the United States manufacture 300,000. Paper, chemical products, wood, glass, &c., 
give occasion for like observation. The result of all this is that trafic is lessened, 
the merchant marine decreases, and that from the second rank, in this point of 
view, France has now fallen to the seventh. 

Again, in the same report, this commission declare: 


A veritable economical revolution has taken place in the United States. Under 
the shelter of a prohibitive system, the customs duties reaching 50, 60, and even to 
100 per cent., the United States have organized a powerful industry, which rivals 
in cheapness that of England. The leather manufacturer has succeeded not only 
in establishing himself on his own ground in the United States, but has taken pos- 
session of the markets of South America, Canada, China, and Japan, and from 
importers they have become exporters. Our leather trade finds itself in the pres- 
ence of an American competition which, in this business, as in many others, has 
become very formidable. Formerly America limited its industry to sending to 

‘rance the raw material, which the latter manufactured and exported to the United 
States. To-day the Americans have created colossal tanneries, one single estab- 
lishment alone pre ng 500,000 skins per annum; tanning substances costing 150 
francs per 1,000 kilograms in France (say $30 a ton or cord) can be obtained in 
the United States for 45 francs, ($9 ;) and worse than that, the Americans have dis- 
covered new processes of manufacture whereby the leather is prepared in two or 
three months, instead of two years as in France. 


RESULTS UNPARALLELED N THE HISTORY OF NATIONS. 


Where, sir, in the history of nations will we find results so grand 
and beneficent; where a parallel increase in a like period of all the 
elements of individual and national prosperity, of national wealth 
and power? 

And mark you, sir, these grand and unequaled results, in their 
magnificent benefits, were not confined to one interest only, but in 
their wide and far-reaching ramifications and effects comprehended 
all our industrial interests, equally the agricultural and manufact- 
uring, and all classes, equally the operative and capitalist, as the 
shipper, in a common prosperity throngh enhanced profits upon in- 
creased products, high wages, enlarged and increasing comforts, and 
advanced intelligence through a general system of pulls education, 
as all combined comprise a vast and general benefit to the nation 
at large. 

WILL THE SOUTH ADOPT THE MANUFACTURING SYSTEM? 

Sir, I indulge the hope of even greater results, aud that in the near 
future, when all sections of our country shall adopt the system pro- 
ducing such results. Already the West is rapidly extending this 
system—already establishing manufactories and employing its capi- 
tal in the development of its vast natural resources and the utiliza- 
tion of the intelligence and mechanical skill of its citizens. If the 
South will follow the example of the West, and it ean claim the pro- 
tective policy as itsown—ifit will abandon itsold Bourbon prejudices 
against manufactures, prejudices only fostered by slavery and the 
mercenary intrigues of the British trader, and which in the past hung 
and still hangs like a nightmare over its people, paralyzing their 
energies and intelligence, and forbidding their progress—if it will 
employ its capital and the enterprise and undoubted talent of its busi- 
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ness men in the development of an industrial system which will 
insure remunerative occupations to its masses, increasing their com- 
forts and means, enabling them to maintain a system of public edu- 
cation, and thus stimulate individual ambition while opening profit- 
able fields for its exercise, a mighty population, “intelligent, beney- 
olent, courageous, and robust,“ a mighty wealth and power, will as 
surely follow, with permanent prosperity and happiness. We willno 
longer hear of“ tributary States“ uo longer hear denunciations of the 
tariff as a system of ‘* oppression,” ‘‘ extortion,” or“ robbery ;” but 
all the States, our whole people at peace and indissolably reunited by 
common interests, by a common ambition and destiny, the nation 
will advance to a rank in wealth and power, grander in magnitude 
aud more permanent and solid in their foundations, than any ever at- 
tained in the ancient world by Sidon or Tyre or Carthage or Rome, 
and in modern times without arival. God speed the happy work! 
Westward the course of empire takes its way; 
The first four acts already past, 
A fifth shall close the drama with the day ; 
Time’s noblest offspring is the last! 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, the discussion of a tariff 
commission has taken so wide a range and has been so thoroughly 
and ably considered, both from a protection and from a free-trade 
stand-point, that but little can be said without repeating the argu- 
ments already made. I do not propose in the remarks I shall make 
to indulge in any general discussion of the merits of protection and 
the evil tendencies of free trade. Ona former occasion in this House 
I expressed myself so fully upon the general question and my views 
are so well known thereon that I shall content myself with speaking 
closely to the bill under consideration. 

Mr. Chairman, the question before the House presented for dis- 
eussion isa simple one. It is merely this: Do the customs laws as 
they exist to-day upon the statute-books and us applied to the pres- 
ent condition of business need revision andreadjustment? I beleve 
they do, and I think the intelligent judgment of this House concurs 
in that opinion. If, then, a revision and readjustment be found 
necessary, the question naturally arises, is it possible to satisfactorily 
accomplished that work in Congress by the ordinary methods of 
legislative investigation? If not, what other courseshall be adopted ? 
The history of legislation on this subject for the last ten years does 
not lead to the conclusion that it can be satisfactorily accomplished by 
this Honse. This being so, what other method should we resort to, to 
accomplish this much desired and needed legislation? 

In discussing this question I shall endeavor to show the necessity 
for a tariff commission as the most practical way of accomplishing 
the end desired, and the reasons that influence my judgment in favor 
of the bill before us. 

What are the tarifflaws now in force, and under what cireumstances 
were they enacted? Mr, Chairman, they are the same substantially 
as when enacted twenty years ago—at a time when the country was 
struggling for its life and when it became necessary for Congress to 
resort to extreme measures to preserve the unity of the nation. The 
financial affairs of the country were in a deplorable condition, home 
industries had ceased to thrive, the national Treasury was empty, 
and manufactures of every kind prostrate. It was during this try- 
ing period that our present tariff schedules were created. In this un- 
natural and disturbed condition of the country no one could forecast 
with any degree of certainty its effect, but the result showed that it 
strengthened the finances, sustained the national credit, and quick- 
ened anew the manufacturing industries of the country, and proved 
the sbeet-anchor of our national safety during all that period of de- 

reciated money which measured values by an artificial standard. 

ut when the financial condition of the country began to improve 
and at last rested on a solid foundation of coin values, with the 
changed condition of things came the need of some readjustment and 
amendment of the tariff. The relative values of various kinds of 
mauufactured articles and of raw material had so changed as to then 
make the application of the existing schedule of ad valorem and 
specific duties out of all proportion of what was intended by the 
framersofthelaw. This same difficulty has now increased and exists 
to a still greater degree, and at this time bas reached a point where 
it demands immediate consideration and action. 

A well-settled principle that has governed Congress ever since the 
organization of the Government in adjusting tariff duties has been so 
clearly stated in a minority report on this subject, made in the Forty- 
sixth Congress, that I venture to reproduce it here: 

In all our tariff legislation from the foundation of the Government, whether based 
upon the doctrine of free trade or a tariff for revenue alone or for the protection of 
American industry, one principle has been maintained with scarcely an exception, 
namely, 3 duty should be placed npon the raw material, a higher duty 
should be pl upon all manufactured articles into which said raw material en- 
tered, and the further any article of manufacture is advanced the higher rate of 
duty it should bear. In all the free-trade or revenue tariffs where an ad valorem 
duty bas prevailed this principle is rigidly preserved. 

The PANOR enunciated in this quotation which I have read was 
one by which the framers of the present tariff laws were guided. 
But while the tariff laws, with the exception of some slight modifi- 
cation, have remained the same all these years, times have greatly 
changed, the country has passed from the lowest depths of depres- 
sion to the height of its present prosperity, and as a conseqnence the 
standard of vata of many articles of merchandise and manufactured 
goods bas altered. Our home industries present a new phase. 
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roved methods of manufacture have been introduced, while new 
inventions haye been made, new processes discovered, which haye 
materially changed the relations of articles and values since the 
enactment of the present law, and under its existing defects enables 
the foreign manufacturer to export to the United States articles of 
foreign production at a much less rate of duty than was originally 
intended by the law ; and while the spirit of the law has been evaded, 
its letter has not been violated. ‘‘ New formsof manufacture, which 
were not in existence or were unknown at the time the present law 
was enacted or had no commercial designation then, and are im- 
ported under the clause ‘other manufactures not herein provided 
for,’ should be either added to the law by their true and accepted 
designation or covered by a general provision which shall make such 
new form dutiable at a rate not less than the rate charged upon the 
material of chief value of which it is composed.” 

Through new discoyeries in chemistry the color of sugar, hitherto 
taken as the standard of quality, has been so degraded that import- 
ers of it, while receiving a much better article, pay a much lower 
rate of duty. This article not admitting of any other standard than 
that of color, the country annually loses from three to four millions 
of dollars in revenue through this defect in the law. So too with 
iron and steel manufactures fully asstrange incongruities exist. By 
change in the prices, specific rates of duty on certain articles are 
very much higher than an ad valorem duty placed upon articles 
manufactured from the same material. Many manufactures of this 
class of articles not enumerated in the schedule now come in under 
the ad valorem duties which were fixed twenty years ago. Many 
articles in this trade, though not enumerated, differ but Tittle from 
those specified in the schedule, and many wide differences in the 
umount of duty levied have resulted. 

These years have brought changes of improvement and invention, 
to go no further than the iron and steel trades. Scarcely a year dur- 
ing this period has passed without some notable improvement or new 
invention in some process or in some mode of manufacture. These 
years have witnessed the introduction of the Siemens furnace, the 
vpen-hearth process, and, more important than these, the Bessemer 
process for making steel, with its marvelous work already done, and 
the more wonderful mission it has yet to perform not only in the 
industrial and mechanical arts but in bringing happiness and com- 
fort to the world and hastening the advance o civilisation, With 
these inventions and improvements have come new valuations among 
the different forms and Ends of metals included in the tariff act un- 
der the general classifications of iron and steel and the manufacture 
of the same. New forms have been introduced, new names given, 
and as these forms and names were not known at the passage of the 
tariff act, advantage has been taken of them to introduce them into 
the country at a less rate of duty than the tariff contemplated. This 
has been done under the guise of Treasury and court decisions, and 
as a result of these, and contrary to the spirit and intent of the tariff 
act, often the raw material bears a higher rate of duty than the arti- 
cle made from it. 

For instance, cotton-ties pay a lower rate of duty than the hoop- 
iron from which they are made, and in this one article of hoop-iron 
alone the difference in the amount of duty on it and on manufactures 
of iron of the same class, notably cotton-ties, is about fifteen dollars 
u ton. That is the difference between the ad valorem duty and the 
specific duty, cotton-ties paying an ad valorem duty and hoop-iron, 
from which they are made, paying a specific duty. Indeed, because 
of this incongruity in the law many manufacturers of hoop-iron, 
which has for years been one of the leading industries in my district, 
have been compelled to shut down their works. Steel blooms pay 
less than the ingots from which they are rolled or hammered. Me- 
tallic shingles made from sheet-iron pay much less than the sheet- 
iron; steel-wire rods in coils less than steel bars; woolen knit goods 
less than the wool out of which they are made, and barley-malt less 
than barley. 

These are only some few of the many examplesof the inconsistencies 
8 tariff that have arisen from new processes, new names, 
new adaptations, and the ingenuity of the importer in his attempts 
to get his goods in at a lower rate of duty than the law contemplated. 

ow, these evasions should be made impossible, and to properly 
reach them and provide against thein in the future is a work of in- 
vestigation and research such as the present Congress cannot give, 
and while it should before it adjourns place a law on the statute- 
books that shall cure immediately the most onerous and pressing of 
these cases, it must appeal to the wisdom of the commission to so 
frame the law as to make these evasions impossible in the future. It 
is not too much to say that the old system has broken down by its 
own weight, and that intelligent and comprehensive preparation of 
a tariff law can no longer be expected of the Congressional commit- 
tees, crowded as they always are with other work. 

This need of the country is no new discovery, as every member of 
this House is aware. Congress has again and again considered this 
subject, butthe progress made has al ways been wholly unsatisfactory. 
I myself have struggled for two or three years to get even a few 
palpable absurdities and incongruities remedied, but have not been 
successful in getting a bill for this purpose considered by the House. 
What is it, Mr. Chairman, that has stood in the way? It is this: 
the record of tariff agitation in Con is a partisan one, or con- 
trolled by local considerations, the ocratic members, standing 
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upon the traditions of their past history and present doctrine, with 
afew exceptions, radically free trade ; ihe Republican members, with 
still fewer exceptions, strongly in favor of tariff laws protecting the 
manufacturing interests ofthe country, each member inflexibly adher- 
ing to the tenets of his own party and what he believes to be the 
requirements of his constituency and his own ideas of right, leaving 
no common ground on which they can meet, and all apprehensive 
that any change, however slight, might destroy the symmetry of the 
system. 

And right here, Mr, Chairman, let me emphasize what I have said 
by referring to the resolutions which appear as the opening of the 
speech of the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Hewitt, ] which de- 
elare for free raw material. This would include iron ore. And in 
the course of his remarks he favors the free importation of scrap iron. 
He would strike a blow at our native ores which constitute so large 
a part of our mineral productions, and would drive out of employ- 
ment our puddlers by the free introduction of scrap iron. Theman- 
ufacturers on the seaboard want free foreign ore because they need it 
to mix with the ores of New Jersey, and if once they could bring it 
in as ballast cheaper than they could get our Lake Superior ore, the 
benefit, if any, would be to the manufacturers on the seaboard, and 
would not result in a reduction in the price of iron or steel. It would 
give an advantage to those manufacturers at the expense of their 
rae i engaged in the same trade further removed from the sea- 

oard. 

Mr. Chairman, the history of Congressional legislation proves that 
nothing has been accomplished, and we have no reason to expect that 
a judicious revision of the tariff laws can be effected by this Con- 
gress without resorting to some other method. With two courses pre- 
sented and two great political parties haying few if any points of 
agreement, there isno common ground attainable. Recognizing this 
impossibility of harmonious adjustment, and being unwilling to pre- 
sent any legislation which might lessen in any degree the value of the 
present laws—with the often opposed interests of many individual 
sections of the country clamoring for favorable recognition—it be- 
comes obvious to careful and candid minds that some plan of action 
must be adopted other than the course that has been pursued. 

I admit that it is the duty of Congress to have done this work. 
It has failed to do it. Men of the ripest experience in both branches 
of Congress, after much retlection, have reached the conclusion that 
a tariff commission sanctioned by law and composed of intelligent, lib- 
eral-minded men, having no special interests to serve, caratally inves- 
tigating the question, can so adjust and harmonize the different in- 
terestsas to remove all causes of complaint without materially redne- 
ing the revenue or doing violence to any branch of industry, and give 
usa consistent and equitable schedule of duties. Ifsuchareport were 
submitted to this Congress at the meeting of the second session in 
December, I have no doubt that with but little change or amendment 
this body could agree upon it and enact it into a law. 

My friend from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] in his eloquent speech 
the other day, while insisting on an immediate action by Congress on 
this subject, unwittingly said, “the Democratic Congress could not 
revise the tariff, and the Republican Congress isin the same dilemma.” 
He admitted the impossibility of revising the tariff in this House, 
and at the same time protested against a tariff commission, the only 
practical way left. In this he proves as inconsistent as are some of 
the tariff laws about which he complains. Let those of us who are 
really in earnest begin this revision now by creating a commission 
and setting them to work. Such a commission in the consideration 
of the entire question could reduce the number of articles on which 
duty shall be collected, largely increase the free list, especially on 
raw material not produced in this country, lower the duty on articles 
on which it has een found too high, increase where it has been 
found to be too low, and state the provisions advocated in all cases 
in terms concise and plainly unequivocal, that no unnecessary litiga- 
tion shall grow out of them in the courts, All this an intelligent 
and e commission might accomplish, and this is what it has 
been found impossible for Congress to accomplish for itself. The 
report of such a commission, with a full statement of all reasons for 
every provision for changing the present laws, would bring the matter 
before Congress clearly and distinctly, presenting every salient and 
necessary point, and enable this body to act upon this matter in a 
manner quite impartial, and in the end to decide upon a code in the 
main just to our different interests. ; 

There are some who believe such a commission would be uncon- 
stitutional; that it would take away from Congress a duty imposed 
upon this body when created. I want to say bit a few words on this 
point. The idea of a tariff commission, as contemplated in this bill, 
does not iu any way interfere with that duty. The commission would 
not legislate. It would pass no law. It would merely gather for the 
use of Congress information which would enable every member of 
this body to consider the question intelligently. It would lay before 
us such a collection of data as would be impossible for members of 
Congress to individually gather, and it would be of a character 
wholly reliable. Though a new experiment, as far as the tariff is 
concerned, it is not without precedent. It has proved of great value 
in aiding Corgress in other questions it has been called upon to de- 
cide. Recall for the moment the silver commission. What grand 
results it accomplished. Who can say that every member of Con- 
gress to whom that report was made did not understand the subject 


better in all its bearings and could act more intelligently? Numerous 
other commissions have been created by Congress to gather informa- 
tion for its guidance. } i 

England and France and the other nations of Europe, seeing the 
value of such a course, have already in this way established many 
precedents for future legislators. 

Though the United States will naturally in the future as in the past take her 
own course in dealing with economic questions, it may allay the doubts of some of 
our conntrymen to know that the i industrial and commercial nations habitu- 
ally take counsel of their civilian citizens before legislating upon important duties 
pet f trade regulations. Even thongh members of their legislative bodies are fre- 
quently elected with special reference to their capacity in treating such questions, 
new and fresh information and advice are habitually sought directly from those 
individuals actually engaged in manufacture and trade as the one ee basis 
of legislative action. * England regulates her commercial affairs by means 
of her board of trade, which isa branch of the government, with a president who 
has a seat in the cabinet, and which must not be confounded with the local volun- 
teer boards of trade of the various towns. It is consulted on all matters relating 
to laws concerning commerce and navigation and treaties of commerce; l es 
various matters of merely internal interest, such as railways, concessions to com- 
panies, Kc. Though a relic of the board of trade and plantations, established in 
1695 and set apart in 1784 by detaching the colonial department, and nominally a 
committee of the privy council, it is in fact com of the president above named 
with his subordinates, and has great independent power. 

The tariff commission is not expected to make all men either pet 
tectionists or free-traders. It is only intended to aid us in more har- 
monious action, and to arrive at a conclusion such as will be for the 
good of the nation at large. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say I am radi- 
cally in favor of the great American doctrine of protection to our home 
manufactures, believing that there is no class of people so much 
interested and benefited thereby as the skilled and unskilled work- 
men, and all others depending upon their daily toil for the means of 
supporting their families. To them it isa matter of bread. The ques- 
tion presents itself to their minds as to whether they shall have fair 
and fberal compensation for their work, or if they work at all, shall 
they be forced to work for the wages that have degraded the labor- 
ing classesoftheOld World. To so adjust and arrange our tariff laws 
as to encourage and protect all the manufacturers of the country is 
more for the benefit of the laboring-man than forthe capitalist. Cap- 
ital can always take care of itself and needs no special legislation in 
its interest. If the conditions are not favorable for manufacturing, 
capital will not invest in manufacturing, but seek other avenues of 
employment less risky and more profitable; but the laboring-man 
needs the fostering care of the Government, that he may have con- 
stant work and good wages. And it is the duty of the Government, 
so far as it can, to enact such laws that he may have both. 

The Honse will pardon me for digressing at this point from the line 
of argument that 1 had marked out for myself, while I answer some 
of the statements and assumptions of gentlemen on the subject of 
wages in this and other countries. 

The gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. CARLISLE, ] in a very able 
speech made in this House a few days ago on the wrong side of this 
question, inferentially at least argued that there is but little differ- 
ence in the wages of laboring-men in the United States and foreign 
countries. But he avoids the use of the term wages. It is the pur- 
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chasing power, as the gentleman from Kentucky adroitly puts it, the 
compensatory advantages, as the gentleman from New York blandl 
states it, which means that fifty cents in Europe will buy as Siek 
as a dollar in the United States. The facts are that more than three- 
fourths of the wages of laboring-men in Europe are necessarily paid 
for the staple articles of food, flour, corn-meal, pork, bacon, and beef, 
which are shipped from the United States, and are certuinly the ad- 
ditional cost of freight higher there than they are in this country. 
This is a sufficient answer to these absurdities. Whenever the gen- 
tleman can make a laboring-man believe that one pound of beef 
or one pound of flour is ys to two pounds, or that one barrel of 
beef will go as far toward feeding a family of hungry children as two 
barrels of beef, then, Mr. Chairman, the laboring-man will believe 
that low wages are as good as high wages, but not before. 

Other gentlemen on this floor have stated in support of their frec- 
trade doctrine that the wages of a laboring-man in the United States 
are but little, if any, higher than they are in the older countries of 
the world. Now, I wish to introduce a brief illustration to show the 
difference. In the special report of Mr. David A. Wells, made in 1858, 
to which I alluded on a former occasion in this House, statistics are 

iven which demonstrate the fallacy of such an argument. Accord- 
ing to that report, in the manufacture of iron the average weekly 
wages paid the puddlers in gold was $16.24 in the United States, $8.75 
in ig and, $8 in France, $i in Belgium, and $1.39 in Russia. 

In the official report of the national tariff convention held at Chi- 
cago, November 15 and 16, 1881, the following statements are made 
by members of that convention in reference to the difference in 
wages paid in the United States and in foreign countries. These 
statements are made by men who are known to be thoroughly ac- 
quainted with this subject, and who are representatives of the vari- 
ons large manufacturing interests of this country : 

On flax-spinning the wene paa in England are 40 per cent. less than here, 

Puddlers receive in Wales about $1.80 per ton, and in the United States $5.55. 

In ship-building the wages are 60 per cent. in favor of the United States. 

Potters’ wages are 150 per cent. 1 8 here than anywhere else. 

In woolen mills the operatives in this country receive certainly one-third more 
wages than they get in England, or any other forei 
Our cotton manufacturers pay their hands four 
wuss fact f wages twi hat th in England 

n the manufacture o rwe as w * 2 1 
three times as much as 5 Saa nearl four times that} hid 5 Bolg ium. 

Our farm rers receive more than double the wages paid in foreign countries, 

We pay our miners from three tofour times as much wages as those paid in the 
old country. 

In the manufacture of salt our laborers receive as much in one week as is paid 
to foreign laborers in five weeks. 

Our lumbermen receive 30 per cent. higher w. 
and asa natural consequence hers are many C 
States. 

To farther show, perhaps, that the wages of mechanics generally 
in the United States are very much higher than in Europe, Hon. Joseph 
Nimmo, jr., Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, has kindly prepared 
for me a valuable table, compiled at the State 1s W from in- 
formation received from our foreign consuls, which is so interesting 
that I submit it in full: 


country. 
mes as much wages as they get 


than are paid in Canada, 
ns employed in the United 


Statement showing the weekly wages in several countries compared with the rates prevailing in the United States—1878. 
[State of labor in Europe, 1878; United States Department of State.) 
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makers.. 
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United States. 


England. | Tran. | Scotland. New York. Chicago. 

$3 60 cul 84 25 

2 60 1 30 $1 50 to 2 40 

1 80 216 1 80 to 8 25 

115 75 60 to 1 00 
45 812 7 58 9 63 812 00 to $15 00 | $6 00 to 810 50 
18 8 25 7 33 812| 900to 12 00 750 to 12 00 
95 |;i; | 7 25 7 95 9 40 | 10 00 to 14 00 10 00 to 12 00 
00 4 80 8 16 7 88 8 28 | 12 00 to 18 00 12 00 to 15 00 
90 7 25 75 8 10 | 10 00 to 1600| &00to 12 00 
35 810 7 68 10 13 | 10 00 to 15 00 9 00 fo 15 00 
een 7 75 8 40 7 13 12 00 to 18 00 12 00 to 20 00 
90 | 7 90 8 30 10 00 to 15 00 12 00 to 18 00 
90 8 40 6 50 660| 500to 8 00 800 to 12 00 
94 4 65 8 12 7 04 10 00 to 14 0 9 00 to 12 00 
90 3 60 7 83 6 50 12 00 to 18 00 9 00 fo 20 00 
1282 740 6 90 10 00 to 14 00 8 00 to 13 00 
20 723 475 8 00 to 12 00 12 00 to 18 00 
95 770 8 48 900 to 13 00 7 00 to 15 00 
35 7 30 6 10 12 00 to 10 00 600 to 15 00 
90 7 40 7 10 | 12 00 to 16 00 15 00 to 20 00 
90 8 00 6 25 10 00 to 1300) 500 to 10 00 
00 9 72 8 75 15 00 to 25 00 9 00 to 30 00 
50 7 20 7 00 12 00 to 18.00) 13 00 to 25 00 
95 7 50 7 50 10 00 to 15 00 12 09 ta 20 00 
90 7 75 7 52 8 00 to 18 00 12 0 to 18 00 
90 6 80 6 15 12 00 to 15 00 6 00 to 12 00 
90 7 30 6 33 12 00 to 18 00 12 00 to 15 00 
32 3 90 7 35 7 35 12 00 to 1800) 900 to 18 00 
30 | 3 90 $5 00 to 7 30 7 00 | 10 00 to 1800 6 00 to 18 00 
60 | 3 90 7 20 | 6 00 | 10 00 to 14 00 9 00 to 12 00 
60 3 00 5:0 |: 450| 600to 900| 550to 90 
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I submit, Mr. Chairman, that these reliable statements and figures 
make a complete answer to the assertions of the gentlemen on the 
other side relative to the difference in wages. 

The Clark Thread Company, which operates an establishment at 
Newark, New Jersey, and Paisley, Scotland, in a letter under date 
of April 3, addressed to the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, says : 

The ave pce paid to girls at Newark is 99 per cent. over the average 

n Paisley, and the ave wages paid to men in Newark is 104 per 
oa ear the wages paid to men Se Pokies vt = 

They also state that, taking the general average of wages paid in 
the establishments in the two countries, the average paid in Newark 
is 101} per cent. greater than the average paid in Scotland. 

Messrs, J. & P. Coates, manufacturers of thread at Pawtucket, 
Rhode Island, and at Paisley, Scotland, in a letter addressed to the 
Chief of the Bureau of Statistics say: 

This shows conclusively that the iba ee we pay in the United States average 


110 per cent. higher than those we pay in Scotland for identically the same class 
of work, the quality of work being similar. 


They further add that— 


The cause of this t difference in wages is the very high comparative rates 
paid for female labor here, of which the great mass of our employés is com 

The proprietors of both of these establishments, (Messrs. Coates 
and the Clark Thread Company,) in reply to specific questions, stated 
that in both countries machinery is employed in about the same 
manner and tothe same extent, and the organizations of labor and the 
methods pursued in the employment of labor are similar. The phys- 
ical and intellectual ability of the operatives in both countries is 
also about the same. 

Mr. James D. Swank, secretary of the American Iron and Steel 
Association, in his official report as an e: and special agent of 
the census of 1880, makes the following statement: k 

At Pittsburgh the price of puddling or boiling iron was fixed for one year on the 
30th of May, 1681, in an agreement between the — 25 ers and their workmen at 
a minimum of $5.50 per ton, the price to be advan the price of bar iron should 
advance beyond 23 cents per pound. 

He also states that according to an agreement the board of arbi- 
tration and conciliation forthe manufactured iron trade of the North 
of England adjusted the wages of puddlers for the three months be- 
ginning on the Ist of August, 1881, at seven shillings per ton, the 
rate paid in Pittsburgh being about 214 per cent. greater than the 
rate in England. 

The vexatious delay and hesitation on the part of Congress in re- 
vising the customs laws has kept the country in a state of uncer- 
tainty and anxiety for fear some radical change would be precipi- 
tated upon it in the interest of free trade and bankrupt many con- 
cerns and suspend operation of others; and, having lost confidence in 
the ability of Congress to accomplish any desirable change, the busi- 
ness men, manufacturers, and especially the mechanics and labor- 
ing-men, look to a tariff commission for relief, and on this subject 
are far in advance of Congress. For the truth of this assertion I 
need only refer you to the numerous petitions sent to the Forty-sixth 
Congress, which are now on file in the rooms of the Committee on 
Ways and Means, a schedule of which I hold in my hand. 
follows: 


Summary of petitions for passage of Eaton bill presented to the Forty- 
sixth Congress. 


It is as 


States. 


Number of cor- 
porations. 
Number of hands 
employed, 


| 
| 


82888882 


— 
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It will be seen from this schedule that from the different States 257 
firms and eee Sia in manufacturing, and 80,867 mechan- 
ies and laboring-men employed in these establishments, earnestly 

tition Congress for a tariff commission to revise the customs laws. 

ey want judicious, equitable tariff laws, and above all they want 


stability and rest from this eternal agitation which unsettles the busi- 
ness of the country. It is always safe and wise for Congress to listen 
to and heed an intelligent public sentiment when respectfully aud 
earnestly presented by petition. In this case their opinions are the 
results of practical experience, unbiased by political prejudice, and 
for the pu s of determining our action here are entitled to have 
great weight and consideration. 

The laboring-men, especially those who work in the iron mills and 
other manufacturing establishments, feel deep interest in this tariff 
commission, and should this bill become a law, I earnestly hope for 
them a representation on the commission. 

Mr. Chairman, I would not be willing to vote for this tariff com- 
mission did I not feel confident that its labors will result in so adjust- 
ing and revising the tariff laws as to leave them in the fullest sense 
protective, while removing some of the incongruities that are found 
to exist in it to-day; and notwithstanding my convictions in favor of 

srotective laws, I have no doubt that should this tariff commission 
authorized they will be enabled to so harmonize the conflicting 


interests as to make a report that I shall be ee accept. Fully 
recognizing the necessity for some action, all other means having 
failed, I am at least willing to try this method, and shall therefore 


vote for this bill. 
Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, I shall not now undertake to enter 


upon an argument of the question of the tariff in detail. It will be 
time enough to do that when we have a tariff bill with rates and 
schedules before us for consideration, I shall address myself first 


to the pending bill and then to a general discussion of tariff taxation 
and its effects in this country. The bill under consideration is as 
ollows: 


A bill to provide for the appointment of a commission to investigate the question 


of the tariff and internal-revenue laws. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That a commission is hereby created, to be called 
the tariff commission,” to consist of nine members. 

Sec. 2. That the President of the United States shall, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, appoint nine commissioners from civil life, one of whom, 
the first named, shall be the 5 of the commission. The commissioners 
shall receive as compensation for their services each at the rate of $10 per day when 
engaged in active duty, and actual traveling and other necessary expenses. The 
commission shall have power to employ a stenographer and a messenger ; and the 
2 compensation and expenses to be audited and paid by the Secretary of 
the Treasury out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of said commission to take into consideration 
and to thoroughiy , EN all the various questions relating to the agricult- 
ural, commercial, mercantile, manufacturing, mining, and industrial interests of 
the United States, so far as the same may be necessary to the establishment of a 
judicious tariff, or a revision of the existing tariffand the existing system of inter- 
nal-revenue laws, upon a scale of justice to all interests; and for the purpose of 
fully erde re the matters which may come before it, said commission, in the 
prosecution of its inquiries, is empowered to visit such different portions and sec- 
tions of the country as it may deem advisable. 

Sec. 4. That the commission shall report to 9 the results of their investi- 
gation, and the testimony taken in the course of the same, from time to time, and 
make their final report not later than the first Monday in January, 1883. 

Tam opposed to this bill because I believe it to be unconstitutional in 
its spirit and purpose, unnecessary in fact, and strategic, canning, and 
evasive in its motives. I believe it is full of mystery, jugglery, 
unseen results, and delusions. 

The advocates of the bill proceed entirely upon the theory that we 
now have a tariff system so complex, so mysterious, and so“ wonder- 
fully and fearfully made” that the ordinary legislative mind can no 
longer be trusted to deal or tamper with it. It is therefore proposed 
to create this commission of ‘‘ wise men from the East,” to whom we 
are to delegate, not indeed the absolute power to enact law, but cer- 
tainly the power to substantially formulate legislation. We are 
told now that we do not know enongh to formulate the needed tariff 
legislation, and, “ by the same token,” as soon as this commission 
shall have reported we shall be told that we are not capable of re- 
viewing, revising, or in anywise changing, altering, or amending 
such bill as they may see proper to recommend to us. Therefore it 
amounts substantially to a delegation of the power “ to lay and col- 
lect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises ;” and this power is given by 
the Constitution to Congress, and cannot be delegated by Congress, 
directly nor indirectly, toany other tribunal, commission, or other 


body. 

The Constitution further most explicitly requires that “all bills 
for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives.” 
By the terms of this bill, “a bill to raise revenue“ will originate 
in this“ tariff commission“ and be passed through this House as a 
mere matter of form. So jealous were the people of this power of 
taxation that they would not even allow the Senate to originate a 
revenue bill, but limited that power to the House composed of the 
immediate Representatives of the people. It is this very power to 
“ originate bills raising revenue“ that is proposed to be delegated to 
this commission. 

How can Representatives, who are usually so jealous of the powers 
and privileges of this House, reconcile it to their consciences to vote 
for this measure ? 

It is unn , because we ey have all needed sources of 
information for our guidance in formulating legislation to“ lay and 
collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises,” and to make that taxa- 
tion “equal and uniform“ throughout the country, and further we 
cannot constitutionally go. 

The distinguished gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. Kasson, J who has 
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In his 


the bill in charge, himself very frankly admits that fact. 
speech opening the debate on this question, he said: 

Now. Mr. Chairman, I admit that there is one class of men who may justly pro- 
test against any delay in the revision of the tariff in order to obtain trustworthy in- 
formation by a commission or otherwise. Those tlemen who care for nothing 
but “revenue only” are justified in asking imm te action. 

* * * > 


* * * 

You may take your tables of returns in the Treasury, find how much each article 
has yielded under the tariff, make your estimates as to how much revenne you want, 
and e your rates of duty accordingly. If, on the other hand, you believe that 
there is such a thing as a national system, that there is such a thing as protection, 
whether absolute or incidental, and that national industries are worth preserving, 
then you must be careful what you do; it is then your duty to consult the interests 
that are to be affected by your action. . 

So it appears that if our object is to “raise revenue only,” then we 
do not need this commission, and it is admitted to be unnecessary. 
Sir, I am one of that class of men who understands “revenue only“ 
to be the only” constitutional ‘‘object” for which Congress can 
“lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises.” Do the advo- 
cates of this bill intend that this commission shall formulate legis- 
lation to raise something else than revenue? Do you intend to “lay 
and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises” for some purpose 
other than „revenue only?” If they do, I hope they will have the 
honesty to obey another clanse of the Constitution and state the real 
object of the bill in its title. I should like to see a bill brought 
in entitled “A bill to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and ex- 
cises (or either of them) for the protection of American mannfact- 
ures,” or “to raise bounties for American industries.” But, sir, we 
have at no time been left in doubt as to the real motives of the ad- 
vocates of this bill. And if any donbted before they cannot longer 
doubt after the frank declaration of the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. 
Kasson, ] which I have already read. 

But, sir, he is not alone in the open and bold avowal of their pur- 
poses. The distinguished gentleman who presided over the Chicage 
“ tariif convention,” (and who is a member of this House, and of 
the Committee on Ways and Means,) upon taking the chair is re- 

rted to have said, that he would reverse the old constitutional 

octrine of a “ tariff for revenue with incidental protection,” and 
would have instead a “tariff for protection with incidental reve- 
nue.” And this declaration, it is said, was vociferously applauded 
by that convention. That convention also declared in its published 
resolutions that the “tariff should be revised only in the interest of 
protection.” 

Mr. McKINLEY. If the 3 will permit me to interrupt 
him, for I know he does not desire to misrepresent me 

Mr. DUNN. I do not, I am guided by newspaper reports. 

Mr. McKINLEY. What I did say on that occasion, and that I say 
now, is that I believe in protection for the sake of protection. I do 
not believe in a tariff for revenue only or with incidental protection. 
I believe in a tariff for revenue and protection, and if there is to be 
any incident about it I would have it a tariff for protection with 
incidental revenue, 

Mr. DUNN. That is what the papers reported the gentleman as 
saying; and that is what I have stated. And his declaration was 
applauded by the convention. 

A little later another“ national tariff convention“ met in Cooper 
Institute, in New York. In the address published to the country by 
that convention, I find the following : 

We hold, therefore, that the policy of protection, which has done so much in 
the few years since it was solidly established. must be firmly maintained, and that 
in whatever respects the laws come short of this, either from defects in their enact- 
paisa = lack of fidelity in their execution, it is the duty of Congress to provide a 
rei . 

And again, under the head of ‘‘necessity for tariff revision,” they 
say: 

It is conceded that a general revision of the tariff is now required to accommo- 
date it to the chan and e. ding condition of our industries. The cautious 
efort in framing schedules of duties to measure out just the amount of protection 
needed has proved in instances to be mistaken parsimony, and a more liberal spirit 
[in the measure of protection] may be manifested with safety. 


This work of revision should not be attempted until the whole subject has been 
investigated by a competent civilian commission, appointed for the purpuse, and 
acting as representatives of the American Government. 

* . . . . - . 

Such a commission, composed of eminent men having practical knowledge of 
agriculture, mannfactures, and commerce, must secure the confidence of the coun- 
try, and its report would be a safe guide to le; tion. 

We claim that this is the true method of tariff revision, and, pending such 
intelligent and deliberate action, the country demands, and has a right to deman 
the suppression of the Congressional crank, who introduces destructive bills, 
attempts to pass them. 

. * + * * - * 

We denounce him as a more dangerous madman than the incendiary who fires 
a mill or factory. 

And then, sir, this convention which was so respectful to Congress 
and so tenderly considerate of the interests of agriculture as to men- 
tion it in connection with the creation of the proposed commission 
“resolved” in favor of tightening and rendering the present high 
protective system of tariff robbery higher and more protective and 
rapacious. They drop a crocodile tear on the grave (which protec- 
tion dug) of the American shi building and ocean-carrying trade, 
and pray these “Con, ional cranks” to galvanize and resurrect 
them with “liberal subsidies.” They resolved that the tax on banks 
should be removed, and that the several memorials of vessel-owners 


and of the industrial league, of the book trade and type founders’ as- 
sociations, of the tin-plate manufacturers, and of the national wool- 
growers and manufacturers’ associations be all approved. But I can- 
not find that they ever ap roved of the innumeravle prayers and pe- 
titions of agricultural an 3 associations of the country to have 
such revision of the laws as would lighten the onerous and ruinons 
tariff and internal-revenue taxation that now rests so heavily upon 
the great agricultural interests of the country. 

Having grown rich and feeling themselves ‘solidly established“ 
in power they have become proud, arrogant, and haughty, and begin 
to despise and defy the people and their immediate representatives. 
Having induced former Congresses, by false pretenses, to enact this 
protective system which robs 48,000,000 of our people tor the benefit 
of the remaining 2,000,000, and having this iniquity, as they believe, 
“solidly established,” they adopt the sneers sid doubts of the hered- 
itary enemies of our free institutions and form of government, and 
declare that they have no confidence in a Congress elected by the 
people, wherefore they demand a commission appointed by the Presi- 
dent to adjust taxation, not in the interest of the whole people, but 
“in the interest of protection.” The leading organs of the protec- 
tionistsalready boast that they have secured the Committee on Ways 
and Means. and that with this grand mausoleum of financial legis- 
lation in their hands they can easily defeat any tariff legislation 
tending to lighten the burdens of taxation. No wonder, then, that 
their leading organ, the American Protectionist, contemptuously 
declared in December last that ‘a free-trader would be as much 
out of place upon the tariff commission as an opponent of capital 
punishment upon a jury in a State where death is the penalty for 
murder.” 

And, Mr. Chairman, the writer of that paragraph exhibited a keen 
appreciation of the fitness of things; for if there ever was a tariff 
system devised that was akin to capital punishment in its operations 
it is our existing system. Inthe same issue that paper further says: 

Is there any reason why David A. Wells, or Philpot, or J. S. Moore, should not 
be as much ineligible to a seat on the tariff commission as a person refusing to 
swear fealty to the Constitution of the United States to a seat in Congress? 

This and other protectionist papers bristle all over with like 
expressions. The bitter irony of the third section of the bill stands 
out in bold relief when it is read in connection with these bold and 
arrogant declarations and undisguised p of the protectionists, 
who alone are clamorous for the passage of this bill. It is as follows: 

Serc. 3, That it shall be the duty of said commission to take into consideration 
and to thoroughly investigate all the various questions relating to the agricultural, 
commercial, mercantile, manufacturing, mining, and industrial interests of the 
United States, so far as the same may be necessary to the establishment of a judi- 
cious tariff, or a revision of the existing tariff upon a scale of justice to all inter- 
ests; and for the purpose of fully examining the matters which may come before 
it, said commission. in the prosecution of its inquiries, isempowered to visit such 
different sections of the country as it may deem advisable. 

The “revision of the existing tariff and the existing system of 
internal-revenue laws, upon a scale of justice to all,” is very good, 
indeed. Sir, it is a sham and a false pretense by which the country 
will not be deceived. All know that if this bill becomes a law the 
commission will be organized to carry out the views expressed by 
those papers. Let us then beware of the leaven of the Pharisees,” 
for it is hypocrisy. 

Having worked up the present high protective system for the 
avowed purpose of meeting the necessities of the Treasury incident 
to a great war, the protectionists now propose to treat it as the settled 
and deliberately established policy of the Government, and to retain 
it, not for revenue, but for protection. They now adopt the tactics 
of Dickens's ‘ cireumlocution offices,” and are trying to find out how 
not to do it.“ They are determined that this tariff— 


Shall, like a curse, o’er all our future lie. 


Mr. Chairman, I 1 the country upon the indirect oppor- 
tunity that this bill affords for a general discussion of the subject to 
tariff taxation and for a general review of our own tariff system. If 
is well for the attention of the country to be drawn to this subject at 
onee, for I am well satisfied that when once the American people are 
brought to closely and dispassionately scrutinize the pernicious and 
iniquitous protective system which our friends on the other side boast 


of having “‘ solidly established,” they will brush it away like a cob- 
web, an j a in its stead a just and constitntional system of rev- 
enue tariff. When it is investigated in the light ofthe Constitution 


it will be found to be now without constitutional warrant or au- 
thority; and when viewed in the light of a wise, economic, national 
licy it will be found to be unwise and unsound ; and viewed in the 
ight of the causes in which it found origin it will be found to be 
without reason for longer existence. 

I will dispose of this last proposition first, and I will not ask any 
one to take my word for it; but I will put upon the stand a distin- 
guished Republican witness who shall “speak of things that he has 
seen and testify of things that he does know.” Hon. Horatio C. 
Burchard, the present distinguished Director of the Mint, in a speech 
delivered in this House in 1878, said: 

Now, why did we raise the rate of tariff during the war! We did it for reve- 
nue, and also for another reason, which I intended to have mentioned before. We 


had then a higher rate of taxation than they had abroad. We raised $310.000,000 
from internal-revenue taxation, and one year we raised $236,000,000 from the busi- 


ness of the country—more than $10 per capita for every man, woman, aud child iu 
the country, and about $50 for every worker. We had to pay the laborer and 
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manufacturer at least a dollar a week more in order to make up for this internal - 
1evenue taxation. 

If we had not increased our rates of tariff duties, our manufacturers and our 
laborers would not have been on an ee with the manufacturers abroad. For 
that reason, in order to make up for this internal-revenue taxation so exacted, we 
put about 10 per cent. upon the average rates of duty upon foreign articles com- 

ng with our own. à 

Gentlemen will remember that the internal-revenue tax was 5 per cent. on the 
value of every article made by the manufacturer. It was reduplicated. Theraw 
material paid 5 per cent., and then 5 per cent. more was paid upon that material 
when manufactured. There were taxes on sales and taxes in every form of licenses. 
1 think Congress did right in raising the duties at that time. 

The duties on silk prior to that time were about 30 per cent., although 8 

r cent. would have been a compensating tariff for the difference in cost of labor. 
Darin the war we im a duty on imported raw silk of 35 per cent; and then 
we puta duty of 60 per cent, on all foreign imported manufactured silks, thus in- 
creasing the duty on the latter 30 per cent. to compensate forthe duty on raw silk. 

* * * * * * * 

Why did we raise the tariff on cottons? I wish I had time to call attention to 
the items of the cotton tariff as we fixed it in 1861. We imposed duties of 1, 3, and 
4 cents per square yard. We raised those duties in 1865 to 5, 6}, and 7 cents, with 
10 per cent. added to that, ee to the size, quality, weight. &c. Why did we 
do that? Because we put a duty of 3 cents ry goes on imported raw cotton and an 
internal-revenne tax of 3 cents a pound on all cotton grown in the country. This 
of course raised the cost and price of the manufactures of cotton. If we had not 

ut up the duty on cotton s foreign manufacturers could have sent their gooni 
Ep our market and prevented the camine on of our manufactures. We could get 
also more revenue by putting up the duty. That was all right. I approve and 
indorse the action in increasing the duty at that time. , 

Then. again, take the case of wooland woolens. In 1867 we adopted a wool tariff. 
Tn order to compensate for the internal-revenue tax we imposed 10 per cent. addi- 
tional duty on wool. We increased the duty on woolen s, making it specitic, 
the increase being on the average abont 25 per cent. e had increased the duty 
re} Nee material, and we increased the duty on the finished article. That was 

right. 
TAXES ON RAW MATERIAL AND ON MANUFACTURES REPEALED. 

But soon after the war was over we fonnd that we could reduce taxes. We im- 
mediately proceeded to repeal these internal-revenne taxes. We took off the 5 
per cent. tax on the domestic manufacture. We took off the 25 per cent. duty on 
raw silk, which had induced putting up the tariff to 60 per cent. on manufactured 
silk. We repealed the duty on raw cotton, and raw materials; dyes and drugs, 
which had been dutiable, became free. But from that day to this we have made 
no revision or reduction of the tariff. We have not restored our duties to what 
they were before that time, when there was ample and sufficient protection—all 
that the great champion of American industry, Henry Clay, asked in its behalf. 

There are gentlemen here, of course I will not name them, who earnestly and 
vigoronsly on the floor of the House oppose and vote against the consideration of 
the tariff bill. They will all admit that there should be, that there will be, that at 
some time there must bea reduction of these rates to correspond with what a fair 
tariff should be. 


He recognized the fact that the high rates of our tariff system were 
imposed and adjusted during a period of heavy and augmenting im- 
portations incident to a vast war and to meet the necessities of the 
Treasury in carrying it on, and seeing that the reasons for it had all 
ceased, like an honest and faithful public servant that he is, he insisted 
on a revision of the whole system and a reduction of rates to the basis 
of the diminished and diminishing needs of the Treasury. One of 
the oldest canons of the law is that “ when the reason of the law 
ceases the law itself must cease.” It appears, therefore, that every 
foundation upon which the present high-protective system was bnilt, 
and every prop and pillar by which it was supported, have been 
entirely withdrawn, and there is no longer a reason why it should 
remain to plague and oppress the people. 

Seeing, therefore, that the country has been at peace for eighteen 
years, that nearly one-half the public debt has been paid, that two- 
thirds of the annual interest charge has been abated, and that the 
revennes are largely in excess of the needs and demands of the Treas- 
ury, it becomes our duty to inquire whether these exorbitant tariff 
rates are any longer constitutional ; whether it has not ceased to be 
a lawful tax for public purposes, and become instead a species of 
legalized robbery of the masses of the people for the purpose of aid- 
ing 1 enterprises and building up the private fortunes of in- 
dividuals and corporations. The inquiry then is, what is a consti- 
tutional system of taxation ? 

For let it be borne in mind that it is not a question of free trade or 
protection with which we have to deal and that Congress must con- 
sider; it is a question of taxation. The power to“ lay and collect taxes, 
duties, imposts, and excises” is found in the first clause of section 8 
and article 1 of the Constitution ; and it confers upon Congress the 
power to lay and collect these taxes, &c., for the purpose of paying 
the public debt and providing for the general welfare. 

“Taxes,” says Judge Cooley in his work on Constitutional Limita- 
tions, are burdens or chargesimposed by the Legislature upon per- 
sons or property to raise money for public purposes.” 

Taking the Constitution, then, as our sole legitimate guide, we 
are to see to it that no taxes are levied for other than public pur- 
poses, and that no more are levied and collected than may be neces- 
sary to supply the needs of the Treasury. 

While I admit that the principle of protection, from the organiza- 
tion of the Government to the present time, has received a quasi- 
recognition from time to time, I hold that it has never been recog- 
nized in ne raat and can never be 58 04 as the paramount 
and controlling object. The principle to be considered by legisla- 
tors in the past has ever been, What does the revenue require? A 
tariff is a tax levied upon foreign goods imported into the country, 
and there is no legal warrant for a tax not levied to obtain necessary 
revenues. In deciding the case of the Lohn Association of Cleve- 


land vs. The City of Topeka, Justice Miller delivering the opinion, 
the Supreme Court decided that one of the limits of the power of 
taxation is this: that it can only be used in aid of a public object 


which is within the purpose for which governments are established. 

Therefore, according to the view of the court, this power of taxa- 

tion cannot be u in aid of enterprises strictly private, for the 

benetit of individuals, though in a remote or collateral way the 

pobre may be benefited thereby. The following language was used 
y the court in this case: 


The power to tax is therefore the 5 the most pervading of all the powers 
of the Government. reaching directly or indirectly to all classes of the poop. It 
was said by Chief Justice in the case of McCulloch vs. The State of 
Maryland. that the power to tax is the power to destroy. A striking instance of 
the truth of the proposition is seen in the fact that the existing tax of 10 per cent. 
imposed by the United States on the circulation of all other banks than the 
national banks, drove out of existence every State bank of circulation within a 
year or two afterits passage. This power can as readily be employed against one 
class of individuals and in favor of another, so as to ruin the one class and give 
unlimited wealth and prosperity to the other, if there is no implied limitation of 
the uses for which the power may be exercised. 

‘To lay with one hand the power of the Government on the property of the citi- 
zon, and with the other to bestow it upon favored individuals to aid private enter- 

rises and build private fortunes, is none the less a robbery because it is done un- 
er the forms of law and is called taxation. This isnotlegislation. It is a decree 
under legislative forms. 

Nor is it taxation. A tax.“ says Webster's Dictionary, is a rate or sum of 
money on the person or property of a citizen by government for the use 
of the nation or state.“ * Taxes are bardens or charges imposed by the legisla- 
ture npon rsons peel al ae to raise money for public p We 
Coulter, J., in Northern Liberties vs. Saint John’s Church, says, very forcibly, 
“I think the common mind has everywhere taken in the understanding that taxes 
are a public imposition, levied by authority of the Government for the purpose of 
carrying on the Government in all its machinery and operations—that they are 
imposed fora public purpose.” . y 

* * 


If it be said that a benefit results to the local public of a town by establishing 
manufactures, the same may be said of any other business or pursuit which em- 
ploys . e or labor. The merchant, the mechanic, the innkeeper, the banker, 
the builder, the steamboat owner, are equally promoters of the public good, and 
equally deserving the aid of the citizens by forced contributions. No line can be 
drawn in favor of the manufacturer which would not open the coffers of the pub- 
lic Treasury to the importunities of two-thirds of the business men of the city or 
town. 


Again, in the case of Allen vs. The Inhabitants of Jay, the chief- 
justice of the supreme court of Maine, delivering the opinion, among 
other things said: 


Taxation, by the very meaning of the term, implies the raising of money for pub- 
lic uses, and excludes the raising if for private objects and purposes. ‘I coneede,” 
oye Black, C. J., in e sae rs. Mayor, 21 Pennsylvania, 167, that a law author- 
izing taxation for any other than ged purposes is void.” A tax,” remarks 
Green, C. J., in Camden vs. Allen, 2 Dutch., 859, ‘‘is an impost levied by authority 
of government upon its citizens or subjects for the support of the State.” 

* No authority or even dictum can found,” observes Dillon, C. J., in Han- 
son vs. Vernon, 27 Iowa, 28, Which asserts that there can be any legitimate tax- 
ation when the money to be raised does not go into the public Treasury. or is not 
8 for the use of the government or some of the governmental divisions of 

e State.” 


If there is any proposition about which there is an entire and uniform weight of 
N authority, it is that taxes are to be imposed for the use of the pores of the 
state in the varied and manifold purposes of government, and not for private 


ee or the special benefit of individuals. Taxation originates from and is 


posed by and for the State. . Š 
$ * * * 

The industry of each man and woman engaged in productive employment is of 
“benefit” to the town in which such industry is employed. This can be pred- 
icated of all useful labor, of all productive e ut because all useful labor, 
all productive industry conduces to the public benefit, does it follow that the 
2 are to be taxed for the benefit of one man or of oue special kind of mann- 

acturing! 
* * * * * * 

The sailor, the farmer, the mechanic, the lumberman are equally entitled to the 
aid of coerced loans to enable them to carry on their business with Messrs. Hutch- 
ins & Lane. Our Government is based on equality of right. The State cannot 
discriminate among occupations, for a discrimination favor of one is a discrimi- 
nation adverse to all others. While the State is bound to protect all, it ceases to 
give that just protection when it affords undue advant „or gives special and 
exclusive preferences to particular individuals and particular and special indus- 
tries at the cost and charge of the rest of the community. 

See 60, Maine Reports. 

In answer to certain questions submitted by the Legislature of the 
State of Maine to the supreme court of that State, among which was 
this question: 

Has the Legislature authority under the constitution to pass laws enabling towns, 
by gifts of money or loans of bonds, to assist individuals or corporations to estab- 


lish or carry on manufacturing of various kinds, within or without the limits of 
said towns “ 


Chief-Justice Appleton and Justices Walter and Danforth, who 
signed the first opinion, said: 

Taxes are the enforced proportional contribution of each citizen and of his estate, 
levied by the authority of the State for the support of the Government and for all 
public needs. tans are the property of the . taken from the citizen by the 
Government, and t ey are to be disposed of by it. 


There is nothing of a public nature any more entitling the manufacturer to pub- 
lic gifts than the sailor, the mechanic, the lumberman, or the farmer. Our Gov- 
ernment is based upon equality of rights. All honest employments are honorable. 
The State cannot rightfull, riminate among occupations, for a discrimination 
in favor of one branch of industry is a discrimination adverse to all other branches. 
The State is equally to protect all, giving no undue advantages or special and 
exclusive preference to any. 

< . . 


* — 


* . * * 

No public exigency can require private spoliation for the private benefits of 
favored individuals. If the citizen is protected in his property by the constitution 
against the public, much more is he against private rapacity. 

Here, sir, we have authority piled upon authority, like “Pelion 
apon Ossa,” in support of the proposition which alone rests upon con-* 
stitutional grounds, that no tax of any kind can be legally levied ex- 
cept for a public purpose. It must be“ for the support of the Gov- 
ernment” is the doctrine distinctly stated, and that stands out in all 
the authorities as prominent and distinct as the sun in the heavens, : 
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An import duty is a tax levied upon foreign goods imported into the 
country, and is paid by the consumer of such goods, To the extent 
that it is levied and collected to aid in paying necessary expenses of 
the Government it is laid for a public purpose. Beyond this point 
the object must be a private purpose, clearly coming within the 
bounds of legal inhibition. 

These high judicial authorities, of themselves sufficiently conclu- 
sive, might be further supplemented and fortified by a continuous 
and connected line of opinion of all of the public men of the past 
(commonly called the fathers) going to show that the sole and only 
constitutional power is to lay and collect taxes, whether tariff or 
excise, for public purposes—revenue being the sole legal object recog- 
nized. That they in many instances advocated a discrimination in 
the schedules of rates upon articles in favor of American manufact- 
ures, then truly in their infancy, is undoubtedly true. But none 
ever advocated protection as a legitimate object of taxation, nor ad- 
vocated it at all other than as a temporary encouragement and aid 
to enterprises then struggling for existence. But that was in the 
morning of our national existence, three-quarters of a century ago 
and the reasons upon which their arguments were based have ceased 
to exist. And while we all join with one accord in singing— 

Long live the oak the fathers planted— 
Yet let it be remembered that— 
He is the true conservative who prunes the molding branches oft. 


Robert J. Walker, the t Secretary of the Treasury under Presi- 
dent Polk, summarized this doctrine in the following wise, states- 
manlike, and logical language. He said: 

The constitutional power of 2 to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, 
and does not authorize the laying of a prohibitory duty or a duty in which 
revenue is sacrificed to the object of protecting the manufacture of the commodity 
taxed. * * * A direct tax or excise, not for revenue but for protection, clearly 
would not be within the legitimate object of taxation; and yet it would be as much 
so as a duty imposed for a similar purpose. 

Suppose the Government should levy a tax of twenty-five cents 
per pound on all tobacco not raised in Virginia and no tax on the 
tobacco raised in Virginia. That would protect and encourage the 
“infant production” of tobacco in Virginia, Or impose a tax of 
one hundred per cent. ad yalorem on all articles manufactured in 
the six New England States and sold in the other States, and no tax 
on like articles manufactured in the other States. That would en- 
courage and protect the “infant mannfactures” in the other States. 
How long would American citizens outside of the favored States sub- 
mit to such protective internal taxation? Yet how does it differ in 
principle or effect from a protective duty imposed on all steel, iron, 
or fabrics ef wool, or cotton, or on copper, or anything else that 
enters into our domestic consumption? 

Can any one argos that a tax that is designed to protect—i. e., to 
increase the profits of private persons engaged in manufactures, or 
mining, or agriculture, or other business—is levied for a public pur- 
pose? No one ean argue that such a tax subserves any other than 
a private purpose—conferring benefits on individuals. The fact that 
building up manufactures benefits a community can be no more con- 
sidered than similar benefits conferred by building up newspapers, 
or dry goods, hardware, or grocery enterprises. 

All acts of Congress imposing and levying duties and excises have 
been “ bills to raise revenue,” and hence if they contained motives 
for protection they could not be inquired into, and therefore could 
not be judicially tested in that respect. Butif Congress should now 
enact a law repealing xisting tariff laws, and then bring in and 
pass ca bill to protect American manufactures,” and for that purpose 
impose high protective or prohibitory rates of tariff on all imported 

goods of the same kind and character as those manufactured in the 
nited States, does any one believe that its provisions could be en- 
forced by process of law? Do we not all know it would be held to 
be unconstitutional, and, hence, null and void by the courts? It 
could not even stand on the grounds of “ public policy,” so flagrantly 
would it be in violation of the Constitution. Shall we do indirectly 
what we cannot do directly? Is it honest or just? Where revenue 
ceases robbery begins, under the operations of our tariff system. 

Protection as a principle is not only without constitutional war- 
rant or authority but it is also unwise, unsound, unjust, and ruinous 
as an economic national policy. That protection that results as the 
inevitable incident of necessary taxation levied to support the Gov- 
ernment is wholly another matter. In entering upon this phase of 
the subject it may be instructive and useful to briefly review the 
history of our tariff legislation. 

Senator Cokx, in his exhanstive and unanswerable speech deliv- 
ered in the Senate on the 7th of February last, thus summarizes the 
history of tariff legislation in this country: 

So it was in 1789, when the first tariff law was passed, with an average ad 
valorem duty of 8} per cent., its operation limited to 1796, avowedly “to give our 
infant industries a start,” and only temporary. The very next year taritf duties 
were raised to an average of 1] per cent. In 1792 they were raised to 134 per cent. 
In 1816, the average rate of duties was 30 per cent. under additional ation 
which had been paneon in the mean time. nder the tariff of 1824 they were raised 
to an average of 37 per cent., and under the act of 1828, just forty years after the 
first tariff law had administered an aliment of 84 per cent. as a purely temporary ex- 
pedient to our infant industries,” the rations of that “infant” were increased to 
an average of 41 per cent. It is always thus, with industries taken out of the pure, 
bracing atmosphere of free competition and healthy, hardy self-reliance, into the 
hot-house of Government protection, to be fed on the stimulus of Government 
bounty—the ery forever is More! More!“ On the 14th of July, 1832, the tariff 
was again remodeled in the interest of high protection, and ont of this act grew 
the South Carolina nullification troubles. 
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On the 2d of March, 1833, I believe the day before the act of July, Lag was to 
lent 


have into effect and two days before he went out of office, P ackson 
signed the compensi rit: bill which had been introduced by Mr. Clay and passed 
both Houses of Con under the provisions of which the ad valorem duties of 
the act of July, 15 were gradually reduced until 1842, when they were not to 
exceed 20 per cent. 1846, under Mr. Polk's tion, the tariff was remod- 
eled, with a reduction of duties, and by the act of March 3, 1857, they were again 
reduced to an average of about 19 per cent. on dutiable goods. 


From 1861 until the present time the present highly protective 
tariff, known as the ‘‘ Morrill tariff,” has been in force, under which 
the average rate is about 45 per cent. It appears from this history 
that high protective rates of tariff prevailed during all these years 
from 1789 to the present day ee the thirteen years from 1847 to 
1860, during which period we had an approximately constitutional 
tariff only for revenue.” 

The protectionists predicted all manner of direful evils that were 
to befall the country in consequence of that “ free-trade system,” as 
they called it. There was to be a decline in production, of immigra- 
tion, of wages, of public or private revenne, general rnin of manu- 
factures and merchants, suspension of banks, unparalleled distress 
among the laboring poor, and a reduction of the revenues of the 
Government to the verge of bankrupting the Treasury. Did these 
dreadful things all happen? And how does the history of our national 
prosperity, growth, and development during that period compare 
with the high-protective periods ? 

I imagine that the friends of the constitutional“ revenue-tariff” 
system would be more than willing to rest their case upon the result 
of the comparison. I will not offer my own account, but will let 
others speak whose authority has always commanded a nation’s con- 
fidence. 

In a letter published in 1867, Hon. Robert J. Walker, who was Mr. 
Polk’s Secretary of the Treasury, said : 

A tariff for revenue. as e nce has shown, instead of depressing improves 
all industrial pursuits, including manufactures, and vastly augments the wealth 
of the country. Under the tariff of 1846, as shown by the census, our wealth in- 
creased, from 1850 to 1860, 126.45 per cent.; whereas from 1840 to 1850 the increase 
was only 64 per cent.; from 1830 to 1840, 42 per cent., and from 1820 to 1830, 41 per 
cent. So, also, from 1850 to 1860 our agricultural products increased 95 per cent., 
and our manufactures §7 per cent., being in both cases nearly double any preceding 
ratio of increase. So, also. our exports, imports, and revenue nearly tripled in the 
same period of time. and our domestic trade rose nearly in the same ratio. This 
augmented ratio is not the result of increase of population, which from 1850 to 
1800 was less than 36 per cent. The Irish famine was supposed by my opponents 
to account for the increase the first year, although the decreased price paid abroad 
that year for our cotton nearly * the additional sum paid by England for 
our breads and provisions. But the next year and the next, before any gold 
had reached here from California, our exports and revenue went on augmentin 
in a corresponding ratio, rising in eight years from $22,000,000 under the tariff o 
1842 to $64,000,000 under the tariff of 1846. 


Let it be borne in mind that these are not Mr. Walker's figures, 
but are taken from the official census and Treasury reports. 
Mr. David A. Wells says that— 


The value of our manufactured products exported constituted a smaller pro- 
pas of our total exports in 1879-'80 than 8 575 did in 1869-'70, and the propor- 
on was smaller in 1869-70 than in 1859 60. „to pnt the case differently, in 
1850-00 the value of our manufactured exports constituted 17.5 per cent. of the 
value of our total exports. In 1869-70, after ten years of a high-tariff pono; they 
had run down to 13.4 per cent.; and in 1879-'80, after another ten years of like ex- 
perience, they were further reduced to 12.5 percent. of our total exports. During 
the same period the export of our unmanufactured, unprotected articles increased 
from a Lo ce of 82.3 per cent. of our total exports in 1859-'60 to 87.5 per cent. 
of the total in 1879-'80. 
On the other hand. the value of our imports of foreign merchandise, which was 
at the rate of abont $10.80 per capita in 1860, increased to $11.21 per capita in 1870, 
and to $13.36 in 1880. - 


* * * * * 

During the ten years from 1850 to 1860, under a tariff of low duties, we increased 
our exports of manufactured articles in the ratio of Pi ay cent.; but during the 
next twenty years, or from 1860 to 1880, under a pro! ve tariff, the correspond- 
ing increase was in the ratio of only 89 per cent. 

Again, in his report as Commissioner of the Revenue, in January, 
1869, Mr. Wells makes the following comparison of prices of labor, 
the cost of living, and net earnings of laborers in manufacturing es- 
tablishments in 1860-61 and 1867-03. Here let it be borne in mind 
that wages were then at their highest: 


Average aggregate weekly earnings in 1867 of families. 
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Table showing the average weekly expenditures of families for provisions, 
house rent, clothing, d'c., in the towns of the United States for the yeara 
1860 and 1867. 


| Weekly wages.* 


Expenditures.* Surplus. 
Size of families. - = | 
1867. | 1860. 1867. | 1860. 1860. 
Parents and one child. | $17 00 | $12 00 | $17 00 $9 60 | $2 21 
Three adults — 11 52 12 00 17 5 10 31 1 69 
Parents and two children. 8 711 80 18 75 10 79 | 71 
Parents and three children -| 19 50 12 01 19 50 11 33 | 1 08 
Parents and four children | 23.33 14 15 23 33 13 18 | 97 
Parents and five children. - | avi 10 37 17.11 9 46 | 91 
Parents and six children 13 60 9 50 13 50 | 767 1 83 
Parents and seven children. 25 00 15 17 25 14 09 | 1 08 
General average 18 96 | 12 16 18 96 | 10 85 | 1 31 
*Average. 


It has been assumed, in the above table, for p of comparison, that the 
total average weekly wages obtained in 1867, viz: $18.96 per week, were entirely 
expended andin the following proportions: $14.29 for provisions, rent, fuel, &c., 
and the balance. $4.67, for clothing, domestic dry 8, housekeeping articles, 
luxuries, &. Now, the same quantities and qualities of provisions, groceries, 
clothing, rent, fuel and housekeeping articles could have been obtained in 1860 
and 1861 for the respective sums indicated in the fourth column; showing an aver- 
age weekly cost of $10.85 in 1860, as compared with $18.96 in 1867; and leaving a 
balance in the year 1860 of $1.31 (gold) per week in favor of the operative, as 
against no accruing surplus whatever in 1867-'68 ; or, in other words, supposing the 
requirments for food, clothing, and shelter to have been the same in 1867 as in 1860, 
the operatives referred to in the table, who received in 1867 an average of $18.96 per 
week, obtained in that year only sufficient to give them the actual necessaries and 
comforts of life; while the same men whose average weekly wages in 1560-61 were 
only $12.16 obtained with such earnings at that time the same articles of comfort 
und necessity, and had in addition a surplus of $1.31 (gold) per week, or $68.12 
(gold) per annum. It should be noted, too, that the persons whose wages have 
been discussed were classed as skilled workmen. 


Professor Sumner, of Yale College, in one of his lectures on“ Pro- 
tection in the United States,” said: 


The period from 1846 to 1860 was our sat of comparative free trade. The sub- 
treasury act of 1846 removed subjects of currency and banking from national legis- 
lation. Thus these two topics were for a time laid aside. For an industrial history 
of the United States no period presents greater interest than this. It wasa period 
of very great and very solid prosperity. The tariff was bad and vexatious in many 
ways, if we regard it from the stand-point either of free trade or revenue tariff, but 
its rates were low and its effects limited. It was called a revenue tariff with in- 
cidental protection.“ The manufactures which, it had been said, would perish, did 
not perish, and did not gain sudden and exorbitant profits. They made steady and 
genuine progredi The repeal of the English corn faws in 1846 opened a large mar- 

et for American agricultural products, and took away the old argument which 
Niles and Carey had used with such force, that England wanted other countries to 
have free trade, but would not take their products. The effect on both countrics 
was most happy. It seemed as if the old system was gone forever, and that these 
two great nations, with free industry and free trade, were to pour increased wealth 
upon each other, ‘The fierce dogmatism of protection and its deeply-rooted preju- 
dices seemed to have undergone a fatal blow. Ourshipping rapidly increased. Our 
cotton crop w larger and larger. The discovery of gold in California added 
mightily to the expansion of 2 The States indeed repeated our old cur- 
rency follies, and the panic of 1857 resulted, but it was only a stumble in a career 
of headlong prosperity. We recovered from it inatwelvemonth. Slavery agita- 
tion marked this period politically, and if people look back to it now they think 
most of that; but industrially and economically, and I will add also in the adm inis- 
tration of the Government, the period from the Mexican to the civil war is our 
golden ago, if we have any. There was simplicity, even to dullness, in national 
affairs. It was one of those happy periods when a nation has little history. As 
Hg! Pe the balance of trade is concerned, it never was more regular and equal than 


So that whether compared with the period of more moderate protec- 
tion prior to 1846, or that of high protection since 1860, the advan- 
tage is all on the side of the revenne-tariff system, and protection 
draws no comfort nor support from it; and all the talk about the 
increasing ability of our manufacturers to command foreign markets, 
of our industrial supremacy in these departments, and that Great 
Britain is pervaded with apprehension thereat, is falsehood and non- 


use. 

England alarmed, indeed! England is never blind to her own inter- 
est, and is delighted to see the only great nation capable of aspiring 
to successful competition with her in the world’s commerce siete a 
policy that literally annihilates its foreign trade and leaves her the 
undisturbed mistress not only of the seas but of the world’s trade 
and commerce with all its rich fruits. What cares England for free 
trade with our 50,000,000 of people if we will only adhere to our pro- 
tective policy of manufacturing (and . only for a home 
market and leave to her the undisputed possession of the trade and 
commerce of the remaining 1,400,000,000 of the world’s population ? 

The following cable dispatch, in relation to proceedings in the 
English Parliament, shows but too plainly that England clearly 
„ her own interest as well as our folly. It reads as fol- 
ows: 


LONDON, March 24. 


In the House of Commons this evening Mr. Ritchie moved that a select com- 
mittee be pins eng: to inquire into the effect of foreign customs tariffs on British 
commerce. BAY Hon. Joseph Chamberlain, 5 of the board of trade, re- 
minded Mr. Ritchie's supporters that protection in America was introduced as a 
temporary measure to stimulate infant industries, and that of the total amount of 
exports from America 90 per cent. consisted of food and raw material, which were 
not subject to a protective tariff at all, so that the foreign trade in protected man- 
ufactures was practically annihilated. 


So that the ‘‘American foreign trade in protected manufactures is 
practically annihilated.” But, sir, did any one here need to be told 
that? We are constantly told that Great Britain derives her na- 
tional strength mainly from her commerce, and that her manufact- 
ures almost entirely sustain her commerce; that she well under- 
stands this and that to protect, encourage, and extend her manu- 
factures has been the wise and uniform policy of her far-seeing states- 
men for centuries, and the result is seen in a manufacturing pros- 
perity that is without a parallel. England has indeed well deserved 
every word of that splendid compliment. 

Sir, protection in England has always stood upon a different foot- 
ing from what it has here. In the early days it was no mixed idea 
of reyenne and incidental protection, nor of protection per se, in lay- 
ing a tariff for revenue; but the Parliament of England came to the 
point at once. It forbade exportations, and prohibited importa- 
tions of special articles of manufacture or of raw materials, as it was 
disposed to protect or nourish or encourage certain interests, Pro- 
tection was then treated and regarded as an independent proposi- 
tion, not connected withthe raising of revenue in any respect. But 
as the tariff came into common use and was found so valuable a 
resource of raising reyenué without creating discontent, it was soon 
discovered that it might be put to other most effective uses, amon 
which was insidious protection. And it is true that England as we 
as other nations got upon the“ fool's bill” of tariff protection, and 
there remained longer, as I sincerely trust, than we shall. 

But, sir, England’s Parliament was omnipotent and unrestrained 
in that respect by constitutional limitations, and went directly to 
the core of protection, It classified interests; it encouraged one and 
put down another; it protected one and destroyed another in the 
plenitude of its unrestrained powers, It legislated without limit 
upon all, just as the whim, caprice, passion, interest, judgment, or 
delusion moved the Parliament or as it was moved by one class or 
the other. At one time it prohibited the exportation of cattle and 
corn; at another it prohibited the importation of cattle, corn, or salt 
provisions. And thus she ran her course of blind folly through the 
ages until wise statesmen came and saved her from herself and led 
her down from ‘‘fool’s hill.” And she is now far out on the plain of 
progress, in advance of all the nations of the earth, and justly enjoys 
the admiration of the whole world. 

And, sir, I admit that England still protects her commerce and 
her manufactures, But the protection that she extends to them to- 
day is the only effective and enduring protection that can be given 
by any government on earth. It is a policy that exempts capital 
employed in manufacturing and banking from all direct taxation 
under the excise laws, and all food and raw materials imported from 
foreign countries from all taxation under the tariff customs, and 
strikes the shackles from commerce and proclaims free trade.“ This 
wise and enlightened policy enables the British manufacturer to 
apply the largest amount of home labor, fed with the cheapest pro- 
visions, to the smallest value of raw material under such conditions 
as enable him to place his finished product in all foreign markets at 
the lowest possible cost. 

Any other policy will, by enhancing the cost of food and raw ma- 
terial, inevitably swell the cost of manufacturing and result to the 
direct benefit of the foreign competitor. e therefore not only 
continues to protect her commerce and manufactures, but she hus 
found out how to protect them; and her policy is worthy of all imi- 
tation. 


IT 18 TO REMOVE BURDENS, TO CHEAPEN COST, AND REDUCE PRICES. 


Our method, on the contrary, is to levy a tax, thereby imposing 
burdens and increasing cost and prices and reducing consumption. 
The one is a bounty to the consumer, the other a bounty to the 
manufacturer or producer. The one the method of abundance, the 
other of scarcity or privation, and as our difficulty is excessive cost 
and high prices we would do well to consider this difference and 
study the lesson that England teaches us. But we are assured that 
a protective policy is absolutely necessary in order to protect the 
American laborer from the competition of the pauper labor of 
Europe. 

Now, sir, while I do not concede the correctness of this argument, 
I am willing to go into a fair investigation of that question, and to 
do all that may be constitutional and needful for the protection and 
amelioration of American labor—not a small part, but all of it. As- 
suming, for the argument’s sake, that American labor does need pro- 
tection against the competition of European cheap labor, (if there 
is any there cheaper than ours,) let us inquire, first, what amount 
of protection our labor needs against the so-called pauper labor of 
Europe, In other words, what percentage of duty will the so-called 
higher wages paid here than paid abroad require? Mr. Burchard, the 
present Director of the Mint, who is justly noted for the correctness 
of his statistical information as well as for being one of the ablest 


‘and most thorough investigators of the times, in a speech delivered 


by him in the Forty-fifth Congress disposed of that question as fol- 
lows. He said: 
PROPORTION OF COST OF WAGES TO TOTAL COST. 


Wages, as the statements of manufacturers and the census reports show, con- 
stitute but a fraction of the total cost. 

The average comparative value of wages, material, and the balance for iu terest, 
taxation, profits, &c., in each dollar of the manufactured products of a few indus- 


- 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Articles. | $ E 8 

| a = | Be 

E A . 
194| ee 172 

22 63 16 
173 62 203 

16 G 20 

17 33 30 


Chese comparative proportions of labor and material in the value of the finished 
product are corroborated by the manufacturers themselves, as given in state- 
ments made by them to the Secretary of the Treasury in 1849 and published in the 
Treasury report for that year, which I hold in my hand. They vary somewhat in 
different goods, but the average agrees with the statement I have made, Takin 
the census returns, the comparative value of the material, amount of wages paid, 
the protits, interest, &c., in the production of the leading manufactures of this 
country average as I have given them. Take textiles, for instance. The raw 
material is 62 per cent., wages, 19.8 per cent.; profits, interest, &., 17 per cent. 
As eo constitute but one · th or 20 percent. of the value of the article. In order 
to enable the manufacturer to pay 50 per cent. additional wages to labor, it is neces- 
sary to add only 10 per cent. to the original valne of the article itself. Ten per 
cent. duty on textiles would on the average make up for the difference of 50 per 
cent. in labor, having the material free. It is the same with the subdivisions of 
these textiles. Take the article of cotton, the figures are: wages, 22 per cent.; 
material, 63 per cent.; profits, &., 15 per cent. 

Figure out the prices of materials, &c., that go tomake up the value of the prod- 
uct, and you find that is the ratio. The ratio of wages in the case of woolens is 
17 per cent.; of silk, 16 per cent. ; of steel, 17 per cent. 

DIFFERENCE IN WAGES. 

The distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. e ee from Mr. 
Wells, and correctly stated that the wages in manufacturing establishments in this 
country as compared with England are, or rather were, 25 to 50 per cent. 
higher here, and as compared with Belgium and France from 50 to 100 per cent. 
higher. Our chief competitor in these protected industries, our only large com- 

itor in cottons, woolens, and iron and steel is England; and the difference in 
wages here as com d is from 25 to 50 per cent. higher. 

ow, we do not need a tariff of 25 to 50 per cent. on the comple product to 
put the manufacturer here on an equality with the foreign ufacturer in order 
to give him the additional amount necessary to pay for the difference in labor. 


So even admitting, what is not true, that American labor needs 
protection, here are evidences “strong as proofs of Holy Writ” that 
only 10 to 11 per cent. protective duty need be put on the similar 
article to place the domestic manufacturer on an equality with the 
foreign manufacturer in respect to wages; and yet we have tariff 
rates running all the way from 40 to 253 per cent. on a list of nearly 
4,000 articles and of 40 to 100 per cent. on leading articles of every- 
day consumption; not the luxuries of the rich, but the necessaries 
of the poor. 

But, sir, is it true that labor is so much higher here in consequence 
of protection than in Europe? At the time Mr. Burchard made his 
speech from which I haye just quoted there was perhaps about the 
difference in fayor of the American laborer that he stated; but it 
must be borne in mind that four or five years have elapsed since that 
time and his statistics were gathered mainly from the census report 
of 1870. We have later information showing a much changed con- 
dition of things, 

In his letter introductory to the report of consuls in Europe on the 
cotton goods trade of the world, dated June 25, 1881, Mr. Blaine, 
then Secretary of State, says, page 95: 

In commenting on the strikes then imminent in Manchester, Consul Shaw, in 
ane The ples thet the cee 7 — ser 8 5 higher wages in propor. 

i 3 
tion to dle time they work tian Amerionn operatives is tr 8 La 
facturers here, and this, together with increasing financial distress among mill- 
owners, is gradually allaying the discontent among operatives.” 

Again, the honorable Secretary says: 


The hours of labor in the Lancashire mills are 56, in the Massachusetts mills 60 
per week. The hours of laborin the mills in the other New England States, where 
the wages are generally less than in Massachusetts, are usually 66 to 69 per week. 

Undonbtedly the inequalities in the wages of English and American operatives 
are more than equali by the greater efficiency of the latter and their longer 
hours of labor. If this should prove to be a fact in practice, as it seems to be 

roven from official statistics, it would be a very important element in the estab- 
Lament of our ability to compete with England for our share of the cotton goods 
trade of the world. 5 

In the two prime factors which may be said to form the basis of the cotton man- 
facturing industry, namely, raw material and labor, we hold the advantage over 
England in the first, and stand upon an ey with her in the second. 

aving the raw material at our doors, it follows that we should be able to con- 
vert it into manufactures, all things else being equal, with more economy and 
facility than can be done by England, which imports our cotton and then manu- 
Jactures it in her mills. The expense of handling, transportation, and commission 
must be an important item in this regard as compared with our turning in the fiber 
from the cotton fields to our mills and shipping it in the advanced form of manu- 
factured goods. Add to this the secondary fact that it costs us no more to handle 
and manufacture the same than it costs in England, and we stand on an undoubted 
equality thus far in the race of competition. 

And these facts have a dropar significance than would appear to 
the casual observer. They show not only that high protection has 
failed to advance American labor in proportion to the increase of the 
price of protected goods but on the contrary they clearly prove that 
wages under protection have declined here, while wages under Eng- 
lish free trade have actually advanced; that the English operative 
is receiving as igh Wages now as the American operative, working 
shorter time, and buying the necessaries and comforts of life far 
cheaper than the American laborer can. As further proof of these 


ently made by manu-> 
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facts I read the following from a speech delivered by Hon. John 
Bright, at a banquet given him at Rochdale on November 18, 1881, 
on the oceasion of his seventieth birthday. He said, after referring 
to the original opposition of Mr. Disraeli: 


There was an actual doubling of the wages of the laborers in Lord Beaconsfield’s 
own county of Buckingham. ee some of you may recollect a letter which 
was published almost immediately after Lord Beaconstield’s death, which he wrote 
to a gentleman who had sent him a book abont the condition of the population in 
the southwestern counties of England, and Lord Beaconsfield said he thought he 
underrated the improvement in the condition of the farm laborers; that according 
to his beg the rise in the wages of the farm laborers had been at least 40 per 
cent.; that is 10s. of wages per week had risen to 14s. E week. I believe, indeed, 
that in cogent paris of the country the wages of farm laborers, taking into account 
the hours which they work and all particulars, are doubled since the free-trade 
policy was established. paoar Hear] Now, take the other class of men. I 
walked down from the Reform Club through the park to the House of Commons 
ome day in the past summer, three or four months ago, and a man—an intelligent, 
respectable-looking workingman—joined me and addressed me by name. I asked 
him how he knew me. He knew me because, he said, I have been a good deal 
in Birmingham. and have attended your meetings there, and so I know you very 
well.“ [Laughter and cheers.) I talked to him a little about his business. He 
said he was then potting 78. 6d. a day as a brick-setter, and, he added, formerly I 
naa to work for 4s. a day. There is u jump. From 4s. to 7s. Gd. is a considerable 
eap. 

ADVANCE OF WAGES IN THE COTTON TRADE, 


Now I should like to tell you of something that has happened nearer home, for 
I suspect there are many persons in this meeting who have not the least idea of 
the actual increase of wages that has taken place among the ney operatives in 
this neighborhood during the last forty years. I was 5 the other day at one 
of our wages books for 1840 and 1841. T will tell you what I found in it and what 
I find in our wages book now. The figures are taken over an average of two 
months at that time and over an average of two months now, and therefore are a 
fair statement of what happened then and what happens to-day. Many persons 
here know, of course, all about the interior of a cotton factory, and therefore I 
shall spuk as if it were in a mill and looking over the different people at work. 
I find that in 1839 the throstle piercers—I need not explain who they are—were receiv- 
ing 8s. a weck, and they were working twelve hours a day. I find that now the 
same class of hands are receiving 13%. a week at ten hours a day. If they worked 
fur twelve hours, and were paid at the same rate, it would be 16s. a week, or ex- 
actly double what they received in 1839, 1840, and 1841. [Cheers.] The young 
women who worked at the drawing frames at that time had 7s. 6d. a week; they 
have now 15s., and that is without reckoning the fact that they are working two 
hours a day less. The rovers and slubbers got Ss. a week then, and they are get- 
ting 144. a week now. The doffers—{laughter}]—are considered a class whose wits 
are a little too sharp—[laughter]—and are sometimes not very manageable. They 
used to have 5s. Gd. a week, and they now have 9s. 6d. The warpers in those days, 
as far as my recollection serves me-—I am N of our own business were all 
women. They earned on the Mi ot the two months 17s. 6d. a weck. The 
warpers now are all men, and they have earned in the two months an average of 
35s, 6d. a week. [Cheers.] Well, at that time we had a very clever man as black- 
smith, whom I used to like to see strike the sparks off; his wages were 22s. a week. 
Well, our blacksmith now has wages of 34s.a week, and that only for factory time, 
which is ten hours, whereas the man of 22s. a week worked the then factory time, 


which was twelve hours, Now, you see the enormous change to the people in these 
factories. They have two hours’ leisure which they had not before, and their 
wages are nearly double. 

* r > + * a * 


I think it is impossible to account for this extraordinary improvement in the 
wages of agricultural laborers, of brick-setters and carpenters, and all your factory 
operatives, and all your mechanics, upon any other theory than this, that the new 
policy with regard to trade, which has made your trade fourfold, has been the 
cause which has made this stupendous and unimagined improvement in the con- 
dition of the people. dee 


He showed conclusively what all can readily see as a logical result 
of free trade, That it tends greatly to increase commerce, trade, and 
the exports, thereby greatly increasing employment and wages, while 
at the same time it reduces the cost of the necessaries of life by re- 
moving taxes from them; and hence that it wasa “ boon greatest to 
the workingman.” In the same speech he further said: 

The law was altered so that the bread could come here, and a great many things 
beside bread. Trade has extended and you have added, in Great Britain alone, 
more than ten million to your population in forty years. 

* * 


— — — * 


And yet, withall that increase of population, you have had the demand for labor 
more prady 3 better 25 , the time of labor shorter. The man must bo 
absolutely blind, or worse than blind, who cannot see and will not acknowledge 
that the great mass of the people, in physical condition, are enormously better off 
than they were forty years ago. 

And again: 

What are the exports now! Instead of being 251,000,000, they amount to close 
upon if Doe guy 200,000,000, so that the foreign trade of the country kas in- 
creased fourfold within that time, and as a matter of course the home trade must 
have immensely increased at the same time, because so great an increase of for- 
eign trade has brought so great wealth to the country that the home trade has 
increased probably in quite as great proportion as the foreign trade. 

FREE TRADE A BOON GREATEST TO WORKINGMEN. 

But there is another point, which is one of extraordinary interest, and it shows, 
I think, that no class in this country suffered so much by the ancient policy of 
protection as the working class, and that no other class in this country has gained 
so much as they have gaived during the last forty years by the adoption of the new 
policy. [Cheers] 

And, Mr. Chairman, there is yet another feature of this pretended 
rotection of American labor that shows the fallacy, if not the abso- 
ute hypocrisy, of all this ery for its protection. It is now a well 

ascertained fact, appearing from the census reports of the manufact- 
uring States, that the ratio of labor to product is lessened from 
year to year. This results from a continued invention and applica- 
tion of labor-saving machinery, and tends to greatly reduce the cost 
of manufacturing. Mr. Dayid A. Wells, in a recent lecture, said: 

Let any one examine the returns of industries, as given in the recent census, 
and he will find that the main feature of progress has a marked increase of 
product in almost big J specialty without any ee ee increase, and often 
a notable decrease of the number of laborers engaged in production. 

As a single practical illustration of this, take the infinence of the nse of the 
steam drill and high explosives in the business of coal and copper mining. 
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Thus in the anthracite coal industry in Pennsylvania, the number of hands 
employed increased during the ten years, from 1870 to 1889, in the ratio of only 
6.4 cent; while the gain in product was in the ratio of 45 per cent. 
the copper-mining industry of the United States, the increase in product for 
the same decade was 116 per cent., and in value 75 per cent., while the increase in 
the number of employés was only 13 per cent. 

But, sir, the very bottom fact is that all this clamor of the protec- 
tionists for the protection of American labor is cant and hypocrisy. 
The broad road to the sure protection of American labor is to remove 
the burdens of taxation—tariff and internal reyenue—from all the 
laborer consumes, thereby reducing the expense of living and in- 
creasing the purchasing power of his wages; increase employment 
by extending our commerce by inereased exports and imports, and 

wrohibit the further immigration of genuine pauper Mongolian labor 

into ourcountry. That, sir, and that alone is true protection to our 
American labor. Are the leading protectionists of the country to be 
found on that road? Scarcely one. In solid phalanx they battle for 
high rates of both internal revenue and tariff taxation on all articles 
of every-day consumption, thereby increasing the price of all the 
necessaries of life and diminishing the purchasing power of wages ; 
for limiting commerce and production, thereby diminishing employ- 
ment; for opening wide the doors to increased immigration of de- 
based, degraded, and truly pauperized Mongolian labor. All other 
dangers that threaten the dignity and independence of American 
labor pale into insignificance when compared to the dangers of a 
Mongolian invasion. 

Let the American laborer awaken to his danger and, armed with the 
ballot, free himself from this danger while he may. The protection- 
ists preach protection while they forge fetters to manacle and de- 
gradelabor. They believe with the highwayman who read the Bible 
and talked Scripture, while he plied all his arts of thieving, that 
folks judges you more by what you says than what you does.“ But 
to return to the line of argument. It may be pertinent just here to 
inquire how many of the people of the United States have any share 
whatever in the benefits or, mere properly speaking, the spoils of the 
protective system? Unfortunately the returns of the census of 1880 
are not yet completed so as to be available for the purposes of this 
estimate; but there is no difficulty in arriving at an approximate 
estimate racers ad correct for all practical purposes. 

The following table shows the number of persons engaged in the 
protected industries and the value of their products in 1870: 

Value 


Manufactures. Number | 


| employed. ka products. 
| 
Stn e | 135,000 | $178, 000, 000 
Glass manufacture s | 15, 000 20, 000, 000 
Iron and steel manufactu res | 149, 000 356, 000, 000 
CCC — EN | 10, 000 27, 000, 000 
AP 21, 000 51, 000, 000 
Woolens and carpets | 105,000 | 199. 000, 000 
All other articles | 20, 000 32, 000, 000 
Dir A | 455, 000 | 863, 000, 000 


In agricultural labor nearly one-half the whole population were 
engaged in one vay or another, 

The following table shows the total number of laborers engaged 
in agriculture, the value of their products, and the annual wages 
received in 1870: 


| Wages. 
Number | Per 
Industry, employed. | cent. Production. 
| Total Annual 

per capita. 
All occupations... .| 12, 505, 923 00nn | J)722 N Race 
Total culture. | 5,922,471 | .47 | $2, 447, 538, 656nwu nn oufeensnensennno 
Farmers and play 


Compare that with the followi ng, which showsthe numbers engaged 
in the leading protected industries, the value of their product, and 
the wages received: 


Wages. 
Industry. eee; E | Production. FU 
Total. Annual 
T per capita. 
— ee ee ee — 
| 
Cotton manufactures $178, 000, 000 , 144, 132 $290 
Iron and steel manu- 8 1 5 
factur ess 350,000,000 | 70, 759, 148 517 
Woolen and worsted 
manufactures ..... 177, 000, 000 31, 246, 432 335 
Total cotton, iron, 
steel, and woolen} 
and worsted manu- 
ſnetu res 377,049 | .03 705, 000, 000 147, 149, 712 389 


Number engaged in a few other unprotected pursuits : 
Blacksmiths 


Carpenters and joiners. 344,596 
Boot and shoe makers 171,127 
Railroad employees 154,027 
Draymen, hackmen, and teamsters 120,756 
Clerks in stores 222,504 
Teachers. 126.822 
Masons eee Kan onan 3 89,710 
PRONG is A NT = 1 TON 2075 85,123 
Carriage and wagon makers E 42,000 

„ c O TLT A 1,498,439 


The following table, furnished by the Superintendent of the Census 
of 1880 to Senator HARRIS, of Tennessee, shows the number of la- 
borers engaged in the year 1880 in the United States in the manu- 
facture of the articles therein named. 


Sen —ͤ—] 187, 714 
ö 525. ie panc > T E O A T -- 140, 978 
Producing iron ore. . 31,668 
Silk and silk goods 34, 521 
Carpe s 24, 437 
Felt 1, 524 
„ 804 

3 „448 

Bora 8 8 asses 446 

Worsted goods.. VVV 18, 803 
Making an aggregate o.. „„„„„ 556, 343 


persons of all ages and sexes thus employed. 


In addition to this, he says: 


There are other manufacturing enterprises I know that are not enumerated 
here which will swell this aggregate, but it is safe to say that it will not exceed a 
million; and the question narrows i down to this: Is it fair or just to tax 
49,000,000 people at the average rate of 45 p cent. on all they wear and on nearly 
8 eer consume, in order that 1,000,000 of people may receive a little 

tter wages 


The n gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] has pre- 
pared the following table. He says: 

In 1870 the census returns figured the number of the country's working force 
at 12,500,000. If the ratio of increase is the same as for the general population, our 
working force now numbers about 15,000,000. Now, suppose these working and 


omy eren people to be distributed as they were ten years ago; we obtain this 
e : 


Number 

Vocation. Per cent. en gaged. 
47777⁵§öĩ—ð4,t ̃7 ᷣ 1wFMU... —T—. 8 47 7, 050, 000 
Professions and personal services 22 3, 300, 000 
Trade and transportation 9 1, 355, 000 
Manufacturing, mechanical, and mining 3 22 3, 300, 000 


This reduced to terms of tariff means that the protected workers are 3,300, 000; 
unprotected workers, 11,700,000. 

Taking a mean proportion between the two estimates, we may fairly 
assume that of our whole population not exceeding 2,000,000 are 
directly or indirectly benefited by the tariff, while 48,000,000 are bur- 
dened with this unjust tax for the sole benefit of the 2,000,000. Is it 
constitutional or just “to lay with one hand the power of the Gov- 
ernment on the property of these 48,000,000 citizens, and with the. 
other bestow it upon the 2,000,000 favored individuals to aid private 
enterprises and build up private fortunes?” Sir, it is none the less 
a robbery because it is done under the forms of law and is called 
taxation. 

Now, a word as to the amount of tariff bounty. I freely admit 
that it is difficult to compute with accuracy the extent to which 

»rices of protected domestic manufactures are enhanced by the tariff. 

he advantage of the tariff to the domestic manufacturer is in pre- 
venting foreign competition from reducing his prices, and in his free- 
dom to advance his prices. Whatever enhancement in prices the 
tariff secures him is the measure of his protection, or rather bounty ; 
and to the consumer that is the measure of taxation imposed upon 
him for the sole benefit of the manufacturer. The rate of duty is 
not always the measure of bounty. If it was the account would 
stand as follows: 

During the last fiscal year the value of dutiable merchandise im- 
ported into this country from foreign countries, as shown by the 
Treasurer’s report, was: total value of dutiable imports, $448,061,- 
587.95; amount of duty collected thereon, $193,800,897.67; average 
rate of tariff, 43} per cent. What amount would the manufacturers 
receive as a bounty upon their 8 if they were increased in 
price by the tariff 43} per cent.? It appears by the census of 1870 
that the total value of manufactures consumed in this country 
n was 84,000,000, 000. The census returns for 1880 are not 
yet published, but reckoning the increase at the general ratio of in- 
crease of population and other things it may be fairly estimated to 
have been for the last fiscal year $5,000,000,000 ; add to this 43} per 
cent., $2,162,500,000; deduct revenue received by the Government, 
$193,800,897—bounty to manufacturers, $1,968,699,103. 

But after a very elaborate examination of duties and comparative 
prices at home and abroad, Hon. Robert J. Walker, in 1847, cume to 
the conclusion that in regard to the great mass of our imports the en- 
hanced price is about equal to two-thirds of the duty imposed; and 
Mr. Burchard, who is always moderate and fair, adopts this as being 
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as nearly correct as may be. On this basis then the account would 
stand as follows: annual value of manufactures consumed in the 
United States 85,000, 000,000; increased price by tariff, 30 per cent., 
81,500,000, 000; of this the Government receives in tariff revenue $193, - 
800,897—annual bounty to manufacturers, $1,306,199,103. Now fur- 
ther reduce this one-fourth for articles manufactured here and not 
actually increased in price by the tariff, and we will have $976,549,329 
as the actual bounty A ere by the people of the United States annually 
to manufacturers in addition to the revenues paid to the Government— 
a sum suflicient to extinguish the entire public debt in less than two 
years. In other words, we have our system of taxation so arranged 
that for every dollar paid into the National Treasury for tariff duty 
on imports we pay $5 into the pockets of the manufacturers. 

If further proof of the correctness of these statements were needed 
it is found in the unnatural and unhealthy increase and accumula- 
tion of wealth in the manufacturing States. On this point Mr. Bur- 
chard says: 


If the tariff secures for the manufacturer of protected articles bounties exacted 


from consumers, localities and States where the favored industries flourish should 


show a rapid and greater increase in wealth. r with this view the 
ufacturin; he census returns in 


reatest man g States stand among the foremost in 
the per capita amount of wealth. The average is in— 
New York 
Massachusetts 


In contrast, States as old, having as fertile soil, that furnish our great staples for 

export, have not one-half of the em Ser 
BANK DEPOSITS IX MANUFACTURING STATES. 

These also indicate large accumulations. The total individual deposits in all the 
banks of the United States in May, 1875, amounted to $2,017,453,300.87. Of this the 
banks of the following manufacturing States held far in excess of their proportion 
according to population: 

New Yor 
Massachy 


1, 414, 068, 537 52 


~ —.— remaining thirty-one States and eight Territories have but 8000, 000,000 of 
e ts. 


Again, in support of the same theory, he says: 
If the manufacturer's profits are A eman under high tariffs than low tariffs we 
because the tariff has sec 


may conclude it is mured, as it is designed, a higher price 

for products than the consumer would have paid without it. 

Greater dividends at such periods must be attributed to this cause, unless some 
other more probable reason is apparent. 

y years ago a publication was issued, and has been annually continued, 
showing the yearly dividends of New England manufacturing companies. They 
v. with the condition of business and si of the currency. I condense from a 
table presented to the House in remarks I made a year ago, and group these divi- 
dends by tariff periods. 

Profits of New England manufacturing companies under high and low 
tariff, as shown by Martin’s Tables of Manufacturing Dividends, pub- 
lished in 1871, and by subsequent annual appendices, on dutiable imports, 
and average rate of duty for different tariff periods. 


#2 
3 
ge | 3g 
Year. g 1 Remarks. 
o 
28 25 
PoE £ 
4 4 
ADANTA b BS 13.00 
1882 10 188 ATT „ eesiin taille dy: 
C 34.8 11.75 A Gas tenth Be 
aoe „ TE) cai oatho 
1841 to 1842.. 26. 6 5.00 |) _ after 20 per cent. 
1843 to 1840. 32.5 12.44 h tariff. 
1847 to 1857.. 24.1 6.36 | Low tariff. 
ooo RE 19.0 6.71 | Low tariff, 24 per cent. 
err 42.7 12.10 High tariff. 
..... sie east 39. 20 8. 30 10 per cent. reduction. 


This unhealthy accumulation and arbitrary transfer of wealth to 
the ARRA RRG sections is further conclusively shown by the 
census reports of the past decades. r : 
The nine principal manufacturing States, Maine, New Hampshire, 
Vermont, Massachusetts, Connecticut, Rhode Island, New York, Penn- 
sylvania, and New Jersey, in 1850 owned $3,130,989,857, or 43 per cent. 
of all our national wealth. This accumulation was under the 
protective system that prevailed up to that time. In 1860 they pos- 
sessed of the national wealth $5,591,607,424, or 34 per cent. of the 
whole. Thus showing that while these States were highly prosper- 
ous their . of the aggregate wealth of the nation had gone 
down from 43 to 34 per cent. during the reyenue-tariff or free-trade 
period. Yet, during that same period they increased the sum of 
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their wealth 78 per cent., showing, as before remarked, a very high 
state of prosperity. 

In 1870, under ten years of very high protection, these same nine 
States owned two-thirds of all the manufacturing capital in the 
United States and had increased their wealth from 85,591, 607,424 to 
$15,290,032,689, being 50 per cent. of all our national wealth, and 
showing in this decade of high protective tariff the enormous gain 
of 173 per cent. And it doubtless goeson in the same or an increas- 
ing ratio. These are not the honest and legitimate earnings of the 
capital and industries of those States; it is accomplished by the 
8 act of this Government “laying with one hand its power on 
the property of” all its other “ citizens, and with the other bestow- 
ing it upon the favored” citizens of these States to aid their private 
enterprises and build up their private fortunes by the means of this 
iniquitous system of protective tariff. And, let it be again repeated, 
$ it is none the less a robbery because it is done under the forms of 

aw. 

And yet, in the face of all this, the cry is still for more. The pro- 
tectionists arrogantly and defiantly tell us that these burdensome 
and oppressive laws shall be made yet more burdensome, Like the 
wicked son of Solomon, they tell the people that— 

Whereas the fathers did lade you with a heavy yoke, we will add to your yoke ; 
whereas the fathers chas' you with whips, we will chastise you with scorpions. 

Was this increase of wealth shared by the agricultural States dur- 
ing these same decades? Logically enough the converse of that is 
shown by the census reports up to 1870. The States of Ohio, Indi- 
ana, Illinois, lowa, Michigan, and Oregon may certainly be taken as 
a fair exponent of agricultural thrift for the same periods. These 
States increased their wealth from 1850 to 1850 (low tariff or free-trade 
period) 127 per cent. per capita; and from 1860 to 1870 (high pro- 
tective-tariff 3 in the ratio of 64 per cent. per capita. 

Sir, pon these facts comment is unnecessary. Their inexorable 
logic will some time find lodgment in the public mind, when the con- 
flicts of fierce sectional and party passipns shall have abated, and the 
mists and clouds of other less important issues shall have been rifted 
away and cease to obscure them. And when that day comes, as 
surely it will, these fifty or sixty millions of people, awakened to a 
full appreciation of the enormity of the system of brazen robbery and 
open and audacious spoliation to which they have been subjected, 
will rise up in their might and indignation, like Sampson from his 
slumbers, and bursting asunder the fetters with which they have 
been long bound, will snap in twain the pillars that support this 
structure of protection and crush the dwellers therein. 

Mr. Chairman, all protective tariffs discriminate against agricul- 
ture and in favor of manufactures. Give agriculture absolute freo- 
dom from Government interference, with moderate taxation for rev- 
enue alone, andits prosperity will be certain, speedy, and permanent. 
The commodities they consume are constantly increased in price by 
the tariff, and their own products of the soil are made to cost thein 
very much more than they should. 

The census of 1870 showed that the value that year of all the im- 

lements and machinery used in agriculture by the people was 
„878,429. At least one-third of the cost of all these is due alone 
to the tariff, and is a loss without any equivalent to the agricultu- 
rists. It may be assumed as a general proposition that the cost of 
3 to the farmer is increased at least 30 per cent. by the tariff 
yond what it would be under an honest system of taxation for rev- 
enue only. How long will American citizens outside of the favored 
States submit to such a system! 

Sir, if we are to have a protective 
general welfare,” and foster instead of rob our greatest interest 
that to which the whole world is beginning to look for the means of 
living. I repeat, let us at least be as wise as Great Britain and find 
out what to protect as well as how to protect. 

Mr. E. B. Bigelow, in his review of the Tariff Policy of England 
and the United States, (page 10,) says: 

But why, just at this crisis in her career, did the nation which had so long been 
a conspicuous adherent of the protective policy become all at once the advocate of 
— 5 trade? The answer to this is found * * * in the exigencies of her situ - 

on. 

Mr. Villiers, urging, in 1844, the repeal of the corn laws, said : 

For twenty years past we have been constantly and largely dependent on other 
countries for our supplies of corn. 

Pressing the same topic a year later, he declared: 

The time is come when every individual soul born in Great Britain must look to 
5 or at least to something else than agriculture, for the means of liv- 
ng. 

Sir, this was said by that wise English statesman after five hun- 
dred years of fostering care and protection of the“ infant industry” 
of e in Great Britain. And the corn laws were repealed 
and England entered upon her true policy of protection called ** free 
trade.” She at last found out what to protect for the “ general wel- 
fare,” and how to protect it. 

Is there not a lesson here forus? Lask here to-day: to what must 
every living soul born in the United States look for the means of liv- 
ing? And, sir, if my voice could reach all the American people, the 
answer would come up from all its continental length and breadth 
with one acclaim, agriculture! That occupation that directly em- 
ploys, feeds, and clothes more than one-half our entire population, 
creates three-fourths of all our national wealth, furnishes 85 per 


licy at all let it be for the 
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cent. of our total exports, and to whose fruitful labor the whole fifty 
millions of our population look for their own prosperity. That occu- 
pation that alone, by its great increase in surplus products for ex- 
port has turned the balance of trade, which was setting heavily 
ainst us, in our favor to the amount of one, two, and three hundred 
millions of dollars per annum, enabling us to resume specie payments, 
thus lifting the burden of debt from our country and giving us credit 
with the world and honor in the eyes of all nations, That occupa- 
tion that brought a return of prosperity and gave life and energy to 
all our industries after the ever memorable crisis of 1873, in which 
the protective poliey of 1862 had culminated ; when bankruptey was 
the order of the day; when finance, public and private, was on 
crutches, and stalwart labor was starving; when the Midas wand 
of . had lost its power even to protect labor from starvation, 
and wus seen to be a snare, a delusion, and a fraud, as it is; and 
when the high priests of protection, in sack-cloth and ashes, were 
uttering nothing but jeremiads upon this floor and through the 
pron; that terrible period of which Mr. Banks said in 1878 upon this 
oor— 

Business is suspended. The people do not buy and they do not sell. They are 
holding their breath, waiting for what may ly be the result of the action of 
Congress upon these subjects, or for some fortunate and fundamental change in 
the condition of financial and public affairs—a change that I fear will not come. 
This year must be one of calamity to the Government, as it is of financial and in- 
dustrial depreasion and distress to the people in all parts of the country. The 
signs of it are all around us; multitudes out of employment; labor strikes threat- 
ened or inangurated of unprecedented magnitude In this country and in Europe; 
savings-banks bene dg t bd taxes accumulating with frightful Lg gem debts 
increasing; proporty shing in value; confidence wanting and hope failing ; 
stay laws suggested or enacted; and too frequent suggestions of communism and 
devolution awakening ; 
and of which the present distinguished chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee, in still more solemn and sepulchral tones, said : 

The loom and the spindle stand still. The mine is unwrought and the fires are 
out in the forge, the farnace, and the rolling-mill. The captains of industry by 
thousands are passing into bankruptcy and the laboring people of the country by 
millions into want, if not into absolute panperism. They are not permitted to 
endure the primal curse and earn their bread in the sweat of their brows. 

That occupation whose millions of toiling sons dwell, not in the 
comfortable houses of the bounty-fed classes, with ‘ their well-fur- 
vished parlors, their pianos and their musical instruments, their 
comfortable houses lighted with gas, supplied with hot and cold 
water, well carpeted, and filled with convenient and handsome furni- 
ture,” of which the protectionist leaders so complacently boast, but 
in log huts, poor houses with no parlors, no pianos, no carpets, no 
comforts beyond the hard necessities of mere life and toil. 

The bounty of which they are robbed by this wicked tariff system 
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goes to provide all those soft luxuries to the pampered pets of pro- 
tection. It is the worm that is boring at the root of the tree of our 
prosperity, and unless it be eradicated it will droop and wither like 
the fig-tree when smitten by the wrath of the Savionr. Sir, I de- 
nounce it as unjust, sectional, selfish, and lawless. I plead for the 
poor, these sons of toil, these unprotected “‘ hewers of wood and draw- 
ers of water,” and for them I demand eqnal laws, equal burdens, tax- 
ation equally distributed, for revenue only, and justice to all alike, 
How long, I ask, shall our Government barter the liberty of the 
* farmer to the manufacturer for his gain by protecting his products 
and burdening the farmers? How long, I again repeat, shall our 
Government lay its power with one hand upon the property of one 
class of its citizens and with the other bestow it upon a favored 
class to aid private enterprise and build up individual fortanes ? 

In a speech which I had the honor to deliver in this Honse on the 
2ist day of January, 1880, I said : 

Mr. Chairman, I do not hesitate to say that agriculture rises above all other of 
our pursuits in interest and importance. In my judgment it is the noblest ocen- 

vation of man. It 9 bears the aspect of an humble servitor, but in the end 
it asserts its value and forces the confession that all wealth and prosperity are 
based upon the soil and the labor that brings forth its products. In this country 
it is the vital current that gives life and energy to all other pursuits and indus- 
tries. The careful student of our political history beholds in our midst the varions 
forms of o) and incorporated capital building up its selfish pursuits, re- 
gardless of the weal or woe of our common country. Its managers heed not the 
consequences of bad laws, provided they contribute to satisfy their own greed or 
curry out their selfish designs. 
* * 


They go, organized and disciplined, into the political contests of the country; 
they hover over and Hore onna the capital, and usually depart flushed with vic- 
tory and loaded with spoils. Sir, they are still here seeking to fasten deeper in 
the body-politic their fatal talons. They are in Congress and ont of Congress. 
‘They have created that cesspool of political corruption called the lobby, in whose 
foatid atmosphere they find the conditions congenial to their growth and contribn- 
tory to their power, a power usually most fatally wielded against the helpless. Sir, 
no lobby has ever been organized here in the interest of the farmer. 

And, sir, all these multifarious forms and phases of organized and 
associated wealth are now federated together, and have successfully 

rossessed themselves of all the vast powers of this Government, and 

aa ve converted that fair structure which was built up for the better 
protection of the 7075 of man into a vast job, that is now worked 
by the personal will of the potentates of corporate power to the in- 
jury of all, that a few bloated monopolists and their dependents and 
adherents may revel in wealth and affluence; and aH, all combined 
and confederated together, are with one accord engaged in the in- 
discriminate spoliation and robbery of the farmer—the great unpro- 


tected producer and consumer—of the hard-earned fruits of his labor. 
And so, sir, hedged about on all sides by these devouring elements, 


wonnded and impoverished by these vicious systems of spoliation and 
plunder, of him it may well be said that— 
Never stoops the soaring vulture 
On his quarry in the desert, 
On the sick or wounded bison, 
But another vulture, watching 
From his high aerial look-out, 
Sees the downward plunge, and follows; 
And a third pursues the second, 
Coming from the invisible ether, 
First a speck, and then a vulture, 
Till the air is dark with pinions.“ 
. — 


„ — 


“So his t singly; 
But as if they watched and waited.” 
First the tariff, then the railroads, 
Futures, corners, then the bankers, 
= + * “gathering flock-wise 
Round their vietim, sick and wounded 
Till the air is dark with anguish.” 
[During the remarks of Mr. Dunn the hammer fell. 
The CHAIRMAN, (Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts.) The time 
of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. TUCKER. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the gen- 
tleman be extended. 
The CHAIRMAN. For how long? 
Mr. TUCKER. How long a time does the gentleman want? 
Mr. DUNN. I think ten minutes will be enough. 
Mr. TUCKER. I move that the gentleman’s time be extended for 
ten minutes, 
There was no objection; and Mr. DUNN resumed and concluded his 
remarks. ] 
The committee rose informally; and Mr. MCKINLEY took the chair 
as Speaker pro tempore. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, his Secretary ; who also 
informed the Honse that the President had approved and signed bills 
of the House of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 2223) for the relief of Peter Gallagher; and 

An act (H. R. No. 5665) appropriating $20,000 for the purchase and 
distribution of seeds. 


TARIFF-COMMISSION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. UPSON. Mr. Chairman, the bill before the House and now 
under discussion is entitled “A bill to provide for the appointment 
of a commission to investigate the question of tariff and internal- . 
revenue laws.” It provides for the riser of nine commission- 
ers from civil life, whose duty it shal to take into consideration 
and to thoroughly investigate all the various questions relating to 
the agricultural, commercial, mercantile, manufacturing, mining, 
and industrial interests of the United States, so far as the same may 
be necessary to the establishment of a judicious tariff, or a revision 
of the existing system of internal-revenue laws upon a scale of justice 
to all interests.” 

A few days since I voted in favor of fixing a day for the considera- 
tion of this bill, believing it important that it should he disposed of 
at as early a day as practicable, 

While the discussion upon this bill has taken a very wide range, 
covering every conceivable phase of the tariff question, which has 
been presented from time to time by the leading American statesmen 
since the adoption of our national Constitution, the real question and 
issue before us is not whether a high protective tariff” or a tariff 
“for revenue only“ is constitutional or the better policy of the Gov- 
ernment, or how or to what extent our tariff laws should be revised, 
but the simple question before us at this time is, Should Congress 
appoint a commission for the pw set forth in this bill? 

To that simple question, in my judgment, the discussion under this 
Dill should have been confined; but a different course having beun 
taken and very generally followed, in order that my position upon 
this and the substantive question, the tariff—from which it springs— 
may not be misunderstood or misconstrued, I desire to state briefly 
some of the principal reasons which move me to the support of this 
ora similar bill, then to submit summarily a few general views which 
I entertain upon the tariff, so far as concerns the present policy of 
the Goyernment in regard to it, and to show the position which the 
advocates of protection and of “a tariff for revenue only” are forced 
to oceupy and confessedly take on this question. While the investi- 
gation propose in the bill meets with my hearty approbation, I do 
not fully approve of the composition of the commission. I would 
much prefer a mixed commission to be com „Say, of three Sena- 
tors and three members of the House, with three outside of Congress, 
as proposed by the Garland bill; as has been urged by its distin- 
guished author, Senator GARLAND: 


The purpose of that is simply that when the result of the investigation returns 
to Congress, vast and complete as I kope it may be, there will be npon the tloor of 
each House gentlemen who were upon the commission, and that we shall not have 
to wait for these experts to come before the committee which has the matter in 
charge, or before the Senate, if oie or the Honse, to explain their action 
upon this, that, or the other matter. 


Such a mixed commission, I believe, would give more general sat- 
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isfaction and would be more likely to submit a report which would 
have greater weight and force with Congress and be more certain to 
bring about at an early day the desired result, a revision of the tariff 
and a reduction of import duties, than the commission contemplated 
by this bill. I would prefer also that a controlling majority of the 
commission should be members of the Senate and House, who would 
he responsible to the respective bodies to which they belong for their 
acts. If, however, the House shall be unwilling to amend this 
bill in conformity with the views indicated, I shall support it mainly 
upon the following 8 chiefly, I may say, as I believe it to be 
the most speedy and practical mode presented of accomplishing the 
object set forth in the bill, to wit, “a revision of the tariff npon a 
scale of justice to all interests.” No other measure is before the 
House having any reasonable ri ia of heing-acted on at this ses- 
sion which looks to a revision of the tariff. For years, particularly 
during the past six, a revision of the present tariff has been ear- 
nestly, zealously, and almost constantly urged, both in and out of 
Congress, yet little or nothing has been accomplished toward it. 

Judging from past e ience, considering the great diversity of 
opinion upon this question, some of it real and much of it, as I be- 
lieve, imaginary, arising from the jealonsies of conflicting interests, 
political aspirations, party conflicts, and in a great degree from a lack 
of correet and reliable information in regard to it, and in view of the 
fact that the Committee on Ways and Means of the Honse, where 
revenue bills must originate or be reported from cannot, or are not 
disposed to, agree upon a bill for the revision of the tariff, I see no 
approach toward, or prospect of, such revision at a reasonably early 
day, save through the work of some such commission as is now pro- 
posed, If that commission shall be composed of men of undoubted 
integrity, competent and determined to perform the work to be com- 
mitted to their charge, I believe they will lay before this Congress 
at its next session such valuable facts, the results of their investiga- 
tion, as will enable the Committee on Ways and Means to report a 
fair and intelligible tariff bill, which may become a law and relieve 
the people of many of the wrongs complained of and do no great 
injustice to any of the industries of the country. 

Such an investigation as is contemplated by this bill, it seems to 
me, is absolutely needed to insure intelligent and desired action by 
Congress on this subject. The intelligence and fitness of many of 
the members of Congress and of the Ways and Means Committee to 
peren this work I would not presume to question; but I do not 

lieve they have, or will have, the time or opportunity necessary to 
a proper investigation and understanding of the vast fields of our 
foreign and domestic commerce, varied manufactures and industries, 
amounting to billions of dollars, with their respective relations to the 
tariff, and as to how the same should be laid and adjusted, so as to 
produce the necessary revenue and promote the general welfare, and 
at the same time distribute the 7 of taxation equitably. We 
want no hasty or inconsiderate legislation in changing our tariff 
laws. We want, as far as may be reasonably attainable, in our tariff 
system stability, perspicuity, equality, and fairness, which will give 
confidence, activity, and success to our people in all branches and 
classes of their business and employments. To the establishment of 
such a system of tariff laws I look forward with hope, if not with 
perfect confidence, from the work of such a commission. The con- 
stant agitation of this question unsettles values, lessens productions, 
and is a positive injury tothe whole country, only in so far as it may 
bring abont a correction of the evils which all admit exist under our 
present tariff laws. 

If I believed, as is charged, that the creation of this commission is 
for the p of and woula result in an unreasonable and an un- 
necessary delay in the revision and reduction of the tariff, I would 
vote against it. When you touch the question of a readjustment of 
the tariff I know of no uniformity of views on either side of this 
House, even among those who seem to entertain the same general 
sentiments upon the subject. Propound the question to-day to each 
and every member of this House, as, upon what articles of importa- 
tion from foreign countries, and at what rates shonld tariff duties 
he laid, and who can tell, or would progamo to conjecture with any 
degree of certainty, as to the number or variety of answers that 
would be given? No one, sir, unless possessed of superhuman power. 
1 will not say the answers would be as numerous as the sands on the 
sea-shore, or equal to the number of the members of this House, for 
I presume the most of the answers would be “Ido not know,” “I 
cannot tell.“ There are all manner of crude and conflicting opinions 
on this question. Upon this, that, and the other article, one would 
want a high duty, another a low duty, and the third no duty at all. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hxwrrr would strike off the 
entire duties from all raw materials, while Mr. CARLISLE, of Ken- 
tucky, would simply reduce the duties on raw materials, and per- 
haps put a few on the free list. 

uestion very much whether the gentleman from New York has a 
single a n on this side of the House of his proposition to the full 
extent of putting upon the free list all raw materials imported into 
this country, while duties are to be kept upon manufactured imports, 
thereby leaving the producers upon our farms and fields and our stock- 
raisers and wool-growers to suffer from av unequal foreign competi- 
tion, and giving to our manufacturers the sole benefits of protection. 
It is possible the honorable member from Georgia [Mr. Cook] may 


entertain the same views, by his apparent indorsement of them on the 
6th instant, when he said: 

The only proper, sensible, and just thing for this House to do is to adopt the reso- 
lution offered by the honorable member from New York, | Mr. Hzwirr.] instrneting 
the committee to report the modifications of the tariff suggested by him. If when 
such bills are reported any man can show that his business will be destroved bv 
their adoption, they will never . No one on this side of the House desires w 
impair ne industry in our whole country, but, on the other hand, to lighten and 
equalize the burdens on all. 

Upon more mature reflection and a study of the report of the tariff 
commission when it shall come in, I have no doubt the gentleman from 
Georgia will not approve of the doctrine of giving all the benefits of 
protection to manufacturers, and of depriving all of our farmers, wool- 
growers and other producers of raw materials of any of its benefits. 

From the temper and disposition of this House, and the great diver- 
sity of opinion among members on both sides upon the tariff question 
known to all of us and the country, does not candor compel us to àd- 
mit that this Congress cannot, will not, and are determined not to 
make any general and substantial revision of the tariff before a thor- 
ough and practical investigation of the subject is made whereby a 
more satisfactory knowledge may be obtained and opinions reconciled 
in regard to it by some such commission as is provided for in this 
bill? I believe the country demands and expects it. In my judg- 
ment it is the most practical and satisfactory way of accomplishing 
a revision and reduction of the tariff, and I believe it will prove the 
most expeditions method to bring about the desired result. While 
I question no man’s motives, I can regard it as but idle declamation, 
with no hope of realization when we are told that it is our duty to 
und we should at once revise the tariff. 

As to the constitutional objection interposed against the bill, I do 
not believe it to be well founded, but wholly untenable. It is said 
Congress cannot delegate its legislative powers. Grant it. That 
rule, I submit, has no application whatever to this bill. 

The bill does not propose to delegate any power of legislation; it 
imply anthorizes an investigation and report as to facts bearing 
upon a certain matter, which may be the subject for future legisla- 
tion, It simply calls for information to aid Congress in shaping its 
legislation at some future time. The finding of the commission will 
have no" binding force or effect, but it may influence and aid Congress 
in its subsequent action, 

Did I not desire an early revision of the tariff, but wished to con- 
tinne it as it is, I would vote against this bill. I believe it to be 
the most direct and practicable road leading to the settlement of 
this vexed question. 

NO ISSUE. 

I hold and hope to demonstrate that at this time no pertinent, 
practical, or substantial issue has been formulated or joined. As to 
the theories of “ protection” and free trade,“ many very able, 
ingenious, and instructive arguments have been made. 

pon the one side the great benefits and blessings of a protective 
tariff have been portrayed by an array of figures and conclusions 
which are claimed to be unanswerable by the protectionists; and 
upon the other the advocates of a “tariff for revenue only“ have pic- 
tured the wrongs and outrages of the present tariff system by a com- 
pilation of statistical facts and deductions drawn, which are confi- 
dently asserted to be beyond successful contradiction by the friends 
of that system and free-trade theorists. In all this I grant a great 
diversity of opinion, as to cause and effect, as to results and couse- 
quences, and as to the abstract questions of free trade and protection 
has been shown, but I do insist that no real and practical issue has 
as yet been tendered and accepted. On the contrary, upon the act- 
nal question involved in the pending bill, the advocates of both sys- 
tems have planted themselves and stand upon common ground, in 
substance this: that the tarifflaws should and must be revised; that 
we must have a tariff producing ample revenue from duties on im- 
ports, together with our internal revenues, necessary to meet the 
wants and obligations of the General Government, so adjusted as to 
afford fair protection to American industries and labor as against 
foreign competition where needed and when promotive of the general 
welfare of the United States, with the least burden npon our people. 
In this doctrine I fully concur, and believe that most of the leading 
Republicans and Democrats throughout the country have committed 
themselves to it. 

In prescribing the duties of the commission, the bill itself, intro- 
duced by the distinguished Republican, Mr. Kasson from Iowa, 
declares substantially the same policy, namely: 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of said commission to take into consideration 
and to thoroughly investigate the various qnestions relating to the agricult- 
ural, commercial, mercantile, manufactaring, mining, and industrial interests of the 
United States, so far as the same may be necessary to the establishment of a 
judicious tariff, and to the existing system of internal-revenue laws, upon a scale 
of justice to all interests. 

A comparison of the views expressed on this subject by the most 
prominent party leaders, although couched in a great variety of lau- 
guage, I submit, fully substantiates the proposition of ‘no issue,” to 
which particular attention is invited. 

The distinguished author of the Morrill bill, who is regarded as 
one of the mošt extreme protectionists, has said: 

Onur normal condition, modified by national growth, must be resumed. We are to 


consider how much, if any, of internal revenue can be relinquished, and next where 
and how the tariff can be safely and wisely revised, so as to leave it »ryperly pro- 
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ductive and in harmony with all interests, preserving the proper equilibrium 
among the different branches of trade and just to every section of the country. 
The amount of revenue required must be determined, and the requirement for or- 
dinary expenses, for interest on the public debt, and for pensions, as well as for 
the enlargement of our lilliputian Navy, and the decent equipment of our military 
fortifications, is still so great that extreme protection is not so much the question 
as that of revenue; and with barely moderate discrimination in favor of American 
fields and workshops, not leaving them in danger of unfair foreign competition, 
little more, it is believed, will be found necessary. 


Similar views have been expressed by ex-Governor Hendricks, of 
Indiana, namely: 


All parties agree that the best way for us to raise revenue is largely by the tariff. 
So far as we are concerned, therefore, all talk about free trade is foll y- Congress 
cannot look to revenue only, but must exercise ju t and discretion, and that 
in the exercise thereof regard must be had to the interests and welfare of each par- 
ticular object of taxation and to its comparative importance in the country. The 
rates cannot be uniform. A horizontal taritf is impossible. 


Another equally prominent Democrat, Senator James B. Beck, of 
Kentucky, has said: 


Nobody asks or expects this Congress to establish free trade or tear down cus- 

tom-houses. We are not free to select what was, or as an original proposition 

might be, considered the best mode of raising revenue. We have to deal with 

existing conditions, and see to it that no great industrial interest of the country 

is destroyed or paralyzed by our action. 
> * * 


1882. 


I know of hardly any products of human industry now on our tax list that are 
not produced in greater or less quantities in this country. In adjusting taxation 
on imports with a view only to obtain revenue, or “for revenue only,” we never 
thought of discriminating against American industries, or of depriving them of 
the incidental benefits or protection a proper revenue tariff would afford. I would 
adjust the revenue tax as far as possible to aid all of them in the popes in 
which they could least bear foreign competition, especially ar poet legislation has 
been of a character to induce our citizens to embark in enterprises under the belief 
that the - would be fostered by Congress. 


This s the doctrine of the Democratic party, as expounded by one 
of its Loldest and ablest leaders, which I fully indorse and believe 
to be the sentiment of the great mass of the American people. 

Upon this. subject the eminent Democratic statesman, Senator 
Tuomas F. BAYARD, confining the rule as to the tariff within the limits 
of the Constitution, and clevating it to the high standard of equal 
and impartial justice to all American interests, says: 


The power to tax by laying duties npon imports may be so exercised as to do 
what it has done ever since the foundation of the Government, and that is, to give 
an advantage equivalent to the amount of the tax to the American producer or 
manufacturer over his foreign competitors in the same line of production or man- 
ufacture, and this becomes his “ protection.“ That is all that is justifiable; it is 
all that ever was claimed until these later days. It is all that is warranted by the 
exercise of the taxing powerof the Government. Its justification and prime object 
must be, in thas com g the payment of private moneys for piiilic use, to pay 
the expenses of the Government, or in the language of the Constitution. to pay 
the debts and provide for the common defense and general welfare of the United 
States.“ The incidental results of such public measures, in fostering the indus- 
tries of our own people, may be legitimately, wisely, and properly considered, not 
26 the chief object or controlling motive in laying such a tax or duty, but as one 
of its incidental, inevitable, and proper results * We should consider the 
uniformity of the law, and its justice to all interests alike. 


General Jonn S. WILLIAus, of Kentneky, has this expressed lis 
views: 

Nobody is for free trade just now. The wants of the Government are so great 
that all agree a very large amount of revenue mast be raised from the customs, 
We are not proposing absolute free trade, but fair and liberal trade. We do not 
wish to destroy our home industries, but do not wish to see them forced by hot- 
house processes, but by the bracing influences of the free, open sun and air. 

We cannot meet the wants of the Government without imposing duties on im- 
ports and the amount required is so great that a tariff for revenue only will give 
more protection than any industry needs. Á 


Almost every form of composition seems to have been nsed to con- 
vey substantially the same idea on this question., Governor COKE, 
of Texas, one of the strongest opponents of protection and one of the 
ablest advocates of Democracy, has thus expressed his views on this 
subject: 


No citizen can object to a tax on imported goods judiciously levied with an eyo 
single to the raising and collection of revenue for the support of the Government. 
The Government must have revenue for its support, and the Constitution ex- 
pressly grants to Congress the power to levy and collect such tax for that pur- 
pose. A tarifffor revenue, constructed in good faith only forthe purpose of raising 
revenue, and which does raise revenne, and place it in the National Treasury is a 
legitimate and constitutional and necessary exercise of power. As an inevitable 
consequence domestic manufacturers or producers of the articles upon which such 
reveuue-impost duties are laid are to that extent protected against foreign com- 

tition. This species or extent of protection is necessarily an incident, a corrol- 
ary to every law which raises revenue through impost daties, but revenue should 
be the object and purpose in view and protection pro tanto only the incident. 

* > * * * * * 

It is said that as we must lay duties in order to raise large revenues we should 
place them where they will do the most good for American industries; that we 
should lay the duties where they will protect American industries which most 
need protection. The reply to this is conclusive and nnanswerable, that a strictly 
revenne tariff, *'a tariff for revenue only,” will give its incidental protection just 
when it is most needed. The article which pays to the Government the largest 
amount of revenue does so because of large importations from abroad. It is im- 
ported from abroad because it is not adequately produced at home, If any arti- 
cle ought to be protected so as to encourage its production at home, it should be 
one discriminating, of course, against luxuries and in favor of necessaries, the 
prodaction of which at home is not adequate to the home demand. 


This proposition, although very ingenionsly put and stated with 
consummate skill, avoiding any approval of the doctrine of protec- 
tion and at the same time favoring a tariff for revenue with no con- 
sequent injury to American industries, is, I submit, when fairly con- 
strued and practically applied, the doctrine of a tariff for revenue, 
with such incidental protection as will put our industries on a basis 
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of fair competition with foreign imports. It is a tariff for revenue 
with incidental protection; nothing more, nothing less. ; 
Upon the subject of a revision of the tariff, another prominent 
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Republican, Senator WILLIAM P. FRYF, of Maine, elsewhere has said: 


T recognize an important factor in this, that our tariff laws must be harmoni- 
ous, just, and equitable, and that the existing law does not in all respects answer 
thisdemand. There are excrescences that ought to be removed, rates too high that 
should be reduced, and in some instances too low requiring raising, some articles 
now free should be taxed, and many now taxed should be made free. 

Ex-Governor VANCE, of North Carolina, also approves of incidental 
protection. He says: 

A tariff for revenue can be Bey laid; the exigencies of the public service 
require this. I am wil to aid in framing such a tariff. Such protection as this 
would afford to all the industries of the country they are fairly entitled to have. 
Let them learn to be therewith content and to know that * whatsoever is more - 
than this cometh of evil.” 

This is good Democratic as well as Bible doctrine. 

Senator JOSEPH H. SLATER, of Oregon, a Democrat and an able op- 
ponent of a tariff for protection, while claiming that ‘our greatest 

inderance is protection and the only condition upon which we may 
win success is free trade,” admits the necessity of a tariff for revenue 
with incidental protection, He said: 

The controversy is not whether there shall be no tariff as opposed to a high pro- 
tective tariff, for all parties agree that the greater portion of needed revenue 
should be raised by tariff duties. * It cannot be denied that any tariff how- 
ever low its percentage levied upon foreign articles imported in competition with 
like articles of home production gives incidental protection. 

Senator SAULSBURY, of Delaware, a sound Democrat of the old 
school and a strong anti-protectionist, in discussing the question 
of a tariff, clearly announced the policy of giving to our industries 
any advantage which could be afforded by incidental protection 
under a tariff reduced to the lowest point where it will insure the 
necessary revenue to the Government. He said: 


Mr. President, I have already said that I am in favor of reducing the tariff to 
the lowest average rate that will produce sufficient revenue with inte taxation 
on spirits and tobacco to meet the wants of the Government and pona for the 

ual payment of its debt. Ido not believe that there is any authority in Con- 
gress to levy taxes upon the people for the purpose of fostering or protecting any 
mrticular industry or business in the conntry. Tariff duties on foreign importa- 
tous do, however, protect, to the extent of the duties levied, American manufact- 
urers of the articles imported aud subject to duties. This is what is termed in- 
cidental protection, or protection to American goods arising ont of the huposition 
of duties on foreign merchandise. With the revenue we require from import du- 
ties the average tariff rates cannot fall much below 30 per cent., and this will fur- 
nish protectionto American manufacturers to that amount. To this noone objects. 
I am certainly in favor of giving to our own industries any advantage which such 
incidental protection can afford. With such protection as a revenue tariff will 
give, our manufacturers ought to be satisfied. 

Senator GARLAND, of Arkansas, virtually announced the same doc- 
trine, when he said: 

What I am after is a fair and open investigation into the operations of the tariff 
npon all conceivable plans and upon every particular branch of the industries of 
the country, so that when we come to make a tariff, having in view the revenue 
standard, we may make it advisedly; we may know just exactly what amount of 
tariff we need, and what requires protection and what not, because there is 
no concealing the fact that as every tax is discriminating in its nature, which can- 
not be helyed. so every tariif effort is to a certain extent protection, and it is the 
extent of that protection that it is as important to recognize and is to be ascer- 
tained in this investigation as any thing else connected with the tariff. 


It is conceded by all of the Republicans, as has been stated by one 
of their most eminent leaders, Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, that 


Upon the main question there appears no substantial difference of opinion. We 
agree that the tariff should be revised and the taxes be reduced. 


The doctrine of incidental protection is also fully recognized by 
Senator Brown, of Georgia. He says: 


I confess I take a medium position here. I am neither a free-trade man, will- 
ing to collect all the money we have to raise by direct tax upon the people, nor am 
I willing to lay a tax simply for protection when the Government not n 
the money. But if [ had it in my power I would raise all the money necessary to 
support the Government by tariff, and I would so adjust the tariff which we have 
to rhise to meet the necessary e ses of the Government as to afford as far as 
7 an incidental protection to home industry aud to American productions. 

t seems to me that is common sense, and that patriotism and statesmanship alike 
require it. A É 1 z 

We cannot, I grant, afford equal protection to the labor in all the different fields ; 
but is that a reason why we should not so adjust the tariff as to protect as far as 
we can incidentally the laborers in other pursuits where it is in our power! We 
surely are not antagonistic to American interests. We do not prefer the interest 
and the labor of other countries. If we do not, the presumption is we prefer om 
own. If we do prefer our own, why not, in the collection of the large amount that 
must be collected, so impose the duty as to give incidental protection to the extent 
of our power to our own! It seems to me that is not only wise statesmanship but 
common sense and patriotism. What other course would be better? I confess it 
does not occur to me. 

That plain, blunt, and fearless old Democrat of Tennessee, Gov- 
ernor HARRIS, distinguished for his independence of thought and 
boldness of utterance, said: ‘The incidental protection of a revenue 
tariff is as inevitable as that the shadow follows the man.” 

Senator VOORHEES, of Indiana, stands prominently before the coun- 
try as an advocate of incidental protection. He says: 

Every industry is entitled to our care. U betieve there is a safe, sound 
middle ground between the high protectioniats per se on the one hand, and the 
wild free-trader and direct taxationist on the other: that the prosperity of this 
country lies where its growth and its development both of lands and manufactures 
will be best promoted and protected, and 1 hope before this session closes to em- 
brace an Fe Ligier to point out that true medium ground; that ground where [ 

y 


think all the industries of this country can be encouraged and harmonized, and at 
the same time a sufficient revenue obtained. 


The resolutions of Senator PuGu, of Alabama, set forth his views 
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as to the true, constitutional, and American system in reference to 
the tariff, substantially the doctrine of ncidental protection, namely: 
Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives concurring.) first, That it is 
the imperative duty of Congress at its present session to revise the existing tariff 
laws and reduce and gros 1 the rates of duty on imports, 80 as to secure justice, 
equality, aniformity, permanence in our revenue system. 
2. That the power of Con to lay and collect taxes, duties, im- 
posts, and excises, to pay the debt and provide for the common defense and gen- 
eral welfare of the United States,“ is a revenue power only, and cannot be con- 
5 to embrace the power to prohibit importations to protect any American 
justry. 
8. Weed That in exercising its revenue power Congress muy, and it is its 
duty to discriminate between les imported, and decide what articles are neces- 
and what articles are not necessaries; and also what articles are raw 


mai and what articles are manufactured, and which and how much of each 

are uced or manufactured in the United States; and to make a free list of 

arti not produced or manufactured in this penati and to so apportion the 
t 


duty on all or any articles imported of like kind with those produced or manufact- 
ured in the United States as that the rate of duty on each article, or class of arti- 
eles, shall N its equal aud just share of revenue. and, by its necessary and 
desirable effect as a revenue duty, afford enough incidental protection to American 
labor and capital to enable each to compete with European labor and capital with- 
out imposing upon any industry or class any more burlen than its jnst and eqnal 
share of the revenue necessary to supply the legitimate wants or the Government. 


General MORGAN, of Alabama, is no less ontspoken in favor of rev- 
enne with incidental protection to American industries. Ile says: 


It is said that protection is an incident of the raising of all revenne. No one is 
prepared to deny that. The Senator from Indiana says that it is our duty to ex- 
press the purpose and to express in words the effect of that purpose. I concur 
with him. It is not only our duty but it is a duty required of us. Therefore we 
haye here the parpose of raising revenue, and only that purpose expressed by this 
amendment, and if that does give incidental protection to American industries and 
American products, what American can object to that much protection given by 
the raising of revenue under his own laws! 1 am not in favor of the destruction 
of American ind es or American products. I am in favor of assisting them to 
the extent we are compelled to raise a tariff for revenue; and whenever we have a 
tariff law framed in this country whose purpose honestly is to raise revenne, that 

the leading and controlling idea of it, not only will it satisfy me, but it will 
da all the ideas of Democracy that I have ever had. I have not studied the 
institutions of this country in the light of Democratic exampleand precedent with 
any success whatever if a tariff for revenue, which necessarily yields incidental 
protection, is not after all a tariff for revenue the purpose of which is to raise 
revenue only.“ but the protection follows, asa matter of course. 


General MAXEY, of Texas, admits the doctrine of incideutal pro- 
tection, using his own language: 


The amendment requires the tariff to be laid in such amanner as to afford inci- 
dental protection to American ind So far so good. Wherever a tariff is 
levied upon a foreign article similar to that which is manufa-tured or produced in 
— — Le it does necessarily furnish incidental protection to the extent of the 
tal levied. 


On the 6th of March, 1882, the honorable member from South Caro- 
lina, [Mr. AIKEN, ] a strong opponentof protection, in his speech on 
the agricultural appropriation bill, said: 

Do not understand me, Mr. Chairman, as advocating the repeal of the tariff ia 
toto. Certainly in this late day, when we are oppressed with that internal system 
of taxation which Mr. Jefferson doubtless characterized and denounced in stronger 
language than that attributed to him by the tleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. 
KELLEY,} and when we are burdened with a heavy national debt, no reasonable 
man would desire to see the one repealed, the other entailed upon posterity, and 
our custom-house doors thrown open to foreigners to the detriment, if not destruc- 
tion, of all home manufacturers. I e such a proposition never entered the 
brain of the most extreme free-trader. But I do not doubt but that a majority of 
the thinking men of our country have contemplated and do desire a reduction of 
the tariff upon most of our manufactured articles. In my mind it is apparent that 
no protection should be pra any article beyond that which would place the pro- 


ducer upon an equal footing with the foreign producer in the home market. For 
instance, 100 of East India rice can be delivered in our custom-houses for 
$2.90. It costs our home producers of rice $4.33 to place a like quantity in our 


home market. The difference is $1.43. To that extent I would protect the rice 
planter of my State and no more. 


This is the unqualified doctrine of a tariff for revenue, so adjusted 
as to give needed protection to American industries. 

March 29, 1882, Mr. Kasson, who opened the discussion in the 
House in advocacy of the pending bill on the Republican side, wherein 
he defended protection, said : 


I know of very few people in the United States who — ny bave no com- 
plaint to make against some partof the details of the present Whether you 
are free-traders or prohibitory tariff men, protective tariff men or advocates of a 
tariff for revenue only, I take it 8 that you all that in some manner 
the present tariff should be reviewed and more or less m 

* * * * * . * 

I may assume. then, sir, I think without dispute, that there is common consent 
on both sides of the House that there should be a revision of the tariff. It being 
a that a revision is necessary, the next question is as to the manner ofthe 
revision. 


To the object and pu of the revision of the tariff he is com- 
mitted by the terms of the bill before quoted. 

In the House similar views seem to be generally entertained, paxtie- 
ularly on the Democratic side. The distinguished gentleman from 
Kentucky, Mr. CARLISLE, whoopened the discussion in advocacy of a 
tariff for revenue, said, in his speech delivered March 28 and 29, 1882: 


I am one of those who believe that the power of taxation can be 1 
employed only for public purposes, or, in other words, that the object of all taxation 
should be revenue, revenue only, if you please; but if, with this primary object in 
view, the taxes or duties can be so adjusted as to aid our industries without impos- 
ing ay burdens w the people beyond what otherwise would have been neces- 
, there is nothing in the policy advocated by those who demand u reform in the 

tf to forbid their encouragement or protection to that extent, and I think it can 

be demonstrated, so far as facts and figures can demonstrate any proposition upon 
such a subject, that such a licy would afford all the protection that any legiti- 
mate and well-conducted industry needs in this country. 

+ > + * > x > 

I say that the duty and the powerof the Government extendonly so far as toim- 
pose a tax for the purpose of raising revenue for publie purposes. But I hold at 


io 
mc) | 
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the same time that no tax or duty can be 
ter or less extent some or all of the 
would rather help them than hurt them. 
. ` * 


é > * * 


bly im without affecting to a 
ustriesof country; and for my part 


We are all agreed. however, that a certain amount of revenue necessary for the 
support of the Government must be raised by the fv arin of duties on 2 
pi yan Boy as such duties may have a tendency to interfere with a free exchange 
of products, the consequences are unavoidable; but the interference should not 
extend beyend the actual necessities of the case. 

* * * * * * * 

Mr. Chairman. it is our duty to legislate for all, and not ſor u part; toencourage 

all, if we can, and to injure none if we can avoid it. 


In the very ingenious and labyrinthian speech of the distinguished 
member from New York, [Mr. Hewrrt,] which I did not hear, but 
have heard commented on as the most profound argument which has 
been made against a protective tariff for many years, 1 have been 
unable to discover “ free trade” or “ a tariff for revenue only” as the 
leading or controlling idea. I find it theoretically for“ a tariff with 
incidental protection,” but in fact a duetto, one part“ free trade” and 
the other part “high protection,” (the latter predominating.) It is 
free trade as to raw materials and “ high protection” as to mamn- 
factures, as I submit is shown by the resolutions proposed to be 
offered by that gentleman after the discussion on this bill is closed, 
which are as follows: 


First. That all raw materials, meaning thereby all materials which have not 
been subjected to any process of manufacture, and all waste products, pawn 
thereby all waste materials which are fit only to be manufactured, and all chemi- 
cals which are not produced in this country, and alcohol for use in manufactures, 
shall be placed upon the free list. 

Second. That so far as possible specific duties shall be substituted for ad valorem 
duties, and that in determining such specific duties the ave! dutiable value of 
imports during the last three years shall be taken as the standard of value, upon 
which no y rate of dnty shall be im than shall be necessary to compen- 
sato for the difference in the cost of the labor at home and abroad expended in the 
production of such produets. after making due allowance for the expenses of trans- 
portation, and that the rate of duty shall notin any case, except on luxuries, exceed 
W0 per cent. of such average dutiable value. 


It is further shown in the carefully prepared speech of the gentle- 
man from New York, made in the House March 30, 1832, from which 
I quote: 


I have already pointed out that interests have grown up under the existing 
tariff. which has lasted for twenty years, of such a vast and complicated nature, 
and employing such a large p rtion of o 3 that auy interference 
which would tend to dislocate this industry, t would be likely to impair its 
efficiency and not advance the substantial elements of its prosperity, growth, and 
increase, would not only be an act of folly but would produce results so disastrous 
to the whole community that no party or set of men who might undertakeit would 
be sustained by the popular approval, but would be consigned to oblivion at leaxt 
fora generation. 2 

As long, then, as the higher rate of wages may be maintained in this country, 
and as long as we desire to preserve those branches of business wherein tho 
higher rate makes it impossible for us to compete on even terms with other nations, 
we must so arrange the tariff that in these branches there is a rate of duty estab- 
lished which will compensate for the difference of the cost of labor in each. In 
order to do this we must determine, first, what is the actual difference in the rate 
of wages, and secondly, how the duty shall be applied in each case in order tocom- 

nsate for this difference. It will be suflicient for me now to say that as between 

reat Britain and the United States the rate of wages is on the average about 50 
per cent. higher bere than there. 


In speaking of industries dependent on protection, Mr. HEWITT 
Says: 

In dealing with these interests, therefore, we have every motive to be consid- 
erate and just and in effecting reforms which we believe to be necessary, because 
they are inevitable, we must take care not to narrow or close up the immediate 
avenues of employment for any class which depends upon the industries requiring 
protective duties for their continued existence. In determining the rate of duty 
which each one of these branches uires it will be necessary to ascertain the 
ratio which the labor employed in each bears to the market value of the products 
when produced. 


Is not this clearly the doctrine of 
effect ? 

He further says: 

The revenue duty properly applied protects the producer when he needs pro- 
tection, and protects the consnmer when he needs protection, while so far as the 
Treasury is concerned, it receives on the average of years a reasonable and ade- 
quate contribution from the trade of the country. 

Thus itis apparent that a tariff with incidental protection“ and ‘a tariff for 
revenue only” are in effect identical, and are convertible phrases. 

This is incidental protection, clear and unmistakable. 

Again, he says: 

The Democrats, when they planted themselves upon a tariff for revenue only, 
declared through their leading men and by every authority whose utterances are 
worth considering that their only intention was to remove the obstructions to the 
perih of D Si making raw materials free and by establishing a rate of 

uty which wonld be just as between the 5 und the consumer, protecting 
each at the time when each needed protection. 

Here we have a tariff “for revenue only“ defined to be free trade 
‘as to raw materials and protection to the producer and consumer; 
a triple-action platform.“ protection,” “incidental protection,” aud 
free trade,” suited to every locality and comprising every conflicting 
idea on the tariff question. G 

Under the present tariff for the year 1881 there were collected the 
following import duties: on potatoes, provisions, seeds, breadstuffs, 
and vegetables, $3,760,872.66; on wools, 84 860,815.40; on sugar, 
$45,932,045.09, besides on tobacco, rice, and hemp several millions 
more. 8 deprive the many producers of raw materials tho 
benetits derived from these duties, and confer them all on the few 
manufacturers ? 


protection—if not in name, in 
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From this doctrine of unfair and unjust discrimination I most em- 
phatically dissent, and enter against it my most earnest protest as 
undemocratic and the very worst of high-protective theories. 

From the foregoing quotations it seems to me the n prop- 
ositions are eee conceded by the advocates of both theo- 
ries—protection and a tariff for revenue only, or free trade, namely: 

First. We must have a tariff upon foreign imports yielding all or a 
greater part of the revenues needed to meet the wants of the Gen- 
eral Government. 

Second. The present tariff should be revised and reduced to some 
extent. 

Third. The tariff should be so adjusted as to raise the revenue 
needed by the Government upon a scale of justice to all American 
interests, or in such manner as will rather aid than injure American 
industries where needed and when promotive of the general welfare 
of the United States. 

Fourth. That such tariff, properly adjusted, will afford all of the 
protection needed for our industries. 

Furthermore, I draw from the foregoing conceded propositions the 
following, as, I believe, ingenuous, legitimate, and inevitable conelu- 
sions and deductions, namely: 

That there is at present no real or practical issue between the 
friends of “ protection” and the friends of free trade, or “ a tariff for 
revenue only;” but that our admitted circumstances, wants, and 
interests as a nation and as a people, collectively and individually, 
force the friends of both theories upon the tariff question to occupy 
at present common and undisputed ground. However divergent the 
pe cies of the two great political parties of this country may have 

een in the past upon the question whether we should or should not 
have a which Mr. Clay styled the“ American system,” it must 
be admitted that upon the naked question of “tariff or no tariff” 
both parties are united. 

As to how the tariff shall be levied, or the rate of duty which shall 
be put upon many if not all of the articles of import to be taxed, no 
doubt there will be a diversity of opinion, and a pany issue may be 
joined. But how or to what extent the tarif shall be revised, or 
as to what rate of duty shall be levied upon this or that article of 
import, is not a question now pending before the American Congress, 
‘To this question, however, I shall hereafter advert. 

THE TARIFF. 


The tariff question cannot be solved or regulated properly, in my 
judgment, upon abstract principles or theories. It is not a question 
of abstract rights or morals to be determined by arbitrary rules or 
confined within established maxims, as “all men are created equals,” 
“equal and exact justice toall men,” ‘exclusive privileges for none ;” 
nor is it to be demonstfated by logical sequences derived from fixed 
formulas. It isaneconomic question involving constitutional powers 
and public policy. We may theorize and indulge in speculative ab- 
stractions ad libitum ad infinitum in regard to it; but we will reach 
no practical and beneficial results until we deal with it as a question 
of interest—material, practical interest. Interest ever has and ever 
will control the world. It is the mainspring of human action. As 
the elder Adams well said— 

Reason, justice, and equity never had weight eno 
to govern the councils of men. It is interest alone w 
alone which can be trusted. 

Let us briefly review the tariff as a constitutional and practical 
business question, applicable to our present and future circumstances, 
wants, and interests. 

A tariff is defined to be ‘‘a list or table of the duties or customs to 
be paid on goods imported or exported.” The power to lay and 
collect duties on imports is derived from three familiar clauses of sec- 
tion 8 of article 1 of the Constitution, which are as follows: 


The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and 
excises, to pay the debts RAI provide for the common defense and — welfare 
of the United States. 


h on the face of the earth 
ich does it, and it is interest 


To regulate commerce with foreign nations. 
T xe all la hich shall be necessary and for carrying into - 

tion the forego 8 and all other powers vested by this Constitution in the 

Government of the United States, or in any department or officer thereof. 

In construing the clause first above quoted, Story, in his work on 
the Constitution, holds that to make the text plain and certain in its 
meaning contemplated by the framers of the Constitution the words 
in order” should be inserted after the word“ excises,” so that the 
same will read: 

To lay and collect taxes, du imposts, and excises, in order to the debts 
and rere for the common presa and general welfare of the United | States. 

Thus limiting the power of the Government and showing its object 
to be to tax for the purpose of paying the debts and providing for 
the common defense and general welfare of the United States.” 

Story further says in commenting on this clause: 

If the tax be not proposed for the common defense or general welfare, but for 
other objects, (as, for instance, for p: Mohamedanism among the Turks,) 
it wi be wholly indefensible upon constitu grounds. 

In regard to this clause, Paschal, in his Annotated Constitution, 
says: 

The la taxes is the power and general welfare purpose 
tho eRe is to be granted. * an tae 
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It would seem quite clear that the power granted by this clause of 
the Constitution to lay and collect taron, duties, &., was not solely 
for the purpose of revenue to pay the debts, and, if you please, to 
meet the expenses of the Government, regardless of the effect of the 
laying and collection of such taxes or duties, but for the purpose 
also of providing for the general welfare of the people. Having the 
latter as well as the former in view, must not doe regard be had as 
to how and upon what such taxes or duties are to be laid and col- 
lected not only as to the revenue to be raised but as to the effect 
of the same upon the material interests of the people, whether pub- 
lie or pore which concern the general. welfare of the United 
States? The affirmative of this proposition, it seems to me, is 
declared by the very letter and spirit of the Constitution. 

Can it be seriously contended that the Constitution warrants 
Congress to lay and authorizes the collection of duties on imports 
for revenue only, regardless of all other consequences, even if known 
to Congress at the time of such levy that it would be destructive of 
inportant privet American industries which are contributing to 


the general welfare of the country, when by otherwise laying such 
duties an equal amount of revenue could as readily and economically 
be collec and such industries, at the same time, thereby aided 
and protected by being put upon an equality with foreign competi- 


tion? Sucha doctrine seems abominable. It never was and I do not 
believe it ever will be fathered by the Democratic party or coun- 
tenanced by a free and independent people. It is the first and 
highest duty of a government to protect the lives and property of 
its citizens, In the language of Secretary Evarts: 

The first duty of a government is to protect life and rty. That is a para- 
mount obligation. For this 5 are instituted’ and | . neglect- 
ing or failing to perform it become worse than useless. This duty the Government 
of the United States has determined to perform to the extent of its power toward 
its citizens. * * * Protection in factto American lives and property is the sole 
point upon which the United States is tenacious. 

While under a strict construction of the rule, a ‘ tariff for revenue 
only,” its application might be held to be the laying and collection 
of taxes for revenue, and for no other purpose, although in effect it 
would be an unnecessary, reckless, and wanton destruction of private 
rights and interests, yet, no sane or fair-minded man would dare to 
so interpret or execute the rule. 

Congress cannot rightfully exercise the power of taxation to the 
direct or indirect injury of 223 property and interest, unless nna- 
voidable in order to provide for the common defense or eral wel- 
fare of the United States, no more than it can lawfully lay and collect 
taxes for the purpose of fostering and building up private interests to 
enrich a favored few and create privileged classes by bounties from 
the public Treasury, directly or indirectly drawn from the pockets 
of the people at large. 

PROTECTION PER sn. 

In my judgment it is not within the purview of the power granted 
by the Constitution for Congress to lay and collect taxes primarily to 
aid, or to aie protonon ok se to pee industries. This I believe 
to be sound constitutional law, and sound Democratic doctrine. But 
whether that power exists or not, I can see no good public purpose, 
well founded apprehension, or reasonable excuse for its advocacy at 
this time. 

In view of the prosperous condition of our industries, rapidly 
approaching and in many instances having triumphantly passed the 
point of successful foreign competition, and also in view of the fact 
that a tariff to raise a revenue by duties on imports n to meet 
the wantsof the Government, requiring not less than from $200,000,000 
to $300,000,000 now, and we may reasonably calculate, as long as our 
Government shall last, will give incidentally all of the protection and 
encouragement that any of our industriesand labor need or ever will 
need, the doctrine of “a protective tariff,” seems to me to be an effete 
dogma, of no public utility, and valueless for good. It may serve 
partisan pu by frightening the timid with spectral dangers 
that do not exist and alarming the poor dependent laborer and opera- 
tive with threats of no work and the horrors of no bread. 

FREE TRADE AND DIRECT TAXATION. 


Free trade means direct taxation. Without direct taxation by 
which to raise the necessary revenue to support the Government we 
cannot have free trade. $ 

Since the early history of the Government internal or direct taxa- 
tion has been an unpopular measure, and generally avoided, except 
when ne to meet extraordinary expenditures and public 
exigencies arising from the necessities of war. 

To raise the principal revenue for the support of the General Gov- 
ernment by duties on imports, by tonnage and from the sale of public 
lands, has been solong and so uniformly practiced by each of the two 
great political parties in this country whenever in power, that it 
may be styled a “time-honored and settled policy of the American 


people.” 

This is a question of the past, yet a few with extreme views favor- 
ing the abstract principle of free trade may look forward to the day 
when the policy of direct taxation and free trade will be adopted in 
the United States. I cannot believe, however, that any prominent 
American free-trader can be found so extravagant in his views on 
that subject as to advocate or wish the imm 
system of direct taxation for all Government purposes. 

If, as is admitted, in the early days of the Republic our infant 


iate adoption of the 


industries needed and received and have continued since to receive 
the benefits of protection under our tariff system which has made the 
Eastern and Middle States rich and p us, in all fairness should 
not the infant industries 12 springing into existence in the South 
and West and on the Pacitic slope also receive and enjoy some of the 
benefits of protection such as may be fairly given by a pope ad- 
ustment of the tariff for revenue, which we must have an the 
presentatives from those sections needing such protection satisfy 
their own judgments and sense of justice, or of proper self-interest, 
or their constituents, with the cold answer: the Constitution of our 
country required us to lay and collect duties for revenue only, re- 
ess of the consequences ; other than revenue, beyond the raising 
of revenue to carry on the Government, we had to shut our eyes; 
the Constitution made us stone-blind, cold, and heartless as to the 
interests of our constituents and the general welfare of our ple. 
That is statesmanship, constitutional idolatry, and self-denial beyond 
my comprehension. 

t is said direct taxation is carried out in all of the States. That 
is true, of necessity; the States having no control over foreign com- 
merce, are compelled to resort to direct taxation for the support of 
their respective governments. How heavily those taxes weigh upon 
the 5 the States, let the delinquent tax-rolls and the long 
records of tax sales answer. But add to the already galling burdens 
of State taxes a direct anuual tax by the General Government to the 
amount of 3 annual expenditures, not less than 8260, 000, 000, 
and it would be difficult to overdraw the picture of financial distress, 
disaster, and ruin which would suddenly fall upon our people. By a 
sudden e from indirect to direct taxation, it needs no unusual 
study or knowledge of past governmental expenditures, financial his- 
tory, or the effect of harsh and oppressive tax laws upon a free and 
liberty-loving people, or any extraordinary foresight to foretell that 
wide-spread p SAER open defiance of law, violent resistance of 
official anthority, mobs, riots, and revolts amon. the people, would 
precede and follow in the pathway of the cold and hated tax-gatherer 
in his rounds of executing the mandates of the Government. By the 
provisions of the Constitution it is declared— 

among the several States 


e we bags he danger 
which may be included in this Union, E to their respective numbers. 


As an illustration of some of the practical workings of free trade 
and direct taxation under the constitutional rule just stated, the 


people of each State would have to pay annually their share of the 
national tax, according to the number of population in their respect- 
ive States. 


-- $6, 500, 000 

-- 4,000, 000 

-- 4,300,000 

Georgia’s share would be over - 8,000, 000 
IIlinois's share would be about -- 16, 000, 000 
Indiana's share would be over 10, 000, 000 
Kentucky's share would be over.. 8, 500, 000 
e share would be abou 6, 000, 000 
's share would be about --- 11,300, 000 

New York's share would be aboua . 26, 500, 000 
South Carelina’ 5, 000, 000 
‘ennessee’s share would be about 8, 000, 000 
Texas's share would be 000, 000 
s share 8, 000, 000 


A TARIFF FOR REVENUE ONLY. 


A tariff for revenue only ” would require the entire duties under it 
to be laid on such foreign imports as are not produced or manufact- 
ured in this country, leaving our home productions and labor subject 
to unequal foreign competition. 

It being admitted that when duties are laid on foreign imports 
American merchandise of like kind is protected here to the extent 
or in some degree, if not to the full extent of the duties, can it be 
denied that the tariff under which such duties are laid is a protective 
tariff? Call it what you please, a “(protective tariff,” “a revenue 
tariff,” or “a tariff for revenue only,” it is substantially the same; 
it is the effect which gives the character and not the name. But let 
us consider for a moment what would be the co nences of a 
tariff for revenue only“ strictly construed and rigidly carried out. 
During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881, there were, in value, 
of dutiable merchandise imported into the United States, $448,061,- 
587.95; upon this duties were collected to the amount of $193,561,- 
011.17. Judging from the rapid increase in our import duties during 
the past eight months over the same period of last year, we may reason- 
ably estimate our 92 ek duties for the next fiscal year at not less 
than from $200,000,000 to $215,000,000. Assuming, as is contended 
by the advocates of a tariff for revenue only or of free trade, that 
the amount of duties collected on foreign imports is added to the 

urchasing cost of a like quantity and kind of American merchan- 
Rise to be di of in our home market, would not the inevitable 
result of a strict and immediate enforcement of a tariff for reyenue 
only, or of the system of free trade, be the reduction at once of the 
market value of such American merchandise in the hands of Amer- 
ican merchants to the amount of some 8200, 000, 000 ? 

Pause but for a moment and contemplate the direful consequences 
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that would follow quickly upon the heel of such a rash step. It 
requires no overwrought ination or prophetic vision to see the 
disastrous result. The silent mill-wheel, the deserted factory, the 
vacant work-shop, the bankrupted and ruined merchant, the mort- 
gaged farm, the unmarketed farm products would tell the sad tale in 
stronger and more forcible language than tongue can use. 


A TARIFF FOR PROTECTION VERSUS A TARIFF FOR REVENUE ONLY. 


The advocates of these extreme antagonistic theories, it seems to 
me, are endeavoring to force upon the people a false issue. In my 
ju ent, both theories areat war with the best interests and the 
general welfare of our country, and directly in conflict with the pre- 
vailing sentiment of the American people upon the tariff question. 
It is conceded on all sides that a tariff we must have, which, if prop- 
erly adjusted, will afford allof the protection needed by every Ameri- 
can industry and by all classes of American labor. 

Is it not the dictate of wisdom and sound statesmanship to abandon 
this “ war of words” upon the abstractions of “ protection” and free 
trade” and address ourselves to the living practical questions of the 
day apui the tariff now before the country and so important to settle, 
namely, how shall the tariff be revised? Which involves the further 
inquiries, how much revenue should be raised by duties on imported 

? How shall the tariff be adjusted as to the articles upon which 
it is to be levied and the rates of duty, so as to raise the revenue 
needed and at the same time give proper aid and protection to do- 
mesticlabor and industries? These are the practical questions which 
the peuple demand shall be fairly and substantially settled. 

While the discussion and con as to protection and free trade 
has been of marked and distinguished ability, showing t re- 
search, deep study, and remarkable ingenuity in the collection. 
grouping together, array, and diversified presentation of statistical 

acts and figures, and in making deductions and drawing conclusions 
therefrom, and in building plausible speculative theories thereon, I 
submit, in all t to the eminent advocates of the two conflicting 
theories, that little, if any, approach has been made toward a satis- 
factory solution of the practical questions involved in the discussion, 
or in bringing about any harmony or uniformity of opinion among the 
friends and much less among the opponents of the tive meas- 
ures. None of the e e aces on this subject have told 
us how or to what extent the iff should be revised, how much it 
should be reduced, what rate of duty should be fixed on any article 
of import, or what should be put upon the free list. The rusty argu- 
ments of a century, many-garbed and newly dressed, have been 
ry Ye before us, yet we are left confused and bewildered in mid- 
sea of uncertainties, without chart or compass, to drift whither we 
may by ill or fair winds. 
he protectionist would have us believe that all of our good fortune, 
financially, has been due to high protective tariffs ana all our mis- 
fortunes are attributable to low tariffs. On the other hand the free- 
trader is certain that the very reverse of the protectionist’s propositions 
is true. And, strange to say, both theorists have demonstrated con- 
elusively, by figures which will not lie, that their etive proposi- 
tions are true, although covering the same peri of time and 
embracing the same facts. The longer a man lives the more he 
does find out.“ Must we not conclude that the effects of 
a high tariff, a low tariff, and of free trade have been greatly exag- 
gerated and overdrawn? 

I must confess that the opponents of the tariff have shown them- 
selves adepts—experts, if you please—in the art of fault-finding, in 
picking flaws, and if permitted to carry out their theories would prove 
skilled destructionists ; but as to repairing and building up they are 
as mute as a Potomac oyster and as motionless as a feigning opossum 
on the approach of danger. 

In almost every di of our country’s history we have had periods 
of financial p: ity as well as seasons of financial disaster, whether 
the tariff was high or low. Under the present tariff we have had 
both hard and prosperous times. We are now enjoying, and have 
enjoyed for several years last , & season of nnusual and remark- 
able prosperity unparalleled in the history of our country, yet are 
not the signs ominous of business failures and financial disasters in 
the near future? Is not the alarm sounded by the distinguished 
Se from New York [Mr. Hewrtr] timely and well founded? 

© says: 

What will be the actual result I do not pretend to predict, but the shipments of 

have the stock exchanges of the country are deeply dis- 
mercantile fail increasing, and 


and values have 8 ures are ing, 
confidence is im so that a halt has already been called Sion ESNEM of 
hile based u „are compelled 


sound princi: 
not pels is 2 


a ive character, w. 
to move with great caution. The situation, 
lect such periods in history and know what d. oe l 
reco. suc. our W (93 anc n- 
eral disaster such a surplus of products not needed be copstunption ke eure tc 
undance becomes the source of our misery. 

From the last report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics it 
appears that our exports for the year ending February 28, 1352, when 
compared with the same period last year, have decreased $109,133,795.. 
The causes of the sudden changes and reverses in business aud finan- 
cial circles are numerous, difficult to determine, and im ible to. 
avert. Sunshine and rain and human industry beget rich harvests 
and plethoric purses; 8 frosts, and floods beget famine and dis- 
tress; prosperity and plenty beget extravagance and wild specula~ 
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tions, and they, in their turn, beget financial disaster and ruin. As 
has been said by Senator SLATER, of Oregon: 


When it is shown that sunshine and rain, winter and summer, heat and cold, 
and those cli C 
ependent legislation, then, sir, I shall be willing ve 
ont resent — is to be referred to the benign influence of the present 

but 


After the words “present tariff“ he might well have added also 
free trade” or low tariff legislation, as influencing climatic changes. 
The advantages and disadvantages of a tariff, it seems to me, have 
beenoverdrawn. Whilethepresent tariffisnodoubtin many respects 
ust, and should be revised and reduced, that we 
may judge somewhat whether or not the duties under the present 
karl unfairly laid as has been represented, I 
ected on the principal articles of 
imported merchandise during the year 1881. $ 

The following are the duties on some of the principal goods imported 
into the United States: 


Duties which neal or in part benefit the farmers, stock-raisers, wool- 


growers, and oi producers of raw materials, collected in 1881: 
eee EA ENEE E EES $783, 564 69 
On breadstuffs ......-.----- - 2,762,128 48 
On flax, and manufactures of.. . 6,984,374 90 
On fruits and nuts - 8,341,848 66 
On hemp, jute, and manufactures of. - 2,261,997 78 
On potatoe. ccace eshdan na 225,207 46 
On provisions 224, 089 19 
S T AETA 277.977 45 
On tobacco, and manufactures of . 4,655, 501 67 
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pagne * 
On spirits and Wines sccncnreceveccencconcsccencecacceens 6, 471, 


Duties on other articles: 
On chemicals, d es, & 
On coal ised 


2 920, 
9 000 z 
On Woods, and mahufactates of VVV 1.888 


8, 612, 488 64 


Excess of our exported over imported merchandise during the past 
six years, namely: 
1876. Excess of exports. .........---- 20. 0---sceenenneeeneeccereeares 
1877. Excess of exports... ........-. 22-00 eee cece scene ees ceneeneees 
1878. Exceas of OEP. bees eee eee 


167, 683, Sia 
259, 712, 718 


1, 180, 668, 105 


rts of merchandise for the whole 
period of our national existence prior to the last six years did not 
amount to $150,000,000. In this table may be found the chief expla- 
nation of our extraordinary financial prosperity eae, Pes t six 
years. As to what extent, if an7 ne present tariff may have brought 
about this result, I will leave that to the speculative theories of the 
protectionist and free-trader. It is not my purpose to enter upon that 
wide field of disputation, involving the complicated questions of 
supply and demand, trade and commerce, manufactured and raw 
products, peace and war, climatic influences, failure of crops and 
abundant harvests, extravagance and economy, John Bull stubborn- 
ness and Yankee ingenuity. 

Upon the tariff question I believe the true democratic doctrine and 
the general sentiment of the American people to be, a tariff for reve- 
nue, needful for carrying on and meeting the obligations and wants 
of the General Government, adjusted, as far as may be, to afford 
n protection against foreign competition to all American 
labor, products, and industries, 3 555 a scale of justice to all domestic 
interests, with a view to provide for the gen welfare of the United 
States; or, summarily put, “ a tariff for revenue, with incidental pro- 
tection. 

To this extent only is protection to American industries warranted 
under the provision of the Constitution which we have been discus- 
sing; to this extent only is such protection needed or required ; to 
this extent, patriotism, wisdom, and sound statesmanship demand 


The excess of our exports overim 
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that protection should be given to American labor and products of 
the farm, field, and workshop. Within this constitutional limit and 
to this extent protection is Democratic doctrine, and to this extent 
only am I a protectionist. 

In my judgment that political party which wins and maintains 
the confidence and successful support of the controlling majority of 
American freemen, native and foreign-born, must formulate and de- 
clare the doctrine in substance of a tariff for revenue, adjusted to give 
just encouragement and fair protection to American labor and indus- 
tries, in language unmistakable, of no double meaning or doubtful 
import. 

The predictions that the commission to be authorized by this bill 
is intended for delay, and that it will make no report upon which a 
substantial revision of the tariff can be made at the next session of 
this Congress, I believe will prove false prophecies. I have too high 
an estimate of the intelligence, common sense, foresight, and love of 
oftice of the party in power to believe that it would so soon, in the 
short space of nine or ten months, dig its own grave and plot itsown 
damnation by thus mocking, setting at defiance, and outraging the 
will of the American people. The Re ublican party dare not play 
that open game of deception and treachery, unless it be the last act 
in the role of dishonor, before the curtain falls upon its inevitable 
defeat, which is as certain to come as the ides of November, 1884, if 
the Democratic pariy will be true to its time-honored principles, 
true to itself, shake off its spell of vacillation and lethargy, cease its 
cowardly trimming at every doubting whisper, quit dodging at every 
flitting shadow, stop tw g every political crank, and itse 
from the meshes of that -net policy, thrown out to catch the 
followers of every il ey ism and popular whim. 

But the appointment of this commission does not necessarily pre- 
vent a revision of the tariff at this session of Congress, if, as is con- 
tended by some, such revision can be had without the aid of a com- 
mission. For one, I will most cheerfully give my humble support 
to any earnest and reasonable effort to bring about the earliest prac- 
tical revision and reduction of the tariff to a revenue basis. 

To my fellow-Democrats let me be permitted to say, that while we 
may and do honestly differ as to the propriety or necessity of a tariff 
commission, originally a Democratic measure, in which difference there 
is no party principle involved, if we will dispassionately and ingen- 
uously confer together as brothers and friends of the same political 
faith, for the purpose of determining what is, or should be, the tariff 
policy of the Democratic party, I am confident we will find little or 
no substantial differences in opinion on that auestion. We must 
admit that the extreme and impractical theoretical free-trade views 
and a tly magnified hostility to a tariff expressed by some Dem- 
ocrats have caused a large number of producers and laborers, as well 
as capitalists, to misunderstand and take alarm at the position of 
the Democratic party on this question and have driven thousands of 
honest Democrats from our ranks, to our discomfiture and defeat. 
This false impression we must correct by a plais enunciation of our 
ponori upon this question, in harmony as I believe with the views 

have indicated. True Democracy is of broad and liberal princi- 
ples, embracing within its parental care the interests, constitutional 
rights, and liberties of the whole people of this Union. Those prin- 
ciples let us hold sacred and maintain at all hazards. 

Before Mr. Upson concluded his remarks the hammer fell, 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I move that the time of the gentleman be ex- 
tended so that he can conclude his remarks. 

Mr. KASSON. May I ask how much more time the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. Upson] desires ? 

Mr. UPSON. Not very long. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does any one else want to speak to-night? 

Mr. KASSON. I asked the question for the reason that there is a 
great pressure upon the time of the committee. I do not wish to be 
ungracious to any member, but another gentleman is ready to go 
on this evening. I will not object now, but I trust the extension of 
time will be limited as much as possible, and it may be necessary 
for me to beg other gentlemen not to put on me the duty of object- 
“inte CHAIRMAN. Does the gent! pose any limit to th 

e s e eman pro any limit to the 
extension of time? pi 5 af 

Mr. KASSON. I desire that there shall be some limit, otherwise 
the other gentleman will be thrown to a very late hour this even- 


ing. 
The CHAIRMAN. How much additional time is desired! 
Mr. KASSON. Ihave no objection to ten minutes. 
Mr. MUTCHLER. I will for twenty minutes more for the 
gentleman. 
Po HEWITT, of Alabama. It is too late for another speech to- 
night. 
he CHAIRMAN. The e from Pennsylvania [ Mr. MUTCH- 
LER] asks that the time of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Upson] 
may be extended for twenty minutes. 
Mr. REED. I object. 
hig CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to an extension for ten min- 
utes 
There was no objection, and Mr. Upson resumed and concluded 


his remarks. i 
The co: ttee rose informally, and Mr. Payson took the chair as 


Speaker pro tempore. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed and requested the con- 
currence of the House in bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. No. 173) for the relief of Hermann Biggs; 

A bill (S. No. 297) for the relief of Mark Walker; 

A bill (S. No. 391) referring the claim of George E. Payne to the 
Court of Claims; and 

A bill (S. No. 1186) to ponn agricultural lands for the southern 
band of Ute Indians in lien of lands heretofore provided for allot- 
ment to them. 

TARIFF-COMMISSION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFT, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, it is admitted on all 
sides that our revenne laws need some modification. The unexam- 
pled growth of our varied industries, changed productions, inventions 
which modify cost, and many influences bearing both upon labor and 
production, demand a readjustment of our revenue system. Sueh 
revision is in the interest of a fair and impartial consideration of all 
branches of our great and varied industries. That work should be 
done carefully and with a full knowledge of all claims and all interests. 

I shall not stop to comment on the curious fact that our Democratic 
friends have just now discovered that this must be done at once and 
without waiting for the work of a commission, For six years that 

ty has had control of this House, and for a part of the time of the 
Banate also, without ‘any promised change of the tariff they now denounce” 
and which they declare it is “criminal” to permit longer to remain in 
force. I shall vote for this bill providing for the appointment of a 
commission which may suggest such changes as may be made with- 
out injury and with benefit to the common welfare. 

The question has been ably discussed as relating to our great manu- 
facturing industries, What I have to say will relate mainly to the 
interests of labor, and especially to a consideration of the question 
of the effect of the protective system on the agricultural interests of 
the country, as this is the point of the free-trade assault. 

The system of protection itself has become a part of our national 
policy. It has become so intimately blended with our developing 
industries, with our intelligent and successful labor, and with our 
wonderful prosperity, that it may be most fitly called what our 
fathers named it—the ‘ American system.” 

All true political economy recognizes with special favor the pro- 
ducers of the necessaries of life and the elements of wealth. Product- 
ive labor is the bed-rock of development and progress. National in- 
dustry is national wealth. Thatpolicy which offers productive labor 
to the lar number of the people of any nation consults and de- 
velops her highest 1 The wide diversity of these industries 
is always the condition of national independence. Men and nations 
have worked themselves into civilization and wealth, as well as sov- 
ereignty, by skilled labor in diversified branches of industry. 

These plain truths are the foundation principles of the protective 
system. They have been for centuries practiced by the great pro- 
gressive nations of the earth. Protection is to-day the recognized 
policy of nearly all prosperous governments. Free trade has had full 
and fair trial among the nations of the old world. And the testi- 
mony of history attests this broad and irrefutable truth—that no 
nation of earth in the t or present has ever attained a leading rank, a 
position entitling it to be called a. seg t those which have adopted 
and resolutely maintained a protective policy in international commerce. 
This truth should keep its instructive lesson before us constantly 
while our system is so desperately assaulted by free-trade interests. 

THE BED-ROCK OF PROSPERITY, 

Commerce is a civilizing force and su paues the agencies for the ex- 
change of surplus products for the n produce and commodities 
of other countries. It is a stimulus to enterprise, a source of wealth, 
and a potential element in pro; vecivilization. Butagriculture 
and manufactures, with their kindred and accompanying activities, 
are the foundation industries on which are built the permanent pros- 

rity and strength of every people. They are vital and productive 

orces, Not only for the sake of national wealth and in the interest 
of popular intelligence and growth but for the benefit of commerce 
itself these great creative industries must have full development. 
As no nation can make any progress from barbarism without success- 
ful agriculture, so none has ever advanced in civilization or power 
on the basis of agriculture alone. Manufactures are indispensable 
elements of symmetrical national growth, and commerce naturally 
follows as the complement of the producing industries. No govern- 
ment can afford to eS the development and protection of these 
indispensable occupations of civilized peoples. The founders of our 
Government quickly realized this when at the close of our revolu- 
tionary war they found the country loaded with debt and dependent 
for national resources on imperfect agriculture and a feeble com- 
merce. 

EARLY PROTECTION. 

The policy of England toward the American colonies from 1651 
down to the Revolution had been one of repression and arbitrary 
warfare against all manufacturing industries. The colonists were 
forced to supply, by the rudest forms of labor, raw material for the 
manufacturers of the mother country, and compelled to buy in Brit- 
ish markets only whatever England had to sell. For cutting off 


our trade with all parts of the world” was one of the grievances 


which made resistance necessary. The revolution interrupted trade, 
and the dependence of our people upon their own resources gave a 
new life to home manufactures. After the return of e this coun- 
try was again flooded with British For this there was no 
remedy, for under the confederation the power to protect our manu- 
factures was in the States, and the States were unable to e on 
any uniform rate of duty. In this fact lay the germ of our Consti- 
tution. It was decided to call a convention to frame a constitution 
which should give to Con the power to regulate commerce with 
foreign nations by laying duties upon their goods and vessels. 

On the 8th of April, 1789, two days after the votes for President 
were counted and before Washington was inaugurated, within sev- 
enty hours of the o ization of the First Congress, Madison rose in 
the House and for the first time moved to go into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union for the express purpose of car- 
rying out this object of the Constitution by regulating commerce and 
protecting American manufactures. The discussion lasted several 
weeks. e first tariff act was finally approved by the President 
July 4, 1789. The preamble to the act declared its object to be“ for 
the ote to of the Government, the discharge of the debts of the 
United States, and for the encouragement and e e of manufactures.” 
In that Congress sat sixteen of the men who had assisted in framing 
the Constitution. Easa resolved to make their emanci 
England complete by adding the mechanic arts to agriculture, which 
should in turn stimulate agriculture and all other industries to fuller 
development and place the young Republic in the line of self-supply- 
ing and independent nations, e duties ranged from 5 to 20 per 
cent., and were levied on most articles imported. Six cents per bushel 
was the duty on salt; 75 cents per hun pounds on iron chains; 
Hyson tea, 20 cents per pound; and on wine from 10 to 18 cents per 
gallon. The duties were not high, but the principle was fully con- 
ceded that Congress was bound to levy duties that would protect the 
manufacturing industries of the country, and no doubt was then er- 

of the constitutional to do 80. t was reserved for mod- 
ern theorists, who claim to understand that Constitution better than 
the men who framed it. 

Only to-day I read an article in the Journal of the American Agri- 
cultural Association, by Professor Perry, of Williams College, in 
which he labors to prove that a protective policy is a burden on the 
agriculture of the conntry. He dwells at length on the protective 
legislation of that First Congress, and, with touching modesty, 
sits in judgment on the work of that august body, asserting that 
they then established an “utterly false principle” in ‘ national legis- 
lation,” which he declares has“ grown almost constantly ever since 
more unjust and onerous and abominable, and is now enthroned in 
the legislation of a great people proudly calling themselves free.” 
Yes, it is firmly ‘‘enthroned” in that legislation, and so puny an 
arm as that of Professor Perry will hardly overturn its seat of power. 
But waxing warm, he affirms that there is ‘not another civilized 
country inthe world * * that would stand for one year with- 
out a revolution the iniquitous taxation that the people of the United 
States have borne almost without a groan since 1861.” It is very true 
they have borne it ‘‘not only almost,” but altogether ‘without a 
groan.” Indeed, the foolish and misguided people have shown most 
unmistakable symptoms of satisfaction with this ‘ iniquitous” 
system. 

As I shall prove presently the groaning was done, groaning loud, 
deep, and angry, under the very system of taxation which Professor 
Perry and his -trade friends here now advocate. In the history 
of this country most of the groaning on accountof lack of labor and 
low wages, on account of prostrate industries and suffering among 
the poor has been done when the protective policy, established by 
the fathers, has been overthrown in the madness of party strife and 
a so-called revenue tariff adopted—called a “revenue tariff,” I sup- 
pose, because it has mostly failed to supply sufficient revenue. 

Reference has already been made to the first tariff act passed by 
the First Congress. By an act of March, 1791, the duties were in- 
creased. In 1794 “additional duties” were levied on other foreign 
commodities, and in 1795 and 1797 many of these were increased and 
other articles added to the list. In 1804, Thomas Jefferson being 
President, 23 per cent. was added on all goods paying ad valorem 
duty, and an addition of 10 per cent. to said increased duty upon all 
goods imported in foreign vessels. 

When the declaration of war with England was pending in 1812 
a bill was reported in Congress imposing additional duties. And 
when on the 18th of June war was decl: , the subject was taken up 
and a bill passed imposing an addition of 100 per cent. to the duties 
previously levied, to continue till the expiration of one year after 
the conclusion of peace. During the war our domestic manufactures 
preatly increased, stimulated both by the non-intercourse with Eng- 

d and France and by the revenue duties, and much capital was 
invested in these industries. President Madison, in his annual mes- 
sage, December, 1815, strongly recommended a tariff on manufact- 
ures, which by giving them protection“ would, he suggested, make 
them “a source of domestic wealth and even of exte: commerce.” 
In 1816 Henry Clay first declared himself an advocate of ‘‘ a thorough 
and decided protection to home mannfactures by ample duties.” Such 
was the course of our early national legislation in regard to our 
domestic industries, and the principle of their protection and devel- 
opment was fully avowed and resolutely followed as the theory of 
the Constitution and the policy of the Government. 


tion from 


1882. 
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President Jefferson, in his annual message, December, 1806, in view 
of the expected surplus of revenue, says : 
a ro shall these luses be appropriated, and the whole sur- 
as St Sopot ites the entire discharge of the publi Rate cad during those in- 
when the purposes of war shall not call for them? we suppress the 
impost and give that advantage to foreign over domestic manufactures t 

But in his last annual message, of November, 1808, President Jef- 
ferson still more strongly and significantly pointed out the advantage 
of protecting duties. He says: 

The situation into which we have been forced has impelled us to apply a 
tion of our industry and capital to internal manufactures and improvements. 
extent of this conversion is daily increasing, and little doubt remains that the es- 
tablishments formed and forming will, the auspices of cheaper materials 
and subsistence, the freedom of labor from taxation with ns, and of protecting 
duties and prohibitions, become 

In that primitive day Jefferson did not seem to understand what 
isso plain to his professed followers of this generation, that protected 
industries necessarily meant “plunder” or “robbery,” as it is now 
so generally styled by them. Indeed, so sturdy an advocate was he 
of Roms rap bste that, as one of his biographers tells us, he for years 
refused to wear any other fabrics than those of American manufact- 
ure. Free-trade theories then had but few American advocates, and 
it was nearly forty years after the foundation of our Government 
before the constitutionality of a protective system was denied by an 

American statesman. 

When, in 1815, President Madison transmitted to Congress the treaty 

of Ghent, an explanatory message accompanied it, in which he point- 


friends in the United States, 


Bull arrogance but a luxuriance of mis-information and many state- 


ments as false as the exigencies of a bad cause demand, He mod- 
estly says: The fact is that you (American farmers) never realized 
the amount of your loss—never put it into figures. Now 
this has been calculated for you.” How obliging, and how disinter- 
ested in a stranger to condescend to teach elementary arithmetic 
to these ignorant western farmers! Who can ever again doubt the 
depth of British philanthropy f 
And just here let me say a word or two about this Cobden Club. 
Thold in my hand an account of its annual dinner, July 17, 1880, sent 
me bya friend in England. Itis a powerful organization and really 
represents the ‘British Government. Twelve members of the present 
British Cabinet and many members of Parliament are of its number. 
Earl Spencer, the lord president of the council, presided at this 
meeting, and there were in attendance fo: members of Parliament 
and many persons of rank and influence, Earl Spencer is one of the 
peerage, which, 3 only 600, owns 19,440 acres of land, or 
one-fourth of the land of Great Britain and Ireland. The chief 
topic of discussion was the best means to break down our protective 
system in the United States and give us free trade. Mr. Baxter, M. 
., one of the speakers, boasted of the vast number of this and other 
free-trade documents they had circulated gratuitously in the United 
States, and Mr. Potter, M. P., said the ‘‘club was going to fight our 
and we have thrown off the Koran 
The full extent of our obligation to him this modest author himself 
fully appreciates, for he says: 


edly says: It a aeons ee an A 4 N ips rag of . Fee are pare 
But there is no subject that can enter with greater force and merit into the | Ware of, or bave given little „ the facts set fo eso papers, 
deliberations of Co than a consideration of the means to preserve and promote hence their silent endurance. But if every farmer who reads this concurs in 
the manufactures which have sprung into existence and an unparalleled | our views would order from the nearest town ten or N of this little 
maturity thronghont the United States during the period of the wars. * 1185 and int 33 by acres te needy toes 5 id 15 Prite to friends 2 
eee oon aS “in Ws, public opinion would soon be elicited. enten 
The tariff which followed, and which largely contributed to buildup | _ Now, what more could even the most devoted missionary do? He 


our domestic manufactories, was one which among other duties estab- 
lished a minimum of twenty-five cents per square yard on cotton fabrics, 
which was equal to an ad valorem duty of from 50 to 100 per cent. 
on coarse cotton cloths. This was a case of that atrocious robbery 
and oppression where a high duty was laid on goods ‘‘used by the 
poor,” which has played so absurd and pathetic a part in this disons- 
sion. But what was the result in that case? Precisely what has ha 
pened ever since as the result of protection. The price was greatly 
reduced within less than a year, and ost ever since such fabrics have 
been supplied relatively cheaper here than elsewhere in the world, 
and from that time our production of cheap cotton goods has been 
more uniformly prosperous than any of our manufacturing industries, 
and as a result by the force of active competition has supplied these 
fabrics of universal use to the masses of the people at a price lower 
than was supposed possible prior to the stimulus of protection and 
the contest of competition, In the face of such facts of our history 
what are all the predictions of mere theorists or the venerable but 
crippled sophistries of college bookmen ? 
HOW FARMERS ARE DAMAGED BY PROTECTIOX! 


ef the logic of English free-trade pamphileteers and American free- 
trade college professors protection is an injustice and an injury to 
the agricultural interest of the country. The farmer is the strategic 
point of the free-trade assault. No matter how prosperous, he is as- 
sured that his apparent success is only a “delusion;” that in reality 
he is carrying intolerable burdens and is on the road to certain ruin. 
In defiance of facts aud reason, he is assured that he gets no protec- 
tion from protection, and that a “home market” is simply an ideal 
and wicked invention of an organized band of“ robbers,” called, in 
the very mockery of satire, ‘‘prolectionisis.” On this floor I have 
heard the most opprobrious names applied to some of our most indis- 
pensable industrial classes, until the argument resolved itself into 
an assault of epithets. Elsewhere—the paramenta way, I belive, 
of alluding to the Senate—it has lately been declared by a distin- 
guished person that if American farmers knew more about it they 
would never submit to a protective tariff. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. TURNER, ] who said he had been a farmer all his life, dwelt 
with pathetic eloquence on the “legalized robbery” of this “ odious 
tariff.“ Trace-chains was his special grievance, but he declared it 
compelled the farmer “to pay large and enhanced prices for nearly 
all he consumes.” And when he assumed that a Susy of 40 per cent. 
was to be laid not only on the $448,061,587 worth of imported goods 
subject to duty, but added the same 40 per cent. to the $5,000,000,000 
worth of home manufactures consumed, claiming that these were 
enhanced in price to the consumers $2,000,000,000, no wonder he 
should declare in his dismay, ‘‘These figures are appalling.” They 
certainly would be if the-gentleman’s theory can prove that its claim 
to the appalling figures is valid, It is susceptible of the most abund- 
ant and absolute proof that it is not. 
THE COBDEN CLUB. 

I hold in my hand a pamphlet that makes the same assertions and 
announces the same appalling figures. But it is written by an Eng- 
lishman and printed in London. It is the authorized protest of 
British interests against American prosperity. It too is addressed 
to American farmers and circulated be, by the Cobden Club. This 
English free-trader proposes to instruct ‘‘the western farmer of 
America,” as he calls him, as to what is his real interest, Its 
author, Mr, Mongredien, brings to his work not only the full John 


‘compelled the colonists to send their wool and cotton to 


mary 
has sent ee and unpaid, (save by British gold,) this little 
evangel of trade arithmetic, andshowed us how we may be saved. 
He does not seem to know that American farmers as a class are edu- 
cated, weigh and e and for more than half a cent 
have fully understood the venerable and crippled sophistries whic 
he now rehashes with such e insolence. Yes, the “in- 
quiry” was roused, and “a definite expression” was elicited in 1880— 
very definite. 

His objects, like that of all free-trade Englishmen, is to persuade 
the American people that our true policy is to raise the raw mate- 
rial for British manufacturers and food for. them to use, and buy of 
England our finished products. That same policy England sought 
to force, and for a long period did force, upon the American colonies, 
The Revolution broke the fetters of our industrial servitude as well 
as of our political . England now seeks to hold us still in 
subjection by dependence on her manufacturing skill and her com- 
mercial power. This English instructor of Americans informs us 
that the American farmer “has a soil so fertile as to produce freely, 
with cheap tillage and no fertilization; second, a climate highly fa- 
vorable to agricultural operations; third, abundance of land so cheap 
that the fee-simple costs less than is annually paid for rent in Eng- 
land.” And now what is to follow? This Englishman kindly tel 
us. He says: 

To take aman away from what he can do well and set him to do what he can 


only do badly, makes an immense difference in the result of his labor. A western 
prod: erops, but if he were to set up a woolen factory he would 


That is what it all means. America is only to raise ‘‘trops” and 
England is to do the manufacturing. In colonial aaya W en she 
England to 
be manufactured, her manufacturers received the 400 per cent. which 
it cost to have it done. Why shall raw materials be carried 3,000 
miles to be converted into the finished products and then carried back 
3,000 more, when the food for the workmen has also to be sent with 
it, and when it can be as well done by American labor, consuming 
American coal and American food at home? Yes, but, says the free- 
trader, it can be done cheaper in England, and the American farmer 
can pay for it with raw material. 

Mr. Chairman, nothing seems to exasperate the free-trader— 
whether American or English—more than the farmers’ perverse and 
70 prosperity under the ruinous reign of a protective tariff. 
Mr. Mongredien says he had never put it into * But now that 
can never be said again, since the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
TURNER] has ciphered it all up. Professor Perry says it is a d de- 
lusion,” and elsewhere it has been lately said that it is owing to the 


‘ignorance ” of the farmer, who is being robbed and does not know it, 
15 dogged! insists that he is satisfied and prosperous. Like my 
den ro 


m Kentucky, I haye been a farmer all my life, and every 
year for thirty years have sold the products of the farm. When man- 
ufactures were fully protected and flourishing I have never seen the 
time that judicious agriculture was not prosperous; and when man- 
ufacturing under “revenue” tariff was crippled or broken down I 
neyer saw agriculture flourishing. Is there any gentleman in this 
House who has? Sometimes a certain product may bein demand tem- 
porarily, but the uniform rule is as I have stated it. If any member 
has seen it otherwise, let him declare it. [A pause.] No; the real and 
permanent industries of a people are always in harmony and interde- 
pendence with each other. Each member of a community profits by 
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an increase in the produetive power of the whole body. That ad- 


van is inc and multiplied by every increase in the eee 


rtation. 

But Mr, Mongredien says, ‘the farmer neither receives nor seeks legis- 
lative prot False sgen e does both. The farmer has care- 
fully and apes gees studied this question, not meré@ly by theories 
of bookmen, but in the school of practical affairs. He asks, and has 
received, fair protection for his industries. Itis just thathe should, 
for mney e products are 8 in other countries by 
pauper labor, against Which it would be a monstrous ou that 
the American farmer should be forced to compete. Surely this Eng- 
lish teacher could not be ignorant of the fact that protective duties are 
imposed on all the leading agricultural products where protection is 
practicable. American farmers know that these duties were laid to 
protect these articles in the home market, which consumes nearly 92 
per cent. of all the products of the farm. 

It is not necessary to give a full catalo 
the duty on each, but Imention enough, taken from our tariff list, to 
show how carefully the interests of the farmer have been considered. 
The duty on Indian corn is 10 cents a bushel; on wheat, 20 cents a 
bushel; oats, 10 cents a bushel; barley, 15 cents a bushel; rye, 15 
cents a bushel ; pease and beans, 10 to 20 per cent.; potatoes, 15 cents 
a bushel; butter, 4 cents a pound ; cheese, 4 cents a pound; poultry, 
10 per cent.; sugar, 2 to 5 cents per pound; leaf-tobaceo, 35 cents a 
pound; manufactured tobacco, 50 cents a eta beef and pork, 1 
cent A mutton, 10 cents a pound; hay, 20 per cent.; on all 
domestic animals except for breeding purposes, 20 per cent., but those 
for breeding p admitted free in the interest of farming and 
stock-raising ; wool, from 10 to 12 cents a pound, with from 10 to 12 
per cent. ed. Does that list look as though Mr, Mongredien’s 
assertion was a case of absolute verity ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. What is the protection on cotton? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFYF, of Ohio. Iam glad the gentleman has asked 
the question, Protection on cotton come when factories sprin 
up all over the South, as they are now springing up in Georgia an 
other Southern States, which already have 197 cotton-mills. The 
manufacture of cotton athome, so that the consumer will not be com- 
pelled to pay the cost of transporting the cotton for 3,000 miles to be 
manufactured and the cost of rting the cotton cloths for 
3,000 miles back to him, will give all the protection needed. 

Protection was once a question of the North, a question of lati- 
tude; but it isso no longer. That is the reason why representatives 
from all over the South are coming forward in this discussion and 
asking for the permanent establishment of this great American sys- 
tem, which takes in its ample arms all the great industries of the 
Cooney and bears them all up alike. [Applause. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. While the gentleman is on this subject I want 
to call his attention to this point. 'The producers of cotton get their 
provisions, corn, hay, and meat largely from the West. Now what- 
ever makes a high home market for these products is an injury to the 
producer of cotton, Corn is now $1.05 at Atlanta, and the cotton- 
producer has no protection. The sugar-raiser, the rice-raiser, and 
the men whosupply the cotton-planter, all have protection. Anda 
high home market for provisions raised by the agriculturist is an 
injury to the cotton-producer. 

r. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. Well, in the first place, I am glad the 
western farmer gets a good price for his products, and then—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN. ut where is the compensation for the cotton- 
grower? That is what I want to get at. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFYF, of Ohio. If my friend will listen I will answer 
that fully. Now, the farmer who raises provisions gets his protection. 
I am glad to have that admission, for we have been told every day 
during this discussion that the farmer gets no protection. Now, 
when we shall do as Thomas Jefferson well said nearly three-quarters 
of a century ago, “plant the factory by the side of the farm,” then the 
cotton planter will get his compensation, because he will not have 
to transport his raw material 3,000 miles; and the producer always 

ays the cost of transportation. He will have his market right by 
im, and so this system will go on taking care of all interests, none 
unduly favored and none neglected, 

Mr. ROBESON. And every Irishman who comes here will then be 
independent of his English master. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. That is not agriculture. That is manufactures, 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. It is the common interdependent inter- 
est of all. The home market benefits the manufacturer, and he in turn 
benefits the cotton-raiser; who has a market for his product without 
the risk and cost of finding a distant market which is pary sup- 

lied by the pauper labor of India. The South already has one 

un and ninety-seven cotton mills, forty-four in Georgia alone. 
Not only is his interest thus protected but the farmer knows well 
that the protection to the manufacturer benefits him still more. He 
knows that when the great manufacturing industries of various 
kinds are active and flourishing that there is always a demand for 
all the variety of his products in the home market. He understands 
that the product or price of the great staples of wheat and corn, a 
part of which may be exported, are no measure of the benefit to him of 


e of all these products and 


A HOME MARKET, 

which consumes at ready prices the still more abundant and profit- 
able products of the farm which cannot reach a distant or foreign 
market without great loss and many of them not at all. The vicin- 
58 of a manufacturing town or of a manufacturing establishment, 
whether it be a rolling-mill, furnace, or factory, not only at once 
raises the price of every foot of his land, but gives him a daily mar- 
a for = 5 an small pena * farm, mh as fruit, 

ry products, vegetables, eggs, poultry, veal, mutton, hay, straw. 

fodder, berries, cord-wood, sala multitude of minor articles, thou- 
sands and millions of dollars’ worth of which no absolute record can 
ever find its place in a national balance-sheet, and these are the most 
profitable of the products of the farm, 

This fact probably may in part account for the absurd 2 
of the able and distin inguished gentleman from Kentucky, [ Mr. Car- 
LISLE, I who the other day undertook to support the proposition that 

rotection ze pey benas 1755 home e within the last 

ew years, stimu y short erops and hi rices, our agricult- 
ural exports had not relatively diminished aE — a protective tariff, 
But experience teaches us that the amount of agricultural products 
exported isno absolute measure of the extent or activity of the home 
market or of the ee Pecs, of farming production. Within the 
last three years the short crops in Europe have so increased the de- 
mand that our export of wheat and corn has far exceeded the usual 
relative amount. Besides it is no proof of the general proposition 
for the further fact that our vast agricultural production with large 
crops for a few years past is far in advance of a fair proportion, com- 

with our undevel manufacturing i pi 

Our whole agricult production for the year 1880 was more than 
$9,000,000,000; our whole manufactures, as estimated, not more than 
$5,000,000,000 ; so that at present our home market, like our manu- 
facturing industry, is yet in its infancy. And yet that home market 
consumes nearly ninety-two per cent. of our vast farming products, 
leaving out cotton and tobacco, and 94 per cent. of our manufactured 
products. But the amount consumed by the home demand is no real 
standard of the relative value of the home and foreign market. First, 
the cost of rtation and its risks must always be set against 
the foreign market. Then instability and uncertainty are always 
to us essential and necessary characteristics of our European market. 
Every year that demand varies. An abundant harvest there leaves 
us without a foreign demand. Onur only reliance for a full demand 
in the European markets for our vast raw products of the farm de- 
pends mainly on the chances of war, famine, or pestilence. No safe 
or prosperous agriculture can exist, or ever did exist, without the 
reliance of a regular healthy home demand. The farmer, more than 
almost any other producer, needs stability in the demands of his 
market, for hisinvestments must be made a year or more in advance. 
He cannot change his crop planted six months or a year before its 
sale to meet the fluctuations of demands for a erent product 
caused by the multiform vicissitudes of a foreign demand from a bad 
harvest, expected to bea full and enpplying one up to the very week 
of its failure. <A steady, ba ag reliab. b market for Ameri- 
can farm ucts is an absolute impossibility. t changes with every 
prolon summer ſog in England and every rain- storm on the shores 
of the Baltic. It hangs not only on foreign harvests but on treaties 
and tariffs, on disasters and diplomacy, on rain and revolution. 
The farmer meets uncertainty enough in the varied chances of drought 
and flood, of heat and cold, of rust and weevil, of short crops, and 
low prons from abundant ones, without driving him to the wretched, 

mbling, desperate hazard of seeking a weekly changing market 

000 miles from home. It is of value as an outlet for our surplus of 
food products, but as a reliance for our vast possibilities it is a delu- 
sion anda failure. This is the more so because the price of the whole 
op is fixed by the small portion of it rted. 

he following table obtained from the Bureau of Statistics shows 
the quantity of wheat and corn produced and imported (the impor- 
tations being very small) during the calendar years named, and the 


percentage exported in the following fiscal year: 
Per cent. exported. 
Corn. — — 
Wheat. | Corn. 
Bushels. 
592, 071, 104 Lu 
838, 841, 530 0. 39 
874, 408, 980 0.16 
1, 094, 366, 080 0. 89 
991, 956, 568 3.37 
1, 092, 780, 536 3. 53 
932, 350, 003 3. 69 
850, 186, 598 3. 39 
1, 321, 120, 796 3.75 
1, 283, 867, 902 5, 52 
1, 342, 571, 423 6. 36 
22, 1, 388, 252, 619 6, 22 
449, 1, 547, 960, 666 6.34 
e EE ETE E S RNA 498, 750,488 | 1, 717, 509, 698 5, 35 


Wheat and corn are taken pi evagen being the cereals of which 
we export the most. But of these the amount exported varies in 
different years; during the last decade from7}to18 per cent. The. 
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total home value of our whole production of cereals in 1877,” includ- 
ing wheat, corn, rye, buckwheat, barley, and oats, “ was nearly as 
large,” says Mr. Mimo, Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, ‘‘as the 
total value of the combined imports and exports of the United States 
in our trade with foreign countries for the year 1878.” The follow- 
ing table, also from the Bureau of Statistics, showing the total pro- 
duction of cereals and its value in each year from 1868 to 1878, inclu- 
sive, will prove instructive in more respects than one, as may be 


seen he rs 
Calendar year. e ene | Total value. 
Bushels. Dollars. 
1, 450, 789, 000 | 1, 110, 500, 583 
1. 491, 412, 100 1, 101, 884, 188 
1. 629, 027, 600 997, 423, 018 
1. 528, 776, 100 911, 845, 441 
1, 664, 331, 600 874, 594, 459 
1, 538, 892, 891 919, 217, 273 
--| 1,454, 180, 200 1, 015, 530, 570 
-| 2, 032, 235,300 | 1, 030, 277, 099 
2, 178, 934,646 | 1, 035, 570, 478 
2, 302, 254, 950 913, 975, 520 
.-| 2,437, 482, 300 1, 245, 127, 719 
-| 2,718, 193, 501 1,361, 407, 704 
2, 063, 029,570 | 1, 467, 858, 200 


in quantity by 124,000,000 bushels, and $200,000,000 

4, when his crop was only 1,450,000,000 bushels. 

The ave home price of wheat was $1.42 in 1868, 81.25 in 1871, 
51.15 in 1873, $1.03 in 1876, $1.08 in 1877, and §0.77 in 1878, showing, 
in spite of the growing demand Europe, a steady decline singu- 
larly out of proportion with the increase of Thus the crop of 


ing and 
1 Th 


The price of our commodities in a foreign country is compelled to 
adjust itself to the lower eg power of the European masses, 
while the basis of our own market is the largely ter purchasing 
power of the American masses. At the same time the better em- 


ployment of our labor and a gradual increase of our manufacturing 
population, with the e pour competition, give to the whole 


people an abundant supply of manufactured goods at prices lower 
than can be fairly afforded by any foreign commerce. 
The gentleman from New York, [Mr. err, while advocating 


free trade, incidentally or accidentally stated a truth which to me 
seems one of the most conclusive reasons why American farmers dare 
270 rely on the foreign market, which is the Elysium of free-traders. 

e says: 

Our t products are agriculture. In years of famine the world will take all 
we have to spare; in years of plenty there will be a surplus for which there is no 
foreign outle 

And this is the reliance to which free-trade theories commend us 
as the dependence of our immense M papa which last year gave 
as its vast total more than nine billion dollars’ worth of products. 
Now, the total foreign population which consumes our surplus food 
produce does not double its aggregate number on an average in less than 
vne hundred years. Therefore our powers of production increase more 
than five times faster than their capacity for consumption. But the 
population which constitutes our home market is doubled in every 
period of twenty-three years. No foreign market thus based on low 
wages, thus irregular from varying home supply, thus subject to 
ruin from political revolution, and thus inadequate from stagnation 
can ever meet the aggressive demands or measure the expansive force 
of our productive possibilities. 

I read the other day in a free-trade paper the amazing statement 
that the theory of home markets was a modern invention of pro- 
tective e e to divert and mislead. And the gentleman Som 
Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] piled is oy gc it both e and sta- 
tistics in a most alarming bait ut the consoling fact came to me 
as an agricultural producer that that same home market, however 
damaged by the millions of those engaged in mining and in manufacturing 
who necessarily feed of. of it, and who live plentifully, consumes 92 per 
cent. of all our nine billion dollars’ worth of food products. And 
is a plain fact that no skill of dialectic subtlety can theorize away, 
that the more of our population engage in employments other than 


agriculture, by somany more consumers will those products have, and 
by so many less competitors and producers will agriculture have. 
The advantage of the home market is one of the oldest elements of 
economic science. Two thousand 2 Xenophon urged upon 
his Athenian countrymen that in default of the domestic market for 
food that would have resulted from 8 development of the min- 
eral treasures with which their soil abounded agriculture had become 
im ible, many haying been forced to abandon it, becoming usurers 
or brokers, In the early history of our own Government one of the 
leading and avowed reasons for protecting manufaetures was for the 
benefit and in the interest of agriculture. Those wise and practical 
men neyer dreamed that the increase of home consumers decreased the 
home demand. Doubtless they would have been amazed at some of 
the inventions of free-trade theorists which have been defended in 
this discussion. In 1771 Dr, Franklin, writing home from London, 
where he had been watching the growth of England’s great indus- 
tries, says: 
in our 


employs a number of hands it raises the value of land in the 3 
all round. It seems, therefore, the interest of our farmers and owners of land to 
encourage our young manufactures in preference to foreign ones. 

THE WISDOM OF THE FATHERS. 

So thought, and so spoke and urged Washington, Jefferson, Madi- 
son, Monroe, and Jackson. Every one of these early Presidents was a 
farmer, and understood and advocated the interests of agriculture 
as the basis of our prosperity. They were not “‘monopolists.” But 
they knew and understood that diversified industries alone could 
bring seif sappiying independence, and that for a nation to depend 
solely on agriculture was to forbid progress and to condemn its in- 
dustries to the stagnation of barbarism. They established protection 
in the interest of American agriculture, and defended it as essential not 
only to its development and stability but as indispensable to national 
p rity and to the sure and just remuneration of American labor 
in diversified branches of industry. Said President Jackson, Plant 
the manufacturer by the side of the farmer.” In 1824, when we had 
a low-duty tariff and our markets were glatted with British goods, 
he said, in a letter to Dr. Coleman, of Virginia: 

Where has the American dee ardor eg, rn 
cotton he has neither a 2 a home market. not this 

that there 


at home or 3 

it in „ 527560000 
bees te and distributing labor to a most profitable account, and benefits to 
the country will result. Take from agriculture 
Sees, one Seren, and you a nco giyo a home market for more breadstuffs 
than now furnishes. In cee eee apply fra 
merchants. It is time we should become a little more Americani 

Some of the professed followers of Jackson on this floor would spurn 
these patriotic words and satisfy themselves by the theories of British 
agents that a home market is a delusion, and that we should still 
continue to be “subject to British merchants.” John C. Calhoun 
when defending the protective tariff of 1816, forcibly demonstrated. 
the benefit of manufactures to the agricultural interest. Said he: 

When our manufactures are grown to a certain perfection, as they soon will under 

f care of the Government, we will no r experience these evils. 

uce, and what is of almost 

his wants. 


FREE TRADE AND HARD TIMES. 
The lessons of our history attest nothing more absolutely than the 


fact that p us and protected manufactures make p rous 
agriculture. ith equal step they have thrived or languished. Be- 
fore the tariff of 1824 our manufacturing industries were prostrate. 


What was the condition of agriculture? On the floor of this House 
Seny Clay declared that “successive unthrashed crops of grain had 
perished in our barns and barn-yards for want of a market,” and 
that there was “an universal complaint of the want of employment, 
and the consequent reduction of wages.” 

Thomas Ewing, Senator from Ohio, defending, in 1832, the system 
of protection in the interest of agriculture, speaking of the same 
period prior to the tariff of 1824, said: 

In short, © rtion of the world was searched by our intelligent merchan 
and all 93 Jia not furnish a market ahewtite te me surpas productions 
Every Ohio farmer long knew and felt the pressure consequent on state of 
things. Year year their stacks of wheat stood un scarcely worth the 
manual labor of separating the grain from the straw; so low was it reduced, in 
comparison with 3 red articles, that I have known forty bushels of wheat 
given for a pair of boots ; such was the state of things in the western country prior 
to and at the time of the revision of the tariff of 1824. 


PROTECTION AND PROSPERITY. 

This condition of things throughout the country brought about the 
protective tariff of 1824, under which all the industries of the people 
revived, and the years which followed were years of prosperity and 
development. Of the seven years which followed, Henry Clay said, 
in 1832, If any term of seven years were to be selected of the great- 
est prosperity which the people have enjoyed since the establish- 
ment of their present Constitution it would be exactly that period 
o 1 5 years which immediately followed the passage of the tariff 
0 $ 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Will the gentleman tell us how iț 
was from 1873 to 1879? 
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Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. I will. There was at that time a 
world-wide d on in business which extended to all commercial 
nations; with which our tariff had only the effect of helpi ng us to 
recover several years before free-trade England did. The don 
Times in 1880 said that it was our re say jas which gave 
the first rallying impulse to England when her industry was pros- 


trate and her labor unemployed. Our country was g the 
burden of a t debt such as no nation has ever borne, and yearly 
reducing it by millions. 

Mr. Mc IN. The gentleman has just said that we were pay: 


ing that enormous debt under a protective policy. I wish to remind 
him that the protective policy had been in fall blast for more than 
twelve years when the cial crisis occurred. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. And I wish to remind my friend from 


Tennessee of what he is overlooking, that the debt was no outgrowth 
of the tariff, but the le of the greatest and guiltiest rebellion the 
world ever saw, which been “ in full blast” for four y cost- 


ing in money more than $7,000,000,000. Fortunate for us was it that 
we had such a revenue system under which that great burden is bein 
taken from the necks of the people—$114,000,000 within the 
year—and the nation goes on undisturbed in its great career of pros- 
perity and power, of growth and A apne and glory, as no nation 
of earth ever did. [Applause on the ublican side.] 

Mr. McKINLEY. my colleague yield I will move that the 
committee rise, so that he may proceed with his remarks to-morrow. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio give way? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, let the gentleman finish to-night. How 
much time does he desire ? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFY, of Ohio. I cannot say—probably twenty min- 


utes, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio has thirteen minutes 
of his hour remaining. 

Several MEMBERS., Go on. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. I would be glad if the committee 
should rise. I do not know that I shall ask much time to-morrow, 
although everybody thus far has had as much time as he wanted. 

The motion of Mr. McKINLEY that the committee rise was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. ROBINSON, of Massach re that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. No. 2315) to provide for the appointment 
of a commission to investigate the question of the tant and the 
internal-revenue laws, and come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. KING. Do not do that; let me offer a resolution. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will yield to anything that does not require a 
quorum. 

SUFFERERS BY FLOODS. , 

Mr. KING, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be instructed to consider and 
. 
to report by bill or otherwise as sprees ne penalties 

LAVILLA NATER. 


On motion of Mr. COLERICK, by unanimous consent, leave was 
ted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the apers 
in the case of Lavilla Nater, administratrix of the estate of Horatio 
Nater, and now pending before the Committee on Claims, there being 
no adverse report. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. Burrows, of Missouri, by unanimous consent, was ted 
leave of absence for the remainder of the week, on account of sickness. 
TRANSPORTATION OF INDIAN SUPPLIES. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House the 
following message from the President; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


an increase of In supplies 
fiscal year, 1882,” (deficiency,) as designated in Senate Ex. Doc. 57, Forty-seventh 


Congress, first 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE Maxsion, April 12, 1882. 

CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF WAR DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
the following message from the President; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a letter from the Secre: 

of War, the 6th instan 


$2,000 T tingent penses of the War Dopartwent for 1883, Also that 
‘or con ex of the War n 
priation provid fiscal — be ‘i 


CHEYENNE AND ARAPAHOE LANDS, 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 


the following. m from the President; which was referred to 


the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


acommunication from the Secretary of the Interior, inclos- 
in the Office of Indian Affairs, submitted with Commis- 
ultimo, confirming to the Cheyenne and Arapahoe Indians 
set apart for their occupancy by an Executive 

dated August 10, 1869, w) lands are in lieu of those set apart for their 
use and occupancy by the second article of the treaty with said Indians concluded 


October 28, 1869. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 12, 18822. 


And then, on motion of Mr. RANDALL, (at five o’clock and thir- 
teen minutes p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s d under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By the SPEAKER: The resolutions adopted by the ministers of 
the New York east conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, 
sppreving the veto of the Chinese bill—to the Committee on Eduea- 
on and Labor. 
Bg Brat BINGHAM: The resolutions adopted b 


the city council 
itts 


h, Pennsylvania, for an appropriation for the completion 
of the Allegheny arsenal—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, the resolutions of the Vessel-Owners and Captains’ Associa- 
tion of Philadelphia, favoring the passage of the bill providing for 
batt a est gg of the Geneva award—to the Committee on the 

udiciarx. 

By Mr. BLISS: The resolutions adopted by the United States Army 
and Navy survivors of Andersonville and other southern military 
prisons, of New York, urging the passage of the Bliss bill granting 
pensions to soldiers and sailors of the late war who were confined in 
confederate prisons and to increase the clerical force in the Pension 
Office—to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay. 

By Mr. CRAPO: The petitions of Delia Allen and others, and of 
Eliza Lambert and others, of Massachusetts, for Lea? roe of the 
French spoliation claims bill—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ERRETT: The petition of Hon. F. H. Collier, Hon. F. M. 
Marshall, and other citizens of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, praying for 
relief for the parents, children, and widows of the victims of the ex- 
plosion at the Allegheny arsenal, September 17, 1862—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of J. R. Fricke, for compensation for injuries 
sustained and property destroyed by the explosion at the Allegheny 
arsenal, September 17, 1862—to the same committee. 

Also, the resolutions adopted by McPherson Post Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, urging the passage of the 
bill ting a pension to Thomas E. Wilson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the resolutions of the council of the city of Pittsburgh, Penn- 
Sylvania, in favor of the establishment of military workshops at the 
Allegheny arsenal—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUTCHINS: The petition of Audley W. Gazzan, late 
Major One hundred and third A Pennsylvania Volunteers, for 
relief —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LATHAM: The petition of citizens of North Carolina, for 
the passage of a bill making the Commissioner of Agriculture a 
Cabinet officer—to the Committee on iculture. 

Also, the petition of citizens of North Carolina, for legislation to 
poran discrimination and extortion by railroad companies—to the 

ommittee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of North Carolina, for an amendment 
of the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of citizens of North Carolina, asking the passage 
of an income-tax bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Pamlico County, North Carolina, 
for an appropriation for the improvement of Bay River and the erec- 
tion of a light-house—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Walter Clark and others, for the establishment 
ofamail-route from Plymouth, Washington County, to Pantego, Beau- 
fort County, North Carolina—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Edenton, North Carolina, for an 
appropriation for the improvement of the harbor at that place—to 

e Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Beaufort and Pitt Counties, North 
Carolina, for an appropriation for the improvement of Tranter’s 
Creek—to the same committee, 

Mr. NEAL: The resolutions adopted by Bailey Post Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Portsmouth, Ohio, protestin; A a any reduc- 
tion of taxation—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. NORCROSS: Memorial of the Joseph B. Walsh branch of 
the Land e of Massachusetts, provien again st the arbitrary 
and unjust order of the British Government in confining American 
citizens in 5 5 the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. T. RICE: The petition of citizens of Missouri, fer the 
passage of the Bliss bill granting pensions to soldiers and sailors of 
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the late war who were confined in confederate prisons—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. : ` f 

By Mr. SINGLETON: The petition of citizens of Minois, ſor an 
appropriation for the improvement of the Mississippi River—to the 
Committee on Commerce, 4 $ 

By Mr. SKINNER: The petition of citizens of Herkimer County, 
New York, for the enactment of a TAN law regulating emigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Foreign 3, 4 

By Mr. A. HERR SMITH: The resolutions adopted by the city 
council of Pittsburgh, 5 relative to the Allegheny arse- 
nal—to the Committee on Mili Affairs, 

By Mr. STRAIT: The resolutions adopted by the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Duluth, Minnesota, relating to harbor improvements, &¢.— 
to the Committee on Commerce. À 

By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON: The petition of L. D. Hutchinson, for 
relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. URNER: The petition of Julia Barnett, for com: 
for property taken and destroyed during the war of the re 
to the Jommittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VANCE: Papers relating to the claim of W. D. Justice, 
sr.—to the same S r 

By Mr. WATSON: The resolutions of the city council of Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania, relative to the establishment of military workshops 
at the United States arsenal in that city—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. f 

, the petition of Davenport & Griffith and others, protesting 
ainst the extension of the steam grain-shovel patent—to the Com- 
ttee on Patents. 

The petition of C. B. Norton was reported from the Committee on 
NUT T under clause 2 of Rule XXII, and referred to the 
Commi on Appropriations. 


nsation 
ion— 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, April 13, 1882. 


Prayer by Rey. S. CoLLINS, D. D., of the city of Washington. 
The J 8 of yesterday’s proceedings 5 and ares: 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the eee 
message from the President of the United States; which was refe: 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a letter from the Secre- 


tary of War, dated the 6th instant, inclosing one the chief clerk of the 


War Department the subject, recommending an additional a cig a0 qemetoed 
$2,000 for contingent ee of the War Department for 1882. aoe appro- 
priation pro for the purpose for the next fiscal year be increased $10,000. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXEcuTIVvVE MANSION, April 12, 1882. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the followin, 
message from the President of the United States; which was refe 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed : 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, inclos- 
Affairs, submitted with Commis- 


by an 


the lands part Executive 
order dated August 10, 1869, wh lands are in lieu of those set apart for their 


use and — 8 by the second article of the treaty with said Indians concluded 


October 23, 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 12, 1882. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the followin 
message from the President of the United States; which was refected 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with the 

from missioner Affairs, 29th ul 


accompanying report of Indian dated timo, 

Eakin an increase of item for “transportation of Indian lies for the 
fiscal year, 1882,” (deficiency,) as designated in Senate Ex. Doc. 57, Forty-seventh 
Congress, first session. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 12, 1882. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of citizens of 
Ursa, Illinois, praying for an increase of pension to Christ Mangle, 
late of Company B, Seventy-eighth Illinois Volunteers, with arrears 
from the time of his discharge ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented resolutions of the Ves- 
sel-Owners and Captains’ Association of Philade pam in favorof the 
passage of the bill introduced in the House of Representatives pro- 
viding for the distribution of the money of the Geneva award ; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Central ch of the Pitts- 
burgh Land League, remonstrating the illegal arrest and 
imprisonment of American citizens in Ireland; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the memorial of Paymaster Machette, United 


States Navy, remonstrating against the 
358) for the relief of Edward Bellows: W. 
the table. 

Mr. JACKSON presented the memorial of the Merchants’ Exchange 
of Nashville, Tennessee, and other business men of that city, praying 
for the improvement of the Upper Cumberland River; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ROLLINS presented resolutions of the Portsmouth Board of 
Trade, in favor of suitable legislation for the distribution of the Geneva. 
award; which were refe to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of the Ports- 
mouth Board of Trade, in favor of ak pec organization of the 
Life-Saving Service; which were o to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions of the mayor, aldermen, and common 
council of the roe Ss Manchester, New pshire, in favor of the 
improvement of the Merrimac River, in that State; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

— eee eae a petition of we b ee of gent 
apolis and Saint Paul, Minnesota, pray: or the passage, with cer- 
tain amendments, of the bill H. R. Ne, 4845 to amend sections 3 and 
4 of the act of February 21, 1879, to fix the pay of letter-carriers, and 
for other 8 which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr, PE ETON Fiona a memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating against the of the 
bill (H. R. No. 3 arts of sections 563 and 629 of the Re- 

i Statutes of the United States, and to regulate the original 
jurisdiction of the circuit courts in certain cases; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JOHNSTON 3 the 


of the bill (S. No. 
ch was ordered to lie on 


tition of J. J. iguez and T. 
H. N. McPherson, in behalf of Felix Bister, Thomas Bister, John 
Doles, and R. D. Mussey, special counsel for P. D. Buzzi, praying 
for the appointment of a board toinvestigate the proceedings of the 
board of arbitrators in regard to the Spanish-American Claims Com- 
mission ; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented a petition of the Soldiers and Sailors’ 
National try Sat Headquarters, Washington, District of Columbia, 
praying that the Senate will stand by the law enacted giving Union 
soldiers and sailors the preference in appointments in the Govern- 
ment Printing-Office ; which was refi to the Committee on Print- 


ing. 
fie also presented the memorial of Paymaster Machette, United 
States Na 


vy, in behalf of himself and other officers of ORA co; 
remonstrating the panaga of the bill (S. No. 358) for the 
relief of Edward Bellows; which was referred to the Committee on 


the Judiciary. 
CHINESE IMMIGRATION VETO MESSAGE, 


Mr. LAPHAM. On Thursday last I was necessarily absent from 
the Senate, suffering from a very severe cold, which prevented my at- 
tendance. I supposed I was under a pair with the Senator from Ala- 
hema Lr MorGAN.] He did not remember the pair or else I was 
mistaken, as he voted for the passage of the Chinese immigration bill 
over the veto. I ask the privilege to be recorded against the pas- 
sage of the bill, if it is not too late. 

he PRESIDENT pro tem The Senatorcan state how he would 
have voted if he had been here, which he has done; but the vote can- 
not be received now. He can simply state how he would have voted. 

Mr. LAPHAM, I supposed the record might be corrected in that 


ct. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The RECORD will state now how 
the Senator would have voted. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I would have voted against the p of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem That the Recorp will show now. 
No Senator can vote after the result has been announced. 

Mr.COCKRELL. AsIunderstand, the rule of the Senate is explicit 
that a vote 977 ea withdrawn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A vote may be changed or with- 
drawn, but as the Senator from New York was not present his vote 
cannot be recorded, A Senator may change his vote, or withdraw 
it by unanimous consent, but in that case he is present when the vote 
is taken. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1392) to provide for the removal of obstruc- 
tions to the free navigation of the navigable waters of the United 
States, 5 it without amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 831) for the relief of Christian 
Ruppert, William F. Mattingly, and Christian Heurich, trustees, of 
the District of Columbia, reported it with amendments; and submit- 
ted a report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 427) for the relief of the 
sufferers by the wreck of the Government transport bark Torrent, 
as ec it with an amendment; and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same commit to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 96) for the relief of Joseph Conrad, of Missouri, reported it 
without amendment; and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. 
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Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 797) for the government and control of the 
harbor of re at Sand Beach, Lake Huron, Michigan, reported it 


without amen t. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 3246) changing the name of 
the German Protestant Orphan Ayslum Association, reported it with- 
out amendment, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1127) for the relief of Providence Hospital of the city of Wash- 
a ii District of Columbia, reported adversely thereon; and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. No. 631) for the purchase of square No. 440, in the city of Wash- 
ington, District of Columbia, for a public park, reported adversely 
thereon ; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred a resolu- 
tion submitted by Mr. BuTLER on the 13th of February, calling upon 
the commissioners of the District of Columbia for information rela- 
tive to assessments for special improvements in the District, reported 
adversely thereon ; and the resolution was postpones indefinitely. 

Mr. ROLLINS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 4710) to vacate a certain 
part of Rock street in Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, 

rted it without amendment. 

. HAMPTON. I am directed hy the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1521) recognizing Elias 
J. Bezmer as an enrolling officer, to report it without amendment 
and recommend its passage. I beg to call attention to this bill. 
The Senator who introduced it [Mr. LoGan] is not present. On 
looking at the bill I find that the man’s name is spelled ‘ Bezmer;” 
but the report of the House committee and the documents from the 
Pension Office give his name as ‘‘ Beymer.” I do not know which 
is the correct spelling; but one or the other is a typographical error. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be corrected when it is 
ascertained which is the correct name. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SEWELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1695) to amend the pension laws by in- 
creasing the pensions of soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm 
or a leg in the service, &c.; which was read twice by its title, and 
refe to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GROOME asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1696) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to issue bonds to Albert V. Conway, substituted trustee, 
for certain registered United States bonds redeemed or assigned by 
the Government upon forged assignments ; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1697) for the relief of Frank Della Terre and Susan 
F. Della Terre, heirs of Peter Della Terre, deceased ; which was read 
twice 127 57 title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado, asked and, by unanimons consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1698) to refund to the cathedral of 
Denver, Colorado, moneys paid for duties on certain imported arti- 
cles 8 was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 


Mr. WINDOM (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1699) for the relief of Anson 
Atwood; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. FAC SON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1300) to amend an act approved February 
15, 1843, chapter 33, to authorize certain Legislatures to sell or lease 
certain school lands; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MCPHERSON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1701) for a railroad from New Jersey direct 
to California; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. McPHERSON. This bill was handed me by a distinguished 
citizen of New Jersey, and by request I introduce it without commit- 
ting myself in any manner as to guaranteeing its recitals or commit- 
ting myself to the justice of its provisions. I move that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SLATER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1702) for the relief of Savilla Nater, admin- 
istratrix ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. MORRILL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 58) to print Dr. John L. 
Hayes’s pamphlet upon the husbandry ofthe Angora goat; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 


DIRECT-TAX SALES. 


Mr. JOHNSTON. I ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
fon of the resolution which I submitted yesterday, and which was 
over. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution, as follows: 


in the States of V: Florida, and Arkansas under an act entitled An act for 
the collection of direct taxes in districts within the United States, 
and for other approved June 7. to whom said farmsor plantations 
belonged at of sales, and who were the purchasers thereof at said 


tax sales. 
Second, the amount for which each of said farms or 


plantations was assessed for 
taxation; the amounts collected from each of the same, and the amounts at which 


each of said farms or plantations were bid off, and by whom. 

Third, what amount of money arising from said sales was covered into the United 
States Treasury over and above the amount of direct taxes laid and collected against 
said States under said act, and the cost and expenses of said sales, and what amount 
is now in said Treasury. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. What is the purpose of the resolution? Ishould 
like the Senator who offered it to make some explanation of it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to offer an amendment by inserting the 
word“ Tennessee” after “ Arkansas.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Was the resolution introduced yesterday ? 

The PRESIDENT pr tempore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It has not been printed. I should like to see 
the resolution in print. It involves a great deal of labor, and I 
mona like to have it go over until to-morrow. I may not object to 
it then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
not yet been returned. ne 

Mr. SHERMAN, I should like to have it go over until to-morrow. 
I may have no objection to it. It seems to involve a great deal of labor. 

Mr, JOHNSTON. I have no objection to its going over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution has not come from 
the Printer, and it will go over. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I do not object. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no ‘concurrent or 
other resolutions,” and no other morning business, the Senate pro- 
ceeds to the consideration of the Calendar under the Anthony rule. 

Mr, PENDLETON. I ask the Senate to take up for consideration 
this morning Senate bill No. 186. 

Mr. Mc LAN. Let the bill be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be re- 


ported. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. A bill (S. No. 185) for the relief of the 
captain, owners, officers, and crew of the late United States private- 
armed brig General Armstrong, their heirs, executors, administrators, 
agents, or RAT 

Mr. MoM N. I think that bill should not be taken up during 
the morning hour. It has been before the Senate on severaloccasions 
heretofore and has led to very long discussion. It would.supersede 
entirely the time 5 to the Calendar this morning. I 
think the Calendar should be proceeded with. We have been ad- 
nenne to the rule with some degree of faithfulness, and I think we 
should not depart from the rule at this time. When this bill was 
before the Senate heretofore it was discussed very elaborately by 
several members of the Senate. I know the Senator from Vermont, 
[Mr. EDMUNDS, ] who is now absent, felt a good deal of interest in 
the bill, and I think he will be present in the Senate before many 
days. it would perhaps be but due to him that the matter should 
remain undisposed of until his return. I do not know what his feel- 
ings are on the subject, but I think the business of the Senate would 
be interfered with if this bill were taken up and discussed now. 

Mr. PENDLETON. This bill has been considered by the Senate; 
it has been considered elaborately; it has been considered by both 
Houses; it has passed both Houses; it has passed the Senate several 
times; it was considered very elaborately by the Senate at the last 
Congress and passed by an almost unanimous vote. Ido not suppose 
anybody desires to discuss it at length; certainly Ido not. I now 
ask the Senate to take the bill up for consideration, and my opinion 
is that it will not take many minutes to dispose of it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It would take nearly the whole morning hour 
to read the zapori I presume. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The business of the morning hour 
is closed, The Anthony rule reads: 

That at the conclusion of the morning business for each day, unless, upon mo- 
tion, the Senate shall at any time otherwise order, the Senate will proceed to the 
consideration of the Cal of Bills and Resolutions, and continue such consid- 
eration until two o'clock. 

The Senator from Ohio asks not to proceed to the consideration ot 
business under the Anthony rule, but moves to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill which he has indicated. Tho question is on 
agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Ohio. 

The question being put, the ayes were 28. 

Mr. McMILLAN. 1 ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to make an inquiry as to the order of busi- 
ness, Suppose this bill is taken up and 1 of before two o’clock, 
shall we return to the Calendar then under the Anthony rule? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As a matter of course, until the 


It was sent to the Printer, but has 


morning hour shall have closed. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The roll was called. 
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Mr. GARLAND. Iam paired on this ee with the Senator 
from Vermont, [Mr. EDxuxDS.] He would vote “nay” if he were 
here, and I should vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—31. 
Biyel, Ferry, Jones of Florida, Sewell, 
Batler, Hampton, Lapham, Teller, 
Cons A Ingalls, Miller of Cal., Voorhees, 
Coke, Jac Miller of N. V., Walker, 
Fair, Johnston, Pendleton, indom. 
Farley, Jonas, Sauls 
NAYS—17. 
drich Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Mair, > X Morrill, Sherman. 
Cameron of Wis., Hill of Colorado, Platt, 
Some pa 
Davis of Illinois, Saunders, 
ABSENT—23. 
Anthon Sota ee rn Pius.” 
' oar, . 
Brown, x George, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, 
of Pa., Gorman, Lamar, Ransom, 
Grover, toau; va 
Davis of West Va., Hale McPherson, Van Wyck, 
wes, Hawley, Mahone, Williams. 


So the motion was agreed to. 
PROTECTION OF AMERICAN CITIZENS ABROAD. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Before the Senate proceeds to the consideration 
of the bill I should like to give notice that to-morrow, at the close 
of the morning hour, I shall call up a resolution submitted by me on 
the 3d of this month in relation to the imprisonment of American 
citizens abroad, and ask the indulgence of the Senate while I make 
a few remarks thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At two o’clock to-morrow? 

Mr. VOORHEES. At two o’clock, after the morning hour. 


LOUISA H. HASELL. 


Mr. BUTLER. I desire to give notice that after the conclusion of 
the consideration of the bill which has just been taken up I shall ask 
the Senate to take uy d pass the bill (S. No. 730) for the relief of 
Mrs. Louisa H. Hasell. It is a very small matter, and I should like 
to have it disposed of. 


BRIG GENERAL ARMSTRONG. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill * No. 185) for the relief of the captain, owners, officers, and 
crew of the late United States private-armed brig General Armstrong, 
their heirs, executors, admi tors, agents, or assigns. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations 
with an amendment, in line 16, after the words “not exceeding 
$70,739,” to insert“ the amount proven before the Court of Claims; 
so as to make the bill read: 


General Armstrong, growing out of the de- 
struction of said rig by a Britiah force in the neutral port of Fayal in September 


same on les of justice and be, 
e to draw his requisition in favor of said claimants, their 


agen 
by him found due to said claimants, on the Secre of the Treasury, not exceed- 
on $70,739, the amount proved — the Court of Claims, who is authorized to 
pay the same out of any money in the Treasury not oth appropriated. 

Mr. McMILLAN, Will the Senator from Ohio state the ground 
upon which the amendment is based ? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Because the amount was found by an adjudi- 
cation of the Court of Claims when this case was pending before it 
as the true amount, and I do not desire to ask the Senate for more 
than the amount proven according to the ordinary rules of testimony 
before that court. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I do not desire to detain the Senate long in 
the consideration of this case. 1 have examined it with great care. 
It is a meritorious claim; it is an honest claim; it is a just claim; 
it is areasonable claim, and it isso plain that it seems to me the man 
who reads the report cannot possibly vote against the bill. It arose 
out of one of the most heroic actions in the history of the Navy of 
this Government; it arose out of an attack upon this brig, General 
Armstrong, carrying seven guns and ninety men, in the neutral 
waters of Payal by a British squadron consisting of four men-of-war 
and two hundred guns, with two thousand men. After one of the 
most heroic defenses that has ever been made in the history of mari- 
time war the vessel was obli to succumb to this superior force, 
after having disabled more that two hundred of her assailants, she 
herself losing but two men killed and seven wounded. 

It appears to me, sir, that this claim appeals to the imagination 
and to the patriotism of every man who takes an interest in the 
heroism of the Navy. It has been before Co time and again; 


it has been asserted to be a just claim by every Secretary of State 


who has examined it; it was made the subjectof diplomatic corre- 
ndence for forty years, and Spon the refusal of Portugal to pay the 


claim General Taylor required his minister to demand his passports. 
Immediately afterward the claim was submitted to arbitration. It 
was referred to Louis Napoleon, president of the French Republic, 
but it was referred in such manner as that the diplomatic correspond- 
ence laid before the arbitrator was limited to that which passed be- 
tween the United States and the government at Lisbon, excludin 
the correspondence which took place at the time the government o 
Portugal resided at Rio de Janeiro, and in that co mdence is 
this important matter, that the authorities of Portugal at the time 
asse to the British Governmentin thestrongest possible way that 
there had been a breach of neutrality. That correspondence was 
withheld, notwithstanding the protest of the parties interested in 
this claim; it never was presented to the arbitrator, and the adju- 
dication made against the United States upon the ground that there 
had been no infraction of the neutrality of Portugal. Portugal, in 
the correspondence with Great Britain, sent to this Government by 
the P. ese minister of foreign affairs, had declared in the strong- 
est possible terms, and it was practically admitted by Great Britain, 
that there had been a breach of the neutrality of Portugal at the 
time it occurred. This correspondence, though in our State Depart- 
ment, was not laid before the umpire. 

I do not care to place this claim upon v4 particular and special 
legal ground, although I think it isdefensible upon several. I wish 
gentlemen to vote for it either because it is legal, or because it is 
meritorious, or because it appeals to patriotism, to feeling, to 
an admiration of the heroism of our countrymen which was displayed 
on that occasion. 

more u the bill. 


I do not care at present to sa 

Mr. Mc I should like to the Senator what the ref- 
erences are to the adjustment made “upon the evidence established 
before the Court of Claims?” 

Mr. PENDLETON. This case was referred by Congress to the 
Court of Claims, there being three judges upon the bench, and two 
of them decided that it was a valid claim against the United States 
and ought to be paid. They found the amount that was due upon 
the testimony presented to be $70,739. Ona rehearing one of the 
judges who decided in favor of this claim changed his mind and 
united with the other judge to reverse the judgment that they had 
made, or rather upon a rehearing to deliver a different judgment in 
the case, but his opinion then was based simply upon the fact that 
it was not a technical legal claim that could be adjudicated by the 
court, but one which must be referred to Congress for its action. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 


read the third time. 
Shall the bill pass? 


The PRESIDENT tempore, 
Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I am not going to waste the time of 
the Senate by arguing against this claim, use I consider that the 
vote to take it up was 1 a test vote upon the case and that 
the bill is destined to pass. wish, however, to record my vote 
against it, and I am going to ask for the yeas and nays on the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

desire to say that having given this matter a big Rage in- 
vestigation I am Snipe sotanon that this claimant no legal 
claim whatever, that he no equitable claim above a hun or 
a thousand other men who have performed gallant deeds in the his- 
va of this nation, and thatthe only ground on which it can be put, 
and upon which it is going to pass the Senate, is that stated by the 
Senator from Ohio that it appeals strongly to the imagination. I 
ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Acting Secretary pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GARLAND, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont, [Mr. EDMUNDS. ] 

Mr. VEST, (when Mr, PuGu’s name was called.) I am requested 
to say that the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Puca] is detained from 
the Senate by sickness, and he is paired on this vote with the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire, [ Mr. e 

Mr. ROLLINS, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama, [Mr. PuGa.] 

The result was announced—yeas 41, nays 13; as follows: 


YEAS—41. 
Bayard, Farley, Jones of Florida, Sewell, 
Beck, Frye, . Kellogg. Slater, 
Blair, George, Lapham. Teller, 
Butler, Gorman, McPherson, Vest, 
Call, Groome, Maxey, Voorhees, 
Camden, am ge Miller of Cal Walker, 
Cameron of Pa. Miller of N. Y. Williams, 
Cameron of Wis., tonai, Mi indom. 
8, Jac : Pendleton. 
Davis of W. Va., Johnston, 
x Jonas, Saulsbury, 
NAYS—13. 
Aldrich, m, Morrill, Sherman. 
Anthony, Hill of Colorado. Platt, 
$ eDill, Plumb, 
Davis of Illinois, MoMillan, Saunders. 
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ABSENT—22. 
Allison. J of N. Rollins, 
Brown. Grover, — arate aul 
Dawes = ine, Van Wyck. 
junds, 0 Georgia, 
Ferry, Hoar, Pog 
So the bill was passed. 


LOUISA H. HASELL, 


Mr. BUTLER. I ask the Senate now to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. No. 730) for the relief of Louisa H. Hasell. It is 


avery small matter. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the nature of the bill? 

Mr. BUTLER. There is a short report in connection with it from 
the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. ANTHONY. I shall not onee to this bill, but I give notice 
that I shall object to any other bill being taken up to interfere with 
the Calendar. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am very much obliged to the Senator from Rhode 
Island. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the bill be read for information. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire that the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The first question is whether the 
bill shall be conside: Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and the bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill appropriates $350, in full compensation for the use by the 
United States Army of the house and other buildings in Summer- 
ville, South Carolina, belonging to Mrs. Louisa H. Hasell during the 
years 1865~66, and in full satisfaction for any 8 the property 
arising from or incident to its occupation by the v. : 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read the following report, submit- 
ted by Mr. PuGu on the 5th instant: 


Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 730) for the re- 
with accompany papers, have the same con- 


‘ 
poses to Mrs. $350 in full compensation for the use, b 
Blas Arma, of her house and other buildings in Summerville, Sow 
Carolina, in the years 1865-'66, and for all damages to property incident to said 


3 
From pers accompan: it a that the property consisted of a 
pias npa nying i dor servants, and stable. These build- 


= month, for this use, there being 
he kitchen and stable were almost if not quite Re eget dea Roars the re oth- 
and u 


The testimony is the p an sus- 
tained petitioner would be entitled to as mach and probably more than she claims, 
These facts are shown by several aflidavits of parties cognizant of the circum- 
stances, and all of the correspondence of the Army officers to whom the claim was 
referred, and they are fully corroborated in the report of a board of Army officers 
especially detailed to examine this claim, said 2 concluding as follows: 

First. That the 1 was occupied by the Government as a small-pox 
hospital from July 6, „to May 6, 1866, a period of ten months, and that #50 in 
currency was paid, at the rate of $5 per month, as rent for the same. 

“Second. That the amount of damages sustained is all and probably more than 
set forth in the accompanying aflidavits, (which was $350, as now claimed.) 

“Therefore the board do recommend that the sum claimed ($350) be awarded 
and paid to the said Louisa H. Hasell.” 

This report was returned by the acting assistant adjutant-general (Louis V. 
Caziarc) to the chief quartermaster, approved, and payment was suspended until 
Congress should remove restrictions on the payment of claims which arose in 
States lately in rebellion. 

y was the only income of the peti- 


It also ed ene that the rent of this pro, 
tioner, who herself and two daughters to support. 

And it may be added that the matter was at one time referred to Surgeon W. H. 
Eldridge, 


United States Army, who 8 that the house, after its use as a hos- 
pital, was not habitable, and ought to be burned to prevent small-pox — ld 
and also that the chief quartermaster of the department found the recommen 
of the board to be reasonable and approved the same. 

We have in these facts a strong case of actual and 8 A 
— one could hardly be made. When we consider the unquestioned and un- 


ip of the case, that it was occupied for a while and some- 
what, after the proclamation declaring the insurrection at an end in Caro- 
lina, as also the & indorsementof the justice of the claim by the Army 
and after looking at the facts, we concluded to report the bill back and 


its passage. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


PORT OF NEW ORLEANS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will now proceed to the 
consideration of bills on the Calendar under the Anthony rule. 

The first bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 818) to extend 
the limits of the port of New Orleans, and for other p and 
making an appropriation for the improvement of the harbor of said 
port; which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The first section provides that the port of New Orleansshall embrace 
all that part of the left bank of the Mississippi River within the 
present corporate limits of the city of New Orleans and shall be ex- 
tended to embrace on the right bank a fron on the river for the 
same distance up and down the right bank as it now extends on the 
left bank, so that the port shall embrace an equal front on both sides 
of the Mississippi River. 

By the second section it is made lawful for the Secretary of the 
Treasury, under such rules and regulations as he shall prescribe, to 


permit goods 
anacan on the right bank of the Mississippi River at the port of New 
eans. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, to strike out section 3, in the following words: 


Src. 3. That $200,000 are ter ig: ee out of any money in the Treasury 


and merchandise and all imported commodities to be 


not otherwise a riated, for vement of the r of New Orle: 
xpended wader th S Secretary 2 


to be e e direction of the of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask to have the bill read again. 

The bill was again read. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill to extend the limits 
of the port of New Orl and for other ee 

Mr. KELLOGG. There is a letter that I desire to go with the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator wish the letter 
printed in the RECORD f 

Mr. KELLOGG. No, but to go with the bill to the House. 

PRACTICE IN PATENT SUITS. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1238) to regu- 
late practice in patent suits; which was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The first section provides that in any suit hereafter brought in 
any court having jurisdiction in patent cases, for an alleged use or 
infringement of any patented article, device, p in vention, or 
3 Where it shall appear that the defendant p ased the same 
in alth for his own personal use from the manufacturer thereof, 
or from a person or firm en in the open sale or practical applica- 
tion thereof, and applied the same for and to his own use, and not for 
sale, and not in any manufacturing process, if the plaintiff shall not 
recover the sum of $20 or over he shall recover no costs against the 
defendant, unless it shall also appear that the defendant at the time 
of such purchase or practical application had knowledge or actual 
notice of the existence of such patent, or unless the detendant puts 
in issue the plaintiff's right to recover anything in the suit. 

The bill was repo from the Committee on Patents with un 
amendment, in section 2, line 10, after the word “defendant,” to 
strike out “ to be paid by the clerk out of,” and after the word “ de- 
posited,” in the same line, to insert “to be applied by the clerk to- 
ward the payment of said costs and counsel fee ;” so as to make the 
section read: 

Sec. 2. That in all suits hereafter brought as aforesaid 
„ the plaintiff FFF 

* S 00 
with the clerk of the court in which the same is commenced the sum of 4 Speed 
curity for the costs and expenses of the defendantin such suit; and if the defendant 
shall finally prevail in such suit the court shall allow costs, and a reasonable sum, 
not ex: ing $50, for counsel to the defendant, the sum so deposited to be applied 
by the clerk foward the payment of said costs and counsel fee. A failure by the 
p 3 to make such deposit shall, on motion, be ground for the dismissal of the 
suit. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON, I move, in line 12 of section 1, to strike out 
“twenty” and insert “fifty ;” so as to read: 

If the A * * shall not recover the sam of $50 or over, he shall recover no costs 
against the defendant. 

Mr. PLATT. I think that—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Will an objection carry this bill over? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Dill is subject to objection at 


any time. 

itr. BLAIR. I object to its further consideration. 

Mr. PLATT. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will with- 
draw the objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not objecttothe Senator's addressing the Senate 


at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no object in the Senator 
Fem 5 addressing the Senate if the bill is not to be con- 
sidered. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will object at the conclusion of the Senator’s 
remarks. 

Mr. PLATT. I understand that the Senator from New Hampshire 
withdraws his objection for the present? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT. I hope the bill will be considered and disposed of at 
the present time, and I hope the Senator who has offered the pend- 
88 will not press it. There is a very decided and intense 
feeling in many portions of the country in relation to the extortions 
which have been practiced by certain inventors or patentees upon the 
people, and this bill has been very carefully considered by the com- 
mittee for the p of meeting the difficulty which exists. The 
committee thin t it is a fair bill. There are two sides to bo con- 
sidered here. There are the parties who suffer from the acts of un- 

rincipled men, and there are honest patentees throughout the country. 
e rights of both parties are to be considered, and I do not think 
that the people, S at the West, who have been, I may use 
the word, imposed upon and made to pay money unreasonably and 
impro; iy, want to insist u any bill or any amendment to this 
bill which will work a hard 


ta defendant 


ip to the honest patentee. 
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I think that tho sum of $20, which has been placed in the bill, is 
a fair sum. I think the whole bill is so framed as to do away with 
the difficulty which is complained of. I think that if this bill 
as it comes from the committee there will be hereafter no trouble 
of the character which has given rise to the petitions which have 


been brought to Con, and to the bills; and therefore it is that I 
appeal to e who wish to effectuate this object, and at the same 
time have no desire to do anything which s work a hardship to 
an honest inventor and patentee and manufacturer, to let this bill 
pass as it came from the committee. 

Mr. BLAIR rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 


shire object? 

Mr. BLAIR. I have had no opportunity of examining this bill. 
I have the impression, however, that a bill containing provisions 
which are, as I understand, in this, will reach a very numerous class 
of patentees whose rights to the amount of $20, if sacrificed, will be 
substantially sacrificed entirely. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem Does the Senator ask that the bill 
Le passed over without prejudice ? 

Mr. HARRISON. 1 hope the Senator will consent to that. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very w 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. The Bonato from Connecticut can call it up at any 
time, 

Mr. PLATT. Very well. 

FEES IN TRADE-MARK CASES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next case is reported adversely 
from the Committee on Patents. Does the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. PLATT] wish that considered? It is the bill (S. No. 155) to pro- 
vide Kose the refunding of fees in all cases of void registration of trade- 
mar 

Mr. TELLER. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is objected to, and will be passed 


ver. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Why not have it indefinitely N 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I think it had just as well be indefinitely post- 
poned. It was unanimously rejected by the committee. . 
80 


Mr. PLATT. I think 
The bill will be maneh post- 
t is so 


0 


The PRESIDENT pro tem; 
ete if there be no objection. The Chair hears none, and 
ordered. 


BURLINGTON, CEDAR RAPIDS AND NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The bill (S. No. 265) to provide for the payment of the amount due 
the Burlington, Cedar 1 and Northern Railway Ne for 
transportation of United States mails, was considered as in — 
mittee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. An amendment is reported by the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask thatthe report be read before the amend- 
ment is stated. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read the following report, sub- 
mitted by Mr. SAWYER on the 2d of March: 


The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 265) to provide for the payment of the amount due the Bur! Cedar 


The bill peran that the Postmaster-General be authorized to pay fo the Bur- 


lington, C Rapids and Northern Railway Com: for transporting the United 
States mails Srema Plymouth, Iowa, ‘Avatin, itanenote from January 


e May 21, 1876, at the rates of compensation authorized by law between sai 


The facts of the case, as shown by ce between the committee and 


the Post-Office Department, are that said railwa: company operated a Tonie, No. 

11012, from Burlington to Plymouth, two hun and twenty-eight miles, and ran 

their trains, with mails and * K. beyond Plymouth over the track of the Chi- 

cages 8 and Saint ‘Raifroad to Austin, Minnesota, a distance of 
-two miles. ° 

Ne compensation has been paid for the service rendered by this company between 


/ ! eed en ET $11, 869 68 


Thero is therefore due the Burlington, Cedar Rapids and Northern 
Railway Company the sum l 5, 670 40 


attributable to weight of mails carried by that com: , and for which, as stated 
D ent, no eee 2 has been allowed.” 


the sum of $5,670.40 be allowed to 
the company, and that the bill, so amended, be passed. 

The amendment of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 
was, in line 10, after the word ‘‘sum,” to strike out 57, 690. 08 and 
to insert ‘‘$5,670.40;” so as to make the bill read: 


That the Postmaster-Genera! be, and is hereby, authorized to pay to the Bur- 
lington, Cedar Rapids and Northern Railway Company the amount due said com- 


w between said dates; and thesum of z 
is appropriated this parpose, out of any money in the 


Treasury of the United States not otherwise riated: Provided, That it shall 
be shown to the satisfaction of the Postmaster meral that the said mynd ape 
actually transported United States mails between the points mentioned in act 
during the time stated, for which it has received no compensation. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

A. H. VON LUETTWITZ. 


The bill (S. No. 1017) for the relief of A. H. Von Luettwitz was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The preamble recites that A. H. Von Luettwitz, while a first lienten- 
ant inthe Third Regiment of United States Cavalry, on the 9th of Sep- 
tember, 1876, and while in command of a battalion of his regiment 
composed of detachments from five of its companies, and while at- 
tacking and capturing a village of hostile Sioux Indians, was danger- 
ously wounded, necessitating amputation of the right leg above the 
knee, and very narrowly escaping with his life; that Von Luettwitz 
was retired from active service on the 5th of May, 1879, and that at 
the date of his retirement he was on the eve of pronon on, and would 
bea captain in his regiment now, and since June, 1881. The bill 
therefore 3 to authorize the President of the United States to 
place A. H. Von Luettwitz on the retired list with the rank and pay 
of a captain of cavalry. 

The bill was repo from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, which was to insert at the end of the bill the words 
“on the retired list.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

: CALIFORNIA CUSTOMS DISTRICTS. 


The bill (S. No. 212) to amend sections 2582, 2583, 2607, and 2684 of 
the Re Statutes, relating to the collection districts of California, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I have not the Revised Statutes 
before me and cannot tell what changes this bill makes or proposes 
to make in the sections referred to. 

Mr. FARLEY. I will call the Senator’s attention to the sections. 
The bill simply amends the law as it now stands, so as to make the 
port of PE ee a oe of entry. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Does it only affect one port? 

Mr. FARLEY. Thatisall. Wilmington heretofore has not been 
a port of entry, but a port of delivery. I have a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, this matter having been considered by the 
Committee on Commerce, and referred by it to him, in which he says 
that, after a careful examination of the bill, he sees no objection to 
its passage. It is signed by Mr. Folger, Secretary of the Treasury. 

. MCMILLAN. Will the Senator from California have that letter 
sent to the desk and read in connection with the bill? 

Mr. FARLEY. Iwill. The bill was passed two years ago in this 
body and failed of passage in the House of Representatives for want 
of time. It is very ne for the protection of the commerce of 
that portion of the State, and the report of the Department shows 
that as a port of delivery some forty-two thousand dollars was col- 
lected at Wilmington last year. A large portion of the commerce 
coming from Mexico comes to Wilmington in connection with the 
railroad from there, It is a very great saving to the people to have 
that made a port of entry. Weare now appropriating money yearly 
to make it a good harbor. vessels can now go in there, and a 
l amount of money has been spent in making it a good harbor, 
and the chances are that it will be a very fine harbor. 

In the whole State of California, where we have a seaboard of over 
1,200 miles in length, we have up to this time only had two ports of 
entry, San Francisco being one and San Diego, in the extreme south- 
ern portion of the State, the other. 

Mr. BAYARD. Where is Wilmington? 

Mr. FARLEY. Wilmington is about four hundred and fifty miles 
from San Francisco due south, and about two hundred miles north 
of San Diego. We have but two ports of entry now, San Diego and 
San Francisco, for that whole coast. I ask that the letter which I 
have sent to the desk be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 29, 1882. 

Sim: I have the honor to acknowl the receipt of your letter of the 28th in- 
stant, transmitting a copy of Senate bill No. 212, enti “A bill to amend sec- 
tions und of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating 
to the tion districts of California,” and requesting the views of this Depart- 
ment as to the merits of said bill and the propriety of its passage. 

In reply I have to respectfully inform you that this Department sees no objec- 
tion to the passage of the bill. 

Very respectfally, 


CHAS, J. FOLGER, Secretary. 
Hon. S. J. R. MCMILLAN, 
Chairman of the Committee on Commerce, United States Senate. 


Mr. MILLER, of California. I offer an amendment. After the 
words “Santa Barbara,” in the thirty-second line of section 1, I 
move to insert: 

San Buenaventura and Huenome. 
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The effect is to provide for the appointment of one inspector at 
each of two other places besides those mentioned in the section. 
That provides for an cae askin at Santa Barbara, and I propose to 


add two other points. ere should be one at San Buenaventura 
and one at Hueneme, both ports from which a t deal of wheat 
is 1 y and places of considerable commercial importance. 

Mr. FARLEY. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred ie 15 P A 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. SHE . Ithinkthe title should be amended. There is no 
necessity for such a long title for so short a bill. I move to amend 
the title so as to make it read, A bill relating to the collection dis- 
tricts of California,” leaving out the description of the various sec- 
tions of the Revised Statutes referred to. 

Mr. FARLEY. I see no objection to that amendment to the title. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Such a long title would be awkward to quote. 

The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore subsequently said: The Senator from 
California [Mr. MILLER] asks to reconsider the passage and third 
reading of Senate bill No. 212, in order to correct the phraseology. 
By unanimous consent it will be ordered that the passage of the bill 
bereconsidered, and also the vote ordering the bill to a third reading. 

Mr. FARLEY. What is the object of my colleague in moving the 
reconsideration? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. To make a slight correction; to insert 
the word “each,” so as to read with the approval of the Secretary 
of the 1 each of the ports.“ 

Mr. FARLEY. Very well. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. > 

SURGICAL HISTORY OF THE WAR. 


The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (S. R. 
No. 5) directing that 10,000 copies of the Medical and Surgical His- 
tory of the War of the Rebellion be printed. F 

PRESIDENT pro tempore. This joint resolution being re- 
ported adversely will be indefinitely postponed if there be no objec- 
tion. N 

Mr. ANTHONY. It was put on the Calendar at the request of the 
Senator from Florida, [Mr. CALL.] 

Mr. CALL. I should like to have it remain on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tengere, It will be passed over. 

Mr. ANTHONY. thas not passed without prejudice. Ishould 
not like to have it called up in my absence. 

Mr. CALL. Isball not bring it up in the absence of the Senator 
from Rhode Island. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go to the foot of the Cal- 
endar. 


KANSAS CITY, FORT SCOTT AND GULF RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (S. R. 
No. 16) for the relief of the Kansas City, Fort Scott and Gulf Rail- 
road Company ; which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on Railroads 
with an amendment, in line 4, after the word ‘‘ company,” to insert 
“ successor to the Missouri River, Fort Scott and Gulf Railroad Com- 
pany ;” and in line T after the word “ by,” to insert said last-men- 
tioned company in;” so as to make the resolution read: 


th 
be, and is hereby declared 
on earned heretofore by said last-mentioned compan 


eee boule mom ebayer. weber ; and the 
eee Penn oE 8 required to audit and pay all 
accounts, out of any money in the riated, the 
same as if no lands had been 8 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was cone in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed, 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the preamble, which will be reported. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. The committee propose to amend the 
preamble by inserting the word ‘‘ unsold” before the word “lands,” 
in line 10; and after the word Wr sparc in the same line, to in- 
sert and paid into the Treasury the proceeds of all lands sold; “ so 
as to read: 

Whereas the Kansas City, Fort Scott and Gulf Railroad Company, successor 
to the Kansas and Neosho alley Railroad Company, has, under and in accordance 


with the provisions of An act to secure the ps of settlers u certain rail- 
road lands, vane sehen een eres ATO Sonat a 


restored 
to the United States all the unsold lands received by it under herein 
specified, and paid into the Treasury the proceeds of all lands sold; Therefore. 


The amendment was to. 
The preamble as amended was agreed to. 


ADDISON u. SAWYER. + 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1370) for the 
relief of Addison M. Sawyer. 

Mr. PLATT. That is a bill in which the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Hoar] takes an interest; and as he is not here I ask to 
have it passed by without prejudice until he returns. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so done. 


BRANCH MINT AT OMAHA, 


Mr. SAUNDERS. The next bill is one in which I take some inter- 
est myself, and I ask to have it go over without prejudice, so that it 
may be called up in a day or two. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the next bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill (S. No. 199) to establish a 
branch mint of the United States at Omaha, in the State of Nebraska. 
It will be passed over without prejudice, if there be no objection. 


CUSTOMS DUTIES IN LEGAL-TENDERS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 10) to authorize 
3 of customs duties in legal-tender notes. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill is reported adversely. 

Mr. BECK. That is an adverse report, and I desire to have the 
bill considered, the adverse report to the contrary notwithstanding. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator wish it consid- 
ered under the five-minute rule? 

Mr. BECK. I think it can be done. 

Mr. MORRILL. It cannot be considered this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill may be ee over with- 
out prejudice if the Senator from Kentucky desires. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not think in justice to the Calendar it ought 
to be considered under the five-minute rule, because no man could 
Property, state the grounds in five minutes. 

BECK. Then let it be passed over without prejudice until we 
can make an arrangement. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed over without 
prejudice. 

DISCRIMINATING DUTIES. 

The bill (H. R. No. 4680) to repeal discriminating duties on teaand 
coffee, the products of the possessions of the Netherlands, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance to 
propose the following amendment, to strike ont all after the enact- 
ing clause of the bill, and insert: 

That so much of section 2501 as levies a e ee 10 per cent. ad 
valorem on all goodi Va and merchandise, the gro or produce of countries 
east of the Cape of ope, when imported from places west cheer S of 
Good Hope, be, and the same hereby is, repealed from and after October 1, 1882. 


Mr. INGALLS, What does that affect besides tea and coffee? 

Mr. MORRILL, It affects all goodi that are the products of 
counties east of the Cape of Good Hope imported from places west 
of the cape. 

Mr. INGALLS. What are they? 

Mr. MORRILL. There is saltpeter, and there are various articles, 
quinine bark, and ivory, and opium, and drugs, camphor, &c. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is a pretty important amendment, then. 

Mr. MORRILL. Before the co: ction of the Suez Canal it was 
considered important, and it has been the law of the United States 
for many, many y that all articles imported into this country 
the growth or production of countries east of the Cape of Good Hope 
when brought here from places this side of the Cape of Good Hope, 
that is from Europe, should be subject to an additional duty of 10 
Per cent.; but since the construction of the Suez Canal our sea-going 
vessels around the Capo of Good Hope are no longer employed to any 
very large extent, and this discriminating duty operates to the dis- 
advantage of some portion of the imports from those eountries, for 
instance raw silk and quinine bark, as well as many other articles; 
and the law is in conflict with our treaty with the Netherlands which 
provides that there shall be no discriminating duty of this sort in 
raaton to coffee and some other products of colonies they have in 

at ion. 

The House bill came here only to rectify the law in relation to the 
discriminating duties so far as they are applicable tothe Nether- 
lands; but the Committee on Finance thought it was better to repeal 
all these discriminating duties, and they fixeđ on the tst of October 
as the date when the law shall go into effect. I should myself have 
preferred the Ist of January next instead of October, but the major- 
ity of the committee were in favor of the Ist of October, and I there- 
fore report the amendment as directed by the Committee on Finance. 

Pe COCKRELL. The amendment of the Senator ealls for the first 
0 I. 

Mr. MORRILL. It is so printed; but it is altered. 

Mr. BAYARD. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
October,“ as suggested by the committee, and inserting “ the first 
of Jan , 1883. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think that would be better. 

Mr. BAYARD. The voyage is a long one; and however much I am 
in favor of the reduction of tariff duties, I consider that 2 change 
of 8 ht to be prospective. Here ias long voxene ing four 
or five months for sailing-vessels, and time sho 


d be given for trade 


1882. 


to adjust itself to the new law. Therefore, I move to amend the 
amendment by inserting ‘‘ January 1, 1883,” as the time for it to take 
effect, in lieu of October 1, 1882. 


The PRESIDENT po tempore. The question is on the amendment 
17 the Senator from Delaware to the amendment of the Senator from 
ermont. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Ver- 
mont to his amendment, which reads: 

That so much of section 2501 as levies a e wren e of 10 per centum ad 
valorem on all 8 and merchandise the growth or produce of countries 
east of the Cape of Good Hope, when imported from places west of the Cape of 
Good Hope, be, and the same hereby is, repealed from and after October 1, 1882. 

That is all there is of the section. I have here the form of an 
amendment which I think it would be better to insert as a substi- 
tute. Let it be read. 

Mr. BAYARD. If the Senator from Vermont examines the sub- 
stitute of the Senator from Kentucky I think he will consent to it. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the 
enacting clause, and insert: 


wn, or 
a duty of 10 
article when 
Loe be, and the same is here 
1883.“ 


Mr. BAYARD. That is the same in substance. 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not see that there is any difference in the 
propositions, I have no objection to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vermont 
withdraw his amendment? 

Mr. MORRILL. No; this can be offered as an amendment to mine. 

Mr. BECK. Perhaps the Senate would like to know exactly how 
this matter stands. While it was before the Finance Committee 1 
wrote to the naval officer of the port of New York, one of the most 
experienced officers we have, in regard to this bill, and he says: 


TOJ Ido not 


and hy, Ko., which have 
been exhibited in the attempt to protect our trade from the miliga influences of 


That is the testimony of all. 

The PRESIDENT 25 e The question is on the amendment 
5 the Senator from Kentucky to the amendment of the Senator from 

ermont. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The'amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The preamble is unn now. 

Mr. BECK. The preamble should be stricken out. 

Mr. BAYARD. It is of no use. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amble. 


The motion was saron to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish simply to say that this matter, although 
it appears to be a very important one, is really very unimportant, 
and for three years the Secretary of the has recommended 
the repeal of this section. The orgia object of the law wasto give 
a preference to American vessels loading in China for ports in the 
United States by a discriminating duty of 10 per cent.; but since 
we have a railroad to California, and vessels come from China there, 
and the Suez Canal is used for the European trade with these coun- 
tries, our vessels for the East do not go around the Cape of Good 
Hope. So the whole object for which the discrimination was made 
in favor of American vessels shipping from China to this country has 
ceased long since—since we have made a railroad to California, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend the title so as to read: 

A bill to re sention 2501 of the Revised Statutes relating to discriminating 
duties on productions of countries east of the Cape of Good Hope. 

Mr. SHERMAN, What is the use of yot ing the section in the 
title as well as in the body of thebill? Ithink that might be stricken 
out. Say, “An act to re the discriminating duties on goods pro- 
dnced cast of the Cape of Good Hope.“ 

Mr. MORRILL. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be the title, if there be no 
objection. The Chair hears none. 


C. B. BRYAN & CO. 


The bill (S. No. 1384) for the relief of C. B. Bryan & Co., of Mem- 
phis, Tennessee, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 


It is moved to strike out the pre- 
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rovides that “ any lien which may exist by the admiralty law of the 

nited States a; the United States snag-boat De Russy in favor 
of the owners of the barge and of coal all to have been 
sunk and destroyed by collision with that vessel, at or near the port 
of ear! 7 on or about the 17th day of November, 1879, may be 
enfo; by proceedings in admiralty in the district court of the 
United States for the western district of Tennessee ; but no proceed- 
ings shall be taken or entertained against that vessel, her tackle, 
apparel, or furniture, but that the process shall be by monition to the 
Attorney-General of the United tates, whose duty it shall be to 
appear for and defend the interests of the United States upon service 
of such monition, reserving all rights of appeal to the United States. 
If a final decree shall be rendered in favor of the claimants, the court 
shall find the value, at the date of such cellision, of the boat De Russy, 
her tackle, and apparel, and shall decree against the United States. 
no greater sum than such value; and in case a decree shall be ren- 
dered against the claimants, costs shall be decreed and collected 
against them.” 

Mr. SHERMAN, Is there a report? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, No, sir. 

Mr. GARLAND, I will explain the bill in a few minutes to the 
Senate. C. B. Bryan & Co. owned a coal-boat at Memphis, on tha 
Mississippi River, and the Government snag-boat De Russy ran into the 
coal-boat and onagga it. Bryan & Co. contend that the Govern- 
ment is liable for the sinking of this coal-boat, and on account of 
the law being against their bringing a suit against the United States 
as well as against the property of the United States, as has been held 
by the Supreme Court in the case of The Siren, in 7 Wallace’s Re- 
ports, and the case of The Davis, in 10 Wallace’s vex oh they have 
to get poren from Congress to bring the suit. is bill simply 
gives them permission to bring suit in the district court at Memphis, 
where this matter occurred, and where the proof is, instead of sient 
ing it in the Court of Claims, not recognizing any right, but simply 
saying if they have any right under the admiralty law they may 
assert it in this way. That is the whole case. : 

Mr, SHERMAN, It seems to me it would be a great deal better to 
authorize a suit in the Court of Claims, 

Mr. GARLAND. That was discussed before the committee, but 
the testimony, the facts, and everything is there where the occur- 
rence took place, and there is a district attorney there to act in be- 
half of the United States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not wish to interfere with this bill, but as 
we have established the Court of Claims for the purpose of trying 
all matters growing out of contracts, I do not see any reason why 
all questions of collision might not be tried in that court. The tes- 
timony, it is true, is reduced to writing, and the judges of the Court 
of Claims pass upon it, and I think it would be better to refer this 
matter to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS. This does not fall within the scope of the general 
jurisdiction of the Court of Claims at all, and it would involve the 
necessity, perhaps, of bringing twenty witnesses from Memphis to 
Washington if the case were tried here. The Government can be 
just as well represented there as here, and it is certainly the proper 
place for the trial, if there be one. 

Mr. SHERMAN, But here we are providing for a jury trial in a 
case of collision. I know the Court of Claims has not {arlediction in 
cases of that kind, because that court only has jurisdiction in cases 
of contract; but Isee no reason why, if a Government vessel runs into 
the vessel of a private citizen, the private citizen ought not to have 
some remedy in a proper court for But it seems to me that 
it ought not to be tried in a local tribunal before a local jury. The 
Court of Claims is well constituted to do exact justice between the 
United States and private citizens; the testimony is all reduced to 
writing, and there is no difficulty in a question of this kind, because 
the testimony can easily be reduced to writing and the matter tried 
by the Court of Claims, 

I do not think it is wise to allow a suit to be brought against the 
United States, in any case, to be tried by local jury, because the 
natural feeling would be either to render excessive da or a de- 
cision against the Government, where in ordinary cases of adjudica- 
tion the verdict might be different, The same thing is now inducing 
Con; to consider whether or not a certain class of customs cases 
should not be transferred from the local tribunals to a general tri- 
bunal like the Court of Claims. 

It seems to me therefore, with due deference to the opinion of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, that it would be a great deal better to 
give the Court of Claims jurisdiction in this case, and indeed I would 
give the Court of Claims jurisdiction in all such cases of collision. 

e passed a bill here the other day of that kind in one case. Imove 
if it is the pleasure of the Senate, to strike out the local court nam 
and insert the Court of Claims. 

Mr. GARLAND. I should like to make one suggestion. As the 
Senator from Ohio will see, when he considers for one moment, if the 
suit should be brought at all, the proper place to bring it, the juris- 
dictional place, is the district court having jurisdiction of that 
particular territory. That would be the place evidently ; every one 
admits that. It was controverted for a long time whether these 


cases would not lie anywhere until the decision in the case of The 
Siren, in 7 Wallace, and in the case of The Davis, in 10 Wallace, and 
by a divided court. 


they were decided 


This is not a matter arising directly out of 8 making one of 


the class of cases which the Court of Claims nat y takes juris- 
diction of. Since I have been in the Senate we have passed bills of 
this character, permitting parties to go into the courts where the 
venue properly is. This is no innovation. There is now a bill on 
the Galendar reported from the Judiciary Committee unanimously, 
permitting all parties who have any conceivable claim against the 
Government to irias suit, not in the Court of Claims, but in the par- 
ticular district court where there would otherwise be jurisdiction ; 
-and this, although a special bill, comes directly in the spirit of that 
bill which now stands on the Calendar reported unanimously by the 
Committee on the J 8 

I ask the Senator from Ohio not to préss the amendment, because 
this matter was considered by the committee, and the committee 
were unanimous in making the report. No damage can be done to 
the Government. 7 À 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. SHERMAN. } 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think I shall have to move the indefinite pos 
ponement of the bill, because I will not vote for any bill that will 
transfer cases of this kind to a local tribunal when a court has been 
organized in the United States to try cases, not exactly like this, but 
of a similar character, involving the same principles and rules. But 
I see the time has arrived when the bill must go over, and I shall 
have an opportunity to look further into the matter by to-morrow. 
I see that the hour of two o’clock has arrived, and I will not detain 
the Senate further. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of two o’clock has ar- 
rived, and the Senate will resume the consideration of the unfinished 

usiness. 
CLAIMS FOR INDIAN SUPPLIES. 


Mr. MILLER, of California. Idid not notice the call for resolutions 
in the morning hour, and I now offer the following resolution, and 
ask for its present consideration : 

Resolved by the That the honorable Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is Peeks e to the Senate, at the earliest date practicable, a 
full and complete list of all the claims heretofore filed in the office of the honorable 
8 of Indies; Afira, sad new: remaining wn either in whole or 
od parh; e ppa to have been furnish: services alleged 
have been ren the service, 
acter of the claim, the State, Territo: 
same are alleged te have arisen, and 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 


lution. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Does that include all claims presented to 
the Indian Bureau ? 

Mr. of California. We had a bil. up the other day which 
was A to because there was no list of the claims for Indian 
supplies. 

6 resolution was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. No. 1558) 
to amend section 2569 of the Revised Statutes in relation to apprais- 
-ers at the port of New Orleans, Louisiana. 

The message also announced that the House had a bill (H. 
R. No. 5004) to accept and ratify an agreement with the Shoshone 
and Bannock Indians for the sale of a portion of their reservation in 
Idaho Territory, required for the use of the Utah and Northern Rail- 
road, and to make the n appropriation for carrying out the 
same; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


PAYMENT OF CLAIMS, 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I desire to give notice that to-mor- 
row, after the routine business of the morning hour has been gone 
through with, and before the Senate proceeds to consider the Calen- 
dar under the Anthony rule, I shall move to proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. No. 3869) for the allowance of certain claims 
reported by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury De- 
ee The bill makes appropriation for the payment of about 

n hundred claims. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. No. 5004) to accept and ratify an agreement with 
the Shoshone and Bannock Indians for the sale of a portion of their 
reservation in Idaho Territory, required for the use of the Utah and 
Northern Railroad, and to make the necessary e pin esa for car- 
rying out the same, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs 

SAINT LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. No. 60) ratifying the act of the general council 
of the Choctaw Nation of Indians ting to the Saint Louis and 
San Francisco Railway Company right of way for a railroad and tele- 
graph line through that nation, the pending question being on the 
amendment proposed by Mr. INGALLS, to add, at the end of section 10 
of the amendment reported by the Committee on Railroads, the fol- 
lowing additional proviso: 

And „ That this act shall not go into without the consent 
of the 3 the Choctaw and Chickasaw ations, * 


P 
. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays have been or- 
dered upon the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I am very reluctant to detain the 
Senate. Ido not want to prolong the debate, and I hope we shall 
have this matter di of to-da heartil agree with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] in his amendment. I had hoped 
that after I examined this bill I could vote for it. I believe in rail- 
roads, and under ordinary circumstances I would give a grant to 

arties to builda railroad through the public domain or through any 
tate or Territory in the Union. Were there not peculiar circum- 
stances connected with this e I should feel disposed to 
vote for any reasonable bill giving a right of way so as to enable 
the people of the Sonthern and Northern States, the Eastern and 
Western States, to have free and unshackled communication. 

I have no trouble about the question of power which has been 
discussed so much, I believe Congress has power to do almost 
pe deed affecting the Territories, affecting the Indian tribes, or 

ecting anything that relates to commerce between the several 
States or with foreign nations. Under the power to regulate com- 
merce, I believe Congress can authorize the construction of railroads 
through the States, and much more, therefore, through the Terri- 
tories, whether the Indian Territory or any other Territory ; and if 
the necessity occurred I would vote again as I have voted hereto- 
fore, for the construction of railroads through Sta giving, under 


proper a private corporation, chartered by Congress if you 
pionie; e power to construct railroads through States. I should 
o that again if I thought the necessity existed. 


But the question of power is not the one that troubles me. It is 
the question of right—whether it is right for us without the assent 
of these Indian tri to authorize the construction of a railroad 
throngh their territory. If Con had not expressly, or by fuir 
implication at least, with these Indians and with this railroad 
oompany inste railroad should not go through this country 7570 
by the consent of the Indian tribes, there would be but little 


difficulty in the way. 
Mr. MAXEY. Ithink the Senator from Ohio is mistaken about that 
proposition. 


. SHERMAN. I will come to that after a while. 
the ground as I go along. 

Mr. MAXEY. I was going to sy that the sixth article of the 
treaty of 1866, to which I presume the Senator refers, simply grants 
eo ara N i a the right of way. 

Mr. 8 LI understand that. 

Mr. MAXEY. That is not under the eminent-domain clause of the 
Constitution, because there is no compensation for it. It is simply 
a t or a cession of the right of way, which only carries with it 
the idea that there shall be no further cession, but not that Congress 
shall not control the right of way. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator will see in a moment, when I state 
my point, that it does not rest upon that sixth section. Con 
may authorize the construction of a railroad through any of the Ter- 
ritories, but there is one thing that Co cannot do. Congress 
cannot authorize private property to be taken without just compen- 
sation, and that “just compensation” cannot be fixed by Congress 
or a legislative y, but mast be fixed by the due course of law. 

The Indians have a certain title there. There has been some dis- 
cussion as to whether it is a title in fee or not. That is totally im- 
material. They have the exclusive right of ion. Nobody can 
dispute their right. As long as this tribe ts as an organized tribe 
they own the only title under which the land can be occupied; no 
man can trespass upon it. They certainly own what is at common 
law equivalent to a life estate or an estate for lives in being. 

Mr. MAXEY. On that point I will call the Senator’s attention to 
the fact that the bill does fix com tion, and an amendment has 
been offered which will not be objected to at all, providing that in 
the event either of the nations shall dissent from the compensation 
fixed the compensation shall besettled by fair arbitration, the Indians 
appointing one of the arbitrators, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
another, and the company the other, so as to form a commission to 
Ar SHERMAN. 

Mr. SHE . That would remove one objection. 

Mr. MAXEY. Thatis precisely the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Pred (Mr. PLums.] 

Mr. SHE „But there is still the objection that the faith of 
the Uniied States is 3 by fair inference, (by the section of the 
treaty referred to and also by the lan; eof the charter under which 
these gentlemen claim,) that they shall not have the right to enter 

n this land or to occupy any portion of it except by the free assent 
of the Indian tribes. That the title of the Indians to the land rests 
on 1 5 as strong and sure a foundation as is the title of any private 
individual in the United States to his farm is established by the de- 
cision referred to in 17 Wallace’s Reports, page 244, in which it is said 
by the Supreme Court: 


Eno 


United 

acquired by immemorial possession, comer ney 
known to civilized man. Unmistakably their 
the 5 right of purchase ps tte 

of Great Britain. 


They hold not merely by the ordinary occupanc 


I will state 


of the Indian 


tribes, but they hold by cession, by patent granted by treaty on the 
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part of the United States. Their title, to the extent which it goes, 
subject to the Hehe of pre-emption by the United States in case this 
tribe should be dissolved, is as perfect as your right to your farm in 
Tennessee, sir, [Mr. JACKSON in the chair.] You have no right to 
enter upon their land; you have no right to take that land without 
just compensation, even for public use, even for the highest purposes 
of the United States—for a public building, for a fortftication, or for 
anything of that kind. You have no right to take their title and 
deprive them of it except by just compensation, and that just com- 
pensation must be fixed by due process of law. It seems to me that 
that is plain. 

In addition to that there is the assent and there is the promise on 
the part of the United States, fairly implied from the treaty referred 
to by my friend from Texas, that as the United States had stipu- 
lai for the cession of the right for two railroads to go through 
these lands, as two and none others were contemplated, there was 
in that at least an implied promise that the United States would 
not authorize any other railroads to go through without their con- 
sent, because this tribe was invested with judicial, legislative, and 
executive authority; it was a quasi state. This was a compact with 
a State; it was a treaty, if you please, with a quasi state. The 
status of these Indian tribes is fixed also by this same decision, in 
which it is said that these treaties are the law of the land, The 
court says: 

Valid treaties were made by the President and the Senate during that period 
with the Cherokee Nation, 9 by the decision of this court in several cases. 
Indeed, treaties have been è by the United States with the Indian tribes ever 
since the Union was formed, of which numerous examples are to be found in the 
seventh volume of the Public Statutes. Indian tribes are states in a certain sense, 
though not foreign states, or States of the United States, within the meaning o 
the second section of the third article of the Constitation, which extends the judi- 
cial power to controversies between two or more States, between a State and citi- 
zens of another State, between citizens of different States, and between a State or 
the citizens thereof and foreign states, citizens, or subjects. They are not states 
within the meaning of any one of those clauses of the Constitutien, and yet, in a 
certain domestic sense, and for certain municipal purposes, they are states, and 
have een uniformly so treated since the settlement of our country and throngh- 
out its history, and numerous treaties made with them recognize them asa people 
penie of maintaining the relations of and war, of being responsible, in their 
political character, for any violation of their engagements, or for any aggression 
committed on the citizens of the United States by any individual of their com- 
munity.—17 Wallace's Reports, page 242. 

The Indian tribes form quasi states with whom this country has 

made a treaty, as good as a treaty between this country and Great 
Britain. pappans that having stipulated that two railroads should 
go through that territory, we wish to change the treaty so that one or 
more other railroads shall go through, is it not the duty of the United 
States to open a negotiation with these Indian tribes? Is it any 
answer to that position to say that they are weak and defenseless, 
that they are only a few and that we are many, that they are only 
an Indian tribe with whom we have dee eee and not a great na- 
tion? No, sir, our promise to them, express or implied, is just as 
binding as if it were made with Great Britain or France or the strong- 
est power of the world. Take the case of a treaty with a foreign 
nation; would we undertake to do what we are doing in this case 
without asking their consent? The case with China is a precedent. 
We desire to change our treaty with China. Congress undertook to 
legislate upon the subject without changing the terms of the treaty, 
and the President vetoed the act. Then by common consent a rear- 
rangement was made with China by which we acquired certain rights. 
So it is with the Indian tribes. Although they be but fifty or one 
hundred men, if we by either express or implied stipulation make 
provision for two railroads when we want three to go through their 
territory, we ought to go to them and tell them the reason why we 
ree three railroads to go through, and get their assent to the third 
road. 
That that was the understanding of the parties is shown by the 
very act under which these gentlemen claim to build their railroad, 
an act passed in 1866, in which all rights to go through this Indian 
reservation are made to depend upon the assent of the Indian tribes. 
The date is material, because in that same year, 1866, we made new 
treaties with these Indian tribes, by which we revived and ratified the 
obligations that existed between the tribes and this country which 
they had forfeited by participating in the rebellion. In that same 
year, when we were providing for railroads through the Indian Ter- 
ritory, the only power to enter the Indian Territory on the part of 
any one, we expressly stipulated that the railroad company to whom 
we granted the right of way, to whom we gave large plenary and 
extravagant powers, should not enter upon the Indian Territory ex- 
cept by the assent of the Indian tribes; and the legislation then en- 
acted related to these identical tribes, because the line of road marked 
out by the charter which I have here before me expressly shows that 
in its course it would go through the lands of these very tribes. The 
railroad company for which we are now legislating is the descendant 
of the Atlantic and Pacific road, incorporated by act of Congress in 
1866. All its rights to go through the Indian Territory are acquired 
under this law, and it has none other. The charter granted by the 
State of Missouri gave it nothing except what Con had given 
it outside of the State of Missouri. Here is the stipulation in the 
original act of 1866: 


The United States shall e: as raj as may be consistent with public 
olicy a a wate of tho fadiass, Ais gan Sarde eir voluntary — the 
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So here was a stipulation in the act in ee to the very purties 
now here, for whom the benefit of this legislation is asked. It was 
a stipulation that the United States would open up this country as 
rapidly as publie policy would allow, but that it should only be 
done in every instance with the assent of the Indian tribes. 

Under these circumstances, it seems to me that these gentlemen 
ha ve not exhausted their remedy. I want this railroad constructed 
through the Indian land. I believe that in the end the Indians will 
become more and more assimilated with our poopie, become more 
and more like us, and will desire railroads and means of communi- 
cation by which their flocks will be increased and made more valu- 
able; but when we are dealing with them we must deal with them 
with the same exact justice that we would deal with a more power- 
ful people. We cannot put this railroad there without their con- 
sent. If we do, we violate the public faith pledged to them by 
implication at least; we extend to this railroad company, a private 
corporation, a right which was not granted to them when in 1866 
the most unlimited and, I think, foolish grant was given to them 
m the extent of territory granted. We extend even that liberal 
charter. 

If an Indian tribe stood in the way of the advancing progress of 
civilization, after giving them due notice and making every effort to 
get them to make a medification of the treaty, Ido notsay but that I 
might, taking care to dothemequal and exact justice, fall back upon 
the power of Congress to legislate over the Territories, the supreme 
power, as it has been called here by some Senators, the power of 
eminent domain, the power to govern the Territories, and the power 
to regulate commerce, some of the great powers granted by the Con- 
stitution, which ought only to be exercised when there is a- plain 
necessity for it. Has such necessity been shown to us? 

What efforts have been made toobtain the assent of these Indians? 
The only effort that appears is an offer of an annuity of $2,000 a year 
to go through one hun and twenty-five miles of their territory. 
That does not seem to me very large, and especially when in the State 
in which I live $1,000 a mile would be considered a very low rate for 
the right of way, it in some cases amounting to $3,000 or $4,000 a 
mile. Here is an annnity of $2,000 for one hundred and twenty-five 
miles, and even that was to by the Indian tribe bya claimed 
majority of only one vote. o can doubt, if the gentlemen who are 
so largely interested in constructing this road would go to the Indian 
tribe with probably some slight advance on the offer they made them, 
that they would get the assent of the tribe, and Congress would be 
relieved from the necessity of violating the public faith to it? 

Mr. SEWELL. Does the Senator understand that the assent has 
not been given? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand it has not. 

Mr. SEWELL. The truth is the assent of the Choctaws was given, 


and the road through their country entirely. 
Mr. ING. But not as to the roads contemplated in the amend- 
ment reported by the committee. 


Mr. SEWELL. I speak of the roads contemplated in the whole 


measure. 
Mr. SHERMAN, I have assumed from the debate that in one 
house there was a majority in favor of the grant, and in the other 
there was a tie vete. 
Mr. SEWELL. That is the statement, but the real fact of the case 
is that both houses voted for the grant, as certified by the proper 


officers. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If these tribes have assented, why not rest it 
upon their assent ? 

Mr. INGALLS. The object of my amendment is to obtain their 
assent. 

Mr. SEWELL. I speak of the assent of the Choctaws, not of the 
Chickasaws. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose both have an equal right, or a right 
in common, to this land. 

All I desire to say is that this railroad company, which seeks at 
our hands an extension of its franchise, a very large and important 
and valuable franchise, does not show that it has ever sought with 
any reasonable fair offer the assent of these Indians. e offer 
which was made to the Indians, which now looks ridicutously small 
for so valuable a franchise, was an annuity of $2,000 a year for the 
right to go 7 © one hundred and twenty-five miles of territory. 
It is a small sum for a franchise like that. It seems to me they have 
not taken the pro steps to get the assent of these Indians, and 
we are under no obligations to an extraordinary law to compel 
the Indians, nolens volens, to yield to them the right of way until 
proper stipulations are made. The committee have been much more 

iberal than the railroad company. The railroad company only 
offered them $2,000 annually while the committee offers them $3,000. 
The Senator from Nebraska pa: SAUNDERS] is satisfied with that. 
Perhaps if I were an Indian I would be satisfied. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me just one 
moment ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I know the Senator does not want to misrepre- 
sent the facts in the case. We made the estimate that the company 
allows an interest of 2 per cent. at $28 per acre for the fee-simple of 
the land the Indians own, The $3,000 which it is proposed to give 
them as a bonus for the right of way through their territory is the 
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interest of 2 per cent. on their land at $28 per acre, and the truth is 
it is not worth $3 an acre. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If anybody would se to run a railroad 
through the blue-grass region of Kentucky the Senator would not be 
satisfied with that interest on the number of acres which were taken. 
There are innumerable damages and detriments that are committed 
by a railroad which are not estimated. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. There is an immense difference between the blue- 
grass 7 7 of Kentucky and the lands of the Indian Territory. 

Mr. COKE. The bill provides for all damages. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I believe the Indian tribe which came so near 
takin: ,000 would probably consent to take $3,000 for the same 
franchise, and that would save us the necessity of saying to the In- 
dians, in violation of public compacts, ‘You shall allow this railroad 
company to build this railroad, and we, Congress, the legislative 
power, prescribe what shall be the compensation.” Congress has 
no power to prescribe the compensation for any man’s land. There 
is not a man, not the humblest citizen in this broad country, but 
who may defy Congress and say, Congress shall not fix the value 
of my land.” We have notable historical cases on this point. One 
occurred in the time of Francis I, who was almost a despotic king of 
France; another in the time of Napoleon, who wanted to seize a 
poe of land in order to round out the boundaries of his grounds 

‘or a palace, and he could not do it because the owner stood upon 
his right to the land. So a famous case occurred in New York, where 
- Mr. Stewart, the millionaire, wanted to get a piece of land that ad- 
joined him, and offered two or three prices for it; but the man who 
owned it-was unreasonable and refused to sell, and he held on to his 
land, as it was his right—the Scotch idea. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does the Senator mean to sa that if Congress 
chose to charter a railroad through the territory of the United States 
and it passed through my private land, Congress would not have a 
right to do it? 

. SHERMAN. Undoubtedly it would have; but the courts must 
say what is a just compensation for the property taken. Congress 
cannot undertake to say what shall be just compensation in the par- 
ticular case, You could not pass a law to take ten feet of groundin 
this city unless you provided some mode of making compensation by 
ETT 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I respectfully suggest to the Senator that this 


bill does that very thing. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I beg pardon; it does not. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It provides for a commission of three persons, 
one to be selected by the railroad company, one by the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, and one by the Indian tribe. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is all private property. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not understand the Senator. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I beg the Senator’s pardon, it is public property, 
a large portion of it, except so far as the Indians under a law of their 
own nation approva by Congress have accepted land in severalty, 
and such land is private property. This bill has two aspects to it, 
one relating to lands that belong to the Indians in common, and the 
other to lands that belong to the Indians in severalty. 

Mr. INGALLS. Not a foot belongs to the Indians in severalty. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I beg pardon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There can be no question about that. The 
Whole adian country in which the line of the road lies is private 
property. 

Mr. McMILLAN. As far as the United States is concerned. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As far as the United States is concerned. The 
United States has no interest in it as long as the Indian tribe stands 
there and preserves its tribal relations. It is by the terms of law 
excluded from possession, and by law everybody else is excluded from 
entering upon the land. Therefore this is private property. It is 
owned by these Indian tribes in severalty or in It makes no 
difference whether it is divided up into several portions and belongs 
to individual Indians or whether it belongs to the whole tribe; it is 
private property, and it is safe there under the guardian of your law 
and the Constitution from any seizure except on just compensation 
to be ascertained by legal process. 

I wish to vote for the construction of this railroad. All that I de- 
sire in the bill is that the assent of these tribes shall be had in the 
first instance; and that their assent can be obtained is shown by the 
papers and shown indeed by the whole ent. I have received, 
as I suppose has been received by every other Senator, a paper sent 
by the agents of the different tribes, in which they solemnly remon- 
strate against this encroachment, and they say that they are ready 
S illing to consider the question of the amount of just compen- 
sation. 

Mr. MAXEY. If the Senator will allow me, the people who pre- 
pared that paper and brought it here do not have anything to do with 
this matter. Itis not their territory at all. They area different 
people entirely. 


Mr. SHER . Itis the same. They simply state the general 
ground that it is their property. 
Mr, MAXEY. I only want to say one word further: that while the 


Choctaw Nation, as is certified here by the governor under seal, gave 
its consent, and I have no doubt about that, if you remit us to the 
Indians we probably for all time to come shall not get the road, be- 


cause in my deliberate judgment the Chickasaws would never give 
their consent for this or any other 8 

Mr. SHERMAN. Do I understand the Senator from Texas to say 
that the Cherokees have not an interest in this matter? 

Mr. MAXEY. The Cherokees have nota particle of interest in it; 
neither have the Creeks or Seminoles any more interest in this land 
than the Senator from Ohio has. 

Seis SHERMAN, I supposed the Choctaws and Cherokees both had 
claims. 

Mr. MAXEY. The whole right of way passes through the Choc- 
taw Nation. It does not pass through a foot of any other nation in 
the world, and the Choctaw Nation does grant the right of way, as I 
insist, and it is certified here under seal. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Choctaw Nation agreed ? 

Mr. MAXEY. The Choctaw Nation , a8 is certified by their 
governor, to the poe of this bill, but the Chickasaws claim that 
they have an interest in the land and they protest against it; and 
there is the trouble. I say the Chickasaws would never agree to the 
building of this or any other 

Mr. SHERMAN. That makes the case still worse for this railroad 
company, because an offer of $2,000 almost got from the Choctaws, 
who, it seems, according to the statement, are the sole owners of this 
property, their consent to have this railroad go through their terri- 


tory upon the terms proposed. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Choctaws and Chickasaws do have an interest 
in common in all that territory, but they divided it in severalty 
l and ran a dividing line twenty-five or thirty years ago, 
and each lives in his own country. Although the titlestands er 
treaty a common title, yet they have had a partition. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand that the Chickasaws still have a 
legal interest in this land, and this bill recognizes it. 

. MAXEY. Precisely; this bill recognizes that, and gives about 
$3,000, which is the interest of 4 per cent. on $75,000, and they are 
secured in the payment of it beyond peradventure by the company 
being compelled to file a bond for $500,000 with the Secretary of 
the Interior, with a further power in the Secretary of the Interior 
to stop the road if the company should fail to Pay, it, or in any other 
war Coe the Indians from their rights under the treaty. 

. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. President, I have admit all that 
the Senator has said. I believe that the Choctaws and Chickasaws, 
if this matter were left to them, would consent to the terms proposed 
by the committee. ae much more liberal than might be sup- 
posed. But what right Congress to . Beep shall be done with- 
out the assent of those tribes? I would stand and fight upon that. 
They have the same right to assent to or reject this proposition 
that the State of Ohio would have or any other State or community 
through which such a road was proposed. Why not leave it to their 
consent? Have they shown an unwillingness to treat on the sub- 
ject? Have they shown a disposition to stand in the way of what 
we call modern progress and modern civilization? On the contrary, 
they almost yielded to what now the committee certify to be an offer 
that was less than they ought to have had under all the circumstances. 

If this bill is amended so that the terms and conditions are sub- 
mitted to these Indian tribes I shall vote for it with great pleasure 
and will send my feeble voice of advice to them to make the best 
bargain they can with this railroad company; and if the railroad 
company gives them $5,000 a year for this valuable privilege of run- 
ning through one hundred and twenty-five miles of their land and 
they will apply that money to their school fund, it will be the best 
investment the railroad company could make in the course of the 
whole construction of its work. It seems to me that either two, 
three, four, or five thonsand dollars a year is a paltry sum for the 
pee: of one hundred and twenty-five miles’ right of way. Hav- 

ng had something to do with assessing damages through other coun- 
tries, it appears to me that even the amount allowed by the commit- 
tee is very small. Give them a chance to refuse, and then 

Mr, MAXEY. I want to call the attention of the Senator from 
Ohio to the fact that he is referring to Ohio land. These two tribes 
sold the whole of the land between the ninety-eighth and one hun- 
dredth degree of west longitude for eight cents an acre, whereas this 
bill gives them $1.10 an acre, or over that, annually for all time to 


come. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If they were so improvident as that, they will 
3 take this money. Why, therefore, assert a power that you 

ave not got, against their and without their assent, to take 
their property without compensation that has either been assented 
to by them or determined by the courts according to due process of 
law? It ought not to be done. It seems to me that the friends of 
the bill onght to agree to the amendment, and I believe these Indian 
tribes will agree to the terms . without at the same time 
rere their rights under the law and the treaties. 

Sir, if you set this example of riding rough-shod over their rights 
without their assent, there is no longer any safety or protection to 
these Indian tribes. If the power of Congress can be appealed to 
at any time to deprive them of their property, it may be appealed 
to to deprive them of life, and if they cannot hold this little strip 
of ground sought by this railroad company secure under the sanc- 
tion of our solemn guarantee, all their broad lands are of no value 
tothem. Sir, the Constitution is their protection and their right, Al 
though they are Indian tribes, weak and feeble indeed, although the 
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most promising of all the Indians on this continent, they ought to 
be protected and encouraged in standing manfully for their rights. 
If they have them, they ought not to be required to yield them ex- 
cept by their assent or e judgment of a court. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. 5 I have taken no part in this de- 
bate, nor did I intend to take any part in it, nor do I propose now to 

articipate in it. but I want to clear away a little fog that seems to 
Lang ae this matter in the minds of some Senators who oppose 
the bill. 

One Senator intimated that there had been some legerdemain prac- 
ticed either by the committee or by the friends of the bill on the Sen- 
ate; or attempted to be practiced. The facts of the case are just 
these: a bill wasoffered here by the Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY] 
in December last and referred to the Committee on Railroads, of which 
I am a member. A meeting was called to consider it. No objection 
was urged against it. Its advantages to the country and to the In- 
dians were fully discussed, and we reported it to the Senate favor- 
ably ; it was placed upon the Calendar, and after being there for a 
week or two, or some days at least, the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. HAWLEY ] moved to recommit it tothe Committee on Railroads, 
of which he also is a member. He made a short statement that was 
perfectly satisfactory to the committee and to the friends of the meas- 
ure, and it went back; but when it went back it was met there under 
very different circumstances. Violent opposition was manifested at 
once, and three parties composed that opposition. One was a hand- 
ful of Choctaws who took the ground that the Choctaw council had 
never assented to granting the right of way for the building of this 
railroad. ee the act had passed through their legislature 
and was attested by the seal of the nation with the certificate of the 
governor or principal chief and the secretary of state, yet these 
malcontents asserted that the governor and secretary had consti- 
tuted themselves a sort of fraudulent returning hoard and asked per- 
mission to go behind the returns and count the votes of the members 
of the legislature. 

Mr. INGALLS. Towhat road did the Choctaws consent to having 
a right of way through their territory ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Saint Louis and San Francisco road. 

Mr. INGALLS. Not the Chicago, Texas and Mexican Central ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No; that was the bill that came before ns. 
Then there was another party that opposed it. There was a party 
that 3 to represent the Chicago, Texas aud Mexican Cen- 
tral Railway. They opposed it upon this ground: they said that 
they, together with the friends of the Saint Louis and San Francisco 
Railway, were at the Indian capital for the purpose of making efforts 
for a charter, and that this charter was obtained from the Indian 
legislature with the distinct understanding and agreement that the 
Chicago, Texas and Mexican Central Railway should have a joint 
user of the track, and that the charter could not have been got 
through without their assistance; that upon that agreement they 
withdrew opposition to the bill passed in the form it was, though it 
did not recognize them and they were excluded when they asked 
to be put in. Then there was a third party, the Chickasaws, who 
appeared and stated that they were not op 1 to the road, they 
were willing to agree to it, but that the bit which had passed the 
Choctaw legislature did not recognize their right to a portion of the 
bonus to be paid. We thought they ought to have it. They said 
with that in it they were content. 

It soon became apparent to the committee, however, that there 
was a syndicate behind all this opposition. There was a road already 
in existence owned by what is called the Jay Gould syndicate. It 
was perfectly apparent to the committee that there were stronger 
reasons animating the opposition than any that they declared ; and 
in the progress of our labors, which extended over three or four weeks, 
suddenly it appeared that the Jay Gould syndicate had bought out 
the Saint Louis and San Francisco road, and accordingly the oppo- 
sition disappeared at once and departed to parts unknown. Then 
the Gould syndicate that had opposed the grant of the right of way 
through their Indian allies, who in the beginning of the discussion 
were as angry as it was possible for men to become, and several times 
I expected to see the tomahawk and scalping-knife drawn by them 
upon each other in the committee-room, withdrew from the contest. 
All was now peace and quiet, and the Gould syndicate expected to 
get through the charter which they had bought out. But here 
stepped in the Chicago, Texas and Mexican Central Railroad Com- 
pany and asked that their rights be recognized. Well, sir, the bill 
reported to the committee does recognize their rights. The Gould 
syndicate desired to prevent a b ing down of their monopoly. 
They did not want another company to build this road, and they 
bought it up for the purpose of preventing its construction. They 
had the monopoly already and the great business interests of the 
Northwest and Southwest demanded that there should be a rival road 
through this Indian nation. It was apparent to us that if we granted 
that charter without some further restrictions and limitations the 
road never would be built. Hence we provided in the bill that if the 
Saint Louis and San Francisco Company did not build the road, the 
Chicago, Texas and Mexican Cen Railway Company should have 
the right to do it, and if they did not do it in a limited time, then 
any other company having a lawful charter from any State of the 
Union might do it. 


The difference between the two bills is that the first bill set ont 
with a recitation that the consent of the Indians had already been 
obtained. I think it had, but it makes no difference. I prefer this 
bill because it does not recite that fact. I would not ask the Indian’s 
consent any more than I would the consent of a white man. I would 
like to know what rights an Indian has in the Territories of the 
United States greater than a white man has. If you propose to build 
a road through the District of Columbia or through any of the Terri- 
tories of the Tnited States, do you ask the consent of the people re- 
siding there? Do you order an election to settle whether it shall 
run there or not? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Willthe Senator from Kentucky allow me to 
ask him, does Congress propose to bnild this road ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No, sir; Congress proposes to ꝛ—„ rf 
to build it, and it proposes to give them the right of way throng 
Territories of the United States, and I say that the sovereignty of 
Congress over all its Territories and over the District of Columbia 
is absolute. I say that there isno treaty between the Indians and 
the Government of the United States forbidding Congress to grant 
this right of way, and if there were such a treaty I would say it im- 
poses no binding obligation whatever on Con j 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I understand, this bill it does not authorize 
any oer to build a railroad. It merely authorizes a corporation 
created by a State to have the right of way through a Territory 
which is in the possession of these Indians by treaty with the United 
States. It does not propose to build a road, or authorize any person 
to build it. It confers no power on the corporation at all. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. This is an ordinary railway charter, with the 
usual powers and privileges granted to such companies. The question 
is this, sir: If you want to grant a charter to build a railroad in the 
District of Columbia, if you want to grant a charter in any of the 
Territories of the United States, Wyoming or Montana, would you 
submit it to a vote of the pie of the District of Columbia, or of 
the Territory concerned, whether they would allow you to do it or 
not? No, sir. Then why shall you ask the consent of the Indian 
to run a road through his Territory? Is he better than a white 
man? Is he better than a black man? If you propose to run a road 
through a Territory of the United States, you do it without the con- 
sent of the inhabitants, whether the Territory is inhabited by a 
white man, by a black man, or by a red man. It is high time we 
should get over this mawkish sentimentality about Indian rights 
and the sacredness of the Indian Territory. All this foolishness, all 
this fiction ought to be dismissed from our legislation at once if we 
ever expect to civilize the Indian. Our policy has been at fault, if 
we can be said to have had any policy at all in relation to the In- 
dian tribes. It has been an expedient and a makeshift from the 
8 to the present day. : 

‘hese Indians are not foreign nations, and they must be foreign 
nations in order to have a treaty with them. They are either citi- 
zens or they are subjects or dependents of the Government of the 
United States. In either event they have no more rights than the 
white meu of the country. And, sir, if you want to civilize the In- 
dians the only way to do it on God’s earth is to turn back upon the 
policy we have pursued; to break up their tribal relations; open 
their reservations to settlement; give them land in severalty; pe 
vide means to educate them; teach them the arts of peace for a 
while, and at the end of, say, twenty or twenty-five years turn them 
upon their own resoufees. As long as you provide a reservation for 
an Indian to ride over and hunt game you teach him to be a robber 
and a marauder. As long as you summon him to your agency in in- 
clement seasons and feed him and clothe him he will be a beggar. 
You arm him in the spring with a rifle and give him ball and cart- 
ridges to go forth on a career of plunder, and murder the white men 
and women on the frontier and to make war upon his own race. 
Break up his tribal relations ; break up his polygamous habits ; open 
his reservation to whitesettlement ; put the white man down along 
side of him; let him have the white man’s example ; teach him that 
he must earn his bread in the sweat of his face, and that he must 
obey the law like the white man and the black man; that he must 
submit to the primeval curse of the human race. That is the way to 
civilize him. Give him property; settle him ; the sooner he is set- 
tled the better. He will never be worth anything until he is. No 
human being on the face of God’s earth ever yet was civilized till he 
was taught to labor, As long as there is game and fish the Indian 
will remain as he is. I am glad the game is disappearing ; the buf- 
falo has almost become an extinct race ; as long as there is any, it is 
not possible to civilize the Indian ; but now the time has come to 
teach him to work. Let him know that he must work or starve ; 
that he has no sacred rights other than white men haye in this 
country. 

When you do this you will then have taken a step in the proper 


‘direction in the way of civilizing the Indian. Youcannevercivilize 


him by shutting him on a reservation. You can never civilize him by 
allowing him to stand on the frontieron his own reservation and say, 
„A road shall not pass through here.” 

I prefer this bill. I would hate to vote for a bill to submit this 
matter to a vote of the Indians. I do not want their consent; I 
not ask their consent. I prefer a bill that does not ask it. I feelno 
hostility to the Indian 1 5 but I am not willing to see the pro- 
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gress of civilization and the material development of this great and 
mighty Northwest and Southwest retarded by an Indian wall put in 
the way. 

ale ae talk about the sacredness of Indian treaties. Why, sir, 
wehave got noIndiantreaty. Con has declared that they were a 
people who could not be treated with. When you come to examine 
the question, we really have got no treaties. e have given them 
certain assurances that we intend to treat them with justice and hu- 
manity and equity, and that is all. They are not a foreign power, 
that we can treat with. They are dependent on this Government. 
Ido not wantto treat them with cruelty, with inhumanity; I would 
not take from them any right. Talk about savageshaving the right 
to roam ad libitum over vast districts of fertile land, and keep the 
white people out of it, keep civilization and commerce from passin, 
through such territory! It is all nonsense, it is all poppycock, an 
it is not worth the parchment on which it is written. Treatthe In- 
dians with humanity and kindness, but do not treat them any better 
than you treat white people. If white men inhabited this territory 
does anybody suppose, does the Senator from Ohio suppose that Con- 
gress would submit to a vote of the people, the squatter sovereigns 
out there, whether we should charter a railroad to run over their 
territory! Then, in the name of God, if you would not ask white 
men’s consent why will you ask red men’s consent? 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. Presidant, the policy of those who advocate 
the p of this bill appears to be that spoken of by those who 
are mentioned in the Scriptures as 5 counsel by words 
without wisdom.” The arguments that are employed by those who 
oppose my amendment are those of the cuttle-fish that clouds the 
lucidity of the sea with a gloomy emission in whose shadow it en- 
deayors to elude the vigilance of its pursuers. My amendment is a 
simple proposition that Congress shall not grant a right of way 
through the Indian Territory without first asking the consent of 
those civilized nations who are residents there under the consent of 
the Government of the United States, and in pursnance of a high and 
sacred compact entered into with deliberation and up to this time 
adhered to by the Indians. 

I am at a loss, therefore, to understand what the arguments that 
have been made by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vzst] and the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] have to do with the question 
now under discussion. What has the question of the right of emi- 
nent domain, the question of the sovereignty of the United States 
over this Territory, the question of what I said in 1877 in a debate 
upon another bill, to do with the interrogatory whether under all 
5 it is wise at this time, in violation of honor, jus- 
tice, and good faith solemnly pledged, to assert the sovereignity of 
the United States without first ascertaining whether the Indians will 
consent to the concession which is asked by this bill? 

The Senator from Arkansas read yesterday from some remarks made 
by me in November, 1877, upon a bill relating to Indian citizenship. 
Tie did it, I suppose, for the purpose of showing either that I had 
changed my opinion, and therefore was liable to the charge of incon- 
sistency, or that the argument I there advanced had some bearing 
upon the question now under consideration. 

Mr. GARLAND. Ifthe Senator will pardon me, I will tell him why 
I read it. I disclaimed expressly yesterday quoting it with a view 
of showing any inconsistency in the Senator’s 2 because, as I 
said then, I attach no kind of importance to that sort of argument 
but I read it because the Senator in his remarks then queted an 
relied upon the decision in the Cherokee tobacco case, in 11 Wallace, 
which is the chief decision thatthe friends of this measure rely upon 


now. 
Mr. INGALLS. I supposed that the Senator would hardly be 
guilty of the shallow and puerile assault upon a position then occu- 
pied by me on the ground that I was inconsistent then with the atti- 
tude that I occupy now. It has been well said, Mr. President, that 
there are but two classes of men who never change their opinions, and 
they are dead men and fools; and as I do not assume to belong at 
this time to either of those classes, I should not feel any delicacy in 
admitting that I had changed my opinion if Isaw good reason to do 
so. But I call the attention of the Senator from Arkansas again to 
my position upon this question, and thatis this: admitting the doc- 
trine laid down in the Cherokee tobacco case; admitting the full 
force of what I said in November, 1877, upon the bill apres, Dey In- 
dian citizenship, what has that to do with the question whether, 
standing here in the forum of conscience and legislative good faith, 
it is better for us to ask the consent of these Indians before asserting 
arbitrarily the sovereignty of the United States? I should like, if 
it were possible, to strip this question, as it rests in my amendment, 
of all these superfluons allegations that have been hedged about it. 
I occupy no attitude to-day different from what I did in 1877. I be- 
lieve in the supremacy of the Government of the United States abso- 
lutely over every foot of territory within its area; I believe in the 
right and power of Congress to exercise under pro circumstances 
the right of eminent domain; but in this case, where we have defi- 
nitely agreed with these Indians that before another line of railroad 
shall be authorized boi 8 8 5 their territory we will ask their consent, 
why should we pass this bill, which asserts the right of sovereignty, 
which asserts the right of eminent domain, before acting in accord- 
ance with our agreement that we would first ask their consent! 
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Mr. President, I hope that the Senator from Arkansas and the Sen- 
ator from Missouri before this debate closes will come down from the 
high and elevated platform on which they have stood and descend to 
this particular inquiry; abandon the question whether we have the 
right, whether we have the authority, whether the Congress has the 
right of eminent domain over the Indian Territory, and reply to this: 
admitting all that they have said to be true, why should we ass this 
bill without first asking the consent of the Indians when itis in viola- 
tion of the express agreement that was made with them in the treaty 


of 18667 
Mr. President, I shall show in a moment by the written admission 
of the attorneys for the Saint Louis and San cisco Railroad Com- 


pany, which is the one first named in this bill and to which it is 
assumed the assent was given, and I shall show by the attorney of the 
Chicago, Texas and Mexican Central Railroad Company, which is 
the next or succeeding corporation that is to have this franchise if 
the first declines to act under it, that after due deliberation and 
examination of the treaties made between the Government and these 
Indians they regarded the right of the Government as exhausted, that 
this bill does more than they ever asked for, that they conf ina 
communication to the Secretary of the Interior and the President that 
under the treaties and section 2116 of the Revised Statutes they had 
no right whatever to go into that Territory without the consent of 
the Indians. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I say to the Senator that this bill may be con- 
sidered as an original one coming from the committee itself to cover 
the whole ground. It was sointended, whatever may have been the 
original purpose. The bill in its present shape expresses the meaning 


of the committee, 

Mr. INGALLS. It is a very original bill. The question is whether 
it expresses the views of the Senate; I am now discussing that prop- 
osition. 

Mr. President, not only did the attorneys of both the corporations 
named in this bill agree that by the concession of the one road run- 
ning east and west and the one road running north and south through 
this territory the ay of the Government had been 8 
exhausted, and that before they could get the concessions they de- 
manded they must have the consent of the Indians, but the same 
proposition was submitted to the Secretary of the Interior and the 

aw officers of the Government, and by them to the President of the 
United States, and they all concurred in saying taar the right of way 
for railroads had been exhausted, and that nothing further could be 
done either under the treaty or under section 2116 of the Revised 
Statutes without the active, affirmative concurrence of the Indians. 

But before I pass to that I wish to advert to one other remarkable 
aspect of this case. Upon the application of one of these railroad 
companies to the Secretary of the Interior that action might be taken 
looking toward the acquisition of the right of way, the Secretary of 
the Interior designated an officer of that Department to propon to 
the Indian Territory for the purpose, as it was claimed, of represent- 
img Mie Government in this attempted negotiation, and protecting the 
rights of the Indians also as wards of the Government, and at the 
same time instructed that agent that he was to look for his pay to 
the railroad corporation that was asking the franchise; that his 
salary as a law-officer of the Department was to go on during his 
absence, but that all his expenses were to be paid by the corpora- 
tion. I have nocriticisms to make upon that arrangement, It may 
have been entirely proper; it may have been entirely in accordance 
with the idea of the dignity and proper relations of this Government 
toward those Indians and toward railroad corporations, Iwill merely 
read from the last parser’ of the letter of the Secre of the 
Interior, dated Washington, October 10, 1881, to Mr. Uri J. Baxter: 

Your as law-clerk of this Department will continue while engagedin this 
employment. Your necessary expenses will be provided by the railway company 
in whose behalf— 

Not in behalf of the Government or of the Indians— 
the negotiations are W. will 
on Dates ae . to whom you look, without further 

An extraordinary attitude for the Government of the United States 
to assume toward the Indians, in having a representation for the 
purpose of guarding their rights by the assi ent of an officer from 
the Interior Department, whose as law-clerk is to proceed 
during his absence, and all his expenses, items not named, to be paid 
by fc railway company in whose behalfthe negotiations are prose- 


cu 5 

I said that the corporation in whose behalf this arbitrary exercise 
of power was invoked had themselves admitted that it could not be 
exercised ; and I read from the communication of T. W. Lillie, treas- 
urer for Saint Lonis and San Francisco Railway Company, dated 
October 20, 1881, appearing on page 9 of Senate Executive Document 
No. 15, Forty-seventh Congress, first session : 


ess the same be made by treaty or convention entered into pursuan 
nate serra and severe penalties are imposed for any infringement of this statutory 
prohibition. 
The said Saint Louis and San Francisco Railway Company is desirous of secur- 
ing the lawful right to construct and operate its said road south of Fort Smith, 


Arkansas, through the Territory named; but inasmuch as authority to so con- 


1882. 
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struct said railroad is not recognized b existing treaty, and as the 
of the necessary right of Akg | volved the noquisition of a property t in the 
ian nations, it only of law above 


lands of said Ind can proceed 
quoted. z 

That communication, addressed to the Secretary of the Interior, 

was by him approved in the following language: 
„ (14 Stat., 769,) with the Choctaws and 
o 5 roads Inch by logislative authority. 
have been duly loca under executive sanction, which action is considered as 
having exhansted the treaty provision for ds h these nations. 
remains but the general power reserved to the nations or tribes by the fourth sub- 
division of article 8 of the treaty to legislate for the construction of works of in- 
ternal improvement,” governed by the limitations of article 43, respecting inter- 
ference by the United States authorities with such legislation. 
This was submitted to the President of the United States and by 
him approved. Similar representations were made by the attorney 
of the other railroad corporation, submitted to the Secretary of the 
Interior, approved by him, and indorsed by the President, and it was 
in pursuance of the express request of the attorneys of the railroad 
corporations that are the beneficiaries of the bill proposed as an 
amendment by the committee, that the agent of the Interior Depart- 
ment was sent down in the pay of the railroad corporation for the 
urpose of procuring the assent of the Choctaws and Chickasaws to 
this right of way; and yet we are told here by this new gospel of 
United States sovereignty, under this new evangel of the right of 
eminent domain, that what had been a to by the railroad cor- 
orations themselves as the law, what had been sanctioned by the 
cretary of the Interior as the law, what had been recognized by 
the President of the United States as the law, is simply an idle and 
empty trifle not to be considered, and that Congress has the right 
without uestion—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Let me say to the Senator that he does not seem 
to consider for a moment that the committee in proposing this Jegi 
lation were meeting not the wishes merely of a railway company but 
of a great and growing business of the people of the entire North- 
west and Southwest, and among them many of the Senator’s own 
constituents. It is not a gomon between the railroads and the In- 
dians, but it is a question between the people of the country and the 
Indians. We were not considering merely the rights of Mr. Jay 
Gould or of any railroad company, and the bill is broad enough to 
secure to the people a road, whether the syndicate builds it or whether 
the Saint Louis and San Francisco road does it ; whether the Chicago, 
Texas and Mexican Central Company builds it, or some other coin- 

any. We are proposing legislation in the interest of thousands and 
. of. thousands of people outside of those interested in the 
franchises of these particular roads. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understand; but does not the Senator under- 
stand that there was an agreement made with the Indians that ex- 
cept a railroad running north and south through their territory, and 
another running east and west through their territory, no other 
should be constructed without their consent. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No, I do not. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then the Senator is not aware of one of the ele- 
ments of this debate. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand that while I totally ignore the trea- 
ties so far as our rights are concerned, yet even in that respect the 
treaty of 1855 and the treaty of 1866, taken together, give to the 
United States Government the clear right to grant charters and 
rights of way to any companies for internal improvements in that 


Territory. k 

Mr. INGALLS. Without the consent of the Indians? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Without their consent. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then the Senator differs materially from the attor- 
neys and counsel of the railroad corporations in whose interest this 
bill was reported, and differs with the law officers of the Government 
and with the President of the United States. Of course that is im- 
material, because, as he says, the committee were not regarding 
public faith, and he ignores all public treaties; he does not care any- 
thing about the honor of the country; he does not care anything 
about justice or plighted faith. Sweep them away. It is nothing to 
the Indian if the Government had agreed that it would not charter a 
road through these territories; that amounts to nothing—nothing 
whatever! 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It does not limit our power. 

Mr. INGALLS. It does not limit our power, notwithstanding the 
solemnity of our agreement; notwithstanding the plighting of our 
faith; notwithstanding conscience and honor and 258 95 what 
the Senator calls the demands of commerce arise, all that is nothing, 
absolutely nosning! 

Mr. President, I have learned in my reading of history that for 
nations, as for men, honesty is the best policy. Speaking as a mat- 
ter of self-interest, and not of casuistry or morals, neither nation nor 
man can afford to be unjust; and my assumption in this matter is 
not that the rights of the Government do not exist, not that the 
power does not exist, but that having made this agreement before 
the power shall be exercised, we first ascertain whether con- 
sent cannot be obtained. But the Senator from Kentucky says that 
is all nonsense; the honor and faith of a great nation are nothing. 
Here are a lot of Indians whom he claims to be roaming on reserva- 
tions, and are a barrier and an obstacle to the great march of the 
army of human progress. Does the Senator from Kentucky assume 


under the provisions 


that the Indians resident in the Indian Territory are of the character 
that he describes ey be lot of mendicants and loafers, dependen . 
upon the bounty of the Government for their support? 

Mr. W. . Not all of them, and the Senator from Kentucky 
does not propose to violate plighted faith with the Indian. The Sen 
ator from Kentucky assures the Senator from Kansas, as will be fully 
demonstrated by reading the law and the discussion of yesterday 
that by the treaty of 1855 and the treaty of 1866 the five nations ex- 


There | pressly reserved to Congress the right to make any road they might 


choose through their territory, But the Senator from Kentucky goes 
further 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator from Kentucky be kind enough 
to refer me to those provisions? A 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will ask the Senator’s colleague to turn to the 
law and the treaty of 1855 and 1866. He read them yesterday; we 
had them before the committee. Where was the Senator from Kansas 
then? And then I would say further, suppose we pass a bill submit- 
ting it to the vote of the 5 Pe they do not consent; what are 


we pone to do? 

. INGALLS. I never cross a creek until I get to it, and I never 
jump a stile until I reach it; but I will say to the Senator that when 
the Indians, seeing the great, overpowering necessity for the right 
of way through their territory, ite x their assent to a reasonable 
proposition, I will join with in invoking the sovereignty of the 
nation, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then the Senator proposes—— 

Mr. INGALLS. Justas I would treat a white man, just asI would 
treat any other people, I would treat these Indians. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If white men were occupying Territories of the 
United States, and you wanted to charter a railroad there, would you 
make it condition: apon their voting for it? 

Mr. INGALLS. If I had agreed with them that I would, I would 
abide by my bargain in the absence of some extraordinary, over- 

wering public necessity that compelled me to break faith and vio- 

te my honor. 

From some observations that have been made it appears that the 
principal feature of this bill is misunderstood and there is an assump- 
tion that the Choctaws have granted a right of way as provided in 
the bill of the committee in amendment to the one ofii originally 
by the Senator from Texas. That is not true. This bill provides 
for the granting of the right of way to the Saint Louis and San Fran- 
cisco Railroad Company, to which the Choctaws did give a qualified 
assent. It has appeared that the Saint Louis and San Francisco 
Railroad Sompany do not intend to build that line, and therefore 
the amendment of the committee 8 to say that in case they 
do not then the Chi „Texas and Mexican Central Railway Com- 
pany shall have the right, to which the Choctaw Nation expressly 
refused their assent. And not only was that assent refused, but the 
opposition was so t that the railroad company, through their 

ents who were then before the Choctaw legisla, withdrew 
their application and said they did not ask for the right of way, but 
concurred with the Saint Louis and San Francisco corporation in 
asking that the right might be granted to them. And yet the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky states or some Senator here has stated that the 
Choctaw Nation had granted their consent to the provisions of this 
bill. There never was more monstrous misrepresentation ; there 
never was a more flagrant violation of national good faith and honor 
than is presented by the terms of the amendment to this bill—I 
mean the amendment offered by the committee—and there is no ex- 
cuse forit. It is a menace to the peace and the good order and the 
tranquillity of the whole frontier of that Territory. You are saying 
to these men who have complied with the terms of their agreements, 
who are civilized, who are enlightened, who are educated, who are 
Christianized, who are wealthy in flocks and herds and in mines and 
in forests and in the pris thereof, that we propose to violate an 
obligation made with them in the face of a solemn stipulation, and 
there has not been shown the slightest possible necessity for it. 

One company to which this concession is made confessedly does 
not intend to build; the other, which is named as the successor, 
was expressly repudiated by the Choctaw Nation, as appears by the 
documentary evidence here on file; and yet upon this nebulous and 
cloudy claim that here is a great barrier by a mob of wretched sav- 
ages to the great stream of commerce and the demands of the arm 
of human pro before the lst of next December, so that possi- 
bly the whole fabric of constitutional liberty and of American civili- 
zation may fall to the ground, we should abrogate a solemn treaty 
stipulation with these ple, and decline to ask of them the assent - 
which we have solemnly promised we would first require. 

As I said, Mr. President, I shall be glad to have this matter settled 
amicably as proposed by the bill. ere are many reasons why the 
monopoly of transportation through that territory should be subject 
to competition, but there is a right way to secure this, and there is 
a wrong way. These men are our allies; they are our friends. I 
should be glad to see the Indian Territory admitted as a State into 
this Union, with representatives on this floor and in the other branch 
of Congress. I believe they sufficient intelligence ; I know 
they are actuated by high patriotism and love of this country; I 
am sure that they could give the necessary guarantee to modern civ- 
ilization, and I protest against the consummation of this wrong in 
the name of humanity, of good faith, and of justice, of which it has 
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been well said that every place should be a temple and every season 
summer. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, it seems to me that if one-half what 
has been said by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] and the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] is well-founded, this bill cer- 
tainly ought not to pass; but I think it ought to be tried by a dif- 


ferent process of argument and consideration. 

The Constitution of the United States says in article 5 of the 
amendments, ‘‘nor shall private property be taken for public use 
without just compensation.” In section 8, article 1, Congress shall 
have power to “exercise like authority over all places purchased by 
eve ait of the legislature of the State in 1 re the same shall 

This latter clause, under a rigid rule of construction, might be held 
indirectly to qualify the implied power of 1 private 
property to public use, upon just compensation, without the consent 
of the State, but such a qualification would scarcely be consistent 
with the policies, opinions, and rules of construction of the present 
day. We may assume, therefore, that it is universally conceded, as 
it been in the arguments, that private property may be taken 
for 5 use upon just compensation. Is a highway, a railroad, a 
public use? It cannot be denied. If, as the Senator from Ohio 
considers, a railroad may be built within a State by the United 
States, under the power to regujate commerce, he would scarcely 
deny that it was a public use in the sense of the Constitution. Com- 
mon carriers have always been re ed as servants of the public, 
and roads, highways, and streets as public uses and avenues of com- 
merce, All persons must agree that Congress, as the supreme legis- 
tive power over the Territories, has power to pass a law taking pri- 
vate property for public uses, making just compensation. In the 
Territories no consent of the legislature of a State interposes either 
a question or a difficulty. The point of judicial ascertainment of 
the value of the propery I think is well taken, and whatever may 
be the provisions of the bill, the owners of the land, in my opinion, 
will still possess this right. Ihave no question that the citations 
made from the authorities here by the Senator from Texas affirming 
a power in Congress without judicial ascertainment to condemn or 
appropriate private property rest on an erroneous construction, nor 
have I any question that it is not in the PES of any act of Con- 

to deprive the owner of A cd of his right and decide the 
question o aw compensation without a judicial ascertainment. 

But the Senators from Ohio and Kansas say that by treaty we 
have a, d that we shall not exercise this power. 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not say that. 

Mr. CALL. Did you not say that by treaty we shall not—— 

Mr. INGALLS. ithout the consent of the Indians. 

Mr. CALL. I assume that to be exactly the same thing. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think it is a very different thing. 

Mr. CALL. If we have said that we shall not exercise it without 
the consent of the Indians, then we who had the power said we would 
not exercise it, because power is mandatory, it cannot be exercised 
upon the consent of anybody else. In its very nature the power of 
law acts supreme and absolute, without the consent and independent 
of the consent and in violation of the consent of ay and all subord- 
inate persons and subjects. Now I ask the honorable Senators, sup- 

se this Congress shall pass an act or make atreaty that we and no 

uture Con shall or will exercise the power of taking private 
property for public use on making just compensation, of what force 
would this or any other such rule or declaration be, except to say 
that we will not exercise, we will not perform the duties and the 
powers imposed and required by our Constitution and form of govern- 
ment and our position as Senators here? Hence I say that if there 
is any such treaty it is and ought to be declared and held to be void 
and of no effect, because it is in derogation and denial of the form 
and powers of our Government and of our legislative duties. 

Now, I affirm that the honorable Senators cannot answer that prop- 
osition, because it is a clear and a manifest one. If the Constitution 
vests in us the power in trust to take private property for public 
use we cannot by any treaty with any person or power, foreign or do- 
mestic, abnegate or deny that power and divest ourselves of that 
duty, and if we have made such a treaty the sooner we return to the 
plainest rules of constitutional duty and of the exercise of legisla- 
tive power, the more we shall be in consonance with reason and with 
the public necessities. The Sl raed! of the exercise of this power 
as provided in this bill must depend on the question of the papig 
necessities, the public effects of the emer to all the people, the 
Indians included. Let us test the bill by this consideration. First, 
it proposes to construct a highway, an avenue of trade and com- 
merce, and a n avenue, This cannot be supposed to touch 
injuriously the interests of the Indians in these Territories. If so, in 
what respect? In what t has any Senator who has argued 
this bill indicated that it will touch injuriously the essential and 
material rights of the Indians in these Territories? None has so 
affirmed; none can so affirm. We know that an avenue of commerce, 
a highway of trade cannot injuriously of itself and in itself affect 
the interests of those persons who inhabit the country adjacent and 
tributary to it. It cannot injure it for purposes of agriculture nor 
for pasture, nor in any material respect, or in any t degree for 
hunting. In what material respect, then, will it injure them 7 


This is the question for ent. It is useless to cloud this dis- 
cussion with vague dec ons about the Indian and the solemnity 
of treaty obligations. Point out the respect in which these Indians 
are injured and we are bound as Senators and legislators to avoid 
came that injury. But in what respect does the bill touch or can it 
touch injuriously the essential rights and interests of the Indians in 
these Territories? That is the question, and it cannot be answered. 

Now I say if it does not injure them, if it does benefit commerce 
and the country at large, and if in the general powers of legislation 
which none will deny Con; has the power so to legislate, and if 
Congress holds this power in trust and is required to exercise it when 
the public interest so demands, and if Congress cannot either by 
treaty or by acts in the form of law abnegate any of its powers, 
what remains of the argument? Noone eit dent any of these prop- 
ositions, nor will any one when the question is divested of super- 
fluous phrases and propositions deny that the conclusion of necessity 
results, if it is a power held in trust and which can be moved alone 
by the public necessity and the public benefit, how can we abnegate 
it, and if we show the public necessity and the public benefit, and 
the argument proves that the Indians are not injuriously affected by 
it, what remains of the conclusion 7 

But we are told that we must ask the consent of the Indians, and 
if they do not consent then we shall take it by force. Now, Mr. 
President, I affirm that no more unsound, no more unwise and unjust 
proposition could be made than that. To say to them, ‘ we ask your 
consent, but we pro to do it by force and power then if you do 
not consent,” is neither an argument nor is it a reason. All admit 
that if the necessity exists it must be exercised. Why, then, shall 
we delude them and use a false pretense by saying “ we will not do 
it without your consent?” 

Neither, President, do I believe that if the Indians consented, 
that should impose upon us a duty or justify us in acting. I think 
a different proposition might be maintained. It is the solemn duty 
of this Congress, of these Senators, in view of the past relations of 
the Indians to this country and of their future possibilities, so to 


legislate as to benefit them, irrespective of what may or may not be- 


their consent, and if they should consent or have consented, as the 
Senator from Ohio thinks they have done, if that supposed consent, 
though given formally, was for an improper and too small compen- 
sation, a e pay wens which is not just for their property if they 
had consented a thousand times, it would be the duty of Congress 
to protect them against themselves and see that a “just compensa- 
tion,” in the terms of the Constitution, was secured for them. 

The question therefore is, Does this bill provide for just legislation 
toward them? It provides compensation and an appeal if insufli- 
cient or not just compensation is awarded to them. The bill can- 
not take away their right to a judicial ascertainment of the justness 
of that compensation or the amount of it. 

I agree with the Senator from Ohio so far that I would prefer that 
there should be a provision in the bill providing fora 8 ascer- 
tainment, but so as the bill is concerned it provides for a high- 
way, it provides that if it is not built by this company it shall be 
built by others, it provides that compensation shall be awarded and 
provides an ap if insufficient compensation is awarded. Ishould 
prefer that there was a provision in the bill ponding for a judicial 
ascertainment of that compensation, and I would vote for such a 

rovision, but unquestionably, in my judgment, the proposition that 

ongress may exercise a power by the consent of the Indians or 
States when it cannot do it without or ought not to do it without, 
is entirely improper. In my judgment the powers of Congress are 
supreme, they are absolute; the law is mandatory; it cannot be 
executed by the consent of others ; it is in its very nature self-execut- 
ing and acts as power and not by the will and volition of those upon 
whom it acts. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, in what I said to the Sen- 
ate yesterday on the question before us I did not indicate that I 
coul oppor the amendment of my friend from Kansas, [Mr. IN- 
GALLS, ] but I think I said enough to indicate that I could not sup- 
pe this bill. I cannot vote for the amendment before the Senate 

ut I propose to vote against the bill whether amended or not, and 
I will give my reasons for that position. We have either the right 
to legislate absolutely upon this question or we have no right at all. 
I understand legislative power to mean a power that is unqualified, 
and I do not think that it is competent for any legislative body to 
make a law which it enacts dependent upon the assent of any au- 
thority, or anyState, or anybody outside of itself. The principle of 
the amendment has my approval, but I cannot support it for the 
reason that the amendment of the Senator from Kansas would make 
this act, if it should pass, dependent upon the assent of the Indian 
tribes in the Indian Territory. The Constitution declares that— 
8 All legislative powers herein granted shall be vested in a Congress of the United 

“All legislative powers.” It leaves nothing beyond. We have, 
therefore, in all cases where we can legislate at all, full, absolute, 
uncontrollable power over the subject, not depending upon the as- 
sent of any community of white people or of Indians, and we must 
exercise that trust under the responsibility attaching to us as intel- 

igent citizens. 
or the reasons stated yesterday I cannot support this bill, because 
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it has been said here that the Choctaw Nation has given its assent 


to this corporation bie d its , and we are called upon to 
ratify what it has done. I do not think that any legislation is ne- 
cessary if the assent of the Choctaws has been given. They, under 
their peculiar autonomy, as stated by the senior Senator from Kan- 
sas, [Mr. INGALLS, ] have full power to grant this right, and the com- 
pany concerned being a corporation existing under the laws of an 
adjoining State, it can go there without any action of Con at all. 
It would seem to be entirely unn in view of our ty rela- 
tions with this tribe, for us to manifest an intermeddling spirit and 
mix ourselves up in this business. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then I understand the Senator from Florida to say 
that, in his judgment, the Choctaw Nation has an absolute right to 
grant the right of way to a railroad company through their territory ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I think so. 

Mr. INGALLS. And the Senator also says that the United States 
has an absolute right to grant a =~ of way through the territory? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. No; I do not. 

Mr. INGALLS. I be pardon. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, Oh, no. 

Mr. INGALLS. I misunderstood the Senator’s position. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Ido not speak of any absolute right in the 
United States. I said if we have power to legislate at all we have 
an unconditional power, because the legislative power which is in- 
vested in Con is an unqualified power in all cases within our 
clear iction, whether over the Territories, within the States, or in the 

istrict of Columbia. 

Mr. INGALLS. I misunderstood the Senator. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The Constitution declares that— 

All legislative powers herein parna shall be vested in a Congress of the 
United States, which shall consist of a Senate and House of Representatives. 

The eee Court has already passed upon the word “all,” and 
it has said that it means “ ever, ;” so that there is nothing out- 
side. But this amendment would remit this question, after we passed 
upon it, to the decision of the Choctaws. t 3 a queer as- 

t of the case to me. It is as much as to say to the country that we 
ve the right to go half-way in this business, but before our law 
can be operative or effective it must be assented to by the Choctaw“ 
Nation. I cannot subscribe to that principle, and therefore I shall 
not vote for the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

I am not called upon at this time to define with marked precision 
the power of these tribes within their territory, but it is enough for 
my argument and position to say that I think in their condition, en- 
lightened and intelligent as they are, the owners of this domain ex- 
ercising powers of local government as is admitted here, they are 
capable of giving assent to a corporation created by the laws of an 
FEE State to enter their territory, and that in such a case Con- 
gress would have no right in the matter. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me ask the Senator what would be the corpo- 
rate rights of a corporation organized under the laws of the State of 
Kansas which they could exercise in the Indian Territory ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. If the localauthority in the Indian Terri- 
tory recognizes it, it would exercise its corporate powers there just 
the same as in Kansas. It is true it has been held by our Supreme 
Court that a corporation created by the laws of one State cannot ex- 
ercise its functions in another without its consent ; but I imagine that 
if the local authority of the Indian Territory, which is vested with 
the power of government there for all domestic objects and purposes, 
should give its consent to the railroad corporation of an adjoining 
State to have the right of way to pass through it, there could not be 
any ruptar, made as tothe validity of its action. Who would object 
to it? The Government of the United States, Iimagine, would have 
no right to object ; no State in the Union could object. The onl par- 
ties in the world interested in this question are the Indians whe oc- 
cupy this Territory, and it is purely a matter of local regulation. I 
am not going to draw upon my imagination to find a case that might 
be so imperial, so to speak, in its nature as to draw into action the 
powers of the Government of the Union. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator permit me to ask him if he thinks 
the council of the Choctaw or Chickasaw tribe of Indians could create 
a corporation or could confer corporate power upon anybody? 

= JONES, of Florida. It is not necessary for me to say that they 
could. 

Mr. INGALLS. They can undoubtedly. 

Mr. JONES, of Flori But I will assume that they cannot. I 
will put it in the very worst possible attitude. I think it is likely 
they can. If they can pass laws for the government of themselves 
and to regulate questions of property, which I assume they are able 
to do, why can they not create an artificial being to make effective 
the great objects of social and political organization, just the same 
as any other community in the Union? "ts there any reason why 
they cannot do it? Why are artificial beings created? What is a 
corporation? There are two kinds, public and private. A corporate 
act is intended to enable a number of individuals to accomplish an 
object which shey exons do in their individual character; to give 
them perpa yond the life of an individual; to use a common 
seal; ld property, and things of that kind. I cannot conceive 
of any great solemnity which attaches to an act of that kind more 
than is attached to those laws which provide for the security of per- 


son and pro among those people. Hence I think it is reason- 
able to say that may create a tion; but even if they could 
not, they could paca in my ju ent, give their assent to the 


operations within their Territory of the corporate powers of a rail- 
road company created by the laws of another State. 

The question with me is, wherefore is Con called upon to act 
in this case at all? Why should it enact ei conditional or abso- 
lute laws on this subject? 5 7 should it undertake with the con- 
sent or without the consent of these tribes to say that a corporation 
created by the laws of Texas or Missouri shall be extended into their 
territory? Vpn what 2 can such an act be vindicated? 

It was said by the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. Jonas] in his clear 
and concise argument, that the Choctaws assented to this proposi- 
tion. Is there anything in the 2 7. — of nations, in the treaties be- 
tween these tribes and the United States, in the Constitution or laws 
of the Union, which requires that we shall ratify that consent? If 
there is, I should like to see it. No one has pointed out that there is 
any duty in Congress with respect to this question at all. Then it 
is an intermeddling work ofsupererogation. We have never had the 
character of intermeddlers. ere have been intermeddlers among 
the affairs of States and natio t political intermeddlers—but 
it does seem to me that in a question so eminently domestie, belong- 
ing so exclusively to the interests of these Indians, whose intelligence 
has been so highly commented upon by the Senator from Kansas, we 
have no duty to perform whatever except to send this bill out of 


8 
ere this an attempt on the part of Con in the interest of 
commerce, to create a corporation i to connect States 
and Territories for mili for commercial p the 
question would be a very different one from that which is before the 
Senate to-day. I do not go to the extent ok bei by the Senator 
from Ohio, that Congress has the power to legislate a railroad com- 
any created by the laws of one State into another without that 
Btate’s consent. There will have to be a change in the organic law 
of the Union before I shall ever subscribe to that doctrine; but with 
75 t to the Territories of the Union mas eee us not arise. 
is were a proposition originating w: ngress, and a corpora- 
tion created by Congress for fnilitery or commercial pur be 
extended throughout the Indian Territory, I say I am not sure that 
I would require the consent of the Indians to the consummation or 
the perfection of such a work. But this is not that question. What 
right, I ask, has this Government to take up a corporation created by 
Missouri or by Kansas and i it upon these pet 

Mr. INGALLS. Has it not the same right to ave t even to a pri- 
vate individual? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Most assuredly; there is no distinction 
between a corporation and an individual. 

Mr. ING Then how can the right of eminent domain be 
invoked for an individual or a private corporation? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The right of eminent domain in my opin- 
ion has no more application to this case than the laws of the Medes 
and Persians. It been held by some of the soundest. jurists in 
this country that such a thing as eminent domain does not reside in 
the Government of the United States except under the limitations 
contained in the Constitution, which empowers it to take private 
property for the public uses specified in the organic law ; but that 
the Government power to take the property of an individual 
in a State or Territory for a right of way and give it to a corpora- 
tion created by the laws of another State, or to an individual of an- 
other State, I positively deny. I said yesterday that the Govern- 
ment might erect a dock yard, a fort, or an arsenal, and it could take 
my property situated in Florida and pay me a reasonable valuation 
for it for that purpose, but it cannot take that propery and give it 
to a railroad corporation created by the laws of that State. 

Here is an attempt on the of Congress to take the property 
of the Indians (it is only a right of way to be sure, but nevertheless 
it is property to which the law attaches a value) and to transfer it 
to whom? To a number of individuals constituting a corporation 
created by the laws of another State. Is that a public use within 
the meaning of the Constitution? Is it for any Government purpose 
falling within the laws of the United States or the Constitution 
thereof? I say itis not. We have no right to do it. Inasmuch as 
Congress has remitted to these people the unqualified right to legis- 
late for themselves with respect to all domestic matters within their 
territory, they have the same right to deal with this case that they 
have with respect to all others, and our simple duty is to keep hands 
off and let them regulate their domestic affairs in their own way. 

Mr. . I hope now we shall have a vote on the amendment 
of the Senator from “ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas to the amendment of the committee will be read. 

The PRINCIPAL LEGISLATIVE CLERK. At the end of section 10 of 
the amendment of the committee it is proposed to add: 

And That this act shall not go into effect without the consent 
of the 28 9 Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the amendment to the amend- 
on and nays have been ordered, and the Secretary will 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
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Mr. BUTLER, (when his name was called.) On this question Iam 


paired with the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Lamar.] If he were 


present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. FRYE, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from rgia [Mr. HILL] on all political questions. This 
is not a political question, but the Senator’s dee e e BROWN] 
is very much interested in the question, and therefore I shall refrain 
from voting. 6 

Mr. HARRISÓN, (when his name was called.) On this question 
I am paired with the Senator from ee [Mr. Brown. 

Mr. INGALLS, (when his name was called.) Iam pai 
Senator from Indiana, [Mr. VOORHEES. ] 

Mr. PENDLETON, (when his name was called.) On this question 
Iam paired with the junior Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. Haw- 
LEY.] If I were allowed to vote I should vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. VEST, (when Mr. PuGH’s name was called.) The Senator from 
Alabama L Mr. PUGH] is paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, [Mr. RoLLINS.] If the Senator from Alabama were here, he 
would vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. ROLLINS, (when his name Was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama, [Mr. PUGH. 

Mr. VEST, (when the name of Mr. VOORHEES was called.) The 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] is paired with the Senator 
from Kansas, [Mr. INGALLS. ] 

Mr. McMILLAN, (when Mr. Wrxpom’s name was called.) My col- 


with the 


league [Mr. WINDOM] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia, 


(Mr. Davis.] Both are absent. 

The roll was concluded. 

Mr. GEORGE, (after having voted in the ne 
recall my vote. Iam paired with the Senator 
(Mr. Hoar.] I voted inadvertently. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The vote will be withdrawn. 

The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 30, as follows: 


YEAS—15. 


tive.) I wish to 
m Massachusetts, 


Aldrich, ee: Mo. 
Anthony, Davis of Illinois, Miller of N. Y., Sherman, 
Blair, Hill of Colorado, Mitchell, Teller. 
Cameron of Wis., Jackson, Morrill, 
NAYS—20. 
Bayard, Ham MeDill, wyer, 
Beck, a McPherson, Sewell. 
Cal, Johnston, Maxey, Slater, 
Cameronof Pa., Jonas, Miller of Cal. Vest, 
Coke, Jones of Florida, Plumb, Walker, 
Farley, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, Williams. 
Kellogg, Saulsbury, 
ham, Saunders, 
ABSENT—31. 

Bro’ Ferry, Hill of Georgia, P h, 

wo, 8 0 
Butler, Frye, Hoar, 
Camden, George, Vance, 
Coc Groome, Lamar, Van Wyck, 
Davis of W. Va., Grover, Lo V. ees, 
Dawes, Hale, Wi 
Edmun Harrison, Morgan, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to the amendment of the com- 
mittee will now be read. 

The PRINCIPAL LEGISLATIVE CLERK. At the end of section 4 of 
the amendment of the committee it is proposed to add the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That if the 3 councils of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations, 
or either of them, shall within sixty days after the passage of this act, by resolu- 
tion duly ad ted, dissent from the allowance provided for in this section, and 
shall certify the same to the Secretary of the Interior, then the compensation to 
be paid for the use and ts in this act made for such dissenting tribe shall be 
determined as provided in section 3 for the determination of the com tion to 
be paid to the individual occupants of lands, except that one of appraisers 

be appointed by the council of the dissenting tribe; and the award made 
shall be pad as and wader the penalties provided r in said seotion 8. 

Mr. MAXEY. I hope the Senate will agree to the amendment to 
the amendment. I think it is proper and right. 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment repo: from the Committee on Railroads as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

Mr. McMILLAN, In section 4, line 3, I move to amend the bill by 


carr TT 

Mr. INGALLS. As a parliamentary proposition, the amendment 
of the committee being an entire new bill, in the nature of a substi- 
tute, and having been concurred in by the Senate, I doubt very much 
whether without a reconsideration it can now be amended. How- 
ever, I am not in charge of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The amendment of the committee 
consists of various propositions, and the Senate can now make any 
amendment to it that it chooses, provided that it is e to the 
bill, of course. The amendment proposed by the Senator from Min- 
nesota will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. In section 4, line 3, after the word “‘na- 


tions,” it is proposed to insert “every year during the existence of 
the rights and privileges granted to said company by this act ;” so as 
to : 


That for and in consideration of the nses and grants aforesaid, the said railway 
company shall -annually to the national treasurers of said nations every 


pay quarter: 
ear d the existence of the ts and pri ted to said b; 
this act, to be used for the . of $750. eee 

Mr. McMILLAN. There is no time prescribed in the bill during 
which these payments shall be made. 

Mr. MAXEY. That is all right. There is no objection to the amend- 
ment at all. 

The amendment was a 

Mr. MCMILLAN.. At 
ing proviso: 

Provided, That any violation of the condition mentioned in this section shall 
operate as a forfeiture of all the rights and privileges of said railway company 
under this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In section 5, line 8, after the word “ improve- 
ment,” I move to insert “ along such line within seventy-five feet on 
either side thereof;” so as to read: 

And thereafter no claim for a su 
such line within seventy-five feet on ei 
the said right of way. 

Mr. MAXEY. That is all right. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I desire to amend what appears to have been an 
omission in section 10, line 15. I move to insert after the word im- 
munities” the words“ duties and obligations,” so that the company 
which succeeds to the rights of the Saint Lonis and San Francisco 
garages Company shall have not only its immunities and privileges, 
but shall also succeed to its duties and obligations. 

Mr. MAXEY. That is perfectly right. I thought it was covered by 
one of the clauses of the same section which says that it shall apply 
in all respects. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I desire to vote for this bill, but 
[have very great doubt as to the authority of Congress to legislate 
on the subject. In looking over the bill I do not believe that the 
fourth section contains ample provision for indemnity to the Indians 
for the use of the lands which are to be occupied. The fourth sec- 
tion simply proposes to pay them the interest upon the valuation of 
the land actually taken, in compensation for the right of way, but 
after obtaining the right of way the 8 will occupy an 
that road so long as it shall exist within the Indian Territory. 

All railroads in this country are subject to taxation by the author- 
ities of the State through which they pass, after having paid for the 
nee of way to the private holders of the property that they have 
taken, and it occurs to me that there ought to be some provision in 
the bill to provide for a proper assessment upon this railroad com- 
pan for the use and benefit of the Choctaw Nation through whose 

a the railroad will pass. 

I therefore send to the desk an amendment to be added to the 
fourth section, to out my views on that subject. 

It occurs to me that whenever we grant a railroad charter through 
the public domain we ought in that charter to reserve the right to 
States that may hereafter be created out of the public domain to tax 
corporations created under and by authority of Con , because 
otherwise such corporations will exist independent of the State au- 
thorities which may hereafter be created, and, in my opinion, may 
very jus ly raise the question as to the right of the State authorities 
thereafter created to im taxes upon them, claiming that their right 
is paramount to that of the State. 

Mr. MAXEY. I suggest that there is nothing in the bill which 
exempts the company from taxation at all. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. In order to make it certain that the claim 
shall not be set up, I propose to offer an amendment. At the end of 
section 4, I move to add the following additional proviso: 

provided further, That nothing in this act shall be construed to hibi 
Congress from imposing such taxes — it may deem just aoa te r, upon the ral. 
ereby authorized, for the benefit of the Choctaw and ickasaw Indians so 
long as they shall occupy or possess the territory; or to prohibit any State or 
States w. may he be formed out of said territory from imposing taxes 
upon said road. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from Delaware. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and read 
the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Principal Legislative 
Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COCKRELL, (when his name was called.) I am paired with 
the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. DAWES. | Were he present, I 
should vote “‘ yea,” and he would vote“ nay.’ 

Mr. GEORGE, (when Mr. Hoar’s name was called.) I am paired 
with the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. HOAR. 
Mr. HARRISON, (when his name was ee 
I am paired with the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. 

vote ‘‘nay,” if he were here. 


to. 
e end of section 2, I move to add the follow- 


t settlement and improvement along 
er side thereof shall be valid as against 


use 


The question is on the amendment 


pon this question 
Brown. ] 4 would 
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Mr. ROLLINS, (when his name was called.) On this 3 1 
am paired with the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. Pudn. ] If he were 
present, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. SAULSBURY, (when his name was called.) I am paired with 
the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Ferry.] I do not know how he 
would vote on this question, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am paired with the Senator from Mississippi, 
(Mr. Lamar.] I do not know how he would vote on this question, 
and therefore refrain from voting. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I am paired with the Senator from Connecti- 
cut, [Mr. HawLry.] He probably would vote“ nay ;” and I should 
vote ‘‘ yea,” if he were here. 

Mr. FRYE. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. 
HILL. ] If he were present, I should vote“ nay.” 


The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 13; as follows: 
YEAS—31. 
Ba; Gorman, Kellogg, Saunders, 
bee Hampton, La — Sawyer, 
Call, Harris, MoDill, Sewell, 
Cameron of Pa., Hill of Colorado, McPherson, Slater, 
Coke, Jackson, Maxey, Vest, 

‘air, Johnston, Miller of Cal., Walker, 
Farley, Jonas, Mii W. 
Garland, Jones of Nevada, Plamb, 

NATS-13. 
Aldrich, Davis of Illinois, Miller of N. Y., Teller. 
Anthony. Groome, M 
Cameron of Wis., Jones of Florida, Platt, 
Conger, McMillan, Sh 
ABSENT—32. 
Edmunds, Hill of Georgia, Pugh, 
—.— Bue I aie Rollins,’ 
n, n „ 
Butler. George, Lamar, bu A 
Camden, Grover, Loe 8 
Cockrell, Hale, one, Van Wyck, 
Davis of W. Va., % il ms oorhees, 
Dawes, Hawley, ton, Windom. 


So the bill was passed, 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to grant a right of 
way for a railroad and v line through the lands of the Choc- 
taw and Chickasaw Nations of Indians to the Saint Louis and San 
Francisco Railway Company, and for other purposes.” 


INDIAN SUBSISTENCE DEFICIENCY. 


Mr. PLUMB. I am directed by the Committee on Appropriations, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 5801) to provide a defi- 
ciency for the subsistence of the Arapahoe, Cheyenne, Kiowa, Co- 
manche, Apache, and Wichita Indians, to report it without amend- 
ment. I desire to say that the bill, except as to the amount, is the 
same that passed the Senate the other day. The House dissented 
from the right of the Senate to originate such a bill, and therefore 

assed a bill of theirown and sent it here forourconcurrence. Iam 
nstructed by the committee to recommend the passage of the bill 
and to ask for its immediate consideration. 

Mr. BECK. We do not admit their right to prevent us from origin- 
ating such a bill, but we waive that point at this time. 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, we are not ed upon to pass on that ques- 
tion now. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It appropriates 880,000, to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, for the subsistence 
of the Arapahoes, Cheyennes, Apaches, Kiowas, Comanches, and Wi- 
chitas, in the Indian Territory, the same being a deficiency for the 
fiscal year of 1882. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to ask if this is an amendment 
to the Senate bill which was sent to the House? 

Mr. PLUMB. It is an original bill which the House of Rep- 
resentatives to take the place of the bill which passed the Senate, 
oa House denying the right of the Senate to originate appropriation 
` 8. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Is it identical with the bill which was con- 
sidered Poe Senate and passed ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Except as to the amount. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DEFICIENCIES FOR PRINTING STAMPS, ETC. 


Mr. PLUMB. Iam instrueted aoe Committee on Appropriations, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 5573) making appropria- 
tions to supply a deficiency for dies, paper, and stamps for the fiscal 
year 1852, and to continue work on the Washington Monument for 
the fiscal year 1883, and for other purposes, to report it back favor- 
oy. without amendment, and also to ask for its immediate consid- 
eration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to have some member of the 
Committee on Appropriations explain the reason for these deficien- 
cies, Appropriations were made at the last Con for these s 
cific purposes, and now it seems there are heavy deficiencies both for 
the Monument and for the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. There 
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has been no explanation in the Senate of any necessity for the appro- 
gees and I do not like to vote blindly either for or against the 
ill. Therefore I should like to have some member of the committee 
explain its necessity. 
will say here that in my opinion it is bad policy on the part of 
Congress, when it has made appropriations based upon the estimates 
of the Departments, afterward tocome in and to make appropriations 
for deficiencies, because we had better suspend the operations for 
awhile rather than to vote blindly in disregard of the estimates made 
by the Executive Departments of the Government. As long as we 
continue to provide for deficiencies there will be but little care in 
the expenditure of public money appropriated for the various pur- 
poses for which the Government expends money. 

Mr. PLUMB. The first item in the bill appropriates $170,000 for 
the purpose of 9 stamps for the Revenue Department of the 
Government. That is in no sense a deficiency any more than it would 
be a deficiency to print postage-stam The operations of that 
Department have been so enlarged during the last year by reason of 
the great production of spirits and the consequent increase in the 
revenue, that there has been a greater demand for stamps than was 
estimated at the beginning of the current fiscal year. For the Gov- 
ernment to refuse to supply the stamps would be simply to refuse 
to avail itself of an opportunity for revenue. It therefore is not a 
deficiency in the sense in which that term is erdinarily used. I have 
here a letter from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue under the 
ae of March 23, and also a dispatch of April 10. In the telegram 

e says: 

Permit me to say it is very im t to the public interest that the deficien 

riation for . Milos abould be eee 


t possible t. 
TA GREEN B. RAUM, Commissioner. 
The second item in the bill is an appropriation of $150,000 for the 


Washington Monument. That approp tion is for the next fiscal 
year; that is, for 1883, and takes the place of the regular appropria- 
tion for that purpose. It is inse here because its passage now 


will enable the engineer in charge of the monument to make his 
contracts for the next year, so that putting it in here only antici- 
pates what would evidently occur when the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill came to be passed. 

The third item is an appropriation of $25,000 for the manufacture 
of paper for the use of the Treasury Department. The Department 
is out of paper, and consequently cannot replace worn and muti- 
lated United States notes. e appropriation for the preceding year 
and back for two or three 1 years was very small. The 
Department has not only used that up, but has used up in addition 
all the stock of paper which it had on hand, so that now it is without 
paper for the purpose of giving to any one who has a mutilated 

nited States note a new one in its place. In addition to that, it 
ap that the paper, in order to be of the maximum and proper 
value, is required to be seasoned ; it is required tobe kept on d; 
and the Department has found that by reason of 8 to use 
the paper as fast as manufactured the notes come back to them two 
or three times as quick for the purpose of being replaced; in other 
words, notes made out of unseasoned paper wear out twice or three 
times as soon as they do if made out of seasoned paper. This $25,000 
therefore is for the purpose of putting the Department in possession 
of paper in order to replace worn out and mutilated notes, and in 
order to accumulate a small stock, so as to meet the emergency of 
which I have spoken. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MISSISSIPPI AND MISSOURI RIVERS IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. KELLOGG. I move to take up the bill (S. No. 1572) for the 
improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi and Missouri 


Rivers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the motion 
will be regarded as agreed to, and the Chair will lay the bill before 
the Senate. 

The title of the bill was read. 


BRIDGE OVER MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. HARRISON. I want to ask the consent of the Senate to take 
up House bill No. 4454. It is a bill authorizing the construction of 
a bridge across the 8 River, at or near Keithsburgh, in the 
State of Illinois, and to establish it as a post-road. It has been in 
the Senate for a long time, and it is very important to those who are 
interested in the bridge to get the bill through if they are to begin 
work on it this season. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular business can be laid 
aside informally for that purpose. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 4454) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Keiths- 
burgh, in the State of Illinois, and to establish it as a post-road. 

. ANTHONY. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is moved that the Senate do now 
ourn. 
he motion was not agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 22, 
noes 27 
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Mr. HARRISON. I ask for the consideration of the bill called up 
by me. 

The bill was read. : 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce, with 
amendments. 5 

The first amendment was, in line 25 of section 5, to insert, after 
the word changed,“ the words “or removed;“ so as to make the 
clause read: 

And the said eee 5 6 or ee at the e 5 

th é e, as Co ma; 80 as 

Saep f ees pa pavigniion of said yee z REN 

The amendment was agreed to. ' 81 

The next amendment was, after ‘‘ United States,” in line 32 of sec- 
tion 5, to strike out the following words: 

That the said M C Bridge Company, or the said Keithsburgh Bri 
Company, r of Sent shall constrncs saul bridge, may execute a =e 

or mortgages thereon, and issue bonds, payable, principal and interest, in 

gold, the payment of which shall be secured by said mortgage. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MILITARY LAND-WARRANT LOCATIONS. 


Mr. PLUMB. I gave notice some days ago that after the Indian 
railway bill was disposed of I should ask the Senate to take up bill 
No. 67, which has been pending a long time, and which is commonly 
known as the 5 per cent. bill. I want now to repeat that when the 
Mississippi River bill is concluded, not 5 to antagonize that 
bill, I will then make a motion to take up the bill which I have 
named. 

COURT OF APPEALS. 

Mr. GARLAND. I want to give notice for the third time that as 
soon as the pending order of business is disposed of I shall seek to 
call up the very important bill establishing a court of appeals. 
There is a pressure on Con from all parts of the country to con- 
sider that bill, and I do not believe there is any bill more important 
than it, and I shall make the effort to get the Senate to consider it 
after disposing of the present order of business, 


ASSAY OFFICE AT OMAHA. 


Mr. SAUNDERS. I wish to call up the bill (S. No. 113) to establish 
an assay office in the city of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska. 

Mr. BECK. Was not that bill reported adversely ? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. No, that was fora mint; this is reported unani- 


ot 
Mr. BECK. There was a bill reported adversely by the Finance 
Committee. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. That was for a mint; this is only a bill for an 


assay office. 
The bill was read. 
Mr. BECK. Is this bill subject to objection now? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Of course. 

Mr. BECK. I object to its consideration. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. We had this bill up the other day, and Senators 
thought at that time that it was the mint bill. It has nothing to do 
with that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will put the question on 
takin; up the bill, if objection is made. 

Mr. B CK. It is a bill to make new offices. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. It only appropriates $10,000. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask that the unfinished business be laid before 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
adhere to his objection? [‘‘No!” , No] 

Mr. BECK. No, I will not. I withdraw the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill of the Senator from Ne- 
braska is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BECK. I want to know first what is the use of an assay office 
at Omaha? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. There is a large amount of silver being separated 
there, larger than at any other place in the United States; and on 
account of the market and of the sale to the Government it is neces- 
sary to have an assay office. 

. BECK. Where does the silver come from? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. From the Rocky Mountains. 

Mr. BECK. We have an assay office at Deadwood. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. The exportation of silver is larger than at any 
other place where that business is done in the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is in Committee of the 
Whole and open to amendment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I move to take up a bill which has the 


House of Representatives that I am sure nobody will object to. It 
is House bill No. 3869. It is a bill of great interest to very many 


meritorious people. 
p upon. 

The Acting Secre 
the allowance of certain claims reported by the accounting officers 
of the United States Treasury Department. 


It is for persons whose claims have already been 
read the title of a bill (H. R. No. 3869) for 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
CAMERON] gave notice that he would call up that bill in the morn- 
ing. He has charge of it from the Committee on Claims, 

Sir. WILLIAMS. All right. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr.GARLAND. Let the regular order be first laid before the Sen- 


ate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before tha Senate 
as the unfinished business for to-morrow the bill (S. No. 1572) for the 
improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi and Missouri 
Rivers. It is now moved that the Senate adjourn, 

The motion was to; and (at four o’clock and fifty-six min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, April 13, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. POWER. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


APPRAISERS NEW ORLEANS CUSTOMS DISTRICT. 


Mr. ELLIS. I move by unanimous consent that the bill (S. No. 
1558) to amend section of the Revised Statutes be taken from 
the Speaker’s table and put on its passage. An exactly similar bill 
has been unanimously reported from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of this House. It is in the direction of economy 9 0 0 as 
it saves $500 a year in ager It is a mere amendment to the cus- 
toms law which, in New Orleans customs district, instead of hav- 
ing two appraisers and one assistant appraiser, makestwo assistants 
and one appraiser, and reduces get A i 

There was no objection, and the bill was taken up and read a first 
and second time. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That section 2569, ph 1, of the Revised Statutes 
one assistant appraise: * and insorting in ot thereof the following, be wits" one 
one > on 
appraiser and too assistant appraisers." 

Mr. ELLIS. The House bill and report are as follows: 


A bill (H. R. No. 5429) to amend section 2569 of the Revised Statutes. 


tatives of the United States of 
of the Revised Statutes, para- 
graph 1, be, and the same is hereby, amended by reas =p out the words “two 
appraisers and one assistant ap; raiser” and inserting in lieu thereof the words 
one appraiser and two assistant app 
Report No. —, Forty-seventh Congress, first session. 
Mr. ELLIS, from the Committee on Appropriations, submitted the following 


rt: 
SAAD exactly similar bill to the one under consideration has passed tho Senate and 
is on the Speaker's table. 

The bill provides for the amendment of section 2569 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States by striking out the words two appraisers and one assistant ap- 
praiser“ and in g in lieu thereof the words ohe appraiser and two assistant 
1 The amendment is recommended by the, 9 of the Treasury. 
It will give more efliciency and form to the appraiser's d ent in the collection 
district of New Orleans, and will save the Government per annum in salary. 

The committee report House bill No. 5429 favorably and recommend its passage. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ELLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paai and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

e 0. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

FORT RICE INDIAN RESERVATION, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the House Calendar the bill {i R. No. 2749) to vacate the Fort 
Rice military reseryation, in the Territory of Dakota, and ask that 
the same be now put upon its 2 

Mr. RANDALL. Let it be read subject to the right of objection. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think we had better have the regular order. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will not de- 
mand the regular order until I have an 1 of asking consent 
to take up a Senate bill to which I think there will be no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand that there is objec- 
tion to the present consideration of the bill which has been read? 

Mr. HOL That is a bill which should not be p: at least 
without some explanation. hile the report will convey the in- 
formation. I for the reading of the report. 

“a AERAR EL Does the gentleman desire to reserve the right to 
objec 
. HOLMAN. Ido; but am willing that the report shall be read 
for information. 
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The SPEAKER, The report will be read. 

The report was read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to inquire of the gentleman having 
this matter in charge whether there has been any action taken on 
the part of either the Secretary of the Interior, or the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office in support of this measure, It is a ques- 
tion in which they are more directly concerned than the War Depart- 


ment. 

Mr. KASSON. The objections I understand are reserved. I can- 
not hear the gentleman from Indiana. 

The SPEAKER. Objection has been reserved. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve the right to object unless there is a com- 
munication, as I have stated, from the Secretary of the Interior or 
Commissioner of the General Land Office in support of this measure. 

Mr. KASSON. If I understand the gentleman from Indiana, the 
objection he makes is the same that I desired to make, as to the mode 
of disposing of these lands, I think it is a matter that should be 
approved by the General Land Office. 

. HOLMAN. That is the objection that I have made. 

Mr. KASSON. If there isnot some communication from the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office or the Interior Department ap- 
proving this measure, I shall object to its consideration. If there is 
any such letter I think we should wait, before passing a bill of this 
character, until that question is determined. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not know of any such communication. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that there is objection to 
the present consideration of the bill. 


SHOSHONE AND BANNOCK INDIAN RESERVATION, 


Mr. AINSLIE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the House Calendar the bill (H. R. No. 5004) te accept and ratify an 
agreement with the Shoshone and Bannock Indians for the sale of a 
portion of their reservation in Idaho Territory required for the use 
of the Utah and Northern Railroad, and to make the necessary appro- 
priation for carrying out the same, for present consideration. I have 
never asked anything of the House at this session and would like to 
get 3 

8 SR Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bi 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Let the bill be read, subject to 
objection. 

‘he bill was read. It is as follows: 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Con, assembled, That a certain ent made by Joseph K. McCam- 
mon, assistant attorney-general, on behalf of the United States, with the Shoshone 
and Bannock Indians resident on the Fort Hall reservation, in the Terri of 
Idaho, be, and the same is hereby, ratified and confirmed, subject, nevertheless, 
to the conditions hereinafter mentioned. Said agreement is executed by a major- 
ity of all the adult male Indians of the Shoshone and Bannock tribes occup: or 

ri in 3 with the 
ndians of July 3, 1868, 


represented by their chiefs and headmen and heads of a nuy of families, 
or 


to construct a line of railroad from east to west through the Fort H. 
tion, and the said Indians have consented thereto, and for that have 
, for the consideration hereinafter mentioned, to surrender 2 the U 
States their title to so much of the land comprised in said 
necessary for the legitimate and practical uses of said road : 

“Now this agreement witnesseth that, for the consideration hereinafter men- 
tioned, the said Shoshone and Bannock Indians do hereby cede to the United 
States all that part of the present Fort Hall reservation, in the Territory of Idaho, 
described as follows, namely : 

“ A strip of land not exceeding one hundred feet in width, (except at Pocatello 
Station, where it is two hund feet,) as will appear on maps hereto annexed, 
commencing at the eastern boundary of said reservation, stri the south bank 
of Portneuf River, and thence following down Portneuf Valley, sometimes on 
the south side and sometimes on the north side of said Portneuf River, until it 
reaches the Utah and Northern Railroad, already constructed, at a point about 
five miles east of Portneuf River, on said road, a distance of about thirty-six 
miles, more or less; thence following said Utah and Northern Railroad, already 
constructed, a distance of ten and seventy-three hundredths miles, to a point on 
said road about six miles west of said Pornenf Station, on said road; thence 
leaving said road — constructed and 133 northwestward along the 
Portneuf River aforesaid a distance of eight miles. more or less; thence deflect- 
ing from said river westward and continuing to the west boundary line of said 
Fort Hall Indian reservation a distance of about nineteen miles, more or less, 
from the Utah and Northern Railroad, as shown upon the map or plan thereof 
hereto attached, marked “ A," the same being intended to be hereafter used by the 
said Utah and Northern Railroad Company, its successors or assigns, as a right of 
way and zoa: “se and containing by actual survey six hundred and seventy acres 
or thereabout. 

“ Also the several pieces or parcels of land situate along and adjoining the said 
strip of land hereinbefore descrided as defined in the several plats or maps thereof 
. and marked, respectively, “B,” C,“ “D,” &e., the same being 
intended to be used by the said Utah and Northern Railroad Company, its suc- 
cessors or assigns, for depots, stations, sidings, &., and containing in the whole, 
by actual survey, one hundred and two acres, more or less. 

“In consideration of such cession the United States sps to pay the Shoshone 
and Bannock Indians the sum of $6,000, being at and tthe of seven and 
seventy-seven hundredths dollars per acre for the lands so ceded, to be deposited 
in the United States Treasury to the credit of said Indians ratification hereof 
by Congress and necessary ed oy sapere therefor, and to interest at 5 
cent. per annum; the same to addition to any and all sums to which the 
above-named Indians are now entitled by treaty. 

All provisions of existing treaties not affected by this agreement to remain 


on as may 


in full force and effect, and this agreement to be subject to ratification by Con- 


Executed at the Fort Hall 


cy, Idaho, the day and year first aforesaid.” 
Sec. 2, That for the p the 


visions of this act into effect the 


rect. 
ht of way over the land relinquished by said agreement to 
-£ -i Railroad, and the 


tah 


and Northern eee re its successors and assigns, for the uses and 
so ent set forth; but the land, or any part thereof, reling ed 
the United States by said a; t shall not be used for railroad purposes 


by or for the Utah and Northern Railroad e god its successors or assigns, 
except upon the condition 3 that the sai 3 its successors or as- 
signs, shall, within ninety days from the taking effect o act, Jaro the Treas- 


urer of the United States said sum of $6,000 2 2 riated paid by the 
United States for the lands relin: ed to the Uni tates by said 7 arene 
and shall, within the same time, file with the of the Interior its written 


acceptance of conditions of this section. Nor 
thereof, be continued to be used for railroad by or for said Utah and 
Northern Company, its successors or gns, except upon the further 
condition that said company, its successors or assigns, will pay any and all dam- 
ages which the United States or said Indians, hina fg in their tribal capa- 
city, or any other Indians lawfully occupying said reservation, may sustain by rea- 
son or on account of the act or acts of said com its successors or assigns, its 
agents or aren oron account of fires originatin, by or in the construction 
or ion o bee gO eee e cases to be recovered in any court 
of the Territory of Idaho having j ction of the amount claimed, upon suit or 
action instituted pea peepee nited States attorney in the name of the United 
States: Provided, t the said United States attorney gr ys ts such sum of 
money in satisfaction of soy aaea injury or damage as in his discretion may be 
ust; and if so accepted before suit or action is commenced no suit or action shall 

instituted, and if accepted after commencement of suit or action the same shall 
be dismissed at the cost of said company, its successors or assigns. 

Sec. 4. That all moneys accepted or recovered under the poenos of section 3 
of this act shall be covered into the Treasury of the United States, and if 
or recovered on account of sustained by said Indians as aforesaid, the; 
shali be placed to the credit of said Indians in their tribal names, to be paar born A 
by the Secretary of the Interior, for the benefit of said Indians, in such manner as 
he may deem for their best interest, except in the case of an individual Indian, 
when the amount covered into the Treasury shall be expended for his sole benefit. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to reserve the right to object, unless there 
is a report from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs addressed to the 
House recommending the passage of the bill. I think such an im- 
portant measure as this should only be acted upon after the views 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs are known, 

Mr. AINSLIE, I will state to the gentleman from Indiana and to 
the House that this bill was framed by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, ag based upon an executive document submitted by the 
President. The bill was drafted in the Interior Department and sent 
to the House for action. : 
DAR Seen: Was it approved by the Commissioner of Indian 

airs 

Mr. AINSLIE. I presume so. I think there can be no doubt of 
it, as it was “ieee on the suggestion of the Department. 

Mr. HOL Does the Commissioner recommend the passage 
of the bill? 

Mr. AINSLIE. He does, 


said land, or any part 


the bill? 

Mr. PAGE. Whatisit? Lobject. It is too long a bill to go through 
the House by unanimous consent without examination. 

Mr. PACHECO. It has been fully considered by the committee, 
and I hope 2 7 colleague will not object to it. 

Mr. HASKELL. I think I can explain the bill to the satisfaction 
of the gentleman from California. 

Mr. PAGE. Iam willing to withhold my objection until the gen- 
tleman from Kansas explains the bill. 

Mr. HASKELL. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill which was drawn by 
the Interior Department at the Office of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, by him to, and by the President transmitted to Con- 

88. It is a bill merely to pr the right of way through the Fort 
all Indian reservation in Idaho, to the Utah and Northern Rail- 
road, a branch of the Union Pacific Railroad, which proposes to ex- 
tend a line of railroad northwesterly through this Shoshone and 
Bannock reservation. Under treaty stipulations with the United 
States Secretary Kirkwood and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
both thought that the Government ought to take in ch the mat- 
ter of negotiating the right of way, and not to allow the railroad 
company to make any direct trade or contract with the Indians. 

5 the assistant attorney-general of the Interior Depart- 
ment was detailed by that Department, and sent out upon the reser- 
vation to confer with the Indians and with the railroad company for 
this right of way. An agreement was made, unanimously a to 
by the Indians. The amount of money for the right of way is about 
seven dollars per acre—$6,000. That has been deposited in the 
Treasury of the United States by the company. They have com- 
plied with their agreement. There is no danger, as I take it, of any 
possible fraud against the Indians. The money is ready for them, 
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This, as I understand, is only as to a right of way. 

Mr. HASKELL. That is all. 

Mr. SPARKS. Then let us vote for it. ? 

Mr. ROBESON. It is said there is an agreement made with the 
Indians. Is there any reason to doubt that it was made with the 
Indians themselves; with their real council, and not with any bogus 
association that undertook to represent them? 

Mr. HASKELL. Not at all. A solicitor of the United States, an 
assistant attorney-general, went there in person; and not a dissent- 
ing voice from that tribe has reached the committee; not a letter, 
not a word, Every single Indian has d to it. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be en and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and piso. 

Mr. HASKELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
2 ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

e. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GEORGE. I ask unanimous consent 

Mr. ROBESON. Icall for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. 
from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] is recognized. 

Mr. ON. I wish to say, before submitting a motion to dis- 

nse With the morning hour, that I understand there is a bill on the 

er’s table that will involve not one word of debate which it is 
desired to pass on the birthday of Thomas Jefferson. I withhold my 
motion to give an opportunity for the eg: Belt of that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GEDDES] asks 
unanimous consent to take a bill from the Speaker’s table for present 
consideration. 

Mr. ROBESON. What is it? 

Mr. GEDDES. It is a joint resolution of the Senate providing for 
the erection of a monument over the grave of Thomas Jefferson, This 
is the anniversary of his birth. 

Mr. WHITE, I call for the regular order. 

Mr. GEDDES. I will occupy but a moment of the time of the 
House, to say that this is the anniversary of the birth of Thomas 
Jefferson, and it seems to me highly proper to call up this joint res- 
olution and put it upon its passage to-day. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman the bill? 

Mr. GEDDES. I understand it is on the Speaker's table; but I 
presume we do not a hee? the presence of the bill. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

Mr. GEDDES. If the Senate joint resolution cannot be found, I 
desire to put the House joint resolution (H. R. No. 175) for the same 
p on vE peana 

. MANNING. The Clerk may have been looking for a bill, 
This is not a bill, but a joint resolution. It passed the Senate on 
Monday of last week and went to the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is insisted on. 

Mr. KASSON. Suggesting that the gentlemen who have charge 
of this matter be prepared to present the resolution when the com- 
mittee rises, I move to dispense with the morning hour for the call 
of committees. 

The motion was agreed to, (two-thirds voting in favor thereof,) 
and the morning hour was dispensed with. 


TARIFF-COMMISSION BILL. 


Mr. KASSON. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, for the further consid- 
eration of the tariff-commission bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and by special order will proceed to the 
farther consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2315) to provide for the 
appointment of a commission to investigate the question of the tariff 
. laws. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. UPDE- 
GRAFF] is entitled to the floor, and has thirteen minutes of his hour 
3 

Mr. UPDEGRAEFEF, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, last evening, when I gave 
way for a motion that the committee rise, I was alluding to the pros- 

ty that comes with protection. With free trade come disaster and 
epression. Soit has always happened in the history of our country, 
prosperity comes with protection. Depression and disaster with free- 
trade tariff. Of course it is purely accidental, but so it constantly 
happens. Our free-traders have trouble with our present unparalleled 
prosperity. The gentleman from New York [Mr. HEWITT] says it 
comes“ in spite of protection,” and predicts the direst calamities 
that will soon overtake the country from too much industry and too 
great p i He admits we are now ‘the most p us 


peuple in 


The gentleman 


ty. 
e world and pay the highest wages,” but protests that 


protection deserves no credit for this, as it only hindered our pros- 
pran It is rather an astonishing coincidence, when we remember 
that in our history protection has never been able to prevent prosperity, 
while free trade or low duty 3 have always succeeded in doing so. 

Let us give an evidence and illustration of this truth. From 1823 
to 1832, under fair protection, our iron product increased 53 per cent. 
In 1832, under compromise, the duty was reduced to 20 per cent. ad 
valorem, and so from 1832 to 1842 our iron products did not increase 
a single pound. Under protection from 1842 to 1846 the iron product 
inereased 400 per cent. Then came the Walker revenue tariff of 
1846, and from that year to 1860, during what the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] calls ‘the go era,” the increase was 
only 11 per cent. for the whole fourteen years, while from 1861 to 
1876, under protection, it has increased 225 per cent., and the wages 

aid to labor in that industry alone for 1880 was over $55,000,000. 

ther industries have increased or were retarded in the same or 

ter ratio during these peri but the production and use of 
tron are measures of the growth both of industry and civilization. 

In the light of history it is no less amusing than instructive to 
read the doleful predictions of disaster and e that were then 
made which would follow the protective tariff of 1824. They were 
as ominous as those now made by the gentleman from New York 
which are to result from our present prosperity. The leading free- 
trade paper of that day, Ne out the deplorable consequences 
which would certainly fol ow, said: 

Pass this tariff and you ug the nation. Pass it, and who will be exempt from 
its grinding consequences U 


and not submit to this act, 20 pi 
taken without delay to procure it, an 
will not be disregarded. 

Prophecies as dismal were made in Congress. The brilliant Rau- 
dolph declared that if it passed farmers would have to plow with a 
crooked stick, that a great part of the wealth of New York would 
soon be transferred to Montreal and Quebec, and that whatever bill 
was passed“ Philadelphia could never become a great manufacturing 
town.” But the bill passed, and the nation was not palsied. Our 
cities grew as never before. The total of the manufacturing pro- 
ducts of that “town,” were for 1880, $420,406,456. No class confined 
itself strictly to“ cold water,” but all classes prospered, and “the gen- 
eral voice of the people,” instead of condemning the measure, so fully 
realized its benetits that it was superseded by one still more protect- 
ive in 1828. The revenues of the country increased from $64,688,254 
for the four years preceding 1824 to $86,357,852 for the four years 
after that date, though the free-trade Jeremiahs had prophesied that 
it would diminish the revenue from imports and force a resort to 
direct taxes. 

MORE PROTECTION AND GREATER GOOD. 

The passage of the tariff act of 1828 being still more protective, 
was a direct result of the favor with which the mass of the people 
received the operation and effects of the previous one. Labor was 
in demand at higher wages. Manufactures were springing into ex- 
istence, bringing to farmers a ready and eager market for produc- 
tions which would not bear transportation to a distance. It was 
passed without any claim of inadequate revenue, for its object was 
avowedly protection, for protection had covered the country with 
peoo of its benefits and advantages. So the bill was voted for by 

an Buren, Silas Wright, Thomas Benton, Richard M. Johnson, and 
John H. Eaton, and by the Representatives from Pennsylvania, Ohio, 
Indiana, and Kentucky, each State about to vote for Jackson for 
President. The paris journals of that day say that when the news 
of the passage of the bill reached Charleston, South Carolina, the 
British vessels in port displayed their flags at half-mast in token 
of what is still common, British hatred of American prosperity. 
Though this was an indecent interference with the legislation of an 
independent nation, it was not so aggressive an insult as the British 
circulation of this British pamphlet which I hold in my hand, scat- 
tered over the country in the midst of a national election, and tell. 
ing American citizens how they should vote. But our country had 
outgrown British dictation, and though the tariff was only “d local 
question,” once, in that campaign of 1880, it became a great national 
issue, and ne poopie knowing its benefits and surrounded by the 
prosperity it brought, carried its banner to victory. [Applause.] 

“THE GOLDEN ERA.” 

Let 1 0 use a moment to glance at what the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. CARLISLE] calls the golden era. He says: 

There never has been such a period of general p ity and growth in this or 
any other country as that extending from 1850 to 1860, when we had not free 
trade, but a tariff for revenue with such incidental protection as necessarily re- 
sulted from the imposition of moderate duties upon im ‘oods ; a tariff under 
which the rates during the whole period on all dutiable articles were less than 23 

r cent., and on . N 10 per cons, Pedi ows . in our 
Hr notwithstanding financial , from country 
recovered in a single year. 


Adjectives and rhetoric may be 1 Let us look at some 
of these statements in the cold daylight of history. Take a sample 
year of that decade. Take the year 1855 in the very middle of that 
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golden era, We received, in round numbers in 1855, $53,000,000 rev- 
enue from custom duties against $198,000,000 in 1881. We exported 
in that year $88,000,000 worth raw cotton against $247,000,000 worth 
in 1881; of cotton manufactures, $5,000,000 worth exported against 
$13,000,000 in 1881; iron and steel manufactures, $3,000,000 worth in 
1855 against $14,000,000 in 1881; of wheat, $1,000,000 worth against 
$167,000,000 worth in 1881; of corn, $6,000,000 worth against $50,- 
000,000 worth exported in 1881; of bacon and hams, $3,000,000 worth 
against $61,000,000 worth in 1881; of lard, $4,000,000 exported against 
$35,000,000 worth in 1881; of cheese, $514,034 worth against $16,000,- 
000 worth in 1881; of manufactures of wood, $9,000,000 worth against 
$18,000,000 exported in 1881; of petroleum and coal oil, none in 1855 
against $40,000,000 exported in 1881. 

By the following table, furnished me by the Bureau of Statistics, 
it appears that in the period of ten years from 1851 to 1860, inclusive, 
the value of our exports was less than our imports by $355,779,206 ; 


whereas in the period of the last ten years, from 1872 to 1881 inclu- 
sive, the value of our exports was ter than our imports by 
$887,908,299. Our total exports for 1881 were more than four times 
our total exports for 1855, and our total imports for 1881 being largely 
more than double our total imports for 1855. 

In 1855 there were in operation 18,374 miles of railroad; in 1881 
almost exactly 100,000 miles; which during the last decade have 
become the highways of a vast internal commerce, compared with 
which our exports are but a trifle. Tonnage on the New York Cen- 
tral Railroad increased from 810,041 tons in 1855 to 10,576,754 tons in 
1880; on the New York, Lake Erie and Western Railroad increased 
from 842,054 tons in 1855 to 9,455,392 tons in 1880; and on the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad from 365,016 tons in 1855 to 16,341,568 tons in 1880. 
Mr. Poor states the freight earnings of railroads in the United States 
in 1851 at $20,192,104; and in 1881 these freight earnings amounted 
to 8467, 748,928. 


Value of merchandise imported into and exported from the United States for the years given ; also annual excess of imports or of exports, (specie values.) 


Year ended— 


Total for ten years 


But there is other evidence of the difference between our present 
condition and that of“ the golden era.” President Buchanan, in his 
message of December 8, 1857, says: 

The earth has yielded her fruits abundantly, and has bountifully rewarded the 


toil of the hnsbandman, * * We have all the elements of material 
wealth in rich abundance and yet, notwit saree e. these advantages, our 
country, in its monetary interests, is at the present time in a most deplorable con- 
dition. Ip the midst of unsurpassed plenty in all the productions of agriculture, 
and in all the elements of national wealth we find our manufactures suspended, 
our public works retarded, our private enterprises of different kinds abandoned, 
and thousands of useful laborers thrown out of 5 and reduced to want. 
‘Phe revenue of the Government, which is chiefly derived from duties on imports 
from abroad, has been greatly reduced, while the pg oh er na made by Congress 
at its last session are xay large in amount. Under these circumstances aloan may 
be required before the close of the present session; but this, although deeply to 
be regretted, would be only a slight misfortune compared with the suffering and 
distress prevailing among the people. 


During that session of Cong a Representative declared on this 
floor that the only business that was prosperous in his district was 
that of the sheriff. The President says, under these circumstances a 
loan may be required. It was required. Twenty millions in Decem- 
ber, 1857, and twenty millions more in June, 1858. My friend from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. SIMONTON] stated the other day that a revenue tariff 
was a benefit to keep down expenses and to teach economy, so that 
we would not spend too much. No, Mr. Chairman, even an empty 
treasury has never been able to repress the Democratic tendency to 
extravagance, Because in those days when the revenue did not yield 
the money they borrowed it, and that very year 1857 the President 
says in his message that the appropriations by Congress (a Demo- 
cratic Congress) were ‘‘very large in amount.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague’s 
time may be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. For how long? 

Mr. McKINLEY. Without limit. 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection tothe gentleman’s time being 
extended without limit? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. I thank the committee for its great 
courtesy, and will trespass on its time as little as possible, thongh I 


invite questions from any gentleman who may desire the proof of any 
statement. 


The loan was required. I have before me a little volume con- 
taining a statement ofall the loans that have ever been issued by the 


Exports. Excess. 


Imports. 
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540, 884, 671 | 460, 741, 

602, 475, 220 | 451, 328, 

694) 865, 700 437, 051, 532 
710,439, 441 445, 777, 775 | 
885, 638,658 | 007, 954, 746 
902. 337, 346 664. 


United States, and, strange to say, the loans which were required 
during three years of the golden era occupy nearly four pages, Stil 
in 1857, Mr. 1 recommended that the revenue tariff shoul 
not be modified. He said it had not had a fair trial. But as he grew 
older he became wiser, and the next year, as the public debt was still 
increasing and the revenue insufficient, he urged a pr Before 
I come to that part of his message I ask the attention of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, who is always fair and mostly accurate, to his 
statement that the country had recovered from the disturbance of 
1857“ in asingle year.” But here the President says that “the effects 
of the revulsion are slowly but surely passing away” “and it is to 
be hoped now that the enterprise and energy of our citizens, with 
our unbounded resources, will within a brief period restore our 
industries,” &. 

This is 1858, a year and more after the “disturbance” began, and 
it was still present. Either President Buchanan or my friend from 
Kentucky, one or the other, was mistaken. 

Mr. CARLISLE. If the gentleman will permit me, I spoke of the 
financial disturbances of 1857, and in this connection I would like to 
ask my friend from Ohio how long it took the country to recover 
from the revulsion of 1873, under a protective tariff? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. I answered that question yesterday, 

Mr. CARLISLE. I did not have the pleasure of hearing the gen- 
tleman yesterday. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. It was a financial revulsion, and in 
para measure caused by the wretched financial system of that day. 

he party of my friend for man 8 controlled our legislation, 
and the country was flooded with worthless money. But the great 
trouble with the finances of the Government was that the revenne 
tariff did not yield sufficient revenue for the ordinary expenses of 
the Government in a time of peace. The President further says that 
the revenue tariff then operating“ did not afford the manufacturer 
the incidental advantage to which he is fairly entitled under a reve- 
nue tariff. The present system is a sliding scale against him.” 

Mr. CARLISLE. Who is that? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. It is the “old public functionary.” I 
am reading from President Buchanan’s message of December, 1858, in 
which, after more experience, he is now urging a change in a reve- 
nue tariff, so that it shall yield revenue. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Now, as my friend s of the deficiency in 
the public revenues, which he says was the result of the revenue- 
tariff system, I would like to ask him whether in his judgment the 
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le, the taxpayers, are ever injured by a deficiency in the pub- 
fie” s or re they not in more danger from a Treasury ? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFY, of Ohio. That isan easy question in the light 
of the history of which we are just now speaking. 

Mr. ROBESON, My friend from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] thinks 
a public debt is a public blessing. 

. CARLISLE. Not at all. Iam speaking of a deficiency in 
the ordinary revenues of the Government, because I insist that is 
all you have a right to impose taxes for. 

. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. I answer, the people and the Govern- 
ment are both injured by such deficiency, and I will prove it by this 
long list of the loans the Government has made. Instead of getting 
its ample revenues, as now, at a very low rate, and without veing 
felt by the people, it was then obtained by loans for which they pai 
from 74 to 12 per cent. interest., Ihave y showed that even an 
empty Treasury did not prevent a Democratic Con making 
what Mr. Buchanan says were “very large” appropriations. But 
worse than that, by 1861 the credit of the Government was so low 
that your President asked the States to stand surety for this great 
Government and pledge the public lands. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Will the gentleman please state the 
date of that loan! 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. It was in the winter of 1860 and 1861. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Was there not a little domestic 
trouble on hand about that time? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. There always was when the gentle- 
man’s party, as then, was in power. [Laughter and applause.] But, 
Mr. Chairman, these interruptions have led me somewhat from the point 
to which I willnow return. I call special attention to the fact that 
for each following year of this golden era there was deficiency of the 
needed revenue; each year the debt was larger than the year before, 
and each year a Democratic President was urging in each me 
achange in this revenue tariff. Surely this is instructive and valu- 
able history. And so this revenue tariff failed of its purposes to fur- 
nish necessary revenues for the expenses of the Government in a time 
of profound peace, in the very midst of the golden era, and a Demo- 
cratic President was year after year urging Congress to raise the 
duties, make them ific, and abandon the wretched revenue tariff, 
which utterly failed to supply the promised revenue for the common 
expenses of the Government. Both the country and the President 
were then longing for a protective tariff which should not only fur- 
nish the needed revenue but reawaken the Breer industries of 
the country, and start them on that highway of prosperity which now 
guides their great career. But political exigencies postponed it to 
a better time. Nor must it be forgotten that $1,100,000,000 in gold 
during that decade had come to us from the mines of California, with- 
out which our condition would have been still more hopeless, 
Another year passed, and December 4, 1860, President Buchanan in 
his annual m still more distinctly and urgently pressed upon 
the attention of Congress the necessity of getting rid of that revenue 
tariff in its then existing form in order to secure revenue. He says: 

It is now quite evident that the financial necessities of the Government will 

uire a m cation of the tarif during your present session for the purpose 
of increasing the revenue, 


But then as now assumptions and theories were relied upon to over- 
come existing facts; but theories could not fill the Treasury, no re- 
lief was given, andso that golden eraclosed with the Government bor- 
rowing money at high rates for its current expenses and the public 
debt daily increasing. If that period of insuficient revenue, of un- 
employed labor, of prostrate industries and of financial ruin be 
in ad a golden era, well might any practical man say with Bassanio, 

Therefore, thou 
Hard food for Midas, I will sine oy 

Before leaving this era entirely, let me add one other instructive 
fact in its history. During the fifteen years from 1846 to 1861, un- 
der what its friends delight to call a revenue tariff, we received 
from customs an average revenue of forty-seven and a half millions 
of dollars, never in any year receiving more than sixty-four millions. 
It was predicted that the present law would not produce revenue. 
It was Freely denounced as not a revenue tariff. During the fifteen 
years since the close of the war it has yielded an average annual rey- 
enue of more than $174,000,000. But the object of a tariff should not 
be revenue alone, for itshould never omit the vitally important con- 
sideration of promoting and keeping in activity those great product- 
ive industries which are absolutely necessary to the welfare and 
pro of the country. 

or should it be forgotten that during the period of prosperous 
industry under the present protective tariff and Republican legisla- 
tion labor has been paid and recognized as never before in our his- 
tory. Not only has it been made everywhere free but dignified and 
elevated, and now surrounds itself with the comforts and best enlt- 
ure of life. 
IRON AND STEEL. 

For centuries past the consumption of iron has been a criterion of 
the material growth and prosperity of a country. The United States 
consumes per capita twice as much as England and almost twice as 
much as France. In this country our production of iron is largely 
the result of peonon: The beneficent application of cheapening 
processes and the great increase of products, stimulated by compe- 


tition, have all had a in the great reduction of its cost to the 
consumer. In 1825 pig iron was worth $60 per ton in America. 
Wheat was worth 52 cents. One hundred and fifteen bushels of 
wheat bought a ton of pig iron, Twenty-eigħt bushels of wheat bought 
a hundred pounds of b ng-nails. Three bushels of wheat bought a 
pair of trace-chains. Now nineteen bushels of wheat will buy a ton 
of iron, and txo bushels of wheat or two bushels of potatoes or eight 
8 of butter will purchase a hundred pounds of building-nails. 
pecks of wheat buy a pair of trace-chains. 

The tariff of 1824 and 1828 developed an early production of iron 
in this country, but the change in 1832 stop its increase for ten 
years. In 1846 our product was 800,000 tons, having increased 400 
per cent. from 1842 under protection. For the following fifteen years 
it increased only 11 per cent. But from 1861 to 1880 its production 
had increased more than 225 percent. Between 1870 and 1880, though 
wages were higher by 20 per cent. than between 1850 and 1860, yet 
the price of iron to the consumer was reduced by 25 per cent. Our 
great total of iron and steel products for 1880 was 7,265,140 tons, 
employing 140,978 American workingmen, who received in wages 
$55,476,785, which means the support of not less than 800,000 Ameri- 
can men, women, and children in American homes and with the 
blessing of American free schools to every child. Even this estimate 
gives only a fraction of the labor employed in this production. For 
every one returned by the census as engaged in the production of 
iron there are at least a score whose employment depends on this 
occupied in cutting wood, making coke and charcoal, mining coal 
and quarrying limestone. anges rosdi building bridges, construct- 
ing furnaces, all dependent on this industry and so in this way on- 
gaged in making iron. From 75 to 90 per cent. of this product is 

bor. The application of labor to our natural resources is the main 
source of our wealth and Topai: No class are more benefited 
by the wth of such industries than the agriculturists. Their 
market is enl , the prices they receive for products are greatly 
enhanced by the diversion of thousands who would otherwise have 
been their competitors into pursuits which now make them lifelong 
customers and consumers of their products. The millions of tons of 
iron we import are so many millons of days of pauper labor instead 
of being the fruit of American labor, blessing it, developing our own 
resources and augmenting our own growth and power. And we shall 
continue to have cheaper American iron without reducing our labor 
to Euro wages, unless, as in 1846, the production was crippled 
when American bar iron was less than $60 per ton, and ina few years 
we were buying British bars at $80 per ton under a revenue tariff. 
Thus American interests can be built and forest and field and mine 
developed and with this American labor rewarded and made pros- 

rous. 
= WOOL AND AMERICAN WOOL. 

The production and manufacture of wool has become almost a test 
of the growing civilization of a country. Hallam, in his BN of 
the Middle Ages, assigns the revival of the prosperity of the north of 
Europe to the success of the woolen mauufactories of Flanders and 
the commerce in their fabrics. He also ascribes the commencement 
of the growth of England’s manufacturing supremacy to the estab- 
lishment of the same industry and to the prohibitions enacted about 
the same time. 4, 

The development and importance of our wool and woolen industry 
dated from the passage of the tariff of 1824. Within the last twent; 

ears no branch of agricultural industry has both increased an 
improved faster than this. In 1860 we had in the United States 
23,000,000 sheep, producing only 59,000,000 pounds of wool. The cen- 
sus of 1880 places the number of sheep at 41,750,000. The product 
of wool for 1881 is estimated by the most reliable authorities at 
270,000,000 pounds. Ohioalone in 1880 produced more than 25,000,000 
pounds. In the twenty-four years before the war the wool product 
of the country had increased but 40 per cent., while the last annual 
product is r cent. greater than twenty years before. The im- 
provement in the wool-producing quality of the sheep is shown by 
the fact that while their number has not been doubled the yield of 
wool is four and a half times the former amount. The territory of 
the United States, extending across a continent, abounds in oppor- 
tunities for the adjustment of occupations, not only to the conditions 
of the market, but to the climate and soil for the varieties of pro- 
duction. The farmers at great sacrifice have learned that wool of all 
descriptions cannot be grown on all soils and in every latitude, But 
we have a large extent of territory especially adapted by peculiari- 
ties of water, soil, climate, and pasturage to the 5 of tho 
very best qualities of wool grown in the world. With past experi- 
ence and under the influence of the tariff of 1867, wool-growing has 
taken its place among the most substantial and best conducted in- 
dustries of the country. The annual wool product of the whole 
world, by recent German estimates, is placed at 1,610,000,000 pounds, 
so that our production is only one-sixth of the whole total. Austra- 
lia, with one-sixteenth of our population, produces about the same 
amount of wool, nine-tenths of which is exported. If our count 
was flooded with ss oe free, as Mr. HEWITT proposes, it woul 
for the time destroy sheep-raising in the United States. 

American clothing-wool is protected under the ‘‘ wool tariff” of 
1867, as it is called, by a duty on such as is valued at 32 cents or less 
per pound of 10 cents per pound and 11 per cent. ad valorem; of 
the value over 32 cents per pound, 12 cents per pound and 10 per 


1882. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 2863 


cent. ad valorem. This duty was the result of a mutual agreement 
between the wool-growers and wool-manufacturers of the United 
States, who met in convention at Syracuse, New York, December 13 
1865. For the first time these interests met in council for mutual 
benefit. Up to that time wide differences of opinion had existed be- 
tween these two industrial classes as to the respective duties which 
should be levied on imported wool and manufactured woolens. The 
basis of that agreement, enacted by the tariff of 1867, has been in 


table, furnished me by the 
vast extent of this branch 
In the 


evidence of its wisdom. The 3 
Superintendent of the Census, shows the 
of business in 1880. It is no longer confined to the East. 
nine Western and Northwestern States of Ohio, Indiana, Ilinois, 
Iowa, Kansas, Michigan, Missouri, Wisconsin, and Minnesota there 


are now no less than 355 woolen mills in operation, 91 being in the 
State of Ohio. The woolen manufactories of the United States, as 
will be seen by the table, employ 161,237 workmen, ono pait in wages 


operation from that time. The wonderful growth of both our wool- | for the year 1880 $47,244,736, and made a total manufactured pro- 
growing and wool-mannfacturing industries under its operation is | duct of $266, 798,451 : 
Wool manufactures. 
3 ; Wool consumed. 2 
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161, 237 | 75,423 | 66, 635 | 19,179 | 47,244,736 | 73, 200, 698 222, 114, 531 171, 416, 331 | 97, 340, 604 (164, 058, 928 | 266, 798, 454 
1 Í 


Nore. The above statements are merely preliminary and still subject to such 
information. 


Notwithstanding the great increase of our production of wool dur- 
ing the last decade the amount imported has varied from 43,000,000 
to 128,131,747 pounds, the latter being our import for 1880. At the 
present rate of increase the United States may soon produce its entire 
supply of woo], And though the prices of labor and the cost of liv- 
ing have been enhanced, both wool and home-made woolens, quality 
for quality, are cheaper than in 1860. But it is not claimed that the 

rotection on wool cheapens it as a result under all circumstances. 

n manufactured articles the constant improvement in machinery 
and processes, the stimulus to inventive genius by sharp competition 
has constantly produced that effect. In wool-growing the same law 
does not operate. It is a question of land and labor. Protection is 
a just assurahce to that great agricultural interest of some stability 
in that industry by taxing the free importation of foreign wools 
grown under circumstances against which American wool cannot 
compete, The duty on wool is part of the great system of protection 
which favors the product of ourown labor, whether it bein the mine, 
the factory, the furnace, or on the farm. Every manner of industry 
which has in it a mogli day of American labor is entitled to be pre- 
ferred to the famine-fare and pauper-wage labor of other countries 
under that system which our fathers named the American system.” 
Free-trade theorists are fond of saying, as Mr. Mongredien does, to 
the American farmer that he receives no protection. On the farmer 
the free-trader makes his most pathetic point, But here is one of the 
widest, most important, and most rapidly increasing branches of 
agriculture justly sharing, as its other interests do, the protecting, 
developing care of the Government. 

The question is constantly asked, Why shall American wool be 

rotected when it can be produced in the United States under many 

avorable circumstances? I answer, in the first place, because pro- 
tection is ‘‘asystem” which takes in its wide embrace all forms of home 
labor, and aims to encourage and develop all our resources. I an- 
swer, secondly, because no one of our agricultural industries is more 
important in its relation not only to the vast army of producers but 
also in its value to the country as an enriching force, because in 
many sections it adds vast wealth to regions by utilizing rough past- 
urage unfit for cultivation. I answer, thirdly, because it is of vast 
value in enriching our soil, while constant crops and exportation 
rapidly impoverish it. Skillful oreven safe husbandry requires that 
more shall be annually given to the soil is taken fromit. This 
is impossible where crops so exhausting as cereals are grown mainly 
for a foreign market and consumed on another continent. It is esti- 
mated by a high authority that the total annual waste to the soil of 
the country by its crops alone is equal to the mineral constituents of 
fifteen hundred million bushels of corn. With our earth-butchery and 
prodigality of our virgin soil, we are rapidly consuming the elements 
of our vitality. Such improvidence will not permit us long to be 
prosperous. Sheep-husbandry is continuons fertilization. Crop ex- 
portation is earth-butchery. Thus this business has a national im- 
portance as a wealth producer. I have in my mind regions in East- 
ern Ohio which illustrate and affirm these facts, regions yearly grow- 
ing richer by a mixed husbandry, in which sheep-raising is a most 
important part. 
e exhaustive character of that agriculture which limits itself 
to the barbarizing work of raising raw products for distant markets 


revision as this office may deem necessary by reason of the receipt of additional 


is foreibly illustrated by the state and prospects of the COFFEE TRADE, 
as given by a late scientific journal. It says: 

Since emancipation in Jamaica, where large crops were once produced, coffee 
culture has almost ceased. Cuba, which has exported 15,000 tons a year, has been 
forced to change to sugar. Saint Domingo and Porto Rico yield leas every year. 
The average crops of Venezuela and Maracaibo are yearly ecreasing. Trinidad 
orchards are worn out and abandoned. Brazil has reached her maximum prodne- 
tion. The production of Manilla is steadily, though slowly, on the decline. In 
Java and Sumatra the cultivation depends on the forced labor of the inhabitants, 
and has reached its maximum. In Hindostan English energy and capital are 
planting new orchards, but the result is in the future. 

I answer, finally, that sheep husbandry ought to be encouraged and 
extended in the United States in the interest of the health of the 
people. During a large part of the year the population of this coun- 
try makes salt meat too uniformly a staple of their diet. If our 
sheep were doubled or trebled in number and also improved in 
quality it would be a hygienic national blessing. 

The rapid and vast diffusion of wool-growing in South America, 
Australia, New Zealand, and South Africa, where sheep are neither 
fed nor sheltered, would under free trade make a most unjust and 
ruinous competition against the half-fed, half-clad, semi-barbaric 
labor of those countries. During the past summer I had an inter- 
view while traveling with an English capitalist who had invested 
several thousand pounds in sheep-raising in South America and South 
Africa. He told me that no shelter or feed was needed at any season 
of the year in those regions. The only cost of keeping on those vast 
unowned plains and pastures was the herding. Iasked him the wages 
of herdsmen. He said, From eleven to sixteen pence a day ; sometimes 
as high as eighteen pence.” 

Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to claim that the American farmer 
can compete with that business on that basis. Thank God that he 
cannot. His home of frugal comfort, his well-clad children in school, 
his responsibilities as a citizen, his expenses for schools and churches, 
and the public and private demands of our civilization make it im- 
possible; but standing as one of the foremost captains of our indus- 
trial forces, he can richly return to the commonwealth fourfold all 
that it justly yields him in the interest of the dignity of requited 
labor and of nationality in civilization. 

PROTECTION AND PRICES, ; 

The effect of protection in this country has almost constantly bee: 
to reduce prices to the consumer in manufactured commodities where 
our superior machinery, improved Devon our inventive genius, as 
well as the conflict of competition, all combine to produce that re- 
sult. The leading products which have been naturalized by protec- 
tion, and which we formerly imported, have in a vast majority of 
cases been cheapened. In taking the present standard of British 
prices free trade stubbornly ignores the effect of our vast mannfact- 
ae competition in that market. Our enormous production of fin- 
ished commodities furnishes a healthy rivalry, though England’s 
manufacturing capacity is now estimated equal to the work power 
of 650,000,000 men, r 

Free trade assumes that the duty enhances the price of the article 
to the amount of the im ‘hat this assumption is false our 
whole trade history abundantly proves, and yet without it the whole 
free-trade theo When, by the tariff of 1876, a minimum 
duty of twenty-five cents per square yard was laid on cotton fabrics, 
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which was from 50 to 100 per cent., the price was lower within a 
year, and has never been as high since. 1845 the duty on lead 
was $3 per hundred pounds, and the price was $3.37} per hundred 
unds. This duty was removed in 1847, and a revenue duty fixed; 
ut in 1849 the price had risén to $5.67 per hundred pounds. In fur- 
ther proof of this position I read a table furnished to David A. Wells 
by A. T. Stewart, of New York, both free-traders, giving the prices 
of certain articles under the low tariff of 1860 and the protective 
tariff of 1869. The comparison was made for 1869, but the articles 
named are as cheap or cheaper now as at that time. The prices are 
gold in 1860 and nbacks in 1869, when the premium was 30 per 
cent. So it will be seen that prices with a tariffduty of 50 per cent. 
are less than those of the free trade year 1860: 


Prices of certain articles under the low tariff of 1860 and the tariff of 1869. 


Articles. 1860. 1869. 
$2 75 83 25 
1 50 81 75 to 200 
1 25 175 
1 50 275 
110 1 
105 115 
7 00 7 00 
474 | 50 
175 175 
5 
125to 1 
115 120 
90 | 1 00 to 1 10 
cassimeres, average 1 07% 12 
Fitchburgh cassimeres, average 1 oà | 2 25 


The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TURNER] has a grievance 
about “trace-chains,” because the price is so enormously increased 
by the duty of 58 per cent. Ihave been at some trouble to collect, 
by way of illustration, the price-lists of trace-chains in different parts 
oF the country under the different rates of duty. I hold in my hand 
one from a reliable firm in Johnstown, Pennsylvania, which gives 
the selling retail prices for twenty-three years past, showing that the 
prices instead of being more are from 10 to 12 per cent. less than before 
this oppressive duty was imposed. The pee all agree in this. 
So the gentleman will find in regard to that much-borrowed, much- 
taxed farmer who has been on duty since the day of his inventor, 
Sidney Smith, who puts on his “taxed shirt” in the morning and 
sleeps on ‘‘taxed sheets” at night, that he, the said taxed farmer, 

ts all these articles, shirts, sheets, and trace-chains, under our 

‘odions tariff,” for about half what they cost when he started on his 
journey in free-trade England, and for less than any farmer in any 
other or day ever bought shirts, sheets, and trace-chains. Farm- 
ing implements cost about half what they did twenty-five years ago, 
and we exported two and a half million dollars’ worth of agricult- 
ural implements in 1880, selling them in open competition in foreign 
markets. 

Me pet ae of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me a mo- 
ment 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. Trace-chains were then made of 
i he pat iron and were good chains. Now they are made of pot- 
metal and are worth little or nothing. I want toask, further, if his 
position is correct, why he objects to taking off the tariff? Why 
‘not let the farmer have them without restriction ? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFYF, of Ohio. Because the farmers get them cheaper 
under our improved machinery and from the sharp competition, as 
these price-lists prove. They are not all made of poor iron. Some 
sent to Kentucky may be. I know we can get good ones in Ohio. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Will the gentleman allow me a mo- 
ment? Iam a trace-chain maker myself. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFYF, of Ohio. Certainly. That does not, I hope, 
account for the remark of the gentleman from Kentucky about their 


ality. 
2 Mr. HEWITT, of New York. And I am anxious to get as much 
as possible for my chains. Now, do I understand the gentleman to 
say that protection puts the price of trace-chains down? If it does 
Iam against protection, because as a manufacturer I want more, and 
not ETS my trace-chains? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFYI, of Ohio. I know the gentleman has avowed 
such tariff views as suit his own interests only. He favors protecting 
iron of which he is a manufacturer, but says wool and all raw mate- 
rial raised by the farmer should come in free. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I would like to settle the question 
of trace-chains . 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. It is wellsettled that they are cheaper. 
Ido not claim that protection always cheapens. It does not. Butthe 
2 which ws out of it generally produces that result, 
and I have produced these twelve price-lists in proof that it has been 
so in this case. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. But machinery has come in and 


changed the cost of production. 
Mr. UPDEG „of Ohio. Yes, but that which, more than all 


else, has given us improved machinery and new inventions and bet- 


ter processes, is protection, which has aroused the inventive genius 
of American mechanics and manufacturers, stimulated by that wise 
policy which thus secures to them the result and benefit of their own 
better work. [Applause on Republican side.] Now, I know it is 
quite true that sometimes, and temporarily, many articles of foreign 
production would be cheaper without any revenue laws, when they 
would follow, as they often nave Mie advice of Lord Brougham, given 


more than sixty years ago in Parliament. He said, “England can 
afford to incur some loss on the export of English goods for the pur- 


pose of destroying foreign manufactures in their cradle.” 
Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. Whatdo you want with a tariff, if it 
does not protect you ? 


Mr. UPDEGRAFYF, of Ohio. It does. If the gentleman had given 
attention he would not, I think, have asked the question. I have 
just been showing how ourown competition brings prices to a dus 

evel, and at the same time our protective system preserves our indus- 
tries by shaking Out a ruinous competition with pauper labor, and 
also preventing England from destroying our manufactures, as Lord 
Brougham advised, and then putting up the prices as always had 
been done. Now, I hasten on to another proof of what I have said, 
realizing that I have already occupied much more time than I had in- 
tended but Ihave yielded to every interruption, and still invite ques- 
tions, believing that protection can bear the most rigid scrutiny. 

I hold in my hand a volume of Parliamentary Reports for 1880. 
It is a free-trade English authority. Mr. Archbold, the English 
consul-general at New York, in 1880 made this report to his govern- 
ment, which was thought of sufficient importance to be published 
by order of Parliament. He speaks at length of the effect of the 
protective tariff in stimulating wool-growing and the production of 
cloth,” and states that THE PRICES OF CARPETS IN THE UNITED 
STATES IN 1879 ARE 12 PER CENT. CHEAPER THAN THEY WERE IN 1860, 
WHILE IN DRESS-GOODS PRICES HAD FALLEN ABOUT 25 PER CENT. IN 
THE SAME PERIOD.” 

LABOR AND WAGES. 

In every country labor is the wealth creator. It is the largest 
part of its capital. It is the productive force of all development. 
High wages are a measure of the real prosperity of a country. Any 
economic system that does not base itself on fall wages for labor in 
this pier is at war with both its interests and its institutions. 
How grandly did Lincoln, the great American commoner, recognize 
this in his first me e to Con He said, Labor is prior to 
capital. Capital is the fruit of labor and could not exist unless 
labor had first existed. Labor, therefore, deserves much the higher 
consideration.” Garfield said, It is our glory that the American 
laborer is more intelligent and better paid than his foreign competi- 
tor.” In contrast with that truly American doctrine, I set the Eng- 
lish theory, openly proclaimed in Parliament by Huskisson, when a 
member of the cabinet. He said, ‘ To enable capital to obtain a fair 
remuneration, labor must be kept down.” In England it has been kept 
down. Itisdown. It is hopeless to rise, for on it are piled, tier 
above tier, castes and ranks and costly establishments and primo- 
genitures and princely pre tives and an idle aristocracy. And 
itis to-day just as when Huskisson avowed it the brutal doctrine of 
English power, that the laboring class is to be keptdown. The Lon- 
don Times of July 10, 1880, says editorially, in speaking of the 
chances of free trade in this country: 

The United States do not approach the question from the same point of view 
as ourselves. The object of their statesmen is not to secure the largest amount of 
wealth for the country generally, but to keep up, by whatever means, the standard of 
comfort among the laboring classes. 

Yes, that is the object of all trae American statesmen, for the laborer 
is the citizen—the American. And for that reason protection would 
refuse panpe labor competition with free American labor. The object 
and the t of that protection is to make ible better wages and 
thereby better conditions for all our useful classes, for in this count 
every useful citizen is a worker in some manner. A distinguish 
foreigner, traveling in this country lately, said: Where are your 
laboring classes? I have not seen them yet.” In the United States 
wages are better and the necessaries of life are lower than in England 
or on the continent. 

These higher wages represent the comfort and happiness of Ameri- 
can homes. better w better living, better conditions, the 

ibility of schools, the ownership of homes, the chance for the 
aborer of now to be the capitalist in a few years, are all made pos- 
sible by eee I have come to hate the very name „cheap la- 
bor.“ I know what it means in England. Some yeaa since I spent 
months in learning something of the condition of the working and 
other classes in England and on the continent. No statistics, no 
words can fully describe what cheap labor” there means in the 
destitution and hopelessness of its condition. A single illustration 
may hint at it. In a vast cutlery manufactory in Sheftield, England, 
an old man said to me in reply to questions: “I have stood thirty- 
four years in this corner of this room and wrought daily, and when 
this lad now by me, who has never been a day in school, cañ make 
one-third time we have meat at our poor table once in a week. Sat- 
urday night I buy a joint and Sunday we have some soup.” I said, 
“Can you not hope ‘or something better?” The tears started down 
his soot-grimed face as he said: “ No, sir; no, sir; not unless I may 
some day be so happy as to get to America.” I never was so prou 
of my country as then, 8 that in no other country on earth 
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could honest labor claim such reward or command such dignity and | can Almanac from the reports of our consuls, exhibits both the rate 


comfort. 


The following table, compiled by the reliable author of the Ameri- | Uni 


of vag and the prices of the necessaries of life in Europe and the 
States: 


Comparative rates of weekly wages paid in Europe and in the United States in 1878. 
(Condensed from the report of the Secretary of State on the state of labor in Europe, derived from facts reported by the United States consuls, Washington, 1879.) 


Occupations. 


1 . 2 
a ah hase | g | United States. 
8 eee 
É 3 | 3° aes 7 
8 8 2 | S | New York. Chicago. 
| 
$5 55| 8 50 $3 90 | $6 50 to $6 60 | $5 00 to $8 00 | $8 00 to 12 00 
5 45 3 55 3 94 7 01 to 812 10 00 to 14 00 9 00 to 12 00 
485 3 82 3 00 0 50 to 7 83 12 00 to 18 00 9 00 to 20 00 
400 3 60 3 45| 758 to 9 03 12 00 to 15 00 6 00 to 10 50 
6 00 3 97 495| 7 70 to 8 48 9 00 to 13 00 7 00 to 15 00 
5 42 400 418| 733 to 8 25 900 to 12 00 7 50 to 12 00 
815 2 87 , scene cael E TTE 
48 2 92 2 00 4 50 to 5 00 0 00 to 9 00 5 50 fo 900 
490 3 92 460| 725to 8 16 10 00 to 16 00 6 00 to 12 00 
3 3 80 435 7 68 to 10 13 | 10 00 to 15 00 | 9 00 to 15 00 
5 50 3 60 3 90 7 13 to 8 46 12 00 to 18 00 | 12 00 to 20 00 
470 4 80 3 90 7 82 to 7 75 8 00 to 18 00 | 12 00 to 18 00 
475 3 12 432 7 35 12 00 to 18 00 | 9 00 to 18 00 
5 10 3 58 430 5 00 to 7 30 10 00 to 18 00 6 00 to 18 00 
440 365 | 3 60 600 to 7 30 10 00 to 14 00 9 00 to 12 00 


Comparative retail prices of the necessaries of life in Europe and the United States in 1878. 
(Condensed from the report of the Secretary of State on the state of labor in Europe, derived from facts reported by the United States consuls, Washington, 1879.] 


The gentleman from New York, [Mr. Hewrrr,] who plead for free 
trade or worse the other day, in 1867 was one of our commissioners 
to the Paris universal exposition. In his admirable report made 
then he bears testimony to the abject condition of the laboring 
classes in England, and to the vast difference both of their wages 
and situation compared, or rather contrasted, with the workmen of 
this country. He says, page 56 of that report: 

The cost of making iron in England, Belgium, and France, at the present time, 
varies from £6 10s. to £8 ton, and £1 additional suffices to pay its cost of trans- 
portation to the seal of the United States. At these ports American iron 
cannot possibly be delivered at a less cost than $60 in gold against $40 in gold for 
the foreign article, and the entire difference consists in the ee: wages, and not 
larger quantity of required for its production in the United States, where 
the physical, mental, and moral condition of the working classes occupies a totally 
different standard from their European confreres, and where wages cannot be re- 
duced without violating our sense of the just demands of human nature. * * * 
It is a curious phenomenon to listen in ce to the loud complaints which are 
made 3 the competition of um in the manufacture of iron. and stranger 
still in gland, to the same Susp t, and the broad declaration that it will not 
be do anything for the education and elevation of the working classes with- 


out exposing their man to ruin in „ Cog of the competition with 
the worse paid and worse fed labor of Belgium. truth is the whole system is 
false, and now, when pressed by the . and competition of the 
age, to its legitimate results, n n ras eaa there is a general cry 
from all classes, laborers, employés, philanthropists, statesmen, alike for relief. 

Such is the graphic picture of foreign labor as found by my col- 
league, who further says, “There is an army of paupers pressin, 
upon the occupations of the common laborer, and striving to ere 4 
him over the almost insensible line which divides the two classes from 
each other.” He tells us that out of a population of 19,886,104 there 
were, according to the parliamentary returns for 1867, 872,620 paupers, 
equal in number to all the scholars receiving instruction in the pub- 
lic schools; and, finally, he tells us: 

Hence, it was inevitable that the superior natural resources of Great Britain 
should be used as they have been, rather to crush out foreign competition than to ele- 
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vate the working classes ; and this attempt to undersell foreign nations in their 


own markets necessarily involved the lowest possible rate of wages in those coun- 
tries consistent with mere existence. 


In a letter to Jay Gould, written years before, the same gentleman 
LMr. Hewitt] truly says: 


like the English operati 8 
o the o e, he must 

thon kis wife must dispense wid al eee 
e 


i 
cotton factory as soon as they can walk, instead of going to e he must 
n PA 


And yet into that competition, unprotected, the gentleman now 
proposes to force American labor, unprotected utterly on all raw 
materials and only on certain manufactures by a revenue tariff. We 
have already seen how a revenue tariff protected these industries 
during “the golden era” from 1850 to 1860. 


ENGLAND AND HER FREE TRADE. 

We are pointed constantly to the example of England as an illus- 
tration of the success of free trade, For more than five hundred 
years England built up her supremacy by protection, and her so- 
called free trade now is only a changed protective system to keep 
up her manufactures and her commerce. er agricultural resources 
were inadequate to support her population and keep the cost of labor 
at its lowest price; duties could no longer be levied on provisions or 
raw material. by Rae: of her farm laborers are down to the star- 
vation point, and Derby, at a public meeting held for their 
relief, recommended as their er emigration to America, A few 
weeks ago the Pall Mall Gazette said: 


There must be something wrong in things when thousands of unemployed 
workin; of Linton have iS ASIS the lord mayor to assist them in emigrating 
to C while scores of farms are lying useless and untilled at home. 
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Hear also what one of England’s best-known scholars, the great 

John Ruskin, says of the condition of the masses of her people: 

ou h England is deafened with inniny-wh her people ha no clothes; 
though ists lack with digging fael, they perth at cold; and ripe kere — 
sold her soul for grain, they die of hunger. 

Such is the condition to which England’s policy-eruel and crush- 
ing—has reduced her people. More than one-thirtieth of her entire 
population; by the authority of her own parliamentary returns, are 
public paupers. From her borders, as they can, they crowd to this 
country to find honored labor, free homes, open schools, and prosper- 
ous industries. No free-trade theorist can make them believe they 
are mistaken or that mey See then prosperous or happy. Durin, 
the year 1880 three-fourths of 1 per cent. of the whole 5 0 
Great Britain, Ireland, and Canada immigrated to the United States. 
Last year 250,418 exiles from these countries, more than from an 
other country on earth, came to ourshores. No, with her own chil- 
dren by the millions seeking foreign homes, England is no example 
for us. To establish and make strong her own grasping policy she 
has ruined her own agriculture; robbed Ireland—glorious, beautiful, 
but now stricken Ireland—ofits trade and its nationality ; holdsplun- 
dered India, famine-stricken, in the dust, and now, robber-nation of 
the earth, grasps at our industries, and, with measureless audacity, 
tells us it is to be done, all done, in the sweet name and under the 
mocking mask of universal brotherhood. 

But the United States, under our present protective system, has 
prospered as never before—as no nation ever did. Every threatened 
change from that system is a menace and a damage to her great in- 
dustries. Stability is safety, and confidence is the soul of developing 
enterprise. While ourintercourse with other nations is just and lib- 
eral, it is, as it ought to be, in spirit and policy American, and well 
may we, in the golden words of our lamented President, LET AMERI- 
CANS DEVOTE THEMSELVES TO THE WELFARE OF AMERICA.” 

Thus may our country, awakening all activities, availing itself of 
all resources, guarding all interests, and alive to the welfare of all its 
people in all conditions of life, continue united, prosperous, independ- 
ent; and thus the nourishment of a sons and harmonious national 
life will enable it not only to go on grandly in its marvelous growth, 
but commission it to exert that powerful and beneficent influence 
with other nations to which it is so justly entitled by both material 
strength and moral power. [Great applause. ] 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the bill be 


rend. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 83 
America e Aer assembled, That a commission is hereby created to be call: 
the tariff ion, to consist of nine members. 
Sec. 2. That the President of the United States shall, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, appoint nine commissioners from 
first named, shall be 
receive, as com 
in ve duty, and actual traveling and other n 


out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise a) 
at it shall be the duty of said pence Braid to take 83 


revenue se lated a scale of justice to all interests; and for the purpose 
of fully examinin, in 


ution of its 
Bons of the country as it may deem advisable. 
the results of their invos- 


tigation, and the testimony taken in the course of the same from time to time, and 
their final report not later than the first Monday in January, 1883. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georga. The bill, Mr. Chairman, is a plain con- 
cession of the necessity for a revision of the tariff; and yet it is not 
alittle remarkable that all those who support the bill devote so much 
zeal to the defense of the tariff. A system confessedly bad has had 
most elaborate apologies from those who propose to amend it. Those 
of us, sir, who are op to the bill denounce its enormities, arraign 
itsincongruities, and demand their immediate correction at the hands 
of Congress. 5 

Under the present necessities of the Government absolute free trade 
is impracticable. If we did hot owe two thousand millions of dollars; 
if we had no pension-roll, I should be found among those who fight 
under the flag of an unrestricted commerce. Direct taxation is 
undesirable, use under the Constitution direct taxation is re- 
quired to be apportioned among the States according to population, 
and the poor would have to pay as much as the rich. Such a system 
would be as oppressive as the tariff. I shall favor no revolutionary 
methods in the present exigencies which surround the country, nor 
shall I advocate any radical innovations. 

What is the tariff? It is aside from my purpose to enter into any de- 
tailed examination or elaborate discussion of the details ef the present 
tariff. It is sufficient for my pees purpose to say that it is a sys- 
tem of taxation under which duties are laid upon several thousand 
articles of imported goods, including the commonest necessaries of 
life. It is a tax levied upon all the articles which enter into general 
consumption, and at an average rate of 42$ per cent. Last year there 
were imported into this 5 of dutiable commodities in round 
numbers 8463, 000, 000. Upon that amount of imported goods this 
tariff imposed in road numbers a tax of one hundred and ninety- 


eight millions. The percen is easily ascertained. It requires no 
pens no illustration to show that this immense taxation falls 
at last upon those who consume the imported goods. This isthe direct 
effect of the tariff. 

But there are other consequences of the tariff which are still more 
momentous. The cost of 3 goods being augmented by this di- 
rect effect of the tariff, the American manufacturer can increase the 
price of his goods without paying the tax. This is the indirect effect 
of the tariff and is commonly called protection. 

The prens tariff, which was framed during astate of war, is rela- 
tively higher now in a time of profound peace than it was at the 
time when war was fl nt in the country. The lapse of time, the 
mutations of trade, and other causes have reduced the price of duti- 
able commodities in all the countries of the world, and yet the tariff 
rates remain the same. A tax which may be reasonable at the time 
it is imposed becomes onerous and es when the value of the 
property upon which it is levied has been greatly diminished. 

Now, let us with these preliminary statements pause to calculate 
the aggregate burdens borne by the various industries of this country 
under the incidental operation of the tariff. Assuming that there is 
an annual consumption of four thousand millions of domestic or 
American commodities, a very high authority has recently estimated 
that one-fourth of that sum, or $1,000,000,000, represents the added or 
increased value due to the American tariff. Another authority, equally 

table, assuming that five times as much of American goods is 
consumed as of imported goods, reaches the same result, the two hun- 
dred millions of revenue derived from the tariff multiplied by that 
figure producing exactly the same result. Withont intending in any 
wise to cast discredit upon the accuracy of these estimates, but in 
order to be entirely fair, let us throw off two-thirds of the sum and 
make our calculations upon that basis. It results that the protected 
classes make for themselves by the operation of the tariff nearly 50 
per cent. more than the Government itself does. Indeed, well may 
it be said, as was frankly stated by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
McKINLEY] the other day, that this tariff system bas become a tariff 
for protection withincidentalrevenue. The doctrine has been avowed 
upon this floor for the first time within my knowledge. 

For one hundred years the tariff discussion has gone on in this 
country. Ten times the tariff question has been under crucial tests 
and under exhaustive discussion both by the Houseand Senate. The 
question has been fought upon a thousand fields, in Congress, in the 
courts, on the hustings, everywhere, by men great and small, by 
Webster, Clay, Calhoun, and Benton; and yet never before, as far 
as I am aware, has any man dared to declare that under our Con- 
stitution a tariff can be laid for protection only, and under whichrev- 
enue to the Government shall arise by mere accident. A tax not for 
revenue is as absurd as it is unconstitutional. 

Mr. Chai the doctrine that Congress can enact a tariff only 
for revenue, keeping in view its influence upon our own industries, 
has been too long settled to admit of reargument. With me, atleast, 
it is res adjudicata. 

In order to exclude cheap European goods from our markets and 
command high prices for American products we pay annually to 
our protected classes over $300,000, and to the Government less 
than $200,000,000. By the operation of the tariff 2 give annually 
to the beneficiaries of the tariff six times as much as you paid last 

ear to the widows and orphans and maimed victims of the war. It 
is a civil list eg eter in the annals of mankind. You give to 
tke heroes who fought for the Union and escaped its casualties your 
thanks and nothing more. To the grim veterans of the tariff you give 
more than all Government, Federal, State, county, and municipal 
thronghont this country costs the people! This aggregate bount 
is greater than the vast and elaborate fabric of our liberties itse 
cost us last year. If this sum had been collected by the Government 
it would have extinguished our public debt long ago. 

Now, let us add to this calculation the incidental revenue of $200,- 
000,000 which the Government receives from the tariff, and we have 
the d total of taxation upon the people, which no empire on 
3 rich or extensive or despotic, ever dared to inflict 
upon its subjects either in peace or in war. Our surplus cotton 
brought us from Europe last year $220,000,000. Our lus wheat 
corn, and flour brought us $250,000 000 more. And yet the whole ot 
this vast surplus, amounting to $450,000,000, would not pay the an- 
nual cost of the tariff to the American people It costs us annuall 
twice as much as all the property of every kind in the State whic 
I have the honor in part to represent. ur surplus revenue alone, 
if maintained at the rate of last year, would, according to the esti- 
mate of the President in his annual message, pay our entire debt in 
ten years. If we could add to that the principal cost of the tariff 
we could pay that debt in less than three years. I think, sir, it is 
time to calculate the value of the tariff. 

Gentlemen say that the country has prospered notwithstanding 
the tariff. I deny the statement so far as my constituents are con- 


cerned. The protected classes have undoubtedly prospered. But 
admitting for the sake of the t that the other classes have 
P: also, would it not be fair to inquire how much more they 


would have prospered if these enormous burdens had been alleviated ? 

We are told that the tariff protects American labor. The preten- 
sion is an ingenious effort to enlist the victims of the tariff in its sup- 
port. It has been exposed and exploded many times hitherto in this 
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debate. But even if it were true that the tariff fosters American 
labor, it could not be claimed that its beneficence extends beyond 
the protected classes. You may make employment and wages for 
tailors, hatters, and shoemakers, but in order to do it you make all 
other laborers and other people pay more for their clothes, hats, and 
shoes. In order to help one poor man you tax a hundred more, and 


8 into the pockets of the manufacturer. 

e tariff duties, Mr. Chairman, are so high that imports are actu- 
ay prohibited. By lowering the rates we can increase the im 

and thus increase the income of the tariff to the Government. ese 


ropositions are self-evident. The statement of them is a sufficient 
D of their truth. Such is the eternal fitness of thin 
that by lessening the burdens of the people we can Sane: the 
ublic revenues. On account of the present prohibitory duties, we 
ve had to devise the odious m of internal taxation in order to 
supplement our customs. If we will but reduce the scale of tariff 
taxation, we cap secure ample revenue from that source alone, and 
abolish the excise system. I commend this view to my colleague, 
(Mr. 8 who I believe supports this bill. 

Historical precedents have been cited to justify this system of un- 
just burdens. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY, ] in 
a recent issue of the International Review, gives us an inventory of 
nations ruined by free trade; and as if more authority were needed, 
if I am not mistaken, the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. ON,] who 
reported this bill, adds the weight of his sanction to this list of 
modern instances.” Turkey, Ireland, and India are the countries 
said to have been desolated by free trade. From my limited study 
of history I had been led to believe that a succession of calamitous 
wars had devastated these countries. The armies of England, for 
two or three centuries under Cromwell and others, have marched up 
and down Ireland, destroying the energies and resources and freedom 
of a proud and gallant ple, leaving in their stead confiscation, 
poverty, and despair. e loss of her ancient fabric of liberty prob- 
ably had some influence on the condition of Ireland. And it is not 
to be forgotten that this same American tariff inflicts upon the linens 
and other products of that poor, miserable, desolated country a duty 
of 35 and 40 pes cent. Let not the tariff charge its own sins upon 
free trade. 

I had thought that the brave Sobieski, Prince Eugene of Savoy, 
and the Hungarian chiefs had rescued Europe from the domination 
of the Turks and hurled them back, demoralized and impoverished, 
toward the east whence they came. Isolated, surrounded by hos- 
tile foes who would not assimilate with them or trade with them, 
tyranny, taxation, and other Asiatic practices completed the deca- 
dence of Turkish power in Europe. You might as well say that free 
trade destroyed Tyre and Sidon! How the history of the world 
would have changed if Babylon the Great, Nineveh, and Car- 
thage, and Rome could have had the genius to invent a high protect- 
ive and prohibitory tariff! 

If I had selected in the whole range of history a single country 
which afforded the most conspicuous evidence and the most obvious 
example of a country ruined by the want of free trade, I should have 
gone at once to India. That eee hess over a century was gov- 
erned entirely by a trading company known as the East India Cor — 
pany; a monopoly as remorseless and as withering as the American 
tariff. That country was despoiled by restrictions, by Warren Hast- 
ings, by Lord Clive, by war, famine, pestilence, tyranny, and taxa- 
tit. Against this indictment of free trade I can prove an alibi. 

Gentlemen would have England enact against her own home in- 
dustries, tariffs in Ireland and in India, restrictions in some parts of 
the same empire against the other parts. The same gentiemen who 
complain of this feature of British statesmanship would hardly con- 
sent that each of the States which compose the American Union 
should sein its industries by a tariff of its own. 

I beg leave also to cite a little piera of history. It is none the less 
impressive because it relates to New England. The stamp tax had 
been repealed upon the advice of Dr. Franklin, who represented the 
province of Pennsylvania as a sort of embassador to the mother coun- 
try. He had also given his opinion to Parliament that the colonies 
would cheerfully submit to the payment of customs duties on im- 
ports; and the tariff for America was then enacted, imposing a 
tax on tea, glass, paper, and a few other articles. The people of 
Boston replied by compelling the first collector of customs in this 
country to seek safety on a British man-of-war; and when the first 
cargoes of tea taxed by that tariff arrived in Boston Harbor the peo- 
ple of Boston—mark it, sir—disgui as savages, went on board, 
overpowered the crews, and pitched the tea into the bay! That was 
the first kuklux operation ever recorded in American history! [Laugh- 
ter.] To resist that tariff the thirteen colonies went to war and re- 
sorted to revolution. Would it be amiss for me to claim in the face 
of those who denounce free trade and canonize the tariff, that the 

irit of free trade is akin to the love of freedom and that it struck 
the very first blow for American independence ? 

I have been trying, by a somewhat diligent study of this subject, 
to ascertain how my constituents are benefited by a tariff; for self- 
ish considerations, I observe, are not entirely ignored in discussions 
of the tariff. The millions of men, white and black, who work not 
six months, but twelve months of the year, who toil through the 
. of the southern summer, and in winter still wipe the 
sweat from their fuces, the men Who make the material for the clothes 
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of all mankind, material good enough for the prince and cheap enough 
for the peasant, how are they blessed by the tariff? Let me speak 
plainly. They barely make a living, while they pay bounties of 20, 
30, and 40 per cent. to prosperous manufacturers, on everything which 
necessity and decency compel them tobuy. The very implements of 
their tireless industry, ay, sir, even cotton goods, the fibers of which 
their own hard hands have made, can be bought far cheaper in any 
other country on earth than in their own! It is well that this sys- 
tem of taxation is masked and disguised and, like other pick-pockets, 
accomplishes its ends by stealthy indirection. It was Brutus, sir, 
who said: 


By Heaven! I would coin my heart for gold and I would drop my blood for 


drachmas 
Before I would wring from the hard hands of peasants their vile trash by any 

indirection. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY ] was kind enough the 
other day to allege one instance in which the producers of cotton 
are generously treated under this system of taxation. If I did not 
misapprehend him he stated that cotton-growers can purchase their 
ties at 2 or 3 cents per pound, and sell them with their cotton at 11 
or 12 cents per pound. Even if this were true, the history of the 
matter would show that it is a by omission and not by com- 
mission. And I believe the gentleman himself has a-bill pending in 
this House by which he proposes to“ revise” away even this little 
estray of inadvertent exemption from taxation. But thestatement 
of the gentleman is not plausible enough to mislead or deceive. 
When the farmer takes his cotton to market, inclosed in bagging 
and bound in iron ties, he sells the bale in gross at so much per poun: 
for convenience. Now let us resolve the matter into its elements. 
Let us suppose the farmer were to itemize the transaction and sell 
the net cotton and the b g and ties on a bill of particulars. 
The cotton would bring a higher price and the bagging and ties 
would bring less than they cost or go to the rubb heap. That 
would be the result if the cotton was specifically tared in every 
transaction. I hope the gentleman will reconsider his purpose to 
inflict upon our people an vation of this sacrifice 

Why should we postpone to the next session or the pext Con 
the revision of the tariff? The gentleman from Penns: tvania, [Mr. 
KELLEY, ] in the same article to which reference has y been 
made, says, evidently speaking of the protected indust ies: 


Are not our superior in extent, diversity, and value to those of any 
other nation? Are not that of enterprising græ ts and their de- 
scendants, known as the as ingenious, industri ‘1s, and 


And I agree with him, at least so far as the protecte l classes are 
concerned. 

The beneficiaries of the tariff, then, are no longer weak. They are 
the most prosperous of all our people. They have all the advantages 
which marvelous inventions have created. They have em laved steam 
and educated it into a trained artisan; and coal and tron are the 
swarthy bondmen of accumulated capital. They have the experi- 
ence of the last half century, which, so far as the mechay ical arts are 
concerned, is worth more to them, uae weer’ more, than all the 
experience of all other ages of the world. On the ot ier hand the 
people are overtaxed, as I have shown, and the public revenues are 
redundant. 

Thereis more information on the subject of the tariff within our 
grasp than ever before. There is still in the other branch of Con- 
gronn the father of the system whose name it bears; and here in this 

all isthe e eee from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY, } 
who has himself stated that he has just been rewarded with the am- 
bition of his life, the distinction of presiding over the deliberations 
ofthe committee ch with the consideration of this subjeet. There 
are other gentlemen here, whom it would be invidious perhaps to 
mention in such company, who have not studied this subject in vain. 
We have the most elaborate census the country has ever had. We 
have the most portec, system of reports and statistical information. 
Pressures can be seen; the direction and force of currents can be 
noted at a glance. We can, as with a map of our commerce out- 
spread before us, trace through our wide domains and throughout 
the world all the phenomena of our trade for last year, yesterday, 
and aT, and confidently calculate the probabilities of the future. 

This bill is a proclamation of the failure of representative govern- 
ment after a century of experience., Thep , plainly stated, is 
to give to the lobby, the initiation ofa great reform. You pano to 
transfer our duty to the representatives of the tariff. You might 
as well intrust the reformation of Utah to the council of Latter Day 
Saints, or Mongolian immigration to the six Chinese companies! 
Protection is the 5 power of taxation conferred on private 
individuals; and this bill proposes to arm it with the still er 
power of legislation! “Such tness doth hedge a king!” Con 
gress has been supposed to consist of Senate, House, and lobby; but 
if we look to the sources ng tren power hereafter, we may describe 
the constituent bodies as the people and the tariff l The gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY ] has candidly said that he would vote to 
confide this review of the tariff to those who would be favorable to 
the American system.” 

And we must needs import, duty free, from our enemies in England 
this tribunal of one as a supplement to our statesmanship. In 
the land of its birt 


its members once had the power to vote in com- 
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mittees of Parliament. Let us rehabilitate and enlarge this decay- 
ing institution. Let us construct an annex to the Capitol (I believe 
that word, too, is a foreign importation) and give the tariff a parlia- 
ment of itsown! Iam insome doubt where to locate this new tri- 
bunal under our constitutional system. I am not sure whether it is 
to be an upper chamber to Congress or whether it is to be the tail 
end of the Cabinet! If this is to be the result of sending our states- 
men abroad, let us hereafter pay a little more attention than we have 
done to the consular and diplomatic bills. This is a scheme not 
merely to glide over the fall elections, but it is intended. to perpet- 
uate the tariff without incurring direct responsibility for its out- 

us and monstrous burdens. It is diplomacy injected into the 
body of our politics! The member chosen to report and defend the 
bill been most fitly selected. Our statesmen once preferred direct 
and manly methods; modern “‘ politicians” seek their ends through 
a “circumlocution office!” 

We are not only asked to vacate our functions, but we are asked 
to confer on the Executive the selection of these new law-givers of 
the tariff. If we should reluctantly conclude that better materials 
for a Ways and Means Committee can be found among the people 
than the Speaker has been able to find on the roll of those whom the 
people have selected for this service, shall we complete our humilia- 
tion by a surrender of our traditional and constitutional power over 
the revenue to the appointees of the President and the Senate? If 
we are not ourselves adequate to the task to which the people have 
appointed us, we ought at least to reserve the poor privilege of choos- 
ing our own counselors. 


ut we are told by the tleman from Iowa [Mr. Kasson ] that 
Congress consists of ‘‘ politicians,” and therefore cannot be trusted 
to reconstruct the tari How much better shall we escape the in- 


fluence of politicians by this bill? Is the White House quarantined 
against the politicians? I arraign no individual; I indict no man; 
but I affirm that the very worst form of servility to party infects the 
executive department of this Government. From the bench of the 
highest court on earth down to a village post-office, appointments 
are made with unvarying subservience to p The inauguration 
of a President is merely the coronation of a faction, Inv with 
the external trappings of power, he is merely the executor of the will 
of those who DS and can unmake him. And when it comes to a 
uestion like this, unhappily political considerations are re-enforced, 
if re-enforcement were needed, by other influences. Those who are 
interested in the perpetuation of the tariff have grown very strong 
under its operations, while those who seek its modification have 
been impoverished by it. Sir, in all countries and in all ages of the 
world the poor have very little influence with power; but aggrega- 
tions of immense wealth in individuals, companies, associations, mo- 
nopolies, banks, pools, and syndicates, when they unite their confed- 
erated power, what interest of the poor and weak can they not dom- 
inate? Here in Congress we can, in the face of the people, try con- 
clusions at every stage of a public question. We watch for the bet- 
ter reason. Weareaccustomed to look more at the sources of political 
power. Here the minority have some rights, and in the last resort 
can defeat iniquity by the potency of silence. [Laughter.] Here 
beth sides of a great issue can be heard, and better heard than in an 
place under the Government. Congress can if it will; the Presi- 
dent cannot if he would. : 

In his eloquent peroration the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. Kasson, ] 
discounting somewhat the music of the spheres, delighted all who 
heard him with his tribute to the sweet strains of machinery and 
labor, Imitating one of the prettiest legends of antiquity his speech 
was an apotheosis of the tariff, and his bill provides the“ immortal 
nine” who were to sing its praises, the “expert” muses of the 
tariff. [Laughter. ] And they are to be called a commission!“ If 
the American people have not forgotten too much that word is 

enough, [Laughter.] When it down to the grave of its ances- 
tors and is buried under the family name, let its epitaph be—verbum 
sat, [Laughter.] 

The wonderful multiplication of inventions has been so rapid in 
this country, that we may well pause and contemplate the future of 
labor and capital in this country. The tide of immigration which 
now reaches our eastern shores, and swelled by the young men of 
‘New England who fail to find profitable employment under the shadow 
of the tariff, spreads over the rich plains of the West, and from the 
wilderness rise great and prosperous States, like sudden apparitions. 
But when the areg of cultivable land is covered with our expanding 
population and cheap homes for immigrants are no longer attainable, 
then our dependent classes will multiply and our laborers will have 
to compete with the machines with which an undue deyelopment of 
mechanical genius has superseded American labor. Then we will 
require free access to all the world for the sale of our surplus prod- 
ucts. It would be a wise statesmanship which shall anticipate that 
era not now far distant and begin at once the preparation for a free 
commercial intercourse with all the world. [Applause.] 

Mr. BRUMM addressed the committee. [See Appendix. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose. : 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its secretaries, 


informed the House that the Senate insisted on its amendments to 
the bill (H. R. No, 3548) making appropriations for the service of 


`| material, and 


the Post-Office Department for the fiscal gor ending June 30, 1883, 


and for other p asked for a conference on the disagreein, 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed as managers al 
the conference on the part of the Senate Mr PLUMB, Mr. ALLISON, 
and Mr. BECK, 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested 
the bill (H. R. No. 4680) to repeal discriminating duties on tea and 
coffee the products of the ions of the Netherlands. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills 
and a joint resolution of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested : 

A bill (S. No. 185) for the relief of the captain, owners, officers, 
and crew of the late United States private-armed brig General Arm- 
strong, their heirs, executors, administrators, agents, or assigns ; 

A bill (S. No. 212) relating to the collection districts of California; 

A bill (S. No. 265) to provide for the parment of the amount due 
to the Burlington, Cedar Rapids and Northern Railway Company 
for transportation of United States mails; 

A bill (S. No. 730) for the relief of Mrs, Louisa H. Hasell ; 

A bill (S. No. 818) to extend the limits of the port of New Orleans, 
and for other pur - 

A bill (S. No. 1017) for the relief of A. H. Von Luettwitz; and 

A joint resolution (S. No. 16) for the relief of the Kansas City, Fort 
Scott and Gulf Railroad Company. 


TARIFF-COMMISSION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. ARMFIELD. Mr. Chairman, representing asI do a section of 
the country that has suffered as much and perhaps more than an 
other from the existing methods of collecting the revenues of this 
Government, I feel that I owe it to my people to say something in 
this discussion to make their grievances known to those who have 
the power to remove them; something that may excite sympathy for 
an NN people and call attention to their wrongs, though I con- 
fess that I have but little hope of obtaining for them any adequate 
or immediate relief from the political party now in power, for though 
that party fashioned these systems of tariff and internal revenue 
with their own hands and at their free will, yet now, like the old 
alchemist who, in the solitude of his study, succeeded in creating a 

ving being, a monster without heart or soul or affections, endowed 
only with powers for evil, they tremble and stand aghast in the pres- 
ence of their own creation, and flee from it in terror, wishing it desl, 
but afraid themselves to strike it, lest it turn upon and destroy 
them. They admit, or the more candid of them do, that the internal: 
revenue laws are burdensome and oppressive upon two of the great- 
est industries of the country, the production of spirituous liquors 
and tobacco; that they create an army of office-holders and spies, 
expensive to the Government and jury obnoxious to the people; 
that the tariff is unjust and meg in its burdens, a clog on indus- 
try, and a fetter on commerce; that both systems stand in need ot 
. and reform. They admit also that these two vast 
machineries of taxation are wrin from the people, and sweeping 
into the national Treasury nearly $150,000,000 per annum more than 
is needed for the ex of the Government, and the prudent extin- 

ishment of the public debt, yet they shrink from the duty which 
the country and the Constitution have imposed upon them, of alle- 
viating these evils, and adjusting these burdens to the wants of the 
Government; and call on the President of the United States to ap- 
point a commission to do their work for them. This does not mean 
revenue or tariff reform, it is but a subterfuge to escape from doing 
what Ht basa obliged to admit ought to be done without delay, 

I said, Mr. Chairman, that the people whom I have the honor to 
represent here have suffered as much as any in the country from both 
the tariff and the internal-revenue laws. Owing to their peculiar geo- 
graphical situation, to the character of their soil and climate, to 

eir distance from market, and the consequent character of their 
industries, they have, in my opinion, suffered more than any other 
section of equal extent and wealth. The people of Western North 
Carolina are not a aren rigs Bir ws and they would not share 
in it to ny great extent if the tariff benefited the mannfacturers, 
which, with the exception of the t and favored monopolies, I 
doubt to be the case; for the tariff, fike Prince Hal and his confeder- 
ates at Gadshill, only waits until the manufacturers have robbed the 

eople until it turns upon and robs them, at least the majority of them, 

y the heavy burdens it lays on raw material and the machinery that 
they use. But my people are subjected to the last robbery of Gads- 
hill, having no share in the first. They are plundered by the tariff, 
not of what they have taken by robbery from others, but of what 
2 5 have dug out of the ground by and honest toil. 

e few manufactures, small and struggling, which we have 
among us, all feel that it would be a greater blessing to them, in 
their efforts to establish themselves on a firm basis, if they could only 
escape the burdens which the tariff im on their machinery, raw 
the necessaries of life by them and their employés, 
by giving up all the benetits, fancied and real, which it confers upan 
them. hey are compelled to compete with the old and well-es- 
tablished manufactures of New England and the Middle States 
with their skilled labor and cheap labor imported from Canada or 
wherever else it can be obtained cheapest; for, though the protec- 
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tionists londl 
labor,” they 


preach the doctrine of “protection to American 
gnally fail to practice it, at least in Massachusetts, as 
will appear from an examination of a late number of the reports 
issued by the bureau of labor and statistics of that State, which 


shows that at three of their great centers of cotton manufactures 
foreign and native labor are employed as follows: 


‘Town. Native. 


Foreign. 


Almost two foreigners to one native. All that is necessary to en- 
able the South to compete with success with all rivals, and to put 
to work for the benefit of mankind her giant and innumerable water- 
powers, of the Alleghany range and elsewhere, and to manufacture 
the rich commercial products of her own fields, forests, and mines 
upon her own soil, is free machinery, and untaxed raw material and 
food and clothing for her people. 

But if the tariff retards our prosperity and cripples our enterprise, 
if it robs us of the wages of our labor to enrich monopolies, these 
are evils which we share in common with our fellow-citizens of the 
whole country, and they are evils so disguised that we cannot see 
the hand that inflicts them. They are evils which come by stealth, 
and not in the guise of swarms of insolent tax-gatherers, men who, 
as Robert Burns said of himself when his poverty drove him to be- 
come an exciseman, Have done, like Milton’s devil, that which, 
though damned, Pd scorn todo.” But not so with the internal- revenue 
laws. They bring with them an odious host of ples and informers, 
pnpa and sycophants. Mr. Breckenridge, in his History of the 

estern Insurrection, commonly called “The Whisky Rebellion,” 
says of Western Pennsylvania at that time: 

The farmers, having no market for their produce, were from necessity com- 
pelled to reduce its bulk by converting their grain into Whisky. o still 


was therefore the necessary a of every farm, where the farmer was able 
1 if not, he was dom . more wealthy to 


See page 17, and on the same e he says, copying from a peti- 
tion of the inhabitants of Weeimdreland County ii the year 1790: 

For these reasons we have found it absolutely necessary to introduce a num- 
ber of small distilleries into our settlements, and in every circle of toot or 
thirty neighbors one of these is generally erected for the accommodation of the 

neighborhood. 

All this may be literally applied to a number of countiesin West- 

ern North Carolina. ucing soneco y anything for market, ex- 
cept the surplus of the grain crops and the fruits of orchards of the 
finest apples and peaches to be found in the world, they are so remote 
from lines of transportation that they cannot afford to haul these 
bulky articles to market, tey ‘are compelled to reduce its bulk b 
converting their grain into whisky,” and their fruit into brandy. 
citizen in the county of Wilkes,in my district, debarred of this priv- 
tore by the internal-revenue laws, undertook to haul his own corn 
and that of his neighbors, the abundant crops of the rich valley of 
the Yadkin, to the nearest market on the railroad. After hauling a 
few loads he found, by actual calculation of the cost of his teams 
and hands employed, that he was losing three cents on every bushel 
hauled if the corn were given to him at the place of starting to mar- 
ket. Toa people so situated these laws are ruin and N 
— are deprived of their only means of acquiring the money they 
need to pay their taxes to the State and county, to educate their 
children, and to buy the few necessaries and luxuries they are accus- 
tomed to use which they cannot produce on their farms. They are 
compelled to suffer the fruits of their orchards to rot unused under 
the trees that produce them, and to haul their surplus grain to the 
few men who have the means and the temerity to undertake to run 
a “ Government distillery,” thus making a narrow monopoly of what 
was to their fathers, and ought to be to them, free to all alike. 
Mr. align ric further says, in the work from whichI have already 
quoted: 

In fact some of these distilleries on a e scale were friendly to the excise 
law, as it rendered the poorer farmers dependent on them. 

And I myself have heard the owners of large Government distil- 
leries” declare that they desired the tax on whisky and brandy re- 
stored to 82 per gallon, because that would crush out all the small 
distilleries. So ravenous and unmerciful is the spirit of monopoly! 
When it gets a taste of the robbed earnings of the people, “like the 
young lion that has once lapped blood, it can never be jured back 
to aught else.” 

All good men must censure and deplore any forcible resistance to 
a law, no matter how oppressive, so long as it stands upon the stat- 
ute-book, but it is not surprising, Mr. Chairman, that rude and un- 
lettered mountaineers, smarting under a law that singles out their 
peculiar industries and blights them all, a law that deprives them 
of the blessings of Heaven in the propitious season and the fruitful 


products of their own weary toil, should sometimes forget their alle- 


iance to law, in their indignation at the wrong, and seek with 

eir own hands that justice that their Government denies them with 

“the might that slumbers in a peasant’s arm.” It is to be deplored, 

but it is but the natural stirring of the Anglo-Saxon blood that 
too often, when it 

Feels the wrong and hath the t, 

It's own avenger girds itself to slay. 

The way to avoid this is to call in these spies and tax-hunters, make 
the law equal and just to all, and then it will be cheerfully obeyed 
by all; for these people, though liberty-loving, are naturally law- 
abiding. Mr. Breckenridge says in the same work, speaking of the 
laws which caused the rebellion of 1794 in Pennsylvania, and every 
word of it is equally true of the present law : 

This tax created a numerous host of petty officers, scattered over the country 
as spies on the industry of the people, and practically authorized at almost any 
moment to inflict 2 visits on them, to make arbitrary siezures, and com- 
mit other vexatious acts. The tax was brought to bearon almost each individual 
cultivator of the soil. 


* « * * * * * 


The violation of the domicile was regarded by the common people with horror. 
They were always ready to treat with contempt, if not to assail with actual vio- 
lence, those who, for the sake of a little money, would accept such disreputable 


employment. 

After leaving the mountain counties of North Carolina, Mr. Chair- 
man, and the Piedmont region, you strike the undulating country 
producing the finest quality of tobacco grown in the world. This 
indu ong antedates in this region the American Revolution, 
confined at first in North Carolina to a tier of counties adjoining or 
near to the Virginia line. 

Previous to and since the late war between the States it has spread 
over the central part of the State, occupied most of the Piedmont 
i, 5 and in some places it has climbed the Alleghanies and estab- 

ished itself and become profitable among the grain, fruit, and grass 
industries of that, by nature, highly favored region. It has thus 
become the leading industry in a populous region in North Carolina, 
larger in extent than several of the smaller States of this Union. 
Before the imposition of the internal-revenue tax, these people culti- 
vated their tobacco, and sold it, untaxed and untrammeled, like all the 
other products of the soil, to whomsoever would buy, either in the leaf 
at their barns, or they erected rude and cheap machinery, with which 
they manufacturedit, with theirfarm labor, and sentitintoafree mar- 
ket, in a more valuable shape, and ready for consumption. But under 
the existing laws, all this has changed; the tobacco industry, like that 
of whisky and brandy, has become a close monopoly. A tax of more 
than twice its untaxed value is laid upon it, the farmer who pro- 
duces it is prohibited by law from selling his leaf tobacco except to 
certain individuals who pay the Government a sum of money for the 
monopoly of buying it; and inthe manufacture of it, all the ‘‘small 
men,” the farmers with their rude machinery, are crushed ont, and 
only those who can command a considerable amount of capital can 
engage in the business. 

r. Chairman, are these the laws of a free country which thus lay 
the heavy hand of oppression on the husbandman at his plow, and, 
under the guise of raising revenue, rob him of the fruits of his labor 
to share them with the monopolist? Are they not more worthy of 
the reign of Louis XIV, when the tillers of the soil instead of brutes 
dragged the plow in the field and gave all they made, except a bare 
subsistence, to their feudal lords, than of our boasted free countr, 
in the closing quarter of the nineteenth century? There was col- 
lected in the sixth collection district of North Carolina, which 
embraces but a part of the country I have described, in the year 
ending June 30, 1881, (see Report of Secretary of the Treasury, page 
484,) apon these two agricultural products, spirits and tobacco, the 
sum of $501,944.22, at a cost to the Government (see Report Secre- 
tary Treasury, pages 79-81) for the ordinary expenses of the district 
of $274,415.83, while the ordinary annual revenue of the State of 
North Carolina (see report of Auditor Roberts, page 2) with which 
she administers her laws, cares for her helpless classes, punishes 
her criminals, runs her 3 schools, pays her officials and the in- 
terest on her public debt, throughout a N of more than fifty 
thousand square miles in extent, and inhabited by nearly a million 
and a half of enlightened and busy people, is only $530,263.50, collected 
at a cost of $26,513.17. In other wordsit costs the United States more 
than 54 per cent. to collect its revenues among the same people where 
the State of North Carolina collects its revenues for 5 per cent. 

The great cost of collecting these revenues, Mr. Chairman, is sug- 
gestive of other evils of the internal-revenue system, greater, and 
more to be dreaded in their consequences to the people and the Goy- 
ernment than any or all of those which I have mentioned, conse- 
quences which tend to debanch the morals of the people and threaten 
to destroy their respect for the Government and to corrupt the Goy- 
ernment itself up to the very fountains of justice and of law. 

This great expense of collecting arises from the fact that the sys- 
tem has been operated, at least in the Southern States, not pri- 
marily to collect revenue for the Government, but to build up and 
sustain a political party. Its offices have from the first been used 
as a fund to bribe needy or wavering Democrats into the Republican 
ranks; and to swell this corruption fund, especially in years when 
elections were to be held, many useless officers have been appointed, 
regardless of the expense to the Government; officers with no osten- 
sible duties to perform, except to traverse a country so peaceful and 
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law-abiding that King Alfred’s bracelets might hang untouched by 
Sey es 


its highways, with pistols in their belts, to overawe the weak and 
— the simple into voting the Republican ticket. 

en who have won office by a sacrifice of their principles and 
their self-respect and the respect of their neighbors, become thereby 
fit instruments to oppress others, as well as onging victims them- 
selves to oppression, and thus not oy have the laws been, in many 
instances, executed in a harsh and offensive manner, and immunity 
peddled out to treachery, but the salaries of these officers have 
come to be considered as a fund tually subject to political as- 
sessments for party parpoee ey are called by the mild and de- 
ceptive name of voluntary contributions; ” but they are no more 
voluntary than is the surrender of his pores by the unarmed trav- 
eler over the muzzle of the loaded pistol of the highwayman. The 
officer knows that he must pay or be discharged from his office ; and 
having won it by such means as I have described, he will not scru- 
ple to devote whatever portion of his wages is demanded to the cor- 
ruption fund that is to debauch his fellow-citizens, in order to secure 
the remainder to himself. 

During an election year the levies made on these officers is enor- 
mous in amount. In the year 1880, the year of the last Presidential 
election, there was levied upon the internal-revenue storekeepers of 
the sixth collection district of North Carolina for political purposes, 
as I am credibly informed by storekeepers themselves and others cog- 
nizant of the facts, one full month’s wages of each and every store- 
es which at the time was $104 for each of them. There are in 
tha district, according to the last Official Register of the United 
States, page 122, two hundred and eighty-nine storekeepers, and 
there were at least as many in 1880, for officers are always increased in 
number in the year of an election, so that there was collected in this 
district that year, as a corruption fund to influence the election, from 
this single class of officers the sum of 829,056; and it is reasonable to 
suppose that all other classes of officers in the revenue service were 
taxed in alike proportion. Nor isit only in election years that ex- 
actions of this kind are made on these officers; butin off years, when 
there is no election in the State, they are taxed under the pretense of 
supporting political newspapers, orto aid party friends in States that 
have an election, as was done in North Carolina to aid the usters 
of Virginia in their last campaign. And the men who exercise this 
vast power of taxation over subjects who dare not complain, though 
they are drained to their last penny, are responsible tonobody. They 
render no account of receipts or disbursements of revenues large 
8 to run the government of a State. 

Such, Mr. Chairman, are a part, and only a part, of the wrongs, 
the oppressions, and the oorp influences of the internal-revenue 
system. No wonder that it has me an intolerable burden to a 
liberty-loving and a virtuous people, for ‘‘its offense is rank, and 
smells to heaven.” It has become radically corrupt and vicious. 
There is no 5 „The whole head is sick, and the whole 
heart faint.” Therefore I would have it all swept from the statute- 
book, and, if it were possible, its very history and memory blotted 
out from our annals. The internal-reyenue system has been de- 
fended, Mr. Chairman, upon the ground that it taxes spirits and 
tobacco, and it is said that they are luxuries. If they are luxuries, 
Mr. Chairman, they are the luxuries, the only luxuries of the poor and 
the humble. They cannot indulge in foreign wines or clothe them- 
selves in the silks of France, or the furs of Russia, or tickle their 
palates with the spices of the Indies. The only luxuries in which 
they are able to indulge are the pipe “ that cheers but not inebri- 
ates,” and the plass of spirits or of beer that cheers though it does 
inebriate. And the Bible pronounces a fearful judgment on therich 
man who slew the poor man’s only pet lamb that he might spare 
his own numerous flocks. 

The internal-revenue laws have been defended also upon the 
ground thot they are measures in favor of temperance; but my elo- 
quent friend from Georgia [Mr. SPEER] has disposed of this argument 
by showing that this is a false and hypocritical pretense; that these 
laws form an alliance between the Government and the liquor traffic, 
give it a legal status of which it boasts and share with it its profits; 
not diminishing its extent but end deteriorating the quality of 
its products to the injury of the health and morals of the people. I 
only wish to add te his ment that, in my opinion, temperance is 
a matter beyond the jurisdiction of the municipal law, both State 
and Federal. I believe, with Jefferson, that “that people is best 
governed that is governed the least.” I believe, also, that God created 
man a free agent, responsible to himself alone for temperance, for 
righteousness, for iness, and for every other moral virtue, and 
that the laws of the country ought to leave him where God left him, 
untrammeled by sumptuary or spiritual laws, the guardian of his own 
virtue and the custodian and asserter of his own immortal manhood, 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that free trade is the summum bonum of all 
commercial law; that it ought to be hoped for and prayed for by every 

atriot and philanthropist, as the millenium is hoped for and prayed 

‘or by Christians. But, like the millenium, it will not come in a day. 
The world in its progress must and will work up to it. It may be 
that we have yet many a ‘Slough of Despond” (Republican admin- 
istration) to wade through, and it is certain that we will have 
‘many a “Giant Grim” Soper) sere to fight before we reach that 
poma land where labor shall not be robbed nor poverty oppressed. 

you ask, Mr. Chairman, if, with these views upon the tariff and 


free trade, I am willing to re the internal-revenue laws and 
throw the $137,000,000, which they raise annually, upon the customs 
duties? I answer yes; I would destroy one evil at atime. I would 
strike first that one that stands nearest and is most threatening. I 
would unite with the protectionist to overthrow what is their enemy 
as well as mine and the enemy of the country; and when I had accom- 
plished that I would join with all who would follow to assault the 
strongholds of protection and monopoly. 

But, Mr. Chairman, at least two-thirds, if not the whole, of that 
$137,000,000is surplus revenue; not needed by the Government for any 
legitimate purpose; and all the remainder can be thrown upon the 
tariff, while at the same time greatly reducing its burdens upon the 

ple. The existing tariff is constructed, not for revenue, but for 
rotection. Under its operations, for every dollar garnered into the 
1 least $5 are put into the pockets of the monopolists. Now, 
suppose all this were reversed; suppose a tariff was constructed for 
revenue and not for protection; a tariff that would put $5 into the 
Treasury and only $1 into the pockets of the monopolists. Then the 
internal revenue might all be dispensed with, the people greatly 
relieved from the burdens of the tariff, and still the Treasury kept 
full for the legitimate expenses of the Government and the payment 
of the public debt. Can allthis be done? I say, Mr. Chairman, that 
itcan; and by this Congress and at this session, without the interven- 
tion of any commission appointed by the President, unless statesman- 
ship in this country is to be reckoned among the lost arts. And it 
will be done, Mr. Chairman, unless party poy and self-interest shall 
triumph over patriotism and the good of the country. (Applause. ] 

Mr. VANCE. If no other gentleman desires to go on I will move 
that the committee rise, 

Mr. KASSON. I hope the gentleman will wait a moment. A gen- 
tleman is e ted in every moment who desires the floor to-night, 
- Mr. WHITE. If the gentleman desires that the committee rise 


I have no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN, That motion is not insisted on. The gentleman 
from Kentucky will proceed. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, it has been well said that labor is the 
source of all wealth. Capital is the result of labor and self-denial. 
The American capitalist of to-day was the honest and frugal laborer 
of former years. There is no conflict between labor and capital. If 
we hurt one we injure the other. If we protect labor we encourags 
capital, and whatever helps one State benefits the entire Uniwx. 
As the eye cannot say to the hand“ I have no need of thee,” so with 
equal force is one State of this t and prosperous nation forbidden 
to array prejudice and passion of sectional suspicion and hate 
against any sister State of this Union. 

I cannot hope to add anything new to this discussion, but there 
are some bits of useful information that we might do well to have 
refreshed in our minds. I therefore ask the indulgence of the com- 
mittee while I read a few lines at this time from the immortal Clay. 
In 1842, in the United States Senate, he said: 

If, in providing for an mate revenue for an economical 
Go y time 


administration of 
the afford incidental I shall be 


that State, and those of other 8 C k it necessary 
to transcend the revenue, will take up this subject of protection and carry it to the 
point which their local interests demand., 

1 hope my senha from the sixth district [Mr. CARLISLE] and 
from the seventh district [Mr. BLACKBURN] will approve of that 
little bit of information from the great statesman of Kentucky in 
former years. It would be well for us to study the life of Henry Clay. 
It may not be improper in this connection to give a few items from 
his history in connection with this subject. On yesterday, the anni- 
versary of his birth, a number of distinguished southern gentlemen 
busied themselves in uynet undermine the doctrines on which this 
prosperous nation of ours been built up, and not a single one of 
them alluded to the fact that yesterday was the anniversary of the 
birth of Henry Clay. 

Henry Clay was born in the Slashes, Hanover County, Virginia, 
April 12, 1777. He was licensed to practice law by ct eae of the 
Virginia court of appeals near the close of the year 1797, and he en- 
tered on the duties of his profession at Lexington, Kentucky, “ with- 
out patrons, without friends, and destitute of the means of paying 
his weekly board.” He died in Washington, District of Columbia, 
29th of June, 1852, “revered as only Washington was revered,” and 
universal gloom spread over the entire country. A graceful and 
towering monument marks his resting-place in the beautiful ceme- 
tery at Lexington, Kentucky. All along his eventful and glorious 
public career, from 1803 to 1852, he was the friend of the poor and 
needy, the helpless and distressed, and “his feelings never changed 
with his fortunes.” He was true to his principles and true to the 
best interests of Kentucky, and broad enough in his views to advo- 
cate the American system of protective tariff. I shall abundantly 
show this by copious extracts from his master speeches made in the 
perfection of his powers; and yet, sir, there are those in high places 
who dare to traduce his memory by garbling a few sentences uttered 
by him in 1815, namely: 

In three years we could 1 Judge of the ability ot our establishments to furnish 


these articles as coger as they were obtained abroad, and could then legis- 
late with the lights of experience. 
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And from this, sir, a peso {cone foreigner gravely argues that if 
Mr. Clay were alive he would be on the side or tariff for revenue 
only,” and would make the free-trade criticisms of the present po 

tions 


tective tariff sound like praise, so fierce would be his denuncia 
of it. 

Senator MORRILL, in discussing the bill (S. No. 22) to provide for 
a commission (to investigate the question of the tariff and internal- 
revenue laws,” December 8, 1881, paid Kentucky’s greatest statesman 
the following high compliment, which I am sure will be appreciated 
by the loyal and prosperous people of Kentucky, namely: z 


At the decease of Mr. Clay, Mr. a life-long political adversary, 
but a knightly neighbor, in his eloquent $ 
“If I were to write his epitaph, I would inscribe as hest eul 
stone which shall mark his srt agtt nht Here lies aman who was in 
3 — Soy yeas one Dvs 3 to dee fm, Pa H 4 
entacky is a noble of ample portions, y & gallant race, an 
is entitled to t credit for the Biooded stoc. e Durhams and pare 
tons ith large disputable claims for the quantity an 
Lp ots; but the home of H Clay ought to have 
people in the activities of material development, interweaving all the 
rosperity evolved by various skilled industries; an mia Kentucky has not 
Peen a leader in the early part of the race, it may be dently e she 
75 tretch.” losing 


home-s' 
that states- 
eld States, with pen R coe Bes na bee 
cause these elder T 12 now ve prac 
accepted Henry Clay’s masculine policy of “entire independence of All forei z 
states as e ee our essential wants. The whole country owes 8 e 
tacky statesman, the splendor of whose oratory may be forgotten 
orgiven, but whose early patriotic advocacy of American 
rotection will forever cause his memory to be decorated with 
fresh flowers culled by the hands of laborin every State. 


I read again from Mr. Clay, feeling, as most all feel, that from 
Clay more than from any modern protectionist must we learn. As 
the opponents of protection try all the time to find in Clay something 
as an excuse for their system of free trade, it seems to me that they 
admit that the pip tap, R opponent they have to-day is the life and 
teachings of Henry Clay. e says: 

I plant myself upon this fact, of cheapness and superiority, as u impre; le 
ground. Gantienion may tax their ingenuity and Toime a Foo iro 8 
solutions of the fact, but the fact itself will remain undisturbed. Let us look into 
some particulars. The total consumption of bar iron in the United States is sup- 

to be about 146,000 tons, of which 112,866 tons are made within the coun 
and the residue imported. The numberof men employed in the manufacture 
estimated at 29,254, and the total number of persons subsisted by it at 146,273. The 
measure of protection extended to this necessary article was never fully adequate 
until the passage of the act of 1828; and what has been the consequence? The 
annual increase of quantity since that period has been in a ratio of near 25 per 
cent., and the wholesale price of bar-iron in the northern cities was, in 152: 
— per ton; in 1829, $100; in 1830, $90; 

We import little 

inferior an 
that inferior and our superior iron, subjects entirely different are com 
They are made by different processes. The Eu 


on the 
public 


residue a duty of about 30 cent., estima 
importation 0 1829. |g tae ore — 
often from Se to ae e while 

have heard of recent 


ves. 


I hope my colleague from the sixth district will bear in mind this 
point, made so clear by our illustrious predecessor ; that it is possible 
to protect the raw material and at the same time protect the article 
manufactured out of the raw material ; and that the one is not incon- 
sistent with the other. 


The tailor will ask protection for himself, but wishes it denied to the grower of 
wool and the manufacturer of broadcloth. The cotton-planter enjoys protection 
for the raw but does not desire it to be extended to the cotton manufact- 
urer. The ship-builder will ask protection for 5 but does not wish it 
extended to the essential articles which enter into construction of his ship. 
Each in his proper vocation solicits protection, but would have it denied to 
other interests which are supposed to come into collision with his. 

Now, the duty of the statesman is to elevate himself above these petty conflicts; 
calmly to survey all the various interests, and deliberately to A igs alee the meas- 
ures of protection to each, according to its nature and to the general wants of 
society. It is quite possible that in the degree of protection which has been 
afforded to the various workers in iron there may be some error committed, al- 
though I have lately read an ent of much 5 that no injustice 
has really been done to them. there be it ought to be remedied. 

Have not Mr. Clay’s views been clearly demonstrated by fifty years’ 
experience to be the correct ones? 

Allow me to insert here the pointed remarks of the distinguished 
Senator from Maine, [Mr. Frye, ] delivered in the Senate March 23, 
1882. He said: 

Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the utterrecklessness 
of certain statements which have been made in the 2 of this debate, and 
first by the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Bxck. I who Í am W to see is not in his 
seat. In undertaking to show that profits of the prot industries are per- 
fectly immense, monstrous, he takes the article of Bessemer steel. I desire to call 
the attention of the Senate to his figures by which he finds the profit on Bessemer 
steel for 1880. He says: i 


Amount of capital, real and personal, invested in the business $20, 975, 909 


C ² otra dense iaesenenieuspKetacass E O A 4, 930, 349 
ORS eee e E A I ET canteen 86, 826, 928 
Making labor and material colt. 41, 757, 277 
The value of the products when sold Wass „%! 55, 805, 210 
d Nſ¹HmMppPP—PPLPPPk.. 8 41, 757, 277 
And it leaves a net profit ot . b 14, 047, 983 


Senator from Kentucky mean to say that these Bessemer steel corporations make 
66.9 cent. profit? He goes on further, and in r place says that some 
of the old esta! ts are in fact making more than 66 cent. profit,” 


far 
What is far more than 66 per cent. r eee - per cent. profit? 
Are they making 80 per cent. profit Sug adh tower itself of the Senator from 
Kentucky is so absurd that it only needs the t for its refutation. What 
limit is there on any man in inves! in Bessemer steel manufacturing er i 
and I ask where is the man who buy United States bonds bearing g per cent. 
or 31 cent. interest if by engaging in steel manufacture he can make far more 
than 66 per cent. profit! 


* * * . . — 


The other Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. WILLIAus,] who at present is presiding 
over this body, takes cotton-mills, and gives these figures: akes paid, $41,921,106 ; 
capital invested, 5207, 781, 888; value of productions, $192,773,960. The Senator from 
Kentacky 8 the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL) does not set down in 
his table, but states in his speech, that the amount of cotton used was 1,797,000 
bales, which, at 8 cents per pound, amounts to $57,504,000." Does the Senator from 
Kentucky know where any cotton can be bought at 8 cents per pound and landed 
at our Does the Senator from Kentucky know, in the last twenty years of 

of cotton that has been bought and landed at our cotton manufact- 


a single 
ories in New En; for 8 cents? Does not the Senator from Kentucky know 
that it costs all the way from 11 cents to 14 cents? Then why should the Senator 


profit to capital of $93,348,860, or nearly 45 e cent.” 

Why did not the distinguished Senator from Kentucky put cotton at 3 cents? 
It would have made the profits twice as much. Why did he not put it at 5 cents? 
It would be just as true at 5 cents as at 8 cents. Yet that info m is sent out 
to the people of this country to educate them touching the Iniquities of the tariff, 
and to show them what enormous profits cotton man turers axe making. Forty- 
five per cent.! That is the information Senators of the United States send over 
this country to produce trouble with the laborers in the mills, telling them the 
manufacturer is making 45 per cent., and that they are only getting 20. 

* * * * * * - 

on ae the dis ished Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIAMS] took the 

woolen mills. He gives these figures for them : 


Wa: d. — $47,115, 614 
Materi used. - 162, 436 
Capital invested 


Value of productio 
“ Now, subtract the cost of wages "— 


Mind you, “ n 
“ and raw mai — 

That is wool— t 
from value of uction, and we have a profit of $55,859,746, or about 33 per 
cent. on the capital invested.” 

What did the Senator from Kentucky mean to be understood by that? Did he 
mean to tell the people in Kentucky that our woolen manufacturers were makin 
33 cent. ere can be no misundérstan 


per Ogor Mhe eee 

it is raw material in this last instance ; it is money paid to r, it is money paid 
for wool. Take the wool and the labor out from the whole value of the production, 
and the distin, ed gentleman declares to the world that the woolen manufact- 
urers are g 33 per cent. profit. How absurd on the face of it! Not asin- 
gle dollar included of all the expenditures I have been talking about which amount 
TENE UMS AET] RENALE OL AUSIS SCOTIA wie tho axial ASPO 

ermon „ MORRILL I am o anni - 
tures and production of theese mills. s 

* * 


. . * 


A * 

Let me say to the distinguished Senator from Kentucky that I know something 
about woolen mills. When I was a boy about fourteen on old my father an- 
eee ager ghey e ee to that I was not going. 
He ran about the first woolen mill in . He said, Very well; if you are not 
going to college it is all right.“ But the next Monday morning when the bell 
rang (we worked twelve hours a bac Sigs E A that I had a of ov 


and one of the blue jackets the wor wore; and I went into the mill. I went 
into the picker and I worked on the picker six months; then I went up and told 
Colonel e that I was willing to go to college; and he paid me my bills for my 


work and I went to coll ow something about woolen mills and that one 
especially. It was about the first woolen started e. It conti 
under the hands of one agent ae forty-two years, He was a careful, prudent 
agent, and understood his busi from the picker a 45 up through every room. 
never wasted a cent. During the forty-two years he met with no losses of an 

account. He closed up his manufacturing about four years ago, having arriv 
at that time of life when it became irksome to further work. As a matter of curi- 
osity we satdown and figured out the profits of that woolen mill, the most suc- 
cessful that ever was run in the State of Maine, the only one, I think, that had 
not failed, and the most of them fail over and over again. It was the most suc- 
cessful woolen mill within my 1 and the profits of that woolen mill for 
the forty-two years were about 1} mills less than 6 per cent. per annum. Thirty- 
three per cent., says the distin; Senator from Kentucky, is the profit of 
woolen mills. Sir, let me repeat that the cotton manufacturers and the woolen 
manufacturers of New England are entirely content to-day with a7 per cent. 
profit, and r it as successful business if they make that. 

Sir, I did not feel that I should be doing my duty if I allowed these statements 
of the two distinguished gentlemen from Kentucky to goto this country in all 
their nakedness with all of their misinformation. 


Sir, I am heartily in favor of the tariff commission, and to it shall 
look with perfect trust and confidence for all necessary information 
to enable the American Congress to revise and wisely adjust the du- 
ties on imports so as to raise revenue and at the same time afford 
ample protection to American capital and American labor. The 
American system of protective tariff is founded on a safe principle 
a principle which requires no justification and needs no defense, and 
one so well understood and indorsed by the American people that all 
the theories and beautiful rhetoric of my gifted and distinguished 
colleague from the sixth district can never Bari it. Before he was 
born the grand old Commonwealth of his nativity and mine had felt 
the necessity of commercial independence, and through her illustri- 
ous “ Harry of the West” had taken the lead in the hard-fought and 
bravely-won battles in favor of protection for American capital and 
American labor to encourage them to build up American manufacto- 
ries and furnish a market at home for farm products and farm labor- 
ers, for American manufactures and American skilled laborers; to 


furnish profitable investments for American capital at home and to 
invite foreign capital to come to America and help on the good work 
of developing the latent resources of our t country. 

James $. arfield, in his letter of acceptance of the nomination 
tendered him by the Republican national convention in 1880, said: 


legislate for the peonia of the United States and not for the whole 8 
it is our that American laborer is more intelligent and better 
than his competitor. 


The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] recently said: 

Our people prefer a tariff to direct taxes. They are willing that those who buy 
tie most imported goods shall pay the most tax. of 

And the late chairman of the national Democratic committee, and 
a 3 representative of the Democratic party on this floor, 
[Mr. Hewirt,] truly says: 

Now, then, if we must make iron in this country in competition with English 
labor, it is very clear what must be done. The laborer must take less wages; in 
other words, he must not think of a savings fund. Then, like the English opera- 
tive, he must eat less meat and use inferior food, and then his wife must dispense 
—— all ey gy ager rag that make home soe 3 is ohian must Do 

prison: e cotton factory as soon as can „instead 
school, and he 66.555. wa naudone RA EDA AMABAN he gut es. 

President Arthurin his first message, December 6, 1881, uttered the 
true sentiments of the American people on taxation, as follows: 

If the revenue laws remain unchanged, this lus must year by year increase 
on account of the redaction of the public debt and its burden of interest, and be- 
cause of Sen increase of our population. In 1860, just prior to the institution 


revenue 8 but slightly exceeded 30,000,000. 
eee oun 3 
t 


5 Soy taxation which our airmen eee nba ee 
whether it is not the part of wisdom to reduce the revenue, even if we delay a lit- 
tle the payment of the debt. 

It seems to me that the time has arrived when the Log 7 may justly demand 
some relief from their present onerous burden, and that by due economy in the 
various branches of the public service this may readily be afforded. 

I therefore concur with the in recommending the abolition of all 
internal- revenue taxes, except those upon tobacco in its various forms and u 
distilled spirits and fermented liquors, and except also the special tax upon the 
manufacturers of and dealers in such articles. 


> i 
It is perhaps doubtful whether the immediate reduction of the rate of taxation 
especially in ene 50 drain upon the 
ons. 
under the 
the Haa 
that 


some 

The tariff laws also need révision; e dip, mon Faw be 

flicting interests of our citizens, important changes be le 
If a careful revision cannot be made at this session a commission such as was 

lately approved by the Senate and is now recommended by the Secretary of the 


roping ee oubtless ten the labors of Congress whenever this subject 
shall be brought to its 9 y 


It will be observed from the message of President Arthur that he 
couples the question of the tariff with the internal-revenue laws. 
But the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, [Mr. 
KELLEY, ] for reasons satisfactory to himself, but unexplained to this 
House, wants a commission to investigate the question of tariff only. 

We have never had all the facts before Congress, and to ask the 
Congress of the American people to go forward and regulate the 
rates of duties on foreign imports blindly, as we would have to do, 
is to ask us to do something that the American people would not have 
their representatives do. It comes with very bad grace from the 
Democratic side of this House, after having been in power here for 
six years, having failed to present the facts; having failed to tabu- 
late them; having failed to report a bill that they themselves could 

e upon—it comes with very bad grace from them 854 85 up here 
and demand that without these facts we should go ahead and regu- 
late tariff on imports. 

It does seem to me that least of all my colleague from the sixth dis- 
trict ought to urge this upon the American people. It seems to me 
that when he knows that we are to-day paying a higher bonus to the 
interest that he himself is most interested in advocating upon this 
floor than any articles that come to us from abroad pay to the Goy- 
ernment, of all men he should be the last to urge hasty legislation 
upon Congress at this time. 

And the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY, ] whom I 
regret not now to see in his seat, in permitting my colleague to get 
this matter before Congress and to hurry it through here a week 
ago, without explanation, pursued an Smee course. I shall as I 
proceed specify what was wrong about that hasty legislation. 

This leads me to say in this connection that we have reached that 
point where injustice seems to be done, and the purpose of this com- 
mission is to obtain all the facts that will enable the Congress of the 
United States to fairly protect and not unjustly discriminate be- 
tween things that ought to be protected and things that ought not 
to be protected, both as to the tariff and the internal-reyenue laws. 
It was Mr. Clay’s belief that if we would protect our own manufact- 
ures for a term of years our manufactured products would become 
cheaper in this country. His prophecy made fifty years ago has been 
literally fulfilled; an eee eee to-day in part for the people 
of a State which I in common with my colleague represent, I under- 
take to say that nine-tenths of the people of Kentucky to-day believe 
in the doctrine of protection as taught by the immortal Henry Clay. 

I shall content myself with repeating some of the old uments 
which led the fathers and statesmen in early years to advocate the 
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protective system which the 3 of our prosperous country has 
shown brings“ good times” when followed and bad times” when 
abandoned. Is incorporate in my remarks the quotations to 
which I allude from the speeches of Henry Clay: 


I stand here as the humble but zealous advocate, not of the interests of one State, 
or seven States only, but of the whole Union. And never before have I felt more 
intensely the overpowering weight of that share of responsibility which belongs 
to me in these tions. Never before have I had more occasion than I now 
have to lament my want of intellectual 
enable me to unfold to 
intimately connected with 2 nn | welfare of my country. h 
overwhelmed and subdued the ap magnitude of the task which 
and fortified by a thorough con- 
I hope not that tt has the approbacion af that Providence who has 
resumptuous, a tion t who 
vo often smijed upon theso United States to t to the other House of C 

years ago it was my n 0 T of Con- 
gres an unexaggerated picture of the ERARA pA preada ing the whole land. 

E of its frightful features. We all know that the 
e were then oppressed and down by an enormous load of debt; that 

value of property was at the lowest point of depression ; that ruinous sales 
and sacrifices were everywhere made real estate; that stop laws and relief 
laws and money were adopted to save the people from im g destruc- 


tion ; that a deficit in public revenue existed, which com Government to 


seize u and divert from its timate ol the ions to the sinkin 
war AEN AA AAT 00 aware 
threatened with a complete short, sir, if I were to select any term 


jorra seven years w] 
I have now to perform the more pleasing task of exhibiting an imperfect sketch 
of the existing state of the um 2 of the country. On a general 
d culti the face of the country 


im ed, le fully and profitabl, 7 nro and bli te 
roved, our le em: the ublic countenance 
exhibiting tranga — 1 And if Rae descend into 


g 
rich and verdant ; our cities expanded, and whole 8 
FC our exports and pe gine ee So 
d yocp ; the rivers of our 
thunder and lightning of countless steamboats ; 
t of two wars 1 — 5 ; 
ongress, not to 
Se liberated from 
e impost. t 3- 
8 ke pee have enjoyed since the establishment of te 
ons be exactl er apis of seven years which immediately 
yy rey iene meee. of the of 1 ; 
This ormation of the condition of the country from 5 and distress to 
tness and ity has been mainly the work of erican legislation, 
fosi American ustry, instead of wing it to be controlled by foreign 
legislation, cherishing foreign industry. 
* * * * * 


While we thus behold the entire failure of all that was foretold against the sys- 
tem, it is a subject of 3 to its friends that all their anticipations of 
its benefits have been led, or are in pro; of fulfillment. The honorable 
pospan from South Carolina [Mr. Havas} has made allusion to a h made 

ym 
wise, 


& cef 
t is now proposed to abolish the system to which we owe so much of the publio 
and it is urged that the arrival of the period of the redemption of the 
bic debt has been confidently looked to as poing a suitable occasion to rid 
e country of the evils with which the system is alleged to be fraught. Not an inat- 
tentive observer of passing events, I have been aware that, among those who were 


most early pressing the payment of the public debt, and, upon that ground, were 
opposing mrs ay tions to other interests, there were some who cared less 
about the debt than the accomplis tof other objects. But the le of the 
United States have not ee the payment of their public debt with the destruc- 
tion of the protection of their industry. against foreign laws and foreign industry. 
They have accustomed to the extinction of the public debt as relief 
from a burden, and not as the infliction of a curse. If it is to be attended or fol- 


lowed by the subversion of the American s; „and an exposure of our estab- 
lishments and our productions to the un ed 5 the selfish policy 
of foreign powers, the pa nt of the public debt be the bitterest of curses. 
Its fruit will be like the t 


Of that forbidden tree, whose mortal taste 
B: ht death into the world, and ail our woe, 
With loss of Eden. 


If the system of protection be founded on 8 erroneous in theory, per- 
nicious in practice ; above all, if it be unconstitutional, as is all it ought tobe 
forthwith abolished and not a vestige of it suffered to remain. t, before we 
sanction this sweeping denunciation, let us look a little at this rage its magni- 
tude, its ramification, its duration, and the high authorities which have sustained 
it. We shall see that its foes will have ac 3 comparatively nothing, after 
having achieved their present aim of bi i wn our iron founderies, our woole: 
cotton, and hemp manufactories, and our sugar plantations. The destruction o 
these would undoubtedly lead to the ce of immense capital, the ruin of 
many thousands of our fellow-citizens, and incalculable loss to the whole com- 
munity. But their prostration would not disfigure nor produce greater effect upon 
the whole system of ebay tery in all its branches, the destruction of the 
beautiful domes upon the 8 would occasion to the magnificent edifice which 
they surmount. Why, sir, there is scarcely an interest, scarcely a vocation in 
society, which is not embraced by the — inah of this system. 

It comprehends our coasting tonnage and trade, from which all foreign tonnage 
is absolutely excluded. 

It includes all our fore 6, with the inconsiderable exception made by 
treaties of reciprocity with a few foreign powers. 

It embraces our fisheries, and all our hardy and enterprising fishermen. 

Tt extends to almost every mechanic art—to tanners, cordwainers, tailors, cabi- 
net-makers, hatters, tinners, brass-work: clock-makers, coach-makers, tallow- 
chandlers, traco-makers, easiness aa -cutters, tobacco: whip-makers, 
-makers, umbrella-makers, glass-blowe seeking eee utter-makers, 

and harness m: catlers, brush. ers, book binders, en, milk- 
farmers, blacksmiths, ‘ounders, musical-instrament makers, basket-makers, 
milliners, potters, chocolate-makers, floor-cloth makers, bonnet-makers, haircloth- 
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akers, coppersmi pencil-makers, bellows-makers, pocket-book makers, card- 
DARAS 8 mustard- makers, lumber-sawyers, saw-make scale-beam 


makers, scythe-makers, woodsaw-makers, and many others. mechan- 
ics Saiit enloy 8 measure of protection adapted to their several conditions 
varying from 20 to 50 per cent. 
* a + + * * * 
Such are some of the items of this vast system of protection which it is now 
proposed to abandon. We might well sans and contemplate, if human 


July, 1789. 
the illustrious 


the encouragement and p 
It is in vain to urge the small amount of the measure of the protection then ex- 
tended. The grea panne was then established by the fathers of the Constitu- 
tion, with the Father of his Country at their head. And it cannot now be ques- 
tioned that if the Government had not then been new and the subject untried, a 
greater measure of protection would have been applied, if it had been supposed 
necessary. Sh Hamilton were 


mig hanar the master minds of Jefferson: and 
brought to act on interesting subject. Taking views of it ig to the 
Departments of Foreign Affairs and of the Treasury, which ively 
filled, they presented severally reports which yet remain monuments of ir pro- 
found wisdom, and came to the same conclusion of protection to American 8 
Mr. Jefferson scene that foreign restrictions, fi 5 jitions, and fi 
. ͤv— . 7 proved, aad look: 
r. Ham ook- 
ing at the inherent nature of the subject, seated tt ith an ability which, if ever 
equaled, has not been surpassed, and earnestly recommended protection. 


Such were the views of Kentucky’s leading statesman fifty {years 
ago, and such I believe to be the conviction of the great majority of 
her people to-day. Indeed, sir, before the good people of Kentucky 
surrendered their manhood and their right to think and act for them- 
selves and permitted themselves to be seduced into lionizing her 
prodigal sons, ambitious ex-confederate carpet-b rs and their for- 
ei ies, who abandoned her soil and her her darkest and 

dest apene the grand old Commonwealth of Kentucky, m 
native land and also that of my father and mother before me, too 
such active and decided partin 55 American system of pro- 
tective tariff that her people incurred the displeasure and hatred of 
the people of South Carolina. 

The honorable gentleman from South Carolina o HAYNE] says that a profitable 
trade was carried on from the West through the Seleuda Gap in mules, horses, and 
other live stock, which has been checked by the operation of the tariff. It is true 
that such a trade was carried on between and South Carolina, mutually 
im Carstina wore sloptes bot to PASTRE the yeodase of Kantedkey by way of pen: 
n . 
ishment for her attachment to tariff. The must have sm) us L stupid 
as the sires of one of the descriptions of the stock of which that trad 
if they imagined that their resolutions would affect our principles, 
cracked their whips, blew their horns, and passed the Selenda Gap 3 
where better humors existed and equal or greater profits were made. I have h 
of your successor in the House of Representatives, Mr. President, this anecdote : 

at he joined in the adoption of those resolutions, but when, about Christmas, he 
applied to one of his South Carolina neighbors to purchase the regular supply of 

k for the ensuing year he found that he had to pay two for it; and he 
declared if that were the atriotism on which the renslations re based he would 
not conform to them, and in point of fact laid in his annual stock of pork by pur- 
chase from the first passing Kentucky drover. 

The ai ekg that existed in 1832 is resurrected in 1882 to excite 
the people of this great nation and array section against section. 
This is the last hope of the Democratic party. I shall incorporate 
in my remarks a letter of the leader of the Democratic party, Mr. 
Henry Watterson, of the Louisville Courier-Journal, who placed the 
tariff plank in the last Democratic platform proposing a “ tariff for 
revenue only.” 

Mr. Watterson said: 


One thing is certain, the Democratic party will never win a Presidential battle 
on the vote of the solid South and two or three Northern States thrown in at the 
tail of the count. It cannot possibly come into power as the representative of any 
of the old issues. It can only succeed, and it ht only to succeed, as the party 
of action and reform, the party of the public t, maintaining sound, economic 
principles; in a word, the party of to-day, not of yesterday, a dry bones, 
8 dead languages, speaking living words with a tongue of flame, as it 
ee — ire it was the party of progress and freedom in the brave days of 

e young Republic. 


e mossy marbles begin to press upon the mossy backs of the leaders who for 
so many years misled the Democratic party. The moss-covered leaders who yet 
survive have had a good deal of the moss scraped of. 

* * * * * * * 

The tariff should be reduced to a purely revenue basis. 

> = * 


* > „ 


The le are being taxed too much. The debt is being paid too fast. It should 
be reduced to a thousand millions, and then funded and made perpe! Taxes 
should be levied with a sole eye to revenue, and no more revenue should be collected 
than is required to support the Government and carry the debt. 

It was largely due to Mr. Watterson’s leadership that the Demo- 
cratic party was defeated in 1876 and again in 1880, as they are now 
surely preparing for another defeat in 1884. Let the Democratic 

arty make the issue ‘‘ a tariff for revenue only; ” for I hope Kentucky 
will then fall into the line of Republican States, and let the grand 
popa of the old VAR party restore her to her rightful place. 
. Watterson’s most gifted predecessor, Mr. George D. Prentice, en- 
tertained very different views. He agreed with Mr. Clay in advo- 
eating the American system of protective tariff. 

TA Mr. Clay reply to Mr. Watterson. In the Senate, in 1832, he 
said: 

When gentlemen have succeeded in their design of immediate or nal de- 
struction of the American system, what is their substitute! Free e! free 


our us e 
but the work will not be 


may break down all barriers to free trade on our 
complete until foreign rs shall have removed th There would be free- 
dom on the one side restriction, prohibition, and exclusion on the other. 

* * * * * . * 


It is indeed possible that our industry and commerce would accommodate them- 
selves to this ual and unjust state of things, for such is the flexibility of our 
nature that it bends itself to all circumstances. The wretched prisoner incarcer- 
ated in a jail for along time becomes reconciled to his solitude, and regularly 
notches down the passing days of his confinement. 


Gentlemen deceive themselves. Itis not free trade they are recom- 
mending to our acceptance. It is in fact the British colonial system 
we are invited to adopt, and if that policy prevails it will lead sub- 
stantially to the recolonization of these States under the commercial 
domination of Great Britain. 

Whom do we find as the principal supporters of this foreign sys- 
tem? There are some foreigners who ips remain exotics, and 
never become naturalized in our country, while happily there are 
many others who readily attach themselves to our principles and 
our Institutions, 

Ah! Mr. Chairman, how times have changed! Fifty years ago the 
illustrious Harry of the West, the pride of the nation, and the 

test statesman Kentucky has ever produced, rose in his place in 

e Senate of the United States to utter words of wisdom that were 
repeated with feelings of gratitude not only by Kentuckians but by 
the great majority of the American pore Little did Mr. Clay thin 
that his place in the Senate would to-day be filled by one holding 
views diametrically opposite to those he then enunciated. 

I shall print in my remarks some letters I have received from the 
State of Kentucky, showing that that State is in favor of a proteo- 
tive tariff. My colleague will bear me ont in this assertion that we 
have received, every Member and Senator of our State, a letter ask- 
ing for the protection of hemp, and it is a fact that the State of 
Kentucky prodaces about 80 per cent. of all the hemp grown in this 
country. ey were very careful in wording that resolution, for 
they say that so long as there is any protection in this country they 
want protection on hemp. Yes, sir, the hemp-growers are very anx- 
ious to have aac for their hemp, but do not wish to offend 
their free- e Representatives and Senators in Congress: 

Resolved by the K. „That we are in full aecord with our 
Senators ach C on the tariff question, but desire — 


while any other interest is protected by the General Government, the hemp interes: 
of the country shall have that protec ; and we respectfully request they 


watch this interest in our . 
P. P. JOHNSTON, President. 
R. H. PRE WITT, Secretary. 
The cattle-men in my State who are interested in short-horns are 
also anxious to have their short-horns and other cattle protected 
from pleuro-pneumonia and discriminations in foreign markets. Mr. 
Thomas Corwin Anderson, one of the most noted breeders of high- 
class short-horns in the world, has written me a letter which I think 
is worthy of the most serious consideration by this House, and is 
about a matter which should properly go before the tariff and tax 


commission. 
The letter is as follows: 


SIDEVIEW, MONTGOMERY County, KENTUCKY 

December 21, 1881. 
My DEAR Sin; Your letter of 17th received, and I hasten to make m Une 
derstood on the Canadian cattle question. Itis not short-horn cattle alone, but 
all cattle whatever from the Uni States that are shut out of Canada, while 
Canadian cattle have the free and untrammeled use of all markets in the United 
States the same as our own cattle. It is true certain railroad 


railroad stations for resting 
purposes, and then must go on. Bla ares Canada was to forbid under any circum- 


grie 
the rights of its citizens is not worth a baubee, and I am sure 5 
on · 


gress, to protect the farmers and cattle-raisers as well as manufacturers. 
General Kg1rer made an effort last session to save us from the dread effects of 
the pleuro-pneumonia. great were its ravages among the farmers in Great 
Britain last year that the government was forced to forbid all traffic in cattle among 
the farmers, and when cattle were sold had to go direct to market and were com- 
pelled to be slanghtéred in six be te I mention this to show you, should the dis- 
ease get out of the sparse cattle districts east of the Alleghanies into the numer- 
ous cattle districts west, that the Government will be forced to take it in hand 
and Lyentare the assertion now, — will 1 be contradicted ÈI no one informed 
upon the subject, tha: enever, gene o gress passing re- 
straining laws, the disease shall get west of the Si leghanies, in thes of ten 
years our losses through cattle be a greater sum the now national debt. 
on account of Congress not passing restraining laws and stamping out 
the our cattle for export are forced to be slaughtered in so many days, at 
only certain ports of England. This 88 rey ee by the tish Gov- 
ernment causes a net loss to the farmer of to 850 per head upon every steer ex- 
ported, and in total from four to six millions per year the farmers west of the Alle- 
ghanies are losing from want of action by our Congress in stamping out tbe dis- 
ease, as said by the British authorities themselves. As I said before, in the last 
ear a great trade has g up of bringing ealves and stock-cattle East to the 
est forsale among the and this is sure to us thedisease; and when- 
ever we get it it is so violent and con that only by the Government (as 
can the disease be man- 


found out in every country of the continent and Englan: 
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aged. When it appears in a herd, the way to get rid of it is to hter the 
en CCC e prece- 


our western cattle. T trust you will inquire of General Kerer (your Speaker) if 


‘every other pecuniary matter 
The entire cultural 
skies for his 


k last 
Yours, truly. 


The wool-growers are anxious to have their wool protected. Above 
all, the whisky-men want their whisky protected. It is remarkable 
that my colleague from the sixth district should show such anxiety 
about the protection of whisky and so little concern about the pros 
tection of our iron industries and our hemp and wool and cattle. We 
have millions of dollars invested in cattle alone in the States west 
of the Alleghany Mountains, and those who 90 in raisin 
cattle are g out for protection against the di cattle whic 
are impo from foreign countries. 

I am surprised my colleague from the sixth district should be so 
anxious to havea protective tariff, by change in the internal revenue, 
put upon high wines from 300 to 1,000 per cent., and yet not open his 
mouth about our greater interests. 

Iam forced to the conclusion, Mr. Chairman, that the other day 
the gist of this matter was reached in a colloquy between the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi, [Mr. MULDROW, ] the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. KELLEY, ] and myself on this floor. I ask the Clerk 
to read the extract I have marked from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Waits. I undaratocd the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. MuLpRow] to 
pay thot thosa mon who are now urging the modification of the internal-revenue 
laws arm doing so in e the protective system. That is my belief. 
But what I want to ask the anon 14, DOPE he fication 
which we made last Monday is in the interest of the people of the South! 

Mr. Mutprow. It is impossible to tell what will be the effect of that legislation 
upon the country, either the North or the South. 

Mr. WHITE. it not giving $20,000,000 to a few distillers! 

. It is an experiment, and we cannot tell what the effect of it 


Mr. KELLEY. It is nothing of the kind; if the gentleman will allow me to an- 
swer the question. 

Mr. WILIIs. It is just the reverse. 1 

Mr. KELLEY. I say it does not eee to anybody The gentleman from 
K = WIIX]I wholly m tands and misapprehends the purpose 
and effect of that legislation. 

Mr. WII Lis. He wholly misunderstands it. 

Mr. WHITE. It may be so, but when I get the floor I will endeavor to show that 
that is the effect of it. 

Mr. Mutprow. That has pega feed do with the line of my argument, which is 

roots to dispense with the internal- 


er that is likely to be legislated upon by Con- 


from Cleveland to Denver lauded WILLIAMS to the 
iter, and this is a subject worthy the combined talent 


T. C. ANDERSON. 


result passed the other day. It still does not do away with the fact that 
their effort, as I conceive it, — course I cannot probe their hearts to determine 
their motives :) butj the experience of the past, and knowing what 
that experience demons knowing that they have resorted to this course 
whenever the high protective tariff system was in danger, I infer that their object 
now, when they more to dispense with the internal-revenue system, is tomain- 


tain a protective 
Mr. Mewt, of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question 
ges re in relation to the internal-revenue matter! 
. MuLprow. Certainly. 


if the internal-revenue system 
to levy a tariff for revenue? Would it not be bound to raise revenue from import 
duties, and would not that require a tariff for revenue? 


t = is not the idea of the protectionists. Their idea is that 
until you reach the prohibition point, the higher you put the tariff the more reve- 


ed. 
Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman permit me a moment? I do not want to 
interrupt him now without his consent. 
Mr. Mutprow. Certainly. 
Mr. KELLEY. I desire to say right here, while motives are being dealt with, that 
I shall say to the House on the proper occasion that I regard the revision and re- 
of internal taxes as an essential preliminary to a reduction of large classes of 
duties which are imposed as duties countervailing the taxes imposed under 
the internal-revenue system. 


Mr. WHITE. Lou will see, Mr. Chairman, that the chairman of 
the Ways and Means Committee virtually admitted it was his opinion 
that we would have to reduce the internal-revenue tax in order to 
keep up this system of protective tariff. For one, I stand on this 
floor and say that if we are forced to take one of these conclusions, 
let us abolish all revenue taxes and readjust the tariff so as to raise 
revenue and protect American labor. 

I shall be in favorof abolishing the internal- revenue tax on tobacco, 
whisky, matches, bank-checks, medicines, and everything else, and 
depend entirely upon the tariff duties upon foreign imports for all 
our revenues, 

We are not ready for free trade nor for direct taxation upon the 
people for moneys to run the Government. Indirect taxation such 
as a protective gives is the best and most acceptable to the Ameri- 
ean people. All talk about free trade and “a tariff for revenue only ” 
is the merest bosh and folly. 

The commission appointed under this bill should be instructed how 


far to go. Let us understand how far we are going when we adopt the 
commission bill. Ifit be our aimto strike a middlecourse, let us un- 
derstand it. If it is to be the duty of this tariff commission to 
arrange a high tariff so as to protect American industries, let us un- 
derstand thet, and then proceed to abolish other forms of taxation, 
beginning with the most si bain gi 
have been taught to believe that we need this tariff on imports 
from abroad and that we need the money raised by internal-revenue 
taxation to help to pay off the enormous war debt brought on the 
country by a wicked rebellion. If we have reached that point when 
the bondholder is satisfied with 3} per cent., when our bonds are not 
due, or if we do not care to pay them now, but leave them to future 
33 pay, I, for one, am willing to take that course. If we 
o not need the money now raised by internal-revenue taxes, 
let us know and understand how much we can do without. But 
God knows I am not willing, for one, to hand over twenty millions 
of dollars of what belongs to the Government and the people and 
put it into the pockets of the whisky-men. 

There are six millions of colored people in the South, who were 
liberated by the war, who cannot read or write. These people are 
the wards of the nation. It is our duty to care for them. It is our 
duty to educate them. They are crowding around the doors of the 
House and of the Senate and are asking to-day for an apropiati 
of $10,000,000 to 1 the common-school system of the States 
under the wicked and unjust administration of the Democratic party, 
and as Republicans it is our duty to hear them. 

We owe nothing to the large manufacturers and owners of dis- 
tilled spirits. To the Democratic party they belong. With them 
the Democratic party has succeeded. Without them the masy is 
safer and stronger than with them; and the Republican party, when 
it pursues the course of passing a bill under a suspension of the rules 
that es to these manufacturers of whisky twenty millions of dol- 
lars that 5 the public Treasury, when the Republican party 
lends itself to that base scheme, they make a mistake that we will 
not hear the last of for years. It is only a step, Mr. Chairman, to 
afford the highest protection to these whisky capitalists for a few 
years until they ean suspend the rules for the abolition of all taxes 
on whiskies. 

A few years sgo my distinguished colleague from the sixth district 
got through a ocratic Congress a bill extending the bonded pe- 
riod for three years. That was a discrimination against the smaller 
distillers. That was a donation of millions of money to the whisky 
interest. Now, sir, under his leadership again we are lending our- 
selves to a proposition to give these same men twenty millions more 
of the public money. 

I specify in my remarks the clause of the bill whereby we 
will devote so much to this whisky interest. I will give exact facts 
and figures in my printed remarks whereby we lose in interest alone 
millions, and you can see it at a glance, if you but turn your eyes in that 
direction, The manufacture of whisky costs 27 cents on the gallon. 
It sells in Cincinnati in the bonded warehouse for that price. The 
Government has in that whisky 90 cents on the gallon. You put it 
in the bonded warehouse where it is allowed to remain eight years. 
How much does the manufacturer lose of the twelve and one-half 
gallons which is allowed to ooze out of the barrel? While he loses 
only one-third of 27 cents, the Government loses one-third of 90 cents. 
In addition to that the Government loses the interest on the millions 
of money that will be locked up there in bond for eight years. In 
addition to that the man who owns the whisky Joalis his money 
every two years the Government holds it in bond. Will you do so? 
Will you put it under lock and koy for him to profitin that manner ? 
At what cost? The Government has the storekeepers and gaugers 
ce a to protect it for him without cost. It has the inspectors 
and collectors of internal reyenue and many other officers and clerks 
all employed at Government expense. The manufacturers, in short, 
and the owners of the fifty-nine millions of gallons now locked up in 
Kentucky, Maryland, and Pennsylvania, if they can hold it in bond 
for eight years will have robbed the Government of twenty millions 
of dollars in three States alone. It is simply a question whether 
they can hold it or not. And yet men come here with this specious 

ent that this Congress is doing for the whisky interest what 
it has done for the tobacco interest. 

Why, sir, does not everybody know that tobacco when it is manu- 
factured is worth just as much as it ever will be worth? But whisky 
the longer you keep it the richer and betterit gets, and the rapid 
advance, with age, of the price. The 27 cents it costs the manu- 
facturer is at the close of eight years increased to five or six dollars 

r gallon. The 27 cents a on which it cost him to manufacture 
has increased to $5 over and above the tax to be paid to the United 
States Government, less only the barrels, and cooperage, shrinkage, 
storage, and insurance, and the incidental expense of keeping it. 
All the real loss falls upon the Government. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Will the genienean from Kentucky 


yield for a motion that the committee rise 
Mr. KASSON. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon that 
motion. 
Mr. WHITE. Ishould prefer to conclude my remarks at another 


time. 

Mr. KASSON. May I ask how much time the gentleman has re- 
DANDA ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has fifteen minutes remaining. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. WHITE. I should be glad if the committee would now rise. 
I was called upon une y to take the floor to-day and have not 

some memoranda to which I desire to refer. It would be 
preferable to me to conclude my remarks to-morrow. 

Mr. KASSON. I move that the committee do now rise, 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. No. 2315) to provide for the appointment 
of a commission to 3 the question of the tariff and the inter- 
nal-revenue laws, and come to no resolution thereon. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. KASSON. I rise to make the motion that the House do now 
adjourn, subject only to the understanding before we went into com- 
mittee that I would give way to the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. GEDDES] 
to call up a Senate resolution from the Speaker's table. 

The SPEAKER. There are two or three other matters on which 
gentlemen desire to be recognized. 

RIGHT OF WAY FOR RAILROAD IN NEW JERSEY. ` 
Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, by unanimous consent, from the Committee 


1882. 


on Military reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 
No. 2800) to tthe right of way for railroad purposes through the 
lands of the United States powder depot near Dover, New Jersey; 


‘which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and the report and amendments ordered to be printed. 
HARBOR OF BRUNSWICK, GEORGIA. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia, by unanimous consent, presented a 
memorial of the mayor and council of Atlanta, Georgia, for an appro- 
priation for improving the harbor of Brunswick, Georgia; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, 

The memorial is as follows: A 

ATLANTA, GEORGİA, March 27, 1882. 
To the honorable House of Representatives of the United States: 
The baer apo mayor and members of council of the city of Atlanta, Geor- 


y petition your honorable body to grant an adequate ropriation 
ans pv the im 3 Lee by Govextouat ineers for the . —. 
Brunswic! 


k, Geor, and 5 85 con es or for want of funds. 
Connected as our city will be by next July with this port through the extension 
of the Macon and Branswick Railroad, which at this t taps roads reaching 


West and 3 throu, 


th ample for 


the expenditure 

3 and the we re) 3 ly in he 
we resent are dee 

„ß ite 


Tue Crry GOVERNMENT OF ATLANTA, GEORGIA, 
By JAMES W. ENGLISH, Mayor. 


J. H. GOLDSMITH, City Clerk. 


CHRISTOPHER F. DAVIDSON. 


Mr. DEZENDORF, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported back with a favorable recommendation the 
bill (H. R. No. 689) to authorize the payment of pension to Christo- 
phor P. Davidson outof the naval pension fund ; which was referred 

the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and 
. the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


MONUMENT TO THOMAS JEFFERSON. 


Mr. GEDDES. Iask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's 
table for present consideration the joint resolution (S. No. 56) pro- 
viding for the erection of a monument over the grave of Thomas 
Jefferson. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as 
may be n for the erection of a suitable monument, and to make the suit- 
able improvements over the * of Thomas Jefferson at Monticello, Virginia, 
and that said sum be expended under the direction of the Secretary of State. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was taken from the 
Speaker’s table and read a first and second time. 

The question was on the third reading of the joint resolution. 

Mr. GEDDES. Mr. Speaker, the Joint Committee on the Library, 
to whom was referred by the House a joint resolution the same as 
that just read, which has passed the Senate, instructed me to recom- 
mend its B at the earliest practicable moment. 

The military achievements of our fathers in our revolutionary 
struggle with the mother country, and the distinguished patriots 
called to lead ourarmies throughout our history, have been honored 
withmonuments. It is ereditable to our civilization to thuscommem- 
orate the grand struggles and noble, patriotic deeds that secured 
for us the priceless heritage we now enjoy. This national Capitol 
has been highly adorned by statues of military heroes, erec by 
your cheerful munificence. Numerous battle-fields are marked by 
monuments as evidence of the gratitude and undying veneration of 
the living for the noble deeds of the dead. 
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But, Mr. ba porary let us not Torget the grand victories of peace 
that followed those glorious trinmphs of war. History plainly dem- 
onstrates that when the war of the Revolution closed, when the bat- 
tles were ended, and the chains of their colonial v were 
broken, the delicate and responsible duties incumbent upon our 
fathers was not half accomplished. The glorious Union, which has 
under Providence made us the most prosperous; happy, and power- 
ful nation on the globe, had to be formed after all the battles were 
ended, a national government was yet to be established, a con- 
stitution was to be agreed upon and adopted. All this had to be 
accomplished by the voluntary consent of the whole people. The 
marvelous work of creating constitutional government, with con- 
stitutional liberty guaranteed to all, was for the first time firmly 
established for the benefit of mankind. 

The task of 3 such results was the most sublime ever 
im on men. When we review the past and contemplate in the 
light of history the obstacles to be overcome and the results achieved 
they may well excite our wonder, admiration, and gratitude. Cer- 
tainly we will never cease to honor the memory of the illustrious 
men whose names adorn that period of our country’s history. We 
will forever cherish the work of theirhands. We cannot be unmind- 
ful of their trials, sacrifices, and triumphs. 

On this anniversary of the birth of Thomas Jefferson, the author 
of that immortal instrument, the Declaration of our Independenee, 
we may well recognize his invaluable services to our 5 Pro- 
viding for the erection of this plain monument to mark his rest- 
ing-p He lies buried on a piece of ground one hundred feet 
square, reserved out of his beloved home, Monticello. When he en- 
tered the public service he owned 10,000 acres of land, but by his 
uninterrupted devotion to the interests of his country he found him- 
self in the evening of life poor in the goods of this world. His pri- 
vate library, costing over $50,000, was sold to the Government for 
less than half its cost. His real estate, including Monticello, passed 
to strangers. The small piece of ground on which he lies buried is 

recious to his descendants, and must forever remain sacred to the 

overs of liberty throughout the civilized world. 

It is a matter of profound regret to the committee having this mat- 
ter in charge, and doubtless will be to the whole country, that this 
duty of marking by a suitable monument the last resting-place of 
Thomas Jefferson should have been delayed so long. It is due to the 
American people that the circumstances producing this delay should 
be known. 

The facts are so concisely and pathetically stated in a letter sub- 
mitted to the committee from the great-granddaughter of Mr. Jeffer- 
son, that I yield to the gentleman 5 [Mr. 1 
the author of the resolution, to whom the letter was addressed, tha 
the same may be communicated to the House, and for such remarks as 
he may see poe to submit in regard to this matter. 

Mr. MAN G. Mr. Speaker, I shall detain the House but a few 
minutes, One hundred and thirty-nine Merai ago to-day, by the new 
style calendar, Jefferson was born, and it would seem to be more in 
order to explain, if we can, why the conceded duty now proposed by 
the pending resolution to be pertormed has been so long postponed 
than to discuss the merits of the appropriation. All within the broad 
limits of this great country concur that, as a legislator, statesman, 
patriot, and benefactor of the human family Jefferson is pre-eminently 
the marked man in the annals of the New World, and that his death, 
within itself, is an epoch never to be forgotten by civilized men. The 
tribute embodied in the resolution before us of the esteem of Jeffer- 
son’s countrymen for the greatness, grandeur, and sublimity of his 
character is small, but all will surely experience the most genuine 
pleasure in placing upon the records of the country this testimonial 
of our veneration for the life and services of the illustrious dead. 

Though the contemplated shaft may moulder, crumble, and sink 
down to the level of the sea, yet will his memory be cherished, and 
his example shine as a beacon light so long as exalted patriotism 
love of freedom, religious tolerance, and the cause of science shall fine 
a responsive chord in the human breast. 

The appropriation made by the Forty-fifth Congress lapsed into 
the Treasury for the reasons which appear in the following letter 
from Miss Randolph: 

Pararsco Ixsrirurn, 
Ellicott City, Maryland, March 80, 1882. 

Dean Sir: Allow me to make the following statement as to the present condi- 
tion of the Monticello graveyard and the tomb of Jefferson, and also respectfully 
to express the feelings of his descendants on the subject. 

Monticello was sold a year after Jefferson's death for the paltry sum of $2,500, 
thus disappointing the fond hope in which he died, that amid the wrecks of his 
fortune this home at least was sec to his danghter, my grandmother. In the 
deed conveying the place to the purchaser the graveyard and the right of way to 
it were exempted and retained in the possession of my grandmother and my 
father, both of whom signed the deed, my father being Jefferson's executor. 
That right now belongs to my father's descendants. 

e years after Jefferson's death a monument in strict conformity with the 
simple directions left by him was erected over his ve at my father’s expense. 
The zeal or vulgar mania of tourists for relics has long ago battered that monu- 
ment, a simple granite obelisk, into a shapeless mass. As such it now stands a 
mortifjeation alike to his descendants and his countrymen. 

At your suggestion a resolution was introduced by Mr. Cox, of New York, on 
Jefferson's birthday, April 13, 1878, appropriating à sum for the erection of a 
monument on condition that the owners of the graveyard should quitclaim to the 
United States Government the grave anda lot two rods square containing it. 
The resolution passed without a dissenting voice, and the Secretary of State, 
Mr. Evarts, had gone so far as to have contracts for the work ready to be signed, 
when Mr. Jefferson Levy, a nephew of the late owner of Monticello, wrote to hip 
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and stated that the heirs of Jefferson had no right nor claim to his grave nor to 


that to the heirs of the late owner ticello, 
to the erection of a monument. A copy of this letter was forwarded 
was satisfactorily the Secretary of State an 
copy of the deed which 
my father's descendants. 


authenticated cua enn er to 
Later the place was sold and bought by Mr. Jefferson 
In the time for the erection of the new monument and iron rail- 


mean to p 
which was to inclose the veyard, the high brick wall which had formed the 
in — nen 4 


grave 


make. 
the wa 


of ting the quitclaim arose. 3 my father’s heirs are minors, 
and be: 


q 

cee wool roio great Sly. l al 
courts, which wou! volve y. en, in, a quite! 
pme the owners of 3 without getting the consent of the Legisla- 

of Virginia, which would be anotherdelay. From these statements it will be 
easily seen how long it would be before the monument could be erected if the 
quitclaim is on, and in the mean time the graveyard must remain in the 
sad state of neglect and ruin which is now so mortifying, Under these circum- 
stances it is ved that if the facts of the case are before the that 
their enlightened patriotism will o them at once appreciate how reasonable is 
the su; tion that the modest sum should be made an unconditional donation in 
honor of the memory of one of that t and remarkable historical group of men 
who Americans are wont to delight the fathers of the Repub) The 
case is so unique and that there is. but little probability of its being 


t. 
at Monticello—only one hundred feet square—is all of the 
owned by Jefferson when he entered public life which is now 
f descendants. f 


mountain side surrounded by the graves of 
to the generation. Athis side lies his wife, whom 
he loved with such singular devotion. A few feet from him rests the cherished 
friend of his youth—young Dabney Carr—whose motion in the Virginia House of 
tocstablish cominittees of between the sister colonies, 
as it did to the meeting of the First has given hisname an envi- 
able in American history. A little farther off lie 
and distin; friend, Governor Wilson Cary Nicholas, of Virginia; 
while at his feet sleeps another governor of the old Commonwealth. his own son- 
in-law, Thomas Mann ph. The modesty of the spot is in striking contrast 
with the celebrity of its dead, and there are, perhaps, few in America of greater 
historic interest or more deserving of the nation’s care. 
© circumstance connected with the monument, proposed four years ago, 
deserves to be mentioned. Soon after the appropriation was Keema ted Brien ner 
Mr. W. W. Corcoran, the distinguished philanthropist, with e munifi- 


cence, endowed a of natural history in the University of Vi 

on condition that that institution should take care of the graveyard at Monticello, 
thus 8 8 care of Jefferson's tomb in the hands of this 
the child o; o creation of his genius. 


With 5 forthe — f this letter 
ce eee eee N RANDOLPH. 


Hon, Vax H. Maxnixe, 

‘ House of Representatives, Washington. 

It is gratifying to know that by the munificenee of Mr. Corcoran 
the care of the graveyard at Monticello, with the monument we shall 
place there, has been so well provided for. 

It is fitting that his own wishes in regard to the character of the 
monument should appear in these proceedings, and therefore I send 
to the Clerk’s desk to be read the following, which will be found on 
pene St of the Domestic Life of Thomas Jefferson, by Miss Sarah 

Š dolph, his lineal descendant, now the distinguished head of 
the Patapsco Institute, in the State of Mayland: 

Among his papers there were found written on the torn back of an old letter the 
following directions for his monument and its inscription : 

Could the dead feel any interest in monuments or other remembrances of them, 
when, as Anacreon says, 

"OAlyn 82 Kagéucda 

Kóvis ògréwv Avĝðévrwv, 
the following woulà be to my manes the most gratifying. (On the ve a plain 
die or cube of three feet without any mouldings, surmounted by an obelisk of six 


feet height, each of a single stone; on the face of the obelisk the following in- 
scription, and not a word more: 


HERE WAS BURIED 


THOMAS JEFFERSON, 
Author of the Declaration of American Independence, 
of the Statute of Virginia for om, 


Religious Freed 
and Father of the University of Virginia; 


because by these, as testimonials that I have lived, I wish most to be remembered. 

pt to be of the coarse stone of which my columns are made, that no one might 
tempted hereafter to destroy it for the value of the materials. My bust, by 

Ceracchi, with the pedestal and truncated column on which it stands, might be 

ge to the University, if they would place it in the dome room of the Rotunda. 
the die of the obelisk might be engraved : 

Born Apr. 2, 1743, O. S. 

Died 


eects | Yeon 


(Old Style.) 


The spirit of benevolence, so thoroughly interwoven into the warp 
and woof of Jefferson’s being, was the crowning and overshadowing 
grace of this truly godlike man, and the epitaph written with his 
own hand, to be inscribed upon the simple obelisk over his grave, 
emphasizes the profound pleasure which he experienced in promotin 
the happiness and well-being of the human family. He had filled 
the highest places known to our form of government, the offspring 
in a great degree of his own genius, but Sa desired not for his epi- 
taph a recitation of his incumbency of these exalted places. Ag the 
author of the Declaration of Independence, of tho statute of Vir- 
ginia for religious freedom, and the father of the University of Vir- 
ginia,” he wished most to be remembered, because they were so 
eee to his benevolent nature, and promised for all time such 
sublime results to the people of the New World. 


In God's universe there perhaps never lived a man who could Lpoint 
to grander and more glorious ‘‘ testimonials that he had lived.” He 
was indeed tenacious of living among men ‘‘as one that serveth.” 
“ And Heaven that lent him ius was repaid.” His solicitude for 
the intellectual advancement of young men took possession of his 
whole heart after his retirement from the cares of State, and he labored 
assiduously and effectively in the evening of his life in the great work 
of establishing the University of Virginia. He was sure of his reward 
through all succeeding 8 as is attested by the following, 
which he wrote to Joseph C. Cabbell on the 11th of July, 1825: 

The multitude of fine men whom we shall redeem from ignoran 
will feel that they owe ‘tome the elevation of mind, of character, anil station they 
will be able to a from the result of our efforts, will insure their remembering 
us with gratitude. We will not then be.“ weary in well doing.” Usque ad arus 
amicus tuus.” 

He was, however, not unmindful that collegiate training is only 
the vestibule to the t palace of learning. 

If the enactment into law of the pending resolution tends to awaken 
a fresh appreciation of his inestimable achievements for mankind, 
and we gather increased inspiration and incentive from the sym- 
metrical life which he lived, 1 shall feel additional pride for having 
formulated the suggestion now under final consideration. The more 
we emblazon the pages of our history upon which are recorded the 
grandeurs of head and heart of such a man, the more we honor our- 
selves, and to that end make some contribution by the consumma- 
tion of the present p . 

This duty, so long delayed, I know will be gladly performed by a 
unanimous vote for the proposed appropriation. 


What hallows where heroes sleep? 
Wie oot the conipeured piles yon bear’ 
distant weep 


But strew his ashes to the wind 
Whose sword or voice has served mankind— 


Lifts thine on high 
To live in hearts we leave behind 
Is not to die.” 
The joint reselution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, ana eee 
Mr. GEDDES moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


A. HOEN & CO. * 


Mr. TALBOTT. ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's 
table for present consideration a Senate bill which makes available 
an appropriation heretofore made. It is the bill (S. No. 1601) author- 
izing the Public Printer to pay A. Hoen & Co., of Baltimore, Mary- 
land, for the lithocaustic illustrations made by them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust the bill will be read and that some gentle- 
man familiar with the matter will explain it. 

Mr. TALBOTT. The gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. SPRINGER, ] a 
member of the Committee on Printing, will give the explanation 
which the gentleman desires. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Public Printer-be, and is hereby, authorized and 


directed to pay, out of money heretofore appropriated for the public printing, to 
Messrs. A. & Co. timore, ,000, being the bal- 


of Agriculture for the year x 
entered into by them with the Public Printer as authorized by the joint Committee 
tin, dated Marc! 1881: Provided, 


f: 
Printer of said illustrations in lots of $6,000 each. 

Mr. HISCOC K. Is it desired that this bill shall be put upon its 
passage ? . : 

Mr. TALBOTT. Yes, sir. It passed the Senate by unanimous con- 
sent and meets the approval of the Committee on Printing. It will 
ik ARE: the printing and issue of the Agricultural Reports. 

r. SP. ER. 4 can give an explanation which I think will 
satisfy the House. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I hope there may be consent given that we may 
have an explanation before consent is given to consider the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand I was nized, 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is too late in the day to pass that bill. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I hope the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ALDRICH} 
will not insist on the motion to adjourn. This is 2 Fag rtant. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Rare 
desires to present a priv eged report, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I withdraw the motion to adjourn, but object to 
the consideration of the bill. 


GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. KETCHAM, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. No. 3664) making APPIO- 
18- 


pease to provide for the expenses of the government of the 
ct of Columbia for the year ending June 30, 1883, and for other 


1882. 
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purposes ; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RANDALL. Out of abundance of caution I reserve points of 
order. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted to Mr. MUTCH- 
LER for one week. 
FALLS OF OHIO RIVER. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of War, in nse to House reso- 
lution of January 11, 1882, calling for information as to additional 
work necessary at the falls of the Ohio River to complete the im- 
provements thereon ; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be ꝓrinted. 


A. HOEN & COMPANY. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I propose, if the consideration of the bill will 
occupy very little time, to withdraw my objections. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from econ tog ar SINGLE- 
TON, ] who was a member of the Joint Committee on Printing at the 
time when this contract was authorized to be made, can explain this 
matter more perfectly than I can. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. If desired I will make an expla- 
nation which I think will make this e clear to everybody. 
I was chairman of the Committee on Printing on the py of the House 
when, in connection with the Senate committee, the discretion 
given to us by the law this 7 5 5 hie work was given out to this 
company in Baltimore. But the Public Printer, not having the funds 
on hand at the time to give out the work immediately, delayed it until 
after the 30th of June, so that he could use the money appropriated 
for next year’s work. The Comptroller of the Treasury ecided 
that the work should have been executed right away. But it could 
not be done because 5 7 ie had not e e the money. 

Now the work has all n satisfactorily done, and these parties 
are entitled to their pay. They come here and ask us that they shall 
not be deprived of what is due them, simply because of the fact that 
the Public Printer did not at once let out work, 

Mr. TALBOTT. And the lithographs are now in the reports. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is a written contract in this and the 
parties will receive under this bill only what they are entitled to for 
the work done by them in good faith. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 

passed. 

i Mr. TALBOTT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
8 and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
able. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EASTERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF KENTUCKY. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, I ask unanimous consent that 
Senate bill No. 1339, to establish the eastern judicial district of 
Kentucky, be now taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

There was no objection, and the bill was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

REFUNDING OF DUTIES. 

Mr. HISCOCK, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5807) to refund duties paid by the State of New York on arms 
impo in 1863; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was a to, and accordingly (at five o’clock and 
thirty minutes p. m.) the Honse adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s d under the rule, and referred as 10 ows: 

By Mr. BERRY: The petition of citizens of Butte and other coun- 
ties of California, for legislation to regulate charges for railway trans- 
portation—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: The petition of citizens of Lexington, for 
the establishment of another judicial district in Kentucky, and the 
erection of a public building at Lexington, Kentucky—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. BRIGGS : The resolutions adopted by the common council 
of the city of Manchester, New Hampshire, relative to the naviga- 
tionof the Merrimack Riyer—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: The petition of Thomas York, for a pension 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COBB: The petition of the executive committee of the 
National Cigar Manufacturing Association, asking immediate action 
by Congress on the question of internal-revenue tax on cigars—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GEORGE R. DAVIS: Papersrelating to the application of 
Lieutenant-Colonel Edwin C. Mason for correction of relative rank 
in the United States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYSON: The petition of citizens of Li m County, 
Illinois in favor of granting a bounty land warrant to all honorably 


discharged soldiers of the late war—to the Select Committee on the 
Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

y Mr. ELLIS: The petition of D. M. Carey, for relicf—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ERRETT: The resolutions adopted by the Joseph Cowen 
Land League, of Banksville, Pennsylvania, ng the immediate 
trial or release of American citizens imprisoned in English jails— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HARMER: The resolutions of the council of the City of 
Pittsburgh relative to the establishment of military workshops at 
Ds United States arsenal in that city—to the Committee on Miltary 

‘airs. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Papers relating to the claim of Asbury Dickins— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOREY: Memorial in behalf of the National Forestry Con- 

of Cincinnati—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petitions of the estate of J. Welles and Morey 
Stoner and others, raying for the passage of the French spoliation 
claims bill—severally to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Mary E. Ryan, widow of Commander George 
Parker Ryan, praying for increase of pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid ions. 

By Mr. PEELLE: petition of Hon. John S. Hinton, Rev. Morris 
Lewis, and 60 others, colored citizens of Indiana polis, Indian a, asking 
passage of the bill to authorize appointment of colored citizens to 
investigate material, industrial, and intellectual pro of colored 
people in the United States since the war of the rebellion—to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of masters and owners of steamers 
and other vessels, for the survey of the harbor of Duck Island, in the 
State of Connecticut—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SHACKELFORD: The petition of citizens of North Car- 


olina, for an appropriation for the improvement of the sound from 
Morehead City to New River, in Onslow County—to the same com- 
ittee 


mittee. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: The resolutions adopted by the city 
council of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, in relation to the establishment 
of workshops at the Allegheny arsenal—to the Committee on Mili- 


y Mr. STONE: The petition of John N. Marshall and others, citi- 
zens of Rockport, for a breakwater at Sandy Bay—to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

Also, the petitions of the heirs of Levi Lane, of Mrs. Mary Ann Os- 

and others, of the heirs of Joshua Heirich, of the heirs of Joseph 

wasy, of Harriet H. Stone and others, and of the heirs of George 

Hongos, for she pomego of the French spoliation claims bill—severally 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. STRAIT: The petition of E. H. Cutts and others, of Fair- 
bault, Minnesota, for the passage of the French spoliation claims 
bill—to the same committee. 

N Mr. VANCE : The petition of D. C. Pearson and others, for a 
mail-route from Hickory to Mull Grove, in the State of North Caro- 
lina—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WHITE: The petition of Parriett Daniel, the widow of 
John M. Daniel, for a pension—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. YOUNG: The peu Nons of vessel-owners of Duluth, Minne- 
sota, of vessel-owners of Port Huron, Michigan, and of prain shippers, 
elevator proprietors, and vessel-owners and agents of Chicago, Ili- 
nois, remonstrating t the extension of the patent on the steam 
grain-shovel—severally to the Committee on Patents. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, April 14, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. w. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives upon the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. No. 3830) making appropriations for the consular and 
diplomatic service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1883, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BECK. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments dis- 
agreed to by the House of Representatives and ask for a conference 
on the 5 7 ane J votes of the two Honses. 

Mr. ED DS. May I ask the Senator from Kentucky to tell us 
what are the leading amendments to which the House di ? 

Mr. BECK. Lamnotadvised. The bill only came from the House 
last night, and we have not yet examined it. The chairman of the 
committee [Mr. perp and the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] 
are absent, but will be here to-night. I therefore move that the 
Senate insist on its amendments disagreed to by the House, and ask 
for a conference on the disagreeing votes. 

The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized 
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int the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. ALLISON, 
Mr. , and Mr. BECK were appointed. 
FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of 3 on the amendments of the Senate to the 


bill (H. R. No. ) eae appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes. 
Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments 
to by the House of Representatives and ask for a confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 
The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair appoints Mr. DAWES, 
Mr. Beck, and Mr. COCKRELL as the conferees on the part of the Sen- 
ate. Mr. LOGAN, who was on the sub-committee which considered 
the bill, is not here. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. No. 1601) authorizing the Public Printer to pay A. Hoen 
& Co., of Baltimore, Maryland, for the lithocaustic illustrations made 
by them; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 56) providing for the erection of a 
monument over the grave of Thomas Jefferson. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
On motion of Mr. ANTHONY, it was 
ered, That when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions passed ata mass 
meeting of citizens of New York, held at Cooper Union, ex runi 
their earnest sympathy for American citizens now confined in Englis 
prisons, and urging a speedy demand of the British Government for 
- their release; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I present a memorial of the Board of Trade of the 
city of New York, signed by a large number of persons engaged in the 
China trade, by a still larger number of persons eng: in the sale 
of dry goods, by persons engaged in the iron trade, by banks and 
bankers to a very large amount and extent, by the insurance com- 
panies of the city, by persons engaged in the cotton trade, and others, 
remonstrating against the passage of any law to prohibit Chinese 
immigration. These gentlemen are animated by that spirit which I 
remember so nnive y prevailed in my boyhood and which was ex- 
pressed in one stanza in the song of “ Jefferson and Liberty,” with 
which we are all so familiar: 

93 > eee shores, 
0 
Shall ad amid abundant stores.” 
A freer and a happier home. 

I move the reference of the memorial to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial and proceedings of the Mer- 
chants’ Exchange of Saint Louis, Missouri, remonstrating against the 

of the bill in regard to the restriction of the jurisdiction of 
Tnited States courts; which was referred to the Committee on the 


Judiciary. 

Mr. HARRISON resented the petition of John Spaulding, late 

captain Company G, Fifteenth Regiment Kansas Volunteers, pray- 
for an increase of pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. JACKSON presented a petition of Z. B. Smith and others, cit- 
izens of Tennessee, praying Congress to prohibit railway extortions 
and discriminations, and to regulate the subject of interstate rail- 
road transportation; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations to yb back to the Senate the message of the President 
of the United States covering a report from the Sec of State 
with RESON DONY papata touching the relations of the United States 
with Guatemala and Mexico, &c., with the request that the Senate 
order that the correspondence be printed and recommitted to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be taken for print- 
ing. Te Teee and accompanying papers will be recommitted 
and printed. a 

Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. No. 19) to reappro- 
priate and apply the amount appropriated by the act of Congress 
approved March 3, 1877, to pay certain southern mail contractors, 
reported it with amendments, 

HUSBANDRY OF THE ANGORA GOAT. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Printing,to which was re- 

ferred the joint resolution (S. R. No. 58) to print Dr. John L. Hayes’s 


pamphlet upon the husbandry of the Angora goat, have instructed 
me to report it back without amendment, to recommend its passage, 
and to ask for its present consideration. 

The joint resolution was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HARRIS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1703) to cede to the first taxing district of 
the State of Tennessee a certain lot of land situated in said district ; 
which wasread twice byitstitle, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1704) to amend section 1860 of the Revised 
Statutes so as not to exclude retired Army officers from holding civil 
office in the Territories; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying rs, referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S, No. 1705) for the relief of Elizabeth Stewart; which 
e read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

‘airs, 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro 
duce a bill (S. No. 1706) for the relief of George H. Carlyle; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GEORGE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1707) to define the jurisdiction of the circuit 
and district courts of the United States in certain cases; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1708) for the relief of the estate of 
James Riley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1709) for the relief of A. C. Crawford; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SLATER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1710) relating to Territorial officers in the sey- 
eral Territories ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Territories. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1711) making appropriations for 9 roads 
in the Territory of Idaho; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FARLEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1712) for the relief of the sureties upon the 
official bonds of George W. Hook, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1713) amending sections 1926 and 
1927 of the Revised Statutes so as to extend the limits of the jurisdic- 
tion of justices of the peace in the Territories of Washington, Idaho, 
and Montana; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. hag hee amend section 1864, chapter 
1, title 23, Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JOHNSTON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. ia ting an increase of pension to 
Wilson Millar; which was wice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


FOURTEENTH STREET EXTENSION, WASHINGTON, 


Mr. MORRILL submitted the following resolution ; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be directed to re- 


to the Senate any steps taken by them for widening the m of Four- 
th street, of the city of Was! n, with plans and cost of th 
proposed improvement, and any facts g upon its necessity or expediency. 


RETIRED ARMY OFFICERS. 

Mr. MAXEY submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instructed to nr ni Trey re- 
pes by bill or otherwise, whether or not a retired United States Army offcer can. 

fully hold a civil office under the Government of the United States. 

FEES IN TRADE-MARK CASES. 

Mr. GARLAND. Yesterday the bill (8. No. 155) to provide for the 
Peloton of fees in all cases of void registration of trade-marks was 
postponed indefinitely. It was my intention to move to recommit 
that bill. The chairman of the Committee on Patents, the Senator 


from Connecticut, [Mr. PLATT,] has no objection to its Lasers, redo 
mitted. I now make the motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was ig “ee to. 

Mr. GARLAND. Now I move to recommit the bill te the Commit- 
tee on Patents. í 

The motion was agreed to, 
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PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


Am from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
this day approved and signed the joint resolution (S. R. No. 42) grant- 
ing to the State of Indiana the use of tents on the occasion of an en- 
campment of State troops to be held in said State during the year 
1882. 

_PAYMENT OF CLAIMS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness the Senate proceeds to the consideration of the Calendar under 
the Anthony rule, y 

Mr, C RON, of Wisconsin. According to the notice I gave 
yesterday, I move to take up House bill No. 3869. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, asin Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 3869) for the allow- 
ance of certain claims reported by the accounting officers of the 
United States Department. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. A large pon of the bill is nothing but sim- 
ply names and amounts, and I see no oceasion for reading it. I ask 
that the reading be dispensed with. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I should like to have the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin make a general statement about the amounts and the nature of 
the claims. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 


rt. 
Ar. INGALLS. The bill ought to be read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The bill must be read. No bill ought to go 
through this body without 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will have to be read. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report read. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Let the topor be read. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read the following report, submit- 
ted by Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, March 29; 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referrred the bill (H. R. No. 3869) en- 
titled An act for the allowance of certain claims reported by the accounting offi- 
cers of the United States ent," report back said bill, and submit 
the followin; rt thereon: 


On the ath of July, 1864, 


The bill is accompanied by a re- 


States, Porn ONY by such proofs as 

shall be the duty of the 
Q be examined, and if convinced that 
it is just, and of the ioy of the claimant, and that the stores have been actually 
received or taken for the use of and used by said Army, then to report each case 
to the Third Auditor of the Treasury with a recommendation for settlement," 

Section 3 of the same act provides that all claims of loyal citizens in States not 
in rebellion for subsistence actually furnished to said Army, and receipted for by 
the proper officer receiving the same, or which pay have been taken by such offi- 
eers without giving such peers may be submitted to the Co: General of 
Subsistence, accom ed with sach proofs as each claimant may have to offer, 
and it shall be the duty of the Commissary-General of Subsistence to cause each 
claim to be examined, and if convinced that it is just, and of the loyalty of the 
claimant, and that the stores have been actually received or taken for the use of 
and used by said Army, then to report each case for payment to the Third Auditor 
of the Treasury with a recommendation for settlement.” 

The provisions of these two sections were subsequently extended by act of Con- 
gress to embrace the State of Tennessee and the counties of Berkeley and Jeffer- 
son in the State of West Virginia, Until 1874 these claims thus audited were paid 
directly out of the appropriation for the Army; but by section 2 of an act entitled 
An act making ee for the support of the Army for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1875, and for other purposes," ap ved June 16, 1874, 88 
provided that the Secretary of the Treas should thereafter make report of each 
claim allowed by the accounting officers of the Treasury at the commencement of 
each session of Congress to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, who 
should lay the same before Con; for consideration. 

In compliance with section 2 of the said act approved June 16, 1874, the Secretary 
of the Treasury, on the 10th day of January last, transmitted to the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives lista of 1,359 claims arising under the act of July 4, 1864. 
and the various acts amendatory thereof, which claims were examined an allowed 
by the proper accounting officers of the 5 since ber 4, 1880. These 
claims amount in the aggregate to $291,148.04. They arose in the States of Illinois, 
Indiana, Kansas, Kentucky, M: land, Missouri, New Mexico, New York, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, Tennessee, West Virginia, and in the District of Columbia. The 
letter of the Secretary of the Treasury was referred by the Honse of Representa- 
tives to the Committee on War Claims. The bill was p by that commit- 
to the committee. After the —_ 


allowed by the accoun ofticers of the . In the report made by Mr. 
Houx, the chairman of said committee, he states the committee assume the 
equity and justice of the allowances made, as well as the judicial impartiality and 
correctness of the action of the officers by whom such allowances were made.” 

Your committee have com the House bill with the claims allowed by the 
proper accounting oflicers of the Treasury. They find the names and amounts 
paige | stated in the bill. The claim seems to have been 


e wr great 
care, ant 3 in the Treasury mt, and your committee are satis- 
fied that the awards made by the accounting officers of the are fully 
sustained by the evidence in each case, and the award is made to the proper 


party in eac! 

John J. Pulliam, of Fayette eee is allowed in this bill the sum 
of $1,223. We are satisfied that Mr. iam ought to have been awarded a — | 
sum by the accounting officers of the Treasury, but your committee do not feel 


nstified in dela the of this bill by amending it, even for the 
j ving th passage y g n purpose 


of doing justice ý 
lf Mr uilen hereafter makes a claim for the balance equitably due him, and: 
such claim is referred to your committee, as we now understand the matter, we 


will favor the payment to him of some additional amount. 
This bill is to carry into effect the findings of the accounting officers of the 
Treasury, and the committee recommend that the bill do pass. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DIRECT-TAX SALES. 


Mr. JOHNSTON. I ask that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the resolution offered by me on the 12th instant, in regard to 
direct-tax sales. i 2 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Anthony rule. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to- 
forward to the Senate, for its information, a statement showin, 

First. The number of farms or plantations, with the number of acres in each, 
sold in the States of Mio yan Florida, Arkansas, and Tennessee under an act en- 
titled An act for the collection of direct taxes in insurrecti: districts within 
the United States, and for other povos, approved June 7, 1862, to whom said. 
farms or plantations belonged at the time +: said sales, and who were the pur- 
chasers thereof at said tax sales. 

Second. The amount for which each of said farms or plantations was assessed. 
for taxation, the amounts collected from each of the same, and the amount at which 
each of said farms or plantations was bid off, and by whom. 

Third. What amonnt of money arisin, m said sales was covered into the 
United States Treasury over and above the amount of direct taxes laid and col- 
lected against said States under said act, and the cost and expenses of said sales, 
and what amount is now in said Treasury. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] to insert“ Tennessee“ after Arkan- 
sas” has been accepted by the mover of the resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The only pions I have to the passage of the- 
resolution is that I believe the information is contained in public 
documents already communicated. If there isany doubt about that, 
I have no objection to it. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. No, sir; it has not been communieated. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


PENSION BILLS, 


Mr. TELLER, I ask the Senate to consider this morning the pen- 
sion bills on the Calendar which have been favorably reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it the pleasure of the Senate 
that they be considered now? They will be called in their order, 
there being no objection. 


CORNELIA F. WHITE. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 802) gang a pension to Mrs. Cornelia F. White. 
It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Mrs. Cornelia F. White, widow of Frank I. ite, late- 
an officer in the United States volunteer army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


S. ANNIE ESTERBROOK. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 725) granting a pension to S. Annie Esterbrook. It 
places on the pension-roll the name of S. Annie Esterbrook, widow 
of George W. Esterbrook, late captain of Company A, First New 
Hampshire Cavalry. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions whether these bills all provide for the time of 
the commencement of the pension—whether they grant arrearages 
of pensions or whether they do not? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would inform the Sen- 
ator from Vermont that the chairman of the committee has just left 
the Chamber. 

78 EDMUNDS. Then I will ask some other member of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. JACKSON. Our bills do not t in any case, 
There are no arrearages granted by . the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I saw a bill which had just passed (I looked 
after it had gone through) which did not have the provision that 
these bills used to contain, that the pension should commence from 
the passage of the act. It may be t the committee has ascer- 
tained that in point of law those words are unnecessary. I should 
be glad to know about it. 

. JACKSON. The statute expressly provides that these bills 
shall take effect from the date of the passage of the act unless other- 
wise provided. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is a general law of that kind? 

Mr. JACKSON. 1 

Mr. PLATT. It has been the custom of late to put in a clause out 
of abundant caution, “that the pension shall commence from the pas- 
sage of the act,” but on examination and after consultation with the 
Commissioner of Pensions, we think that point is sufficiently guarded 
by the statute, which I will read: 

Sec. 4720. When the rate, commencement, and duration of a pension allowed by 


* act are fixed by such act, they shail not be subject to be varied by the pro- 
sions and limitations of the g pension laws, but when not thus fixed the 


The resolution is in order under- 
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rate and continuance of the pension shall be subject to variation in accordance 
SiGe Ene ee RE, Fos Same date from the passage of the 
special ac 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY P. ABEEL. 


The 8717 (S. No. 248) for the relief of Mary P. Abeel was announced 
by its title. 

Bes HARRISON and Mr. TELLER. That is adversely reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. Only 
those cases reported favorably are to be considered on this call, 

REBECCA WRIGHT. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the eon · 
sideration of the bill (S. No. 219) for the relief of Rebecca Wright, 
widow of James Wright, a soldier in the war of 1812. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after “ pension-rolls,” to strike ont “at 88 
per month, the pension to commence March 9, 1878,” and to insert 

‘subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws;” so 
as to make the bill read: 
enacted, £c., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he here author- 
ined — directed to put the e Wright, widow of Jae Wright, 
who was a private in Captain Bosier's y, war of 1812, on the pension-roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like toask the Senator from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. PLATT] who reported the bill why any special act is neces- 
sary to t this widow a on. 

. PLATT. I think, if I recall the case correctly without look- 
ing at the report, the case was rejected at the Pension Office for the 
reason that the soldier’s service was not sufficiently proved there, 
and we thought the evidence was sufficient to establish the soldier’s 


service. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a report, a very short re- 


rt. 
P Nir, PRID I may be mistaken about the case, but that is my 
ection. 
r. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 
The Principal Legislative Clerk read the following report, sub- 
mitted by Mr. PLATT March 6: 


The 6 whom was referred the bill (S. No. 219) for the 
relief of Rebecca Wright, of James Wright, a soldier in the war of 1812, 
have ered the same, and 


April 21 to June 4, 
Te Pe = 5 received a land-warrant for ope hundred and ty 
acres. Her application fora Commissioner, Septem- 
ber 2, 1880, ‘on the that the pol s rendered after the 


— f presumed 
frontier 8 news of eee in the 
opinion of the committee the claimant is equitably entitled to a pension. The com - 
mittee therefore recommend that the bill be amended by out all after the 
word “ pension- ” in the seventh line, and ipnerting in iian thereat, “ subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension Jaws,” and as amended 

Mr. PLATT. It seems I was mistaken as to the facts of the case, 
but the committee thought that the soldier having been upon the 
frontier out in Missouri and having actually served fourteen days 
before news of the treaty of reached there, his widow is as 
much entitled to a pension as if he had served in the East fourteen 
aaye before the treaty of peace was ratified. 

‘The bill was passed. 

THEODORE RAUTHE. 


The bill (S. No. 1040) granting a pension to Theodore Rauthe was 
considered as in Committee of the ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 4, after “ pension-roll,” to strike out “subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws;” and in line 8, 
after the word “on,” to strike out “June 4” and insert September 
30;” and at the end of the bill to add, ‘‘and pay him a pension of 

er month from and after the passage of this act;” so as to make 


the bill read: 

That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, anthorized and directed 
to place on the on- roll the name of Theodore Rauthe, late a private in Com- 
pany x Thirteenth New York Cavalry, whose name was stricken from the pen- 
sion-roll on September 30, 1878, and pay him a pension of $50 per month from and 
after the passage of this act. : 


The amendment was to. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have the report in the case 


read. 
The Principal Legislative Clerk read the following report, submit- 
ted by Mr. PLATT March 6: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred the bills (S. Nos. 952 and 
1040) zestoring Lc paint Rauthe to the pension-roll, have considered the same, and 
ly report: 

ore Rauthe enlisted as a private in Company K, Thirteenth New York 

Cavalry, January 5, 1864, having then recently arri from Germany, of which 
country he was acitizen. He was mustered out with his company September 

1865. VVVVVVVVTCTTTTb of VIA per or tor loss of 

both feet, amputated in Harewood Hospital, District of ambia, in March and 


June, 1866, having been admitted to said hospital as a discharged soldier. His pen- 
sion was subsequently increased to 3 month. He was dropped from the 
77 that the disability for which he was 
pensioned was not due to Army service, He has since applied for resto: 

which the Pension Office, after consideration, has refused. The amputation o 

claimant's feet was rendered necessary by reason eee Batre frozen, and 
the question in the case is, whether such eae rendered necessary in 
22. gntatrsapere gone w. in the service, or in co: uence 
of a subsequent e ure freezing. Claimant and six comrades testify that 
his feet were frost-bitten in January, 1 while on picket duty at night, near 
Camp Lovell, Virginia, and while the same did not necessitate hospital treatment 
the claimant frequently complained of the condition of his feet resulting there- 
from. The Army furnish no evidence of thefact. Claimant further alleges 
that when cold weather came on in the fall, after his di „his feet, in con- 
sequence of having been frost-bitten in the service, broke o and grew worse 
until the amput m thereof. In this he is also corroborated by his six comrades. 
But the committee doubt whether they had knowledge of that fact. After 
his 2 in September, 1865, he came m and worked as ac 


Maryland, by the owner of the barn, 
x and his feet in a very bad condition from being 
frosted.” He was taken the next day (having been cared for meantime) to the 
3 and afterward to Washington, and was soon admitted to Harewood 
The farmer who found him says: I do not think he could have been lying in 
the barn for any considerable time, as the weather was very cold. There was no 
sppeerance of 5 about him. I am unable to any of my own knowledge 
whether he had been previously frosted, but his feet were in a wretched condition 
when he was discovered by me.” He was from the rolls upon a letter 
urporting to have been written by Robert Lamprect, a sergeant of the Twelfth 
nited States Infantry, alleging that his feet were not frozen in the Army, but 
were frozen after his di while lying out-doors all night near the corner of 
Twentieth and K streets, in Washin where he was found and taken to the 
poles station. The letter Lamprect denies having written, and its allegations are 
found to be untrue, and Lamprect testified subsequently that he did know of his 
own know! e that claimant’s feet were frozen while in the service. The in- 
vesti m set on foot in consequence of the receipt of this letter brought out the 
fact claimant was found in the barn in land in the condition described. 
The case is one of considerable doubt. The claimant does not speak It 
appears to be sufficiently established that claimant's feet were frozen while in serv- 
ice. Whether their condition at the time he was found in the barn naturally ro- 
sulted therefrom is not so clearly proven; but upon the whole case, in view of the 
fact that the claimant does not speak English, and may not have understood clearly 
the necessity of particularity upon this point, and in view of the established fact 
that his feet were originally frozen in the service, the committee have concluded 
CC (S. 1040,) amended so as to pay said Rauthe 
* after the passage of this act, and that S. No. 952 be indefi- 
postponed. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Ishould like to ask the Senator reporting this 
bill why, after the Pension Office had considered this case fully and 
had increased the pension to $31.25, the highest amount they allow, 
and then after further investigation became satisfied that the pen- 
sion was not due and struck the pensioner’s name from the pension- 
roll, why the committee then come in and allow him $50 per month, 
$600 a year 
Mr. BLATT, Simply because if he went back on the rolls without 
some limiting provision, he would go back at $72 under the present 
law. This is a close case. It is one which gave me, as the sub- 
committee that had it in charge, a great deal of trouble, and gave 
the committee some trouble; but on the whole I felt, and the com- 
mittee coincided with me, that the presumption and the preponder- 
ance of testimony was in favor of the petitioner; and yet it is so close 
that we hesita about giving him 572 a month. The result was a 
paar, hen by which we propose to pay him a pension of $50 a 
mont ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does not the Senator think a compromise on the 
allowance made by the Pension Office, $31.25, would be ample, con- 
sidering the doubt ? 

Mr. PLATT. That was made under a former law. Since that time 
another law has been passed increasing pensions for such disabilities 
first to $50 a month, and now to $72 a month, This man lost both 
feet. At the time he was dropped from the rolls the highest that was 
given for that disability was $31.25 per month. Since then, as Isay, 
It has been tncreased twice. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
Was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read a third 
time, and passed. 

ROSE M. WOOD. 

The bill (S. No. 165) granting a pension to Mrs, Rose M. Wood 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Rose M. W. widow of Will- 
iam Maxwell Wood, late surgeon-general United States Navy, who 
died in the naval service, at per month, payable out of the naval 
pension fund. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


ELIZABETH GRAY. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 

the bill (S. No. 1401) granting a pension to Elizabeth Gray. It pro- 
to place the name of Elizabeth Gray, widow of Paddock Gray, 

— of Dorset, Vermont, a soldier of the war of 1812, on the pension- 
roll. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the sopek be read. 
The Principal Legislative Clerk read the following report, submitted 
by Mr. MITCHELL March 7: 

The Committee on P: o whom referred the of S. P. Ch 
ool chica of Bane, Peroni ring ass pension Begin b> Biante 
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Gray, widow of Paddock Gray, who was a soldier of the war of 1812, respectfully 


at they have examined the same and the evidence filed in the office of the 
Commissioner of Pensions, and, while it does not appear that there is any record 
evidence of the service of said Paddock Gray, they are satisfied from the parol evi- 
dence in the case that he did serve fully three months as a soldier in said war, in 
Colonel Stephen Martindale's regiment; that he served as a substitute for his 
brother, John Gray, and was in the battle of Plattsburgh; that said Paddock Gray 
was married to th y, your petitioner, soon after said war closed, and 
died April 24, 1858, perar Recap Gray, his widew, who still survives and re- 
mains unmarried ; th Gray is now about ninety years of age. and in 
comparative poverty. They therefore report favorably, and recommend the pas- 
sage of the accompanying bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to know if there has ever been a law 
heretofore ting a pension in the case of a substitute? i 

The PRE ENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. MITCHELL] is appealed to by the Senator from Missouri, 

Mr. MITCHELL. Idid not hear the Senator. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This bill proposes to grant a pension to Eliza- 
beth Gray, widow of Paddock Gray, late of Dorset, Vermont. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is a case of the war of 1812. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And it seems that Paddock Gray was a substi- 
tute for John Gray, and now this is granting a pension to the widow 
of a substitute. I want to know if the law heretofore has ever al- 
lowed any pensions to widows of substitutes? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam not able to respond as to that; but that is 
not the case here. The case here presented is the fact of the service 
of a soldier of the war of 1812, and I think it clearly comes within the 
equity of the existing law. That was the view of the committee, and 
that is the reason why I suppose it was necessary to come to Congress 
for relief. The woman is now about ninety years of age and is very 
poor, I examined the evidence in the Pension Office and the addi- 
tional evidence here presen and I came to the conclusion that 
there was no doubt about the service of the woman’s husband. I 
think the bill ought to pass without doubt. 

Mr. GROOME. I would state, by way of reply to the inquiry of 
the Senator from Missouri, that it has been ascertained by the Pen- 
sions Committee when investigating another case that a practice 
prevailed in the war of 1812 by which a man regularly mustered in 
upon the rolls was allowed to absent himself, a substitute taking his 
p ace during his absence. A regular soldier, in other words, might 
he allowed to go home for an interval upon providing a substitute 
who answered to his name upon the roll avg that time. The Pen- 
sions Committee in the Forty-sixth Con, where that was ascer- 
tained to be the fact, were in the habit of granting a pension to the 
substitate npon pee that he actually had performed the service. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And also to the principal I suppose? If you 
grant a pension to the substitute, and the principal then comes in 
and shows a case, does he not get a pension too? 

Mr. GROOME. In the case to which I refer in the Forty-sixth 
Congress, according to my recollection of the facts, the proof was 
that one man was required to perform the service, and he performed 
it by a substitute, which substitute answered to his name upon the 
rolls, and in that case the substitute was allowed the pension. Ido 
net know of any case where both the substitute and the principal 
were allowed a pension for the same service. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLOTTE T. ALDERMAN. 


The next pension bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 656) 
granting a pangon to Charlotte T. Alderman. 

Mr. TELLER. Let that case be passed by withont prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed over without 
prejudice. 

WILLIAM HAZELIT. 

The bill (S. No. 1195) granting a pension to William Hazelit was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William Hazelit, late a private in Company 
A, Twelfth Regiment Kansas Volunteers. 

The bill was re from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to add “and pay him a pension from the date of the 
passage of this act.” 

Mr. MAXEY. From the statement made by the Senator from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. JACKSON, ] there is a general statute which requires all 
special pensions to take effect only from the passage of the act; and 
why shonld that amendment be 8 

Mr. GROOME. I will say to the Senator from Texas that this bill 
was introduced by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] without 
that provision. He had insisted upon putting it on other bills, and 
we supposed he would desire it put upon his own. 

Mr. MAXEY. But to be consistent the amendment ought not to 
be agreed to, as in the Senate a short time ago it was stated that that 
was not necessary, because there was a general statute to that effect. 
That statement was made by the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. JACK- 
SON] in answer to the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. EDMUNDS. ] 

Mr. GROOME. This bill was reported before the statement to 
which the Senator from Texas alludes was made. On the other hand, 
the committee, upon a bill introduced some weeks since, omitted 
this amendment, and the Senator from Kansas insisted as a matter of 
abundant caution that the amendment ought to be placed upon the 
bill, and the Senate on that occasion overruled the committee, Try- 
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ing, therefore, to meet what seemed to be the view of the Senate, 
the committee in this case added the amendment; but they care 
nothing about it. It can go out. 

Mr. MAXEY. For consistency’s sake I hope the amendment will 
not be concurred in. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask now that the Senator from Connecticut 
call attention to the section of the Revised Statutes which settles 
this tale question. He has it in his hand, and I therefore ask him 
to read it. 

Mr. PLATT. It is section 4720 of the Revised Statutes. Is it 
desired that I shall read it again? 

Mr. COCKRELL, Just state what it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Perhaps the section had better be 


read, 
Mr. PLATT. I will read that part of the section which relates to 
this subject-matter: i 


When the rate, commencement, and duration of a pension allowed by s 
act are fixed by such act, they shall not be subject to be varied by the pro 
and limitations of the general sion laws; but when not thus fixed, the rate and 
continuance of the pension shall be subject to variation in accordance with the 
general laws, aud its commencement s) date from the passage of the special act. 


Mr. SHERMAN. That makes if clear. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The question is on the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Pensions, 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LEMUEL ADAMS, 


The bill (S. No. 629) granting a pension to Lemuel Adams, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It ere to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Lemuel Adams, of ding, Connecti- 
cut, on account of services in the war of 1812. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SIMEON CRAIN. 


The bill (S. No. 832) granting a pension to Simeon Crain, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Simeon Crain, of Bath County, Kentucky, 
as a first lieutenant in the Twenty-fourth Regiment Kentucky 


Infantry. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read the following report, sub- 
mitted by Mr. SLATER March 8: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 832) granting 
a pension to Simeon Crain, of Bath County, Kentucky, respectfully report: 

‘hat Simeon Crain was chosen first lieutenant of a company of State guards in 
Bath County, Kentucky, and with his company was mustered into the service of 
the State preparatory to being mustered into the service of the United States. 
Said ge) poe Ac supplied with arms from the State arsenal at Frankfort, Ken- 
tucky. ing that a body of men were on their way to join the confederate 
forces near Pres Lesher oe the oopen marched from Owingaville, where it was 
organized, tointerceptthem. Failing — reported to and was placed under 
command of General Nelson, commanding United States forces at Olympian 
Springs. There it was supplied with clothing and other equipments by the United 
States, and, with other companies similarly situated, was organized into the Twenty- 
fourth Kentucky Volunteers, and, there being no mustering officer there, served 
several wecks before being mustered into the service of the United States. Early 
in October, 1861, General Nelson ordered a forward movement, in which claimant's 
company icipated. On the evening before such movement General Nelson in 
person ordered the guns of the compan 10 be di and cleaned. This order 
was givèn when the ees pegs was rilling, and was obeyed. Claimant had in his 
possession the musket of a private who had been excused from drill on account of 
sickness, which claimant discharged in obedience of General Nelson's order. It 
burst in his hands, inflicting a severe wound in claimant's left hand and wrist, from 
which he has substantially lost the use of his left hand and arm. His wound was 
dressed by the regimental surgeon, and when his company marched the next morn- 
ing claimant was left behind. The company was engaged in several s hes 
with the enemy, after which it returned to Olympian Springs, and from thence 
was ordered to Louisville, where, on the 12th day of November, 1861, it was mus- 
tered into the service of the United States. Claimant went with his 5 to 
Louisville, but was unfit for muster; there he was placed in general hospital, 
where he remained for some time. bsequently he went with his company to 
Mumfordsville, where he 3 to be mustered in, but was refused on account of 
his wound. At Mumfordsville he was advised and prevailed upon to return home, 
which he did reluctantly. He immediately recruited compen M, Seventh Ken- 
tucky Cavulry, serving as its captain through the war with credit, and was hon- 
orably discharged July 10, 1865. During a portion of his service he was attached 
to General Granger's staff. Claimant made application to the Bureau of Pensions, 
which was refused upon the ground that he was not technically in the service of 
the United States at the time of receiving his wound. 

In view of the fact that it was through no faalt of the claimant that he had not 
been mustered into United States service, and that he was under command of 
United States officers, and in the act of obeying General Nelson's personal com- 
mand when he received his wound, the committee are of opinion that he is entitled 
to a pension, and recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALMIRA FARNSWORTH. 


The bill (S. No. 1066) for the relief of Mrs. Almira Farnsworth was 
announced as next in order. $ 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 5, after the word “Farnsworth,” to strike out “on 
the pension-roll, subject in all respects to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws,” and insert ‘‘ dependent mother of Edward 
Farnsworth, late a private in Company E, Twentieth Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, on the pension-roll, subject to the provisious and 
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limitations of the pension laws, and pay her a pension from the date 
of the passage of this act;” so as to make the bill read: 

That the Secret of the Interior be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed 
to put the name of Mrs. Almira Farnsworth, dependent mother of Edward Farns- 
worth, late a private in Company E, Twentieth Indiana Volunteer Infantry, on the 

msion-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, and pay 
Per a pension from the date of the passage of this act. 

Mr. GROOME. I move to substitute for the bill just read House 
bill No. 244. Perhaps I had better move to take ee the House bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 244) for the relief of 
Mrs. Almira Farnsworth. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment to strike out, after ‘‘ pension-roll,” in line 5, the words 
“subject in all respects to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion law ;” so as to make the bill read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed 
to put the name of . Almira Farnsworth on the pension-roll. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GROOME. ‘That was not the whole amendment proposed by 
the committee. I hold the report in my hand. By the report the 
committee proposed that amendment, and they also proposed to add 
after the word“ Farnsworth” certain words, and I will read as many 
of them as are necessary. I move, therefore, the following amend- 
ment, to add after the word“ Farnsworth,” in line 5, “ dependent 
mother of Edward Farnsworth, late a private in Company E, Twen- 
tieth Indiana Volunteer Infantry, on the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill No. 1066 will be in- 
definitely postponed. 

: JANE DULANY. 

The bill (S. No. 1070) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Jane 
Dulany was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. That bill has been considered by the Senate Com- 
mittee on Pensions and reported favorably. The same bill has also 
been passed by the House and is now in possession of the Senate, I 
inove te take up House bill No. 5383, which is the same bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That bill is not on the Calendar. 
Has it been reported back 

Mr. COCKRELL. If it has been referred to the Committee on 
Pensions the committee will have to be discharged from its further 
consideration. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the House bill the number of which I have 
stated, 5383. 3 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee can report it back 
now b ement. 

Mr. LAIR. Very well. 

Mr. HARRIS. The motion of the Senator from New Hampshire is 
proper, as the committee have taken no action on the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is moved to discharge the Com- 
mittee on Pensions from the further consideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I now move that it be taken up and considered by 


the Senate. i 

The motion was d to; and the bill (H. R. No. 5383) granting 
an increase of pension to Mrs. Jane Dulany was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It provides for placing on the pension- 
roll the name of Jane Dulany, widow of Colonel Wiliam uang 
late of the United States Marine Corps, at the rate of $50 a month, 
in lieu of oh E 3 

Mr. COCKRELL. t the report be read in that case. 
know why this increase is granted. 

Mr. CONGER. Is there any rule limiting this call of the Calen- 
dar to the pension cases? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was ordered by the Senate, on 
the motion of the chairman of the Committee on Pensions, that the 
pension cases be considered this morning. The Senator from Michi- 
gan was not in at the time. 

Mr. CONGER. Are the bills that are passed over to remain in 
their regular order for consideration under the Anthony rule here- 


after? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly. This call is confined 
to pension cases. There is no report accompanying the House bill. 
The report on the Senate bill will be read at the request of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, [Mr. COCKRELL. ] 

The Acting Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
BLAIR March 14: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1070) granting 


Iwant to 


increase of pension to Mrs. Jane Dulany, widow of Colonel William Dulany, late 
of Kanoa Si Marine Corps, have considered the same, and report favorably, 
as follows: 


Mrs. Dulany has been paid a 


nsion since March 3, 1879, at the rate of $30 
month. The committee ap, ginal 


statement of the facts upon which the ori 


` 

nsion was granted. The prayer for increase to $50 is based upon the following 
facts, which did not exist at that time: = 

Since the said pension was granted to her, besides losing by death her son, who 
contributed 8 her support, she has become totally blind, requiring the 
constant care of an attendant, thus entailing upon her additional expense, so that, 
the pension she receives is wholly inadequate for her support. She is now nearly 
seventy years of age, and with no means of support aside from the aid she received 
from the Government. The extraordinary length and faithfulness and gallantry 
of the service of her husband, coupled with her blindness and helpless condition, 
with her advanced age, would seem to make the increase absolutely necessary 
during the brief remainder of her life. 

The following is report of facts above referred to: 

" Jane Dulany is the widow of the late Colonel William Dulany, of the United 
States Marine Corps, who died onthe 4th of July, 1868. This oflicer entered the 
service of the corps J uly 10, 1817, as a second lieutenant. He served continuous] 
on shipboard and at different naval stations to July 1, 1828, having been promoted 
in the mean time to first lieutenant, captain by brevet, captain, and commanded 
the guard of the United States frigate Constitution in December, 1825. He was 
the first oflicer of the Marine Corps to volunteer his services for field duty at the 
breaking out of the Florida war, and he served with conspicuous gallantry and 
untiring energy and devotion throughout that war, commanding the marines and 
a portion of the Army. He was complimented by Major-General Jesup in General 
Order 102, and tendered the thanks of the country therein, and General P. F. 
Smith also testified in the highest terms to the Navy De ent his appreciation 
of Dulany’s brilliant services, and in his honor Fort any was named, Dur- 
ing these campai, he was prostrated by disease, and advised by a surgeon that 
to remain longer in that malarious climate would endanger his life; but, notwith- 
standing this advice, he continued in the field until the close of the war, when he 
returned in command of his force. 

When in command of fort Pickens in 1846, he again tendered his services for the 
Mexican war, and commanded the marines in that war with marked gallantry, 
and was at the storming and capture of the castle of Chapultepec and the capture 
of the Belan Gate and the city of Mexico, and in the mean time was promoted and 
commissioned major, and for gallant and meritorious conduct, received, after the 
capture of the city of Mexico, as a high appreciation of his splendid and noble serv- 
ices, the brevet of licutenant-colonel. 

“ After the close of the Mexican war he served continuously in command of the 
marine barracks at New York, Boston, and Portsmouth; and, although a native 
of Virginia, at the firing of the first gun at Fort Sumter he again offered his serv- 
ices to his country for duty in the field, and he was at once commissioned by the 
lamented President Lincoln colonel, and placed in command of the marine battalion 
at Norfolk, Virginia, and continued in active service until after the close of the 
late civil war. On the 8th of November, 1865, after having served his country 
faithfally for almost half a century, he was retired under the act of Con 
retiring officers of forty-five years’ service. He died upon the retired list July 4 
1868, as before stated, leaving no blot upon his name. The physician who attend 
him in his last sickness certifies that he died of congestion of the brain, arising 
from causes produced while in the service of his country and in the line of duty. 

“ His widow, Mrs. Jane Dulany, is poor and entirely dependent upon others 
for 12 dey in her old age. 

“This bill bas twice passed this House, Forty-second and Forty-third Con- 

sses, Without any 8 

In consideration of the foregoing facts, all of which are established beyond any 
doubt by the evidence submitted to the committee, gonr committee are of opinion 
that Mrs. Jane Dulany is entitled to a pension, and they report back said House 
bill No. 1118, and recommend that it do pass.” 


Mr. PLATT. I desire to say that I did not concur in this report 
of the committee. It is, I believe, the first instance in the history of 
legislation where Congress has ever by special act given the widow 
of a colonel $50 a month; and while I sympathize with this lady, 
while I concede the fact that her husband wasa distinguished officer 
of the Marine Corps, I cannot consent myself to set a precedent here 
which I think will give us infinite trouble in the future. We have 

nding before us a large number of cases where the widows of briga- 
dier-generals in the Army are asking to have their pensions increased 
from $30 to $50a month. 8 dollars a month is all that brigadier- 
generals in the Army receive for pension, or all that their widows 
receive. While I do not desire to make any factious opposition, I do 
what I reserved the right to do in committee, say that 1 cannot con- 
cur in this report. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I think that the majority of the com- 
mittee who reported this bill participate to the fullest extent in the 
feeling which the Senator from Connecticut has just expressed with 
reference to the general extension of the pension now allowed from 
$30 to $50 per month to the widows of brigadiers and other higher 
officers of the Army. That is the sentiment of the committee as a 
general rule; but this is an exceptional case. This officer was in the 
service of the country for a longer period of time than almost any Sen- 
ator who now belongs to this body. He was engaged in the defense of 
his country as long ago as the year 1817, and during all that period of 
time he was conspicuous in the service for the faithfulness, for the 

allantry, and for the high desert with which he served the country. 
His widow is now nearly seventy years of age. She is not in the sit- 
uation of the widows of the large majority of the colonels and higher 
officers of the Army; sheisnotin the condition of most of those wid- 
ows who ask for an increase of pension, and with reference to the 
increase of which the sentiment to which the Senator has alluded ex- 
ists on the part of the committee, and, as I think, on the part of the 
Senate generally and the country at large, perhaps, She has reached 
nearly the allotted age of man, she is nearly seventy years of age, 
she is actually poor and in distress for the means of livelihood, infirm 
and with no sort of dependence but the country. Being the widow 
of this officer of extraordinary merit who served the country this ex- 
traordinary period of time, it did seem to the majority of the com- 
mittee that it was one of those exceptions to reach which the com- 
mittee itself is constituted, forthe p of affording aremedy for 
which the committee itself exists. We do not understand that we 
have anything to do with cases which may be properly made and 
where justice may be done under the general law. They exist on 
account of exceptions, and if this is not an exception, certainly it is 
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impossible, as it seemed to the majority of the committee, to imagine 
one. 

We therefore recommended this small increase—small for the rea- 
son that this woman cannot long enjoy it, for she can live only a 
few years—an increase of from $30 to $50 a month because it is really 
necessary in order that she may live at all unless charity is to sus- 
tain her the residue of her life. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thirty dollars is the present amount she is 
receiving. 

Mr. BLAIR. Thirty dollars from 1879. There have been former 
bills before Congress in which this woman asked for arrears of pen- 
sion, They were denied, and this application is simply for an in- 
crease of pension from the passage of the act, The original pension 
commenced in the year 1879 and ran at the rate of $30 a month, and 
she now asks for this slight increase. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, and read the third time. 

The PRESID FONS tempore. Shall the bill pe 

The bill was —ayes 22, noes not counted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate bill No. 1070 will be 
indefinitely postponed. ; 

SUSAN R. JOHNSON. 


The bill (H. R. No. 1521) granting a pension to Susan R. Johnson was 
considered asin Committee of the Whole. It provides for placing 
on the pension-roll the name of Susan R. Johnson, mother by adop- 
tion of George Davis, late a private in Company G, Twenty-eighth 
Regiment 8 Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE GANS. 


The bill (S. No. 1301) granting an increase of pension to George 
Gans was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
increase the pension of George Gans, late a sergeant of Company D, 
Thirty-sixth Wisconsin Volunteers, so as to pay him $24 per month 
instead of $18, as at present. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to add, ‘‘ to commence from and after the passage of this 


act.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case, that we 
may know why this increase is to be granted. 

‘The Acting Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
Plarr March 21: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1301) grant- 
ing an increase ot penson to George Gans, late a sergeant in Company D. Thirty- 
sixth Wisconsin Volunteers, have examined the same and respectfully report: 

The disability of claimant arises from loss of right hand, in consequence of 
wound received at battle of Petersburgh, Virginia, in 1864, and from a gun-shot 
wound in his left leg received at Slaughter Mountain, Virginia, August 9, 1862. 
He is at present in receipt of a pension at the rate of $18 per month for loss of right 
hand, which cannot be in under the provisions of the pension law. It will 
be observed that no account can be taken of the wound in his leg under the law as 
it now stands in rating his pension. His application for an increase to $24 was 
rejected by the Commissioner, who gives reasons therefor as follows: 

He is now in receipt of a sion under certificate 51,631 of $18 per month, for 
loss of right hand. e next higher rate is $24 per month, and the law provides 
that in order to entitle him to that rate he must be so disabled by reason of his com- 
bined disability as to be incapacitated for the performance of any manual labor. 
As it did not appear that he was so disabled from loss of right hand and gun-shot 
wound of left leg, the claim for increase was properiy ected on the ground that 
he was in receipt of all the pension to which entitled under existing law.” 

At his last examination, November 13, 1880, his disability is thus described by 
the examining surgeon: 

“ Hand amputated at 33338 joint, has a good — gun: shot wound left 
leg. Ball entered the leg in the lower third, passing from the external to the in- 
— santas over 5 3 sf ue Serer splintering eam bone, oe his 
ankle joint partially stiff, foot swel and veins varicosed, leg frequen cer- 
ated, patient unable to walk without pain.” y 

Testimony of two neighbors, March 3, 1881, is that at times during the summer 
of 1880 the claimant was able to drive a team during harvest, but at times was con- 
fined to his bed and not able to be around at all on account of his leg. The disa- 
bility appears to be 83 

In the opinion of the committee the claimant is equitably entitled to the increase 
asked, and the e of the bill is recommended with an amendment, by adding 
to the bill the words to commence from and after the passage of this ach.” 


Mr. INGALLS. The amendment is unnecessary. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This being an increase, ought not the limita- 
tion to apply ? 

The P. IDENT pro tempore. The Senator must appeal to the 
Committee on Pensions; the Chair cannot answer very well. 

Mr. PLATT. I think the amendment would apply. I wish the 
Secretary would read the bill once more. 

The Acting Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I think the amendment should be agreed to, 

The PRESIDENT pro Re ac . The Chair will consider the ques- 
tion as not settled, and will put it again. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reparted to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL HORNER. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No, 1313) granting a pension to Samuel Horner. It pro- 
poses to place on the penaion-roll the name of Samuel Horner, Jate 


a private in company C, One hundred and eighth Indiana Militia 
Volunteers, in the late war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FREDERICK A. GARLICK. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 1218) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Fred- 
erick A. Garlick. It proposes to restore to the pension-roll, from 
the date of April 2, 1877, the name of Frederick A. Garlick, late a 
sergeant of Company K, Seventy-sixth New York Volunteers, who 
was adinitted to such roll by virtue of a special act of Congress ap- 
proved April 9, 1872, and payment of which pension was suspended 
under section 4720 of the Revised Statutes on the 2d of April, 1877. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is a very exceptional case, and I should 
like the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr] who made the re- 
port to give us some explanation of it. Here was a man who was 
pensioned by Congress, and the Pension Office suspended his pension 
because fraud was alleged to have prevailed in procuring the act 
of Congress pensioning him, and now it is pro to restore him. 

Mr. PLATT. Ithink perhaps that the whole case will be under- 
stood by the reading of the report, and the report had better be 


read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read the following report, submit- 
ted by Mr. PLATT March 21: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1218) to re- 

mae to the pension-roll the name of Frederick A. Garlick, respectfully report as 
‘ollows : 

We find from the papers submitted to Congress by the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, and by those on file in the votoni claim of the e that Frederick A. 
Garlick, whose pension certificate is numbered 117431, was formerly a sergeant 
Company K, Seventy-sixth Regiment New York Volunteers ; that his sion was 
allowed May 25, 1872, by virtue of a special act of 8 2 8 1872, 
granting him a pension at the rate of $15 per month from the date of the passage 
of the act, on account of the amputation of his right thigh, and which was subse- 
quently increased to $24 per month. 

On the receipt of " satisfactory evidence that fraud was perpetrated in obtain- 
ing such special act,“ payment was suspended April 2, 1877, until the propriety 
of repealing the same can be considered by Congress, as directed by section 4720, 
Revised Statutes.” 

In transmitting the pied the Commissioner says: 

It appears to be clearly established by the testimony taken by the special 
3 that the injury which resulted in the amputation of the thigh existed prior 
to enlistment.” 

The case was first bronght to the attention of the Commissioner of Pensions by 
a report made by a special agent of the office, gee Cape by an affidavit of a citi- 
zen, to the effect that the pensioner had sustained the injury which necessitated 
the amputation of the leg prior to his enlistment. 

In accordance with the provisions of the section of the Revised Statutes before 
quoted, the payment was suspended, and two investigations by as many special 
agents have been made. 

The pensioner alleges that shortly after his enlistment he was acting as orderly 
sergeant of the company, and on getting out of the cars at Albany, New York, he 
received an injury of the knee joint which resulted in synovitis, and, nearly ten 
years after, amputation was rendered necessary. 

The pensioner enlisted October 16, 1861, and was discharged the service October 
16, 1862. The accident by which the disability is alleged to have originated oc- 
curred December 18, 1861. 

The investigations by the special agents seem to have been exhaustive and to 
have been fairly conducted, but the results are far from satisfactory. 

The pensioner, prior to the amputation of his leg, in 1865 filed an application for 
a pension upon the ground of chronic rheumatism of Tight pt ona knee, all to 
have been contracted at Albany in December, 1861 ; not mentioning the disabilit 
for which, after the amputation in 1872, he claimed his pension should be granted. 

The pensioner was called upon and thoroughly cross-examined by both agents, 
at periods of six months apart. 

e states that while he was at school in 1856 he did receive an injury from which 
he entirely recovered, and he produces a large number of witnesses who testify 
as to their knowledge of his entire recovery and of his ability to perform manual 


labor. 

He also says that when he made his first application for a pension he 8 
that the agent who prepared his application inserted, as one of the grounds for a 
pension, the disability resulting from the injury which is alleged to have rendered 
amputation necessary. 

Witnesses in large number swear that they knew the petitioner to have been 
lame for years before his enlistment, dating that disability from a wrestling match 
while the pensioner was at school in 1856, and that he was unable to do a day's 
work during the year preceding his enlistment. It is impossible for the commit- 
tee to say which of these two classes of witnesses are most entitled to credence. 

Of like character to the evidence recited above are a variety of memorials pre- 
sented to the Commissionerof Pensions, One, signed by sixty 2 recites 
belief that the man is not entitled to pension, while another, signed by as many 
more citizens, say that the mem s who are adverse were actuated by motives 
of epee, envy, and jealousy. Mnch of this testimony and remonstrance ap 
in the case when the question of on was originally before Congress, but the 
special act was passed, and on the investigation by the Pension Office the same ad- 
verse and favorable neighborly 1 and, if possible, is more positive 
and direct upon the one side and the other than when the case was before the Com- 
missioner and Congress. 

The fact would seem to be that most of the people in the section of the country 
where the Sorte is resides have taken sides for or against him, and a great 


amount of feeling is evinced. 

The only facts which the committee deem well established are that the pensioner 
did receive an injury, to one of his limbs in 1856; that he applied to enlist in the 
Army of the United States as a member of a New York reghnent in 1861 ; that he 


was examined by the anthorized medical officers of the regiment; was accepted 
and mustered into service; that while in line of duty with his company. he — 
an injury to his right knee joint; that this rags incapacitated from duty ; 
that he was finally * for the disability thus occasioned. 

His discharge was in 1802, the amputation in 1571. Whether the condition of 
his knee, which rendered amputation necessary, was due to the injury received in 
1861 while in the service or to the earlier injury in 1856 is not shown by any clear 
preponderance of testimony, but the committee think the presumption is in favor 
of the pensioner from the fact of his examination at the time of tment and his 
acceptance by the Government. 


In reference to his examination, however, it is but fair ta state that the same 
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contradiction of testimony appears which exists as to the other features of the 


case. 

Dr. Nelson states in one of his many affidavits: - 

“That he was appointed 2 ae of the Seventy-sixth Regiment New York 
Volunteers on the 11ih day of October, 1861; that he, in company with Dr. George 
W. Bradford, examined Frederick A. Garlick about the latter part of the month 
of October, 1861, and that said Garlick was sound to the satisfaction of us both at 
the time; that on or abont the 18th or 20th of December, 1861, after the regiment 
had arrived at Albany, and while the horses and baggage of the regiment were 
being unloaded, said lick received an injury to the knee joint, which became 
very painful and much swollen, osnan a ig 

un 


state of febrile excitement, and 
after be treated at the post hospi he could be moved he was on my 
recommendation sent home. 


“Deponent knew <a more of the history of the case until the war was 
over; said Garlick came to him with his leg Sg ete above the knee and stated 
to him that the leg was lost in consequence of the injury above stated.” 

Dr. Rradford states in one of his affidavits : 

That he examined said Garlick at the date of his enlistment in October, 1861 ; 
that he did not examine him as thoroughly as he would for a pension, but depended 
largely on the representations of the men whom he examined; that he was not 
8 when he was examined, and he did not see his leg; that he was appointed 
by the governor of the State of New York to examine the men of said regiment, 
until Dr. J. C. Nelson joined the regiment, which he did about the middle of No- 
vember. How he knows that Dr. Nelson joined the regiment about the middle of 
November is that affiant received pay for his service up to the lat of November ; 
that Dr. Nelson arrived at the Teg iment November 1, 1861, and wishing to be ab- 
sent two weeks, affiant remained and did duty during that time, but Dr. Nel- 
son's commission dating from November 1, he received pay from November 1, 
and affiant never receiv be his two weeks, and he thought Dr. Nelson ought 
to pay him; and that Dr. Nelson never examined any of the men enlisted at Court- 
land until after the middle of November.” 

The evidence in the case is utterly perplexing and confusing, and if the com- 
mittee were asked to pass upon the propriety of granting the pension originally 
they would hesitate to recommend it. © question to be decided now is whe her 
the pensioner fraudulently obtained the passage of the special act granting hima 

nsion, and whether Congress should re that act. Very little that is new 
— been gts ua to light by the investigation of specialagents. Most of the evi- 
dence was before Congress at the time of passage of the special act, and was as 
contradictory then as now, 

To justify the re of the act, we think the evidence should clearly show the 
alleged fraud, and that new facts should appear, considering the presumption to 
be in favor of the soundness of the pensioner at enlistment, and that the burden of 
showing fraud in obtaining the act rests upon the Government, and that it is not 
satisfactorily shown. The committee cannot recommend the repeal of the act, 
and therefore report back Senate bill 1218 favorably, with the recommendation 
that it pass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE C. QUICK. 

The bill (S. No. 1532) granting a pension to George C. Quick was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for placing on 
the pension-roll the name of George C. Quick, who served in Captain 
Solomon Miller’s company of mounted rangers in the Black Hawk 
war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES H. ORDWAY. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 1017) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
II. Ordway. It pro to place on the pension-roll the name of 
Charles H. Ordway, late a private in Company H, Seventh Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $36 per month, in 
lien of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HIRAM JOHNSON. 


The bill (S. No. 163) granting a pension to Hiram Johnson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Hiram Johnson, late a private in Com- 
pany A, Seventy-ninth Segmen Illinois Volunteer Infantry, for scro- 
tal hernia, the rate of disability to be ascertained and determined by 
the Commissioner of Pensions under existing laws. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN F. CHASE. 

The bill (H. R. No. 4202) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Chase was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
that the pension of $24 a month now paid to John F. Chase, late a 
private in the Fifth Maine Battery, be increased to $36 a month. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MODENA SMITH. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 1290) granting a pension to Modena Smith. It 
proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Modena Smith, 
widow of Robert Smith, deceased, late a private in Company B, Fifth 
Regiment of United States Colored Troops. 

he bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to add subject to the limitations and provisions of the 
pension laws.” 

The amendment was a to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


— 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of two o'clock has been 
reached, and the Chair lays before the Senate tho unfinished busi- 
ness, being the bill (S. No. 1572) for the improvement of the naviga- 
tion of the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers. 

Mr. TELLER, I ask the Senator who has that bill in charge to 
let us go on a little longer with the pension bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent the unfin- 
ished business can be informally laid aside, and the Senate proceed 
with the cousideration of pension bills under the Anthony rule, Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. 


WILLIAM THOMAS, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 2433) granting a pension to William Thomas. It 
propones to place on the pension-roll the name of Wiliam Thomas, 
ate a sergeant of Company B, Ninety-ninth Regiment Tennessee 
Volunteers, and pay him a pension for the loss of an eye in aildition 
to the pension now allowed him for the loss of a limb. 

The bill was reported to the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word “ regiment,” to strike out Ten- 
nessee ” and insert Pennsylvania;“ so as to read ‘late a sergeant of 
Company B, Ninety-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers.” 

The amendment was a to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH A. HOOPER. 

The bill (H. R. No. 4182) grantin a pension to Sarah A. Hooper 
was considered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes to place 
on the pension-roll the name of Sarah A. Hooper, mother of Ransom 
W. Hooper, late a private in Company D, Ninth Tennessee Cavalry, 
subject to the restrictions of the pension laws. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH s. M. FINLEY. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 3867) granting a pension to E izabeth S. M. Finley. 
It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Elizabeth 8. M. 
Finley, widow of Clement A. Finley, late Surgeon-General of the 
United States Army, at the rate of $50 per month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there no amendment to that bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary says none is re- 


ported. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELLEN LARDNER. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 1576) granting a pension to Ellen Lardner. It places 
on the pension-roll the name of Ellen Lardner, widow of the late 
Rear-Admiral James L. Lardner, United States Navy, with a pension 
at the rate of $50 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SYLVADOR JACKSON. 


The bill (H. R. No. 1337) fronting a nsion to Sylvador Jackson 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of Sylva- 
dor Jackson, who was special agent and acting deputy provost-mar- 
shal of the thirteenth district of Ohio. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FLORA C. M’CASLIN. 


The bill (H. R. No. 1619) granting a pension to Flora C. McCaslin 
was considered as in Committee of the le. It directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of Flora 
C. McCaslin, widow of William McCaslin, late a private in the 
Seventh Tennessee Volunteer Regiment of Cavalry, United States 


Army. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN F. DOBSON. 


The bill (H. R. No. 4787) for the relief of Benjamin F. Dobson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secre 
of the Interior to readjudicate the pension claim of Benjamin F. 
Dobson, late a corporal of Company I, Nineteenth Regiment of Indi- 
ana Volunteers, and as if the same had been filed in the office of the 
Commissioner of Pensions on the 6th of December, 1879. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


- 


PERMANENT DISABILITY PENSIONS. 

The bill (S. No. 1595) fixing the rate of pensions in certain cases 
was announced by its title. 

Mr. PLATT. That had better be passed over. 
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Mr. GROOME. Let that go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over. 


EMMA H. COLLINS. 


The bill (S. No. 984) inereasing the pension of Emma II. Collins 
was announced by its title. 

Mr. COCKRE Let that bill be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill will be passed over. 


GEORGE ANDREWS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 642) granting a pension to George Andrews. It 
places on the pension-roll the name of George Andrews, late a private 
in the Sixth Maine Battery of Artillery in the late war of the rebell- 


ion. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROSETTA L. M’KAY. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 1225) granting a pension to Mrs. Rosetta L. McKay. 
It places on the pension-roll the name of Rosetta L. McKay, mother 
of Fred A. Me Kay, who was second lieutenant of Company E, Forty- 
first Regiment Ohio Volunteers, and who died December 6, 1871, from 
disease contracted in the line of duty in the military service of the 
United States, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA A WILLIAMSON, 


The bill (H. R. No. 967) granting a pension to Martha A. William- 
sou was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to add the words “and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$17 per month from and after the passage of this act;” so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interier be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws, the name of Martha A, Williamson, widow of Amos 
Williamson, late lientenant-colonel of the Eighth Regiment Missouri State Militia, 
— 8 a pension at the rate of $17 per month from and after the passage o 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like for the Senator from Connecticut 
{Mr. PLatr] who made the report to state why the Senate commit- 
tee has reduced the amount of pension proposed to be allowed to 
Mrs. Williamson. 

Mr. PLATT. This case was rejected at the Pension Office upon the 

round that the disease was not contracted in the service, if! remember 
the case, The facts are, I think, that the disease was contracted in the 
service, but while the soldier was a lieutenant, and therefore under 
the rule that he should receive a pension according to his rank at 
the time the disease was contracted, the committee recommend the 
payment of the pension to which the widow of a lieutenant is enti- 


tled. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He was, as I understand, allowed a higher rate 
of pension, the pension granted to the widow of a lientenant-colonel ? 

Mr. PLATT. I think the report should be read, when the Senator 
will see the justice of our action, 

Mr. COCKRELL, I simply wanted an explanation. 

Mr. PLATT. The House did allow a higher rate of pension, I 
believe. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Was the committee perfectly satisfied that the 
evidence showed that the disease originated at the time he was a 
lieutenant? 

Mr. PLATT. I have no donbt about that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report is short. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read if it is short. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read the following report, submit- 
ted by Mr. PLATT on April 3: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 967) grant- 
inga ension to Martha A. Williamson, have considered the same, and report: 

aimant is widow of Amos Williamson, late first lieutenant and adjutant, and 
subsequently colonel, of Eighth Regiment Missouri Militia, who died of bronchial 
atfection February 27, 1872. Her pension application was rejected by the Pension 
Office on the ground that the disease did not originate inservice. The soldier was 
mustered as first lieutenant to date from March 1, 1862, and commissioned as colonel 
May 1, 1862. He received a commission, however, from State authorities as ad- 
jutant of the regiment, with rank of lieutenant, as early as February 6, 1862, and 
received pay from the Government from that date. He was in camp during the 
intervening time, and there contracted the disease, acute bronchitis. The progress 
of the disease from that time forward is sufficiently established and traced. 

In the opinion of the committee his widow is entitled to a pension of $17 per 
month, the fatal disease having been contracted while the soldier was first lieu- 
tenant. They therefore recommend the amendment of the bill by adding the words 
“and pay her a pension atthe rate of $17 per month from and after the passage of 
this act,” and that the bill thus amended pass. 

The PRESIDENT iad tempore. 
of the Committee on Pensions, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


The question is on the amendment 


MARGARET M’CORMICK. 
The bill (H. R. No. 3776) granting a pension to Margaret McCor- 


mick was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It places on the 
ension-roll the name of Margaret McCormick, widow of Robert Me- 
Jormick and mother of James McCormick, deceased, late of Company 
B, Seventy-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to add ‘‘and pay her a pension as the widow of said 
Robert MeCormick.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH C. GOLDERMAN, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 603) granting a pension to Sarah C. Golderman. It 
places on the pension-roll the name of Sarah C. Golderman, widow 
of Augustus Golderman, late a captain inthe Seventeenth Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RICHARD M. BAKER, 


The bill (H. R. No. 2258) granting a pension to Richard M. Baker 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secre- 
Fi of the Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of Richard 
M. Baker. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEVI ANDERSON. 

The bill (H. R. No. 365) granting increase of pension to Levi An- 
derson was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It directs the 
Secretary of the Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of Levi 
Anderson, late a private in Company A, Seventh Regiment Kansas 
Volunteers, at 824 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HUGO EICHHOLIEZ. 


The bill (S. No. 633) granting a pension to Hugo Eichholtz was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments, in line 7, after the word “ of,” to strike out “seventy-two” 
and insert fifty,“ and in line 8, after the word “ after,” to strike out 
December 5, 1880,“ and insert“ the passage of this act ;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ge., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and re- 
strictions of the pension laws, the name of Hugo Eichholtz, late a sergeant of 
Company L, Fifteenth New York Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension of $50 
per month from and after the passage of this ac which shall be in lieu of that 
which he now receives. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

EMMA A. RAMSEY. 


The bill (S. No. 462) granting a pension to Emma A. Ramsey was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments, in line 6, to strike out, after the word“ Ramsey,” the words 
“ and infant son;” in the same line, after the word widow,” to 
strike out and heir;” in line 8, after the word ‘‘ effect,” to strike 
out “under her application filed January 20, 1877,” and to insert 
from the passage of this act; ™ so as to make the bill read : 

Beitenacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Emma A. Ramsey, widow of J. Allen 
Ramsey, late surgeon of the One hundred and twenty-tirst Regiment of Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers, to take effect from the passage of this act. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ANGUS M’AULEY. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 230) granting a pension to Angus McAuley. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in line 4, before the words “the pension- 
roll,” to strike out the words“ place on” and insert“ restore to.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 7, after the words ‘‘a soldier of 
the,” to strike out “ war of 1812” and insert“ Creek Indian war.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was stated to be, in line 8, after the word 
„pension,“ to strike out from the time when he was dropped from 
the rolls” and to insert “from and after the passage of this act, at 
the rate originally allowed.” 

a a HELL. That is not an amendment proposed by the com- 
mi 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But the bill was recommitted to 
the committee. 

Mr. TELLER. That amendment should be rejected. 

oe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read as it now 
stands, 

The Acting Secretary read the bill as proposed to be amended. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is not the bill, I think, as reported. 

Mr. TELLER. It does not seem to be the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The bill was considered by the 
ca before it was recommitted, and was reported back in its pres- 
ent shape. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Tt was reported back with the same recommen- 
dations that were first made by the committee. 

Mr. TELLER. The ponose of the commiitee was to pay him his 
pension from the time he was dropped from the rolls. That clause 
seems to be stricken out from this bill, which was not intended by 
the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Where is the report? 

Mr. MITCHELL. The report was to restore him to the pension- 
dae pay him his pension from tlie time he was dropped from the 
ro 


Mr. BLAIR. At the rate then allowed. 

Mr. TELLER. The trouble is that somebody has stricken a pen 
across the bill when it was not intended. The bill should read “and 
pay him his pension from the time when he was dropped from the 
rolls.“ Those words should be left in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate reconsider the 
amendments on the bill? 

Mr. TELLER. Thecommittee never have recommended any such 
amendment. I have sent for the bill which the committee reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senate disagree to the amend- 


ment—— 

Mr. TELLER. But it is not any amendment. Nobody has offered 
such an amendment as that which was stated. 

Mr. MITCHELL, That was part of the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Kansas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This is the bill we have to act upon, 
if the bill is put in a correct shape it makes no matter how it is 

one. 

Mr. TELLER, The bill should be passed just as it is printed, with 
the exception that the words “place on” should be striken out and 
restore to” inserted, and “the Creek Indian war” should be sub- 
stituted for ‘‘ the war of 1812.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is exactly the form in which 
the bill now stands. : 

Mr. TELLER. If it is passed that way it will be all right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read as it would 
stand with the pending amendment rejected. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to restore to the on- roll. subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of An MeAuley, of Suwannee County, 
Florida, a soldier of the Creek Indian war, and pay him his pension from the time 
when he was dropped from the rolls. 

Mr. TELLER. That is the bill as we ought to pass it. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MARY T. M’CAWLEY, 


The bill (H. R. No. 1769) granting a pension to Mary T. McCawley 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary T. 

*McCawley, widow of First Lieutenant Henry M. McCawley, late of 
the Thirteenth Regiment of Infantry, United States Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DENNIS SULLIVAN. 

The bill (H. R. No. 4786) granting an increase of pension to Den- 
nis Sullivan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It in- 
creases the pension now allowed to Dennis Sullivan, of Manchester, 
New Hampshire, from $50 to $72 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANN ATEINSON. 

The bill (H. R. No. 130) granting a pension to Ann Atkinson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary 
of the Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of Ann Atkinson, 
widow of Hopeful Toler, a soldier in the war of 1812 to 1815. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


JOHN C. HARGRAVE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are several bills which were 
passed over. The first one will be reported. 

The ACTING Secretary. A bill (8. No. 276) granting a pension 
to John C. Hargrave. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Lobject to the further consideration of any of 
those bills. That is one of my own cases, but I do not want it actod 


upon. : 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar is cleared of pension 
bills except those on which adverse reports have been made or those 
which have been objected to. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOOR- 
HEES] is entitled to the floor, in pursuance of the notice that he gave 
yesterday. 


PROTECTION OF AMERICAN CITIZENS ABROAD, 


The Senate proceeded to consider the following resolution, sub- 
mitted by Mr. VOORHEES April 3: 

Resolved, That the conduct of the State Department of this Government in 
relation to the arrest and imprisonment of Daniel McSweeney and other American 
citizens by the authorities of Great Britain is in violation of American law, incon- 
sistent with the value of American citizenship, and derogatory to the honor of the 
United States. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, the resolution just read relates 
to a question vital to the rights and liberties of the American people; 
as much so as any asserted in the declaration of our independence or 
secured on the fields of the Revolution. 

The security, the dignity, and the inviolability of American citi- 
zenship constitute, more than all other things combined, the strength 
and honor of this Government. Any policy emanating from any 
source which ignores in the slightest degree this great fact calls for 
prompt and stern condemnation. A government which is indiffer- 
ent to the fate of its own citizens, whether at home or abroad, which 
fails to respond boldly and swiftly to their appeals for justice, and 
leaves them to waste away their lives in prisons, untried, uncon- 
victed, is unworthy of allegiance and ought not to have and will not 
long retain a respectable position among the independent powers of 
the earth. Daties are reciprocal between the government on the 
one hand and its citizens on the other. 

A failure to perform these duties by either party to the political 
compact is fraught with weakness, danger, and disgrace. If the cit- 
izen fails to keep upright faith with his government and bear true 
obedience to its laws in peace and in war, he weakens and perhaps 
totally destroys his claim upon that government for protection. Tt 
the government itself, however, abandons the citizen to injustice, 
and 8 permits him to be stripped naked ofall legal security 
or defense, turns a deaf ear to his just demands, and leaves him to 
suffer indefinite terms of imprisonment without trial, either in his 
own or foreign countries, no one will deny that the obligations of 
the citizen are at an end. And it is equaily true that such an exam- 
ple of weakness, timidity, or indifference on the part of the Govern- 
ment must go far to shake the respect and attachment of the whole 
body of its people, and to render it contemptible in the eyes of neigh- 
boring nations. 

Sir, what is the attitude of the American Government at this time 
on this momentous question? Is it one whieh inspires a feeling of 
satisfaction and pride in the American heart? I appeal to the record. 
On the 9th day of the last month this body made inquiry in the fol- 
lowing form after the condition of a citizen of the United States then 
confined in a British jail: 

Whereas it is alleged that Daniel McSweeney, a citizen of the United States 
and lately a resident of the State of California, while eably sojourning in 
England, has without just cause been imprisoned by the British Government: Be 
1 


That the Secre of State be, and is hereby, instructed to ascertain 
the cause for the alleged im ent of the said Daniel McSweeney, and make 
report to the Senate at the earliest day possible. 

On the 20th day of March, eleven days after the passage of this 
peremptory resolution, the Secretary of State transmitted to us his 
answer. Every particle of information on the subject was in his 
hands when the resolution reached him, and could have been reported 
in twenty-four hours had he reported ‘at the earliest day possible,” 
as instructed. The American State Department, however, has al- 
ways, in late years, taken its greatest leisure and proceeded most 
slowly when an American citizen was in a foreign prison, and this 
diplomatic custom was not broken in the present instance. But, sir, 
prepared as I was for the exhibition of a weak foreign policy on our 
part, I was utterly amazed at the contents of the communication 

m the Secretary of State in this case. It appears that Daniel 
McSweeney was arrested June 2, 1881, now more than ten months 
ago, and that he has suffered in prison from that day to this. He was 

ged from a bed of sickness, in the presence of his wife and chil- 
dren, by British constables. He was guilty of no crime, not even the 
shadow of any crime known to the laws of any civilized nation on 
the face ofthe globe. No one will pretend that he was; no one will 
rise here and say so. If the party so long in power in this Goyern- 
ment has a friend on this floor who will risk hisreputation in trying 
to point out the guilt of McSweeney I want to hear him. Let him 
stand forth at once and reconcile us if he can to the policy of the 
Republican party in relation to foreign-born citizens. This extraor- 
dinary document from the State Department tells the whole misera- 
ble story. Ichallenge particular attention to dates, On the 3d day 


1882. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2887 


of August, 1881, Julia McSweeney wrote to the Secretary of State 
from the County Donegal, Ireland, in behalfof her husband, and her 
letter was received here in Washington on the 16th day of the same 
month. In that letter the brave, high-spirited wife says: 

Some four years ago I came with my family, on account of my husband's failin, 
health, to reside temporarily in this country. I was aware that England claimed 
this island, but I was under the impression that Americans might venture to 
travel or reside abroad protected by their flag, but in this I was mistaken. 

And then she proceeds, with a woman’s keen sense of wrong and 
outrage, to describe the brutal arrest of her invalid husband, She 
continues: 

It is not alleged that he committed any crime or violated any law. He, being 
an American citizen, immediately forwarded his naturalization papers, together 
with a solemn protest against this British outrage, to the American minister at 
London. That gentleman answered that the matter would be laid before one 
Granville, and that inquiries would be made as to the ground of his arrest. 

She protests that she knows nothing of Granyille, but does know 
that she is entitled to the protection of “the Secretary of State of 
the great American Republic,” and exclaims, with all the lofty force 
of the ancient appeal of a citizen of Rome when Rome was greatest: 
“I am an American, my husband is an American citizen, and he 
has committed no crime.” But this grand hailing ery of distress 
found no Roman spirit here; it fell still-born in that Department 
where American rights have so long been held cheapest; it wasnever 
answered. This American woman, however, making her appeal to 
her own countrymen from a foreign land, proceeds to state the rea- 
sons for her e arrest and to claim protection for herself and 
her children. Commenting on the kind of government to Which the 
people of Ireland are subjected, she says:“ 

One of those tax collectors, Wybrants Olphert, of this county, sent his horses 
and carts and ed away a poor woman's crop grown on her land from seed ob- 
tained from charitable sources. This same Olphert refused ission to erect 
school-honses on his 20,000 acres to educate his 6,000 serfs, alleging as a reason that 
if those people were educated a landlord could not walk out of his house. My 
husband expressed his opinion that these things were wrong, and for the expres- 
sion of those opinions he was cast into a British dungeon. I ask, will the A meri- 
can Government protect me? This destruction of person and property act spares 
neither age nor sex. I have opinions; this is already known to the enemy. Iam 
liable at any moment to be castintoa dungeon. Our arms have been taken from 
us; my crop is destroyed by vermin; my husband is in delicate health, pining in 

rison. Will you leave me unprotected in the enemy's country with eight Amer- 
ican orphans on my hands? 

And still there was no response to this American wife and mother. 
She invoked the justice of law for her husband, innocent of crime, 
and she asked in respectful terms whether she herself would be pro- 
tected, or left to share his fate because she could not help sharing 
his opinions. She spoke for him, for herself, and for her virtually 
orphaned children. Sir, a government or the departmentof a govern- 
ment which in any age of the world’s history wonld turn a deaf ear 
to burning words like these could not complain of being regarded 
with aversion and contempt in all quarters of the globe. A policy 
of silence and indifference under such circumstances is so nnmanly 
and pusillanimous that every American head will be bowed with 
shame and every American heart filled with humiliation as the facts 
of this case become generally known. I feel degraded in my pride 
as a citizen of the American Republic when compelled to state, as I 
now do, with the communication of the State Department in my 
hand, that until six long and weary months to the prisoner after this 
Government had received his wife’s letter not a single step was taken 
by the authorities here directing inquiry into the circumstances of 
his arrest, and then only when influenced to do so by other consider- 
ations, as I shall show, than a just appreciation of his claims to 
protection. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question, without interrupting him? Is MeSweeney now in prison? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Lunderstand so, as no notice whatever has been 
given of his release. 

The woman’s appeal lay unheeded in the official pigeon-holes of the 
Department whose duty it was to protect her husband and all his 
family; but in the mean time the voice of such an outrage could not 
be stifled, and was finding its way to the public ear through more 
natural channels than the artificial and heartless methods of diplo- 
macy. On the 23d day of January, 1882, there was published in the 
San Francisco Examiner a letter from the prisoner himself. It was 
accompanied by an editorial in which it was stated among other 
things that— 

The writer, Daniel McSweeney, was for many years a well-known and esteemed 
resident of San Francisco, doing business at the corner of Ninth aud Howard 
streets, where he was engaged in the cattle trade. 

That he had a large family, six of his children being with their 
mother in Ireland, and two in San Francisco, and that Mrs. Me- 
Sweeney’s health was being rapidly undermined on account of her 
husband’s unjust imprisonment. r. McSweeney’s letter was writ- 
ten to his daughter in California, and its recitals are so simple, and 
yet so horrible, coming from a man whose rights as an American 
citizen are as perfect as yours, Mr. President, or as mine, that I can- 
not refrain from laying them Again before the American Senate. 
Te leerer is written from “Dundalk jail,” and is dated “December 

5 > 

My DEAR MAMIE: You must excuse me for not answering yonr last two letters 
sooner. Since winter setin I was unable, owing to severe cold in this dungeon, 
to sit still long enough to write even a few lines. Ihave to keep moving about 
continually in my narrow space to keep from freezing. You must know how 


dreadful it is to be locked up eighteen hours a ‘ns f in this cold, damp climate, 
without any fire, and, worse still, we are compelled to stand or walk about ee | 
for five hours in the open air, ina damp, muddy yard, ankle deep in water, an 
then retire to our cold cells, trembling with co It requires a strong constitu- 
tion to stand it long. I fear many of our brave fellows will succumb before the 
winter is over. As I was only sentenced for sixteen months, I thought at first I 
might live it out; but you know I was iu delicate health when I was arrested, 
being barely able to move about after a severe attack of sickness. 


Sir, this is a picture of wanton brutality such as barbarians alone 
inflict on prisoners, whether guilty or innocent. It shows that the 
spirit of torture, which for so many ages stained and blackened Eng- 
lish history, is yet alive and active, and especially so when the 
victim belongs to a government whose administration cares nothing 
for his safety, and still less, if possible, for its own honor. 

But to continue Mr. Mesweeney's letter: 

All efforts on the part of yous mother and all our friends failed to discover the 
cause of my arrest. I appealed to Mr. Lowell, United States minister at London, 
for protection, but he answered that it is absurd for a naturalized citizen of the 
United States to claim protection. He says that even an American citizen could 
only have recourse toan appeal to the courtesy of the British Government to be re- 
leased. He added, ina later communication, that the British Government refused 
pew him any information about the charge against me, and that they snubbed 


Strong as this statement is, contained in a letter written in jail 
from a father to a daughter, yet I will show that it is the exact truth 
when I come to comment on the dispatches and official conduct of 
Mr. Lowell, the American minister at London. Mr. McSweeney, 
however, proceeds in his letter: 

Your mother wrote to Mr. Blaine about my case, but that 
even n reply. Iheard ee e from him. Tam now in jail going 
on seven months, charged with no crime, and not even a shadow of suspicion that 
I violated any law; and when our American minister asks a civil question about me 
he is snubbed, insulted, and his flag trampled on; but he does not appear to make 
much fuss about it, and the American Government takes no notice of the question 
any more than the King of the Sandwich Islands would. 

Sir, I think Mr. McSweeney does injustice to the foreign policy of 
King Kalakaua in placing it as low and weak as our own. But he 
continues: 

Truly it is rather an awkward position for me. Iswore allegiance to the United 
States, renounced m Gone to all kings, princes, or foreign potentates forever, 
but most particularly to Queen Victoria, of whom it was alleged I was a subject, 
but which I deny; but I went through the form lest she might claim me. 

Then, exercising the only right which chains and dungeons cannot 
take away, this man enjoys the freedom of his thoughis at least in 
the following strain of wise and philosophic reflections : 

I have in my possession a very nice document, with the proud American eagle 
pashan on it, purporting to be a certificate of American citizenship. The Amer- 

can Government will not recognize me; 1 have no claims on France or Russia; 
Ihave no country or government to raise its voice while England is slowly but 
surely putting me to death. But death itself would be preferable to this torture. 
So you see now what the once prond title to American amounts to. But it isa 
question that should be settled. Millions in the United States should be interested 
in my fate, lest it might be their misfortune some day to visit their native home 
and find themselves cast into a dungeon and put to death without trial by judge 
or jury. It matters little how the question is settled, so far as my case is con- 
cerned; it will not take many more days in this dungeon to settle it. Your 
mother, of course, will try and make her way to California again with the children. 
Our property will be confiscated. The landlord magistrates in our district have 
raised the poor rate to 18 per cent. on the assessed valuation of our property, whilo 
on their own 2} per cent.; but they have the resources of civilization at their 
backs. There are now fifty "suspects ” in this jail, some of whom are among the 
most reputable men in their respective districts. 


Sir, I doubt if anything has ever occurred in connection with the 
oflicial affairs of this Government more remarkable for a just appre- 
ciation of the rights of a citizen, or for pathetic patience under in- 
injustice, ernelty, and neglect than the letter from which I have read. 
It appeared, as I have already stated, in the public press of Califor- 
nia, January 23, 1882. On the next day, January 24, 1882, it appears 
that a citizen of West Oakland, California, Mr. John Cude y, in- 
closed it directly to the President of the United States with a respect- 
ful letter of his own in which he ventured to assert the following just 
and upright policy: 

As I understand the laws of our country, there is no distinction or difference 
between a native or a foreign-born citizen with the exception of the non-eligibility 
of the foreign-born to the office of President or Vice-President. In all other rò- 
spects they are equal. Therefore in this case Mr. McSweeney is entitled to the 
same protection as if he was General Grant. What could be done for General 
Grant under like circumstances can likewise be done for Mr. McSweeney. One 
is a native citizen, the other a 1 citizen. Therefore I earnestly omy 

* 


7 to exert all the powers of the Government toward a 2 release o 
Si 


“pirat and all other American citizens now illegally languishing in British 
dungeons, 

I do not know Mr. Cuddy, but I most heartily commend his senti- 
ments to the Department of State. If they were embodied in a 
diplomatic cirenlar to foreign powers they would be hailed with more 
satisfaction by the American people than any paper which has 
emanated from that quarter in the last twenty-five years. There is 
no evidence, however, in the executive document before the Senate 
thut the slightest attention was given to the letter of Mr. Cuddy or 
to the inclosed letter of Mr. McSweeney. Some three weeks later, 
February 6, I find that Hon. C. P. BERRY, a member of the House of 
Representatives from California, addressed the Secretary of State, 
from his seat in the House, a note inclosing the letter of Daniel 
McSweeney and calling especial attention to it, and also to the fact 
of his inhuman treatment in the Dundalk jail. It is not pleasant 


ntleman did not deign 


to say, but it is the truth, that even this communication from one of 
the representatives of the people met with no response whatever. In 
the mean time, however, the friends and neighbors of Mr. McSweeney 
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in San Francisco were moving in a manner to command and com- 
pel the attention of the Government. On the 16th day of February, 
ten days after the note of Mr. Berry, the entire California delega- 
tion in Congress, four members of the House and both her Senators, 
joined in the following note to the Secretary of State: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., February 16, 1882. 

The undersigned respectfully transmit for your consideration and such action 
as the case ma nire, a joint letter to us, numeronsly signed by our best citizens, 
representing that Daniel McSweeney, now in a British 18 is a citizen of the 
United States, and was for twenty-five years a resident of San Francisco, and ask- 
ing that he receive from our Government that protection which law and justice in 
his case require. We beg to say that we share in those wishes and desires and 
hope that your Department will do us the favor to assure us that what is right 
will be promptly and effectively done. 

This was the voice of an American State, uttered through her 
entire representation in Congress in behalf of the liberty of an Amer- 
ican citizen, and the following is the inclosure alluded to as bein 
numerously signed by her best citizens, and which was transmitte 
to the Secretary of State: 

SAN Francisco, February 4, 1882. 

GENTLEMEN: We, the undersigned, citizens of the United States of America, 
and residents of California, do most respectfully request that you would lay before 
the Government of the United States the case of iel McSweeney, now incar- 
cerated ina British prison for some imaginary political offense. Mr. McSweeney 
is a citizen of the United States aud has lived in this city (San Francisco) some 
twenty-five years, and we expect that the Government that offers a home and pro- 
tection to strangers will protect her own citizens from abuse and degradation by a 
foreign power. 

Sir, I have thus far carefully traced the history of this case by the 
light of the correspondence now officially published, and with refer- 
ence to the startling dates therein contained, for the purpose of show- 
ing beyond the possibility of ye ie that the conduct of the State 
Department has been in open, tlagrant violation of American law. 
McSweeney was arrested on the 2d day of June, 1881, and his Gov- 
ernment was at once notified of that fact through the American min- 
ister at London; also that he had violated no law, and was not per- 
mitted to know what charge was made against him. All this is 
shown by Mr. Lowell himself in his correspondence, as well as in the 
various papers which I have commented on. And yet the days, the 
weeks, and the months went by, the American citizen languished in 
a British jail, unjustly deprived of his liberty, and the American 
authorities looked after things of minor importance, or busied them- 
selves about base squabbles, as if there were no obligations of law 
or of duty on them at all in regard to a matter of this kind. 

Sir, a day of reckoning must come to the party in power on this 
great question, and it may as well commence now. The act of Con- 

of July 27, 1868, now standing as section 2001 in the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, has been so grossly, so willfully, and so 
persistently violated in our foreign relations that somebody ought 
to answer for it at the bar of this Senate under articles of impeach- 
ment. If this language sounds harshly and as an extreme expres- 
sion, I ask Senators to pause and listen to the reading of the law: 

Whenever it is made known to the President that any citizen of the United 
States has been unjustly deprived of his liberty by or under the authority of any 
foreign government, it shall be the duty of the President forthwith to demand of 
that government the reasons of such imprisonment; and, if it appear to be wrong- 
fal and in violation of the rights of American citizenship, the President shall forth- 
with demand the release of such etizen, and if the release so demanded is un- 
reasonably delayed or refused, tbe President shall use such means, not amounting 
to acts of war, as he may think necessary and proper to obtain or effectuate the 
release; and all the facts and proceedings relative thereto shall, as svon as prac- 
ticable, be communicated by the President to Congress.—Ievised Statutes of the 
United States, section 2001. 

Will any one in all this broad land have the temerity to say that 
this law has been executed, or that even the faintest pretense has 
been made to enforce it? Look at its clear, bold, and mandatory 
provisions. It is refreshing to examine them; they are American in 
spirit, tone, and purpose. In the same day and hour that the Presi- 
dent is notified that a foreign government has laid its hand unjustly 
on the liberty of an American citizen it is made his duty by this law 
te demand, not to request, but to demand of that government the 
reasons for its action. This demand cannot be postponed ; it is the 
very first business in order after the knowledge is obtained; the 
language of the law is splendid in that regard: “It shall be the duty 
of the ident forthwith to demand;” the word forthwith” ad- 
mits of no delay ; it signifies that wherever beneath the sun the prin- 
ciples of free and just government are stricken down in the person of 
one of our own citizens, no matter how humble, how poor, how friend- 
less, where born, or what color his skin may be, there this Govern- 
ment shall extend its power at once to know the reason why it has 
been done, But what a shameful contrast between this provision of 
the law and the action of the State Department in the case under 
consideration! I am making no personal assault in this matter, 
either upon the living or the dead. I make due and full allowance 
for those dark and dreadful days between the 2d of July and the 19th 
of September, 1881, when the functions of the Government were in a 
measure suspended; but with all this considered, no answer can be 
made to the law for the delay which has occurred. 

According tothe published correspondence which, as the Secretary 
informs us, “contains all the information in regard to the case at 
present known to the Department of State,” not a word or syllable 
emanated from that Department on the subject of McSweeney’s arrest 
und imprisonment until the 10th of February, 1882, eight months after 
he was known to be in jail. Permit me to read that first utterance, 


that timid, spiritless dispatch, on a subject that stirs the blood of 


American manhood like a bugle-call to glorious deeds. It is addressed 
to Mr. Lowell, and rans as follows: 

No. 316.] DEPARTMENT OF STATER, 
Washington, February 10, 1882. 

Sin: T inclose herewith, for your information, copies of correspondence relating 
to the arrest and imprisonment, by the British authorities, of Mr. Daniel McSwee- 
ney, a naturalized American citizen, residing in Ireland. 

will thank Aii to inquire into the circumstances of this case through the 
proper channels, and to report the result of your investigations to this Depart- 
ment, meanwhile taking any action in reference to the matter which you may deem 
roper. 
£ 7 am, sir, &c., 
J. C. BANCROFT DAVIS, 
Acting Secretary. 

From this communication would any one infer the existence of the 
law of July, 1868? Would any one suspect the intention to carry 
out a single one of its provisions? Here wassimply a mild reqnest 
to Mr. Lowell to inquire into the circumstances of a case after a citi- 
zen of the United States had already undergone for two-thirds of a 
year a most brutal imprisonment and then todo as he pleased about 
the whole matter. A more monstrous violation of law, a more delib- 
erate betrayal of the value of citizenship, or a more complete degra- 
dation of the national honor than is here disclosed can hardly be 
found in the history of any first-class power, ancient or modern. 
There was but one other step taken by the State Department, and 
that explains itself. A few weeks ago, March 3, that Department 
sent a dispatch to Mr. Lowell stating “that the cases of our citizens 
under arrest in Ireland was the occasion of inquiry in the Honse of 
Representatives, and instructing Mr. Lowell to use all diligence in 
regard to the late cases, especially of Hart and McSweeney, and to 
report his action by cable.” The late cases! Then may God in his 
mercy help the early ones! When this dispatch of March 3 was writ- 
ten McSweeney had been ten months in the Dundalk jail without a 
charge of crime against him, and yet his is styled one of “the late 
cases.” These two dispatches of February 10 and March 3 are the 
only efforts made for the relief of McSweeney by the American au- 
thorities at home, and it is obvious that the last would not have 
been written but for the action of the House of Representatives. 
These two dispatches comprise the entire record made by the State 
Department whose duty it was under direction of the President to 
uphold and execute the law of 1868. I call for the candid judgment 
of the country on snch an administration of its laws. 

Before leaving, however, this branch of the case I desire to point 
out the remaining provisions of the act of July, 1868, and to com- 
mend them to the careful consideration of those intrusted with pub- 
lic affairs. That act does not seem to contemplate the refusal of a 
foreign government to give its reasons for imprisoning an American 
citizen; but in the event of its doing so, or in the event of the rea- 
sons assigned being regarded insufficient, and the imprisonment 
“ appears to be wrongful and in violation of the rights of American 
citizenship, the President shall forthwith demand the release of such 
citizen.” Here the power is given to the Executive, and it is made 
his duty to determine whether the imprisonment of an American cit- 
izen in a foreign country, without charge and without trial, is wrong- 
ful and in violation of the rights of American citizenship, and if he 
decides that it is, he has a plain and immediate obligation to dis- 
charge. He shall forthwith demand the release of the citizen, and 
if such release is refused or unreasonably delayed, he shall resort to 
every means short of acts of war to accomplish it; and then he shall 
lay all the facts before Congress, as soon as practicable, in order that 
the national honor may be vindicated by a declaration of war in the 
last extremity. The American Government was driven to this posi- 
tion in 1812 to protect American citizens from imprisonment and 
death at the hands of Great Britain. My prayer is that it may not so 
happen again, but the true meaning of this great act of July, 1868, for 
which the credit is so largely due to my distinguished friend from the 
House of Representatives, now before me, from the Brooklyn district 
of New York, [Mr. ROBINSON, ] contemplates an appeal to force rather 
than submission to the insolence, outrage, dishonor, and open shaine 
now inflicted on the citizens, the flag, and the name of this Repnb- 
lic. I honor every word and line of this act. I rejoice in its scope 
and meaning. When this Government no longer violates it; when 
the American authorities execute it, the American name will be men- 
tioned with reverence and awe where it is now spoken with derision 
and contempt. 

But, sir, there is another feature in this case arising out of the cor- 
respondence before us which demands attention. The conduct of the 
American minister at London and his conceptions of duty on a qnes- 
tion of such vital moment are matters of paramount importance at this 
time. It will be remembered that Mr. McSweeney states in his letter to 
his daughter that he applied to Mr, Lowell for protection, and that he 
applied in vain. An inspection of Mr. Lowell’s dispatches and letters 
on this point deepens and intensifies, if possible, the sense of Ameri- 
ean humiliation. The prisoner alleged in his application for protec- 
tion not only that he was not guilty of any violation of law but that 
hie was not even notified of any criminal charge against him; that 
he was in prison without trial and without accusation. With this 
statement he forwarded his naturalization papers, concerning whose 
legality and sufficiency no question has ever been made, ith the 
case thus made ont before him the first step taken by the American 
minister was such, I venture to say, as never before occurred in the 
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diplomatic or judicial annals of the human race. On the 10th of 
June, 1881, he instructed the vice-consul at Belfast to ascertain the 
cause of arrest, and, if innocent—if innocent—to present the matter 
in the competent quarter, whereyer that might be, and ask that Mr. 
McSweeney be released or brought to trial. 

I defy the records of the dullest-witted justice of the peace in 
the United States to equal in the stupid evasion of duty this amanug 
diplomatic paper. The vice-consul at Belfast was instructed to fin 
out, if he could, the cause of McSweeney’s arrest; then in some 
inconceivable and incomprehensible way he was to pass upon the 
entire question of this unfortunate man’s guilt or innocence. It 
was to be done without a judicial trial, for that had been refused; 
without witnesses, for the vice-consul had no power to call, swear, 
or examine them in such a case; without the presence of McSweeney 
himself, for he was in jail, and could not attend. Under the in- 
structions of Mr. Lowell the prisoner while in the Dundalk jail, 
with a British turnkey over him, was to be tried and convicted or 
acquitted without one single form of law, but simply in the void and 
empty mind of a vice-consul at Belfast. But the result of this trial, 
not in a court of law, but in the uninformed mental processes of the 
vice-consul, was perhaps to be the most astounding feature of this 
whole disgraceful business. The vice-consul at Belfast was instructed 
by the American minister that if he found McSweeney innocent then 
he was to ask, not demand, but ask that he be released or brought 
to trial; and it seems from the dispatch that which measure of re- 
lief, release or trial, he would ask was left to himself to determine. 

If this is not the first time in the history of the nations of the 
earth that a man’s right to a trial before the law was made to de- 
pend upon his ascertained innocence beforehand, then my raong is 
at fault. If itis not also the first instance in which a respectable 
government was ever known to shrink from demanding a fair and 
open trial for one of its own citizens imprisoned in a foreign conn- 
try until his innocence was established, then I will confess that I 
have overlooked the degrading example which we are following. 
The dispatch of Mr. Lowell to the vice-consul at Belfast wonld be a 
farce if it were not acrime. It marks his total, absolute unfitness 
for the place he holds, The man whose methods of thought, whose 
education and legal training could give birth to such a document as 
this cannot be trusted with the safety of American citizens or with 
the honor of this Government. He reverses every rule of human 
responsibility to civilized jurisprudence. He appears ignorant of 
the fact that every man is innocent in the eye of the law until his 
guilt is proven. He assumes McSweeney’s guilt and requires his 
innocence to be established before his donani for a legal trial will 
be presented to the British Government. 

Instead of saying to the British Government that this man was an 
American citizen, that he denied all violation of law, that the law 
itself presumed him innocent, and that therefore he demanded for 
him a trial, Mr. Lowell’s position was that only in case the vice-con- 
sul at Belfast should be satisfied of McSweeney’s innocence was the 
request to be made for his trial or discharge. 

Bat what investigation in point of fact was made under the in- 
structions of the American minister into McSweeney’s guilt or inno- 
cence? Absolutely none,whatever. Itwasenough that the guardian 
of American rights abroad was answered with insolent brevity that 
the prisoner was “‘ reasonably suspected,” not that he was charged 
upon oath or affirmation, not that he had been indicted by a d 
jury or committed by an examining magistrate, not that he had com- 
mitted a breach of the peace or been taken in the act of violating 
law, but that he was “ suspected“ by some servile English detective 
of a feeling, not an act—a feeling in common with the enlightened 
and humane sentiment of the whole humanrace hostile to the colossal 
9 of British spoliation, rapine, lust, and murder in Ireland. 

pon receipt of this atrocious answer, the American minister, in 
utter abandonment of the laws of hisown country and without pride 
or shame, announced that “ no further means of ascertaining the jus- 
tice of the accnsation were open to the vice-consul.” He never after- 
ward officially broached the subject to the authorities of Great Brit- 
ain. He tells us, indeed, that at a subsequent date, Mr. McSweeney 
having asserted his innocence, he ventured unofficially, disrobing 
himself of all weight as arepresentative of this Government, to com- 
municate this circumstance, and to ask that the case might be con- 
sidered favorably. Then, however, Mr. Lowell was completely and 
perpetually silenced by the curt and distinct reply of Lord Granville 
“that under no circumstances would his request be granted.” Brow- 
beaten, insulted, and without the proper spirit to resent arrogance 
or to execute American law, he sheltered himself under the expressed 
belief, as will be seen on page 7 of the published correspondence, 
that the prisoner was “no more innocent than the majority of those 
under arrest.” “No more innocent!“ 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. On that point I wish the Senator would 
observe that the language of Lord Granville, as reported by Mr. 
Lowell to the State Department, is that under no circumstance 


would any explanation be given to the American minister of the 
cause of the arrest of an American citizen, whether naturalized or 
native-born, beyond what could be found on the face of the war- 
rant under which he was arrested, 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have the statement before me, and have so 
repeated it. No more innocent,” says the American minister; there 
is no reason to suppose that McSweeney is any more innocent than the 
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rest of them. Will any Senator rise in his place and risk his reputation 
by saying that a man who has given such an expression as that ought 
to be retained in any branch of the public service? Comparative in- 
nocence! Everybody is innocent until after a fair trial and a verdict 
of guilty, and yet the Amercan minister at London dares, with in- 
finite hardihood, to assume and assert that all the.untried, uncon- 
yicted “suspects” in British jails, who are citizens of the United 
States, are guilty, and that Daniel McSweeney is as guilty as the 
others. He does not know, he cannot know, whether this is trne 
or false; I presume he does not care. 

But this is not all. Outside of and beyond the meager and lifeless 
records of the Department of State, a few letters from the American 
minister to the American in prison have found their way into the 
publie press. They throw a light on our foreign policy at this time 
which ought to be fully understood and thoroughly condemned. I 
did not suppose that at this late day there was any doubt in any in- 
telligent mind as to the equality of the naturalized with the native- 
born American citizen in his right to the protection of his Govern- 
ment. I thought that question forever settled by the diplomatic 
writings of Cass, Marcy, Webster, and other great Secretaries of 
State in past geuerations. But in this it seems I was mistaken. 
The American minister at London asserts a distinction between 
naturalized and native-born citizens of the United States as odious 
to every principle of justice as the ancient spirit of the alien and 
sedition laws. Let the following letter attest the truth of this state- 
ment: 

LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES, 
London, September 22, 1881. 

Sm: I have to acknowledge your letter of the 17th instant. I have not thought 

it proper to make any application for your release from prison for the following 


reasons: the coercion act, however exceptional and arbi and con to the 
spirit and fundamental principles of both English and Ame: jurisprudence, is 
still the law of the land, and controls all parties domiciled in the eee dis- 


trict of Ireland, whether they are British subjects or not. It would be manifestly 
futile to claim that naturalized citizens of the United States should be excepted 
from its operation. The only case, in my opinion, in which I ought to intervene 
would be when an American citizen who was in Ireland attending exclusively to 
his own business, and raver ig no whatever in public meetings or pna dis- 
cussions, should be arrest: nder these circumstances it would be proper to 
appeal to the courtesy of the Government here on the ground of mistake or mis- 
apprehension, and ask for the release of the prisoner. 

have communicated these views to the Department of State, and have received 
so far no instructions in a contrary spirit. 1t does not appear to me that the rea- 
sons above given for intervention exist in your case so far as I understand it. 

Lam, sir, your obedient servant, 
J. R. LOWELL. 


Mr. D. MCSWEENEY. 


Here we find the terms “ naturalized citizen” and“ American citi- 
zen” used in contradistinction to each other. For the naturalized 
citizen Mr. Lowell says it would be manifestly futile to claim protec- 
tion from the operations of an act of Parliament which he admits to 
be ‘‘eontrary to the spirit and fundamental principles of both Eng- 
lish and American jurisprudence.” On the other hand, if “an 
American citizen who was in Ireland attending exclusively to his 
own business and taking no part Whatever in publie meetings or po- 
litical discussions should be arrested,” the representative of American 
honor abroad thinks he would venture to appeal to the courtesy of 
the British Government on the ground not of right but of mistake or 
misapprehension. The rule of action here declared in behalf of the 
native American will excite the contempt of the civilized world, and 
yet it is somewhat less infamous than the policy laid down in refer- 
ence to those whom our laws have adopted as citizens. There is a 
discrimination against the American of foreign birth inconsistent 
with American law and with the law of nations. It is very plain 
that Ido not misinterpret Mr. Lowell on this point. His letter of 
September 22 was replied to by Mr. MeSweeney from his jail Sep- 
tember 27, and in that reply the prisoner says: 

Then I learn for the first time that there is a distinction between naturalized 
and native-born citizens of the United States re; g their rights to claim pro- 
tection abroad. But, sir, it is evident you are laboring under a misapprehension 
as far as my case is concerned. I did not claim to be excepted from the operation 
of = coercion or any other law. My claim was based on the fact that I violated 
no law. 

On September 30 Mr. Lowell acknowledged the reception of Mr. 
McSweeney’s letter of the 27th, and commented quite fully on his 
own policy and that of the British Government in this and kindred 
cases, but he made no pretense of disclaiming the fact that in his 
mind, and in his treatment of the subject there was a distinction be- 
tween the rights of native and foreign-born citizens of the United 
States. He was unmindful of the fact that Great Britain herself, by 
treaty with the United States in 1870, had at last yielded all claim to 
perpetual allegiance, and agreed that she had no more right to deal 
with a naturalized thav with a native-born American eitizen. He 
was unmindful of the fact that ever before that claim was relin- 
quished this Government, when properly administered, never for a 
moment conceded it. Lewis Cass, near the close of his long and 
illustrious life, while Secretary of State in 1859, interposing for the 
protection of an American citizen of German birth, held the following 
doctrine in a letter to the United States minister at Berlin: 

The right of expatriation cannot at this day be doubted or denied in the United 
States. The idea-has been repudiated ever since the origin of our Government 
that a man is bound to remain forever in the country of bis birth. The doctrine 


of tual allegiance is a relic of which has been disappearing from 
Christendom during the last century. z 


Sir, this relic of barbarism, as it is here justly styled, has prac- 
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tically disappeared from every quarter of Christendom, except the 
American emus. in London and the British jails in Ireland. But 


still earlier than the letter of General Cass, from which I have read, 
the law of American honor, strength, and glory was announced 
in such majesty of truth and power that I recur to it now in these 
degenerate days with the feeling of a traveler in the burning desert 
as he approaches the cooling, healing waters of a fountain in the 
depths of a ve. William L. Marcy—honored forever be his name ! 
What American can read his immortal letter to Hulseman, touching 
the arrest and imprisonment of Martin Koszta by the Austrian Em- 
pire,without feeling his patriotism kindle into a flame and his pride 
of country rise high toward the zenith? On the 26th day of Se 
tember, 1853, the great Democratic Secretary of State, proclaimed the 
following grand utterances to the listening, expectant, and wonder- 
ing nations of the earth: 

Whenever, by the operation of the law of nations, an individual becomes clothed 
with our national character, be he a native-born or naturalized citizen, an exile 
driven from his early home by political oppression, or an emigrant enticed from it 
by the hopes of a better fortune for himself and his posterity, he can claim the 
protection of this Government, and it may respond to that Pn without being 
obliged to explain its conduct to any foreign power, for it is its duty to make its 
nationality respected by other nations, and respectable in every quarter of the globe. 
* * * International law looks only to the national character in determinin 
what country has the right to protect. Ifa panaon goes from this country — 
with the nationality of the United States, this law enjoins upon other nations to 
respect him in regard to protection as an American citizen. 


Koszta was not yet a citizen of the United States; he had simply 
declared his intention to become one. McSweeney’s naturalization 
papers ure full and complete. Koszta had a domicile in this country 

ess than two years. McSweeney has resided, a well-known and re- 

spected business man, a quarter of a century in San Francisco. Yet, 
having laid down the principles of public law on the subject of Amer- 
ican rights throughout the world, Mr. Marcy continues: 

Giving effect to these well-established principles and applying them to the facts 
in the case, the result is that Koszta acquired while in the United States their na- 
tional character; that he retained that character when he was seized at Smyrna, 
and that he had a right to be respected as such while there by Austria and every 
other foreign power. The right of a nation to protect and require others to respect 
at home and abroad all who are clothed with its nationality is no new doctrine, 
now for the first tine broughtinto operation by the United States. It is common 
to all nations, and has had the sanction of their practice for ages, but itis new that 
at this late period, when the United States assert a claim to it as a common inher- 
itance, it should at once be discovered that it is a doctrine fraught with danger and 
likely to compromit the peace of the world. The United States see no cause for 
alarm ; no reason for renouncing for themselves what others have so long and so 
harmlessly enjoyed. 


Sir, these are high, heroic words, and they well became the occasion. 
An American sloop-of-war, the Saint Louis, Captain Ingraham, a son 
of South Carolina, commanding, had with shotted guns and lighted 
matches rescued, in a distant sea, from chains, dungeons, and certain 
death the person of a wanderer and an exile who had barely touched 
our shores, but who in that brief stuy had clothed himself with the 
mantle of American nationality. The imperial house of Hapsburg de- 
ianded that the Government of the United States should deliver him 
up to Austrian vengeance ; that it should disavow the conduct of Cap- 
tain Ingraham and all the American agents in the affair ; punish them 
severely, and then tender to Austria such satisfaction as she might 
deem proportionate to the outrage complained of. And in order to 
enforce this demand upon the United States, Austria applied to the 
principal powers of Europe, and actually induced them to warn and 
admonish this Government in regard to its duty in the premises. 

It was under these circumstances, with the whole world looking 
on, aud with all Europe in sympathy with Austria, that Marcy wrote 
his immortal communication to the representative of Austrian power 
and despotism. The Hungarian refugee was not delivered up; the 
conduct of Ingraham and the other American agents at Smyrna was 
not disavowed; they were not punished; they were honored, and no 
other kind of satisfaction than this was ever tendered to the Empire 
of Austria. [Manifestations of applause in the galleries.] Now an 
American Secretary of State is content for the British Government 
to inform him distinctly, through the American minister, that it is 
none of his business why American citizens are in British jails; that 
the cause of their arrest will not be given, and that they shall neither 
be tried norreleased. The contrast is complete; it can go no further. 

But it is said by the apologists of British arrogance and American 
pusillanimity that under the act of Parliament, known as the coer- 
cion act, it is lawful for men and women to be arrested, sentenced, 
and indefinitely imprisoned who have committed no crime, and are 
charged with none, but who have fallen under the suspicion of the 
spies and informers of the British Government. We hear these un- 
fortunate captives styled ‘ suspects,” not criminals, but “suspects.” 

They are not alle to have violated any law, but they are sus- 
pected of an intention to discuss those questions, as old as human 
existence, which involve the scant measure of bread on their poor 
tables, and the hard beds on which they and their children sleep of 
nights. The law of sworn accusation, indictment, public trial, and 
conviction before imprisonment under sentence, has given way to 
the law of suspicion. There can be no more atrocious system of 
jurisprudence than this; there can be no blacker crime committed 
by a government against its own citizens, or those who happen to 
sojourn within its barbarous jurisdiction. Tiberius imprisoning 
and slaughtering Roman citizens upon suspicions poured into his ears 


by his infamous parasite, Sejanus, presented not such a spectacle of 
horror as the British Government in its policy toward Ireland now 
presents. 

. The evil-minded tyrant of Rome lived in a darker age than this. 
He was a heathen; this is the nineteenth century of the Christian 
era, and near its majestic close. Such an enactment as the coercion 
act now in operation in Ireland cannot be law at this period of the 
world; it is the subversion of law; it openly assaults every element 
of justice, human and divine; it grapples with and seeks to overturn 
those immutable, eternal, inherent rights of man which are higher 
and stronger than all the acts of repressive legislation in the entire 
annals of despotism. If it is claimed that a government has the 
right to legislate for its own citizens as it pleases, even this cannot 
be admitted without qualification. The civilized nations of the earth 
are not compelled to stand silently by and see one of their number 
convert itself into a prison or a 8 International law 
recognizes a point where they may interfere in the interests of hu- 
manity. But I am only insisting now that Great Britain shall not be 
allowed to consign American citizens to chains and death, whatever 
she may do with her own, by virtue of an act which uproots, over- 
turns, and annihilates every vestige of freedom and law. 

I am insisting that when the American, “be he a native-born or 
naturalized citizen,” goes abroad in the peacefal pursuit of his own 
affairs, whether of business or pleasure, the nationality which he 
carries shall protect him as well from judicial as from clandestine 
murder; from the illegal acts of foreign governments as well as from 
the brutal conduct of foreign mobs, Under existing treaties with 
foreign powers American citizens who happen within their jurisdic- 
tion are entitled to the best, not the worst, treatment which these 
powers can furnish to their own people. Less than this would render 
our citizenship a delusion and a snare to all who relied upon it in 
the hour of need. 

Sir, let us look this momentous question plainly in the face. We 
can less afford to ignore it or trifle with it than any other govern- 
ment onthe globe. All our interests, traditions, and every sentiment 
of sacred honor bind us to the most vigilant protection of our citi- 
zens wherever they may be and whatever their nativity. The Amer- 
ican Republic was established by the united valor and wisdom of the 
lovers of liberty from all lands, The Frenchman, with his gay dis- 
regard of danger; the German, with hissteady courage; the Pole, with 
his high enthusiasm; and the Irishman with all these qualities com- 
bined‘ were here in the long and bloody contest for American inde- 
pendence. La Fayette, the beloved of Washington; Hamilton, who 
rode by his side and assisted to organize the Government ; Pulaski, 
who fell at the head of his legion at Savannah; De Kalb, who died 
upon the field with all his saber wounds in front; Montgomery, who 
gave up his life in the storm of Quebec; Steuben, the accomplished 
nilitary organizer; Kosciusko, with his genius and daring; and large 
numbers of their followers and associates were born under alien skies 
and came to the banquet of battle and of death because of their love 
for human freedom. On every battle-plain of the Revolution, from 
Bunker Hill to Yorktown, the bones oF their countrymen have long 
since crumbled to dust, and at every subsequent period of American 
history the foreign-born citizen, in council and in field, has been 
faithful to the common cause for which his ancestry bled. 

‘There are nearly ten million American citizens and inhabitants now 
of foreign birth. They come not here as aliens in blood with race pre- 
judices against them. They are our kindred; their blood and ours 
commingle. Weare of a common parent stock. Shall they be denied 
the protection of those institutions which they helped to purchase at 
so dear a cost, and which they have done so much to uphold and 
honor? Sir, there are now five Senators on this floor who were born 
subjects of Great Britain—three in Ireland, one in Scotland, and one 
in England. Shall they fall under the law of suspicion if they should 
revisit their native homes, be a at the pleasure of the British 
Government, cast into dungeons without sworn charge, and held 
there indefinitely without trial? They are as liable to such a fate 
as Daniel McSweeney or any other naturalized citizen, and under the 
servile policy of the Department of State and Mr. Lowell, they would 
remain in their cells instead of returning to their seats in this body. 

It has been announced that an eminent American woman contem- 
1 55 a visit to her imprisoned son in Ireland. Mrs. Parnell would 

oubtless be arrested as a “suspect.” There is a twofold reason 
why the suspicion of British spies would haunt her: she is the 
mother of one who believes his people ought to have a chance to own 
their homes, and who loves liberty and justice wellenough to suffer 
for them; she is likewise the danghter of Stewart of the Ironsides, 
who saluted the British flag on the high seas in 1812, to better pur- 
pose, and with far greater oy eee , than the salute of October last 
at Yorktown. fa in the galleries.] I plead for the right of 
this woman, and of all women and men of foreign birth, or with for- 
eign alliances, to visit their kindred, share in their joys and theii 
sorrows, look upon the graves of their parents and caress the loved 
ones they left behind them, without molestation or hinderance fron: 
any power whatever, as long as they break no law. This is not £ 
question as to the people of any one nativity; it is not an Irisb 
nor a German question ; it applies to naturalized citizens of every 
clime and land, and it affects their rights and their safety, on what- 
ever sea or shore they may wander. It will be settled at no distant 
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day in accordance with American honor. The people of the United 
States have too proud a sense of justice and of their own strength 
and glorious destiny to submit longer to the policy of a party which 


permits the American citizen, the American flag, and the American 
name to be outraged with impunity by foreign nations. [Applause 
in the galleries. ] 

Mr. President, giving notice that I will at as early a day as prac- 
ticable call for a vote on the resolution, I shall now allow it to go 
over and 183 to the special order of the day. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me one 
moment te introduce a bill? 

Mr. KELLOGG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before this matter passes away, I ask the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Indiana a moment. I would ask the Sena- 
tor from Indiana if he has any objection to the reference of this reso- 
lution to the Committee on Foreign Relations so that it may be 
i a back after ascertaining all the facts. I desire to say to 

im 

Mr. VOORHEES. On the suggestion of those abont me I will let 
it go there and have the committee consider it, but I will ask for it 
speedy attention. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I desire to say a word. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let it be so referred. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No Senator will go further than I in the protec- 
tion of the rights of American citizens at home and abroad. All I 
desire is to have the full official facts in regard to the matters here 
commented upon spread upon the records after being ascertained 
by the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Sir, the party to which I belong have done in my judgment more 
to protect the rights of naturalized citizens than any party that ex- 
isted from the foundation of the Government to this time. It was 
the Republican pid that won for the first time from foreign nations 
the concession of the right of expatriation. We won from them the 
acknowledgment that naturalized citizens of this country shall have 
the rights of native American citizens wherever they may go. It 
was the Republican party that ingrafted upon the statute-book the 
section which has been read, section 2001, which contains the Magna 
Charta of the rights of naturalized citizens abroad ; and, sir, the Re- 
publican party will stand by the doctrine contained in that law and 
will do its utmost to protect American citizens everywhere against 
lawless seizure and search. But, sir, I ask the Senator if it is fair 
when we have imperfect information in regard to these various ar- 
rests, to make an ex parte statement here in relation to them before a 
report of a committee can be made upon the subject? When that 
report comes in, I affirm that no one will ap more anxious, more 
desirous to protect our naturalized citizens in Ireland, in England, 
er anywhere else, than the Republican party of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GEORGE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1716) for the relief of Thomas J. Wharton; 
8 was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. WILLIAMS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1717) for the relief of Eliza Francesco; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. JOHNSTON asked and, by unanimons consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1718) for the relief of Edwin T. Pilkenton ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1719) authorizing the sale of the Charles- 
town navy-yard, Massachusetts; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ROLLINS. A few days since I introduced a bill having refer- 
ence to the construction of vesselsof war. I now desire to introduce 
a billon the same hi ee which has been reported in the other 
House, so that both bills may be before the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and I ask the reference of this bill to that committee. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1720) authorizing the construction of vessels of war for the Navy 
of the no States, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title. f 

Mr. ROLLINS. This differs in some respects from the bill formerly 
introduced by me, but I desire to have both bills before the committee. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 1721) to amend section 563, 
chapter 3, title 13, of the Revised Statutes of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also asked and, by unanimons consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1722) for the relief of E. Remington & Sons; which 


was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED, 
On motion of Mr. HAWLEY, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of the widow of E. C. Haddock be taken 
from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims, no adverse report having 
been made thereon. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with 
correspondence, relative to right of way of the Republican Walley Railroad across 
the Otoe and Missouria reservation, in the State of Nebraska, and draftof an amend- 
ment to S. No. 950, A bill toamend An act to provide for the sale of the remainder 
of the reservation of the confederated Otoe and Missouria tribes of Indians in the 
States of Nebraska and Kansas, and for other purposes,’ a March 3, 1881.“ 

7 CHESTER A. ARTHUR, 

FEXECUTIVE MANSION, April 14, 1882. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed: 

OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, April 14, 1882. 
To the Senate of the United States: 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress the inclosed letter and 
accompanying statement from the Secretary of the Navy, in relation to the neces- 
sity o. building a new boiler-shop at the navy-yard, New York, and re g the 
caisson gate of the dry dock at that station, in which it is requested an appro- 
priation of $147,243.04 be made for these objects. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


MISSISSIPPI AND MISSOURI RIVERS. 


Mr. GARLAND. I desire to offer some amendments to the pend- 
ing bill of the Senator from Louisiana. I suppos it will not be con- 
sidered this evening, and I ask that the amendments be printed, to be 
called up on Monday next with the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas pre- 
sents amendments to vne ponding bill for the improvement of the 
aav ganon of the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers, which will be 

rinted. 

Mr. KELLOGG. 
business? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the bill (S. No. 1572) for the improvement of the navigation of the 
Mississippi and Missouri Rivers, which will be the unfinished busi- 
ness on Monday next. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I now renew my motion for an executive session. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at four o’clock and 
ten minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


I desire to inquire what is the pending order of 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, April 14, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. POWER. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
CONDEMNED CANNON, ETC. 


Mr. JOYCE. I ask unanimons consent that the order 1 8 | to 
the business of evening sessions of Fridays, which now is limited to 
the consideration of pension bills, may be so modified as to include 
bills granting condemned cannon to certain organizations. There 
are about fifteen such bills on the Calendar. Lask that the order be 
modified so as to include those bills, so that on any Friday evenin 
session, after the pamon bills upon the Calendar have been dispo: 

of, these other bills can be taken up and considered. 

Mr. RANDALL. To be considered in their order ? 

The SPEAKER. That would be the necessary course. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not see any objection. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I ask unanimous consent for the passage of a 
bill, reported from the Cemmittee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, to establish an 8 at Denver. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let that bill go to the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is now in Committee of the Whole. 
The request is that it be taken up for present consideration. 

Mr. HASELTINE. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, 

Mr. VALENTINE. Task unanimousconsent to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole from the further consideration of House bill No. 
2997, and that it be considered in the House at this time. I made 
the same request a few morningsago, when the gentleman from Maine 
objected through inadvertence, The bill grants the right of way 
across a small military reservation in my State to a railroad whic 
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is now built to the line of the reservation, and is waiting only for 
rinission to cross the reservation, about four miles. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the regular order cuts off all 
requests for unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOUSE. I desire to introduce a bill for reference. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for, which is the call 
of committees for reports. 

Mr. KELLEY, I appeal to the gentleman from Ohio LMr. TAYLOR] 
to allow me to ask the House to concurin an amendment of the Sen- 
ate to the title of a House bill. It is a bill demanded by the public 
exigencies, and the amendment is to the title only, not affecting a 
word of the text. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. RANDALL. The regular order is called for. 

Mr. KELLEY. It is merely an amendment to the title of a bill. 

Mr. VALENTINE. If the regular order is called for, and that call 

prevents me from asking consent of the House for the purpose I have 
indicated, I do not know how anybody else can ask for unanimous 


consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that the call for the regular 
order is an objection to any application for unanimous consent. But 
the Chair understood that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLOR] 
yielded to the request of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 

ELLEY ] to have an amendment of the Senate concurred in. 

Mr. DALL. The effect of that is to give to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. TAYLOR] the choice of recognition of gentlemen. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for, 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. WILLIS. I have a matter which I think is privileged. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIS. The minority of the Committee on Education and 
Labor 5 permission to present their views upon the bill 
(H. R. No. 5804) to regulate, limit, and suspend the immigration of 
Chinese laborers to the United States. I now ask permission to sub- 
mit the views of the 1 upon that bill. 

The SPEAKER. They will be received, and be printed with the 
report of the majority. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FLOWER. I claim the indulgence—— 

TheSPEAKER. The call for the regular order cuts off everything. 
The regular order is the call of committees for reports of a private 
nature, this being Friday. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I move that the morning hour for the call of com- 
mittees be Beton d with. 

Mr. RANDALL, Isuggest that the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
have a number of reports which should be presented. 

The motion of Mr. TAYLOR was not agreed to; there being ayes 
12, noes not counted. 

The SPEAKER, The regular order is the call of committees for 
reports of a private nature. 


FRANK S. SOWERS. 


Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported, as 
a substitute for House bill No, 3747, a bill (H. R. No. 5808) to rerate 
the pension of Frank S. Sowers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ISADOR ROHRER. 


Mr. DAWES also, from the same committee, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. No. 1237) granting a pension to Isador 
Rohrer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

ALBAN H. NIXON. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. No. 5703) to increase the pen- 
sion of Alban H. Nixon; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS M’MANNUS. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the same committee, reported back with 
amendment the bill (II. R. No. 4966) for the relief of Thomas Me- 
Mannus; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM M. MEREDITH, 


Mr. MATSON also, from the same committee, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. No. 2877) for the relief of William M. Meredith; 
which wag referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JACOB HUMBLE, 

Mr. MATSON also, from the same committee, reported, as a sub- 
stitue for House bill No. 2256, a bill (H. R. No. 5809) for the relief of 
Jacob Hamble; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


THEODORE J. SAMMELS. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the same committee, reported back ad- 
versely the bill (H. R. No. 3185) forthe relief of Theodore J. Sammels ; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

LEWIS LEWIS. 

Mr. JOYCE, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. No. 3761) granting a pension to Lewis 
Lewis; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

AMELIA ANN WILSON. 

Mr. JOYCE also, from the same committee, reported back the bill 
(H. R. No. 1491) granting a pension to Amelia Ann Wilson and her 
minor children, moved that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the same, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JESSE F. PHARES. 


Mr. CABELL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back cbse the bill (S. No. 915) granting a pension to Jesse F. 
Phares; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

MARGARET. KEARNS. 
Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. No. 1103) granting a pension to Mar- 
aret Kearns; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Touse on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 
EMELINE PINK. 


Mr. PARKER also, from the same committee, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. No. 4914) granting a pension to Emeline Pink ; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed, 


MARTHA WESTERVELT. 


Mr. PARKER also, from the same committee, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (II. R. No. 1098) nting a pension to Martha Wester- 
velt; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

LAURINDA G. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. PARKER also, from the same committee, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. No. 4345) granting an increase of pension 
to Laurinda G. Cummings: which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH T. DUBOIS. 

Mr. PARKER also, from the same committee, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. No. 1102) granting a pension to Elizabeth T. 
Dubois; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calandar, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHANNA PAUL AND ANNA KABERLA. 

Mr. CABELL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. No. ee granting pensions to Johanna 
Paul and Anna Kaberla; which was laid on the table, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 

ALICE M’MAHON. 

Mr. WADSWORTH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back adversely the bill (S. No. 251) granting a pension to 
Alice MeMahon; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. WADSWORTH, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the further consideration of the following 
bills, and the same were referred to the Select Committee on the Pay- 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1169) for the relief of Andrew J. Sizer; and 

A bill (II. R. No. 4911) for the relief of Harvey Z. Farr. 

ALONZO SNYDER. 

Mr. HUTCHINS, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the 
bill (II. R. No. 2532) for the relief of Alonzo Snyder; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M, MASON. 

Mr. BOWMAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported a bill (II. 
R. No. 5810) for the relief of James M. Mason; which wasread a first 

d second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

HARRY 8. KELLOGG. 

On motion of Mr. HALL, the Committee on War Claims was dis- 

charged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 1086) 
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for the relief of Harry S. Kellogg, administrator; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, \ 


SALLIE CARROLL, 


Mr. JADWIN, from the Committee on War Claims, reported, as a 
substitute for House bill No. 2386, a bill (H. R. No. 5811) for the relief 
of Mrs. Sallie Carroll, executrix; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ANN STUCHELL. 


Mr. MOSGROVE, from the Select Committee on the Payment of 
Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 
2627) for the relief of Ann Stuchell; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SYLVESTER F. HILDEBRAND. 


Mr. MOSGROVE also, from the same committee, reported back the 
bill (H. R. No. 1530) e ng a pension, &c., to Sylvester F. Hilde- 
brand; whith was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

MARTHA J. COSTON. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Patents, reported back the bill 
(S. No. 706) for the relief of Martha J. Coston; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


The SPEAKER. The call of committees has been concluded. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House for the consideration of the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. KASSON. Does the gentleman from Ohio think they will make 
such progress on the Private Calendar, in view of its condition, as 
or | make it desirable to proceed with its consideration to-day ? 

Mr. TAYLOR. I think we ought to go on with the Private Calen- 
dar. In regard to progress I am not so certain, but we can try. It 
will depend on considerations over which I have no control. 

Mr. KASSON. I wish to say to the gentleman and to the House if 
he thinks satisfactory progress cannot be made we had not better go 
on with discussion of the tariff-commission bill! è 

Mr. TAYLOR. I think we ought to have this day for private 
claims. We have given away already two Fridays, and I cannot 
consent to any more. 

Mr. RANDALL. What isthe proposition of the gentleman from 
lowa? 

k The SPEAKER. To dispense with the consideration of private 
usiness. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RANDALL demanded a division. 

The Honse divided; and there were—ayes 54, noes 29. 

So the motion was a 

The House accordi 
Whole House on the 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
Honse on the Private Calendar; and the Clerk will report the first 
bill upon the Calendar, being the unfinished business coming over 
from the last sitting of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. No. 987) amendatory of the act entitled An act for the relief of 
8 pons and next of kin of James B. Armstrong, deceased,” approved March 3, 

ide 

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, the preceding bill, the title of 
which has not been read, was also under consideration by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. The House passed over informally 
the preceding bill, as I understand, on account of my absence. 

The CHAI The preceding bill on the Calendar will be in 
order after the disposition of the one now pending. 

JAMES B. ARMSTRONG, DECEASED. 

The committee resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
987) for the relief of the heirs and next of kin of James B. Armstrong, 
deceased. 

The bill is as follows: 


to. 
y resolved itself into the Committee of the 
rivate Calendar, Mr. Cox, of New York, in 


Representatives of the United States 1. 
the 8 of the Treasury is hereby di- 
„ 0 s 


rect 898 Missouri, the sum of 
$1,673.14, it being his aliquot share of the sum of $13,385.09, as one of the brothers 
and next of kin of the said James B. Armstrong, dectased, appropriated by the said 
as for the relief of the heirs and next of kin of said James B. Armstrong, 
deceased. 

Src. 2. That the provision of said act requiriug satisfactory proof to be made to 
the Secretary of the Treasury that said heirs-at-law and next of kin, or such thereof 
as shall demand their aliquot shares under and by virtue of said act, remained 
loyal adherents to the cause and Government of the United States during the war 
of the rebellion. be, and the same is hereby, repeal 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, when this bill was under censidera- 
tion in the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar at its 
previous session I was entitled to the floor. It was urged by those 


gentlemen who op the passage of this bill that the heirs men 
tioned therein were not entitled to receive the sum awarded hy the 
committee beeause one of the claimants had been a confederate, or 
had been disloyal to the Government andog the rebellion. ‘To pat 
the question more plainly, Mr. Chairman, it has been urged that this 
bill provides for an appropriation to pay a rebel. Now, sir, on that 
I take issue with my friends on this side of the House. [undertake 
to say that the Republican party, if it expects to go into the South 
with any hope of success, will have to plant itself upon an entirely 
different basis from that which has been contended for in support of 
the objections to this bill. We have seen the Committee on Appro- 
priations, under whip and spur, put a rider upon the Army appro- 
3 bill, providing that all those claimants whose claims have 
en pending and under consideration before the Quartermaster’s 
Department shall hereafter receive no consideration, for that is the 
practical effect of the legislation therein sought to be established. 
Why was that done? It is on account of this howl all through the 
North that there were no loyal claimants south of Mason and Dixon’s 
line; and they go further than that, and attempt to make the coun- 
try adopt the position that if a man’s father before the war, no mat- 
ter how honorable, honest, and loyal he may have been in his feel- 
ings and principles toward the Government, that if under any cir- 
cumstances the Government owed him a debt which had not been 
paid prior to the war, and he was so unfortunate as to have a son in 
the confederate service, or one who sympathized with the confed- 
eracy, that the debt due to the father, no matter how honest the 
claim, should not be paid to the son. That is the whole position 
here. That is the logic of the argument that has been brought for- 
ward against this bill. I undertake to say that the Republican 
party cunnot stand on any such basis as that. 

The Constitution expressly declares that private property shall not 
be taken for public uses without just compensation to the owner 
thereof. Private property was taken in this case; a public obligation 
was contracted before the war, and it is only just and right and honest 
that the Government should pay it. 

This old man had three sons, two of whom proved their loyalty and 
one failed to do so. Now this House is asked to say that this man 
shall not receive the pay due to the father because the son could not 
poe his loyalty. Was there ever a more absurd position? If we 

ad carried ont at the close of the war the policy of exterminating 
the leadersof the confederate movement; if we had enacted such laws 
that every man who had violated his oath and had gone into that 
movement should never again hold an office of trust or profit under the 
Government, that he should never come back here on this floor torepre- 
sent the southern people again, it would look as if we were going to 
be consistent in this matter. But after twenty years after the war 
is over, when this nation has been practically controlled forsix years 
by the leaders of that confederate movement, for Congress has had 
a majority of them, when this House has to-day scores of members 
who were leaders in that movement, when the whole South is gov- 
erned to-day by these leaders, who are recognized in society, recog- 
nized on the floor of this House, receive their pay from the Govern- 
ment as we receive ours, I say for us to take at this late day the 
position that a man tainted with disloyalty, suspected of disloyalty, 
shall not be permitted to receive what was due his father before the 
war, when the facts are known that his father was a good and Joyal 
citizen, is a position that can do nothing but harm to the Republi- 
can p s 

There is no consistency under these circumstances in the position 
that you shall deny a man what was due his father if he cannot prove 
his own loyalty. The question has no bearing on the fact that the 
debt is due. I say that the Republican party, while it may gain a 
few Congressional districts in the North, must forever give up any 
hope of gaining ground in the South if it proceeds upon such a basis. 
We must go back to the constitutional declaration that whatever 
private seh has been taken for public use shall be paid for. If 
we owed a debt to a man before the war, no matter what his children 
might have been driven to, it does not release us from the obligation 
of thedebt. In other words, I maintain that whatever property was 
taken during the war from men who were not in actual rebellion, no 
matter what may have been passing through their minds, no matter 
what feelings may have gone out for their neighbors, if they con- 
ducted themselves as good citizens the Government is bound to pay 
them every dollar that is due to such loyal claimants living south of 
Mason and Dixon’s line as well as those who live north of it. And 
this how] that is raised all over the North that no claims ought to be 


i pas in the South will do us no good, because it is not fair, honest, 


onorable, nor is it in accordance with the Constitution. There are 
millions of dollars in southern claims that never ought to be paid, 
but when we take the position that onr friends here attempt to take 
apon — 1 bill we wipe out all discrimination between the lo; al and 
isloyal, 

We wipe out all distinction between the man who was an actual 
transgressor, who was a veritable active traitor, and the man who 
did nothing against the Government, the man who was loyal, the 
man who was in the Union Army fighting for his country while his 
home was being desecrated by bands of robbers and by the rebels in 
arms. 

I stand upon this broad d, that whatever we owed before the 
war we are bound to pay. We haye got the money to pay it, and I 
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am anxious to get rid of it; to give it to those who are justly entitled 
to it. 
I go further, sir, and say that every dollar's worth of property 


that was taken during the war from men who can prove their loy- 
alty in the South and all over the country, who were loyal men, who 
lost horses, who lost cattle, who lost household property, whatever 
they might have lost that was taken and used by the Federal Army, 
if those people can prove that they were loyal—and what I mean by 
loyal is that they committed no overt act inst this Government— 
every dollar of it onght to be paid, and will be paid sooner or later. 
The man who was in the rebel army, no matter what he lost, must 
have no pay for it; he must have no pay for his slaves; no pay for 
his house and property, no matter what was taken by our Aoter 
ment. But the man who was not in active rebellion, the man who 
did nothing to break down this Government by overt act, for every 
dollar’s worth of property that was taken from him for the use of 
the Federal Army should receive just compensation. 

Our friends in trying to show that these rebel claims must not be 
paid, in order to find some excuse for not even paying the loyal 
claimants, are endeavoring to make it appear that there are no loyal 
claimants in the South. Why sir, it was stated by gentlemen on 
this floor privately and publicly that they did not believe those 
claims in Tennessee were loyal A ES that there were not any loyal 
claims down there. They forgot when this nation wasin its agony, 
almost in the throes of death, those men in Tennessee who are send- 
ing up little claims now for fifty, one hundred, and two hundred 
dollars for small things taken from them by the Federal Army, were 
tracking over the mountains to get into the Federal Army themselves, 
and that their homes were desecrated while they were serving the 
Government. 

It is not this bill alone our friends are striking at. It amounts to 
saying they do not believe we ought to pay any claims, and it is 
that idea I am combating, and I hope my friends will take notice of 
it. If you want to san e South stand by your friends in the South. 
The man who was loyal in the South during the war deserves as 
much, perhaps more, consideration than the man who was loyal north 
of Mason and Dixon’s line, 

I ask the Clerk to read the report, and I will ask the committee to 
give close attention to it, and I will be surprised if they are not con- 
vinced, as I am convinced, that the attack on this measure is simply 
an attack on all claimants that had anything due them before the 
war came on that might be suspected of being untrue to the Gov- 
ernment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred tbe bill (H. R. No. 987) amenda- 
tory of the act entitled “An act for the relief of the heirs and next of kin of James 


B. Armstrong, deceased," approved March 3, 1873, having had the same under 
consideration, leave to make the following rt: 
th the Government of the United 


In 1855 James B. Armstrong made a contract 
States for the transportation of men and supplies on the Rio Grande. A OTENE 
claimed that the Government failed to rap y with the terms of said contract, and 


brought suit against the United States in the Court of Claims to recover damages 
for the breach. 


ment of the proportion of this amount to each of the heirs of said James B. Arm- 
strong a ng ira their interest in the estate, but req proof of the loyalty, 


7th on fog March, 1874, satisfactory proof having been made of the loyalty of all 
the h but one, each, except that one, was pald by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ay, the sum of $1,673.14. : 

‘he one not paid was Edward S. Armstrong, the proof of loyalty in his case not 
being satisfactory. Only two witnesses testified to this point: one by implication 
impeaching his loyalty, and the other swearing positively that he was and remained 
loyal during the war. Ed S. was a resident of Missouri d the war, and 
as that was a non-seceding and loyal State, the presumption of law would be that 
its citizens were loyal; yet the known facts of hist as connected with this par- 
ticular subject would not raise a very strong probability of fact as to a particular 
individual. It is possible, therefore, that an officer ing under the positive and 
unyielding letter of the law referred to, might be justitied in withholding payment 
from Edw S. Armstrong; but your committee think that Con not feel 
obliged to require strict proof of this fact now that the case is before it for fur- 
ther action, especially as claim accrued long before the war, is unquestionably 
honest, and comes to the claimant by inheritance. 

On consideration of the whole case, the committee report back the bill with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. WHITE. I think, sir, the report having been read, the com- 
mittee will see every statement I have made touching the case is 
strictly in accordance with the fact. If the report be true, and it is 
to be supposed that the report is true in point of fact, then this is the 
case in a nutshell: shall we pay any man who inherited what was 
due to his father before the war came on, if that man, the heir, is 
suspected of disloyalty? I ask Republicans, are they willing to go 
before the country on such a state of fact as that? Are we, as Re- 
publicans, put to such an extremity that in order to carry elections 
we must stand on such untenable ground as this? It is unjustifiable; 
it is unjust to the man; it is not in accordance with the spirit or 
with the letter of the Constitution. 

It may be said, and it will be said, that thatman lived in rebel ter- 
ritory, and is prima faciea rebel. We know, as a matter of fact, that 
it is no prima facie case against any individual that because he lived 


in rebel territory he was therefore taking an active part in the re- 
bellion. There are thousands of men in the South who deprecated 
the war, who all the time were saying that this Government ought 
to be sustained and that the South ought not to succeed. There are 
such men now on this floor, numbers of them ; and the majority of the 
Democratic party, South and North, tell us that they are glad the 
South did not succeed, and that the country was not divided. 

This man was one of three brothers, two of whom have proved their 
loyalty. He is the son of a patriot, who before the war performed 
service to the Government. That service was scaled down below 
what was due him, and then he died without ever receivingit. The war 
came on. Who can say, who will dare to say, that if this Government 
had acted an honorable part and paid that old patriot when his money 
was due he would not have been out of confederate territory, and 
that all three of his sons would not have taken an active part insup- 
pressing the rebellion? 

It is a principle in law that no individual can take advantage of his 
own wrong. And yet that is what we are asked to do in this case. 
We did not pay this man’s father when the money was due. And be- 
cause this man in after years lived in a territory affected by disloyalty, 
perhaps because he was unable to get out of it, and now at this dis- 
tant cee is unable to show without question that he was not himself 
disloyal, we are asked to not vote this appropriation. 

Sir, we are constrained to vote it by every fair and honorable con- 
sideration. We are compelled to do it if we have any regard for the 
letter and the spirit of the Constitution. We are compelled to do it 
unless we mean to say that we will not pay any claim south of Mason 
and Dixon’s line if the claimant is suspected of disloyalty. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I feel disinclined to continue this discussion at any 
great length, inasmuch as it has already proceeded to a very consid- 
erable extent. I wish, however, to state my position in regard to 
this case, especially so because it seems to me that the tone of some 
of the remarks that have been made is intended to condemn me and 
s position for having as a member of the committee reported this 
bill, 

And I wish it to be fairly understood what this bill is. I haveno 
concealment abont it, and there can be none. Itake it to be fully 
shown by the report as the truth that this claimant was not loyal 
daring the war of the rebellion. And, notwithstanding that fact, I 
stand here for the pu of showing that in this case he ought to 
be paid this money. I do that without changing my position, which 
is the same as the position of most of the Republicans on this side of 
the House in regard to the general policy of our legislation on sub- 
jects like this. 

The time has not yet arrived when the constitutional question can 
be properly discussed, and this is probably not the place to do it. 
still I apprehend that it was never intended by the general law of 
1867 that Congress should absolutely have no diserction as to when 
the principles of that law might be suspended. I understand that 
it was not intended that that law should be an iron rule which 
should never be relaxed, no matter what might be the equity of the 
case presented. 

I present this case on behalf of the committee, a nnanimous report, 
and on my own behalf, as an exception to the rule that has pre- 
vailed heretofore, and unless there is reason for that exception I do 
not ask of this House any affirmative action. If there is reason, I 
am not here, simply for the purpose of fixing myself right at home, 
to deny the convictions of my conscience. 

Now, what is this case? Remember that in November, 1860, a 
judgment was rendered in the Court of Claims—in behalf of whom? 
in behalf of an administrator of a deceased claimant, a contractor 
with the Government of the United States. That judgment remains 
to-day unpaid. That dead man is not disloyal. That administrator 
of a trustee cannot be disloyal. 

This Government owes that estate the sum of $17,800, and there is 
no question of loyalty in the claim. If the Government does not pay 
it, it simply keeps it as it does millions of dollars of other honest 
debts, because it can. That is all there is in this case. 

As to this judgment, I repeat that the man died before the war of 
the rebellion, and there could have been no disloyalty there. The 
administrator as trustee cannot be disloyal, and that judgment of 
$17,800, if that is the sum, is existing now, honestly due, and it is the 
duty of the Government of the United States to pay it. I have here 
the figures ; it is $17,846.48. 

Now, what is proposed to be done? The point is this: what has 
become of that judgment; what bar is presented to this House why 
that judgment should not be paid; what good excuse ? 

But in addition to the judgment in 1873 a bill was passed appro- 

riating some money to pay the judgment. How did they fix it? 
Foatend of paying the amount of $17,846.48 that had been found to 
be due, and concerning which there is no doubt but what it was due, 
this Con did as it often does, arbitrarily razeed that amount 
down to $13,000, and then passed an act that a proportion of that 
sum should be paid to each of the heirs in case they proved their loy- 
alty. And all of the heirs have been paid but this one. 

Now, if this $1,600 is paid to this heir it is to be received as pay- 
ment in full for his share of the judgment of $17,800, against which 
there is no taint of disloyalty, for there can be no taint of disloyalty 

ainst a judgment. Five out of six of these heirs haye preyed 

emselyes loyal and have been paid, 
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The money is now in the hands of the United States, and belon 
to somebody, Are you going to keep it? Is this House and this 
Congress going to keep this money which belongs to somebody ? 

Now, as I was observing, the judgment is unpaid, is outstanding, 
the judgment to the amount of $17,600. There is no taint of disloy- 
alty in that judgment, but the proposition is made now and here to 
pay a less amount in full to somebody. I say let it be done. I do 
not say let it be done in violation of the principle laid down in the 
Jaw of 1867; I do not say let it be done in violation of the general 
rule in regard to these matters; but, I say, let it be done, because 
the judgment itself is unfaded, because the judgment is just, because 
the judgment should be paid, and because the judgment must be 
paid to some of this family, and the matter should be ended, 

Again, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, this case 
has peculiar hardships outside of that fact which makes it proper 
for this Congress to lay aside the rule that may be, and is, a proper 
rule to act upon in ordinary cases. There is no doubt that the amount 
that this deceased claimant ought to have recovered would have 
been honestly and fairly ten times more than this judgment is. It 
was a claim for a very large amount, I have investigated this vase 
far enough to have an opinion on the subject, and I state it now as 
a fact that the original claim was cut down to the lowest possible 
notch. 

Mr. CAMP. The claim was for $200,000 when the party went into 
the Court of Claims, and the court allowed $17,800, 

Mr. TAYLOR. Yes, sir; $17,800. And without any excuse, and 
without any reason ever being rendered, Congress, in making its ap- 
propriation to pay the judgment, cut the amount down to $13,000, 

From 1860 it had been on interest properly until 1873, but Congress 
teok the interest off the judgment, instead of adding it. So I say 
that the judgment being founded upon such a consideration, being 
of that nature, having no taint upon it, the judgment calling upon 
Congress to pay the whole amount, not a part, absolutely to the ad- 
ministrator of this estate to be distributed, this party stands ina 
different relation from what he would have occupied if a debt had 
been due him before the war and he had gone into the war as a rebel. 
In that case it would stand upon the general rule; it does not stand 
upon that rule now. It stands upon the rule made hy itself. 

Having given this matter full consideration, I repeat that I have 
no idea of changing the general rule of the law, yet I hold that we 
have a right in proper cases to make exceptions to this rule as to 
every other. I believe that this judgment onght to be paid; I be- 
lieve that this amount of money ought not to be kept back by the 
Government by reason of anything that has been suggested away 
from this body. ? 

Mr. Chairman, when I came into this House I came with the sup- 
position that we were surrounded by leeches, that we were beset by 
improper influences; that the claims paid by Congress were gener- 
ally improper and unjust claims. My little experience in this House, 
my little observation abont matters generally here has led me to 
change my opinion. I find that from the time a claim against the 
Government is presented the claimant is treated as a man who in- 
tends to obtain some wrongful advantage. He goes into any com- 
mittee with the impression against him that he is asking something 
improper. Every suspieion is magnified. He comes into this House, 
and we search for any possible excuse to deny his claim. We invent 
principles not founded upon facts. We say to just caimants, We 
owe you money, but we will pay you no interest on the debt.” We 
justify this by saying it is the assumption that the Government is 
always ready to pay. So far as I have observed, it is seldom that 
this is true. We find this excuse and that excuse, and we urge these 
excuses until I am prepared to say that the money taken from this 
Government by any unfair, claim is not as one mill to the dollar 
compared with the amount that this Government keeps away from 
honest and fair claimants by means of the slowness of its approach 
to the consideration of claims, the reluctance with which ey are 
considered, and the suspicion that guides the action of members of 
this House upon them. For that reason, I do hope that when the 
time comes there may be some measure adopted by which a proper 
tribunal for the trial of these cases shall be established. 

We may say that we have not time. When the woman went tothe 
Macedonian king in the midst of his conquests and said, Judge my 
cause,” and he put her off by saying, ‘‘ I have not time,” her reply was, 
(and I believe it comes appropriately to us,) Then be no longer king!” 

f we have no way of doing justice to honest claimants, if we are not 
superior to doing injustice to honest claimants, let us transfer our 
power to some tribunal that will honestly and fairly do the duty sup- 
posed to be done by Congress. 

I repeat, (and I have po fear of any misunderstanding about this 
matter,) I do not in this bill or any other propose to change the rule 
of the law of 1867 or the rule of the action of this House; but I say 
that this presents, as possibly do other cases, an exception which 
should be recognized; and this bill ought to pass. 

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a few suggestions in 
addition to those submitted by me when this bill was under consider- 
ation three weeks ago. 

First, briefly, as to the facts of this case. James Armstrong ren- 
dered service to this Government as a carrier of supplies in the years 
1855, 1856, and 1857. He died prior to the year 1860; and his claim 


against the United States, whatever it was, descended to his next of 
kin, among whom was this claimant, Edward B. Armstrong. 


Mr. TAY 
of kin? 

Mr. CAMP. Technically it went to his legal representative. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Legally it went to his administrator, 

Mr. CAMP. It went to his administrator, but for what purpose! 
Simply that he-might collect it, and then after the debts of tho 
deceased were satisfied pay the balance to the next of kin, The 
administrator stood in a representative capacity; he was a trusteo 
for the creditors and next of kin, and in no sense did he represent 
himself. This claim then descended, I repeat, to the next of kin of 
James B. Armstrong, among whom was thisclaimant, Edward B. Arm- 
strong. The administrator representing the next of kin brought an 
action in the Court of Claims for $200,000, and, although the gentle- 
man from Ohio can discover no reason why, the court saw fit to cut 
that claim down to $17,800 and gave judgment for this amount only. 

Mr. TAYLOR. The gentleman does not wish to misrepresent me. 

Mr, CAMP. Certainly not. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I did not speak of that reduction in that way. I 
spoke of the reduction of $17,800 to 813,000. 

Mr. CAMP. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I misunderstood him 
or he misspoke. It is, however, immaterial, ſor at auy rate the claim 
for $200,000 was by the Court of Claims razeed to $17,800. Now from 
the time when this judgment was recovered in November, 1860, down 
to 1873, so far as we know, nothing was heard from any of these 
claimants seeking to recover the amount they say the Government 
owed them. They made no demand of payment, but for a period of 
thirteen years slept on their alleged rights. 

In the year 1873 a bill was passed by Congress which appropriated 
$13,000, and provided that same should be paid to the heirs of James 
Armstrong, according to their respective interests in same, npon 
condition, however, that each claimant should establish his loyalt 
during the rebellion. With the permission of the committee I wi 
read that proviso. It is as follows: 

Provided, That before any such payment shall be made, proof shall be made, 
satisfuctory to the Secretary of the 5 that the said heirs-at-law or next of 
kin * * * remained loyal adherents to the cause of the Government of the 
United States during the war of the rebellion. 

The first question, Mr. Chairman, is, Was this claimant loyal? The 
report states pone facie he was loyal because he was a resident of 
the State of Missouri; and that State never having seceded it is pre- 
sumptive evidence of his loyalty. I cited the statute here the other 
day that the presumption is exactly the other way in this case. 
The law is that if a man voluntarily resided for any period of time 
while the rebellion was in progress in any portion of territory over 
which the rebellion for any moment held sway prima facie he was 
disloyal. And no one will deny that Missouri, where Armstrong re- 
sided, was at some period of time during the war under the sway 
of the confederate troops. 

But I am not here to discuss the question of loyalty. I said all I 
desired on that subject when this measure was last before the Honse. 
If this man is loyal why is he here asking for the passage of this bill? 
All he has to do is to go to the Secretary of the Treasury and take 
his money. The law already passed authorizes that to be done, pro- 
vided he can make satisfactory proof of the fact. There is no need 
of passing this law if he was loyal. His money is ready and . 
But from 1873 to this time, although Edward S. Armstrong could 
have collected this money, if he saw fit, from the Secretary of the 
Treasury by making this proof, he has failed to do it; and this con- 
elnsively, to my mind, shows he is unable to prove the fact and was 
disloyal. The 8 reporting this bill concedes the fact of 
disloyalty, and bases the right to payment upon the ground that the 
claim became due before the war. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the question then arises shall we pay a cred- 
itor of this Government whose debt was due and owing prior to April 
13, 1861, who was disloyal to the flag, and sought to take the life of 
this nation. 

I desire to call the attention of this committee to the statute passed 
in 1867, because the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLOR] has not 
quoted it, and I submit has not fully stated its provisions. I refer 
to section 3480, which is as follows: 

It shall be unlawful for any officer to pay any acconnt, claim, or demand against 
the United States which accrued or existed prior to the 13th day of April, 1861, in 
favor of any person who promoted, encouraged, or in any manner sustained the 

te rebellion, or in favor of any person who during such rebellion was not known 
to be oppo: thereto and distinctly in favor of its suppression; and no pardon 
heretofore granted, or horeafter to be granted, shall authorize the payment of such 
account, claim, or demand until this section shall he modified or repealed. 


Mark these words: ‘Or in favor of any person who during such 
rebellion was not known to be opposed thereto and distinctly in favor 
of its suppression.” That is the law of 1867. It is not, as stated by 
the gentleman from Ohio, that a man who was not disloyal should 
be paid, but the claimant must be able to show not only that he was 
loyal, but that he was distinctly opposed to the rebellion and in favor 
of its suppression. 

This law was passed almost unanimously. It was introduced into 
this House by unanimous consent and passed without a division. 
One objection would have prevented its consideration and defeated 
the measure, It was sent to the Senate of the United States, where 


LOR. Does the gentleman say it descended to the next 
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it was amended, and the words (or in favor of any person who during 
such rebellion was not known to be opposed thereto and distinctly 
in favor of its suppression,” were stricken out, because it was be- 
lieved the amendment offered in the Senate by Senator Howe con- 
tained better and more apt phraseology with which to express the 
idea. Senator Howe’s amendment proposed to insert, in lieu of the 
words I have just read, the following: 

Or in favor of any person who does not prove to the satisfaction of the proper 
accounting officer that he was opposed to the rebellion and distinctly in favor of 
its suppression. 

The committee will observe that the proposed amendment is a mere 
matter of altering the F . It does not in any way change 
the sense. This amendment led to discussion and such gentlemen 
as Senators Johnson, Hendricks, and others took part in it. 

The question considered was, ‘‘Shall the burden of proof rest upon 
the claimant to establish his loyalty, or shall the Government take 
the affirmative to prove his disloyalty? Mr. Johnson argued it was 
for the Government to assume the burden of proof. But the Senate 
passed the Howe amendment almost unanimously. It passed by a 
vote of 25 to 6, and this amendment, as has been stated, put the bur- 
den upon the claimant to establish his hrany. The six Senators 
who voted against that amendment were: Mr. Buckalew, Mr. Cowan, 
Mr. Davis, Mr. Doolittle, Mr. Hendricks, and Mr. Johnson. Four 
were Democrats, and two, Mr. Doolittle and Mr. Cowan, were then 
Republicans, but preparing for that grand slide of 1872, when they 
went over to the Democracy, and I believe they by such votes as this 
hoped to make their descent less sudden and their fall less startling. 

The House refused to concur in the Senate amendment, and the 
Senate then passed the bill as it was when passed by the House. 

But both in this House and in the Senate of the United States 
that portion of this act which provided that no disloyal man, no man 
who a claim against the United States prior to the war, and who 
had raised his hand to strike down this Government, or who was not 
known to be distinctly in favor of suppressing the rebellion, should 
ever receive one dollar of that claim. That law has been upon your 
statute books from that day to the present. 

There it has stood, Mr. Chairman, and but one direct attack has 
been made upon it. That was in the closing days of the Forty-fourth 
Congress, when, as stated by the distinguished gentleman from Michi- 
gan, [Mr. CONGER, ] then a member upon this floor,“ in the gush of 
conciliation,” a bill was introduced and passed to pay certain rebel 
mail contractors for services rendered in carrying the mail from the 
time their respective States seceded tothe 30th day of May following, 
when all contracts of this character were abrogated by an order of 
the Postmaster-General, amounting in all to some three hundred and 
seventy odd thonsand dollars. 

That bill provided that no portion of the money thereby appro- 
priated should be paid until all of the claims should be presented, 
and then if the amount of the claims exceeded the amount of money 
appropriated by the bill that the claimants should be paid pro rata. 
Under this clause of the law the Secretary of the Treasury refused 
to pay any of these demands. 

In the first session of the Forty-fifth Congress a bill was offered 
to compel this officer to pay all claimants who had filed their claims 
under that law. An investigation was then made and the gentle- 
man from Michi (Mr. WILLITsS] examined the rebel archives, 
and found that the rebel contractors at the first session of the con- 
federate congress had secured the passage of a law providing for the 
payment of these very claims for unpaid balances for carrying the 
mails of the United States Government. Many if not all of these 
men had in fact, as appeared by the papers and vouchers, received 
payment from the southern confederacy, and yet they were here 
clamoring to be paid a second time. 

And, Mr. Chairman, a peculiarly significant feature of that law of 
the confederacy in reference to the payment of these claimants, was 
a provision to the effect that if they secured their pay subsequently 
ont of the United States Treasury they must refund to the southern 
confederacy the amount received from it, When the gentleman from 
Michigan made this discovery and disclosure, that bill fell dead 
beyond all resurrection, and nothing more has been heard of it from 
that day to this. That was the one direct attack made upon this 
statute. 

There have been yarious indirect attacks upon it. I will briefly 
call attention to one. I think it was in the Forty-sixth Congress 
when the claim of Mrs. Page was presented. Many gentlemen on 
this floor will undoubtedly remember the circumstances connected 
with and the discussion in relation to it. It was the claim of a lady 
whose husband had served his country many years faithfully, and 
fought bravely and heroically in the battle of Lake Erie. For these 
distinguished services he had been promoted to a captaincy in our 
Navy, which rank he held at the breaking out of the rebellion. 
When Virginia seceded he threw up his commission and retired to 
his native State, not to draw against his Government the sword 
it had presented him for laurels well won, but there by inaction to 
withhold his aid and support in itsday of direextremity and greatest 
need from the Government that had honored him and which he was 
in honor bound to defend. Captain Page having died during the 
war, his wife came to Con and demanded payment of the 8 
due her husband by the United States at the time of his resignation, 

The same argument we hear now, and which was made the other 


day, was then made in favor of that bill. It was insisted that Cap- 
tain Page was not disloyal by reason of any overt act. It was alleged 
that the debt accrued before the war; that it was an obligation con- 
tracted before the rebellion had commenced, and even the illustration 
used by the gentleman from Texas of the purchase of United States 
bonds by a rebel was presented in that connection in support of the 
parmons of her claim. But gentlemen here will also remember that 
before that discussion was concluded the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. Goode) who had introduced the bill came forward and begged 
to be allowed to withdraw it. 

I know, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman from Ohio says that this 
is an exceptional case. But I am opposed to the striking down this 
statute inch by inch, to the doing by indirection what no man on 
this side dare and no man on the other side of the House ought to do 
directly. I am opposed to passing so many exceptional bills that 
the exception becomes the rule, and the provisions of this salutary 
statute thereby rendered nugatory. I do not want this bill to pass, 
not so much because I object to the payment of this individual ARSS 
as because it will hereafter be referred to as a precedent for like ac- 
tion in alleged similar cases. The gentleman from Texas referred 
to a precedent ihe other day where, as he stated, he had secured al- 
ready in this Congress the passage of a bill paying a certain lawyer 
for services rendered before the war, which lawyer was a colonel in 
the confederate service. 

The fact is that no gentleman on this floor, certainly on this side 
of the House, understood at the time the bill passed that this claim- 
ant was disloyal. Yet the passage of that bill is cited as a precedent 
for the passage of this. Pass this claim after this discussion, and it 
will be cited during all time as a precedent and a reason why other 
bills of like or unlike character should pass. This precedent estab- 
lished, it will authorize the payment of every officer of the Army or 
Navy for services rendered before the rebellion, and uncollected at 
the time of resignation, who drew the sword his country had pre- 
sented him against his country’s flag. Pass this bill and it will be 
cited as a precedent for the payment of the gentlemen who left their 
seats here, who withdrew from this House and from the other end of 
the Capitol and went forth to plunge the nation into war and deso- 
lation, the balance of salary (if any) remaining after drawing their 
last month’s pay. 

Pass this bill and it may hereafter be cited asa precedenteven for the 
payment of Jefferson Davis of that portion of his salary uncollected 
and which remained due him at the time he vacated his seat in the Sen- 
ate of the United States to organize a gigantic and wicked rebellion, 
to become commander-in-chiet of the confederate forces, to inaugu- 
rate a war that should bring upon our country desolation and misery, 
and cost in blood and treasure that which is beyond computation. 
Pass this bill and there is no reason why the owner of the fee should 
not demand of us rent for the very ground upon which Lee surren- 
dered to Grant at Appomattox. Iam opposed to paying the claim 
of any traitor to this country. Iam opposed to the opening of the 
deor of the Treasury even wide enough to admit this claim, eupho- 
niously called exceptional; for if these persistent claimants once 
gain a foothold within its walls I fear it will be impossible to thrust 
them out again or repel the pressing horde behind. 

Is it answered that the case of Captain Page and the cases I have 
referred to difer from the one under consideration in that these per- 
sons were officers of the Government and had taken a solemn oath 
to ever protect and defend its life? They and James Armstron 
were alike servants of the United States; and as citizens each owec 
the same de of allegiance. The oath did not increase the duty of 
1 on the one hand, nor did the failure to take the oath dimin- 
ish it on the other. I findin Blackstone the following doctrine, laid 
down as a fundamental principle: 

Sir Edward Coke says that all subjects are equally bound to their allegiance as 
if they had taken the oath, because it is written by the finger of the law in their 
hearts; and the taking of a corporal oath is but an outward declaration of the same. 
The sanction of an oath, it is true, in cases of violation of duty, makes the guilt 
more accumulated by superudding perjury to treason, but it does not increase the 
3 n to loyalty ; it only strengthens the social tie by uniting to it that 
0 

I say to the gentleman from Texas, who declared to us the other 
day that we could not afford to take this position, that we cannot 
afford to take any other. The people of this nation are apprelen- 
sive on the question of paying rebel claims. Why, sir, 5 have 
been told, and there are many reasons why they should believe, that 
there are about this Capitol nearly $3,000,000,000 of such claims in 
committee rooms, in pigeon-holes, and elsewhere, waiting but the 
advent of the Democratic party to power for their liquidation and 
payment. Whether this be true or not I am not here now to dis- 
cuss. My purpose to-day is to defeat this bill. But Ido say that 
the people are in earnest upon this subje@t. The only way for a 
Republican Congress to do is to maintain every barrier that has 
been erected for the protection of the Treasury and the defeat of the 
payment of such claims. 

Some person, while this matter was being discussed on a former 
occasion, spoke of the constitutional right these men had. If this 
man Armstrong was engaged in the rebellion has he any constitu- 
tional right? Or if he did not distinctively aid in the suppression 
of the rebellion, has he any constitutional right? Any man who took 
np arms to destroy the Constitution forfeited all his rights under it. 
If we are remitted to the abstract question of rights, I say the only 
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right a man has under the Constitution who sought to take the life 
of his country is that right which is therein dec ,and also de- 
clared in the statutes enacted in pursuance of its provisions, to wit, 
the right to have his property confiscated during his life and to 
hang higher than Haman. ‘And whatever he receives other than this 
he gets by and mercy, and not as a matter of right. The man 
who tooka knife in one hand and aclaim in the other and said to his 
Government, “I will kill you if I can; but if I cannot, then you 
must pay me,” has forfeited all constitutional and legal rights, 

by his act abandoned his demand, and I respectfully submit has no 
standing here as a claimant. For one I will never vote a dollar or a 
farthing to that man who raised his parricidal hand against his coun- 
try, that had afforded him that measure of protection which insured 
contentment, happiness, and prosperity, so long as life shall last. 

Mr. CAMP. I yield a portion of my time to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [ Mr. 2 

Mr. BAYNE. When this bill was formerly under consideration I 
opposed it, and I now rise simply because I desire it shall not pass 
on this occasion without my earnest protest against it. I regard it 
as somewhat singular that the able gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Tay- 
LOR] can see his way clear to advocating this bill. If I understand 
his position, he alleges that this may be paid, notwithstanding the 
act of 1867, because the debt was due before the war, and that 
whether the party to whom the money is to be paid is loyal or dis- 
loya is not a factor in settling the question. 

t does not appear whether the administrator was loyal or dis- 
loyal. For the p of this argument let us assume that the 
administrator was disloyal, and also that the pany to whom he 
would have paid this money on the settlement of his accounts was 
disloyal. Itis admitted that this claimant was disloyal, or at least 
it is admitted he had not come within the provisions of the act of 
1867 and shown his loyalty. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I stated the other day, and I want to state again, 
that there is no necessity for any argument to show that this man 
was disloyal. This whole bill is based on the assumption that he 
was disloyal, and I hope there will be no more time taken up on that 
question, 

Mr. BAYNE. This bill, then, goes on the assumption that this 
man was disloyal. It is not necessary in making out a claim of this 
sort to prove that the administrator was loyal. 

The status of this case, then, when the war broke out was this: 
that the administrator had the legal title to this claim, and the heirs 
at law had the equitable title to it; and the moment the adminis- 
trator collected this money he was bound on the settlement of his 
accounts to distribute the amount among the heirs of the original 
claimant. Taking the case right in that view, I want to call par- 
ticular attention to the statute. The statute of 1867 says: 

It shall be unlawful for any officer to pay any account, claim, or demand against 
the United States which accrued or existed peta to the 13th day of ‘April, 1861. 

The gentleman from Ohio will not deny, nor will anybody deny, 
that this claim accrued and existed prior to the 13th day of April, 
1861. And it existed in favor of the claimant. Whether he claimed 
directly himself or whether he claimed through an agent whom the 
law constitutes and appoints for the collection of his claim, his claim 
“existed,” it “accrued” prior to the 13th day of April, 1861. Then 
what does the statute say? The statute says that any claim or 
demand of that sort shall not be paid— 
in favor of any person who promoted, encouraged, or in any manner sustained 
the late rel on; or in favor of any m who d such rebellion was not 
known to be opposed thereto and distinctly in favor of its suppression. 

Now, what was the status of this man? 

Mr. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow me 
to inquire if he thinks this case comes under that law of 1867? 

Most undoubtedly. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Then, what does he think was the object of passing 
the law of 18737 

Mr. BAYNE. The act of 1873 was to Pay this man if he was loyal. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Very well; why would not the act of 1867 have per- 
mitted it to be done? 

Mr. BAYNE. It was simply a cumulative act. 

Mr. TAYLOR. The law of 1867 fixed the date as April 13, 1861. 
fe am existed in favor of this administrator only in Novem- 

T, š 

Mr. CAMP. The gentleman is in error; the judgment was recov- 
ered in November, 1860. 

Mr. TAYLOR. That is correct. But my point is this: if this man 
Armstrong died before November, 1860, dA the judgment was ob- 
tained in 1860 in favor of his administrator, and remains a judgment 
to-day, is there any defense you know of to the payment of that judg- 
ment to somebody, inasmuch as five-sixths of the heirs were loyal and 
have received their ees 

Mr. BAYNE. The reply to that argument can be made in this 
way: suppose that five-sixths of the heirs had been disloyal and this 
one man had been loyal. I put it in that way to test the 8 
Suppose that five-sixths of the heirs had been disloyal and this one 
man loyal. That would simply have reversed the position, and the 
five-sixths would not have been paid and the one would have been 


paid. 
Mr. TAYLOR. Still these parties who represent their ancestor 
did not divide that representation with the United States; amd the 
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heirs of that ancestor are entitled to the payment of all the mone 
which the court adjudged was due. Now, until you pass some bill 
of attainder, which this Congress has not power under the Consti- 
tution to do, will you tell me how it is that the Government of the 
United States becomes one of the heirs of anybody when there are 
loyal heirs ? 

Mr. BAYNE. The simple reply to all that is that the Government 
of the United States does not pay any man who was disloyal to his 
coun . 

Mr. TAYLOR. The heirs of this man were loyal. 

Mr, BAYNE. Five of them were. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Five of them were, and if the other is civilly dead, 
then the five surviving heirs own all the money. Yet you propose to 
keep it, and I now ask upon what principle do you propose to keep it? 

Mr. BAYNE. That raises another question. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Whatisit? Answer it. 

Mr. BAYNE. It raises this question: if the five of the heirs who 
are loyal are entitled to this money, then let them come in here and 
ee their claim to Congress or go before the Court of Claims and 
collect it. 

Mr. TAYLOR. One more question and I have done. By what 
law of Congress or any other authority has the law of succession in 
the States been interfered with ? 

Mr. BAYNE. I want to reply to the gentleman by making this 
inquiry of him: sup that all the six sons had gone into the 
rebellion and had boasted of it; had all taken part in the attempt 
to overthrow the Government of the United States; will the gen- 
san Slain that they should have been paid? What does he say 

that 

Mr. TAYLOR. I did not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BAYNE. Supposeall these sons, six of them, had gone actively 
into the rebellion and fought against the Government; would they 
have been entitled to be paid ? 

Mr. CAMP. Any of them or all of them? 

Mr. TAYLOR. They would be entitled to be paid by any law that 
I know of, but there would be no authority to pay them. 

Mr. BAYNE. Then the gentleman’s argument resolves itself into 
this: because five of the six were A ye therefore the sixth should be 
paid, whether loyal or disloyal. that is not the logical conclusion 
to be drawn from the gentleman’s position, then I fail to understand 
the first principie of logic. 

Five of these heirs were loyal, and they were paid because they 
were loyal; or according to the gentleman’s method, because there 
was provision made for paying them. The sixth now comes in and 
asks to be paid. Why should he be paid? Because the other five 
were paid. Yet the very act of 1867 had no other p in the 
world than to work a general estoppel against all claimants who 
raised their hands against the Government. And the act of 1573, 
which appropriated the money to pay the five who were ascertained 
to be loyal, continued the principle asserted in the act of 1867, that 
loyalty was a prerequisite to the payment of a claim. 

Here is the original act; it stands unrepealed to-day. It is a gen- 
eral law. It contains the announced policy of this Government that 
no man who raised his hand against the Government should be al- 
lowed to collect a claim from that Government; that no man who 
was in territory that was disloyal, and was not known to be distinct- 
ively in favor of the suppression of the rebellion, should be allowed 
to come to the Government and collect a claim against that Govern- 
ment. That is the act of 1867; it is the act of 1 

That is the law to-day. And I defy any gentleman in Congress, 
any gentleman of this House, whether chairman of the Committee on 
Claims or not, to point out a single act of Congress that violates that 
policy. There is not one. And the open sesame to the Treasury on 
the part of disloyal claimants comes from a Republican committee of 
this House, from the Republican chairman of a Republican commit- 
tee, who proposes now to open the doors of the Treasury to disloyal 
claimants from all sections of the Southern States. 

I repeat what I said when this matter was up before, that if the 
1 contained in this bill is recognized it will open the way 

or the payment of southern claims to the amount of hundreds of 

millions of dollars—claims, many of which would ap far more 
strongly to the generosity and the imity of Congress than 
this one can possibly do; claims for colleges and other institutions 
that were dismantled and have the sincere sympathy of the people 
of the whole country. 

Mr. TYLER. May Iask the gentleman a question for information ! 

Mr. BAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. TYLER. If I understand this bill, it is to pay the share of the 
disloyal heir to him. 

Mr. BAYNE. To him. 

Mr. TYLER. And not to pay his share to the five loyal heirs? 

Mr. BAYNE. No, sir; it is to pay the share of the disloyal heir to 
that disloyal heir. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFY, of Ohio. The others are not here as claimants. 

Mr. BAYNE. They have received their shares; they came in under 
the law and established their right to have their shares paid to them ; 
they established their loyalty. This bill, as the chairman of the 
committee concedes, proceeds upon the hypothesis that this man was 
disloyal. There is no 3 that. e now comes in and toe fy 
„Although I was disloyal, and notwithstanding the act of 1867, I 
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demand this money.” This bill proposes to pay him the money, 
although, as my eloquent friend from New York, [Mr. Camp,] who 
just preceded me, said, the principle of the bill would entitle Jeffer- 
son Davis to come in here and claim any balance that may be due him 
asa United States Senator. It would enable every officer who re- 
signed from the Army for the purpose of entering the rebellion to 
come in here and make claim for the amount of money that may 
have been due him at the time of his resignation. Every officer of 
the Navy who did the same thing, every mail contractor who engaged 
in the rebellion, every man who had a claim of whatsoever nature 
which acerued prior to 1861, and who was disloyal during the war, 
may come in here under the principle of this bill and recover his 
claim. The Government, if it recognizes this n opens the 
way for the payment of hundreds of millions of dollars of claims; 
because it is an easy step from this class of claims to paying every 
man who sustained any loss during the war. I put it now to the 
common sense of this House, if this man is entitled to this sum of 
$13,000, or whatever it may be— 

Mr. CAMP. One thousand six hundred dollars; the rest has all 
been paid. 

Mr. BAYNE. If this man is entitled to this sum of $1,600, what 
man in the Southern States, however disloyal he may have been, is 
not entitled to be paid whatever claim he may have which accrued 
prior to 1861? Not a solitary man. I warn the Republican party 
not with a view of stirring up any feeling for political purposes; 
I do not want to do that; I do not want this question to enter into 
the politics of theday. I hope that these war issues will die away, 
and will not become living and active issues between the parties of 
the country ; I hope all parties will direct their energies and their 
efforts toward great governmental policies, toward t principles 
and purposes of progress, and not go into this discussion of the issues 
of past years. But I do warn the Republican party, and the Demo- 
cratic party as well, that if we now open the door to the payment of 
these elation it willrevive these issuesand will inxoke again the dis- 
cussion of this subject, which we all hoped had died away forever. 

I sincerely regret that a committee of this House should have 
reported favorably a bill of this kind; and I cannot help attributing 
it to inadvertence on the part of the committee, because I think a 
close investigation of this case will disclose the fact that the claim- 
ant here to-day was disloyal to the Government. He comes, as m 
friend from New York well said, with a knife in one hand and this 
demand inthe other, He says, If I can overthrow the Government, 
I will never make a claim, but if the Governmeut succeeds in over- 
throwing me and the cause which I have espoused, then I will come 
forward to demand that my claim shall be paid.” I hope that every 
man in this House who wants to guard against a raid upon the 
Treasury, which is involved in this bill, and for which the bill isa 

recedent, will join in voting it down, and that no similar bills will 
8 be reported from any committee of the House. [Cries of 
“Vote!” “Vote!” 

Mr. TAYLOR. 
limiting debate. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Will the gentleman be kind enough 
to yield to me for a few moments? 

Mr. TAYLOR. I think this case is understood as well now as it 
can be. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I desire to be heard very briefly 
upon this question; and I understand that the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BUCKNER] desires to be heard. 

Mr. TAYLOR. The discussion has been almost entirely on the side 
of those opposing the bill. 

Mr. BAYNE. LI appeal to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLOR] 
to let some gentleman on the other side of the House advocate the 

assage of this bill. [hope that its advocacy will not wholly emanate 
m this side. 

Mr. TAYLOR. In reply to that I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to; there being—ayes 78, noes 27. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DUNNELL took the chair 
as Speaker pro tempore. 

Mr. COX, of New York, reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House, having had under consideration the Private Calendar, had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole to resume the consideration of the Private Cal- 
endar; and pending that motion I move to limit debate upon the 
bill now pending to ten minutes. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I move as an amendment that 
debate be limited to thirty minutes. 

Mr. BAYNE. Inorder to enable some gentlemen on the other side 
to advocate this bill, I move to amend the amendment so that the 
time be limited to one hour. 

MEMBERS on the Democratic side. We do not want it. 

Mr. BAYNE. Let each side be heard. 

Mr. CAMP. That is fair. 

Mr. BAYNE’s amendment to the amendment was not agreed to. 

The question recurring on the amendment of Mr. BURROWS, of 
Michigan, it was agreed to. 

The motion of Mr. TAYLOR as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMP. How is the time to be divided? Who controls it? 


move that the committee rise with a view of 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar will see the time is proper! 
divided. The present occupant of the chair has nothing to do wit 
it. The question now recurs on the motion to go into committee. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House, Mr. Cox, of New York, 
in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House resumes the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. No. 987) amendatory of the act entitled An act for the relief of 
the heirs and next of kin of James B, Armstrong, deceased,” approved 
March 3, 1873, on which debate has been limited by order of the 
House to thirty minutes. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Mr, Chairman, I did not anticipate, I confess, 
there would be an attempt to stir up any bad feelin growing out of 
the late war on this bill which has been passed by this House twice 
before without objection. Gentlemen who now op it so strenu- 
ously on the other side seem to forget it has ee eee con- 
sent in this House in the Forty-third Congress when the Republican 
party was in a large majority. It was favorably reported by my dis- 
tinguished friend from Minnesota. In the Forty-fourth Con, it 
was again reported favorably, and there was no opposition to it from 
any source, Therefore, I could not have anticipated this opposition 
at this late day. a 

Now, Mr. Chairman, some of tlie facts in this case have not, in my 
judgment, been properly stated. I admit the bill is pro tanto a repeal 
of the law of 1867, which forbids the payment by the Treasury to any 
man who was disloyal. I admit that, but this is an exceptional case. 
It is not a case growing out of the war at all. It stands by itself, 
92 will not establish any dangerous precedent for future action of 

on 7 

What are the facts of this case? The uncle of this claimant, James 
B. Armstrong, made a contract with the Government of the United 
States for the transportation of men and supplies on the Rio Grande. 
He claimed that the Government failed to comply with the terms of 
the contract, and brought suit against it in the Court of Claims to 
recover damages for that breach of contract. While the case was 
pending in the Court of Claims he died; hisadministrator prosecuted 
the suit, however, and recovered judgment on the 22d of November 
1860, for the sum of $17,846.78. is property of course descended 
to the next of kin. The war intervened, and no legislation was 
paaa making appropriation for the paymens of the judgment of the 

ourt of Claims till March 3, 1873, when a law was p appropri- 
ating $13,849.09 for the satisfaction of this judgment, the Senate hav- 
ing cut it down to that amount. This was to be divided among the 
heirs and next of kin, who were living in Kentucky and Missouri. 
The administrator was in the State of Texas. That act of 1873 pro- 
vided that the amount which, as I have said, was razeed by the Sen- 
ate from $17,000 to $13,000, should be paid provided the heirs should 
prove their x bach be On the 7th day of March, 1874, satisfactory proof 
was made of the loyalty of all the heirs but thisone. Whether he was 
in the confederate army I know not, but he did not prove his loyalty. 
Whether he was absolutely disloyal or not, he failed to prove his loy- 
alty, and therefore he did not get his share of this part of the estate 
of his uncle paid to him from the Treasury Department. 

Inow submit to my friends on the other side it has been decided 
by the Supreme Court that by virtue of the pardon of President 
Johnson in 1868, although thisman may have been disloyal, although 
he may have commanded a confederate regiment, although he may 
have been in the service of the confederate 3 nevertheless 
he was absolutely free of offense because of that pardon as any one 
on either side of the House. 

Mr. CAMP. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question! 

Mr. BUCKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. CAMP. I ask whether the statute of 1867 already referred to 
does not in the last paragraph provide as follows: 


No pardon hereafter to be ted shall authorize the payment of any such 
amount, claim, or demand, until this section is modified or repealed ? 


One further question; and it is this: whether the gentleman 
thinks it is within the power of the President to take away the power 
of the legislative branch of this Government to vote money to pay 
claimants ? ` 

Mr. BUCKNER. The Supreme Court has decided time and again 
on this very point. I have the cases here now before me. If the 
President has the power, which he certainly does have, absolutely 
and unconditionally to pardon, and he has exercised that power, this 
House or any other department of the Government cannot interfere 
with him. 

But I go further, sir. I hold, and I do not believe there is a law- 

er on that side of the House who will deny it, that if this case could 
got into the court, or into any court in this country, if you could 
obtain a legal status for it in the courts of the United States, that 
the court would give judgment for this amount of money under the 
circumstances presented here, It is beyond doubt only the want of 
this legal status that prevents a ju ent from being obtained in 
support of if. But it is because it no legal status that the 
parties are forced to come to Congress. If there is a doubt on this 
uestion, and I desire to say to gentlemen on the other side of the 
ouse that I am not dis to interfere with the act of 1867 at 
all, but I say and repeat that I do not believe there is any danger 
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growing out of this exceptional case that would make it dangerous 
or objectionable to pass a measure of equity and justice like this. 
It is an exceptional case and can establish no 8 recedent. 

BAYNE. Would not the same principle apply to the pension 
claims against the United States of those who too in the war of 
the rebellion against the Government if they coul t a status in 
court? Would they not be allowed their pensions which are denied 
them now? 

Mr. BUCKNER. No, sir; the granting of a pension is an act of 
grace and favor. This is a contract on the part of the Government 
which it must pay, and which a court would compel it to pay if the 
statute of limitations did not bar it. 

Mr. BAYNE. Under the laws a pension is a contract on the part 
of the Government too. 

Mr. BUCKNER. That is an act of favor, of grace on the part of 
the Government. It involves no obligation except what the Gov- 
ernment voluntarily assumes. This claim comes to this party under 
a contract with the Government through his uncle, and the Govern- 
ment now is a mere trustee for the fund. Does anybody suppose that 
under the act of 1873 these heirs, if the distribution of this estate 
took place in Texas for instance, and unknown to them, could not 
have held the administrator and secured their rights under the judg- 
ment of any court? They could have received the money without 
taking any oath. 

Mr. CAMP. Will the gentleman from Missouri allow me upon the 
constitutional question to refer him to what was said by Reverdy 
Johnson in the Senate during the debate on this subject in 1867? 

Mr. BUCKNER. Iam not talking of the act of Congress under 
which we are proceeding. This is a different law altogether, very 
much modified. I hold up to the gentleman from New York and 
ask him to read the decision in the United States vs. Paddleford ; 
and I say to him that under this and similar decisions no law 
that Congress can pass—I do no not mean to say that I would vote 
for the repeal of any law that Congress can pass—will have any avail 
when you can go into a court of justice that will defeat and over- 
turn the act and render judgment against the Government for the 
amount of the claim. It is in your discretion to vote the money to 
pay the claim, except when the court compels it by a judgment. 

Mr. HORR. What claim or right has this party that does not 
necessarily apply to hundreds and thousands of similar claims against 
the Government which are barred ? 

Mr. BUCKNER. My friend is assuming that there are hundreds 
and thousands of claims of a similar character against the Govern- 
ment. He is arguing on a false assumption. He cannot find another 
similar case. He cannot find another like this wag Oda pending 
before any committee of Congress, and I challenge him or the gen- 
tleman from New York either to find a similar case. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will my friend deny that the pensioners of the United 
States Government, who fought in the Mexican war, for instance, and 
subsequently took part in the rebellion and who are now denied pen- 
sions by statute, have more just claims against the Government than 
this man has? 

Mr. BUCKNER. I have already answered that question. They 
stand upon entirely different grounds, The Government in this case 
which we are now . to and bound itself to pay this 
debt. It has submitted itself to the jurisdiction of its own court, 
and it is e from denying that this is a just debt. Suppose you 
do not give the money to this man, and suppose it is also true that 
he forfeited it absolutely by going into the rebel army; what then? 
Does it not belong to the other heirs? Could not they recover it, or 
will you confiscate it? 

Mr. BAYNE. No, sir; I will Pay them if their loyalty is established. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Their ays ty is established. 

Mr. BAYNE. Then I would pay them. 

Mr. BUCKNER. And what is the difference? Why whip the 
devil round the stump in this manner? 

Mr. BAYNE. I am not whipping the devil round the stump; but 
I am opposed to poving a disloyal man. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Mr. Chairman, the time has passed when you 
can make political capital ont of such cases as this. You tried it 
before in the last Congress when your t leader on this floor was 
seeking to make political capital out of a kindred measure, but you 
gave it up. It is not a question involving politics, it is a question 
of right and justice. Here is a man who stands here demanding what 
is his right under the law and under the Constitution of the coun- 
try. The only question is, are you going to deny him his right? 

I say that this differs from any ordinary claim that has been before 
this Congress. This claimant inherits it not from the Government. 
It is true the Government pays it, but he inherits it from his uncle. 
And if, as I said, this other provision of this law had been carried 
out, if the administrators had, as they intended by this act, got 
possession of this property and taken it into the State of Texas, this 
question would not have arisen and this r fellow would have got 
his share with the rest without any proof of his loyalty. But they 
failed to do so. And now, under the circumstances, I want to know 
if gentlemen want to keep this propertyin the Treasury. It belongs 
to this man unless he has forfeited it. If he has forfeited it the Gov- 
ernment does not fall heir to it. It has no right of inheritance 

ainst the heirs—the other brothers and sisters; and if they got it 
they would directly give it to this man. 
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I do not desire to repeal or do anything toward repealing the stat- 
ute. Let it stand if you think proper. But here is an exceptional 
case. Such a case has not been here before and will not be here again, 
I venture to say. If such a case does come let it rest upon its own 
merits. 

The question for Congress is whether they will make an exception 
in behalf of this man and pass a bill which has already twice unani- 
mously passed this House or whether they will say, merely for polit- 
ical purposes to keep up an excitement in the country, that they will 
not pay this debt. À 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. The claim of the Armstrong heirs 
appeared in the Senate some ten years ago. I hold in my hand a 
report of the Senate Committee upon that claim made in the third 
session of the Forty-second Congress : 

In 1855 James B. Armstrong, late of Cameron County, Texas, contracted with 
the United States for the transportation of men, provisions, munitions of war, 
&c., from Brazos San to Fort Brown and Fort nggold, on the Rio Grande. 
The contract commen August 1, 1855, and continued two years. From some 
cause not explained, but very little was offered to Armstrong for transportation ; 
his boats were upon the river and made regular trips. There was an opposition 
line which transported most of the Government supplies, men, &c. Anue 
brought suit in the Court of Claims for $200,000 ages, and on November 22, 
1860, the court rendered judgment against the United States in favor of Armstrong 
for $17,846.78 for breach of contract. 

In accordance with the law then regulating the Court of Claims, the judgment 
was reported to Congress, and by it to the Committee on Claims. Before action 
or zpos of the committee the rebellion broke out; the attorney in the case went 
South, and died about the close of the war. Armstrong also died. 

As a matter of fact, as appears by the papers I have here, he died 
in 1857. 

Last session of this Congress the claim was again introduced, and this sessiona 
bill passed the House to pay such of the heirs or next of kin of Armstrong as re- 
mained loyal during the fate war their proportion of $17,846.78, the amount of the 
jud, nt in the Court of Claims. The committee think thatowing to the articles 
not having been handled or transported 25 per cent. ought to be deducted from the 
amount allowed by the Court of Claims and House bill, and recommend an amend- 
ment appropriating $13,385.09. 

In accordance with that this law which has been read was enacted. 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, directed, out of ae 
money in the not otherwise appropriated, to pay to the heirs-at-law an 
next of kin of James B. Armstrong, late of Cameron ty, Texas, in such pro- 
portion as, under the statute of distribution, or laws of Texas, they may be enti- 
tled to the same, the sum of $13,385.09, in full for all sums due the estate of said 
deceased as for breach of contract entered into by the said James B. Arm- 
strong with the United States, on the 14th day of June, A. D. 1855, for 5 
tation of men. provisions, munitions of war, &c., upon the Rio Grande, for which 
sum aforesaid die Court of Claims reported a bill to Congress on the 18th day of 

ber, A. D. 1860: Provided, That before any such payment be made proof 
shall be made satisfactory to the Secretary of the Treasury that said heirs-atlaw 
and next of kin or such thereof as shall demand their aliquot shares under and by 
virtue of this act remained loyal adherents to the cause and Government of the 
United States during the war of the rebellion. 

Under that act these heirs applied to the Secretary of the Treas- 
a for payment and were all paid except the party named in this 
bill, Edward S. Armstrong; and he was not paid because he could 
not prove his loyalty. The proposition now is to re that act, so 
far as Edward S. Armstrong is concerned, and pay him whether he 
is loyal or disloyal. 

Now, if Edward S. Armstrong—I have not time to enter into the 
discussion of the legal question—I desire 1 to say if Edward S. 
Armstrong was loyal Iam in favor of paying him; if he was disloyal, 
I am opposed to it, as I hope gentlemen on that side of the Chamber 
and on this will be op to it; and I do not allude to this for the 
parposa of raking up the sores of the post: I say if the man was 

oyal I am disposed to pay the claim. e only reason why he was 

not paid was because the Secretary of the was not satisfied 
of his loyalty. And he comes now and asks through the report of 
the committee that that law shall be repealed. I hold in my hand 
the report of the committee, They say: 

The one not paid was Edward S. Armstrong, the proof of loyalty in his case not 
being satisfactory. Only two witnesses testified to this point. 

And I desire to say right here I have on my desk all the evidence 
filed before the Secretary of the Treasury on the proof of loyalty, 
and I desire to remark on this portion of the report there is a mis- 
take of just two witnesses. There were four who testified on the 
question of the loyalty of Edward S. Armstrong. Secondly, the 
report declares—and that is another mistake— 

One by implication im hing his h ty, and the oth earin: itivel 
that he was and remained loyal during the war. EAEE ate 

That statement that one witness swore positively that he was and 
remained loyal during the war is true; but it isnot the whole truth. 
Enough was told, if possible, to carry this claim; and I charge no 
one with design in doing that, but simply with neglect and leaving 
that portion which would destroy the claim in the dark. One wit- 
ness did swear positively to his loyalty. I have here the testimony 
of that witness, Daniel McLeod. He may be known to the gentle- 
man from Missouri, being the sheriff of Marion County in that State. 
He makes this affidavit: 

Unirep STATES OF AMERICA, STATE OF MISSOURI, 
County of Marion, ss: 

Daniel McLeod, being duly sworn, deposes and says that he is very well 
acquainted with the family of James B. Armstrong, late of Brownsville, 
deceased. That the following are the names of the heirs and next of kin of 
decedent, and their places of residence, to wit: 

Then he names the heirs, among them Edward 8. Armstrong. 


That the said decedent died at Point Isabel, Texas, on or about the 21st day of 
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November, 1857, and a 
kin re adherents to the cause and 


single man, and that the above-named heirs and next of 
the Government of the United 


DANIEL McLEOD, 
Sherif of Marion, Missouri. 

Now that is the ‘ positive evidence” alluded to by the committee 
in its report as to the loyalty of thisman. But the committee omitted 
another affidavit, aceidentally omitted it, made by this same sheriff, 
which I desire to read, an affidavit made after the one which I have 
read: 

This certifies that I am personally well acquainted with Mildred M. Williams, 
formerly Mildred M. Armstrong, Jesse M. Armstrong, Irwin H. Armstrong, Johu 
F. Armstrong, William Armstrong, jr., Edward S. Armstrong, Judson C. Arm- 
strong, and Meer E. Wells, e E. Armstrong, all of whom are brothers 
and sisters of James B. Armstrong, deceased, and have thus well and personally 
known them for the last twenty years. That during all that time they all, to my 
personal knowledge, save and excepting Edward S. Armstrong, remained loya: 
adherents to the cause and Government of the United States during the war of 
the nebellion, 

The committee forgot this affidavit made by the same sheriff. 
Here is what he says further: 

That in an affidavit formerly made by me on this subject I inadvertently and 
eee ounan to e the exception of Edward S. Armstrong from the 
list of loyal erents of the canse and Government of the United States, and I 
ask that this may be taken and considered as a part of my affidavit now on file in 
the proper office in Washington. 

Being made a part of the original affidavit, it isa little remarkable 
that it should have escaped the notice of the gentleman who exam- 
ined this case. 

Mr. CAMP. There are three facts stated in the report, one of 
which is true. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. So much for the statement of the 
report that two witnesses swore upon the question of loyalty, one by 
implication impeaching his loyalty, and the other swearing een y 
that he remained loyal. I have read you the testimony of the wit- 
ness who is said to have sworn to his loyalty. 

Now, there are three other witnesses who testified in this case, and 
I desire to say that there is but one line of evidence from beginning 
to end, and that is against this man, that he was disloyal. There is 
no question about it. There is not a scintilla of evidence in the De- 
partment to-day that this man was loyal to the Government; but, on 
the contrary, as a matter of fact he was disloyal. I hold in my hand 
another affidavit, made by Benjamin Davies. In his affidavit, giving 
the whole history of the family, he says in one portion of it that he 
occupied a house with the family of the deceased, William Armstrong, 
sr., for several months ; that the parties who did not live with their 
parents often visited them; that Edward was away in the South 
somewhere,” and— 

That, judging by their conduct and repeated conversations, the children afore- 
said, save and excepting Albert G. W., who was d and Edward S. were 
loyal adherents of the Government and cause of the United States during the 
rebellion, according to deponent's best knowledge and belief. 

Another witness testifies in the case, Mr. Hatcher, that he was ac- 
quainted with all these parties from 1860 to about the close of the 
rebellion, and that they all remained loyal „with the exception of 
Edward S., who was in the southern army.” 

Mr. CAMP. Whose affidavit is that? 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. That is the affidavit of Thomas E. 
Hatcher, sworn to and with the seal of the State court attached. 
That is the evidence of the loyalty of this claimant. I offer this in 
opposition to the statement of the report declaring that there were 
but two witnesses as to the loyalty of this claimant, one of whom 
sware to his disloyalty by implication, and the other swore that he 
was absolutely loyal. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Certainly. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Before I ask the question I will state that the evi- 
dence that was furnished to the committee was precisely as is stated 
in the report. But what is the report? It puts this case upon the 
ground that this claimant was disloyal. Beyond question it must be 
so, otherwise this bill would not be needed. I have stated in the 
report and I have stated here, what is clearly beyond question, that 
this claimant was disloyal. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I understand the gentleman; he 
made the same point a few moments AR I understand that there 
comes from this side of the House a bold, bald, naked proposition to 

ay a claim, to deliberately vote money out of the Treasury of the 
United States to pay a man of whom the truth is clear that he was not 
only disloyal, but was in the confederate army. That is the propo- 
sition. 

Now I care nothing about your law points. Isay for one, and I 
have no disguise about the matter, that that man who had a claim 
cas ee the Government of the United States previous to 1860, and, 
who in his hot haste to betray this Government, abandoned that 
claim and drew his sword for the purpose of destroying the Govern- 
ment, willing to sacrifice his claim for that pu that man, 
having failed. in his effort to destroy the Republic, never by my vote 
or voice can have one soli dollar of the pub ic money for the 
payment of bis claim; not a dollar. 

Here the hammer fell. 
Mr, FROST, Is further debate in order? 


The CHAIRMAN, The time allotted by the House for debate upon 
this bill has expired. 

Mr. CAMP. Are not amendments in order, and cannot those 
amendments be discussed? I understand that debate was limited 
ony. upon the bill. 

455 o CHAIRMA N. Amendments are in order, but they cannot be 
ebated. 

Mr. CAMP. I did not understand that debate was limited on 
amendments. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I move that this bill be reported 
back to the House with a recommendation that the enacting clause 
be stricken out. 

Mr. SPAULDING. I second that motion. 

Mr. BUCKNER. There is already poang a metion made by my- 
self that this bill be reported to the House favorably. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Then I move, as an amendment to 
that motion, that if be reported back with a recommendation to 
strike out the enacting clause, 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from Michigan, 
[Mr. Burrows, ] to strike out the enacting clause, takes precedence. 

The question was taken upon the motion of Mr. Burrows, of 
Michigan; and upon a division there were—ayes 73, noes 48. 

Mr. BUCKNER. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Burrows, of Michigan, and Mr. 
TAYLOR were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 71, noes 40. 

So the motion of Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan, was agreed to. 


HENRY MULLEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1399) for the relief of Henry Mullen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &., That the Secre 
thorized and directed to allow roger? bo 


of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, an: 
vania, a credit in the settlement of > 


ullen, postmaster at Columbia, Penns; 


tof -ord tal funds, FC ‘trom 
amount of money-orders, pos and posi 8 stolen 
the office safe, by blowing up the same, on the night of April 30, ie, withoutony 


fault or negligence on the part of the said postmaster. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1399) for 
the relief of Henry Mullen, have had the same under consideration, and beg leave 
to submit the 9 report: 

On the — — of April 30, 1880, burglars forcibly entered the post-office at Colum- 
bia, * y Leg n $1,464.26, consisting of postal- money funds, 
pos: 3, post 8 . 

These funds and propert were locked in a safe furnished by the Post-Oftice 
Department for the use of the office at Columbia. The safe was blown open with 
gunpowder by as the proof shows, expert burglars. 

Henry Mullen was the postmaster at Columbia, and exercised all practicable 
caution in the care of the funds of the office. Of the proof is sai ry, and 
that the robbery was without fault on his part. 

à The committee therefore report back the bill with the recommendation that it 

o pass. 

_Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I send to the desk to be read a spe- 
cial report from the agent appointed by the Post-Office Department 
to make investigation of this case. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICE OF THIRD ASSISTANT PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., March 24, 1882. 
Sin: In compliance with your verbal request of this songa send you here- 
with copy of report made by Post-Office Ins r Barrett, May 4, 1880, in 
the case of the rob! of the post-office at Columbia, Pennsylvania. 
Very respectfully, &c., 
A. D. HAZEN, 
Third Assistant Postmaster- 


Hon. A. HERR Surru, House of Representatives. 


[Case No. 45335.] 


OFFICE SPECIAL AGENT Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, 
iladelphia, Pa., May 4, 1880. 


aed in my investigations and inqu 
for the rear portion of the office in about the same 
was opened on Saturday morning by the postmaster. 

safe was blown from its hi 


tion as when the office 
he door of the fire-proof 
and laid about four feet from the safe, The in- 
terior of the safe was blown en 7 out, the drawers blown to ents, the win- 
dows broken, clock at a distance of thirteen feet on wall smashed, and ents 
ofinteriordoor of the safe scattered in every direction. An examination of the door 
of he safe showed two 3 holes bored through as nicely as though the 
iron was only pine plank, and in these holes the powder was inserted, and it must 
have been a very heavy 3 I found two r bags, jast alike, one empt; 
and the other half filled with heavy powder. e burglars left their tools, whic 
are firs consisting of a most powerful Jimny," brace and bit, (l- inch,) 
ae auger for wood boring, and a much used dead sight or bull's-eye. The brace 
bit are marked as made by Pray & Prigg, nies Dae Connecticut. The tools 
had evidently been wrapped up in copies of New York es and New York San, 
<a A and these papers lay upon top of the safe, and were not purchasable 
um 
Having carefully examined the hotel registers, and — — at no one of 
them, for several previous to the night of the bu ere were persons 
registered who not be accounted for by the ve clerks, I directed my 
1 to the railroad stations, and learned that about three o'clock on perag 


firs 
first train going east 


Said they had im t business callin; 


would depart. 
possible, and desired to know if they could be permit 
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departed. osion was heard about 1.30 a. m. I learned afterward that 
three persons, of whom I have full description, went to a billiard saloon in an ob- 
scure part of the town at about 10.30 on night of the rob and continued 
playing until a late hour—say about 11.30—when the 3 timated that he 
wanted to close up, and they retired. Next morning the proprietor, hearing of the 
robbery, himself went to every hotel in the town and found that his s ger 
patrons were altogether unknown. The description of these men agrees in every 
t 


train if the: he expla full fare. They were answered in the negative and they 
0 


nished with a safe as quickly as ble, and I trust that it may prove to be a 
more invulnerable one than the last, which bears the imprint of Patent Steam 
e ee dey venues Steam Safe 898 e eee 
ere were sundry registered packages e safe, which the burg appear 
to have overlooked. No mail stuff was disturbed. 
‘The losses of Postmaster Mullen appear to be as follows: 


Monoy-order fans. «<<<. <5 cs scccnecsrcwacsennnsovetsorscssensspeesernes $100 13 
Postage-stamp funds wags 202 31 
Postage-stamps stolen r tees saw narnia aes 1,161 77 

r AN T A nN, 1,464 21 


The postmaster is tany aware of his responsibility for the loss, which will bear 


very hard upon him, he appears to have the sympathy of the whole town. I 
Very respectifall 
res) y 
3 CHAS. B. BARRETT, 
Special Agent, Post-Ofice Department. 
Davi B. 


Parker, Esq. 
Chief Special Agent, Post-Ofice Department. 
Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I also ask the reading of an affida- 


vit of the postmaster. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
County or Lancaster, State of Pennsylvania, ss : 

Personally appeared bef J. A. Yocum, a notary lic in and for said 
stents aod tote, on this 20th day of March, A. D. 1885 Henry Mallen. postmas- 
ter at Columbia, Pennsylvania, who being duly qualified g to law, deposes 


and says: 
That on Friday night, eo 30, 1880, burglars forcibly entered the post-office at 
Columbia, Pennsylvania, and blew open, with some explosive substance, 
the office safe, furnished by the Post. Office t, and took therefrom the 
following valuables belo: g to the Government, classified as follows: 

Pos stamps to the value of eleven hundred and sixty-one and % dollars, 
(81.161.77.) 


One hundred and ch dollars, sip ar funds, (3100.13.) 


that in addition to the custo Piura og exerci: in the a private 
watchman was employed to pano e square or block in which the post-office is 
located. He further states that the cash hereinbefore recited was the proceeds of 
the sale of 5 and postal cards, and that it does not include any funds 

to 


bel g y or to any one 8 in the office, and was 
therefore as much the property of the Government as the postage-stamps and pos- 
tal cards and money-order funds. 


HENRY MULLEN. 
Sworn and subscribed before me the day and year first above written. 
[SEAL.] J. W YOCUM, Notary Public. 
Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I move that the bill be laid aside 
to be favorably reported to the House. 
The motion was agreed to. 


HEIRS OF PETER GALLAGHER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1698) for the relief of the heirs of Peter Gallagher. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, do. That the Secretary of the Treasu A he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pa; 15 the 8 acs ot Peter Gallagher. 
deceased, out of any — se A the Treasury not otherwised appropriated, the sum 
of $6,128.82, in full satisfaction for corn furnished the military authorities of the 
United States at Forts Stockton and Davis, in Texas, in the year 1875. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I eall for the reading of the report. 
The report was read, as follows: 


leave to . 


pounds of barley, at two and three-eighths cents 
Teoma of the contract tha thi La} 


2 co 
ments from New Mexico to posts in Texas during 
... sate pad ORTIS and S 


forage was 

was notified that a addition would be required. He then made a ition 
in > hagas, tar supply the additional quantity at $2 bushel for both corn and 
barley. 8 tion was accepted by C Holabird and forwarded to 


Gen a of its approval. General Ord approved the 
same in the following words: 
“Approved. The contract will be increased to one-third additional,or such 


amount within one-third as may be required for troops passing through, which is 
a legitimate demand for the post, pay ha included under the contract. 

e forage was furnished, and bills for payment presented, and vouchers were 
allowed for the excess at 2} and 23 cents per pound, instead of $2per bushel, which 
was about 3} cents per pound, and the claimant was paid by the Government at 23 
cents and =, sage per pound, instead of $2per bushel. The difference amounted to 
$6,128.82. This amount the heirs of the claimant ask Congress to appropriate. 

This claim has been presented and disallowed by the Third Auditor of the 
Treasury on the ground that the contractor was bound by his original contract tu 
supply not only the amount stipulated, but ‘‘ more or less,” as might be required, 
and that the second contract made with the commander of the department, Gen- 
eral Ord, and the quartermaster of the department, General Holabird, was inoper- 
ative to change the first contract approved by General Sheridan. The Quarter- 
master-General also disapproves the claim, and so do most of the other officers 
who have been called upon to a official opinions. We believe that the opin- 
ions of General Ord and Colonel Holabird are rather to be taken than the opinions 
of others, because Sern | know all the circumstances ; it was in their department, 
and they certainly acted for the best interests of the Government. The contractor, 
Gallagher, settled in the neighborhood of these forts and opened up farms, as 
Colonel Holabird informs us, just to supply them, and greatly reduced the price 
the Army had been 3 forage before. In making his bid at the first con- 
tract he was evidently controlled by the amount of forage stipulated for and which 
he knew he could supply from the ‘borhood. ae ea never thought how 
elastic the words “ more or less” might be. He looked at the amount es and 
the capacity of the neighborhood to furnish it, and bid accordingly. But when 
the extraordinary increase occasioned by the passage of the two ca ts 
had to be met, the facts changed; he could no more roo oi Beer i from the adjoin- 
ing country. He had to go across the Rio Grande into Mexico, into the state of 
Chihuahua, and haul the corn 200 miles and pay a duty on it at the custom-house. 
The conditions were 5 and General Ord and Colonel Holabird knew 
ere hence agreed with to supply the needed forage from Mexico at the en- 


Tice. 
In 9 to the o tion of the claimant to supply more or less than the 
stipulated amount, Gen Ord says: The practice in this department has been, 
when the contract price was more than the price at which any additional supply 
might be needed for the United States, to go into open market and purchase at 
lowest rate, (see General P s recommendation on case of A. B. Adams,) not 
giving the contractor, when he could profit by th the benefit of the words 

more or less’ used in the contract. Therefore, I it not just when an addi- 
tional supply is needed, and the price IDEEA E E eT! Rig 
to hold the contractor to the words ‘more or less;’ in other wi hold to 
them when he would lose, and deprive him of them when he would General 
Ord in forwarding the papers to General Sheridan says: 

On careful examination of the claim, I am of the opinion that Mr. her is 
clearly entitled, in equity, to payment for the furnished at the posts of Stock- 
ton and Davis forthe Eighth and Ninth Cav; , at the rate * upon with Mr. 
Corbett, (Gallagher's agent,) and that the difference between the amount paid him 
i get grain furnished those regiments and the price per bushel agreed upon is still 

ue 2 

Colonel Holabird says the claim is just. He says that he first inserted the words 
more or less in contracts for supplying posts, and that it was intended to cover 
the legitimate increase or decrease of the ps belonging to the post, and not to 
troops that were passing; and that the extraordi y demand for forage to meet 
the wants of the two exchanging regiments were not embraced in the first contract. 
Your committee believe that the con made by, General Ord and Colonel Hola- 
bird for fi for the two regiments is valid, and that, it having been executed in 
good faith, the Government is bound to abide by it, pie e representatives 
of Peter Gallagher the sum of $6,128.82; and they report k the bill to the House, 
and recommend that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

FRANK D. YATES AND OTHERS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1395) for the relief of Frank D. Yates and others. 

Mr. TAYLOR. A bill identical with this which had passed the 
Senate was taken from the Speaker's table and passed in this House. 
I suppose this bill should be reported to the House with a recommen- 
dation that it lie on the table. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


GALLUS KIRCHNER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2013) referring to the Court of Claims the claim of Gallus Kirchner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it nega des That the claim of Gallus Kirchner, of os State of Indiana, 


as specified in his memorial Wary vere to the Senate at the al ` 
for stone supplied to the United States at Indianapolis, in said State, be, and the 
same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, to hear, try, and determine the 


same according to law and — E as if the said claim were not barred by the stat- 


and 
judgment for the fair and reasonable value of the stone used by the United States. 


Mr. CAMP. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom were referred the memorial of Gallus Kirch- 
ner and a bill for his relief, submit the following report: 

On the Ist day of July, 1864, Kirchner entered into a contract with Captain 
J. M. Whitman, acting on behalf of the United States, to deliver 1,500 cubic 
3 of stone at North Vernon, Indiana, to be used in the construe 

ion of the arsenal bu at Indianapolis, Indiana. Pursuant to this contract 
5 in excess of what was used in the main buil i 
but was used by the United States in various other wa For the stone used 
the main building he was paid the contract price, but it seems he has received 
nothing for the remainder of the stone used. He b ht suit in the Court of 
Claims, where he was awarded judgment for the amount that remained due him 
for the stone used in the main b g. leaving unadjudicated the stone used out- 
side the main building, the proof not being satisfactory as to the quantity used. 
The court say in their opinion: 

The precise quantity of stone thus delivered is not shown by the f; but 
it abundantly appears that he delivered more than the 1,500 cubic y 8 
of him in the contract. The books of the railroad company over whose ot 
road the rock were shipped show that 442 car-loads were shipped under the second 
contract; and the 2 svn establishes that each car-load averaged in 44 cubic 
3 ng in the aggregate 1,989 yards in gross. The claimant been paid 

‘or 1,224} cubic yards, and the balance remains unpaid. But this result res 


on 

the average estimate of each car. load shipped from the q , and it is 

im ible for the court to fix with absolute accuracy the 8 quantity of stone 
is 


respect it is certain 


delivered by the claimant; but vague as the proof is in 
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that he delivered under this contract the full amount of 1,500 
it; and it is for this amount, less the 1.2243 for whi 
should recover. The stone delivered were 
of the contract they were to be paid for at $5 per cubic yard, which gives for the 
zm yards still unpaid for the sum of $1,337.50, for which judgment will be entered.” 
re. 1 ieg „ dissenting, says: 

od k in this case it is shown that the petitioner has been paid for ail stone 
accepted under the contract and used in the arsenal building; but the evidence 
also shows that stone required for the building was used in various ways by the 
United States, but how much so used is not shown, and as the burden of proof of 
that is on the petitioner I think he is not entitled to judgment had, but that his 
— = be remanded to the docket for evidence.“ (See 7 Nott & Huntington, 

, et geg. 

It will be seen by the foregoing opinion that some of the judges desired to re- 
mand the case for er proof on the pointas to how much stone was used out- 
side the main renco the evidence showing that a large quantity of stone was 
actually used by the United States for which claimant has received no compensa- 
tion, but the court say: It is impossible for the court to fix with absolute accu- 
racy the specific amount of stone delivered by claimant.” The memorialist now 
8 that he is able to produce the proof by actual measurement of all the stone 
so used, so that the court may award him a judgment ona certainty. The evi- 
dence shows that the claimant took the contract at a rnuinously low rate and will 
in any event lose largely by his contract. As the Court of Claims has partly 
adjudicated this case, and since the trial the claimant has taken evidence, and the 
United States has cross-examined the witness with a view to having it tried again 
by the court, and from the evidence it is clearly proven that the claimant is en- 

tled to some measure of relief, they recommend that the Court of Claims be 
directed to hear, try, and determine the same equity, fe to law, and to render 


yards called for in 
he has been paid, he 
‘dimension stone,“ and by the terms 


such judgment as to them shall be required by equi ustice, and the law, the 
same as if said claim was not barred by any statute of limitation, or any former 
judgment rendered by said court in this cause, and to give judgment for the fair 
and reasonable value of the stone used by the United States. A similar bill was 
favorably ropota from the Senate Committee on Claims in the Forty-third Con- 
second session, and also a favorable report from the House Committee on 
laims in Forty-sixth Congress, (No. 1743.) our committee therefore report back 
House bill, No. 2013, with the words if any added after the words United 
States, in the twelfth line, and so amended recommend that the bill do pass. 


The amendment reported by the committee, to add to the bill the 
words “if any,” was agreed to. 
Pe bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to the 
ouse. 
REFERENCE OF CLAIMS TO COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was a resolntion to 
refer certain claims to the Court of Claims. 
The resolution was read, as follows : 


Resolved, That the claims hereinafter described be, and the said claims are 
hereby, referred to the Court of Claims under the provisions of section 1059 of the 
Revised Statutes, namely: 

The claims 23 within the former thirty- second internal - revenue district of 
New York pee to June 6, 1872, of those 3 members of the stock exchange 
of the said city, from whom moneys were illegally collected, as ee ently shown 
by the decision of the Supreme Court in the cases of Bailey vs. Clark, Dodge, and 
others, (re in 21 W. , 286,) where such claimants have not heretofore been 
repaid such moneys. 


Mr. CAMP. Let the report be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1138) for 
the relief of certain parties in the thirty-second internal-revenue district of New 
Sigh together with the papers and tions relating thereto, respectfully report 
as OWS =: 

That in the years 1869, 1870, 1871, and a part of 1872, certain taxes were imposed 
and collected by the collector of internal revenue in the thirty-second collection 
district of New York upon sums of borrowed money claimed to be the capital of 
certain bankers and brokers transacting business in said district, which taxes 
were claimed at the time to be illegal, and were paid under protest; that said col- 
lection district is believed to be the only district in the United States in which 
such rule of taxation was adopted. > : r 

A committee from the New York Stock Exchange was therefore appointed to 

resent such members of that body as were thus taxed in the said district ille- 
gal as they believed, and to take such steps as were m y to secure the 
— rights of the parties, and to recover, if practicable, the sums which they were 

time to time compelled to Rey. The said committee thereupon conferred 

with the attorney for the United States in reference thereto. At this conference 
the said district attorney advised them that it would be useless for all the com- 
plainants to bring suits for the recovery of said taxes; that one suit, as a test 
would settle the whole principle ; that all claims for taxes of this character alleg 
to have been illegally collected would abide the results of such test case ; that if 
any of said parties were repaid their money all would be; and that a great num- 
ber of a would only make needless expense for both sides without any advan- 
tage to er. 

Acting upon this advice, a number of the 
smaller tax-payers who could not well afford the expense of unnecessary 
tion—did not 3 suits, and took no further steps to prosecute their indi- 
4 c ponding the decision J the test — net 3 In 80 one the 

upon what they supposed to be a reasonable id arran; as muc 
in the interest of the Government as in their own interest. ies 

Two test cases were accordingly instituted and carried h the circuit court 
and to the Supreme Court of the United States. These were the cases of Bailey, 
collector, vs. Clark, Dodge, and others, reported in 21 Wall. (88 U. S.) Reports, 

234. The Supreme ape hed the October term, 1874, finally decided in favor of the 
3 ee x phen - 0 t (17 Stat. 

e mean e, however, June ngress an act ( = 
257) containing a provision that all claims for refund of taxes collected prior to 
that date must be presented within one year; so that before the decision of the 
Supreme Court was made the claims of all those persons who had relied upon the 
arrangement with the district attorney were technically cut off from consideration 
and the claimants from any means of redress. 

The parties thus unwittingly involved in difficulty have since then . 
3 Congress for relief; and the Judiciary Committees of the House in 

ae 3 and r c i e the have on two a unani- 
mo reported in favor o e © Treasury Departmen refund 
epee af this description on application of the proper claimants; but in each 
instance the bill went upon the Calendar and was never reached. 

In view of the somewhat 1 circumstances of the case, this committee 
are also satisfied that the petitioners and the parties in question are entitled to 
some relief. It is true that any agreement or assurance by the district attorney 
could neither enlarge nor abridge the legal rights of any of these parties ; nor do 
the committee understand the petitioners toassume that itdid. But the claimants 
flo allege that the Government cannot equitably insist on inflicting further hard- 


es in interest—among _— the 
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ship upon them for the offense ot reposing too t confidence in such an agree- 
ment. They point out the fact that the Government has not suffered in any way, 
but has rather profited by the circumstance; that the Paty mero of the ati y 
for the United States had reference to the interests of the United States not less 
than to those of these parties ; and that the arran t made was strictly in the 
line of the panor of the law which, so far as practicable, ess liti- 
gation. These 5 are not without force, and seem to have been regarded 
as conclusive by the Judiciary Committee. 

Your committee, however, are of opinion that the proposed measures of relief 
heretofore reported have been perhaps broader than the necessities of the case de- 
mand; they also consider that in determining the facts in these claims at the pres- 
ent dey, more than ten years after most of the transactions invelved, it be 
desirable to provide for a close and, if possible, a judicial scrutiny of each case. 
They are, therefore, of opinion that these claims d be sent to a court where 
both sides will be represented, and exact justice may be done. 

The Revised Statutes provide: 

“Sec. 1059, The Court of Claims shall have jurisdiction to hear and determine 
e onde 5 va 

“Fi i fon: upon any law of Con, or u any re tion 
of an Executive 3 or upon any contract, express ox — with the 
Government of the United States, and all claims which may be referred to it by 
either House of Co 4 

Under the latter clause of 9 either House of Congress is author- 
ized to transfer to the Court of Claims any claim or claims which, in the opinion 
of such House, are more appropriate subjects for judicial than for legislative de- 

ation. All seems to be required, therefore, to permit these claimants 
to obtain a hearing in that court is a reference by the House of Representatives. 
Your committee therefore recommend this disposition of the claims in question, 
and rt for passage the accompanying resolution as a substitute for said bill: 

ee That the claims hereinafter described be, and the said claims are 
hereby, referred to the Court of Claims under the provisions of section 1059 of the 
Revised Statutes, namely: 

The claims aris within the former thirty-second internal-revenne district of 
New York prior to June 6, 1872, of those ee members of the Stock Exchange 
of the said city, from whom money was illegally collected, as su uently shown 
by the decision of the . vs. Clark, Dodge, and 
others, (reported in 21 Wallace, 286,) where such claimants have not heretofore 
been repaid such moneys. 


Mr. RAY. I move to amend by adding to the resolution what I 
send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


That no action shall be maintained 
resolution which is not begun within a year from its passage. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Task that the original bill and the substitute as 
now amended be reported to the House, 

The CHAIRMAN. The original bill is not reported back from the 
committee—only a substitute. 

Mr. RAY. I can furnish the gentleman with a copy of the original 
bill if he desires it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The original bill is not at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We must know the character of the original bill 
for the purpose of ascertaining the general character of this claim. 
I would be glad if the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. Ray] 
would state what does not appar very satisfactorily—to what extent 
this measure is limited. I do not understand exactly to whom it 
applies. I ask that the resolution be now reported as it stands. 

he CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman want the joint resolution 
read as amended ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 
stand—simply a resolution. 
i The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that it is a joint reso- 

ution. 

Mr. RAY. Ithink my friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is cor- 
rect. The resolution was erroneously printed as a joint resolution, 
but was not so reported by the committee. Itis a resolution of the 
House, pursuant to section 1059 of the Revised Statutes, to refer these 
claims to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is what I supposed. 

Mr. RAY. The gentleman is correct. The resolution was by some 
error printed as a joint resolution. That has, however, been cor- 
rected by the House since it was reported. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lask that the resolution as it now stands be read. 

The resolution as amended was read, as follows: 

Resolved, dc., That the claims hereinafter described be, and the said claims are 
hereby, referred to the Court of Claims under the provisions of section 1059 of the 
Revised Statutes, namely: 

The claims arising within the former thirty-second internal-revenne district of 
New York prior to June 6, 1872, of those persons, members of the Stock Exchange 
of the said city, from whom moneys were illegally collected, as subsequently shown 
by the decision of the Supreme Curt in the cases of Bailey vs. Clark, ge, and 
rted in 21 Wallace, page 286,) where such cl nts have not hereto- 


oth rej 

8 —.— such moneys: Such claimants show that they were 
parties to, and relied upon, an arrangement made with the attorney represen’ 

the United States in said causes, whereby it was understood and that such 
claimants should abide the result of said causes: And That noaction 
shall be maintained under this resolution which is not begun within a year from 
its passage. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, Ishould be very glad to understand 
what is to be the effect of this resolution. I hope the gentleman 
from New Hampshire will explain how many of these claimants there 
are and how much is the amount of their claims. Referring to the 
case in 21 Wallace, to which reference is made in the resolution, these 
claimants are not indicated in any satisfactory manner. They are 
described in the resolution simply as persons residing in a certain 
internabrevenne district in the city of New York. I should be glad 


under this 


It is not a joint resolution, I under- 
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to have some information as to the number of these claimants and 
the amount of their demands upon the Government. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, there was before the Committee on Claims 
a petition hos eee by some twenty persons supposed to reside in the 
thirt -secon 


internal-revenue district of the State of New York. 
Another petition was filed before the committee containing, not the 
same names, bnt perhapstwenty others. Iam notaware how many 
firms or individuals will be brought within the scope of this resolu- 
tion if it be scopie ' 

The reason why we did not mention the names of these parties was 
that we could not tell exactly who they were. There was some doubt 
about it, and if we undertook to name them we feared we might 
omit some who came within the intent of the resolution, and perhaps 
include some who ought not to take the benefit of it. 

The resolution, Mr. Chairman, is correctly drawn, and the amend- 
ment I have submitted limits its effect to those parties who agreed 
with the Government attorney in New York, when these two test 
suits were begun, to an arrangement whereby heavy expense was 
saved on both sides. Of course there was no sense in beginning a 
multitude of lawsuits. There was no reason in fifty or one hundred 
men each beginning a lawsuit against the Government and entering 
it in court any more than in trying them all after one case had been 
decided. Therefore, in aconference between the Government attor- 
ney on the one side and a committee of the Stock Exchange of New 
York City on the other, two test suits only were brought and prose- 
cuted to final . It took some years to do that, and the final 
judgment of the Supreme Court was that this tax was unwarranted 
and illegal; and the parties to those suits recovered from the Gov- 
ernment the amount thus illegally assessed against them. 

Now, while these suits were pending somebody, I do not know 
who, and I will not say from any improper motive, came before Con- 

and procured the passage of a statute of limitations, whereby 
actions for claims like these, which accrued before June 6, 1872, must 
be by within a year. When these suits were begun all of these 
parties had at least two years within which to heng their suits, but 
while the test cases were pending, as I have already said, Congress 
enacted a law that such suits should be begun within a year or the 
should be forever after barred. Many of these parties in New York 
had no knowl of this legislation, and I dare say many of the 
members of this House, although belonging to the legal profession, 
were unaware of the law at the time. 

When the test suits were decided this statute of limitations had 
run against the claims of the parties interested, and they were with- 
out remedy. These men, whose money had been wrongfully and un- 
justly and without legal warrant taken from them, found themselves, 
after the test suits had been decided, utterly without redress. The 
object of this resolution is, therefore, to refer their cases to the Court 
of Claims, in order to give effect to the agreement made with the 
Government attorney, so that they may recover what has been ille- 
gally taken from them by the Government. 

Some gentlemen have referred to this as a joint resolution. No 
joint resolution has been proposed by the committee, and the reason 
why we did not present a joint resolution was, that on examination 
of section 1059 of the Revised Statutes, touching the jurisdiction of 
the Court of Claims, we found this provision: 

4 The Meche of Claims shall have jurisdiction to hear and determine the follow- 
ma : 
rst, all claims founded upon any law of or upon an; ation of 
sn 5 De t, pon say peg shred or Enpiied, wiht the Gov- 
ernment of the United States— 

Now mark what follows: 

and all claims which may be referred to it by either House of Congress. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Let me make a suggestion to 
the gentleman from New Hampshire. I am in 1 with the 
purpose of his proposition, but I think it will fail to reach the rem- 
edy in this way. He proposes a House resolution to send a certain 
class of claims to the Court of Claims. They accrued ten years or 
more prior to the present time. The Court of Claims can only act 
within its jurisdiction, which is limited by section 1069 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States to claims which have accrued 
within the term of six years. 

Now, when these claims go by the House resolution to the Court 
of Claims, that court will say these are barred by the statute of lun- 
itations. It will not be competent for us upon a House resolution 
merely to so far alter the provision of the statute in order to let 
the claimsin. We can do t only by the joint action of the two 
branches of Congress; that is, we must have a bill or joint resolution 
to remove the bar of the statute of limitations. 

Now this is not a joint resolution, but simply a House resolution. 
I submit to the gentleman that a discussion as to the merits of the 
measure itself will be an entire waste of time until this change shall 
have been made. Let it lie over and come up for consideration here- 
after. It will accomplish nothing now in its present shape, unless I 
am altogether wrong in my construction of this law. 

Mr. RAY. My friend from Massachusetts is certainly a good law- 
yer, but I am not prepared to admit the conclusion which he has 
reached in reference to this matter. I think my friend will say, upon 
reflection, that he is wrong and that my position is right. The 
trouble with the gentleman’s position is the Court of Claims never 
has had jurisdiction over these claims whatever. No suit could or 
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can be brought upon any of these claims in the Court of Claims with- 
out an enabling act giving the parties authority to do so. Hence the 
statute of limitations quoted by my friend from Massachusetts has 
no application. That statute relates to claims against the United 
States already cognizable by the Court of Claims. In other words, 
to claims which under existing laws might be prosecuted in that 
court. Now, these claims, which are provided for in the resolution 
before the House, have never been cognizable or suable in the Court 
of Claims at all. Therefore the statute of limitations quoted could 
not run against them. The only statute which has run against these 
claims and which now prevents their prosecution is the statute lim- 
iting the commencement of a suit or proceeding to two years after a 
cause of action accrues and to one year for claims which accrued 
prior to June 6, 1872, (Revised Statutes, section 3227 ;) and it is quite 
clear that this statute has reference to a suit begun in the Federal 
courts by the party injured. It has no relation or bearing upon mat- 
ters within the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims, The object of 
this resolution, Mr. Chairman, is to give the Court of Claims juris- 
diction of these claims. When that jurisdiction is bestowed by the 
action of this House alone or by the joint action of both Houses of 
Congress, then the statute of limitations, quoted by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, will begin to ran—not before. A claim cannot 
be barred by a statute of limitations until the claim itself exists 
within the scope of the statute, and these claims never have existed 
so as to fall within the scope of section 1069 before alluded to. 

But to return to the 1 whether this House alone, without 
the concurrent action of the Senate, can confer jurisdiction upon the 
Court of Claims to consider these claims or any other claims not al- 
ready within that court’s jurisdiction. The legislative power of the 
Government, composed of the Senate and House of Representativ: 
has placed this enactment in the Revised Statutes of the Uni 
States. Both Houses have agreed to that. What is that provision? 
That in addition to claims on which parties may bring suit of their 
own motion to recover, claims which are not barred by the statute of 
limitations, the court shall also have jurisdiction of “all claims 
which may be referred to it by eifher House of Congress.” 

Now if that means anything it means what it 7 Without the 
action of this House or of the Senate, or without the joint action of 
both Houses, the claim is necessarily barred under the law ; but under 
the statute which gives jurisdiction to the Court of Claims this House 
may insist and the Senate may insist that each branch of Congress 
shall have the right to refer any claim for adjudication. Lhold, as a 
matter of law, under the statute defining the jurisdiction of the Court 
of Claims, this House reserved the right to send any claim there it 
pleased, that when it does send such claim the statute of limitations 
ape the claim out of the Federal courts does not apply to it. 

I will say further, Mr. Chairman, in reference to this matter, that 
I did not report this resolution without considering somewhat the 
law bearing upon the subject, and my mind is entirely clear that if this 
means anything it means that any claim may be referred to it in that 
way. The fact that it is barred by existing statutes may be a reason 
for the House refusing to refer it to the Court of Claims, but when the 
House does refer, it creates jurisdiction and gives the court authority 
to determine the claim. f 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman bear with 
me now for a moment while I read a little from the statute? I think 
he has overlooked the provision of the statute, and there is of course 
no controversy about this between lawyers, for it will admit of no 
controversy. I read now from section 1059 of the Revised Statutes : 

The Court of Claims shall have jurisdiction to hear and determine the following 


matters: 
First. All claims founded upon any law of Congress, or upon any re; 


m of 
an Executive ent, or u any contract, ress or lied, with the Gov- 
ernment of ho United States, 2 all . — . may be referred to it by either 


House of Congress. 


The rest of the section is not material. 

Now let me read section 1069: 

Every claim against the United States cognizable by the Court of Claims skall 
unless the petition setting forth a statement thereof is filed in 
the court, or transmitted to it by the Secre of the Senate or the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives as provided by law, within six years after the claim first 
accrues. 

The rest of the section is not material. That covers it all unless I 
am mistaken about it. In the first place, given the jurisdiction to 
determine claims that this House, if you please, may send to it, but 
that limitation is determined by the expiration of six years from the 
time that claim accrues unless within that time the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives or the Secretary of the Senate, as the case 
mey be, has sent that claim up. That is what section 1069 means, 
and you cannot change or alter that unless you invoke the action of 
the two branches of Con 3 

Mr. RAY. I do not make any contest with the gentleman so far 
as the ground that he takes is applicable to claims founded upon any 
law of Congress or upon any regulation of an Executive Department 
or upon any contract, expressed or implied, with the Government of 
the United States. Now, if these parties going into the Court of 
Claims rely upon a law of Congress or upon any regulation of any 
Department or upon any contract expressed or implied with the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, they must go there within the six years. 

But, sir, when a party goes to the Court of Claims under a reso- 
lution of this House referring the claim to that court for adjudica- 
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tion and settlement not already within its jurisdiction, it comes under 
an entirely different clause, and the statute of limitations cannot 
begin to run on any such claim as that until the act itself which 
gives the party the right to go there is Under the general 
course of proceeding, a man must sue within six years, ifhe relies on 
a contract or a law of Congress, or a re tion of an Executive De- 
partment. And, Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of any legal gen- 
tleman within the sound of my voice to the point that these claims 
never came within the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims and will 
not until you pass this resolution ; and my amendment provides that 
they shall be barred unless they go to the Court of Claims within a 


ear. 

7 But I do not care to take up the time of the House in regard to a 
mere matter of legal difference between myself and so excellent a 
lawyer as the gentleman from Massachusetts, [ Mr. ROBINSON.] I 
have stated my view. It seems to me that the resolution is adequate 
and complete to give the claimants here the remedy sought, because 
they have no right to go to the Court of Claims until some action is 
taken. Then they come, for the first time, under the last clause. 

I am told the aid of this clause has not been made use of very often. 
I understand, however, there is a precedent in the Senate. I see 
nothing in the statute which does not enable this House to refer a 
claim to the Court of Claims. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, we have the right to do this, and 
when we do it the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims at once at- 
taches, and they can be disposed of. I do not desire to say anything 
in regard to the merits of the case; because with the amendment 
I have submitted even my excellent friend [Mr. HOLMAN] will not ob- 
ject that a party who entered into this agreement with the Govern- 
ment attorneys, and relied on the faith of that agreement, certainly 
ought to stand as well as he would if he had involved the Govern- 
ment in the expense of a lawsuit. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the resolution will 
be laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. CAMP. I move that the resolution be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it be recommitted to the committee 
with instructions to report back a joint resolution. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I would sn; t to the gentle- 
man from New York, as no one seems to object to this case, that it is 
unn to subjectit to that npr I hope on reflection my friend 
from New Hampshire [Mr. Ray] will accept the suggestion to con- 
vert the House resolution into a joint resolution. 

Mr. RAY. If it is the judgment of the House that this should be 
made a joint resolution, I have no objection. 

Mr. CAMP. Let it stand over till next week. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I would suggest to the gentleman from New 
Hampshire [Mr. Ray] that he make the change now. 

Mr. CAMP. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. PEELLE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “statutes,” in line 6 of the resolution, insert the following: the 
same as though not barred by the statute of limitations; and add the word “joint” 
before the word *' resolution in the title. 


Mr. PEELLE. The resolution as it stands is a joint resolution, 
except that the word “joint” in the title has been stricken ont. My 
amendment reinstates that, and adds words which I think cover the 
whole und. 

Mr. RAY. I have no objection to that amendment. 


Mr. HOLMAN. It will perhaps be safer for the gentleman from 
New Hampshire [Mr. Ray] to make this a joint resolution. But I 
desire to say the principles involved are quite important. While 


there seems to be a reason in equity for limiting the time, on the 
other hand if persons had paid taxes illegally under the act of 1866 
they may very properly be placed on the same footing with others 
who have been relieved. And I suggest for that reason to give an 
opportunity for a more careful examination of the resolution, that it 
be passed over for the present. I trust the gentleman from New 
Hampshire [Mr. Ray] will agree to this suggestion. 

The resolution comes up here for the first time for consideration, 
and to my mind it is not altogether clear of defect. It appears to 
me the Supreme Court have decided this case in 21 Wallace, on the 
strength of the act of 1872, and not as an interpretation of the act of 
1866; and I ask the gentleman from New ec to notice that 
fact that the decision is based rather on the legislative interpretation 
of the act of 1872 than on an interpretation of the provisions of the 
section of 1866, under which this assessment was made. Now the 
act is as follows—the one hundred and tenth section of the revenue 
act of 30th July, 1866: 


There shall be levied, collected, and paid a tax of one-twenty-fourth of 1 
roxy * re upon a — of any roy a 88 <a on 
and on the ca; em an; peron e business of banking beyond the 
average peda 3 United tates bonds. 

The 


That is the section under which these assessments were made. 
seventy-ninth section of this act as amended in 1872 reads as follows: 


Thatevery incorporated orother bank, and every person, firm, or company havin, 
a place of business where credits are opened by the deposit or collection ot sven 
or currency subject to be paid or remitted upon draft, check. or order, or where 
money is advanced or loaned on stocks, bonds, bullion, bills of exchange, or promis- 
sory notes, or where stocks, bullion, bills of ex or promissory notes 


bonds, 
are received for discount or for sale, shall be regarded as a k er as a banker. 


Now, by the act of 1872, which was enacted before this opinion of 


the court was delivered, two years before, it was legislatively de- 

clared that the word ‘‘capital” employed in the one hundred and 

tenth section of the act of 1866 “s not include money borrowed 

or received from day to day in the usual course of business from any 

gg not a partner of or interested in said bank, association, or 
rm. 

Now, upon reading the balance of this opinion it will be clear that 
this opinion of the Supreme Court, which was delivered two years 
after that amendatory act was passed, was predicated upon the act 
of 1872, and is not necessarily to be regarded as an interpretation by 
the court of the act of 1866, which I have read. 

Mr. See. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him a mo- 
ment 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY. It appeared before the committee that no such tax had 
been levied, so far as we were able to ascertain, in any other collec- 
tion district of the United States. 

Mr. WILLITS. And these two cases occurred before that act was 


passed. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. These two cases which were then pending in 
the Supreme Court had occurred years before that, and were de- 
cided upon the law as it stood at the time the suit was commenced ; 
and this was a mere ent of the court to show that Congress 
thought the act of 1866 so unjust that in 1872 they amended it and 
gave a legislative interpretation of that act. And we have in this 
case, what we have not in any other case that I know of, a judicial 
interpretation and a legislative interpretation of the act of 1866, 
according to the unanimous report of the Committee on Claims of 
this House, and also the unanimous report of two Judiciary Com- 
mittees of this House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course if my friend is correct that these are 
independent proceedings,the one on the part of the Legislature and 
the other on the part of the court, then his view is correct. But is 
that the case? That is the question I want answered. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. That is so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will read, in the first place, what the Supreme 
Court gave as an interpretation of the act of 1866: 


It is undoubtedly true, as stated by the Attorney-General, that capital used in 
the business of banking is none the less so because it is borrowed. 


Now, here the question was whether the money borrowed from time 
to time by a bank should be subject to the tax of one twenty-fourth 
of 1 per cent. per month. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Or honored by any banker. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That was the question raised. Very naturally 
that state of things could only occur in great commercial centers, 
where money is borrowed for twenty-four or forty-eight hours, or any 
other brief period The Supreme Court says: 

It is undoubtedly true, as stated by the Attorney-General, that capital used in 
the business of banking is none the less so because it is borrowed. e mere fact 
that money permanently invested in the business is borrowed does not alter its 
character as capital. The question here is whether money not thus permanently 
invested, but borrowed temporarily in the o course of business to meet an 
emergency, is capital; and we are clear that the term does not, either in common 
acceptation or within the meaning of the statute, embrace loans of that character. 

That decision of the Supreme Court, of course, is that money tem- 
porarily borrowed is not to be embraced in the term“ capital ;” cap- 
ital meaning something more permanent than a temporary loan. 
The Supreme Court in conclusion says this: 

This enactment (act of 1872) was evidently intended to remove any doubt pre- 
viously existing as to the meaning of the statute and declare its true construction 
and — pene it been intended to apply only to cases subsequently arising 
it would undoubtedly have so provided in 


rms, 
Now just two questions; one has been pty answered already. 
Is it clear in the mind of my friend from New Hampshire [Mr. Ray] 
that in no other portion of the United States, from 1866 to 1872, was 
this tax enforced against bankers and brokers and others doing busi- 
ness with money; in no other portions of the United States except 
in this particular district in the State of New York? 

Mr. RAY. We so understand it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That would be a very remarkable state of things. 

Mr. RAY. It is a very remarkable state of things that if a bank 
or individual engaged in the business of banking should want a loan 
of $10,000 to-day to be paid in thirty days—— 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Paid to-morrow or to-day. 

Mr. RAY. Yes, to be qea to-morrow or on some sùbsequent day, 
and should step out and borrow it of his neighbor, that money so 
borrowed is to be taken as a of the capital of the bank, as a 
part of the fixed capital on which that bank or banker is doing busi- 
ness and taxed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And yet the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
must have known that one rule was being applied in a single collec- 
tion district in the State of New York and not being applied in other 
commercial centers of the country. The sin; ity of it is that this 
was not a single transaction but continued from 1866 to 1872. That 
is the very remarkable feature of the case. 

Mr. RAY. Only abont three years; the gentleman is mistaken. 
The tax was enforced for but two years and part of another year, 
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Mr. HOLMAN. It was certainly done until the act of 1872 was 
passed, which gave a legislative interpretation to the act of 1866. 

I would be very glad if the gentleman from New Hampshire had 
a statement from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue showing the 
fact that this tax was not levied generally, but only within the limits 
of a given district in the State of New York. That would relieve the 
subject of some embarrassment; for it can be easily seen that if in 
Cincinnati, Baltimore, Boston, and other places throughout the United 
States, this same tax was levied, it might fairly be assumed that 
these parties were themselves waiting for the decision of the Supreme 
Court to determine whether this money should be refunded or not; 
and then it would be exceedingly unfair and unjust to limit this rem- 
edy to the particular district of the State of New York. 

One other remark in this direction. It is quite clear that Congress 
in passing the act of 1872 imposing a limitation of one year upon all 
rights of action which might accrue under this interpretation of the 
act of 1866, intended to require the parties to come forward promptly 
and assert their claims, and did not regard these claims as very 
equitable; otherwise, so short a period of limitation as a single year 
would not have been fixed. I think this ought somewhat to be 
considered; for when Congress has imposed a limitation upon the 
right to recover back taxes and has fixed so short a period as a single 
year, it implies that in the jndgmens of Congress the claim was not 
very meritorious and should be forever barred unless promptly pre- 
sen Con, passed acts of that sort over and over again. 
But where the claim was one of broad right no such limitation has 
ever been enforced. 

Mr. RAY. I wish to state the views that controlled my mind in 
relation to this matter, and I think controlled the committee. I 
should not favor a resolution of this character except under the 
peculiar circumstances of this case, which have been detailed in the 
report. I am not prepared now to favor a bill for the refund of 
taxes which have been paid into the Treasury without any objection 
being made by the payer until after the statute of limitations has 
run. I am not prepared to say I would favor any such bill as that; 
but under the peculiar circumstances here presented, where parties 
were led to rely upon the promise of a Government officer after pay- 
ing under protest, and then were faithfully awaiting the result of 
the two suits that were brought to see whether or not they were 
entitled to their money, and then behind their backs Congress in its 
wisdom saw fit to pass a statute of limitations providing that any- 
body who did not bring suit within a year should be cut off from his 
claim—I think this Government and this Congress cannot afford to 
say that those men shall be turned out of court and denied relief. 

11 will be seen that the resolution I have reported, with the amend- 
ment which has been adopted, confines these claims for refund of 
taxes within the former thirty-second internal-revenue collection dis- 
trict of New York, and to members of the stock exchange, and those 
who were parties to and relied upon the agreement made by the Goy- 
ernment in relation to their not bringing suits which they otherwise 
would have brought; and all these eo must be proved in the 
Court of Claims before recovery can be A 

I am certainly opposed to having this resolution lie over to occupy 
half a pp fe time when we again take up the consideration of private 
bills. I do not object to a reasonable amount of discussion, but I 
think we should try to unload this Calendar of private claims as far 
as we can. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I move that the resolution be laid aside to 
be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to put a question to the gentleman from 
New Hampshire, [Mr. Ray. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I do not yield for that purpose. We have 
had several speeches on this resolution. 

Ph oh ree Then I will move to strike out the last clause of 

The CHAIRMAN. That is unnecessary. The motion of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Van Vooruis] is debatable. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is the gentleman from New Hampshire informed 
by the Treasury Department how much money had been collected 
from various parties under the interpretation complained of, which 
was put upon the act of 1866? 

Mr. RAY. A communication from the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue made to some committee of a former Con I think the 
Committee on the Judiciary—was before the Committee on Claims; 
and my recollection is (I have not the communication at hand) that 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue was not aware of there being 
any other collection of taxes of this character outside of the former 
thirty-second internal-revenue collection district of New York. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much was collected in that district ? 

Mr. WILLITS. J ange Lapham, inthe Judiciary Committee of the 
last Con , Stated the fact that this was the only collection dis- 
trict in which the collection had been made, and that he had been so 
informed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much tax was claimed from the Government 
as 1 illegally collected? How much will the bill cover? 

Mr. RAY. I am not aware. Ido not suppose that is material. Sup- 
posing the amount were $10,000, or $100,000, or $500,000, it ought to 

© paid back under the circumstances here disclosed. 
. HOLMAN. The former Congress did not think so, unless the 
claim was promptly presented. 


Mr. WILLITS. The Judiciary Committee twice reported a bill to 
pay the money, not to refer the matter to the Court of Claims; but 
the bill was not reached on the Calendar. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Before this is passed, I wish to move this amend- 


ment. I deem it necessary in consequence of the amendment of the 
gentleman from New Hampshire. That uires proof as to the 
agreement between the district attorney and other officers of the 
Government and these parties who were excluded. I move to add 
the words “and the testimony in such cases of any witness other- 
wise competent shall not be excluded by reason of his interest in 
the issue thereof.” There can be no objection to that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The district attorney would know the fuct. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. He may not be living. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the fact? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I believe he is, but he may not recollect as 
to all these claimånts, and this should be put in as a precaution. 
These parties should not be excluded by reason of any interest in 
the issue. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the resolution aside 
to be . l to the House with the recommendation it do pass as 
amended. 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded a division. 

The committee divided, and there were ayes 75, noes not counted. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMP moved that the committee rise. 

The motion was sorag to; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee of the 
Whole had, according to order, had the Private Calendar under 
consideration, and directed him to report back sundry bills and 
joint resolutions with various recommendations. 


JAMES B. ARMSTRONG. 

The SPEAKER. The bill (H. R. No. 987) amendatory to the act 
entitled“ An act for the relief of the heirs and next of kin of James 
B. Armstrong, deceased,” approved March 3, 1873, is reported back, 
with the recommendation that it be rejected. 

The bill was rejected. 

Mr, CAMP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
rejected; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HENRY MULLEN, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1399) for the relief of Henry Mullen. 

The SPEAKER. That bill has been reported favorably. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being en „it was accordingly read the third time, and - 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion torecon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PETER GALLAGHER. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

A bill (H. E. No. 1698) for the relief of the heirs of Peter Gallagher. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been reported with the recommen- 
dation thatit do pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being en , it was accordingly read the third time, and . 

Mr. MILLS moved to reconsider the vote by which the Dill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FRANK D. YATES AND OTHERS. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. No. 1395) for the relief of Frank D. Yates and others. 


TheSPEAKER. The recommendation is that this bill be laid upon 
the table, a similar bill having already passed both Houses. 
The bill was laid on the table. 


GALLUS KIRCHNER. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
_A bill (H. R. No. 2018) referring to the Court of Claims the claim of Gallus 


The bill was reported with an amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was 
ordered to be en and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REFERENCE OF CLAIMS TO COURT OF CLAIMS. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolution to refer certain claims to the Court of Claims. 


The SPEAKER. That has been reported with amendments, 
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: Mr. ROBINSON, of Mamachusetta: It has been made a joint reso- 
ution. 

The amendments were agreed to; and the joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 190) as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being en „it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. HO demand a division on the passage of the joint 
resolution. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 55, noes 6. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no quorum, but I do not insist on it. 

So the joint resolution was passed. 

Mr. RAY moved to reconsider the vote by which the jeint resolu- 
tion was passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ALASKA. P 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, by unanimous consent, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, reported back the following resolution with the 
recommendation that it do pass: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested to inform the House 
of 5 whether any steps have been taken to extend the operations of 
the United States Geological Survey in Alaska, for the purpose of ascertaining its 
mineral, agricultural, and other economic resources. 1 also to furnish the House 
with any suggestions that may be useful in promoting such an examination. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr.CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to move that the House dis- 
agree to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3548) 
making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes; and 
2 to the committee of conference asked by the 55 on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on said bill. 

The motion was a d to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. CASWELL, Mr. 
Cannon, and Mr. ELLIS as managers on the part of the House at said 
conference, 

ARCHIBALD HUNLEY. 

Mr. SPARKS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 4657) granting relief to 
Archibald Hunley, and that the same be put upon its passage. This 
bill, I will say, is a unanimous report from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and is for the relief of this soldier from a charge which 
proves to have been 7 705 a mistake. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which objection will 
be asked for. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ili- 
nois if that is not merely a bill to reverse the judgment of a court 
martial, and whether Congress has any more power to reverse such 
judgment than it would have to reverse the judgment of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, or any other court 

The SPEAKER. The question first to be determined is whether 
or zo L herp is unanimous consent for the present consideration of 
the bill. 

Mr. SPARKS. One word simply. This is a private solđier who 
was accused of interfering— 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I object. 

Mr. BROWNE. If the discussion is allowed to go on will it then 
be in order to object? 

The SPEAKE Objection has already been made. 
man from New York objects. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. FISHER. I ask unanimous consent to make a report at this 
time from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. I am 
directed by the committee to report back the bill (S. No. 813) for the 
purchase or condemnation of land in the city of Philadelphia for 
public 8 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Lobject to that report. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. S er, I am directed by the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post- to report to the House a bill establish- 
ing post-roads, and to ask unanimous consent for its immediate con- 
sideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania hereafter to make the a race The gentleman from 
Vermont desires to submit a motion in reference to the previous order 
of the House fixing night sessions on Fridays, for the consideration 
of pension bills. 

Mr. JOYCE. Under the standing order of the House every Friday 
evening is devoted to the consideration of pension bills on the Pri- 
vate Calendar. I ask that Tuesday evening of next week be substi- 
tuted for this evening for the consideration of such business. 

The SPEAKER. there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Vermont, fixing Tuesday evening of next week for the con- 
sideration of pension bills instead of this evening? 


The gentle- 


There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. FLOWER. I hold in my hand, Mr. Speaker, a petition signed 
2 a number of leading business men and manufacturers of the city 
of New York, in relation to Chinese immigration, which I ask to 
have printed in the Recorp. This petition is signed by 250 of the 
best and wealthiest citizens of New York, able and intelligent men, 
who in the campaign of 1880 voted for the Republican or Democratic 
candidate for President. Those who voted for the Republican can- 
didate indorsed, in the sixth plank of the Republican platform, the 
following words: 

Since the authority to regulate — 1 yt and intercourse between the United 
States and foreign nations rests with the Congress of the United States and the 


And those who voted for the Democratic candidate indorsed, in 
the eleventh plank of their platform, the following words: 

Amendment of the Burlingame treaty. No more Chinese immigration, except 
for travel, education, and foreign commerce, and therein carefully guarded. 

I believe in the right of petition, but I am in favor of legislation 
on the Chinese question that will limit and suspend immigration ac- 
cording to the provisions of our treaty with China. In my judg- 
ment there is not much danger of legislation in this Congress upon 
the subject. President Hayes vetoed a bill intended to restrict this 
immigration, and President Arthur has also vetoed one of a similar 
character. I do not look for further legislation upon the subject 
until a Democratic House and a Democratic administration are in 


wer. 
Phe SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recognized to make a 
. What reference does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. FLOWER. I ask that it be printed in the Reconp—— 

Mr. WILLITS. Without the names. 

Mr. FLOWER. Without the names, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The petition is as follows: 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 

of the United States of America in Congress assembled : 
The undersigned, citizens of New Tan respectfully represent to your honora- 


; that 
of 9 in that it would y 
ing commerce with China, which promises to be of vast impo; 


New YORK, April 8, 1882. 
SATURDAY’S SESSION FOR DEBATE ONLY. 


Mr. KASSON. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to have an understanding 
that to-morrow, after the reading of the Journal, the House shall go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, the session 
to be devoted exclusively to debate on the pending order. 

Mr. ROBESON. Debate only. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. And no other business to be transacted. 

Mr. KASSON. To debate exclusively upon the pending bill, pro- 
viding for the appointment of a commission to investigate the ques- 
tion of the tarifi and internal-revenue laws. 

Mr. BROWNE. I want to know when this tariff debate is to end. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Iowa? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered acecordingly. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ROBESON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania who presented a few moments the post-route 
bill was requested by the Chair to withhold it until disposition was 
made of the motion of the gentleman from Vermont with reference 
to the business previously assigned for this evening. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania will now be recognized for that purpose. 

POST-ROUTE BILL. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk ; stating to the House 
that it contains no legislation other than legislation as to the estab- 
lishment of routes. 

Mr. BROWNE. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will not make objection. 

Mr. BROWNE. I was not expecting this bill would be reported 
at so early a day. I have some post-routes which I desire to incor- 
porate with the bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. There will be another bill reported to the House, 

Mr. BROWNE. If there is to be a supplementary bill I withdraw 
my objection. 

ere being no objection, the bill (H. R. No. 5812) to establish — 
routes was read a first and second time; ordered to be en and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
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passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Several messages in writing from the President of the United States 
were communicated to the House, by Mr. PRUDEN, his secretary. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpson, one of their clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment House 
bills of the following titles: i 

A bill (H. R. No. 5801) to provide a deficiency for the subsistence 
of the Arapahoe, Cheyenne, Kiowa, Comanche, Apache, and Wichita 
Indians; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 5573) making appropriations to supply a defi- 
ciency for dies, paper, and stamps for the fiscal year 1882, and to con- 
tinue the work on the Washington Monument for the fisca] year 1883, 
and for other p Ses. 4 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendments in which the concurrence of the Honse was reqnested, 
the bill (H. R. No. 4454) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Mississippi River at or near Keithsburgh, in the State of 
Illinois, and to establish it as a post-road. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a bill 
of the following title; in which concurrence of the House was re- 


u $ 
3 A bill (S. No. 60) to grant a right of way for a railroad and tecle- 
graph line through the lands of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations 
of Indians to the Saint Louis and San Francisco Railway Company, 
and for other purposes. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. MANNING] 
desires to make a request. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. MANNING. I ask that by unanimous consent 

anted to the tleman from Ohio [Mr. GEDDES] and myself to 

ve printed in the stereotype edition of the Recorp certain remarks 
in addition to what appear in to-day’s RECORD on the monument to 


Thomas Jefferson. 
There was no objection. [See page 2875. ] 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found pale enrolled a joint 


permission be 


8 and bills of the following titles; when the Speaker signed 
the same: 
Ajoint resolution (S. R. No. 56) providing for the erection of a monu- 


inent over the grave of Thomas Jefferson; 

An act (S. No. 1558) to amend section 2569 of the Revised Statutes, 
in relation to i a tee at the port of New Orleans, Louisiana; 

An act (H. R. No. 5573) making appropriations to supply a defi- 
ciency for dies, paper, and stamps for the fiscal year 1882, and to con- 
tinue work on the Washington Monument for the fiscal year 1883, and 
for other purposes ; 

An act (H. R. No. 5801) to provide a deficiency for the subsistence 
of the Arapahoe, Cheyenne, Kiowa, Comanche, Apache, and Wichita 
Indians; and 

An act (S. No. 1601) authorizing the Public Printer to pay A. Hoen 
s 1 0 of Baltimore, Maryland, for the lithocaustie illustrations made 

y them. 
TARIFF-COMMISSION BILL, 


Mr. KASSON. I desire to give notice to gentlemen whose names 
are down on the list to speak on the tariff-commission bill that it is 
important for them to be present to-morrow to secure their place in 
the debate. 

AGENTS IN QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. BRIGGS, from the Committee on Expenditures in the War De- 
partment, reported back the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and adopted : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, 
this House the names of all agenta of the ter's t now em- 
nyed in the investi. m of claims under the act of July 4, 1864, together with 

he States from which each was appointed, the salary paid to each, and the amount 
of money paid to each 8 on account of expenses, In addition to salary, d 
the year ending December 31, 1881; whether any of such agents has been absen 
from his post of duty within the six months last past, and i nt or agents 
have been so abse: 


ested to report to 


any age: 
his or their of 
Selon tak te oer 3 name or names, the period 115 or their ab- 
Mr. BRIGGS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimons consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Martin, for two weeks, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. WATSON, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Cox, of North Carolina, after to-day for one week, on ac- 
count of important business. 

To Mr. HEPBURN, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. HEWITT, of New York, until Tuesday next. 


RAILROAD RIGHT OF WAY IN NEBRASKA. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House the 
following message from the President of the United States; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of wes = 


Representaty 
I transmit herewith a communication from the Secre of the Interior, with 
correspondence relative to right of way of the Republican Valley Railroad across 
the Otoe and Missouria Indian reservation in the State of Nebraska, and draft of 
an amendment to Senate bill No. 930, to amend an act to provide for the sale of 
the remainder of the reservation of the confederated Otoe and Missouria tribes of 
Indians in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, and for other purposes,” approved 


March 3, 1881. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 14, 1882. 


NEW YORK NAVY-YARD. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and, with 
the accompanying papers, wasreferred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed. 

To the House of Representatives of the United States: 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Con the inclosed letter and ac- 
compen ying statement from the Secretary of the Navy in relation to the necessity 
of bui a new boiler-shop at the navy-yard, New York, repairing 
caisso: dock at that station, in which it is requested that an ap- 
propriation of $147,243.04 be made for these objects. 

HESTER A. ARTHUR. 


OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT, Washington, March 14, 1882. 
INTERNATIONAL BUREAU OF EXCHANGES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following 5 
from the President of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed : 
To the House of Representatives : 
RA seem —— — Peer to the attention of — 7 a report 
establishment of 2 international 3 5 PTI ies 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE Mansion, April 14, 1882. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Many MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. ROBESON. I will not insist on the motion at present. 

Mr. MARSH. I ask unanimous consent to take from the S8 er's 
table the bill (H. R. No. 4454) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Keithsbürgh, in the 
State of Illinois, and to establish it as a post-road. The bill has 
been returned from the Senate with amendments, and I desire to ask 
that the amendments of the Senate be cone in. 

Mr. CLARK. Has the motion to adjourn been withdrawn! 

The SPEAKER. It has been withdrawn. 

Mr. C Then I renew it. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
thirty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The ed memorials, petitions, and other pa were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows : 

By Mr. BA : The resolutions adopted vy the city council of 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, in favor of the estab ent of the mili- 
tary Mor ops at the Allegheny arsenal—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, the resolutions adopted by the Vessel-Owners’ and Captains’ 
Association of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, in favor of the passage 
of the bill providing for the distribution of the Geneva award—to 
the Committee on J a, 

Also, the resolutions adopted by Post 117, Grand Army of the Re- 
pen, of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, for the early passage of the bill 

or the relief of Thomas E. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Papers relating to certain land matters in 
the northwestern land district of Louisiana—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. 8. 8. COX: The petition of Margaret Steele, widow of A. 
F. Steele, late on of the One hun and seventy-sixth New 
York Volunteers, for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GROUT: The petition of Cephas Hill and others, for the 
repeal of the law imposing a tax on matches—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. G. W. HEWITT: The petition of James Bramblett and 
others, of Warrior, Alabama, for legislation to prohibit the importa- 
tion of Chinese—to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. JOYCE: The petition of 8. K. M. and C. N. Broughton, 
8 to the claim of Dr. Leonard Thresher—to the Committee on 

By Mr. MORSE: The Toa of George E. Ellis and others, for 
the passage of the French spoliation claims bill—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, the petition of James Manning and others, praying for the 
passage of the French spoliation claims bill—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of the Associated Charities of Boston, Massa- 


chusetts, for the enactment of alaw for the establishment of a 
sayings-bank—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 8. 
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By Mr. O'NEILL: The resolutions of the National Cigar Manu- 
facturers’ Association, asking for final and speedy action upon the 
nestion of the internal- revenue tax on cigars—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 
By Mr. W. E. ROBINSON: The resolutions of the land league of 
the second district of New York, relative to the imprisonment of 
American citizens by the British Government—to the Committee on 


Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Memorial of Dr. H. D. Cogswell, of San 
Francisco, California, offering to erect a free fountain in the city of 
Washington, District of Columbia, with explanatory letters, plans, 
and designs of the proposed fountain—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. SHACKELFORD: The petition of 165 citizens of North 
Carolina, for the improvement of the navigation of the sounds be- 
. tween Morehead City and New River, in North Carolina—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SIMONTON: Papers relating to the claim of John E. Lewis 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPEER: The petition of Sloan Bruce, for the establishment 
of a post-route from Big Smith’s to Cliff Hill, in Franklin County, 
Georgia—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


The petition of Rahama Nelson was reported from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, under clause 2 of Rule XXII, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the widow of Colonel Lyman 
M. Kellogg, from the Committee on War Claims, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, April 15, 1882. 


The House met at twelveo’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. POWER. 

The Journal having been read in part, 

The SPEAKER said: The Chair is informed that the Journal of 
yesterday’s proceedings has not been tally written up. If there be 
no objection, the reading of the remainder of the Journal will be 
postponed until the next legislative day, at which time the question 
upon its approval will be submitted to the House. 

There was no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate insisted on its amendments, dis- 
agreed to by the House, to the bill (H. R. No. 3830) making appro- 

riations for the consular and diplomatic service of the Government 

or the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes, and 
requested a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had soporna Mr. ALLISON, Mr. HALE, and Mr. BECK 
as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate insisted on its 
amendments, disagreed to by the House, to the bill (H. R. No. 3208) 
making appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, 
and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, 
and for other W requested a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Dawes, Mr. 
Beck, and Mr. COCKRELL as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendments in which the concurrence of the House was requested, 
bills of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3869) for the allowance of certain claims reported 
by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Depart- 
ment; 

A bill (H. R. No. 244) for the relief of Mrs. Almira Farnsworth ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 967) granting a pension to Martha A. Williamson ; 

A bill . R. No. 1290) granting a pension to Modena Smith; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2433) granting a pension to William Thomas; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3776) BEIDA ee eee se eee 

The message further announ t the Senate had passed with- 
ont amendment bills of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 130) granting a pension to Ann Atkinson; 

A bill (H. R. No. 365) granting an increase of pension to Levi An- 
derson ; 

A bill . R. No. 642) granting a pension to George Andrews; 
Ann H. R. No. 1017) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. way; 

A bill (1. R. No. 1225) granting a pension to Mrs. Rosetta L. 
. R. No. 1337) granting a pension to Sylvador Jackson; 
. R. No. 1521) granting a pension to Susan R. Johnson; A 
R. No. 1619) granting a pension to Flora C. McCaslin ; 
R. No. 2268 granting a pension to Mary T. MeCawley; 
. R. Ne. 2258) granting a pension to Richard M. Baker; 
R. No. 3867) granting a pension to Elizabeth S. M. Fin- 


R. No, 4182) granting a pension to Sarah A. Hooper; 


A bill (H. R. No. 4202) granting an increase of pension to John F. 


Chase; 

A biil (H. R. No. 4786) granting an increase of pension to Dennis 
Sullivan; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 4787) for the relief of Benjamin F. Dobson. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, and re- 
quested the concurrence of the House in, bills and a Joint resolution 
of the following titles: 

A bill (S. No. 113) to establish an assay office in the city of Omaha, 
in the State of Nebraska; 

A bill (S. No. 163) granting a pension to Hiram Johnson; 

A bill (S. No. 165) granting a pension to Mrs. Rose M. Wood; 

A bill (S. No. 219) for the relief of Rebecca Wright, widow of 
Jaines Wright, a soldier in the war of 1812; 

A bill (S. No. 230) granting a pension to Angus McAuley; 

A bill (8. No. 462) granting a pension to Emma A. Ramsey; 

A bill (S. No. 6255 granting a pension to Sarah C. Golderman ; 

A bill (S. No. 629) granting a pension to Lemuel Adams; 

A bill (S. No. 633) granting a pension to Hugo Eichholtz ; 

A bill (S. No. 725) granting a pension to 8. Annie Esterbrook ; 

A bill (S. No. 802) granting a pension to Mrs. Cornelia F. White; 
A bill (S. No. 832) granting a pension to Simeon Crain ; 

A bill (S. No. 1040) granting a pension to Theodore Rauthe ; 

A bill (S. No. 1195) ting a pension to William Hazelit ; 

A bill (8. No. 1218) to restore to the pension-roll the name of 
Frederick A. Garlick ; 

Wes bill (S. No. 1301} granting au increase of pension to George 
us; 

A bill (S. No. 1313) granting a pension to Samuel Horner; 

A bill (S. No. 1401) granting a pension to Elizabeth Gray; 

A bill 68. No. 1532) granting a pension to George C. Quick; 

A bill (S. No. 1576) ting a pension to Ellen Lardner; and 

A joint resolution G. R. No. 58) to print Dr. John L. Hayes’s 
pamphlet upon the husbandry of the Angora goat. 


TARIFF COMMISSION. 


Mr. KASSON. I move, pursuant to the order of the House made 
esterday, that the House now resolve itself into Committee of the 
2 88 on the state of the Union, for the consideration of the special 

order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
m the state of the Union, Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
under the special order for the further consideration of the bill (H. 
R. No. 2315) to provide for the appointment of a commission to in- 
vestigate the question of the tariff and internal-revenue laws. The 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] has fifteen minutes of his 
time remaining. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, will my time be restricted to fifteen 
minutes? If so, I shall be compelled to ask leave to print some re- 
marks which otherwise I would like to deliver. It will be impos- 
sible for me to say within fifteen minutes all that I wish to say on 
this question, and I would be very glad if the committee would agree 
to give me more time, 

he CHAIRMAN. The only statement which the Chair is author- 
ized to make is that the hour to which the gentleman is entitled will 
expire in fifteen minutes, Under a general order, leave has been 
granted to print remarks on this subject. 

Mr. W. E. The Chair will remember that I was interrupted 
quite often Gina the first part of my hour, and I hope, ASB ety 
the committee will grant me some indulgence as to time. 

Mr. KASSON. I dislike, as members of the House know very 
well, to object to any extension of time, but I am urged from all 

uarters to ask, in view of the leave to print already granted, that 

om this time gentlemen will confine themselves to ike hone! and 
my friend from Kentucky will excuse me for applying this to him as 
well as to the opponents of the bill. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chai , When the House adjourned on Thurs- 
day last, I was directing the attention of the committee to the impor- 
tance of the proposed commission in connection with the internal- 
revenue laws, and now I resume where I left off on that subject. 

I come at once to what I believe to be the most important fact to 
be considered by this commission. I ask the committee to notice 
that this bill provides forthe appointment of a commission to inves- 
tigate the question of the tariff and the internal-revenue laws. I 
read from the bill—{Mr. KELLEY rose]—and I hope I shall not be 
interrupted, as my time is so limited. If I shonld be interrupted, I 
hope it will not be taken out of my time. 

Mr. KELLEY. Ido not want the gentleman to fall into a mis- 
take. He is about to read from the old bill, not the bill new under 
consideration. 

Mr. WHITE. I hope this will not come out of my time. 
the entire bill and proposed amendment : 


A bill to provide for the appointment of a commission to investigate the question 
of the tariff and in 


I give 


ternal-revenue laws. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That a commission is hereby created to be called 
the “ tariff commission,” to consist of nine members. 


Sec. 2. That the President of the United States shall, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, appoint nine commissioners from civil life, one of whom, 
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the first named, shall be the president of the commission. The commissioners 
shall receive as compensation for their services each at the rate of $10 per day 
when engaged in active duty, and actual traveling and other necessary expenses. 
The commission shall have power to employa pion game Bn a messenger; and 
the foregoing com m and expenses to be au and paid by the Secretary 
of the Treasury out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise a) riated 
Sud. 3. That it shall be the duty of said commission 


1 h: hly investigate all fhe vario ti to taka into coneideration 
and to thoroug mv al e various questions re ot icultural, 
commercial, — tile. — ufacturing. verb — 


may come before 
to visit such 
different 

SEC. 4. 
its N peer and the testimony taken in the course of th 
the first 


its final ropes together with the testimony. 
Amend tht title so as to read: A bill to provide for the appointment of a com- 
mission to investigate the question of the tariff.” 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman decline to be interrupted ? 
Mr. WHITE. I do, sir. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed without interrup- 


tion. a 

Mr. WHITE. Now, Mr. Chairman, almost the whole of this dis- 
cussion has turned upon the tariff—the high protective tariff; and 
we have overlooked one-half of the subject-matter that should come 
and must come before this commission, 

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue in his report of November 
25, 1881, says: 

A strong public sentiment has set in against frauds upon the revenues of the 
Government, and in favor of sustaining its authority. 


Yet, in the next breath, he says: 


I again recommend additional legislation for the protection of the lives and per- 
sons of officers of the United States from the unlawful assaults of those who resist 
their authority. 

There should be a law for the trial and punishment in the courts of the United 
States of persons who kill or make assaults with intent to kill officers of the United 
States while en, in the performance of their lawful duties. 

At this time the only offenses cognizable in the courts of the United States for 
acts of this character are obstructing and conspiring to obstruct the enforcement 
of the law, the punishment for which is entirely inadequate to the many heinons 
against the lives and persons of officers of the Government, which have 
been committed within the fow years. 

The struggle maintained for the past five years for the suppression of illicit dis- 
tilling has resulted in the killing of twenty-eight and the wounding of sixty-four 
ofticers and employés. 


Again he says: 


make costs. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I find that the criminal suits pending on the 
Ist of July, 1881, for violations of the internal-revenue laws numbered, 
in Kentucky, 195; in Maryland, 13; in Pennsylvania, 160; andinallthe 
States and Territories, 5,633. The discrimination made by the recent 
bill—and I hope my colleague from the sixth district [Mr. CARLISLE] 
will give close attention to what I say on this subject—the discrimi- 
nation by the recent bill against the small manufacturers and in favor 
of the large owners of distilled irits in bonded warehouses will lead 
to greater violence and ine expenditure. es the whisky 
capitalist at the expense of millions of dollars to the Government, and 
at the risk of demoralizing all future legislation and inciting local 
insurrections. I defy any successful contradiction of these e 

On Monday of last week the House suspended the rules and passed 
the following bill: 

AMENDMENT OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. DUNXELL. I move the rules 3 the bill (H. R. No. 5656) to 
amend the laws relating to the entry of spirits in distillery and special 
bonded warehouses and the withdrawal of the same therefrom be 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That the tax on all distilled spirits hereafter entered for 
deposit in distillery warehouse or in special bonded warehouse, or remaining in such 
warehouse at the time of the passage of this act, shall be payable before and at 
the time the same are withdrawn therefrom, except in cases of withdrawals there- 
from without the payment of tax as now authorized iy ers 

“Every person intending to commence or continue the business of a distiller, or 
having at the time of the of this act spirits di ted in his distillery 
warehouse or in any special bonded 3 within thirty days from the 
date of and after the of this act, or at the time of commencing business 
or of commencing to tinas bonded warehouse, and on the Ist day of 
May following, and on the ay of May of each year thereafter, file with the 
collector of internal revenue for the district in w] his distillery or any special 
bonded warehouse in which he has spirits d ited is located a statement, in 
duplicate, under oath, of the Legere | of distilled spirits stored in the dis 
warehouse, or of the quantity of 8p ts of his own production stored in a spec 
bonded warehouse, specifying in either case the number and the serial numbers of 

ue contained therein, as shown by the 
U. 


the packages, and the number of pasot as 
original gauge; and also a declaration, licate, of the largest number of pack- 


and of proof-gallons of distilled spirits he intends to have stored at the close 

of any one day in said distillery or special bonded warehouse 

the year or fraction of a year ending on the 30th day of April next eosuing 
Tat the time of filing said statement and declaration, give bond, in duplicate, 


shal 
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in a form prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with two or more 
sureties satisfactory to the collector of his district, conditioned that the principal 
named in said bond shall pay all taxes shown to be due by the original gauge, less 
only the lawful allowance for loss, u all 3 withdrawn or removed from his 
distille; or nga all ts of own production withdrawn or re- 
moved a bonded w: ouse, during the year or fraction of a year end- 
ing on the 39th day of April next ensuing, or after that date and before a new 
warehousing bond shall be given; and that he shall anny all respects with 
= — 22 of law concerning the warehousing and withdrawal or rebonding 
of said spi 

The penal sum of said bond shall be as follows, namely: 

When the largest quantity of spirits to be stored in the warehouse, as set forth 
in the distiller's statement and declaration, does not exceed fifty barrels of forty 
proof-gallons each, $1,800; 

: 1 exceeding fifty such barrels and not exceeding one hundred such bar - 
rels, $3,000; 

When exceeding one hundred such barrels and not exceeding five hundred such 
barrels, $4,000; 

** When exceeding five hundred such barrels and not exceeding one thousand 
such barrels, $20,000; 

When exceeding one thousand such barrels and not exceeding two thousand 
five hundred such 53 „000; 

When exceeding two thousand five hundred such barrels and not exceeding five 
thousand such barrels, $60,000; 

When exceeding five thousand such barrels and not exceeding ten thousand 


such barrels, $80,000 ; 
Wen exceeding ten thousand such barrels and not exceeding twenty thousand 
77. 8 th 
When en su and not e - 
TER „ xceeding thirty thou 
And when exceeding thirty See barrels, $200,000; but in no case 
than 000. 


shall the penal sum of an 5 md be ter $200,000. 
ditional bond shall be in case A jae uantity of spirits at any time 


“An 

actually in the warehouse exceeds the quantity set forth in the statement or dec- 
laration, or in case of the death, insolvency, or removal of either of the sureties, 
and may be required in any other contingency, at the discretion of the collector 
or Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

No collector shall ap rove the bond of the distiller required by section 3260 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States until the distiller shall have filed a state- 
ment and declaration, and shall have given a warehouse bond satisfactory to the 
collector, in conformity with the provisions of this act. Every collector who vio- 
lates this provision shall forfeit and pay $2,000 and be dismissed from office. 

Bonds given under this section s) be and remain in force, as to spirits remain- 
ing in warehouse on the Ist day of Ma 3 until the execution and approval 
of the new bond, and shall remain in full force for the collection of the tax upon 
all spirits covered thereby which shall have been unlawfully removed or with- 
drawn during the period for which the bond was given. And nothing in this act 
contained shall impair or affect the warehousing bonds or transportation and ware- 
housing bonds heretofore given, except as to the spirits described therein covered 
by bonds given uuder this act. But the monthly warehousing bonds prescribed 
by section 3293 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, as amended, shall not 
hereafter, be required. 3 

“If the new bond is not given as required by this act, the collector shall proceed 
by distraint to collect the tax on all the spirits of the distiller remaining in the 
warehouse, issuing his warrant of distraint for the amount of tax found to be due 
as shown by the reports of bred oid when the spirits were entered into the ware- 
house. But this provision shall notexclude any other appropriate remedy or pro- 
ceeding to enforce payment of the tax: Provided, That any distiller having — 5 
in warehouse at the time of the passage of this act for which warehouse bonds have 
been I ASe may, as to such spirits, at his option, omit to file the statement and 
give the bond required by this act, but in such case the warehousing bonds already 
given for such spiris shall remain in full force, and the principal and sureties on 
said 1 5 nirio . to full compliance with Tie con — of ae — ibe 
vided, case the . to make the statement an ve the bon 
ai 5 — —— 


capa- 
e statement may be made and 
the bond may be given by his executor, administrator, trustee, or other 
representative. 
8262 of the Revised Statutes of the United States as amended be 
further amended by adding thereto the following: 


And 6 That whenever, by reason of any restriction on the 
title, or of any pending 1: proceedings s g the — or change 
of title or the control or t of any real estate, on which, or any 


part thereof, a distillery erected — to July 20, 1868, is situated in whole or in 
part, or whenever by reason of the death, insanity, inability, or removal of any 
executor or executors, administrator or admin trustee or trustees, or the 
d ent of any coexecu' administrators, or trustees having renee, na 
such real estate, the consent hereinbefore provided for cannot be had at the time 
and in the manner required, then, in lieu of said consent, the collector may, at the 
discretion of the Commissioner, be authorized to 3 the bond hereinbefore 
scribed for the appraised value of that portion of the distillery property, or of 
interest thereon as to which the consent cannot be obtained, but such bond shall 
not be regarded as being in lieu of the consent required in respect to that portion 
of the distillery premises as to which no disabili: A 
“Nec, 2. That the Commissioner of Internal 
authorized, in his discretion, and upon the execution of such bonds as — 1. pre- 
ware- 


scribe, to establish one or more warehouses to be known as special bonded 
houses in any one collection district, each of W. shall be in the 
charge of a storekeeper, to be appo! and paid 0 


same manner as storekeepers for distillery warehouses are now appointed, as. 

transferred, and paid. Every such warehouse shall be under the control 
of the collector of internal revenue of the district in which such warehouse is 
located, and shall be in the joint custody of the storekeeper and proprietor thereof, 
and kept securely locked, and shall at no time be unlocked or opened, or remain 
open, except in the presence of such storekeeper ox other person who may be desig- 
nated to act for him, as provided in the case of distillery warehouses. And i 
warchonses shall be under such further regulation as the Commissioner of Internal 
5 the approval of the 5 Treasury, may prescribe. 


any time spirits in his distillery ware- 
jal bonded warehouse, may, sit Ës reg 


distillery warehouse to and deposited in a special bonded warehouse, in the 
leetlo: arta acid executin, 


same col m district, after making such en and filing with 
the collector of the district such bonds and bills of lading, and giving such other 
additional securi rnal Reve- 


ty as may be prescribed by the Commissioner of In 
re o 
Bec tary of th 


nue and approved by the e Treasury. In case of such permanent 


each pac! 
furnished to the several collectors as in the case of other stamps, and 
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discontinuance, or of such suspension, if the tax is not paid or the its are not 
so removed, it shall be the duty of the collector to collect the tax b traint, issu- 
his warrant of distraint for the amount of the tax found to be due as ascer- 
od by him from the spe of the gauge as made by the gauger at the time of 
the entry of the spirits into warehouse. But this provision shall not exclude any 
other ekg ey remedy or proceeding to enforce the ent of the tax. 
“Sec. 4. That all distilled spirits intended for deposit ina s bonded ware- 
house, before being removed from the distillery warehouse, shall have affixed to 
kage an engraved stamp indicative of such intention, to be provided and 


be charged 
to them and accounted for in the same manner. 

“Src. 5. That the provisions of 1 in to the payments of tax on 
withdrawal of distilled spirits from warehouse, and as to the gauging, marking, 
branding, and stamping of the same upon such withdrawal, and in regard to the 
exportation of distilled spirits, or their transfer to manufacturing warehouses, and 
in regard to withdrawals for the use of the United States or scientific institu- 
tions or colleges of learning, including the provisions for allowance for leakage or 
loss by unavoidable accident, are hereby extended and made applicable to spirits 
d ted in special bonded warehouses under this act. And whenever spirits are 
withdrawn from a special bonded warehouse for exportation, or for transfer to a 
manufacturing warehouse, an engraved stamp indicative of intention to export 
shall first beaflixed to each package so removed, as in the case of spirits withdrawn 
from a distillery bonded warehouse for exportation under the provisions of section 
3330 of the Revised Statutes as amended, all the provisions of which section not 
inconsistent with this act are hereby made applicable to such withdrawals. And 
the provisions of existing law relative to an allowance of loss by casualty in a dis- 
tillery bonded warehouse are hereby made applicable to distilled spirits stored in 
special bonded warehouses in accordance with the provisions of this act. 

“Sec. 6. That the tax upon any distilled spirits removed from a distillery ware- 
house for di it in a special bonded warehouse, and in respect of which any re- 
quirement of this act is not complied with, shall at any time when knowledge of 
such fact is obtained by the Commissionerof Internal Revenue, be assessed by him 
upon the distiller of the same, and returned to the collector, who shall immediately 
demand payment of such tax, and upon the neglect or refusal of payment by the 
distiller shall proceed to collect the same by distraint. But this provision shall not 
exclude any other remedy or 5 by law to enforce the payment 
of the tax. If it shall appear at any time that there has been a loss of distilled 
spirits from any cask or package deposited in a distillery warehouse or special 
bonded warehouse, other than the loss provided for in section 3221 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, which, in the opinion of the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue, is excessive, he may instruct the collector of the district in which 
the loss has incurred to require the withdrawal from warehouse of such spirits, and 
to collect the tax accrued upon the original 88 distilled spirits entered into 
the warehouse in such cask or package, less only the allowance for loss provided 
by law. If the said tax is not paid on demand, the collector shall report the amount 
due as shown by the original ge upon his next „ and it shall be 
assessed and collected as other taxes are assessed and collected. 

“Src, 7. That in case any distilled spirits removed from a distillery warehouse 
for mr pe in a special bonded warehouse shall fail to be deposited in such special 
bonded warehouse within ten days after such removal, or within the time specified 
in any bond given on such removal, or if any distilled spirits deposited in any spe- 
cial bonded warehouse shall be taken therefrom for export or otherwise without 
full compliance with the provisions of this act, and with the requirements of any 
regulations made thereunder, and with the terms of any bond given on such re- 
moval, or if any distilled spirits which have been deposited in a special bonded 
warehouse shall be found elsewhere, not having been removed therefrom accord- 
ing to law, any person who shall be guilty of such failure, or any person who shall 
in any manner Violate any provisions of this act shall be subject, on conviction, 
to a fine of not less than $100 nor more than $5,000, and to imprisonment for not less 
than three months nor more than three years, for every such failure or violation; 
and the spirits as to which such failure or violation orunlawful removal shall take 
place shall be forfeited to the United States. 

“Sxe, 8. That nothing herein contained shall be held to lor affect the pro- 
visions of the act approved March 3, 1877, entitled ‘An act relating to the po 
Auction of fruit brandy, and to punish frauds connected with the same,’ excepting 
the provisions as to the 88 of three years therein fixed for the payment of the 
tax, the exclusive use of the special bonded warehouses therein provided for the 
storage of brandy made from grapes, and as to the character of the warehousing 
bonds therein provided. 

“Sec. 9. 1 7 — me Commissioner ee ene. with the 8 of the 
Secre of the Treasury, may make all n rules and regulations for n 
into . the provisions of this act. 3 

“Sec. 10. That whenever the owner of distilled spirits shall desire to withdraw 
the same from the distillery warehouse, or from a s al bonded warehouse, he 
= with the collector a notice giving a description of the packages to be 
withdrawn, and request that the distilled spirits be regauged, and thereupon the 
collector shall direct the gauger to regauge the same, and upon each pack- 
age so he ga, the number of gauge or wine gallons and proof-gallons therein 
contained. If G Satie . it shall appear that there has been a loss of 
distilled spirits any cask or package, without the fault or negligence of the 
distiller or owner thereof, taxes shall be collected only on the quantity of distilled 
spirits contained in such cask or pac at the time of the withdrawal thereof 
from the distillery warehouse or s bonded warehouse: Provided, That the 
allowance which shall be made for such loss of spirits as aforesaid shall not ex- 
ceed one proof-gallon for two months or part thereof; one and one-half gallons for 
three and four months; two gallons for five and six months; two and one-half 
gallons for seven and eight months; three gallons for nine and ten months; three 
und one-half gallons for eleven and twelve months; four gallons for thirteen, four- 
teen, and fifteen months; four and one-half gallons for sixteen, seventeen, an 
eighteen months; five gallons for nineteen, twenty, and twenty-one months; five 
and one-half gallons for twenty-two, twenty-three, and twenty-four months; six 
gallons for twenty-five, twenty-six, and twenty-seven months; six and one-half 
gallons for twenty- ght, twenty-nine, and thirty months; seven gallons for thirty- 
one, thirty-two, and thirty-three months; seven and one-half ons for thirty- 
four, thirty-five, and thirty-six months; eight ms for be Secchi thirty- 
eight, jor na gy and forty months; eight and one-half gallons for forty-one, forty- 
two, forty-three, and forty-four months ; nine aons for forty-five, forty-six, forty- 
seven, and forty-eight months; nine and one-half gallons for forty-nine, fifty, fifty- 
one, and se! S months; ten ons for fifty-three, fifty-four, fifty-five, and 
tifty-six months ; ten and one-half gallons for fifty-seven, -eight, nine, and 
sixty months ; eleven gallons for sixty-one, sixty-two, sixty- 
five, and sixty-six months; eleven and one-half fi 
eight, sixty-nine, seventy, seventy-one, and seventy-two months; twelve gallons 
for seventy-three, seventy-four, . seventy-six, seventy-seven, and sev- 
enty-eight months; twelve and one-half lons for seventy- eighty, eighty- 
one, eighty-two, eighty-three, and eighty-four months; thirteen s for eighty- 
five, eighty-six, eighty-sgven. eighty-eight, eighty-nine, and ninety months; and 
thirteen and one-half gallons for ninety-one, ninety-two, ninety-three, ninety-four, 
ninety-five, and ninety-six months; and no further allowance s! made: Pro- 
vided also, That the oye. bape | allowance or loss shall apply only to casks or pack- 
ages of a capacity of forty or more wine-gallons, and the allowance for loss 


on casks or packages of less capacity than forty gallons shall not exceed one-half 


the amount allowed on said fort 1 cask or package; but no allowance shall 
be made on casks or packages of less capacity than twenty gallons: And provided 
Further, That pris ee of such distilled spirits shall not in any case be computed 
at the time of withdrawal at less than 100 per cent. 


“Sec. 11. That all acts and parts of acts 
act are hereby repealed.” 

Mr. DuxxkLL. I desire to say that this bill has been unanimously reported 
from the Committee on Ways and Means, and the bill itself was prepared by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenne, and all its parts meet with his approval. 

There is a report accompanying the bill. The bill itself does nothing more than 
extend the period for the retention in warehouses of distilled spirits. It puts dis- 
tilled spirits upon the same footing with snuff, tobacco, cigars, fermented liquors, 
and other articles npon which there is an internal-revenue tax. 

oe SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and passing the bill as 
read. 

Mr. Warre. I desire to be heard on this question. 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. Hutcurns. I ask for a second, if the gentleman wishes to be heard. 

Mr. Wurrs. I should like to be heard for a few minutes on this question. 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. » 

Mr. GUENTHER., I ask for a second. 

The SPEAKER. It comes too 3 

Mr. Camp. The gentleman labored under a misapprehension. As the gentle- 
— ee ea discussed it, he supposed unanimous consent was given for 
the second. 

The SPEAKER. It was not demanded. 

Mr. Wurrr. I have been objecting all the time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman as objecting, but that is 
not the question. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 123, noes 29. 

Mr. Wars, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
aed Mahdi having voted in the affirmative) the rules were suspended and 

0 3 

Mr. DUNSELL. I ask, by unanimous consent, the report of the committee and a 
letter from the Commissioner be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered accordingly. 

The pa are as follows: 

“Mr. DUNKEL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, submitted the follow- 
ing reper to accompany bill H. R. No. 5237: 

‘The Committee on Ways and Means, to whom has been referred various bills 
and memorials relating to changes in the internal-revenue laws, has had the same 
under consideration, and beg leave to report to the House a bill to amend the laws 
relating to the internal revenue, and for other purposes. 

“The bill herewith reported renee to extend indefinitely the period during 
which distilled spirits may remain in a bonded warehouse, and requires the pay- 
ment of the tax when the same shall be withdrawn for sale or consumption. 15 
this zepon it places distilled spirits on the same footing with tobacco, snuff, cigars, 
fermented liquors, and all other articles now subject to taxation under the internal- 
revenue laws. None of these other articles are required to pay a tax until they are 
actually sold or removed for sale or consumption, no matter how long this may be 
after they have been manufactured, and your committee is of the oplatom that the 
same rule should be ues to distilled spirits. The purpose of the Government 
is to tax the consumption of these various articles, and not their manufacture or 
production, and in order to accomplish this in all cases, and thus make the laws 
uniform in their application, the provision on that subject contained in the accom- 
panying bill is necessary and proper, 

Besides, the information received by the committee conduces to show that there 
is at this time an urgent necessity for the extension of the time during which 
spirits may remain in bond, as a measure of relief to distillers and dealers who 
have large stocks on hand. Under the law as it now stands all spirita must be 
withdrawn and the tax must be paid within three years from the date of its entry 
into the warehouse, and the consequence is that large quantities of spirits manu- 
factured in 1879 and still remaining unsold will be forced out during the next two 
or three mouths. Unless the time shall be extended the tax of 90 cents per 
ies must be paid to the Government on this spirits, whether there is a sale of 

article or not, and there are reasonable grounds to believe that in many cases 
the immediate exaction of such ree sone of money from the owners of unsold 
goods would result in their financial ruin, while in all cases it would be a very 

t hardship. As this relief can be granted without affecting the revenues of 

e Government, except to temporarily pestpone the collection of a part of it, the 
. that it is wise and proper under the circumstances to extend the 

u $ 

2 The bill also provides for the execution of annual warehousing bonds instead of 
monthly bonds, as now required by law, and specifies the amounts for which such 
bonds shall be given. The gesent system is very inconvenient to the parties en- 

g, 


inconsistent with the provisions of this 


gaged in the business of dis imposes useless labor apon the revenue officials, 
and affords no additional security for the payment of the beyond what would 
be afforded by an annual bond. 


The allowances for loss of ng wird in bond by leakage and evaporation are con- 

tinned for eight years upon the basis of the existing law. If there shall be a loss, 

after the ek pages of a years, no allowance can be made for it, but the tax 

82 85 — 4 on the whole quantity in excess of the aggregate allowance provided 
‘or ê bill. 

“There are other provisions in the bill relating to the administration of the law 
by the Government officials, but they need not be explained here in detail, as they 
are such only as are considered necessary by the Commissioner of In ve- 
nue to enable him to execute the law as amended by the bill. 

In fact, the bill as reported has been submitted to the Treasury Department, 
and has received the approval of the head of the Internal Revenue Bureau. The 
committee therefore report the bill back to the House with the recommendation 
that the bill be so amended as to read, A bill to amend the law relating to the 
entry of distilled spirits in distillery and 5 bonded warehouses, and the with- 
eee of the same therefrom,’ and with the bill so amended its passage is recom- 
55 ” 


* TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
We , April 3, 1882. 

Sin: I acknowledge receipt of your valued favor of this instant in As gs to 
House bill No. 5237, which provides for an extension of the bonded period upon 

Th a spirits. red with great di tto its machinery I 
e bill was pre wi care, and in res its m; am sat- 
isfied it will ao 3 The yos le of the bill I think is yr Ba Upon 
all manufactured articles upon which the internal-revenue tax is levied, except in 
the case of distilled spirits, the manufacturer or owner is not compelled to remove 
the same from the place of manufacture until he can find a sale for the product. 
This is so in respect to beer, tobacco, cigars, matches, &o. The extension of the 
bonded period to three years gave quite a stimulus to the manufacture of fine whis- 
kies. On the Ist of March last there were 69,243,835 gallons in distillery warehouses 
in Kentucky, Pennsylvania, and Maryland. It seems to me unreasonable to sup- 


1882. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2911 


pose that these spirits can all be removed for consumption within the time now 
required by law. If the manufacturers and owners are required to pay the taxes 
within three years, I would expect to see such a decline in prices as would seriously 
embarrass many strong firms, probably cause many failures, and unfavorably affect 
other branches of business without any beneficial results to the Government. I 
3 upon this ground alone the extension of the bonded period is entirely justi- 
able. 
Very respectfully, 
5 GREEN B. RAUM, 
Commissioner. 
Hon. BEN. BUTTERWORTH, 
House of tives. 
After the bill had passed, the committee’s report and a letter were 
panta in the RECORD for a purpose which does not appear in the 
ECORD. Who knowsat what hour that letter of the Commissioner 
was written? Who knows why that letter was written, and why it 
was written on the 3d of April, in reply to a letter addressed to the 
Commissioner on the same day? Here is all the country knows 
about it. That bill has a bland and smiling face. I read from one 
of the newspaper reports: 
Mr. DUNNELL moved to suspend the rules and pass the bill to amend the laws 
relating to internal revenue, 
Agreed to—123 to 29. 
Then in parenthesis: 


This is the bill which was some weeks ago reported from the Committee on 
Ways and Means, a synopsis of which was published at the time. It extends the 
bond period for retention in warehouses of. distilled spirits, ee distilled 
spirits on the same footing as snuff, tobacco, cigars, and fermented spirits. 

And the Frankfort (Kentucky) Yeoman of April 5, 1882, the lead- 
ing Democratic paper in the blue-grass region of that State, speak- 
ing for Bourbon principles and Bourbon distilled spirits, adds: 

The go of a bill by Congress to extend indefinitely the period for holding 
distilled spirits in bond will have a marked effect upon the whisky business in 
Kentucky. It is a measure of very great importance, and it gives satisfaction to 
distillers. 

To say that distilled spirits can be pa on the same footing with 
snuff, tobacco, and cigars, is one of the most infamous falsehoods 
ever published to the country. Tobacco, snuff, and cigars, when 
they are manufactured, are worth as much as they will be worth 
eight years afterward. The product sold then is worth no more, 
usually it is worth less, than if sold on the day when manufactured. 
But not so with distilled spirits. Between new whisky and whisky 
allowed to remain in bond eight years at the Government’s expense, 
there is a vast difference. It is worth to the manufacturer twenty- 
seven cents a gallon the day it is manufactured and to the Govern- 
ment a tax of ninety cents on the gallon. But eight years afterward 
it is worth from $4 to $6 a gallon to the man who owns it, and only 
ninety cents to the Government; not that; it is worth ninety cents 
on what remains in the barrel; and there is allowed for leakage, for 
evaporation, and for stealing, twelve and one-half gallons on each 
barrel, amounting to millions of money, as I shall show before I 
conclude, 

Let me illustrate by a barrel containing 40 gallons: 

The Cincinnati price of high wines is $1.17 per gallon, including 
Government tax of 90 cents on gallon. Thus the 40 gallons are worth 
when first put in bonded warehouse $10.80; add to this 8 years’ 
insurance and storage, $9.20, and the interest at 6 per cent. for 8 
years on both amounts, $9.60, and we have the total of $29.60; add 
price of barrel and cooperage, and interest on same, $3.70; making 
a total of $33.30. Expense of 1 barrel of 40 gallons of high wines or 
eee! to the owner for 8 years equal to $33.30. 

Of the 40 gallons aforesaid there will have “oozed out” under this 
bill 12} gallons, leaving 274 gallons. Now, a very low estimate for 
this, including Government tax, is $5 per gallon; and thus under the 

rotective care of the Government is worth $137.50 to the owner. 

ow, deduct from this amount the Government tax on 27+ gallons 
equal to $24.75; also, the original cost of the 40 gallons, with storage, 
insurance, and interest, equal to $33.30, and we find that under the 
discriminating and unjust operation of this bill, and the Carlisle bill 
of a former Congress, the manufacturer or purchaser of his whisky 
who is able to hold it 8 years; has made a clear profit of $79.45 on 
this 1 barrel of 40 gallons. Now, in this count I have not estimated 
the wonderful capacity of a 40-gallon barrel, whereby in counting 
fractional quantities of proof spirits the distiller gets from the Gov- 
ernment the tax on the fraction of a gallon below one-half. In other 
words, the manufacturer who is able to hold his product for 8 years 
makes $79.45 on the barrel of 40 gallons more than the manufact- 
urer, who is forced to pay the tax of 90 cents on the gallon as soon 
as he manufactures it. 

Now, the case is plainly thus: that the Government is losing while 
the large manufacturer is growing rich so rapidly. Here are the 
figures: the small manufacturer pays on the 1 containing 40 
galins at 90 cents per gallon, $36; the interest on this, at 6 per cent. 

or 8 years, is $17.25 $53.28. The Government gets what amounts 
to $53.23 on the 40-gallon cask owned by the small distiller in a re- 
mote locality, and only $24.75 on a 40-gallon cask in the bonded ware- 
house of the favored whisky capitalist, who can afford to hold his 
stock for 8 years. But, sir, we are told by the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue, in his letter to which I have alluded as written on 
the 3d of Pe and appears in the Recorp of the 4th instant, that 
there are 69,243,835 gallons in three States equal to 1,731,000 barrels 


of 40 gallons each in etchant Maryland, and Pennsylvania. Think 


of the profits on whisky in t States in 8 years, $136,749,000. 
Think of the rapid production of spirits—abominable poison—dur- 
ing the last 2 years, ially the past year, whose reckless use is 
sending 600,000 of our fellows annually to untimely graves and fill- 
ing our whole country with crime, ignorance, and a deteriorated race. 


From the National Journal, December 17, 1881.] 
OUR NATIONAL LIQUOR BILLS. 


Estimates are made from time to time based on returns from the Internal Rev- 
enue Office, police and other places, hospitals, insane asylums, poor-houses, and 
other charitable institutions, from which itis calculated with reasonable certainty 
that our liquor bills amount a to not less than— 

1. Direct expenses, $600,000,000, 
. Indirect expenses, $600,000,000. . 
„ Intemperance burns and destroys property amounting to $10,000,000. 
It destroys 70,000 lives. 
. It makes 30,000 widows. 
„It makes 100,000 orphans. 
. It makes 500 maniacs. 
It instigates 250 murders. 
. It causes 500 suicides. 
. It consigns to jail 500,000 criminals. 

1]. And greater even than all this it endangers the inheritances of liberty left 
us by debauching the voters and making instruments for upholding corraption by 
means of the jot-box. 


And we, the Republicans, are seriously implored to donate to 
the whisky brokers and large whisky manufacturing corporations 


— 
SD 


„000,000. 

Mr. HUBBELL. May I ask the gentleman a question in this con- 
nection ¢ 

Mr. WHITE. I cannot yield, unless such interruptions are not to 
be taken out of my time. 

The C The gentleman from Kentucky declines to be 
interrupted. 

Mr. WHITE. To use the language of the agreeable gentleman 
from the first district of Ohio, ‘‘this may be a serviceable thing in a 
community in getting the boys out to the polls, which is a matter of 
importance,” &c. ut I ask, has the t Republican party come 
down to this, that it must donate $20,000,000 of the people’s money to 
the wealthy manufacturers and owners of distilled spirits in order to 
earry a few Con ional districts throughout the country, and per- 
chance a United States Senator? If we had done nothing more than 
our duty why make a scapegoat of the head of the Internal Revenue 
Bureau? Why was he to offered up as a sacrifice by writing 
that curious letter on the 3d of April, and in reply to one of that date 
addressed at an hour that nobody has yet been able to name? Per- 
haps the friendly puff of a Washington correspondent to the 3 
ton Republican of March 14 will furnish the clue to this matter. It 
reads as follows: 


Colonel Gabe Wharton, of Louisville, is here, the e Se the whisky-men— 
distillers—of the South and West, who desire the tax on distilled spirits reduced 
from ninety to fifty cents per gallon. It is understood that the Ways and Means 
Committee, to which this matter was referred, is in favor of the redaction. It is re- 
ported that the handsome colonel gets $1,000 per month and expenses. It is not pre- 
sumed that he cares much whether a report from the committee is made in March 
or J ay The colonel is a good worker, and the parties who have employed him 
never hit the nail a squarer lick" than when they secured his services. Colonel 
Gabe is thoroughly posted in all matters pertai to internal revenue, and is 
withal such a courteous, affable gentleman it is a pleasure for Congressmen and 
Department officials to transact business with him. 


Not only that, but I observe in the Louisville Commercial, another 
friend and supporter of Colonel Gabe Wharton’s, this interesting lan- 
guage. Louisville Commercial of April 12, 1882: 

Colonel Wharton says notwithstanding the opposition of Hon. Joux Wurre ho 
has no fears of the passage by the Senate of the House bill relating to whisky 
held in bond. 

It is a most remarkable circumstance, sir, that such a man as this 
should be allowed to prowl around these lobbies and address the 
committees of this House, and be able to foreshadow by what seems 
to be an accurate knowledge the legislation which is to be had here. 
I shall incorporate in my remarks a report by Hon. H. F. Finley to 
his excellency—his retired excellency, R. B. Hayes—the late imbecile 
from Ohio, made in 1877, May 29, where the character of this man 
Wharton is shown to have been known to the Government when he 
was reappointed. Remember that Wharton (who was removed for 
cause by a Repulican President) was appointed by Hayes, and con- 
firmed by a Democratic Senate, in spite of the Republican opposition 
in the Senate, and over the protest of Republicans on the Senate Com- 
mittee who had knowledge of his malfeasance in office. 

WasaincTon, D. C., May 29, 1877. 

Sm: As requested in our interview with your excellency some days since, I 
make the following statement: 

First. That my predecessor in office allowed and permitted United States com- 
missioners in the city of Louisville to issue warrants and put on foot prosecutions 

st the citizens of the State without consulting him, his assistant in the collec- 
on of internal revenue for the district. The result was thatthe Government was 
wronged out of thousands of dollars in money in consequence of expeuse incurred 
8 and unnecessary prosecutions against the citizens of the State, and by 
which they were harassed and imbittered against the Government and its officers. 
Second. That my predecessor allowed and permitted United States commis- 
sioners in the city of Louisville, and the marshal and his deputies to force all 
parties charged with offenses against the Government to Smithville for prelimi- 
investigation before United States commissioners, in disregard of the Horia 
of the citizens, at a great sacrifice of money to the Government for erlad a ing 
ee guards, and witnesses from distant parts of the State, forcing the cit- 


past competent United States commissioners near their homes, before whom 
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they had a right to be tried, foe Bir! g enlarging the fees of the United States 
attorney, the „guards, and witnesses. 

My predecessor allowed and permitted the Government to be wron, 
out of thousands of dollars in money M reason of unnecessary 1 and 
and fictitious charges for guards, when it was his duty to prevent it and when he 
must have had knowledge of these frauds. 

It was in consequence of this and other irre, ties and failure of duty that he 
was d from office after investigation had. An investigation now will, if 
put on foot, show these abuses and will exhibit the fact that prosecutions of a sim- 
ilar character do not cost the Government one-half what they did under his man- 
agement and supervision. An investigation will develop the further fact thereare 
now a greater number of convictions had in proportion to the number of prosecu- 
tions set on foot. 

Ihave heretofore asked that the frands in the custom-house in Louisville be inves- 
tigated. My letters upon this subject are on file in the office of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, in which I specifically point out frauds and suggest that an investigation will 
develop many others. I desire this investigation very much, as it will enable your 
excellency and Attorney-General to understand what action was necessary to be 
taken loo. to an honest administration of offices in Kentucky. 

I then aad now that an investigation was not had, or it would have given 
me aid in my efforts to correct the abuses referred to. Nevertheless I hope at a 
p time an investigation will be had when I flatter myself ae excellency 
Twill be able to appreciate and . why my removal from position has 
to po on foot an investigation by which to estab- 

an e pact is desired, give the names 
what I have stated. 


United States PPO gk AE District 

His excellency R. B. HAYES. £ 

The author of that letter is one of the truest and best men in the 
world. He isto-day a firm and righteous judge of one of the circuits 
of the 5 of Kentucky. For many years he was a com- 
monwealth’s attorney for Kentucky, and in 1870 came within eighteen 
votes of a seat in Con He is a brave, loyal, honorable gentle- 
man who wishes to see the Republican party purged of its corrupt 
officials, and is as fearless in the discharge of his duty as Julius Cæsar 
or the hero of Appomattox. Mr. Finley’s letter shows that the exact 
character of this man Wharton was thoroughly understood at the 
time of his reappointment, and his record as United States district 
attorney for Kentucky will show that he has grown rich by the most 
disgraceful rob known to any civilized country. And yet this 
man Wharton is allowed to appear before the Committee on Ways 
and Means of this House to deliver an address before the committee, 
and to shape the legislation of this august body (which holds the 
keys to the Treasury) on an important measure, which under the 
suspension of the rules was at his dictum; and this hired lob- 
byist of the large manufacturers and owners of distilled RRs who, 
without regard to justice, humanity, or law, has persecuted hundreds 
of American citizens and lundered the United States Treasury of 
many thousands of dollars, has the audacity to predict that the Senate 
will sanction this whisky scheme to donate $20,000,000 of the people’s 
money to whisky brokers and large whisky manufacturing capitalists. 

I regret that 1 have not received the report running back to 1870. 
I am at present able to submit one year only of Wharton’s damnable 
record. Here itis. Examine it carefully: 

Report made by the United States attorney forthe district of Kentucky for the 
period from July 1, 1880, to June 30, 1881, in the following particulars : 
Number of cases returned to court by commissioners: 


Louisville circuit 434 
Paducah circuit + 
Dell )J ͤ ĩðͤàb Gaaasses pueden shines 438 
— —((— 


Number of cases ignored b; nd jury. (No record is kept.) 
7 nl ni 


Louisville c A T O I R SS L A N A N 27 

a E e , v a E E 1 

V A beak ssn cost O O CEO ASEO 28 

S ———— 

Number of cases prosecuted to conviction : = 

EPF AAV TTT 
ü so AEE luceskcevusd decoweyouubnegehigacccesdsveavessnedeves 3 
/ e E T E 258 
Total amount of fees for self and salaries of assistants : 

ff... ˙ .. ̃ . ILI TS $6, 516 16 
e r . 150 

— ñ èͤ ß ̃ñ ß A L E pa cntae ak 6, 667 10 


I certify the 3 statement to be correct and true. 
Witness my hand this 15th day of October, 1881. 
GEORGE M. THOMAS, 
United States District Attorney. 


There is where your whisky dictator 
rot his hand into the money-bagsand plund the public ury. 
his infernal bill which the House passed on last Monday week will 
work hardship ppo the people. ealthy whisky corporations will 
be permitted under the eee of that bill to persecute poor peo- 
pe while they make lions aut of the Government. y, sir, 
Wharton’s salary was only $150 a year, besides the fees. But by 
this system of fees and by prostitvting his office he has managed to 
draw a salary for the year ending June 30, 1881, amountin; = 
y 


There is a showing for you. 


$6,516.16. This is the abominable system that the bill pa 
this House April 3 protects and encourages. 


Now, I call the attention of the committee again to the testimony 
of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, on page 9 of Executive 
Document No. 4 of Forty-seventh Congress, first session, where, in 
his report to the Secretary of the Treasury, November 25, 1881, he 
says: 

The district attorney is made the judge of the propriety of commencing a erim- 
inal prosecution against a citizen, on account of which he and the marshal will re- 
ceive pay from the Government whether the party ba gonr or innocent. These 
officers may prefer complaints aganet citizens, cause United States commissioners 
toissue warrants, may arrest and examine the parties before the commissioner, and 
the district attorney, marshal, . witnesses, and the commissioner will all get 
their fees from the Government, even though the party arrested be discharged. 

Instances have been brought to my attention where numerous prosecutions have 
been instituted for the most trivial violations of law, and the arrested parties taken 
ee and subjected te great inconvenience and expense, not in the interest 

f the Government, but apparently for no other reason than to make costs. 


Mr. Chairman, I have been trying to direct attention to these 
frauds for seven years, and but for the seductive influences of certain 
Democrats and the sycophantic class of office-seeking Republicans 
the Republican party would not have to share the blame with the 
Democratic party for the acon, Str wrongs upon citizens durin 
the past five years, nor the grand whisky frauds and scandals which 
are sure to follow if the bill for extension of bonded period becomes 
a law. 

Let us understand the compromising tendency of the chairman 
of the Committee on Ways and Means, and that the author of the 
Carlisle bill, enacted by a Democratic Congress to give many millions 
to their whisky allies, is to-day an influential member of that com- 
mittee, and that Colonel G. C. Wharton, the pec lobbyist of the 
whisky kings, is the genius who has inspired this ill-advised legis- 
lation, and then tell me wherein the country can hope to be benefited 
by the extension of the bonded period? Ah! Mr. Chairman, we are 
placing a load upon the Republican party by the side of which the 
whisky frauds of 1875-76, the credit-mobilier swindles, and the star- 
route frauds will pale into insignificance. Let us look before we 
decide to leap. Remember “the rapids are below you.” 

My independent young friend from the ninth district of Georgia, 
[Mr. SPEER, ] in his able speech on the 20th ultimo, has pointed out 
serious objections to the present system of internal-revenue laws. 
He said: 

I have listened, sir, to my honorable friend from 2 CARLISLE] in 
the delivery of his beautiful theories on the subject of free e. For my ri 
Mr. Chairman, I think that free trade, like charity, should begin at home; and 
am unwilling that this House should be occupied entirel with the consideration 
of the benefits which may arise by taking the tariff off foreign goods when I see 
that a farmer in this country is not permitted to sell the product of his own farm 
to his neighbor without paying a heavy tax or incurring the risk of an odious and 
5 penalty. Let free trade begin with our own people as protection is for 
the benefit of our own people. 

I know that the Government must be miopia and the publio debt paid as our 

mature. But, sir, this can be done without imposing upon the le one 
dollar of internal taxes. We cannot pay the debt until it becomes due we go 
into the market and buy the bonds at a premium. We have no bonds the Govern- 
ment can any at its pleasure except the extended 3} mts. Then two hun- 
dred and fifty millions of bonds are redeemable not until the 1st September, 1891 ; 
and $738,788,000 not until July 1, 1907. 

This hostility to the internal-revenue laws is perhaps not entirely sentimental in 
its character; and reports sometimes reach the public of resistance to the revenue 
officers. These reports are not without exaggeration. You hear but one side of 
the question. For when the moonshiner, so called, by a show of has 
stampeded the exciseman, he is exceedingly careless what tel the fleeing 
oflicer, with his mind frightened from its propriety, may send to Revenue Bu- 
reau. t community is there in the Northern States which would not be startled, 
excited, and enraged if a raid of forty or fifty revenue officers, armed like the 
braves of Sitting Bull, should come riding and foraging the country, destroying 
property, arresting and pursuing the people and d: g them away to trial in 

he eral courts, before juries not of the vicinage for an offense made 
by law and not by the os of right and morality—crime malum 
and not malum inse. Sir, there is not a community from New England to New 
Mexico that would patiently endure the operation of such laws. 
* * * * * * * 
newspapers are 
w valiant ponni 


Gentlemen have observed how the columns of the Washin, 
ms from the South recitin; 
k to themsel have 


that pu 
are multiplied. Conspi 
e wires like the sheet lightnin, 
ot cult- 


summer's vonas, 
to the Government and its 


Again he says: 

Sir, it would be well if gentlemen knew the difference between a a. rop- 
erly so called, one of the mammoth structures that you see in the North an est, 
and the wretched and paltry contrivance to distill a few of peach or apple 
brandy or corn whisky, which so excites and inflames the representatives o 
Revenue Burean in that country. 

Perhaps a withered beldame, old and droll,” is driving along a mountain road. 
Her conveyance is a rickety two-wheeled cart. Her team is a miserable bull, whose 
native 8 has been tamed N Bente penury. It is ko perhaps, that there is 
under the fodder in the body of the cart a five-gallon keg of whisky to which there 
is affixed no stamp bearing the noble and classic features of the honorable Com- 
missioner himself. The 2 are in ambush ſor her. They rush upon her, and 
like Falstaff are masters of her wealth. She screams and scratches with her 
might in the defense of her property: And then the wires flash to Washington— 
be Creat seizures of blockade spirit ; desperate resistance by the armed o lor, 


but the galant officers captured the moonshiner with wagon and team.” 
Now, I say, and I say it with all candor, this is in a measure typical of 
many cases of which the northern people hear so much 


I knew one ease which came to my own knowledge, and which would excite the 
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sympathy of the kind-hearted from whatever section. There was in my town a 
colored man, & good py sone eT too, I will say. His name was Adam Malone. 


Andthough butlately chised, he had an honest desire to obey the laws of that 
Government which had conferred on him the inestimable boon of om. He was 
a shoemaker, and in some way, in pay for his work, had become possessed of two 
gallons of whisky. Somebody heard he had it, and went to him to buy his whisky. 
Adam said. No; it is agin the law for me to sell this whisky ; but you have some 
shingles that I want to finish my house; and while I cannot sell the whisky, it is 
not unlawful for me to let you have the whisky for the shingles. And if you will 
give me the shingles for the whisky, you may have it. Well, the trade was effected 
and the commodities were exchanged. Poor Adam was as guiltless as the babe 
unborn of any attempt to evade the law. The lynx-eyed revenue officers heard of 
the transaction. Poor A: was prosecuted and convicted for retailing without 
a license, and before he served out his term he died in jail. 

Mr. Chairman, these facts came out on the trial, or rather came to my knowledge 
as the counsel of the unfortunate defendant. But a short time ago Judge Hill, the 
Federal district judge, who, I believe, came from Mississippi to preside in my col- 
lection district, Lam informed, ordered the discharge of two hundred men who 
under this revenne system had been arrested and brought before the court for 
offenses so contemptible in their littleness that he considered them unworthy of 
the attention of the court. De mintmis non curat lex was the maxim of this wise 
Jndge, and what must be the system of oppression which would produce the state 
of facts on which this judge passed ! 


If the present system has produced such evil results what may we 
not with reason fear from the new law, which still further discrimi- 
nates against the poor and in favor of the rich? 

Shall we turn a deaf ear to the testimony of the chivalrous gentle- 
man and upright judge from the fourth district of North Carolina, 
[Mr. Cox, ] whose eloquent language I quote from the RECORD, page 
27917 Sir, the whole system is wrong, and can only be tolerated 
as a necessary evil resulting from the exigencies of the late civil 
war. When the exigency has passed by, the whole system should 
be abolished. 

Mr. Cox said: 


A revenue officer, when indicted in a State court for any crime, upon makin: 
affidavit that it was done in the line of his duty can remove his cause to the Fed- 
eral court, and my mind fails to recall an instance of the conviction of any one who 
has thus transferred his cause. The greatest outrages are perpetra in rural 
sections where the people are simple, honest, and ignorant of the machinery of Fed- 
eral procedure of which they stand in wholesome fear. They know bat little of 
the General Government, except from their knowledge of the prosecutions they are 
subject to for violations of laws which they consider unjust and unnatural. They 
cannot understand why converting their corn into hominy is permissible, but 
converting it into whisky may be criminal. They cannot understand why feed- 
ing their fruit to their hogs is permitted, yet converting it into brandy may be for- 
bidden. They cannot understand why they are free to raise cabbages, but if they 
raise tobacco brag are to be watched by spies and informers. They cannot under. 
stand why their farm products are burdened with such taxes, while the great and 

rowing monopolies of the land must be favored with protection. The consequence 
s that a spirit of discontent and rebellion is engendered by the treatment these 
pope receive at the hands of the Government in those places where it should 

its policy to cultivate feelings of confidence and respect. Not to 2 in- 
stances of outrages, of robberies, of murders committed in the name of the law, I 
will relate but two. 

In my State there was an outrage committed upon a young girl of that dastardly 
character at which the heart of every true man revolts, for which the perpetrator 
was indicted in the State court. Upon pair Si lar as it may appear, the 
case was removed to the United States court. The Sadra in the State court (a 
Republican) refused the application for removal, bnt a writ of habeas corpus cum 
causa was issued by the judge of the Federal court to the clerk, and the case was 
transferred, In the opinion of some of the best lawyers there is no method pro- 
vided for the trial of criminal cases thus removed to the Federal courts, and if 
tried and the parties are convicted, there is no means for punishing them. Iam 
informed that the United States district pa e for the western district of my State 
entertains this opinion. A knowledge of this fact often makes the citizen desper- 
ate and he becomes his own avenger. The officer, on the contrary, becomes ty- 
rannical and oppressive. I can speak more frankly about these matters without 
being amenable to the charge of sectionalism when it is known that asa judge 
npon the bench in my State it became my paoa duty to decide that a revenue 
officer had a right under the United States law to remove his case to a Federal 
court. It was a time of high excitement; the feeling was not dissimilar to that 
which existed in Pennsylvania — 1 the time of the whisky rebellion," and but 
for the confidence generally reposed in the correctness of the decision by the bar, 
Iam of the opinion similar results would have followed; not from any spirit o 
disloyalty to the Government, for the subjects of these outrages are not confined 


to ° 

8 by the honorable member from Georgia, [Mr. SPEER,] who in 
his speech the other day on this subject related a case of murder recently com- 
mitted by revenue officers in Georgia, to say that the parties were bound over by 
a United States commissioner for asimple misdemeanor. Aud to further state, he 
has never heard of the conviction of apariy whose cause has been thus removed. 
ndeed, how could it be otherwise! en a party violates a law of the State he 
immediately becomes invested with all the protection the Federal Government 
can throw around him. The United States district attorney is no longer prose- 
cutor, but by statute is assigned for his defense. The marshal sympathizes with 
im, the jury can latai be said to be impartially drawn, and an attorney who is 
1 7 5 to prosecute is not looked on with favor. The witnesses are treated 
with indifference and are discouraged. It is held by some United States judg 
that whatever be the nature of the offense the offender may either go or be car- 
ried before a United States commissioner in the first instance, and bound over to 
ap r atthe Federal court. which would divest the State court of all jurisdiction. 
When thus carried before the Federal court how is the party to be tried? Whois 
to present the case before the grand jot Who is to draw theindictment? Who 
is to confer with the witnesses? The United States attorney appears in an anom- 

alons attitude of appearing for instead of ta 8 
When as a judge I was compelled to decide in favor of the removal of such 
causes, I am frank to say it was not done until after a thorough and painful ex- 
amination of the authorities. I appreciated the great outrage which had been 
committed upon the citizen and determined at the earliest opportunity to seek at 
the hands of the American Congress the repeal of the law so destructive of justice 
and violative of every instinct of our nature. The other case was related tome by 
a ele sang officer of the Internal Revenue Department in this city, and it is 
illustrative of otber cases I have heard of. A poor man in Texas purch: the 
establishment of a small liquor dealer, and bought. as he supposed he bad a right 
to do, the license to continue the business. e discov soon that he was in 
error, and applied to a marshal to get him a license from the collector, which he 
did, and for which he paid $25, and then sup that he was all right, but, as 
ion of the law while selling under 


you may perceive, was guilty of a technical vio! 
XIII 
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the former license. When the Federal court met he was indicted, which fact com- 
ing to his knowledge he ran off, leaving his business, and traveled through New 
Mexico on foot into Colorado. Here he settled down to make his living, when the 
marshal with the instinct of a sleuth-hound tracked him up, arrested him, carried 
him back, and thrust him into jail, and for this valuable service to the Govern. 
ment in oppressing a poor inoffensive man who had sought toobey her laws received 
for mileage and fees $594. 

I am sorry my time is so short, because there are points in this con- 
nection thatare worthy of the careful consideration of the committee. 
I shall ask gentlemen to look at them in the printed remarks as they 
appear in the RECORD. Ishall present all of these facts and let them 
speak for themselves. 

I have a letter in my hand, sir, from one of the most distinguished 
officers, formerly in the Federal Army, one of the most experienced 
officers to-day in the internal-revenue service. He has had years of 
experience as collector of internal revenue, and tells you what will 
be the effect of this bill, and this letter I quote in full in my remarks, 
as follows: 

LANCASTER, KY., 
April 7, 1882. 

My Dear Sin: Please accept my thanks for your kindness in sending a copy of 
the Dunnell whisky bill. 

I have read it carefully, and think, as you suggest, that it is quite as good for the 
large distilleries as the reduction to 50 cents per gallon would have been. 

at part of section 6 marked in pencil, on page 10, is in substance the same as 
section 5 of act of March 1, 1879. 

That part of section 10 marked in pe on page 14, is in substance the same as 
section 17 of act of May 28, 1880; and the discrimination against small distilleries 
in this section consists in making a greater allowance for leakage in casks of 40 

ons’ capacity than those of smaller capacity, the large distilleries rarely ever 
making casks of less than 40 gallons’ capacity, while many of the smaller ones 
make casks of less than that. 

The discrimination against small distilleries in section 3 consists in requiring all 
ri 7 1 at warehouses under suspension, after distilling shall have been suspended 
at the distillery during a period of twelve months, (the spirits in bond not exceed- 
ing 4,000 r 7.) to be withdrawn upon payment of the tax, or 
removed to a special bonded warehouse, which would subject the distiller to the 
cost of removing as well as the storage of the spirits, as contemplated by section 
2. (See lines 17 to 20 inclusive.) 

This, however, would not materially affect the small distillers, as most of them 
hea aie operations before the expiration of the twelve months referred to in 

6 bill. 

I think that the most effective way to suppress illicit distilling in our country 
is to encourage legal distillers. 

Deputy Collector Eversole writes, of date A pril 3, 1882, saying there is not a single 
moonshine still in operation in Perry and Leslie. He thinks there are not more 
than two in Letcher, and probably one in Harlan, and that these will be suppressed. 

He thinks that there is a disposition upon the part of the moonsbiners togive up 
the business, and suggests the propriety of trying the effect of an amnesty for past 
offenses, upon condition of assnrances of obedience to the law in future. 

Ido not think the honorable Commissioner would recommend any further changes 
in the law as to the production of whisky upon the ground that any extra privileges 
that might be granted small distillers would open the way to fraud, &c. 


Truly, your friend, 
W. A. LANDRAM, 
Hon. Jons D. Warre, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. Chairman, the Republicans of this House held a solemn caucus 
here and declared as Republicans, and published our action to the 
public, that we would not reduce the tax on whisky from 90 to 50 
cents a gallon, but in less than a fortnight the Committee on Ways 
and Means, for some unknown purpose, brought in a bill which was 
better for the large distiller and the bonded-warehouse man than 
would have been a reduction of the tax from 90 cents to 50 cents 
a gallon on whisky. This is a beautiful record to go before the coun- 
try with, as accessories to the schemes of the Democratic party and 
renegade Republicans, 

I am surprised that my colleague from the seventh district of 
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN ] should have been so shocked at a 5 per 
cent. fee amounting to $92.75 charged by a claim agent, and which 
he tried to identify with the operations of the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral’s Office, and thus contributed largely to defeat loyal claimants 
of the South, putting those loyal claimants upon a level with rebel 
claimants, and failed to discover the still larger frauds possible under 
the bonded-extension bill for whisky kings, which involve millions 
of dollars, the morals of the whole people, and perhaps the very life 
of the nation; for, Mr. Chairman, the evil influences accompanyin 
this whisky bill and profiting by its enactment are to be dreadec 
more than Chinese cheap labor or ignorant papists, and guarded 
against as the deadliest enemy to social happiness and national pros- 
perity. 

I regret exceedingly that my eloquent colleague from the Ashland 
district, [Mr. BLACKBURN, ] standing as he does in the shoes of his 
talented and eloquent predecessor—the grandest leader of the time- 
honored Whig party,which was built up on broad and undying prin- 
ciples, still dear to the hearts of his constituents—has not found time 
nor felt inclined to speak a word in favor of the great hemp and 
rapidly-developing iron interests in our State, which will be ruined 
without a protective tariff, nor alluded to the protection needed for 
Kentucky wool and eattle. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. WHITE. I hope Ishall be permitted, Mr. Chairman, to print 
in my remarks some details showing what I have stated in general 
and giving the exact figures, proving that we shall lose $20,000,000 
by the whisky bill passed in accordance with the cheap advice of 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, under a suspension of the 
rules by the House the 3d instant. R 

I think it safe to assume that there will be at least 69,200,000 gallons 
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remaining in bond during the next eight years, as there is already 
more than this amount in Kentucky, Maryland, and Pennsylvania 
alone. 

Then consider the following figures: 


Sixty-nine million two hundred thousand gallons at 90 


Gents tax per gallonnn soie- soap nee 280, 000 
Interest on same for eight years at 6 per cent 29, 894, 400 
Amount TRE DEARER TT OTE aes 92, 174, 400 
Tax on 47,575,000 gallons, the amount remaining after 
allowing 12} gallons for outage in eight years 42, 817, 500 
Total loss to Government in eight years 49, 356, 900 
Tax on 56,225,000 gallons, the amount remaining after 
allowing 73 gallons for outage in © years 50, 602, 500 
Interest on same for five years at 6 per cent 15, 180, 750 
INOUE con cen oad e ene AP Eas 65, 783, 250 
Tax on 47,575,000 gallons remaining at end of eight 
„ tes dsce rsa beetas | O E O ae by 42,817,5 


Total loss to Government in last five years 22, 965, 750 
Supposing that the cattle and hogs fed at the distilleries will at 
least pay for the barrels and the cooperage, I feel that I have proven 
my statement. The Government will surely lose more than $20,000,000, 
as I have frequently asserted. 
DISTILLERS’ PROFITS. 
Cost price of best high wines at Cincinnati, including 90 cents Gov- 
ernment tax, $1.17. 


Cost of 69, 200,000 gallons at 27 cents. $18, 684, 000 
Interest on same for eight years at 6 per cent 8, 968, 320 
Insurance at 50 cents per barrel for eight years 6, 920, 000 
Interest on same for eight years at 6 per cent 3, 321, 600 


Storage at 65 cents per barrel for eight years 8, 996, 000 


Interest at 6 per cent. for eight years. 4,318, 
OTM OGRE, onset EE oaa yu ceeM weamw aides wow NE he aa 51, 208, 000 
There remains of the 69,200,000 gallons, after allowing 12} gallons 


r barrel for outage, (21,625,000 gallons, ) 47,575,000 gallons, worth 
ay, $5 per 8 ‘the $o cents Government tax on each 
gallon. 

The value of 47,575,000 gallons, at $5 per gallon, is. .. $237, 875, 000 
Deduct tax on 47,575,000 gallons, at 90 cents 


Wer PAHONS 2. ova vacsactscs bar nctwo sess $42, 817,500 
Deduct cost pri. 51, 208, 000 
Deduct for barrels, cooperage, and interest 

on same, eight years.. 7, 100, 000 


101, 125, 500 


Profits on 69,200,000 gallons in bonded warehouse eight 
VORYS coo nae nc casera ALLESTITE OE O LET 136, 749, 500 


Sir, is it any wonder tliat such powerful combinations can afford 
to pay lobbyists ‘$1,000 per month and expenses?” Mr. Chairman, 
I do not claim that the calculations I have made are infallible; they 
will be found approximately correct, and 1 trust will receive only 
such consideration as they may merit before the country. Besides 
the ag of the United States Treasury by spies and informers, 
there are the legitimate expenses in prosecuting persons in the Fed- 
eral courts for violations of the internal-revenue laws, and other 
enormousexpenses, The proposed new law will eye increase that 
force. Last year the expenses for the collectors’ offices and miscel- 
laneous items were as follows: 


Salaries of collectors, & $1, 898, 103 43 
Per diem of storekeepers 1, 411, 015 00 
Fees and expenses o . 765, 221 53 
Add salaries aud * of rev nts, expenses for stamps, 
paper, and dies, ries of officers and clerks in office of the Com- 
missioner, and miscellaneous expenses, &c...............--------- 975, 662 32 
DOAN no cise pews ¾ĩdv! .. ˙·wÜiA MÄͤ. cows 5, 050, 002 28 


Iu the annual report of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, on 
pages 82-3, I find the result of the Carlisle bill, passed by a Demo- 
cratic Congress: 

The quantity of distilled spirits allowed under the provisions of section 17 of 
the act of May 28, 1880, for loss by leakages or evaporation in warehouses during 
zane; i. (the only month of the fiscal year in which the act was in force,) was 

834 gallons. 

The quantity allowed during the fiscal year 1881 was 811,466 gallons. 


Sir, here is a loss to the Government of $798,570 besides interest 
and expenses. 

SPIRITS REMAINING IN WARENOUSES AT THE CLOSE OF THE YEAR. 

In my report for the year ended June 30, 1879, it was shown that the quantity 
(19,212,470 3 in warehouses June 30, 1879, exceeded the quaniity: In ware- 
honse at the close of any preceding fiscal year. This quantity, however, was 
much exceeded by the quantity (31,363,869 gallons) remaining in warehouse June 
50, 1880, which latter panny is more than donbled by the quantity (64,646,111 
gallons) in warehouse June 80, 1881. 

The following table shows the quantity remaining in distillery warehouses at 


the close of each of the thirteen fiscal years during which spirits have been stored 


in such warehouses : 


(Quantity remaining June 30, 1876... 
uantity remaining June 30, 1877 


uantity remaining June 30, 1878 — 14,088,773 

uantity remaining June 30, 1879... . 19,212,470 
antity remaining June 30, 1880... 81,363, 

uantity remaining June 30, 1881 64,648,111 


It is understood from leading distillers that since the extension of the bonded 
period the business of selling spirits in bond has largely increased, and that the 
greater portion of goods now in bond is owned by dealers in various parts of the 
country who have assumed to the distiller the payment of the taxes as they fall due. 
* * 


* * * * * 


In my last year’s report reference was made to the building and successful oper- 
ation of the largest distillery in the United States. I have now to report that this 
distillery has been enlarged and continued in successful operation during the year, 
that another having a capacity greater than the original capacity of the largest dis- 
tillery has been built and operated during this ent and that others ofits class have 
been greatly enlarged and fitted up with the latest improvements, thus enablin, 
them to materially reduce the cost of production and to improve the character o 
their products. By the use of the latest improved purifying, refining, and redis- 
tilling apparatus, and the employment of experts, fine grades of alcohol, and pure, 
neutral, or cologne spirits are produced in distilleries ready for use in the arts and 
sciences without additional manipulation. . 

The decrease in the prodaction and withdrawal of high wines, and the increase 
in the production and withdrawal of all other and finer kinds of spirits, are facts 
e erred showing continued improvement in the methods of producing dis- 

spirits. 

Nearly nine-tenths of the spirits remaining in warehouse June 30, 1881, (58,102,- 
094 gallons out of 64,648,111 gallons,) were Bourbon and rye whiskies, and the in- 
crease in the quantity in warehouse that day over that in warehouse June 30, 1880, 
was mainly the increase in these two varieties. 

‘There was an increase in all varieties, as follows: 

Increased quantity in warehouse, of— 

Bourbon whisky 
Rye whisky...-....... 
Alookol EA 


SPIRITS IN DISTILLERY WAREHOUSES NOVEMBER 1, 1881. 


District. | Gallons. | District. Gallons. 
Second Alabama 5,942 || Third New Jersey......... 187, 654 
6 14, 253 First New York a= 32, 350 
First California ............ 222, 382 Twenty-first New Vork 23, 461 
ier —ôTT——— 2,388 | Twenty-fourth New York. 4, 205 
First Connecticut 25, 956 || Thirtieth New Lor 220, 910 
Second Connecticut E Second North Carolina 1,726 
Second Georgia aes 21, 261 || Fourth North Corolina. ... 3. 053 
Third Georg 1,415 || Fifth N Carolina. 47, 231 
Idaho 5, 508 Sixth North Carolina 85, 173 
First Ilinois . 1, 126, 162 || First Ohio 1, 550, 850 
Second Illinois 57, 839 hird Ohio 552, 224 
Third IIlinois A 19, 455 || Fourth Ohio 64, 962 
Fourth Mlinois . 8 43, 567 Sixth Ohio 648, 230 
Fifth Illinois. | 592,421 || Seventh Ohio 53, 850 
Eighth Illinois ............. | 63,745 || Tenth Ohio 265, 130 
Thirteenth IIlinois | 2,431 y Eleventh Ohio.. 89, 607 
First Indiana. 33, 769 || Fifteenth Ohio... 11, 738 
Fourth Indiana ............ 1, 625, 864 || Eighteenth Ohio... 11, 259 
Sixth Indiana .............. 30, 313 First Pennsylvania 701,044 
Seventh Indiana 186, 298 || Eighth Pennsylvania.. 41, 439 
Eleventh Indiana 3,663 || Ninth Pennsylvania. 132, 532 
Second Iowa ............... 3,196 || Twelfth Pennsylvania 9, 516 
Fifth Low- 1,560 || Fourteenth Pennsylvania. 169, 373 
Kansas....... 28,319 || Sixteenth Pennsylvania... | 108, 852 
Second Kentue 5,721,493 || Twentieth Pennsylvania... 29, 141 
Fifth Kentucky 21, 820, 752 | Twenty-second Pennsyl- 
Sixth Kentucky 5, 150, 865 5 
Seventh Kentuc 10, 397, 751 Twenty-third P. 
Eighth Kentucky . 1, 181, R 
Ninth Kentucky 372,511 South Carolina 
EU A Second Tennessee. 
Third Maryland... | 3,589,747 || Fifth Tennessee.. 
Fourth Maryland Sar | 133,959 | Eighth Tennessee. 
Third Massachusetts. 114, 976 || Third Texas 
Fifth 6 3 j p 1 Third Virgin 8 
ts 2,176 Third Virginia 
70, 534 || Fifth Virginia. 
12, 380 || Sixth Virginia 
7,721 || Second West Virginia 
3,107 || First Wisconsin 
12 870 hird Wisconsin. 
1 
29, 712 | TOUS aner enan 


Now, observe that on November 1, 1881, there were 67,442,185 tax- 
able gallons of spirits remaining in distillery warehouses, or moro 
than the total amounts for the three years preceding 1881. But, sir, 
on the first of March, 1882, there were 69,243,835 gallons in distillery 
5 in three States alone Kentucky, Maryland, and Peun- 
Sylvania. 

The enormous profits realized under the Carlisle bill are not enongh 
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tosatisfy the whisky kings. This success under three years’ protec- 
tion and indulgence makes them supercilious in demanding as a 


right the continuance of the policy adopted by the Democratic party. 

Why, sir, I remember when in the Forty-fourth Congress the Dem- 
ocratic party with thirty-two smelling committees were night and 
day studying how to turn out public officials, cut down the salaries 
of rly paid clerks, cut off loyal claims, turning out one-armed 
and one-legged soldiers, and cri pling ana starving every branch of 
the Government to seem to save $40,000,000 in orderto make a record 
before the country as great economists and retrenchers and reformers. 
Even the boss salary-grabber from Pennsylvania, the late Speaker 
RANDALL, joined in the Democratic war-whoop of “ retrenchment 
and reform.” 

Now, I charge that under the operation of the old Carlisle bill 
every useful industry in the country has been badly damaged, and 
more than $40,000,000 of money which should have gone into the 
public Treasury have been given away to the large manufacturers 
and owners of distilled spirits. And now the perpetrators of this 
great wrong ask Republicans to become accessories after the fact 
to their criminal legislation, and to ‘‘show our faith by our works“ 
on the devil’s side—by extending the bonded period five years be- 
yond the provisions of this Carlisle bill. Why, sir, that bill extended 
the time from one to three years, and stopped charging for ware- 
honse pels (an item amounting to hundreds of thousands of dol- 
lars,) also the charge of 5 per cent. interest formerly collected for all 
time over one year allowed in bond, and allowed shrinkage from one 
to seven and one-half gallons, according to time in bond. I assert, 
without fear of successful contradiction, that the Government lost 
more dollars by that Carlisle bill than the Forty-fourth Congress 
saved by its parsimony, and that its evil effects on the useful indus- 
tries have been as harmful as the temporary Democratic ascendency 
was pernicions. 

Now we Republicansare asked to conduce this Bourbon Democratic 
legislation, and besides sanctioning what they have done to extend 
the bonded period five years longer, and allow tive gallons ‘for 
outage” under the new law in addition to the seven and one-half 

allons spirited away under the old law. Nor does it stop there. 

n the machinery of the extension bill passed by the House is a specu- 
lating scheme for special bonded warehouses which are to reap a 
harvest by storage charges imposed on small distillers, who are forced 
to remove their spirits to such special bonded warehouses. We are 
asked to open wide the doors to the largest whisky frauds, to pre- 
bare the way for the most unparalleled scandals which have ever 
en chesney to the Republican party. 
Sir, we shall need this money for the purpose of educating the peo- 
ple of the country, We shall need this money to improve our rivers 
and harbors, We need it to pay the pensioners of the country; and 
for many other useful and legitimate purposes. We owe to the Demo- 
cratic party nothing, for that party, as Horace Greeley well said, 
had as its fundamental doctrine: “ Leve rum and hate niggers.” 

The Republican party has a mission. Its mission is to protect 
American labor from foreign cheap labor products, to protect Ameri- 
can citizens from kuklux klans and degrading influences at home 
and from insult and injury abroad. Its mission is to develop the 
mental, moral, and material resources of the nation, from the 
Atlantic to the Pacific, and from the great lakes to the jetties. 

Its mission is to see that every American citizen is educated so as 
to vote his own sentiments intelligently, and that every man ma 
vote once, and that his vote shall be counted as he wants it counted. 

Its mission is to replace our old worn-out hulks in the Navy with 
new vessels, equal or superior to any in the world, that our nation 
may be prepared for any emergency. 

Its mission is to develop the vast latent agricultural and mineral 
resources of our growing and prosperous country. To encourage 
honest, industrious, and decent immigrants to come and find homes 
among us; and to enact laws to prohibit the criminals, vagabonds, 
and moral lepers from touching our shores or desecrating our free 
institutions. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to have the bill read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House ives of the United States 
America in inden assembled, That a F to be called 
the tariff commission, to consist of nine members, 

Sec. 2. That the President of the United S ates shall, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, appoint nine commissioners from civil life, one of whom, the 
first named, shall be the president of the commission. The commissioners shall 
receive, us compensation for their services, each at the rate of $10 per day when 
engaged in active duty, and actual traveling and other necessary expenses. The 
commission shall have power to employ a pher and a messenger; and the 
ay compensation and expenses to be audited and paid by the Secretary of 
the Treasury out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of said commission to take into consideration 
and to thoroughly investigate all the various questions relating to the agricult- 
ural, commercial, mercantile, manufacturing, mining, and industrial interests of 
the United States, so far as the same may be necessary to the establishment of a 
judicious tariff, or a revision of the existing tariff and the existing system of in- 
ternal-revenue laws, upon a scale of justice to all interests; and for the purpose 
of fully examining the matters which may come before it, said commission in the 
prosecution of its inquiries is simpowered | to visit such different portions and sec- 
tions of the country as it may deem advisable. 

Sc. 4. That the commission shall report to Congress the results of their inves- 


tigation, and the testimony taken in the course of the same time to time, and 
make their final report not later than the first Monday in January, 1883. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. We enter npon the consideration of an import- 
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ant measure. Mr. Chairman, it will be seen froma careful scrutiny 
of this bill that the officers who are to do this important work of 
revising the tariff are turned loose upon our greatest interests with- 
out the sanctions of an oath to restrain them. Every officer in the 
Government who performs a duty, however small, for which he draws 
a salary, is required to take an oath. This applies to all, from the 
page to the President. But these strangers to the Constitution are 
not required either to take an oath or an affirmation to support that 
instrument, nor to discharge faithfully the duties committed to them. 
They are to be paid $90 a day and expenses, outside the cost of sten- 
ographers, clerks, &e. It ought to be denominated a bill to enable 
members of Congress to shift responsibility and avoid the discharge 
of duties which they were elected to perform, 

Mr. Chairman, if Congress begins this work of shirking responsi- 
bility, and shifting it on to civilians not chosen by the people nor 
authorized by the Constitution, where is it to stop? If Congress 
refuses to discharge its constitutional duty what need is there of a 
Congress? This bill proposes a commission from civil life to tell us 
what to do with the tariff. Next some one will propose a commit- 
tee from civil life to teach us our duty concerning the rechartering 
of national banks, The President has recommended that we cease 
the coinage of silver and the issuance of silver certificates, Some 
one will want us to appoint a commission from civil life to tell us 
what to do about that. 

My distinguished friend from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] has introduced 
his interstate commerce bill, to regulate railroad transportation. 
Those wishing to prevent action or avoid responsibility will suggest a 
commission from civil life to take charge of that question and teach 
us wisdom and duty concerning corporate linesof transportation. In- 
terest has begun to center in our South American relations and the 
application of the Monroe doctrine thereto. Are we to have another 
junta of wise men from civil life to inform us whether we shonld 
avow or abandon those wise aud salutary principles kuown as the 
Monroe doctrine? In fine, are we going to discharge our responsi- 
bilities like men, or sneak from sworn duty and send commissions 
not elected or chosen by the people nor responsible to them, and 
not empowered by the Constitution, all over the country, junket- 
ing and feasting, to tell us what we must do for the people who 
elected us? 

When did Jefferson, or Adams, or Clay, or Webster, or Calhoun, or 
Jackson, or Polk, or Johnson meet responsibilities in this way ? Never, 
from the opening of the public life of the first to the close of the last, 
has such a thing been conceived or carried out by a bold statesman, 
I feel that there is an important principle involved here. Ido not 
think we ean constitutionally shi-t this question to others. We are 
the only officers recognized by the organic law for this work. The 
framers of that instrument selected us because we are elected by and 
come directly from the people and have to return to them every two 
years and give an account of how we have discharged our trusts. 
What Representative here notified his constituents when seeking 
their sufirage thut he would, if elected, throw his responsibilities on 
those who are strangers to them and do not even live in their district 
or State? How many of our present House would have been left at 
home if they had given notice of an intention todo this? What will 
be thought of the official who holds on to the honors and emoluments 
of an office and refuses from interest, cowardice, or other cause, to 
discharge its duties? 3 

“But,” say protectionists, “‘ we cannot trust Congress with this im- 
portant matter.” Has it come to this, that a mere tinancial question 
cannot be intrusted to the duly elected, sworn Representatives of the 
people? What an absurdity! Congress is the only power under the 
Constitution to declare war, conclude peace, raise armies, build na- 
vies, and expend the money of the Government. Congress has power 
to anthorize the issue of a billion of Treasury notes this month, or to 
destroy every greenback and repeal the law establishing national 
banks.. It cun demonetize silver or gold, or have gold and silver both 
as currency. It may pass a single act appropriating tive hundred 
millionsof money. It may under the Constitution doall these things, 
but cannot be trusted to say how the money that Congress alone can 
spend shall be raised; cannot be trusted to say how much shall be 
raised by import duties and how much by internal taxation. The 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] says we have not time to con- 
sider this question. What, have not time to discharge a sworn duty ? 
Poor, burdened souls! Then the people ought to elect those to rep- 
resent them who have time. Whenever Congress establishes this 
commission to do its work it will have voted a want of confidence in 
itself, and the people will vote a want of confidence in it. That if 
is the constitutional duty of Congress no one will deny. That we 
either have or have not the intelligence and integrity to deal with it 
is self-evident. If we have, we onght to do it; if we have not, the 
highest obligation we owe onr people is to get ont of the way and 
let those take our places who can and will grapple the question. The 
tariff either does or does not need revising. If it does, let us do it at 
once ; if it does not, we shonld say so emphatically, and let the conn- 
try know that no change is to be made. Above all things, let nsnot 
shrink from sworn duty nor adopt extra-constitutional methods. 

It is the duty of Government to protect the citizen in his life, lib- 
erty, and pursuit of happiness. This is the object in the establish- 


ment of all human governments. Anything beyond that is despotism 
in some degree, 


Anything short of it is anarchy. 


i 
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Itake it that every just citizen will admit that it would be inequi- 
table to lay adirect tax on a citizen who is pursuing a profitable busi- 
ness and raise money from him to be given another whose vocation, 
from some climatic or other cause, does not pay so well, If attempted 
to be done directly, people would cry against it as robbery. By what 
standard of shovels or principles of political economy can you do a 
thing indirectly which it would be wrong to do directly? A pro- 
tective import duty has for its object the raising of the price of the 
manufactured article to increase the profit of the manufacturer. 
This increase in price is paid by the consumer. As it is taken from 
the consumer and goes to the producer, it is an indirect tax on the 
former to be paid to the latter. Cover it with long names or couch 
it in sophisms, condensed to common sense, it is simply taxing one 
man to make another’s vocation pay. 

One protectionist calls it protecting infant industries. These man- 
ufacturing industries are the most aged infants Jever knew. They 
are centennial infants. I wish some advocate of this rapacious 
system would tell us how old they will have to be before they 
are full-grown, if mere infants when one hundred years old. Clay 
advocated a tariff, but with a much lower average per cent. than 
this, on the ground that our manufactures were in their infancy. 
The great Kentuckian has been in his grave more than a quarter of a 
century, and still the plea of infancy is heard, Not only so, but 
the older and stronger they get the more they demand andreceive 
protection. They are strong enongh to do business amounting to 
millions of dollars a year; strong enough to marshal able attorneys 
and lobbies to hang around the ‘halls of legislation; strong enongh 
to issue and flood the country with books and pamphlets to con- 
vince the people that they are benefited by being fleeced; but the 
moment you attempt to diminish their enormous profits, they appeal 
to your magnanimity by saying „Touch not an infant.” 

ir, HAMMOND, of Georgia. They are in their second childhood. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. They are certainly old enough to be. Mr. Chair- 
man, I insist that there is no warrant in the Constitution for a purely 
protective tariff, and in support of this position I desire to quote from 
a very justly renowned commentator on the Constitution. 

Judge Cooley, in his able work on Constitutional Limitations, 
clearly defines the limitations under which we should act. He says: 


Constitutionally a tax can have no other basis than the raising of a revenue for 
public pu and whatever governmental exaction has not this basis is tyran- 
nical and unlawful. A tax cn imports, therefore, the purpose of which is not to 
raise a revenue, but to discourage and indirectly prohibit some particular import 
for the benefit of some home manufacture, may well be questioned as being merely 
colorable and therefore not warranted by constitutional principles. (Page 57.) 


In the case of The City of Topeka, 20 Wallace, pages 665, 666, 667, 
668, the general question was considered, and it was decided that a 
tax could only be levied for public purposes and not for any particu- 
lar individual, class, or interest. This decision is a very instructive 
one, properly defines the limitation on the taxing power, and ex- 

plodes the idea of the protectionists that one class of the people may 
taxed for the benefit of another. This case originated as follows, 
as is stated in a very able review of it: 


In 1872 the Legislature of Kansas passed a law authorizing counties and towns 
of that State *‘to encourage the establishment of manufactories and such other 
enterprises as jie thee to develop" such county or city by the direct appi ria- 
tion of money, or by the issue of bonds to any amount that the local authorities 
might consider expedient ; and under this act the city of Topeka created and issued 
its bonds to the extent of $100,000, and gave the same as a donation," amajority 
of voters approving, to an iron-bridge company, asa consideration for establishing 
and operating their shops within the limits of the city. The interest propras 
first due on these bonds were promptly paid by the city out of a fund raised by 
taxation for that eee but subsequently, when the second coupons became due 
and the bonds had passed ont of the possession of the bridge company by bona fide 
sale toa loan association, the city refused to meet its obligations, on the ground 
that the Legislature of Kansas had no authority under the constitution of the State 
to authorize the issue of bonds, the interest and principal of which were to be paid 
from the proceeds of taxes, for any such purpose as the encouragement of manu- 
facturing enterprises. Legal proceedings to enforce payment were thereupon 
commenced by the bondholders in the United States cirenit court, and judgment 
having been there given for the city, the case was appealed to the United States 
Supreme Court, where with ony oue dissenting voice (Judge Clifford) the jndg- 
ment of the lower court was aftirmed, the opinion of the court and the principles 
upon which it was based being given by Mr. Justice Miller. From this opinion 
attention is asked to the following extracts, reference being made, for the benefit 
of those who desire a more complete statement, to the report in full, 20 Wallace, 
pages 655-668. 

It must be conceded,” said Justice Miller, ‘that there are rights in every free 
government beyond the control of the State. A government which recognized no 
such rights, which held the lives, the liberty, and the property of its citizens sub- 
ject at all times to the absolute disposition and unbounded control of even the 
most democratic depository of power, is after all but a despotism. It is true it is 
a despotism of the many, of the majority, if you choose to call it so, but it is none 
the less a despotism. * * * The theory of our governments, State and na- 
tional, is opposed to the deposit of unlimited power anywhere. The executive, 
the legislative, and the judicial branches of these governments are all of limited 
and defined powers. There are limitations of such powers which grow out of the 
essential nature of all free governments—implied reservations of individual rights, 
without which the social compact could not exist, which are respected by all gov- 
ernments entitled tothe name. * Of all the powers conferred upon the 
government that of taxation is most liable to abuse. Given a purpose or object for 
which taxation may be lawfully used, and the extent of its exercise is in its very 
nature unlimited. This power can as readily be employed against one class of in- 
dividuals and in favor of another, so as to ruin the one class and give unlimited 
wealth and prosperity to the other, if theré are no implied limitations of the uses 
for which the power may be exercised. To lay with one hand the power of the 
government on the property of the citizen, and with the other bestow it upon 
favored individuals to aid private enterprises and build up private fortunes, is 
none the less robbery because it is done under the forms of the law and is called 
taxation. This is not legislation; it is a decree under legislative forms. 

" Nor is it taxation. Bexond a cavil there can be no lawful tax which is not laid 
for a publie purpose. [t may not be easy to draw the line in all cases so 


as to decide what is a public purpose in this sense and what is not. But in the case 
before us, in which towns are authorized to contribute aid by way of taxation to 
any class of manufacturers, there is no difliculty in holding that this is not such a 

publie purpose as we have been considering. If it be said that a benefit results to 

e local public of a town by establishing manufactures, the same may be said of 
any other business or pursuit which employs capital or labor. The merchant, the 
mechanic, the innkeeper, the banker, the builder, the steamboat owner are equally 
deme’ ppc of the public good and equally deserving the aid of the citizens b. 
orced contributions. No line can be drawn in favor of the manufacturer which 
would not open the public Treasury to the importanities of two-thirds of the busi- 
ness men of the city or town.” 

Mr. Chairman, the spirit of Henry Clay has been invoked to ani- 
mate decaying protection. He was no advocate of such a system as 
is urged by the protectionists of this House, as will be seen from the 
following extract. In speaking of the tariff he said: 

As far as he could go he would, and that was, not to lay duties for protection 
alone, but in laying duties for revenue to supply the Government with means to 
lay them so as to afford incidental protection. Ile would therefore say to all friends 
of protection, Lay aside all attempts beyond this standard, and look to that which 
is attainable and practicable.” 

Mr. Chairman, before applying these principles I desire to notice 
some of the utterances of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. MCKINLEY. 
In his protection speech he drew adark picture of the period from 185 
to 1860, when we had a tariff for revenue only. He made such a draft 
on his descriptive powers that he seems to have felt incompetent to 
adequately portray the horrors of the still darker period when pro- 
tective tariff was in fall blast, when strikers and rioters marched in 
thousands through your manufacturing cities, and when they de- 
stroyed railroads and other property valued at millions of dollars. 
Has he forgotten that some of the States called out the militia, and 
blood flowed freely? Mas he forgotten that in the great manufact- 
uring State of Pennsylvania an effort was made to saddle the mill- 
jons of loss caused by these riots on the State, and that prominent 
members of his political party there were sentenced to imprisonment 
in the penitentiary for bribery growing out of it? Would not the 
same course of reasoning that fixes the responsibility for the things he 
describes upon free trade fix these upon protection? 

The gentleman from Ohio became so fervent that in enumerating 
the things done under protection he says: “ We have built forty-two 
thonsand miles of railroad in ten years.” How did protection benefit 
these roads? The steel rails used cost $3,000 a mile more (according 
to present rates) than if there had been no duty, or 3126,000,000. This 
has to be paid by the farmers and others who ship grain or travel 
over the roads. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio is not to be permit- 
ted to claim that protection has produced this immense impetus to 
railroads, when it is attributable to far different causes. The land- 
grants to railroads, which the Republican party made in ten years 
amounted to 127,628,221.07 acres, as shown by the following table: 


Acres. 

Granted in 1862 to railroads 23, 504, 001. 61 
Granted in 1863 to railroads 3, 915, 200. 00 
Granted in 1864 to railroads 848, 600. 00 
Granted in 1865 to railroads 128, 000. 00 
Granted in 1866 to railroads 34, 001, 297. 77 
Granted in 1870 to railroads 1, 000, 000. 00 
Granted in 1871 to railroads 17, 903, 218, 00 
Granted in 1872 to railroads 327, 

127, 628, 221. 07 


This is a territory so immense that we can only comprehend it by 
comparison. It is more than the States of Maine, New Hampshire, 
Vermont, Rhode Island, Connectient, Massachusetts, New York, New 
Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, and Pennsylvania. It is more territory 
than the kingdoms of Great Britain and Ireland, Greece, Belgium, 
the Netherlands, Denmark, and the Republic of Switzerland com- 
bined, which sustain a population of more than 51,000,000, and greater 
than the population of the United States and all of its Territories. 

In addition to this,under the legislation of the same party, $64,623,512 
of the bonds of the United States were issued to the railroads. Upon 
these bonds we have already paid $51,000,000 of interest. Not only 
was the blood-bought land left us by the fathers given them, but by 
the issuance of these bonds they were enabled “ to lay their lien on 
property yet uncreated.” By this device the fingers of railroad kings 
“ wero made long enough to reach into the pockets of posterity and 
pull out the inheritances of children yet unborn.” It took no tariff 
to force these roads into existence rapidly when empires of land, pur- 
chased with regiments of lives and millions of money, were donated 
to them by reckless Congresses and careless executives—when the 
land of the people went to build up private corporations. 

The gentleman from Ohio also commented in the following manner 
upon the failure of the Democratic party to make any changes in 
the enormities of the tariff: 

Much criticism is indulged in by the Democratic party upon the enormities of 
our tariff, and yet with those years of power in absolute control of the House, aml 
a part of that time controlling the Senate as well, nothing was accomplished by 
way of removing the so-called enormities, and at last the party was compelled tu 
confess that it was unable to make any progress in that direction. 

By the gentleman’s own words, taken from the same speech, I pro- 
pose to show that his party is chiefly responsible for the non-uet iou 
which characterized that period. Hear him: 

Every proposition for a change was met with the almost solid opposition of this 
side of the House, which, with the assistance of a few Representatives on the other 
side from Pennsylvania and the New England States, was strong enough to insure 


and did insure the substantial defeat of « every measure looking to a disturbance 
of the existing tariff rates. 
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Had he added that for twenty-one years there never has been an 
honr when the Democratic party had the Executive and a majority 
of the Senate and House at the same time, he would have given a 
complete explanation of the inability of the Democratic party to 
anake this reform. 

Mr, Chairman, I am unable to see how the gentleman from Ohio 
can support this bill, holding the views he does concerning his con- 
stitulional duty, and the prerogatives of the House. He says: 

I cannot refrain from saying in this connection that we are taking a step in 
delegating a duty which we ought ourselves to perform ; a duty confided to us by 
the Constitution, and to no others. It is true that the commission does not legis- 
late, and therefére its work may or may not be samos by Congress. Thisisthe 
safety of the proposition. The information it will furnish will be important, and 
its statistics of rare value, but the same sources of information are open to Con- 
gress and to the Committee on Ways and Means as will be available to the com- 
mission, and as the former will ultimately have to deal with the question practi- 
cally in Congress, it has seemed to me if that committee were willing to undertake 
the task, and had the requisite time to perform it, it would be the wisest anu most 
certain course to the accomplishment of results desired by all. 

What does he mean by the expression, “if the committee were 
willing to undertake the task?” Are we to infer that his committee, 
appointed by his party, through his colleague, is not willing to dis- 
chats any duty devolving upon it? Have we reached that point 
in our country’s history when it is questioned whether a committee 
of this House will discharge a sworn duty? Does the gentleman 
confess that he doubts their doing so? 

THE FIRST PROTECTIONIST IN APOSTOLIC DAYS. 


Mr. Chairman, this whole scheme for the e of a com- 
mission is only to delay reform and strengthen protection. This 
clamor for the protection of the few at the expense of the many 
is no new noise. This appeal that particular individuals shall 
lave their callings kept protitable to them at whatever cost to the 
masses, had its origin ‘‘ when the smoke of the sacrifice rose from 
the Pantheon, and when tigers and camelopards leaped in the 
Flavian amphitheater.” It was heard in Ephesus while Rome was 
yet mistress of the world; before John was exiled to Patmos, or the 
myriad-minded, lion-hearted Paul made his masterly defense before 
King Agrippa. We learn that when Paul was at Ephesus: “ A cer- 
tain man named Demetrius, a silversmith, which made silver shrines 
for Diana, brought no small gain unto the craftsmen, whom he called 
together with the workmen of like occupation and said: ‘Sirs, ye 
know that by this craft we have our wealth; moreover, ye see and 
hear that not alone at Ephesus but almost throughout all Asia this 
Paul hath persuaded and turned away much peoples saying that they 
be no gods which are made with hands. that not only is this 
our craft in danger to be set at naught but also that the temple of 
the great goddess Diana should be despised and her magnificence 
should be destroyed, whom all Asia and the world worshipeth.“ 
And when they heard these things they were full of wrath and cried 
out saying great is Diana of the Ephesians.’ ” 

It will thus be seen that this maker of idols was ready to mob the 
apostles because they were interfering with his“ home industry.” 
And to protect that industry Demetrius demagogued about the 
sacredness and divinity of their pagan gods and the magnificence of 
their temple. He was ready to crush ont the very gospel of peace 
and ee expounders rather than have his “home industry de- 
stroyed.’ 

Since that time 1,800 years have rolled by. Rome has gone down 
to rise no more. The amphitheater is deserted, and the cross is 
worshiped where the smoke of the sacrifice rose; but the greed for 
gain and the selfishness of man remain. They existed before the cities 
were founded and bid fair to outlast the empires. We have now, 
as they had then, those who call loudly for no change. What is their 
plea now? They come, as in the days of Demetrius, under a false 
plea. They say now they want protection for the benefit of the Ameri- 
can laborer. With one breath they seek ‘ protection for the benefit 
of the laborer.” With the next the laborer is told that if he dares 
to strike for higher wages he will be discharged. 

The Bessemer steel works of the United States, which last year 
made a profit of about 90 per cent. on their capital, recently hired 
tho Vulcan Works of St. Louis to close for three years, in order to 
lessen the production and raise the price, although it turned about 
one thousand laborers out of employment and left five thousand 
people without occupation or support. Was not this an exhibition 
of tender regard for the laboring-man! 

Again, a bill was passed to restrict Chinese immi 
vetoed by the President. They are the lowest-priced laborers who 
ever came toourshores, Four hundred millions of them live in China, 
and grave apprehension was felt that they would flood the country. 
As showing to what depths of degradation they have reached, I de- 
sire to have the Clerk read from Bayard Taylor’s Travels in India, 
China, and Japan. It will be remembered that this was written in 
1854, before the troubles rose on our Pacific slope, and may be set 
down as an impartial estimate. > 

The Clerk read: 

It is my deliberate opinion that the Chinese are, morally, the most debased peo- 
ple on the face of the earth. Forms of vice which in other countries are barely 
named are in China so common that they excite no comment among the natives. 
‘They constitute the surface level, and below them there are deeps on deeps of de- 

ravity so shocking and horrible that their c ter cannot even be hinted. 


here are some dark shadows in human nature which we naturally shrink from 
penetrating, and I made no attempt to collect information of this kind; but there 


tion, and 


was enough in the things which I could not avoid seeing and hearing—which are 
brought almost daily to the notice of every foreign ent—to ins me with a 
powerful aversion to the Chinese race. Their touch is pollution, and, harsh as the 
opinion may seem, justice to our own race demands that they should not be allowed 
to settle on our soil. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Now, I desire to call attention to the fact that of 
the sixty-six members of the House who voted to allow these low- 
priced Chinese to come here, sixty-two were Republicans, and of the 
sixty-two nine-tenths are protectionists, who say they do not want 
our laborer to have to compete with the pauper labor of Europe. 
Yet they are willing to let the Chinaman scramble with him for 
bread at his own hearth. Oh, what a difference between the love pro- 
fessed and the love manifested for the American laboring-man. 

HISTORY OF AMERICAN TARIFF. 


There can be no doubt of the constitutional powers of Congress 
to raise its revenues either by the imposition of tariffs on imports or by 
internal taxes, but the constitutional power of Congress to directly 
or indirectly tax one citizen of the United States in order to make 
gratuitous contribution to another does not exist. The history of 
the tariff is an interesting one, and proves that it was never intended 
to be 1 The following from the speech of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mouton] states it so clearly and concisely that I 
quote it: 

Since the formation of our Government the revenues for the most part up to 
1862 were collected by a tariff on imports. This form of taxation our people are 
familiar with, and when properly and judiciously adjusted to the legitimate wants 
of the Government affords no grounds of complaint. In 1789 Congress enacted 
the first tarifflaw. It was uniform in its operation, and was dec to be tem- 
porary only, and was limited to seven years, and the ad valorem duty was only 84 
per cent. In the year following it was in to 11 per cent. Two years later 
it was raised to 13} per cent. The next tariff law was that of 1816, just after the 
war of 1812. The average rate of duties under this law was 30 per cent. ad valo- 
lorem. In 1824 there was an additional increase of the tariff to 37 per cent. In 
1832 there was a further increase of duties, and with it the t historical event, 
nullification. Subsequently, in 1833, Mr. Clay introduced his compromise tariff 
bill, which was a sort of sliding scale of decrease, so that in 1842 the tariff on for- 
eign Spang was only about 20 per cent. ad valorem. Under the administration 
of Mr. Polk there was a further reduction of the tari 

From Mr. Polk's administration to the beginning of the war in 1861 the tariff was 
simply one for revenue only. The average duties during that time were va per 
cent.; on dutiable goods alone 22} per cent. One of the important features of the 
tariff bill of 1846 was that it distinguished between goods that could be produced 
at home and those that could not, the latter being substantially free. The Mor- 
rill tariff of 1862, as was said at the time, was justified by the pressing necessities 
of the Government; and the poopie acquiesced in this high protective tariff upon 
the promise and understanding that when the condition of the country would per- 
mit, this tax that has pressed so grievously upon the ple and operated so un- 
justly against the industrial and laboring classes should be modified and reduced 
so that its operation should be uniform and just to the people of the whole country. 

COST OF PROTECTION. 


Now the average duty is about 45 per cent., and the following 
extract from the able speech of Senator COKE, of Texas, shows the 
vast amount paid annually to manufacturers by the tariff: 


_ During the fiscal year just closed the value of dutiable merchandise imported 
into this country from abroad, as the Treasurer's * bee shows, was $448,061,587.95. 
Upon this merchandise was collected at the custom-honses $193,800,897.67, being an 
average of 434 percent. This is the entire revenue of the Government derived from 
the tariff for the last fiscal year. Now, what amount do the manufacturers receive 
from the tariff? By the census of 1870 it was estimated that four billion dollars’ 
worth of manufactured articles were consumed annually in the United States. The 
figuros for 1880 are not yet published so as to be accessible, but following the ratio 
of increase in aA rotor and everything else, they must now amount to at least 
$5,000,000,000 each year. All these manufactures being increased in cost to the 
consumer by the amount of tariff duty, which, as I have before stated, is an aver- 
age of 45 per cent., which goes to manufacturers, it is easy to see on that basis 
what the share of the manufacturer would be. But I will discount that per cent. 
80 as to more than cover all contingencies and all drawbacks, and say they only 
receive under the tariff 25 per cent. on the sum total of manufactured articles con- 
sumed in the United States, and it amounts to the enormous sum of $1,250,000,000 
8 And the amount increases each year with the population and trade of 
the country. 

So, for the year 1881, the results of tariff taxation and the distribution of its pro- 

may be tabulated thus: 

Revenue received by the Government. 
Bounty received by manufacturers 

So that for every single dollar paid into the National Treasury under the existing 
tariff six and a half dollars, at the lowest calculation, go into the pockets of the 
mannfacturers. If this vast sum of money were collected annaally from the pock- 
ets of the people directly, to be given to the already richest class of people in this 
country each year, its monstrous iniquity would, of course, be so apparent as to 
defeat it. But it is collected indirectly, though as surely, in an increased price of 
everything they consume, in everything they eat, drink, and wear; in every tool 
and implement they work with; in every article which enters into the construc- 
tion of the honses they live in, whether used for strength, or utility, or ornament ; 
in every book or newspaper they read. 


This billion and a quarter thus going to manufacturers is $25 per 
annum for every man, woman, A child in the United States. 
CONSEQUENCES—WE HAVE DESTROYED OUR SHIPPING. 

Mr. Chairman, to our shipping we have given the most ample pro- 
tection that the londest clamorer for special privileges could wish. 
We have forbidden the registration of ships purchased by Americans 
from any but American builders, 

The boast was made that we were going to build up our commerce 
and carry American products in American bottoms; but after twenty 
years of this exclusive policy, look at our condition! Ourship-build- 
ing has ran down till it amounts to nothing, and our flag is almost a 
stranger on the ocean. The protective-tariff policy of the United 
States was abandoned in 1846, and a tariff forrevenue adopted, This 
Rey. was maintained till the breaking out of the late war, and under 

t our shipping interests flourished as they never did before, never 
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have since, and never will again under our present suicidal policy. 
Then American sails whitened every sea, and the American flag 


brightened every bay where commerce floated. Beginning in 1345 
with a tonnage of 2,562,085, it increased till 1861, when it amounted 
to 5,539,813 tons, which was the highest figure it ever attained, 

From then till now it has gone down, down all the time, although 
every protective prop that legislation could devise has been brought 
to its support. This, too, notwithstanding the fact that our wash h, 
exports, and imports are many times greater than they were then. 
In 1855 we built in American ship-yards 381 sea-going vessels; in 
1856, 306. Under this long protection how does this industry flourish 
to-day? In 1878,81 ships were built by us, and in 1879, 37—less than 
one-tenth of the number built in 1855 when we needed not half so 
many as now. In 1860, wech free ships, 75 per cent. of our exports 
and imports was carried in American bottoms. In 1831, with pro- 
tected ships, American vessels only carried 16 per cent. Each year 
we now pay $120,000,000 to owners of foreign ships for carrying 
our exports, imports, and passengers, And who gets this immense 
business? England, with her free ships and free trade, gets eighty- 
four millions of it, more than twice as much as all the other nations 
of the world. And why all of this? It is because legislation has 
interfered with commercial freedom. A statute is on our Jaw books 
which requires the American desiring to purchase a vessel to go to 
one of the four or five ship-builders of the United States and pay one- 
fourth more for it than it would cost in England, or it will not be 
entitled to registration. In consequence of this, when obtained, the 
cost is so great that he cannot compete with the Englishman who 
has purchased more cheaply. One says, let us subsidize our ship 
lines and enable them to compete. Sir, this will not give relief. 
Let Congress declare commercial freedom by repealing those hamper- 
ing statutes, and the shackles will fall from our commerce as did 
Peter’s chains at the angel’s touch. 

INEQUALITIES OF PROTECTION, 

The inequalities of high protective tariff are sufficient to condemn 
it without more. If it protects all in the same degree it is as if there 
were no protection to any. All will admit that if you take by pro- 
tection 810 from A and give it to B, and then $10 from B by the same 

rocess and give it to A, yon leave them exactly as yon find them. 
It this be so why interfere at all? But if yon do not protect all 
alike you do injustice to the one not protected, and the injustice of 
your system condemns it. 

Mr. Chairman, it is time Congress should do something for the ag- 
ricultural interest of the country. It is directly or indirectly the 
foundation of all prosperity. When it flourishes the country flour- 
ishes; when it fails the country fails. Wherever the student of his- 
tory turns his eye he sees that when the lands of a country have be- 
come barren and agriculture has gone down the people have degen- 
erated and the country failed. It may be that here and there what 
seems an exception is found, but careful examination will disclose 
the fact that every country is dependent on the products of the soil, 
near or remote, for any lasting prosperity. Is it not surprising that 
while this is trne we are legislating for every thing else and leaving 
agriculture to stand alone or fall? By legislation we protect the 
woolen mill, the cotton factory, iron works, steel works, ship yards, 
salt works, paper mills, book binderies, and hatters’ shops. By legis- 
lation we have built railroad monopolies. But what have we done 
for agriculture? 

Now, sir, what protection is given the wheat-grower of California, 
Minnesota, or the Middle States? He has to sell his surplus wheat 
in Europe, where he comes in competition with wheat raised by 
recently freed serfs of Russia, and by the peasantry of England, and 
the price of his product is fixed by the price there. 

What protection is given the corn-grower of the West? His price, 
too, is in a great measure regulated by the foreign price of corn and 
the products of corn. 

What protection is given the cotton-planter of the South? Nota 
particle. Half, or more than half of his crop has to be sold in foreign 
markets in competition with the cotton crop of East India and 
Egypt, produced exclusively by pauper labor. A rise of one-six- 
teenth of one cent a pound in Europe gives a corresponding rise here, 
and so with a fall. 

What do you do for all agriculturists? You force them to pay a 
high tax on every scrap of iron or pound of steel that enters into 
their plows, hoes, gears, rakes, reapers, mowers, thrashers—every- 
thing. 

What benefit is your protection to the tobacco-raiser? Tobacco, 
as the other commodities mentioned, is regulated by the price abroad, 
where it competes with that which is pees by pauper labor. 

How do you protect the blacksmith? By forcing him to pay from 
30 to 60 per cent. tax on the tools, iron, and steel he uses, and the 
clothes he wears. When the gentleman from Kansas was giving his 
glowing description of the beauties and benefits of high protection 
my friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] asked him how it benetited 
blacksmiths. He declined to show. Being urged again, he said he 
was not talking about blacksmiths, I predict hs never will. 

What protection is given the publishers aud readers of newspa- 
pers, periodicals, and books? They, too, are placed under your tax- 
gatherer, or duty-collector, for the paper on which everything is 
printed, from the primer of childhood to the philosophic periodi- 
cal of mature age, is taxed 25 per cent. 


How is the carpenter affected by your grinding system? A heavy 
import duty is placed on every tool with which he works, and mone: 
which would otherwise go to the support and education of his chil- 
dren is taken to swell the crammed coffers of some rich manufact- 
urer. 

We might find some crumb of comfort in this if the contribution 
thus required went to the Treasury, but it does not. Many of the 
duties are so high that they prohibit imports and enable the manu- 
PATTER to increase his price without benefiting the Government a 
dollar. 

By legislation we have created twenty-one hundred national banks 
and paid them millions of dollars to issue money to their creators, 
What have we done for the farmer? Two words, eight letters, an- 
swer the question—tazed him. Yes, everything he wears has been 
taxed, from his socks to his hat; everything he eats, from his sugar 
to his salt; almost everything he uses, from the swaddling linen 
and flannel which wrap him in infancy to the shroud and the spade 
which are required to cover him when “ life’s fitful fever is ended,” 
and he is gathered to his fathers, to be taxed no more. 

Why, you even tax the minister on his Bible, and put a 20 per 
cent. embargo on the Word of God, and will not permit the plan of sal- 
vation to go free to the people. Did ever human cupidity reach 
such a climax? 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. The other day we did admit, by spe- 
cial act, a few of the new version with the hell taken out, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. We have never let any other kind in free of duty. 
Our friends on the other side of the House may have felt an interest 
in getting some here with that feature left out. [Laughter.] 

While this is going on there is an effort to quiet the taxed victim 
with reasoning so shallow and sophistical that it is no sooner punc- 
tured than exploded. Several of those who have spoken in favor of 
this bill have insisted that protection cheapens the price of articles. 
If this be so, I am unable to see why protectionists oppose reduction 
of duties. If it does not reduce the price the manufacturer cannot 
complain; if it does it benefits the consumers; and that sound maxim 
of legislation which requires the greatest good to the greatest number 
should impel us to make the reduction. 

The inconsistencies of protectionists are marvelous, They tell the 
manufacturer that he must stand by the tariff, because it enables 
him to sell for a better price. They tell the consumer that-he should 
sustain it because it furnishes him cheaper goods. The gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Horr] a few days ago made a labored speech to 
irae that protection raised the price of oats and lowered the price 
of salt. 

Bastiat, in his Sophisms of Protection, offers the following dilemma 
to restrictive laws: 

Either you allow that you produce scarcity, or you do not allow it. If you 
allow it, you confess at once that your end is to injure the people as much as pos- 
sible. If you do not allow it, then you deny your power to diminish the supply, 
to raise the price, and nye Serie you deny having favored the producer. Tou 
are either injurious or ineflicient. “You can never be useful. 

Sir, no one can deny that protective tariff is an obstruction to free 
intercourse and exchange of commodities between countries. An ob- 
struction tocommerce might be made in various ways: for instance, 
gon might go into the harbors and so fill them that navigation would 

e more difficult; you might put such obstruction around your coast 
line as would delay ships weeks in reaching port. If a man were 
found out in the ocean or in the rivers putting obstructions in the 
way of commerce he would be confined as a lunatic or convicted 
as u criminal. And yet sworn legislators will stand here and make 
obstructions by legislation which are as effective as the dain in the 
river or the torpedo in the harbor, What will enlightened poster- 
ity think of a mau who deliberately, and for the sake of obstruction, 
erects barriers to commerce? Will he be regarded less a lunatic 
because he did his restricting work within the walls of a capitol 
while sitting under the statue of freedom as a legislator? Ameri- 
can children have been taught to wonder when their parents told 
them how the Chinese built a wall hundreds of miles long in order 
to shut themselves off from intercourse with other nations. Within 
a fortnight we have heard in this Hall the Chinaman traduced be- 
cause of that exclusiveness. And some of the very men who tra- 
duced him are going, by their restrictive protective-tariff policy, to 
imitate him, the difference being that the Chinaman nses mud, water, 
and stones for his obstruction, and the American uses what we call 
statutes. 

THE POOR TAXED MORE THAN THE RICH. 


Contemporaneously with the increase of the tariff in 1862, for war 
purposes, which affected farmers, mechanics, &c., an income tax 
was imposed, by which the rich had to contribute out of their abun- 
dance. A stamp tax for notes, bonds, deeds, &., was devised to reach 
those who loaned money and sold propig by deed. A small tax 
was placed on national banks, and thus the farmer and laborer were 
assured that all classes would have to help them meet the immense 
revenues needed, 

The income tax was repealed years ago, and the rich thereby freed 
from paying the sixty millions yearly raised in that way. Thestamptax 
was repealed, and that class let up. The Waysand Means Committee 
havereported a bill to repeal the bank tax, forthe benefit of banks, and 
that, too, without a ‘‘commission.” This was for corporations. But 
now that the farmer and the artisan, the clerk and the mechanic, the 
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teacher and the preacher have come and asked that their burdens 
be reduced, they are told by this Congress that they must wait and 
suffer till a “commission from civil life” gives permission for their 
freedom. . 

The specious plea is put up that this protective tariff is wanted for 
the benefit of the poor man, but the following tables show that on 
articles of necessity those coming within the wants of the poor are 
taxed at a higher percentage than those which suit the tastes of the 
wealthy: 


Rate of duties collected in 1880 in ad valorem, taken from official returns. 


Articles of luxury: Per cent. 
Laces, co gimps, and braids. ...........---+--.-.-+---<---+-.-- 3 35 
SDB OG. foc s cee ¶⁰yꝑͥyd ⁰y tear es 10 
Embroideriae˖e·õůuk„„444444ö4õ: nen e cence nce ee nee re ences tenme 35 
Fancy articles 35 
Richest kind of cut glass 40 


pom) > 8 bs 5 a 
Shampagne, in quarts, $6 per dozen 
Still wine. V% ²̃ ˙-ÄAU—AK v ͤ S S SA 32} 


Now, let me place against the above what I deem articles of neces- 
sity, and see what duty they paid: 
Duties paid in 1880, calculated in ad ralorem, taken from oficial returns. 
2 Per cent. 


Articles of necessity : 
Cleaned rice 
E salts - 


Steel rails ......... 
Castor-oil 
Croton-oil. -. 
Paria white 
Balmoral alpaca. 
Blankets valued at 36} cents per pound 
Woolen hosiery valued at 60 cents per pound 
Bunting valued at 23 cents per pound 


The following still further illustrates the point : 


Blankets—duty on the cheapest, 90 per cent.; on the dearest, 75 per cent. 
Hats—woolen—duty on the cheapest, 84 to 92 per cent.; on the dearest, 63 per 


cent. 
Hosiery- duty on the cheapest, 96 per cent.; on the dearest, 55 per cent. 
Dress goods—duty on the cheapest, 70 per cent.; on the dearest, 67 per cent. 
Bleached cotton—duty on the cheapes®, 47 per cent.; on the dearest, 35 per cent. 
Flannel—duty on the cheapest, 89 per cent.; on the dearest, 61 per cen 
The following table presents proof of the prohibitory nature of 
our tariff, giving the duty collected on the articles named. Many 
more could be added: 


In 1881 the tariff duties produced 


On Cut DSS ANA a oi ¶⁰yͥſy y send uns caNaveucss>ens $127 00 
8 CUS a s AIL O A N S ARAT SE y 15 00 

Wr ASA g 00 
9%?7 oo A N tawny NE NY ATT 00 
ee r P O R AONE T TT TE 4, 890 00 
On steel wire 1,761 00 
On crude oil .. 150 
On petroleum 3,403 00 
On flannels.. 1,129 00 
On yar 3,000 00 


The pillow ie table shows the articles that paid an ad valorem 
duty of over per cent. and not exceeding 97 per cent., (spirits, 
wines, tobacco, and perfumery not included: 


Blankets not over 40 cents 
Blankets valued over 60 cen 


r pound 
per pound. 


OUR HIGH PROTECTIVE TARIFF XOT NEEDED, AS SHOWN BY SOUTHERN INDUSTRIES. 

Mr. Chairman, the most flourishing cotton mills in the country are 
in the South. Last year they paid more than 20 per cent. There 
the cotton may be picked, carried to the factory where it is ginned, 
made into thread, and woven into cloth without even being baled. 
From the seed, formerly supposed to be useless, is made an oil that is 
supplanting lard for culinary purposes, and is taking the place of 
olive oil for the table. That portion of the seed felt after the 
refining process is made into stock-feed as nutritious as corn-meal 
or bran, The very hull is used as a fertilizer, and goes back to 


enrich the soil. So wonderful are the resources of the country and 
so nearly has all that is essential to prosperity been brought to- 
gether, that within the last year cotton has been picked after sun- 
rise in the morning, ginned, spun, dyed, and woven into cloth, cut, 
made into a suit, and worn by an enterprising American citizen 
before sunset of the same day. Who will assert that a country thus 
favored requires an enormous protective tariff such as we now have 
to defy foreign competition ? 

But to show still further, Mr. Chairman, that we do not need that 
amount of protection which is given by the present tariff, let me refer 
to another source of wealth there—iron. In my own State there 
are iron works so situated that their owners can stand in the heat of 
their furnaces and see with the naked eye the points from which the 
coal, iron ore, and limestone used in making iron are all obtained. 
Who will aver in face of these facts that we need $28 a ton protec- 
tion on Bessemer steel rails in order to enable us to compete with 
the English, especially when three thousand miles of ocean separate 
us? Distance not only “lends enchantment to the view” but gives 
protection to the American manufacturer of iron. I might recite 
other industries equally favored, but think these sufficient to illus- 
trate my point. 

ONE SAMPLE OF FREE TRADE. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ERRETT] has told us that 
the reduction of the duty on quinine, which the Democratic part 
made in 1879, did not cheapen that medicine to the consumer. 
have before me a table showing the price of quinine each month for 
two and a half years before it was placed on the free list, and for 
the same period since, and from that it is seen that the average 
reduction since it was placed on the free list has been a little more 
than seventy-eight cents an ounce, one-fourth of its price. This 
completely refutes the statement of my friend from Pennsylvania ; 
and if my oe friend from Kentucky, [Mr. MCKENZIE, ] 
the author of the bill, who has so faithfully represented his constitu- 
ency here, had done nothing else, the work he did for suffering hu- 
manity in placing this staple medicine on the free list ought to be 
sufficient to endear him to his State and to the country. I watched 
with much interest the result of that bill, because that was the first 
subject upon which I introduced a bill after I became a member of 
this House, and because it was predicted by the quinine monopolists 
that it would not reduce the price. The bill of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, it will be remembered, was passed, without a report from 
the committee, by two-thirds majority, under a suspension of the 
rules. The gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. UppEGRarr, ] I believe, is 
one of the members who supported that measure, notwithstanding he 
made so strenuous a speech for protection a few days ago. Others 
who have spoken on that side of this question also voted for its pas- 
sage. The tariff convention recently held in New York adopted a 
resolution calling for the suppression of the Congressional crank who 
attempted to pass bills without reference or debate, and called him 
n more dangerous madman than the incendiary who fired the mill,” 
and used other inflammatory phraseology which I will not repeat. 
I have not yet heard whether or not that august body, when pass- 
ing this resolution, had in mind the gentleman from Ohio and other 
tariff men who supported the quinine bill. 

OUR EXPORTS—WHO MAKE THEM! 

Mr. Chairman, gentlemen have spoken of the extent of our exports, 
and they are such as we may well be proud of. But who produce these 
exports? They are princes by farmers who are taxed almost to 
extermination, and who have to sell their products in foreign markets 
in competition with the products of Russian serfs, just set free, and of 
the criminals or descendants of criminals transported to Australia. 
Iu the last fiscal year our exports amounted to 883,925,947. Of this 
$729,650,016 was the product of agriculture, cultivated with taxed 
plows and hoes, cut with taxed reapers, or, if corn, shelled with taxed 
shellers, the grain sacked in taxed sacks, transported to the seaboard 
over Bessemer steel rails taxed $28 per ton, carried across the ocean 
(when carried in American vessels) in taxed ships, and were never 
from under the baneful influence of indirect taxation till they escaped 
from beneath the American flag. While this is the grand showing of 
agriculture, with all the hot-honse stimulation given to manufactures, 
they only furnish 124 per cent., a mere atom of our vast exports, Men 
talk often more loudly than learnedly about the balance of trade being 
in our favor Take away our unprotected agricultural exports, or 
let them contribute no more than manufactures do, and the balance 
of trade would be against us every day. 

Gentlemen in this debate have derided the free trade of England, 
when she is the best customer we have. We exported in 1880 3,564,551 
bales of cotton. England purchased 2,554,429, or twice as much as all 
the protective nations combined. We exported 8288, 036, 835 worth 
of other commodities, of which British gold paid for $154,617,366. 

TARIFF FOR REVENUE. 

Mr. Chairman, in opposing this bill it isnot my purpose to advocate 
a repeal of all import duties. On the contrary, I realize that it is a 
very convenient and proper mode of raising a large portion of our 
revenues; in fact it has some advantages over the system of inter- 
nal taxation which sends United States marshuls and deputy mar- 
shals with their guards and attendants to every threshold in the 
country. But what I do insist is that we ought to so adjust our 
tariff laws as to raise the test amount of money with the least 
discrimination. The raising of revenue ought to the primary 
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object, but in the rais ing of revenue we can so adjust the tariff that 
our home industries will receive all the protection they need and all 
that the equitably disposed could wish. We have to pay interest on 
$1,554,752,700. Beside this we have to pay a large amount for pen- 
sions annually and pay the current expenses of the Government. 
We collect about a million dollars a day; more than six hundred 
dollars a minute. 

I insist that there is no need of further protecon to industries than 
is afforded by a judicious tariff sufficient to raise this revenne. We 
have gone on under our present system until it may be wise to adopt 
the course of a graduated tariff, as did the Democratic party in 1846, 
thereby arriving at the revenue basis ultimately to be reached by 
such gradual steps as will not imperil establishments which have 
been forced into existence by the abnormal tariff under which we 
have worked for the last twenty years. We ought to go about the 
work judiciously, but resolutely. The veryelements with which we 
are surrounded are an immense protection to our manufacturers, In 
the first place the English or French manufacturer comes here to get 
the breadstuffs and provisions to sustain life while at work; h 
then comes for his cotton and for the raw material out of which 
the manufactured article isto be made, All of these are transported 
three thousand miles across the ocean, having to pay freight, insur- 
ance, and run all the risk incident to navigation. When his cotton 
is worked up he transports it another three thousand miles before it 
can be brought in competition with American cotton goods. 

NO ‘COMMISSION " DEMANDED WHERE TARIFF BURDENS WERE LMPOSED. 


The able chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, [Mr. KEL- 
LEY, ] whom I see before me, was here when the Morrill tariff was 
adopted. He had nearly a score of years less experience as a legis- 
Jator then than now, and yet no one heard him call for a“ commis- 
sion from civil life” to teil how much burden should be placed on 
the people, nor did his associates wait for information from that 
source. With hot haste they saddled the burdens on the people. 
They have never delayed the imposition of tariff till a ‘f commission“ 
could be organized. No, sirs, you were then working for capital and 
favored classes, and waited for neither instruction nor entreaty; but 
now that you are called upon to legislate for the masses—the farm- 
ers, fruit-raisers, doctors, preachers, printers, lawyers, mechanics, 
school-teachers, clerks, Poni hotel-keepers, the men who own no im- 
mense factories and furnaces—you call for a commission, and refuse 
all relief. 

ls that committee ready to say that while they have stood here 
and spoken hour after hour and day after day that they did not 
understand the question they were discussing and can make no rec- 
ommendation concerningit? How isit that they are able to speak by 
the hour to the House, and are all-wise on the subject then, but the 
minute they getinto their committee-room they know nothing about 
the question, and acknowledge their inability to make any sugges- 
tions? Why did the Speaker of the House go to Pennsylvania for 
three out of the thirteen members of that committee if they did not 
know anything about tariff legislation? Who is responsible for this 
inefficiency? Mr. Chairman, there is one thing they can do; they 
can report either for or against revision, give the question back to 
the House, and need not stand as now with their doors blocked with 
bills dying in their committee-room. That committee has been fairly 
deluged with bills. Day after day we have sent our dove from this 
House to that dreary waste, „and night after night the bird has 
returned weary-winged and leafless.” 

THE PROPER WAY. 

There is a way to arriveat tariff revision. Why is not the Ways 
and Means Committee capable of making recommendations to the 
Honse? If they are not, why were they appoined, and why do 
they hold on to their positions? It cannot be said they lack expe- 
rience, The distinguished chairman { Mr. KELLEY] has been a mem- 
her of tho House longer than any other man in it—22 years. His col- 
league, [Mr. RANDALL,] when the 4th of next March comes, will 
have served here 20 years; Mr, Errett, Pennsylvania, 6 years; Mr. 
Kasson, 10 years; Mr. Morrison, Illinois, 12 years; Mr. DUNNELL, 
Minnesota, 12 years; Mr. HUBBELL, 10 years; Mr. TUCKER, 8 years; 
Mr. CARLISLE, 6 years; Mr. MCKINLEY, 6 years; Mr. HASKELL, 6; 
Mr. RUSSELL, 4; Mr. SPEER, 4. After this long service are these able 
Representatives not capable of comprehending the question? If 
these veterans in the public service could not understand the ques- 
tion after from four totwenty years’ service, how can we expect mere 
raw recruits to become so skilled in six months as to be able to drill 
the Ways and Means Committee and this Congress up to ability to 
discharge their duty sensibly? Are these gentlemen ready to admit 
that the Speaker has appointed them upon a committee that is too 
deep for them? Are they ready to go back to their constituentsand 
say: Lou elected men who lacked the sense, the courage, or the 
experience toserve you?” 

ur duty is clear. The course is so plain that the wayfaring man 
need not err therein. For nearly one hundred years there is an un- 
broken line of precedents to guide us. During all that time not a 
Congress has assembled that lacked the manhood to take hold of the 
tariff question. Let us follow the example our fathers have set. Let 
the Ways and Means Committee act upon the bills before it, report 
to this House, and let the House go calmly and resolutely to work, and 
all will be well. [Applause. Here the hammer fell. I will ask leave 
to add to my remarks a table which I have not had time to read. 

The C J. Without objection, leave will be granted. 


A table showing the rates of duty on articles in common use. 


Bla} 
ne E 
e 
Bo 28 2 
ge | ESI Bs 
Articles enumerated. Rate of duty. AS 23 2 st 
25 5 #5 
85 
882 | & 
333 Æ $ 
— < < 
— | — | 
Clothing wools: 
Worth less than 320. per Ib. . 100. per pound and 11 p. e 237 128 17 
Worth over 320. per Ibo 120. per pound and 10 p. e. 378 157 41.76 
Carpet wools: 
orth less than 120. -| 3c. per pound 11203 26. 62 
. 2 .| 6c. per pound 194 .06 30. 86 
goods: 
Value less than 20c......... 60. per yard and 35 p. o. -169| .119| 70.46 
Value over 200 | 8c. per yard and 40 p. 0... 00 204 65.81 
Blankets, worth 60@80c. per Ib. 40c. per pound and 35 p. e. 682 .638 | 94.13 
Fiannels, worth 60@80c. per Ib. 40c. per pound and 35 p. G. 01 - 614 100. 53 
FGG 500. per pound and 35 p. 0. 1. 412 994 70.40 
Clothing. ready-made. ........ | 50¢. per pound and 35 p. . 2.873 1. 649 57.42 
Hats, worth over 80c. per Ib. . 50c. per pound and 35 p. . 1.732 | 1.105 | 63. 86 
Yarns, worth 40 60e. per Ib. . 30c. per pound and 35 p. O 561 50 88.49 
Leather, tanned. .............. / A I TN AA 25. 00 
Gloves and mittens 0. 4 
Other manufactures of leather. 
Cottons, plain bleached, worth 
less than 20c.per square yard 
Spool thread.. 
1 
We 
Linen goods 
Bar iron: 
Medium size................ lo. per pound. 022 0l 45.43 
Large and small sizes.......| lye. per pound.. — ‘028 015 51. 90 
Chains, ordinary size 21e. per pound. 043 025 58.25 


Cotton machinery: 


Other cutlery.. 
Steel fence-wire a 
Agricultural implements and 
nehmer EAA 
Marble tombstones, tiles, &c. 
Fut des.... 
Common window-glass : 
10x15 or less 
10x15 to 16x24.......... 
16x24 to 24x30. .....,... 


Above 24x30........... 
Linseed-oil. . 
White lead 
Printing-pape 20. 00 
Writing-paper . 45, 00 
Salt: 
S 4 onc codes. cease ---| 120. per 100 pounds. ALR i 39. 75 
r S0. per 100 pounds 10 08 69. 00 
Refined sugar 40. per pound and 25 p. C. O78 | .06 | 64.12 
House furniture: 
G «²˙ A sias akeri 5 35. 00 
Unfinished.. ENE, t 30. 00 
Common soap.. 47.58 
Toilet soup 51. 34 
stab sist cages ctek EEN IO Th Boonie cickunadvapewceels walp EA ATA YOE, 
Starch, rice and other 3c. per pound and 20 p. e. 031 036 | 114.73 
Mills tones. PC 20.00 
Varnish 500. per gallon and 25 p. . 8.292 | 1825 | 40.18 
Vinegar 10c. per gallon -| ..144] .10 69, 25 
Lumber, 9.745 | 2.00 20. 52 
Flooring .. 12.672 | 3.00 | 23.67 
8 5 2 pa 35 17. 08 
ru carpe 1, 31 è 68. 3; 
0 : 143 24.43 
Chip hats, bonnets, and hoods.| 40p. 00 3 40.00 
S e 25.00 
% ꝗę , ] ̃————:—... TS A NSISE VETT D i 
Fire-crackers ..............--+| $1 book 1 
hoe as and artificial flowers. 50 p. G0 44 
A NETL Nee 
Embroideries ..- $ 
Diamonds A 
Buttons 4 
Wall pape | 
-paper . 
Clocks.. $ 
Pens, metal 


Leather, and manufactures R AT A SA ATEA T 
Steel, and manufactures of 
Earthenware and china 
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Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, the tariff-commission bill is a measure, 
I am satisfied the only true one that can be adopted for a revision of 
the tariff that will satisfy all parties interested; not a scheme for 
delay, but a measure that will hasten on the revising of the tariff 
and prepare work for Congress to act upon, the only true and proper 
way to meet the great question and get a careful review of the 
whole subject of protection. The subject is awakening new interests 
all over the country. Boards of trade, chambers of commerce are 
discussing it. A New York paper of yesterday says: 

‘The most noticeable thing about the debate on tariff reform at the Chamber of 
Commerce, New York, Thursday last, April 13, was that a large part of the debate 
was devoted to upholding the necessity of continuing the general system ot ee 
tection. The Chamber of Commerce has not generally been the precise locality 
in which one looked for advocacy of a protective tariff. 

A commission composed of men outside of Congress, representing 
all interests and all sections of the country, to give their whole time 
and attention, wonld obtain much valuable information and prepare 
the way for an intelligent revision of the tariff duties with such a 
modification in the discrimination of duties as will defend our mann- 
facturing interests by admitting free of duty all articles that do 
not come in competition with them, and maintaining the duties on 
manufactured articles that come in competition with our own indus- 
tries and are successfully produced by us. It is our duty to foster 
and sustain American industries and create confidence. The great 
prosperity of our country under the present policy of the Govern- 
ment, inaugurated by Congress June, 1861, by adopting the principle 
of 80 f to the manufacturing interests and the labor thereof, 
no doubt will make the commission careful in their work. 

LABOR SOURCE OF WEALTH, 

It is the duty of the Government to sustain the wages of labor, for 
labor is the great source of wealth to the country. Protection has 
added great wealth to the nation. Its growth and rapid progress the 
last few years may in part be attributed to the protective policy of 
the Government. We can form some idea of the greatness of our 
country when we consider its public domain of over 1,500,000,000 of 
acres free to settlers; its growth and extent, with 344,006 miles of 
mail routes, and 184,125,032 miles of annual transportation of mails. 

DEPOSITS AND SAVINGS-BANKS. 

One of the greatest evidences of the wealth and prosperity of our 
country under the system of protection is to be found in the great in- 
crease of the number of savings-banks and depositsin them the last few 
years. These are the places where the working people deposit their 
savings. These workingmen have on deposit now, as near as can be 
ascertained, about nine hundred million dollars in the savings-banks 
of the country in fifteen States, is shown by report of the Comp- 
troller of the Currency, December 1, 1881; nearly one-half of the 
public debt. 

I was interested in the remarks of the distingnished gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. RUSSELL] bearing upon this subject, in 
which he makes the following interesting statement: 

Of the 60,000 inhabitants of Lowell, Massachusetts, 22,559 are employed in the 
various corporations and mills. There are seven banks of discount, with a capital 
of $2,500,000. There are six savings-banks, with a total deposit of $11,646,212 tothe 
credit of 33,408 depositors. Of this number 1,735 are depositors of amounts above 
$300, and 31,673 depositors of $300 and under, showing how general the habit of 
saving has become among our ple, and what a large proportion of the funds in 
the savings-banks are the 8 of the wage laborers. Ihave it from authority 
that about seven-eighths of the deposits in these savings-banks are the laid-by 
earnings of the w. laborers. 

In Lawrence, with a popniation of 40,000, grown up wholly out of manufactur- 
ing and now supported by it, we find a like result. here are 13,000 operatives, 
three savings-banks with $5,000,000 deposits, and 13,728 depositors, 

Manchester, e eas corresygnds with these two cities in its occupations more 
nearly than any other. Let us contrast the condition of its le: Manchester, 
with a population of $41,508, has in its various savings-banks BLAS 140 or $6,883,872; 
a cit and a half times as large as Lowell and Lawrence, and less than one- 
half the amount of deposits in its savings institutions. I commend these facts to 
the other side Of this House, who claim that the wage laborers in this country are 
no better off with our wages and cost of living than those in England. 

Showing the great contrast between the savings of labor in this 
country and in England, and in these large deposits and savings in this 
country in the face of the fact that in most all of our manufacturing 
localities a large number of our workingmen own their own homes. 

In the discussion that has taken place a cry of alarm has been raised 
by some of the free-trade speakers because of the trade balance in 
fayor of Europe; but in my opinion the canse of this sudden and 
Lae il change is not to be found in the tariff, but in speculation 
and corners in the produce exchanges, which are doing much harm 
to the western farmers, while protection is furnishing inducements 
for emigration, in that it provides the opportunity for the payment 
of higher wages to the operatives, and thus establishes a daily increas- 
ing home market, which is better by far than a foreign one for our 
western brethren, 

It is surprising that such statements, calculated to destroy confi- 
dence and excite alarm, are made by men who are intelligent, and 
who have the best means of obtaining information, in view of the 
fact that thousands are flocking weekly to this country from all 
parts of the Old World for nothing else except to derive the benefits 
which are to be obtained from our free institutions and protective 
tariff. Abolish the latter and you destroy one of the strongest mag- 
nets that draws the foreign population to our shores, and gives to 
men, women, and children the courage needed to enable them to 
break the bonds which bind them to their homes and native land, 
to settle in a strange and far-distant country; reduce it, and in as 
far as you do you arrive at the same proportionate result. In the 


New York Tribune of yesterday, April 14, I find the following facts 
bearing on this subject, it speaks for itself: 

The tide of immigration to this country is assuming enormous proportions, and 
there can be little doubt that the total namber of arrivals this year will reach a 
round million atleast. Not ony are they coming in at this pe in unusually large 
numbers but they are pouring în at all other ports. At Philadelphia, Baltimore, 
and other chief ports of entry the arrivals are morenumerous than last year. The 
western railways are blocked with two tides, one coming down the t Law- 
rence from Canada, and the other from the Atlantic „and both heading for 
the unsettled regions of the t Northwest and Manitoba. At Portland recently 
one steamer brought in 1, immi; ts bound for Manitoba, and 6,000 more are 
expected to follow them through the same gateway. Nearly all the comers aro 
well-to-do, sturdy le, who have always worked for a living and always expect 
to. Many of them have a snug little sum of money with them. An English farmer 
changed British gold into American money amounting to over $5,300 at the money 
office in Castle Garden recently. 

Mr. Chairman, why this great immigration to this country? Itell 
you why, sir; it is because of the reasons already stated, and because 
of the reports that reach them from their friends and from official 
sources like the following. In the State Department we find a report 
presented by an agent of the English Government ten years ago, and 
we find from the last report of 1878 that about the same state of 
things exists among them respecting the condition of the industrial 
classes and the purchase-power of money in foreign countries, and in 
the language of another, if this document could be placed in the 
hands of every workingman in America I think it would be product- 
ive of infinite service, and its cireulation cause all of us to be de- 
youtly thankful that we can claim the United States as our home. 
It is a document furnished by free-traders. 

LABOR IN THE UNITED STATES. 

I find, in reading the work referred to, that the writer, in speaking 
of the laborers in the United States, says: 

The condition of the working classes here is on the whole very prosperous, as a 
glance at the generally neat and comfortable cottages they inhabit clearly shows. 
Of course when the workingman builds his own cottage—by no means a rare 
case—the cost varies with the ter or less solidity of the structure. Wages are 
still Ha high in comparison with their rate before the war. ‘The day's wages of 
a skille isan ave from one dollar anda half to four dollars and even reach 
six dollars a day; puddlers, heaters, and nailers, from four to five dollars and a 
half per day, &.; ordinary working day, ten hours; food of the best quality in 
great abundance, free from adulteration, and of every variety. 

The writer further states in his report: 

A laboring-man, with a family of eight children, told me the other day, after 
reviewing with this man in re; to the great saving on the necessaries of life in 
his native country, (Germany,) as compared with his adopted country, and asking 
him how much better off he considered himself by the move, he replied in substance: 
“Tam ever so much better off. My earnings in Germany (as a plasterer) would be 
barely 3 shillings a day, while here they are from 11 to 12 shillings. My eldest boy, 
who is just sixteen years old, makes his 4 shillings a day already, more than I could 
have done myself at home, and pays me something for his Senet: Even my young- 
est, of thirteen, earns 8 shillings a week, while he learns a trade. In Germany 
neither of the two would bring home a sixpence. In short, if I were there I should, 
with my large family, be little better than 8 while here I have saved enough 
already to purchase a comfortable cottage, aud I have something in the savings- 
bank still.” It is worth noting— 

Says the writer— 
that in this, as in every similar case which has come within my own personal 
knowledge, the laborer’s cottage has been purchased with savings laid up since 1800. 

Now, sir, is it anything very strange that the immigration to this 
country is so great, when they read and hear of such a happy condi- 
tion of things here? And to corroborate the above statements I sub- 
mit the following table of rates of wages in Germany,* taken froma 
report of the state of labor in Europe, made to this House in the Forty- 
sixth Congress, first session, Executive Document No. 5, page 9: 

RATES OF WAGES. 

To enable you to compare the rates of wages paid in Germany with the rates 
prevailin in New York and in Chi I herewith submit a statement showin 
the weekly w. earned, as averag trom the several reports, in Germany, anc 
the rates paid in those two cities: 


Weekly wages in Germany and in New York and Chicago. 


Occupations. Germany. New York. Chieago, 

Building trades: 
Bricklayers $3 45 | $12 00 to $15 00 | $6 00 to $10 50 
asons .. 400 | 12 00 to 18 00 12 00 to 15 00 
C nters 418 9 00 to 12 00 7 50 to 12 00 
Gastitters .. 305 10 00 to 14 00 10 00 to 12 00 
Ert seth STT 460 10 00to 16 00| 6 00 (o 12 00 
. a g ATAT 435 10 00 to 1500| 900to 15 00 
Plumbers 3 90 12 00 to 18 00 12 00 to 21 00 
. 3 90 10 00 to 15 00 12 00 to 18 00 
Blacksmitks 3 90 10 00 to 14 00 9 00 to 12 00 
Bakers ooo (( 3 90 5 00 to 800| 8 00to 12 00 
Bookbinders 3 90 | 12 00 to 18 00 9 00 to 20 00 
Shoemakers 43212 00 to 18 00 9 00 to 18 00 
4 20 8 00 to 12 00 12 00 to 18 00 
495 9 00 to 13 00 7 00 to 15 00 
4 35| 12 00 to 16 00 6 00 to 15 00 
3 9012 00 to 15 00 15 00 to 21 00 
3 90 | 10 00 to 13 00o 
4100 15 00 to 25 00 9 00 to 30 00 
3 50 12 00 to 18 00 15 00 to 21 00 
4195 10 00 to 15 00 12 00 to 21 00 
3 90 8 00 to 18 00 12 00 to 18 60 
3 00 12 00 to 15 00 6 00 fo 12 00 
3 90 12 00 to 18 00 12 00 to 15 00 
3 60 10 00 to 14 00 9 00 to 12 00 
4 30 10 00 to 18 00 6 00 (o 18 00 
5 50 10 00 to 14 00 8 00 to 15 00 
2 60 6 00 to 9 00 5 50 t 9 00 


The figures presented in the report of Consul Fox do not show how the work- 
mau can make both smeet,” unless the members of hia family earn an amount 
equal to that earned by the head of the family. 
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To enable you to carry the comparison still further, I submit a table showing the 
food prices ia Germany and in the United States : 


Articles. 


Germany. | New York.| Chicago. 


Cents. Cents. Cents. 


2 12 to 16 8 to 12 
14 to 8 5 
14 14 to 16 8 to 13} 
13 8 to 12 4 to 7 
14 8 to 12 6 to 12 
14} 9 to 14 5 to 15 
17 8 to 10 4 to 8 
17 8 to 10 6 to 12 
20 8 to 10 7 to 12 
20 8 to 12 7 to 15 
19 8 to 10 4 to 10 
2¹ 8 to 10 6 to 10 
21 10 to 12 6 to 10 
22 25 to 32 16 to 40 
24 12 to 15 5 to 16 
9 8 to 10 5 to 10 
10 7 to 10 5 to 9 
4 8 to 10 3 to 6 
8 40 5 4 to 5 
75 50 to 60 25 to 75 
35 20 to 30 |15 to 40 
11 8 to 10 7 to 11 
10 6to 7 3 to 8 
9 8 to 10 5 to 10 
425 525 300 to 675 


It will be seen by the foregoing tables that while the rates of wages in New York 
and Chicago are, on an average, three times the rates in Germany, the prices of 
the necessaries of life in those two cities are much less than the average prices for 
all Germany. pram 2 that, whenever the German ging, en can buy the 

ter part of the articles mentioned in the foregoing list, he buys the cheapest, 

e difference in favor of the American workingman is very marked. 
ae average weekly wages of the agricultural laborers of Germany are as fol- 

WS: 

Men, without board or lodging 
Men, with board and ale how 
Women, without board or lodgin 
Women, with board and lodging 


A few extracts from the consular reports will give you a better idea of the every- 
45 s% of the German farm laborer than any disquisition which might be in- 
u n. 

8 to make life possible at these rates, women raise their own garden pro- 
duce, and, when they can, work in the fields —Consul at Bremen. 

The laborers are really part and parcel of the estate. Wages in money are often 
merely nominal.—Consul at Dresden. 

A large portion of the outdoor as well as the indoor work is performed by women, 
who receive from 20 to 50 per cent. less than men are paid for like services. The 
laborers are obliged to use frugally even the bare necessaries of life in order to live 
upon what they earn.—Consul -general at Frankfort-on-the-Main. 

The agricultural laborers, as a class, are much inferior in pont of intelligence 
and refinement to those of the United States; they are simple in manners, their 
wants are but few, and they cling, with tenacity to the customs of their an- 
cestors, They are erally honest and law-abiding, very frugal and saving, even 
= permon and always manage to live within their small earnings. Consul at 

an x 

A person traveling through the country receives the impression that all the field 
work is done by 8 at Leipsic. 

The wages paid hardly cover the necessaries of life; many seldom taste meat 
CCC bowing th fth 

t ma easi m the forego gures, showing the wages of the 
33 of Thuringia. that their daily fareis of the simplest sort, and that 
their life is, at best, a struggle for existence for themselves and families. Their 
principal food is rye bread and potatoes.—Consul at Sonneberg. 
WAGES IN EUROPE. 


In this same report I find that while the workingman in Belgium 
does not receive one-half the wages of the American workingman, 
the former pays more for the necessaries of life than the latter. In 
Denmark farm hands get from $2.16 to $2.70 per month with board 
and lodging. In France, this report shows that wages in New York 
and in Chicago are on an average nearly three times as much asthe 
wages in that country. In. TEG the report also shows that 
while the wages in New York and Chicago are about twice the aver- 
age wages throughout England, the prices of the necessaries of life 
are lower in those two cities than the average prices throughout 
England. In Scotland we find the report shows the rates of agos 
in New York and Chicago to be on an average one and a half as 
much as the rates in Scotland, the prices of the necessaries of life are 
higher in Scotland than in the United States. The consul at Glas- 
gow says that rent, clothing, bread, sugar, tea, and coffee are about 
the same in that city as in New York. 

In Ireland the report states that with wages almost equal to those 
paid in England and Scotland, yet the food of the working people is 
not as good. In Italy the American tradesman receives more than 
three times as much wages as the Italian. I will not take up any 
more of the time of the Committee of the Whole in quoting further. 
By this report coming to us officially, it must be itted correct, 
and clearly shows that wages paid in European countries are inade- 
quate to meet the wants of the workingman and his family, and for 
Congress to enact any law that would reduce tariff duties and in the 
end cause a reduction in workingmen's wages would be very unwise 
and injudicious. What we want to do is to foster and encourage 


our industries, and prevent the same want that is seen among the 
workingmen of Europe. 

I will append at the close of my remarks tables of wages paid and 
prices of food in the above-named countries. 

DUTY ON ORE. 

Mr. Chairman, I have a large constituency who are interested in 
the maining of iron ore, and my attention has been called to this 
subject. It now has a nominal duty of only about 57 cents per ton. 
On the 24th of January last I presented a petition said to be signed 
by abont three thousand workingmen, miners, and others, directly 
and indirectly interested in the mining of iron ore, which reads as 
follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled : 

The undersigned, citizens of Corris County, State of New Jersey, do Lepr pre- 
sent to your honorable body the fellowing facts: that they are directly and indi- 
rectly interested in the mining of iron ore. In the mountains, hills, and valleys 
of New Jersey are many valuable mines, and there are many veins of iron ore not 
yet opened or developed. During and within the past ten months, ending Octo- 

T 31, 1881, 724.210 tons of iron ore have been shipped to this country, (an amount 
exceeding the product of our whole State during the same period,) at a nominal 
duty of 57 cents per ton, and in years past much of this ore was shipped as ballast, 
no freight being paid. We are correctly informed that the laborers employed in 
mining this ore are paid from 20 to 28 cents per day, and the major part of this for- 
eign ore is laid down at our docks at à cost not exceeding $2.84 per ton. It is im- 
possible for the mining interests of this county and the labor employed to compete 
with the prices. erefore pray your honorable body that the duty on iron ore 
be raised, and to place such duty on iron ore imported to this country from foreign 
countries as will protect the iron-ore interest of the county and the labor employed 
thereat. For which we ever pray, &c. 

I also introduced a bill asking for an increase of duty to two dol- 
lars a ton, and which is now before the Ways and Means Committee, 
waiting their action. I consider this a very just bill and an increase 
that ought to be granted. When it is considered how very low is 
the present duty on iron ore there ought not for a moment be an ob- 
jection to considering this bill, and passing it. The importation of 
iron ore is increasing every month and laid down in New York at 
$2.44 per ton, and if this continues must seriously affect the minin 
of iron ore in this country. It is advocated by some that it shoul 
be admitted free of duty. I am sure if such were the case it would 
not be long before the iron-ore mines in the conntry would be closed 
up and the miners and all employed in the mines out of employ. 
Certainly they do not receive very high wages when itis considered 
the very dangerous and hard work they have to perform. There are 
largh numbersofthem in my district, and many I knowwell, respected 
and good members of the community, and they are deeply interested 
in this matter. There are three hundred or more open shafts in the 
district, though all are not being worked at the present time. 

A large amount of capital has been invested in these mines, upon 
which a large population depends for a living, and all are deeply in- 
terested in this question. It would be a great calamity to have these 
mines closed up for the want of proper protection. The labor caunot 
compete with the cheap labor . In the report of the state 
of labor in Europe, I find it stated that the Spanish workingmen 
scarcely average one-third the wages paid in New York and Chicago, 
while what are called the necessaries of life with us are much cheaper 
in the United States than in Spain.” Their laborers get $3 a week, 
and we have seen it stated work for 20 and 28 cents a day, and in 
some portions of Spain they rarely eat meat. The miners and work- 
ingmen in the iron-ore mines of this country cannot compete with 
such wages. Some parts of England to-day are suffering from such 
competition. 
WHAT I saw IX EXPAND. 

In July, 1880, I was at one of the great iron centers of England, 
and I found nearly or quite all of their iron-ore mines closed at that 
place, and was informed that iron ore could be laid down on their 
wharves cheaper than they could mine it. I saw ship loads of it un- 
loading, and the great wharves piled up for a long distance with 
iron ore imported from Spain, the same kind of ore that is being 
imported to this country, and being brought in competition with 
iron-ore mines of America. Now, sir, I do not want to see the same 
state of things here that I saw in England. I visited, the same day, 
one of the largest iron industries in England, where I found nineteen 
blast-furnaces and fourteen in blast, two large railroad-iron rolling- 
mills, and various kinds of iron being manufactured. I was allowed 
to pass through with the foreman of the establishment. Thousands of 
hands were employed. It was raining hard. I found the furnaces 
and the men in the rain, without shelter, wet through, working hard, 
at low wages. I found young women, from seventeen to twenty years 
of age, unloading coal from the cars, earning 1 shilling a day, 25 cents 
of American money. I found young women picking out scrap and 
washing bolts, receiving 1 shilling a day. I found full-grown boys 
working for 14 pence a day, 29 cents of American money. I found the 
hard-working laborer doing the heavy, tugging work, at 2s. 6d. per 
day, 62centsof American money. And so they were all working, and 
being paid in proportion to their kind of work. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
Iam glad to know that the iron industries of America have not resorted 
to such means to carry on their business, and that the labor employed 
is so much better respected and better paid; yet if the views of the free- 
traders were carried out, duty on iron would be removed and labor 
placed on the same footing asin England. The iron-men are asked 
to place in the market their iron, especially railroad iron, at Euro- 
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pean prices. That means free-trade policy. No, never, Mr. Chair- 
man. Members of Congress or this Government cannot afford to 
bring down their standard of labor to European prices, and fill up 
their iron works and mines with young women to do the work at 25 
cents a day. No, sir; we cannot afford it. Iam here to defend these 
industries and to defend the labor and workingmen of my district 
against any such policy. 


HON. A. 8. HEWITT'S REPORT ON PARIS EXPOSITION. 


In accordance with the above state of things as I found them at that 
time, Isubmit a few extracts from the report of the Hon. A. S. HEWITT, 
United States commissioner to the universal exposition at Paris in 
1867, who, in speaking of „the condition of the working classes in 
France and England,” says that from a material point of view, at 
least, it is simply deplorable : 


It requires the utmost economy on the pn of the laboring-man and the united 
labor of his wife and his children to keep his family in existence ; and it is the ac- 
cepted rule and practice for such a fam S to have meat butonce a week; and any 
change in this condition of affairs, involving a change in the remuneration paid 
to the common laborer, would put it out of the power of the iron-masters of France 
to carry on their business in competition with Belgium and England in the absence 
of ahigher tariffon imports. The existence of the iron business in France, there- 
fore, as a national branch of industry may be said to rest upon the elementary con- 
dition of giving meat once a week only to the great mass of laborers who are en- 
gaged in its production. In Belgium substantially the same state of affairs pre- 
* 


Mr. Hewitt, in speaking of labor in England, says: 


As a general rule, the labor of the women and children is required in order to 
eke out the subsistence of the family. In Wales women are extensively employed 
in the works, doing the labor for which a man would be required in America, and 
earning from tenpence to one shilling threepence per day, or rather less than half 
the wages that would be paid to a man for the same labor, which they perform 
equally well. In Staffordshire, and in the north of England, and in Scotland, wo- 
men and children are still extensively employed above ground about the mines 
and around the coal heaps at the mouth of the pits, the substantial result of which 
is that the labor of the whole family is procured for the cum which would be paid 
to its male head if he alone labored for the support of the family, of course at a far 
lower cost in the resulting production of iron than would otherwise be possible. 
Restraining laws have been enacted in England of late years in regard to women 
and children, limiting the number of hours during which they — 5 be 8 
and also providing that they shall not be employed during the night, except in cer- 
tain specitied cases. But if the women and children were altogether drawn from 
those occupations, as they are in the United Statea, it would not be possible to 
produce iron except at a considerable advance in the price of labor. 


And we have no doubt if this free-trade policy was carried out in 
this country it would not be long before the same state of things 
would exist here; and the question is simply whether our laboring 
classes shall be reduced to the same condition of having meat once 
a week, with low wages, or continue to enjoy good wages with plenty 
of food and meat every day of the week if they choose. 

The policy of protection inaugurated by this Government in 1861, 
and which is now working so satisfactorily, will keep this country 
from witnessing the poverty and pauperism so prevalent in many 
parts of Europe—especially in England—and it is very evident if we 
wish to avoid it in this country, wise and healthful measures must be 
ape fae such as will provide employment for all classes. 

. HEWITT, in his report, says: 
POOR LAW OF ENGLAND. 


The poor-law returns made in England are carefully examined, from which it is 
evident that there is an army of paupers pressing upon the occupations of the com- 
mon laborer, and striving to push him over the almost insensible line which divides 
these two cl from each other. It is not ible that the laborer should re- 
ceive more than bare subsistence wages, and there can be no relief for his patient 
suffering so Wag as there are thousands who, unable to earn any wages at al 
stand ready to fill up every gap in the ranks of industry; and to the honest laborer 
himself, standing on the ge of this line, over which he is liable at any moment 
to be forced into the ranks of pauperism, the anxiety and miserable state of uncer- 
tainty for himself and his family must be fatal to all rational happiness, and is well 
calculated to drive him into vicious indulgencies and temporary excesses when- 
ever a transient opportunity is afforded, as a momentary relief from a condition of 
hopeless misery. 

‘rom the returns made to the British Parliament as to perism in the month 
of September, A. D. 1867, it appears that out of a population of 19,886,104, dwell- 
ing in the area for which the returns are made, 872,620 persons were on the list of 
a ported by public 3 of which number 129 689 were in the work- 

ouses, and 738,726 were relieved in their own houses. This latter portion consti- 
tates the army which substantially regulates the rate of wages for labor, as they 
are 18 G toa greater or less extent, to take any vacant place which may offer 
itself. And this state of the case exists not in mid-winter, but just after the close 
of the harvest, and the returns show that the evil is an advancing one, as there is 
an increase of 27.521, or 3.3 per cent., in 1867 over the corresponding week in 1866. 
And a study of the tables which are hereunto annexed (Appendix H) shows the 
largest rate of pauperism in the manufacturing and not in the agricultural districts. 


PAUPERS AS MANY AS CHILDREN IN SCHOOL. 


Mr. Hewirrt further states that paupers receiving public relief in 
England are as many as the children in the schools: 


By another parliamentary return, which is also annexed, (Appendix I.) it appears 
that the average number of scholars attendant upon the 8 under govern- 
ment inspection in the year 1866 was 871,309 in England and Wales, showing this 
suggestive fact, that the paupers receiving public relief and the children receiv- 
ing instruction in schools aided by the public fands were about equal in number. 
This statement alone, if other evidence were lacking, would serve to prove that 
the working classes of Great Britain have not yet achieved the position in point 
of education and social comfort to which humanity is entitled. Nor can Ye be 
alleged that this is dne to any deficiency in the resources provided by nature 
for the reward of industry. The coal and iron-ore mines of En and afford the 
most magnificent fund to be found on the face of the globe for the abundant re- 
muneration of the capital and labor engaged in their development, and every class 
in the community, — 15 the operatives themselves, have enjoyed a bountiful 
return for their interest in this national endowment. 


WANT OF PROPER POLICY. 


It is evident from this report that most of this pauperism arises 
for want of proper policy on the part of the government in develop- 
ing their resources and finding employment for their people, and 
ought to serve as a warning to Congress and the Government of the 
United States to be careful in their legislation not to strike down 
the manufacturing industries of the country. I have seen a disposi- 
tion to represent the profits of the manufacturers as being very large. 
They are not as large as represented by many who have spoken on 
the free-trade side of this question, and I notice they are far from 
agreeing among themselves. The honorable gentleman from Minne- 
sota (Mr. DUNNELL] in his remarks a few days ago, speaking of steel- 
rail mills, said: “The profits of these mills have been for the last few 
years simply enormous.” He says “it would be easy to show these 
profits,” but does not, only census returns. No rent, no wear and tear 
of machinery, interest, insurance, loss by depreciation, expense of 
carrying on the business, agents, foremen, &c. I know something 
about these expenses, having for a time in my early life held a posi- 
tion in a large iron establishment, and I know the losses from waste 
and wear, and these were very great; and the gentleman states that 
the iron and steel men were making great profits on their business. Im- 
mediately following him the honorable gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Hewitt] states that for six years, from 1873 to 1879, the firm 
of which he is a member, owning some of the largest iron establish- 
ments in the State of New Jersey, run them at a great loss. Surely 
there is a wide difference between these gentlemen. Mr. HEW- 
1rr’s statement is in accordance with many other manufacturers of 
iron and steel, that they have lost much money the last ten years ; 
while they may have made some, yet their losses have been great; 
and it is a well-known fact, substantiated by Hon. WILLIAM D. KEL- 
LEY, and no one knows better than he, that none of the companies 
manufacturing steel rails have made a dividend for tive years. 

The gentleman from Minnesota says “in his State and in the great 
West thousands of miles of railroad are to be built next year,” and 
wants the rails for $45 a ton, now being sold by our American steel- 
rail companies for $55 per ton; and if it had not been for the protec- 
tion granted them the steel companies would have been driven out 
of the market and the price of steel rails have been 880 to $100 a ton 
or more; but by the home competition they have been reduced down 
to the present price. 

STEEL RAILS. 


I submit the following table, as per statistics of Mr. Nimmo, Chief 
of United States Bureau of Statistics, which gives the statistics of the 
annual production of steel rails in the United States since the com- 
mencement of their manufacture, together with the average annual 
price at which they have been sold and the rates of duty imposed on 


foreign rails. The yearly price has been obtained by averaging the 
monthly prices: 
a | 6 | 
33 | fs 
Years. z $ 8 Duty. 
E 
5 
Forty-five per cent. ad 
616 132 25 
— ae valorem. 
34,152 | 102 50 |] 
83,991 112 00 
115, 192 120 50 
129, 414 94 25 
259, 699 68 75 
Seas | 4530 Twenty-eight dollars 
ton to August 1, 1872; 
. $25.20 to March 3, 1875; 
852, 196 67 50 $28 from that date. 
200, 000 61 13 
55 00 


The steel-rail mills of this country can this year produce = 
1,500,000 gross tons of steel rails if that quantity should be needed. 
We do not need to import a ton of steel rails to-day to meet the pres- 
ent demand, and as a matter of fact indications point to an early 
termination of all importations of both steel and iron rails if the 
duty remains unchanged. And I find also the following item placed 
in my hands: 


Steel rails are now quoted as low as $54 perton. This shows a decline of about 
$10 per ton in the last few weeks. This reduction has been e a about by 
domestic competition—a slight contrast between this price and the figures of $160 
to $170 which ruled before adoption of the tariff. 


I am satisfied that if the duty is taken off of iron and steel rails the 
farmers of Minnesota, the farmers of the great West, and the people 
of the whole country will be the sufferers. I would remind the honor- 
able gentleman of the state of things as it existed under the free- 
trade tariff from 1857 to 1861, when the English manufacturers of rail- 
road iron filled the market and put down the price of iron to $40 in 
order to crush out the American railroad-iron rolling-mills, and did it 
effectually. 
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EFFECT OF FREE TRADE. 


In the town where I reside was established a large rail-mill, but 
the low English prices drove them out and drove the company to 
the wall, and an establishment that cost nearly half a million of 
dollars was sold under the hammer for $60,000. The company paid 
the debt of the concern, but the stockholders lost all they had invested 
in it. The free-traders of England sent a man to that place and to 
all the rail-mills in the United States, and finding most or quite all 
stopped and many changed to other kind of work sent back word of the 
state of affairs. Immediately the prices of railroad iron were put up 
until they reached eighty to one hundred and twenty dollarsaton. So I 
would say to my honorable friend from Minnesota it will be again if 
duties are reduced and these free-traders get possession. Your market 
for grain and flour will be cut off, prices diminished, and corn again 
be used for fuel as I have seen it used in the West in years gone by. 
I remember also when pig iron was reduced from $9 to $7 per ton 
in 1870 for the benefit of foreigners the duty on steel rails was in- 
creased for the benefit of our ownindustry. The consequence of this 
reform“ was that we made three times as many steel rails as were 
made before the increase of duty, and their price has steadily de- 
creased. The most of the cost of this iron, three-fourths of it at 
least, is labor, and therefore is paid to our own workingmen, and it 
will not take much time for the people of the country to decide 
which policy is the best for them to support, that which encourages 
foreign manufactures or that which helps our own labor. Well do I 
remember when Congress in 1870 reduced the duty on pig iron to $7 
how the free-traders of England gloated over their success and cried 
for still further reductions. 


FREE TRADE MEANS LOW WAGES. 


The following extract from a New York paper showed very clearly 
what the free-traders were aiming at. They not only desired to get 
off the duty on pig iron and from all other kinds of manufactured 

but their great aim was also to reduce wages, All laboring- 
men in this country should read and consider well this subject. The 
article reads as follows: 

One of the immediate effects of a high tariff is to keep up the price of labor, 
which is more than four times as high in this country as it average in Europe. 
Iam for unqualified free trade. I would sell out the custom-houses, discharge 
the leeches that swarm around them, and allow poopie to sell and Sa roducts 
and goods wherever they found it for their interest to do so. This will Aiz us to 
a true and normal condition. I see cleariy what the effect would be. Commercial 
disturbances would be the natural result, for it would be a great and radical 
change. We should be on an entirely new foundation. The first effect would be 
to stop manufacturing here, and the country would be filled with foreign goods, 
many of which Europe would never see her money for. A commercial revulsion 
would follow, laborers would be out of employment, and the price of labor would 
ses See down, down, until it touched the European standard, and then success 


This is plain talk. Here is a direct attempt to bring American 
workingmen to the same level of the pauper labor of Europe, and 
shows us what we may look for if the foreign free-trade policy pre- 
vails in America. We often hear the cry, “Prices are too Ni h,” and 
the consumers are the sufferers on account of it. How would it be, 
I ask, if the foreign free-trade policy should prevail? It would be 
as it has been under all free-trade tariffs, when, as soon as our own 
factories were closed, up went the prices of goods. 

The difference between foreign prices of the manufactured article 
and American goods is mostly in labor, and it reduces this whole 
subject down to a point where it assumes the attitude of the“ work- 
ingmen’s question,” whether they shall be protected in their labor, 
or whether a reduction in duties shall take place that will tend to 
reduce wages. The prosperity of our workingmen is identical with 
the prosperity of our country, and we should seek to promote their 
interests b ealthy legislation. I desire further to càll the atten- 
tion of the honorable gentleman to the following item of news that 
comes to us from his own flourishing and prosperous State: 

The iron ore in the northern part of Minnesota, to ascertain the character of 
which extensive explorations have been prosecuted for the past two years, has 
been found to be of a very superior quality, free from sulphur, very low in phos- 
phorus, and very high in metallic iron. It is said to be most suitable for the man- 
afacture of Bessemer steel, and in all respects equal to the best ore in Michigan. 
The result it is 3 will have an important effect on the development of the 
iron industries of Minnesota. It will probably lead to the erection of extensive 
furnaces for the production of pe iron at Duluth and its vicinity, and to the es- 
— of rolling-mills and other iron manufactories at Saint Paul and Min- 
neapolis. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman cannot reflect the views of 
his intelligent and industrious constituency, much less the views of 
the people of the State of Minnesota, so dependent as she is on the 
manufacturing industries of the country for a market for her im- 
mense grain products. I have heard it stated that the great city of 
Chicago alone has 113,000 workingmen dependent upon her manu- 
facturing establishments and drawing largely on Minnesota and 
other Western States for supplies for her home consumption, We see 
the policy of protection again shines forth in providing ready markets 
and an outlet to western producers. It is also charged that the rail- 
road freights were high and oppressive to the farmer, and rates of 
transportation increased in late years, and that the high price of iron 
and steel rails had much to do with it. It is more easy to make the 
assertions than to prove them. 


FREIGHT CHARGES. 
I submit the following table from the report of Mr. Nimmo, the 


Chief of the United States Bureau of Statistics, the most reliable 
authority in the country. He reports as follows: 


Average freight charges per bushel for the transportation of wheat from 
Chicago to New York during the years 1868 to 1880, inclusive. 


Lake and | Lake and 
Years. anal eet: All rail. 
Cents. Cents. Cents. 

25.3 20. 0 42. 6 
24.1 25. 0 35. 1 
17. 5 22. 0 33. 3 
21.6 25.0 31.0 
20. 6 28. 0 33. 5 
19.2 26. 9 33. 2 
14. 2 16. 9 28.7 
11.4 14.6 24. 1 

9. 7 11.8 16.5 

7.5 15.8 | 20.3 
10.1 11.4 17. 7 
13. 0 13. 3 17. 3 
13. 2 15.7 19. 7 


This table proves conclusively that all-rail rates of transportation 
for western wheat to the seaboard were reduced more than one-half 
from 1868 to 1880, and it also proves that the rates by lake and canal 
and by lake and rail were also in that period reduced nearly one- 
half through the competition of the railroads for this traffic. It may 
be added that during the summer of 1881, in consequence of the 
sharp competition between the trunk lines, wheat was carried by all 
rail from Chicago to New York at the rate of 7} cents per bushel, 
and by lake and canal between the same points at the rate of 6} cents 
per bushel, 

Mr. Chairman, I favor cheap freights and low fares as much as 
any one; but when an attempt is made to reduce duties and create 
prejudice at the expense of the protective policy of this Government, 
and to break down the tariff by such unwarranted statements and 
prejudice the farmer, I enter my protest and ask for a perusal of the 

acts as reported above. 

Mr. Chairman, the State of New Jersey is deeply interested in the 
question of protection. With her diversified industries, including 
silk, cotton, wool, iron, flax, jute, paper, potteries, glass, locomo- 
tives, and many other industries in successful operation, enriching 
the State and the country, finding employment for a large popula- 
tion of workingmen and millions of money paid for labor. 

SILK INDUSTRIES. 

In my own district, the city of Paterson, with a population of nearly 
sixty thousand, is almost entirely or quite a manufacturing city. Of 
the ninety-one silk industries in the State, eighty-four are located in 
Paterson, employing at the present time about fifteen thousand hands, 
and paying out now for labor about five million dollars per annum. 
This city has been built up by the industries that have grown up 
there, and is the great center of the silk industry of America. One 
of the writers on this industry says centuries have been required for 
the development of the silk industry of Europe. The manufacture 
in this country dates its early success nearly forty years ago, but its 
best work has been done within a comparatively recent period. 

Ten years ago this industry had fairly got a foothold in America, 
but under the policy ofthe Government of protecting its industries, aud 
it is yet only in its infancy, it has had much to contend with. The 
low price of labor in Europe, the poor quality of many kinds of silk 
imported here at low prices have made it hard to compete with the for- 
eign market, yet the good quality of the American goods, both in stock 
and in work, and the home competition created have enabled them to 
sustain themselves in the market; and though their profits are small, 
yet they have the satisfaction of knowing they are masters of the sit- 
uation. A writer on this industry justly remarks that “the most im- 
portant of the causes which have led to the improvement of our silk 
goods remains to be noticed; it is the continuance of the tariff policy 
of the Government. If that had vacillated during the past ten or 
fifteen years we should have had no story of improvement to tell.” 

It is gratifying to know that the silk industries of the country, 
notwithstanding the great competition at home and abroad, are 
enabled to hold their own and keep their mills open and at work. 

SILK THREAD. 

It is said that the competition of the makers of silk thread is very 
great, and small as the profits are, they seem sufficient to turn the 
mill-wheels. 


BROAD SILKS. 

It is said also that most of the manufacturers did not undertake in 
concert the work of making broad silks more than five or six years 
ago, and this work may now be regarded as in fairly zaps progress. 
The advance in this branch of manufacture within four years is 
greater than in any other department of our silk industry. Most of 
our manufacturers claim that their broad silks are of the highest 
standard of purity. Only five years ago one of the oldest manufact- 
urers, while in conversation, said: 


Iscarcely hope to live to see plain black dress silks made in this country. There 
is no prospect of it at present. A great improvement in our manufacture would 
— be required. and I do not think itis possible with our comparatively high-priced 
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And yet these difficulties have been overcome, and the demand is 
increasing for the American black dress-silks in preference to the 
foreign because of their good quality and fine finish. 

I was interested a few weeks ago visiting one of the silk-mills in 
Paterson, New Jersey, in looking at the piece of broad silk then 
weaving for Mrs. Garfield, and which Iam informed is now finished. 
The silk was grown in this country, and reeled in Philadelphia un- 
der the auspices of the Women’s Silk Culture Association of that 
city. The association awarded a number of prizes to the best silk 
grown in this country, and it was this prize-silk that was nsed. Af- 
ter it was reeled it was sent to one of the silk-mills of Paterson, New 
Jersey, to be made up into a dress. The design is original and very 
beautiful. The Skote silk is black with raised figures, the back- 

ground being satin. The silk is the usual width of dress-silks and a 
fittle over twenty-two yards long, exceedingly heavy; it is said too 
heavy to be offered in the market. It is also said that the dress is un- 
doubtedly one of the finest productions of the looms of Paterson, and 
something to be proud of; no imported silk can equal it in quality. 
The success of this special piece of work is gratifying because the 
silk is of American culture, and is calculated to stimnlate the grow- 
ing of silk in this country. 

fo show the development of this industry in some of its branches 
for the last few years cannot be better shown or illustrated than by 
the following letter from one of the largest broad-silk manufactur- 
ers of Paterson, New Jersey, dated on the 12th instant : 

It is true the silk industry was not so perfected in the weaving branches ten 

ears ago as it is at the present time, but to show yon the advantage to the Amer- 
— poopie by the further development of domesite industry, we aeia samples 
of silk serges for gentlemen's coat-linings that cost to import a few years ago from 
$3.50 to $ per yard, and now both the home manufacturers and importers are sell- 
ing the same at $1.75 to $2 per yard; hence we may say but for the competition 
here the importers would still be selling at about $3.50 to $4 for these goods, as wages 
and raw materials in Europe cost about the same as a few years ago. No one finds 


fault with these serges except the tailor, for if he puts these linings in his coats 
they are so good, none wear out. 


This is a very gratifying exhibit of the work, aud only shows what 
our domestic manufacturers can do with a little pluck and encour- 
agement from the Government. Silk manufacturing is different from 
most other kind of manufacturing. Manufacturers have to feel their 
way to the market, reluctant to manufacture goods without know- 
ing or having some assurance that they would sell; so dependent on 
styles and fashion, yet are obliged to manufacture ahead. Some- 
times a new design takes well, is popular, and a good sale; then 
again does not meet with favor, and the winter’s work is thrown 
away, with a great loss, in the auction-room, as they cannot afford 
to hold on to them for a rise or demand for them. In many instances 
tirms have been ruined by being loaded down with a large stock of 
unsalable goods, manufactured months ahead in anticipation of good 
sales; thus, in order to get ready for the spring market, they are 
obliged to run their mills all winter to get the stock to sell, and so 
to get ready for the fall trade they must work all summer to be in 
readiness with their stock for the market and are obliged to get out 
their designs for the spring and fall patterns a long time ahead. 


RIBBONS. 


The market for American-mannfactured ribbons was not obtained 
without difficulty. It is said they were at first derided as ‘‘ domestic 
trash.” The entering-wedge was found in snpplying special colors. 
The tables are so completely turned now that it is only inferior rib- 
bons, agra ou schappe and taffeta, that are imported in any con- 
siderable quantity. The foreign manufacturers compliment the silk- 
men of this country by imitating American tickets, trade-marks, and 
designs. ‘‘Have you anything new in broche ribbons?” asked one 
of our countrymen of a Lyons manufacturer. “Alas!” was the reply, 
“you can make in America anything we can.” 

A few days ago I received from one of the largest silk-ribbon man- 
ufactories in Paterson the following interesting table giving account 
of ribbon manufacture in this country. It speaks for itself: 


I will Ee you herewith prices as they have declined for the same quality of 
staple ribbons from 1872 to 1882: 


These goods are of one of the best brands in our markets, well known, and sold 
largely to-day. The im ation has diminished in a measure as we were able to 
reduce prices, through better and larger organization, improved machinery, and 
be) nes a status of our labor. 

Another class of goods, satin ribbons, of which importers boasted when they 
cameup in 1877 that American manufacturers would be unable to produce them 
at a reasonale figure or in good quality, we have treated as follows : 


Iu 1877, No. 12 satin and gros- grain ribbon, 10 yards 
In 1878, No. 12 satin and gros- grain ribbon, 10 yaris. ... 
In 1879, No, 12 sa*in and gros-grain ribbon, 10 yards............ 
In 1880, No. 12 satin and gros-grain ribbon, 10 Fards 5 
In 1881, No. 12 satin and gros-grain ribbon, 10 yards............. 

In 1882, No. 12 satin and gros-grain ribbon, 10 yards....................-... 


These are a very rich class of goods, very much in demand to-day, and domestic 


makes have almost completely driven out imported goods on account of superior 
domestic quality and 9 

Before silk were manufactured here any low grades of goods were deemed 
good enough for America by the European manufacturer. They sent from Ger- 
many any amount ot trash over here before the war, and foreign manufacturers 
and importers had a veritable El Dorado overhere. Onr people now wear better 
clothing in all goods than their grandfathers and did. This is not 
do much the consequence of improvement in manufacturing on the continent of 
Europe—there is very little of it—as in the improvement and intelligence over here. 

The above is a very striking and beautiful illustration of domestic 
competition, and but for our tariff for protection we would to-day 
be paying the high prices of 1877 for these goods, 

HANDKERCHIEFS. 

Until very recent years most people in this country regarded the 
use of silk pocket-handkerchiefs as extravagant luxury, One manu- 
facturer is said to have sold at the centennial exhibition at Phila- 
delphia not less than 25,000, all of asingle class and of two or three 
colors. These articles made in this country have only recently ac- 
quired their good reputation. Not much more than five or six years 
ago a leading buyer of silk handkerchiefs declared in so many words 
Ido not want any American goods;” and at that time a retailer 
could scarcely be induced to put them on his counter. Now it is not 
unusual for a purchaser to ask for American-made silk handkerchiefs, 
and the prejudice against them has wholly e And, Mr. 
Chairman, to illustrate what I say as to the quality of these goods 
and the prices now and ten years ago, I, a few days ago, wrote to one 
of our manufacturers asking him to give me the present price of silk 
handkerchiefs and the price ten yearsago. And he not only answered 
my question but sent me a few of his handkerchiefs, which I have 
here on my desk, [holding up a number of specimens of silk handker- 
chiefs of various colors, ] Here are handkerchiefs 45 to 62 per cent. 
lower in price to-day than they were ten years ago, and that under 
the inflnence of the protection which the Government gives. 

Ten years ago American mannfactures of silk handkerchiefs were 
scarcely known in our markets, and they were imported here at high 
prices and not as good as those now before yon at prices 45 to 62 per 
cent. less than at that time; and when the European free-traders saw 
what we were doing, underselling them with better goods, they 
then tried their hand, as they did in 1859 and 1860, when they rushed 
railroad iron in and crushed the market and the railroad mills; 
they filled the market with their low-priced and cheap goods, and it 
is stated sold under cost, hoping to crush out the silk manufact- 
urers of America. But what was the result? Our silk industries 
bronght into the market for the masses this style of silk handker- 
chiefs for 42 cents, [holding up a sample, ] whereby every man and 
woman in this country, if they see fit, can have the benefit of such 
articles; and again our American silk industries were master of the 
situation, thongh with a very small peer yet they met the emer- 

ency. And I hold in my hand one of their better . hand- 

erchiefs, and would like you, Mr. Chairman, to accept what I now 
send up to you, and have you examine the goodsand see if the qual- 
ity is not all it ought to be, and better than anything that can be 
brought into this country from abroad. 

And here I hold in my hand a little 
at one of the mills at 8 New Jersey, an invitation to the 
great silk-opening at Allentown a few months ago. One of the 
French importers told me that among all the work he had seen in 
France, Germany, or England he had never seen anything of the 
kind more handsomely executed than this. That isthe testimony of 
the men who have experience in this business and understand all 
about it. And we ask that Con and the commission that may 
be appointed to take charge of this matter will carefully consider and 
look after this infant industry which has as yet hardly got on its feet. 

I hold in my hand another silk handkerchief 5 by the 
firm which had the products of their industry exhibited at the At- 
lanta og yon There is a handkerchief that is selling on tho 
market for 88 cents, and ten years we would have had to pay 
from $2 to $2.50 for those goods. I believe if the tariff was taken 
off and this reduction made that is advocated by some to bring it 
down to 40 per cent. we would have to pay that price. The great 
difference in the prices in America and in Europe in this industry 
is mostly in the price of labor, and but for the protection that has 
been afforded this young industry they would have long ago been 
obliged to give way to the foreign manufacturers. 

Sustaining all that I have said, and others quoted above, in regard 
tothe decline and reduction in the price of different kinds of silk 
goods the last ten yon I have received the following statement, 
which comes to me from the highest authority and can be relied on. 
It is as follows: 


iece of work manufactured 


Decline in prices. 


Goods. | 1865-'75. | 1875-'82. | 1865-'82. 
Per cent. | Per cent. | Per cent. 
Machine twist 40 30 56 
Tie silks and scarfs ik 55 
Serges and twilled silks 62 
Handkerchiefs ...... 62 
Ribbons 54 
Laces 50 
Dress goods 50 to 35 
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Snch is the wonderful effect of protection, home competition, and 
improvement in skill combined; and it is a fact very apparent and 
indisputable that all essential objects of consumption affected by the 
tariff are cheaper and better, made so by domestic competition. 

It has been asserted that the protection afforded to the silk indus- 
try was in the interest of the rich as against the poor; that silk 
was a luxury and only the rich could afford to wear silk. I take 
issue with that declaration. Wipe out this industry, and not the 
rich of this country will have to suffer, but the poor also. The pro- 
tection that has been afforded this industry and the home compe- 
tition which has resulted in the cheapening of prices have brought 
nearly all kinds of manufactured silks within reach of those in mod- 
erate circumstances, and the most humble individuals in the country 
are enabled to clothe their children and have them appear in our 
churches, in our school-houses, and upon the streets with their silks, 
besides giving employment to thousands of deserving people. It has 
been charged also that the profits of the silk manufacturers are very 
large, and therefore the duty ought to be reduced. This is also a 
mistake. Those who have the means of knowing know fnll well that 
the capital invested in silk manufacturing is very large, the busi- 
ness attended with great risks, and the net profits very small. 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] in a recent speech said: 

It is shown by the census relative to the silk mannfacture, that the capital 
invested in silks is $18,899,500; the labor is $9,107,825; the material is $22,371,300; 
the product is $40,975,281. Deduct the labor and material, $41,479,124, and the net 
product is $9,496,150, or 50.2 cent. upon the capital, whiie the labor employed 
geta 22.2 per cent. of the product. Twenty-two and two-tenths per cent. is paid 

or labor and 50.2 per cent. on the 2 777 as shown by the census. With that we 
allow all the raw silks, which is one-half the value, to be imported duty free, yet 
levy a tax of 60 per cent. upon the finished products, whether it is the poor man 
who has a button sewed on, or the rich who wear the fine silks, or the poor who 
use inferior or mixed goods and ribbons. Anything that has 25 per cent in value 
of silk in it pays 60 per cent., to enable those people to make 50 per cent., and the 
amount of revenue received from it amounts, in my judgment, to less than one- 
half of what it would be if reducéd from 60 per cent to 40 per cent. 

It was stated by Senator FRYE, of Maine, “there is not a dollar of 
charge for power, not a cent for taxes, not a cent charged for com- 
missions and expenses of carrying on the business. There is not a 
capitalist in New Jersey who would not build a silk factory if the 
profits were 50 per cent., or 40 per cent., or 30 per cent., or 20 per 
cent., or 15 per cent. ; ” and that there was left out of computation a 
much larger sum in the cost of manufacturing silk goods than is put 
in there as labor.” ‘It will be at once seen that the statement is 
not in accordance with facts.” 

Mr. Chairman, I submit the following table of cost of manufactur- 
ing, given to me by one of the largest silk manufacturers in Paterson 
ond regarded one of the most careful and close calculators among 
them. He writes: 


COST OF MANUFACTURING. 


I give you a few pomts taken trom my calculation book. In most grades of 
silk goods 


the relative cost is as follows: 


Our profits average about 6 per cent., taking it from a fair-running year. 


Another one of the largest silk manufacturers of Paterson writes 
me as follows : 


There are still other features of expenses not taken into consideration by the 
compilers of the census, relative to the silk manufacture, which materially affect 
the profits on our productions, and which have not been included in the list pre- 
sented by the Senator from Maine. 

Rent of factories and wear and tear npon machinery are also factors which enter 
into the cost of production, and as in the latter we include the substitution of im- 
proved for that of Jess modern machinery, which has been of frequent necessity to 
enable us to compete with the pauper labor of Europe, this must be looked upon 
as an important item in our expenses. 

As Senator FRYE justly remarks, ‘if the profits on silk goods manufactured in 
New Jersey were as represented by Senator Beck, silk-mills would be built to 
the exclusion of all others, as capitalists could nowhere find a more profitable 
means of investment.” 

But such is not the case, as any of our manufacturers could prove. Home com- 
petition and a systematic undervaluation by consignors as well as importers have 
reduced the profits upon staple articles which form the bulk of our productions to 
barely 6 per cent., and in some instances to an ac loss, and were it not for the 
demand which sometimes manifests itself for fancy articles in our line of business, 
upon which a fairreturn on accountof scarcity can be obtained to counterbalance the 
small profit or loss on staple goods, the silk manufacturing business of America 
would not be as flourishing to-day as it seems to be. 

Let it, however, not be info: from my statement that the profits made on the 
fancy articles are sufficient to make up in the aggregate an ing like the per- 
cen claimed by the honorable Senator from Kentucky ; for althongh the pos- 
sible return is greater on these than on the staple article, yet is the risk so much 
the more in proportion, and for one successful design which takes on the market, 
four or five are often made, at the same relative a esas which are not salable, 
and therefore add to the cost of the one which finds favor. Then, too, fashion, 
which rules our trade with an iron hand, will often convert prosperity into mis- 
fortune by a sudden decree, which transforms what was a profitable and desirable 
article into one which must be sold if at all y below its cost; and taking all 
things into consideration, the New Jersey silk manufacturer is satisfied at the end 
of the year if his balance-sheet shows a profit of 10 per cent., and 1 doubt whether 
any of them, taking the result of the past five years together, could show a net 
profit of 10 per cent. per annum on investment, 


I met a few days ago in this city one of the largest silk manufact- 
urers in my district, and he stated to me almost precisely the same 
facts as the two mentioned above. He said the wear and tear on 
machinery was very expensive, and sometimes needed replacing and 
made new in ten years’ time, and that he would be glad and satisfied 
if, with his large factory and capital invested, he could realize 10 
per cent. from the business. Another writes me: 

The large item of pling expenses is wholly ignored in census returns. There 
is no account of the losses by change of fashion, which suddenly reduces a product 
from a 3 value to a point far below the cost of production. There is noth- 
ing said abont the frequent changes of machinery that are requisite, and the fact 
that old machinery is almost worthless. 

Mr. Chairman, these are the utterances of gentlemen ofhigh charac- 
ter and position, thorough business men and practical manufacturers. 
And yet in the face of all these facts there are members on this floor 
who advocate reducing the duty on silk to 40 per cent. and thus 
cripple this young and growing industry, which I hope will not be 
considered for a moment. The facts and statements presented above 
clearly show that the industry could not live on a duty of 40 per 
cent., and that there would be great danger of closing the silk-mills 
and cause a return to high prices by the importation of foreign silks 
and of poorer quality. We should let well enough alone. 

It seems tome hardly worth while to say anything more on this ques- 
tion, but when an industry is so grossly misrepresented, and one that 
has striven so hard and done so much to lessen the price of silk goods 
and bring them to the home of the humble poor as well as the rich— 
an industry so large and so important, and in which so many are 
interested in my district—it needs defense at my hands. 

I hold, Mr. Chairman, that capital that is employed in helping so 
many dependent upon it, with the great risks it takes, has a right to 
protection and defense, and also the labor it employs; for both hin 
together. ‘I'he work in the silk-mill furnishes employment for gir 
and boys and young women; the work is light, clean, and healthy. 
Girls of fifteen earn from $5 to $10 a week, and some earn still more; 
a striking contrast with the labor in Europe and with the following 
slip received a few days ago: 

WAGES EIGHT DOLLARS A YEAR. 

The following communication appeared in the New York Sun of a recent date: 

“ To the Editor of the Sun: 


ee : I found this advertisement in the Dublin Freeman's Journal of the 15th 
ant: 
“*WanTep—Strong, humble girl, to assist in minding children and go of mes- 
sages; age 15; 8s. per quarter. Apply at 59 Harcourt st., 11 o'clock to 2, Monday.’ 
For minding the children and running on errands the strong, humble girl‘ 
will receive $8 a year, or 67 cents a month. Happy land! 
. . 


NRW York, February 20, 1882.“ 

And as a further contrast I present to the members of the House a 
short extract of testimony given by a silk-weaver a few years ago 
before the Senate committee. Itis so much like many others we 
hear of, it gives us some faint idea of what the silk industry of the 
country is doing in bettering the condition of their employés ; 

The wages at Macclesfield, where I worked, were: weavers averaged weekly in 
1866 46. 6d.; girls, 2s. 8d.; my own girl got that then. In Paterson, New Jersey, 
she now receives $6 per week. I would have then been better pleased to send her 
to school, but I could not. Our poorest meals here would have been sumptuous 
fare there. We seldom had animal food, and worked fifty-eight hours per week. 
Prosperous times in England make it better now. Young women get now per 
week 5%. ; women, 9s. to 106. men now get 158. to 16s. My savings here are equal to 
what my earnings were in England, after enjoying here three times the comforts 
we got there. 

And to get a true idea of the state of things abroad now I can only 
state one large silk industry in my district has grown up, and quite a 
large town been built up, and the working-people have neat, pretty 
houses built by the owner of the mill, and at a recent opaning ofa 
new mill all his employés and their families participated in the fes- 
tivities ofthe occasion. This gentleman has been accustomed for some 
yous to send abroad for some of his help, and these work-people, who 

ave been working for years in Europe, without laying up any mone. 
and earned so little there that many of them have not means enoug 
to pay their passage with their families to this country ; it is ad- 
vanced to them, and after they come here they generally the tirst 
year earn money enough to pay up their passage-money, rent of 
house, and support themselves out of the year’s wages, and the same 
is done in several other places with sameresult. In Manchester, Con- 
necticut, can be seen one of those beautiful towns where the houses of 
the employer and those of the employés are built on a circuit of a 
mile about the factory, beautiful cottages with porticoes and piazzas, 
lawns and gardens, with no dividing fences, with their house of 
vonn, library, and reading-rooms, where all is peace and good-will. 
Capital joined hands with labor and was lifting it up to higher levels 
instead of merely climbing to selfish gain. 

WHAT A MANUFACTURER SAID. 

I met not long since a silk manufacturer who informed me that he 
lived for many yearsin Germany working at the silk trade. He said: 

With difficulty I could earn in the silk mill, on account of such low wages, 
enough for bi and clothes, poor clothing at that, and meat not very often. I 
came to this country to better my condition, which I have done, and have prospered. 

And he said that— 

The difference between Germany and America was, that iu Germany low wages, 

x food, few comforts of life prevail ; here good wages, with the comforts of life. 

ere the laboring people had money to spend because of well-paid labor in Ger- 


man Meet little or none to spend. Here in America he could sell five times more 
prose to the same number of people, becanse the people had the money to buy with. 
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And so, Mr. Chairman, we will find in all branches of industry 
well-paid laborers create a medium for circulating money as they 
have it to spend; they dress well and live well. Walking down one 
of the streets of Paterson, as these silk-mill hands were going to 
work—the streets full of girls and young women—I was asked, Who 
are all these people, and where are they going?” I replied, “they are 
employed in the silk mills of Paterson.” „Why,“ he replied, “do they 
go to their work in fall dress, with their silks and fine things?” 

Such, Mr. Chairman, is the kind of work that many of these silk- 
mills are furnishing for employés in the city of Paterson. I hope 
this young industry, yet in its infancy, may continue to thrive, and 
that it will not be crippled, which a reduction in duty would cer- 
tainly do. 

The rapid development of the silk industry in this country will be 
seen by the following facts and statistics, which will show that 39 

er cent. of all the silk goods now nsed in this country are manu- 

actured in the United States, as shown by the table below: 


ESTIMATE OF PROPORTION OF SILK GOODS MADE IN THIS COUNTRY TO THE WHOLE 
COXBUMPTION OF SILK GOODS THEREIN. 


In the fiscal year 1860... 
In the fiscal year 1870... 
In the calendar year 187: 


In the calendar year 1875 . 34 
/// AAA ters neecetacbepentieage 35 
C EE Z a O TO 32 
In the calendar year 1878 ......... 2202+ peor yy zenas sray eneng ey ot. 
In the calendar year 1879 . 39 
In the fiscal year 1880 - 39 
In the fiscal year 1881 . 39 

Value of | Value of R ot 

Source of information. Date.“ Kind. home pro- | imported basis of wal: 

duction. raw silk tian 
Statistics of— 

FOUBUN cn to cya erase Fiscal $1, 809, 476 $401,385 | 22 per cent. 
GG A coe ones Fiscal 6, 607, 771 1, 340, 676 | 23 per cent. 
6 Fiscal ....| 12,210,662 3, 017, 958 | 25 per cent. 
Silk Association Calendar .| 16,262,157 | 8, 627,757 22 per cent. 
Silk Association Calendar 21, 269,081 | 5,372,242 25 per cent. 
Silk Association Calendar 21, 201,480 | 5, 626,209 27 per cent. 
Silk Association Calendar 16,613,743 | 5,650,255 | 34 per cent. 
Silk Association Calendar 20,791,055 | 6,859,692 | 33 per cent. 
Silk Association... . Calendar 29, 983, 630 „921, 332 33 per cent. 
G Fiscal . 34, 519, 723 | 12,024,699 34 per cent. 


The gradual rise in the proportion of value of raw material in the roduct thus 
indicated may be ascribed to the use of better raw silk in the manufacture, or to 
the decline in the prices of goods. Both are facts. 

SILK MANUFACTURE IN THE UNITED STATES. 


(Production of finished goods in the calendar year ending December 31, 1880.) 


Machine twis as 
Sewing silk... vé 
aeg Eise 
ress goods. 
Satins 
Tie silks and scarfs 606, 
Millinery silks... .....-..---+s-2s-e0ne Oe LN SSE 891, 
Broad goods, not above enumerated 3 627, 595 
Handkerchiefs 3, 881, 590 
Ribbons ...... 6, 023, 100 
— NER 437, 000 
Braids and bindings ........ 999, 
Fringes and dress trimminggs sss 4, 950, 275 
Cords, tassels, menterie and milinery trimmings ......-...-...... 1, 806, 575 
Upholstery and military trimming sss. 1, 392, 355 
Coach laces and ca trimmings -..... 87, 510 
Undertakers’, hatters“, and fur trimmings 59, 805 
Mixed goods, and silk values therein 510, 763 
PGA IY INIR ES S A G O seus a cecncs concn 34, 510, 843 


The importance of this industry will be seen when we consider that 
there are now employed 31,000 hands, who receive over $9,000,000 in 
wages, and it is stated that the total consumption of silk goods in 
this country last year amounted to $85,000,000, and every dollar of 
it ought to be manufactured in this conntry. Certainly this is a 
business that should be looked after and fostered by this Govern- 
ment and demandsthe attention of Congress—the needsof ourconntry 
and our own people should be looked after as well as the interests of 
our revenne, always keeping in view that in the government as well 
as in family affairs “charity begins at home” and that “ he who pro- 
videth not for those of his own house is worse than an infidel.” 

CITY OF PATERSON. 

The city of Paterson, New Jersey, from the last report, printed for 
1880, shows value of finished product of silk for the year, in the silk 
mills of that city, $13,306,672; wages paid, $4,066,990; number of 
hands employed, 12,599, and at the pene time said to reach nearly 
15,000, about one-fourth of the population employed in the silk mills 
und their dependencies, and the city by reason of her manufacturing 
industries has risen from 11,000 in 1850, 35,000 in 1870, to 51,000 in 
1880, and now pressing hard on to 60,000. There are located there 
three large locomotive shops, and they have been turning ont the 

“three on an average about one a day; two large iron-rolling mills, 
running steady; the largest flax-mill in the country, paper-mills 


jute-mill, and numerous industries, all of which are in successful 
operation, made so by the protective policy of this Government; 


and I am here, Mr. Chairman, to look after their interests, to defend 
and protect them, as well as all other interests of my district. 
The manufacture of cotton goods, like that of silk, has been per- 


fected by good machinery and skilled labor, and domestic competi- 
tion has brought down the price of goods in some kinds one-half or 
less. Whenat Passaic, New Jersey, a few months ago, visiting large 
cotton industries, I was shown a class of cotton goods that has been 
imported and selling on the market at 21 cents, and by improved 
machinery, good workmen, and the home competition, thesame kind 
of goods, as good or better quality, is placed on the market for less 
than half the price of the imported goods, and the same we find in 
the manufacture of woolen goods. 

Our factories are now turning ont as good or better goods than can 
be imported, home competition being the lever to bring about a 
reduction in the prices of some kinds of woolens. Prices huve been 
reduced one-half or more. We have been shown a class of woolen 
goods, silk-mixed, used by the masses more than any other kind, 
which, before our woolen factories began to manufacture, were im- 
ported into the country for $2.25 per yard, and are now placed in the 
market, as good and by some ise jo to be better, at $1.13 per yard, 
bringing them within the reach of the masses of the people of the 
country. 

The manufacturing of carpets in this country has been perfected 
by machinery and skilled workmen engaged in manufacturing and 
home competition that prices have been so reduced that the im- 
porting of foreign goods has largely fallen off, and the buyers are 
seeking for the American manufactured carpets. The large and ex- 
tensive mills at Little Falls, New Jersey, with their fine machinery 
and experienced workmen, are placing on the market a style of goods 
that are equal if they do not excel the best carpets imported from 
England, and at prices arly. satisfactory, and this great industry 
has, like all the rest, been made successful by the protection afforded 
it and a good market built up at home. 

Mr. Chairman, the glass industry in this country has had a hard 
struggle for existence. This Industry has also to compete with 
the cheap labor in Europe. The manufacture of glass is entirely 
hand-made, and consumes only material the product of labor without 
machinery. We have many of these industries in the State of New 
Jersey, and I feel interested in their success. Many have been obliged 
to curtail their work, and some to stop entirely, on account of the 
difficulty of competing with the foreign manufacturers and the low 
price of labor paid abroad. They cannot compete with the cheap 

abor of Europe, which is very low, in some places from ten to eighty 
centsperday. These industries ought to be fostered by the Govern- 
ment; they turn out beautiful work: I have seen some as fine ware 
manufactured in our glass factories as can be found or made any- 
where. Let this interest, Mr. Chairman, receive more attention. 
With all the materials for manufacturing glass at hand, it would seem 
wrong to allow it to be crippled. The great difference in the prices 
of the ware in this country and in Europe is mostly or all in price of 
labor, and their labor should be protected. I hope it will be done. 
PROTECTION HELPS THE FARMER. 


In the census report of 1880 I find some very interesting tables and 
facts in relation to the agricultural interests of the country, showing 
how identical are these interests with our great industries, and that 
when they prosper the farmer prospers. The following facts are 
worthy of consideration: we find the total value of the dairy pro- 
ducts of the United States has been estimated at over $350,000,000. 
In the State of New Jersey we find the yearly production of milk, 
82,000,000 gallons, representing over $6,000,000, The total value 
of the butter and cheese made on the farms of the State in 1881 was 
at a low estimate $2,500,000, It will be seen that the dairy product 
of the State was very large, made so by the ready market afforded 
by home consumption, created by the steady work and employment 
given to labor by the numerous industries of the State, which so 
greatly benefit the agricultural interests; and as we find it in the 
State of New Jersey, so in all the manufacturing States of the coun- 
try. The American farmer always must depend on the labor ef the 
country being employed and well paid for the same to be able to buy 
at fair prices the products of the soil and of the dairy. No market 
is so good for the farmer as the home market, the prosperity of the 
farmer is dependent on that of the manufacturer, and the prosper- 
ity of the manufacturer is equally dependent on that of the farmer; 
their interests are identical, and there is no conflict between them. 
The farmer is as much interested in the policy of this Government 
of protection as is the mannfacturer and the laborer; he must look 
for a home market and home consumption if he is anxious to make 
quick sales and get good prices for his products. 

A new and interesting industry has recently grown up in a neigh- 
boring town, and in an agricultural portion of the State, for the 
manufacture of rubber 98 of every description, the largest factory 
of the kind in the world, They are exporting their goods to all parts 
of the world, employing 700 hands; have built up a thriving, flour- 
ishing town, giving employment to the people for miles around, cre- 
ating an active demand for the products of the farmer and giving 
him good prices for all he has to sell. While at this place a few 
months ago I met some of the tillers of the soil disposing of their corn- 
husks, which were in ready demand at this factory, for $70 a ton 
a fine return for material that before this industry was started was 
thrown into the barnyard. So we see how important these various 
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industries are to the farmer and to the community, and how much 
they need to be encouraged and fostered. 


TARIFF-COMMISSION BILL. 


Mr. Chairman, the tariff-commission bill now under consideration 
reads as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in assembled, That a commission is hereby created to be called 
the tariff commission, to consist of nine members. 

Sec. 2. That the President of the United States shall, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, appoint nine commissioners from civil life, one of whom, the 
first named, be the president of the commission, The commissioners shall 
receive, as compensation for their services, each at the rate of $10 per day when 
engaged in active duty, and actual traveling and other necessary expenses. The 
commission shall have power to employ a steno, her and a messenger; and the 
for ing compensation and expenses to be audited and paid by the Secretary of 
the out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of said commission to take into consideration 
and to thoroughly investi, the various ene relating to the agricult- 
ural, comme mercantile, manufacturing, mining, and industrial interests of 


the United States, so far as the same may be necessary to the establishment of a Saddlers and harness- makers 


judicious tariff, or a revision of the existing tariff and the existing system of in- 


ternal-revenue laws, upon a scale of justice to all interests; and for the purpose 
of fully 5 matters which may come before it. said commission in the 
prosecution of its inquiries is empowered to visit such different portions and sec- 
tions of the country as it may deem advisable. 

Sec. 4. That the commission shall report to Congress the results of their inves- 
tigation, and the testimony taken in the course of the same from time to time, and 
make their final report not later than the first Monday in January, 1883. 


It provides that the President shall select and appoint nine citi- 
zens from civil life to constitute a commission, whose duties shal! be 
to investigate the tariff and revenne laws as they relate to duties on 
imports, and that their ings shall be reported to Congress at 
the next session, when the House and Senate will have full power to 
pass any tariff bill they may deem best. They will have the benefit 
of all the facts and information the commission may be able to 

ther, which, to my mind, will be of great advantage to the mem- 
Deri of the House and Senate. We may expect, if the commission 
bill is adopted, that good men, experts in this line of business, will 
be placed on the commission representing all interests and all parts 
of the country; and if by creating this commission it shall lead to 
such a revision as will give greater stability to the tariff in the future, 
jt will be a wise and measure to adopt. I shall therefore vote 
for the bill, and hope it will pass. 


STATE OF LABOR IN EUROPE IN 1878. 


I submit the following tables of wages in Europe aud the United 
States, taken from the reports from the United States consuls in the 
several countries of Europe on the rates of wages, cost of living to 
the laborers, together with a letter from the Secretary of State, 
transmitting these reports to the Speaker of the House of Represent- 
atives, Forty-sixth Congress, Executive Document No. 8: 


DENMARK. 


According to the report of the consul at Copenhagen. the present rates of wages 
throughout Denmark are from 10 to 15 per cent. less than they were in 1872, while 
the cost of living is somewhat higher. Agricultural laborers are paid as follows, 
computing the daily wages and averaging summer and winter: 


Women, with board and lodging, per week.. 5 a 
Women house-servants, per Vea ᷑ꝶ k 


Small as are these rates, they must be the maximum, for the consul says that, 
‘as a general rule, farm hands are employed at from $2.16 to $2.70 per month, with 
board and lodging.” This would give an average of only about $31 per annum 
as the wages of agricultural laborers. 

The w. pe to the several trades in Copenhagen and the rates paid to simi- 
lar trades — ew York and Chicago will be seen by the following statement: 


Weekly wages in Copenhagen, New York, and Chicago. 


Occupations. i os | New York. Chicago. 
$4 45 | $12 00 to $18 00 $12 00 to $15 00 
425 9 00 to 12 00 7 50 to 12 00 
4115 10 00 to 16 00 6 00 to 12 00 
3 90 10 00 to 14 00 9 00 to 12 00 
425 5 00 to 8 00 8 00 to 12 00 
372 12 00 to 18 00 9 00 to 20 00 
3 30 12 00 to 18 00 9 00 to 18 00 
4 50 8 00 to 12 00 12 00 to 18 00 
410 12 00 to 16 00 6 00 to 15 00 
385 12 00 to 15 00 15 00 to 21 00 
3 85 10 00 to 13 00ů o 
385 12 00 to 1800, 15 00 to 21 00 
400 10 00 to 15 00 12 00 to 21 00 
4 62 8 00 to 18 00 12 00 to 18 00 
385 12 00 to 15 00 6 00 to 12 00 
4 85| 12 00 to 18 00 12 00 to 15 00 
3 90 10 00 to 14 00 9 00 to 12 00 
410| 10 00 to 1800| 600to 18 00 
420| 10 00 fo 14 0 8 00 fo 15 00 
BELGIUM. 


Rates of wages.—That may be enabled to compare the rates of wages in Bel- 
gium with the rates in The United States, I herewith give a list of wanes paid 


aoas trades in Brussels and the rates paid to similar trades in New York and 
Jhicago : 


Weekly wages paid in Belgium and in the United States. 


Occupations. Brussels. New York. Chicage. 
$6 00 | $12 00 to $15 00 | $6 00 to $10 50 
6 00 12 00 to 1800 12 00 to 15 00 
5 40 9 00 to 12 00 7 50 to 12 00 
5 40 10 00 to 14 00 10 00 to 12 00 
420 10 00 to 16 00 600 to 12 00 
5 40 10 00 to 15 00 9 00 to 15 00 
6 00 12 00 to 18 00 12 00 to 21 00 
440 10 00 to 14 00 9 00 to 12 00 
440 5 00 to 8 00 800 to 12 00 
6. ̃ A ⅛ Bnũ̃,̃ ses 4 80 9 00 to 13 00 9 00 to 15 00 
4 80 12 00 to 15 00 6 00 to 12 00 
| Tinsmiths . ones 4 80| 1000 to 14 00 9 00 to 12 00 
A T PAA TPA ae 3 00 6 00 to 9 00 5 50 to 900 


| | 

It will be seen by the foregoing statement that the mechanics of Brussels do 

pe rere, 3 like one- the wages received by the mechanics of New 
ork an icago. 

To enable you to carry the comparison farther, let me submit a statement show- 
ing the prices of the necessaries of life in both countries. I regret that the Bel- 
sian re do not enable me to present as extended a list of articles as might be 
Sectrab le, but the few articles given will enable you to apply the comparative 
rule to those not given: 


Prices of the necessaries of life in Belgium and the United States. 


E New Tork. 
| | 


Articles. Chicago. 
| Cents. | Cents. | Cents. 
4 5 4} 5 
10 to 20 8 to 10 | 4 to 124 
I| 16 to20| 8to24 6 to 15 
10 ꝗ‚o 20 9tol6 5 to 15 
72 16 to 20 8 to 10 4 to 12 
-| 20 10 to 12 6 to 10 
--| 20to 50 25to32 | 16 to 40 
20 do 25 2 fo 25 5 to 10 
— 80040 29 to 30 | 15 to 40 
— 15 to 20 8 t 10 7 80 11 


The foregoing statements show that while the Belgian workingman does not 
receive one- the of the American workingman, the former pays more 
for the necessaries of life than the latter. 


SPAIN. 


The reports herewith submitted from Spain are only four in number, namely, 
from Bareelona, Cadiz, Malaga, and Santander, and, although not as minute or ex- 
haustive as many of the reports from other countries. will be found interesting 
and instructive, dealing as they do with a class of people whose habits and cus- 
toms are not as clearly understood in the United States as are like classes in other 
countries in Europe. 

Rates of wages.—The weekly rates of wages of agricultural laborers in Spain, as 
averaged from the submitted reports, are as follows : 


Men, without board or = BEE OER CEARA CEPET AA 
Women, without board or 88 
Women, house servants, per annum 


The weekly wages paid the trades in Spain and the wa d similar trades 
in the United States fe as follows: r 


| | $ 


Occupations. | Spain. Xew York. Chicago. 
| } 
$5 25 | $12 00 to $15 00 | $6 00 to $10 50 
4 80 12 00 to 18 00 | 12 00 to 15 00 
488| 900to 12 00 750 to 12 00 
480 10 00 to 16 00 690 to 12 00 
7 20 10 00 to 15 00 900 to 15 00 
465 10 00 to 14 00 9 00 to 12 00 
5 40 5 00 to 8 00 8 00 fo 12 00 
3 60 12 00 to 18 00 900 to 20 00 
3 90 12 00 to 18 00 9 00 to 18 00 
420 9 00 Fo 13 00 7 00 to 15 00 
495| 12 00 to 16 00 600 to 15 00 
3 90 10 00 to 14 00 900 to 12 00 
3 00 10 00 to 1800| 00 to 18 00 
3 00 6 00 to 9 00 5 50 to 9 00 


It will be seen by the coher e that the Spanish workingmen scarcely 
average one-third the wages paid in New York and Chicago, while what are ealled 
the necessaries of life with us are much cheaper in the United States than in Spain. 

ITALY. 


Rates of wages.—The weekly rates of wages paid to agricultural laborers in Italy 
are as follows: 


Women, with board and lod 
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“The rates of wages paid to the trades in Italy, as compared with the rates paid 
„ Tages DAA io iha aratia D TT ae 


Weekly wages in Italy, New York, and Chicago. 


Í 
Occupations. Italy. | New York. Chicago. 

Building trades: 

Bricklayers . $3 45 | $12 00 to $15 00 $6 00 to $10 50 
Masons 400 12 00 to 18 00 12 00 to 15 00 
Carpenters 418 9 00 to 12 00 7 50 to 12 00 
Gasiitters 3 905 1000 to 1400 10 00 to 12 00 
Painters 460 10 00 to 16 00 6 00 to 12 00 
Plasterers. 435 10 00 to 15 00 9 00 to 15 00 
Plumbers . 3 90 12 00 to 18 00 12 00 to 21 00 
Slaters 3 90 10 00 to 15 00 12 00 to 18 00 
Blacksmi 3 94 10 00 to 14 00 9 00 to 12 00 

rs 3 90 5 00 to 8 00 8 00 to 12 00 
Bookbinders 3 90 12 00 to 18 00 900 to 20 00 
oemakers 4 32 8 00 to 12 00 9 00 to 18 00 
Butehers 4 20 9 00 to 13 00 12 00 to 18 00 
Cabinet-makers . 495 12 00 to 16 00 7 00 to 15 00 
Ooopers „1745 435 12 00 to 15 00 6 00 to 15 00 
Cop ths . 3 90 1000 to 13 00 15 00 to 21 00 
Cutlers...... 3 90 15 00 to 25 00 |.........-....-... 
Engravers 4 00| 1200 to 18 00 9 00 to 30 00 
Horseshoers. 3 50 1200 to 18 00 15 00 to 21 00 
Millwrights 495 1000 to 15 00 12 00 to 21 00 
rinters 3 90 8 00 to 18 00 12 00 to 18 00 
Saddlers and harness-makers. 3 90 12 00 to 15 00 6 00 to 12 00 
Sailmakers 3 90 1200 to 18 00 12 00 to 15 00 
Tinsmiths 3 60 10 00 to 14 00 9 00 to 12 00 
Tailors 430 10 00 to 18 00 6 00 ta. 18 00 
Brassfi ers 5 49 10 00 to 14 00 8 00 to 15 00 
Laborers, porters, & 2 60 600 to 9 00 5 50 to 9 00 


It will be seen by the — * table that the American tradesman receives 
mu as the Italian. 


more than three times as 
In to what are by the American workman as the necessaries 
of life, but which are considered luxuries by the Italian—luxuries never to be en- 
oyed save on festivals and then Heed sparingly, it will be seen by the follow- 
g statement they cost more in I the United States. It would 
therefore be impossible for the Italian la! or mechanic to purchase such food 
out of his low wages. 
Food-prices in Genoa, New York, and Chicago. 
Articles. Genoa. | New York. Chicago. 
07 3 to 4 2% to 41 
18 8 to 16 4 to 12 
20 8 to 12 4 to 12 
28 10 to 12 6 to 10 
10 6 to 7 5 to 9 
80 25 to 32 16 to 40 
28 12 to 15 5 to 16 
7 8 to 10 5 to 10 
85 7 to 10 5 to 9 
6 8 to 10 3 to 6 
1100 525 300 to 675 
FRANCE. 
The weekly wages, therefore, paid to agricultural laborers throughout France 
may be set down as follows: 
Men, without board or lodging 
Men, with board and lodgin 
Women, without board or 


There is scarcely any necessity for saying that the French farm laborer mnst 

the closest economy to enable him himself and family on the 

oregoing wages. Not only does he do this, but in many cases he saves enough 

to work into independent proprietorship in the land. How this is accom- 

ed must be a matter of such general interest as to excuse a somewhat 
tailed account thereof. 

3 consul at Bordeaux, department of the Gironde, writes: The consul at 

ce writes: 

“ “The laboring-man's food consists principally of Indian meal, vegetables, bread, 
2 Aleat ho in To the abo lement their agricultural earnings 
man c nce the rers su e 
by 3 employments, such as weavin 5 —— sawing, wooden-shoe 
2 n his Wes — 4 — . th 9 pecan tet — 
TETS s are en ese employments, w 
yield to each laborer about forty E o A ieee. 5 

Not only must the husband labor for the suport of his family, but the wife and 
children must also labor for the general fun order to make ends meet. The 
ing insight into the economies which enter into 
os yearly subsistence of the French agricultural laborer’s family, and one cannot 

e! sacrifi 


whk nig 
which the insight disp . Had this same economy 
and pleni which the more ul portunities of the 
ted a afford, Tocanita sweald t not lead i 


rts and himself, may earn in the 


Lyons district $150 per annum, di as follows: husband's wages, $80; wife's 


wages, $30; cl 


e me ve 
o cost of living to such a family per annum is calculated as follows: 
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An average struck from all the es geome’ seven in number, gives the following 
Kotoa En or nb eee HE EROR pa to the several es in France; the 
rates paid similar trades in New York and Chicago will help to make comparison 
between both countries : 

Statement showing the rates of weekly wages paid in France and in the 


United States. 
Occupations. France. | New York. Chicago. 
$4 00 | $12 00 to $15 00 $6 00 to $10 50 
5 00 12 00 to 18 00 12 00 to 15 00 
5 42 9 00 to 12 00 7 50 to 12 00 
4 90| 10 00 to 16 00 6 00 to 12 00 
5 50 12 00 to 18 00 12 00 to 21 00 
3 10 00 to* 15 00 12 00 to 18 00 
5 45 10 00 to 14 00 9 00 to 12 00 
5 45 5 00 to 8 00 8 00 to 12 00 
485 12 00 to 18 00 9 00 to 20 00 
475| 12 00 to 18 00 9 00 to 18 00 
5 42 8 00 to 12 00 12 00 to 18 00 
eee 9 00 to 13 00 7 00 to 15 00 
7 00 12 00 to 16 00 6 00 to 15 00 
W 12 00 to 15 00 15 00 to 21 00 
463 10 00 to 13 ⸗0oo „ 
5 40 12 00 to 18 00 15 00 to 21 00 
471 8 00 to 18 00 12 00 to 18 00 
5 00 1200 to 15 00 600 to 12 00 
440 1000 to 14 00 9 00 to 12 00 
5 10 10 00 to 18 00 6 00 to 18 00 


The foregoing statement shows that wages in New York and in Chicago are, on 
hout France. 


g 
f Fran The fi although limited, bl io fi 
idea of the relative cost cows —— fa in France and the United ea 
Statement showing the retail po of certain articles of food in the cities of 
Bordeaux and La Rochelle and the cities of New York and Chicago. 


Articles. Bordeaux. (La Rochelle. New York. | Chicago. 
3 4 to 4 4 to 

16 to 24 8 to16 180 14 

16 to 23 9 to 16 5 to 15 

15 to 24 8 to 24 6 to 15 

9 35 $8 4 

30 33 to 20 15 to 40 

30 25 to 32 16 to 40 


When the workingmen of France are able to buy the foregoing articles, it may 
be assumed that yb ance the lowest priced. ere is no doubt, therefore, that 
articles of food of the same qualities are very much Spree a in the United States 
than in France. Thus, while are very much higher in the United States 
than in France, the necessaries of life are cheaper with us. 


ENGLAND. 


Rates of wages.—In laying before you the 9 showing the rates 
of wages, as a’ from the reports herewith submitted, throughout En — 
as compared with those prevailing in New York and Chi „it should be remark 
that, in many o English rates are more apparent than real, and that. while 
nominally the wor! 


. 8 appears to receive a com vely high rate 
or two-third time, thus desire to 
reserve a high rate of at the expense of time; a sentimental fiction which 
neither table nor substantial. 


Statement showing the weekly rates of wages paid the trades in England 
and the rates paid to similar trades in New York and Chicago. 


of wages, he only works on 


Occupations. | England. | New York. | Chicago. 

Building trades | | 

Bricklayers .....-........2+--+ $8 12 „ $6 00 to 810 50 

M 8 16 12 00 to 18 00 1200to 15 00 

8 25 900to 12 00 7 50to 12 00 

725 10 00 to 14 00 10 00 to 12 60 

7 25 10 00 to 16 00 6 00 to 12 00 

8 10 10 00 to 15 00 9 00 fo 15 00 

775 12 00 to 18 00 12 00 to 21 00 

790| 10 00 to 15 00 12 00 to 18 00 

8 12 10 00 fo 14 00 9 00to 12 00 

650| 5 00 to 8 00 8 00to 12 00 

783 12 00 to 18 00 9 00 to 20 00 

7 35 12 00 to 18 00 9 00 to 18 00 

723| 8 00 to 12 00 12 00 to 18 00 

7 70 9 00 to 13 00 7 00 to 15 00 

7 50 12 00 to 10 00 6 00 fo 15 00 

7 40 12 00 to 15 00 15 00 to 21 00 

8 00 10 00 ta 13 00 ͥ ů(vꝛ᷑ 

9 72 15 00 fo 25 00 9 00to 30 00 

720 12 00 to 18 00 15 00 to 21 00 

7 50 10 00 to 15 00 12 00 to 21 00 

775 8 00 to 18 0 | 12 00 to 18 00 

6 80 12 00 to 15 00 6 00 to 12 00 

7 30 12 00 to 18 00 12 00 to 15 00 

7 40 10 00 to 14 00 9 00 fo 12 00 

88 00 to 7 80 10 90 fo 18 00| 6 00 fo 18 00 

780| 10 00to 14 0 8 00 10 15 00 

5 00 6 00to 900) 5 50 to 9 00 


CONGRESSIONAL 


That may be able to make fuller a of the relative yc ad 
poro of the eae 3 and American Bases =< submit tho fol 

table, showing the -prices as averaged from e English reports an: 
the p! in New York and aA mea 


Statement showing the retail prices of the necessaries of life in England 
and in the United States. 


| 

Articles. England. | New Tork. Chicago, 

| ee pour 8 

ͤ A TLT pound to to 4 

C ˙ A E 8 tte it 3 to 4 2h to 4 
Beef: | 

5 12 to 16 8 to 124 

6 to 8 5 

14 to 16 8 to 124 

8 to 12 1 to 7 

9 to 10 6 to 10 

12 to 14 | 10 to 12 

14 to 16 123 to 15 

9 to 10 5 to 123 

12 to 14 5 to 15 

14 to 16 10 to 15 

8 to 10 4 to 8 

8 to 10 6 to 12 

8 to 10 7 to 12 

8 to 12 7 to 15 

8 to 10 1 to 10 

| 8 to 10 6 to 10 

10 to 12 6 to 10 

6 to 7 5 to 9 

25 to 32 16 to 40 

12 to 15 5 to 16 

112 to160 60 to 80 

33 to 8 8 to 10 5 to 10 

9 7 to 10 5 to 9 

6 to 9 8 to 10 3 to 6 

19 to 20 25 to 30 10 to 24 

33 to 4 4 to 5 4 to 5 

43 to 88 50 to 60 25 to 100 

28 to 42 20 to 30 15 to 40 

59 to 9 8 to 10 7 to 11 

51 to 9 8 to 7 3 to 8 

10 to 12 8 to 10 5 to 10 

820 to 410 525 300 to675 


It will be seen that while the 


the average wages throughout Eng 
lower in those two cities the rg prices throughout England. 
It is well that your attention should 


TRELAXD. 
Weekly wages paid to agricultural laborers in Ireland, England, and 
Scotland, 

Description. | Ireland. | England. Scotland. 
Men, without board or lodging. 83% pgo $4 25 
Men, with board and ng. SIRTTAN | 1 80 | 260| $150 to 200 
Women, without board or „ 2 10 1 80 180to 3 25 
Women, with board and lodging ! 75 115 60 to 1 00 
Women, house servants, per year. .-..-- | 40 00 60 00 | 34 00 to 49 00 


Ina number of cases theagricultural laborers of Ireland lement their 
wages ¥F 0 VVV As a gen- 
. share of the fleld work is performed by women. 
To le to compare the rates of paid to the trades in Ireland with 
the rates paid to similar trades in Now Yor and Chicago, I submit the following 
e: 
|Treland | New York, | Chicago. 
$7 58 | $12 00 to $15 00 $6 00 to $10 50 
758| 1200 to 18 00 12 00 to 15 00 
7 33 9 00 to 12 00 7 50 to 12 00 
7 95 10 00 to 14 00 10 00 to 12 00 
754 10 00 to 16 00 6 00 to 12 00 
7 68 10 00 to 15 00 9 00 to 15 00 
8 46 12 00 to 18 00 12 00 to 21 00 
prices. In regard to the food prices in Ireland and in the United 
cipal pert of the food used by the working- 
d comes from the United States. 
SCOTLAND. 
Rates of wages.—The average weekly wages of agricultural laborers in Scotland 
are as Ey nec aa oe tne te in order to 


arrive at a true understanding of the special advan: tages of 
Scottish 


tages and 
rural life, no two distriets being alike in habits and customs: 


Men, without board or lodging $3 00 
Men, board and lodging 2 60 
Women, without board or lodging 180 
Women, with board and lodging 115 
Women, house servants, per annuůummw AM ĩb 60 00 


Agricultural wages in Scotland have increased 10 cent. during the last five 
years and 25 per cent. during the last fifteen years. = : 


laws. 


RECORD HOUSE. 


Statement showing the weekly wages paid the trades in Scotland and the 
rates paid to similar trades in New York and in Chicago. 


Scotland. New York. Chicago. 
$9 63 | $12 00 to $15 00 | $6 00 to $10 50 
8 28 12 00 to 18 00 12.00 to 15 00 
812 9 00 to 12 00 7 50 to 12 00 
8 40 10 00 to 14 00 10 00 to 12 00 
8 16 10 00 to 10 00 6 00 to 12 00 
10 13 10 00 to 15 00 9 00 to 15 00 
7 13 12 00 to 18 00 12 00 to 21 00 
8 30 10 00 to 15 00 12 00 to 18 00 
7 04 10 00 to 14 00 9 00 to 12 00 
6 63 5 00 to 8 00 8 00 to 12 00 
6 52 1200 to 1800 9 00 to 20 00 
7 35 8 00 to 12 00 9 00 to 18 00 
476 9 00 to 13 00 12 00 to 18 00 
8 48 1200 to 16 00 7 00 to 15 00 
610| 1200to 15 00 6 00 to 15 00 
7 13 1000 to 13 00 15 00 to 21 00 
625 | 1500 to 25 000 
8 75 12 00 to 18 00 9 00 to 30 00 
7 00 12 00 to 18 00 15 00 to 21 00 
750 10 00 to 15 00 15 00 to 21 00 
752 8 00 to 18 00 12 00 to 18 00 
6 15 1200 to 15 00 6 60 to 12 00 
633 12 00 to 1800 12 00 to 15 00 
6 00 1000 to 14 00 9 00 to 12 00 
7 00 10 00 to 18 00 6 00 to 18 00 
6 92 10 00 to 14 00 8 00 to 15 00 
4 50 600 to 9 00 5 50 to 9 00 

While the foregoing table shows the rates of wages in New York and C. 


hicago 
to be on an average one and a half as much as the rates in Scotland, the prices of 
the necessaries of life are higher in Scotland than in the United States. © con- 


sul at Glasgow says that rent, clothing, bread, sugar, tea, and coffee are about the 


same in that city as in New York. 


Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, gentlemen have discussed this ques- 
tion as though Congress were now en in revising existing tariff 
They seem to overlook the object of the bill under consider- 
ation, that it provides for the appointment of a commission by the 
President, by and with the consent of the Senate; that commission 
to be composed of nine competent gentlemen, who are to “ thorough] 
investigate all the various questions relating to the agricultural, 
commercial, mercantile, manufacturing, mining, and industrial in- 
terests of the United States, so far as the same may be necessary to 
the establishment of a judicious tariff, or a revision of the existing 
tariff upon a scale of justice to all interests.” It is not a question of 
protective tariff, nor a question of tariff for revenue only, but simply 
a means proposed of obtaining the necessary information upon this 

t economic subject, to enable Congress to legislate intelligently 
upon the tariff and with justice to all interests. 

It is in my opinion the most expeditious plan that Congress can 
adopt. There are many able gentlemen upon the floor of this House 
who are opposed to this bill—gentlemen in whose intelligence and 
ability we all have confidence; but which of these gentlemen will 
come to the front and announce that he is familiar with all the various 
N relating to the great interests which I have enumerated ? 

ho on this floor has mastered the sciences of agriculture, manu- 
facturing, and mining, and is thoroughly conversant with the mer- 
cantile and commercial interests of the country? What gentleman 
upon this floor is prepared to-day, or could be this week or this ses- 
sion, if it continued until December, to point out the several thou- 
sand articles to be affected in one way or another by a tariff bill? 

Men of special training and experience have devoted their lives to 
these various questions, and they are not in accord as to the proper 
policy to be pursued. What the country and Congress now need 
is such information apon this subject as could only be obtained by ex- 
perts. They should be taken from all parts of the country. They 
should be of different political parties; they should be of differ- 
ent opinions on the question of tariff. They could compile informa- 
tion and furnish it to members of Congress from time to time much 
earlier than it would otherwise be obtained, and enable Con to 
look more thoroughly into the subject and to formulate a bill that 
would be acceptable to the country. 

Take the Wood tariff bill as an illustration. It had been framed 
or acquiesced in by a committee of the Speaker’s choosing after great 
labor and research. It was a material modification of existing tariff 
laws. It was sustained upon the floor of this House by some of the 
able and eloquent gentlemen who o the bill now under con- 
sideration, That Wood tariff bill fel so far below the demands of 
kasi poo le, was so obnoxious, that a House of the same political 
= 1 1 the framers of it struck out the enacting clause and 

illed it. 

If the revision of the tariff can be so easily accomplished let me 
ask my Democratic friends upon this floor why it was that during 
the six years we had control here such revision was not made? 

It will be remembered, Mr. Chairman, that in the Forty-fourth 
Congress, when the Democratic party came into power and held this 
House by a large majority, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mor- 
RISON] was the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means. 
He reported a bill having for its object the revision of the tariff, but 
that bill though discussed was not passed; and later, after the 
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lamented member from New York (Mr. Wood) became chairman of 


that committee, he, too, reported a bill for the same purpose, the 
one to which I have refe fate I have 


as the Wood tariff bill. Its 
stated. 


To illustrate my position, Mr. Chairman, take a long session of 
Congress. Let it start out to revise the tariff. The subject must 
first be considered in the Committee on Ways and Means. That com- 
mittee is composed of fifteen members, and there are two hundred 
and ninety-three members in the House. The subject must first be 
examined and considered by the committee and reported to the 
House. Experience has shown that this will require several months, 
The Wood bill was reported March 26, and that perhaps is as early 
a day in any long session as such report can be made. Up to the 
making of the report the remaining two hundred and seventy-eight 
members of the House have no time or 3 to examine and 
consider the subject. They are charged with other matters before 
other committees, and must rely principally upon the report of the 
committee and the discussion upon the floor of the House for infor- 
mation to control their action. 

Now, how different would it be if the House could have the benefit 
of the research, examination, and report of a commission composed 
of such gentlemen as are contemplated by this bill? Their reports 
upon various subjects would reach members by the time Congress 
convened, and then every member would have such information as 
would enable him to study the subject and be prepared upon the 
coming in of the committee’s report to vote upon the matter in an 
intelligent manner. By this means a conclusion could be reached 
on this perplexing question that would serve the best interest of the 
country. 

We — now been in session four months and a half, and no bill 
revising the tariff has yet been framed. I take it that no one gen- 
tleman, nor any number of gentlemen, could frame a bill that we 
could pass, giving reasonable time for its discussion and consideration, 
before Con must adjourn. The subject of tariff has occupied the 
attention of Congress and puzzled the brains of our ablest statesmen 
and political economists from the organization of the Government 
down to this time. 

I read the following extract from Perry’s Political Economy: 

The first government established in this country, the ent of the Con- 
federation, which lasted from 1781 to 1789, was not gifted by the 

wer ‘to commerce.” This was one of the reserved rights of the States, 
which imm y began to use it in accordance with their own views of their 
own interests. Each State laid its own tariff and undertook to its own 
trade. The results were most Great Britain, seeing that as a nation 
we were eee commercially, not only refused to negotiate a commercial treaty 
with us, but by an order in council peremptorily excluded our from her West 
ons, between which and the United States there grown up, partly 

y in violation of that 
retaliate. 


on to a na- 


procity. The States passed various 

iiaa laid a duty on certain goods and Rhode 

nue would Massachusetts draw from that source; the 
Rhode Island and then smuggled across the border. 
regulating the commerce of our seaboard induced endless confusion, and there 


no power to remedy it. 

It was to remedy these among other defects in government that 
the Federal convention of 1787, which framed our present Constitu- 
tion, was called. The new House of Representatives under that 
Constitution soon commenced to discuss and frame a tariff bill. The 
pees of protection was admitted, but as subordinate to revenue, 
and the bill was passed in the year 1789, known as the Hamilton 


The second tariff act was in 1816. John C. Calhoun was 
one of its advocates. Under this tariff we entered upon the protect- 
ive system. 


The third tariff act was passed in 1824, and was known as the 
Clay tariff. It, too, recognized the protective system. 

The fourth tariff bill, which became a law in 1828, was also upon 
the basis of American protection. 

In 1833 the fifth tariff act, called the compromise tariff, was en- 
acted. It adopted asliding scale in reference to all duties, providing 
for their gradual annual and biennial reduction in each succeeding 


*The 
country 


Week's labor. 


following schedule of prices for weekly labor in different European countries and the United States will amply show the greater pay for like service in this 
: — 


year until 1841 or 1842. This bill was brought forward by Mr. Clay, 
and met the approval of Mr. Calhoun. 

In 1842 Congress passed the high protective tariff of that year, the 
sixth in the series of tariff acts. Under it vast amounts of eapital 
were invested in manufactures, especially in iron and glass, and a 
new era of prosperity o ened up to themanufacturers; butunhappily 
these duties were abolished in a few years by Congress, and thou- 
sands of men were thrown out of employment, millions of money lost 
to the manufacturers, producing financial distress in the country. 

In 1846 the seventh tariff bill, reducing the duties on imports 
down to about the standard of the compromise tariff of 1 was 
33 It discriminated, however, as the compromise act did not, 

tween articles that could be produced at home and those that 
could not. 

In 1857 the eighth tariff bill became a law, lowering the duties on 
various articles and largely increasing the free list. 

In 1861 the ninth tariff bill, called the Morrill tariff, also protect- 
ing home industries, was passed. The subsequent legislation upon 
this subject is fresh in the minds of Congress and the country, and 
I therefore need not refer to it. 

Thus it will be seen, Mr. Chairman, that the system of protecting 
American industries has been recognized, entered into the legislation 
of this country, from its very o ization down to the present time. 

The revision of existing tariff laws is demanded by the protection- 
ist and free-traders alike, but from different stand-points and for dif- 
ferent reasons. The rapid growth and constant and ever-changing 
development of the country require that the tariff should from time 
to time be revised to accommodate itself to the demand of the times. 

It may be safely said, Mr. Chairman, that if there is any one ques- 
tion touching the policy of this Government upon which the great 
mass of the people are in accord, it is the enactment of such tariff 
laws as will protect American industries. 

It should be the policy of this Government to protect, foster, and 
enco manufactures of all kinds, with a due regard to the wel- 
fare of the people at large, especially the laboring classes who are 
the chief consumers of our products, and whose interest should be 
rae potest and their rights as fully secured. 

The laborers of this country, skilled and unskilled, are citizens, 
while the laborers of European countries are subjects. It is the 
duty of Congress to elevate the plane of the American laborer. 
Make him an intelligent citizen and he will become a useful one. 
From the ranks of the laboring classes have come up to Congress and 
to other high positions many distinguished men, while in the mon- 
archies of Europe no such inducements are held out, and no such 
honor or preferment is within their reach, 

It is a patent fact, Mr. Chairman, that low interest and cheap 
labor in England enable the English manufacturer to undersell the 
American manufacturer. And who in this House will proclaim him- 
self in favor of Sear bays American laborer to the standard, Imay 
say the vassalage, of the European laborer? Who would withhold 
from him the means of educating his children, acquiring a homeand 
securing to his family the advantages and comforts to which as an 
American citizen he is entitled? 

With these views, Mr. Chairman, I shall give to this bill my hearty 
e eee as the wisest measure, in my opinion, that Congress can now 

opt.“ 

. WARD. Mr. Chairman, I intend to support the bill under 
consideration to establish a revenue commission, because I believe it 
is founded on correct principles, and will effect necessary legislation 
on this subject, if any s be needed, earlier than by any other 
method. Further, the consideration of the tariff is almost entirely a 
matter of business, and, therefore, should be considered and legislated 
upon according to business principles. It is clear to any thinking 
mind that it would not receive such consideration in this House. 
We here may be as honestly dis: and as sincere in the effort to 
reach right conclusions as any that can be found; but we hold our 
seats by popular will. We must be affected by local interests, and 
we cannot bring to our deliberations minds entirely unbiassed. The 

tleman from Iowa, [Mr. Kasson, ] in opening this debate, pre- 
sented with a force that cannot be overcome the reasons why a com- 
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2 | England. 
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mission and not Con 
which to consider an 
Mr. Chairman, there is one other consideration. 


was the wisest and safest channel through 
mature legislation of this character. 
The subject should 
be canvassed by practical men of business, whose occupations give 


them daily insight into its actual workin We cannot be expected 
to have such knowledge, and, consequently, are not able to cope with 
it. Therefore I favor the commission; but if the bill is not already 
guarded in this respect, I would incorporate such a direction as would 
guide the commissioners according to the American idea of tariff, 
and would instruct that the revision moguls proosa upon the basis 
that American industries were to be protected, and not revenue only 
sought. This principle should be laid down as the L 
because the experience of the century has tested its wisdom, and the 
voice of the people has proclaimed their attachment to the doc- 
trine. 

At this time it is not my er to enter into any extended dis- 
cussion. During the Forty- Congress, when the measure known 
as the Wood free-trade bill was pending, it was my privilege to 
present my views at considerable length upon this great issue, in all 
its phases. Nothing has occurred since to change a single opinion, 
and the progress of events has shown a steadily growing sentiment 
through all parts of the country in the same direction. 

At this point I pro to be diverted for a moment from the line 
I had proposed to follow in order to answer some remarks that were 

resented this morning by the gentleman from Tennessee, (ur, 

CMILLIN.] He seems to be laboring under the delusion that there 
is some peculiar protection for American ahipa engaged in foreign 
commerce, That is a mistake. The registry laws for American ves- 
sels prohibit competition in the coasting trade. But, as far as for- 
eign commerce is concerned, competition is open to all; and itis a 
fact that from the great ports of the country there are sailing weekly, 
and semi-weekly, vessels engaged in foreign trade, built in foreign 
ship-yards, owned by citizens of foreign countries, sailing from those 
ports side by side with vessels of American man ture, manned by 
Americans, and bearing the American flag. There is no protection 
to ships engaged in foreign commerce; and that is the error into 
which my friend from Tennessee has fallen. 

I seek the floor at this time, especially to endeavor to analyze, and, 
if possible, point out, the fallacies of one portion of the speech of the 
distingnished gentleman from Kentucky, PMr. CARLISLE, ] made dur- 
ing this debate on the 28th and 29th days of March. The friends of 
protection claim that the chief merit of that system lies in the fact 
thatit enhances the wages, and, consequently, betters the condition of 
the American mechanic and workin ; and I am free to confess 


that 5 main strength of our position is gone if we fail to make 
this result. : 
The gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. CARLISLE, ] in his speech, at- 


tempts to show that protection does not operate to increase the magos 
of the workingman, and he cites facts and figures upon which he 
founds his argument. He says: 

In the census year 1860, when the average rate upon all dutiable goods was 19 


per cent. ad valorem, and the rate upon all — Inua and free, less than 15 


whose wages amounted to $378,878,966; the capital invested was $1,009,- 
855,715; the cost of material was $1,034,605,092, and the total value of the product 


uct. 

loyed was 2,053,996, and the wages 
— bie was 62, 118.208, 709; the seal arer ot material 
value of the product was 44. 325,442. The excess of the product over the total 
cost of labor and material was 313,855, which was 45.7 per cent. on the whole 
amount of capital invested. Labor received aya little over 18 per cent. of the 
value of the product, nearly 2 per cent. less than in 1860. 


Mr. PEELLE. Will the tleman from Pennsylvania allow me 
to ask him a question right here in order to bring out the facts? 

Mr. WARD. With pleasure. 

Mr. PEELLE. That portion of 8 775 of the gentleman from 
Kentucky which has just been read, si ing of the effect of the tariff 
on labor, would seem to imply that in 1870, 2 per cent. less of the value 
of the product was paid to the laborer, than in 1860. Now, I desire 
to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that it may be explained, 
if it is not true, first, whether the seeming decrease of the ent- 
age paid to labor was not because of the rapid introduction of labor- 
saving machinery; and, second, if it would not be one of the natural 
tendencies, where the products increased in greater ratio than the 
number of laborers because of that introduction of machinery, that 
the percentage paid to the laborer would be less? 

Mr. WARD. The gentleman from Indiana has correctly appre- 
hended the true result. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE ] is generally so can- 
did and so clear, that his opinions always command res „ and he 
is so learned and so ope that his ents invariably arrest at- 
tention. But the deductions he has drawn from the above figures 
are utterly fallaciou 8 and an analysis shows that they prove exactly 
the reverse of the effect he ascribes to them. 

See how plainly this ap from his own figures. In the low- 
tariff era ending in 1860, the total amount of nction was 81,885, 
$61,676. This was 83 by 1,311 hands, who received a total 
ee of wages of 8378, 878,966, which was 20 per cent. of the total 
produc 


manufacturing industries 


But in the high-protective era ending in 1870, the total products 
amounted to $4,232,325,442, or nearly two and one-fifth times greater 
than in the low-tariff era; and these were manufactured by 2,053,996 
hands, or an increase of a little more than one-half as many hands 
as in 1860; and this smaller number of hands proportionately re- 
ceived as wages $775,584,345, which was 33} per cent. more, per in- 
dividual, than in 1860; or, to express it more tersely, the workingman 
or workingwoman in the protective times marked by 1870 received 
an orago of 8380 per annum; while, in the low- period marked 
by 1860, he or she received an average only of $280 per annuri, or 
about one-third less. ; 

The gentleman from Kentucky lost sight of the essential facts that 
more product was re forth with less manual labor, and that 
other instrumentalities had become substituted for hnman bone and 
sinew ; and he omitted altogether to embrace in his calculation, what 
would seem to be a very plain proposition, that with an increase of 
over double the amount of wages paid, and an increase of only 
about one-half the number to receive it, the amount per capita would 


be larger. 
b Bat. Mr, Chairman, let us turn to the comparative profits of capital 
in these two 5 as demonstrated by the of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. CARLISLE.] He tells us that in the high-pro- 
tective period ending in 1870, the excess of the product over the total 
cost of labor and material, was $968,313,855, which was 45.7 per cent. 
on the whole amount of capital invested. 

Let us see what this excess was in the period of low tariff ending 
in 1860, according to the figures. 


The total product in 1860 wass $1, 885, 861, 676 
Paid for raw material.............. $1, 031, 605, 092 
CCC „878, 

. TTT 1, 410, 484, 058 
Excess of product over labor and material.......... 475, 377, 618 


Or, as will be readily perceived, a little more than 47 percent. profit 
upon the capital invested of $1,009,855,715. 

We have result, therefore, that while in ten years of high pro- 
tection wages increased over 33 per cent., the profit of capital invested, 
according to the gentleman’s own figures, d nearly 1} per 
cent. 

Of course it is understood that these eee do not inelude taxes, 
insurance, wear and tear, incidentals, the time of the employer, and 
any other items of 1 not included in wages and cost of 
raw material. And if anything is to be learned from these results, 
it is, that protection is more profitable to labor than to capital. 

The advocates of protection assert that wages in the United States 
range from 33 to 100 per cent. higher than wages in foreign countries, 
with the manufactures of which, America is sap into direct com- 
petition ; whila@™he prices of the necessaries of life in these foreign 
countries are equal, and in many en, ter, than in our own coun- 
try. An examination of this subjec m 1872 to 1878, based upon 
data gathered from the most reliable 80 shows, that the fore- 
going statements were essentially correct; and the same relative pro- 
portions exist at the present time. I will append to these remarks 
a statement taken from the last issue of the State oo su pore ina 
yonne; entitled State of Labor in Europe, for verification. It is 
as follows: 


Statement showing the weekly rates o, 


es paid the following trades in 
England and the rates paid to similar trades 


in New York and in Chicago. 


England. | New York. | Chicago. 


—— T— $8 12 | $12 00 to 615 00 | $6 00 to 810 50 
— 2 8 10 12 00 to 18 00 12 00 to 15 00 
8 25 9 00 to 12 00 7 50 to 12 00 

225 10 00 to 14 00 10 00 to 12 00 

7 25 10 00 to 16 00 6 00 ( 12 00 

8 1010 00 to 15 00 9 00 to 15 00 

775| 12 00 to 18 00 12 00 to 21 00 

7 9010 00 to 15 00 12 00 0 18 00 

8 12 10 00 to 14 00 9 00 to 12 00 

6 50 5 00 to 8 00 8 00 to 12 00 

7 83| 12 00to 18 00 9 00 to 20 00 

<s... 735| 12 00 to 18 00 9 00 to 18 00 
2 723 8 00 to 12 00 12 00 to 18 00 
770 9 00 to 13 00 7 00 to 15 00 

22 7 30 12 00 to 16 00 6 0 fo 15 00 
7 40 12 00 to 15 00 15 00 to 21 00 

2225 45**rrĩ²?oe eee 8 00 10 00 to 13 000 
97 15 00 to 25 00 9 00 to 30 60 

7.20 12 00 to 18 00 15 00 to 21 00 

7 50 10 00 to 15 00 12 00 to 21 00 

775 8 00 to 18 00 12 00 to 18 00 

es... 6 80 12 00to 15 00 6 00 to 12 00 
7 30| 12 00 to 18 00 12 00 to 15 00 

7.30 10 00 fo 14 00 9 00 to 12 00 

. 2 30 10 00 to 18 00 6 00 to 18 00 
740 10 00to 14 00 8 00 to 15 00 

—— 5 00 6 00 to 9 00 5 50 to 900 


1882: 


Statement showing the retail prices of the necessaries of life in England and 
ihe Deed e had 7 


Articles. England. pew orx. Chicago. 

Bread d to s| 4 0 4 to 

. T nd.. 

FFF ˙ . svete as ell secre S tte 4 3 to it 25 to 11 
22 12 to 16 8 to 123 
z A A 

0 
12 8 to 12 4to 7 
18 9 to 10 6 to 10 
224 12 to 14 10 to 12 
27 14 to 16 125 to 15 
17 | 9 to 10 5 to 1% 
22 12 to 14 5 to 15 
25 | 14 to 16 10 to 15 
j 10 8 to 10 4 to 8 
je 15 8 to 10 6 to 12 
--| 12 to 16 8 to 10 7t 12 
— 133 to 23 8 to 12 7 to 15 
mee e seas 

ii to 

pound 15 to 18 10 to 12 6 to 10 
pound 8 6 to 7 5 to 9 
pound. . 29 to 38 | 25 to 32 16 to 40 
> und..| 15 to 21 |12 to 15 5 to 16 
¥ el. 112 to 200 112 to 100 | 60 to 80 
ks per pound. 3; to 8 | 8 to 10 5 to 10 
Beans. „per quart, . 9 7 to 10 5 to 9 
Milk.. --per quart. 6 to 9 8 to 10 8 to 6 
nE TETN A, per 10 to 30 | 25°to 30 10 to 24 
Per pound 31 to 4 4to 5 4 to 5 
Tea... pound] 43 to 88 | 50 to 60 | 25 to100 
Coffee. per pound. 28 to 42 |20 to 30 15 to 40 
Sugar. r pound. H bed 9 | to 10 7 to 11 
ee per pound to 9 6 to 7 3 to 8 
r cl ep eed pound.. to 12 8 to 10 5 to 10 
( icccnt pies cx aepencetn sss per ton. to410 525 300 to 675 


Mr. Chairman, I commend these facts and figures to the attention 
of the friends of low tariff, and a tariff for revenue only, and ask them 
whether they desire that the wages of their countrymen should be 
brought down to the level of European laborers. If so, then they 
must be also ready to have American working people live in the 
same condition as their fellows in most of the large manufacturing 
centers of tho Old World, Into that condition I have neither the 
time nor the inclination to enter ; but refer all who are disposed to 
make the inquiry to Dr. Young’s book on Labor in Europe and 
America,” and to the numerons consular reports collected by our own 
State Department. Suffice it to say that, as a rule, the habitations 
and home life of working people abroad are such as excite our deep- 
est commiseration. Low wages, long hours of toil, high prices for 
necessaries, make it a hand-to-hand striggle for existence, 

There are no means to procure any of the comforts or attractions 
for a home, and no time to enjoy them. The mother as well as the 
father and the children at a tender age, must.take their places in the 
factory or workshop, and earn their share of the common subsistence. 
For the same reason, schooling must be abandoned for work, even if 
the means of acquiring knowledge were within the reach of all; but 
a free-school system is unknown, and the blessing of education is re- 
served for those who can pay. But mark the contrast. Gaze into 
the American workingman’s dwelling, and you will find it a home 
with all that hallowed name implies—cheerful and comfortable. I 
can lead 1 to thousands of such. The father, sober, industri- 
ous, a willing toiler for those he loves; probably owning his house, 
respected by his neighbors, and very commonly, in humble or more 
advanced positions, participating in the administration of public 
affairs; his children, bright, clean, and intelligent, instructed by 
their Bible and their school—the free school—and nurtured by the 
care of a mother who is not the slave to work in the factory, but a 
willing captive for her children’s culture. A home with books, flow- 
ers, and comfbrts, and with woman’s influence, elevating and not 
demoralizing, 

Let it be aa that tariff for revenue can only be sustained, 
andits operations made practicable, when the American and European 
wages markets are on a level. 

Oh, no! Be ours the more grateful task of endeavoring to eleyate 
the gondition of our brethren in foreign lands rather than to drag 
down our own to their level. Let us look to the keeping at home 
the millions sent annually abroad for imports the starving millions 
of Europe compete to sell us, so that our own manufacturers may 
thrive and their employés receive good wages, be respected men 
and honored citizens, and be able to pay their willing contributions 
to their church and school. To secure these he must receive a fair 
day’s wages for a fair day’s work. And protection is the safeguard 
of the American workin, ’8 w 

Mr. DINGLEY obtained the floor. 

Mr. ROBESON. I understand that the gentleman from Maine 
[ Mr. DINGLEY] is somewhat indisposed, and would prefer to submit 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


his remarks at some future time. If he will yield I will move that 
"Nr, DINGLEY, I will yield for that purpose 
$ 1 yield for that or if any other 
gentleman would like to go on now I give way, 8 my 
right to the floor. 
he CHAIRMAN, The Chair desires to announce that it would 
give him great satisfaction to hear at this time further remarks on 
is subject. But if no gentleman desires to speak, the Chair will 
entertain a motion that the committee now rise. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire at the proper time to submit some re- 
marks on the subject of the protection of our shipping interests. I 
would prefer, however, to do so at some other time. 

Mr. ROBESON. Then I wll move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee Tee rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union had had under consid- 
eration the bill (H. R. No. 2315) to provide for the appointment of a 
commission to investigate the question of the tariff and internal- 
revenue laws, und had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. ROBESON. I move that the Honse now adjourn 


The motion was a to; and accordingly (at four ‘o'clock and 
five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and other pepe were laid on the Clerk’s 
desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: Joint resolutions of the Legislature of the State 
of Michigan, asking Congress to secure brea he pa communication 
between the light-house and life-saving stations on Manitou Islands, 
in Lake Michigan, and the mainland—to the Committee on Com- 


mercee. 

By Mr. BAYNE: The resolutions adopted by the Presbytery of 
Allegheny, Pennsylvania, favoring the continuance of treaty rela- 
tions with China that the gopal may be preached to Chinamen in 
2 and Chinamen in erica—to the Committee on Foreign 

airs. 

By Mr. BEACH: The 8 of Sarah Williams Very and others, 
for the passage of the nch spoliation claims bill—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. BELTZ HOOVER: The petition of members of the Grand 
Army of the ablic at York, Pennsylvania, asking for the passage 
of the bill for the establishment of a soldiers’ home at Erie, Penn- 
sylvania—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition and resolutions of the city council of Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania, for the establishment of military workshops at the 
United States arsenal in that city—to the same committee. 

A Mr. CALKINS: The petition of Julia Barnard and Elizabeth 
B. Poulin, for the passage of the French spoliation claims bill—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, the petition of A. B. Thomas and others, citizens of Warsaw 
Indiana, relative to railroads and asking for legislation in regard 
thereto—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. DEUSTER: Paper relating to a bill now pending before 
Congress to regulate the employment of seamen—to the same com- 


mittee. 

By Mr. FLOWER: Six petitions, representing many commercial 
houses in New York City, protesting against the enactment of any 
law to restrict Chinese immigration—severally to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

By Mr. SPARKS: The resolutions adopted by the Legislature of 
Illinois in relation to the Hennepin Canal—to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. URNER: The petition of Conrad Baker, W. E. Hartman, 
C. i. Wade, and 197 others, citizens of Alleghany County, Maryland, 
asking the passage of laws to prevent wholesale immigration of Chi- 
nese, &c.—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. - 

By Mr. VAN AERNAM: The petition of Sarah Sinfield and citi- 
zens of Dunkirk, New York, praying that a pension be granted to her 
for services rendered to the soldiers of the Seventy-second iment 
New York Volunteers during the war of the rebellion—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, April 17, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 
roved. 

f SENATOR FROM COLORADO, 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado, presented the credentials of George M. 
Chileott, appointed by the governor of Colorado a Senator from that 
State to fill, until the next meeting of the Legislature thereof, the 
vacancy caused by the resignation of Henry M. Teller. 

The credentials were , and the oaths prescribed by law having 
been administered to Mr. CHILCOTT, he took his seat in the Senate. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in nse to a resolu- 
tion of March 15, 1882, information in connection with the construc- 
tion of a bridge by the New Orleans and Northeastern Railway Com- 

any across Lake Pontchartrain from Point-aux-Herbes to Bonfou 
eee which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, an 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a report from Major W. H. H. Benyaurd, Co 
of Engineers, of a survey made in compliance with requirements in 
the river and harbor act of March 3, 1881, at the mouth of Red River, 
Louisiana, and in the vicinity of Grand Bayou Cut-off, from Black 
Hawk Landing on the Mississippi across the neck of land between 
the Red and the Mississippi Rivers; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. HALE presented a petition of citizens of Calais, Maine, pray- 
ing for legislation granting the right to construct a bridge over the 
Saint Croix River between Saint Stephens and Calais; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Washburn and Moem Manu- 
1 any and 263 others, business men and firms, of Wor- 
cester, usetts, praying for the enactment of a national bank- 
rapt law which shall be su tially what is called the Lowell bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. I present a petition of the Associated Charities of 
Taunton, Massachusetts, an incorporated association, praying for the 
establishment of postal savings-banks. I judge from the fact of this 
being a printed petition that it is the avant courier of a number 
of others of the same kind; and I do not know whetherit should be 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads or to the 
Committee on Finance. 

I Mr. MORRILL. The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
resume. 

. HOAR. Let it go to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads first, at any rate: y 

The PRESIDE tempore. The petition will bẹ referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented the petition of J. K. Barnes, Surgeon- 
General of the United States Army, and others, praying for the pas- 
sage of a bill for the relief of Charles H. Campbell, late of the United 
States Army; which was referred to the Committee on Military 


He also presented a memorial of the National Tobacco Association, 
remonstrating againstthe 3 of the free leaf. tobacco bill; which 
was referred to the Co ttee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions of the New York Cigar Manufactur- 
ers’ Association, in favor of speedy action on the question of the 
es tax on cigars; which were referred to the Committee on 

ance, 

He also presented a memorial of the Woman’s Suffrage Association 
of New York, in favor of the admission of Dakota as a State only 
on the condition that the right of 
be herent in the constitution of the State; which was referred 
to the Select Committee on Woman S $ 

He also presented a petition of the Ladies’ Seaman’s Friend Society 
of San Francisco, California, praying for the passage of the joint 
resolution to release to that society the interest of the United States 
in certain lots in San Francisco; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. McMILLAN peers the petition of Rev. G. W. Blanton, 
John S. Denton, and Henry All, , and other members of Cookville 
Lodge No. 78 of the ed ia Order of Good Templars, praying 
for a constitutional amendment for the prohibition of the man t- 
ure and sale of spirituous liquors; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of E. J. Marsh and others, citi- 
zens of northwest Missouri, praying foran appropriation by Congress 
for the improvement of the Grand River in the State of Missouri; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, presented a petition of the Board of 
Marine Underwriters of San Francisco, California, praying for an 
appropriation to prosecute hydrographic surveys and for the sup- 
port of the United States Hydrographic Office; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, 

He also presented a petition of citizens of California, praying for 
legislation to prevent unjust discriminations in railway charges ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of California, praying for 
an amendment of the revenue laws in regard to the duty on Bibles; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CAMDEN presented a memorial of citizens of West Virginia, 
remonstrating against the e of a bill retiring from service in 
the Army officers who have been in such service for the term of forty 
years; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. JohN BAILEY, 


to women of the Territory | 


its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had aoe 


the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were t 
upon signed by the President tempore: 

A bill (S. No. 1558) to amend section 2569 of the Revised Statutes, 
in relation to appraisers at the port of New Orleans, Louisiana; 

A bill (8. No. 1601) authorizing the Public Printer to pay A. Hoen 
& Co., of Baltimore, Maryland, for the lithocaustie Hivstrations 
med A. k. No. 5573) making 

. R. No. m appropriations to supply a defi- 
ciency for dies, 2 Paper, and stamps for the fiscal year 1882. and to con- 
tinue work on the Washington Monument for the fiscal year 1883, and 


for other p ; 

A bill (H. K. No. 5801) to porce a deficiency for the subsistence 
of the Arapahoe, Cheyenne, Kiowa, Comanche, Apache, and Wichita 
Indians; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 56) providing for the erection of a 
monument over the grave of Thomas Jefferson. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was recommitted the bill (S. No. 1427) to increase the water- 
supply of the city of Washington, and for other p asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration, and moved that the 
bill be med indefinitely; which was to. 

He , from the same committee, to whom the subject was re- 
ferred, reported a bill (S. No. 1723) to increase the water supply of 
the city of Washington, and for other purposes; which was read 


twice by its title. 

Mr. G. , from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1287) to authorize the appointment of 
an additional judge for the ninth judicial circuit of the United States 
for the State of Nevada, repo it with an amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 255) to declare certain lands subject to 
taxation oe it with amendments. 

Mr. ROLLINS. The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
have directed me to report to the Senate a letter of the Postmaster- 
General with the accompanying papers, addressed to the chairman 
of that committee, having reference to additional accommodations 
for the Post-Office Department and the city -office, and to move 
that they be printed and recommitted to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. McDILL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No, 1724) to establish a board of railroad com- 
missioners to regulate interstate commerce, and for other purposes ; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. McDILL, I ask that the bill lie on the table, and I give no- 
tice that next Thursday, after the morning business, I call it 
up for the p of making some remarks on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro igre The bill will lie on the table, sub- 
ject to be called a Serie ursday at the hour of two o’cloek, by 
notification of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. DAWES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1725) for the relief of certain settlers on the 
Duck Valley Indian reservation in Nevada; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. LAPHAM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 1726) to restore Charles Harrod Campbell to 
the rank of captain in the Army; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimons consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1727) for the relief of the American Grocer Asso- 
ciation of the city of New York; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the papers on file in the case, referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FERRY (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to in uce a bill (S. No. 1728) to 2 for the care 
and inspection of all animals to be slaughtered for food purposes in 
the District of Columbia, and to incorporate the Washington Stock- 
Yard, Abattoir, and Rendering Company; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


AMENDMENT TO POST-ROUTE BILL. 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
to the bill (H. R. No. 5812) to establish post-routes; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Turner Merritt be taken from the files 
of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


) JOHN H. MORRIS. 
Mr. FRYE. I rise to a question of privilege touching the proceed- 
ings of the Senate. On the 12th of April 1 submitted from the Com- 
mittee on Claims a report on the bill (H. R. No. 1136) for the relief 
of John H. Morris, and the bill was placed on the Calendar. The 


ere- 
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fact that I was announced on the Journal as reporting the bill in be- 
half of the Committee on Finance led me to investigate the reasons 
for that announcement. I find by the Journal that the bill was 
referred, not to the Committee on Claims, but to the Committee on 
Finance. I do not think that any one but myself is in fault touch- 
ing it. A member of the House, who is interested in the bill, after 
it passed the House and was referred in the Senate called on me to 
take an interest in it in the Senate, and informed me that it had been 
referred to the Committee on Claims. I called upon the clerk of the 


committee and asked him to refer the case to me. He did so, but 
said he could not readily find the bill. I told hima printed oopy of 
n- 


it would answer 2 7 as well, and he sent me a printed copy. 
doubtedly, the only reference is that which appears in the Journal, 
which is to the Committee on Finance; and therefore the Committee 
on Claims had no jurisdiction whatever. 

I hardly know the proper motion to make. It would not be to 
move torecommit to the Committee on Claims, because the bill never 
has been referred to that committee. It would not be to commit to 
the Committee on Claims, because it is properly before the Committee 
on Finance. It seems to me the only way is for me to ask the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate to wi w the report made by the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL and others, That is right, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That would be the proper course. 
Unanimous eonsent being given, the Senator can withdraw the 


report. 
Mr. FERRY. Why does not the Senator ask to have the report 
referred to the Committee on Finance? 

Mr. FRYE. I am inclined to think, on the ion of two or 
three Senators, that that would be the better way. I will ask unani- 
mous consent to refer the report and bill to the Committee on 
Finance. E 

Mr. COCKRELL. I beg to say that I think the first proposition 
made by the Senator is correct. t right has one co: ttee to 
make a report upon a case never referred to it, and then ask that 
the report be referred to another committee? Isuggest to the Sena- 
tor to just withdraw his report, and then the matter will be left all 
right. I think that is the correct 1 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. e Finance Committee has already 
Certainly it has. 


got the bill before it? 
Mr. COCKRELL. 
Mr. FERRY. I suppose the rt is in the nature of any other 
aper a Senator may present to the Senate which may be referred to 
the appropriate committee. The report could be referred as a peti- 
tion or any other paper. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent the report 
is withdrawn, and the bill is taken off the Calendar. If the Senator 
from Maine wishes to hand his report to the Committee on Finance 
he can do so, or he may have it referred by the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. 1 think everything that is necessary to the considera- 
tion of the case is already before the Committee on Finance. 


AMENDMENT TO AN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. JONAS submitted an amendment intended to be 0 parse by 
him to the bill (H. R. No. 4466) making appropriations for the Agricult- 
ural Department of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1883, and for other ied somes ; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, ordered to be printed. 

ADDISON M. SAWYER. 


Mr. PLATT. The bill (S. No. 1370) for the relief of Addison M. 
Sawyer was passed over without prejudice at the last sitting of the 
Senate on account of the absence of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Hoar.] I ask that the bill may be taken up at the present 


time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the first case in order on 
the Calendar. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. It authorizes the Secretary of War to purchase from Addi- 
son M. Sawyer his patent-right for canister-shot, and to pay him 
therefor such sum as he shall deem just and reasonable, not exceed- 


ing $25,000. 
Ir. COCKRELL. Is there a report in that case? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. re is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read, 

Mr. HOAR. The report contains sundry documents, and perhaps 
the Senator from Missouri will hear first a statement of the case, and 
then if he desires to have the report or any part of it read at length 
he can do so. 

Mr. COCKRELL, That will be satisfactory to me. 

Mr. HOAR. This isa bill to authorize the Secretary of War to 
purchase for the use of the Government at the price of $25,000 a pat- 
ent for an invention of rifled canister shot. It has been recommended 
by three Secretaries of War in succession, Mr. McCrary, Mr. Ramsey, 
and now Mr, Lincoln, whose recommendation is upon the first page 
of the report. 

The bill passed the Senate as an amendment to an appropriation 
bill by a majority of two votes only, and it was resisted 13 Bs e Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] 
especially, on the sole ground that although there was no objection to 


the measure it ought not to be placed on an appropriation bill. How- 
ever, it passed the Senate, but was non-concurred in by the House. 

I will state what the inventionis. Mr. Sawyer is an inventor and 
perfecter of rifled cannon. He is a very distinguished mechanic and 
inventor. Just about the close of the war he invented a new can- 
ister shot which breaks when it is discharged from a rifled cannon 
into three rings, instead of remaining single; and when its canister 
explodes, it does about five times the effective work of the canister 
which the Government had ordinarily used before that time. It is 
one of the greatest military inventions of the age. - 

In addition to that, the old canister shot destroyed the ring of 
the cannon; so that with every park of rifled cannon there had to 
be kept some extra cannon or smooth-bores to supply the place of 
cannon whose rifling was destroyed in action. This has no injuri- 
ous effect on the rifling whatever. All that is certified to by Mr. 
Benét. The result is that the Government has entirely disposed of 
all its old canister shot which it had in stock, and has adopted this 
invention of Mr. Sawyer. In the report of the Ordnance Depart- 
ment, that handsomely illustrated book with which the Senator 
is familiar, there is a full account of this canister, with drawings 
and plates. 

But in time of peace the Government only orders a thousand dol- 
lars’ worth or so a year, which makes no compensation whatever to 
the inventor. Mr. Sawyer expended about seventeen thousand dol- 
lars, saying nothing about interest, in the bringing of this invention 
to perfection. The sum which isappropriated gives him only $5,000 
as a reward for an invention which has saved the Government proba- 
bly millions of money. 

desire to state that there have been two successive unanimous 
reports of the Committee on Patents, one made by Senator Kernan, 
of New York, in the last Compton maa now the present report rec- 


ommending the penpe of this b 

Mr. COCKRE . Is Mr. Sawyer an employe of the Government? 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir; Mr. Sawyer is a mechanic in my county of 
Worcester; a gentleman whom I know very well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He has heretofore received no compensation 
from the Government? 

aon HOAR. He has never received any compensation in any form 
or sha 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN FRASER. 


Mr. ROLLINS. There is a bill on the top of the seventh page of 
the Calendar for the relief of John Fraser, which was passed over the 
other day without prejudice. I ask that it may now be considered. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 862) for the relief of John Fraser. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear the report in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read the following feport, submit- 
ted by Mr. RoLLINS February 21, 1882: 

The Committee on Public great dense Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. No. 862) for the relief of John res, ly report: 

That ou December 5, 1878, Mr. James G. Su ing Architect of the 
mt, was suspended from office by the following Department 


+ TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
“Washington, D. C., December 5, 1878. 
“Sie: In view of the indictment pending you in the circuit court of the 
United States, in Chicago, of which you have given me verbal notice, I am directed 
by the President to you from this from the execution of your official 
duties until after the trial. 


“Very respectfully, 
“JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 

“JAMES G. HILL, Esq., Supervising Architect." 

On the same day Mr. John Fraser, who was at that time employed as superin- 
tendent of the construction of Bureau of Engraving and Printing building, was 
directed to assume the duties of the office during the suspension of Mr. Hin. by 
the following letter: 

“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
“Washington, D. C., 5, 

“Sır: You are hereby directed to take charge of the office, pons the 

duties, S Supervising Architect during the suspension of Mr. J. G. from duty. 
Very 


respectfully, 
T “JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 


Nr. JOHN FRASER, 
- of construction of the new buildi: 
Jor the Bureau of Engraving and Printing.” 

On May 22, 1879, Mr. Hill was directed to resume the duties of Supervising 

Architect. by the following letter: 
“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, SECRETARY'S OFFICE, 
“Washington, D. C., May 22. 1879. 

„Sm; Having been acquitted on the indictment found you in the circuit 
court of the United States for the northern district ot ois, you will resume 
your duties as Supervising Architect of this Department, from which office you 
were suspended December 5 last, 

“Tam, very respectfully, 


“Mr. James G. HILL." 


Mr. Hill received his pay in full from December 1, 1878, to May 31, 1879, namely, 
bei nes which period covered the time of his suspensi 


“JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 


ion. 

Fraser was paid as superintendent of constraction, while acting as Super- 
vising Architect, from December 6, 1878, to May 22, 1879, a period of five months 
and sixteen days, $1,344, being at the rate of $8 per diem. 

Your committee are of the opinion that Mr. Fraser is entitled to additional com- 
pensation to the amount of the difference between the appropriated salary of Su- 
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Arekiteet. onl ha pe he received as superintendent of of 

Bureau of Engra Prin baiting Som eee. ray A 

eh Aerel hiia te for the bill, and recommend the passage of the substi- 
as reported. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know how it happens that this 
man comes in here with a bill for $10,000 ? 

Mr. ROLLINS. If the Senator from Missouri will allow the amend- 
ment recommended by the committee to be read 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that, but how does it happen that 
Fraser comes in here and claims in his first bill 810,000 7 

Mr. ROLLINS, I suppose he thought he was entitled to that 
amount. The committee thought he was not. 

Mr. MORRILL, That was presented by his attorney. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That would be more than the salary of the 
Supervising Architect for the whole time. 

„ ROLLINS. Ce 

Mr. COCKRELL, The ator from Massachusetts had a bill 
passed here that made it a penal offense for a man to make a false 
and fraudulent claim; but now a man comes in witha claim for 
$10,000 for iny as Sup Architect of the Treasury Depart- 
ment for about five or six mon more than the Architect himself 
would have got if he had received full y. 

Mr. ROLLINS. A bill wasintrodu n prepared by some 
attorney, for $10,000, It was considered y the committee, and they 
repo) an amendment reducing the allowance to just the differ- 
ence between the amount he did receive, $8 a day, as superintendent 
of the Bureau of Printing and Engraving building and the amount 
he would have been entitled to had he received full compensa- 
tion of Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to make an inquiry, and as the 
Senator from Ohio was then Secretary of the Treasury I presume no 
one is more appropriate to answer the inquiry than he. I ask 
whether it is customary when the head of a burean is necessarily 
absent from the Treasury 8 and some person is detailed to 
take his place, to allow the person so detailed to receive the compen- 
sation to which the head of the bureau himself is entitled ? 

Mr. MORRILL. I think Ioan answer the question. Mr. Hill was 
charged by some parties out in Chi 

Mr. SAULSBU Y. I heard the report, but I want to find out 
what is the custom at the Treasury Department. 

Mr. MORRILL. He was grossly misrepresented, foully slandered ; 
there was not a scintilla of evidence against the man, but he was 
pre STENT until the charges could be investigated, and then rein- 
stated. 

Mr. Fraser is a very tober man, competent as an architect, dis- 
charging his duties most faithfully, as we all know, in the superin- 
tendence of the construction of the Bureau of Engraving and t- 
ing, keeping it within the estimates, He was called on to act as 
Supervising Architect of the Treasury during Mr. Hill’s suspension, 
and he thought himself entitled to the salary of the Architect of the 
Treasury while he rege ion duties as such and out of hours of reg- 
ular service applied to other duties. We only reported that he 
should have rey one place and no more, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. LIconeur very heartily in the indorsement of 
Mr. Hill which has been made by the Senator from Vermont. So 
far as I know Mr. Hill is a worthy gentleman who was wrongfully 
accused, and subjected to the inconvenience of going to Chicago to 
meet an unfounded accusation. That is not the question I pro- 

unded, and which I desired to have an answer to from the late 
5 of the Treasury. My question is whether in the Treasury 
Department, when the head of any bureau is necessarily absent from 
sickness or from any other cause, and some clerk under that chief is 
detailed to take his place oie J his absence, it is customary for that 
clerk to get the compensation of the chief himself? I desire to put 
that question to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The law os sneer to all officers is that when a 

rson is temporarily employed in a higher grade than that to which 
fe ponge, he only gets the pay of that grade to which he belongs, 
That is the express law of Congress. In this particular case I sup- 

an exception is sought to be made by act of Congress—because 
it can only be done by an act of Congress—on the ground that Mr. 
Hill was entirely absent for some months from his duties on account 
of a prosecution against him, and Mr. Fraser performed during that 
time the duties of the higher office. 

Mr. SAULSBURY, It occurs to me that if one man performed the 
duties of the office, he ought to have compensation for it, and that 
somebody else should not be paid for it. I do not believe it is right 
and proper to be paying two salaries to the head of one bureau; and 
if Mr. Hill could not attend to its duties, it was not proper that Mr. 
Hill should have the salary, while it would be proper that the man 
detailed for the duties should be entitled to the pay. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Mr. Fraser was not a clerk in the office of the 
Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department, but he had charge 
at $8 a day of superintending the construction of the new building 
for the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

Mr. VEST. Iam a member of the committee that reported this 
bill, and I did not make any minority report, as it was not a matter 
of any t importance or involving any large sum, but I intended 
to do what I shall do now—state my objections to the principle of 
this legislation. 


I hold in the first place that the Government of the United States 
should noe Tay two salaries for the same work under any state or case. 
It is true that Mr. Hill was unjustly and improperly suspended from 
the fanctions of his office, but his parr 
Mr. SHERMAN. Let me correct the Senator. The law requires 
in such case, and the universal custom always has been when an 
officer is indicted in the United States courts that he is temporarily 
suspended from actual duty, though he still draws his pay. There- 
fore the Department did right undoubtedly. 

Mr. VEST. Iam not reflecting on the Treasury Department. I 
think the Treasury Department did right. I think it was a hard- 
ship upon Mr. Hill, and I am not blaming him, because he was de- 
clared to be an innocent man. In the mean time a subordinate un- 
der the law that applies to all the officers of this Government was 
honored by promotion to the duties of this higher office—— 

Mr, MORRILL. Allow me to to my friend from Missouri 
that Mr. Fraser was not an employ the office, but was employed 
outside to take charge of the construction of the building for the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

Mr. VEST. Still fact remains that he was a subordinate in 
the employment of the Government of the United States. It was 
not pretended and will not be pretended that he was illegally as- 
signed to the duties of this office of n He was 
assigned according to law. I presume the c of the commit- 
tee will not deny that? 

Mr, ROLLINS, Mr, Fraser had an employment, to be sure, but 
he had no appointment under the Government. He was employed 
by the Government for a certain s c duty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
1 not i order unless he is asking a question of the Senator from 

issouri. 

Mr. VEST. I will yield with great pleasure to the chairman of 
my committee, 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then it comes out of the Senator's 
own time, 

Mr. VEST. Very pot 

Mr. ROLLINS. He was an architect here in the city and had to 
neglect his business entirely in order to attend to the business of the 
Government, 

Mr. VEST. As a lawyer would say he was in the same line of em- 
8 with the Su g Architect, He was simply taken 

m the functions of his original employment and assigned to the 
duties of this 5 Architect’s place while he was under in- 
dictment. He harged those duties, and now he comes in and 
receives the very same pay for the same duties that Mr. Hill received. 
In other words the Government is made to pay twice, and his old 
salary is extended at the same time. The whole thing is wrong, in 
my judgment; the principle is wrong; and if we are to be called upon 
in every such instance to make a special exception and pay double 
salaries, then we had better repeal the general law and leave it to 
the Departments. 

Mr. MAXEY. Was Mr. Fraser in the employment of the Govern- 
ment when he was assigned to the duty ? T 

Mr, VEST. He was, and received his regular pay. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This report says that 

On the same day, er, 5, 1878,) Mr. John Fraser, who was at that time 
employed as superin ent of the construction of Bureau of E ving and Print- 
ing building, was directed to assume the duties of the office d the suspension 
of Mr. Hill, by the following letter. 

He served from December 5, 1878, to May 22, 1879, and Mr. Fraser 
during all that time— 

Was paid as tendent of construction, while actin jupervising Archi- 
tect, rlen December 6, 1878, to May 22, 1879, 1 period of Ae 8 
days, $1,344, being at the rate of $8 per diem. 

If you pass this bill you establish a precedent which will justify all 
lieutenants of the Army who may be acting as captains and all cap- 
tains who may be acting as majors, and all majors who may be acting 
as lientenant-colonels, and so on, to claim the pay of the positions 
they may temporarily fill, and they are all only too glad to get the 
honor and the N of filling those higher positions. This 
gentleman no doubt was very much gratified at being honored with 
an assignment tothe duty of head of that bureau, and had no more 
work to do than he was doing before, and received the same pay. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I do not think the Senator from 
Missouri takes the right view of this case. Mr. Fraser was at that 
time engaged in the business of an architect in this city, and he was 
employed by the Government to superintend the erection of the 
building for the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, but that was 
not his only employment at that time. He was emplo ed by many 
private individuals to superintend the construction of their build- 
ings, so that the employment he had in superintending the buildin 
for the Government did not occupy his whole time; it only occupi 
comparatively a small portion of his time, He was able to attend 
to his other business in superintending buildings in process of erec- 
tion by private individuals. While he was thus employed he was 
asked by the Government to take the place of Mr. „who was 
temporarily ded from his position. He did take that place, 
and that afterward occupied his entire time, and he was not able to 

rosecute his business as an architect; not able to do the business 
e was engaged in for private individuals, so that this is not paying 


Mr, Fraser soring to which he is not entitled. If he had not been 
employed by the Government to take Mr, Hill’s 8 he could have 
attended to his business as an architect; he could have attended to 
the business of private individuals, and could at the same time have 
attended to his business as superintendent of the building that the 
Government was erecting. e bill only gives him a small sum, 
about nine hundred dollars more than he otherwise would have ABSENT—30 


Aldri Davis of W. Va., Jones of Nevada, Mitchell, 
Alten. Edmunds, Laman: Pendleton, 
Bayard, Fair, Lapham, Plumb, 


had. 
Mr. SAULSBURY. Does the Senator mean that while he was in the 
employment of the Government at $8 a day to construct a building 


for the Bureau of Engraving and ting, was he then attending to | Brown, i ey, Van Wyck; 
private business while attending to that? Sandes, Grover, Mahone, 8 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I meant to say that very thing. Cameron of Pa., Hale, Miller of Cal. 
Chilcott, Hill of Georgia, Miller of N. Y.. 


Eight dollars a day is a very small 9 for a competent 
architect, It was not intended that that business should occupy his 
entire e. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Committee 
ou Public Buildings and Grounds will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. The amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds is to strike outall after the 
enacting clause of the bill and insert : 

That 5 hereb appropriated, out of an 
„ — „ ee t in full to Joha 
SRE A STI Be Aarne ETBE ATES of the Treasury during 1878 

Mr, JONES, of Florida, Let me ask the Senator from Wisconsin 
a question. While in the Supervising Architect’s office did Mr. 
Fraser receive the pay of ee e 7 

Mr, CAMERON, of Wisconsin. This proposes to give him that 
pay. He did not receive that pay; he received pay as superin- 
tendent of the building that the Government was engaged in erect- 
ing under his bed pkey yas 

. JONES, of Florida, Was he regularly appointed Supervising 
Architect in the absence of Mr, Hill? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. He was directed or designated or 
requested by the Secretary of the Treasury to take that position, 
He did take it, and discharged the duties of that office during the 


3 of Mr. Hill. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. How long was that? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Between five and six months. 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. I saw Mr. Fraser myself in that office. 
Mr. ROLLINS, He was there five months and sixteen days. 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. And I did not know under what author- That the C of Claims shall have j Weft eis Gk. 


ity he acted. While Mr, Hill was still regarded as Supervising collisio am 

1 although suspended for some cause, did Mr. Hill draw his determin tho samo cu, prin iplos of law and ast, with the tight of appeal to 
i er as in o r Cases: 

Pay C ERON, of Wisconsin. He did; and this bill proposes to | gage within five ‘cars shall be fled in said court within ong year from the pas- 

pay Mr. Fraser the difference between what he would be entitled to | alu all act, and all subsequent claims within six years from the time such 


ive as Supervising Architect and the amount he did recelve for The Senate Siegen is not aware of the fact that this bill author- 


So the bill was passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Order of business 526, being the bill 
(S. ap 1618) for the relief of John Fraser, will be indefinitely post- 
poned. 


C. B. BRYAN 4 Co. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the considèrá- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 1384) for the relief of C. B. Bryan & Co., of 


ey e 
Mr. SHERMAN. When this bill was up before I made an objec- 
tion to it, and upon examination find that there are numerous pre- 
cedents against the passage of this bill. It is the established poling 
of this Government, from which it has never yet departed, not to 
allow itself to be sued in local tribunals, but the law provides in cer- 
tain classes of claims that the United States may be sued in the 
Court of Claims—claims founded upon contract. ere could be no 
ust objection, in my mind, to allowing the United States to be sued 

a case of collision in the Court of because, although it is 
not a case founded on contract, yet is a case of tort which might very 
well be tried in such a tribunal. The United States ought to submit 
to the same rules as others owning vessels. 

I find that there are numerous precedents of this kind, and if the 
Senator from Arkansas who reported the bill will change it so as to 
allow this matter to be tried in the Court of Claims, I shall have no 
objection whatever. Indeed, have now an amendment in the nature 
of a general provision on this snbject which I will offer as a substi- 
tute for this bill, unless the Senator will allow this case to be sent 
to the Court of Claims. I get no response, and I move to strike out 
all after the enacting elause and : 


superintending the building the Government was then erecting under izes a case of alleged collision of a vessel of the United States with a 


ferry-boat at Memphis to be tried in the district court of the Uni- 
ted States at that place. That has been denied over and over again, 
but there have been several laws passed, to which I have made refer- 
ence, allowing claims of this kind to be tried before the Court of 
Claims, and several judgments have been rendered pro and con. 
There has been no ifficulty in having the testimony reduced to 
writing and presented to the Court of Claims, and justice has been 
rendered. It is not wise, in my judgment, to allow a case of this 
kind to be tried in a local tribunal by a jury. As a matter ofcourse, 
the United States cannot be sued unless it permits itself to be sued, 
and it has always refused to permit itself to be sued in cases of this 
kind, cases of tort, in local tribunals, and has allowed itself to be 
sued only in the Court of Claims in cases of contract, except in mat- 
ters as to the repayment of customs duties. There are bills now pend- 
ing to transfer the trial of suits in customs cases from local tribu- 
nals to the Court of Claims. 

It seems to me that it would be establishing a dangerous prer 
dent to allow these matters to be tried by local tribunals. If the 
Senator in charge of this bill does not care about voting for a gen- 
eral bill to refer such cases to the Court of Claims and will allow 
this case to be tried by the Court of Claims, I shall have no objec- 
tion to the passage of the bill so amended. 

Mr, LAPHAM. Let me suggest to the Senator from Ohio to strike 
ont the word “ justice” and insert “‘equity,” because the tribunal 
will be a joint tribunal of law and equity. The amendment uses 
the words “law and justice.” 

Mr. SHERMAN, I follow in that particular the exact precedent 
in the other cases. I should be a little afraid of the word “ equity.” 
The rule of equity might be worse than the chancellor's foot, It 
5 75 vary. This is a case of collision, an action founded on a tort. 

r. HAM. The word “ equity” is a speeifie term, much more 


his superintendence. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. It seems to me that he ought to draw on 
Mr. Hill to make up the deficiency. I cannot understand on what 
principle it can be permitted to pay two officers for the same service 
at the same time under our law. If Mr. Hill had not received this 
pay I should be very willing to vote for this gentleman’s increased 
compensation; but to both these men drawing pay for the same 
service at the same time I cannot agree. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Wis- 
consin or the Senator from New Hampshire whether this bill gives 
to this party the full pay of Supervising Architect apie Bree time 
he performed those duties and his $8 per day, the pay of his subor- 
dinate position, or only the difference between the per day and 
the regular sala 

Mr. ROLLINS. Only the difference. That is all. He only gets 
the pay of Supervising Architect altogether. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The amendment was agreed to, i 

The bill was repo to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and read 
the third time. à 
3 mie 2 Lask for the yeas and nays on the passage of 

10 Dill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORRILL. A single word. I desire to have the Senate under- 
stand that this man only gets the pay of Supervising Architect of 
the Treasury, deducting the amount he received as superintendent of 
the erection of the building forthe Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 25, nays 
21, as follows: 


7 Mr. SHERMAN. I have followed the lan f throe or fi 

Anth Ferry, J 5 Saunders, Mr. $ ave followed the language of throe or four 
Blair. y Fre. Kellogg, Sawyer, bills already passed on this subject. I find the case of the schooner 
Call, Harrison, MeMillan, Sewell, Addie in 18 Statutes at ay ona in 19 Statutes, one in 20 Statutes, 
acorn e , hf J SME 2 Vance. and there are incidents of this kind scattered through the statutes 


of the United States. 


ee Mr. GARLAND. There are two reasons why I cannot consent to 


H Ransom. 
Dawes, Ingalls, Rollins, 
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the amendment either as a special provision or a general one, The 
error, I think, that the Senator from Ohio has fallen into is in 

the United States district courts local courts. The truth is, they are 
pe pore! else than ae sonita, in the e of the an ; 
and the very reason for their organization was ve parties a ju- 
risdiction which would be im ial to them as inst the local 
courts in the locality where the defendant might reside. This is the 
first time I have ever heard a United States court called a local court. 
If it be a local court it would be no more local, as far as the jury is 
concerned, than one here in the District of Columbia. 

But there is another reason why I cannot agree to the amendment 
either asa ial or general provision. We have upon the Calendar, 
the fifth bill after this one, order of business No. 311, a bill re rted 
by a unanimous vote of the Judiciary Committee to provide for the 
bringing of suits by citizens of the United States against the Gov- 
ernment thereof in certain cases. That bill will be reached pretty 
soon on the Calendar, and one of its ovens to get rid of the Court 
of Claims entirely and give their jurisdiction to the particular dis- 
trict court that has the 1 aaay 1 ng: , Of the subject- 
matter of complaint. ving in cisio e bill to which I have al- 
luded, I cannot consent to this amendment because we intend by 
that bill, if it carries, to cut away the Court of Claims entirely, and 
by taking the amendment (either as a special or general provision) 
of the Senator from Ohio we give new power and a new lease to that 
court. 

This subject was considered in the Committee on the Judiciary 
fully, and we have this bill for the relief of C. B. Bryan & Co., of 
Memphis, Tennessee, a unanimous report from that committee. I 
grant that the precedents are both ways. Bills have been 

ting the right to go into the Court of Claims, and granting the 
tight to go into the United States district court that would other- 
wise have eee Let the Senate ask itself this question: 
Where would this suit be brought but for this apparent difficulty in 
the way that a man cannot sue the United States without its con- 
sent? It was decided in the cases of the Siren and the Davis, in 
7 and 10 Wallace, that an individual cannot sue the property of the 
United States. The jurisdiction would be in the district court at 
Memphis if this was an individual who was complained against, but 
the complaint is against the conduct of the United States. There- 
fore the pany must get an enabling act of Congress to go into any 
court. e question then is, what is the proper court? e proper 
court is necessarily that which would have jurisdiction but for these 
decisions in the way. 

We do not care to burden the Court of Claims with any more juris- 
diction, for really, from the pressure brought to bear on Congress 
and the pors at large, we are mek a different mode to settle 
complaints against the Government. hope the Senate will not 
ras Sa the amendment offered by the Senator from Ohio, which 
under other circumstances probably I should have no objection to, 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from Arkansas 
whether, if this bill reported by him for & general act, to which he 
has referred as coming before the Senate soon, should pass, these parties 
would have relief under that general act? 

Mr. GARLAND. No, they would not, because this bill fixes a lim- 
itation, if it should be adopted by the 
parties out. 

The PRESIDENT pretempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Ohio. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Unless the amendment is finally agreed to Ishall 
vote against the passage of the bill. I will not call for the yeas and 
ae on the amendment. 

he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. S . In order to say a word in reply to the Senator 
from Arkansas I move to postpone the bill indefinitely. I will ask 
the Senator to show me a precedent where a case of this kind has 
been sent to a local trib 8 

Mr. GARLAND. I cannot name the cases now, but I know there 
are half a dozen. I have examined them. This bill has been here 
twice. 

Mr. SHERMAN. On examining the cases I found no case of this 
kind, except where the matter was referred to the Court of Claims, 
and I adopted the language used in those cases in the amendment 
that I submitted. 

Now I ask Senators whether it is wise for us to allow a controversy 
in a case like this, founded upon alleged tort by our officers, to be 
tried by local juries? Asa matter of course I knew that the district 
courts of the United States in Tennessee extended over the whole 
State, but at the same time the case would have to be tried by a jury 
in that tribunal, and we know the effect of local prejudice in mat- 
ters of this kind as to alleged torts committed by officers of the United 
States. So that is not a fair tribunal for such a case. As between 
8 citizens there is no such thing, but as between the United 

tates and a private citizen there is always a great feeling in the 
8 und 3 among jurors, as against the Uni States, 
not that they dislike the Uni tates, but because it is more easy 
to render a verdict against the United States in questions of money 


nate, that weuld cut these 


than it would be against A or B, as between private individuals. 
Therefore it is that the United States have up to this time always 
declined to allow suits to be brought against them in ordinary courts 
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and have established courts in which they do allow suits to be 
brought. The Court of Claims is admirably constituted in this re- 
apani; The testimony can be easily reduced to writing. All the evi- 
ence in a collision case could be reduced to writing and brought 


before the Court of Claims, and there the matter might be fairly 
decided. But if we set an example now of allowing these cases of 
tort to be tried in local tribunals by local jurors we e the Uni- 
ted States to 1 injustice. The jury must decide the amount of 
joy ae ve as pass upon the facts involved in the case. 

ink it is not wise for us to do it. If the Senator could show a 

line of precedents, it ht be different. Ihaveshown already three 
recedents where bills of this kind have been sent to the Court of 
— a substantial justice has been done in those cases. Ithere- 

re ask for the yeas and nays on the dee of the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY, Why not offer the amendment sgain 7 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Ohio inquires if there are prece- 
dents for this bill. I can only reply to that, that if there are no 
precedents, there ought to be, and the sooner the Senate proceeds to 
make precedents in the ri ht direction the better. One of the simplest 
principles of justice is that it should be administered in that foram 
which is nearest the place where the case arose, where the witnesses 
are, and where jurors can be obtained who will be disposed to do 
justice between all parties. The Judiciary Committee have reported 
a bill for the 3 of allowing all cases against the United States 
to be tried in the circuit court, for the purpose of administering justice, 
and not denying it, because, sir, it goes without saying that if every 
suitor in every portion of this 8 compelled, when he has a 
claim against the Government of the United States, to come here to 
Washington and enter his case before the Court of Claims, with all 
the attendant expense of bringing witnesses and hiring counsel, in 
nine cases out of ten he had better abandon his claim at once and 
make no further effort to recover it. 

The Senator insists that in local juries, as he terms them, there will 
be a prejudice against the United States. Why does not that apply 
equ well here? Here is the place where the United States has its 
seat of government, and if you are to select jurors from these, nobody 
here 

Mr. SHERMAN. No iy, ; 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator 5 is no jury here; but if we 
authorized juries here they must be selected from persons who are 
more open to influences pro and con resulting from the Government 
than elsewhere; and I venture to say that, in my opinion, no case 
ought to be tried in the District of Columbia in which the Govern- 
ment is a 1 either for or t. 

1 hope t in the interest of justice, of its speedy and economical 
administration, and of extending to the humblest suitor the same rights 
that the Government would possess here, this bill will pass without 
amendment. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

41 3 I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of 
the bi A 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being taken, resulted—yeas 

29, nays 11; as follows: 


YEAS—29, 

ae Fair, ee of Florida, Taos 
yard, Ferry, ham, es 
Beck, Garland, Neill. V. 663, 
Call, Hampton, Maxey, Walker, 
— of Wis. Topas, Pugh, Wi 
00 
ke, Jackson, Saulsbury, 

Davis of Illinois, Jonas, É 

NAYS—11, 

. Frye, Mitchell 
Anthony, Hawley. Morrill, Sherman. 
Conger, Hoar, Platt, 
ABSENT—36. - 

Blair, Farley, Johnston, Miller of N. Y., 
Bro George, Jones of N ovada, M 
Butler, Gorman, Kellogg, P ton, 
Camden, Groome, Lamar, Plumb, 
Cameron of Pa., Grover, 1 Sawyer, 
Chilcott, Hale, t Sewell, 
Davis of West Va., Harrison, McPherson, Slater, 
Dawes, Hill of Colorado, Mahone, Van Wyck, 
Edmunds, Hill of Georgia, Miller of Cal., Windom. 


So the bill was passed. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CALL. Senate bill No. 203 was passed over without prejudice 
some days ago. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be called if the Senator 
desires it taken up. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before that is proceeded with, I ask to be excused 
from service upon the conference committee with reference to the 
Indian appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem 

nest of the Senator from Iowa. 
e request was granted. 

Mr. BECK. I make the same request for myself. 

The request was granted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair poomi the Senator 
from Kansas and the Senator from North Carolina. 


The question is on granting the 


1882. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the 
proposition which I understand has just been made—— 


The PRESIDENT tempore. It is perhaps not proper for the 
Chair to suspend the sonaidarakion of the Calendar. e Chair will 
not fill the vacancies on the committee until to-morrow, and the 
Senator from Massachusetts can make his point then. 

Mr. HOAR. I supposed it would be more convenient to the Sen- 
ate to attend to the matter now. Of conrse it is an invasion of the 


regular order, as the resignation was and the appointment was. 
e PRESIDENT pro tem These gentlemen resigned while the 
Secretary was getting a bill that was called for. e Chair will 


not make the appointments till, and the Senator from Massachusetts 
can make his point, to-morrow during the morning hour, The Chair 
will hear him then or will hear him now if it is the pleasure of the 
Senate. 

Several SENATORS. Go on with the Calendar. 


SMITH E. G. RAWSON, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 203) for the relief of the widow and children of Smith 
E. G. Rawson. It proposes to authorize the Commissioner of Patents 
to hear and determine the application of Frances A. Rawson, widow 
of Smith E. G. Rawson, for an extension of letters patent for an im- 

rovement in testicle-supporters ted to him the 4th of Annuit 
1803 No. 39452; and if upon such hearing the Commissioner be 
satisfied that Rawson, without fault or neglect on his part, has failed 
toobtain from the use orsale of his invention ordiscovery a reasonable 
remuneration for the time, ingenuity, and expense bestowed upon 
it and its introduction into use, and that it is just and proper that 
the term of the patent should be extended, the Commissioner shall 
make a certificate upon the patent renewing and extending the same 
to Frances A. Rawson, widow of Smith E. G. Rawson, in trust for 
herself and her children, for the further term of ten years from the 
date of the issuance of such certificate, which certificate shall be 
recorded in the Patent Office. 

Mr. CALL. Iwill simply say that this bill was passed by the Sen- 
ate at the lastsession. It has been reported by the committee of the 
Senate and by the Committee of the House in the two last Congresses, 
and I sup there can be no objection to it on the part of any one. 

Mr. IN ALLS. I call for the 8 of the report. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk the following report, sub- 
mitted by Mr. CALL February 9, 1882: 


The Committee on Patents, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 203) for the 
relief of the widow and children of Smith E. G. Rawson, have had the same under 
consideration, and submit the following report: 

A bill of similar import was presented to the Forty-sixth Congress, second ses- 
sion, and was favorably reported with amendments by the committees of both 
Houses, but was not reached for final action. The bill under consideration is 
identical with the amended bill 3 by Mr. Kernan from the Senate Com- 
mittee on Patents, with the exception that the pemi bill extends the term of 
the 3 years instead of seven years, which was the time granted in the 
amen 4 

Your committee would recommend that the present bill be made to conform 
with the amended bill reported by your committee to the last Con by striking 
out the word “ten” in the nineteenth line, and in A Pror thereof the 
word seven“ and, as so amended, recommend its 

The report refi to above was as follows: 

The Committee on Patents, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1082) for the 
relief of Smith E. G. Rawson, have had the same under consideration, and made 


sundry amendments thereto, and report the same, as amended, favorably, and sub- 
mit the following rt: 

“The report of the House Committee on Patents correctly states the facts of 
the case. That re is as follows: 

H. R. Report No. 537, Forty-sixth Con; second “eae 
The Committee on Patents, to whom was referred H. R. No. , submit 
the following report: 

In this case the committee has decided to report a substitute, and recommend 
favorable action on the bill because they find exceptional circumstances connected 
with it, and believe that no precedent can thereby be established to make a general 
rule for the extension of patents. 

The subject-matter of this patent is e in itself. It is a surgical 5 

Hanes of a delicate and private nature, and its beneficial effects have been in the 
Jireotion of relieving the suffering and 1 the weak. 

Ot its value as an invention there can be no doubt. This is fully established 
by the testimony submitted to your committee of such eminent surgeo D. 
tors Van Buren, Belcher, and sly, of New York City; Hall, AN Bulk- 
ley, of Washington, and Bliss and Connor, surgeons in the Uni servi 

The evidence shows that the patent was originally ted on August 4, 1863, 
for the period of seventeen years; that for the first eight ears there were vir- 
tually no returns, notwithstanding the inventor and his y worked faithfully, 
laboriously, and constantly to introduce the invention, investing all his own means, 
the separate estate of his wife, and borrowing funds from friends and relatives in 
the enterprise. But the article wasof a character that confined it toa necessarily 
restricted market and closed toit the ordinary channels to publicity, by advertise- 
ment and exhibition. 

As soon as these indefatigable efforts had produced results by establishing a 
business in 1871. the hostility of infrin was manifested, followed by a long 
a ene, and expenses to the inventor of about three thousand five hun- 

dollars. 
„About this period, also, the 8 exertions of years and the anxieties 
of the business and litigation preyed upon the health of Mr. Rawson, and he was 
revented by illness for a considerable time from pa such care and attention 
o the promotion of his business as would erep tto the fullextent. Neverthe- 
less he worked to the utmost of his strength, and with the assistance of his famil: 
nae the manufacture of the patented article. Mr. Rawson died on July 9, 

iv. 

It is farther to be noticed that Mr. Rawson gave his whole time and effort to 
the introduction of his invention. He did not speculate by disposing of licenses, 
but himself manufactured ; he did not sell his invention, but struggled himself to 
make it a success. His accounts, verified by affidavit, show that foe the entire life 
of the patent, the profits realized both from the patent and the business of manu- 
facturing, representing the aggregated labors of himself, wife, and children, amount 
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to $19,177.12. But the long illness, with the consequent heavy expenses, have left 


the inventor's famil. 


without many! or Let. pb Q 

The widow of Mr. Rawson is the fps mer for the extension of the patent 
proposed by this bill. She is entitled to considera 3 her pi 
vate estate in the enterprise at its inception, and fait ly assisted her 
husband by her manual „ her . vice during all the long 
— of his struggles. Believing, therefore, that the exceptional character of 

vention, its — to the public, and ces of 

y 


of Congress, the committee 
“Wh mittee d the o of the amended bill here- 
with» ere oe your com recommen passag 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Patents, with amend- 
ments. 
The first amendment was, in line 19, before the word “ years,” to 
strike out ten“ and insert “seven,” so as to read: 
Greece r ere en tue date of the issuance of such cer - 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add to the bill: 

That no shall be held liable for the t between 
Vertis nsa He of the patent and its extension. ae h 

The amendment was a to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

A. A, THOMAS. 

The bill (S. No. 475) for the relief of A. A. Thomas was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. INGALLS. That bill was reported by my colleague, who is 
absent temporarily from the Chamber. It had better go over with- 
out 5 until he returns. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be the order. 


BANKRUPTCY SYSTEM. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1382) to estab- 
lish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United States. 

Mr. INGALLS. I presume that the 8 of the of that 
bill under the Anthony rule is somewhat problematic, and I there- 
fore suggest that it go over, and give notice that at the earliest pos- 
sible day I shall ask the Senate to consider it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


INTEROCEANIC SHIP-RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 430) to incor- 
porate the Interoceanic Ship-Railway Company, and for other pur- 


poses, 

Mr. VEST. That is a bill which can hardly be considered under 

the five-minute rule, and I ask that it be oyer without prej- 

udice, giving notice that at the termination of the consideration of 

the pending order, which I suppose will be about Wednesday next, 
I shall ask the Senate to consider the bill. 
MARY r. ABEEL. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 248) for the relief 
of Mary P. Abeel. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This is reported adversely by the 
Committee on Pensions. Shall it be indefinitely postponed 

Mr. PLATT. I think the Senator from New Hampshire desires to 
be heard upon it at some time. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let it be passed over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be the order. 


SUITS AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 779) to provide 
for the bringing of suits by citizens of the United States against the 
Government thereof in certain cases, 

Mr. G That is a very imp rtant bill, which can hardly 
be considered under the five-minute rule. I ask that it go over with- 
out prejudice, and I hope the Senate will agree to consider it very 
soon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

UNLAWFUL CERTIFICATION OF BANK CHECKS. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 976) to punish 
the unlawful certification of checks by officers of national banks. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have that go over without preju- 
dice, if the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] is willing. 

Mr. BECK. I have no objection to that. I believe I shall ask to 
call it up in the morning, before the Anthony rule takes effect. I 
shall make the motion to-morrow morning after the morning busi- 
ness, if the Senator is ready. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be among the first cases to- 
oe morning, and the Senator can call it up under the Anthony 

0. 

Mr. BECK. There are some important cases ahead of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There may be none other called. 
It remains under the Anthony rule, and when passed without preju- 
dice can be called the next morning. y 

Mr. BECK. Very well. 


2940 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 17, 


CHARLOTTE T. ALDERMAN, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 656) granting a 
pension to Charlotte T. Alderman. 
Mr. PLATT. Let that be passed over without prejudice. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be the order. 
‘ J. L. WHITAKER. 


The bill (S. No. 1150) for the relief of J. L. Whitaker was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It is a direction to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to issue and draw a duplicate check on the as- 
sistant treasurer of the United States at Saint Louis, Missouri, pay- 
able to the order of J. L. Whitaker, of Leavenworth, Kansas, for 
$1,907.51, in lieu of an original check numbered issued and 
drawn by George H. Weeks, major and quartermaster, and disburs- 
ing officer of the United States y at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, 
in fayor of Whitaker, on July 27, 1881, for the same amount, which 
check was lost or destroyed in transit between Leavenworth, Kan- 
sas, and Saint Louis, Missouri; the duplicate to be issued under such 
restrictions and regulations for the protection of the interests of the 
3 States as are now required under section 3646 of the Revised 

tatutes. ` 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Finance with an 
amendment, in line 4, after the word ‘‘to,” to strike out ‘issue and 
draw” and insert ‘ cause to be issued and drawn.” 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

CROW INDIAN RESERVATION. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1045) to accept 
and ratify an ent with the Crow Indians for the sale of a 

rtion of their reservation in the Territory of Montana required 
Por the use of the Northern Pacific Railroad, and to make the neces- 
a Seg SA riation for g out the same. 

. INGALLS. That bill can hardly be read between now and 
two o'clock. I suggest that it retain its place on the Calendar until 
to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The next bill will be called, if there 
be no objection. 

LICENSE OF COASTING VESSELS, 


The bill (S. No. 1234) to regulate the licenses of vessels engaged 
in the coasting trade and fisheries was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

. The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word ‘‘the,” to strike out the word 
“word” and insert ‘‘ words or;” so as to make the bill read: 

That section 4321, title 50, of the Revised Statutes of the United States be 
amended by substituting, in the form of a license therein mentioned, for the words 
“ whale fishery,” * erel fishery,” and “cod fishery,” wherever they occur, 
the words or fisheries.” f 

The amendment was a to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The word “and” in the sixth line should be 
changed to “ or,” and the quotation marks should include it. It isa 
quotation from the statute, 

Mr. McMILLAN. This bill has been submitted to the Department 
and was considered by them, and there is a communication on the 


subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
suggests that the word “or” should be substituted for “ and“ in 
line 6. The question is on that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

EDWARD BELLOWS. 


The bill (S. No. 358) for the relief of Edward Bellows was an- 
nounced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. McMILLAN. There seems to be a minority report, and the 
bill would probably lead to discussion and consume more time than 
now remains of the morning hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next case will be called if 
there be no objection, and this bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 

Mr. ROLLINS. The minority report is not adverse to the bill, 
but in favor of it. 

Mr. McMILLAN, The bill was reported by the Senator from North 
Carolina, [Mr. VANCE. ] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill can be called to-morrow. 
It will be passed over without prejudice. 

EDWARD FENLON. 

The bill (8. No. 474) for the relief of Edward Fenlon was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the chief quarter- 
master of the Department of the Missouri to settle with and issue 
vouchers to Edward Fenlon, contractor for the tion of 
military supplies from Alamosa to Fort Louis, according to the terms 


of the contract entered into between the chief quartermaster of the 
Department of the Missouri and Edward Fenlon, on the basis of the 


actual distance over which said supplies were transported, the dis- 
tance to be ascertained and deter mined by the chief quartermaster 
of the Department of the Missouri. 

Mr. ALLISON and Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read the following report, submit- 
ted by Mr. Teller March 8: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 474) for the re- 
Boss SAR Panis have had the same under consideration, and make the 
1. Edward Fenlon entered into a contract with the SS ei 


Lieutenant-Colonel R. Saxton, di uartermaster- general, 
certain supplies ee from Alamosa, Colorado, 
was mentioned in the contract at eight; 


Th ‘ht miles, it then being 
eee eee id GLEA Wan Ooy cting, by che: Boa aan anr 
Springs, would be completed im time for the freight to pass over the same. The 

and the contractor was compelled to — — 


les. 

The contractor was 1 the freight eight miles. He now 
asks to be for the differases ween eighty eight and one hundred and forty 
miles. be done without the The late Secre- 
of War, Mr. Ramsey, ed the 


jority of Morn Prem 
2 
oF ttee therefore the passage of the bill without amend- 
ment 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment in line 6, to strike out“ Louis” and insert Lewis ;” so 
as to read “ Fort Lewis.” 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

OMAHA INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The bill (S. No. 1255) to provide for the sale of a part of the reser- 
vation of the Omaha tribe of Indians in the State of Nebraska, and 
for other 77 7 Was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. INGALLS. That cannot be read in the time remaining. The 
bill had better retain its place on the Calendar, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

KICKAPOO INDIAN LANDS. 

The bill (S. No. 469) to provide for the sale of certain Kickapoo 
Indian lands was announced by its title. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is also a bill of some length. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

Mr. INGALLS. It will retain its place? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. All bills retain their place on the 
Calendar, unless objection is made. 


ORDNANCE STOREKEEPER. 


The bill (H. R. No. 721) to authorize the appointment of V. McNally 
as an ordnance storekeeper in the Army was announced as next in 
order on the Calendar. 

Mr. ALLISON. That may go over. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Thereisa committee amendment to the bill which 
I think will obviate any objection that may be had. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will hear the amendment read. 

The ACTING Secretary. In lines 4 and 5 the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs report to strike out “V. McNally, the present chief clerk 
of the Ordnance Department,” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted. £c., That the President is hereby authorized to nominate and, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, appoint an ordnance store in 
the Ordnance Department of the Army; and all ws inconsistent herewith aro 


hereby suspended for the purposes of act onl Se That prior to his 
2 r exsonination ba S beard of ord- 


appointment 
nance officers. 
Mr. ALLISON. [still object, Mr. President. 
j 1 5 pro tempore. Is the bill to go over without pre- 
udice 
Mr. HAWLEY. It is two o’clock. 
Mr. ALLISON. The bill may go over for the day withont preju- 


dice. I will look into it with the Senator from Connecticut. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of two o’clock has arrived, 
and the Chair will lay before the Senate the unfinished business. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. PRU- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 14th instant, approved the act (S. No. 308) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri River at the most accessible 
point within five miles above Saint Charles, Missouri. 

The message also announced that the President had on the 15th 
instant approved and signed the act (S. No. 1361) to provide addi- 
tional accommodations for the Department of the Interior. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following pills 
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and joint resolution, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1399) for the relief of Henry Mullen ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1698) for the relief of the heirs of Peter Galla- 


her; 
$ A bill (H. R. No. 2013) referring to the Court of Claims the claim 
of Gallus Kirchner; 
A bill (H. R. No. 5812) to establish post-routes; and 


A joint resolution ( 
Court of Claims. ` í 

The message also announced that the House insisted on its dis- 
a ment to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 
3548) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office De- 
partment for the fiscal year ois 2 June 30, 1883, and for other pur- 
poses, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the disa 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. L B. 
CASWELL of Wisconsin, Mr. J. G. CANNON of Illinois, and Mr. E. JOHN 
ELLIS of Louisiana, managers at the conference on the part of the 
House, 


R. No. 190) to refer certain claims to the 


MISSISSIPPI AND MISSOURI RIVERS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (8. No. 1572) for the improvement of the nayigation of the 
Mississippi and Missouri Rivers. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Let the bill be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of War, with the advice and under the direo- 
tion of the Mississippi River com on, be, and hereby is, authorized and directed 
to expend the sum of $6,000,000, five millions thereof upon the Mississippi River and 
one million thereof upon the Missouri River, in deepening the channels and im- 

roving the na on of the said rivers in accordance with plans recommended 
Ey said commission; and the sum of $6,000,000 is hereby appropriated, out of an 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purposes aforesaid, an 
so much thereof as the Secretary of Nalgene determine to be necessary is hereby 
made immediately available: Provided, That no part of the said sum herein appro- 
riated shall be used in the construction or repair of levees for the purpose of pre- 
venting injury to lands by overflow, or for any other purpose whatever except as 
0 


a means of deepening the channels or improving the na tion of the said rivers, 
The Secretary of War shall ibe such rules and as may be neces- 
sary to securea judicious and econ expenditure of said sum, and cause 


to be made and submi to Congress annual W ge givin, 
of the work done, the expenditures made, and the effect of such work, together 
with snch recommendations and estimates as may be necessary to present the whole 
subject fully to Congress. 


ih JONAS. I wish to offer an amendment, which I ask may be 


read. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Is it the amendment submitted by my collezgue 
the other day? 

Mr. J ON AB. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read for 
information. 

The ACTING SECRETARY, It is proposed to strike out the proviso 
from line 14 to the words“ the Secretary,” in line 19, and insert in 
lieu thereof the following: 

And be aj 
the Suigmest oft 
chann 


levees for the p 
as a means of deepening 
Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President, the committee in reporting this 
bill have endeavored to avoid all conflicting opinions and theories 
as to the power of the General Government to make appropriations 
for the protection of the alluvial lands of the Mississippi V. ey from 
overflow. Atthe same time the committee have acted with reference 
to providing the requisite means forthe improvement of the navigation 
of the . iver, believing that the pan of improyement rec- 
ommended to be made by the commission will result eventually in pre- 
venting those recurring overflows which have recently been so disas- 
trous to the people of that valley, 2 death and devastation 
before its resistless currents. Very few have an adequate conception 
of the great calamity from which the people of those States most di- 
rectly affected by the present flood are suffering. An area of coun- 


try, for the most part highly cultivated, inhabited by tens of thou- 
sands of farmers and planters, containing scores of villages and cities, 
embracing a territory nearly a thousand miles long and from thirty to 


fifty miles wide, is now or has been until recently, practically covered 
with water. Those acquainted with the locality will perhaps better 
appreciate the magnitude of this flood when they reflect that one 
standing upon the Oppa deck of a steamboat at several points on 
the lower issippi, and looking to the west, can see only a wide 
expanse of water as far as the eye can reach, save here and there 
floating débris of houses, barns, and cotton-gins, or perhaps a boat 
or hastily improvised raft containing the planter oe ARDORE and all 
that he has left of his worldly possessions, e be picked up 
by sonn passing boat or pushing for the higher lands in the distance 
‘or safety. 

No power outside of the General Government can protect this wide 
expanse of country from overflow and make capital and labor secure 
while they occupy and cultivate it. Millions have been expended by 
the States in this great valley in fruitless endeayors to restrain these 
constantly recurring floods. Sar e e and States have labored 
to this end in vain, and now all acknowledge that some effective plan 
must be devised and carried out by the strong arm of the National 
Government. 


The plan understood to have been determined upon by the Missis- 
sippi River commission as the most feasible is to close the gaps in 
the present embankments of the river, confining the stream within 
narrower limits, straightening the river when necessary, increasing 
the current in such manner as to deepen the channel, upon the same 
principle that the channel at South Pass was deepened by aid of the 


jetties. 


The underlying principle of the jetties is one of concentration as 
against what is called the outlet theory, which is one of diffusion. 
The concentration theory is that which is understood to have been 
adopted by the Mississippi River commission. This plan of improve- 
ment, I believe all agree, will ultimately dispense with the necessity 
of any system of levees as such. This is not a new theory by any 
means. In the earliest report ever made, that of Generals Barnard 
and Totten, on December 22, 1822, I find what I now read: 

The only means which ap practicable to us is the construction of dikes. 
They operate by diminishing the currentabove them, thus economizing the rae 
of water, at the same time constraining the current to rush with greater vi ity 
through the narrow spaces to be deepened. 

George W. R. Bayley, a distinguished engineer, says: 

The action of water in slowly wearing channels thousands of feet een Spr 
even the hardest primitive and volcanic rocks—as, for instance, through the im- 
mense cafions of Colorado—is too well known to be quesi . Itis also so well 
known as to make dénial useless that the action of the powerful pi cur- 
rent upon the hard blue clay (whether alluvial or tértiary is not essen which 
forms its bed, though comparatively slow as respects its action upon other strata, 
is sufficiently rapid to allow for and keep with the increase required for the 
gradual extensions of the levee system and the closure of the outlets. 

* * * * „ * 


-> 
All experience and observation show that where the Mississippi River current 


is checked from any cause and at any stage, but more especially when the river is 
falling, then a on of the earthy matter held in suspension „ and the 
more heavily the water is the greater the deposit. 

* * * * * * 


* 
The same laws govern in all sedimen rivers, whether small or great. The 

first effect of an outlet is to lower the flood-line of ariver, because time is 

for readjustment of the river's regimen; but the ultimate effect will be the re- 

verse, because the law is that the less the quantity of water flowing the greater is 

the slope required for its discharge ata given velocity. 


General J. G. Barnard, in a paper published in July, 1850, says : 


en! on, 
the elevation of its bed, its veloci 
1 t i Now, it i welk esta bed 5 l 8 
n permanen csr resse ow, itisa e - 
ics that the less the volume of water the greater the -7 — in order 
maintain a given velocity. 


This principle was adopted in improving the Rhine, and, as con- 
tributing interesting and valuable information, I ask the Secre 
to read an extract from a discourse on the improvement of the Rhine 
by the royal inspector of public buildings before and after the regula- 
tion of its course from the French Bavarian frontier to Germersheim. 
This report was made September 11, 1869. 

I ask the Secretary to read the report of this distinguished engi- 
neer, in commenting upon the work of the Rhine commission, a body 
similar to our Mi ppi River commission. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

If one observes a river for a long time the following phenomena may present 


themselves : 

First. Falling and rising of the river, to be observed two or three times a da 
on the water-marks at t stations, and the laws to be derived from su 
observations during a certain number of N 

Second. The different breadth and depth at different stations. 

seg a aa fall and its gradual decrease from the mountains where the river 
rises to the sea. 

Fourth. The velocity of the water resulting therefrom, not only in the so-called 
valley road, but also on the [oe pee eee and the law of the distribu- 

erosscu 


tion of this velocity over the w 
Fifth. The amount and kind of it, and the law of the movement of the 
the river carries on its bed.) 


parta carried by the river during inund 
its on both sides of its banks. 
enth. The temperature of the water at different seasons and in proportion to 
the temperature of the air. 
Eighth. The formation of ice obstructions and their bad results, the more so if, 
at the same time, inund: s set in. 
To deduce from these observations the rules for the correction of river courses 


is the province of the hydralogist. 
from a former lake basin. River valleys 


Almost every river takes its o 
bordered but for certain distances; all at once the 


rough the mountains. All these brea! h correspond with as man 
flowings off from former lake basins. The sense with the Rhine; and quite pean! 
lar circumstances have lately been 


pond gyi out on the Mississippi b; 
can engineer ofticers, Humphreys Abbot. In close connection wi 
of ‘the former Rhine basin 


(See 12 table 1.) 


tirely the. thie Feria conch toa i his high bank or diluvial terrace sho 
over the w. or ws 
quite peculiar contours, which at the first glance greatly surprise the hydrologist 
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ppa on rivers left to themselves to this 
day in carrying rubble. The contour of diluvial terrace forms a repeated 
0 


and which remind him of events which hap 


crossin curves, showing at some places quite distinctly, and which 
cannot be accidental, but which, on account of their constant repetition, are to be 
attributed to a constantly acting cause. (See map, table 51 

The immense masses of gravel on the bottom of the Rhine basin between the 
now existing diluvial terraces must be looked at as the principal cause of trans- 
forming the rest of the lake intoa <a and gravel-carrying river. In ob- 
serving the further law of the movement of water in rivers gravel, viz: 
that in one and the same crosscut the greater velocity corresponds with the greater 
= and vice versa, it becomes evident that when a mountain projecting from the 
right bank obstructed the river, causing it to turn to the left, the si was given 
to the serpentine formation in the old lake basin; and that, farther, where the water 
masses were collected together, thereby producing a greater depth, also was caused 
a greater velocity on the bottom of the river, or, in other words, the formation of a 
serpentine river channel. The lowlands owe their fertility to the inundations of 
the Rhine before its regulation. The mean annual flowing-through quantity of the 
Rhine at Germersheim is about 37,162,000 cubic meters, or about one-fifteenth of 
that of the Mississippi. 

From 1817 to 1 six contractions were executed between the French frontier 
and Germersheim. 757 resulted in ashortening of two and five-eighths hours of 
the river course, and in 1828 an 838 of the water surface 
was observed to the amount of five feet. The normal b: th between both the 
banks was fixed at two hundred and forty meters. In 1868 eighteen contractions 
in all were accomplished. The — ee results of these works were the following: 
the river has been canalized, y in straight lines, partly in soft windings, be- 
tween parallel and stone-paved banks two hundred and forty meters from each 
other. The former length of thirty-one hours from Lauterbourg to Worms was 
reduced to eighteen, or shortened thirteen, this being a great pte for navigation. 
The form of the water surface having formerly been echelon, like in the serpentine 
river, and alternately greater or less, so that the vessels to be drawn up the river 
wanted sometimes one and sometimes five horses, is now quite uniform, ing 
from four-tenths ee eee MEDY Heer permillimeterat Worms. 
This requires but one and the same drawing force for the whole way. The fall of 
the water-surface of the Rhine amounts to two and twenty-five hun: ths meters, 
and all the spots osed to inundations before 1817 continue now to remain dry. 
Ninety-two hundred and twenty-five acres of land were thus gained and adapted 
culture. Finally, the profitableness of the correction of the Rhine consists in the 
quicker carrying off of the high water, and the rarer happening of ice obstructions 
on account of the straight course, and also it ted navigation, and conse- 
quently contributed to the prosperity of the inhabitants. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President, between 1850 and 1860 the embank- 
ments of the Mississippi River were higher and in a more perfect state 
of improvement than at any other time in the history of the country. 
These embankments had restricted the stream, increased the velocity, 
deepened the channel, and secured a better degree of navigation than 
had before or has since existed. Congress, in 1849, ceded large tracts 
of swamp lands to the States more directly liable to the effects of the 
overflow of the Mississippi, and the aid afforded them, and the large 
force of slave labor at their command, enabled them to maintain this 
system of embankments. Theseembankments or levees cost the States 
immediately interestéd, it is estimated, nearly $40,000,000. The war, 
no less disastrous than the floods, swept away a large proportion of 
these embankments, and the people of those States, prostrated finan- 
cially by the war, and unable longer to rely uponthe systematic and 
disciplined labor which had been at their command before, have been 
in a great measure powerless, and have since been totally unable to 
maintain an efficient system of embankments, so that at every recur- 
ring flood like that of 1874 greater and greater inroads were made, 
until now this great river has broken all restraints and is devastating 
the entire lower valley of the Mississippi. 

Although the question of the improvement of the Mississippi River 
had been agitated in Con for many years, aud several elaborate 
reports challenged the attention of Congress and the country, 
such as the reports of Abbot and Humphreys, it was not until after 
the close of the war, and indeed until 1870, that either House of Con- 

took any distinctive steps toward considering any well-digested 
3 improving the Mississippi or protecting the alluvial lands 
m overflow. 

On June 3, 1870, the Senate adopted a resolution offered by me for 
the appointment of a committee of five to consider the subject of 
‘redeeming the alluvial lands of the Mississippi River from overflow 
by a complete system of levees.” Messrs. Trumbull, Schurz, Spencer, 
BAYARD, and myself constituted the committee, and the Senate di 
me the honor to designate me chairman of that committee. 

A similar committee was authorized by the House March 10, 1871, 
Mr. Morey, of Louisiana, being the chairman. December 7, 1880, the 
title of the Senate committee was changed to that of the Committee for 
the Improvement of the Mississippi River and its Tributaries, Several 
reports were made from these committees in both the Senate and House; 
but the subject was never rect | acted upon until after the great 
flood of 1874, when Con p: an act approved June 22, 1874. 
being ‘‘an act to provide for the appointment of a commission of 
engineers to investigate and report a pamacan lan for the rec- 
lamation of the alluvial basin of the Mississippi River subject to 
inundation.” This commission, composed of eminent gentlemen, 
made an elaborate report to Congress. 

Considerable diversity of opinion existed in Congress as to whether 
it was n to depend upon what is known as the levee or em- 
bankment system in order to secure a better navigation of the river, 
or whether it could be done without a continuous line of levees. 

i y, Con in June, 1879, passed an act authorizing the ap- 
pointment of a commission known as the Mississippi River com- 
mission,” composed of seven gentlemen, three of whom represented 
the Engineer Corps of the Army, one the Coast Survey, and three from 
civil life, two of them to be civil engineers, and remitted the whole 
question of the adoption of a plan for the permanent improvement 
of the Mississippi River to them. 


Now, in order to show how far Congress is committed upon this 
question, and the power committed by the terms of the act of 1879 to 
a commission to be appointed in conformity with the provisions of the 
act, I desire to read two or three extracts from the act itself: 


That a commission is hereby created, to be called the Mississippi River com- 
mission,” to consist of seven members. 

Sec. 2. The President of the United States shall, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, appoint seven commissioners, three of whom shall be selected 
from the Engineer Co of the Army, one from the Coast and Geodetic Survey, 
and three from civil life, two of whom shall be civil engineers. 

- * * * * * 


Sec. 3. It shall be the duty of said commission to direct and complete such 
surveys of said river, between the head of the passes near its mouth to its head- 
waters as may now be in progress, and to make such additional surveys, examina- 
tions and investigations, topographical, hydrographical, and hydrome «vical, of said 
river and its tributaries, as may be deemed necessary by said m to carry 
out the objects of this act. 

+ > > * 


Seo. 4.— 


I call the attention of the Senate especially to this provision; and 
I may say in passing that in conversation with Senators and other 
distinguished individuals outside of Congress it has been a matter 
of surprise to me that so little is known in regard to the great work 
committed by this act to the hands of the commissioners— 


Src. 4. It shall be the duty of said comm‘ssion to take into consideration and 
mature such plan or plans and estimates as will correct, permanently locate, and 
deepen the c! and protect the banks of the Mississippi River; Loewe and 
give safety and ease to the na tion thereof; prevent destructive floods; pro- 
mote and facilitate commerce, e, and aa poen service; and when so prepared 
and matured, to submit to the Secretary of War a full and detailed report of their 
eee and actions, and of such plans, with estimates of the cost thereof, for 

© purposes aforesaid, to be by him transmitted to Congress: Provided, That the 
commission shall report in upon the practicability, feasibility, and probable 
cost of the various plans known as the jetty system, the levee system, and the 
outlet system, as well as upon such others as they deem necessary. 


That we may see how the commission itself regarded this law, and 
their view of the duties devolving upon them, I will ask the Secre- 
tary to read from the second page of the report of the commission, 
dated Feb 17, 1880. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


Wasnixetox, D. C., February 17, 1880. 

Sin: The 2 River commission, constituted under an act of Congress 
approved June 28, 1879, respectfully submit the following partial report: 

he work assigned to the commission was— 

First. To direct and complete such surveys of the Mississippi River between 
the head of the passes, near its mouth and headwaters, as were then in prog- 
ress, and to make such additionul surveys and examinations of said river and i 
tributaries as might by it be deemed necessary. 

nd. To take into consideration and mature such plan or plans as will cor- 
ee locate, and deepen the channel, and protect the banks of the 
pi River; improve and give safety and ease to the navigation thereof; 
prevent destructive floods and promote and facilitate commerce and the postal 
service; and with such plans to prepare and submit estimates of the cost of exe- 


euting the work. 

Third. To report 8 a the practicability, feasibility, and probable 
5 the plans known as the jetty system, the levee system, and the outlet 
system. 
wey section 5 of the act authority was given tothe commission, prior to the com- 
pletion of all the surveys and examinations, to pre and submit plans and esti- 
mates of cost for such immediate works as in the judgment of the commission 
may constitute a part of the general system of works contemplated. 

The co ion met for or, on in the city of Washington on the 19th day 
of August, allthe members being present, and immediately upon its organization 
en 1 ration em a. — 3 “in eaten 3 a 

mal surveys, examinations, and in ves ions, topo; rograph- 
ical, and hydrometrical,” as seemed necessary to carry bat the objects of the act 
of Congress establishing the commission. 


Mr. KELLOGG. Sir, I feelit my duty to lay before the Senate as 
much of this report as possible, and I have taken some pains to make 
the extracts as brief as possible, and give the Senate as comprehensive 
information as possible of the recommendation of the commission. 
I will ask the retary to read pages 6 and 7 as I have marked 
them, to show the manner in which the commission treats the differ- 
ent systems of improvement considered by them. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

The Mississippi River, aside from its great length and other elements of won- 
derful and impressive magnitude, and the ene with which it maintains its tor- 
tuous and everchanging route to the nea, ranging over a broad alluvial region of 
its own creation, does not to be by any maliar 
to itself, or by any yey eatures not found in or less d other 
turbid streams flowing 8 alluvial deposits. Its waters within the limits of 
the alluvial district con pres he altho very variable, goes of 
sedimen matter. This ler silt, derived from tributary streams, from 
caving s, and from its own bed by erosion and scour, is borne along by the 
current in such manner that a part of it is held in more or less constant 
8 ion in the water, while a on is rolled or swept along upon the bottom. 

n exact relation between the quantity of silt transported or moved along by a 
stream and the longitudinal velocity of its current has not been discovered. Lon- 
tudinal . wever, is always accompanied by motion in other directions. 
ithout upw: motion of the wale there can be no con suspension of 
sedimentary matter in it. 

When on any given reach of the same stream the velocity, as usually measured 
by meters or floats, is increased, the vertical motion, and therefore the silt-sustain- 
ing and transporting power of the stream, is also increased. It does not follow 
from this, however, that in different silt-bearing streams, or in different reaches 
of the same Soa, or even in the same reach through ig stages of water or 
different seasons of the year, the same velocity of current inv sustains and 

the same amount or proportion of sedimen matter. o fixed reln- 


tion has been discovered between a volume of water the amount of sediment 
in it for any given observed ree The supply, of earthy matteris very irregu: 
0 e 


lar, 3 greatly irrespective o velocity, fluctuations in 
wanes re river, the relative — 0 eh —— tributaries, es 8 —5 
ear, the co: ons rainfall, ternations of freezing wing, the 
Kind of erops cultivated in the vicinity, and other causes. 
Any reduction of velocity by lessening the sustaining and transporting power 
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of the water, and some of the heavier es which the diminished 
current is halle t move along „6. 
matter and raise 6 bed of the stream. The direct effect of raising 
slope. The surface slope may also be increased by 

reduction of the river's length by cut-ofts and other causes. 

Conversely, if the velocity be increased from any cause, a greater amount of 
silt will be thrown into cr serene which will be supplied by erosion. A lower- 
ing of both the bed of the and the surface slope will therefore ensue. 
ese poet principles may be briefly and comprehensively stated as 8 
viz; If the normal volume of water in a ailt-bearing stream flowing in an allu 
bed of its own formation ue p rmanently increased there will result an increase of 
velocity, and consequently of erosion and silt-bearing power, an increase in area 
of average cross-section, and an ultimate lowering of the surface slope; and, con- 
versely, if the normal fiow be decreased in volume, there will ensue a decrease ot 
velocity, silt-transporting power, and mean sectional area, and an ultimate rais- 
ing of the surface slope. 

Mr. KELLOGG. In passing I desire to set at rest the question of 
the outlet system so far as the conclusions of the commission are 
eoncerned. I read an extract from the report of the commission 
in regard to the outlet system. They treat that system as well as 
all other plans of improvement proposed, as Congress required them 
todo. They say: 

As the system of improvement p: by the commission is based upon a 
conservation of the flood-waters of the river, and their concentration into one 
channel of an approximately uniform width, it would seem scarcely necessary 
further to consider a areon based u theories and arguments so diametrically 
opposed to it as the outlet system is thus shown to be. 


I omit the previous portion of the zopan upon the outlet plan. 
That is their conclusion. Now I will the Secretary to read from 
pages 16 and 17 of the same report of the commission regarding the 
plan of improvement recommended by them, 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


The bad navigation of the river is uced by the caving and erosion of its 
panka and the excessive widths and the bars shoals ting directly there- 


m. 
It has been observed in the Mississippi River, and is indeed true of all silt-bear- 
3 flowin; shroags alluvial deposits, thatthe more nearly the high river 
th, or width between the banks, approaches to uniformity, the more near], 
uniform will be the channel depth, the less will be the variations of velocity, an 
the less the rate of cerna to be expected in concave bends. This would seem tobe 
so in the very nature of things, because uniformity of width secured by contraction 
will produce increased velocity, and therefore in erosion of at the shoal 
places, accompanied by a correspo: deposit of silt at the deep places, and con- 
uently greater uniformity of depth. 
niform depth joined to uniform width, that is to say, uniformity of effective 
cross-section, implies uniform velocity, and this means that there will be no violent 
eddies and cross-currents and no great and sudden fluctuations in the silt-trans- 
porting powa of the current. There therefore be less erosion from oblique 
currents and eddies, and no formation of shoals and bars produced by silt taken 
up from one ap of the channel and dropped in another. As the friction of the 
bed retards the flow of the water, any diminution of the friction will promote the 
discharge of floods. The frictional surface is greater in poena to volume of 
discharge where the river is wide and shoal than where it is narrow and deep. It 
follows, therefore, that after the wide shoal places are suitably narrowed, and the 
normal sectional area is restored by dee the channel, the friction will be 
less than it was before. This will result in a more easy and rapid discharge of the 
flowing water, and consequently in alowering of the flood surface. It would seem, 
therefore, that the plan of improvement must comprise as its essential features 
the contraction of the water-way of the river to a comparatively uniform width 
and the protection of caving banks, and this is presumed to be the plan referred 
toin the act as the “jetty system.” It is known from observation of the river 
below Cairo, not only that shoals and bars, producing insuficient depth and bad 
na tion, are always accom: by a low-water width exceeding 3,000 feet, 
but that wherever the river does not exceed that width there is a good channel. 
In other words, bad navigation invariably accompanies a wide low-river water- 
way, and good navigation a narrow one. 

The work, to be done, therefore, is to scour out and maintain a channel through 
the shoals and bars existing in those ro of the river where the width is ex- 
cessive, and to build up new banks and develop new shore-lines, so as to establish 
4 — as practicable the requisite conditions of uniform velocity for all stages of 

ver. 

It is believed that this improvement can be accomplished below Cairo by con- 
tracting the low-water channel-way to an approximately uniform width of about 
three thousand feet, for the purpose of scouring out a channel through the shoals 
and karg. and by causing, through the action of appropriate works constructed at 
suitable localities, the deposition of sand and other earthy materials transported 
by the water upon the dry bars and other portions of the present bed not embraced 
within the limits of the 12 low-water channel. The ultimate effect sought 
to be produced by such deposits is a comparative uniformity in the width of the 
high-water channel of the river. 

t is believed that the works estimated for in this re will create and estab- 


is commission 3 as a general rule, the 3 
le 


of the etre River below Cairo, an 


bends have, by their shiftings at one time or another, probably a and cov- 
m Cairo to 


6 stream. 

Experience, as well in this country as in Europe, justifies the belief that the 
| ite correction and equalization of the transverse profile of the stream, by de- 
vi og — new shore-lines and building up new banks, re be made chiefly through 
the cumentalities of 1 flexible, and comparativelyf inexpensive construc- 
tions of poles aud brush. materials of like character. These tructions 


© x cons 
y be open or permeable to such a degree that, without too violently 


arresting the flow of water, thereby unduly increasing 


the head and causin; 
undersconr, they will sufficiently check the current to induce a rte. 4 
t in selected localities. 

The works which have been nsed in similar vements are of various forms. 


of a line of stakes or light 


dan; 
of 


and devices, such as the hurdle, composed les, with 
brush interlaced; the open dike, formed of stakes with waling strips on both sides 
filled in loosely with brush; the continuous brush mattress, built or woven on fixed 


or floating ways and launched as fast as completed, as a revetment to a caving 
bank, the mattress used as 5 curtain, placed in the stream to- 
check the current, the same laid flat on the bottom as the foundation for such a 
curtain or as an anchorage for other brush devices; cartains of wire or brush net- 
ting, paer vertically or inclined in the stream; and various other forms of per- 

eable brush dikes, jetties, orrevetments. Some of these methods of construction 
have been used on the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers with increasing satisfaction 
and success, although they cannot yet be regarded as entirely beyond the experi- 
mental stage. In some, pernaps in many localities, works of a much more solid 
character than those above indicated may be necessary. 

The closure of deep channels or low-water chutes, with a view of confining the 
flow to a single „ may require substantial dams of brush and riprap stone 
or gravel, butit is believed the lighter and less costly works will generally suffice. 

y a permeable dike located upon the new shore-line to be developed, connected 
with the old bank at suitable intervals by croas-lines of like character, or by jetties 
of hurdles or other permeable works projecting from the bank with their 
ends terminating on the margin of the pro) water-way, or by any other 
alent works, the area to be reclaimed and will be converted into a series of 
ae basins, from which the water, flowing through the barriers with diminished 
velocity, will, after depositing its heavier material, pass off and mee place to a 
new supply. In this manner the accretion will go on continuously through the 
high-water season, or thro: two or more seasons if necessary, the works g 
renewed on the higher level as occasion eo aise 

Wherever necessary, the new bank must be protected by a mattress, revetment, 
or some equivalent device. 

That these methods of improvement are practicable is shown by the works. 
already executed on the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers. 


Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President, this plan, recommended and 
adopted by the commission, will be found reiterated in the report of 
the commission, transmitted through the Secretary of War to Con- 
gress at the commencement of the present session. And for the pur- 
pose of carrying out the details of this plan estimates are also made 
in the same report. The commission say, on p 10 of the zopari 
transmitted to Congress December 14, 1881, that the judgment of the 
commission as to the proper plan to be adopted cannot be better 
expressed than in the words of their zepon of February 17, 1880, to 
which they refer, and a t portion of which they quote. 

It will be seen from these reports that the plan of improvement 
adopted by the commission, as I have already said, is essentially the 
same as that adopted in the building of the jetties, the practicability 
of which has been demonstrated, and which consists in restricting 
the river within certain limits, and causing the current of the river 
to wash out and deepen the channel. 

In order to afford the Senate as full and complete information as 
possible regarding this very a hee subject I have procured, 
through the courtesy of Captain Eads, advance sheets of an ela 
rate report by him, and now in process of completion, which is so 
full, conclusive, and interesting that I will venture to call the at- 
tention of the Senate to it. Iunderstand this report is made by Cap- 
tain Eads as indicative of his views as a member of the Misslsaip i 
River commission, I call ial attention to this report not only 
because Captain Eads is so high an authority but because he has 
given this subject during the past few weeks special and thorough 
attention. 

As this report of Captain Eadsis pretty lengthy, and it is unneces- 
sary to trouble éhe Senate with the reading, as all will be able to 
better comprehend and digest it by reading it in the RECORD, where 
it will be printed to-morrow if there will be no objection, I will omit 
reading the R 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. MorGan in the chair.) The 
report will be printed in the RECORD. 

he report is as follows: 


8 that 
this plan, when fully executed, will render the further use of levees almost, if not 


This basin extends from Commerce, Missouri, (a few miles above the mouth of 
the Ohio,) to the Gulf of Mexico, and ‘has an average width of about s. miles. 
Its le is about six hundred miles in a direct line, and it contains abou — 
four thousand a miles, or an area equal to that of the State of Indiana. t 
the upper end of the basin a spur of the Ozark Mountains has been cut through 
by the river at the town of Commerce, and through this, over a rocky bottom six 
or t miles in length, the Mississippi now flows. Forty miles above Cairo, on 
io River, the eee vere has been cut through by that tributary. Through- 


filled and built up by 
the immense mass of deposits annually 333 into it by the Parana and Paraguay 
Rivers. The floods of the Mississipp' with sedi- 
mentary matter, have filled this ancient and 
posits to the height of about three hundred feet above the sea at the upper end of 
the basin. e surface of the land thus made by the river has a comparatively 
end of the basin to the Gulf, bemg at Gaines’s 
„about one hundred and forty feet above the sea. 
Through these deposits the river winds its tortuous course in a channel about 


eleven hundred and fifty mil x 
ve most conclusively that the quantity of solid 


Experience and observation pro 
matter which the water of the river is able to hold in suspension is strictly — 
lated by the velocity of the current. Therefore, during the natural process of this 
land formation, whenever the flood waters escaped over the banks of the channel! 
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the loss of current in the water thus escaping caused the sandy or heavier portions 
of the solid matter held in in it to settle almost immediately on the sub- 
m banks; while the and lighter ms, which take | to 
s, on 

ter mat- 
2 all 


igher than the lands from 8 
on them they were usually from ten to fifteen feet higher than the lands one or two 
thousand yards distant from the river. 

The size of the flowing volume of any river constitutes, as will be seen here- 
after, a very important element in determi the velocity of its current, and as 
the loss of volume over the natural banks has the effect of producing a more ong: 
go current in the main channel, a deposition of sediment resulted whenever 

oss 


occurred. 
In this manner the bed of the stream, during each successive flood, was built 
a 1 and higher, while the water escaping over the banks built them up also. 
Thus o river and its banks were both gradually elevated above the neighboring 
lands until some important breach occurred in one or the other bank, and caused 
the river to seek a new channel through or over the lowerlands. Illustrations of 
this process are frequently occurring at this time in the lower part of the basin. 
8 miles above the mouth of the river its flood service is now seven or eight 
er than the mean level of the Gulf, and through this sixty miles it flows 
between banks that have been elevated by repeated overflows 
above the sea-level. 


From time to time the river has broken through these narrow embankments and 
found a steeper and shorter route to the salt water. Through such new route its 
heavily-laden waters bear immense quantities of sediment, which is deposited in 
at the mouth of the outlet, because the current can carry it no farther. 


miles ve the mouth one of these outlets, known as The 


Jump.“ occurred about forty years ago. It has already formed over a h 
square miles of terri n which plantations exist, and trees are now grow- 
in than a man's body. From six thousand acres of this land from 


the State of Louisiana were obtained nearly all of the willows used in the con- 
struction of the jetties. The pna enlargement of this sub-delta has so length- 
ened the outlet and flattened the surface-slope of its branching channels that the 
current from the river through them, even in flood time, is now too sh to 
een sedimentary matters of the main river by that route to the sea, 
and ce this outletis nally closing up. When it first occurred the water in 
it was one hundred feet deep; now it is scarcely four or five. 

During this land-building process of the river, outlets were doubtless formed, 
from time to time, out the entire six hundred miles of the basin, in a sim: 
ilar manner to the one described at The Jump.” Occasionaily the conditions 


were such as to cause the entire stream to forsake its old channel, and in this way 
it was enabled to distribute its deposits throughout the entire width of the basin 
from bluff to bluff. tated this distribution, and the 


ve it the ability to maintain a 

adjacent lands to its earthy matters many miles 
away from its channel, while the unstable character of its banks enabled it to 
Tr!!! . EAE Mere 


the basin with its 

Levees land-building process, because they restrain the floods within 

the defined Lof the river, and eo long as they are intact it is impossible for 

the banks or the bed of the river to be up to greater heights by the natural 

described. It is an error completely, and often roved but still 

advanced by misinformed persons, that rivers conf 
to ha vated, and asa 


consequence to 

responding elevation of the levees. The Po and the Rhine and other rivers in Eu. 

pe ually assertions. eir channels have been deepened and 
their floods lo FVV 
presently seen, is an inevitable result of the la 
of sedimentary streams, wherever they flow in channels 
a. These 

he term “slope 


which the surface of the flood bears 


river, and is synonymous with 
no reference to the slope of the bottom of the river. One end of the slope is unal- 


own 


= the bed of the a gear This friction increases 
e water increases, therefore greatest greates 

ere, it is least where the width of the channel is least. Henoe it is evident 

t the velocity of the current may not only be increased by increasing the slo 

bered that nearly all of the 

entary matter transported by the water is carried in suspension, and that 

a small payor it 

are 


of a portion of their burden becomes inevi 
river is more thoroughly established than that the current in flood time cannot be 
checked in the sligh degree without causing a deposition of some part of the 
sediment. Screens of iron wire with meshes one foot square placed across shoals 
in the Missouri River have sufficed to retard the current enough to cause deposits 
of sixteen feet to be formed during one flood, and in this simple manner new 
have been developed in excessively wide parts of that river to deepen its channel 
and lower its slope. Willow screens first used at the jetties at the month of the 
river, for the same raised the bottom during one flood over a area 
at the head of the passes, where it was from twelve to sixteen feet deep, almost to 
the surface of the water, and seventy or eighty acres of land covered with ve; 
tion are now to be seen on the eastern side of the upper end of the South Pass c 
nel that has been thus created. 

I have named three controlling precipi which are present in every problem 

teristic phenomena of the river. Each one of these is 


to be able to reco; the respective, 
influence of each in creating these phenomena. T will briad reiterate chen tousore 


ey. impress their importance. The first is the force producing the current. 
This force is simply the result of the fall of the river froma rerio a lower level. 
The second is the onal resistance of its bed. The third is the intimate rela- 


tion hardy po the quantity of sediment carried in the water and the velocity of the 
curren 
If we increase or decrease the current from any cause, we increase or decrease 
temporaril 7 25 either ane 3 D altering — e Rho 
me! or 2 
frictional resistance. Therefore, there xe two methods by wh: the 
e ee er Speech wnt produced. If we increase the current dur- 
ing the floods we Pepin ee eee of the channel 
the shoals, and they are left in better condi bay w water, and at the same 
wer the height of the floods. we decrease the current we 
higher floods. 


ws which control the phenomena 
made through their 


The river from Commerce to the Gulf, between the levees, is simply a grand 
trunk into which is poured all of the sedimeu' matters of the tributaries. This 
trunk must much, sediment as it receives, or that which it does not 


roducs a cur 
„to the sea. 


This normal current is produced by the river itself as a result of these three 
controlling principles. It flows over a bed of deposits from which it takes u 
additional nt when the current is too rapid, and thus lowers the slope, an 
with it the current declines. If it be too singgish, deposits fall to the bottom and 
by the bed it increases the slope, and as this is steepened the current is 
accelerated until the normal velocity is n attained. It follows, therefore, that 
it is not in the power of man to permanently increase its current above the normal 
current. If it be increased from any cause, the water will then take up an addi- 
tional burden from the bed of the river and thus a and d n its channel, 
and its slope will be thereby red and with this reduction will follow a reduc- 
tion of current and the scouring cease as the current diminishes until the 
normal rate is attained, and then the channel will be sufficiently enlarged and the 
slope so lowered as to Heed an any further scouring. 

© importance of levees as a means of improving the navigation of the 
river comes wholly from the relation which the volume of a sedimentary stream 
beara to the frictional resistance of the bed. If the volume be diminished the 
ratio of friction to the volume will be in and, mesure bia if the volume be 
increased the ratio of frictional resistance will ence, if it can be 
shown that a higher velocity of current results from the retention of the whole 
volume within the levees, if must follow that a greater amount of sediment will 
be rted, and if this amount be ter than that which the tributaries 
contribute, it must be taken up out of 
the flood line must 


hitch 15 3 f land- buildin holly inco: 

pen n its © occu 0 - process w m- 
Patiblewith the cootipation of ie vast alluvial district by man. Instead of let- 
ting this worse than wasted force be thus employ: 


commission proposes to utilize the entire force of river to deepen its channel 
for the safe transit of the immense products of the valley, and for the safe dis- 


th d agri 
That it is entirely practicable to retain within the present levees the entire flood 
of the river, if they be repaired, even without raising them any higher, 
I will now endeavor to ve. 

The relation which the volume bears to the frictional resistance will be readil: 
understood if ws sarpese the ee Ane in flood to be 120 feet deep an 
3.000 feet wide, and an additional of 5 feet then occurs. The increase of 
friction in this case is only on the two sides of the channel which are in contact 
ould probably not exceed an aggregate width of 20 feet. 6 
we ro ex an ee e 
the stream befo fri 5 


from about 200,000 to 215, feet, or about 73 per cent., while the fric- 
tion is only in t two-thirds of 1 per cent. 
e see, the ecreases with an increase of volume, 


and, ently, an i r 
dition to the increase of velocity from the diminished friction, the five feet eleva- 
tion materially the slope also, and thus adds cause to increase 
the current. 

Some idea of the immense 


importane of this reduction of friction and increase 
of slope may be inferred from a facts I have tabulated the exact meaaure- 
ments of Humpherys and Abbot during the floods of 1851 and 1858. They are 
ex ted from Appendix D of their report. These measurements were at 
two on the river nearly a thousand miles apart, and when the floods were 
confined within the levees: 


FIEST—AT COLUMBUS, TWENTY MILES BELOW CARIO. 


Height in feet. 
0 

| Mean velocity in 
feet, 


SUMO IS Wek scavecypacaikesscsverashcencapeavecessencseses 
June 28, 1858 


2 
— 
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14.9 | 1,149, 398 | 6. 19 
8.1 572, 388 3. 38 


e T E TEEN 45 877, 010 | 2.81 


Asiarioh MB T EAA TA iene E raed 


We see by the first table that when the river at Columbus was 83 feet above low- 
water mark an additional rise of only 2.1 feet was sufficient to increase the mean 
current nearly 1 foot per second, and that the discharge was one-sixth greater. 
The depth of river at the time was about 96 feet. Therefore, this increased dis- 
charge was attained with the addition of only one-fortieth part of its depth. 

The second table shows that a decrease of 6.8 feet in the height of the river at this 
place resulted in a loss of more than 23 feet per segond in the current and a dimi- 
nution of 680,000 cubic feet per second in the disc . Ifwe * 8 the banks 
of the river to have been 87 feet above the bottom of the channel, table proves 
that with levees only 7 feet high upon them they would retain a sa homiy in- 
creased volume to add 60 per cent. to the discharge of the river and over 45 per 
cent. to the velocity of the current. 

The third table shows that at Carrollton, near New Orleans, an increase of 3 
feet in the ht of the river added nearly 30 cent. to the amount which was 
discharged, (almost doubling the percentage of increase shown with arise of 2.1 
feet at Columbus,) while the current was accelerated at the same time more than 


20 cent. 

The fourth table shows that at four feet greater height of the river it discharged 
40 per cent. more water and that its current was ino 32 per cent. 

Tas fifth table shows that with a difference of only 6.8 feet the discharge of the 
river at Carrollton was more than doubled. The river here at the lower stage 
was 115 feet deep. Hence was an increase of only one-seventeenth part of 
its total depth required to produce this astonishing difference in the discharge of 
the river. The velocity was at the same time increased 85 per cent. 

‘These tables are the result of actual observation and careful measurements. 
There is nothing in them but plain facts, without any theorizing, and they show 
how absurd are some of the statements made as to effect of outlets in lower- 
ing the floods of the river. : 

che fifth table shows that when the river, March 19, 1851, was nearly up to the 
bighest water-mark known at Carrollton, it would have required an outlet with 
a capacity to discharge 577,000 cubic feet per second to lower the flood line 6.8 
feet. enormous quan of water would cover a square mile one foot deep 
in about forty-eight seconds. In 8 hours it would cover 1,800 miles to 
the same depth, and in less than a fi ht it would poken average depth of three 
feet over an area as large as the entire State of New Jersey. 

When we refer to the three principles governing this problem and. know how 
thoroughly they are established by experience, observation, and experiment, and 
xemember the intimate relation existing between the quantity of sediment car- 
ried and the velocity of the current, it would seem impossible to arrive at any other 
conclusion than that the loss of 8 which N accompanies a lower 
height of the flood. line cannot fail to result in a deposition of sediment in the chan- 
nel of the river, where such loss of velocity occurs during a flood when the water 
is carrying such an enormous volume of sediment. But fact does not rely for 
proof u the plain deductions to be drawn from a consideration of the three 
principles we have referred to. The numerous soundings and examinations made 
of the of the river show that below every outlet its channel is reduced in size 
by the deposits thrown down as a resultof the loss of volume through such outlet 
and the a reduction in its velocity of current. 

The floods do not come so suddenly but that the increased velocity due to the 
increased volume is felt nany days before the floods rise near the top of the levees, 
and if these gaps were cl I have no doubt that the increased velocity resultin, 
therefrom would enable the floods to be discharged without any danzer of thei 
overtopping the present levees. It is possible that some very extraordi flood, 
if it occurred the next gon after er eh closed, pen — break through thea: or 

at some one of the lowest points in them, but e floods are excep- 
, and it is altogether possible that before another one comes the channel of the 
river . be restored to the dimensions which it had when these levees were 
intact, Soa ron they were capable of g any one of the ordinary fioods 


which 
in the channel will be 


esca] 
ti 


If they be left open new shoals and injurious chan 
at other points of the river than those selected by the commission for 
immediate improvement, and these new obstractions and changes in the channel 
will require sọ much more additional work, and this will undoubtedly cost twice or 
thrice as much as it will to repair the levees. By repairing them the channel will 
not only be prevented from beco: worseatan pornt on the river but the shoal- 
ing which has occurred as a result of these outlets will be removed by the effect of 
the levees, and the works of 3 can then be limited to the reduction of 
the excessively wide places which now exist and which are inclesed by the present 
lines of levees. These wide places are the cause of cut-offs. caving banks, and 
shifting channels. The plan of improvement recommended differs from any other 
previously pgs for the correction of the chanel in the fact that it looks toa 
rectification of the high-water channel, by the ultimate narrowing of these wide 
places, as the only method by which a deep and uniform channel can be perma- 
nently secured at low water. 

The wide places in the high-water channel create alternations of current velo- 
city and cause the water to be highly charged with sediment at one partof its jour- 
ney to the sea, and much less big! y charged at others. This creates scouring and 
2 in the bed and radical changes in the channel by the caving away of its 
banks. By reducing these wide places to a width te | ance po the same as that 
of the narrow parts of the river a comparatively orm depth will be obtained, 
and the velocity of current will not be subject to its present changes. A uniform 

of sediment will result from this, and the ca of the banks will be prac- 

ically arrested, for the reason that when the water has the full charge of sedi- 
ment due to its velocity it can carry no more, and cannot, therefore, scour the 
channel more deeply, by which the undermining of the banks is effected. Per- 
manence of chann not be secured until these excessive widths are reduced. 
A loss depth at low water than prany feet will not insure stability of channel for 
the reason that a less depth will result from only a partial redaction of the wide 
places. Permanence of channel will be attained in et acho as uniformity of 
width of the high-water channel is attained, and when this is secured the depth at 
low water may be considerably more than twenty feet, but it will certainly not be 


The sooner these Zien piace are corrected the less it will cost the Government, 
and the maintenance of the levees, as far as they may be necessary to control the 
floods, will greatly lessen the cost of the work, use the upe the volume of 
a silt- river in flood time the deeper will be its channel. Through the three 
uundred an miles below the mouth of Red River the river has a compara- 
tively uniform width, and the ca of the banks is very alight as com with 
the changes occurring in he eight hundred and twenty miles above River. 
In conelusion I will repeat a statement made by me before the Committee on Com- 
merce of the House six years ago. In closing my address to the committee I then 


“There can be no doubt of the entire ana grae A 80 8 the Mississippi 


River from Cairo te the Gulf that a channel depth of twenty during the low- 


water seasons can be permanently secured throughout its entire course, and that 
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the alluvial lands on each side of its waters can be made absolutely safe from over - 
flow without levees by such can be accomplished for a sum en- 
tirely within the ability of the Government and one really insignificant when 
com With the e of the benefits which would flow from such improve- 
ment. Until such work is accomplished an annual expenditure for the maintenance 
of the levees is imperative.“ x 

Mr. KELLOGG. The justice of the demand that Congress take 
hold of this work is now generally recognized. It is felt that this is 
a national work; this river is the property of the United States; 
it was acquired by purchase out of the common treasury of the peo- 
ple, and the freedom of its navigation was provided for in a treaty 
with France; it was proves that the “ Mississippi River should be 
a common highway, forever free to the inhabitants of said States, 
as to the inhabitants of the other States, and the Territories of the 
U nited States, without any tax, duty, impost, or toll therefor by said 
States. 

Surely if Congress is justified by the Constitution in appropri- 
ating over $6,000,000 for the Cumberland road; $3,000,000 for the 
Delaware Water Gap; $4,000,000 for the canal around Des Moines 
Rapids; over $3,000,000 for the canal at Portland, in the Ohio River; 
nearly $3,000,000 for the Harlem River in New York; $7,000,000 for 
the purchase of Alaska; and $5,000,000 for the damage to our fisheries ; 
if there was authority for srpending more than ,000,000 for in- 
ternal improvements since the foundation of the Government; if 
there is authority for the river and harbor bill, which appropriates 
seven to nine millions annually for the rivers and streams in the 
different States of the Union, there certainly is authority and jus- 
tification for dealing with the 5 of the improvement of the 
Mississippi River, a river into which empty over forty great rivers 
that are estimated to be navigable for steamboats for over 15,000 
miles—rivers that drain an area of territory stretching from the 
Rocky to the . Mountains, that afford transportation to the 
products of a valley over 1,200 miles long, and nearly 2,000 miles 
wide, and which produces over 75 per cent. of our exports. This 
inland sea presents a coast-line of more than 2,000 miles, the com- 
merce of which far exceeds our entire foreign commerce; a coast-line 
running through a territory which embraces an area of nearly 2,000,- 
000 square miles, and a population of over 25,000,000, which in 1879 
produced 87 per cent. of the entire corn crop, 60 per cent. of the wheat 
crop, 72 per cent. of the rye, oA os cent. of the tobacco, 74 per cent. 

f the cotton, 71 per cent. of the hog crop, and almost the entire sugar 
Sopo the country. 

The British Government expended over $500,000,000 in the inter- 
est of the commeree of Great Britain in India alone. Forty million 
dollars was expended in the completion of the Welland Canal. 

This Government paid over $90,000,000 to the Pacific Railroad, be- 
sides granting to that road a national domain nearly as large as New 
England. Surely, for the purpose of improving the navigation of 
the Mississippi, with the manifold and immense interests depending 
npon it, interests which affect every branch of industry andare closely 
identified with all the great material interests of the 3 at large, 
it is not too much to ask such an ia iy Aaa as is deemed requisite 
and necessary in the judgment of the commission appointed by Con- 


So important was deemed this question of the improvement of the 
Mississippi River that, recogni it as a national question, Presi- 
dent Garfield, in his letter accepting the nomination for the Presi- 
dency, said: 


Fortunately for the interests of commerce there is no longer any formidable o 
position to appropriations for the improvement of our harbors and great esc. ay e 


5 that the expenditures for that purpose are limited to works of 
natio: importance. 

President Garfield says further: 

The Mississippi River with its tributaries is of such vital importance to 


so many millions of people that the safety of its navigation requires exceptional 
consideration. In order to secure to the Government the control of all its waters 
President Jefferson recomended the purchase of the vast territory extending from 
the Gulf to the Pacific Ocean. The wisdom of Congress should be invoked to de- 
vise some plan by which that t river shall cease to be a terror to those who 
dwell upon its banks, and by which 8 may safely carry the industrial pro- 
ducts of 25,000,000 of le. The interests of agricul which is the basis of all 
our national rosperty, and in which seven-twelfths of our ulation are en- 
as well as the interests of manufactures and commerce, d that the 
lities for cheap transportation shall be increased by the use of all our great 
water-courses. 

The Secretary of War and the President of the United States, in 
their annual messages, specially recommend to Congress the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River, as a matter of“ transcendent impor- 
tance.” 

The committee in reporting this bill have provides simply for an 
appropriation predicated upon the report of these commissioners. 
It is not proposed, nor is it necessary, I think, that the question of 
how far the building of levees or embankments is essential to the 
navigation of the Mississippi River should be considered in connec- 
tion with the appropriation asked for by this bill. 

Congress, by the act of 1879, authorized the appointment of this 
commission. It defined its powers and duties; it gave it authority 
to adopt a plan for the improvement of the Mississippi River, and to 
make and submit to Congress estimates for appropriations necessar; 
to the plan into practical effect. The only question presen 
by this bill, and which the Senate is really asked to consider, is the 
feasibility of complying with the recommendations of the commis- 
sion in the estimates they have made, I desire to call the attention 


of the Senate to the estimates made by this commission for the pres- 
ent year. I read from page 10 of their report: 
The estimate for next fiscal year for works of improvement, which was forwarded 
through the Chief of Engineers on the 8th of last July, is repeated below : 
ESTIMATE OF FUNDS FOR WORKS OF IMPROVEMENT FOR NEXT FISCAL YRAR. 
For initial work for contracting the channel and protec caving 
banks on six reaches of the river, constituting a length of 154 miles, 
namely, New Madrid Reach, 40 miles long; the Plumb Point Reach, 30 
miles Uae, the Memphis Reach, 16 miles long; the Helena Reach, 
30 miles long; the Choctaw Bend, 35 miles long, and the Lake Provi- 


dence D WSIS MOU so nas eee A 
For closing existing gaps in levee s. 1, 010, 000 


4, 123, 000 


Some days since I procured from the War Department a letter not 
yet transmitted to Congress, which I will ask the Secretary to read, 
showing that the commission, in view of the late disastrous breaks in 
the embankments of the Mississippi and the devastating floods now 
1 ee. over the Lower Mome e Valley, have formally advised 
the Secretary of War, as an addendum to the estimate sent by them 
at the commencement of this Con that it will be necessary to 
increase the original estimate contained in their first report, made in 
December last. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

Wasmxdrox, D. C., March 22, 1882. 

Sm: The 1 aay members of the Mississippi River commission, have the 
honor to represent that in view of the extraordinary floods now e in the 
valley of the Mississippi River, and the numerous and extensive breaks in the 
levees which have already been produced thereby, and the probability that man 
others will take place before the waters subside, it seems proper that the esti- 
mates heretofore submitted by the ssion for closing 1 in the levees 
Fe accessory to other contemplated works of channel improvement, should be 
Those estimates having been based upon the report of the levee commission of 
1875, wil, it is thought, fall greatly below the amount that will be required to close 
the old creyasses and such as may be formed by the present floods. 

From such information as we have been able to procure from residents of the 
valley of the Lower Mississippi now in this — — from Say iby in the newspa- 

ensions of the 


sar ee earn inion as eee breaks e: g 
1875 will be more than doubled dur: © present overflow. 
ed that the former estimate of the com- 


It is therefore res: y recomme 
mission, amounting to $2,020,000 for closing existing gaps in the levees, be in- 
creased to $4,040,000. 


It is believed that one-half of this sum, or $2,020,000, can be economically and 
judiciously expended during the next fiseal year closing gaps in localities where 
the navigation of the river will be benefited by such closure. 

This supplementary estimate adds $1,010,000 to the aggregate estimate for the 
next fiscal year submitted by the Mississippi River commission in its report of 
November 25, 1881, for work of channel improvement. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
Q. A. GILLMORE, 
It. Col. Eng., Bet. Maj. Gen'l, Pres't Mississippi River Commission. 


River 
JAS. B. EADS. 
Sent through the Chief of Engineers. 
P. 8.—Four members of the bee in Washington, have sig - 


nified their eens of the foregoing estimate by tele, namely, 
Major Charles R. Suter, United States Corps of Engineers enry Mitchel 


5 T. 
United States Coast and Geodetic Survey, Mr. B. Harrod, and R. S. Taylor. 
Q. A. GILLMORE, 
Lt. Col. Eng's, Bvt. Maj. Gen’'l, Pres. Miss. River . 
Hon. ROBERT T. LINCOLN, 
Secretary of War, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I wish to put to the Senator from 
Louisiana a question, and if it is agreeable to him, I will ask it now. 
This bill provides for an appro riation of $5,000,000 for the improve- 
ment of the eee is large sum is to be expended according 
to the plans adop y the Mississippi River commission. I am not 
as familiar with the report of that commission as I wish I was or as 
I ought to be. The Senator from Louisiana seems to be very familiar 
with it, and the question I desire to ask him is this: where, accord- 
ing to the pet of that commission, is this appropriation to be ex- 
pended? I do not expect the Senator can tell me the exact locali- 
ties, but generally where is it tobe expended? Is it to be expended 
below the mouth of the Ohio River, or partly below and partly 
above? The western boundary of the State of Wisconsin for nearly 
two hundred miles is the Mississippi River, so that the people of that 
State are more directly interes the improvement of the naviga- 
tion of the Upper Mississippi than of the tower Mississippi. They 
favor the navigation of the whole river, but they are more directly 
interested in the improvement of the navigation of the upper river. 
What I desire to ask is, where, generally speaking, is this appropria- 
tion to be expended ? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I read a few moments since from estimates of the 
commission. I read that for the initial work, for constructing the 
channel and protecting 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I noticed that those recommenda- 
tions were all for improvements below New Madrid. Then are we 
to understand that this whole amount, $5,000,000, is to be nded 
below New Madrid, according to the plans of the Mississippi River 
commission! 

Mr. KELLOGG. There is $1,000,000, I understand, appropriated 
for the Missouri. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I only of the Mississippi. 

Mr. KELLOGG. It is to be expended chiefly below the mouth of 
the Ohio River. The commission in their report demonstrate, I think 
conclusively, that the necessities of commerce, the necessity for im- 
proving the navigation of the Mississippi River, require this appro- 
priation where it willdo the most good and where it is most essential, 
and that is below the mouth of the Ohio River. 
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Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? It 
does not exclude any expenditure above the mouth of the Ohio. 

Mr. KELLOGG, Not at all. . 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. But the bill provides that this sum 
shall be expended in accordance with the B scons of the ee 
River commission, and what I desired to ascertain was whether accord- 
ing to the pane of that commission the expenditure is to be made 
above or below a certain point. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If it will not interrupt the Senator from Louis- 
iana I should like to propound a question to him. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLAN. This commission, as I understand it, was in- 
tended originally to make a survey of the entire Mississippi River, 
and all their operations contemplate an improvement of the whole 
river. Now, I should like to ask the Senator from Louisiana whether 
that commission as such have ever directed or entered upon any ex- 
amination or survey of any portion of the Mississippi River above 
Saint Louis, and if so, what portion of it? and then whether they 
have ever submitted any general plan for improving the whole Mis- 
sissippi River, or whether they have confined their attention to the 
lower of it near the mouth? 

Mr. KELLOGG, They have confined their attention chiefly to that 
portion below the mouth of the Ohio River, upon the ground 

Mr. NEE Will the Senator from Lonisiana allow me a 
moment 


Mr. KELLOGG. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I anderstand that this isan appropriation for the 
main commerce of the river and all the tributaries combined, aside 
from the ordinary annual appropriation for rivers and harbors. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Iwas not speaking of the tributa- 
ries but of the main river above. 

Mr. KELLOGG. The commissioners’ plan of improvement is on the 
ground that the exigencies of commerce and navigation demand that 
the aap ear shall be made on that part of the river below Cairo. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Have they ever extended their surveys or ob- 
servations to the Upper Mississippi as a part of a general plan for the 
improvement of the river? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I believethey have generally. They are directed 
by law to cover the whole vec pul they are required to make such 
surveys as may be deemed n to carry out the objects of the act. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Do I understand the Senator to say that this 
commission have ever directed or made survey of the Mississippi 
River above Saint Lonis at all? 

Mr. KELLOGG. They made no estimate above the mouth of the 
Missouri River. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Have they ever made a survey with the inten- 
tion of subsequent improvement above the mouth of the Missouri? 

Mr. COCKRELL. ill the Senator permit me just one word? I 
desire to say to the Senator from Minnesota that this commission was 
not originally directed to make anew survey of the entire river. They 
were to take the surveys that had been made and have them com- 
pleted; and the engineers have been continuously since gw be 
the upper as well as the lower river, and the commission has been 
exp y directed in the law creating it to consider the entire river; 
but the exact drawings have not been made even of the lower river 
yet, only a portion of it, at those portions where they have recom- 
mended these improvements. The survey is still goingon; men are 
in the field now, and will continue until the river is surveyed its 
entire length to its source. 

Mr. JONAS. I wouldalsosuggest thatthe commission were author- 
ized in the organic act to report to Congress from time to time such 
progress as they might make, with such plans and such estimates as 
they should be prepared to make to Congress, This isnot pretended 
to be a complete final report. They ss progress; they report cer- 
tain plans and make certain estimates for appropriations which they 
now ask of Congress. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Ido not wish to interrupt the Senator from Lou- 
isiana [Mr. KELLOGG] in his remarks; it would not be perhaps fair 
to do so; but this commission have not made any survey of the Ipper 
Mississippi River; they have never given any attention toit. at 
has been under the direction of the War Department, and it has been 
under its direction that surveys of the Upper 1 River have 
been made. And all these recommendations and all the attention 
which has been given to the Mississippi River by this commission has 
ron principally below the mouth of the Ohio or the mouth of tho 

ssonri. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I was unfortunate in the outset in not securing 
the attention of the Senator from Wisconsin to the terms of the law 
under which the commission act and in explaining the course they 
had pursued up to the present time in the matter of surveys, includ- 
ing the reports they had made to Congress. I read from section 3 of 
the act of 1879 in the outset ofmy remarks. I now again read it: 


It shall be the da 
said river, between 


Which are defined to be for the purpose of improving the naviga- 
tion of the Mississippi River. The commission took the ground from 


the inception of their work that the most important work to be done 


1882. 


— 


in the interest of commerce and navigation was to improve the Mis- 
sissippi below the mouth of the Ohio, and to that end I understand 
they have chiefly ad their efforts and made their surveys, first, 
because it is the most important portion of the river; second, use 
it isthe place where there must be the most radical improvement, 
where the results will be the greatest in the interest of commerce and 
navigation; and third, because it is absolutely necessary to improve 
that portion of the river, else all the prov mon in regard to improve- 
ment and surveys above the mouth of the Ohio River, or above the 
mouth of the Missouri River would he in vain; and, finally, because the 
Lower Mississippi from its conformation below the mouth of the Mis- 
souri demands first the attention of the commission to clear out ob- 
structions, deepening the channel, and making the navigation per- 
manent. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I ask if it is not the fact that at 
all seasons of the year there is sufficient water in the Mississippi River 
below the mouth of the Ohio to furnish navigation to a large class 
of steamboats ? 

Mr. KELLOGG. On the 10th day of June, 1865, I myself took pas- 
sage on the small steamer Mepham for New Orleans. It wasonly when 
we had entered on the tenth day that we arrived at New Orleans. We 
should have made the trip in four xh or fivedays at most. Every 
Senator acquainted with the channel of the Mississippi knows that at 
low water boats can be seen all along for hundreds of miles with their 
spars out working day after day, sometimes nearly a week, to get 
off a bar and get into deep water. The river is obstructed by con- 
tinuous chains of bars all the way from Cairo down for hundreds of 
miles. There are bars constantly impeding navigation. This im- 
pediment is a more striking feature than exists elsewhere in the 
river, and the necessity for clearing out these bars or obstructions 
and thus improving the navigation of the river is more important 
and more necessary below Cairo than on any other portion of the 
river. The lower portion of the river, it seems to me, is really the 
Toper art to improve first. 

. McMILLAN. I had the honor of holding a position in the 
Senate at the time this law was passed, and I was then opposed to 
it because I thought just the result which now transpires would be 
the effect of that act. This commission has devoted itself to a small 
portion of the river. How they can perfect a plan to improve the 
navigation of the Mississippi River without making a survey of and 
determining what shall be done on every part of the river is a mat- 
ter I cannot well comprehend. They may direct operations to be 
carried on at specific portions of the river, but how they can tell 
what would be the best plan to improve the Mississippi River below 
New Madrid without looking at the river from Saint Paul to the 
mouth of the river is what I cannot discover. They have confined 
their attention to that, and have left the upper part of the Missis- 
sippi River to be improved and to be surveyed under the direction 
of the War Department, paying no attention to that, except the 
direction and information which they may receive from surveys 
made under the direction of the War Department. This commission 
carries on its operations independent of the War Department. Its 
expenditures are not made under the direction of the Chief of En- 
gineers. The Chiefof Engineers has been attending to the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River above Saint Louis, while this com- 
mission has been carrying on its operations exclusively on the lower 
portion of the river. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Minnesota want the commis- 
sion to commence at the head of the river? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Ihave not indicated where I desired the com- 
mission to commence. I want the commission to make a survey of 
the whole river. The upper portion of this river has never been 
represented on this commission in any de; There has never been 
a member of the commission residing above Saint Louis, and they 
know nothing of the Upper Mississippi. 

Now, with reference to this bill, ae ready to listen to this dis- 
cussion, and Iam ready to come to a conclusion as my mind shall be 
influenced by the reasons advanced in this discussion; but I want 
the Senator from Louisiana, in discussing the question, not to con- 
fine his attention to all those interests and to the estimates here 
without giving some reason for neglecting the other portion of the 
river, which I undertake to say is quite as important in view of the 
interests of commerce, as well as the interests of the whole country, 
as the portion of the river below New Madrid. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President 

Mr. JONAS. My colleague will permit me a moment. 
of the Mississippi River commission shows that— 

The Coast and Geodetic Survey has made its line of precise levels continuous 


from Greenville to New Orleans, so that the precise els arelev now complete be- 
tween Keokuk, Towa, and New Orleans. | 


The report 


* * * 

It has been e between Thebes, Missouri, and Cairo, a distance of twen- 
ty-two miles, and between Grafton, Illinois, and Keokuk, Iowa, a distance of one 
hundred and sixty-six miles. 

Keoknk, Iowa, I believe, is about one hundred and sixty miles 
above Saint Louis. They also state that 

The observation ies which were — on the Upper Mississippi last fall at 
Prescott, Winona, Clayton, Hannibal, Grafton, and Saint Louis have been main- 
tained d g the year. 

Showing that the Mississippi River commission have been engaged 
m making surveys, in making triangulations, and in obtaining in- 


formation all over the Upper Mississippi. 
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Mr. KELLOGG. Now,if I understand the Senator from Minnesota 
correctly, he takes the ground that because the commission have not 
surveyed in detail that portion of the river above Quincy and made 
an estimate and asked for a specific appropriation to improve thr 
navigation of that portion of the river above Quincy, he thinks that 
Con ought not to comply with the estimate made by the com- 
mission in regard to that portion of the river below the mouth of the 
Ohio ; that for this reason these great interests are to be disregarded, 
notwithstanding the commission practically say that this work is of 
paramount importance ; that it is necessary to improve that portion 
of the river below Cairo before they address themselves to improving 
that portion above it. 

The Senator might as well have objected to the jetty system be- 
cause it was a separate system that applied only to the mouth of the 
Mississippi River. For less than $4,000,000 the depth of water was 
1 from six feet to above thirty, or a sufficient depth to float 
the Great Eastern or any vessel afloat in the world. That great 
system, demonstrated to be a success in the interest of the commerce 
of the whole country, he would object to because it was a separate 
work, because it involved a separate system. 

I will tell the Senator from Minnesota that at the time the bill 
creating the commission was pending this whole ground, as I under- 
stand, was gone over, and both Houses of Congress deliberately de- 
cided that the correct theory was to adopt a specific and distinct 
plan for the improvement of the Mississippi by authorizing the Presi- 
dent to appoint engineers from civil life, from the Coast Survey, and 
from the Army, combining all the resources and talent of the Engi- 
neer Corps of the United States in every department of the Govern- 
ment. That act made it their duty to adopt and submit to Congress 
a pun for the improvement of the Mississippi River, commencing 
where their judgment dictated, and submitting estimates for their 
work. Itis upon that plan so 3 and upon estimates so made 
that we come here to-day and ask for this appropriation. 

Let me add that I think my friend from Minnesota will be surprised 
when he comes to look into this matter of the appropriations made 
for the Mississippi River below Cairo and above Cairo and appropri- 
ations made for other portions of the country—for the lakes, for in- 
stance. Take, for instance, the appropriations made comparatively 
to the Mississippi River and to the State of Michigan alone. 

The appropriations for rivers and harbors in the State of Michigan 
alone, including those made up to March 3, 1879, were $7,480,019.54 ; 
by the act of June 14, 1880, $314,000 ; March 3, 1881, $502,500, amount- 
ing in total to $8,296,519.54, against appropriations for the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River from the earliest date to and including 
those made by the act of March 3, 1879, as follows: appropriations 
for improvement of the Mississippi River from the earliest date to 
and inelading those made by the act of March 3, 1879, from Cairo to 
its mouth, $372,000; at its mouth, $2,506,681; by the act of June 14, 
1880, $320,000; by the act of March 3, 1881, $1,260,000, amounting to 
$4,458,681 for the whole work done on the Mississippi River, with its 
immense commerce, 

Mr. McMILLAN. I am sure 

Mr. CONGER. Let me ask a question. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I perhaps sympathize with the Senator from 
Lonisiana in his complaining of the small amount of 5 pi aero ona 
that have been given to the Mississippi River. My friend from Mich- 
igan and those interested in his locality I know have always been 
very watchful of their interests; but I think that is a system of 
water 52 entirely different from the Mississippi River. 

Mr. CONGER. I merely rose to ask the Senator from Louisiana 
where he finds the data for these extravagant and, as I think, sub- 
stantially and absolutely incorrect statements? I hope that I may 
have at least the pleasure of ascertaining how far he has been able 
to obtain information of value on this subject. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I gained the information (and I will submit my 
source of information to the Senator so that he can test its accuracy 
from an analytical index to the report of the Chief of Engineers an 
officers of the Corps of Engineers, United States Army, in the document 
entitled River and Harbor Improvements from 1866 to 1879. There 
is an addendum also, I believe, embracing appropriations made since 
the foundation of the Government. 

Mr. CONGER Who is the author? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I will read the preface: 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., July 1, 1880. 

Sm: A work which to be of value to officers of the 3 of En- 
gineers and to the civil enetan ot tae somnicy tess hate ta COOS ox prepeention 
uring the last two years under the direction o! jor H. M. Roberts, of 

It is entitled Index 


Corps 


of Engineers. to the Reports of the Chief of Engineers, 
re ee Army, upon works and surveys for river and harbor improvement, 
I haver ‘ally to recommend that 1,000 copies of the work be printed at the 


H. G. WRIGHT, 
Ohief of Engineers, Brigadier and Brevet Major-General. 
Hon. ALEXANDER RAMSEY, Secretary of War. 
Approved. 
By order of the Secretary of War. 


H. T. CROSBY, CM Olerk. 
JULY 6, 1880. 
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Mr. KELLOGG. I desire to further state that this data was pre- 
pared by a clerk for me from this and other documents. 
Mr. CONGER. Will the Senator please state who made the com- 
lation? 
F Mr. KELLOGG. It is compiled under the direction of Major 


Henry M. Roberts, Corps of ineers. 

Mr. CONGER. And goes back to 1866? 

Mr. KELLOGG. Goes back further than that, I think. 

Mr. CONGER. It goes back to 1866, and the millions of dollars 
vefore that time are not included. After a general statement of 
that kind, I would suggest that the Senator shall get the appropri- 
ations from the beginning, and then it will perhaps show a little 
more plausibility on its face. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I will do so. We shall have, of course, abun- 
dant opportunity to go into this matter and test the accuracy of these 
figures. I ought to state, however, for the information of my friend 
from Michigan, that I happened 8 to institute this com- 
parison because it was most conveniently at hand as illustrating the 
point that the Senator from Minnesota and myself were upon in the 
course of some remaks that I was submitting to the Senate on the 
pending bill. The Senator from Michigan entered the Chamber and 
was probably not aware of the onein of the discussion. 

Mr. CONGER. Isaw a contest between my friend and the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota, and I thought perhaps he had enough to do with 
that without bringing in unnecessarily the State of Michigan. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Perhaps so. I stated then and I state again that 
I believe when we shall have accurately determined the amount of 
appropriations made for the Upper Mississippi River and for the other 
rivers and harbors of the country, taking into account the necessity 
for the appropriations, the amount of commerce involved, the facili- 
ties of navigation required, it will be found that the Lower Missis- 
sippi has had less in proportion in the matter of appropriations for 
the improvement of its navigation and in the interests of its com- 
merce than any river or harbor in the United States. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Will the Senator allow me to say 
one word? Iam not opposed to the appropriation which this bill 
proposes to make. I desired, however, to call attention to the fact 
that it is proposed to expend the entire amount of $5,000,000 oe 

riated for the improvement of the Mississippi River below New 
adrid in Missonri. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I presume Iam justified in saying that it is likely 
the Senate will be asked in the near future to consider a river and 
harbor bill appropriating from seven to nine millions, in which the 
Senator from Wisconsin will be greatly interested, and properly so, 


too. 

Mr. VEST. TheSenator from Louisiana will permit me right here 
to interpolate a single statement. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Michigan and the Senator from Wis- 
consin have both objected to the statements in regard to expenditures 
in theirrespective States. Isuppose the Senator from Louisiana feels, 
like myself and other advocates of this bill, that we have no disposi- 
tion to taunt any State with what it has received or to take any ap- 

ropriation away from any State, but the Senator from Louisiana 
fas a right to institute a comparison with a view to strengthening 
the application now made in behalf of the Mississippi River. 

Ihave before mea statement taken from very authoritative sources, 
coming from the files of the Government reports, which can be re- 
ferred to by the Senator from Michigan in regard to expenditures from 
the foundation of the Government to 1873 ; and his own State of Mich- 
igan received in that time for rivers and harbors, exclusive of light- 
houses and exclusive of other public works, $2,156,997. The State of 
Wisconsin received during the same time for rivers and harbors, ex- 
clusive of light-houses and other public works, $1,301,111; and Wis- 
consin and Michigan 1 received for Menomonee River (which 
seems to be charged to both States jointly) $50,000, makin ther 
three million four hundred and fifty-seven thousand and odd dollars 
without the $50,000 for Menomonee in that time, from the beginning 
of the Government to 1873—and at the proper time I will carry on 
down the statement—while the Western States upon the Missis- 
sippi River, Missouri, Arkansas, and Louisiana on the Ouachita, and 
the State of Mississippi and the State of Tennessee received together 
$1,481,464, a little over what Wisconsin had, and a good deal less 
than what Michigan had. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Senator seems to have forgot- 


ten 
Mr. CON GER. Will the Senator from Missouri state his authority ? 
Mr. VEST. With the greatest pleasure imaginable; Senate Ex- 
ecutive Document No. 12, first session Forty-third Co That 
is a letter from the Secretary of War, communicating information 
called for by resolution of the Senate of December 2, 1873, as to the 
amount expended in aid of the construction of public works in the 
States and Territories. If the Senator wants any better authority 
than that he will have to go outside of our documents. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I desire simply to refresh the geo- 
phical knowledge of the Senator from Missouri. He seems to 
fave forgotten that Michigan and Wisconsin are situated on the great 
lakes, and it is hardly fair to charge the appropriations that have 
heretofore been made for the benefit of the harbors on the great lakes 


navigation of the gess lakes than the States farther east that are 
situated on those lakes, 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator be kind enough to tell me what State 
in eee u not directly interested in the navigation of the Mis- 
sissippi River 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I do not think that any State in 
this Union is not directly interested in it. The State I represent in 
part is very largely interested. 

Mr. VEST. I thought so. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. While I am in favor of the passa; 
of this bill, I would be pleased if a portion of this large ap cote, 
tion could be expended on the river adjacent to my State, but if it 
eannot be I am perfectly content to vote for it so that it be expended 
anywhere on the river. 

3 . Iwill detain the Senate but a few moments 
longer. I am obliged to the Senator from Missouri, however, for 

gmy attention to one matter that I otherwise should perhaps 
have failed to notice. It was well said by him that the friends of 
this bill have no desire to in any manner curtail the just demand 
made for the improvement of other rivers and harbors of the country 
wherever they may be loc but are willing to unite with the 
Senators from other States in making all ps and reasonable appro- 
priations for works of improvement in the ve States, Bat— 
and this is in reply as well to what fell from the Senator from Min- 
nesota—I submit that in setting aside distinctively the Mississippi 
River as an object of its beneficence, in recognizing the transcendent 
importance in the language of the President of this great question 
of the improvement of the Mississippi River, Congress did well and 
acted wisely. All that the friends of this bill claim is that this dis- 
tinctive subject shall meet with the consideration that its t im- 


portance demands; and all they ask is that inasmuch as com- 
mission have made just and reasonable estimates for this t work 

Con shall give them what they ask to carry out their plan of 
improvement. 


As I said in the outset, the object of the committee in reporting this 
bill was to avoid conflicting opinions in regard to the particular plan 
of the proposed improvements. Understanding and believing, as the 
majority of them do, that the commission is committed to and have 
adopted a system of improvements the practical effect of which must 
necessarily be the confining of the waters within embankments in 
such manner as toprevent effectually any tition of the disastrous 
floods which in years past, and especially at the present time, have in- 
undated the valleys of the Mississippi, the committee ask for $5,000,000 
for this great work, which is only about one-half the amount the 
commerce of the Mississippi River is taxed annually for increased 
and unusual rates of insurance in consequence of imperfect naviga- 
tion. 

Before I conclude, Mr. President, I desire to say a word regardin 
one feature of the proposed bill. Although the committee 


eee in goin: here bill, in order to get it before the Sen- 
1 some of them, including my colleague [Mr. Jonas] and myself, 
elievin 


it better to p Senp no restrictions dhe the commission, 
feel at liberty to ask the Senate, after due consideration, and before 
the bill is finally submitted to a vote, to to an amendment 
removing all restrictions, leaving the commission to be the sole 
judges as to what portion of the appropriation made shall be used 
in rebuilding the levees. 

Sir, the committee come to the Senate asking this appropriation 
just as the Senate is asked to make any other eee whether 
embraced in the river and harbor bill, the Post-Office or other appro- 
priation bill, predicated as it is upon and justified by a deliberate 
and careful report and estimate made by a responsible corps of en- 
ginear, under authority conferred by act of Congress. This I have 
shown. I have alsoshown that the appropriation asked for is less by 
$123,000 than the estimates made by the commission, and, I submit, 
the Senate is justified in allowing, and ought to allow, this appro- 
priation. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, on last Friday I gave notice that 
I should offer an amendment to this bill. I wish now to offer it. I 
will state to the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. JONES] that my amend- 
ment should properly come in before his. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Arkansas will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed in line 5, after “of,” to 
EFTE out „six and insert “fifteen ;” so as to read, fifteen million 

ollars. 

In line 6, after “ dollars,” strike out “five” and insert thirteen.” 

In line 7, strike out“ one,” after “and,” and insert ‘‘two;” so as 
to make the clause read: 

Thirteen millions thereof upon the Mississippi River, and two millions thereof 
upon the Missouri River. 

In line 7, after Missouri River,” strike out the following words: 


In deepening the channels and improving the navigation of the said rivers in 
„5. KY batt GOREA: 


And in lieu thereof insert: 


In the construction, completion, and ation of such works as 
will in their judgment best locate deepen the nels and protect the Lanks 
of such rivers, ease to the navigation thereof, pre- 


rove and give and 
vent destructive floods and Ftd mea facilitate commerce, trade, and the pos- 
ice. 


te those States. Those States are not any more interested in the | tal servi 
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And strike out all after the word “ provided,” in line 14, to the word 
“rivers” inclusive, in line 19, in the following words: 

That no part of the said sum herein appropriated shall be used in the construc- 
EE pirates AE EA tae mina et deepaing tee canals 
€ ee the navigation of the 55 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. GARLAND. ] 

Mr. GARLAND. I understand the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
HARRISON] desires to submit some remarks on the bill, and I yield 
the floor to him. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President—— : 

Mr. INGALLS. It being late, and assuming that the Senator would 
rather proceed to-morrow, I move that the Senate proceed to the 
eonsideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana yield 
for that motion ? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, sir. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills and joint resolution from the House of ae 
sentatives were severally read twice by their titles, and refe: to 
the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1698) for the relief of the heirs of Peter Galla- 

her; 
BA bill (H. R. No. 2013) referring to tho Court of Claims the claim 
of Gallus Kirchner; an 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 190) to refer certain claims to the 
Court of Claims. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1399) for the relief of Henry Mullen; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 5812) to establish post-routes. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After nineteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at four o’clock and 
fifteen minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, April 17, 1882. 


The House met at twelveo’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. POWER. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read that portion of the 
Journal of the proceedings of Friday last which has not yet been read, 
and also the Journal of the p: i ge of Saturday last. 

The Clerk accordingly concluded the 8 of the Journal of 
Friday last, and read also the Journal of Sa y last, which were 
approved. 

ANGORA GOAT. 

Mr. KELLEY. Lask unanimous consent that the Senate joint reso- 
lution No. 58, to print Dr. John L. Hazes ogy. ao upon the hus- 
bandry of the Angora t, be taken from the er’s table and 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was taken from the 
Speaker’stable, a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

ALICE M’MAHON, 

Mr. PRESCOTT. Some days since Senate bill No. 251, granting a 
pension to Alice McMahon, was reported adversely from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions and laid upon the table. I ask that the 
bill be taken from the table and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and that the report of the Senate 
and the adverse report of the House committee be printed together. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

DAILY HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. ROBESON. I desire to submit a privileged resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send it to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That on and after April 19 the daily hour of meeting of the House be 
eleven o'clock a. m. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. ROBESON, moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I call for the re order. 

The SPEAKER. The order, this being Monday, is the call 
of States for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions for ref- 
erence to their appropriate committees. Under this call resolutions 
and memorials of State and Territorial legislatures and resolutions 
calling for executive information are in order for reference, 


MOBILE AND OHIO RAILROAD. 


Mr. HERNDON introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 191) to 

rovide for the settlement of accounts with the Mobile and Ohio 

ailroad Company; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES C. WHITESIDE. 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Ilinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5813) for 
the relief of Charles C. Whiteside ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HENNEPIN AND MISSISSIPPI RIVER CANAL. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to present a joint resolution of the Legis- 
lature of the State of Illinois, and ask that it be read. 

Mr. McCOID. I object to the zonan 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think objection is good against 
the reading, but that will not take it into the RECORD. 

The joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of Illinois, in 
favor of the construction of the Hennepin and Mississippi River 
Canal was read, and referred to the Committee on Railways and 

anals. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. 
printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. It does not require an objection to keep it out of 
the RECORD; during this call it is not in order to ask consent to have 
any paper printed in the RECORD. 

PUBLIC GROUNDS AT CHICAGO, ILLINOIS. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 
192) selenite to certain public grounds at Chicago, Illinois; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 
Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5814) granting arrears 
C des ped in certain cases; which was read a first and second time, 
erred to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 
MERIT M. OAKLEY. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5815) for 

the relief of Merit M. Oakley; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 


Lobject to this joint resolution being 


JOHN W. REMINE. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5816 
for the relief of John W. Remine; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

UNITED STATES CATTLE COMMISSION. 

Mr. CARPENTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5817) to create a 
United States cattle commission; which was read a first and second 
time, 3 to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be 
Printed. 

MARGARET M’CARTY, 

Mr. DEERING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5818) granting a pen- 
sion to Margaret McCarty; which was read a first and second time, 
torrod to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LEVI WILSON. 

Mr. HASKELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5819) for the relief of 
Levi Wilson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HUGO EICHHOLTZ. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5820) granting a 
pension to Hugo Eichholtz; which was read a first and second time, 
5 to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5821) to repeal 
section 190 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM D. MATTHEWS. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5822) for the relief 
of William D. Matthews; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY J. CLOUD. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5823) for the relief 
of Mary J. Cloud; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


: DISTRIBUTION OF SEED CANE, 
Mr. GIBSON introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 193) appro- 
priating $100,000 for the purchase of seed-cane and di ing the 
ommissioner of Agriculture to purchase and distribute the same 
among the 
Mississippi 


le engaged in the cultivation of sugar-cane in the 


ey, and who have lost their seed-cane by the floods; 
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which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee | ented articles; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 
EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


Mr. MURCH submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, directed to 
inform this Honse whether in his estimates for appropriations covering the labor 
and hiring of workmen, laborers, and mechanics, such estimates are upon 
cuing law; and whether upon the basis of eight hours a day for such labor there 
is found to be any lus from sd ge ee ge eretofore since the approval of the 
eight-hour law which have accrued through 5 workmen, laborers, and 
mechanics to work for ten instead of eight hours a day. 


NELSON C. HARSH. 

Mr. URNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5824) forthe relief of Nel- 
son C. Harsh; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. KNODE. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5825) for the relief of 
William H. Knode; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID R. MILLER. 


Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5826) for the relief 
of David R. Miller; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ACCEPTANCE OF DECORATIONS FROM FOREIGN POWERS. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, introduced a joint resolution (H. 
R. No. 194) aig wri, Lieutenant-Commander Charles Dwight 
Sigsbee, United States Navy, to accept a decoration from the - 

ror of Germany, and authorizing Joseph R. Hawley to accept 

ecorations from the Governments of Netherlands, of Spain, and of 
Japan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
NAVAL CONSTRUCTORS. 

Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5827) to amend section 
1402 of the Revised Statutes relative to the appointment of naval 
constructors and assistant naval constructors in the United States 
Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LUCRETIA P. BREWER. 


Mr. WILLITS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5828) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lucretia P. Brewer; which was read a first and 
second time, referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ELLEN M, THIERS. 

Mr. LACEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5829) granting a pension 
to Ellen M. Thiers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordtred to be printed. 


MRS. C. V. AURINGER. 


Mr. SPAULDING (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5830 
for the relief of Mrs. C. V. Auringer; which was read a first an 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 


ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL-BANK CIRCULATION RETIRED, ETC. 

Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5831) to retire the circu- 
lation of national banks and to continue them as banks of discount 
and deposit; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

EUGENE v. LAYCROFT. 

Mr. BUCKNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5832) for the relief of 
eee ny? V. Layeroft; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LUCINDA WILLIAMS. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5833) for the re- 
lief of Lucinda Williams; which was read a first and second time, 
8575 to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
2 GEORGE HARMAN. 

Mr. HATCH (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5834) grant- 
ing a pension to George Harman; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN SLAGER, 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5835) to restore to 
the pension-roll John Slager; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 


FRANCIS M. KENNEDY. 

Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5836) for the relief of 
Francis M. Kennedy ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ROYALTIES ON PATENTED ARTICLES. 

Mr. DE MOTTE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5837) to limit the 

commencement of actions for the recovery of royalties, &c., on pat- 


the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 
ALICE R. WALLACE. 


Mr. JONES, of New Jersey, (by request,) introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5838) granting a pension to Alice R. Wallace; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


OVERVALUATION OF AUSTRIAN PAPER FLORIN. 


Mr. WEST introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5839) to refund excessive 
duties levied by overvaluation of the Austrian paper florin ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES D. HIGLEY. 


Mr. WALTER A. WOOD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5840) grant- 
ing a pension to Charles D. Higley; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

GROSS TONNAGE OF VESSELS. 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5841) to 
provide for deductions from the gross tonnage of vessels of the United 

tates; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


MOREHEAD CITY AND NEW RIVER, NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. SHACKELFORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5842) to provide 
for the survey of the sounds between Morehead City and New River, 
northeast branch of the Cape Fear River, Waccamaw, Lumber, and 
Coharie Rivers, in North Carolina; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DIPLOMATIC RELATIONS WITH PERSIA. 


Mr. DAWES introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 195) author- 
aug the Secretary of State to take the necessary measures for the 
establishment of diplomatic relations with Persia, and making appro- 
priation for that purpose; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RUSSEL F. DIMMICK. 

Mr. SHULTZ introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5843) to restore to the 
pension-roll Russel F. Dimmick ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF HOMESTEAD LAWS. 

Mr. SHULTZ also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5844) to amend 
section 2309, chapter 5, of the Revised Statutes of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


COLLECTION OF TAX, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. NEAL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5845) to provide for the 
collection of taxes in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

CALVIN M. HORNER. 

Mr. McCLURE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5846) granting bounty 
to Calvin M. Horner; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McCLURE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5847) to rerate 
the pension of Calvin M. Horner; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DELILAH COPLAND. 
Mr. McCLURE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5848) granting a 
ion to Delilah Copland; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
MARY J. HANNAFORD. 

Mr. MOREY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5849) granting a pension 
to Mary J. Hannaford; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. : 

HENRY C. STUART. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5850) granting a pen- 
sion to Henry C. Stuart; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

INDIAN SCHOOLS. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5851) to pro- 
vide for the transfer of certain Government property in the Territory 
of Arizona from the War Department to the Interior Department for 
Indian school purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to he 
printed. 

MARTIN CARNEY, 
Mr, CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. No, 5852) granting a 
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pension to Martin Carney; which was read a first and second time, of David Ledford; which was read a first and second time, referred 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be | to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


printed. 
ALFRED c. DEATS. 
Mr. JADWIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5853) for the relief of 
Alfred C. Deats; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 
Mr. CHACE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5854) to amend section 
2763 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


MARTHA M. BIRDSALL. 
Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5855) granting a pen- 


sion to Martha M. Birdsall; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


UNLAWFUL CERTIFICATION OF CHECKS. 

Mr. MOORE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5856) to punish the un- 
lawful certification of checks by officers of national banks; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


W. P. WILLETT. 
Mr. HOUSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5857) for the relief of W. 
P. Willett; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


A. R. WYNNE. 
Mr. McMILLIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5858) for the relief of 


A. R. Wynne; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BONDS OF EXECUTORS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. JONES, of Torne introno a bill (H. R. No. 5859) to amend 
the law relating to the bonds of executors in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

VICKSBURGH AND MERIDIAN RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. SHELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5860) to provide for 
the settlement of an account with the Vicksburgh and Meridian Rail- 
road Company for internal-revenue tax, and to refund the amount 
of said tax erroneously assessed and collected ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HENRY HAVERLY. 

Mr. CURTIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5861) for the relief of 
Henry Haverly; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5862) for the protec- 
tion of settlers on the public lands of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT RAY. 

Mr. McKENZIE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5863) for the benefit 
of Robert Ray; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

7 IMPROVEMENT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. ROBERTSON introduced a bill g= R. No. 5864) making an 
a rR tree for the improvement of the navigation and commerce 
of the Mississippi River in accordance with the recommendations, 
plans, specifications, and estimates of the Mississippi River com- 
mission; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

GENEVA AWARD. 

Mr. FROST introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 196) to repay to 
the Government of Great Britain the undistributed balance of the 
Geneva award; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY J. FLOOD. 

Mr. TYLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5865) for the relief of 
Mary J. Flood, widow of George W. Flood; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

REPEAL OF DUTY ON CRUDE EMERY. 

Mr. ROSS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5866) repealing the duty on 
crude emery ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM GAUGE. 


Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5867) for the relief of 
William Gauge, Second Tennessee Cavalry; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


DAVID LEDFORD. 
Mr, VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5868) for the relief 


H. A. COX. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5860) to remove the 
charge of desertion against H. A. Cox; which was read a first and 
second time, refe to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS CHEEKS. 

Mr. WISE, of Virginia, (for Mr. BArBour,) introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 5870) for the relief of Thomas Cheeks; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILSON MILLAR. 
Mr. WISE, of Virginia, (for Mr. BARBOUR, ) also introduced a bill 
H. R. No. 5871) for the relief of Wilson Millar; which was read a 
t and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN L. MOORE. 
Mr. WISE, of Virginia, (for Mr. BarBour,) also introduced a bill 
1 R. No. 5872) for the relief of John L. Moore; which was read a 
t and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 
EDWIN C. FITZHUGH. 

Mr. WISE, of Virginia, (for Mr. BARBOUR, ) also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. para for the relief of Edwin C, Fitzhugh; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL 8. COLEMAN, 


Mr. POUND introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5874) for the relief of 
Samuel 8. Coleman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


COST OF TRANSPORTATION OF BULLION. 


Mr. MAGINNIS submitted the following resolution of inquiry; 
which was read and referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures: 

Whereas = — of the hip naa — smar sear a yS the opstoen — me 
regulations o Treasury en uc m the amounts paid to de- 
positors of bullion the cost of pone such bullion to the mints, while at 
other assay offices no such deduction is o: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to inform this House 
under what law such regulations are issued and such discriminations made. 
MARINE HOSPITAL AT PORT TOWNSEND. 


Mr. BRENTS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5875) authorizing the 
purchase of a marine hospital at Port Townsend, Washington Ter- 
ritory; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The call of States and Territories for the intro- 
duction of bills and joint resolutions is now concluded. 


CANAL BETWEEN THE ILLINOIS AND MISSISSIPPI RIVERS. 


Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, by unanimous consent, presented a joint 
resolution of the Legislature of the State of Illinois, in favor of an 
early construction of a canal for commercial purposes from Hennepin, 
on the Illinois River, westward to the Mississippi River; which was 
referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, and ordered to 
be printed in the RECORD. 

he joint resolution is as follows: 
Preamble and joint resolution of * gee General Assembly of the State 
10) 


Whereas the agricultural, manufacturing, and commercial interests of the North- 
west and no less those of the entire country are largely dependent for their devel- 
opment u a fall enjoyment of facilities for the transportation of products and 
commodities; and 

Whereas the two great interior water routes of rtation in the United 
States are those of the Mississippi River from north to south, and of the lakes, with 
the Erie Canal and Hudson River, from west to east; and 

Whereas a direct all-water connection between these two great routes is indis- 
pensable to a complete service to the interests which so imperatively demand im- 
proved and cheaper routes of transportation, since without such a connection there 
can be no real use by the Northwest of a water route to the East nor by the East 
to the Northwest: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the senate, the house concurring, respectfully memorialize the 

of the United States to authorize, provide for, and direct, at its present 
ion, an early construction of a canal for commercial purposes from Hennepin, 
on the Illinois River, westward to the Mississippi River, on the most feasible 


route. 

Resolved, That our Senators in be instructed and our Representatives 
be requested to use all possible and proper exertions to secure from the body in 
which they res vely serve the passage of a bill at the present session orderin 
the g of the work of constructing the canal herein mention 
and to Nee peers a 


e therefor, to the end that the said canal may be 
completed e at the earliest possible date. 


That a cop 3 by the président of the 
sonate, the speaker of the house, and attested b © secretary of this body, be 
forwarded to each of the Illinois Senators and Representatives in 98 in 
order that the same may be duly presented to the respective bodies in w they 


serve. 
Adopted by the Senate March 28, 


commerce of the coun 
of these resolutions, duly 


1882. 
JOHN M. HAMILTON, 
President of the Senate. 
GEORGE TERWILLIGER, Secretary. 
Concurred in by the House of Representatives oti tg 


882. 
H. THOMA: 
Speaker of the House Representatives, 
JOHN A. , Olerk. 
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UNITED STATES OF AMERI 
State of Titinois, 83: 


I, Henry D. Dement, secretary of state of the State of Illinois, do hereby cer- 
tify that VVV t resolution 
eee irty-second General Assembly of the State of and filed 
in co A 5, A. D. 1882. 

In witness whereof I hereunto set my hand and affix the great seal of State. 
Done at Springfield this 5th day of April in the year of our Lord, 1882, and of the 
Independence of the United States the 106th. 

LsEaL.] HENRY D. DEMENT, 

Secretary 


of State. 
JAMES B. LOGAN. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 5876) restoring the name of James B. Logan to the 
ion roll; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
ommittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, 
reported the following resolution; which, with the accompanyin 
report, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and r en 
to be printed: 

Resolved, That $50,000 be riated for the expenses of the United States 
Piper rey an the 9 of the geological e mineral re- 
sources and products of the United States and Territories, and the procuring of sta- 
tistics in ion thereto making commercial analysis of the iron, coal, and 
= found therein, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the 


ELIZABETH I. MONCRIEF. 

Mr. PEELLE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5877) for the relief of Elizabeth I. Moncrief; which was read a first 
and second time,referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. REAGAN asked and obtained unanimous consent to have 

printed in the Recorp some remarks on the bill (H. R. No. 1655) to 
te interstate commerce and to prohibit unjust discriminations 
by common carriers. [See Appendix.] 


LOUIS A. SENGTELLER. 


Mr. PACHECO, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5878) for the relief of Louis A. Sen er; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIM IN NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. BELFORD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5879) to confirm private land claim, reported as No. 79, for the 
Arroya de San Lorenzo tract in the Territory of New Mexico; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, aud ordered to be printed. 


ELECTION CONTEST—BISBEE VS. FINLEY. 


Mr. RANNEY, from the Committee on Elections, submitted a re- 
port in the contested-election case of Bisbee vs. Finley, from the sec- 
ond Congressional district of the State of Florida, accompanied by 
the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That Jesse J. Finley was not elected as a Representative to the Forty- 


seventh Congress from the second Congressional district of Florida, and is not 
entitled to a seat, 


Resolved, That Horatio Bisbee, jr., was duly elected as a resentative from 
the second Congressional district of Florida to the Forty-seven „ and is 
entitled to his seat as such. 


Mr. MOULTON. The minority of the Committee on Elections will 
submit their views hereafter. 

The SPEAKER. They will be received when ready. 

The report was received and ordered to be printed. 

R. H. TUCKER. 

Mr. HATCH, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5880) granting a pension to R. H. Tucker; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PAGE. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This being the third Monday of the month, the 
first business in order, after the call of States and Territories has 
= concluded, is the call of committees for motions to suspend the 


es. 

Mr. PAGE. Iask unanimous consent of the House that the Speaker 
be allowed to pass over temporarily such committees as would be 
entitled to preference on this call, in order that the Committee on 
Education and Labor may submit a motion to d the rules and 
pass a bill to re te Chinese immigration. It is important that 
that bill should be passed as soon as possible. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from California? 

Mr. MORSE. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the Chair will call the 


committees in their order according to the practice heretofore ob- 
served. At the close of the call on the third Monday of March last 
the Committee on Banking and Currency had been reached but had 
not been called. That committee is the one that is now first in order 
under the call. 


NATIONAL BANKING ASSOCIATIONS. 


Mr. CRAPO. I am directed by the Committee on Banking and 
Currency to move to = the rules and adopt the resolution which 
I send to the Clerk’s des 

The Clerk read as follows: 

E That the bill (H. R. No. 4167) to enable national banking associations 
to extend page sarge existence be taken from the House Calendar and made 
8 order for the 25th day of April instant, after the morning hour, and 
from day to day thereafter until diaposéa of, not to interfere with the considera- 
tion of general appropriation and revenue bills. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will ask for a second of the motion to suspend 
the rules, my object being to make some inquiries of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Pe CRAPO. I hope the second will be ordered by unanimous con- 
sent. 

There was no objection, and the second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The motion having been seconded, debate is now 
in order for thirty minutes, fifteen minutes on each side. The gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CRAPO] will control the fifteen min- 
utes for the resolution and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL] the fifteen minutes in opposition. 

Mr. CRAPO. I prefer to reserve my time for the present. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to ask the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. CRAPO] what scope of amendment he proposes to permit; 
or, more directly, peeps I will ask him whether he will permit an 
amendment to be offered providing that national banks shall not be 
allowed to make a deposit of greenbacks and withdraw their bonds 
at pleasure and then to replace bonds on the withdrawal of the 

nbacks so deposited? thus permitting undue speculation by 
the banks, and giving the banks the power to diminish or increase 
the volume of national-bank circulation. I will ask him, further, 
whether he will allow an amendment looking to compelling the 
national banks, in suits with citizens, to try those suits in State 
courts in the locality in which the bank under the law has been al- 
lowed to do business? The object of that amendment is to avoid 
what is now considered in practice a great hardship. Permit me to 
illustrate. In the northern counties of Pennsylvania a defendant 
in a suit with a bank is required to go to Pittsburgh, a distance of 
three hundred miles, and take his witnesses there, the United States 
marshal haying perio been senpeka, to travel three hundred 
miles to serve the writ or notice. me of us on this side of the 
House think the national banks should be restricted as to these two 
points. I desire to inquire of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
whether, if the rules are suspended and a day assigned for the con- 
sideration of this bill, the amendments I have indicated will be al- 
lowed to be submitted and voted on by the Mouse? 

Mr. CRAPO. Allow me to say in reply to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania that those two amendments will be permitted to be offered. 
As to the first amendment he has indicated, I will say that this is 
now, as I understand it, a section in the Senate funding bill which 
is upon the Speaker’stable. Had not that section been incorporated 
in that bill as it came from the Senate it was contemplated by the 
majority of the Committee on Banking and Currency to put the iden- 
tical section in the bill for the extension of the national-bank charters. 

Mr. RANDALL, It is also in a bill which was introduced by my- 
self in the House and which went to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and is now in possession of a sub-committee of that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. CRAPO. Itis also in the Senate funding bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not desire to leave that issue to the tender 
mercies of that committee, and would prefer, if I could do so, to have 
it incorporated in this bill. 

I will be frank with the gentleman and say that I want to have 
an understanding reached with the gentleman and his friends that 
the amendments may be offered to this bill, so that when it comes 
to be considered a point of order mar not be made against it on the 

und that it is the substance of a bill already pending before the 

ouse, or that it may not be ruled out on the ground that it is not 

germane to the bill, although I think it is. I want to make sure of 
right to offer. 

. CRAPO. Let me assure the gentleman that I am in favor 
personally of that amendment, and take every step possible in 
order to secure the action of the House upon it. 

Mr. RANDALL. We want to have an understanding to ascertain 
whether the amendment will be allowed to be voted npon. 

Mr. CRAPO. It will. 

Mr. RANDALL. And whether the gentleman will waive any 
points of order as to its being germane. 

Mr. CRAPO. So far as I can. 

i ae RANDALL. And as to the provision being part of another 

A MEMBER. The gentleman from Massachusetts says as far as 
he can.” How far can he? 

Mr. HASKELL. Can the 
Crapo] bind this side of the 
order under the rules ? 

Mr. CHACE. I will not be bound to waive any point of order. 

Mr. HASKELL. The gentleman from Massachusetts represents 
oe and his committee, but they cannot waive the rules of this 

ouse. , 


entleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
ouse against the making of points of 
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Mr. RANDALL. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; there can be now 
unanimous consent given that when this bill comes up for considera- 
tion and action both amendments may be allowed to be offered, 
waiving points of order. 

Mr. CRAPO. I do not understand that there is any objection to 
that. 

Mr. RANDALL. I understand the gentleman from Rhode Island 
[Mr. Cnc] has indicated that he will not agree to the understand- 
ing. Is that correct? 

Kir. CRAPO. There is no objection either by myself or by the 
majority of the Committee on Banking and Currency to the presen- 
tation of the amendments suggested. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have not a doubt of the gentleman’s good faith; 
but I want to arrange this matter so that it shall be the act of the 
House. 

Mr. HASKELL. Let me ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania a 
question. 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly. 

Mr. HASKELL. Will the gentleman vote for the bill with the 
amendments in it? 

RANDALL. Iam perfectly aware that the present system of 
national banking is generally acceptable to the country as to its 
circulating medium, but it requires restriction in some other partic- 
ulars, and we want at this time the opportunity to put upon that 
system amendments which nearly everybody believes to be neces- 
sary in the way of restraint. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH. That is right. 

Mr. COBB. I do not believe that the present banking system is 
acceptable to the people of this country. 

Mr. RANDALL. I say it is generally acceptable, as I have stated. 

Mr. COBB. I want it to go to the country, with the statement of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that I do not believe the present 
banking system is acceptable to the country. 

Mr. DALL. The unity of circulation of the national-bank 
notes is acceptable to the country in contradistinction from the mul- 
titude of State-bank notes previously existing. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania controls at 
present the time for debate. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the Speaker be kind enough to submit to 
the House the question I have indicated ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the question. 

Mr. COBB. What is the question! 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ran- 
DALL] desires to have submitted to the House the proposition that 
when this bill comes up for consideration certain amendments which 
he indicates and desires to have offered to the bill shall be held to be 
in order regardless of any rule to the contrary. Is there objection? 

Mr. JONES, of Texas, and several other members objected. 

Mr. CRAPO. I hope there will be no objection to that proposi- 
tion. It is simply that the 58e may have an opportunity to 
submit the amendments to the bill and have a vote upon them. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. JoNES] and other gentlemen to object. To whom does 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield? 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I hope that my friend from Penusyl- 
yania will extend the time so far as he can to gentlemen on this side 
of the House op’ to the national banks in reply to gentlemen on 
the other side who favor them. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman means to imply that Iam in 
favor of the national banks as now organized in all respects, and 
against any amendments or restrictions to that system, he is mistaken. 
Iam in favor of the unity of circulation now existing; but I want, 
as does the gentleman, to put restrictions upon the national banks. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, when this question was up before I 
had occasion to remark that in view of the fact that the public debt 
is being rapidly paid off the foundation of the national banking sys- 
tem will soon go and the system must go with it; that, therefore, 
Congress, instead of devoting its attention to measures for the con- 
tinuation of this system, ought to be at work to devise some substi- 
tute for it and some other system of paper currency, if paper cur- 
rency is necessary. 

Now, sir, what is the issue between those who favor national 
banks and those who oppone them? It is whether or not the people 
and the Goyernment shall have the benefit of the issue of paper 
money if it is to be issued. And if this bill should come up in its 
regular order, (and it has no right to come up otherwise,) I have 
in uced a bill which I should like to have considered in connec- 
tion with it, which provides for retiring the circulation of national 
banks and to continue them as banks of discount and deposit. As 
the charters of national banks expire I provide they may be con- 
tinued as banks of discount and deposit, for the reason it is claimed 
that if you suddenly withdraw them from the business men for whom 
they discount, those men will be required to undergo some incon- 
venience as well as the banks. Therefore, to obviate that and not 
to disturb the relations already existing, as I have stated, I provide 
they may be continued as banks of discount and deposit, but they 
are prohibited from 1 notes, While those already 
in existence are prohibited from increasing their circulation. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 
Mr. BLAND. Part of my time was taken up in getting order in 
the House. 
The SPEAKER. Allowance was made for that, but not for inter- 
ruptious. 
r. RANDALL. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri, [Mr. BUCKNER. ] 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Pennsylvania has only five 
minutes left. 
Mr. BLAND. I ask, then, to have the bill I introduced this morn- 
inig pned as a part of my remarks, 
he SPEAKE The Chair hears no objection. 
The bill is as follows: 


A bill to retire the circulation of national banks, and to continue them as banks 
of discount and deposit. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
America in 8 assembled, That eee banking eee eee 
under the acts of Feb: 25, 1863, June 3, 1864, and Feb 14, 1880, or under 
sections 5133, 5134, 5135, 5136, and 5154 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
may, at any time within two years previous to the date of the expiration of its 

to existence under present law, and with the approval of the Comptroller 
of the Currency, to be granted as hereinafter provi: extend its period of suc- 
cession by amending its articles of association for a term of not more than twenty 
years from the expiration of the iod of succession named in said articles of 
association, and shall have su on for such extended period, unless sooner dis- 
solved by the actof shareholders owning two-thirds of its stock, or unless its fran- 
chise becomes forfeited by some violation of law. 

Sec. 2. That such amendment of said articles of association shall be authorized 
by the consent in writing of shareholders owning not less than two-thirds of the 
capital stock of the association; and the of directors shall cause con- 
sent to be certified over the seal of the association, by its president or cashier, to 
the Comptroller of the Currency, accompanied by an application made by the pres- 
ident or cashier for the approval of the amended articles of association by the Comp- 
troller; and such amended articles of association shall not be valid until the €omp- 
troller shall give to such association a certificate under his hand and seal that the 
association has complied with all the i afore are required to be complied with, and 
is authorized to have succession for the extended period named in the amended 
articles of association. 

Sec. 3. That upon the Ngai! of the application and certificate of the associa- 
tion provided for in the p: ing section, the Comptroller of the Currency may, 
if he deems it necessary, cause a examination to be made, at the ex 
of the association, to determine its condition; and if after such examination or 
otherwise it 3 to him that said association is in a satisfactory condition, he 
shall grant certificate of 2 provided for in the eee seetion, or if 
it supenrs that the condition of said association is not satisfactory, he shall with- 
hold such certificate of approval. 

Sec. 4. That eit so extending the period of its succession shall con- 
tinue to enjoy all the rights and er and immunities granted and shall con- 
tinue to be subject to all the duties, liabilities, and restrictions imposed by the 
Revised Statutes of the United States and other acts having reference to national 
ee associations, and it shall continue to be in all respects the identical asso- 
ciation it was before the extension of its period of succession, with the same rights, 

ilities : i Said associations are hereby prohibited from 
issuing circulating notes ; r no national banking shall in- 
crease its circulation or be organized with authority to issue notes to circulate as 
money. 

Sec. 5. That 88 banking association has amended its articles of 
association as provided in this act, and the Comptroller has granted his certificate 
of re Cogan og shareholder not assenting to such amendment may give notice in 
writing to the direc tors, within thirty days from the date of the certificate of ap- 
proval, of his desire to withdraw from said association, in which case he shall be 
entitled to receive said ng association the value of the shares so held by 
him, to be ascertained by an ap raisal made by a committees of three persons, one 
to be selected by such —— er, one b; N and the third by the first 
two; and in case the value so fixed si not be satisfactory to any such 
holder, he may a, to the Comptroller of the Currency, who cause a rea! 
praisal to be e, which shall be final and binding; and if said reappraisal 
exceed the value fixed by said committee, the bank shall pay the expenses of said 


reappraisal, and otherwise the appellant shall said expenses; and the value so 
eee, and determined shall be deemed 60 Be a debt due to said shareholder 


from said bank until ge and the shares so surrendered and appraised 
after due notice, be sold at public sale within thirty days after the app’ 
provided in this section. 


Sec. 6. That national banking associations that may be continued by this act and 
those whose corporate existence shall ire shall be required to comply with the 
SS of sections 5221 and 5222 of the Revised Statutes in the same manner as if 

he . had voted to go into liquidation, as provided in section 5220 of the 


ded. 

re. 9. For the purpose of retiring and canceling the notes of national bankin 
associations surrendering their circulation the Secre of the T. shail 
cause to be printed and engraved notes of the United States of the de- 
nominations of five, ten, twenty, fifty, one hundred, and one thousand dollars, 
bearing such inscriptions and devices as he may approve, to be exchanged for the 
bank notes above described on presentation of the same at the Treasury, and the 
Secretary of the To cause to bé said Treasury notes in lieu of 
such bank notes as shall me the property of the Government in pret of 
taxes or otherwise. That the bank notes for which Treasury notes s be sub- 
stituted shall be destroyed. 

Sec, 10. That the Treasury notes issued in pursuance of this act shall be receiv- 
able and payable for all dues and demands for which national-bank notes are now 
by law vable and payable, and shall be exchangeable for legal-tender notes 
W 1 in sums of $100 or more for that purpose at the Treasury of the 
United States; but when so exchanged shall be paid out of the Treasury again as 
other current That said Treasury notes shall be redeemable at the pleas- 
ure of the United States in legal-tender notes or coin, at the option of the Govern- 


ment. 
Sec. 11. That the Secretary of the shall make such rulos and regula- 


tions as may be necessary to carry any of the provisions of this act into effect. 
Mr. RANDALL. I yield for five minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri, [Mr. 3 
Mr. BU Mr. Speaker, my only object in rising is to have 


CKNER. 
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it understood by my friends on the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency that it was a part of the nt I should have an bs c e 
nity to offer a substitute for the entire Leh arene and t my 
colleague on the committee from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM] should 
also have an opportunity to offer an amendment or a substitute. 
That understanding I presume will be conceded by gentlemen on 
the committee. 

Mr. CRAPO. Yes, that was the understanding. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I oniy wian this to be known to the House, as it 
is not my purpose to go into any discussion of the merits either of 
the bill 8 ee from the Committee on Banking and Currency or 
of the banking system generally. 

The SPEAKER. 
minutes left. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cops] 
wish to have that time ? 

M. COBB. I wish to make an inquiry. This is an important 
question, and under the rules the time allowed after the seconding 
of the motion to suspend the rules is divided between the friends 
and the opponents of themeasure. I understand the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Crapo] and the Pek wy rage from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] are both in favor of this bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman has no right to say that, so far 
as I am concerned. 

Mr. COBB. I may have misunderstood the gentleman from Penn- 

ylvania, but it was my understanding of his remarks that he be- 
lieved the present banking system was satisfactory to the people. 

Mr. RANDALL. I said the national banking system in unity of 
3 is satisfactory to the people as against the old State 
ban 

Mr. COBB. That is the way I understood the gentleman. 

Mr.BLAND. Mr. Speaker, fifteen minutes’ time was given against 
suspending the rules, and I do not think I oceupied five minutes of 
that time. I believe those in favor of suspending the rules should 
not have the whole time for debate. 

Mr. MILLS. I suggert there be fifteen minutes additional on either 
side. 

Mr. BLAND. I rose to oppose the motion to suspend the rules, and 
wished to have fifteen minutes in which to state the reasons of my 


bid eg 
2 . I have given my time only to those opposed to 

e 

Mr. BLAND. That isnot the question; but the question is whether 
the rules shall be suspended. 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman calling for a second, when a mo- 
tion is made to suspend the rules, is recognized to control fifteen 
minutes in opposition. 

Mr. BLAND. I also demanded a second, and I am opposed to the 


bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania demanded a 
second, and was recognized, 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is in favor of sus- 
poang inn rules. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania controls the 
time, and it is for him to indicate to the Chair to whom he yields, as 
the Chair did not know the views of gentlemen on the subject of the 
resolution. 

Mr. MILLS, I ask that fifteen minutes more on either side be 
allowed for debate on this question, as it is one of considerable impor- 


tance, 
So Los SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the proposition to the 
ouse. 

Mr, CAMP. What is the proposition? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous con- 
sent that the time allowed for debate upon the pending proposition 
be extended for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. CAMP. Lobject. . 

Mr. CRAPO, Mr. Speaker, I am very anxious that the time of the 
House shall not be unnecessarily consumed by any discussion upon a 
simple proposition to fix the time for the consideration of an impor- 
tant public measure of this character. The reasons for the adoption 
of this resolution were fully stated two weeks ago, when this question 
was first presented. Ishould be negligent of my duty if I did not 
press for the adoption of the resolution. 

If Congress at this session shall fail to act upon this bill for the 
extension ofnational-bank charters the result, in my judgment, will 
be harmful tothe business interests of the country. The business 
outlook to-day is not specially promising. Since the 2 of 
the year we have exported over $10,000,000 in gold. The rate of ex- 
change continues unsatisfactory. Securities of all kinds, with the 
ee of Government bonds, have fallen in price. e labor 
market is disturbed as is apparent by the daily accounts which come 
to us of strikes in various parts of the country. A feverish and un- 
healthy speculation has prevented the natural outflow of our surplus 
products, thereby to that extent crippling trade. 

Now shall we add to this unsatisfactory condition by neglecting to 
act upon this bill, which non-action means a disturbance of the cur- 
rency of the country to the extent of $68,000,000 within the next ten 
months, thereby involving contraction which may be serious? 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania has four 
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Mr. COX, of New York. May Lask the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts a . T in this connection? 

Mr. CRAPO. I have not time to yield for a question. Shall we 
oy. our non-action upon this bill derange the loan market more thau 
$150,000,000 during that brief period ? 

The indifference or possibly the ignorance of some gentlemen in 
reference to the financial or business interests of the country is tomy 
mind simply amazing. There are to-day in operation fifty more 
national banks than there were six months ago, and yet to-day the 
national-bank-note circulation is $1,400,000 less than it wassix months 
ago. How far these figures are the result of a belief on the part of 
business men that Congress is indisposed to act upon this and kindred 
questions I shall not undertake to say. But the figures indicate the 
possibility of a contraction which the failure to act upon this bill will 
greatly increase. 

I do not wish to be understood as asserting that if the bank char- 
ters are extended there will be no diminution of national-bank cir- 
culation, because as that bank circulation becomes unprofitable the 
tendency is naturally for its withdrawal; but by the extension of 
the charters of the national banks it may be safely assumed that the 
withdrawal will be less rapid, less extensive, and less serious. Let 
us fix a day for the consideration of the bill. That is all we propose 
in this resolution. Its consideration brings up all the questions 
which the friends or opponents of the measure may desire to pre- 
sent, and enables a vote to be obtained upon all 0 desigued 
to substitute Treasury notes for national-bank bills. Let us by ac- 
tion upon the bill inform the business men of the country whatthey 
may expect, and give them the opportunity to prepare for the situa- 
tion. 

One word more, Mr. Speaker, the anti-bank men to-day in opposing 
this resolution do not exhibit the wisdom of Andrew Jackson when 
he opposed the extension of the charter of the old United States Bank. 
Six years before the expiration of that charter he called the atten- 
tion of Congress to the fact, saying they could not, in justice to the 
parties interested, act too soon upon the question in order to avoid 
the evils resulting from e ee in a measure involving such 
important principles and such deep 8 I now yield 
the floor to the 2 from New York, [Mr. FLOWER. ] 

Mr. COX, of New York. Before the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts takes his seat I wish to ask him how many of these bank charters 
ou on the Ist of February. How many expire during the sum- 
mer 

Mr. CRAPO. Between now and the 25th of February, 1883, there 
will expire three hundred and ninety-three bank charters, two hun- 
dred and ninety-seven on the 25th of February of the next year. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Then why any special haste to bring this 
bill in now? 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise for the purpose of con- 
sidering whether or not the national banks and the notes they issue 
are good, or whether we shall issue greenbacks or Treasury notes in 
their place. I hope no one will attempt such a discussion at this 
time. What we are interested in soday is to fix a date on which a 
bill reported from the Committee on Banking and Currency, affecting 
all the business interests of the country, shall be considered. This 
is a plain statement of the whole matter. 

The financial policy of the Government touches arene home through- 
out the length and breadth of this Union. Theslightest discussion 
of it is felt everywhere. As long as it is before us there is no confi- 
dence nor business enterprise ; no investmentsare made; employment 
of labor ceases, and widespread distress ensues. We have again and 
again had instances of the same thing. 

The contemplation of a resumption of specie payment from 1875 to 
1879 reduced us almost to beggary. The settlement of the question 
restored confidence and led to our present prosperity. The refusal 
of the House last Monday to consider this matter has caused a la 
amount of money to be withdrawn from trade already. What the 
discussion of the banking system must bring is further uncertainty 
and a decrease of p rity, and the longer it is put off the greater 
will be our distress. e banks can under the present law liquidate, 
divide their surplus, change their names, put greenbacks into the 

to the amount of their outstanding notes, draw new notes, 
and go on as before. The consequence of such action is contraction of 
the currency and disturbance to business. No one can estimate the 
distress which will be occasioned, but every one will feel as though 
there were disturbing forces at work forbidding him to increase his 
business and compelling him to proceed with caution, No one can 
tell how he will be affected, but every one will regard with dismay 
the approach of each successive charter expiration and will fear and 
tremble at the mention of the 25th of February next, when two hun- 
dred and ninety-seven bank charters expire and fifty-three million 
greenbacks be placed in the Treasury for the redemption of their 
notes, or thirty-five millions more than the banks foolishly withdrew 
in 1881. 

When we of the Banking and Currency Committee ask the House 
to take these things into consideration, when we call upon the House 
to prevent this business uncertainty, when we request the House to 
fix a date for the discussion of this important question and to put a 
limit to this suspense, I hope the House will hear and respond. 

When the question comes before the House, when we are called 
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upon to vote for or against the recharter of the banks or the several 
amendments, then each member will be entitled to his opinions 
and each opinion to proper respect. The bill can be approved, 
amended, or rejected, according to the will of the House. But to 
obstruct the consideration of a matter of such wide-spread signifi- 
cance, to refuse to listen to a committee where such vital interests 
are at stake, to allow a demoralization of business and a contraction 
of the currency without trying to prevent it or considering its pre- 
vention, woa be, in my judgment, worse than folly and entirely 


unworthy of us. We cannot afford to let our currency be unsettled. 
Webster said : 
He who tam with the currency robs labor of its bread. He panders indeed 


greed i ‘een-sigh and may shift for itself. the be 
Inter, ey ete 6 and too rove with the present to caloulate for 
the future. 

I entreat the House to listen to the voice of the material interests 
of the country and to name a day for settling this question in one way 
or another. 

Business men are always sorry when Congress assembles and pleased 
when it adjourns. I sincerely trust that in this case at least they 
will not have cause to say the House has neglected their interests, 

Mr. CRAPO. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from West 


Virginia, [Mr. WILSON. ] 
. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, on the first Monday of this month I 
voted against fixing a day for the consideration of this bank bill, and 


would do so again if there was any reasonable probability that it 
could be reached in its regular order in time to be considered before 
this session shall 3 This House has so often been involved 
in confusion and delay by taking bills out of their order and fixing 
atime for their special consideration in the future that I am op- 
to that being done, unless there is some manifest necessity for 
t. The better way is to let bills come up and be considered in their 
regular order, We now have a number of special orders before the 
House, some bills have been partly considered and laid aside; when 
they are called up the question of consideration is often raised; de- 
lays are incident to this method of procedure, the yeas and nays are 
called, and time is unnecessarily consumed. I am satisfied that it 
does not expedite, but rather retards the public business. 

I concede, Mr. Speaker, that this question is one of large impor- 
tance to the country. Banks of discount and deposit are necessary to 
carry on the business of the country, but this proposition does not 
raise the question of national banks or State banks. It simply looks 
to the consideration of that question by this House at some future 
time. I have never favored the national banking system, neverthe- 
less Iam not disposed to obstruct legislation, to shut off by my oppo- 
sition the consideration of a question that is so vital to the country. 
I see it stated by the report of the committee that within the next 
twelve months three hundred and ninety-three banks must go into 
liquidation if authority is not given to them to continue business, and 
it is said that this will compel the withdrawal of $69,160,980 of the 
currency now in active circulation; and then it is further stated by 
the rt of the committee that upon some day in February of next 
year the charters of two hundred and ninety-seven other banks will 
expire, which will necessitate the retirement of $54,000,000 of money 
with a view of taking up the bonds lodged by the banks with the 
Comptroller of the Currency. This money, as I understand it, must 
be deposited before those bonds can be taken up. Now, every prac- 
tical man knows the effect of withdrawing such vast amounts of 
money from cireulation. It is not now hoarded away in the banks, 
but is distributed in loans among the people. It would certainly be 
oppressive upon the people of my section to compel them to return to 
the banks money now in the hands of our grazers and operatives. 

Presumptively the Con of the United States reflects the popu- 
lar sentiment, and it is due to the people of the country that this 
great question be considered and a conclusion of some kind arrived 
at by Con It may result in a continuation, or a modification, 
or an abolishment of the present banking system. Let the result be 
what it may, in my opinion some definite action should be taken 
and I for one am not disposed to obstruct or defeat that action, and 
hence shall vote for the pending proposition. 

Mr. CRAPO. I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman 
from New N LMr. HARDENBERGH. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has two minutes. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH. Mr. Speaker, in two minutes it is utterly 
impossible for any one, especially for a member of the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, to give expression to the thoughts that well 
up in his heart upon a question of such magnitude as this; and I 
oniy hope, sir, that the time may be extended on both sides. 

ere we have been spending weeks upon weeks uoan the question 
of the tariff. Whole days have been taken up in allowing members 
to speak upon that question and no vote has yet been taken upon it. 
And yet here upon a question of this kind, involving the most vital 
interests of our country, angry passions seem unnecessarily to be 
aroused, and we seem to be disqualified to meet the greatest question 
ever submitted to the peores this country. 

In the remarks I ad to the House the other day I was about 
to conclude with this statement: Iam a president ofa national bank; 
I admit it, and I have as much a right to this floor as any gentleman 
here who is a manufacturer and who votes upon the question of the 
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tariff. We are supposed to represent the different interests of this 
country in all their broad expanse and extent, and the discussion of 
these interests is not to be limited to any one or any two classes of 
individuals here. This Union was meant for all; for the people, the 
whole people, and nothing but the people; and our proceedings here 
should be subservient to their whole interests. 

I therefore ask attention for just a few moments to this question, 
because it is one that is near to my heart—not for the interest that 
I have in national banks, for it is but small; not to vindicate what- 
ever little reputation I may have gathered as an officer of one for 
the last thirty years, but asa member of the American Congress, 
desirous to appreciate the responsibilities that devolve upon me; 
that when I go home to my people they can say I have been able to 


grasp and to assert the rights to which they are entitled here upon this 


oor of the American Congress. 
Now, sir, many of the national banks would cheerfully go back to 
the system of State banks if you would abolish the 10 per cent. tax. 


I would for one. But I want toshow that this is a question in which 
the people are interested against monopolies. I have the fi, 


here to do it, and if this House will kin 
do not often ask their attention. 

Then, Mr, Speaker, I will simply ask to insert this statement of 
banks in the various States whose charters are about expiring, whom 


y bear with me I will. I 


you thus force to weaken their conditions by a division of their reserve 
fund, the effects of which I would have been glad to explain in all its 
bearings. Nail if you will to the cross of bitter partisan prejudice 
the national banking act before some one more acceptable to our peo 
ple 15 provided; but this Isay to you in all candor, ye know not wha 
ye do. 


Table, by States, of the number of national banks whose corporate existence 
will terminate in the years 1882 and 1883, with the amounts of their capi- 
tal, surplus, and circulation outstanding. 


Ta 

23 

Capital. Surplus. 23 

— 

H 

88 
$3,100,000 | $952, 000 00 | $2, 610, 000 
850, 000 200, 800 00 781, 000 
1, 510, 000 558, 700 00 | 1,368, 650 
14, 900,000 | 4, 846, 261 05 | 11, 495, 600 
500, 000 6, 400 00 450, 000 
6,170,000 | 1,453,956 97 | 4,751, 600 
17, 193, 300 6, 046, 451 43 | 11, 528, 120 
2, 800, 000 874, 500 00 | 2,455, 000 
12, 484, 950 3, 860,858 50 | 10, 651, 220 
1 500, 000 100, 000 00 450, 000 
3 | 1,710, 000 522,000 00 | 1, 359, 000 
1 150, 000 39, 000 00 135, 000 
1 500, 000 100, 000 00 450, 000 
2 500, 000 105, 000 00 360, 000 
64 | 12,905,000 | 3,029,741 40 | 10, 389, 110 
22 | 3,007,500 | 1,296,847 76 | 2, 064,000 
233, 770, 000 2,445,447 70 | 1, 626, 300 
12 2,825,000 | 1,081,148 84 1, 669, 500 
13 | 1,150, 000 395, 000 00 985, 400 
13 | 1,235,000 379, 699 30 892, 500 
1 | 1,000, 000 260, 000 00 294, 380 
3 | 1,550, 000 389, 567 84 944, 600 
1 100, 000 80, 000 00 90, 000 
1 200, 000 50, 000 00 180, 000 


90, 610, 750 | 29, 075, 380 79 | 67, 980, 980 


ate existence will terminate during 
the years 1884 and 1885, with the amounts of their capital, surplus, and 
circulation outstanding. 


Number of national banks whose corpor 


P 

Years. FEI 

Surplus, 34 

8 

ae 
a P ͤĩ ˙ A $29, 800, 440 92 | $62, 740, 950 
IBS- asernes S N R 53, 331, 348 62 | 119, 266, 745 
aan ee AA A 976 | 266,196,165 | 83, 221, 789 54 | 182, 007, 695 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s timè has expired. 


Several MEMBERS. Print the figures 

Mr. HARDENBERGH. Task for ten minutes more, that I may 
present those facts. 

Mr. HATCH. I object. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Let the gentleman go on for ten minutes. 

Mr. HATCH. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN 
DALL] controls four minutes more. 

RANDALL. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 

Indiana, [Mr. Conn.] 
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Mr. MILLS. Let me congratulate the 
petts[Mr. Crapo] on the splendid strategy he has displayed in getting 
mo aena eresy advocated by Democrats on the floor. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. COBB. Ihave not prepared a written speech on this proposition 
as other gentlemen have done. Iwas not so fortunate as they have 
been in being advised that I should have time allowed me under the 
rule limiting debate to thirty minutes. These gentlemen were. They 
come with written s hes in favor of national banks because they 
have been informed that they could read them to the House. They 
have been thus favored by those who have this measure in phage 
beeause they advocate the present banking system. But we who 
oppose it meet with no such liberality. We have to take our chances 
without preparation and run the risk of gaining an opportunity to 
re our thoughts as best we may 

tis only through the kindness of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
Mr. RANDALL] in ting me three minutes of his time, for which 
am under obligations, that I am permitted without a moment’s re- 
flection to say a word. This time will not allow me to discuss the 
uestion in scarcely any of its preliminaries, to say nothing of its 
details. This proposition was substantially presented to the House 
two weeks ago and was then voted down. But the bankers have 
thrust it upon us again to consume the time of the House as against 
other important matters of legislation. This organized system of 
capital has ever since I have been a member of this House con- 
stant! groen thrusting itself in here to control legislation for its bene- 
fit to the injury of the country. ity Mi see its handagain. 
It was said when this question was up before that the national bank- 
ing system was a Democratic measure. I deny it. I assert that it is 
cree to the teachings of the fathers of Democracy. I maintain 
that itis anti-Democratic. There are none of the principles of true 
Democracy init. There were scarcely half a dozen Democrats in 
Congress who voted for the present national-bank law when it was 
passed. If I had time I could prove to this House that this measure 
is op to the principles of the Democratic party. 

It is said by the friends of the banks that if the bill pending in 
the House is not passed the banks will go into liquidation, and 
that in consequence the business interests of the country will be 
shocked and untold ruin will befall the country. This is done to 
alarm the House, It is not the first time we have heard the bankers 
sound the alarm on this floor. They did it when the bill to remone- 
tize silver and the bill to stop the contraction of the greenbacks 
were pean in this House. They then predicted ruin to the coun- 
try if these bills passed. They passed, however, and the country 
was blessed ins of being inj But why this attempted alarm? 
The banks can reorganize under the law as now existing. And they 
are doing so. There is a bank in Michigan which has already reor- 
ganized. There are but few, comparatively, of these banks whose 
charters expire before the Ist of December next; not enough of them 
to shock the financial interests of the country. Congress meets then, 
and can take action if necessary. 

Why this haste, then, to rush this measure through without per- 
mitting a substitute to be offered to the bill or to allow amendments 
to be offered to throw around the system so as to protect the 
people? The bankers will not allow the present law to be amended 
so as to cut off their extraordinary powers. It must be extended as 
itis, so as to enable them to go on without reorganization with all the 
extraordinary powers they now have, or they do not want any bill 
to pass. 

e are required to take this bill as prepared by the hands of the 
bankers without amendment, or we must defeat it. It must be forced 
through just as it is, to the exclusion of all other business. For one, 
I will never vote for the extension of the bank charters. I surely never 
will unless we are allowed to throw what I conceive to be tt 
safeguards around the system. This system of banking is not, as 
said on another occasion, satisfactory to the people. lieve that 
a large majority of the voters of the country are opposed to it. The 
See mechanical, and laboring classes are opposed to it. 

e great Northwest and South are op to it. But the capital- 
ists of the East are in favor of it, and they will force the question on 
this House to the exclusion of all other business, if n to gain 
a point, however important that other business may be to the coun- 
try. Other business must give way and be defeated in order that 
capital may befavored. For one, I am opposed to this measure, and 

it will be defeated. 

Here the hammer fell. 

. RANDALL. The circulation of the national banks is based 
upon the debt of the United eee and as long as that debt exists 
t circulation can be maintain It is proposed, however, that 
Treasury notes shall be issued in lieu of such circulation. We can- 
not give to the Treasury notes any other quality than that they 
be received by the Government in payment of public debts. 

It will hardly be contended that we can give to the notes 


the et of legal tender for the pa: t of all debts. Now, with 
all the advantages that to the national-bank circulation, 
there are abuses e g in connection therewith, and if we 


are to be denied the op Aare of correcting those abuses, we must 
in self-defense resist the effort to continue these corporations in 
existence, so as to bring the national banks to their senses. 

The SPEAKER. The time for debate has been exhausted. 
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Mr. MURCH. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. MURCH. I observe by clause 3 of Rule XXVIII that fifteen 

minutes of the time allowed for debate on a motion to nd the 

rules shall be given in favor of such motion and fifteen minutes in 
opposition. Now, there is quire a body of members in this House 
forming a distinct organization who have very decided viewson this 
measure, and perhaps their sentiments are as dear to them as the 
national banking institutions are to the gentleman from New Jersey, 

(Mr. HARDENBERGH.] Now, we have not had fifteen minutes’ time 

to state our opposition to this measure, while twenty minutes or more 

have been consumed by those who favor a suspension of the rules in 
order to set a day for the consideration of this bill. Not one single 

Greenbacker has been allowed to raise his voice on this question. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from Maine 

LMr. Murca] to rise for the purpose of making a ee 

ma. 


quiry; Dos that does not give the gentleman the privilege of ing 
a speech. 
Mr. MURCH. Perhaps I did get off the question a little; but I 


submit that we are entitled to fi 


uro. 
Mr. BROWNE. Is not the gentleman on one side or the other of 
* ition? Both sides have been heard. 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine does not state the 
rule correctly. The rule allows thirty minutes for debate on pro 
sitions to suspend the rules after a second has been ordered, and under 
the practice that time has been divided between the friends and 
opponents of the proposition. 

e Chair is not always able to tell the extent of opposition to or 
the amonnt of support of a measure which may be offered by the 
gentleman who demands the second, and who is entitled to control 
one-half of the time allowed for debate. The appeal of the gentle- 
man from Maine should rather have been made to the persons who 
control the time than to the Chair. 

The question is upon the motion to suspend the rules and adopt the 
resolution submitted by the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 


terme 
Mr. KENNA. On that question I call for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. JONES, of Texas. Just a word. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman rise to a parliamentary 


E ag! 7 
. JONES, of Texas. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. It is in reference to the rights of the 2 5 
nents of this measure. We have had no voice at all, which I think 
is an abuse. 

The SPEAKER. That is not the fault of the Chair, and the Chair 
refuses to take any responsibility of that kind. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. It is the duty of the Chair under the rules 
to protect the rights of the minority. 

Mr. RAND. What is the point of order? 

The SPEAKER. The point of order raised by the gentleman from 
Texas [ Mr. JONES] is that the time was not properly divided. 

Mr. RANDALL. On the contrary the time was properly divided, 
so far as I had control of it. The time allowed me I yielded to the 
e 38 from Missouri, [Mr. 5 gentleman from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. BUCKNER, ] a member of the Committee on ing and 
Currency, and to the gentleman from Indiana, [ Mr. coms. I yielded 
those gentlemen all my time but one minute. The gentleman from 
Texas f Mr. JONES] did not ask me for any time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. CRAPO] to suspend the rules and adopt 
the resolution which has been read. On that motion the gentleman 
from West Virginia [ Mr. grape calls for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 149, nays 89, not 
voting 53 ; as follows: 


n minutes to discuss this meas- 


YEAS—149, 

Aldrich, Dowd, Morse, 
Bayne, Dunnell, Hoblitzell, Neal, 
Beach, Dwight, Horr, Nolan, 
Belford, Ellis, Hubbs, N 
Bingham, Ermentrout, Humphrey, O'Neill, 
Bowman, Orth, 
Briggs, Jacobs, Pacheco, 
Browne, Farwell, Chas. B. Jadwin, Page, 
Buck, Farwell, Sewell S. Jones, Phineas Parker, 
Burrows, Julius C. Fisher, Jorgensen, yson, 
Butterw Flower, Joyce, Peelle, 
Calkins, Kasson, Peirce, 
Camp. Kelley, Phelps, 
Campbell, Grow Ketcham, Pound, 
Cannon, Guenther, Lacey, Prescott, 
Carpenter, Hall, 4 Ranney, 
Caswell, Hammond, John Lord, Ray, 
Chace, Harden Marsh, Reed, 

Hardy, Mason, Rice, John B. 

n. Harmer MeCiure, Rice, William W. 

Crapo, Harris, Benj MeCoid, Rich, 

Harris, Henry S. McCook, Ritchie, 
Davis, George R. Haskell, McKinley, Robeson, 
Da Hawk, McLane, Robinson, Geo. D 

4 Hazelton, Robinson, James 8 

De Heilman, Miller, Ross, 

Hewitt, Abram 8. Moore, Russell, 
Dingley, Hill, Morey, Scoville, 


1882. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 2957 
Seranton, 80 ~ U: Whi Stat in from any holder thereof in sums not less than $500, and to pa 
Stallenberger, Spoon Valentine, Williams, Chas. G. | and ae ver Fy exchange or gold bars in value equaling such coin pressive 

2 ry Ware wanes; The question being taken on the motion of Mr. FISHER, it was 
Sinviston, Jas. W. on ven Kern > Wise, George D: agreed . voting in favor thereof.) 

Paina N Taylor, Van Voorhis, Wool, W. A. So the bill was passed. 
airy eo N CALL OF COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 
J. Hyatt 1 Webber, The Committee on Commerce being called 
S E pàograff, J. T. West. Mr. MCLANE said: I waive the call of the Committee on Com- 
NAYS—89. merce. I have the right to do so. 
Aiken, 8 Jones, James K. brawl Theron M. OFFICERS, ETC., OF THE BRIG GENERAL ARMSTRONG. 
tom Davis, Tawni iL Klotz, Robinson, Wm. E. Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I am directed by the Committee on 
Barty Dibble, Knott, Rosecrans, Foreign Affairs to move to s nd the rules so as to take from the 
Blackburn, Dibrell, Ladd, Shackelford, Speaker’s table and pass the bill (S. No. 185) for the relief of the 
tne i Finley 22 Singleton, Otho R. | captain, owners, officers, and crew of the late United States private- 
Blount, Ford, Manning. Sparks, farmed brig General Armstrong, their heirs, executors, administrators, 
Bramm, Forney, Matson, agents, or assigns. 
2 U. oe gory eee R. W The bill was read, as follows: 
zabell. pa Geddes, - Mills, 4 N Henry G Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, authorized 
Caldwell, Gunter, Money, : and directed to examine and be pee the claims of the captain, owners, officers, and 
Carlisle, Hammond, N. J 8 Upson. crew of the late private- arm. brig General Armstrong growing out of the de- 
C rs, M 6. Arner, struction of said brig by a British in the neutral port of Fayal in September, 
Clardy Hatch, Moulton, ellborn, 1814, upon the evidence established before the Court of Claims, and to settle the 
Clark, K Herbert, Muldrow, Whitthorne, same on prineiples of justice and equity; and that he be, and is hereby, further 
Clements, Herndo: Murch, Williams, ‘Thomas auth and directed to draw his requisition in favor of said claimants, their 
Cobb. Hewitt, G. W. Oates, Wil heirs, executors, administrators, agents, or assigns, for the amount which may be 
Colerick, H aul, Wiss Morgan R. by him found due to said claimants, on the Secretary of the Treasury, not exceed- 
Converse, a ae Phister, ing $70,739, the amount proved before the Court of Claims, who is authorized to 
ook, House, z pay the same out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 
Cox, Samuel S, Jones, George W. Reagan, Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. This is the unanimous report of the 
NOT VOTING—53. committee. 
Anderson, Cox, Wiliam R. Hubbell, Stockslager, Mr. HOLMAN. I demand a second on the motion to suspend the 
Atherton, Cravens, King, 81 rules. ve |e 
Barbour, Crowley, Le Fevre, Th The SPEAKER. Is there objection to considering a second as 

; 8 reer rte rare) T 2 B ordered? The Chair hears none. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Beltzhoover, Harrell Mutchler, war Horusz] will be recognized to control the time in opposition to the 

lack, Deuster, Pettibone, 2 wae motion 1 2 57 . e il a n : 

5 Dugro, ,. burn. Mr. H e „Speaker, if this n considered by 
Bragg, ae ee 7 2 en the Committee on Foreign Affairs and they have made a report upon 
Buckner, Henderson, Wood, Benjamin. it, I trust the report will be read. 

Candler, Hepburn, Sherwin, The SPEAKER. The report will be read, if the gentleman from 


So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the motion of Mr. 
Crapo was not agreed to. 

The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 

Mr. CORNELL with Mr. BUCKNER. 

Mr. SHACKELFORD with Mr. LINDSEY. 

Mr. SCALES with Mr. WASHBURN. 

. WISE, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. Lorp. 

. HENDERSON with Mr. TOWNSHEND of Illinois. 
. MARTIN with Mr, WALKER. 

. Houx with Mr. BLISS. 

. BARR with Mr. GARRISON. 

. SPRINGER with Mr. BELTZHOOVER. 

. LE FEVRE with Mr. RYAN. 

. SHERWIN with Mr. THOMPSON of Kentucky. 

Mr, GODSHALK with Mr. Cox of North Carolina. 

Mr. WATSON with Mr. CRAVENS. 

Mr. BREWER with Mr. ATHERTON. 

Mr. HEPBURN with Mr, KING. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of South Carolina, with Mr. RICHARDSON, of 
New York. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I ask the privilege of having printed in the 
RECORD some remarks on this question. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. [See Appendix. ] 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the ere rae when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. No. 130) granting a pension to Ann Atkinson; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1619 ting a pension to Flora C. McCaslin; 

A bill (H. R. No. 36 j granting a pension to Elizabeth S. M. 


Finley; 
0 bill (H. R. No. 4202) granting an increase of pension to John F. 


9705 
8 A bill (H. R. No. 4786) granting an increase of pension to Dennis 
ivan; ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4787) for the relief of Benjamin F. Dobson; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 5383) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Jane Dulany. 

EXCHANGE OF GOLD COIN FOR GOLD BARS. 

Mr. FISHER. Iam directed by the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures to move to suspend the rules so as to take from the 
House Calendar and pass at this time the bill (H. R. No. 5540) to 
ree the receipt of United States gold coin in exchange for gold 

ars. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the superintendents of the coinage mints, and of th 
United States assay office at New York, are hereby authorized to receive United 


Indiana desires it, in his time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I see that this report is quite lengthy, and per- 
haps the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Rice] will give us a 
statement in regard to this bill. I understand that this claim is said 
to have originated during the war of 1812, and that the amount 
involved is some eighty or one hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. Seventy-three thousand dollars. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And thatthe bill refers the subject to the Court of 
Claims, and provides that the judgment of the court shall be paid out 
of any money in the not otherwise ee so that 
if the measure be now passed the question will not come back to 
this House. I submit to the gentleman from Massachusetts that a 
claim coming down from so remote a period, originating some seventy 

ears ago, should certainly not be passed without a fair opportunity 
or the consideration and amendment of the bill. The amount in- 
volved is such that it may be reasonably presumed, had this been a 
valid claim against the Government, one that ought to have been 
considered, it would have received that consideration generations 
ago. Those who now present it certainly should have an exceed- 
ingly strong claim upon the Government to overcome the presump- 
tion against it, it having remained unpaid for nearly seventy-five 


ears. 
? Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I only say, in answer to the gentle- 
man’s suggestion, that this bill passed both branches of Congress 
many times, but never through both Houses in the same Congress. 
It has been reported from many committees, always favorably, and I 
am instructed, without a dissenting voice, to make this motion by 
the present Committee on Foreign Affairs. It has been investigated 
and reinvestigated, and because it is an old claim is no reason why 
at last Con should not do justice to these claimants. 

Mr. HOL . Was not the measare before Congress when it 
was a fresh claim and the facts were all understood, and then how 
did it happen to be defeated ! 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. The claim was originally against 
Portugal. It was against Portugal from 1814 to 1834. In the dis- 
sensions and revolutions, Portu, unable to respond to the constant 
claim made by this Government for justice by these claimants, the 
claim was then left, not only without the consent of these claimants 
but against their protest, to the arbitration of Louis Napoleon. No 
brief was submitted, no statement was submitted by the Government 
covering the claim. The correspondence even between the Govern- 
ment of Portugal and the Government of the United States setting 
forth the facts was but partially submitted, and without a hearin; 
and against the protest of the claimants, this claim being refe 
to Louis Nepoleon, the decision was against the claim of these Ameri- 
cans, 

Mr. HOLMAN. What year was that? 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. In 1834 or 1835. 

Mr. SPARKS. I understand, then, that this claim was really 
against Portugal, and not against the United States? 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, Really against Portugal, yes, 
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Mr. SPARKS, These parties have no claim against the United 
States. 


ta 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. Against the United States merely 
because the United States submitted it to arbitration without the 
consent of the claimants, and then so mismanaged the case, failing 
to present the facts, that it was decided almost by default. 

. SPARKS. Their claim, then, was or should have been against 
the Government of Portugal. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, Not now; they are estopped. 

Mr, SPARKS. But they did have their claim originally against 
Port , and not the United States. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPARKS. And after a t many years this claim was sub- 
mitted to arbitration, the arbitrator being Louis Napoleon, the late 
French Emperor, and he decided adversely to the claim. These 
claimants now allege that as the Government of the United States 
mismanaged the arbitration, it therefore becomes liable for the pay- 
ment to them of the amount of damages to which they say they are 
entitled. Is not that the state of the case? 

Mr. HOLMAN, That the Government having made a mistake, as 
it is alleged, the United States should now pay for this claim? 


Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I should like to know out of whose 
time these questions are coming. 
The SP. R. Out of the time of the gentleman from Indiana. 


Mr HOLMAN. Oh, no. 

The SPEAKER. So long as the gentleman from Indiana holds the 
floor and yields to interruptions it will come ont of his time. 

Mr. SPARKS. I had the consent of the gentleman from Massachu- 


setts. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ithink this claim is pretty well understood in these 
brief explanations. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I desire to occupy my fifteen minutes 
when it is proper for me to do so. 

Mr. HOL. I understand this case to be this: this claim origi- 
nated in 1814 against the Government of Portugal, and these claimants 
insisted upon the Government of the United States taking steps to 
compel Portugal to pay the money. Finally the Government sub- 
mitted it to Louis Napoleon, and he decided the claim against the 
claimants. That I understand to be the basis of the present claim 

inst the United States. Now, whatever the Government of the 
United States did was at the instance of the claimants, and this prop- 
osition is to hold the Government responsible because as an agent for 
its citizens it failed to obtain a decision in favor of the claim against 
the Government of Portugal. That is the whole claim we have here 
now. I reserve whatever time I have left. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana has seven minutes 
of his time left. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will reserve that. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. On the 26th day of September, 1814, 


the private-armed brig General Armstrong put into the harbor of 


Fayal for water. She was one of the fastest and bravest of the 
American cruisers. Her armament consisted of but seven guns, and 
her crew of ninety men, including officers. On theafternoon of the 
same day a Briti nadron, composed of three ships, with a total 
of one hundred and thirty-six s and two thousand men, came into 
the same harbor. Finding the Armstrong there they resolved to 
violate the neutrality of the harbor and to destroy the brig. 

Mr. SPEER. I rise toa point of order. There isso much con- 
fusion in the Hall that it is impossible to hear the remarks of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must request members to resume their 
seats and preserve order in the Hall. The conversation is so loud 
that it prevents gentlemen who desire to hear from doing so; and 
the Chair may be permitted to state also that conversation just with- 
out the bar of the Hall is also loud enough to prevent members from 


hearing. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. Iwasproceeding to say, Mr. Speaker, 
that the commander of the British squadron resolved to violate the 
neutrality laws of a Portuguese port and destroy the Armstrong. 

First he sent four boats to make the attack. They were easil 
driven back. Later, at midnight he sent fourteen armed boats wit 
four hundred men to board and destroy the Armstrong. The ninet; 
American sailors upon the Armstrong armed themselves with stee. 
caps and cutlasses and met the assault. Every one of the American 
sailors on the brig sent two of the English sailors to his last account, 
for within an hour after the attack the British boats went back 
again, leaving two hundred of their best and bravest men under the 
waters of Fayal Harbor. In the morning they renewed the attack, 
and at last the Armstrong was obliged to succumb, and was con- 
sumed by fire started by the British sailors. 

Twente upon the out becoming known the American Gov- 
ernment made demand upon Portugal for reparation. Portugal ac- 
knowledged the p peer admit that the neutrality of her port 
had been violated, and that it was responsible. She, in turn, made 
demand upon Great Britain for reparation. England sent her a few 
hundred pounds to 
refused to pay for the reg ety, Cab e was 
of Napoleon. Her royal house been banished. 
of B a was in exile, and the Portu 
established in Brazil. After the fall of 


the damages to the Portuguese citizens, but 
x then under the heel 
The royal house 
ese Government was then 
apoleon Portugal still re- 


mained subject to dissensions and revolutions until 1834, when Donna 
Maria was replaced upon the throne. Immediately the United States 
renewed the demand for reparation. 

Portugal was then under the influence of Great Britain, who had 
aided Donna Maria in gaining the throne. She refused to pay for 
the Armstrong, admitting that it was by the influence of England 
that she did so. There were other American claims against Portu- 
gal, all of which were paid yy Portugal, but the claim for the loss 
of the Armstrong was not pai 

Negotiations continued between Portugal and the United States 
until 1853 or 1854, at which time Portugal offered to leave the matter 
toarbitration. The United States—General Taylor then being Presi- 
dent—refused to do so, on the ground that there was no question to 
be submitted to arbitration, for the reason thatthe claim was a just 
and proper one. General Taylor died, and within two weeks after 
his death the new administration, against the protest of the owners 
of the Armstrong, submitted the claim to arbitration, and agreed 
upon Louis Napoleon as arbitrator. Immediately after that the 
representatives of the claimants called upon the State Department 
to allow them to prepare a brief and see that the case was fairly pre- 
sented. This was refused. The case was presented to Napoleon 
merely by the submission of a part of the correspondence between 
Portugal and the United States. The first per in which the admis- 
sions of Portugal was contained was withheld. The result was, that, 
without a hearing, without a fair presentation of the case, Napoleon 
decided against the American claimants. 

They now tontend that this claim against Portugal having been 
lost to them by the action of the United States, the United States is 
bound to make it good; and this is what the bill proposes. It pro- 
poses to authorize the Secretary of State to investigate the claim, 
and if he shall find it good and valid to pay an amount not exceed- 
ing $70,739. This sum was ascertained and there is no question about 
it, $43,000 being the value of the brig, and 827,730 the value of the 
outfits of the sailors lost. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire tosay nothing more excepting that from 
that time down to the present this claim has been in every Congress. 
Ithas been reported many times and never otherwise than favorably. 
It has passed repeatedly both branches of Congress, but never in the 
same Congress. This committee have examined it. They have made 
a unanimous report in its favor, and they have, without a dissenting 
voice, instructed me to ask this House to suspend the rnles and pass 
this bill, that Americans may be able henceforth to read with un- 
mingled pride the story of the fight of the Armstrong in the harbor 
of Fayal. [Applaus. 

Imay add that the British squadron which was engaged by the 
Armstrong was destined to re-enforce the expedition then gathering 
for the capture of New Orleans. It was so crippled that the start- 
ing of the expedition was delayed for ten days. General Jackson 
arrived at New Orleans only four days before the expiration of that 
time. Had it not been for this preliminary skirmish in the harbor 
at Fayal, the British expedition would have been at New Orleans 
six days before General Jackson and the battle of New Orleans would 
never have been fought. 

Mr. FROST. I the gentleman from Massachusetts to yield to 
me the balance of his time. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. How much time have I? 

The SPEAKER. Six minutes, 

Mr. TALBOTT. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts allow 
me to ask him a question? Do the heirs of this party get the benefit 
of this, or has the claim been assigned ? 

Mr. FROST. I can answer that. The heirs get the benefit. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I understand that the claim is still 
held by the children or heirs of the original claimants. 

Mr. TUCKER. I desire to ask the gentleman a e. Does 
this bill submit the question to the Court of Claims 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. No, sir. It submits it to the Secre- 
tary of State for examination. 

I yield four minutes to the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Frost. ] 

Mr. FROST. In order that the House may come to a clear under- 
standing of some of the facts in this case, I desire briefly to sum up 
what they are. This report recalls one of the most glorious events 
in American history. I will read the account of it as it is simply 
detailed in the report without any of the ornaments of rhetoric: 


ee eae but 7 guns and 90 men, including 
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ne ma cut, and her foretopmast wounded, she hauled off. Captain Reid, per- 
ceiving that further resistance would be unavailing, then ordered the Armstron: 
to be scuttled, to prevent the enemy from getting her off, and went ashore with 
officers and crew. The enemy soon after boarded her and set her on fire. which 
ended in her destruction. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there was an attack upon a vessel of the United 
States in a neutral port. During successive administrations of this 
Government Secretary after Secretary of War urged the claim against 
the Government of Portugal for having submitted to this violation 
of her neutrality. In ing that claim the United States repeat- 
edly asserted it felt itself under an obligation to these claimants, 
and it asked the Government of Portugal to pay the money that it 
might in turn pay the claimants. Pinally, having other claims 
against Portugal, in order to obtain asettlement of them it agreed to 
submit this one claim to arbitration, an agreement which I assert 
ought never to have been entered into. 

ere the hammer fell.] 

. RICE, of Massachusetts. I yield the gentleman from Missouri 
another minute. After that I desire to yield one minute to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, [Mr. CARLISLE, ] and one to the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Ronlxsox.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts has but two 
minutes left. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. Then I yield one minute to the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. ROBINSON. ] 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

Several messages in writing from the President of the United 
States were communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his 
secretaries, who also informed the House that the President had 
approved bills of the following titles: 

n act (H. R. No. 3045) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to remit certain custom dues and custom-house charges to Consul- 
General Alfred E. Lee; and 

An act (H. R. No. 5573) making appropriations to supply a defi- 
ciency for dies, paper, and stamps for the fiscal year ik and to 
continue work on the Washington Monument for the fiscal year 1883, 
and for other purposes. 

OFFICERS, ETC., OF BRIG GENERAL ARMSTRONG. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. One minute would do very little 
justice to this subject. Therefore I shall attempt to say no more in 
that minute than that it is not an excuse why we should refuse to 
pay this claim because it is so old. That is an argument in favor of 
settling it now and promptly. I should feel sorry, after recalling the 
memories of this heroic action and the bravery of those engaged in 
it, if I were found among those who would refuse justice to the rep- 
resentatives and heirs of the gallant commander of the General Arm- 
strong, who not only added fresh luster to the flag of the United 
States upon this occasion but who also gave to this country the star- 
spangled banner as it now floats in all lands. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I yield one minute tothe gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. CARLISLE.] [After a pause. ] The gentleman 
from Kentucky does not seem to be present. I yield that minute to 
the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Frost. ] 

Mr. FROST. Iam much obliged to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts for his courtesy in extending my time. When the hammer fell 
I was going to add that the agreement by which our Government 
consented to submit this outrage and violation of its flag to arbitra- 
tion was one that should never have beenentered into, and therefore 
the decision of Louis Napoleon is one which, so far as I am concerned 
has no weight whatever in this question. It was admitted on 
hands and ur; by our Government repeatedly that inasmuch as 
there was a violation, a ree and acknowl violation of the 
rights which we enjoyed and ought to have enjoyed in a neutral port, 
our claim lay directly against the Government of Portugal, and we 
should have stood upon that right and never have consented to sub- 
mit it to arbitration. 

There is another argument in favor of this, an argument of author- 
ity, which is surely as potent as the ent against it that 
this is an ancient claim. If it be true that this is an ancient claim 
we can reply, it is a claim which has been repeatedly passed ; passed 
by both Houses—passed by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives—and invariably reported favorably. But last Saturday it 
passed the Senate, if I am permitted to allude to that fact, by a large 
majority—42 to 13, I believe. And, sir, when we are called upon to 
do justice to the descendants of these men who are now all dead it 
seems to me we should not for one moment entertain the proposition 
that justice shall be refused to them because it is an old claim. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This claim is by all odds the most remarkable 
that I have ever known to be considered in any Con, And the 
pretense upon which it is u is the most remote of that of any 
claim or class of claims that I ever knew to be presented. 

Gentlemen should not labor under any misapprehension in regard to 
this bill. It is a bill which appropriates the money to pay this claim. 
It is not a proposition to send the subject to the Court of Claims to 
be examined. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I did notsay that it was; it was you 
who said that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I say it is a pa ppro 


riating the money. Imis- 
apprehended the character of this b 
0 


did not dream that a claim 


this kind would be affirmatively acted upon by Congress and the 


money appropriated to pay it, I took it for granted that it was at 
least covered up with the pretense of an adjudication by the Court 
of Claims. But this is a direct 8 of the money. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. e sum has been adjudicated by 
the Court of Claims. 

Mr. HOLMAN, This is an appropriation of the money onthe basis 
of the testimony taken before the Court of Claims, which rejected 
this claim. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. On the ground that it wasa matter 
for Con to pass upon. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not asking my friend any questions, and he 
need not take up her time. This claim has been before the Court of 
Claims and rejected by that court. Now, upon what ground is this 
Government sought to be made liable for this claim ? 

This Posy did not pretend to have a claim against the Govern- 
ment of the United States, but inst Portugal. And when Mr. 
Fillmore was President and Mr. Webster was Secretary of State, in 
the interest of this claim, thissubject was referred to the arbitration 
of Louis Napoleon, and he decided against the owners of these ves- 
sels; and now the Government of the United States is said to be 
liable because it did not furnish all the testimony in behalf of these 
parties. The plea of malpractice upon the part of your Government 
is set up, when the Government sought to secure the rights of its 
citizens, when it did the best it could, with the ablest representative 
at the head of the State Department that this Government ever had ; 
and the claim is that because this Government failed to secure jus- 
tice, as it is called, at the hands of the foreign government, this 
Government is to pay the bill. Sir, this is a new doctrine in this 
Honse, a new proposition, that the Government must pay because 
its officers, acting in good faith and with high intelligence, failed to 
secure the rights of its citizens. 

Mr. D How much is 5 ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Some $70,000. 

Mr. SPARKS. It is $73,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I undertake to say that there is no possible foun- 
dation for this claim. My friend from New York [Mr. ROBINSON] 
goes off in a blaze of glory for this claim, because there was some 

ghting in the matter. 

. ROBINSON, of New York. I think that, saving the battle of 
New Orleans, this fight was more worth the money than any other. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I knew there was 33 wrong about this 
claim when I learned that it had rested all this long series of years. 
That government has never existed and never will exist which dur- 
ing all these seventy-five years has been so considerate of its honor, 
in regard to all its citizens, as this Government of ours has been. 
Well may the Government refuse to pay thisclaim. It is a surprise 
to me that it was ever allowed to go into the Court of Claims. 

Mr. DUNN. Did the Court of Claims decide it on its merits? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not know whether it decided it on its merits 
or not. All I know is that it went before the Court of Claims and 
was a Pete 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Rejected or neglected ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I only have to say that if this House thinks it 
proper that when the Government has done the best it can to secure 
the rights of its citizens as against a foreign government it must pay 
the claim itself; that the Government is an insurer. If the House 
rules that such an obligation rests upon this Government, of course 
this debt must be a I will now yield the remainder of my time 
to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Sparxs.] I will inquire how 
much time I have left? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman has two minutes of his time 
ister, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield that to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. SPARKS. These men took their privateering vessel into the 
neutral port of Fayal, Sleek Portugal. While tbere an en- 

ment came on with a British squadron, or a number of British 
ships, in which they sunk this vessel. The question, and the only 
uestion, was whether or not the commander of this vessel, Captain 

id, was in fault, or whether the British ships were in fault. That 
bir as I understand, the whole question. 

this vessel was wrongfully destroyed in a neutral port the Gov- 
ernment of Portugal, owning that neutral port, was responsible for 
the loss. There is no question about that. But the question arose, 
which party was in the wrong; that was the question. [Mr. RICE, 
of Massachusetts, rose.] I cannot be interrupted in the two minutes’ 
time which is all that is allowed me. The parties suffering the loss 
sopena to their Government, which they had the right to do, and 
their Government subsequently submitted their claim, with other 
claims, to arbitration. The arbitrator was the late Emperorof the 
French, Louis Napoleon. In passing upon those claims he decided 
so far as this claim was concerned that the wrongful act of the en- 

ment at Fayal was on the part of the officers of this vessel, and 
therefore that nothing was due them. 

Mr. WILSON. He did not have the proper evidence before him. 

Mr. SPARKS. It is said he did not have the proper evidence 
before him. But the Government of the United States submitted 
this claim to arbitration, and that arbitrator decided against these 

arties. Now, this loss occurred in 1814, and in 1882 these parties are 
ere in Con pressing the claim against the Government of the 
United States for payment for the loss of this vessel, and hase theii 
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sole reason for recovery upon the assumption that the United States 
Government as their agent did not efficiently manage their case 
before the arbitrator. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Allow me to suggest that there is nothing in this 
bill to prevent the money hereby appropriated going into the hands 


of claim agents, for these original claimants have of course long 
passed away. It is generally sought, in the case of these old claims, 
to provide that the money shall go into the hands of the heirs. 

e SPEAKER. The time for debate on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts is exhausted. The question is now upon the 
motion to d the rules in order to take from the Speaker's table 
the bill indicated and pass the same. 

Mr. SPRINGER called for the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 20, noes 95; less than 
one-fifth in the affirmative. b 

Mr. SPARKS. I call for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The question being taken on the motion to suspend the rules, there 
were—ayes 105, noes 29. 

Mr. SPARKS. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Rick, of Massachusetts, and Mr. 
HOLMAN were appointed. 

The House divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 136, noes 36. 

So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the motion to suspend the 
rules was agreed to, and the bill was passed. 

EVENING SESSIONS FOR NAVAL BILLS. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. By direction of the Committee 

on Naval Affairs, I move to suspend the rules and adopt the resolu- 


tion which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


consideration of bill (H. R. No. 5001) authorizing the construction of vessels of 
war for the United States, and for other and bill (H. R. No. 3838) to 


provide a t construction fund for the Navy, and for other p and 
shall continue until the said bills are disposed of; and upon such da: e House 
shall take a recess until 7.30 o'clock p. m. Said bills shall be dered in the 


order above named. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I demand asecond on the motion to suspend the 
rules. 

The motion was seconded. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask that the titles of the bills to which the 
resolution relates be read. 

The Clerk read the titles of the bills as stated in the resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, the second bill 
named in the resolution is a bill for the sale or destruction of old, 
worn-out, or worthless vessels of the United States and the placing 
of the proceeds of such sale in a fund for the construction of new 
ships of war. This bill was discussed fully in the last Con, ata 
night session, and was passed almost unanimously on the following 
day. I apprehend that perhaps no gentleman in the House who un- 
derstands the subject will desire to prevent the passage of that bill. 

The bill first named in the resolution provides for the construction 
of six ships of war of the larger kind, to be constructed of steel. The 
report upon that bill has for a long time been in the possession of 
every member of the House, and I need not enter particularly into 
N of the subject. 

The Committee on Naval Affairs has seen fit to ask for the consid- 
eration of these measures at evening sessions rather than during the 
day, for the purpose of avoiding collision with the business of other 
committees. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I wish to ask whether the House has ordered 
that the daily sessions shall begin at eleven o’clock. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I understand thatit has done so 
this morning. 

Now, sir, we haye, as is known, about thirty vessels lying at our 
various navy-yards which are . worthless, some of them upon 
the land unfinished and incapable of being launched. They cannot 
be sold where they are; they must be destroyed. The construction- 
fund bill provides that the proceeds of the vessels sold may be used 
so far as necessary for cutting down those which cannot be floated 
and sold. 

The other bill, which is a part of the same ee for the 
construction of new vessels of steel, a part to be built in the various 
navy-yards and apart by contract. I will not now further describe 
the measure. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield five minutes of my time to the gentle- 
man from New York, [ Mr. 3 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I am opposa to TRS, 
any time for the discussion of these bills until a resolution which 
bad the honor to offer at the beginning of the session shall be an- 
swered by the Secretary of the Navy. That resolution looked to the 
3 by this House of some information without which, in my 
judgment, it is impossible to engage in an intelligent discussion upon 
either of the bills which have been reported by the Naval Committee, 
and ſor which they ask the assignment of special sessions. I have 
asked for this information in season and out of season, and I want to 
do my friend, the chairman of the Naval Committee, [Mr. HARRIS, 
of Massachusetts,] the justice of saying that I believe he is quite as 
much in earnest in trying to get this information as I am. 


I think this House owes it to itself that this inquiry, framed in a 
proper, courteous, and temperate spirit, shall be answered before we 
undertake to decide upon an expenditure involving $30,000,000. I 
think when that resolution of inquiry is answe it will appear 
that there are some things more urgently demanding the attention 
of this House than even the rebuilding of a navy or the disposition 
of old and condemned vessels. There is one thing, in my judgment, 
which must precede the reconstruction of the Navy ; that is the re- 
construction of the Navy Department, of the administrative bureaus 
which are to undertake the expenditure of thismoney. Until the 
inguiry Ihave mentioned is answered, and until this House can take 
up this subject with proper intelligence and with a full comprehen- 
sion of the nature of the momentous propositions submitted to it by 
the Naval Committee, I trust it will not fix any day for the con- 
3 of these bills, involving expenditures of such great mag - 
nitude. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
WHITTHORNE ] three minutes. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Mr. Speaker, for one I had trusted that 
my friend from Massachusetts, [Mr. HARRIS, I in seeking to set apart 
a time for the consideration of the bills to which he ian referred, 
would not have sought that time in a night session. They are very 
important measures and should be, when considered at all, considered 
by a full Honse. 

Again, I for one am not willing and shall not vote to bring the con- 
sideration of these questions before the House until the resolution 
of my friend from New York [ Mr. Hewitt] has been answered. When 
it is answered it will enable the House and each member of it intelli- 
gently to consider the propositionsinvolved in these two bills. Until 
that is done, unless gentlemen take more time than is or can be 
allowed in the performance of other duties, they cannot well com- 
prehend all of the questions and consequences involved in the con- 
sideration of these bills. That is due alike to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Hewitt] and to the House, and to the importance 
of the question itself, and it is due equally to the fact that whatever 
measures we may adopt now will be more or less permament in their 
repa andin their influence upon the future Navy of the United 

tates. 

It is for these reasons, Mr. Speaker, just now, and for others which 
I dare now mention, and that is to say, that it is incumbent upon 
this House to know what is likely to be the character of the policy 
of the new Secretary of the Navy; because, if the policy of the new 
Secretary is to be like that of some of his predecessors, then this House 
owes it to itself and tothe Sapa to withhold appropriations until 
we are fully informed. It is for this and many other reasons proper 
on our part to defer the consideration of this question, and hence it 
is I shall o pose, for one, the setting apart of a day as suggested. 

Mr. T. OTT. I should like to say to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee that one of these bills is almost identical with one reported 
by the Committee on Naval Affairs when he was chairman of that 
committee in the Forty-sixth Congress, and that it was considered 
by night and passed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will reserve whatever remains of my time until 
the other side has been heard. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. No; go through your time and 
then we shall take the floor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We desire to reserve a portion of the time until 
yol have been heard on the other side. 


> RIS, of Massachusetts. I will save five minutes of my 
time to ee Will that satisfy you? 
Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I most respectfully 
decline to allow the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to close 
this debate; and therefore I desire the Speaker to bring me to a halt 
when I have occupied ten minutes, as I desire to reserve five minutes 
to reply to whatever may be said on the other side. 

Now, in answer to the distinguished gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Hewitt, ] I desire to say that at an early portion of this Congress 
he introduced a resolution, which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, calling for an amount of evidence on the part of the 
Navy Department which its whole force cannot produce during the 
existence of this session. I was informed on Monday last that the 
Engineer Department made to the Secretary of the Navy a full report 
in answer to his inquiry, and that that portion of the report is already 
in the Printer’s hands. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Allow me just there to ask youa 
question. Did not the chairman of the committee, the honorable 
gentleman from Massachusetts, inform me within a week that he 

ted this information in a short time? 
r. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I do not think Idid. I told you 
I was informed you should have it as soon as possible. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Within three days I had a conver- 
sation in which the gentleman informed me that within a few days, 
as he said, we might t it. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Yes; I beg the gentleman’s par- 
don. He asked me when he migas expect the information and I told 
him the Secretary said he would transmit it as fast as ible, and 
he expected to do it in a few days, to the extent I have y stated. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Do I understand the gentleman to 
say it will not come this session? 
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Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I do not believe all the gentleman 
asked for in his resolution can come at this session. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Then I say we ought not to take up 
this subject without that information. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, when you did me 
the honor to appoint me chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
yon expected some work and some honest labor on the part of that 
committee. 

You do not certainly accept the proposition that one man by intro- 
ducing a resolution of inquiry should have the power to block the 
wheels of Congress upon a subject of vital importance, involving the 
question as to whether or not we shall have a navy. 

Mr. Speaker, we have worked industriously, laboriously, and con- 
tinuously to present in the report before the House all of the facts 
which, in my judgment, are necessary and conclusive to determine 
whether we shall have no navy at all, or whether we shall begin now 
the construction of one that is worthy of a t and powerful coun- 
try like this. We have now thirty-six old ships, rated upon our 
Naval Register as ships of war,” none of which ean ever fire a gun. 
We have a number of others utterly unseaworthy and unfit for serv- 
ice. With the exception of the fourteen iron-clads we have nota 
ship to-day that would dare to go into battle. The best ship we 
have is the Trenton; and the next best to this are the sloops of war. 
We have practically no navy whatever. The Committee on Naval 
Affairs have displayed before this House the true condition of our 
Navy. We have asked to be allowed to sell all of the old trump- 
ery, worthless, and decayed, now known as ships of war, and begin 
to lay the foundation of a navy, and inaugurate a policy of construc- 
tion, a sound and honest one, which will result in the production of 
ships worthy of the name. Wesay tothe gentleman from New York, 
or from any other State, bring in your amendments to the bill; exam- 
ine every detail of it; improve our work if you can; do just what you 
pene with onr labor; accept or reject the result of it, but do not 
deny us, as the gentleman evidently expects to deny the Committee 
on Naval Affairs and the Navy Department, a hearing upon the vital 
question of whether we shall be able to defend ourselves on the high 
seas or be the prey to the weakestnaval poweron earth. [Applause.] 

Mr. BUCKNER. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts permit 
me to ask him if he expects to come to a vote on this bill at these 
night sessions? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. No, sir; I do not care to do that. 
We only ask a hearing, 

Mr. MCLANE. Is there any objection on the part of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to substituting a day session for the considera- 
tion of this bell instead of the night sessions he pro 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. None whatever, if a day can be 
agreed upon, If the gentleman from Maryland will name a day, and 
our friends upon the other side of the House will consent to set this 
measure for its consideration on that day, I should much prefer it. 
But our committee have not attempted to ask you to give us a day, 
even for the consideration of this question. We have felt that in 
the press of other matters there might be objection to that, and we 
have only asked that you assign two nights exclusively to this busi- 
ness. We present our claim modestly, and press for the considera- 
tion of the House nothing that has not been granted to other subjects 
which appear to be of far less importance. 

Now, my friend from Tennessee rises and objects to what? He 
objects to fixing this date for consideration becanse certain informa- 
tion which has been asked for and which is not yet here, but which 
I hope will be here within a very reasonable time, or all that we can 

t of it, has not yet been received. He argues that we shall not 

in ve a chance to be heard or an opportunity for the House to act 
upon the measure which he, as chairman of the Naval Committee of 
the last House of Representatives, advocated so strongly, because this 
information has not come to hand. 

I want to remind him that the only time he was able to secure for 
the consideration of spas from his committee during the Forty- 
sixth Congress was on y two nights during the whole session; and 
that bill which I had the honor to report, and which he supported, 
could find only fourteen or fifteen members to antagonize it in this 
House. We presented it and it passed without a single dissenting 
vote. 

Is it not time that the country shall work up to the subject of a 
navy? Why, Mr. Speaker, we have one old ship lying in the harbor 
of Boston, tied up by the nose to the wharf there, that is not worth 
$25,000, but which has cost $98,000 to take care of her since she lost 
the power of motion. (Laughter. ] It is within the power of Congress 
to continue this or not at pleasure. I ask of you simply an oppor- 
tunity to be heard in support of such facts as these. You may see 
fit to reject our work entirely, or you may choose to modify it; but I 
shall have the satisfaction of knowing that I have done my duty to 
my country when I lay all the facts before you and expose the utter 
weakness of our Navy for defense upon the sea or for aggressive war, 
if occasion should ever demand. Our proposition is to build six ships 
of war of steel, to be the fastest in the world bearing guns; and I 
ask if there is a man in this country whois not with us in that respect. 

But shall we pause because we cannot get all the information froin 
the Navy Department about the past? We have information enough 
as to our present condition. We have shown you, if you do us the 
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. honor to read the testimony appended to our report, that America 
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to-day, if you give her the chance, is able to build up a navy that, 
with our inventive powers and our improved machinery and the 
genius of naval construction, will be able to cope with the fastest 
ships of war that the world can produce, ships which will be better 
than can be produced in England. That is all we want. We mod- 
estly ask the sum of $10,000,000, to be expended in two years; and 
in our committee, I am glad to say, there has never been the slight- 
est lisp upon the subject of politics fromanybody. Our Democratic 
associates are as earnest and patriotic in thisregard as any members 
of this Honse. They understand the subject. They worked honestly 
and faithfully to come toa conclusion. The Naval Committee is one. 
There is no occasion for any such thing as the introduction of a party 
issue here to-day. It is said we ought to wait to tind ont what the 
administration of the Navy Department is to be. I can only say J 
believe it will be administered patriotically and in the interest of 
the country. [Applause.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam opposed to the passage of this resolutio« 
for two reasons: first, I do not think that a night session, at which 
very few members will attend, is the proper time to consider bills of 
such magnitude as those covered by this proposition. I shall object 
to modifying the resolution so as to provide for day sessions for the 
further reason that I am opposed to the consideration of the bills in 
the manner indicated. I shall vote against all propositions to set a 
special day for the consideration of bills looking to a reorganization 
of the Navy by the construction of additional vessels of war. The 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewitrr] has already stated that he 
introduced the resolution which was adopted by the House, calling 
for information from the Navy Department. That resolution has not 
been answered. What was the purport of it? It simply asked the 
Navy Department to give us an account of stock on hand. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, 
It calls for more than that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What then did the resolution provide for? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. The gentleman had better find 
out by examining it. 

Mr. ROBESON. It provided that there should be poured out here 
the records of the Navy Department for the last sixteen years. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Nothingofthekind. It provided that the Navy 
Department should furnish ns with some knowledge of the condition 
of our Navy at this time. Let us know what ships we have, their 
present power and efficiency, and what are the needs of the country 
in regard to the Navy. We are entitled to that information before 
we launch out on a system of reconstructien, the first requirement 
of which, as shown by the bills which it is proposed to make special 
orders, will be an appropriation of $10,000,000; the next will be an- 
other $10,000,000; the next another, until appropriations have been 
demanded of forty or fifty millions of dollars to construct a navy. 

Our experience in expending money lavishly for rebuilding the 
Navy heretofore has not been encouraging. We have spent vast sums 
of money in building ships, and have few ships to show for it. Isug- 
gest to gentlemen on the other side to reorganize the Navy Depart- 
ment first, before they set about rebuilding the Navy. 

Mr. Speaker, we are now at peace with all the world. I believe that 
peace will continue indefinitely. I see no disturbing elements in the 
condition of this country or in the condition of other countries that 
should cause us to apprehend a disturbance of the present peaceful 
relations we have with the nations of the world. We are also in the 
midst of great prosperity. I believe those conditions will continue, 
and that a great standing army and a powerful navy do not contribute 
to preserving the peace of nations. Where governments have lar 
armies marshaled upon land and magnificent navies floating on the 
seas they are swift to provoke wars, lavish in the expenditure of 
money, reckless of human life, and continually encroaching upon the 
rights and liberties of the people. Standing armies and navies have 
caused more of poverty and wretchedness, more of oppression and 
wrong, more obstructions to commerce and Christian civilization than 
allother governmentalagenciescombined, A just governmentshould 
rely for its strength and perpetuity rather upon the affections of its 
people and peaceful blommas? than upon large armies and great 
navies. I prefer that our Government should set an example to the 
nations of the world of perfect disarmament and peaceful methods 
rather than of popular distrust, of strong military establishments, and 
naval magnificence. 

I am opposed, therefore, to beginning a policy which will require 
an expenditure of millions of dollars for the purpose of building ships 
of war when we are at peace with all mankind. The peaceful policy 
of our Government, I trust, will continue. Not desiring to depart 
from this policy, either upon land or upon sea, I am op d to the 
consideration at this time of bills either enlarging the Army or 
reconstructing the Navy. 

I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. HEWITT. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to ask my colleague [Mr. SPRINGER] what 
he would say, holding the views he does, to abolishing the Navy 
Department and burning the thirty-six ships we now have? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I see no particular objection to abolishing the 
Navy Department. So far as any good that Department has done in 
time of peace we might abolish it altogether. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Let us buy a box of matches. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HARDENBERGH, I would ask the gentleman from Illinois 
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whether this t country having no navy at its command could 
demand the release of American citizens confined in British prisons? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will say to the gentleman from New Jersey 
that if our Government would demand of the British Government the 
release of the American citizens now in prison in Ireland, or even 
intimate to the British Government that we required their release, 
they would be released at once. It is the moral power of our Gov- 
ernment that would secure their release, and not the ships of the 


Navy. 

Mi HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman from IIlinois 
allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have yielded the rest of my time to the gentle- 
man from New York, [ Mr. 3 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is recognized. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I will use the time at my dis lin 
having read the resolution, which is substantially the one I offered at 
the beginning of the session, and which was reported back to this 
House favorably by the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Har- 
Ris, ] and if after the reading of that resolution gentlemen think they 
want to discuss this subject until it is answered, then all I say is 
they are willing to do it without proper information, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the President in his annual message to Con recommends that the 
were be reconstracted in accordance with the report of the majority of the com- 
00 


m which had been organized by order of the Secretary of the Navy to con- 
sider the condition of the Navy and what measures should be taken to secure its 


efficiency ; and 
Whereas full information is desirable in order to enable Congress to form an 


e judgment upon the subject: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Seeretary of the Navy be reqnested to report to this 
House at the earliest poos time the views of the minority of said commis- 
sion as contained in the original and modified report of the minority, and the cor- 
respondence, if any, which led to the modifications; and that the Secretary of 
the Navy also report the name of each steamer in the Navy, specifying the mate- 
rial of which it is built; its mode of propuls:on, whether by side-wheel, propeller, 
or otherwise; its type of engine and indicated horse-power ; its tonnage and dis- 
placement; when aud where built, whether by the Government or by contract ; 
and also the amount of money expended in cach fiscal year under each burean 
since July 1, 1865, on each vessel; the aggregate cost to October 1, 1881, for con- 
straction und repair, steam engineering, equipment and recruiting, since the ves- 
sel was built; the number of miles steamed by each vessel as shown by logs since 
the vessel was built up to October 1, 1881; the consumption of coal per indi- 
cated horse-power per hour, as shown by the latest steam logs of each vessel 
received at the Department; the average speed per hour for twelve hours, under 
full boiler power and under steam and sail of each vessel recorded iu logs last re- 
ceived; the present condition of the bull machinery ; the condition and age 
of boilers, and the necessary time and cost to make each vessel eflicient to en- 


gage in battle with an enemy of same general classification; and also what is the 
rds’ distance, and the 


tra power in inches of solid iron armor at 1,000 
range of the most erful gun actually in service, and how many of these guns 
are actually available for service. 


Before the Clerk had concluded the reading of the resolution the 
hammer fell. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hewitt] has expired. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I would like to know how 
much of the resolution remains to be read; whether the reading 
stopped in the middle of it? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I presume there will be no objection to printing 
the resolution in full in the RECORD! 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection the whole resolution 
will be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. How much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. Four minutes. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I yield one minute to allow the 
Clerk to complete the reading of the resolution. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the resolution 
as printed above. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Just now in this debate I heard 
some suggestion about our relations with England. In connection 
with the prisoners in Ireland I heard something said about the moral 
power of the ships of war. Where is the moral power of the Ameri- 
can Navy to-day? We pro to have some ships built carryin 
the largest and most efiective guns. I think we propose to crowd 
into iron and steel all the moral pore we can get there, and I ho 
it will be used against England herself when she tramples upon the 
rights of any American citizen, let him be born where he may. 

The resolution which has just been read shows 1275 that the learned 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewitt] has asked for a great mass 
of information about every ship in the Navy, where and how built, 
every dollar expended in her construction, every dollar expended in 
the engineering department for the last fifteen Ts every gun and 
every dollar expended upon it in regard to all our vessels. And I 
was told in the Department, when that resolution was presented, 
that every effort would be made to giv the information, but that it 
would take all the force they had in the Department for a very long 
time to prepare it. My statement, therefore, is borne out by the 
reauing ui that resolution. 

A gentleman on the other side a moment ago asked me if I would 
accept a day for the consideration of this bill, instead of taking a 
night session. I understand the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 


SPRINGER] to say that he would object to any amendment of the 
resolution; that he would object to any day being assigned for this 


Pir. MORSE, Or any night. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Or any night either. He does 
not want a navy. 

Mr. MCLANE. Iam going to vote for your resolution. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I think there would be great difficulty in obtain- 
ing an order from the House to assign a day for the consideration of 
these matters on account of the number of special orders already 
pending. But I am satisfied that the Committee on Naval Affairs 
wonld not ask the House to pass this bill at a night session, but 
would allow it to go over to the next day to be voted upon. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, If the matter is left in my charge 
I will ask that the vote upon the bill be taken in the House in a day 
session. 

7 0 McLANE. No gentleman can object to the suggestion I have 
made, 

Mr. SPRINGER. IL object to any modification of the resolution. 

Mr. McLANE. The gentleman has not the right to object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have aright to object, because the Committee 
on Naval Affairs instructed its chairman to offer the resolution in 
this shape and in no other. 

The SPEAKER. The time for debate upon the pending motion 
has been exhausted, 

Mr. McLANE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MCLANE. I desire to know from the Chair whether it is not 
in the power of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Harris] to 
modify his resolution at this time? 

The SPEAKER. That depends upon the instructions of his com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. My committee have given me no 
authority to modify the resolution, and unless there is nnanimous 
consent given to me to change it, which I understand I cannot have, 
I must ask for the adoption of the resolution as it is. 

Mr. McLANE. I have no doubt at all that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts has the right to modify his resolution, and the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] cannot make any objection. 
My suggestion to the gentleman from husetts is for the pur- 
pose of facilitating the consideration of the two bills in question. 
I think the House will very readily give him the two days instead 
of the two night sessions for the consideration of these bills. Ithink 
these measures will have much more mature, careful, and satisfac- 
tory consideration in a day session than in a night session. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not now in order. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. 1 hope the gentleman will not 
enforce his proposition. 

Mr. MCLANE. I do not propose to enforce it at all; I simply 
make the 5 

The SPEAKER, The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, which is to suspend the rules and adopt the 
resolution which has been read. 

Mr. COX, of New York. We had better have the yeas and nays 
on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 144, nays 91, not 
voting 56; as follows: 


YEAS—i44. 
Aiken, Dwight, Lacey, Ro 
Aldrich, Ee Lad ie 
Anderson. Fah, Lewis, Robinson, Geo. D. 
Bayne, Farwell, Chas. B. Lord. Russell, 
Beach, Farwell, Sewell S. Marsh, Ryan, 
Belford, Finley, Mason, Scranton, 
Bingham, Fisher, McCoid, Shallen 3 
Bowman, Ford, McCook, Shelley, 
Briggs, Garrison, McKinley, Shultz, 
Browne, George, McLane, Smith, A. Herr 
Brumm, Gibson, ith, trich C, 
Buck, Grout, Money, Smith, J. Hyatt 
Burrows, Julius C. Guenther, Moore, 5 g 
Burrows, Jos. II. all, Morey, S 1 
Butterworth. Hammond, John Morse, S] 8 
Calkins, Hardenbergh, Murch, Steele, 
Camp, larmer, Neal, 
Campbell, -W Norcross, Strait, 
Cannon, H Henry S. O'Neill, Talbott, 
Carpenter, ask. Orth, Taylor, 
Caswell, Hawk, Thompson, Wm. G. 
Chalmers Hazelton, Parker, To 
Cha Heilman, Paul. 5 
Clements Hill, Payson, graff, J. T. 
Crapo, Hiscock, Peelle, rner, 
Cullen, Horr, Peirce, Valentine, 
— 2 Pettibone, yen eae: 
Arre: um v. Phelps, an Horn 
Davidson. oa Pound, Van Voorhis, 
Davis, George R. Jadwin. Prescott, Wadsworth, 
Dawes, = ones, Phineas 2 5 
x orgensen, A Webber, 
De Motte. Joyce, Read, te, 
Dezendorf, Kasson, Rice, William W. Williams, Chas. G. 
Dingley, Kelley, Rich. Willits, 
Dunnell Ketcham, Ritchie, Wise, Morgan R. 
NAYS—91. 
Armfield, Bland, Carlisle, Colerick, 
Atkins, Blount, Cassidy, Converse, 
Buchanan Clardy, Cook, 
Ban Cabell, Clark, Cox, Samuel S. 
Blackburn, Caldwell, Cobb, Covington, 
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Cravens, H. on, Miller, Singleton, Otho R. 
Culberson, Hewitt, Abram S. Sparks, 

astet, Hewitt, G. W. Morrison, Springer, 
Dibble, Hoblitzell, osgrove, i 
Dibrell, Ho, Moulton, Townshend, R. W 

wd, oe ee Muldrow Tucker, 

un. House. Nolan, Turner, Henry G 
Ermentrout, Hutchins, Oates, Turner, 

vins, Jones, George W. Phister, Upson, 
Flower, Jones, James K. Randali, Vance, 
Forney, enna, Reagan, Warner, 
Geddes, Klotz, Rice, Theron M. Well 8 
Gunter, Latham, Whitthorne, 
Hammond, N. J Leedom, Williams, Thomas 
Tardy, Le Fevre, Scoville, Wilis, 
Haseltine, M 5 Shackelford, Wilson, 
Hatch, Matson, Simonton, Wise, George D 
Herbert, MeMillin, Singleton, Jas. W. 
NOT VOTING—S56. 

Atherton, Crowley, Lindsey, Stephens, 
Barbour, Cutts, Martin, Stockslager, 
Barr, Davis, Lowndes H. McClure, ‘Thomas, 
Beltzhoover, Dugro, eKenzie, Thompson, P. B. 
Black, Frost, Mutchler, 8 mas 
Blanchard, Fulkerson, eco, ait, 
Bliss, Fods Rice, John B. Walker, 
Bragg, Henderson, Ri „D. P. Washburn, 
Brewer, Hepburn, Ric! Jno. S. Watson, 
Buckner, Hooker, West, 
Candler, ouk, Robinson, Wm. E. Wheeler, 
Chace, Hubbell, es, ‘ood, jamin 
88 King, Sherwin. Wood, Walter A. 
Cox, William R. Knott, Skinner, oung. 


So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the motion of Mr. 
Harris, of Massachusetts, was not agreed to. 

The following additional pair was announced : 

Mr. Warr with Mr. Davis of Missouri. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Am. from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of their clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles ; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested : 

A bill (S. No. 203) for the relief of the widow and children of 
Smith E. G. Rawson ; 

A bill (S. No. 474) for the relief of Edward Fenlon; 

A bill (S. No. 862) for the relief of John Fraser; 

A bill 8 No. 1150) for the relief of J. L. Whitaker; 

A bill (S. No. 1370) for the relief of Addison M. Sawyer; 

A bill (S. No. 1234) to regulate the licenses of vessels engaged in 
the coasting trade and fisheries; and 

A bill (S. No. 1384) for the relief of C. B. Bryan & Co., of Mem- 
phis, Tennessee. 


BUSINESS OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE POST-OFFICE AND POST-ROADS, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan.) The next 
committee is the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I am directed by the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads to move that the rules be suspended and the 
resolution which I send to the desk adopted: 
Resolved, That Wednesday, April 26, after the morning hour, be set apart for 
the consideration of such business as may be indicated by the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads; no other business to be transacted. 
Mr. RANDALL. That resolution allows too wide a range. 
Mr. BINGHAM. It is the usual resolution. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I call for a second. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection a second will 
be considered as ordered. The Chair hears no objection. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BrINGHaM] will be recognized to con- 
trol the time in favor of the resolution, and the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. HOLMAN] in opposition. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Lask that the resolution be again read. 
The Clerk again read the resolution. 
Mr. HOLMAN. It will be seen that the effect of this resolution is 
te allow any bill to be considered which the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roadis may think proper to bring before the House 
Among the bills which may be thus brought forward for considera- 
tion is, it is understood, one appropriating two million and a half of 
dollars annually for a period of I believe ten years, as a subsidy in 
the interest of our commerce, 
Mr. SPRINGER. To secure fast mails. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; of course it is framed upon the basis of an 
Fy dre aunt for facilitating the mail service. It stands substan- 
tially upon the same footing with a similar measure which was before 
Congress some years to encourage our commerce on the Pacific 
Ocean by an appropriation of half a million dollars annually as a sub- 
sidy to the Pacific Mail Steamship Company. 
Jam o to this whole subsidy system; and the sentiment of 
the peop e of this country must be, I think, very materially modified 
or changed ifa proposition to encourage private enterprises by sub- 
sidies will meet the general approval of the public. It is promoting 
particular interests at the expense of the Treasury of the whole peo- 
le. It is in the nature of things inadmissible under a government 
ke ours with industries so numerous, so diversified, so important. 

= seeks to tax the whole people for the benefit of a comparative 
ew. 

I take advantage of the few moments allowed me to inquire of the 


ntleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bryan, ] the chairman of the 

ost-Oflice Committee, whether he does not expect under the pro- 
visions of this resolution to bring forward that bill involving a sub- 
sidy of two and a half million dollars. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I will state in reply to the geutleman that the 
resolution indicates no action as having yet been determined upon 
by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. Every bill 
upon the Calendar will be considered by the committee; and the 
majority of the committee will determine what bills shall be bronght 
forward for the consideration of the House. The bill to which the 
gentleman refers is one of a number of bills upon the Calendar; but 
the committee have reached no conclusion as to the bills they will 
present to the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that as a matter of justice to the House the 
gentleman from Peunsylvania will indicate what bills it is intended 
to bring forward for consideration. 

Mr. KENNA. And if he does not do that, I suggest that he may 
promote the passage of his resolution if he will indicate the bills 
that he does not propose to bring forward. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; if the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
5 the subsidy bill is not to be one of the bills to be consid- 
ered 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
on that point. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then the gentleman expects the subsidy bill to 
be brought forward under this resolution. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the committee should decide that the subsidy 
bill which the gentleman indicates should be one of the bills, it will 
be a fair subject for consideration; and if the House should see 
proper to determine against it, it will be fair for the House so to 

etermine. The bill is upon the Calendar. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman indicate what bills he expects 
to bring forward? 

Mr. BINGHAM. When my time comes I will indicate the bills on 
the Calendar; beyond that I can say nothing. 

Mr. ATKINS. What does the gentleman from Iudiana mean by 
subsidy bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Appropriating two million and a half of money to 
facilitate the transportation of the mails. 

I now reserve the remaining portion of my time until the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania has been heard. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I am not here nor am I authorized 
to be here to defend or advocate the passage of any bill that is not 
now upon the House Calendar or in the Committee of the Whole 
Honse on the state of the Union and submit it for the consideration 
of the House. In the last Congress your Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads did not have a single day for the consideration of 
its bills in this House. Thus far during this session of Congress I 
consider the committee has been an industrious, laborious, thorough, 
and hard-working committee, and whatever now is upon the Calen- 
dar is there because in the judgment of that committee it was wise 
and good legislation, deserving consideration, and has been sub- 
mitted to this House under the rules governing its proceedings. 

I desire to say for the information of the gentleman from Indiana, 
and for the information of the House as well, that if the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads determines to report what is known 
as the ocean mail-service bill, it will be reported, and must stand its 
chance for the condemnation or approval of this House. I deem it 
to be my duty to be thus fair and open in expressing the wishes and 
views of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. Speaker, we have on the Calendar to-day important measures 
reaching right out to the hearts of the poopie measures resulting 
in facilities to the postal service and to the convenience of the great 
body of the people. These measures will be considered on that day, 
and I think it is dueand just to the committee to give them one day’s 
standing in court. In accordance with the gentleman's wish, I will 
indicate a few of the bills that will be presented for action to the 
House. Your postal savings-depositories bill, a bill that in its report 
embraces twenty-two pages of printed matter, is submitted after an 
investigation of the subject by the Post-Ofiice Committe and pre- 
sented among other measures for your consideration. 

I desire to briefly refer to that bill because it is a departure frum 
the old land-marks of our fixed ideas concerning the field of useful- 
ness of the postal service, and, in the consideration of the subject by 
the House, will at least provoke large and broad debate. 

This bill, Mr. Speaker, establishes postal savings depositories asa 
branch of the Post-Oflice Department: 


Jam not authorized to speak for my committee 


Since the beginning of the present century the philanthropists of all nations 
have been earnestly endeavoring to promote the establishment of institutions for 
savings, and the great and beneficial intluence exerted upon the laboring classes 
for their elevation and improvement, by these agencies, is suficient proof that 
their efforts have been wisely directed. To provide safe and convenient institu- 
tions for this purpose should be the aim of every wise legislator. Whatever can 
be as well done by private enterprise as by the Government should never be en- 
tered upon by the latter, and it is far from the purpose of your committee to su- 
persede or interfere with sound banks now or hereafter organized by private en- 
terprise under State anthority; but we are of the opinion that private enterprise 
alone does not. and cannot, in this respect, meet the necessities of the industrious 
poor in any country, aid least of all in the United States. 

The New England States, having a dense population conveniently clustered 
about mills „ is, in a greater degree other parts of the Union 


supplied with these institutions, averaging one to every 9,436 bitants, and so 
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long as these banks are well and successfully managed the proposed system will 
in no degree interfere with their business. 

But the eee States have but one savings bank to every 225,000 
a To supply these 46,000,000 people as well as are now those of New Eng- 
= we should need 5,000 savings banks instead of 236, which is the present num- 

* * * * * * + 

In 1807 Mr. Whitbread, a member of the British House of Commons, began the 
discussion, which was vigorously continued after him by Mr. Sikes. For fifty- 
four years the philanthropists in Parliament kept ae the agitation against the 
most determi: opposition from the owners and 1erents of private savin; 
banks and banking institutions, until May 17, 1861, when success crowned their 
efforts, and the act (24 V., xiv) known as An act to grant additional facilities for 
depositing savings at interest with the security of the government for due 
repayment thereof,“ was passed, and received the royal sanction. 

* * * * * * * 

5 16, 1861, 300 post-offices in the United Kingdom were opened for sav- 
ings-bank business, and on that day, memorable as the first business day in the 
history of these institutions for the benefit of the laboring people, 435 accounts 
were opened and 435 deposits, amounting to £911, ($4,436.57,) were made. 

* * * * 


* * * 


At the close of the year 1880 the depositories numbered 6,233, and the amount 
standing to the credit of depositors was £33,744,637 (6161.36. 382. 19) entered upon 
2.184.972 pass-books. The number of deposits during that year was 3,754,064 and 
of withdrawals 1,465,331, amounting, respectively, to 210,219,631 and £9,218,444, 
($49,769,602.97 and $44,893,822.28.) The post-office pays 24 per cent. on deposits, 
and adds the accrued interest to the principal of the depositor's account on the 
last day of December in each year. 

* * 


* . * — . 


December 21, 1867, ' An act for the regulation of the postal service,” passed by 
the senate and house of commons of the Dominion of Canada, (31 V., X.) was ap- 

ved by Her Majesty the Queen. This act contained a provision for the porta si 
ishment of the postal savings-bank system in the Dominion. Under its authority 
the transaction of postal-savings business began on the Ist of April, 1868, at eighty- 
one offices. 
‘orty-six post-office sayings-banks were opened in the British colony of New 
Zcland on the ist day of 8 1807. 7 

* * * 

Post-office savin, 
South Wales since 

* * * 

In the colony of Victoria the success of the system has been no less marked: 
thirty-one post-otlices were opened for savings-bank business, September 11, 1865, 
and at the close of 1866 their number had increased to fifty. 

* * * * * * * 

December 9, 1875, an act of the Italian Parliament was approved, authorizing 
the establishment of post-oflice savings-banks in the Kingdom of Italy. 

* * * * * * 


* * * 


banks have been in operation in the British colony of New 
ptember 1, 1871, a little more than ten years. 
* > > * 


* 

May 25, 1880, an act creating a postal savings-bank was passed by the Govern- 
ment of the Netherlands, and was put in operation April 1, 1881. 
* > * 


. $ * . 
March 28, 1881, a law passed Ge senate and chamber of deputies of France 
creating a post-office say: bank was approved by the President. 
* * * * * * 


* 
The postal savings seem went into operation in Belgium January 1, 1870. An 
article published in L'Union Postale of November 1, 1881, says: 

* There are in Belgium eight hundred and eighty-three post-offices of various 
categories which are au to transact suvings-bank business. To these must 
be added sixty auxiliary offices, (branches of the national bank, &c.,) which are 
under the immediate control of the savings-bank administration, thus raising the 
total number of such offices to nine hundred and forty-three. The consequence is 
that, even in the most unfavorable case, nobody has to walk more than two leagues 
in order to deposit his savings in the savings-bank.” 

* * * 


a s . 


+ 

There is at present no postal savings system in Switzerland. A proposition to 

establish one od ee into the federal house of re rencutativae di une 11. 

1881, and was adopted for further consideration by a vote of 32 to 9. The federal 

administration is said to be warmly in favor of the project. 
* — 


— * * 


-+ * 
Postal savings-banks were established in Japan in May, 1878, at nineteen post- 


offices, At the close of the fiscal year ended June 30, 1876, (the first full year of 
business,) the number of post-oftice banks was 310; the number of open accounts 
was 4,302, and their aggregate amount was yen 29,182.65, ($25,914.20,) being an 


average to each depositor of yen 6.78, ($6.02.) 2 the same year t See ae 
3 to yen 33,825.73, (880, 087.28.) and the withdrawals to yen 9,530.32, 
(88.402. 02. 


* = * * 


* * > 

From Die Post, the organ of the posts and telegraphs ef Austro-Hungary, it 
appears that the question of the introduction of the postal savings-bank system 
in Hungary was discussed in 1880 in the Chamber of Commerce of Budapest. 
From a declaration made by the commissioner of the postal administration there 
is reason to expect that post-ollice savings-banks will, at first by way of experi- 
ment, be established in the royal Hung state post-ollices. 

The last report of the controller of the British postal savings-bank says: In 
Austria last year a parliamentary committee reported decidedly in favor of the 
adoption of the system of post-office savings-banks.” 

* * * . * * * 

The reports to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, which are made by all 
the banks in the United States other than national, show that in the Southern 
States there are but five savings-banks, (including three with capital of $342,912.16,) 
with deposits aggregating $1,457,924; and that inthe Western States and Terri- 
tories, exclusive of Calif there are but thirty-four savings-banks, with de- 
posits amounting to $14,019,997, ae in the two sections named thirty-nine 
savings-banks, out of the total in the United States of six hundred and fifty-eight. 

The distribution of these savings-banks was as follows in 1880: 


New England States 
Middle States 
Southern States 


States. 
Western States and Territories 


No more fitting close can be 


given to a discussion upon this all- 
important subject than the following words from the pen of an able 


writer in the British Quarterly Review. He says: 


It is generally felt that workingmen do not want any more patting on the back 
or charitable patronage; all they want is to be shown how they can best help them- 


selves, and to be convinced that every right-thinking man should owe his success, 
his happiness, to his own perseverance and thrift. 
* * * * * * * 


To attain this end the workingman, as we have said, needs not so much to be 
helped as to be shown how to help himself; and a thorough exposition of the sav 
ings-bank system, whether by employers, lecturers, or ministers, and philanthro- 

ists in general, is one of the important means that may be employed in stimu- 

ting the poor to provident habits, the middle classes to a consideration of the 
increasing evils of living up to the last penny of income in order to keep up ap- 
pearances, and the young to early fru ity, so that thrift may become a habit as 
years advance. 

The bill under consideration provides in substance that none but 
money-order post-offices can be authorized to receive deposits. 

No single deposit can be less than ten cents or more than 8100. 

No more than $100 can be deposited by one person within any pe- 
riod of thirty days. 

The amount due a depositor is limited to $500. 

Money deposited is to be immediately forwarded to some Govern- 
ment depository by the postmaster who receives it, and invested by 
the Secretary of the Treasury in interest-bearing securities issued or 
guaranteed by the United States, and if these cannot be purchased 
withont loss to the depositor, then in approved State securities. 

The account of each depositor is to be kept at the central deposi- 
tory in Washington, where interest at the rate of 2 per cent. per an- 
num is computed and credited. 

All withdrawals are by checks issued under the authority of the 
Postmaster-General. 

The expenses of the system are to 
business, pe ti 
So much, briefly stated, for the bill which the committee submit. 

Another measure that is proposed to be considered by the commit- 
tee and presented to the House is the bill relating to certain modifi- 
cations of the present money-order system, submitting a change in 
the money-order system to the extent of the introduction of what is 
called a postal note, a postal note being in character like unto money 
order for sums less than $5, the note, however, to be issued to the 
bearer at a fee of three cents, and to be redeemable in three months. 
It isa want the Department has felt the ple need and demand, 
is the result of careful examination, and it is believed will largely 
insure to the convenience of the public. 

Let me briefly state: soon after the withdrawal of fractional cur- 
rency from circulation, the business public, which had largely em- 
ployed that currency for making remittances of small sums by mail, 
realized the fact that uo substitute existed which could be utilized 
for this purpose. Ordinary postage-stamps were inconvenient for 
remittances, because they could not be redeemed ; coin was not avail- 
able, for it could not be conveniently, or with moderate safety, 
transmitted by mail in ordinary letters, both because it betrayed its 
presence by its weight and because it was liable to break through 
the envelope. 

In these circumstances there has been a very general and increas- 
ing demand made by the press, by extensive dealers in articles of 
merchandise of small value, and to some extent by all classes of people, 
for some cheap and simple means of making remittances of incon- 
siderable sums by mail, and the numerous requests for the provision 
of some convenience of this character, and the almost numberless 
suggestions as to the details of a practical plan, have very naturally 
been directed to the Post-Office Department, which has already 
afforded to the public the facilities of an admirable money-order 
system. 

It is still the opinion of experienced officers of the Post-Office 
Department, the soundness of whose views cannot be doubted, that 
the transfer of small amounts by mail can be effected with less risk 
of loss by the money-order and advice now in use than by any other 
device of the kind that has yet been proposed, But the written 
application from the remitter, the complementary advice sent by the 
issuing to the paying postmaster, and the great amount of clerical 
labor required in filling out the forms, necessarily makes the money- 
order a rather expensive medium when employed for very small 
remittances, 

The committee believe that the public would welcome the intro- 
duction of a cheap andsconvenient plan for making small remittances, 
and would not expect or demand, for a very small outlay, the same 
degree of security as is afforded by the ordinary money-order. They 
are therefore unanimous in their decision to strongly recommend the 
scheme for the issue, concurrently with money-orders, of postal notes 
for sums under $5, proposed by the superintendent of the money- 
order system, which is pronounced by the Postmaster-General, in his 
annual report for 1881, to be entirely practicable and well calculated 
to meet the popular demand, and is described at length upon pages 
403 to 407 of that volume. 

The postal note differs from the money-order in the following re- 
spects: 

1. No written application is to be required from the remitter. 


rehasing is thereby very much simplified. 
ta It is to be issned 5 less than $5. 


3. It is to be issued without advice. 
4. It is to be payable to bearer, either at the issuing office or at the office drawn 


ce 
upon. 

5. It is to be valid for three months, at the expiration of which timea duplicate 
can be issued by the Post-Office Department upon the production of the invalid 
postal note, and upon teora ee by the holder of an additional fee of three cents 

6. A duplicate cannot issued of a postal note, if it be lost or destroyed. 


be paid from the profits of the 


The process of 


1882. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 2965 


The committee are of opinion that a postal note payable to bearer 
will be especially acceptable to extensive business houses in the large 
cities, because it will obviate the necessity of either personal appli- 
cation at the post-office for payment of small sums or of the formal 
appointment of an agent or attorney to collect such sums in the name 
oF the firm. 

Another feature of the bill to modify the postal money-order sys- 
tem is an increase of the maximum issue of an order from 850, as now 
allowed, to $100, as proposed. 

It has been urged that the present fee of ten cents on money-orders 
of small amounts is too high, and ought to be reduced in the interest 
of public convenience, But even at this rate of commission a loss is 
sustained upon every small money-order. During the five years 
ended June 30, 1880, the actual average cost of the issue and pay- 
ment of a money-order, as shown by the statistics of the Post-Office 
Department, was 12.6 cents, and the actual average gross revenue 
from each order was 12.7 cents, so that any diminution of the fees 
charged for such small orders, which comprise about one-half of all 
the orders issued, would result in a heavy loss to the system, other 
conditions remaining the same. 

The difficulty may be solved by adopting the suggestion made in 
the last annual report of the Postmaster-General, to increase the 
maxiuum limit of a money-order from $50 to $100, the fees to be in- 
cre; ¿n proportion for amounts over $50, the present limit, so that 
a sing™ money-order for any umount over 850 may be made to take 
the place formerly occupied by two orders, the labor of issue and 

payment for such amounts, as well as all other expenses, may be re- 

Katel one-half, and the increased commissions received for the sale 
of the larger orders may offset the loss which would result from any 
reduction of the fees for small orders. Therefore the fee on orders 
for sums less than $10 is reduced from ten cents to eight cents. 

There is another provision of this bill which the committee think 
will more fully meet the demands and necessities of the money-order 
service than the Senate provision recently adopted by the House to 
the Post-Office Department appropriation bill. It relates to the 
unclaimed money-orders. 

There is no provision of law under which the amounts of unclaimed 
money-orders can be disposed of. The fund which has accumulated 
from such orders is deposited in the sub-treasury at New York City 
to the credit of the Postmaster-General on money-order account, and 
is utilized as capital with which to conduct the operations of the 
money-order system. But the rapidly growing fund from this source 
is now larger than is needed for the purpose, or will in all probability 
be required for any exigency; so that it would seem to be expedient 
that a portion of the unclaimed money should be turned over to the 
Treasury and be made available for the service of the Post-Office 
Department. It is not intended that the owners of unclaimed money- 
orders shall forfeit their claims to the money, but simply that such 
amounts shall be placed at the disposal of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment; and if at any subsequent time any of the orders be claimed, 
they may be paid by duplicate out of current money-order funds, and 
their amounts will then be deducted from the next annual deposit 
of unclaimed money made in the Treasury. 

The total amount of unpaid money-orders at the close of the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1881, was$2,005,966.56. The Auditor of the Treas- 
ury for the Post-Office Department has estimated that, of this sum, 
$1,250,000 may be classed as unclaimed—that is, the amounts of the 
orders which compose it will never be called for; and the Post-Office 
Department represents, with very good reason, that a sum equal to 
the amount of the unpaid orders for a period of at least seven years 
next preceding the commencement of each fiscal year will be required 
in the hands of the assistant treasurer at New York, for the exigencies 
of the money-order service as well as for its current operations, For 
the seven years preceding July 1, 1881, this sum is $659,875.89. 

We think the bill will, first, meet an urgent public want; second, 
simplify, to a great extent, the operations of the money-order system; 
third, adjust the compensation of a large class of Government officers 
upon an equitable basis; fourth, add to the revenues of the Post-Office 
Department annually an amount received from the public for the issue 
of money-orders, Which would otherwise remain unclaimed and 
unused in the hands of the assistant treasurer at New York. 

A third bill relates to the carrier service and the readjustment of 
their present compensation, allowing men more than $400 a year 
after they have been in the service two or three years, and adjusting 
their pay upon reasonable advance, starting at 8500 und reaching a 
maximum compensation of $1,000. 

The merits of this bill can be fairly stated in the words of my re- 
port recently submitted: 

3 considered the organization of the carrier service under the provisions 
of the act of February 21, 1879, I think said act is unjust to a large body of the 
carrier force, and therefore submit a substitute bill as a fair measure not only in 


the rate of compensation allowed but also in the determining of a rule for promo- 
tions in the service. 


The act of February 21, 1879, establishes ‘a grade of letter-carriers 
known as auxiliaries, who shall be paid at the rate of $40 per an- 
num.” This compensation is regarded as small and insufficient to 
meet the reasonable wants of life. Witha view, therefore, to elevate 
the service, affording at the same time a living salary and command- 
ing a better class of subordinates, it is recommended that the pay be 
fixed at $600 per annum, and with the incentive to the performance 


of good service an additional section is provided, that all promotions 
to the higher grade shall come from the auxiliary force. 

Under section 4 of the same act it is provided: 

That at no time shall the number of carriers in the first class, receivin 
maximum salary of $1,000, be more than two-thirds or less than one- the 
8 number of carriers actually in service in the city in which they are em- 
ployed. 

The practical operation of this section makes promotion from the 
lower classes very slow and in many respects unfair, especially in 
view of the fact that after one year’s experience the fitness and effi- 
ciency of the carrier is recognized by the Department as well set- 
tled, and his line of work becomes in all respects the same as the 
class receiving the maximum pay of $1,000 per annum. Yet in al- 
most every case, because of the limitation as to promotion contained 
in section 4 of the aforesaid act, the $800 per unnum carrier cannot 
be advanced to the higher grade in less than from four to six years. 
This long period works a hardship and destroys the discipline of the 
force. Your committee therefore amend section 4 by allowing pro- 
motion to the higher grades at the expiration of one year’s service 
on certificate of the postmaster to the efficiency and faithfulness of 
the candidate during the preceding year. 

The effect of the bill submitted makes the first appointment to the 
grade of auxiliary carrier at a salary of $600 per annum. After one 
year’s service the said auxiliary carrier is promoted to the next higher 
grade, performing the service of a regular carrier and receiving the 
compensation fixed for said grade, to wit, in cities of the first class, $800 
per annum, and in cities containing a population of less than 75,000, 
$850 per annum. After one year’s service in said grade promotion is 
made to the highest class in first-class cities with the maximum com- 
pensation, $1,000 per annum. In every advancement, however, it is 
provided that the postmaster shall first certify to the Postmaster- 
General] that the candidate had been efficient and faithful. 

A fourth bill fixes the compensation of postmasters of the fourth 
class. It is a just and fair measure and I ain sure will commend 
itself to the judgment of the House. 

Under existing law, act of June 17, 1878, it is provided “ that in 
no case shall there be allowed to any postmaster of this class a com- 
pensation greater than $250 in any one quarter, exclusive of money- 
order commissions.” 

The general accounts of postmasters of the fourth class are audited 
annually, and the compensation fixed upon the amount of work per- 
formed and commissions allowed under act of June 17, 1878, but in 
no case can there be an allowance greater than $250 in any one quar- 
ter. In many offices of this class, located at watering places and 
summer resorts, the work performed allows in commissions amounts 
in excess of $250 for a quarter, but the Auditor, under the statutes, 
cannot give credit for the surplus, and the postmaster thereby loses 
all commissions and allowances over the said $250. The bill will 
allow the Anditor of the Post-Office Department to give credit to 
such earned surplus, the sum total, however, in any one year, not 
to exceed $1,000, exclusive of money-order commissions. It seems 
just and fair that when the work is done that official should have 
the full benefit of the commissions allowed by statute. 

The letter of Hon. James N. Tyner, First Assistant Postmaster- 
General, is as follows: 

Post-Orvick DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF FIRST ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., February 25, 1880. 

Sm: Answering your inquiry in regard to bill H. R. No. 3799, which reached mo 
by this morning’s mail, I will say that I presume it is intended to provide addi- 
tional compensation to postmasters at watering places or other places of summer 
resort, whose labor and responsibility is very much increased by the sojourn of 
visitors at such places. If this is the object of the bill. I can perceive no o 
tion to its e. It is a verbatim copy of the present law, except the few lines 
at the close of the first section which I have underscored with pencil lines. 


Very truly, 
JAS. N. TYNER, 
First Assistant Postmaster-General, 
Hon. H. H. BINGHAM, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Again, there is a fifth bill, giving to the First Comptroller of the 
Treasury the examination of the accounts of the Sixth Auditor. 
The First and Fifth Auditors of the Treasury are required to certify 
all balances arising from the settlement of accounts by them to the 
First Comptroller, except accounts arising from the receipts from cus- 
toms, which are required to be certified by the First Auditor to the 
Commissioner of Customs, who, under section 317 of the Revised 
Statutes, has the same power as the First Comptroller with reference 
to such accounts. The Second, Third, and Fourth Auditors are re- 

uired to certify all balances arising from the accounts settled by 
them to the Second Comptroller; while the accounts settled by the 
Sixth Auditor are not only required to be examined by himand audited, 
but his decisions thereon are final, except in case of appeal, as pro- 
vided in section 270 of said statutes, to the First Comptroller. Asa 
matter of fact, your committee tind that few appeals have been taken, 
and it will be seen from said section 270 that the Sixth Auditor has 
it in his power to prevent appeals and thereby avoid a review of his 
decisions by any other officer of the Treasury by simply makiug satis- 
factory allowances. This bill simply provides that the accounts set- 
tled by the Sixth Auditor shall be passed upon by the First Comp- 
troller, and that the balances found by the First Comptroiler shall 
be the balances certified to the Postmaster-General by the Sixth 
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Auditor, after the same shall have been certified back to him by the 
First Comptroller, thereby avoiding any innovation in the mode of 
doing business in the Post-Office Department, and at the same time 
conforming the Sixth Auditor to the same rule or check as in the 
case of all other auditors. 

Again, there is a bill now pending upon the Speaker's table, passed 
by the Senate, organizing and classifying the employés of the rail- 
` way mail service. There are now employed in said service employés 
or clerks who are designated 3 route- agents, mail-route 
inessengers, local agents, railway post-oflice clerks, The duties per- 
formed by and required of all these employés are similar in charac- 
ter, and vary only in the amount of work assigned to each and the 
study necessary for its performance ; and the appropriations for their 

ayment are made under the four different heads by which they are 
designated. 

This involves the keeping of four different accounts and a record 
of four different appropriations, and is at the expense of that sim- 

licity which should be sought for in the details of the pnblic serv- 
ce. Your committee are unable to see any good reason for retain- 
ing the present classification of postal clerks in the railway mail 
service, or of making separate appropriationn therefor. Thischange 
in existing law and classification has been recommended by the Post- 
master-General in the annual reports of the past three years. 

Again, there is pending upon the Calendar from this committee a 
bill for the consideration of the House, adjusting the rate of postage 
paid on second-class mail matter at letter-carrier offices. 

Under the present law, the publisher of the New York Herald can 
send a copy of his paper to Portland, Oregon, to a subscriber; the 

aper is aes from the post-office in Portland by a letter-carrier and 
5 ivered to the subscriber at his house at the rate of two cents 
r pound, no extra charge for delivery by the carrier; but the pub- 
her cannot put a copy of the Herald in the New York post-office, 
have it taken thence by the letter-carrier and delivered to the sub- 
acriber at his house, except at the rate of one cent per copy, or about 
eight cents per pound, an extra charge of six cents per pound. So 
the publisher of the Portland paper is denied the low rate given to 
the New York publisher in Portland, and must pay for delivery by 
the carrier a charge of eight cents per pound. A foreign newspaper, 
the London Times, for example, can be bronght to Washington by 
steamer or railroad, put in the city t-oflice, given to a carrier, 
and by him delivered to any address in Washington, at the same rate 
as domestic matter of the same class, or two cents per pound; but 
the publishers of the Post or Republican cannot have their papers 
taken from the same post- office, by the same carrier, at the same time, 
and delivered to the same address, without paying eight cents per 
und, or six cents per pound more than the foreign paper. The 
Fault is so patent that further notice is unnecessary. This bill 
cures the fault, makes the law uniform, sensible, logical, and just, 
and, in the opinion of the committee, is properly demanded by the 
ublic. 
x There are several other bills upon the Calendar which it is un- 
necessary for me at this time to enter into the details of explanation, 
for my time will not admit, but I desire to state to the House that 
there is no disposition whatever upon the part of the Post-Office 
Committee to introduce for the consideration of the House any but 
public bills. While we have many private bills upon the Calendar 
we desire the day asked for to be devoted exclusively to the consider- 
ation of public bills; and should the subsidy bill be subject to objec- 
tion, it deserves to be met in the House and condemned in the House. 
I am not standing as the advocate of that bill, but I am here to claim 
that an honorable committee of this House, having deliberated upon 
measures of public and general importance, is entitled, under the 
rules of the House, to the consideration of public business largely 
appertaining, as this does, to the public convenience; and let it be 
remembered that no Department in this Government so closely and 
nearly reaches the wants of the people as that of the Post-Oflice 
Department through this committee. And I say, Mr. Speaker, with 
all frankness that no committee of the House has labored more zeal- 
ously, assidnously, and earnestly in their consideration of the public 
measures referred to them by the members of the Honse than the 
committee which now asks an opportunity of being heard. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now yield tive minutes to the gentleman from 
Maryland. 

Mr. McLANE. Mr. Speaker, I think the honorable gentleman from 
Pennsylvania does great injustice to the House in that resolution. 
If every committee of this House presented a resolution fixing a day 
or two days for the consideration of its business, bad as the rules are 
and bad as the practice is to-day, we would be infinitely worse off 
under such a course of proceeding. Not only would it be bad in 
itself, but it would be constantly liable to the chargo of taking ad- 
Mesh of the House. Now, these measures to which the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania refers are all more or less unobjectiouable and I 
should be willing to fix a day for their consideration if that was the 
only question involved. 

But under that broad resolution that the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads should take a day for any measure it pleases, 
what is left to the discretion of this House? Why, sir, they might 
bring in here by a majority vote of that committee measures of the 
most vicious character, in the judgment of the House, and we are 
called upon blindly to fix a day for their consideration. 


I submitto eee from Pennsylvania that he should confine 
himself to the ordinary practice of the House. Let him take as his 
guide, if he pleases, the resolution of the honorable gentleman from 

Lassachusetts [Mr. HARRIS] and name his bills, Let him name the 
bills that the committee desires to have this House consider; and I 
for one will cheerfully agree to fixing a day for any bill which is 
entitled to the special consideration of this House. But as for giving 
myself away to a subsidy bill, or any other bill that the committee 
may hereafter decide upon without any discretion on my part at all, 
I for one will not do it, and I consider it the most vicious practice 
the House can institute. As I said before, bad as these rules may be 
and difficult as they are to operate, I would rather have no bills con- 
sidered at all than not have my own discretion to indicate what bills 
ought to be considered. 

I have no idea that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BING- 
HAM] meditates the introduction of a subsidy bill, for he has said he 
has not considered that in his committee, but he says distinctly that 
if a majority of that committee think it right to report a subsidy 
bill he will not hesitate to ask for its consideration. In saying so, 
if it were necessary to say anything in support of the objection 
taken by the gentleman from Indiana, the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads has supplied that deficiency. 

Now, whatever may be the sense of this House upon the merits of 
such a bill it would not be reasonable for any committee to ask that 
a day be fixed for the consideration of such a measure without directly 
indicating it. Such a measure is more likely to receive the negative 
than the affirmative judgment of two-thirds of this House. And it 
is no more than common ordinary respect for this House that when a 
committee comes in under our rule asking for a particular day, it 
should give the House all the information necessary to an enlight- 
ened vote. And Lask the gentleman from Pennsylvania if he expects 
or desires my support of this question that he shall name his bills, 
and we shall then be at liberty to exercise our discretion as to grant- 
ing the request or not. 

Ir. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] 
has named six bills which he expects to have brought before the House 
by this proposition. The postal savings-bank bill, the 1 money- 
order bill, the letter-carrier bill, that in relation to the salaries of 
postmasters of the fourth class, that in relation to postal clerks, and 
the bill for the adjustment of the compensation to letter-carriers in 
connection with the transportation of newspaper matter in letter- 
carrier cities. Here are six bills. Now, if my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania would just say in his resolution that these six bills shall be in 
order on the day named, the main objection to this resolution would 
be gone. But I do not understand my friend to say so. 

r. BINGHAM. I have not the authority to say so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then let it be understood that the subsidy bill 
may be one of the bills brought before the House for consideration. 
The House in voting on this votes with the understanding it is pos- 
sible the subsidy bill shall be brought forward for consideration 
under this resolution. 

I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
(Mr. n 

Mr. RANDALL. The resolution as framed practically makes meri- 
torious measures carry objectionable ones. If the suggestion of the 
23 from Indiana [Mr. Horman] and the gentleman from 

Iaryland [Mr. MCLANE] was adopted of naming in the body of the 
resolution those six bills which have been mentioned there is little 
doubt the resolution would receive concurrence. But the effect of 
the resolution as now stated makes those measures carry also, if the 
majority of the committee shall say so, a measure committing this 
Government to the expenditure of twenty-five millions of money. 
For one I am not willing to yield any advantage that I possess as a 
member of this House in an individual capacity to prevent involv- 
ing the Government to that extent in the manner pro L. 

he SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. ote oy to suspend the rules und adopt 
the resolution which has been read. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I feel that under the instruction of my commit- 
tee I am anthorized to present the resolution in such a shape thatit 
shall not interfere with appropriation bills or prior orders. But I 
submit to the House that 1 powerless in my individual caj acity 
to change the action of my committee in any way. 

Mr. RANDALL. Can the gentleman not modify the resolutiot 80 
as to exclude the subsidy bill? 

Mr. BAYNE. I suggest that the gentleman from Pennsylvan a 
should ask unanimons consent that this bill to which objection is 
made, and to which I object as well, may be excluded from the order. 
Will that obtain the consent of his committee 7 

Mr. RANDALL. We are ready to meet the other propositions by 
a majority. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have stated the full power I have from my 
committee. It is for the House to determine; and if the House is not 
willing to fix a day for the consideration of any of our bills I have 
nothing to say. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BING- 
HAM] moves to suspend the rules and adopt the resolution which 
has been read, with a clause added, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add these words: not to interfere with appropriation bills and prior orders.“ 
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Mr. BINGHAM. My instruction allows me to submit that to the 
House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Why cannot the gentleman take the responsi- 
bility of excluding this subsidy bill? 

Mr. BAYNE. Let unanimous consent be asked. If it be given 
that will include the members of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Is unanimous consent given to add also to this 
resolution a clause excluding the consideration of what is called the 
subsidy bill? Isthere objection? [Aftera pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and the resolution will be modified as suggested. 

Mr. KENNA. Let it be read as modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Wednesday, April 26, after the morning hour, be set apart for 
the consideration of such business as may be indicated by the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post- Roads. no other business to be transacted, not to interfere 
with appropriation bills and prior orders. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And add these words: but no bill touching postal 
or other subsidy shall be considered.” 

Mr. KENNA, I do not think the manganese suggested by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] would be satisfactory ; it cer- 
tainly would not be to me. I suggest that the title of the bill 
which has been reported from the committee and is now on the Cal- 


endar be stated. 

Mr. HOLMAN, What is that bill? 

Mr. BINGHAM. There is but one bill involving that question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that no bill granting a subsidy should be 
considered, 

Mr. RANDALL, I have the title of the bill here. It is a bill (H. 
R. No. 4658) to provide for ocean mail service between the United 
States and foreign ports. . 

The SPEAKER. The proposition to which unanimous consent 
was given was to exclude from the consideration of the House on 
the day named the bill the title of which has just been read by the 

entleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. RANDALL.] The question now 
is upon the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BING- 
HAM] to suspend the rules and adopt the resolution submitted by 
him as now submitted. 

The question was taken ; and upon a division there were—ayes 130, 
noes 19. 

So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the motion to suspend the 
rules was agreed to, and the resolution was adopted. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the follow- 
ing titles; when the Speaker signed the same : 

4 bill (HI. R. No. 1337) granting a pension to Sylvador Jackson ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1521) granting a pension to Susan R. Johnson; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2258) granting a pension to Richard M. Baker; 


and 

A bill (H. R. No. 4182) granting a pension to Sarah A. Hooper. 

Mr. WEST, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. No. 365) granting increase of pension to Levi Ander- 
son; 

A bill (H. R. No. 642) granting a pension to George Andrews; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1017) granting an increase of pension to Charles 

H. Ordway ; 

T bill (H. R. No. 1225) granting a pension to Mrs. Rosetta L. Me- 
ay; anc 

A bill (H. R. No. 1769) granting a pension to Mary T. McCawley. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER resumed the call of committees for motions to sus- 
pend the rules, and reached the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. SPARKS. I move that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. PAGE. I hope the gentleman will not do that. 
now to take up the Chinese bill and pass it. 

Mr. SPARKS. Then I will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. MORSE. I renew it. 

The motion to adjourn was not a 
The SPEAKER resumed the ca 
Committee on Education and Labor. 
CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. PAGE. I am instructed by the Committee on Education and 
Labor to move to suspend the rules, so that the bill (H. R. No. 5804) 
to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese may be 
taken from the Honse Calen and put upon its passage at this 
time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the bill be read. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This will not be considered as waiving the right 
to have a second ordered. 

The SPEAKER, A second can be demanded now or after the bill 
has been read. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask for a second. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 1 ask consent that the second may be considered 
us ordered. 

There was no objection, and the second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is the reading of the bill called for? 


We are ready 


to. 
of committees, and called the 


of the bill. 
It is the right of any member to demand the 


Mr. FOWLER and others called for the readin 
The SPEAKER. 
reading of the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas in the opinion of the Government of the United States the coming of 
Chinese laborers to this country endangers the good order of certain localities 
within the territory thereof: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of resentatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That from and after the expiration of sixty days 
next after the passage of this act, and until the expiration of ten years next after 
the passage of this act, the coming of Chinese laborers to the United States be, and 
the same is hereby, suspended; and during such suspension it shall not be lawful 
for any Chinese laborer to come, or, having so come after the expiration of said 
sixty days, to remain within the United States. 

Sec. 2, That any master of any vessel, of whatever nationality, whoshall know- 
ingly on such vessel bring within the jurisdiction of the United States, and permit 
to be landed, any Chinese laborer from any foreign port or place shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine of 
not more than $500 for each and every such Chinese laborer so brought, and may 
be also 8 for a term not exceeding one year. 

Sec. 3. That the two foregoing sections shall not apply to Chinese laborers who 
were in the United States on the 17th day of November, 1880, or who shall hare 
come into the same before the expiration of sixty days next after the passage of 
this act, and who shall produce to such master before going on board such vessel. 
and shall pees to the collector of the port in the United States at which such 
vessel shall arrive, the evidence hereinafter in thisact required of his being one of 
the laborers in this section mentioned ; nor shall the two foregoing sections apply 
to the case of any master whose vessel, being bound to a port not within the 
United States, shall come within the jurisdiction of the United States by reason of 
being in distress or in stress of weather, or touching at any port of the United 
States on its voyage: Provided, That all Chinese laborers brought on such vessel 
shall de; with the vessel on leaving port. 

Src. 4. That for the purpose of properly identifying Chinese laborers who were 
in the United States on the 17th day of November, 1880, or who shall have come 
into the same before the expiration of sixty days next after raged acing a of this act, 
and in order to furnish them with the proper evidence of their right to go from and 
come to the United States of their free will and accord, as provided by the treaty 
between the United States and China dated November 17, 1880, the collector of 
customs of the district from which any such Chinese shall depart from the United 
States shall, in parany or by deputy, go on board each vessel having on board any 
such Chinese laborers and cleared or abont to sail from his district for a foreign 
port, and on such vessel make a list of all such Chinese, which shall be entered in 
registry-books to be kept for that purpose, in which shall be stated the name. age, 
occupation, last place of residence, physical marks or peculiarities, and all facts 
necessary for the identification of each of such Chinese, wnich books shall be 
safely kept in the cnstom-house; and every such Chinese so de ing from the 
United States shall be entitled to, and shall receive upon application therefor, 
from the collector or his deputy, at the time such list is taken, acertificate signed 
by the collector or his deputy and attested by his seal of office, in such form as the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe, which certificate shall contain the name, 
age, occupation, last place of residence, personal description, and facts of identi- 
fication of the Chinese to whom the certificate is issned, corresponding with the 
said list and registry in all particulars. In case any Chinese after having received 
such certificate s! leave such vessel before her departure he shall deliver his 
certificate to the master of the vessel, and if such Chinese fails to return to such 
vessel before her departure from port the certificate shall be delivered by the mas- 
ter to the collector of customs for cancellation. The certicate herein provided for 
shall entitle the Chinese to whom the same is issued to return to and re-enter the 
United States upon producing and delivering the same to the collector of customs 
of the district at which such Chinese shall seek to re-enter; and upon delivery of 
such certificate by such Chinese to the collector of customs at the time of re-entry 
in the United States, said collector shall cause the same to be filed in the custom- 
house and duly canceled. 

Sec. 5. That any Chinese laborer living in the United States under the provis- 
ions of the treaty between the United States and China, dated November 17, 1880, 
and desiring to depart from the United States by land, shall have the right to de- 
mand and receive a certificate of identification similar to that provided for in sec- 
tion 4 of this act, to be issued to such Chinese laborers as may desire to leave the 
United States by water; and it is hereby made theduty of the collector of customs 
of the district next adjoining the foreign country to which said Chinese laborer 
desires to go to issne such certificate upon application by such Chinese Jaborer, 
and to enter the same upon registry-books to be kept by him for the purpose, as 
provided for in section 4 of this act. 

Sec. 6. That in order to the faithful execution of articles Land 2of the treaty, be- 
fore in this act mentioned, every Chinese who may be entitled by said treaty and 
this act to come within the United States, except such as resided in the United 
States on the 17th day of November, 1880, or who shall have come within the United 
States within sixty days next after the passage of this act, shall obthin the per- 
mission of the Chinese Government, in each case, to be evidenced by a certificate 
issued by said Government, which certificate shall be in the English language or 
accompanied by a translation into English. showing such permission, and which 
certificate shall state the name, title, or official rank, if any, the age, height, and 
all physical peculiarities, former and present occupation or profession, and place 
of residence in China of the person to whom the certificate is issued. and that such 

on is entitled by the treaty in this act mentioned to come within the United 

tes. Such certificate shall be prima facie evidence of the facts set forth therein, 
and shall be produced to the collector of customs of the port in the district in the 
United States at which the person named therein shall arrive. 

Sec. 7. That any person who shall knowingly alter or substitute any name for 
the name written in snch certificate, or forge any such certificate, or utter any 
forged or fraudulent certificate, or falsely personate any person named in any such 
certificate, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction of any 
offense mentioned in this section the guilty person shall be fined in a sum not ex- 
ceeding $1,000 and imprisoned in a penitentiary for a term not more than five 


years. 

Sec. 8 That the master of any vessel arriving in the United States from any 
foreign place shall at the same time he delivers a manifest of the cargo, and if thero 
be no cargo then at the time of making a report of the entry of the vessel pursu- 
ant to law. in addition to the other matter required to be reported, and before land- 
ing or permitting to land any Chinese passengers, deliver ani! report to the cal. 
lector of customs of the district in which such vessel shall have arrived a separate 
list of all Chinese passengers taken on board his vessel at any foreign port or plece, 
and all such passengers on board the vessel at thattime. Such hst shall show the 
names of such passengers (and if accredited officers of the Chinese Government 
traveling on the mess of that Government with a note of such facts) and the 
names and other particulars, as shown by the Bari scat certificates, of other 
Chinese passengers; and such list shall be sworn to by the master in the manner 
required by law in relation to the manifest of the cargo. Any refusal or neglect 
of the master to comply with the provisions of this section shall incur the same 
penses and forfeiture as are provided for a refusai or negl o report and de- 

ver a manifest of the cargo: 
Src. 9. That before any Chinese passengers are landed from quy such vessel the 
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collector or his deputy shall proceed to examine such passengers, e the 


certificates with the list and with the ngers, and no passenger shall 
to land in the United States from ret vessel in violation of law. 
Sec. 10. That every vessel whose master shall knowingly violate any of the 
rovisions of this act shall be deemed forfeited to the United States, and shall be 
ble to seizure and condemnation in any district of the United States into which 
euch vessel may enter or in which she may be found. 

Ssc. 11. That any Leyte who shall knowingly bring into, or cause to be brought 
into, or shall aid or abet the 9 coming into the United States by land, or 
who shall land or aid or abet the landing in the United States from any vessel of 
any Chinese not authorized by law to enter the United States, shall he deemed 
p ty of a miademeanor, and shall, for each person so brought or aided to come 

to the United States, or so landed, be fined in the sum of $100, and imprisoned 
for a term not exceeding one year. 

Sud. 12. That no Chinese shall be permitted to enter the United States by land 
without producing to the proper ofticer of customs the certificate herein required 
of Chinese seeking to land from a vessel; and any Chinese unlawfully entering 
within the United States, or who shall have unlawfully entered the United States, 
in any way, either by land or by water, shall be removed therefrom to the place 
from whence they came by the collector of customs of any collection district in 
which such Chinese may be found, at the cost of the Uni States, under such 
regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

Sec. 13. That this act shall not apply to diplomatic and other officers of the 
Chinese Government Leith | upon the business of that government, whose cre- 
dentials in the usual form shall be taken as equivalent to the certificate in this act 
mentioned, and shall exempt them and their body and household servants from the 
provisions of this act as to other Chinese. 

Src. 14. That hereafter no State court or court of the United States shalladmit 
Chinese to citizenship; and all laws in conflict with this act are hereby repealed. 

Sec. 15. That the words “ Chinese laborers,” wherever used in this act, shall 
be construed to mean both skilled and unskilled laborers and Chinese employed in 


lowed 


Many MEMBERS. Vote!“ “Vote!” 

Mr. MORSE. Is there a report accompanying this bill? 

Mr. BRAGG. I desire to know how and why, under the rules of 
this House, a bill entitled a bill to execute certain treaty stipula- 
tions, prescribing intercourse between this Government and a for- 
eign nation, making regulations concerning immigration, and affect- 
ing the naturalization laws, comes from the Committee on Education 
and Labor? 

The SPEAKER. Because the subject was referred to that com- 
mittee. [Laughter.) 

Mr. BRAGG. Then I suppose that under the parliamentary ralin 
of the Chair whatever goes in must come out. [Renewed N 

The SPEAKER. As a question of parliamentary law the Chair 
would hold that the committee had jurisdiction of the subject. The 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] is recognized to control the 
time allowed for debate on one side and the gentleman from Califor- 
nia [Mr. PAGE] the time on the other side. 

Mr. PAGE. I propose to control the time to be used by those who 
will speak in favor of the bill. 

Mr. MORSE. Is there a report accompanying this bill? 

The SPEAKER. There is a report. 

Mr. MORSE. I demand its reading. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman has any time in which it can 
be read it will be read. 

Mr. MORSE. Have I not a right to call for the reading of the 


report? 
The SPEAKER. Not unless the gentleman has the floor to speak 
on the subject, for the reading of the report is in the nature of de- 


bate. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Does the Speaker decide that the reading of the 
report is in the nature of debate? 

e SPEAKER. The Chair so decides. 

Mr. PAGE. As I am the introducer of the bill under consideration 
and have reported it from the committee, I claim that I have the 
right to control the time for debate on the side of those who are 
favorable to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asked fora second 
of the motion to suspend the rules and pe the bill, and the second 
was ordered by unanimous consent. The Chair therefore recognizes 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] to control one-half the 
time allowed nnder the rule for debate. 

Mr. PAGE. I will reserve my time until some one has spoken in 
opposition to the bill. 

Mr. KASSON. It is im 
set the position occupi 
time. 

The SPEAKER. There are thirty minutes allowed for debate, 
The rule does not state how the timeshall be divided; but in practice 
it is always divided between the friends and opponents of the meas- 


rtant we should understand in the out- 
by gentlemen who are to dispose of the 


ure. 

Mr. KASSON. The Speaker will allow me to say that the rule 
itself declares that ‘‘ one-half of such time be 1 8 to debate in favor 
of and one-half to debate in opposition to such proposition.“ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa is right. 

Mr. KASSON. Now, I submit that the House is entitled to know 
in advance on which side gentlemen are controlling the time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. PAGE] con- 
trolling the bill and making the motion to suspend the rules, will be 

resumed to be in favor of it; and the gentleman from Kentucky 

Mr. WILLIS] who demanded a second will have to be presumed to 
be opposed to it. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Kentucky is opposed to the 
bill because it does not cover the period of twenty years. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman trom kentucky will stave his own 
reasons. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will, if I may have the opportunity. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky is recognized. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I intend to vote for this bill; and I 
hope every one who voted for the vetoed bill will vote for this bill. 
But, sir, I reserved to myself the right in committee, and I exercise 
that right now, to utter my solemn protest against the action of the 
committee in placing before ns a bill which makes a hasty and un- 
necessary if not a cowardly surrender of all our rights both under this 
treaty and under natural and constitutional law. 

Not only do I protest against the bill itself as insufficient, crude, 
weak, and imperfect, but I protest against the manner in which it is 
thrust at us. Under the suspension of the rules we are forced to take 
this bill or none. We can offer no substitute or amendment. For 
one, I can see no reason or necessity for such iron-clad proceedings. 
Why should the friends of this vetoed bill have the door slammed in 
their faces in this arbitrary way? We want no debate. We want 
the earliest, the promp test action that will put an end to Chinese 
immigration. We ask simply that we may have a vote, without 
debate and without delay, upon another bill which we think will 
better secure that result aud give substantial relief to the people of 
the Pacific slope. Is not our request ‘‘reasonable?” Is it not ‘‘rea- 
sonable,” even according to the latest and most extreme definition 
of the word? And yet it is denied—denied without explanation and 
without good cause. 

We object to the bill before us upon three different grounds. In 
the first place it contains no penalty clause. The fourteenth section 
of the vetoed bill had the provision that— 

Any Chinese who shall knowingly come into the United States contrary to the 
poras of this act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction 

hereof shall be punished by a fine not 5 or by imprisonment not ex- 
ceeding one year, or both said punishments, in the discretion ot the court. 

Under this bill no punishment is prescribed for Chinese who come 
here or Who are here unlawfully. Prompted and piloted by the gen- 
tlemen of wealthy corporations thousands of Chinese laborers, there 
being no fear of punishment, will pour into our country through the 
unguarded frontiers of Canada and Mexico. 

I object to the bill not only on account of the absence of the pen- 
alty clause, but because the whole system of registration is cut out. 
Every bill on this subject that has been thus far presented to Con- 
grom has recognized the necessity for some system of registration. 

Vithout such a system it will be as difficult to know and to protect 
the 105,000 Chinese now here as it will be impossible to prevent the 
unlawful coming and residence of those who are now in China. 
You first strike out the penaity by which Chinamen are punished 
for coming here unlawfully, and then you cut out the provision for 
registration, thus rendering it utterly impossible to distingnish or 
identify the lawful from the unlawful residents. Could the door for 
Chinese immigration be more widely and safely opened? 

But, sir, the last and the principal objection which we, the minority 
of the committee, urge against this bill is the ten-year clause. 
For over twenty-five years the Pacific States have been cursed with 
the evils of Chinese immigration; the peace and order of society 
have been disturbed ; the interests of good government jeopardized ; 
the rights and comforts of honorable labor have been overthrown, 
and its worthy representatives driven into poverty and exile by an 
invading race, self-determined upon alien, sordid, and unrepublican 
habits. Will such a bill as this bring back peace and order to those 
burdened and excited communities ? Will it restore their social and 
industrial interests to their safe and normal condition? Will not 
the people of the invaded States regard a ten-year suspension as a 
mere temporizing expedient; a brief and restless respite; and nota 
substantial, permanent relief against the evils which beset them? 
After twelve years of urgent appeal will they accept this as the 
finality ; the full and satisfactory reward of their long, patient, aud 
hopeful waiting! 

ir, if these questions were not self-answered, I would call the at- 
tention of this House to the innnmerable mass-meetings whose pro- 
ceedings I have before me, which voice the unanimous and 5 
sentiment ef those communities, that even twenty years would not 
have solved this great problem. I would also call attention to the 
statement of Hon. John F. Swift, one of the three commissioners 
who negotiated the last treaty, a gentleman thoroughly informed 
upon this question, who says that a ten-year law like this would 
do no good at all; that it would be actually worse than no law; 
that it will only complicate and make worse the condition of his 
people. If this be true, or even partly true, why should we not, as 
we of the minority of the committee wish to do, pass a fifteen-year 
bill? Is any one here authorized to say such a bill would invoke 
another veto, and would not become a law? I deny it. I deny it 
upon the facts. I deny it, unless the President is opposed to the 
principle of the bill. If he is not opposed to its principle, why 
should he not sign a fifteen-year bill? We have had test votes on 
this proposition. The House committee agreed upon twenty-five 
years, the Senate committee upon twenty years. The Senate and 
the House by a two-thirds vote have said that twenty years was the 
proper period. The Senate and the House by a majority vote have 
e ten years as an insufficient period for the operation of this 
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law. Then, if there is no opposition to the principle of this bill, 
twenty years having been rejected by the Executive, and ten years 
haying been rejected by both Houses of Congress, could we not in 
the spirit of mutual concession meet on common und and say 
that fifteen years should be the least period at which this bill should 
be put in operation? [Applause.] 

But waiving the question of executive action as one improper to 
be here considered, I stand here, sir, not only upon the wishes and 
necessities of those people, but I stand here upon the words of that 
treaty. I stand here on the antecedent and contemporaneous facts 
and assert that the sole and entire discretion as to time is vested in 
the United States. Why did we send these commissioners to China? 
What was the object of their mission? Did they succeed or fail in 
it? Need I remind this House that these commissioners had practi- 
cally received their instructions from the highest source of power in 
this country before our State Department had uttered one word to 
them upon the subject. The sovereign people of these United States, 
through their chosen representatives, had passed not one or two but 
six different joint resolutions in successive Congresses, directing and 
commanding the State Department to enter upon negotiations for 
the abrogation of the Burlingame treaty and the absolute prohibi- 
tion of all Chinese immigration to this country. Not only that, but 
these representatives went further. Unwilling to await the slow 
processes of diplomacy they passed the “‘fifteen-passenger bill” in 
the very teeth of the treaty. 

Mr. Hayes in his veto admitted the necessity for Chinese restric- 
tion. Three of your great political parties embodied in their plat- 
forms resolutions to the same effect. All of these facts, as the record 
here shows, were brought to the knowledge of the Government of 
China, and were within the knowledge of our commissioners before 
this treaty was concluded, were referred to and are a part of the 
formal negotiations now before me in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

What then? What was their object? What purpose did our 
commissioners have in view, if it was not the entire control of this 
whole question of Chinese immigration? Can there be adoubt upon 
tunis? Jf so it is dispelled at once and forever by the statement 
made by our representatives in the very first official statement they 
made to the Chinese Government, in which they say: 

The Government of the United States has no desire or intention to do injustice 
to the character of the Chinese laborer. But it does feel justified in asking that 
it shall be allowed to judge for itself to what extent the igration of Chinese 
labor is useful and advantageous, and that whenever at particniar times or par- 
ticular places it feels that its social or industrial interests require a limitation or 
prohibition of such immigration, it shall have the authority with due commani- 
cation to the representatives of the Chinese Government to regulate it as is most 
consonant with those interests. 

We have cited in our minority report these official proceedings in 
full, which clearly and conclusively show that was their mission, 
and they reassert that object in their final letter, and declare that if 
this discretion, which they claim the Government of the United 
States is entitled to, should be in any way lessened, the power would 
be “utterly worthless.” I point you to the open and acknowledged 
declaration at the time as showing that the Government of the United 
States, in the language of its commissioners, asserted the existence 
and right to this discretion, and were permitted to assert their words 
as without any condition.” 

What words can be plainer than these? Were our commissioners 
right in this statement? If they were, then their mission was a suc- 
cess. If they were not, and if all our legislation upon this question 
is to be subject to the supervision of the Emperor of China or of his 
representative in this country, then your new treaty is a sham, a 
failure, and a fraud, and the people of the Pacific coast have been 
cajoled, deceived, and betrayed in the house of their friends. Sir, 
for one I will not accept so humiliating a confession. I will not be- 
lieve that the hope of relief which is held out is to turn to ashes 
upon the lips of our experience. As I read it, it gives us the power 
to regulate this immigration according to our sole judgment; and 
so reading it, I advocate the passage of a bill, not for ten years, but 
for fifteen years, a bill which would impose penalties for its violation ; 
a bill with a system of registration which would secure its enforce- 
ment. For that bill I speak; for that bill I appeal to this House, At 
the same time I say, in conclusion, that if we are compelled to vote 
for this bill or none, while these people have come appealing to us 
for bread, and ought not be given a stone; while they have come to 
us for substantial relief, iA this bill gives them only a shadowy 
hope; yet I shall vote for it. If it fails, as I believe it will fail, let 
the responsibility of that failure rest where it belongs, (pointing to 
the Republican side.) [Laughter on the Republican side.] They 
laugh best who langh last. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. PRESCOTT. Lask leave to print some remarks upon this sub- 

ect. 

There was no objection. [See Appendix. 

Mr. PAGE. I call for a vote upon the bill. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Iwish to ask the gentleman from California 
simply this question: whether this bill obviates the objection made 
by the President to the former bill as contained in his veto? 

Mr. ROBESON. It does. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I rise to a parliamentary question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I desire to ask whether no time is 
to be given to those who are opposed to the passage of the bill. 


Mr. PACHECO. They have had their time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognized the only gentleman who 
desired to be heard. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. But he is in favor of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair simply did what it could do under the 
rule. No gentleman sought recognition for that purpose except the 
gentleman from Kentucky, a member of the committee, who made 
a minority report upon the bill, and stated that he desired to op- 

pose it. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. But by the rules of the House the 
time shall be evenly divided between the advocates and the oppo- 
nents of the measure. [Cries of“ Regular order ! ”] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask that five minutes’ time be allowed to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Rice] in opposition to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Illinois ? 

Several members objected. 

Mr. PAGE, I demand a vote upon the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to ask a question in this connection, and 
in its nature, perhaps, parliamentary, through the Speaker, whether 
the gentleman from California will not allow a vote to be taken 
upon an amendment fixing the time at fifteen years. [Criesof ‘‘No!”] 

Mr. CAMP. You have fallen five years in two weeks. 

Mr. CALKINS. That is in the nature of debate. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask the gentleman from California if he will 
permit this with the assurance from this side of the House. [Cries 
of“ Regular pusr 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the Chair will maintain the regular order, 

Several members addressed the Chair. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. There is objection to the propo- 
sition from the other side of the House. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” “Vote!” 
Regular order!” 

TheSPEAKER. TheChairunderstandsthe gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania as presenting a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. RANDALL. Lask the gentleman to allow one vote to be taken 
without any debate making the time of exclusion fifteen years. 

Mr. PAGE. I ask that we come to a vote upon the bill. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania knows that I have no right to yield to nis 
request. 

The SPEAKER. The quéstion is upon the motion of the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the gentleman from California to yield five 
minutes in support of the bill. Nobody has yet occupied the time, 
and under the rule we are entitled to it. I claim it myselfif nobody 
else wants it. [Cries of“ Regular order! “] 

TheSPEAKER, The question is upon the motion of the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to favor the bill under the rule, and ask 
the gentleman from California to yield to me. 

Mr. PAGE. I donot yield the floor to the gentleman from Illinois. 
The gentleman from Kentucky ocenpied fifteen minutes. The friends 
of the measure op this side, if the time is to be occupied, would claim 
the right to the floor; and therefore I must decline to yield to any- 
body. Lask the House to come to a vote. 

Mr. KENNA. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KENNA. I make the point of order that when under the rule 
a pronomon to suspend the rules and passa bill has been seconded, 
fifteen minutes on each side for debate are allowed ; and that if any 
gentleman who has control of the fifteen minutes on either side fails 
to occupy his time, it belongs to the House and cannot be lost to 
the Honse. [Applause, and cries of “Regular order!” “Vote!” 
“Vote!”] I am not quite through, Mr. Speaker. Isay upon my 
point of order that the control of time allowed for debate by the 
rules of the House is vested in no gentleman. If he is entitled to 
recognition he is recognized and is entitled to the time. If he fails 
to occupy the time it belongs to the House and may be oceupied by 
other members. 

Mr. KASSON. I desire to ask whether the gentleman from Ken- 
tueky, who has before spoken, was for the bill or against it? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. He was for the bill. 

Mr. KASSON. Very well, then; the time allowed for debate in 
favor of the bill has expired. 

Mr. ROBESON. And if the time in favor of the bill has expired, 
who is to be recognized! 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Massachusetts should be 
recognized, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
California, who demands a vote upon the proposition. 

Mr. TUCKER. I rise to a parliamentary point. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in ane: 

Mr. KENNA. I desire to answer the question of the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. Kenna] to make a parliamentary inquiry. That 
inquiry 
Mr. KENNA. I made a point of order which it is my right to dis- 
cuss, and I do not propose the Chair shall deny me that right. 

Mr. ROBESON. A point of order can only be discussed by the con- 
sent of the Speaker. 
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The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. Gentlemen will 
resume their seats. All gentlemen will resume their seats. 

Order having been restored, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from West 
Virginia that it understood him to rise to a parliamentary inquiry 

Me. KENNA. The Chair, then, misunderstood the gentleman from 
West Virginia. 

The SPEAKER. And to state it. 

Mr. KENNA. Will the Chair allow me 

The SPEAKER. In one moment. 

Several MEMBERS. Let the Chair be heard. 

The SPEAKER, And to state it. And then the Chair understood 
the gentleman from West Virginia to proceed to debate, after which 
the Chair understood the gentleman to run off into a colloquy with 
another gentleman on the floor. 

Mr. KENNA. The Chair misunderstood me. 

The SPEAKER. And then the Chair anderstood it was its duty to 
answer that question. But if the gentleman desires to debate his 
inquiry the Chair will not decline to allow him to be heard on that 

nestion. And when the gentleman assumed that he was cut off he 
dia it without having knowledge. The gentleman will be heard. 

Mr. KENNA. the Chair consents at least to hear 


me. 

Mr. HAZELTON. The question how long the gentleman will be 
heard rests with the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has never refused to hear the gentle- 
man. It is pure assumption on his part to make that intimation. 
The Chair has always heard, on all these questions when in order, 
gentlemen when they proceed in order. 

Mr. KENNA. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. PAGE. If the gentleman from West Virginia will allow 


me 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia will not be interrupted. 

Mr. KENNA. Let gentlemen just be patient for one moment and 
there will be no bl ed. [Laughter. ] 

I desire to say, and I say it respectfully, that the misunderstand- 
ing is on the part of the Chair—I mean a misunderstanding of my 

ition. I rose to no question of parliamentary inquiry whatever. 
rose to make no inquiry. I rose, as the RECORD will show, to make 
the point of order that the position of the gentleman from California, 
[Mr. Padn, I by which he assumed to take the control of fifteen 
minutes and not to use that time, but to deny the use of it to the 
House, was not in order; that it was not a position he could take 
under the rule. 

I submit the Chair misunderstood my position if he understood me 
to rise to a parliamentary inquiry; and that is the whole misunder- 
standing on the subject. I rose to make a point of order; and that 
the Chair may understand what my position is I renew the point of 
order, which the Chair has not yet decided: that under the rule fif- 
teen minutes of debate must be allowed, after the seconding of the 
motion to suspend the rules, on each side of bar hangar and that, 
by the decision of the Chair, fifteen minutes of that half hour have 
a y been allowed to the gentlemen in opposition. [Cries of 
“No!” “No!”] I hope gentlemen on that side will contain them- 
selves. I am right, and the House will see it if members on the 
other side will have a little patience. I say the Chair has allowed, 
properly allowed under its uniform ruling, fifteen minutes to the 
gentleman from Kentucky, who, although in support of the bill, ac- 
quired the right, being nominally in opposition, having demanded 
asecond. Now, I say the House is entitled to the remaining fifteen 
minutes. 

Mr. PAGE. I rise to take my fifteen minutes. 

Mr. KENNA. And I desire to say that if in the course of the dis- 
cussion the Chair understood me in any observation I have made to 
intimate any improper treatment by the Chair, I will cheerfully 
withdraw any remark that might be capable of such interpretation. 

The SP. R. The Chairsimply desires to state it was ready to 
decide the question which the gentleman from West Virginia prefers 
to call a point of order rather than a parliamentary inquiry as to 
who was entitled to control the time. In the opinion of the Chair 
there is in this case no real distinction between the two things. But 
the Chair recogni the right of the House to the thirty minutes’ 
debate. The Chair does not think that a gentleman who is entitled 
under the ordinary practice of recognition to control one-half of that 
time can refuse that time to the House if he declines to debate him- 


self. 

Mr. KENNA. That is my point, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair insists, however, that in this matter 
of recognition it is bound to follow the ordinary practice. When a 

ntleman makes a motion to suspend the rules, and a second is or- 
2 on that motion, it is the practice to recognize as controlling 
the time in opposition to the motion the gentleman who demands 
the second, especially when he assumes and states that he is opposed 
to the measure. And, on the other hand, it is the practice to recog- 
nize as controlling the time in favor of the measure the gentleman 
who submitted the motion to suspend the rules. 

All the Chair desires to state is that the gentleman making the 
motion to suspend the rules or the gentleman recognized as op 
to the motion cannot either of them decline to allow the time they 
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control to be occupied in the debate. Beyond that the Chair does 
not go. If it should happen that in occupying the time allowed for 
debate gentleman do not speak strictly in favor of or against the 
pending proposition, whichever side they may assume to occupy, 
that is not the fault of the Chair. The gentleman from California, 
LMr. PAGE, ] is recognized by the Chair in support of this bill. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. VAN VORHIS. My point of order is that members in favor 
of this bill ean have only fifteen minutes of debate, and that fifteen 
minutes has been occupied already by the gentleman from Kentucky 
LMr. WILLIs] in support of the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. That is correct. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. And although he said he wanted a more 
stringent bill, he took pains to state that he was for this bill, and 
that every body on his side was for it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Vax VOOR- 
HIS] is not recognized to make a s h. The Chair will state in 
answer to the gentleman that this difficulty is not one into which 
the Chair has led the House. If members state that they are op- 
posed to a bill or a measure and ask a second on it, and for that 
reason obtain recognition to oppose it, and instead of opposing it 
favor it, that is not the fault of the Chair, and that does not cut off 
the member who is in fact in favor of the measure and who makes 
the motion to suspend the rules and pass it, from his right to control 
the time to be used in speaking in favor of it. The fault is with the 
members and not with the Chair. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WIL- 
LIS] was in favor of the bill and not against it. 

Mr. WILLIS. I wish to say that in the very first sentence I ut- 
tered I communicated my purpose to support this bill. I did so in- 
tentionally, so that if any gentleman wished to object to my holding 
the floor, my intention was, as the Chair knows privately, to surren- 
der it to any one who desired to oppose the bill. 8 

The SPEAKER. No other person claimed the right to occupy the 
time in opposition to the bill, and the gentleman from Kentucky did 
speak in opposition to the bill, but stated he preferred a different one. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. There has been a great deal of difficulty 
in securing debate on Mondays on these motions to suspend the 
rules; and it took a struggle of several years on important measures 
to secure the time allowed under the present rule. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] 
rise to a parliamentary inquiry! 

Mr. COX, of New York. I rise to sustain the point of order made 
by my colleague, [Mr. VAN Vooruis. ] 

The SPEAKER. That point of order has been disposed of. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Then I rise to a new point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his new pointof order. 

Mr. COX, of New York. My point of order is this: that the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Rice] is entitled to the floor and 
the Chair should recognize him on the ground of good faith in the 
execution of this rule of the House. 

Many of us in other Congresses had some trouble growing ont of 
making this rule, and I want to have it observed in equity, not 
merely for to-day, bat for future occasions. I will say with all re- 
spect to the Chair (and I think the Chair means to execute the rule 
equitably) that under his ruling to-day there is a state of affairs in 
the House which nullifies the rule completely. The Chair has allowed 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] a quarter of an hour 
for debate, which he occupied in favor of this proposition, as he an- 
nounved when he began his remarks. The Chair now proposes to 
allow the gentleman from California [Mr. PAGE] a quarter of an hour 
to speak in favor of this proposition, and thus cut off the honorable 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Rice] who stood here seeking 
the floor and demanding his rights again and again. 

TheSPEAKER. Not until the gentleman from Kentucky had been 
allowed without objection to occupy the time allowed in opposition 
to the bill. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I say that this rule should be executed 
in good faith, should be executed equitably, not according to the 
observations of members who go privately to the Speaker. The 
Honse has already obtained the information from the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] that he is in favor of this measure. We 
know also that the gentleman from California [Mr. PadzE] intends 
to speak in favor of it. The ruling of the Chair, therefore, would 
give one-half hour for debate in favor of this measure, and not a mo- 
ment against it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is quite willing to listen to a lecture 
to the House from the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox, ] or from 
any other member. [Laughter.] But the Chair knows perfectly 
well that no part of that lecture can possibly apply to the Chair. 
The Chair recollects that in these matters, as has occurred to-day on 
several occasions, members have complained that persons have been 
recognized to speak in opposition to a measure, and yet in some part 
of their remarks have favored it, and because of that gentlemen have 
complained. 

The Chair can draw no fine line inregard to remarks of gentlemen. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] was recognized 
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to-day in opposition to a measure; and complaint was made because 
he did not speak as others thought he ought to have spoken wholly 


in opposition. The gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. WILIIs, ] after 
being consulted privately by the Chair, said he was opposed to this 
bill ; and the Chair might say that he sp. ke in opposition to the bill 
all the way through, although he said he would take it because he 
could in his opinion get nothing better. The Chair simply wishes it 
understood that it follows the usual practice, but adheres to the rul- 
ing that where gentlemen entitled under the usual practice to be 
recognized take control of the time but do not use it they cannot 
thus exclude other gentlemen from recognition. The time which 
the rules allow for debate cannot be taken away from the House in 
that manner. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to correct an impression which the 
remarks of the Chair may have made—— 

Several MEMBERS, Regular order! 

Mr. RANDALL. I have the right, and I want to correct an im- 
l which the remarks of the Chair may have made upon the 

ouse that in controlling the time 

Mr. VALENTINE. The gentleman is not in order. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam entitled to be heard, and I will be heard. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will be heard in explanation of 
a matter of this kind. 

Mr. RANDALL. I only wish to say—— 

Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. It is not a matter of debate. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is a matter of personal right. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes that. 

Mr. HAZELTON. What right has the gentleman to say,“ I will 
5 pearl when his remarks are not upon any question before the 

ouse 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is entitled to speak as a personal matter. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want merely to correct 

Mr. CALKINS. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CALKINS. My question of order is that the words used b 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania are unparliamentary, and I ack 
that they be taken down by the Clerk and read. 

The SPEAKER, If the gentleman insists they may be taken down; 
but the Chair will state it did not understand the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to intimate that he would be heard in spite of or in 
gy to the ruling of the Chair. 

r. RANDALL. The Chair had recognized me; and gentlemen 
on the other side were attempting, out of order, to interfere with 
what I had the right to say. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the right of the gentleman 
under the practice. 

: Mr. RANDALL, I therefore repeat what I said, that I will be 


eard. 

The SPEAKER. And the Chair wishes to say that the gentleman 
was recognized because he desired to correct an erroneous impression 
which he thonght might be made by reason of remarks of the Chair. 
To that extent it becamea personal matter, and the Chair felt bound 
to recognize the gentleman. 

Mr. CALKINS, We on this side have noobjection to that, but we 
understood the remark of the gentleman was in reply to the Chair. 
With the present understanding I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman had listened to me he would 
have found that I made no remarks disrespectful to the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understood. 

Mr, RANDALL. The language of the Chair might make an im- 

ression on the House (who I desired to correct) that I, having 
emanded a second on the resolution with reference to the national- 
bank bill, had not rightfully distributed my time in opposition to 
the resolution. In fact, I yielded fourteen minutes of my time—five 
minutes to the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. BLAND, ] five to the 
ntleman from Missouri, [Mr. BUCKNER, ] four to the gentleman 
m Indiana, [Mr. oe and I ocenpied the remaining time myself. 

I will add that I recorded my vote against the proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not mean to intimate anything 
against the gentleman’s manner of controlling the time, but only 
AR toit because other gentlemen had on the floor made com- 
plaint. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam fully aware that the Chair made no reflec- 
tion upon me at all; but I did not think it wise to let the matter pass 
without the statement I have made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was correct in saying that complaint 
had been made by other gentlemen about that and other matters. 

Mr. ROBESON. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] indulge me in a question? [Cries of “Regular order!”] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. PAGE] is 


recognized, 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. ROBESON. I wish to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
a question. 


The SPEAKER. Gentlemen must resume their seats. 
purpose does the gentleman from New Jersey rise? 

Mr. ROBESON. I rose to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
a question, and he yielded to me. 


For what 


Mr. SPRINGER. That is not in order. That is settled now. 
n 

Mr. ROBESON. 1 do not know whether it is settled or not, but 
if gentlemen on the other side do not want to hear it I will waive it. 

Mr. PAGE. Have I been recognized ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from California announced to 
the Honse that he did not desire to occupy the time he was entitled 
to under the rule, and then I immediately claimed the time myself. 
[Langhter on the Republican side.] I claimed the time to i in 
favor of the bill, the gentleman from California having yielded under 
the rule the time he was entitled to. Does he now reconsider? 

The SPEAKER. Having ruled the time shall not be taken from 
the House by any gentleman recognized to control it, the gentleman 
from California is now 8 

Mr. PAGE. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] 
for ten minutes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Lask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. RICE ) be allowed fifteen minutes. 

Mr. CAMP. He can ask for himself; he is of age. 1 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to ask unanimous consent. If the gentle- 
man wishes to object he can do so. My object is fair play. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order to debate. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not propose to debate it, but I ask the Chair 
to submit the proposition for unanimons consent. 

Mr. ROBESON. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. One ata time. 

Mr. ROBESON. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The Chair has not decided my point of 
order. 

The SPEAKER. One at a time. 

Mr. ROBESON. My first point is this House is not in order. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I make the point on him. 

Mr. ROBESON. And as the second, I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Georgia, as I was about to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vyania—— s 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I call the gentleman to order. [Cries 
of “Order!” 

The SP. ER. The House will come to order and members will 
resume their seats. 

Mr. ROBESON. I will state my point of order in one word. I 
state the point of order the gentleman from Georgia is speaking to 
is to no bill, resolution, e or point of order before this 
House, and therefore is out of order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman had been paying attention to the 
public business his speech would not have been needed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks the Chair to 
submit to the House that, while it appears the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts was not allowed under the rule or the practice to speak, 
the House by unanimous consent shall give him fifteen minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, That is right. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Several members objected. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears objection. 

Mr. CX, of New York. What became of the point of order I 
raised ? 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I desire in good faith to state this: 
[Cries of “‘Order!”] When a motion to suspend the rules is sec- 
onded the rule says fifteen minutes shall be given in opposition to 
the measure. [Cries of “Regular order!”} When a gentleman 
takes fifteen minutes and makes the strongest speech in favor of the 
bill that can be made, saying that although it is objectionable to him 
in some respects he still l vote for it, where is the power in this# 
House to give the fifteen minutes to men honestly opposed to it? 

The SPEAKER. The point of order has already been made and 
passed upon. If the gentleman from Massachusetts were to rise and 
state he desired to speak in opposition to a measure the Chair would 
treat him as he treats every other member, in perfect good faith; and 
if, when he got through, other members thought he spoke in favor 
of it and not against it the Chair would still have to treatit as he did. 

Mr. REED. The Chair and the House have no protection except 
the honor of members themselves, and if any member violates his 
honor the Chair has no protection. 

The SPEAKER. The protection is not with the Chair but with 
members. The gentleman from California is recognized. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Speaker, I will ony the time myself on this 
side of the House in the first instance and then yield a portion of it 
to the gentleman from Iowa. I propose in the brief time allowed me 
to address the House in reference to the bill now pending before it; 
and I propose to answer in this connection some of the statements 
made by my colleagne—— 

Mr. WILLIS. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky that he cannot take another member off the floor for such a 

u t 
P . WILLIS. The question of privilege to which I refer isa ques- 


tion of personal privilege. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman that while 
he may have a question of personal privilege he cannot take another 
gentleman off the floor to state it. 

Mr. WILLIS. Will I have an opportunity hereafter ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman here- 
after for that 8 

Mr. SPRINGER. But it will be too late if the gentleman from 
California is allowed to proceed. Under the rule it relates to a re- 
mark made upon the other side of the House, which should be taken 
notice of now, or else the 1 ty to notice it will not be with 
the gentleman from Kentucky hereafter, under the rules of the House. 
[Cries of “Regular ordea 

The SPEAKER. No gentleman will be recognized for any purpose 
until order is restored. Gentlemen will be seated. When order is 
restored public business will be proceeded with, and not until then, 

Mr. PAGE. Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. COX, of New York, I rise to a point of order as a preliminary 


to 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York will state it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The point of order is that to enable 

Mr. PAGE. I insist that I am entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York rose to a point 
of order. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I make the point of order that to enable 
the Chair to execute fairly the rule 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has executed the rule fairly, and will 
continue to do so, if members will permit him. 

Mr. COX, of New York. If the Chair will forbear a moment—— 

Mr. CANNON. I make a point of order upon the gentleman from 
New York. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is entitled to be 


heard, 
Mr. CANNON. Ihave made a point of order which I want to have 


settled. 
Mr. COX, of New York. I think the gentleman from Illinois under- 
stands well enough that I am not taking up the time of the House 


unnecessarily. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state the point of order. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I am stating it, if the gentleman from 
Illinois will permit me. 

Mr. CANNON. I call the gentleman from New York to order. 

Mr. COX, of New York. You may “call spirits from the vasty 
deep,” but they will not always come. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois will state the ground. 

Mr. CANNON. I call the gentleman from New York to order for 
this reason: that the gentleman from California had the floor and 
was proceeding to address the House. Now, under this rule no one 
can take him off the floor unless he be called to order. 
gentleman from New York is out of order in interrupting him. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Thatis notthe point now. Iam coming 
to that, if 1 will be patient. 

The SPE R. The gentleman from New York understands the 
rule. The gentleman from California was recognized as entitled to 
the floor, and the gentleman from New York called him to order, 
which is a privilege of the member; and a gentleman calling another 
to order under such circumstances is entitled to be heard as to the 
ground. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order. The 
ntleman from California cannot be cut off in his right of debate in 
avor of his bill for the reason that another gentleman while making 
remarks in opposition upon the subject used some expression that 
may be considered as favoring the measure. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I appeal from the decision of the Chair, 
with all due respect. 

The SPEAKE This is a question of recognition, not a question 
that is appealable. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I do this for the reason that under the 
decision of the Chair our rules allowing debate for and against a 
measure would be practically worthless. 

The SPEAKER. The uniform line of precedents has been that 
there can be no appeal from the decision of the Chair upon a pure 
matter of recognition. 

Mr. COX, of New York. But this, if the Chair will permit me, is 
a case where the dividing of the time allowed for debate under the 
rule is presented, rather than a question of recognition. The decis- 
ion of the Chair overturns the rules and order of the House upon this 
subject. 

e SPEAKER. The Chair does not think so. 


Therefore the. 


Mr. COX, of New Vork. And upon the point of order I appeal 
from the Speakers decision. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided in accordance with the 
uniform practice, that where it is a question of recognition, as in 
this case, no appeal can be allowed. 

Mr. COX, of New York. If in order, I appeal from that decision ; 
since gentlemen cannot take their half hour and Massachusetts is 
suppressed. 

Mr. PAGE. I was about to say when I was interrupted that I am 
placed in a rather peculiar position. When I do not choose to reply 
to the 3 from Kentucky in his attack upon this bill it is be- 
eause he has assured me during the course of his remarks that he 
was in favor of the bill and proposed to support it; but I stand 
here, Mr. Speaker, as one who is in favor of the bill. While I was 
in favor of the other bill which was vetoed by the President of the 
United States, I am now in favor of this bill because I believe it 
will give relief to the people of the Pacific coast. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, Ido not believe the gentleman from Kentucky 
has a right to complain. There has been no attempt on this side of 
the House or by myself to deprive any member of the House of the 
right to debate this question. But it will be remembered that in 
the Forty-fifth Congress my colleague upon the committee from Ken- 
tucky did report a bill to this House undera suspension of the rules, 
and only yielded to one man on this side of the House to speak 
against the bill. While I deny that there is any political significance 
whatever attached to this legislation, I regard every member of this 
House on each side of it as having his conscience in his own keeping. 
And I have no right to question the motive of the President of the 
United States, who vetoed this bill, or of the gentlemen who voted 
a Tee the twenty years’ suspension, or who will vote against this 
bill now. 

All I ask is, and I earnestly appeal to all the members upon this 
floor, to relieve the people of the Pacific coast by giving them some 
legislation. Let this be placed upon the statute-books of the nation, 
Let that people to-day be relieved of this terrible evil of which they 
complain. And if it shall fall to the lot of either side of this House 
to gain political advantage, let that be so. I am not here to urge 
noes party measure, but to accept it as being the best thing we 
can do. 

While the gentleman from Kentucky stated that he spoke for the 
Pacitic coast, and that this bill was practically better than nothing, 
I believe, Mr. Speaker, and I know f speak both my own sentiment 
and the sentiment of a large portion of that people when I say that 
some of the sections included in this bill are far better for our people 
than the sections contained in the vetoed bill. 

We have reduced the limitation of suspension from twenty years 
to ten. While we voted, some of us for twenty years, if there had 
been a reasonable chance for fifteen years I would have voted for that. 
But my judgment is we cannot afford to place the President in the 

ition of being compelled to sign or veto a fifteen years’ bill after 
having vetoed a twenty years’ bill. [Laughter on the Democratic 
alte) I believe ten years will give us relief. I ask the members of 
this House to give us this bill of ten years; and before the expiration 
of those ten years I trust there will be a public sentiment in this 
country that will unanimously extend the term of limitation ten 
years beyond that. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes of my time to the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] who opposed the former bill. I do 
not know whether he intends to support this bill or not. I yield him 
a 8 of my time that he may oppose the bill if he thinks propon 

fr, KASSON. Ihad nope after the delay that had taken place 
this bill might be rescued from the danger of party politics and 
voted upon according to each member's conviction of duty. Cer- 
tainly, I had a right to expect on the part of those who had clamored 
most loudly against Chinese immigration that they would interpose 
no obstruction to the passage of a bill as favorable as this for the 
5 of the object Shey demanded. 

I did oppose the former bill before this House. I opposed it, Mr. 
0 because I thought as a lawyer that an honest President of 
the United States would be obliged, under his oath and under the 
obligations imposed by treaties of which he is the chief guardian, 
to protect our faith as an American Government against some of the 
extreme provisions of the former bill. I was not disappointed in 
that expectation. My belief rested upon nothing that I knew from 
the executive department of the Government. It rested solely and 
exclusively upon my own interpretation of the treaty and the obli- 
gations and limitations it imposed upon our legislative action. 

I am not here to apologize for that opposition or the action of the 
friends who have stood with me. We were animated by motives not 
only for the observance of treaties, but for the maintenance of the 
rights of commerce conducted by other nations as well as by our 
own, which were infringed upon by some of the provisions of the 
former bill. In that view we stood where the record shows that we 
stood. The President stood upon his sworn obligations, whether his 

rsonal desire was for a complete and permanent exclusion of the 
Bhinese or not. In consequence of the exercise of that constitutional 
function, which required him to protect the faith of the country, we 
have again a bill presented to us which abandons some objection- 
able features of the former one. By the action of the committee 
reporting it, it embraces the leading features which those of us who 
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voted against the other bill regard as necessary to a law which con- 
forms to the treaty obligations of the United States toward China. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. Not all. 

Mr. KASSON. Not all; but a majority of us believed that it would 
be in conformity with the duty imposed by that treaty. We de- 
manded and a hundred of us voted fora reduction of the term of sus- 

nsion of immigration to ten years; not because we wanted Chinese 
immigration to continue after the expiration of that ten years, but 
because we wanted to pass a law that would stand the test of the 
courts under the treaty of the United States, and we wanted the Cali- 
fornians themselves to test with what satisfaction such a law would 
work. 

Mr. MCLANE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 


tion? 

Mr. KASSON. I beg the gentleman not to interrupt me. There 
were further reasons with some of us. Myself among others received 
direct communications from the Pacific coast touching the effect of 
such a law upon the agricultural interests of California if we should 
make too long, too com ples, and too permanent a suspension of the 
immigration of labor of this sort. We were told that in the season 
of the year when the harvest must be gathered they need there all 
the labor, oriental and American, they can get in order to save their 
crops from destruction or from great injury and depreciation. 

In the letter to which I have referred was a statement from a 

entleman in Santa Barbara, California, who had talked with the 
8 there for three months in order to obtain their honest opin- 
ions on this subject. And those farmers in private conversation with 
this gentleman had expressed to him their apprehension of the very 
danger to which I now allude, 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. May I ask the gentleman 

Mr. KASSON. I beg the gentleman not to interrupt me in the 
short time that I have. There was another point. 

Mr. SPRINGER, Will the gentleman 

Mr. KASSON, Will not the gentleman take notice when a mem- 
ber says that he does not wish to be interrupted ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will. 

Mr. KASSON. There was another point which I fonnd upon in- 
quiry and examination of statistical records. I found that the net 
loss during the last few years, taking into account immigration 
and emigration that is arriving in California and returning to China 
and the deaths in California, the net reduction in the number of 
Chinese W would be about two thousand a year. 

Now, under these circumstances of doubt, to say nothing of treaty 
obligations, there was good reason for the Con of the United 
States to hesitate and to inquire what would be the effect during 
this ten years’ suspension of immigration, what would be the effect 
of this unprecedented proposition introduced for the first time into 
the legislation of this country. For my part, I declared in that de- 
bate that the people of the Pacific coast were entitled to relief, that 
at their request the Government of the United States had negotiated 
a treaty in order that constitutional and legal relief might be given 
them, that the negotiation of such a treaty meant that it was onr 
duty to execute its provisions. The new treaty was obtained by onr 
own Republican administration for that express purpose. 

I stated that my objection was not to the fact that it was at- 
tempted to execute the provisions of this treaty. The objection of 
the majority of us against the bill was not that we had no right to 
carry into effect the provisions of that convention, but it was to the 
method which was adopted, which we thought was unwise, extray- 
agant, and dangerous. 

That leads me to another point. The gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. WILLIs] said to the House that he would like to incorporate in 
this bill a provision for fifteen years’ suspension of this immigration, 
Iam unwilling to impute motives to any gentleman, and I will not 
do it. But I would inquire what, in the judgment of the House, 
could be a party motive for seeking to thwart the passage of a bill 
providing for a suspension of Chinese immigration for ten years, 
unless it be to again run the risk of a veto from the President of the 
United States? 

Mr. ROBESON. They wanted to betray it with a kiss. 

Mr. KASSON. What other than a party motive can exist for re- 
fusing to let this bill go throngh without debate, as this side of the 
House, under the lead of the 3 from California, [Mr. Pace, ] 
proposed that it should? Ido not wish party to come into a ques- 
tion of this kind. We want a bill so plainly right that it keeps the 
faith of our Government above suspicion and will stand the trial 
which will inevitably come before the judicial tribunals of an en- 
lightened country. On the other side do they want anything but a 
political grievance ? 

This immigration was having the effect of embarrassing our sys- 
tem of labor, our system of society prevailing on the Pacific coast. 
The people of that coast asked for relief, and they should have that 
relief which will stand if the question should taken into the 
courts. They want a settlement, not political agitation. Believing, 
therefore, that this bill is in accordance with the treaty, is one whic 
may rightly receive the executive sanction, although still imperfect 
in details, I shall support it with the hoye that by ten years’ trial 
we shall be able to ascertain whether the complete suspension of 
this character of immigration should be continued or not. 


A few words morc, and I shall have concluded what I have to say. 
I wish it distinctly understood 

Mr. MCLANE. May Lask a question? 

Mr. KASSON. Will youexcuse me, as I begged you, my kind friend, 
once before to do, because I have but a few moments in which to 


speak? 

Mr. McLANE, All right. 

Mr. KASSON. I wish not to be misunderstood in one respect. I 
do not believe in the partisan spirit with which gentlemen on the 
other side of this House have pressed this question upon us. Ido 
not believe it to be just or the duty of the Con of the United 
States to make itself a pack of hounds to hunt down any race born 
and permitted to live on God's earth. [Applause.] Remember that 
they ask us now to assail a race of human beings in large part of 
high civilization and high cultivation, to separate them from all 
other races of men on the face of the earth, to exclude them from 
American soil, to banish those who are now here from our midst, and 
to introduce a spirit of persecution, of race persecution, into the legis- 
lation of Congress, whose glory has been in the past to make America 
an asylum of the oppressed of all nations. 

And, sir, I wish it to be distinctly understood that this side of the 
House, in sustaining this bill, only does so for the sake of a just trial 
of the question whether there is in it a relief from the danger to our 
institutions, to our system of labor, and to our system of society on 
the Pacific coast. If this bill went one hairs breadth beyond the 
principles which I havereferred to and should provoke antipathy and 
war of races, I should hold it to be the duty of this Congress to re- 
ject it. We, on this side of the House, have been and will remain 
the party of liberty, of justice, and of hospitality to all the oppressed 
nationalities of the earth; and may the day be far distant when we 
shall abandon that crowning glory of our history. 

The SPEAKER. The time allowed for debate has expired. 

Mr. SKINNER. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. The friends 
of the bill having occupied in its advocacy the thirty minutes allowed 
for debate, is it not fair play that the opponents of the measure 
should now have at least tive? The opposition have had no time 
whatever. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes to state that the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Wits] spoke against the bill and so said; he 
stated his objections to it and pointed out what he called defects in 
the bill. 

Mr. SKINNER. Iagain rise to a parliamentary inquiry. When 
the gentleman from Kentucky took the floor his first words were, “I 
shall yote for this bill;” and his concluding declaration was, “I 
shall vote for this bill.“ I claim that the opponents to this measure 
have had no voice in the debate. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is correct in quot- 
ing what the gentleman from Kentucky said, but that gentleman 
spoke against the bill notwithstanding. It must be remembered that 
on a second being ordered to the motion of the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia the Chair stated to the House that the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. WILLIS] would be recognized to control the time in op- 
position to the motion, and no person objected until after the time 
had been occupied by him, although the Honse knew his position as 
well as the Chair, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Although I am in favor of the bill, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RICE] 
may be heard for five minutes in opposition to it. [Cries of “ Reg- 
ular order!” 

The SPEAKER. The call for the regular order cuts off the request 
of the gentleman from Illinois, The question is on the motion of the 
See ri tags from California [Mr. Pad] to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill. 

Mr. CONVERSE. On that question I call for the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 201, nays 37, not 
voting 51; as follows: 


YEAS—201 
Aiken, Cassidy Dibrell, Hazelton, 
Aldrich Caswe d. Heilman, 
Anderson Chace, Herbert, 
Chalmers. Ermentrout, Herndon, 
Atkins, Chapman, Errett, Hewitt, Abram S. 
Bayne, Clardy, Evins, Hewitt, G. W. 
h, Clark, Farwell, Chas. B. Hill, 
Belford. Clements, Finley, Heck 
f, Cobb, er, Hobli: 
Bin, Colerick, Flower, Ho, 
Blackburn. Converse, ord, H 
Blanchard, Cook, Forney, Horr, 
Bland, Cox, Samuel S. Fulkerson, Houk, 
Blonnt, Covington, des, House, 
Buchanan, Cravens, George, Hubbs, 
Buckner, Culberson Gibson, Hutchins, 
urrows, Julius C. Cullen, Guenther, Jacobs, 
Burrows, Jos. II. Curtin, Gunter, Jadwin, 
Butterworth, Darrell, Hammond, N. J Jones, W. 
Cabell. Davidson, ardy, Jones, James K. 
Caldwell, Davis, George R. Harmer, Jones, Phineas 
Calkins, Davis, Lowndes H. Harris, Henry S. orgensen, 
Camp, De Motte, aseltine, Kasson, 
Campbell, aster, ell, Kelley, 
Cannon, Dezendorf, Hatch, Kenna, 
Carlisle, Dibble, Hawk, Ketcham. 
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Klotz, Muldrow, Rosecrans, Turner, Henry G 
Knott, Murch, Ross, Turner, 
Tadd. Nelah, Ryan, 85 —.— ff, J. T 
Latham. Oates, Scranton, Nee * 
Leedom, O'Neill, Shackelford, Urner, 
ae ocean rec romano yansin 
age, Shelley, ance, 
Lord, Panl, Sherwia Van Horn. 
Manning, Payson, Simonton, Wait, 
Marsh, Peelle, Singleton, Otho R. Warner, 
Mason, Peirce, Smith, A. II. Webber. 
Matson, Phelps, Smith, Dietrich C. We 
McClure, Pound, Smith, J. Hyatt West, 
McCook, Prescott, Sparks, Wheeler, 
MeKenzie, Randall, Spaulding. White, 
McKinley, 7 Speer, Whitthorne 
McLane, 5 Spooner, Wiliams, Thomas 
Miles, Rice, Theron M. Springer Willis, 
Miller, ich, Steele, Willits, 
Money, Robertson, Strait, Wise, George D. 
Morey, Robeson, Talbott, Wise, Morgan R. 
Mor m, Robinson, Geo. D. Tillman, 
M ve, Robinson, James S. Townsend, Amos 
Moulton, Robinson, Wm. E. Townshend, R. W. 
NAYS—37. 
Bowman, we Sewell S. hn e Sens: eats 
Bragg, ‘rout, x Thompson, Win. 
Briggs, Parker, Van eee e 
Buck, Hammond, John Ranney, Van Voorhis, 
Carpenter, Hardenbergh, Ray, Wadsworth, 
Cra Humphrey, Rice, John B. Ward, 
D: § Joy: Rice, William W. Williams, Chas. G. 
Deering, . — d. 3 
' oore, > 
Dop Morse, Skinner, 
NOT VOTING—5s. 
Nero natn orgie ES cee A 
„ ugro, eMillin, ompson, 
Barr, i Dunn, 1 Tucker, , 2 
Belmon Ellis, u er, egraff, Thomas 
Beltzhoover, Frost, Pettibone, alker, 
Black, Garrison, Phister, Washburn, 
= 5 Hectic, Benj W TEE — J 2 rs Wilen A 
wer, r m, Jno. S. Wilson, 
Browne, H Soal Wood, Benjamin. 
Brumm, Hepburn, Scoville, Wood, Walter A. 
Candler, Hooker, Singleton, Jas. W. Young. 
Cornell, Hubbell, Stephens, 
Cox, William R. King, Stockslager, 
Crowley, y; Taylor, 
So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were suspended 
and the bill was p. 


The following additional pairs were announced : 

Mr. MILLS with Mr. TAYLOR. 

Mr. BROWNE with Mr. McMILLIN. 

Mr. WILsoN with Mr. Harris, of Massachusetts. Mr. WILSON 
would vote “ay” on this question, and Mr. Harris, of Massachusetts, 
would vote „no.“ 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to state that during to-day my colleague, 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER, has been detained at his room by sickness. If 
present he would vote “ay” on this bill. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. ROBESON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 

Mr. ROBESON. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs ] 
will pardon me a moment. I think he had better wait until to-mor- 
row morning with his question of privilege, and “let the sun go down 
upon his wrath.” I move that the Honse do now adjourn. 

Mr. WILLIS. I claim my right. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn is in order; but the Chair 
thinks the gentleman from Kentucky ought to be heard. 

Mr. ROBESON. Very well; I yield to him. 

Mr. WILLIS. In the progress of the debate just concluded I, hav- 
ing made the demand for a second, was recognized to control the 
fifteen minutes of debate in opposition to the bill. Before I took 
the floor I was called to the Speaker’s stand and then and there was 
asked what my position was on this question. Isaid to the Speaker 
I would vote for this bill, but would speak against it. I had filed 
the minority report, which was of record, denouncing this bill as in- 
sufficient, and in that report had stated, notwithstanding my denun- 
ciation, that I would vote for if under protest. It was therefore 
known to the Speaker and it was known to the House that I would 
vote for this bill, because the very first sentence I uttered was, “ I 
intend to vote for this bill and I hope every one who voted for the 
yetoed bill will vote for this bill.“ Having made that explanation, 
I ask the Clerk to read the remarks in this stenographie report. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Made by whom? 

Mr. WILLIS. Made by the member from Maine, [Mr. REED. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. REED. The Chair and the House have no protection except the honor of 
members themselves, and if any member violates his honor, the Chair has no pro- 


tection. 
The SPEAKER. The protection is not with the Chair, but with members. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, at the time those remarks were uttered 


I was the only one who had spoken, and they were called forth in 
consequence of the fact I had taken the floorin opposition to the bill 
and voted for it. I assume, therefore, that the gentleman intended 
thatremark forme. [Mr. REED rose.] I say, I assume, having been 
the only one whohad occupied the floor, that the remark was intended 
for me, and if it was, and I assume by his silence it was 

Mr. REED. I think the gentleman from Kentucky may do as he 
pleases about that. 


Mr. aoe I am not particular on the subject. I do not insist 
on it at all. 
Mr. REED, What I wish to say abont this matter issimply this: 


it shows, Mr. Speaker, the effect of a failure to state all the facts 
there are in a given case. That is all. The debate had drifted and 
swept away entirely from the question of individuality. I had gone 
to the back part of the hall and as I came down the aisle a discussion 
was made 1 here as to their right to speak aud the ex- 
treme hardship there was in not allowing them to have the Whole 
time occupied by persons who were against the bill, and they there- 
npon stated their reasons way it was a hardship, whereupon as a 
parliamentary expression, as the discussion of a parliamentary ques- 
tion, withont the slightest reference to the gentleman from Kentucky, 
and without any thought of him in my mind, I made the observation 
which stands there and I stand by it. 

Mr. WILLIS. That is all I ask. 

Mr. REED. And I stand by it as it is there. 

Mr. WILLIS. We all stand by it. I have nothing further to say. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


_ By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the follow- 
ing cases: 
o Mr. WILSON, for five days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. HUTCHINS, indefinitely, on account of important business, 

To Mr. Morey, for ten days, on account of important professional 
Unsiness. 

To Mr. Rick, of Massachusetts, for one week, on account of im- 
portant business. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr, BELTZHOOVER, by unanimous consent, was granted leave 
to print remarks in the RECORD on the subject of interstate commerce. 
[See Appendix. ] 

OLIVER MARCUM. 


On motion of Mr. FORD, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 
for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers in the 
case of Oliver Marcum. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, 
announced that Mr. PLUMB and Mr. Ransom had been appointed in 
place of Mr. ALLISON and Mr. Beck (excused) as conferees on the 
part of the Senate upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the Indian appropriation bill. 


AMENDMENT TO THE RULES. 


Mr. McCOID. Mr. S. er, I ask leave to submit the resolution 
which I send to the desk. 

Mr. HATCH. Let it be read subject to objection. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That hereafter in the construction of clause 3, Rule XXIII, the debate 
in opposition to the measure shall be controlled by a recognized opponentof the meas- 
ure without regard to the member demanding a second, designated at the opening 
of the debate, and the members who shall speak in opposition shall state to the 
Speaker that they are opposed to the measure ; and when any member shall, after 
being so recognized, address himself in its favor, he shall be py bar to a point of 
order, and the time occupied by him shall be deducted from debate in its favor. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Let the resolution be referred 
to the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection it will be so referred. 

There was no objection, and the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Rules. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. ROSECRANS. I desire, Mr. Speaker, consent to submit some 
remarks upon the Chinese bill. 
ek 3 SON, of Massachusetts. Confined to the bill just 
a 
* The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the request of 
the gentleman from California. [See Appendix. ] 
Leave was also granted to Mr. Ray and Mr. SPRINGER to print re- 
marks 2 75 the same bill. [See Appendix. ] 
Ma R BESON. I desire to continue my privilege on the last bill, 
aughter. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection the request will be granted. 
There was no objection. [See Appendix. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. SKINNER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at six o’clock and 
fifteen minutes p.m.) the House adjourned. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BERRY: Papers relating to the claim of William H. Davis, 
of Oakland, California—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. J. H. BURROWS: The petition of H. Shipard and others, 
of Linn County, Missouri, asking for the restoration of fractional 
currency—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: The resolutions adopted by the Milwaukee 
Trades’ Assembly, deprecating the veto of the Chinese bill—to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. FROST: The petition of Samuel T. Henley, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWK: The resolutions of the General Assembly of Tli- 
nois, relative to the construction of the Hennepin Canal—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. A. S. HEWITT: The petition of citizens of the eighteenth 
ward of New York City, praying for the recall or impeachment of 
James Russell Lowell, mn for the release or trial of American citi- 
zens imprisoned in Ireland—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, the petition of shipping merchants of the city of New York, 
asking for the amendment of the bill relative to the introduction of 
contagious or infectious diseases into the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Health. 

By Mr. HOUK: The petition of W. F. Mizell and of W. II. Usrey— 
severally to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KNOTT: The petition of the trustees of the Baptist church 
of Bloomfield, Nelson County, Kentucky, for compensation for prop- 
erty taken and used by the United States Army during the late re- 
bellion—to the same committee. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Papers relating to the case of Samuel Brooke, 
deputy collector of internal revenue, assaulted and injured in the 
public service—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, the petition of Amos Woodling and others, citizens of Stark 
County, Ohio, for the regulation of international and interstate com- 
merce, and against unjust discrimination in rates by railway corpo- 
rations—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MILES: The petition of Clarissa Barker, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of Martha B. Robinson and others, 
raying for the passage of the French spoliation claims bill—to the 
Jomumittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MOSGROVE: The petition of E. H. Colcord and others, 
for the passage of the bill granting one hundred and rp acres of 
land to all honorably discharged soldiers and sailors of the war of 
the rebellion—to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay. : 

By Mr. NEAL: The petition of Samuel Baker, for an increase of 
pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: The petition of Mattie J. Stone, widow of 
Charles H. Stone, formerly an assistant engineer United States Navy, 
asking for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ORTH: The petition of Captain Samuel Moore, for relief— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Elizabeth Stackhouse, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAGE: The petition of Aaron Williams and others, citi- 
zens of California, for the amendment of the revenue law relative to 
-the import duties on Bibles—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAYSON: Memorial of the Legislature of Hlinois, relative 
to the construction of Hennepin Canal—to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals. 

Mr. PEELLE: The petition of Charles H. Dickson, for relief— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PHELPS: Two petitions, signed by pilots, masters, and 
owners of steamboats and other vessels, for a survey of Duck Island, 
in the State of Connecticut—severally to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. SHACKELFORD: The petition of J. R. Lewis and others, 
for the appropriation for the improvement of Beaufort Harbor, North 
Carolina—to the same committee, 

By Mr. SHERWIN: Memorial of the Legislature of Illinois, rela- 
tive to the construction of the Hennepin Canal—to the same com- 
mittee, 3 

By Mr. SIMONTON: Papers relating to the pension claim of Elmira 
Brogden and of Patience Kettsell—severally to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of George P. Thomas, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. AMOS TOWNSEND: The petition of John Brewer and 
others, for the passage of the Bingham bill to increase the pension 
now allowed to all soldiers who during the late war of the rebellion 
lost a limb to $40 per month—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRESCOTT: The petition of James I. Scollard and others, 
for the repeal of the law imposing taxes on banks and bankers—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr, THOMAS WILLIAMS: The petition of R. G. Welch and 
others, citizens of Alabama, in favor of the construction of a ship- 
railway across the Isthmus of Tehauntepec—to the Committee o. 
Foreign Affairs. G 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, April 18, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER IMPROVEMENT, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a letter dated the 29th ultimo, from the Secretary of War, 
inclosing copy of a communication from the Mississippi River commission, in 
which the commission recommends that an eg may be made of 51. 010,000 
for closing existing gaps in levees,“ in ition to the like snm for which an 
estimate has already been submitted, 

The subject isone of such importance that I deem it proper to recommend early 
and favorable consideration of the recommendations of the commission, Having 

asession of and 8 over the river, Congress, with a view of improving 
ts navigation, and protecting the people of the valley from floods, has for years 
caused surveys of the river to be made, for the pu of acquiring knowledge of 
the laws that control it, and of its phenomena. By act approved June 28, 1879, 
the Mississippi River commission was created, composed of able engineers. Sec- 
tion 4 of the act provides that it shall be the duty of said commission to take 
into consideration and matare such pan or plans and estimates as will correct, 
permanently locate, and deepen the channel, and protect the banks of the Missis- 
sippi River; improve and give safety and ease to the navigation thereof; prevent 
destructive floods; promote and facilitate commerce, trade, and the postal service.” 

The constitutionality of a law meee 8 in aid of these objects 
cannot be questioned. While the report of the commission submitted and the 
plans proposed for the river's improvement seem justified as well on scientific 
principles as by experience and the approval of the pre most interested, I de- 
sire to leave it to the judgment of Congress to decide upon the best plan for the 
permanent and complete improvement of the navigation of the river and for the 
protection of the valley. 

The immense losses and widespread suffering of the people dwelling near the 
river Induce me to urge npon 998 the propriety of not only making an appro- 
priation to close the gaps in the levees occasioned by the recent floods, as recom- 
mended by the commission, but that Congress should inan, te measures for the 
paranesi improvement of the navigation of the river and security of the valley. 

t may be that such a system of improvement would as it progressed require 
the appropriation of twenty or thirty millions of dollars. Even such an expendi- 
ture, extending as it must over several years, cannot be regarded as extravagant 
in view of the immense interest involved. The safe and convenient navigation of 
the Mississippi is a matter of concern to all sections of the country, but to the 
Northwest, with its immense harvests, needing cheap transportation to the sea, and 
to the inhabitants of the river baw hs whose lives and property depend upon the 
proper construction of the safeguards which protect them from the fh „it is 
of vital importance that a well-matared and comprehensive plan for improvement 
should be put into operation with as little delay as possible. The cotton product of 
the region subject to the devastating floods is a source of wealth tothe nation and 
of great importance to keeping the balances of trade in our favor. 

t may not be inopportune to mention that this Government has 8 and 
collected some seventy millions of dollars by a tax on cotton, in the production of 
which the population of the Lower ron yh is largely engaged, and it does 
not seem inequitable to return a peuo of this tax to those who contributed it, 
particularly as such an action will also result in an important to the country 
at large, and e so to the great and rich States of the Northwest and the 

èy. 


Mississippi Val 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

ExgcuTIVE MANSION, April 17, 1882. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
or be referred ? 

Mr. GARLAND. Let it lie upon the table and be considered in 
connection with the bill now pending in the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. And be printed. 

The message was ordered to be printed and lie on the table. 


COLLISIONS AT SEA. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 


To the Senate : 


I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State, and its accompanyin, 
papers, concerning the internation regulations for preventing collisions at — 
earnestly commend this important subject to the early and favorable considera- 


tion of Congress. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR, 


Shall the message lie on the table 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 17, 1882. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message will be printed and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It should be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message relating to inter- 
national regulations, the Chair supposed it should go to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The message relates to commercial regulations, 

Mr. CONGER, I think it should go to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. WINDOM. Has not the Committee on Commerce a bill 
before it in relation to the subject ? 

Mr. CONGER. It has not, but those subjects are before the com- 


mittee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message will be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The message was ordered to be printed. 


SAN CARLOS RESERVATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which, on motion 
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of Mr. INGALLS, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
an l ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior of the 
12th instant, with accompanying papers, in relation to coal lands upon the San 
Carlos reservation, in the Territory of Arizona. The subject is presented for the 


consideration of Congress. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, April 17, 1882. 
INDIAN TRAINING-SCHOOL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
m from the President of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication, dated the 14th instant, from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, with draft of bill e ey papers, for the establish- 
ment of an Indian training-school on the site of the old Fort Ripley military reser- 
vation, in the State of Minnesota. The subject is commended to the consideration 


of Congress. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, April 17, 1882. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of vessel-owners, 
agents, grain shippers, proprietors of grain elevators, aud others, 
citizens of Chicago, remonstrating against the extension of the steam 
grain-shovel patent; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. MAXEY presented 4 pe of citizens of Honey Grove, Texas, 
praying for the repeal of laws imposing a tax on banks and bank- 
checks; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. JONAS. I present a memorial of certain railroad companies 
in Louisiana received by tel h, which I ask may be read. 

The memorial was read, and ordered to lieon the table, as follows: 
Senator B. F. Joxas and Hon. R. L. Gmsoy, 

For Louisiana Delegation, Washington : 

The undersi, representatives of the respective railroads now leading into 
New Orleans, desire to say that they have at no time opposed the plans of the com- 
mission for the improvement of the Mississippi River and to prevent destructive 
floods. We earnestly approve the recommendations of the commission, and trust 
that Con, will a; riate such sums as may be necessary to carry same into 
effect. o are satisfied that the construction of levees is essential to the improve- 
ment of the channel of the . River and to the prevention of destructive 
fi and therefore recommend that the estimates of the commission for levee 
prepared before the occurrence of the recent crevasses, be 

such sums as will enable the commission to close said breaks. The 
recommendation heretofore submitted by some of the undersigned in connection 
with the Lake Bor; outlet plan was intended to Spore the measure merely 
as a temporary relief in times of danger, not in the light of a proposition for 
the permanent improvement of the levees or to be used in opposition to the system 
of permanent improvement approved by the 3 pi River commission. 
nog BLES a INEI 2 
General Managers, m's La. R. R. & F. S. Co. 
JAS. C. CLARKE, 
Vice President C. Saint Louis £ N. O. R. R. 
H. L. MORSE, Supt. N. O. Pacijie R. R. Co. 
J. L. HARRAHAN, Supt. L. € V. R. R. Co. 
C. B. WHEELOCK, : 
Prest N. O. Pacific Railway. 

New ORLEASS, LA., April 17, 1882. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented a petition of the Woman's Suffrage Asso- 
ciation of Philadelphia, 353 praying for the adoption of 
a sixteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States giv- 
ing to women the right of suffrage; which was referred to the Select 
Committee on Woman Suffrage. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FERRY, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the resolution (S. R. No. 17) relating to the refunding of cer- 
tain internal-revenue taxes illegally assessed against and collected 
from the Detroit House of Correction, in the State of Michigan, re- 
ported it with an amendment; and submitted a report thereon, which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 1992) for the relief of the savings-bank of 
Santa Rosa, California, reported it without amendment, the com- 
mittee atl, Sinan the House report. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 965) for the relief of the Iron Mountain Bank of Saint Louis, Mis- 
souri, submitted an adverse report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. GROVER, (by request of the Committee on Military Affairs.) 
I move that the bill (S. No. 1015) for the relief of Charles M. Blake, 
reported by me several days since from that committee, be recom- 
mitted to that committee. 

The motion was to. 

Mr.GROVER. By authority of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and by its direction, I now report a substitute for that bill, and sub- 
mit a written report to accompany it. I ask that it be placed on the 
Calendar at the same place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator can report the sub- 
stitute as an amendment to the bill on the Calendar, and then it will 
occupy its at 

Mr. COCKRELL. By unanimous consent that can be done. 

Mr. GROVER. I ask unanimous consent that the bill now re- 


ported be placed in the position on the Calendar held by the bill just 
recommitted. The effect of the bill is the same as the other, but 
the wording is changed in order to avoid a decision and practice of 
the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The substitute will be treated as an 
amendment, and the motion to recommit will be reconsidered if there 
be no objection. The Chair hears none, and the bill is restored to 
Re C EAE The report and the amendment will be printed under 
the rule. 

Mr. SLATER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 4344) granting a pension to Sally Hall, re- 
ported it without amendment; and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Committee to investigate and report the best 
means of preventing the introduction and spread of Epidemic Dis- 
eases instruct me to submit a written report to accompany the bill 
(S. No. 1049) to amend an act entitled Au act to prevent the intro- 
duetion of contagious or infectious diseases into the United States,” 
some days ago reported back from that committee by myself. 

The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 638) granting a pension to David G. Hutch- 
inson, reported it without amendment; and submitted a report 
thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 1165) granting a pension to Joseph P. Andrew, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was ordered to be printed; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1644) granting an increase of pension to John H. Germain, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was ordered to be printed ; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(II. R. No. 3404) granting a pension to Minnie Harmon, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, which was ordered to be printed; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(II. R. No. 2445) granting a pe to Emma Johnson, submitted 
un adverse report thereon, which was ordered to be printed; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 130) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of William J. Budd, deceased, reported adversely thereon ; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 159) for the relief of James D. Wood, reported adversely 
thereon ; and the bill was indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 1579) granting a pension to Elizabeth Fulks, 
reported it without amendment; and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 5381) granting an increase of pension to Cecil Clay, re- 
ported it with amendments; and submitted a report thereon, which 
was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 3074) granting a pension to Julia A. Ross, submitted an 
adverse report thereon, which was ordered to be printed; and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 709) granting a pension to Ophelia E. Simmons, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, which was ordered to be printed; and 
the bill was er ee indefinitely. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee on Finance, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1610) for the relief of C. N. Felton, late 
assistant treasurer of the United States at San Francisco, California, 
1 it without amendment; and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 1516) granting arrears of pension to Mrs. 
Annie A. Hays, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Committee on Pensions have considered the peti- 
tion of Mary Hopperton, widow of Edward Hopperton, late a wheel- 
wright in the Quartermaster’s Department, United States Army, 
praying the passage of a law authorizing the payment to her of a pen- 
sion at the rate of $8 per month from the date of the death of her 
husband. The majority of the committee, by the Senator from Con- 
necticut, [Mr. PLatr,] recommend the indefinite postponement of 
the petition. The minority, by whom I am requested to report, favor 
the granting of a pension, and ask leave to present their views aud 
to report a bill. As in a like case which was discussed several days 
since, the case of Cornelia A. Shultz, the resolution of the committee 
should be placed upon the Calendar of General Orders, which I will 
ask to have done, with the adverse views of the majority, and I will 
ask leave in behalf of the minority to report a bill granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Hopperton, which I ask may have its first and second 
reading and be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESID SNT pro tempore. Is a resolution reported aftirma- 
tively by the majority of the Committee? 
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Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr] will make 
the tg ses report. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The majority of the committee 
rts, of course, first upon the matter. 
. PLATT. The majority of the committee report the following 
resolution: 


Te 


Resolved, That the committee be discharged from the further consideration of 
the petition of Mary Hopperton for pension. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Theresolution will beenterefl ; and 
the report of the minority in favor of granting the prayer of the 
petition will be entered. 

Mr. BLAIR. I report a bill and ask to have it placed on the Cal- 


ndar. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can introduce a bill. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire 
that that cannot be done under the rules. He can make a minorit 
report and in the report recommend the passage of a bill of that kind, 
but the minority cannot report a bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. We went through with this exercise the other morn- 
ing after infinite perplexity, and Lam following the precise programme 
which was pursued in the Shultz case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The minority report their views 
and recommend the passage of a bill which they present. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask that the bill be placed upon the Calendar. 

The bill (S. No. 1729) granting a pension to Mary Hopperton was 
read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. BLAIR. Lask for the printing of the views of the minority. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The views of the minority will be 

rinted. 
= Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the petition of Richardson K. Baird, praying for an increase of pen- 
sion, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was ordered to be 
printed; and the committee were discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 266) ting a pension to Frederick Vogel, submitted an 
adverse report thereon, which was ordered to be printed; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 794) granting a paneon to Stephen Gardner, submitted an 
adverse report thereon, which was ordered to be printed; and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 2250) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Shaw, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same commit to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 531) for the relief of John Watson, reported it without 
8 and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to 
be ted. 

. GROOME, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 1329) granting arrears o ion to Isabel 
McDowell, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was ordered 
to be printed; and the bill was ed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 2268) for the relief of N. H. Richter, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon, which was ordered to be printed ; and the bill 
was p med indefinitely. 

Mr. SON, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, towhom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1480) for the relief of Daniel T. Wells, 

rted it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No, 1326) for the relief of Edward Corning, submitted an adverse 
report thereon, which was ordered to be printed; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HARRISON subsequently said: Atthe request of the Senator 
from Minnesota, [Mr. MCMILLAN, ] I ask that the action of the Senate 
on the bill I reported for the relief of Edward Corning, and which 
was indefinitely postponed, be reconsidered, and that the bill be 
placed on the Calendar. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The action will be reconsidered if | le 


there be no objection. 


The Chair hears none, and the bill will be 
placed on the 


alendar with the adverse report of the committee. 
Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the memorial of Charles H. Campbell and Angus- 
tin A. Arango, asking indemnity for the seizure and condemnation 
of their vessel, the Mary Lowell, by the authorities of Spain, asked 
to be di from its further consideration, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. GARLAND. The Committee on the Judiciary have had under 
consideration the resolution instructing them to inquire and report 
A bill or otherwise whether or not a retired United States Army 
officer can lawfully hold a civil office under the Government of the 
United States, and have instructed me to submit a written report, 
answering the question in the affirmative. 

The SIDENT pro tempore. The report will be printed. 


XIII— 187 


Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 712) to provide for the disposition of a 
portion of the Fort Hays military reservation in the State of Kansas, 
zepartea it with an amendment; and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 


SOLDIERS’ MONUMENT AT PORTSMOUTH, OHIO. 


Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (8. No. 1598) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to donate to the Ladies’ Soldiers’ Monument Society of Portsmouth, 
Ohio, four condemned cannon, have instructed me to report it favor- 
ably with an amendment. 

r. SHERMAN. It is reported with an amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The only amendment made by the committee is 
to insert the words “ cast iron.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish the Senator would have that bill passed 
if there is no objection. The ladies are very pressing to complete 
their monument. It is a little bill to give them four condemned can- 
non. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was, in line 
5, after the word “ condemned,” to insert “cast iron.” 

The amendment was a; to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ANNIE IDDINS. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I am instructed by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate to report 
a resolution, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Acting of the Senate be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to pay out of the items of the con‘ t fund of 
the Senate to Mrs. Annie Iddins, widow of H. Iddins, d late an as- 
sistant eer of the Senate, the sum of $720, being an amount equal to six 
months“ as t en oresaid ; the above sum to be considered as 
including the funeral expenses and all other allowances. 

By unanimous consent, the resolution was read the second time 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 5804) to execute certain treaty stipulations relat- 
ing to Chinese; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 5540) to authorize the receipt of United States 
gold coin in exchange for gold bars. 

The m also announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. No. 185) for the relief of the captain, owners, officers, and crew 
of the late private-armed brig General Armstrong, their heirs, ex- 
ecutors, administrators, agents, or assigns. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The Ne further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the 5 tempore: 

A bill G. R. No. 130) granting a pension to Atkinson; 

A bill (H. R. No. 365) granting increase of pension to Levi Ander- 


son; 
A pin G. R. No. 642) granting a pension to George Andrews; 
shee H. R. No. 1017) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
À way; 5 
wot (H. R. No. 1225) granting a pension to Mrs. Rosetta L. 
cKay; 
A pit (H. R. No. 1337) granting a pension to Sylvador Jackson ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 1521) granting a pension to Susan R. Johnson; 
A bill (H. R. No. 1619) granting a pension to Flora C. McCaslin; 


A bill (H. R. No. 1769) granting a pension to Mary T. MeCawley ; 
A bill (. R. No. 2258) granting a pension to Richard M. Baker ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 3867) granting a pension to Elizabeth S. M. Fin- 
y; 
A bill t R. No. 23 granting a pension to Sarah A. Hooper; 
8 F bill (H. R. No. 4202) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
ase; 


r 8 (H. R. No. 4786) granting an inerease of pension to Dennis 
van; 
A bill t R. No. 4787) far the relief of Benjamin F. Dobson; and 
A bill (H. R. No. 5383) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Jane Dulany. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. VANCE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1730) to remove the political disabilities of 
Charles P. MeGary; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
snsempanying Peper, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave tointro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1731) to authorize Dr. Walter Reed, of the United 
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States Army, to receive the ga allowed by law for discharging the 
duties of physicfan to the ite Mountain Apache Indians on the 
San Carlos Indian reservation, Arizona; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. LAPHAM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1732) to refund excessive duties levied by 
overvaluation of Austrian paper florin; which was read twice by 
its title. 


Mr. LAPHAM. I move the reference of the bill with the accom- 
panyin tition to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
Mr. SHERMAN. As it is a bill to refund duties it ought to go to 


the Committee on Finance. ; 

Mr. LAPHAM. Similar bills have come to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations since I have had the honor to be a member of it, and 
some of them have been reported from the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BUTLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 1733) granting a pension to Elizabeth C. 
Crawford; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panyi aper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. II S (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1734) for the relief of Pearson 
C. Montgomery; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GROO thy request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1735) granting the right of 
way to the Annapolis and Baltimore Short Line Railroad Company 
through the Government farm, and to sell said railroad company a 
part of said Government farm connected with the Naval Academy at 
Annapolis, Maryland; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. KELLOGG asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8, No. 1736) 3 for the sale of publie lands 
in the States of Mississippi and Louisiana to the New Orleans and 
Northeastern Railroad Company; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1737) for a public building at Natchitoches, Lou- 
isiana; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1738) for the preservation and regulation of the 
Government bridges and roadways between the city of Rock Island, 
Illinois, and the city of Davenport, Iowa; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked and, b7 unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1739) for the relief of John F. Bair; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1740) for the relief of homestead settlers on 
the public lands; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the E on Public Lands. 

Mr. BAYARD asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1741) for the relief of Henry Frank; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1742) to increase the pension of Mohammed 
Kahn, otherwise John Ammahoe; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1743) explanatory of an act directing the Second 
Auditor to settle the pay and bounty account of John Ammahaie, (or 
Ammahe, ) passed June 30, 1876; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN asked and, by unanimons consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1744) to resume to the United States cer- 
tain lands enter to the State of Iowa to aid in the construction 
of a railroad in said State; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CONGER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1745) to authorize the President to restore 
Tenedore Ten Eyck to his former rank in the Army, and to place 
him upon the retired list of Army officers ; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. KELLOGG, it was 


Ordered, That the papers of W. A. Hyde and Thomas G. Mackie be withdrawn 
from the files and referred to the C ittee on Claims. 


AMERICAN CITIZENS CONDEMNED IN CUBA. 
Mr. JOHNSTON submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and a to: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, requested 
to transmit to the Senate, if in his opinion not incompatible with the public inter- 


state, as follows: Firs 
States condemned to 


est, a of the lomatic correspondence which passed in the earl; of 

1876 between the ated States minister in Madrid and the Spanish secretary of 
memorandum of certain cases of citizens of the U 

eath in Cuba, &c., handed by the United States minister 


to the 
the 


GARFIELD MEMORIAL CARDS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I submit a resolution to carry into execution a 
resolution previously a si by the Senate. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Acting Secre! of the Senate be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to pay from the eous items of the contingent fund 
of the Senate the sum of $250 to the Bureau of E wing and Printing, to pay for 
5,000 memorial cards prepared in honor of the late dent Garfield, and ordered 
for the Senate by Senate resolution of 3. 1882. 

; Mr. SHERMAN. I ask for the present consideration of the reso- 
ution. 

By unanimous consent, the resolution was read the second time 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RESOURCES OF ALASKA. 


Mr. CALL (by request) submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to furnish the Senate 
of the United States such information as he may have as to the progress made or 
to be made byrne United States pre par Survey of the Territories toward an 
examination into the mineral and cultural and other economic resources of 
that region known as Alaska, and also to make to the Senate an estimate for the 

y ertaking and completion of such an examination ; and also to inform 

o Senate whether the survey of said Territory is not within the class of work 

belonging to the United States Geological Survey of the Territories. 
SARAH M’DONALD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning 
business, the Senate will proceed to the consideration of the Calen- 
dar under the Anthony rule. 

Mr. PLUMB. On a previous day the bill (S. No. 589) for the relief 
of Sarah McDonald was passed over on the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] on account of the diffusiveness of the 
preamble, with a suggestion that an amendment in that respect 
should be made. In accordance with that suggestion I have drawn 
a bill which recites the material facts in a brief way, and also the 
conclusions of the bill. I ask that the bill be considered, and I offer 
what I have prepared as an amendment by way of substitute for the 


III. 
The PRESIDENT pro tem 
passed over without prejudice. 
The Senate as in Committee of the Whole resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill. . 
Mr. PLUMB. I offer as an amendment what I send to the desk, 
and which will answer as a substitute for the preamble and the bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 
The ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike ont the preamble 
and all of the bill after the enacting clause, and in lieu to insert: 


That Sarah McDonald, wife and sole heir of Alexander McDonald, deceased, 
or her legal 1 be entitled to 

States, not mineral, 
ed for in the land laws of the 


The bill is in order, it haying been 


Texas Railway Company, an 
wwrence and Galveston Railroad Company, which said lands 
Saa eee piati a ee Sema acts of Con, 1 ved March 8, 
1863, and July 26, 1866, and by decision of the Supreme of the United States 
the title thereto was subsequently declared to be in the United States, and by sub- 
sequent legislation sold to settlers without any rem or compensa- 
tion = said Alexander McDonald whatsoev 
SEC. 2. The 


resentatives, in accordance with the visions of this act, n which 
— doll e, when located, to the said Sarah McDonald, her legal represent- 


Mr. SHERMAN. When I first called attention to the terms of this 
bill I did not know anything about its merits or demerits, but only 
objected to the form, which was, as I thought, delusive. I find, how- 
ever, that this very case was in the last Congress referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, and was there very carefully 
and fully examined, and a report was made upon it by the present 
3 of this body. The bill reported by that committee 
is a just bill, having due regard for all the rights of the lady men- 
tioned in the bill, and of the mptors, and of the United States. 
I do not know whether the tor from 


events it is manifest that there isa marked difference between the 
amendment proposed now by the Senator from Kansas and the bill 
reported from the Committee on Private Land Claims at the last Con- 
pros: That bill Lp oe by the Dur presiding orgs of this 

y was a very careft parea ; it was supported by a very 
able re rt, which Inow hold | my hand ; 9 me it ought 
Pa be adopted rather than the amendment proposed by the Senator 

m Kansas, 
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The striking difference between the two bills is that the bill re- 
4 4 5 by the Committee on Private Land Claims gives to this lady 


er land by metes and bounds precisely as her husband boughtit in 
faith and paid for it. It therefore does to her full and exact 
fastioo. The amendment now offered by the Senator from Kansas, 
owever, takes the land away from her and gives it to what he calls 
pre-emptors or settlers. Who they are we do not know; they are 
not brought into the bill at all; but it operates in their favor so as 
give Ko the land, giving to Mrs. McDonald what is called float- 
ing land-scrip, a kind of paper that I used to know of twenty-five 
or 7 years ago, land-scrip issued to be located anywhere upon 
the public lands. k: 

Mr. COCKRELL, What is that scrip worth in the market? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It used to be worth several times the amount of 
other land-serip. I do not know what it is worth now. 

Mr. BECK. It is worth eight or ten dollars an acre. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is manifest, therefore, that the effect of the 
bill is to give the land in dispute to the pre-emptors, who are un- 
known, respect to these pre-emptors I will read what the present 
presiding officer of this body said in his report from the Committee 
on Private Land Claims: 

hi that oth ies ha ve settled fth 
lands insiuded in. e MsDeasid purehave and taken tve requisite stops te acquire 
a title thereto under the provisions of that act. As Mr. McDonald was in actual 
possession, which since his death has been continued by his widow, under color 
of title emanating from the Land Department, it may be somewhat questionable 
under the decision of the Su 0 in Atherton vs. Fowler (6 Otto, 513) 
whether an adverse pre-emption right could have been segues. That case as- 
serts the doctrine that no right of pre-emption can be esta! ed by a settlement 
and improvement on a tract of lic land where the claimant forcibly intruded 
upon the m of one who had already settled i sag improved, and inclosed 
e under the pretense of e 


by the money and 

It is perfectly manifest that the amendment now offered by the 
Senator from Ranes takes the land, takes the improvements, and 
gives them to pre-emptors who, according to the report of the com- 
mittee at the last Congress, were wholly at fault and had no right 
or color of title whatever. I therefore move as an amendment to the 
amendment now offered as a substitute the bill reported at the last 
Con ; and I think, under the circnmstancee—— 

The PRESIDENT pe tempore. The Senator's time is out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will submit a motion to refer the bill to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, merely to say that I think on 
the whole the bill had better be referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, which is the proper committee to consider the bill, 
rather than the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the proposed amendment be read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It gives the land to this lady. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. It is pro to strike out all after the 
first word, “that,” in the amendment proposed by Mr. PLUMB, and 
insert in lieu: 

Sarah McDonald shall be, and is Te ee ge to be, entitled to purchase, at 
any time within one year from the date hereof, making application to the 
register of the land office of the districts in which the lands are situated, and the 
payment to the receiver of said office of $1.25 per acre therefor, the following-de- 
scribed lands situated in the State of Kansas, namely, the northwest quarter of 
section 11 and section 13 in township 29 south, of range 17 east; also lots 1 and 2 
Congress approved Angust 11, 1876, catitied “An act proving for the sale of the 

e 9 in 8 to aotnal settlers,” 88 or conflicting here- 
with, are hereby repealed: Provided, however, That this act shall not be construed 
to affect any valid adverse claim toany of said lands. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, if the bill reported from the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, now offered as an amendment by the 
Senator from Ohio, could pass without injustice to other parties 
nothing would satisfy me more, because this lady has been badly dealt 
with by the Government of the United States. But in the act which 
was passed in 1876, I think, providing for the sale of these lands, 
Congress provided that only one quarter section should go to any 
person whomsoever. Under that act Mr. McDonald was only enti- 
tled to buy one of these quarter sections. In order that the Sen- 
ate may understand this matter perhaps I ought to state the factsin 
the case. This land was patented to these railroad companies 

Mr. MAXEY. I will suggest to the Senator from Kansas that in 
making his statement I would be glad to hear from him whether 
McDonald had actual possession of the land at the date of the sub- 
sequent location. 

. PLUMB. I will state all the facts, as I understand them. A 
pran, of land had been made to these two railroad companies, the 
venworth, Lawrence and Galveston Railway Company, and the 
Missouri, Kansas and Texas Railway Company. By a construction 
of the Interior Department it was held that that t attached to 
iot Indian lands within a certain distance of the line as located. 
nder 
for these lands, and the railroad senpena subsequently sold them 
to Alexander McDonald, who pro to enter upon their posses- 
sion and to improve them. Just how much improvement he put upon 
them, and upon what particular quarter section, was always a mat- 
ter of controversy here; of course it was known upon the ground. 


t decision patents were issued to the railroad companies | 224 the 


Subsequently the Supreme Court of the United States decided that 
the patents were invalid and that the land belon; to the 
Indians, or rather to the Government of the Un States, to 
held in trust for their benefit. Subsequently to that, also, Congress 
passed an act providing for their sale, in which it was provided that 
every person occupying under patents issued to the railroad compa- 
nies might have a chance to buy one quarter section, and one quar- 
ter section only. That then fixed the extreme right of McDonald, 
which was to buy one quarter section of the land which he held. 

Mr. McDonald’s case was not singular in this t. Other per- 
sons held patents to a very considerable portion of those lands, but 
perhaps none or very few other persons occupied the land. MeDon- 
ald purchased one quarter section of this land, the quarter section 
on which his house was situated, and the remainder of it, in common 
with the land which had been sold to other persons as well by the 
railroad companies, was entered 5 8 seeking to buy un- 
der the general land laws of the Uni tates. Those persons set- 
tled in good faith, improved in good faith, made entries in good 
faith, and those entries have been passed upon by the General Land 
Office favorably. 

The passage of the bill which was reported from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims would have the effect to take away from four 
or five persons the land which they have taken up in perfect good 
faith and in compliance with the laws of Congress as they were then 
and as they are still, land which they have improved and in regard 
to which they have done the work that was required to enable aiea 
to obtain a patent, and a patent to which they wil get in due pro- 
cess, it only awaiting the ordinary routine of business in the Land 
Office. As I think, that cannot be done. I do not believe it can be 
done in law. It would result of course in mod pe litigation, in 
which the value of the land would be consumed. If Mrs. McDonald 
should get the land, in doing her justice the Government would do 
gross injustice to these people whom it invited to go upon the land. 
If such a measure had been proponon before these people had acquired 
their rights it would have been undoubtedly fair, and I would have 
been glad to have seen such a bill eee 

My proposition is to do Mrs. Me Donald what measure of justice 
we can, and at the same time preserve the rights of the persons 
already settled on the land. Mrs. McDonald is now willing to accept 
of this. If there is anything in the criticism of the bill made infer- 
entially by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] as to valu- 
able land scrip that is to be given, I will state that the original bill 
was prepared and it was intended that the right of Mrs. McDonald 
to locate land scrip should be applicable only to land subject to 

rivate entry, and that kind of scrip would not be worth to exceed, 
Ï think, $1.25 an acre, Whatever it is, after we have done all we 
can, taking as much as may be applied under this bill, Mrs. McDonald 
will not have had full j done her; but what measure of justice 
we do her will be done without doing injustice to the settlers who 
went upon the land claimed by her husband under the invitation of 
the Government, and having complied with the laws of the Govern- 
ment are now entitled to a patent for the same. 

I will say that this matter has been twice considered by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. It was considered, it is true, by the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, as stated by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. JONAS. And reported favorably. 

Mr. PLUMB. And reported favorably. I am satisfied that the 
Senator from Ohio is in no sense soting in the interest, whatever his 
real intention may be, of Mrs. McDonald, in either proposing to refer 
this bill to the Committee on Private Land Claims for their consid- 
eration, thereby making inevitable greater delay, or in proposing to 
substitute the bill of the Committee on Private Land Claims for that 
of the Committee on Public Lands. What Mrs. McDonald would 
wish and ought to have is something, and something as early as pos- 
sible, and the Government ought not in any way for the purpose of 
doing her justice to dispossess persons who have settled on public 
lands and have obtained all the muniments of title they can obtain 
except the lee when such action is not at all necessary. 

The PRESID 55 tempore. The Senator's time is out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not having said anything on my amendment, I 
will avail myself of the opportunity to answer the Senator from 
Kansas very briefly. The question, then, is simply between Mrs. 
McDonald and the pre-emptors. 

Mr. PLUMB. And the Government. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Government proposes to deal fairly between 
them. The Government has sold the land. Mrs. McDonald owns 
this land. Her husband paid for it, occupied it, improved by in- 
eee r ae and was in actual ee, and he is ay, 
according to this report, in possession of the pro A 

Mr. PLUMB. That is a mistake. peer. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I only know from what the report says: 


ert hada 


tered u 

Under su „CCC heir, 
case which is entitled to the most favorable consideration, especially as 
is unable to respond in damages. 


That would be giving her what she purchased and what is her 


resents a 
s grantor 


2980 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 18, 


right. These pre-emptors have paid nothing for the land. So far 
as there is any evidence they have not made any improvements upon 
the land. So far as there is anything to show they are not in pos- 
session of the land; the land was held by another, and they could 
not, under our pre-emption laws, gain an interest in it. If they had 
any rights whatever, the bill reported from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims authorized them to sue and reserved their rights. 

Tt seems to me the true thing for us to do is to give the widow of 
Mr. McDonald the land. If these pre-emptors have any legal claims 
let them assert them. M r will not, because the Supreme 
Court, which has acted upon identical question, says that the 
pre-emptors could not get any right to these lands; that they have 
no valid claim to them; so that by the decision quoted here in the 
report the right of the pre-emptors is practically excluded. 

know nothing about the case, and I do not care anything about 
it, except to do justice when the matter is brought before us. If 
there is any doubt about it, I think the case had better be recommit- 
ted to the Committee on Private Land Claims, because it is simply 
a contest for private land between the pre-emptors and Mrs. Me Don- 
ald; and if there is any doubt about it in the mind of any Senator, 
I think the better way would be to recommit it to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, which made to us this elaborate report; and 
then whatever they say is right I shall be perfectly willing to vote 
for. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I am somewhat familiar with the 
details of the transaction upon which this bill is based. The contro- 
versy between the railroad companies claiming the Osage ceded lands 
and thesettlers who asserted that the thad not been perfected but 
that the domain still remained se (ey Unisea Feio was — of the 
most active and exasperating poli uestions e southern part 
of Kansas for many and the 83 of the Supreme Court and 
the subsequent legislation of 1876, before my colleague came into the 
Senate, were matters with which I had great personal familiarity, 
from co dence and from deliberations in committee. 

As matter of fact the adverse claimants to the land upon which 
McDonald settled never had the slightest foundation of a legal title. 
After McDonald had purchased and paid the railroad companies for 
the land and entered into possession and made improvements, this 
difficulty arose; and certain claimants asserting that the title was not 
in the railroads but in the Government, proceeded to squat on these 
lands and bags them, and by various irre and illegal and unlaw- 
ful ings to set up an assumptive title. This was long anterior 
to the decision of the Supreme Court ; it was long anterior to the pass- 

of the bill of 1876, and every one of these parties now 3 
5 to the widow of McDonald was ab initio a trespasser, an 
never has had any right there and never could have acquired any 
right there, either under the decision of the Supreme Court or under 
the law of 1876 providing for the disposition of these lands, because 
the rights of purchasers were reserved under that statute. 

Now, Mr. President, I sympathize fully with the claim of the 
widow of the original purchaser, McDonald. He bought in good 
faith and paid value for his lands, and has put expensive and 
valuable improvements upon them, and she is now in possession of 
them. The only claim that is made against her is by these trespass- 
ers, who have never put any 3 upon them nor reduced 
the lands to possession. Is it right, therefore, that the widow of the 
purchaser should be and that in lien of the lands of 
which she is deprived, she shall be remunerated by floating land 
scrip, to be located elsewhere? On the contrary, Mr. President, if 
there be floating land scrip issued to anybody should it not be to 
those who have asserted that to which they never had the legal 
claim? Iam not sure but that in view of the legal question origi- 
nally existing—— 

Mr. MAXEY, Iask the Senator from Kansas what that land is 
probably worth? I want to get at the difference between the land 
scrip and the land. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should suppose that at a fair valuation upon 
forced sale that land would be worth not less, with the improve- 
ments, than $20 an acre. It is in one of the most fertile and best 
improved and most populous portions of the State. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My friend will allow me to state that I see that 
McDonald gave for it $4,770 years ago, when it was in an entirely 
wild state. He gave about $10 an acre for it. 

Mr. INGALLS. I was about to say that considering the fact that 
here was a legal question as to whether the land in controversy had 
been properly conceded to therailroad corporations, and considering 
the further fact that subsequently upon a hearing before the Supreme 
Court it was held that the land was public land held in trust for the In- 
dians, and therefore not properly conveyed to the railroad corpora- 
tions, although these pacar went on in violation of the joint reso- 
lution of the 10th of prik 180, and were actually trespassers, yet 
there might have been such a shadow of title that possibly it might 
be just to remunerate them by giving them floating land scrip to 
locate elsewhere. 

But it is in my e pom with a full knowledge of all these trans- 
actions, a travesty of justice to say that Mrs. McDonald, as the heir 
and inheritor of the original purchaser, shall be dispossessed in favor 
of the persons who entered on that land in violation of law and 
statute. 

I therefore should favor the adoption of the bill reported by the 


Committee on Private Land Claims, believing as I do that Mrs. Mo- 
Donald is the owner of this property and that it is no requital or 
compensation of her claim to say that after this long possession and 
this valuable enhancement by improvement she shall have an amount 
of land scrip issued to her to be located elsewhere on the public do- 


main. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. How long has Mrs. McDonald and those she 
claims under been in ea ee, of the land f 

Mr. INGALLS. I 11 urchased soon after the passage of 
the joint resolution of April 10, 1869. 

. PLUMB. 1 move to indefinitely postpone the bill. I want to 
call my colleague's attention and the attention of the Senate to a 
bill with the p of which he had something to do, the act of 
Au 11, 1876. He ks of these people as being trespassers ab 
initio. The law of 1876, which was passed in view of the decision 
of the Supreme Court that these lands had not been properly granted 
to the railroad companies, expressly recognizes the bona fide of the 
settlements that had been before that time made upon the land; but 
Iam willing for the purpose of the argument, not knowing what 
the facts may be, to admit that my colleague is correct in his state- 
ment, although I do not think it is true that the persons who entered 
this land subsequently were living on it at the time of the passage 
of this act. The act in the first section says: 

That any bona settler, residing at the time of compl his or her entry, 
as hereinatter 5 u any = — of the lands wld tothe United — 
by virtue of the first of the treaty concluded between the United States 
the Great and Little Osage tribe of Indians September 29, 1865, and proclaimed 
January 21, 1867, who is a citizen of the United States, or shall have declared his 
intention to become a citizen of the United States, bo, sad. hereby is, eutitled 
to purchase the same, in quantity not to exceed one hun: and six 


acres, at 
the'price of $1.25 per acre, within one year from the of this org fo such 
rules and re; ns as may be prescribed D na of the Interior, and 
on the terms hereinafter $ ‘hat no bona settler as aforesaid 


ro : Provided 
on said land shall be dented the right to purchase land under the provisions of thia 
sot cat the grand thes he ox she may heretofore have had the benefit of the home- 
stead or pre-emption laws of the United States. 

The second section says: 

That any person who is a citizen of the United States, or has declared his inten- 
tion to become such, who 22 faith had purchased any portion of said land 
from either Leavenw Lawrence and Galveston Company, or 
the Missouri, Kansag and Texas Railroad Company, prior to the commencement 
of the two suits in the name of the United States st said companies, in the 
circuit court of the United States for the district of Kansas, to test the le ality 
of title of said railroad companies to said lands, or portions thereof, to wit, be- 
fore the 25th ry, Fe February, A. D. 1874, and spel ere to the satisfaction of 

è receiver of the land office that he or she has, in good 
—_ — the date last afi d. paid said railroad comp: 


hasers railroa 
the date of the payment aforesaid made to said railroads or either of them. 


That act of Congress fixed the right of McDonald. He could not 
buy, and no other person could buy under this act, over one quarter 
section of the land that before that time he had bought of the rail- 
road companies; and the remaining portion of the act proceeded 
to open up the other land to actual settlers, and it provided in its 
first section for a recognition of settlements made before that time. 
There were four persons, we will say, living on the land at that 
time, though I think myself the settlement was su uent to the 
decision of the Supreme Court that every single bit of title which 
had been set up to this land by the railroad companies was invalid. 

We have the action of the Land Department of the Government 
issuing a patent to McDonald ; then we have the action of four or five 
persons going on lands which Congress said they had the right to go 
on, and which Congress said affirmatively that McDonald had no 
right and should not be entitled to enter at all, making improve- 
ments on them, living on them continuously now for nearly ten years, 
proving up their claims before the local land office and paying their 
money at $1.25 an acre, the proof coming up here to the General 
Land Office at W taney and their entries being confirmed here 
and only awaiting the formal action of issuing a patent, We have 
these two classes of claims before us. These people are living on 
the land; sry Seems taken that land in pursuance of the general 
policy of the Government ever since 1841 of giving the public land 
2 3 to settlers. They have settled upon the land. 

r. SHERMAN. Does the Senator know that these settlers, as he 
calls them, are living on the land? 

Mr. PLUMB, I do know it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Supreme Court here say that they could not 
go upon land in the occupancy of any one else. 

Mr.PLUMB. The Senator probably has heard the story of the man 
who was in jail, and a colleague there said to him, ‘‘ What have they 
got you in jail for?” ‘For pa larceny.” t My dear sir, they can- 
not put gon iu E for petit ny.” “But, sir, I am here.” 

Mr. 8 . They are hot rightfully in possession. 

Mr. PLUMB. The people on the frontier are not lawyers; McDon- 
ald was not in possession of the land; and Congress said by the act 
of 1876 that he could not be le in possession of more than one 
quarter section; he was entitled to enter that; and by the appli- 
cation of a iar principle he was not entitled to enter any more. 

Now, as I said, we have these two classes of claims before us, Ad- 
mitting now that there is damage done to both, what shall we dof 
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Shall we forcibly dispossess men who have made homes on the land? 
We cannot 8 these people for the time they have spent 


there; we shall not seek to do it; we cannot com te them for 
the improvements they have put on it, and shall not seek to do it. 
You cannot compensate a man for a home taken away from him; 
there is no compensation known to the law practically for it. Shall 
we give to Mrs, McDonald compensation, not for a home taken away 
from her, but for outlying land taken from her; not land covered by 
improvements, because in fact McDonald did not improve anything 
except one quarter section to any extent. È : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Vooruges in the chair.) The 
Senator’s time has expired. ö 

Mr. PLUMB. I only ask two or three minutes to complete my 
statement. 3 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection to the 
Senator proceeding. 

Mr. PLUMB. McDonald, it is true, put a hedge around a portion 
of the land, and McDonald’s improvement was of the most flimsy 
character, as flimsy as any on that frontier; such improvements are 
not always very substantial. There was not more than one quarter 
section on which he made his house and put his improvements. 

Shall we dispossess these people? It is true the Senator says the 
Supreme Court has decided that a man cannot make a valid entry 
én land that has been proved up by somebody else. That is not this 
case, because Con had said distinctly that McDonald should 
have but one handed. and sixty ac and 3 that took 
out of his possession every element of legality. Under that state- 
ment, as a matter of course, that land never could have been settled 
on by anybody, Now, shall we compensate Mrs, McDonald, or shall 
we rob these people of the right we invited them to accept? Shall 
we put them off after having invited them to come, instead of givin, 
Mrs. McDonald something which we can compensate her an 
which will be full compensation to her f 

I am satisfied that no such bill as that reported by the Committee 
on Private Land Claims will ever pass. 5 effect of this thing 


is that those who assume to be the friends of MeDonald per 
pone her and prevent anything being done, because these people are 
in possession of the land, and you will not be able to dispossess 


them. I was about to say that that never had been done by the 
Government, but [ am aware of some cases in which the Govern- 
ment did dispossess people and give their land to railroad com- 
panies. It, however, has never one person from land 
and given it to another and third 7 and it never will do it. 
The result will be simply that Mrs. McDonald will be during the re- 
mainder of her life without anything. It is either the bill reported 
by the Committee on Public Lands in substance, or something else 
which will give her something apart from this particular land, or it 
is nothing. These people have rights which they can maintain. 

The Senator from Ohio says they have a right to sue. Mr. Presi- 
dent, the right to sue and be sued is precious sometimes, but if this 
land were worth even as much as my colleague says, it would be 
eaten up in the litigation that would inevitably ensue. In point of 
fact the land is not worth $10 an acre. The representative of Mrs. 
McDonald, who presented me this bill and asked me to introduce it 
as a measure of relief to her which she was willing to accept, told 
me the quarter section of land McDonald lived uponand which Mrs. 
McDonald now lives upon, which he accepted as his out of all this 
tract of land, was not worth $6 an acre, with all the improvements 
upon it. 

1 do not believe to-day there is a quarter section of land in all that 
region that is worth over 86 an acre, improvements and all. Cer- 
tainly $10 would be the outside price; but if it were worth $20 an 
acre, what is that in a law-suit to be carried on in the Federal courts 
at a remote distance? Why give these people the right to sue? 
Why bring the element of litigation into this case? Why not recog- 
nize the rights of the people who went on the land upon the invita- 
tion of Con who rettied upon it, improved it, and whose money 
is to-day in the Treasury of the United States, who went upon it in 
as good faith as any man entered on any public land anywhere, and 
then give Mrs. McDonald that which we ought to give her on ac- 
count of damages for which this Government is responsible? 

Mr. ING. There can beno controversy between my colleague 
and myself so far as the desire to do justice to all these ies is 
concerned; and the only difficulty that arises in my mind is from the 
fact that my sources of information are different from his. I should 
be very much surprised to learn that any one of these adverse claim- 
ants had been in actual possession of an acre of that property, or had 
ever expended a dollar in the improvement of it; and if my colleague 
knows that, his information is different from mine. 

Mr. PLUMB. They have proved it in the Land Office here. 

Mr. INGALLS. But, as I said, my only desire is to do justice to 
the descendant of Alexander McDonald, with whom I had during 
his life-time frequent consultations upon this subject, and with whose 
descendant I have been in communication from time to time eyer 
since, and I can state that if my information is correct she is still in 
the actual manual possession of all thisland, that these adverse claim- 
ants have never been in possession of an acre of it, and that 
they never have ded a dollar in the improvement of it. 

I submit that justice demands, if we are to settle this litigation, 


. 


Now, Mr. President. 


that she should be declared to be possessed of this property, and that. 
those. persons who have attempted to force thisshadowy and nebu- 
lous title should have the land scrip to locate elsewhere and be per- 
mitted to depart in e. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. SHERMAN. ] 

Mr. COCKRELL, I sent for the papers that the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PLUME ] offered here, and I confess that Ido not exactly un- 
derstand the situation of this case. I find that in the Forty-sixth 
Congress, second session, on the 5th of March, 1880, the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLumB] introduced a bill for the relief of Sarah MeDon- 
ald, and that bill was referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, and that bill gave to Mrs. McDonald these lands. I will 
read it: 4 

That the said Sarah McDonald shall be, and is hereby declared to be, entitled to 
the exclusive ERS Ro patokane the lands hereinbefore described, at any time 


within one year 1 lication to the register of 
the land office of the district in which the lands are tuated, and the payment to 
the receiver of said office of $1.25 per acre therefor; and thereupon she shall be 


entitled to a patent for said lands in the usual fi which shall be issued and de- 


livered to her by the Commissioner of the General Land Office as early as ca- 
ble; which shall convey and vest in the said Sarah McDonald all the right, title, 
and interest of the United States in and to said lands. And all provisions in the 


act of Congress approved August 11, 1876, entitled An act providing for the sale 
of the Osage lands in — to actual settlers,” inconsistent or conflicting 
herewith, are hereby repealed. 

That is the bill the Senator from Kansas himself presented to the 
Senate and had referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
and by that committee it was reported favorably with an amend- 
ment not changing the substance of the bill, still giving her the land, 
with an elaborate report which has been refi to. Now the Sen- 
ator has another bill in this Congress, presented on the 16th of De- 
cember, 1881, and in that bill Sarah McDonald or her legal repre- 
sentatives are to get scrip which is very valuable. 

Now, Mr. President, I hardly know whether to follow the Senator 
from Kansas in 1880 or in 1882. however, he introduced his first 
bill in 1880 and had it referred to the Committee on. Private Land 
Claims, and it was reported favorably by our distinguished presid- 
ing officer to the Senate, no objection seems to have been made, and 
as that eee to Mrs. McDonald the land upon which her husband 
settled, I feel like confirming that land to her. I shall accordingly 
vote for the amendment offered by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to reeommit—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can withdraw his 
former motion to one. 

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can move to recommit 
now. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to recommit. I want to say to the Senator 
from Missouri that he seems to attach some importance to my con- 
sistency in this matter. I do not attach auy to it, but perhaps some 
of the facts will enlighten him. The bill to which he refers was 
drawn, I think, by Senator Booth, and at his request, coupled with 
the request of Mr. McDonald himself, then living. lin nced that 
bill, and only by request, and had it referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. I stated then as I had repeatedly stated in 
the Public Lands Committee to Senator Booth and everybody else, 
that under no circumstances whatever would Lever vote for or advo- 
cate any measure that would take away the land from the people 
who had settled on it and who, the declaration of my colleague to 
the contrary notwithstanding, had settled upon it in good faith and 
are living upon it to-day, have pae their money for it, and that 
money is in the Treasury of the United States. Of course gentle- 
men here are simply intent on doing justice to Mrs. McDonald, Poona 
they may do injustice to somebody else. 

Mr. ALLISON. When did the settlers pay into the Treasury the 
money for this land ? 

Mr. PLUMB. About four years ago, as I remember, and that 
money has been there ever since, and they have been. settled on the 
land ever since, and their settlement is just as much a matter of 
record and certainty as the location of McDonald was to these lands, 
I know that there is a controversy down there. It was said McDonald 
had not made any improvements; the settlers said he had not any im- 

rovements. I have in my ion letter after letter from the men 
iving on the land and from their neighbors, and resolutions from 
meetings of their nap aout to that effect. I personally know one of 
the men, and while I never saw him or his land, at the same time I 
have no doubt; and it has been a statement that has gone 
tioned in that section of country, and can be attested by men 
that section now in this city, that the men are living on the land and 
have been living on the land. Possibly some of them may have left, 
but they had bona fide actual settlement, as known to the pre-emp- 
tion laws at the time of the entry they made in the local land office, 
it seems to me that it is competent to do jus- 
tice to all these peo le. There was no notice to . people that 
Alexander McDonald ever held this land, because the law of Congress 
of 1876 said he should not have but one 3 and he se- 
lected that quarter-section upon which his house was, and the re- 
mainder was thereu taken by these other persons, as all the other 
lands were that had deeded by these railroad companies. These 
men do not staud on any other footing than hundreds of men in that 


nes- 
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country who bought lands patented to railroad companies and after- 
ward sold by the railroad companies to other persons, who were dis- 
and have had no remedy whatever. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Did the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Ohio to move to refer to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims or to indicate that he would do it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not care about referring it, unless some 
other Senator wishes to refer it. 

The PRESIDENT tem The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from . SHERMAN] to the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas, [Mr. PLUMB. ] 

Mr. PLUMB called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered; 
and being taken, resulted—yeas 35, nays 10; as follows: 


YEAS—35. 
Aldrich, Conger, Harris, Platt, 
Allison, Da Illinois, Harrison 
, pavor W. Yas ee e, 
Call, Frye, Jackson, Sewell, 
Cameron of Wis., Garland. Jonas, 
oe Gorman, Jones of Florida, N 
Coke. Hampton, Mitchell ë 

NAYS—10. 
Grover, MeDill, Sawyer, Williams. 
Hill of Colorado, Plumb, Slater, 
Johnston, Walker, 

ABSENT—31. 

Bee Farley, Lamar, Morgan, 
Bi Fare, Lapham, Morrill, 
Butler, j Ha Me Ransom, 
Camden, Hill of Georgia, McPherson, Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Pa., Hoar, —— Ves * 
Dawes, > Jones of Nevada, Miller of Cal. W. 
Edmunds, Kellogg, Miller of N. V., 


So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment as amended. 3 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask forthe yeas and nays on the passage of the 


bill. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. McDILL. should like to call the attention of the Senate 


just for a moment to what seems to me to be the condition of this 

roposed legislation. I know nothing about the matterexcept what 
4 in committee, and what I have heard here during the discus- 
sion; but if I understand this case, a certain Mr. McDonald bought 
a large tract of land, over six hundred acres. His tor was a cer- 
tain ailroad company, and whether his title to any portion of the 
six hundred acres was good depended upon the question whether the 
title of the railroad company was good. After litigation the Supreme 
Court of the United States decided that the title of the railroad com- 
pany was not good, and that therefore the title of McDonald had 
wholly failed. 

It seems to me that after such a decision, occupation, and 
sion, and all the accompaniments of his title went with the decision ; 
and that appears to have been the view of those who framed the law, 
quoted eg Senator from Kansas, [Mr. 5 pemen, as I be- 
lieve, in 1876, by which the Congress of the Unit tates declared 
that those unfortunate persons who had purchased and acquired 
land from the railroad company might, in consequence of their un- 
fortunate position, be allowed to take up one hundred and sixty 
acres of land. The McDonalds having purchased over six hundred 
acres, were under the provisions of this law entitled to, and did, as 
appears by the statement of gentlemen here, take up one hundred 
2 acres of the land. It has been stated in the hearing of 
Senators that by the action of your Land Office, by the action of the 
Department of the Interior, the residue of the six hundred acres 
were allowed to be ontered upon by actual settlers. Their entry and 
occupation have been recognized by your Land Office. These peo- 
ple were permitted to occupy and improve these lands; they were 
permitted to pay their money, and, according to the statement of 
the Senator from Kansas, for at least four years they have occupied 
the land. 

Now the only plea upon which you can treat them as trespassers 
is upon the idea that there was a possession by McDonald of the 
whole six hundred acres; but here comes a decision of the Supreme 
Court which sweeps away the former title of the McDonalds, and, it 
seems to me sweeps away with it all presumptions and notices result- 
ing from ion. 

f this bill passes, what is the effect of it? While it gives to Mrs. 
McDonald six hundred acres of land it sweeps away the title of three 
or four other persons, who, as far as I know, have been acting in good 
faith, who have acted under a decision of the Supreme Court declar- 
ing that the McDonald title was not good, and who have acted under 
the enco t and with the indorsement of your Land office, 
and have paid their money. It sweeps their title away from them, 


and where are they left? My word for it, Senators, the next thing 
ou will have these three or four or a dozen gentlemen here 
time to time asking for further relief. And we are ee 

to do this when a Senator has stated here that the representative o 
Mrs. McDonald is willing to take the scrip. She is not here saying 
that the original bill is doing an injustice to her; she is willing to 
take the scrip. It appears to me that we are acting hastily in a 
matter of great importance and that it would be dangerous to pass 
the bill in the present form at this time. Understanding it in this 


5 oe may derstand it—I cannot vote for the passage of the 
5 The yeas and nays being taken, resulted—yeas 35, nays 18; as fol- 
ows: 
YEAS—35. 
Aldrich, + Ha * Plum * 
Allison. Davis of Illinois, Howe i 
Anthony, Dawes, 
=— E = ST 
Butler, arlan Jones of Florida, St 
Cockrell, Hartke Maxey, Voorh 
Coke, Harrison, Pendicton, AN 
NAYS—18. 
Cameron of Wis., Hill of Colorado, Morgan, y 
Chilcott, * J 8 n Walker, 
Groot Me Dill Rollins, 
Grover, 
ABSENT—23. 
Blair, Farley, Lamar, Miller of N. Y., 
an Gorman, M Van Wyck, 
Davis of W. Ya Hill of Georgia, Mahone, vest, 
of W. Va., 

Edmunds, J — of Nevada, Miller of Cal., 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed. I do not ask to have action on it now. 

ee e pro tempore. The motion to reconsider will be 
en A 


CROW INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. DAWES. Just at the close of the morning hour yesterday, as 
to-day, we reached order of business No. 319. It is a bill which can- 
not I think cause a moment’s debate, and it is very important that it 
should be settled between the Indians and the rai company. I 
should like to have it taken up and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can have it taken up, 
and if the reading is not finished by two o’clock—— 

Mr. DAWES. I trust the Senate will poems it to be passed even 
if it should extend a few minutes beyond two o’clock. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is it? 

i A DAWES. It is a bill te ratify an agreement with the Crow 
ndians. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator's call is in order and 
the bill will be taken up. 

The 1 as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 1045) to t and N an agreement with the 
Crow Indians for the sale of a portion of their reservation in the 
zaro of Montana required for the use of the Northern Pacific 
22 , and to make the necessary appropriations for carrying out 

e same. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask to have the blank filled on page 8, line 13 of 
section 3, by inserting the word “sixty,” so as to read within sixty 
days from the taking effect of this act.” 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The PRESIDENT 285 tempore. The hour of two o’clock having 
arrived, it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate 
the unfinished business. Before doing so, however, the Chair asks 
indulgence to present some House bills for reference. 

The bill (H. R. No. 5804) to execute certain treaty stipulations 
relating to Chinese, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The bill (H. R. No. 5540) to authorize the receipt of United States 
gold coin in exchange for gold bars, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 


MISSISSIPPI AND MISSOURI RIVERS. 


The Senate resumed, asin Committee of the Whole, the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 1572) for the improvement of the navigation 
of the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from Indiana [ Mr. 
HARRISON] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask my friend from Indiana to 
allow me to make a statement. I intended to call up the agricult- 
ural appropriation bill this morning; but finding that the Senator 
from Indiana has the floor on the pending measure, I have consented 
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not to call up the appropriation bill until after his VERS and then 
ally and 


I shall ask the Senate to lay aside this bill inform take up 
the agricultural appropriation bill. 5 - 

Mr. KELLOGG. May I ask the Senator from West Virginia how 
long it will probably take to dispose of that bill? 

r. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It is altogether uncertain, but I 
think an honr would be ample time for it; perhaps not over a half 
hour. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I suppers I shall have to give way to an appro- 

riation bill, but I should like very much to have this bill continued 
fore the Senate until it is nipon: of. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I have the honor to be a member of 
the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River and 
Tributaries, and I agreed to the bill which has been reported. In 
fact, it was a compromise bill, made for the purpose of uniting the 
committee in its support. It was unanimously reported as a compro- 
mise bill. Senators atthe North and the East recogni the impor- 
tance of improving the Mississippi River for navigation, but they 
maintained that the United States was under no obligation whatever 
to expend one single dollar for the reclaiming of lands in the States 
bordering the Mississippi or the Missouri River, and they could not 
consent to enter upon any such domain as that. While there was a 
sentiment existing now by reason of the overflow, it was felt that 
that seutiment was a dangerous foundation for any legislation what- 
ever; and, as I unders it, there was an ment between the 
members of the committee that this amount of money should be ap- 

ropriated in the terms, and in the terms alone, of the bill which has 
Bees presented by the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. KELLOGG, ]acting 
for the committee, and which was argued by him yesterday, And yet, 
sir, I find that the other Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Jonas] yester- 
day gave notice that he proposed to offer an amendment. e Sen- 
ator is a member of that committee. I find that the Senator from 
Louisiana, [Mr. KELLOGG, ] in his remarks yesterday said: T 

committee agreed unanimously in rting this bill, some of th: 

myself among vas number, peters it besser iD impor no vetoes rhs a ‘the 
commission, feel at liberty to ask the Senate, after due consideration, before 
the bill is finally submitted to a vote, to agree to an amendment removing all re- 
strictions, — the commission to be the sole judges as to whether, in the interest 
of commerce and improved navigation, the appropriation, or a part thereof, shall 
be used in rebuilding levees or embankments. 

Mr. President, the committee never agreed to anything of that 
kind. On the contrary, the committee agreed unanimously to place 
the restriction upon these commissioners which is contained and set 
forth in the bill reported to the Senate. I conferred with the Sena- 
tor who is to follow me in addressing the Senate [Mr. Harrison] 
touching this bill, because I knew that he, having been formerly on 
this commission, had a knowledge of the necessities which I did not 
have, and that bill was to by me after conference with the 
distinguished Senator who is to follow me, It commended itself, too, 
to my own 1 

Mr. President, I desire the Senator who is now to address the Chair 
to understand that the Committee on the Mississippi River Improve- 
ment has never agreed to any amendment which has been proposed 
here, nor has that committee ever a or had any conference what- 
ever touching the proposition which the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
KELLOGG] made yesterday in his 3 and which I have caused to 
be read. I desired to say these few words that the Senate might 
Sapiens the matter before the Senator from Indiana proceeds with 

s speech. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, the improvement of the naviga- 
tion of the Mississippi River is clearly a national matter, both as to 

urisdiction over the subject and as to the benefits to be obtained. 
e admiralty control of the United States unquestionably extends 
over the entire navigable length of the river and over the vessels 
that sail upon it. This jurisdiction has been e e ed by 
the Supreme Court and still more frequently exercised by Con; 
It is impregnably intrenched not only in judicial and legislative 
recedent, but in good reason. The Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. 
8 in the speech delivered by him when he introduced his 
bill for the construction of levees upon the river, cited some of the 


decided cases and made a somewhat elaborate ar; ent in 5 
of this jurisdiction. If the work conteinplated oy is bill had related 
the 


primarily and obviously to the improvement of navigation of the 
river, I am sure he would not have thought it necessary to make the 
argument. His desire to extend the jurisdiction over a class of 
works remotely, if at all, connected with navigation made the argu- 
ment necessary. Iam sure that the power of the General Govern- 
ment to construct and control such works as are necessary to make 
the Mississippi River a constant outlet for the great commerce it was 
designed to bear to the sea will not be challenged in this Chamber. 
But, Mr. President, we have here not only a national jurisdiction 
but a national duty. Ido not believe that we have now in progress 
or in contemplation any work in the interest of commerce that is so 
truly and widely national as this. The main river and its tributaries 
furnish nearly 14,000 miles of navigable water, distributed among 
eighteen States and three Territories. This region produces much the 
larger p of the grain crop of the entire country and a very large 
part ofthe cotton crop, and these constitute the chief articles of ex- 
pore To provide this cheap and free highway for these products 
rom the fields where they are grown tothe consumersin our Atlantic 
States and in Europe is obviously not a sectional but a national 


work, Nor are the benefits of cheaper freights confined to those 
roducts which are actually moved upon the river. All that may 
moved by the river is in a situation to demand sre freights 
by reason of the choice of routes thus opened to it. In railroad 
transportation the roadway and the carraige havea common owner- 
ship, so that competition on the same line is impossible. We have 
also learned that competing lines “do not always 2 

The price of grain to the man whose toil produces it, and to the 
consumers in the East, has been and often still is arbitrarily fixed b 
a convention of a half dozen men representing trunk lines o railroad: 
The buyer at the railroad station pays more or less to the farmer as 
his master, the general freight agent, is pleased to direct. He puts 

rices up or down, not because the actual cost of transportation 
increased or diminished, not because the markets in the East or 
in Europe have fluctuated, but because one day the railroad man- 
agers have fallen out and are cutting rates, and the next day the 
have joined hands. But, Mr. President, upon the river the way an 
the boat will not have a common ownership. We shall have not 
simply a new and competing channel of commerce, but free compe- 
tition upon the river itself. It will bea peoples highway and every 
ya Tay carry upon it his own produce or hire whom he will to do 
it for him, 

When the Mississippi River shall be cleared of obstructionary bars 
and a uniform low-water depth of not less than ten feet below Saint 
Louis shall be attained, the shores of that river will be practically 
tide-water. All railroads touching the river from the east or the 
west will become trunk lines, Grain will go West and South as well 
as East to the river whenever railroad charges are oppressive. No 
law of Congress or of the States can, in my opinion, be so efficient to 
regulate transportation charges as this law of competition between 
the improved natural water-ways of the country and the railroads. 
This law has a flexibility and a sanction that no statutory tariff of 
rates can have. 

The jurisdiction of the United States over the subject is not a con- 
current jurisdiction with the States, but an exclusive jurisdiction. 
No State can set the foot of a bridge pier in the stream without the 
consent of Congress. We must improve the navigation of the river 
or it must go unimproved. 

But, Mr. President, I do not think either the Senate or country 
needs to hear arguments upon the question of jurisdiction or ex- 
hortation upon the duties which are incident thereto, The enlight- 
ened and patriotic representatives in this body of the States most 
remote from the great river have given evidence of their hearty con- 
currence. When the mouth of the Mississippi was opened we came 
under bonds to make that large expenditure available te commerce 
by improving the body of the river, and I do not believe there is any 

ition anywhere to repudiate the obligation. It will, however, 
be demanded by the conny Hias the plan of improvement be shown 
to be practicable, and that the expenditures be limited to such works 
as are essential to the object proposed, namely, the improvement of 
the navigation of the river. If Congress can be assured that the 
sums voted will be applied directly and by the best methods to that 
end, the necessary appropriations will not, I believe, be withheld. 

It is not my intention to attempt any very lengthy or particular 
exposition or defense of the plan of improvement recommended by 
the Mississippi River commission. A long step in the direction of 
the intelligent solution of the difficult problems connected with the 
improvement of the river was taken when a commission was organ- 
ized, ‘The surveys and observations which were authorized were 
essential to an understanding of the phenomena of the river. Pre- 
vious work in this direction been local and limited, and the su- 
pervision of it had been too frequently changed to secure re- 
sults, A permanent commission, whose duty it is to study the river, 
to devise and plan and supervise, has now been secured. 

The commission was required by the law to report upon the differ- 
ent „systems“ popularly known as the levee system, the outlet sys- 
tem, and the jetty system. These three systems are named in such 
conjunction in the law that it miens be inferred they were different 

lans for the accomplishment of the same object. But nothing could 
further from the truth. The levee system and the outlet system, 
so called, have for their primary object the protection of the adjacent 
lands from overflow, while what is called the jetty system has for its 
prime object an increased low-water depth in the channel of the 
river. The levee system and the outlet system may have some inci- 
dental effects upon navigation proper, for good or evil, but no one, 
I think, can claim more than this. Neither can claim to be a system 
of channel improvement. 

The demand of commerce has been for an increased depth of water 
on the bars in the low stages of the river and the removal of snags 
and wrecks from the channel. Even below Cairo there are sho 
where, in extreme low water, less than five feet is found; while be- 
tween Cairo and Saint Louis and above the bars show still less water. 
The effect of such places upon through commerce is practically to 
reduce the efficiency of the whole river to the depth found on these 
bars. And, in fact, through considerable periods of an average year 
the larger boats and barges are laid up, while a restricted commerce 
is carried by smaller vessels and at an increased cost. In good stages 
of water a tow-boat can take a fleet of from five to eight barges, 
each containing 35,000 bushels of , from one of the elevators on 
the upper river to New Orleans. It needs no argument to show that 
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if these boats or even larger could have a sufficient depth of water 
the year round the rtation charges on the river would be 

tly reduced. I was told by a well-informed merchant of Saint 
3 a few years that freights by the river to Liverpool were 
then nine cents ushel cheaper than by rail via the eastern sea- 
board. How a ye this saving in freights was to the shipper is 
shown by the following table, showing the increased exports from 
New Orleans after the month of the river was opened in the year 
1876: 


uantity of wheat, wheat flour, corn, and corn-meal exported from New 
sn ct N 1871 to 1881, inclusive. 3 


SS Def pre 
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It will be seen that the e 
than those of the best year (1874) before the completion of 
ties. Undoubtedly other causes contributed to this increase, but the 


rts in 1881 were eight times ter 
o jet- 
dominant cause was the opening of the mouth of the river. 

The plans of the commission for deepening the channel at those 
shoal places are easily understood by the non-professional mind. It 
was observed that where these shoals were found the river bed was 
inordinately wide, and to contract the channel to a normal width of 
about three thousand feet is the remedy recommended, An extract 
from the first report of the commission will explain this more fully: 


It would seem, therefore, that the plan of improvement must comprise as its 
essential features the contraction of the water-way of the river to a comparatively 
uniform width, and the protection of Panne eg and this is presumed to be the 
plan referred to in the act as the "‘ jetty s; It is known from observation 
of the river below Cairo not only that and bars, prod: insufficient depth 
and bad nayigation, are always accompanied by a low-water width exceeding 3,000 
feet, but that wherever the river does not exceed that width there is a chan- 
nel. In other words, bad navigation invariably accompanies a wide low-river 
water-way, and navigation a narrow one. 

The work to be done, is to scour out and maintain a channel through 
the shoals and bars existing in those ms of the river where the width is ex- 
cessive, and to build up new banks develop new shore-lines, so as to establish 
as = as practicable the requisite conditions of uniform velocity for all stages of 
the river. 

It is believed that this improvement can be accomplished 
tracting the low-water c! 


belo con- 
-way to an approximately uniform width of about 
out S ths shogla end bers, 


3,000 feet, for the of 

and b the action 9 works constructed at suitable 
— the tion of saud and o earthy materials 9 by the 
water upon the dry bars and other portions of a prosene bag noon thin 
the limits of the low-water channel. e ul effect sought to be 


lish a depth of at least ten feet at extreme low stages of the river over all the bars 
below Cairo where they are 

It will be seen at once that if the nee banks must be built 
on these long stretches of shallow water by the usual appliances of 
cart and shovel the project must be abandoned. There is no material 
at hand. But the waters of the river hold in suspension and areroll- 
ing along to the Gulf the very material we need. It was observed 
that whenever the current of the stream was checked or diminished 
an immediate deposit of the sediment was the result. Here is the 
suggestion that was seized upon by engineers. The stream itself 
must play the part of shovel and cart. ere is a touch of poetic jus- 
tice in thus compelling the flood which has carried away the banks 
to make restitution and to deposit its plunder at any point we may 
indicate. 

The material for the works necessary to check the flow of the 
stream and thus to induce this deposit has been found in the willows 
which abound upon its shores, Mattresses, dikes, and curtains of 
this material constructed so as to be permeable have been found to 
do the work perfectly. This is no longer mere theory or experiment. 
The report of Captain Ernst of the Engineer Corps, who has been in 
charge of the work of improving the river at Horsetail Bar, just be- 
low Saint Louis, furnishes a convenient and satisfactory illustration 
of the efficiency of these methods in bank-building. I quote from 
his last report to the Chief of Engineers, not yet published, dated 
August 11, 1881, and I think it will be interesting to Senators to learn 
what an immense deposit has been secured at this point upon the 
river by these works to which I have alluded. Captain Ernst says: 


The final results for the year have been a substantial gain at nearly all points. 
> its have “ over the pinta esi sac 


of one bar—the 5 res esa oe ata 81-foot stage, the fill at that 
pans been 23 feet since last July. Greater fill has occurred elsewhere, 
t at lower levels. The top of this Th ge to the tore oars ithas since 


shrank to the same height. 


ured 
in the deep holé just below the old dike No. 8, where, in the spring of 1879, there 
was a of 70 feet at a 12-foot Dry bar has at this this 
year ata stage, showing a fillof 80 feet. e total of ma- 


of the river must be the excavation of a y equal volume, unless 
the area of and v. ity of the stream are y altered, an occur- 
rence which is not the least pro! upon the channel may 
be expec t ce. 


Of the effect upon the channel he says: 


On the 13th December, with the gauge reading 5 feet 6 inches, the least chan- 
nel depth on any reef was 7 feet; that is, there had been a total vertical cuts 
August of 6 feet 6 inches. : 

That is, there had been a total vertical cut since August of 6 
feet 6 inches. Similar results have been obtained elsewhere. We 
are, I think, justified in believing that it is entirely within the 
reach of engineering skill at a reasonable cost—reasonable when the 
resulting benefits are considered—to remove these obstructing bars 
from the great river. But we must not make the mistake of su 
eee Pas all this can be done in a single season. We shall only 
prejudice our cause if we fail to pei et with prudence. The 
phenomena of the river have not all n observed, the effects of 
the works now being exeeuted by the commission at Plumb Point 
and Lake Providence upon other parts of the river and upon the 
flood-line are yet to be noted. 

The Mi ppi cannot be fixed“ in one season, nor in many. It 
will need constant surveillance and annual appropriations as lon 
as its waters run through an alluvial bed to the sea. The amoun 


appropriated by the bill reported th the committee (5. No. .572) is 
ample, I think. Indeed it is all, if Iam correctly informed, that 
the commission have asked for. The bill directs that the sum ap- 


propaan shall be expended primarily for channel improvement. 
t is clear from the reports of the commission, as well as of those 
engineer officers who have been in charge ef special work on the 
river for years, that, in their opinion, these interchannel works will 
in themselves be efficient to remove the difficulties in the low- 
water navigation of the river. It is upon this belief only that ap- 
propriations for such works can be justified ; for, Mr. President, I 
am free to say that if I did not have confidence in these interchannel 


works which are su, by the commission, I would not vote for 
pu Sy gue sagt to be expended upon the river. 
e very nature of things the works which are to affect directly 


low-water navigation must be interchannel works, so placed as to 
come in contact with the stream at its middle and low stages. It is 
only when the river is out of its natural banks that levees can come 
into play for any purpose, and it is still a debatable question among 
engineers whether the effect of the pele the stage of low water 
which ensues is in aid of navigation at all. Those who affirm that 
it is do so upon the theory that the increased depth of water in the 
channel which is secured by the restraint of the levees in time of 
flood results in increased scour and consequent deepening of the bed 
of the stream. The re of the Mississippi River commission sub- 
mitted in November, 1881, is the latest report of the commission, and 
I particularly ask the attention of the Senate toit because one of 
the questions to which I shall call attention is this: whether the 
Mississippi River commission have recommended appropriations for 
a general system of levees upon the river? I read now from this 
report: 

The utility of levees as a means to d 
prove and give safety and ease to the navigation thereof,” which are other ends 
enumerated in the act, is a subject on which differences of opinion exist, and in 
respect to which the facts collected do not oer equal weight as evidence to the 
minds of all the members of the commission. It is considered by all that levees, 
by confining the flood waters of the river within a comparatively restricted space, 
do tend, in some degree, to increase the scouring and deepening power of the cur- 


rent. But the extent and potency of their influence in the improvement of the 

low-water channel, in respect to which, for the purpose of navigation merely, im- 

provement is most needed, and their value, for that purpose, as com with 

er methods of improvement, and as compared with their cost, are regarded as 

subjects requiring further observation and study, and the accumulation of further 

s more comprehensive data, before final — can be reached concerning 
m. 


n the channel" of the river, und im- 


Mr. President, I think it important that those in the Senate who 
are interested in this question should attend to this latest expression 
of the commission having these improvements in charge upon this. 
question as to the relation of levees to channel improvement. The 
commission have said here that they were divided in opinion; that 
there was some effect probably by the increased scour, but that 
further observation and further data must be had and collected be- 
fore any satisfactory conclusion could be reached. I want in this- 
connection to suggest whether, if this is the state of mind of the 
commission, the Senate is prepared to settle the question without. 
these farther observations and without these increased data, and at 
once to make an appropriation for levees. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. y I ask the Senator a question? Has the 
commission made a 9 rt? 

Mr. HARRISON. e only supplemental report that I know of 
was the one submitted with the ident’s message this morning 
and read by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. KELLOGG] yesterday. 
I know of no other, and I shall call attention to that presently; but 
this is the ex n of the commission made in their annual report 
that has been submitted to Congress. 

Mr. GARLAND. What page does the Senator read from ? 
Mr. HARRISON.. I have all the extracts separated here; I cannoé 


Mr) GARLAND. Is what the Senator reads all! 
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Mr. HARRISON. No, I was just going to say it refers here to what 
they said in their report of 1880 as still expressing the views of the 
commission. That extract concludes as follows: 

In the mean t and in the existing state of knowledge ect, the 
„„ commission cannot be FF 
of their report of February 17, 1880, from which the following extract is 

I do not give the whole extract from the former report as it is long, 
but the following which I will give contains the conclusion, and 1 
ask particular attention to this as the latest expression of anx dis- 
cussion of this question by the commission. They are indorsin phere, 
as I have said, what was contained in their report for 1880. is is 
what is said there: 


While it is not claimed that levees in themselves aren as a means of se- 
Se eee. a deep channel for na it is believed any ker 
maintenance of the extension levees will hasten the work of channel 
improvement h the increased scour and depth of river bed which they would 
produce ade Foe! er stages. ey are a though not 
a necessary — 


I call attention to that expression 
a a though not a necessary adjunct in the general system of improvement 
sa “ 

A desirable but not à necessary adjunct in the system of channel 
improvement submitted. Their result is said to be to hasten some- 
what—how much they do not know—the effect of these channel 
works upon which dependence must be placed for the improvement 


of the navigation of the river. 

I quote again: 

In a restricted sense, as to a plan of channel improvement only, the 
construction aud maintenance of a levee s is not demanded. But in a 
sense, as embracing not only beneficial upon the but asa 
tion against destructive fi alevee system is essential ; and such system pro- 
motes and facilitates trade, commerce, and the postal service. 


These quotations, Mr. President, are, I believe, the last expressions 
of the Mississippi River commission. Let us, then, keep in mind that 
in the opinion of the commission constitcted by Congress to study 
this question the construction and maintenance of a levee system is 
not a necessary auxiliary to a plan of channel improvement. 

My purpose is to establish, if I can, the proposition that the levee 
system is not closely, if at all, connected with the question of € 7 
low-water navigation, but is a system of land reclamation and de- 
fense. I think it important that the plans for the removal of the 
bars in the river, which for many months in each year choke this 
gront outlet of commerce, should not be loaded dówn and perhaps 

roken down by attaching to them a costly work which is not eyen 
a necessary adjunct” in the opinion of the engineers. Let the two 
projects, whose primary objects are so distinct, stand each upon its 
own merits. If any one is prepared to afirm that it is within the 
province of the General Government to reclaim and protect the lands 
of individuals in the States, let the debate be joined on that propo- 
sition, The admiralty jurisdiction of the United States over the 
river and its als sip cannot be invoked to support this proposi- 
tion, and 1 do not believe that the distress of the devastating flood 
which now covers so many plantations is urgent enough to drive any 
of the Representatives of the afflicted States to support the interfer- 
ence of the General Government in the construction and control of 
levees in their States, unless it can be cloaked under the admiralty 
jurisdiction over the rivers, 

I would not be understood, Mr. President, as invoking the support 
of the State-rights doctrines in my ent. War, pestilence, and 
flood have created needs in the South so urgent and clamorons that 
those doctrines of constitutional construction which were born of 
the peculiar institution are no longer a characteristic of Southern 
statesmanship. We must accept this as one of the beneficent fruits 
of adversity. 

The Senator from Arkansas says we have built the jetties, and 
argues that if we can dig down we can build up. Undoubtedly, if 
the digging down and the building up have a common purpose; but 
if the digging down was to make a water-way for ships, and the 
building up is to keep a sugar plantation dry, the two cannot be 
sheltered under the same grant of power. 

But if this proposed diture of fifteen millions of money (and 
in the language of the Sabbath-school song ‘‘ There's more to follow”) 
can find a technical legal support in its remote and contingent rela- 
tion to the navigation of the river, we cannot justify ourselves to 
the country by such a pretext. 

If the navigation of the river can be put and maintained in a satis- 
factory condition by those interchannel works, which all the ae 
neers say will be in themselves efficient, and which are indispensable, 
we cannot afford to superadd a system of levees as an adjunct to 
that which needs no help, at a cost which the bill of the Senator 
from Arkansas places at a t one-half of the estimated cost of the 
interchannel works for the entire river, and which will in fact be 
3 much more. 

Mr. President, we shall put upon the statute-book a very danger- 
ous legislative precedent if this levee bill passes. The effect of it 
would be practically a donation to the individual owners of these 
alluvial lands. The only public benefit would be that which flows 
an jeny expenditure which increases production and individual 
wealth. 

Tbe same sort of publie benefits would follow a free distribution 
of fertilizers at Government expense or a system of public canals to 


especiall rt 
Bend.“ in the tate of Ar 


irrigate the desert lands of the West. The levee systems of the States 

ering on the lowerriver were inau and have been main- 
tained for the reclamation of the alluvial lands. Most of the State 
laws, if I am not misinformed, have dealt with the question as one of 
local benefit even in the State, and made special assessments on those 
lands or the products of them which needed the protection of the 
levees. 

This plan of a special assessment for a special benefit is found in all 
of our laws regulating the improvement of streets and roads and has- 
been sustained by the courts às a correct and equal system of taxa- 
tion. But this bill pro to add a greatly increased value (ten- 
fold, the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Jonas] says) to every acre of 
their alluvial lands, by a direct donation from the public Treasury. 
Now, if this were merely an incidental result from the construction 
of such works as are necessary for the improvement of navigation I 
should find in it no reason to o their construction at the public 
expense, but would welcome this beneficent incident. But it is not 
so, as I have shown. I do not believe that any one would for a 
moment entertain the project of constructing levees except as a land 
defense against overflow. What reason, then, can be given for put- 
ting the entire expense upon the public Treasury! it has always 
been counted by the States as too local in its character and benefits 
to be paid out of the general funds of the State how can it becomea 
national matter. f 

Mr. President, I haye come in a very cursory examination 
of some of these matters, a resolution of the Legislature of Louisiana 
which I think shows just what the result of this is to be, and just 
why it is that the Representatives of those States on the lower river 
are so anxious to connect this levee project with the pce of the 
river improvement; and yet in this resolution of the Legislature of 
Louisiana it will appear that the object they had in view was a bene- 
fit to individual owners and to the taxable property of the State, and 
that the idea of improving na tion was not suggested in connec- 
tion with it at all. I ol from the acts of the General Assembly of 
Louisiana, passed at the regular session of 1878, this joint resolu- 
tion: 

Whereas it is of the most vital importance to the interest of the State that meas- 
ures be taken to redeem and restore to cultivation the thousands of acres of rich. 
and productive lands now rendered entirely useless by the annual overflows of the 
Mississippi River, and recognizing the great and material benefits to be derived. 
by the poopie of the State from having our levees rebuilt, thus ar sary mg 
ties, pro a means of increase of the revenues of the State without posing. 
the burdens of additional taxation, and practically 8 a wide field for im 
protien. enterprise, and the investment of capital within the borders of our State: 


fore, 
the Senate and House A Representatives of the State of Louisiana 
General Assembly convened, That our tors and Representatives ae 
are hereby instructed and earnestly requested to exert all their energies and influ- 
ence toward g the e of a bill that will give immediate and effective 
aid in the construction rebuilding of the levees e, Mississippi River, 
those levees known as! Possum Fork” and!“ Matthews 

and Ashton,“ “ Diamond Island,” and Buck 
6,” and other large levees in this State, and they are ig 15 nested to- 
obtain an appropriation from the national Government suficient to rebuild and 

construct the levees above men 8 


Mr. President, there was the Legislature of Louisiana acting upon 
this question, and there is not a hint from first to last in all that is- 
said that this question of levee building has any relation, near or 
remote, to the question of improved navigation of the great river. 
It was a candid statement of the facts. It increases individual 
wealth, and therefore gives an increased basis for assessment and 
taxation in the State, and upon that ground, and that ground alone, 
the appeal was made through their members and Senators to the 
Congress of the United States to build these levees. 

Mr. GARLAND. If it will not interrupt the Senator, I should like 


to make a seth 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly, I yield. 

Mr. GARLAND. TheCongressofthe United States in 1849 fpr 
all the swamp and overflowed lands in her borders to the State of 
Lonisiana, and afterward in 1850 Congress passed a general law af- 
fecting all the States in the same way. That has been generally sup- 
posed to have been passed upon a report made by Mr. Calhoun in 
reference to the improvement of the Mississippi River, in which he 
favored it in 1846. In connection with this joint resolution of the 
Legislature of Louisiana, I should like the Senator from Indiana to 
state why, in his opinion, Con made the donation of the swamps 
and overflowed lands? What interest of the Government would that 
affect unless it would be the navigation of the rivers? 

Mr. SON. I shall come in a very few moments to discuss 
that suggestion, which was presented by the Senator in his original 
speech upon the levee question, and I shall presently allude to it. It 
struck me as being a very remarkable argument that the Govern- 
ment had by that a ee ee. of swamp lands become committed 
to a certain course of policy, and I shall come to it in a very little 
time in this diseussion. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. Calhoun said it was committed to it. 

Mr. HARRISON. Now, Mr. President, I have said that the prece- 


dent was a dangereus one. The field of public work which it opens 
is very wide, even if we allow no reasoning by , and require 
every new case to go upon all fours with this. How we refuse 


to build and maintain levees on the Upper Mississi pi and on the 
numerous navigable tributaries of thè lower river. e Red River, 
the Yazoo, the 


ite, and many others are navigable streams, hav- 
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ing a very considerable commerce and bordered by rich alluvial 
lands which are subject to overflow, and must be defended by levees. 

The Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. Jonas, ] in his remarks upon this 
levee bill when it was introduced, stated its objects with great frank- 
ness. He asks us to build levees to defend the lands, whose produc- 
tions he extols, from overflow. The question he saysis whether this 
alluvial valley, the richest on the face of the earth, is to “be left to 
dry up intoa desert,” (I 5 his words,) or whether the Govern- 
ment will come to the aid of these“ cep Fetes people and this 
impoverished section in restraining the flood of that mighty river.” 

. President, the ees Hired of the sageton that the count: 
will dry up into a desert if the waters are allowed to cover it, is evi- 
dently the result of a pardonable slip in the use of a figure of speech, 
But there is a real and very striking inconsistency between the fig- 
ures of production which the Senator gives and his figure of speech, 
when he calls this an “ verished section.” He tells us that these 
lands liable to be reached by the floods produced in the year 1880 
crops worth $65,505,772, counting only cotton, sugar, molasses, and 
rice. Is it reasonable that lands capable of such an annual yield 
should be wholly exempted from the burdens of a levee system in- 
tended for their protection? According to his figures a tax of less 
than 5 per cent, per annum upon the crop production would build 
the levees in five years, and an annual tax of 1 per cent. per annum 
would maintain them. 

But this, Mr. President, is a feeble achievement compared with 
that which the Senator says is possible to these lands. They are 
capable,“ he says, “of producing a million hogsheads of sugar, and 
probably ten on bales of cotton.” This possible cotton crop 
at the price per bale he gives us, would be worth $450,000,000. And 
yet this is described as an impoverished country, that must be 
abandoned by its people unless the Government contributes a free 
levee system. The Senator 12 us this picture of the condition of 
things before the war, and I ask attention to it, the testimony of 
one of the Senators from Louisiana as to the condition of things 
there before the war, especially in connection with this levee subject. 
The Senator said: 

We had before the wara ‘ect levee system, and the © by floods was 
— — and When it pallor produced but partial or slight ing £ We had 
then, as I have said, a ect levee system along the river front of Arkansas, 
8 and Lonislana, and it was maintained by State aid and by taxa 
tion of ag ania protected by the levees. But then these lands (now worth 
much of them from a dollar and a quarter to three or five d an acre) were 
worth dollars an acre. Then these plantations were in a high state of im. 
TFT 

a value o; „000, 000, 
3 the richest of the earth The p antara he not 
feel the taxation ; pro} was valuable, and its valne was added to tenfold by 
the pester the levees 
subject to discipline and control. When the levees were threatened in jae, 
m- bell 


thousand slaves held 


We have here what seems to me to be two very important state- 
ments. First, that an effective levee system was maintained by the 
States before the war by taxation upon the lands benefited, and 
second, that the planters did not feel the burden of this tax. The 
argument by which the Senator avoids the very natural conclusion 
that this satisfactory condition of things might be repeated, is full 
of interest and suggestion. Plainly stated it is that the planters are 
now unable to pay the necessary taxes, because they have lost slave 
property of the value of $300,000,000 and therefore the United States 
ought to build the levees. A middle premise in the argument, not 
stated by the Senator, suggests itself to me as necessary to its com- 
pleteness. Itis this: the United States destroyed this slave property, 
therefore, &. 

But, Mr. President, either suggestion is utterly inadmissible here. 
We cannot justify the building of these levees upon the ground of 
the poverty of those whose lands are to be defended, unless we are 
willing to remove by public benefactions the unfavorable conditions 
which affect the fortunes of so many others of our people. We can- 
not make up to any one the losses of fortune incident to rebellion 
otherwise than by extending over his renewed citizenship and in- 
dustry that genial and kindly protection which comes to all undera 
faithful and undiscriminating enforcement of the Constitution and 
the laws. The free South has at last turned her face towards the 
sun, and will ere long eclipse all of her ante bellum achieyements in 
production. This result will sooner and more surely be achieved by 
self-reliant industry than by Congressional bounties. 

The Senator from Arkansas says the flood of 1874 covered 15,000,000 
acres of what he describes as ‘‘that rich cotton, sugar, and corn 
country.” One dollar per acre would supply the sum.he asks for in 
his bill to construct a complete levee system and secure future im- 
munity from floods. He estimates the losses by the present flood at 
just twice that sum, and if it should result in an inability to raise a 
crop of cotton this year he says “not even our Finance Committee 
can estimate the loss to this country.” 

Mr. President, can it be possible that a country the value of 
whose annual crop is beyond the arithmetical ability of our Fi- 
nance Committee to compute is unable to endure a tax of $1 per 
acre, where a guarantee of like annual crops is to be the return? 


Can it be possible, as the Senator predicts, that the owners of this 
rich agricultural on will abandon it and seek homes in the poorer 
hill regions rather than pay one dollar por acre to make their pres- 
ent homes secure? The annual cost of maintaining the levees is 
stated by those Senators at $600,000, which would require an annual 
tax on these lands of only four cents per acre. Mr. President, the 
Senator from Arkansas is not a safe prophet. There will be no 
abandoned plantations by reason of such tax burdens. The real 
difficulty, as I believe, is not that the owners of these lands are un- 
able to pay for a good levee system, but rather that the provision 
for the collection of the necessary taxes has not been adequate, and 
that the expenditure of the money has not been under one intelli- 
gent control so as to secure the best and most permanent results. 

vees have been badly located and badly constructed. Cavin 
banks have carried them into the river, and the filling up of the 
of the stream, or other ca has compelled an increase of height, 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] with fervid eloquence ap- 
peals to us to tie this country together with bands of love by rebuild. 
ing the Mississippi levees. He says: 

If there ever was a time this is the time when the Government in the hands of 
the North should say to the 988 „Obliterate all feelin, 


TOS: ' 
gallantry bf 7 we will make this one great and undivided 

Mr. President, men of all sections have made this a “great coun- 
try,” and the men of the North have kept it, not for themselves, “an 
undivided country.” From the redeemed inheritance of free consti- 
tutional government and equal rights before the law we have ex- 
cluded no one. There is, I am sure, no disposition anywhere in the 
North to withhold anything from any southern State on account of 
the rebellion. But I cannot accept the suggestion that we should 
by law, out of public revenues, do something other or more for any 
State or person that went into the rebellion because of that fact,or 
because of the poverty which came not of legal penalties but of nat- 
ural laws. I have no faith in the permanent influence of appropri- 
ations to bind men toa flag or a constitution. The allegiance of the 
South, which I believe to have been sincerely renewed, will be best 
secured by dealing with that section upon those equal and just prin- 
ciples which are applicable to all sections alike. If the construc- 
tion of levees by the General Government to prevent the overflow 
of lands and the destruction of crops can be 33 upon the Mis- 
sissippi, it must be upon no plea of a reconciliation between the sec- 
tions, but upon some principle which can find equal application in 
all sections. 

The suggestion that the work of building the levees is of a national 
character because it will furnish landing-places for boats and facilitate 
the postal service by seeuring the into the interior from over- 
flow is another attempt to make a mere incident stand forthe principal 
thing. EN railroad, bridge, or turnpike that is built facilitates 
commerce and the postal service, but who would base upon this inci- 
dental result a demand that the Government should build them? 

An interesting feature of the speech of the Senator from Arkansas 
was the attempt to find in the swamp-land act of 1850 a legislative 
precedent in support of his bill. He says: 

I have referred to the act creating the Mississippi River commission, but long 
before that, in 1850, by the swamp-land grant, Con committed itself to the 
propriety of building walls, for that grant was in part for that purpose. 

By the law to which he refers the United States gave to the sev- 
eral States the swamp and overflowed lands within their limits upon 
the sole condition that the proceeds arising from the sale thereof 
should be applied to reclaiming the lands by means of levees or 
drains. I am at a loss to know how an obligation on the part of the 
United States to de fifteen millions of money to reclaim 
these donated lands can be drawn from this act. The natural infer- 
ence seems to me to be that the United States would have nothing 
to do with levees and drains. The Government would not reclaim 
these lands while still the owner of them, and yet it is said that by 
giving them away we committed ourselves to follow this gift wit 
another. It must have been upon this principle that an Irish quar- 
termaster I knew in the Army returned a horse which had been pre- 
sented to him to the giver with the demand that he would have him 
shod. Mr. President, there are very large bodies of these donated 
swamp-landsin my own State still unreclaimed, and it will be of great 
interest to the owners of them if the Senator shall be able to make 

ood his suggestion that the United States can be called upon to 
drain them. For, to reverse another suggestion of his, if the Gov- 
ernment is committed to build up, it must be also to dig down. 

The amount of swamp and overflowed lands patented to the three 
States of 5 and Mississippi under the acts of 
Congress of 1849, 1850, and 1860 is as follows: 


Acres. 
. . è ccWͤ duped ART ¾¼—‚ MEN 7, 130, 858 
E T  cal cca dab dunce ccccdsavocdendastsTeht oyhacteadeunebeessoesecnt 8, 622, 273 
AR RTT — . 042, 
Pan cs utepivactsenceshatenasintesgusnedennabldcerséuksaqaks>ctans 18, 795, 418 


The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Jonas] presented the other day 
a memorial from the various commercial bodies of New Orleans, and 
in that, too, I think we discover simply that the ag at ad it isa 
natural one, for it is the forced cry of distress—is for leyees to keep 
the floods off their land. I desire to say here that no one complains 


1882. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2987 


of this, no one can complain of it as unnatural; but I object to this 


attempt to mingle the one 5 the other, the improvement of 
na tion with the defense of land, and I ask that those who seek 
to commit the Government to the construction of a levee system on 
that river shall do it upon the ground distinctly, if at all, that it is 
intended to protect lands, and tthe Government will receive the 
incidental benefit of great crops which will add to its commerce and 
general riches. The memorial is as follows: 


New ORLEANS, LOUISIANA, April 4, 1882. 
Hon. B. F. Joxas, 
United 


States Senator, Washington, D. O. : 


Original by mail. 
THOMAS L. AIREY, President. 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

The 8 e of the commercial interests of New Orleans, 
earnestly peti for favorable action on the levee appropriation bill now before 
Co: and the recommendations of the 3 ver ion. 

ey are convinced that any outside scheme would afford no relief, but militate 
bang Se 3 3 ire hag eg ean ems bt pet to Gatsie atten- 
on from rayers oi or prom: cient action on recom- 
mendations of the river 8 N 
The dire and enormous losses now being e 


Please present the following petition. 


of 5 
The Senators Se eae from Louisiana are earnestly requested to 
t this ition and favorable action on our behalf. 
eT = sean THOMAS L. AIREY, 
ew Orleans Cotton 


‘Exchange. 


i Clearing-House Association. 
P ae ‘ON, 

‘ew Orleans Stock Exchange. 
JAMES A. SHAKSP. 


Mi s 
H. DUDLEY COLEMAN, 
Acting President Mechanics, Dealers, and Lumbermen's Exchange. 

It will be noticed that these excellent gentlemen ask favorable 
action on the levee bill and the recommendations of the Mississippi 
River co on. They deprecate any outside schemes, by which 
I understand the outlet plan, and ask prompt and efficient action on 
the recommendations of the commission. It is plain that they under- 
stood a levee system to be part of these recommendations. And it is 
equally plain from the next e that they understand a levee 
system to be intended to protect their rich lands from overflow. The 
sup remote and contingent effect of these levees in deepening 
the low-water channel of the river is not even dimly alluded to. The 
distress under which their country is suffering gave candor and di- 
rectness to their ap They use no cloak. hey say, what the 
Senator from Louisiana said in substance in the speech to which I 
have already alluded, ‘‘ We have the richest land in the world, but it 
is subject to overflow, and we ask the United States ont of the pub- 
lic Treasury to protect these lands, and thus add vastly to their value 
and productiveness and so to our individual wealth, without laying’ 
any tax burden on us that is not equally borne by those who in other 
pus of the country are coaxing unwilling crops from sterile soils.” 

e Senator says: 

We have for years endeavored to secure the passage of some bill woul 
save us from the frequent occurrence of damage by devastating floods 8 
visited us this year. 

The Mississippi River commission have said, as i have shown, that 
a levee system is not a necessary adjunct of their plan of channel im- 
provement. Should they have said that it was they would have 
oe Ce that plan. 

Mr. sident, it is very plain that the States on the lower river 
hhave been planning and are hoping to shoulder off their costly levee 
system upon the General Government. 

I notice that in the constituti u of Louisiana there is a provision 
for the assessment of a levee tax of one mill, and it is expressly pro- 
vided in the very constitution that that levy of one mill shall cease 
whenever the General Government undertakes the construction of 
these levees. If there was any way in which the question could be 
promptly settled it would be greatly to the benefit of those States. 
As long sa the expectation of relief from Congress is entertained all 
efforts by the States will be paralyzed. 

The experience of the present flood may not be enough to disprove 
the effectiveness of levees to resist the waters; but it certainly has 
demonstrated that higher and stronger levees will be needed if that 
system is to be depended upon, 

The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Jonas] says that the recent flood 
has swept away— 

Whole levees that were deemed perfect, virtually 23 the unsatisfactory 
and incomplete levee system, by which the people of Mi: ppi, Arkansas, Ten- 
nesses, u Louisiana. ind: dently of each other, * * * ve fonght the 
encroachment of the Mississippi River. 

5 kansas, Mississi 

na large on 
Susanne we ta a small ee — and IIlino go Paes hey — 


swept away like cobwebs, and the muddy waters of the river pour over all the fer- 
elds, > 


Pri 


If it be true, Mr. President, that levees deemed perfect have been 
swept away like “cobwebs” by this flood, it is clear that the esti- 
mates for the new levees must be on a much more liberal scale than 
those suggested by the Senator from Arkansas. And if we extend 
the same relief, as we must, to the people living upon all of the navi- 
gable tributaries subject to overflow, the extent of the work and its 
immense and dimly-seen cost may well make prudent legislators hes- 
itate to enter upon this new field of public works. 

Mr. President, the surveys and observations made b 
sion must be of great use to the State engineers in la out a sys- 
tem of levees, and the incidental benefits which will result to the 
levees from the construction of the contemplated interchannel works 
are very substantial. 

A paper was read yesterday by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
KELLOGG] which he called the report of Captain Eads, a member 
of the commission. I donot know with what propriety it was char- . 
acterized as a report. It was not the action of the commission; it 
did not profess to have been the result of consultation with any 
other member of the commission, but was simply a volunteer letter 


the commis- 


to somebody giving his views on the question. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Will the Senator from Indiana permit me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. N. Certainl 


Mr. KELLOGG. I 9 that Captain Eads desired to add 
a supplemental report to the report of the commission which was 
sent to Co at the commencement of the session, and his re- 

rt is addressed to the Secretary of War and has been submitted to 

s coll es. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then it is a minority report of Captain Eads of 
the Mississippi River commission. 

Mr. KELLOGG. He concurs substantially with the commission, 
but he desired to amplify and elaborate the ideas set forth in the 
original report. He was not able to do it more fully when the report 
ya prepared, not having time or opportunity, and reserved the right 
to do 80. 

Mr. HARRISON. I know Captain Eads’s ability and disposition in 
the way of amplifying. That he certainly has demonstrated; but 
he stands away from the commission of which he is a member in 
what he has said. I do not intend to detain the Senate now by read- 
ing from his document, but I call attention to two suggestions in 
connection with the matter I am speaking about now. 

Captain Eads says that the effect of the system of improvement 
which the Mississippi River commission contemplates will be to do 
away with levees altogether; that the effect of the interchannel works 
will be such as to deepen the bed of the stream until leveeing may be 
entirely dispensed with. If that be true, and that is one of the in- 
cidental benefits which, in the opinion of some of the engineers, is 
to result from these interchannel works, which we must build if we 
ope the Mississippi, and if another incidental result is to be the 
holding of the banks and so-prevent the caving of the levees into the 
stream—if these incidental benefits are to make the work of these 
levees but a temporary one in the opinion of Captain Eads until a 
proximately not long hence they may be entirely dispensed with, 
would it not be better to leave the cost of supporting asystem which 
is primarily one of land defense where it is now rather than to have 
the General Government undertake it ? 

If the caving banks are held, the levees will not be carried into 
the river. If the ee eee of the engineers as to lowering the 
flood-line are ized, the levees need not be so high, and the danger 
of breaks will be greatly diminished. 

The proposition of the Senator from Arkansas is to shoulder the 
entire cost of constructing and maintaining the levees upon the 
national Treasury. Against this I protest. As the value of the lands 
is to be increased tenfold, lands which are described as the richest 
on earth and capable of production unequaled by any other lands 
in this country, should the owners be wholly relieved from any part 
of the cost which is to result in these benefits, particularly when the 
commission having this improvement in charge have said that inter- 
channel works will be in themselves efficient to accomplish the im- 
provement of the low-water navigation of the river, and that a sys- 
tem of levees is not even a necessary auxiliary f 


It is, I know, Mr. President, a time of distress in large sections of 
the States on the lower river. No right-feeling man can be unmoved 
by this distress. Con 


has not ‘stayed the relief asked till an 
nice questions of constitutional power could be discussed and settled. 
That Department of the Government which once sent armies and 
nboats to destroy and kill became the quick and gracious agert of 
ongress to convey food and shelter to the hungry and homeless, 
Three hundred and fifty thousand dollars have been appropriated for 
rations and $20,000 for seeds. In addition to this the proposition is 
gravely made on Congress to appropriate $15,000 to send agents of 
the United States into the overilowed district to collect statistics of 
the losses by the flood and to report them to Congress. I have some- 
times been almost led to ask myself whether State governments still 
existed in those States, and if so, whether they had not some other 
relation to these afflicted people than that of disbursing agents for 
the United States. But we cannot, Mr. President, Isubmit, much as 


our sympathies go out, float out of the Treasury on the tide of our 
sympathies fifteen, probably fifty million dollars to construct a sys- 
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sem of levees which, even in the opinion of engineers, is not essen- 
tial for the work of channel improvement, 


Mr. JONAS. Mr. President—— 

Mr, KELLOGG. Will my colleague give way for a moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Grooms in the chair.) Does 
the Senator from Louisiana yield to his colleague? 

Mr. JONAS. Yes, sir. 12 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask the Senator from Louisiana 
to let the pending bill lie aside informally that I may callup the 
agricultural appropriation bill. I hope to pass that bill this even- 
ing. It has now been upon the tables of Senators for weeks awaiting 
an op’ ty to be considered. ` f 

Mr. KELLOGG. I will detain the Senate but a moment if the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia will yield. : 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. If it is for an explanation, of course 


I yield. 

Mtr. KELLOGG. It is a mere explanation. I was absent from the 
Chamber, or I would not now trouble the Senate, when the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Fnxxj] early in the day took occasion toanimadvert 
on the remarks that I made yesterday regarding she ponding bill. 

In regard to the ntatemenf of te. Benator apm Haine as to my 
coll © pro} an amendmen 0 cally changing one 
of 833 bill, and in regard to what I said yesterda, 
which the Senator from Maine quoted touching that amendment, 
desire to say that I think there need be no misapprehension what- 
ever in regard to this bill on the part of myself or any member of 
the committee. The bill was referred to a sub-committee and by the 
sub-committee reported to the general committee. The-general com- 
mittee had but one session in which they gave any ial consid- 
eration to it. The bill was reported with the general restrictions 
contained therein. The bill appropriates $5,000,000 to the Missis- 
vent River, and $1,000,000 to the Missonri River, and this is the pro- 


Provided, That no part of the said sum herein ted shall be used in the | disa 


construction or repair of levees for the purpose of preventing injury to reat 


verflow, or for other whatever except as a means of 
shannels or impro the navigation of the said rivers. 


The committee recommend an appropriation for the purpose of car- 
rying out the plan of improvement adopted by the commission. It 
is an important question whether this restriction may not bear a con- 
struction that would practi defeat the va onone of the bill, 
We are not sure that it would, but in order to challenge the atten- 
tion of the Senate and secure a full consideration of the nature 
and effect of this restriction, it was concluded that an amendment 
might consistently be submitted which would bring the whole ques- 
tion to the fair and candid consideration of the Senate before a vote 
was taken, and if the Senate believed after consideration that this 
restriction might embarrass the commission in carrying out their 
plan. That is all. That is the sum and substance of this whole 
matter, 

In regard to some of the remarks of the Senator from Indiana, I 
desire to read an extract from my remarks of yesterday: 

The underlying principle of the jetties is one of concentration as against what 
is called the outlet theory, which is one of on. ‘The concentration theory is 
that which is unders to have been adopted by the Mississippi River commis- 
sion. This plan of improvement, I believe all agree, will ultimately dispense with 
the necessity of any system of levees as such. 

We alla, upon that. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ido not recall the allusion which the Senator 
makes. Perhaps he misconceives some reference I made to his col- 


league. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I supposed it was with reference to something I 
had said. 

Mr. HARRISON. Probably not. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Very well; be that as it may, my colleague and 
the other members of the commit I think, and the friends of the 
bill will a substantially to what I said yesterday, that the plan of 
the commission if carried out will eventually result in ens 
with the whole system of levees as such. That is all we cla 

Mr. HARRISON, Will the Senator from Louisiana yield to me 
one moment ? 

Mr. KELLOGG. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask the Senator whether the bill as reported 
by the committee does ve pe the commission full discretion to 
spend the money eh og in any way, provided the prime object 
is the improvemen of the low-water navigation of the river? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I am 8 glad the Senator has asked me the 
question. If the Senator permit me, I will read what I said 
yesterday : 

Before I conclude I desire to say a word regarding one feature of the proposed 


That is the clause in my remarks regarding which the Senator 
from Maine took exceptions: 


Before I conclude I desire to say a word — 2 one feature of the 8 
bill. Although the committeo A unanimously in reporting this bill, some of 
Sheen, miyasi among the. number, it better to impose no upon 
ery aar be at li toask the after due consideration, and 
fore the bill is finally submi: to a vote, to agree to an amendment removing all 
8 leaving as — — per to be the Low judges as to 8 the 
interest of commerce na appropriation, ora part thereof, 
shall be used in rebuilding — or em 


If the Senator from Indiana will satisfy the Senate that the re- 
strictions in the bill will not embarrass the commission and prevent 
it carrying out one of the distinctive and principal features of their 
proposed plan, and whichI understand the President in his message 
of to-day recommends, namely, the posing of the gaps caused in the 
embankments of the Mississippi River, I will be content. All we 
want, and, as I understand, all the friends of the bill want is that 
when you give the commission the $6,000,000 proposed by the bill 
they shall be allowed to expend it in conformity with the plan pro- 


by them. 

Mr. J ONAS. Mr. President, I did not take up the time of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. Harrison] to reply to the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. FRYE] so far as he referred to me as a member of the co 
mittee. I consented that the bill should be reported, as did all the 
members of the committee, but I expressly reserved at the time any 
right to offer amendments, or to support amendments which should 
apply a portion of the appropriation for the purpose of building 
levees, with the object not only of improving the navigation of the 
Mississippi River, but also of preventing the destructive overflow of 
the alluvial banks. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West V. I now ask that the bill be inform- 
ally laid aside, in order that the Senate may consider the agricultural 
appropriation bill. 

e PRESIDENT pro tem The unfinished business will be in- 
formally laid aside with a view to taking ap the bill indicated by 
the Senator from West Virginia, if there be no objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the 3 had passed the bill (S. No. 1200} 
to amend sections 2586 and 2587 of the Revised Statutes of the Uni 
States, by creating the collection district of Yaquina, in the State of 
125 and authorizing the appointment of a collector therein. 

The — also announced that the House further insisted on its 

ment to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 
3548) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment for the fiscal year deren June 30, 1883, and for other purposes; 
asked a further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses theron, and had appointed Mr. L. B. CASWELL 
of Wisconsin, Mr, J. G. CANNON of Illinois, and Mr. E. Joux ELLIS 
of Louisiana, managers at the further conference on the part of the 


House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 197) making an appropriation to supply a defi- 
ciency in the = re for public printing and binding for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1 in which it requested the concur- 


rence of the Senate. 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 4466) making appropriations for the Agricultural 
Department of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1883, and for were à 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Ishall make an explanation of the 
bill in a very few moments, and then I will ask that the amendments 
reported by the Committee on Appropriations may be acted upon as 
thor are reached in the reading of the bill. 

he amount of estimates for the coming fiscal year, 1883, as presented 
is $502,980. The amount appropriated by the bill as it passed the 
House was $433,880. The amount of the bill as reported to the Sen- 
ate is $414,780. The bill as reported to the Senate appropriates 
$19,100 less than the bill as it came from the House. 

I only wish the Senate to notice the fact that the bill as reported 
from our committee appropriates less money than if did as it came 
from the House. It wi observed that there are numerous chan 
but the aggregate of the bill as it is reported to the Senate for action 
is less than the bill as it passed the House by some $19,000 or $20,000. 
There will be an apparent increase in the salaries of some of the 
officers, but $400 is the entire increase of the bill. Though one 
noticing the different changes might think that there isa considerable 
increase in the salaries of some of the officers, the gate increase 
is but 8400. I ask the Secretary now to read the bill, and that the 
amendments of the Committee on Appropriations be acted on as they 
are reached. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read, and the 
amendments of the committee will be acted on in their order as they 
are reached in the reading of the bill. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. The first amendment was, in line 12, to increase the 
appropriation ‘‘ for compensation of Commissioner of Agriculture“ 
from $4,000 to $4,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word “department,” in line 12, 


to insert ‘‘who shall be superintendent of the de ent build- 


ing;” and in line 14, after the word “thousand,” to insert “two hun- 
dred ;” 80 as to 2 


Chief clerk in said ho shall be tendent of the d 
rity department, w superin e department 
Mr. SEWELL. I observe that the salary of the chief clerk is 
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simply increased $200, while many other salaries are increased from 
$2,000 to $2,500. I therefore move 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As soon as the amendments of the 
committee have been acted upon, the Senator can then propose an 
amendment. 

Mr. SEWELL. Very well. 

The amendment was a to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment was, 
in line 15, after the word ‘‘accounts,” to insert “and;” and in line 16, 
after the word “clerk,” to strike out “and superintendent of depart- 
ment building;” so as to read: 

Chief of division of accounts and disbursing clerk, $1,800. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 32, to increase the total amount 
of the appropriation for compensation of the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture and the clerks, &c., in his Department from $59,280 to 859,980. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, inline 35, to increase the appropriation 
“for compensation of chief chemist” from $2,000 to $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 41, to increase the total amount 
of appropriation for compensation of chief chemist and assistants 
from 39.000 to 89,500. 

Thelamendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line 43, to increase the appropriation 
for compensation of entomologist” from $2,000 to $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. l 

The next amendment was, in line 44, to increase the appropriation 
for compensation of “one assistant entomologist” from 51, 200 to 
$1,400. 

The amendment was ageed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 47, to increase the total amount 
of the appropriation for salaries in the entomological division from 

200 to $7,900. 

„The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 49 to 55 inclusive, in 
the following words: 

z Statistical e 1 pi ey 

or com of one tistic’ 
clerks of — $3,200; one clerk of class 
in all, $13,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read the following clause, from 
line 56 to line 59: 

F 6 gist, landscape gardener, and super- 

or com ’ 
intendent of garden and grounds, a) am =a 

Mr. BECK. My recollection is that the salary in this case was to 
be increased from 52,000 to $2,500, along with the others. I move 
that “five hundred“ be inse after “two thousand,” so as to make 
the compensation $2,500, 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I suggest to the Senator to wait 
until we get through with the amendments of the committee, then 
we can come back to this clause. 

Mr. BECK. Very well. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was 
to strike out lines 78 to 86 inclusive, in the following words: 

And it is hereby enacted that, in -e 
for the sums herein appropriated to the Lee | 0 ary, 
missioner of A ture shall present a de statement of the manner of the 
expenditure of the amounts hereby app to accompany his estimates to 
be presented at the next regular n of Congress: Pro That no part of 
these sums shall be paid to any pornon receiving at the same time other compen- 
sation as an officer or employé of the Government. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 86, to insert: 

Division of agricutural statistics : 

For compensation of one statistician, $2,500; one clerk of class 4, $1,800; two 
clerks of clase 3, $3,200; one clerk of class 2, $1,400; four clerks of class 1, $4,800; 
in all, $13,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 98, before the word “ thousand,“ 
to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five” and insert “eighty ;” and in the same 
line, after the word“ dollars,” to strike out the word “to” and insert 
‘t of which sum $10,000 shall;” so as to read: 

For colleetin 


000; one clerk of class 4, $1,800; two 
$1,400; four clerks of class L, $4,800; 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,in the same clause, after the words 
„United States,” in line 103, to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, That no of this sum shall be to receiving at the 
eee firepit ty eee eyo A 5 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 140, after the word “ for,“ to 
strike out expenses cf machinery and apparatus, labor, &c., to con- 


tinue ;” in line 142, after the word“ sorghum,” to insert “‘ beets ;” 
in the same line, after the word “ plants,” to strike out “twenty- 
five” and insert “ten;” and after the word “ dollars,“ in line 143, 
to strike out the words: 

To be available immediately; and out of the above sum the Commissioner of 
Agriculture is hereby authorized pay the chief chemist $1,000 as additional com- 
pensation for the next fiscal year for the continuation of experiments in connection 
with the manufacture of sugar from beets and for the cultivation of beets; for 
that purpose, $10,000. 


So as to make the clause read: 


For experiments in the manufacture of sugar from sorgh beets, and other 
sugar-producing planta, $10,000. * — * 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 178, to increase the appropria- 
tion “for entomological and botanical works of reference, works on 
chemistry and mineralogy, charts, current agricultural works for 
library, miscellaneous agricultural periodicals, and the completion 
of imperfect series,” from $1,000 to $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 183, after the word “ 8 
ure,” to insert“ including the Rocky Mountain locust and the cot - 
ton-worm,” and in line 187, after the word “ dollars,“ to strike out 
to be immediately available j” so as to make the clause read: 


the history and habits of insects injurious to agriculture, in- 
ents in as- 


i Mr. CALL. In line 184, after the word“ cotton-worm,” I move to 
nsert: 

And for the orange and lemon, and plants of the citrus family. 

I understand that the Senator in charge of the bill consents to this 
amendment to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I will state that it does not change 
na appropriation, but simply enlarges the scope of the investiga- 

on 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended ee eer to. A 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was to 
strike out lines 189 to 194, inclusive, in the following words: 


Rocky Mountain locust: For 5 the exploration of those of the 
8 where the Rocky Mountain locust permanently breeds, with a view to as- 


the ta of the locust in the Missis- 
sippi an h $5,000, & be immediately available. So 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 


line 201, after the word “thereon,” to strike out “which shall be 
available immediately ;” so as to make the clause rend: 


To complete the work now in of tes: the fineness, textile stre! a 
and other peculiarities of wools other animal fibers, and for the study of the 
physical properties of cotton fibers produced under different conditions of climate 


culture, and for the preparation of reports thereon, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 203, after the word “ of,” to strike 
out “swine, sheep, and other;” in line 205, after the word (of,“ to 
strike out“ diseases of swine and sheep, and ;” and in line 207, before 
wa word “classes,” to strike out “other;” so as to make the clause 


Investi; g the diseases of domesticated animals: For continuing the inves- 
tigation of infectious and contagious diseases to which all classes of domesticated 

mals are subject, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike ont lines 209 to 215, inclusive, 
in the following words: 

Data ting the cultural needs of — f west of the Rocky Mount 
ains: For N e ena the Commissioner o ture to procureand 
23 data touching the agri needs of that on of the United States 

ying west of the Rocky Mountains, $5,000, to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 217, after the word “for,” to strike 
out “the reclamation of arid and waste lands lying in certain Western 
States and Territories, $20,000, to be immediately available,” and 
insert ‘‘locating and sinking two artesian wells on the plains eastof 
the Rocky Mountains, with a view to reclaiming arid and waste 
public lands, $20,000;” so as to read: 

Reclamation of arid and waste lands: For locating and 

ountains, with 


sinking two artesian 
wells on the plains east of the Rocky M a view to reclaiming arid 
and waste public lands, $20,000. 


The amendment was a to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 226, after the 
word ‘‘dollars,” to insert “to be immediately available;” so as to 
make the proviso read: 

Provided, also, That a sum not to 6 be immediately available, may 
be used by the Commissioner of Agriculture payment of expenses already 


The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, in line 231, after the word“ eult- 
ure,” to insert “to experiment and;” and, in line 232, before the 
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word “thousand,” to strike out “seven” and insert“ ten;“ so as to 
make the clause read: 

For the of enabling the Commissioner of culture to experiment and 
to continue an investigation and report upon the subject of forestry, $10,000. 

The amendment was oe to. F j 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
line 246, after the word “ dollars,” to insert“ $2, of which sum 
shall be immediately available ;” so as to make the clause read: 

F e eight, hatges, fuel, lights, subsistence, and f 

„express ©; su 8 and care o. 

henson, repaired’ harness, paper, twine, and gum for folding-room; and for mis- 
cellaneous items, goons ‘or advertising, telegraphing, dry „soap, nebas 
brooms, mats, oils, paints, glass, lumber, hardware, ice, purchasing supplies, an 
necessary items, including actual . while on the Sasioees of the 
Department, $15,000, $2,000 of which shall be immediately available. 

The amendment was a to. 

The next amendment was, after line 251, to insert: 

For repairing and resurfacing concrete roads and walks on the grounds, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert as an additional section the 
following: 

Src. 2. That no part of the sums herein or hereafter appropriated for the De- 


partment of Agriculture shall be paid to any person as additional salary or com- 
pensation, ving at the same other compensation as an officer or panere 
of the Government; and in addition to the proper vouchers and accounts for the 
sums appropriated for the said De ent to be furnished to the accounting offi- 
- of the „the Commissioner of Agriculture eee — 3 

each session, t to Congress a s ent o 6 0 — 
tures of appropriations for said Department for the last preceding year. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This concludes the amendments 
of the Committee on Appropriations. The bill is still open to amend- 
ment, 

Mr. BECK. In line 222, I move to strike out ‘‘ $20,000” and insert 
* 10,000 ;” so as to read: 

For 9 sinking two artesian wells on the plains east of the Rocky 
Mountains, with a view to reclaiming arid and waste public lands, $10,000. 

It is an experiment of very t donbt any way. 

Mr. PLUMB. I suggest to the Senator from Kentucky, not that I 
care to oppose his amendment, whether, in line 220, before ‘‘ artesian 
wells,” the word “two” should not be stricken out and “one” in- 
serted, 

Mr. GARLAND. Let me suggest to the Senator from Kentuck, 
that we go back to the first part of the bill, in order that some amend- 
ments may be considered before we get so far slong. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That will not make any difference. 
We can act on this question and then go back. 

Mr. GARLAND. I think it would be better to take the bill in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Margini There is something in what the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. LUME] says. If the appropriation is re- 
duced from $20,000 to $10,000, then “two” should be stricken out and 
“one” inserted, so as to read, one artesian well.” 

Mr. PLUMB. I simply wish to observe that if we appropriate for 
two artesian wells we may be confronted with two incomplete holes 
in the ground next year, and obliged either to stop them, having no 
results, or to appropriate more money to continue the sinking. I 
prefer, so far as I am concerned—and I think it would be much more 
wise—to have one well completed. No more money will be spent 
than is e ss I presume, and it is better to have one well and 
something definite to be shown for the money, than to have two 
incomplete wells. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How much has already been spent in that 
line? e 

Mr. PLUMB. I think there has been $30,000 spent, with the net 
result, as I am told, of a hole in the ground about five hundred feet 
deep. 

r. BECK. And they have got no water. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I pomme the committee has no 
objection to the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky. The 

uestion was debated in the committee for some time whether there 


should be one or two wells sunk, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kentucky, to strike out “ $20,000” and insert 
“ $10,000.” x 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is an amendment offered to strike 


out two“ and insert ‘‘one,” so as to read ‘‘one artesian well” in- 
stead of “ two artesian wells?” 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I understand the Senator from 
Kansas os PLUMB] to offer that amendment. 

Tho PRESIDENT pro fem, The question is ing to th 

e ro y e question is on in e 

amendment of the Banator Kom . beg nd 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas, 
who lives in that country and is probably familiar with it, whether 
this appropriation had not better be continued in that $30,000 hole, 
It seems that we have already sunk $30,000 to get down five hundred 
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feet. How much farther would this $10,000 take us? Would it take 
us one hundred feet farther down? 

Mr. PLUMB. At the rate at which the money has heretofore been 
spent, I should say it would not; but there is 178 hope that the 
e may be more judiciously expended hereafter. I think 
the investigation which has been had in that section of country 
has indicated very plainly that the point at which this five hundred- 
foot hole was sunk was not a good place to get an artesian well. 
The Commissioner now believes that by geological examinations 
carried on under his direction he has ascertained amuch better place 
for the location of wells, and that the sum, probably, of $5,000 will 
sink a well to a point where water can be obtained which will flow 
over the surface; and two not being sunk they will be able to go 
down far enough with one well to afford an opportunity to test the 


matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was a d to. 

Mr. SEWELL. I observe that the committee has increased the 
pay of the division officers of the Agricultural Department; for in- 
stance, the chief of the chemical division from $2,000 to $2,500, and 
the chief of the entomological division also; and a new officer, a 
statistician, has been created at a salary of $2,000. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I will say to my friend that he is 
mistaken about the committee creating anew officer. The bill would 
naturally mislead one not carefully examining it, but the Senator 
will find that it is simply a transfer from one part of the bill to an- 


other. 

Mr. SEWELL. It appears to have been created from the amend- 
ment pra in italics. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Ales Gtr 
Senator says in regard to the 
is created, 

Mr. SEWELL. The pay, then, has been increased, I take it, from 
$2,000 to $2,500. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The pay is actually decreased far 
the reason that for the present year there was $1,000 paid for extra 
services. The Senator will observe that this bill has made the salary 


$2,500. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will say to the Senator from West Virginia that 
I do not find any fault about increasing the pay. I simply want to 
call the attention of the Senate to one officer whose pay has not been 
increased up to this standard, and that is the chiefclerk. The chief 
clerk of this Department is practically the executive officer of the 
Department. The Commissioner is necessarily absent a large part 
of his time over the country addressin cultural societies, and 
the chief clerk is the executive officer of the Department, and he has 
always had as much pay as anybody else in the Department except 
the Commissioner. The committee simply raise his pay $200, while 
moy raise the pay of others $500. 

r. BECK. e struck $500 off the pay of some of the others. 
They were $3,000 and $2,500, and the two salaries were consolidated 
into one, The one that the Senator supposes was increased $500 is 
simply struck down 1 

. SEWELL. I simply take the words in the bill 
For compensation of chief chemist, $2,500. 


The words “ five hundred” are printed in italics, and I take it that 
the salary has been increased . I move, in line 14, to insert 
“five” in place of“ two” before the word“ hundred,” so as to make 
the salary of the chief clerk $2,500 instead of $2,200. 

Mr. MORRILL. I wish to say that so far as the chemist is con- 
cerned he is one of the most accomplished and scientific chemists 
in the country, and I doubt not if employed at any college or uri- 
versity his services would command a higher rate the commit- 
tee would be 15 1 75 to give him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment moved by the 
Senator from New Jeusey relates to the of the chief clerk. 

Mr. MORRILL. I understand the amendment. The amendment, 
however, proposes to bring the salary of the chief clerk, whose serv- 
ices certainly do not require any scientific education, up to the stand- 
ard of the chemist. 

Mr. ALLISON. The chemist, and entomologist, and one or two 
other employés of the Agricultural Department have hitherto received 
in some form or other extra compensation. The bill provides that 
they shall in future receive no other compensation but the salary pro- 
vided. It is intended to confine these several officers to the actual 
salaries which we vote. Thechief clerk has hitherto received $2,000 
per annum. This bill increases his 5 $200. That is fully 
up to the compensation of the chief clerk of many of the Depart- 
ments of the Government. I know of no reason why the chief clerk 
in the Agricultural Department should receive more pay than the 
chief clerk in some of the other Departments. 

Mr. SEWELL. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa that I stated 
the reason, that he is half the time acting commissioner in conse- 

uence of the n absence of the Commissioner, and that he is 
the executive officer of the Department. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I hope the Commissioner and the chief clerk 
may make some equitable adjustment in referenee to the salary dur- 
ing the absence of the former, 


I agree to the truth of what the 
increase of salaries, but no new officer 
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Mr. SEWELL. I call the attention of the Senate, besides, to the 
fact that a mere eg f who is neither a scientific man nor an 
? 


executive man $1,800; that a mere st clerk gets $1,800 ; 
and yet the chic clerk’ through whom all the orders come and prac- 
tically from whom a large number of them originate, is to get sim- 
ply $2,200 a year. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Of course the amendment is out of 
order if an objection is made, because it proposes to increase asalary 
without previous notice to the Committee on Appropriations; but I 
desire to state to the Senate, and then will let the Senate vote upon 
it, that the salary now paid the chief clerk of the Agricultural De- 
partment is that of the chief clerk of the Post-Office Department, of 
the Department of Justice, and perhaps of some other Departments. 
Isee no reason why the salary of this officer should be increased 
beyond what the committee has reported. The fact is that we made 
the salary $2,200 instead of $2,000 because some chief clerks in other 
Departments got $2,200. I hope the amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey will not be to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I desire to call attention, in connection with what 
the Senator from West 8 has stated, to the fact that the chief 
clerk of the General Land Office receives only $2,000 a year; the 
chief clerk of the Pension Bureau receives only $2,000 a year; the 
chief clerk of the Patent Office receives $2,250 a year; the chief clerk 
of the Commissioner of Education receives $1,800 a year, and so on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The questionis on the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey to increase the salary of the chief 
* clerk from $2,200 to $2,500. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GARLAND. After the word “dollars,” in line 139, I move to 
add: 


For the purchase and distribution of seeds, under the direction of the Commis- 
sioner of re ony i ae rere in the States where crops were destroyed dur- 
the J ever ad ht, and who are made destitute Fee overflow 

of the ppi River and its tributaries, $20,000, to be tely available. 


About ten days ago, the Senate will bear in mind, a bill came 
from the House making an appropriation for the purchase of seeds 
to supply the overflowed districts where the seeds had been de- 
stroyed. At that time the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] 
indicated that he desired to amend that bill so as to embrace sub- 
stantially what this amendment contains. I suggested to him that 
I had an amendment on my table ready to be offered to this bill, 
which had been reported then by the committee. 

This has been doue several times by Congress. In the Forty-sixth 
Congress a similar appropriation was made for the section of the 
country 8 by grasshoppers. I called the attention of the 
Senator from West Virginia to the amendment before I offered it. 
The bill had been reported to the Senate before the matter was 
called to my attention. I knew I would be without the rule, but I 
asked the Senator from West Virginia not to raise the question of 
order upon me. It is a meritorious demand, and the Sl ea 
would have been made on the other bill, I dare say, but for the fact 
that we did not want to amend the bill so that it would have to go 
back to the House for concurrence, 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, It will be noticed, commencin 
on line 107, that the bill 3 $80,000 for the purchase an 
distribution of seeds, &c. e committee believed that that amount 
would be sufficient to cover all requirements. I see no good reason 
why we should increase that appropriation. The committee con- 
sidered the general question and came to the conclusion that $80,000 
was sufficient for the whole purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any point of order raised 
upon the amendment? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. No, sir; the point of order is not 


raised, 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, neither the committee nor Con 
is aware of the actual destitution and necessity for the supply of 
seeds in certain portions of the country, particularly the West and 
part of the South, for the reason that the people who have lost their 
seeds through the flood are of that class who are not in a condition 
to make complaint. The rer sections of the country generally 
have suffered very greatly in this respect. Once in a while we have 
complaints of the most urgent character for the supply of seeds. The 
season is now advancing, at least in the southern States, consider- 
ably, and it is very desirable that we should have the amount of 
money that is named in the amendment made immediately available. 
We shall spend, under the bill as it stands, during the next fiscal 

ear for the purchase and distribution of seeds. They will 
distributed broadcast through the country, and those who are able 
to buy seeds and who have an 3 to get to market will re- 
ceive these large benefactions : whereas the persons who really need 
them now have no opportunity to get them. It seems to me a duty, 
one of charity and evolence on the part of Congress, that we 
should supply these people with a chance to raise something for their 
subsistence, aor oe indeed in a very wretched condition. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Alabama 
if he is informed how much the State governments of the States to 
which he refers have done for these people? 

Mr. MORGAN, I think the State governments have yielded up 


the important business of distributing seeds entirely to the Federal 
Government. 


South, East, or West has done an 


Mr. HOAR. I am not speaking of distributing seeds ; I am speak- 
ing of the general matter of charity to these people. 
. MORGAN. I do not know that any Eaa L Norai, 
ything tow supplyin © peo- 
pie with food. Perhaps the Legislature of Michigan ASE have 
one so; I do not remember about that. The question now pro- 
pounded was notasked when the grasshoppers had devastated one 
portion of the West and had destroyed the seeds. The object of t 
amendment is to encourage agriculture by giving seeds to the people, 
Mr. HOAR. I do not make a point on this immediate appropria- 
tion. Ihave voted with great pleasure for the other appropriations 
which were made, the appropriations for rations and so on, and I 
should have voted for a larger sum if it had been proposed. I donot 
mean to impute that the people in the districts referred to do in the 
least lie down on the General Government without having their neigh- 
bors in their own States who are affected by the flood do their share. 
Ido not mean to imply that they have not done it. I merely ask for 
information simply without any suggestion, if there has been any- 
thing done? 
Mr. ALLISON. I am perfectly willing to vote for the amendment 


if I can understand that it is necessary, Ido not know what part of 
the country requires seeds on account of the drought of last year. 
Mr. MORG I can state to the Senator only from personal ob- 


servation and in reference to my own State that there is a very large 
portion of the State of Alabama, particularly in the northern and 
northwestern section, where the pas last summer actually de- 
stroyed the seeds and where the people have been put to great trouble 
even to get seed-corn to plant. The ordinary garden vegetable seeds 
1 think are pretty well destroyed throughout a ee pete of that 
1 I understand that the scarcity extends also through parts 
of the State of Tennessee, and perhaps even in the country higher up. 
I know how it is in Illinois and I know how it is in my own State. 
It is real destitution. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know that some years ago on account of the grass- 

hopper plagnes there was an appropriation of $20,000 made for the 
urchase of seeds to be distributed in that region of country. If a 
e necessity exists I am perfectly willing that this appropriation 
shall be made, but I think it is an unsafe thing for us to appropriate 
this money unless we are reasonably well satisfied that the necessity 
exists. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no doubt that $20,000 expended in the way 
of seeds and made immediately available would be worth more to the 
people than the whole of the $80,000 appropriated for the general 
purpose by the bill, for that will be scattered about among persons 
who are able to gt seeds and perhaps through a region where seeds 
areabundant. Complaints now come from my State indicating that 
the yeni are in great necessity in a portion of the State for seeds 
to plant their fields and gardens. 

r. BECK. This is now the 18th day of April. This bill cannot 
ass, I poenos so as to reach the President before the Ist day of 
fay. I know of no crop, certainly none south of the Ohio River, 

that is not planted before the Ist day of May. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will say to the Senator from Kentucky that 
it is true the main crops will have been planted there by that time, 
but there is a necessity to have seed for many purposes, which this 
appropriation will supply. 

Ir. BECK. The Commissioner of Agriculture appeared before the 
committee and laid before us, as far as I know, everything Mias he 
had heard of and every complaint that had been made to him, and 
no suggestion of this sort was made; no suggestion to this effect 
was made by anybody before the committee while the bill was un- 
der consideration ; and now, when it is too late to do poe dri on 
such an appeal, to give $20,000 would be idle and useless. e 
Commissioner will never find out until it is too late to sass any 
crops where to send the seeds or what to do with them. It will be 


$20,000 thrown away, in my judgment. 
Mr. MORRILL. suggest tothe Senator from Kentucky that the 
Commissioner of Agric 


ture mighi bestow it on peonio of the North 
where the potato crop was entirely cut down last year and they 
have not any left for seed in many piace 

Mr. GARLAND. The Senator from Kentucky is totally mistaken. 
about nobody’s &tention having been called to this. As early as. 
J 3 1 ee a petition from half a dozen counties of the 
State of Arkansas and sent it to the committee of which he is a mem- 
ber, stating this among other troubles for which those people were 
asking relief; the counties of Drew, Clay, and others in the State of 
Arkansas. It is not my fault, it is not their fault that action has. 
not been taken on this matter before. Representative King, of Louis- 
jana, came here and called attention to the fact that he had a num- 
ber of cases all through Louisiana where such applications were. 
made. Now if the committee has not acted until it is too late to do 
good, it has not a sufficient excuse, As a matter of course, if the 
appropriation is made and the Commissioner of Agriculture finds no 
occasion to expend it, there will be no expenditure; but I insist that 
there is every reason for the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. HAMPTON, Mr. President, I had a conversation a short time 
ago with the Commissioner of Agriculture, and he expected that the- 
appropriation would be made. I differ with the Senator from Ken- 
tucky as tothe propriety, indeed the absolute necessity, of makin; 
it. Commissioner consulted me as to the kinds of seed to send 


2992 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 18, 


out to the people of the inundated districts and I told him to send 
anillet and some early corn. The great difficulty that those pesple 
are going to encounter there is not so much for the want of food, 
cause the Government in its generosity has met that demand, but it 
is for forage. We can plant there till the middle of June and 
millet very well in May. I think it is of absolute consequence that 
this appropriation should be made. 5 
Mr. BECK. I have inquired of several members of the commit- 
tee around me and they a with me that the Commissioner failed 
to make any communication showing that there was any demand of 
this sort. I have no doubt that there are people over the country, 
and there are some in my portion of the country, who lost a great 
deal by the drought and the flood; but while it is well enough to 
‘send ont and try experiments and get reports as to improvements 
that can be made, it is the worst possible policy for the people of this 
country to be looking to the Federal Government for assistance and 
for help. I admit that in the inundated districts aid was required 
because there was a case of emergency where the State governments 
and the neighbors could not at once help the sufferin people; but 
merely beeause there has been a scarcity of seed whic not been 
of sufficient importance for the Commissioner of a ieke to call 
our attention to it, itis not a good principle for people to be coming to 
the Federal Government for $10,000 or $20,000 or $30,000 to be dis- 


tributed among them. It is not good for them. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas, [ Mr. GARLAND. ] 


Mr. GARLAND called for the yeas and nays, and they were or- 


dered. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I simply want to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the fact that there are $80,000 now in this bill 
for the distribution of seeds. All parts of the country, itis true, are 
to have their equal proportion of that, and they are to be of the 
kinds which will best serve them. à 

Mr. MORGAN. This bill, as it was framed by the committee, re- 
quires that there shall be an equal distribution of seeds from the 
whole appropriation, according to climate, among the Members and 
Senators. That destroys the useful provision heretofore made. 
Take this money and distribute it equally among Senators and Rep- 
resentatives for the purchase of and it does no good whatever 
for the relief of those persons who are in destitution for the want of 
an immediate crop. I hope this amendment will not be overthrown 
on that account. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not see how this amendment is to be exe- 
cuted. Here are localities where the potato crop was an entire fail- 
ure last year. bee Biers Is it to be expected that in 
a State like Iowa we are to make a demand for seed potatoes simply 
because there was drought there last year? Should there not be 
some more particular description? 

Mr. MORGAN. Why do we give seed at all? Why not abolish 
the whole system? 

Mr. ALLISON. In return Lask the Senator from Alabama, why do 
it? But here we impose on the Commissioner of Agriculture the duty 
of distributing twenty thousand dollars’ worth of seeds to States 
where Atetight took place last year. Ishould like to know what 
States that distribution is to provide for? That is the difficulty 
with me. If there are seeds that can be now distributed profitably 


to regions where seeds cannot be purchased and to people who can- 
not afford to purchase them, I am ee willing to so devote the 
— of the Government of the United States. 


ORGAN. That is perv the object of this amendment. 
Mr. ALLISON, Thon why not say so? 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FRYE, 3 his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from „[Mr. HILL. ] 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced 
yeas 12, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—12. 
Gall Groome, orga, Vi 
oe of Illincis, Hampton, Pugh, Walker. 
NAYS—32. 
Allison, Farley, Ji paea Pendleton, 
Bayard, 8 Jones of Nevada, . 
Beck. irea ham, Plumb, 
Cameron of Wis., l. Rollins, 
Cockrell, Harrison, McPherson, Saulsbury, 
ke, Hawley, ey, Sawyer, 
Davis of W. Va., Hoar, Mitchell, Sewell, 
wes, Ingalls, Sherman. 
ABSENT—32. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Johnston. Miller of N. T., 
Anthony, Fair, Jones of Florida, 
Blair, Ferry, Kellogg, Slater, 
—..— Benen Logan; Yan Wyck, 
an 
Cameron aiea Bil of Colorado, Mahone, Williams, 
o! „ 
Conger, Hul of Georgia, Miller of Cal. Windom. 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. GROOME. Loffer the following amendment: insert after the 
word “ provided,” in line 118: 


TAM seal peep Aire gh plied to Sena n and 
Del for the ret — a © same be 
8 J35FFFCVVCCCCCCCC ceed coat 
therein: And provi etzo— 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I sng: to the Senator that I do 
not know that Iam in favor of the amendment; but instead of desig- 
nating grain and grass seeds he had better say“ seeds.“ We do not 
want a description of each kind. 

Mr. GROOME. Ido not think that the suggestion of my friend 
from West Virginia is a good one, and I will state to him why in a 
moment. In sending out garden seeds of various kinds the outer 
wrapper very often contains quite an assortment of seeds, five 
or more kinds. It would therefore put the Bureau to very consid- 
ah eg trouble, perhaps, to have a label designating each of those 

n 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Then I suggest to my friend from 
Maryland to simply say on the wrapper ‘‘ garden seeds,” if they are 
garden seeds. 

Mr. GROOME. The character of the package clearly designates 
the fact that it contains garden seed, and there is really no trouble 
about that part of the matter, though I have no objection to insert- 
ing the words if the Senator desires. My experience in dealing with 
the Agricultural ci rales teaches me that when they send ont, 
grain or grass seed they send it in packages of a pint or quart, orin 
some cases a larger quantity, inclosed in a bag, which a 
label upon which the character of the seed is set out. For the bet- 
ter protection of that seed it is inclosed again in a paper wrapper, 
and that paper wrapper is either entirely silent as to the character 
of the contents of the pac or itis imperfectly and indistinctly 
marked in lead pencil. The result is that every Senator is compelled, 
or at least I have been compelled whenever I have been sending out 
seeds of the character that I speak of, to take off the outer wrapper 
in order that I might see what were the contents of the package, and 
then to place it upon it agah, very much more ee ectly than it 
was in the first place. I desire to avoid that difficulty. My amend- 
ment will cause the Agricultural oo mehr no labor whatever, but 
will relieve the Senator, Representative, or Delegate sending out 
seed of the character of which I speak of avery great labor. Hence 
I hope the amendment will prevail. 

Mr. BECK. I think the Senator from Maryland will accomplish 
his whole object, as far as I have had experience with seed from the 
Agricultural Department, if he will label it “worthless.” Just label 
it “worthless” and you will have it a ay every time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SAULSBURY. It occurs to me in relation to the amendment 
of the Senator from land that these 2 are put up in the 
Department in bags, and are labeled, and then for the accommoda- 
tion of Senators, in order that they may direct them, there is an outer 
wrapper placed on them, which is not necessarily placed there by the 
Department, because I have received seeds simply in the bags, and 
have had them wrapped myself. If the amendment prevails, 1 ap- 
prehend that the Commissioner will send the bags without any outer 
wrapper at all. It seems to me that if we pass the amendment 
we entail a vast amount of labor on the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture which he will avoid by sending the bags without any wrap- 
pers. 

Mr. GROOME. I propose simply to Ap bn that the label shall be 
placed on the outer wrapper instead of the bag that is covered by 
the outer wrapper, so that the labor to the Agricultural Department 
is precisely the same, and the convenience to the Senator is very 

t. Ihave had at this very session to have seeds sent to me taken 
to one of the lower rooms and opened by one of the employés of 
this body in order that I might ascertain their character, and after 
ascertaining their character I had to haye the wrappers put back. 
I called the attention of the former Commissioner of Agriculture a 
year ago to this very trouble and requested that the label should be 
upon the outer wrapper instead of upon the bag, but no attention 
was paid to uy request. Hence I take this means of trying to secure 
the object which I have, which is one of convenience to myself and 
other Senators. 

The PRESIDENT gs tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. MORGAN. I suggest to the Senator from Maryland to insert 
the word“ hay” after! grass or seed,” so that it shall apply 
when grain, or or hay seed is sent. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Vir, 
grain” and say when is sup’ 

Mr. GROOME. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported 
as modified. 

The ACTING Secretary. After the word “ provided,” in line 118, 
it is proposed to insert: > 

That when seed is s to Senators, Representatives, and Delegates for tho 
— on the — — thereof the W oe Sesh contenion theme; doa 


nia. I Ratte dt d 
ike out ass an 
leds“ gr 


The amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. MORGAN. At the end of line 111 I move to insert : 


Of which $20,000 shall be immediately available to purchase seed for regions of 
the — — — 2 destitute by drought. 


We have already voted seed for those parts of the valley of the 
Mississippi and Missouri that were flooded. A special bill passed 
both Houses for that purpose, appropriating, I think, $20,000. The 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] explained at the time when 
I desired to amend the bill that the matter would come up in the 
Agricultural appropriation bill. I merely desirenow to haye $20,000 
of the $80,000 appropriated in this bill for the purchase of seeds im- 
mediately avai ble for the purchase of seeds for the regions of coun- 
try which have been made destitute 8 Rak 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. As as I am individually con- 
cerned as a member of the committee I see no special objection to 
the amendment; yet I believe it would be better to leave the whole 
question to the Commissioner of Agriculture, and let him distrib- 
ute as he thinks best and as the necessities of the country require. 
But I do not know that I have any special objection to the amend- 


ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Alabama. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BECK. At the end of line 59, after the word “thousand,” I 
move to insert “two hundred.” When the change was made of the 
others to $2,200 and $2,500 the committee thought to make the com- 

ensation of the horticulturist, pomologist, and landscape-gardener 
2,200. The Commissioner was before us and agreed to it. I move 
to make it $2,200. z X 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The question has been discussed 
with the Commissioner and with the committee to some extent. I 
do not think, however, the committee passed upon it. 

Mr. BECK. They dia not. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I believe it is just to this man that 
the $200 should be added to his salary. A point of order of course 
would prevent the amendment being received. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. e question ison the amendment 
of the Senator from Kentucky. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


CONGRESS OF AMERICAN POWERS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message of the President of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 
e e F 


countries of America, w.... OO 36 
T E 
methods of preventing war between the nations of 


happy results which might otherwise be expected from 


Guatemala, and between the states of Central America. 
would disa before the time fixed for 


y congress 
estioned, I beg leave to state that the Constitution confers upon the 
President the 2 by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to make 
treaties, and that this provision confers the power to take all requisite measures 
to initiate them, and to this end the President may freely confer with one or sev- 
eral commissioners or di tes from other nations. The congress contemplated 
bc the invitation could only effect any valuable result by its conclusions eventu- 
Tame Saa form ee Mood och pont iia the states represented, and be- 
sides the invitation to the states of North and South America is merely a prelimi- 
nary act of which constitutionality or the want of it can hardly be aflirmed. 
It has been suggested that while the international congress would have no 
peace to affect the rights of nationalities there represented, still Congress 2 
. to subject the existing treaty rights of the United States on the 
Isthmus elsewhere on the continent to be clouded and rendered uncertain 
by the expression of the opinions of a congress composed largely of interested par- 
es 


Tam glad to have it in my power to refer to the Congress of the United States, 
as I now do, oe pee, of convening the suggested international congress, thai 
I may thus be informed Of its views, which it will be my poas to carry out. 

Inquiry having been made by some of the republics invited whether it is in- 
tended that this international congress shall convene, itis important that Con- 
gress should at as early a day as is convenient inform me by tion or other- 
wise of its opinion in the premises. My action will be in harmony with such ex- 
pression. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 18, 1882. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL, * 


Mr. PLUMB. I rise to make a privil report from a conference 
Srna, the conference committee on the Post-Office appropriation 
Mil. . ‘ 
The Acting Secretary read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
tha amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3548) making appropriations 
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Managers on the part of the House. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate further insist on its amend- 
ments, and accede to the request of the House for a new confer- 
ence. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think before that question is put the chairman 
of the committee of conference should state briefly the differences 
between the two Houses in this bill. The chief opio of difference, I 
understand, is as to the provision relating to special mail facilities on 
trunk lines of railway. The House appropriated for that purpose 
$500,000. The Senate increased that appropriation to $650,000, pro- 
viding that the sum should be ratably distributed among the dif- 
ferent business centers of the country. If the Senate is now of the 
opinion that the Senate should from that amendment—— 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the difference, as to the amount or as to 
the proviso? 

Mr. ALLISON. The difference is as to the amount. I think the 
method of distribution would be assented to by the House; but the 
appropriation of $500,000, as is well known from the statements made 

‘ore the several committees, will not increase the present facilities. 
Therefore, if $500,000 is to be the sum, the fast-mail facilities on 
trunk lines will remain for next gor as they are this year. 

Mr. MAXEY. Do I understand the Senator to say that the House 
Seb agree to the distribution pro rata as fixed by the Senate amend- 
ment 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not say that they will. Ithink possibly that 
might be done; but that is an impracticable method. Of course it 
cannot be done. 

Mr. INGALLS. What additional facilities can be obtained by the 
increase pro by the Senate? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is supposed from statements received from the 
Post-Office Department t the time between Chicago and San 
Francisco may be shortened twenty-four hours, and that facilities 
can be extended to the Southwest and to the Northwest if the sum 
appropriated shall remain as a, to by the Senate; but if the 
Senate is of opinion that this sum ought not to be inserted in the 
bill, it can say so by some proper vote, and there will be no difficulty 
in 1 the remaining portions of the bill. 

Mr. BECK. Being one of the conferees on the part of the Senate, I 
desire to say that it was perfectly apparent to me in conference that 
the House was eray indi to extend the present special mail 
facilities beyond what they now are. They re the system as an 
evil, in which I with them. All the benefits now being derived 
from the fast-mail facilities are given to lines radiating from New 
York and to lines reaching the West by reason of connecting with 
mails leaving New York. e House conferees do not intend to pro- 
vide for any additional mail facilities starting from Cineinnati, 
Saint Louis, Chicago, or any point in the West. If we strike ont 
the $150,000 increase made by the Senate we were advised by the 
Postmaster-General, and we were advised by Mr. Thompson, the su- 
perintendent of the railway mail service, that there can be no exten- 
sion given; it will require every dollar of the $500,000 allowed by the 
House to keep up the existing condition of things. For one I pre- 
ferred in committee and I prefer now, unless it is to be ratably and 
equally distributed, so that each part of the country can have its 
proper proportion of advantage, to strike out all the fast-mail facili- 
ties, both the Senate amendment and the House provision, and dis- 
pos with them altogether. There is where the difficulty occurred. 

think the Senate ought to take the ground thatthe increased facil- 
ities shall be ratably and proportionately and fairly divided all over 
the country, or that the system shall be stricken down altogether. 

I think the greatest abuse that has occurred in the Post-Office 
Department was when the late Postmaster-General went to Philadel- 
ps and, to oblige one or two newspapers, expedited the mail to 

arrisburgh and gave a reweighing of that mail, and a reweighing 


of other mails after that was done, at a time when the law did not 


compel him to do it, and all for the purpose of giving facilities to a 
few metropolitan newspapers, and they in one corner of the country, 
refusing them to the great region west of the Alleghany Mountains. 
If we cannot have reasonable facilities there as well as for the city 
of New York and for the metropolitan press (of which everybody 
seems to be afraid, and it gets anything it wants from the Post- 
Office e acne we had better strike it all down. I hope some 
new conferee will be appointed instead of myself, because I am not 
in a condition to confer further. If the House does not yield I will 
never sign a report; therefore I do not want to be put on the com- 


mittee. > 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I think that the amount paid now, 
$500,000, to expedite the mails is very unfairly distributed. Per- 
haps three-fourths of all that is paid for the purpose of expedi 
the mail on lines from New York. Take the cities of Baltimore an 
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Washington, and not one cent in any form is given to those two cities 


for the pu of hastening their mails or for mail facilities. 
Mr. ING S. To what railway corporations is this amount 


ee ? 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 7 entirely, but prin- 
cipally—to the New York Central and the Pennsylvania Central. 
There are exceptions, of course. I have a sheet here which gives the 
amount. Not one cent of it, as I have said, is for a line going from 
either of the cities of Baltimore or Washington, thongh trains are 
paning to and fro here which 3 mail now quicker than others 

eaving New York and Philadelphia. For instance, the train that 
leaves New York to-night at seven o’clock comes by way of Philadel- 
phia, Baltimore, and Washington, and goes west to all the cities of 
‘the Southwest, such as Cincinnati, Louisville, and Saint Louis, and 
to Indianapolis, &c., several hours quicker than the trains that get 
paid so much per mile for expediting the mails; and to this train, as 
stated by the assistant before us, not one dollar was paid. 

The Senate Committee on Appropriations, in my jndgment, would 
not have yoted even the $500,000 unless it was with an understand- 
ing that a more fair distrbution was to be made than there is now. 
It is unfairly distributed and distributed in a direction that does no 
good whatever to a large portion of the country, Take the south- 
western country, Texas included, and they are without mail facili- 
ties. It is so in Chicago, as I am told, and west of that. And yeta 
few roads get the entire amount of $500,000. I think there ought to 
be a revision, and I hope that the Committee having the matter in 
charge will insist upon it that there shall be a more equal and fair 
distribution than there is now. 

Mr. MAXEY. I voted for the increased appropriation made by 
the Senate because I believed it to be fair. Of this $500,000 in 
the bill as it came from the House not one dollar goes to mail facili- 
ties west of the Mississippi River. There is no justice, no fair-deal- 
ing in taxing the people without giving them their just share of the 
benefits resu ting from that taxation, and I say here that I would 
rather see every dollar of that stricken down, and the whole $500,000 
stricken down with the $150,000 put on in the Senate, than an unjust 
discrimination made in favor of one city of the Union against all the 


rest. 
Mr. PLUMB. I stated when the bill was before the Senate orig- 
inally the view of the committee to theeffect that either there Should 
be an increase of these facilities or there should be none at all. I 
think there has been no change of sentiment in the committee upon 
that point, and the committee felt instructed by the vote of the Son- 
ate to adhere to the amount expressed, and for the purpose of having 
these facilities fairly distributed and having an amount of money for 
the purpose of providing them, which Sona enable the whole coun- 
to reap the benefit of them, 

‘or the purpose of testing the question before the Senate, and not 
of expressing my own opinion atall, but in order that the new com- 
mittee may know how the matter ought to be disposed of hero, I 
will move that the Senate recede from its amendment increasing the 
amount of money for the extension of special facilities as contained 
in the original bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from Kansas if it is one amend- 
ment to increase the amount and direct the distribution? 

Mr. PLUMB. It is one amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then the effect of the motion, if it carries, will be 
to recede from both features of the amendment; it will be to recede 
from the additional appropriation and the legislative direction as to 
how that 1 77 ear shall be paid out. 

Mr. PLUMB. The language of my motion was not designed to 
accomplish that object; my motion was that the Senate should recede 
from so much of the amendment as increased the amount. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West virginia I wish to state to my colleague on 
the Appropriations Committee that that would leave us in just the 
present condition, with this unfair and unjust distribution, which I 
think ought not to be. I would prefer to vote out the whole appro- 
priation than to let this unfair distribution continue. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam not expr my own sentiment; I am not 

oing to vote for my own motion; but I make it merely as a basis 

t may test the sense of the Senate on this erm It has been 
suggested to me that the motion ought to be in the reverse shape, that 
the committee shall be instructed to adhere to our amendment. It 
has also been stated that that is contrary to usage, as it does not per- 
mit of a free conference following that instruction. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, it is obvious that there is a mis- 
understanding in the Senate as to the action that should be taken, 
and as it is not material that we should decide to-night, I move 
that this bill be referred to the Committee on Appropriations that 
they may report to-morrow what action should be taken in regard 
to the matters in dispute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Kansas to refer the bill and amendments to the 
Committee on Appropriations. ` 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
The joint resolution (H. R. No. 197) making an appropriation to 


The question is on the motion of 


SSRIS Oe ate 
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supply a deficiency in the appropriation for public printing and 
binding for the fiscal year en June 30, 1882, was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The C will first lay before the 
Senate the unfinished business, being the bill (S. No. 1572) for the 
improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi and Missouri 
Rivers. The Senator from Missouri moves that the Senate adjourn, 

The motion was a to; and (at five o’clock and ten minutes 
P. m.) the Senate adjourned 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, April 18, 1882. 


The House met at twelveo’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. POWER. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


CORRECTIONS. 


Mr. TUCKER. I desire, Mr, Speaker, to correct the Journal, I 
find that my name is not recorded as voting upon the Chinese bill 
yesterday. I voted in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal, the Chair is informed, is correct in 
that respect. The correction will be made in the RECORD. 

Mr. TUCKER. I understood from the Clerk that I was. not re- 
corded on the Journal, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was misinformed. The correction will 
be made as the gentleman desires. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I was reported on 
the vote yesterday as being paired with the gentleman from Illinois, 
Mr. HENDERSON. My pair expired on last Saturday, and I did not 
know until after all of the voting was over that he desired it to con- 
tinue, or I should certainly have made a pair with him. Not know- 
ing his desire in that respect, I voted upon the bill. 

Ir. BELTZHOOVER. I desire to make a correction in the an- 
nouncement of a pair made on yesterday between the gentleman 
from Illinois, Mr, SPRINGER, and myself, on the motion submitted by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. CRAPO, to suspend the rules 
and fix a day for the consideration of the bill extending the charters 
of the national banks. That pair, as sent up to the Clerk’s desk, 
announced that I would have voted for the suspension of the rules, 
but that portion of it was not read from the desk, and the RECORD 
consequently fails to contain that statement. I desire to be per- 
mi to state also in this connection that I was paired with the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey, Mr. BREWER, on all other questions. 


CORNELIA F. WHITE. 


Mr. STEPHENS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5881) granting a pension to Mrs. Cornelia F. White; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGES ACROSS OHIO RIVER, 


Mr. O'NEILL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5882) to prescribe the conditions on which the benefit of an act en- 
titled “ An act to authorize the construction of bridges across the 
Ohio River and to prescribe the dimensions of the same,” approved 
Deeember 17, 1872, can be obtained ; which was read a first and sec- 
ooa Mime; referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARGARET CLIFTON. 


Mr. O'NEILL, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 5883) to restore the name of Mar, t Clifton to the sige soon 
roll; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


COLLECTION DISTRICTS, OREGON. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iask unanimous consent to take from the 8 er's 
table the bill (S. No. 1290) creating the collection district of Yaquina, 
in Oregon, and ask that it be put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The title of the bill will be read, after which 
the Chair will ask for objections. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill to amend sections 2586 and 2587 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, by creating the collection district of Y: in the State of Oregon, and 
authorizing the appointment of a collector 5 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the bill be read for information. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I desire to make the ay of the gentleman 
from Oregon whether this bill has been considered by the Commit- 
tee on Commerce? - 

Mr. GEORGE. It has, and the Committee on Commerce have 
authorized me to ask unanimous consent to pass the Senate bill. 

Mr. DUNNELL. That is all I Se : 

Mr. GEORGE, The Senate bill is the same as the Honse bill on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. SPARKS. Let the bill be read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection 


1882. 


The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That section 2586 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
be amended so as to read as follows: 
- “Sec. 2586. There shall be in the State of Oregon and Territory of Washington 
five collection districts, as follows: 
“Fi The southern district of Oregon; to comprise all of the waters and shores 


rst. 
of that part of the State of and east of the north bank of the 
Siuslaw River; in which Coos Bay, County, shall be the port of entry, and 
Ellens! h, at the mouth of Rogue River, Port Orford, and Gardner, on the 
Umpqua River, of delivery. 


Second. The district of Yaquina; to com all the waters and shores lying 
north and east of the north bank of the Sinslaw River to the north bank of the 
Salmon River, and west of the summit of the Cascade Range of mountains; in 
which Yaquina shall be the = of entry and Konpe a port of delivery. 
“Third. The district of Oregon; to comprise all the waters and shores lying 
north and east of the north bank of the Salmon River to the forty-sixth and one- 


half of north latitude, and west of the Coast Range of mountains to the 
forty-eighth de of north latitude, except that portion situated above the junc- 
tion of the Willamette and Columbia Rivers and drained by those rivers and trib- 


u waters; in which Astoria shall be the port of mo 
„Fourth. Thedistrictof Willamette; to comprise all the waters and shores lying 

north and east of the north bank of the Salmon River to the forty-sixth and one- 

half degree of north latitude, and west of the of mountains to the 

forty-cighth degree of north latitude, above the junction of the Willamette and 

Columbia Rivers, and drained by those rivers and their tribui 

ae ee of yp drained 


Puget Sound; to comprise all the waters and shores of the 
State of Oregon and Territory of Washi m not included in the districts of the 
southern district of Oregon, Yaquina, Oregon, and Willamette; in which Port 
‘Townsend shall be the port of entry.” 

Sec, 2. That section 2587 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be amended 
so as to read as follows: 

“ Sec, 2587. There shall be in the collection districts in the State of Oregon and 
the Territory of Washington the following officers : 
eee eee yee og 

City, ree deputy col who or, 
with the approval of the Secretary of the 8 and ef whom — shall reside 
at Ellensbargh, one at Port Orford, and one at Gardner. 

Second. In the district of Yaquina, a collector, who shall reside at she yee 
and who shall receive asalary of $1,000 a year, with the fees allowed b law, an 
a commission on all customs money collected and accounted for by „such 
Ens 8 commissions not to exceed the sum of $2,500 per year. 

“Third. In the district of Oregon, a collector, who reside at Astoria. 

„Fourth. In the district of W tte, a collector and an appraiser, who shall 
reside at Portland. 

“ Fifth. In the district of Puget Sound, a collector, who shall reside at Port 
Townsend.“ 2 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not waiving for the present the Li to object, 
I wish to inquire if this measure is recommended by the Secretary 
of the Treasury ? 

Mr. GEORGE, It is. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The creation of new districts and additional offi- 
cers are mbt a by the Secretary ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Ves, sir. 

Mr. BERRY. This only provides one additional collector. 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

The bill was ord to be read a third time; and, being read the 
third time, was passed. 

Mr. GEORGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GEORGIA JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 


Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. No. 124) to establish distinct 
United States courts, with distinct officers, in the northern and 
southern judicial districts of the State of Georgia, and define their 
jurisdiction and powers, with amendments by the Senate, my object 
being to move concurrence in the Senate amendments, 

The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 

That hereafter there shall be for each of the two cial districts in the State of 

distri to be appointed, commis- 
officers; but the officers 
shall continue to act until their 


Sec. 2. That the district now holding office for both said districts shall be 
assigned to and hereafter district judge for the southern district in said 


State. 
Sec. 3. That the President of the United States, 1 the advice and con- 


places be to law. 


sent of the Senate, shall appoint for the northern district in said State a district 
pige, who shall have all 1 form all the duties held and ed 
y the other district judges of the courts of the Unit receive a 


ct attorney 
to the northern the President of the 


Amend the title so as to.read: ‘A bill to establish distinct United 
States co with distinct officers, in the northern and southern 
judicial districts of the State of Georgia.” 


Mr. DUNNELL. I would ask the gentleman from Georgia if these 
cen have been recommended by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary 


Mr, HAMMOND, of tgs ey I will answer the gentleman. The 
original bill did all that does, but it did other things which 
were objected to by the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. Kasson.] The 
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Senate committee unanimously struck out all that was objected to 

in the House; and with that exception this leaves the bill practi- 

cally as the House passed it by a vote of 148 to 15. For that reason 

I thought it was unnecessary to have the bill recommitted, he-rnse 

it was fully argued here and was paged, as I have said, by a vote of 

= to 15. It originally came from the Judiciary Committee of the 
ouse, 

Mr. KASSON. I will say I listened carefully to the reading of the 
Senate amendments, and I find that all the special clauses, the pro- 
priety of which was doubtful to some of us in the Ho have been 
eliminated, and that the bill now places these districts in the same 
= 15 under the general law. I think there is now no objection 
to the bill. 

The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the amendments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. CALKINS rose. 

PROFESSORS OF MATHEMATICS AT ANNAPOLIS. 

Mr. NEAL. I desire to make a privileged report. I am instructed 
by the Committee on Civil Service Reform to report back with a 
favorable recommendation the resolution of inquiry which I send 
tothe desk. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


of the Navy is hereby requested to inform this House 
of feasors of mathematics 


fessors of mathematics in the Navy,” approved 
with; at what datea board of examiners 


have been appointed; whether — were as provided 
if examined at any the, either prior or since 
upon what branches of mathematics they were examined ; 
8 N hes and by whom und 
i u wi 
3 4 80, upon ranc y W given an jer 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. NEAL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

Tne latter motion was agreed to. 


DISCRIMINATING DUTIES UPON TEA AND COFFEE. 


Mr. KELLEY. My friend from Indiana [Mr. CaLKrNs] yields to 
me to ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's table the 
bill (H. R. No. 4680) to repeal discriminating duties on tea and coffee 
the products of the possessions of the Netherlands, with amendments 
by the Senate, for reference to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

There was no objection, and the bill with the Senate amendments 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 


UNITED STATES BARRACKS AT BATON ROUGE, LOUISIANA. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. I ask unanimous consent to take from the 
3 table, for reference to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

e joint resolution (8. R. No. 9) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to lease the temporary use of the United States barracks at Baton 
Rouge, Louisiana, to the State institution for the blind. 

There was no ebjection, and the joint resolution was taken from 
the Speaker's table and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

GEORGE M. BAKER, 


Mr. BUCK, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5884 
granting a pension to George M. Baker; which was read a first an 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EVENING SESSION FOR DEBATE ON TARIFF, 


Mr. KASSON. The gentleman from Indiana yields to me that I 
may ask unanimous consent of the House for an evening session to- 
morrow for debate only on the tariff-commission bill. 1 do this at 
the request of a number of gentlemen. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I object. 

Mr. KASSON. For debate only on the tariff bill, no other business 
to be transacted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I object. I desire that the debate on that bill 
shall be in a full House. 


ORDER FOR EVENING SESSION VACATED. 
Mr. JOYCE. I ask unanimous consent that the order of the House 
fora adi this evening for the consideration of pension matters be 
vaca 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The Cheir understands that vaca 
for a session this evening does not in any respect affect 


the order 
e standing 


CONGRESSIONAL 
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order for evening sessions on Friday for the consideration of pension 


matters. 
Mr. JOYCE. Of course not. 
GOVERNMENT PRINTING DEFICIENCY. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Iam instructed by the Committee on 3 


tions to report the joint resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk, 
and to ask for its consideration at this time. It is a joint resolution 
5 an appropriation to supply a deficiency in the appropriation 
for public printing and binding for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1882. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Let the joint resolution be read. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

„That thi f „000 uch th. f be 5 
vg Hand thd pains is hereby, appropriated out Of RAY mamey in TAS Treasury net 
otherwise appropriated, to continue the public prin ng and publio binding, and 
for paper for the public printing, incl the cost of prin the es and 

of Congress in the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and for lithographing, 
— ory bowed engraving for both Houses o the ay ey Court of the 
United 


f Congress, 
toe 3 ae 5285 the — of e Court of C 
i gress, partments, and for © necessary ma 
5 3 in the m tion of the work; being a deficiency for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1 

There being no objection, the joint resolution (H. R. No. 197) was 
received and read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the joint resolution to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 

Mr. HOLMAN, We have already bel eae during this session 
of Congress $400,000 as a deficiency for the Government 25 
Office; exceeding in all the amount estimated for the present fisca 

ear. In view of the extraordinary increase in this item of expend- 

ture, I trust the gentleman having c of this bill, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, [Mr. Hiscock,] will ex- 
plain the necessity of further appropriations for this e 

Mr. HISCOCK. There has already been appropriated for the cur- 
rent fiscal year $2,100,000 for the Government Printing Office, The 
joint resolution now under consideration appease $465,000 in 
addition, as a deficiency, That will make, lieve, about a half a 
million of dollars more than has ever before been expended during 
any fiscal year for fhe Government printing. 

E by the orders made by this House and by 
the Senate for work in t vernment Printing Office. This isa 
subject over which the Committee on Appropriations has no control 
whatever. So long as resolutions are introduced here and passed 
ordering work to be done there is nothing for the Committee on A 
propriations to do but to report the necessary appropriations 
maintain the establishment of the Government Printing Office and 
to execute the work so ordered. 

The whole subject is in the hands of the House. The gentleman 
from Indiana . HOLMAN] or mg other gentleman, if he chooses, 
can put a check upon it. But, as I said before, it is a subject over 
which the Committee on Appropriations has no control. 

Of the amount appropriated by the pending joint resolution it is 
contemplated that J, shall be expended for the printing of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. For the current Congressional work there 
is an absolute necessity for the sum of $100,000; and for printing the 
requisitions of the different Departments there will be ired the 
sum of $225,000; and for es cory es list of works which have been 
ordered by Congress, and which are nearly completed, the sum of 
$200,000 will be required. I bave here at my desk a list of those 
works. For the various items of expenditures which I have indi- 
cated there will be required in the aggregate the sum of $570,000. 
The available funds at the disposition of the Government Printing 
Office amount to about $105,000. It is therefore necessary to appro- 
pese a further sum of $465,000, and that is the amount recommended 

y the comm tee in the pending ay resolution. 

I may say in this connection that after this appropriation shall 
have been made, there will be of incompleted work ordered by Con- 
gress an amount requiring $284,465, for which we have made no ap- 
propriation. If Congress should 3 all the money neces- 
sary to complete the work now pending in the Government Printing 
Office, the sum of 8285, 000 more would be necessary, even if no further 
orders should be made. 

I have been quite willing to state these facts so that the House 
itself may take notice of the large amount of money which is being 
expended in this yiri 

. HOLMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] 
says that any member of the House can resist this extraordinary in- 
crease of expenditure for printing. I would inquire of the gentle- 
man if under the rules of the House all these measures for printing 
do not go to the Committee on Printing, are reported by them as 
privileged measures to the House, and under the ruling of the Chair 
are entitled to immediate consideration? If so, then how can the 
gentleman say that any member of this House can prevent this extra- 
ordinary deficiency or expenditure ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. In response to what has fallen from the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. HOLMAN, II would say that nearly all 
of the printing referred to by my colleague on the Committee on Ap- 
Ss . Hiscock] is printing that was ordered by the last 

The Committee on Prin ting as at present constituted is 
not responsible for that. 


The other day, when the Committee on Printing brought in a res- 
olution to print 55,000 copies of the first volume of the census 8 
the House at once increased the amount to 90,000 volumes. ere- 
fore, after all, if there be any odium or burden fixed on the Treasury 
for printing, it belongs as much to the members of Congress as to the 
De ments, if not more so. 

f the amount appropriated by this joint resolution the sum of 
$225,000 is for printing ordered by the Departments. Congress, if it 
chooses, can apply the knife and cut off many of these extraordinary 
1 But Congress seems to think that the people want 
this information, scientific reports, census reports, &c., and members 
desire to send it to their constituents. Although the sum may be 
large, still after many days there may be a profitable return in the 
form of increased information. 

r ae HOLMAN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
on 

Mr. COX, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is annually an appropriation made for the 
printing oes by the various De ents, I infer from a hasty 
reading of the joint resolution now before the House that the appro- 
agony of this money is not simply for work ordered by Congress, 

ut for that ordered by the several Departments also. 

Now, although the appropriations for the present fiscal year for 
the Government Printing Office were made in the usual way, does 
the gentleman pro to recognize the right of the Departments 
to order printing without limit and thus impose upon Con the 
necessity of making constant additional appropriations to meet defi- 
ciences 

Mr. HISCOCK. So faras the departmental printing is concerned, 
I believe that the several Departments have not ordered work of that 
kind in excess of the amount estimated for by the Departments and 
indicated in the appropriations made for the current fiscal year. But 
while the last appropriations act indicated that a certain amount 
was to be used for certain Departments, nevertheless all the money 
appropriated was appropriated in bulk and could be applied upon 
any work done in the ting Office. The result is that the money 
which when the last sundry civil appropriation bill was passed was 
expected to be used for printing for the Departments has been ex- 
hausted; yet I believe that the Departments are not now asking for 
printing in excess of their estimates for the present fiscal year. 

Before calling the previous question I will make a further state- 
ment in the line of what has been said by my coll e, [Mr. Cox, 
of New York.] I believe that the money appropriated by this res- 
olution, and which has been provided by this Sonate in addition to 
the current printing expenses of the two Houses and the printing of 
the RECORD, is for the completion of works which were ordered by 
the Forty-sixth and previous Congresses. 

Mr. ATKINS. I desire only to say that it is a little embarrassin 
to the Committee on Appropriations to be ob to come forw 
so often with appropriations for deficiencies in the Government 
Printing Office. It is not the fault of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, nor do I say or believe that it is the fault of the Committee 
on Printing. It is the fault of Congress; it is the fault of this House 
and the Senate, if fault there be. 

The resolution proposed this morning is simply to complete print- 
ing that has been ordered and is now in process of execution. All 
of this appropriation is to pay for the completion of work partially 
but not entirely finished. Hence if we are to go through with the 
work which has already been begun under the order of Congress, it 
is an absolute necessity that this appropriation be made. I willadd 
that I have never examined estimates so full in detail as those upon 
which this deficiency is based. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As the gentleman has stated that in his view the 
Committee on Printing is not responsible for this increased expendi- 
ture, I wish to ask him whether under the rules of the House every 
bill authorizing printing does not come to us through the Committee 
on Printing, and does not the responsibility therefore largely rest 
on that committee ? 

Mr. ATKINS. I will say to my friend that I am not here as the 
special advocate of the Committee on Printing, although I made the 
remark to which the gentleman refers and which I think is true. I 
am here for the p of defending the Committee on Appropria- 
tions in this matter from any charge of extravagance. These docu- 
ments have been ordered; some of them are begun; and if the work 
now in progres is to be carried 3 we must make this appro- 
priation. It is impossible for this work to be completed unless the 
money be appropriated so that the Government Printing Office may 
employ the necessary force. 

I want to say one word more. I think it wise to“ clear the decks” 
in the Government Printing Office; and for that 8 Ithink the 
House should pass this resolution this morning. We havea new of- 
cer in e of the Printing Office, and I think it well that we should 
“ clear the decks” for him—start him on a smooth plane, and let us 
see whether he will work any reforms or not. I am rather inclined 
to think he will. The showing made this morning in the detailed 
estimates now in the hands of the chairman of the Committee on 


Appropriations warrants me, I think, in the expectation that he will 
work some reform in this matter. and it is on this account to some 
extent that I am induced to support this proposition as well as from 
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the absolute necessity that the appropriation be made if the work | Statement of work menen Congre which it is believed can go over until 
next 


ordered by Con is to be completed 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the joint resolution will 
be considered as read a second time. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish to state that this appropriation is not suf- 
cient to complete all the work ordered previous to the Forty-seventh 
Congress. At the same time I aminclined to think we are 1 
ating all that can be expended to advantage in the printing de 
ment. It is, Ibelieve, impracticable to entirely ‘ clear the decks;“ 
but I desire in connection with my remarks to submit three state- 
ments to be printed in the RECORD, that a point may be made show- 
ing to-day what work there is back and the amount of work on hand 
which the department isto complete in the future. Hapden's Quarto Series, volume 32.....-....... 

The statements are as follows: Hayd pe eae ae 

OFFICE OF PUBLIC PRINTER, ES 
Washington, April 18, 1882. Hayden s Quarto Series, volume 15 °...... 

Estimate of amount required for current expenses for balance of the fiscal year. 
For CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, inch work, and 

paper on bound edition nng PORT TIDE, NEk, casas ge $45, 000 
= current sy tg pmo hate TP. ]⅛˙ AK. prunea chs —.— 
— work heretofore ordered by Congress. 200, 000 


fiscal year. 


Number of copies. 
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30, 
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Statement of work ordered by Co now on hand and remaining unfin- x 
ished, which be carried on. . mats bas oe cucpeunaeeans 


Second annual report 
3 Ananal Bulletin es 
3 i 6, 900 
Ẹ 8 --| 12, 000 
A 12, 000 
Title or description of work. 3 12. 000 
5 y 52 
A 5 a 4 900 
—.— E 
First Annual Bureau of Ethnology......| 15,000 | $1,000 | $4,218 | $5,218 | Coast Survey Report for 1ss1"..........-.-..... x 
Powells Geological volume 2 % 11, 900 
Annual Bull U. 8. Commission, 1881 3, 500 | Annual Report Board of Health for 1881! . . . 7, 900 
Eulogies on the late Representative Farr. .. . 12, 0% |........ 3, 
Annual Report Secretary of War, 1881, vol. 1. . . 4,900 |........| 420 420. |, S00) -»---- 05-0 += >= 000 ona owns penet 1, 900 
3 apes ar, 1 A LS (Ro ese Ween ya [Cyr Oru eine 
Annual Report Secretary of War, 1881, volume 3. ERN 


Annual Report on Foreign Relations, 188111. 
Annual Report Secretary of Navy, 1881. 
Annual Report of Interior, 1881 
e sakes Secretary of Interior, 1880, (Edu- 

661... . ENOVAS SAAS 
Supplement to the Revised Statuts „ 
Consular Reports, he ie os 


0 
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| Cost of printing &c, 


$2 88888 888 88 3 28832352558888 


FLEES 
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Cost of binding. 
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to complete. 


Total estimated cost 
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218 
500 
500 
000 
420 
700 
750 
550 
800 
000 
920 
260 
500 
625 
943 
Report on Internal erco 150 
Report on Commerce and Navigation. ....-..-.-].-.....-|..- 112 
Medical and bey! sen History of the Rebellion 000 
Second Annual Geological Surrey 000 
Annual Report Health Officer of District of 
FD ·¹ TAT T T. V 500 
Annual Report Commissioners of District of 
e ee ne 1, 000 
Volume 3, 1 West of One Hund 
pplemen 300 600 
Report on Tests of Metals, volume 2..........--| 4 900 1,365 | „ (revised edition) . . „ 30,060 9, 100 13, 000 
Report C issi f Fish and Fisheries < Powell's Ethnological series, volume . --| 6,000 | 6,600 000 
. SIREN OSTAR A reeks 2,000 | Powell's Ethnological series, volume 7 6,000 | 6, 600 9, 000 
Tagar or, BSa the House... 5 3. 000 £ 
in port National Board o 25 500 
International Sanitary Conference, (S. Ex. 1., s i Copy not complete. No, y- 3Reprint, (2d order.) 
special session, October, 1881)..............-.| 1,900 | 2,500 |........ 2, 500 Awaiting maps. Part 3, vol. 1. 
as ae. Nore.—In the fi table the amount required to the various work 
U eran Ist, 47th)....-.-..-.-----------=---| 1,900 200 ... 200 ß has canes ek Pen pan kee while in other in- 
stances, where the printing has been already executed, the Finding only is pro- 
CCC joy) || sueiinnaremne 700 | vided for. In some cases, however, the sum in the last column represents 
71 at) me Tele Ye So ame 2,000 the whole estimated cost of the printing and binding ef the books mentioned. 
B Senate reserve documents, (3d, 46th). --|---.-...|.--.----| 1 11,498 | Mr, ATKINS. Of course my remark as to “‘clearin ” 
x f g the decks 
yan Et Report for — Sie had reference to the 2 oye not to the present or the future. 
Smithsonian fi 280 | The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the joint resolution to 
Biennial Registos, volume 1 450 | be engrossed and read the third time, 
a aa eed Dona E. P 2727 Mr. RANDALL. I desire to occupy a minute or two. 
Abridgment of Message and Documents, 1881...| 35,000 | 16,000 |........ 16, 000 ae 1 2 Shien to the gentleman. i a 
Powell's Ethnol 8 5 r. RANDALL. IL only wish to say that the fault wi e 
Powell's Ethnological Series, volume 7 ...... ie y yv . ‘with reference 


with. We go to wor 


and make an appropriation in the 


1 4,900 copies on each 2 Part 3. volume 2. Not for printing expenditures for the coming fiscal year, but w 


part. 
In these two cases it is believed that =) ahont $1,000 for each book can be | order the printing of documents we do not keep our eye at all upon 
hee been appropriated. 19 neve disposition to 
8 it results that the necessary ex- 


used between now and the Ist day of July, 


and that 
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print an excessive number o 


to our public printing uasin the want of system in connection there- 
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I do say that either the Committee on Appropriations or the Com- 
mittee on Printing, or those two committees combined, will render a 
great public service at this time by the inauguration of a system 
which will bring within reasonable limits the amount of money ex- 
po in the public printing. We are ordering the printing of 

ks in excess of the amount of money appropriated for that pur- 
pose by Con ; but the Public Printer comes here and says, “I 
must have the money,” and he is not altogether to blame. I 
blame either the committee or the Hou ut as I have already said 
what we require at this time is the establishment of some system in 
reference to the public printing. Every time we order a book printed 
we should know exactly how much it will cost, and we ought to 
know at the same time whether the appropriation made for the year 
is sufficient to cover it, and if it is not then we ought not to enter 
upon it. There ought to be ter care exercised in the first instance 
in ordering the public printing, and if this were done we might save 
ourselves much difficulty. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I now yield to the gentleman from Mississippi, 
(Mr. SINGLETON. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr, HOLMAN] asks the question whether this ne 
was not done under the supervision of the Committee on Printing, 
and I answered no, but that much of it was done under continuing 
existing law. For instance, I will call to the attention of the House 
that every bill and resolution coming into this House is printed under 
a law which authorizes 1,400 copies of each, which, by common cus- 
tom, has been increased to 1,900. The Committee on Printing have 
nothing to do with that printing. All bills and joint resolutions, as 
I have already stated, introduced into this House are printed under 
that statute. Every ropot coming from a committee under the rule 
is never referred to the Committee on Printing, but is printed under 
the law. In addition to that, Mr. Speaker, oftentimes you will find 
in a thin house some gentlemen will rise and ask for the printing of 
thousands of copies of a particular work, and it will be passed with- 
out reference to the Committee on Printing. Sometimes, when the 
Committee on Printing has made an adverse report, the House, you 
will find, will take charge of the matter and pass it over the head of 
the committee. 

The Committee on Printing, therefore, is not msible for the 
extraordinary amount of printing which has been done. I believe 
this Printing Office has been conducted honestly; I have found no 
fault with its management, but it is proper, in view of the vast amount 
of business ordered by this body, that some curb should be put upon 
the expense of the publie printing. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Ilinois. Will the gentleman let me ask him 
a question ? 

. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I should like to know how many 
of the reports of committees are ordered to be printed? 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. One thousand four hundred is 
the ordinary number, but 1,900 is the number usually printed. 

Mr, TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Could we not economize greatly 
in the public 25 . in reference to the reports of private bills? 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. No doubt you could do so. 

Mr. COX, of New York. But you must change the law first. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. There is now before the Com- 
mittee on Printing a bill introduced by myself regulating and re- 
re eras, Pony? public printing which will save, according to the Pub- 
lic Printer, from $200,000 to $250,000 a year. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I now demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the joint resolution was ordered to be e and read a third 
time, and e it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. hope the gentleman will allow me to say a word 
before the joint resolution is passed. 

Mr, HISCOCK. How long do you want? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Only a few minutes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Very well; I will yield to the gentleman for two 


minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be an idea preva- 
lent in the House that the present Committee on Printing is respon- 
sible for this increased appropriation. Now, there is not one single 
item for which this appropriation is required that has been ordered 
by the present Committee on Printing. The Speaker of the House was 
fortunate in appointing a practical printer and publisher as chair- 
man of the Committee on Printing, and that committee has endeav- 
ored to examine carefully every proposition which has come before 
it in reference to the cost of the printing asked for, and few orders 
have been made by that committee. One made for the first volume 
of the census was doubled by the House as soon as it was brought in. 

Mr. ATKINS. Let me ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have only two minutes. 

Mr. ATKINS. I only wished to ask a question, but I will with- 
hold it, as the gentleman’s time is so limited. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the House will look in the Revised Statutes, 
at section 3592, they will discover most of this printing is ordered b 
permanent law. It does not reach the Printing Committee at all. 
The printing ordered by Congress is provided for by law from year 


to year. Lask gentlemen to read sections 3592 and 3798 of the Re- 
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vised Statutes of the United States. They will discover that 35,000 
copies of a book known as Abridgment of the Message and Docu- 
ments are ordered by a continuing statute. 

Mr. HISCOCK. en was that law passed? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was passed in June, 1864, and has been the 
law ever since. 

Now, these documents are piled up in every second-hand book-store 
in the city, and crowd the corridors of this Capitol, as well as the 
Public Printing Office. I have introduced a resolution at this session 
which will, if adopted, vastly reduce these standing and permanent 
orders for the printing of public documents. But the Committee on 
Printing can scarcely get a hearing before the House, and when we 
do get it we seem always to be encroaching upon somebody’s meas- 
ure, for the House appears to regard with disfavor any attempt on 
our part to present matters for consideration, and seem to regret 
allowing us to be heard at any time, even for a moment. 

Mr. ATKINS. Will the gentleman from New York yield to me now 
to ask the gentleman from Illinois a question? 

Mr. OCK. I will yield a moment for that purpose. 

m Ttinois, who is 


APRIL 18, 


Mr. ATKINS. I want to ask the gentleman fro: 

a member of the Committee on Printing, if any estimate is made at 
all of the cost of any of these works whose printing is ordered before 
the work is done? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Committee on Printing always send the bill 
introduced by a member and referred to the committee to the Pub- 
lic Printer, and get from him an estimate of the cost. 

Mr. ATKINS. On each order ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. On each. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is not reported to the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is given in our report. 

Mr. ATKINS. Well, the report is never read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is not the fault of the committee. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Will the gentleman from New 
York allow an amendment to this joint resolution? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I cannot yield for an amendment. Lask fora vote 
on the resolution. 

The resolution was ordered to be en and read athird time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


p $ 

Mr. HISCOCK moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. F 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I move that the House insist upon 
its ä to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
No. 3830) making 5 for the support of the consular and 
diplomatic service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1883, and for other purposes, and to the conference asked 
by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CONFERENCE REPORT, POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CASWELL. I desire, Mr. S er, to submit a report from 
the committee of conference on the Post-Office appropriation bill, 
and ask that it be read. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the ies Bre Age of the two Honses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. making a priations for 
the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending Jime 30, 1883, 
ram for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have been unable 

agree. 


L. B. CASWELL, 


E. JOHN ELLIS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


J. B. BEC 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Mr. CASWELL. I move that the House insist upon its disagree- 
ment to the Senate amendments and ask for a further conference. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, while our report is a total disagreement, and a 
disagreement to all of the amendments of the Senate in form, yet 
there is in fact no di ment except upon one item, and I desire 
to call the attention of the House to that item upon which we have 
failed to agree. We have been unable to agree upon the Senate 
amendment which raises the appropriation for special mail facilities 
from $500,000 to $650,000. The Senate seemed to think that this 
fund should be ratably distributed throughout the country, and that 
if any appropriation is made at all for that purpose it shonld be so 
ratably distributed. 

The conferees on the part of the House have been disposed to take, 
at least a majority of them, the position that the amount fixed in the 
House bill, being the full amount of the estimates and recommenda- 
tions of the Postmaster-General, was sufficient for this purpose; or 
at least since the distribution and use of this money is not prescribed 
by the bill, or in other words, while it is left wholly a discretionary 
fund, that we ought not to exceed that amount which was recom- 
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mended. I, for wet bee of the opinion that if the Senate amendment 
which would distribute the entire amount of this fund of $650,000 
throughout all the principal lines of the United States, if so dis- 
tributed, would pile uoto its usefulness and make the appro- 
priation ineffectual. d I believe whatever sums are appropriated 
should remain upon trunk lines with one initial point from which 
to be expended, 

But, sir, I feel deeply impressed with the conviction that if we 
should adopt the Senate amendment and should distribute the funds 
so appropriated 5 the country, it would require at least 
$1, 000 to make it of any service; therefore the House committee 
did not feel authorized to extend the 1 beyond the 
amount placed in the bill by the House, and failed to agree. I for 
one should be glad to have an expression from the House upon the 
subject, and if I can know their will shall endeavor to execute it as 
far as I can. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him in what 
manner it is provided that this increase shall be expended? 

Mr. CASWELL. I cannot answer 3 s question in any 
better way than to call attention to the language of the Senate 
amendment; which is as follows: 

For necessary and sufficient facilities on railroad lines $650,000, such facilities to 
be ratably distributed as near as may be on railroad linea leading to or from the 
principal cities in the different sections of the United States. 

Inow renew the motion that the House insist upon its disagree- 
ment to the Senate amendments and ask a further conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. CASWELL, Mr. 
CANNON, and Mr. ELLIS as managers at said conference on the part 
of the House. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CALKINS. I now move, Mr. Speaker, to dispense with the 
morning hour for the call of committees, for the purpose of calling 
up the contested-election case of Campbell against Cannon, from the 
Territory of Utah. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 86, noes 48. 

So 5 not having voted in favor thereof) the motion was 
not a; to. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to inquire if an election case, the ques- 
tion of the right of a Delegate to a seat on this floor, is not of higher 
privilege than the morning hour for the call of committees ? 

The SPEAKER. That question has not been heretofore presented. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I present it now. 

Mr. CALKINS. Upon the supposition that it required a two-thirds 
vote to dispense with the morning hour, I made that motion. 

The SPEAKER. It requires a two-thirds vote to dispense with the 
morning hour. ; 

Mr. CALKINS. That is what I understand; and upon the tappo 
sition that the question of proceeding with the morning hour under 
the rules was a higher question than the election 2 7 I made the 
motion. But for the purpose of having the ruling of the Chair, I 
now call up the contested-election case from the Territory of Utah, 
of Campbell vs. Cannon, and I ask the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It seems to me the gentleman from Indiana is 
too late to make his motion for calling up the election case. If he 
nad made his motion to take up the contested-election case before the 
House had reiused to dispense with the morning hour, he might then 
have presented the question he desiresto present. But he has waited 
till the Honse has voted under the rule, and has refused to dispense 
with the morning hour, which is equivalent to an order of the House 
to proceed with the business in the morning hour. Now, it seems to 
me the House cannot set aside that order and proceed to take up a 
contested-election case. 

Mr. CALKINS, An estoppel in pais does not obtain in this House, 
= the question presented is a question of privilege under the 
rules. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The House has now determined by its vote it 
will proceed to a certain class of business under the rules; and it 
seems to me that order of the House must be executed. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Indiana, the Chair under- 
stands, calls up the contested-election case of Campbell vs, Cannon, 
Territory of Utah. The Chair does not think that the gentleman 
from Indiana could, if he chose, waive the right to have this ques- 
tion considered, if it is a question of higher privilege than the call- 
ing of committees in the morning hour, nor does the refusal of the 
House on his motion to dispense with the morning hour affect the 

uestion of privilege. The Chair has no doubt that the question of 
the right of a member to his seat is one of such high privilege that 
it may be called up at any time, and that it will take precedence of 
the morning hour. A member has a constitutional right to a seat, 
and any question affecting his right to it is one of the highest privi- 
lege, Certainly about that there can be no doubt. The right of a 
Delegate to a seat is not a constitutional one, but it is claimed under 
United States law; and the Chair does not see any material differ- 
ence so far as the a rare of the rule is concerned. The gentle- 
man from Indiana fh Ir. CALKINS] is recognized. 
Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I desire to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. Does the Chair mean to announce that a Delegate from a 
Territory has a constitutional right to a seat? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair expressly stated that it did not so 


hold. But Delegates from Territories having a right by law to their 
seats, the Ghair thinks there ought to be no difference in the appli- 


cation of the rule. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. 

Mr. CALKINS. Inow ca 
have indicated. 

Mr. BRAGG. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRAGG. Does the Chair hold that the House having deter- 
mined by its vote not to dispense with the morning hour, the morning 
hour can be dispensed with without a rescinding of that vote? 

The SPE R. The Chair has held nothing of the kind; nor has 
it been called upon to hold anything of the kind. 

Mr. BRAGG. That is what I desire the Chair to rule upon. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was not called upon to rule on that 

uestion. 

i Mr. BRAGG. I desire the Chair to rule on that question. The 
0. has by its vote determined not to dispense with the morning 


our—— 

ako SPEAKER. And the morning hour has not been dispensed 
with. 

Mr. BRAGG, And that stands as a matter of record. 

The SPEAKER. And as a matter of record the morning hour is 
not dispensed with as by order of the House. But the Chair holds 
that prior to the morning hour the question of privilege comes in; 
and if that is disposed of in time to-day the question whether the 
morning honr is to proceed will come up again. 

Mr. BRAGG. I would like to cite to the Chair an authority which 
runs somewhat in this wise, of whipping the devil around the stump. 
I suggest whether that is applicable or not. 

The SPEAKER. That is a question for the gentleman’s own con- 
sideration. The Chair thinks other members understand it. 

Mr. CALKINS. I ask the minority of the committee to state what 
time they desire for discussion. 

Mr. MOULTON rose. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I would like the gentloman from Iowa [Mr. Kas- 
son] and the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, who 
have charge of the bill creating a tariff commission, to state whether 
it is their purpose to abandon the discussion of that bill during this 
week and give way to this election case, or whether they intend to 
raise the question of consideration and proceed with the matter un- 
der discussion. There has been something like an agreement arrived 
at in the Committee on Ways and Means in regard to the discussion 
of that measure which we supposed would result in the continuance 
of that debate during this week, or at least during all the time that 
the House could give us this week under the andes assigning that 
bill for discussion, because that order itself excepted certain meas- 
ures which were not to be interfered with by the tariff-commission 
bill. But these election cases are not among them, and we supposed 
the House would go on this week with the discussion of the tariff- 
commission bill, except so far as that discussion may be interrupted 
ny some one of the class of measures which were excepted in the 
order. 

Mr. KASSON. I will answer the gentleman from Kentucky by 
saying that when our friends on the other side desired that we should 
not, as I desired that we should, have a vote this week upon a prop- 
osition to close the debate upon the tariff-commission bill, the gen- 
eral debate, I advised them that if the close of the debate was post- 
poned until the week following this it would be indispensable that 
we should give way to some other public business in the House, 
And the understanding that was arrived at, according to my appre- 
ciation of it, was that we were to take during this week for general 
debate on the tariff bill only such portion of time as we could obtain 
without interfering with the general pro: of other business, and 
that three days more of general debate should be had, which three 
days would not be taken for that general debate until the week fol- 
lowing this. 

In pursuance of that arrangement it was also understood that what 
time we might be able to obtain this week for debate upon the tariff- 
commission bill, including evening sessions, we should endeavor to 
obtain for the purpose of prosecuting that general debate. There- 
fore this giving way to public business at this time is in entire 
Scourdance with our understanding in the committee, as I appre- 

end it. 

I have this morning asked that we might have to-morrow evening, 
this evening being otherwise assigned, to go on with the general de- 
bate on the tariff-commission bill, in pursuance of the understanding 
that as far as possible we would allow the debate to go on durin 
this week at periods when the time of the House was not required 
for the conduct of other business. I have endeavored to carry out 
that understanding in perfect good faith, but have not deemed my- 
self either able or properly required to interfere with what the House 
may determine to be 1 matters, or with other public busi- 
ness which might be brought forward. 

With that view, if there is no objection, I will now renew my sug- 
gestion that such gentlemen as desire to speak upon the tariff-com- 
mission bill shall have an opportunity to do so to-morrow evening, 
the session to commence at eight o’clock, and no other business to bo 
transacted, the session to be for general debate only on the tariff- 
commission bill. . 


I misunderstood the Chair. 
up the contested-election case which I 
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Mr. CARLISLE. I think the gentleman from Iowa is mistaken 
in regard to, or at least has inadvertently misstated, the agreement 
arrived at in committee as to the number of days to be devoted to 
8 debate on the tariff-commission bill. understanding of 

e ment in the Committee on Ways and Means was that we 
should procure all the time for such debate that we could during this 
preen week, and that the general debate should not be closed on 

e tariff-commission bill until after the captain of three days of 
next week. It was not my understanding that there should be only 
three days of general debate after the time the understan was 
arrived at, but that we should procure all the time we could this 
week for general debate, and should also haye three days’ general 
debate next week. 

My interpretation of that understanding was that we were not to 
be interrupted in the general debate this week except by the con- 
sideration of that class of business which was excepted in the order 
of the House me the tariff-commission bill for consideration 
and discussion. Of course if we are to give way to all other business 
in the House ing this week we have no discussion of the 
tariff-commission bill until next week, and under the agreement 
would be compelled to stop the peN debate after three days had 
been devoted to it next week, Now that would not be fair to gen- 
tlemen on this side of the House or on that side of the House who 
have not had an opportanity to be heard. 

Mr. KASSON. I do not understand the gentleman from Kentucky 
to state the terms of the ment essentially different from what 
I have stated them. He will that there were no bills named. 

Mr. CARLISLE. No special business was designated, and there- 
fore I drew the conclusion that the business referred to was that 
named in the order. 

Mr. KASSON. I made a memorandum at the time of the agree- 
ment, simply stating that we must give way this week for the trans- 
action of other business, I would be willing and glad to goon with 
the discussion of the tariff-commission bill to-day if it should be the 


disposition of the House, 
HOUSE. I would like to call the attention of the generar 
com- 
spe- 


from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] to what took place when this 

mission discussion commenced. There was then a continui 

cial order, the bill transferring private claims to the Court of Clai 
The gentleman from Iowa then stated that he wanted the discussion 
of the tariff-commission bill “to commence.” But that discussion 
has gone on and on and on. 

Mr. REED. And on, 

Mr. HOUSE. Yes, and on; and it seems almost as if it would go 
on forever and we would never get a chance to take even a day to 
consider and dispose of in some way that very important measure. 

The gentleman from Iowa now gives way to something else, and 
after that something else will come in which he may not choose to 
aragonite I think the subject to which I have referred ought to 
be taken up and considered, If we are going to do anything with 
it this session, it is perfectly idle for us to delay its consideration 
much longer, if the Senate is to act upon it. 

I appealed to the gentleman from lowa the morning that he first 
moved to go into Committee of the Whole on the commission 
bill, and called his attention to the fact that a tariff- commission bill 
had already passed the Senate and only needed the action of the 
House. I appealed to him that morning, as I have done on several 
occasions since, to give way in order that this important measure to 
which a have referred might be brought before the House and dis- 


posed o 

Mr. KASSON. The gentleman has stated correctly that I admit- 
ted the importance of his bill. He will perhaps recollect that after 
three days’ discussion on the tariff-commission bill the Appropria- 
tions Committee came in and had five days’ discussion on their bills. 

Thus other business has intervened; but I have done my utmost 
to facilitate the completion of the debate on the tariff-commission 
bill, Even on Fridays Ihave pushedit forward, I have only to re- 
new the statement to the gentleman that if the House is now disposed 
to waive all further debate and come to a vote upon the question to- 
day I should be gaa My effort is e Bas comply with the wishes 
of the House. en the bill of the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
Heuss] comes * he will find me its warm supporter. 

Mr. HOUSE. I am afraid it will never come up. 

Mr. CALKINS. I ask that the case I have called up be now con- 
sidered. I ask the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. MOULTON, ] repre- 
oes g minority of the committee, how much time is desired on 

side 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the gentleman. pro to continue the 
election cases from day to day for the rest of this week? 

Mr. CALKINS. I wish to find out from the gentleman from Ili- 
nois [Mr. MOULTON] how much time is . on the other side. 

Mr. MOULTON. The understanding of the Committee on Elec- 
tions this momias was that each side should ocenpy four hours. 
pe That was the 


[Cries of “ Oh, nt. 
Mr. CALKINS, the goutleman sey that his side desires four 
hours’ discussion ? 


Mr. MOULTON. Yes, sir. 


Mr. CALKINS. yey welt I yield to my colleague on the com- 
mittee, the tleman Wisconsin, [ Mr. ey | 7 

Mr, CARLISLE. In order to test the tion of the House as 
to proceeding with the tariff-commission bill, I desire to raise the 
qneskien of consideration upon this contested-election case. Of course 

would have no right to move that the House go into Committee of 
the Whole for the consideration of the tariff-commission bill, and 
should not attempt to make that motion; but I raise the question of 
consideration in order that if the House should determine not to goon 
with the election case, the tleman having charge of the tariff- 
commission bill may move to go into Committee of the Whole to 
proceed with its discussion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. CARLISLE, ] 
having the right, raises question of consideration. The question 
is, Will the House now proceed to the consideration of the contested- 
election case, which the Chair holds is a question of privilege? 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 94, noes 81. 

Mr. HOUSE. I for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were o $ 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to ask a question. If the Committee on 
Ways and Means should get the floor, I wish to know whether they 
will move the previous question on the tariff-commission bill and let 
us have a vote at once? 

The eee The gentleman is not in order. The Chair sup- 
posed he rose to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The question was taken; and there were —yeas 127, nays 100, not 
voting 64; as follows: 


YEAS—127. 
Aldrich, Dunnell, Mason, „D. 
Anderson, Dwight, McClure, Robinson, James S. 
Bayn Font" ae McCook, R; 
©, N 
Belford, Fulkerson, McKinley, j 
Bingham, Miles, Shallen 4 
Bowman, Grout Miller, Sherwin, 
Brewer, G: Moore, altz, 
Briggs, Hammond, John Morey, Skinner, 
Buc Harmer, Moulton, Smith, Dietrich C. 
Burrows, Julius C. Harris, Benj. W. Murch, Smith, J. Hyatt 
Burrows, Jos. ý Norcross,. 
Butterworth, Haskell, O'Neill, Stone, 
Calkins, Hawk, Orth, Strait, 
Campbell, Hellman? Sidi 8 Wm. G 
Cannon, — Paul Tyler, , 
Carpenter, Horr, Payson, Alentine, 
Cassidy, Houk, Peelle, Van Aernam, 
C 5 Hubbell, Peirce, Van Ho: 
Chace, H Y, Pettibone, Van Voorhis, 
Crowley, J Pound, Wads 
Culle Jad Prescott, Wait, 
Darrell, Jones, eW. Ranney, Walker, 
Davis, George R. Jones, Phineas Ray,” Ward, 
Davis, Lowndes H. Jorgensen, Reed, Webber, 
Dawes, . Joyce, Rice, Theron M. Williams, Chas. G 
De Motte FEA Richardson, D. P. Wood, alter A. 
Dezendorf, a Ritchie, ; Young. 
Dingley, s Robeson, 
t NAYS—100. 
Aiken, Covington, Hewitt, G. W. Richardson, Jno. S. 
Armfield, Cravens, litzell, Robinson, Wm. E. 
Atkins, Culberson, Ross, 
Barbour, Curtin, H x Scoville, 
Belmont, Davidson, Shackelford, 
Blackburn, Dibble,’ — W Simla n, Jas. W. 
urn, e, enna, e as. 
Blanchard, Dibrell, Knott, Si m, Otho R. 
Bland, Dowd, Ladd, Sparks, 
Blount, Dugro, Latham, rea 
on Ellis, x Le Ferie, Talbott, j Ba 
Caldwell, Evins, Menon Tillman. eS 
Carlisle, Finley, McKenzie, Townshend, R. W. 
Chalmers, Forney, MeMillin, Tucker, 
Chapman, Garrison, Money, Turner, Henry G. 
Clardy, Geddes, Morse, Turner, Oscar 
Clark, Gunter, M vo, Upson, 
Clements, Hammond, N. J. Mul A Vance, 
Cobb, Hardenbergh, Nolan, Warner, 
k, Harris, Henry § Oates, el Dorn, 
8 — . — 1 — ; 
S bene 8. Herndon, Reagan, Wise, George D. 
NOT VOTING—#4- 
Atherton, Frost, ‘A Steele, 
Beach, Gibson, Maca Stephens, 
Rack. Godshalk, McLane, 8 A 
Bliss, Hardy, ba i L 22. 
Browne, Henderson, Mutchler, Thomas. 
Brumm, Hepu Neal, Ther, 
Buckner, Hewitt, Abram S. Phelps, Washburn, 
Cornell, Hooker, Rice, John B. Watson, 
Cox, William R. Hub Rice, William W. West, 
Saile Hawkins, Robertson, Wheeler, 
Kasson, Rosecrans, White, 
Farwell, Chae. n. Ketcham, Simon Wilson. 
Fisher, Smith, A. Herr M. Re. 
Flower, Ee: Spooner, Won. ü — adet 


So the House decided to consider the Utah contested-election case, 
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The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk : 
Mr. CORNELL with Mr. BUCKNER. 

. STOCKSLAGER with Mr. LINDSEY. 

Mr. Scares with Mr, WASHBURN. 

. KETCHAM with Mr. HUTCHINS. 

. WISE, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. HALL. 

. FARWELL, of Illinois, with Mr, MARTIN. 

. WATSON with Mr. Harpy. 

. WEsT with Mr. BLISS. 

WILSON with Mr. Rice of Massachusetts. 

. MCLANE with Mr. URNER. 

. GODSHALK with Mr. Cox, of North Carolina. 

. ROBERTSON with Mr. BROWNE. 

. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. Hewitt, of New York. 
. Rice, of Ohio, with Mr. HOOKER. 

. UppeGrarr, of Iowa, with Mr. Briss. 

Mr. UpprGrarr, of Ohio, with Mr. SIMONTON. 

Mr. Rosecrans with Mr. FISHER. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 
UTAH CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. 

Mr. CALKINS. The House having decided to enter upon the con- 
sideration of the Utah contested-election case, I now yield to my 
colleague on the Committee on Elections, the gentleman from Wis- 
consin, [Mr. HAZELTON. ] 

Mr. ELTON, It may seem, Mr. Speaker, somewhat. strange 
to this country, after the p of such an act as that which struck 
down the political power of polygamy in the Territory of Utah, that 
this House should now occupy any further time in determining the 
question whether that institution should maintain representation 
upon this floor. Nevertheless, the situation of the case, coming from 
the Committee on Elections, to which it was referred to ascertain 
and report the facts and the law, it becomes necessary that the case 
shall be grappled with and decided by this House—the sole arbiter 
of the whole question, 

MR. CAMPRELL DECLARED XOT ELECTED. 

I assume, and I have the right to assume, Mr. Speaker, in view of 
the large vote which determined the question of political power 
under the so-called Edmunds bill, and which has received, as I under- 
stand, the signature of the President and become a law, that this 
House of Representatives, on both sides, by the measure and char- 
acter of that vote will deny representation to Mr. Cannon, although 
he has received 18,000 votes, if they can find good cause for so doing. 
And I assume that every gentleman will act in good faith in the de- 
termination of the question now before the House—one of the most 
important in our Congressional history. The committee disposes of 
the case so far as Mr. Campbell is concerned under the law which 
exists in almost every State of the Union, that a minority vote under 
the circumstances could not control as against a majority vote, which 
had to be counted and canvassed. Under the decisions of Wisconsin 
and other States of the Union, Mr. Campbell, therefore, is declared 
not to be elected, although he has the certificate of the governor of 
the Territory of Utah. 

MR. CANNON CONSIDERED TO BE A CITIZEN OF THE UNITED STATES. 

In this contest the question was raised by Mr. Campbell, the con- 
testee, that Mr. Cannon was nota citizen of the United States at 
the time of the election. The committee brushed that point away 
also and found, bg yeti there were some irregularities, while there 
was not a full and perfect record behind the certificate, although it 
was not clear upon the proof behind the certificate that his residence 
was such as was required by the law when he received his certificate 
of naturalization, yet under the decisions they held they could not 
attack that certificate collaterally, and acknowl and conceded 
that the question of citizenship stood upon the record in his favor, 
the court haying so found and certified. 

THE REAL QUESTION 18, SHALL POLYGAMY DISQUALIFY? 

This brought the whole case up to the question whether Mr. Can- 
non having received this number of votes and being a citizen under 
the law was disqualified on account of being a Bie PENNA Now, 
sir, it is not the first time the question has been raised in this Con- 
gress. It has been raised before and sent to a committee by the 
vote of the House, but never before has it appeared to confront us 
fairly and squarely by bein preen ea to the American representa- 
tives as a question of disqualification for the office of Territorial Dele- 


te. 

n VIEWS OF THE MAJORITY OF THE COMMITTEE. 

The majority of the committee believed, first, that in the decision 
of this question one important consideration entering into it was the 
difference between a Delegate on this floor and a member of the House 
from one of the States, holding his authority and power under. the 
Constitution of the United States. We held asa majority that if the 
Delegate were a mere creature of the law, his office not being a con 
stitutional franchise, if his office was created by statute alone, at the 
will and by the sufferance of the House, then the whole question of 
determining whether he should go out or remain, whether he could 


be expelled or rejected, was a question within the control of a ma- 
jority of this House of Representatives. We held that it could take 
no larger vote to apa or reject the Delegate than that required to 
enact or repeal the law creating the office of Delegate. 

WHAT THE MINORITY THINK. 

Our opponents on the other side held to the position before the 
committee, and I think in their report, that although a Delegate he 
stands guarded by all that fortifies a member of Congress within 
the spirit and letter of the Constitution, that the same qualifications 
apply to him which apply to a member of Congres trae he can only 
be disqualified for the same reasons which disqualify a member of 
Congress. Upon all those points the majority of the committee in 
their report take issue with the minority. 

CHARACTER AND TENURE OF THE OFFICE OF TERRITORIAL DELEGATE. 


The discussions which have taken place as to the tenure and char- 
acter of the office of Delegate and of a member of Congress are an 
interesting portion of our legislative annals. They came up far 
back in the history of the nation, and before any of us were born 
The question came up, Mr. S er, and was discussed and deter- 
a 9 by a Congress composed of members many of whom had taken 
an active part in the formation of the Federal Constitution. It was 
considered and determined by some of the greatest constitutional 
lawyers and statesmen who adorn our national history. Among 
these I name James Madison, President of the United States, one 
of the strongest and foremost haps of all who helped lay the 
foundation of our Republic; and it was determined, there and then, 
that a Delegate was a mere creature of the law, that he was a mere 
envoy, or agent from the people of a Territory, coming here by the 
mere permission of Congress to take a seat in this House, but shorn 
of all the vital powers belonging to a Representative of a State. 

THE DELEGATE AN ENVOY TO CONGRESS—MADISON'S OPINION: 


And right here I will ask the Clerk to read from this case of James 
White, a Delegate from the Territory south of the Ohio River, away 
back in November 11, 1794. A committee of that ag hp reported 
upon his right to take his seat as a Delegate upon this floor; and 
upon this question of his attributes or power under the Constitution 
and the difference between his technical character as a representa- 
tive from a Territory and a member of Congress representing a State 
is so clearly set forth on page 91 of this book, being a compilation of 
contested election cases, that I ask the Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Madison said that in new cases there often arose a difficulty in applying 
old names to new things. The proper designation of Mr. White is to be found in 
the laws and rules of the Constitution. ¢ is not a member of Congress, there- 
Saw, ane sgo cannot be di to take au oath, unless he chooses to take it vol- 
unt: 5 

Mr. 8 moved that Mr. White should be required to take an oath. 

Mr. W. Smith observed that the Constitution only required members and ths 
Clerk to take the oath. The gentleman was not a member; it does not even appear 
for what number of years he was elected. In fact, he is no more an envoy 
to Congress. Instead of being called a Delegate to Con had he plainly been 
called an envoy the difficulty would have vanished. He is not a representative 
from, but an officer deputed by the people of the Western Territory. It is very 
improper to call on this gentleman to take such an oath, any more than any civil 
officer in the State of Pe: lvania. Mr. Smith did not consider him as coming 
even within the Post-Office law, (for franking letters,) he is not entitled to pay, 
unless a law be passed to that 15 

Mr. Giles agreed with the gentleman who spoke last as to the impropriety of 

ing an oath of the gentleman. 

Mr. Dayton was against requiring the oath. Call him what you will, said he, 
a member, a delegate, or, if Nan lease, a nondescript. It would be wrong to ac- 
cept his oath even if he should offer it. He is not a member; he cannot vote, which 
is the essential part. It is said that he can argue, and by that means influence the 
votes of the House. But so, also, a printer may be said to argue and influence 
when he comes to this House, takes notes, and prints them in the newspapers. 

Mr. Boudinot said that, as the House had set out on a wrong principle, it was 
natural that in their subsequent progress they should wander further and further 
from the point. But as the House had now given their decision, he acquiesced in 
it. It was, however, a strange kind of a thing to have a gentleman here arguing 
who was not bound by an oath. 

Several other mem spoke; and on the question, Shall the Delegate take an 
oath as a member, it was decided in the negative—ayes 32, noes 42.—Philadeiphia: 
Gazette of 18th and 19th November, 1794. 

The report and resolution were then agreed to by the House, and Mr. White 
took his seat as a Delegate. During the session a bill was passed allowing him 
pay and the privilege of franking letters as a member. 


Mr. HAZELTON. That shows that the first Delegates admitted 
here from the Territories were not even required to take an oath 
of office; and Mr. White took his seat without taking an oath of 
office at all; and up to the time that the law was extended to the 
Territories outside of the territory embraced within the ordinance 
of 1787 the law and practice have never extended beyond what is 
implied in that decision. 

LEGISLATION REGARDING DELEGATES. 


As we acquired new territory by war and conquest we codified our 
laws, so to speak, upon that subject, and provided, as we do in sec- 
tion 1862 of the statutes, that — 

Every Territory shall have the right to send a Delegate to the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States to serve during each Congress, who shall be elected 
by the voters in the Territory qualified to elect members of the legislative assem- 
bly thereof. The person having the number of votes shall be declared by 


the governor duly elected, a cate shall be given accordingly, Ev 
such te 8 have a seat in the House of ä . right of 
debating, but not of voting. 


Now, the question of citizenship—the qualifications of citizen- 
ship—enters in no way into the law which I have read, The ques- 
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tion of age, of inhabitancy, none of the t qualifications which 
apply under the Constitution of the Uni States to members of 

ongress, enter into this law at all, and it was not until some time 
after that Congress, in order to supply one of these conditions, 
adopted section 1906, providing that— 

The Delegate to the House of Representatives from each of the Territories of 
Washington, Idaho, and Montana must be a citizen of the United States. 

Before that the law was silent upon that point, and afterward, if 
there is any law requiring that the Delegate from Utah Territory 
should even be a citizen of the United States, it is a law which has 
been passed subsequently to this, and whether such law exists or 
not I do not know. 

CONGRESS, NOT THE CONSTITUTION, FIXES THE QUALIFICATIONS OF DELEGATES. 

But taking these decisions and these statutes together, and taking 
the legislation as it appears upon our statute-books creating these 
‘Territorial Delegates, we find that the Delegate is, to all purposes, 
under every shape you may view it, simply the naked agent or en- 
voy from the Territories of this Union, whose connection with their 
1 power may be cut off, terminated, or destroyed at our 

. We are the power to fix the qualifications of the Delegates 
from the Territories, not the Constitution. We are the power which 
creates his office, which creates him. The Constitution fixes our 
qualifications, because it fixes us as members representing the power 
of this Government, 

Now, I was not surprised in our debate upon this Edmunds bill, 
the t act which struck down the political power of polygamy in 
the Territories, to hear my friend from Alabama, [Mr. HERBERT, ] 
and one or two others of the best lawyers on that side of the House, 
take the position that that law terminated the official existence of 
Mr. Cannon, or any other Delegate representing the same class of 
pome as he would represent if seated upon this floor. That I un- 

erstand to be the position assumed by some gentlemen upon that 
side. Now, what does this section of that law provide? 


Sxc. 8. That no polygamist, bigamist, or any cohabiting with more than 


one woman, and no woman cohabiting with any of the persons described as aforesaid 


in this section, in any Territory or other place over which the United States have 


exclusive j n. be entitled to vote at any election held in any such 
Territory or other place, or be mts ye for election or appomtment to or be entitled 
to hold an r place of public trust, honor, or emolument in, under, or for 


office o; 
any such Territory or place, or under the United States. 
THE POWER WHICH CREATES CAN DESTROY. 

Now, sir, let us apply that rule as argued here by my friend from 
Alabama, (Mr. HERBERT, ] and he must vote with us on this question 
as he argued ; because he took that position honestly as one of the 
best lawyers inthe South. Doyou know that in the supreme court of 
the State of New Hampshire, where it is provided their judges shall 
hold office during good behavior, they have been struck down in the 
midst of their terms of office twice or three times in the organization 
and reorganization of the courts of thatState? They were 3 
to forego their salaries; they were compelled to step out and seek 
employment elsewhere, while new men, at the dictation of the popu- 
lar will, took their places in a new court and upon a new hed perei 
tion under the law. Why ? Becausethose courts were created by the 
statutes of the State of New Hampshire, and because they were the 
creatures of the will of that State, and they lived only so long as 
the people of that State in their legislative capacity were disposed 
to let them live; and they had to bow to the dictate of that sover- 
eign will if it destroyed them, when it was indicated through their 
legislative enactments. 

CONGRESS HAS AMPLE POWER TO UNSEAT MR. CANNON. 

Now, take this very case here, where Mr. Cannon says he has 18,000 
votes. He is a Delegate under our law, as I stated, not under the 
Constitution; the creature of our will, naked in our hands, to be de- 
stroyed or lifted up as we choose. Under the whole theory of the 
law, and all the precedents of this 8 where does he stand to- 
day under this great act, this bill which has already become an en- 
actment of this Government, which says he shall not hold any office 
or place of public trust? 

lam arguing that by a majority vote we made that law which 
strikes down polygamy like a potter’s vessel, which sweeps away all 
the political power it can exercise in the Republic at our will; that 
law which goes out from us in all its vitality and power, or the ma- 
jority will of this body. Tell me that we cannot strike him down 
with the same power and the same majority! Tell me that he can 
stand under the Constitution, where he was never placed, and say, 
you require a two-thirds vote to reject me or expel me!” I say the 
power is clear. I say he must stand or fall whenever we choose to 
put a qualification upon him or a disqualification upon him. 

Some gentlemen may say, why, we havea general law; the law which 
T have read here, passed F ai and approved by the President, 
which gives the people of Utah the right to a Delegate. Is there an 
power of law that can rob us of a 8 ower under the Consti- 
tation higher than that which says eac ouse shall be the judge 
of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its owu members? Can 
Congress pass a law that shall rob this House of that constitutional 
power, or impair it, or diminish it? 

Mr. HOUSE. Does the gentleman hold that that clause of the 
Constitution applies to a Delegate? 

Mr. HAZELTON. I do not care whether it does or not. 


Mr, HOUSE. I merely desired to know what the gentleman’s 


tion was. 

Mr. HAZELTON. What I say is this: that certain distinguished 
8 who oppose me are occupying a position which I confront. 

t is it? Why, that Co ving passed this law that I have 
just read, section 1862 of the Revised Statutes— 

Every Territory shall have the right to send a Delegate to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, &. x 
I am confronted by my opponents on this question with the posi- 
tion that this man Cannon can rest under that law of Congress, and 
that we, being one body of that Congress, can im no disqualifi- 
cation, can exercise no exclusive power to put him out or put him 
in, because he can stand under the law as his protection. Now, I 
confront that proposition. It is not necessary for me to admit or 
deny anything in response to the question just put by the gentleman 

from Tennessee. 

Mr. HOUSE. The gentleman from Wisconsin will pardon me. I 
understood him to quote that clause of the Constitution as a barrier 
to this House to pass any law prescribing the qualifications of a 
Delegate from a Territory. Now, the question I put to the gentle- 
man is a very plain one. Does the gentleman hold that that clause 
of the Constitution which gives Congress the right to judge of the 
elections, the returns, and qualifications of its members applies to a 
Delegate from a Territory? I merely wish to get the gentleman’s 
position withont interrupting his ent. f 

Mr. HAZELTON. I will give it. I understand the gentleman’s 
point. That has been held to be so by pits of reasoning in cer- 
tain cases. But my position is this—and I desire to take it and have 
it understood fully and clearly, as I entertain it myself: notwith- 
standing that clause of the Constitution gives us power over mem- 
bers, I hold, I will say to my friend from Tennessee, that in dealin, 
with a Delegate we are not hound by it or controlled by it, but tha 
without any regard to any qualifications put down in that, asa ques- 
tion of power on our part, he is absolutely within our control and at 
our will. Now does the gentleman understand my position? 

Mr. HOUSE. Ido. But I do not understand how the gentleman 
quotes that clause of the Constitution as a barrier. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Generally, I say; generally, that being a power 
given us, an exclusive power, we could not pass a law to take it 
away or to impair it or weaken it, because it isa distinct plenary 
constitutional power. I am arguing this branch of the case upon 
positions taken by those who oppose me; and when they insist that 
they stand upon and rest the case of Mr. Cannon upon this law, then 
I meet them in my own way upon those propositions. That is what 
I am saying. 

Now, to me the power to deal with this question on the part of the 
American Congress is sufficiently clear. The case now comes up, and 
every man largely in his own judgment must decide the question. 
Some men may say that polygamy is no disqualification, and there- 
fore may vote against these two Yesolutions which deny to both 
Campbell and Cannon the right to a seat here. 

POLYGAMY ALWAYS HOSTILE TO LAW AND GOOD ORDER. 

But I look back over the history of the past in connection with 
this subject. I know how the public mind stands in regard to it. I 
know how much this institution has confronted the civilization of 
this country since 1850, and since the day it first put its foot upon 
our soil, from the time it struck Ohio until it went through Illinois 
and Missouri, and until it made its fastnesses in the mountains, where 
it expected the Government of the United States would never come. 
If it were an institution ve to our flag and to this Government, if 
it were an institution within Christian civilization, if it were any 
part of our strength and life in its history, its growth, its education, 
in anything, there might be some justification for raising the tech- 
nical question, for making an argument to maintain its continuance 
as a 8 vo power on this floor. 

But I tell you it has been in open rebellion against this Govern- 
ment ever since it planted its lustful feet on our territory. It defied 
the courtsin Ohio. In Missouri it was in arms against the constituted 
authorities. In Illinois it built up a city of twelve thousand ple 
at Nauvoo, a rendezvous for adventurers and criminals and lustful 

rsons. Every inch of its growth has been in defiance of law and 
order, of Christianity and of our Government. It proceeded to such 
an extent that the authorities of Illinois armed themselves and drove 
it out. Soin Missouri it proceeded to such an extent that the au- 
thorities of that State were compelled to drive it ont, and nine of its 
twelve apostles fled from that State under indictment for the basest 
crimes known to the law. 

We have evidence from every department of this Government of 
its hostility to the nation. We have confronted it from 1848 until to- 
day. From the Surveyor-General’s Department, from the authori- 
ties of the Army, from our civil and Federal officers we have the in- 
formation that they were driven from their places, and every one of 
them has placed upon record the character and hostility of this insti- 
tution to our Government. 

THE MORMON CHURCH USURPS ALL CIVIL AND MILITARY POWER IN UTAH. 
ante back in 1851 three Democratic judges were appointed to go 
to Utah. They never could administer justice in the face and eyes 
of this harlot. They never could take their seats as jud The 
law was trampled under foot and defied. I will give what these 
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three Democratic guages, Brandebury, Brocchus, and Harris, state 
in their report to the President : 


To enable the t to understand more fully the unfortunate position of 
affairs in Terri it will be necessary to ex the extraordinary religious 
ion existing its unlimited p: Influence, and er, and to 
Cae mice ble detail of facts, and the and of the 
3 aos 2 high in authority toward the Government, people, and offi- 
cers of the tates. 
We found arrival that almost the entire tion consisted of a peo- 
ple called, praia 73 the Mormon Church ov lowing and controlling the 


tory; 0 g and commanding the military; disposin, 
3 money, stamped 

circulation at a 
ing and defending the practice of poly; 
tenth part of 


gof the 9 
00 


d su e 
and requiring, as an article of religious faith, 
implicit obedience to the ch” as paramount to all the obli- 
gations of morality, society, allegiance, and of law. 
HORRIBLE AND INCESTUOUS PRACTICES OF MORMONS—CANNON THEIR REPRESEN- 
TATIVE. 

Here is another feature of the institution, to show its social im- 
purity, to show how the family relations can be perverted, to show 
what a magnificent institution it is for us to foster and encourage 
and make a part of our political and civil organization. I give you 
this from the Democratic judges, said to be good men, but they could 
not live there very long: 

The prominent men in the church, whose example in all things it is the ambition 
of the more humble to imitate, have each many wives; some of , we were 
credibly informed and vo, as many as twenty or thirty, and Brigham Young, 
the governor, even a greater number. Only a few days before we left the Terri- 
tory— 

Now, mark this— 

Only a few days before we left the Territory the governor was seen riding 
thro’ Ah the streets of the city in an omnibus with a large company of his wives, 
more than two-thirds of whom had infants in their arms. It is not uncommon to 


find two or more sisters married to the same man; and in one instance, at least. a 


=~ and hertwo daughters are among the wives of a leading member of the 
chure. 

This is the incestuous, polygamous, hell-born institution, the rep- 
resentative of which we are to admit upon or deny the privileges of 
a Delegate upon this floor, for he represents no part of the American 
citizenship out there outside of this polygamous institution, He 
received not one gentile vote. He stands here as the representative 
of that church which I have described from the testimony of these 
judges. He stands here as the sole representative of that church, 
knocking at our doors to be continued in his representation here in 
order to strengthen and maintain that polygamous power in a politi- 


cal point of view. 
at institution has aimed at political power wherever it has 
been. It will never yield that desire for political power to maintain 


itself by political methods. It will never yield the desire nor the 
determination until it shall die the death it so well merits. 


CANNON A SELF-ADMITTED POLYGAMIST. 


While I have nothing to say personally against the representative 
of polygamy who asks a seat here, I amo to the system which 
he represents. Now, in order to connect with it, and I beg your 
pardon, Mr. Speaker, and the pardon of gentlemen here that it is 
necessary that I should ever state on this floor the testimony of his 
connection with the church and his fidelity to its interests and its 
growth as its representative—I must do so in order tostate fully the 
position he occupies in regard to it. All the world knows his po- 
sition. It appears on the records of the Supreme Court of my Goy- 
ernment, which condemned the whole system as a crime; asa ‘‘ blas- 

hemy of religion having no protection under that clause of the 

onstitution which forbids the interference of the Government with 
religion. It is a crime against the laws of every State of the Ameri- 
can Union; against the laws of England; against the laws of every 
civilized government; against the best interests of God and man; 
and it shall not live under the protection of this court.” Now, in 
order that there should be no trouble about taking testimony, Mr. 
Cannon made a stipulation which I will ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

I, George Q. Cannon, contestant, protesting that the matter in this paper con- 
tained is not relevant to the issue, do admit that I am a member of the Church of 
Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints, commonly called Mormons; that, inuccordance 
with the tenets of said church, I have taken plural wives, who now live with me, 
and have so lived with me for a number of years, and borne me children. I also 
admit that in my pane addresses as teacher of my religion in Utah Territory I 
a defended said tenet of said church as being, in my belief, a revelation from 


GEORGE Q. CANNON. 


Mr. HAZELTON. Now, Mr. Speaker, that about finishes the 
chapter; that concludes, so far as my time will permit, my discus- 
sion of the power of Congress over this question. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I would like to ask the gentleman the date of 
the papar which has just been read? 

Mr. HAZELTON. It was made—I supposed the gentleman knew 
that there had never been any dispute about it—— 

Mr. MOULTON, June 1, 1881. 


Mr. HAZELTON. It was made for the p of being evidence 


urpose 
in this case; it was never denied by Mr. Cannon or his attorney be- 


fore the committee; it was entered among the original transcripts, 
authenticated the same as all the other papers. It stands as Mr. 
Cannon’s admission. Does the 3 Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE] 


stand up here before the world to deny that that is Mr. Cannon's 
belief and position 7 

Mr. CO RSE. Lasked the gentleman a question as to the date. 

Mr. HAZELTON. And I have answered it. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I did not intend to excite the gentleman's anger. 

Mr. HAZ ELTON. You did not; more my sorrow than my anger. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Ifthe gentleman will give me the date I shali 
be obliged to him ; if he cannot, let him say so, that is all. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Ido not think it is dated as quoted here; it 
may be in the original paper, 

Mr. CONVERSE. I want to know when it was made if the gen- 
tleman knows. 

Mr, HAZELTON. It was made a part of the case; but the pre- 
cise minute when it was so made I cannot tell. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Was it last year, or five years ago? 

Mr. HAZELTON. It was during the taking of evidence on the 
naturalization question. 

Mr. CALKINS. Will my colleague on the committee yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. HAZELTON. Certainly. 

Mr. CALKINS. It was stated in the ment of the case, and 
not denied, that the admission was made for the purpose of obvi- 
ating the taking of further testimony on that point. It stands in 
that way confessed before the committee and before the House. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I did not ask what had been said about it; I 
asked when it was made. 

Mr. CALKINS, Its date is some time after the notice of contest 
yan served. The date at which it appears in the deposition is the 
date. 

Mr. MOULTON. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin allow me a 
moment ? 

Mr. HAZELTON. Certainly: 

Mr. MOULTON. The date of that paper, whatever it may be worth, 
is the Ist of June, 1881, about a year ago. There is nothing in the 
record to show for what purpose or how that paper was thrust into 
the record. Istate this fact to go alongside of the statements of 
vie gentleman from Wisconsin, so that there may be no misappre- 

ension. 

Mr. CALKINS. It makes no difference when it was made. It is 
a fact that it is admitted. It is quite immaterial when it was made 
or for what purpose. The material point is the fact which it dis- 
closes, not when the paper was made. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Of course if it had ever been denied or ques- 
tioned we should have called Mr. Cannon before us, and he would 
have admitted it all, and more. I will say that much for him. Ido 
not believe he wants anybody now to claim that he is not a repre- 
sentative of the poiyennist church. 

Mr. HOUSE. How did the paper get into the record? 

Mr. HAZELTON. How did any of the papers get into the record? 
It was part of the record which came before the Committee on Elec- 
tions. 

Mr. CALKINS. Since the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. HOUSE] 
has challenged—— 

Mr. HOUSE. No, I have challenged nothing. I ask for informa- 
ti 


ion. 
Mr. CALKINS. The only information which the committee have 
is that it was found in its proper place in the depositions on file in 
this case; and it has never been challenged, so far as I know, by Mr. 
Cannon or his counsel; and I have been present at every committee 
meeting on this subject. I have the original in my ee and 
it is clearly in Mr. Cannon’s handwriting. This is the first time the 
paper has been anengen 
. HAZELTON. any one desires to see the iiu papers, 
they are in the committee-room; and this paper is in the handwrit- 
ing of Mr. Cannon. 

r. MOULTON. Allow me a single moment. The paper was not 
challenged in the committee, because the minority of the committee 
took the ground, as our chairman understands, that it was wholly 
irrelevant to any issue in the case. 

Mr. CALKINS. Ido not so understand. I only want to say, so 
there may be no misunderstanding between my colleague on the com- 
mittee and myself, that I never understood Mr. Cannon or his coun- 
sel to challenge the authenticity of this admission or the purpose for 
yo it was made. This is the first time I ever knew it to be chal- 

enged. 

Mr. BELTIZ HOOVER. If the gentleman from Wisconsin will 
yield to me for a moment, I would like to make a statement. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I will, with pleasure. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I can straighten this matter. So far as I 
am concerned, Mr, Speaker, I did question that paper, and I ques- 
tioned it until I was thoroughly convinced as to the circumstances 
attending its makina and entry of record. I went so far as to ask 
Mr. Cannon's counsel about it, and I asked Mr. Cannon himself. It 
was given to avoid the ponor of the same facts it contained by call- 
ing witnesses who would testify to them. 

Fir. CALKINS. There is no mistake about that. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Yes; there is no mistake about that fact. 
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Mr. CONVERSE. Was it in this present contest, or some former 
contest that it was made? 

Mr. HAZELTON. In this contest. 7 

Mr. CONVERSE. Iaskthe gentleman from Pennsylvania whether 
that was made in this contest or in some former contest? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Allow me to say that, respresenting the 
minority of the committee, I challenged that paper with great par- 
ticularity, as members will bear me ont. 

Mr. CALKINS. Yes, sir. ’ en i 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I asked whether this paper was given in 
this contest, and whether it was a piven with the understanding it 
was to prove the facts it contained, and I was informed that it was 
specifically given to prove fully the facts which it contained. I 
asked Mr. Cannon about it and he gave the reason in addition to 
that why it was done. 

Mr. CALKINS. That is true. 

Mr. BELTZ HOOVER. I do not wish to have any misunderstand- 
ing about this matter, because it was one o: the facts upon which I 
base my opinion in this case. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I will read, Mr. Speaker, the heading, so mem- 
bers may see just exactly what it is: 

In the matter of George Q. Cannon, contestee of Allen G. Campbell's right to a 

in the House of Representatives of the Forty-seventh C of the United 
States fe Delegate — the Territory of Utah. 8 

That identifies it as a paper in this case upon the record. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I should like to put the question again, and I 
will ask whether that was not testimony which was submitted by Mr. 
Campbell, and purported to be an admission madé by Mr. Cannon 
in some former contest or some former cause ? 

Mr. HAZELTON. Not at all. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I ask for information, as I know nothing about 


it. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I didnot understand it that way at all. 

THE COMMITTEE REFLECT THE WILL OF THE PEOPLE. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I have said substantially all I desire to ad in 
case. There are a number of others on either side who will dis- 

cuss the case and con. I have contended that on all these records 
and upon the law we must maintain the resolutions submitted from the 
Committee on Elections. I believe if they are sustained by the voice 
and will of this House it will be such a protest in favor of justice, 
civilization, and the best interests of the nation and against polyg- 
amy, that has stood with other great crimes in this nation now hap- 
pily long since passed away, it will stand, I say, as such a grand pro- 
test a the crime of polygamy asto meet with the approval and 
the applause of the entire American people. fo apa 

Mr. CALKINS, Has the gentleman concluded? 

Mr. HAZELTON. How much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. Twelve minutes. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I will reserve that for a future time. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I must acknowledge that 
I feel somewhat reluctant to discuss this question, from the fact it 
is calculated to place one ina moe light, and in the next place 
because I do not suppose anybody wishes to hear me talk about this 
or any other question. 

It is admitted on all hands that Mr. Cannon received a majority 
of the votes, and that he possesses all the qualifications of any Dele- 

ate who sits on this floor, or of any Representative from any State ; 
Fut it is held that he should not retain a seat in this House, and this 
House has the right to exclude him upon the ground that he is a 
polygamist. Isha]llimitmyselftotwo points made by members who 
constitute a portion of the majority of the committee. One by the 
‘gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. PETTIBONE,] and the other by the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. CALKINS. 

The gentleman from Tennessee grounds his whole argument upon 
section 2 of article 1 of the Constitution of the United States; which 
declares that the House of Representatives shall be com of 
members chosen every two years by the people of the several States. 
He holds this clearly and explicitly points out who shall be the mem- 
bers of this House; that the statement by the Constitution of who 
shall be members of the House is the exclusion of all others, and that 
neither Con nor any other power or authority can change this 
character of this Honse. In other words, that no power can say that 
a man can be a member of this House who is not a Representative 
from a State; that the Constitution has fixed the membership of this 
House, and the power to preserve its integrity of membership resides 
in it and nowhere else. 

Now, there is much force in that position and it demands from us 
serious consideration. In the interpretation of a law or a provision 
of the Constitution we must look to its intention, the purpose or ob- 
ject it proposes to subserve. In order, therefore, to understand this 
section upon which the ee from Tennessee relies we must 
take it in connection with the section immediately preceding it, sec- 
tion 1 of article 1, which declares that— 

All tive h shall be vi 
Bintan, Riek shill Doania of E Koonin Hoan CE OaE i Ued 

Here, then, is a grant. Of what? Al the legislative 
Government. Where isit lod ? Ina Senate and 
resentatives. So, then, this 


wer of this 
ouse of Rep- 
ouse is one of the bodies in which is 


all the legislative power of this Government, Then, what is 


department of this Government for legislative pi 


the meaning of the section which immediately follows it? Evidently 
the meaning is to simply point ont who shall exercise this grant of 
legislative power; who shall be the legislators of this House. That 
is all it means and nothing more; that this branch of the legislative. 


shall be com- 

only of members chosen by the people of the several States. 

And this is right, because this Government is a union of States, and 

ap ane outside of them should be permitted to participate in its. 

islation. 

ut we have another class of members of this House who are not 

legislators, the Delegates from the Territories. By what authority 

are they here? Clause 2 of section 3 of article 4 of the Constitution 
says: 


The Congress shall have power to of and make all needful rules and 
3 respecting the territory or ot property belonging to the United 
tates, &c. 


Remember it says all “needful” rules and regulations. Who 
shall be the judge of what is ueedful? Clearly the power author- 
ized to make the rules and regulations—the Con of the United 
States. So then we have a provision of the Constitution authoriz- 
ing Congress to make all needful rules and regulations for the Ter- 
ritories, and constituting it the judge of what shall be the needful 
rules and regulations. Now, what has been the policy and legislation 
of this Government under this provision of the Constitution ? 

Why, from the very foundation of the Government Congress has 

ted Territorial representation. It has decided it is needful; it 
Fran decided it isright and proper that the Territories should be rep- 
resented in this House. Is that act an unconstitutional exercise of 
power? Clearly not. So then these Delegates are here in accord- 
ance with laws constitutionally made by Con „and this House 
has no right to we A them their seats. This House has no right to 
deny the right of Territorial representation, because Congress has 
dec under the Constitution that the Territories shal} be repre- 
sented, and this Honse cannot disregard the law of Congress. 

So we have two distinct classes of members of this House, under 
two distinct provisions of the Constitution of the United States. 
Some gentlemen make the mistake of supposing that because a Dele- 
gate is not a member of this House, under section 2 of article 1 of 
the Constitution, with the right to vote, that he has no right at all; 
and that he and thereby his Territory can be ignored. say this 
cannot be done withont a violation of laws passed in accordanee with 
another provision of the Constitution, and all the Constitution must 
be permitted to stand, and not one section to the exclusion of another. 
But there is no conflict between these sections. One merely pro- 
vides that all the legislative power of this House shall be exclu- 
sively within the hands and province of the Representatives of the 
States, and the other simply authorizes Congress to enact laws giv- 
ing representation to the people of a Territory who are not people of 
a State, and whose representative has no right to vote, and of course: 
no right to shape our legislation. 

As I have stated, section 2 of article 1 simply points out who shall 
be the legislators of this House; that is all it means and nothing 
more. Wherein does the Representation of the Territory conflict 
with this exclusive prerogative of the representatives of the people 
of the States? Wherein does the office of Delegate impinge upon 
this peculiar constitutional composition of this House? In no pos- 
sible way, because the Delegate has no vote, and of course no power 
to shape legislation. The legislative composition of this House re- 
mainsundisturbed. No violence is done to the Constitution. On the 
contrary, all the provisions are carried outin their fullest and freest 
sense. So I say this House has not the high-handed arbitrary power 
claimed in this case, that when a duly elected Delegate from a regu- 
larly epee Territory is sent to this House he enters not by the 

of the House but by the sanction of a law passed by Con 
in the constitutional discharge of its duties, which law this House 
has no right to disregard. 

This brings me to the second point in the report of the majority of 
the committee; that is, that Congress has no power to fix the quali- 
fications of a Delegate. The report admits that Congress can create 
the office of Delegate, but that it cannot fix his qualifications; that 
Congress can create an office, but cannot say who shall fill it; that 
under the Constitution Congress can make all needful rules and regn- 
lations for the Territories; shall be the judge of what are needful 
rules and regulations, and under that may create the office of dele- 
ga , but cannot say that he shall have the same qualifications as a 

presentative from a State. The statement of this proposition is- 
5 own refutation. But let us test it by what Congress has already 
one. : 

As has been read by the gentleman from Wisconsin, [Mr. HAZEL- 
2 1906 prescribes the qualification of citizenship for cer- 
tain Delegates. Now, if it can fix the qualification of citizenship, can. 
it not fix other qualifications? Can it not say that he shall have the 
same qualifications as a Representative from a State? Without dis- 
cussing that point further I shall ask the question which naturally 
follows, and itis this: has Congress fixed the qualifications of a Dele- 

? Isayithas. It is not necessary to discuss the question as to- 
whether the Constitution as such extends over a Territory, or as to 
whether Congress has the power to extend the Constitution as such 
over a Territory because it is absolutely certain that it has the power 
to make and has made the Constitution a part of the statutory law 
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of the Territory of Utah. Section 17 of the act of 1850, organizing 
that Territory, declares— 

That the Constitution and all the laws of the United States are hereby declared 
to be in force in and to extend over the Territory of Utah so far as the same are or 
any of their provisions may be applicable. 

And what conld be more applicable than that provision defining 
the qualifications of members of this House? But the majority re- 
port says that this will prove too much; thatif you hold to the posi- 
tion that the Constitution in its provisions and its spirit extends over 
a Territory, then you cannot deny a nes a vote. That does seem 
to me to be very strange doctrine, and I think no man on second 
thought will hold that the extension of the Constitution over a Ter- 
ritory as its statutory law thereby destroys or impairs any of the 
provisions of the Constitution. e Constitution has fixed where 
the legislative power of this House resides, and that it is exclusively 
within the hands of the Representatives of the people of the States, 
but.a Delegate is not a Representative from a State, and hence has no 
power to vote and no authority to act as a legislator. 

But it may be said that these qualifications prescribed in the Con- 
stitution apply in terms and words to Representatives from States. 
That is true. But the Constitution of the United States also says 
that no State shall pass any ex post facto law, or any law impairing 
the obligation of a contract. That applies in express terms toa 
State, and yet I suppose no man will say that a Territorial Legisla- 
ture could pass an ex post facto law, or “y law impairing the obli- 
gation of a contract. And why? Because it would violate the spirit 
and principles of the Constitution, which has been made the law of 
the Territory. In a word, all the poras and all the principles of 
the Constitution are the laws of the Territory as far as they may be 
78 150 And I ask the question again, what can be more ap- 
plicable than that provision which says that a member of this House 
shall be twenty-five years old, seven years a citizen of the United 
States, and an inhabitant of the State in which he is chosen 1 It is 

ust as if the law said to a Territory, 2 may be represented in this 
ouse by a man twenty-five years old, seven years a citizen of the 
United States, and an inhabitant of the Territory in which he is 
chosen. And when Con has said that, that ends the matter, 
and this House has no right to add to or to take from these qualifica- 
tions prescribed by Congress. 

But it is claimed, as I have said, that Congress cannot fix the 
fe of a Delegate. If that is true, then certainly this 

ouse cannot fix his qualifications, because that would be an act of 
legislation, and the power of legislation does not reside in this House 
alone, but in both Houses of rsa le But let us look at this in 
another light. Section 1906 p bes, as I have said, the qualifica- 
tion of citizenship for certain Delegates. Now, suppose that to be 

the only qualification prescribed, would this House have the right to 
add to or take from that qualification? Certainly not; because that 
would be altering or amending a law, an act of legislation, the power 
to do which. does not rest in this House alone, but in the Congress 
of the United States. 

If what I have said is true, if the argument I have attempted to 
make has any foundation, Mr. Cannon was entitled to his seat when 
this House met, and he has been kept out only by the arbitrary 
porr of this House. But it is claimed that section 8 of the act of 

882 will deprive him of the right to hold this office. That section 
says that no polygamist, bi ist, or person cohabiting with more 
than one woman in any Territory shall be entitled to hold office under 
the United States or any Territory thereof. But I suppose that no 
one will say that Mr. Cannon can be denied the office until he is 
proven to be a polygamist, a bigamist, or to have cohabited with 
more than one woman. In other words, under this law bigamy or 
polygamy is a disqualification for holding office. But I contend 
you must prove that the disqualification attaches to the particular 

rson before you can deny that particular person the office. But it 
is said that Cannon ackuowled that he had plural wives and was 
living with them. All right. When was that done ! One year ago. 
But I say you cannot apply this law unless you prove that he has 
been guilty of bigamy or polygamy since the passage of this act of 
1882. Why is that so? Because, under the law of 1862 defining big- 
amy the punishment was oo fine and imprisonment. 
he disqualification of holding office was not a part of the pun- 
ishment prescribed by that act of 1862. Yon therefore cannot apply 
in this case the law of 1882. Why not? Because it would be add- 
ing a new punishment to an old offense; because it would be inflict- 
ing a greater punishment than was annexed to the crime when it was 
committed; because it would be inflicting a different punishment 
from that prescribed by the law in force when the offense was com- 
mitted. And the Supreme Court of the United States has held such 
action unconstitutional. You cannot therefore make this law oper- 
ate in an unconstitutional way. It must apply to the future and not 


to the past. 
Mr. RANNEY. Where has the gl ast Court decided that? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri. In 4 Wallace, United States Reports. 
But I understand the statute of 1862 says that a man who, having a 
wife living, shall in a Territory marry another woman, shall be 
deemed guilty tS enh In other words, the living with plural 
wives is not of i an offense under that statute. He must have 
married after its enactment and had another wife living. 

I say there was no testimony before the committee, there is no tes- 
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timony before this House, as to when these plural marriages took 

lace. We are therefore unable to decide whether they took place 

fore or after the law was enacted. What then has bigamy to do 
with this case? Absolutely nothing. 

I may say that I wish this penalty could be applied to this par- 
ticular case, but you cannot get my consent to do it in an improper 
way. I may say that I would like to have it applied now, so that 
these people may understand once for all that this thing shall cease. 
But you ask me to deny representation to a Territory when it has 
sent a man here who has all the qualifications of any other Repre- 
sentative or Delegate, and who is under no disqualification, as I un- 
derstand the law. You ask me to do this in violation of law, in 
violation of all precedent, in violation of all parity of 3 and 
under circumstances in Which you would not dare to deny a Repre- 
sentative from a State a seat in this House. I cannot do it. 

I know there has been an attempt to make capital out of this mat- 
ter. I know we have been told that the people are in favor of rid- 
Cop the country of this incubus. That is all very true, We are 
told that it is the will of the people that some action shall be taken 
in this matter; and we have already taken action in the law that 
we fae a few days ago. But when I am asked to consult the will 
of the people of this country, I must answer that I find their will 
expressed in their written Constitution and in their written laws, 
and my allegiance shall be to them until they are nengna 

That is all, Mr. Speaker, that I desire to say at this time. I will 
reserve the remainder of my time until further along in the debate. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. In the time I have had the honor to 
oceupy a seat in this body I have usually contented myself with 
casting my vote either for or against such measures as were under 
consideration. I certainly have had no ambition at any time or 
under any circumstances to persistently and continually seek a place 
upon the records of the debates of this House. As I before said, I 
have always contented myself, and I expect in the future as a gen- 
eral thing to content myself, with simply casting my vote for or 
against such measures as may be under consideration. If I believe 
they are right I shall vote to sustain them. On the other hand, if I 
am convinced they are wrong I shall vote against them. 

And I assure you, Mr. Speaker, that at the present time I should 
not say a single word were it not for the fact that I find myself in 
about as lonely a condition as any member of the Committee on Elec- 
tions has ever a in before the House, having made a report 
in which I believe no other member of the committee coincides with 
me in the position I have taken. 

I had hoped and trusted that this election case would be decided 
simply and purely upon its merits, as the evidence or admissions in 
the case presented it, and that it could under no circumstances as- 
sume a 1 aspect. I am sorry to observe, however, that it has 
assumed such an 5 While as a legislator I am sory for this, 
as a politician, and looking only to the success of the Republican 
party, I might be glad of it. 

I had hoped that there would be no political controversy in this 
matter when it was admitted, as I supposed until a few minutes ago, 
that Mr. Cannon, who was claiming a seat here, had never for a single 
moment, either throngh himself or his friends, made a denial of the 
fact that he had continually lived, that he was to-day living, and that 
at the time of this investigation he was living, in open violation of 
laws that had been passed by the Congress in one body of which he 
sought a seat. Now, I wish to call attention particularly to the fact 
that such a statement has never been denied. And when the ques- 
tion was asked my colleague on the committee where we received this 
testimony and how it came into the ion of the committee dur- 
ing this investigation, I thought I would when I got the bi tion’ 
state once for all the exact facts. I think my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. BELTZHOOVER] has stated them exactly as they occurred, 
but I believe he did not have the evidence before him at that time. 

During this investigation, in June, 1881, and after the time had 
expired for taking testimony, these parties came in and made an 
agreement that such testimony as each might desire to take on the 
queno at issue might be taken irrespective of the fact that the time 

or taking testimony had expired. The consequence was that a por- 
tion of the testimony was then taken, and among others there was 
called, as a witness on the part of the contestant, Angus N. Cameron. 
In his examination he was asked as to the peculiar belief of Mr. Can- 
non and the number of wives that he then had; and because of the 
seeming es of this witness on that point other witnesses were 
about to examined. Now, I will state what took place in the 
resence of Mr. Cannon and his attorney, and in the presence of Mr. 
ampbell and his attorney. It was admitted by each and every one 
of them (and the facts are stated in the record, which is in print to- 
day and in the possession of the House) that on the Ist of June, 1881. 
when subpenas were about to be issued for the purpose of proving 
Mr. Cannon’s aed joe habits, he came before the officer taking 
the evidence and filed that written statement. It has never been 
denied from that day until I heard it questioned a few moments ago 
in this House. It is his own solemn admission, made in open court, 
by which he plead guilty to the indictment in the presence of the 
witnesses and the court. That admission was entered solemnly of 
record and by it he is bound. The taking of any further testimony 
upon that point being thus obviated, the committee proceeded upon 
that admission; and we did right in doing so. 
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But I am not here for the purpose of 


ing that branch of the 
case at all. Ido not sup it is going to be seriously contended 
that Mr. Cannon is entitled to a seat here. I have always been in 
accord with the committee on that question, as I am now. ButI 
further and insist that while Mr. Cannon is not entitled to a seat in 
this House Mr. Campbell is entitled to the seat, and to this branch 
of the case I propos to address myself for a very brief period. 

It will not enied that on the 20th of January, 1881, Mr. Cannon 

ve notice of contest to Mr. Campbell; that afterward, and within 

e time prescribed by the statute, Mr. Campbell responded to that 
notice of contest and filed his answer, in which he places in issue 
every material allegation and charge contained in the notice of con- 
test. This House seems to have forgotten the fact that Mr. Cannon 
all the way through has been the contestant; that Mr. Campbell 
stands here, and always has stood from the commencement of the 
contest, as contestee. 

From the time this question was first discussed at all I have heard 
repeated allusions to the number of votes cast for the two candidates 
at the election held in Utah on the 2d of November, 1880. I want 
to ask those who are in favor of seating Mr. Cannon where under 
heaven they get any evidence of that vote? Lask this in good faith. 
I ask gentlemen on the committee who are to follow me in opposi- 
tion to the position I am taking, where at any time and under what 
circumstances have you found any evidence that Mr. Campbell re- 
ceived only a certain number of votes, and Mr. Cannon received 
18,000 ? 

I take it that the Committee on Elections, notwithstanding its 
mighty powers, notwithstanding the powers it may be willing to ar- 
rogate to itself, is as much the creature of statute in the ‘aking of 
testimony as any justice of the peace in this broad land; that outside 
of the statute the committee cannot live, or move, or have its being. 
Now I turn to section 108 of the Revised Statutes of 1878, and I read: 

Sec. 108. The party d to take a deposition under the provisions of this 
chapter shall give the opposite party notice, in writing, of the time and place, 
when and where the same will be taken, of the name of the witnesses to be exam- 
ined and their places of residence, and of the name of an officer before whom the 
same will be taken. The notice shall be personally served upon the opposite party, 
or upon any as ged or attorney authorized by him to take testimony or cross-exam- 


ine witnesses e matter of such contest, if, by the use of reasonable diligence, 


such personal service can be made; but if, by the use of such ee camer sonal 


service cannot be made, the service may be made by leaving a duplicate of the 
notice at the usual place of abode of the opponit party. The notice shall be 
served so as to allow the opposite party sufficient time by the usual route of travel 
to attend, and one day for 8 exclusive of Sundays and the day of serv- 
ice, ‘Testimony in rebuttal may be taken on five days’ notice. 

Now, I ask my friends who controvert my position on this question, 
is there a line or a letter of that statute which is directory? Is it 
not in every line and letter mandatory? Are you not compelled 
to act within its scope? Can you do outside of it any legal act? I 
take it that the House has already answered this question at the 
present session in the case of the gentleman who contested the seat 
of my friend from South Carolina, [Mr. AIKEN.] In that case the 
testimony was sufficient to convince any man that fraud and wrong 
had been done; and if that testimony stood in proper form, uncon- 
tradicted before this House to-day, the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina would be ousted. But for the simple reason that the evidence 
in that case had been taken before an officer not designated in the 
statute, the evidence was not considered and the contest was dis- 
missed. This was done by a unanimous vote not only of the com- 
mittee but of this House. Not that fraud was not proven, not that 
the contestant had not made out a fair case upon the evidence, but 
for the simple and single reason that the testimony had been taken 
before an officer not named in the statute. Now, if the testimony 
in this case was taken in any other way than that prescribed in the 
statute, can the committee consider it? I undertake to say (and I 
mean fs what I say) that from the day the notice of contest was 
served upan Mr. Campbell up to the present time, Mr. Cannon has 
never issued a subpœna, has never taken a word or letter of testi- 
mony from any source. I make the assertion without fear of con- 
tradiction, that at no time was a subpœna ever issued on behalf of 
Mr. Cannon to take one word of testimony before any officer. 

But Iam informed that there was a certain tabulated statement 
which some one in the Territory certified to this House and the com- 
mittee; that it was certified under the hand and seal of the secre- 
tary of that Territory. I deny it. I say this is absolutely not the 
case. I say this: that the evidence itself establishes the fact that 
long after this contest had been commenced, after a portion of the 
testimony had been taken as to whether he was a polygamist or not 
and as to whether he had ever been naturalized or not, Mr. Cannon 
then on his own motion, and without the knowledge or consent of 
the contestee, Mr. Campbell, received what purported to be a tabu- 
lated statement of the votes cast at that election, certified to by the 
secretary of the Territory and brought here—not to the Co 
on Elections; for I assert here and now that paper never was in the 
possession of this House, never was among the papers referred to the 
Committee on Elections, never found its way into the committee- 
room until the 6th day of February, 1882, more than two months 
after this House had been organized and was sitting here and hear- 
ing this case. 

fey that it was never taken as testimony to be used before the 
Committee on Elections. It was brought here by Mr. Cannon for a 
very different purpose, and I wish to say now to my Democratic 


friends, you know, and the country knows, it was brought here for 
a very different 5 and that it served that purpose well. It 
was submitted to a Democratic Clerk of this House, and in opposi- 
tion to the law and in violation of the oath which he had taken, and 
against every statute on the statute-book which ought to have con- 
trolled his action in the matter, he judicially decided this matter, 
and placed the name of Mr. Cannon as a Delegate from the Territory 
of Utah on the roll of the House of Representatives. He judicially 
determined that this man Cannen was entitled to the seat as a Dele- 
gate from the Territory of Utah upon this floor. He assumed the 

unctions of Con . He assumed the functions of a court. In vio- 
lation of his oath and in violation of the law he placed the name of 
Mr. Cannon upon the roll and gave him that position which enabled 
him to claim both his seat and his pay until after the organization 
of this House, when he was kept out by the majority upon this floor. 

That, Mr. Speaker, was the purpose of having that tabulated state- 
ment, and that was the purpose for which it wasused. It was never 
among the papers referred by the House to the committee, and never 
found its way into the hands of the committee until the 6th day of 
February, 1882, when it again appeared as evidence on the part of 
the contestant, and when it had been suggested that no evidence 
had been taken and the contest was abandoned. It was never taken 
as evidence under the statute, and you cannot consider it for any 
purpose whatever as a part of the history of this case. 

It is said that yon have this very undoubted authority, that you 
have here the fact that the vote cast for Mr. Cannon was some eigh- 
teen thousand, and the vote cast for Mr. Campbell was some two hun- 
dred. You have this upon the same undoubted authority that you 
have the other fact that Mr. Cannon is a polygamist. You have both 
those facts. 

Mr. Speaker, let me say to the gentleman who urged this argument 
upon the authority, the undoubted authority, of Madam Rumor, but 
upon the authority of nobody else, these, as facts, come to us on the 
simple authority of Madam Rumor. 

It is no evidence, Mr. Speaker, in this case. The contestee had a 
right to the notice required by law, he had a right to be present and 
cross-examine the witness, he had a right to say that the statement 
was not the best evidence and demand that investigation be made 
into the legality of every ballot cast as well as the qualifications of 
each elector. It cannot be used as evidence because it was not taken 
as the statute prescribes, Every argument made in favor of the 
acceptance of that statement is the merest begging of the question. 
The contestee had the right to demand an investigation into the 
legality of every ballot cast as well as the qualifications of each 
elector; and especially so when we find in evidence this strange 
law upon the statute-book of Utah, then and now in force, which is 
not only in violation of the laws of Congress but in violation of the 
Constitution of the United States, attempting as it does to enlarge 
the naturalization laws and to confer not only the right of citizen- 
ship but the right of gorago 9 those whom the laws of Con- 
gress and the Constitution of the United States say shall not be ad- 
mitted either to suffrage or citizenship. Let me read that law. It 
is the act of February 12, 1870, section 43, chapter 2, and reads as 
follows: 

That every woman of the age of twenty-one years who has resided in the Ter- 
ritory six months next preceding any general election, born or naturalized in the 
United States, or who is a wife or d ter of a native-born or naturalized citizen 
of the United States, shall be entitled to vote at any election in this Territory. 

Now, under this law two-thirds, it is admitted and the evidence 
clearly shows it, of the votes cast at that time were cast by persons 
who had been made electors under and by virtue of the Territorial 
law of Utah, and that alone. It is a Territorial law, as I have already 
said, in violation of the laws of Congress and of the Constitution of 
the United States. It attempts to establish a basis in the Territor 
of Utah as to the rights of citizenship. It confers thé right of suf- 
frage not only upon aclass not entitled to the right of suffrage under 
the laws of the United States but it attempts to establish in the Ter- 
ritory of Utah that they shall take their naturalization by inocula- 
tion and not by the action of courts as prescribed in the laws. 

J insist that whenever you come to this, when you have taken the 
matter out of the hands of the courts and put it into the hands of 
every man who has more wives than one to determine, and the more 
wives he can take and the more naturalized citizens he can thereby 
2 to the polls the more Democratic votes you are sure to get in 
the Territory of Utah. That is the very way to get them. You have 
taken the power to naturalize citizens from the hands of the courts 
and have put it into the hands of this lustful set of men who havo 
more than one wife, the majority of them, and who would not be 
satisfied if they had fifty justabout the day ofelection. These fraud- 
ulent yotes claimed to control the election. The contestee has been 
denied the right of pore their illegality. 

Now, sir, this is the question, I say, that is presented here in this 
case of Mr. Campbell. He challenged investigation of the question, 
and I say that he has had no opportunity of presenting the facts, 
the true facts, in his case, because you have positively denied him 
the right todo so. How many votes his opponentreceived that were 
unlawful and illegal there has been no opportunity of showing. It 
could only be determined by an investigation into the facts, and you 
have avoided it and have prevented Mr. Campbell from securing an 
investigation to establish the facts. Andit stands to-day exactly in 
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this position, that Mr, Campbell asserts one — 5 which is denied 
upon the other hand. Will it be denied that Mr. Campbell was in a 
position where he could take no evidence until he was notified by 
the other party to does with it? It was his right, it was his 
duty to wait until Mr. Cannon had gone on and taken his testimony, 
and notified him, so that he could be present to hear it and cross- 
examine the witnesses, and I repeat that from that time to the present 
there has been no scintilla of evidence taken to establish the right 
of Mr. Campbell and no opportunity given him to present that evi- 
dence before this Con that would substantiate his claim, and I 
defy any man on this floor or elsewhere to show that there has been. 

Again, sir, I take it that we will go upon the supposition, in this 
case at all events the presumption is, that the officers of the Terri- 
tory did their duty ; and that presumption will be taken as true until 
the 5 When I find the law showing that this cer- 
tificate sh signed by the governor of the Territory and under 
the broad seal of the Territory, and when I find the certificate comes 
here complying with all of these conditions, then I claim that the 
party holding that certificate presents here a right which must be 
set aside by such an investigation as will establish its unlawfulness 
before you can say he shall not have his seat. è 

Mr. Campbell holds the following certificate, and I trust this House 
will remember that when this question was first discussed in the 
organization of the present House of Representatives the only ob- 
jection made to the certificate was the fact thatit exceeded the power 
of the governor to issue it; and thathe had gone on and certified to 
facts which were not in his province to certify; in other words, that 
the certificate contained surplusage. This certificate, Mr. Speaker, 
is in the following words: 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Territory of Utah, Executive Office, 8a: 


I, Eli H. Murray, governor of the Territory of U do declare and ce: that 
at the regular election for Delegate to the Forty-seventh Congress, held in said Ter- 
ritory on the first Tuesda: r the first Monday in November, A. D. 1880, to wit, 


the 2d day of November, 1580. the returns whereof were opened in my presence by 
the secre of the Territory, Allen G. Campbell was the person, being a citizen 
of the United States, over the of twenty-one years, having the greatest num- 


ber of Mer and was therefore duly as Delegate to the said Congress, 


and I therefore do give this certificate paces 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the great seal of 
the Territory to be affixed 


Done at Salt Lake City this 8th day of January, A. D. Mön 1 
s A vernor. 


By the governor: 
ARTHUR L. THOMAS, r 
Secretary of Utah Territory. 


Now, certainly there is nothing in that certificate to indicate the 
number of votes which were received by Mr. Campbell, nor is there any 
law which states that they shall be set forth in the certificate; but 
the certificate goes on to say that Mr. Campbell, having received the 
largest number of votes, and he being a citizen of the United States— 
eats whether it was necessary to insert that qualification in the cer- 
tificate er not is not the question here; but having received the lar- 
gest number of votes, and being over the age of twenty-one years, it 
is hereby declared that he wasduly elected, &. Now, he comes here 
with that certificate and claims his right to a seat upon this floor. 
This certificate bears the great seal of the Territory of Utah and the 
signature of its governor. It is the evidence that entitles the man 
to his seat, and there has never been anything said against it, ex- 
cept as I have already shown, that 8 was a minority candi- 
date. Nobody questions the certificate. The very thing that Campbell 
himself demanded was an investigation of the votes cast in that 
election under this Territorial law allowing women to exercise the 
right of suffrage, and on a principle at war with our very civiliza- 
tion, and if he 3 to be a minority candidate he would not ask 
for a seat; but he was denied that showing. You failed to allow him 
to establish the falsity of the pa which you allege against his 
election by preventing him from establishing the fraudulent character 
of the votes a . He was poe from doing what would 
have shown his right to the seat, if his right alone rested upon that 
charge. But the question has been raised as to the fact that this cer- 
tificate contained more than the law required. Now, admitting that 
there is more in it than the law requires, I propose to show that that 
does not vitiate it or invalidate it; and upon that point let me call 
your attention for a moment to decisions which will cover this very 
point, which have always been law, and are law to-day. 

I read section 104 of McCrary on Elections: 

The law is well settled that statute 8 officers can only make their cer- 
tificates evidence of the facts which the statu uires them to certify, and when 
they undertake to go beyond this and certify other facts they are unofficial and 
no more evidence than the statement of any unofficial m. (Switzler vs. An- 
derson, 2 Bartlett, 374.) This rule, of course, applies to election returns and to 
all certificates which are by law required to be made by officers of election or of 
registration, or by returning officers. They can only certify to such facts as the 
law requires them to certify. The certificate of such an officer is not, Lowever, 
vitiated by the fact that it contains the certifieation of facts outside of those 
which the officer has a right to certify. If it in fact certifies the proper facts it is 
good, and the remainder of the cate is to be rejected as surplusage. 

“The remainder of the certificate is to be rejected as surplusage.” 
Can there be any mistake as to the exact and technical meaning of 
that gr ing a 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is not a man here to-day who will take up 
that certificate, and after striking from it every objectionable teature, 
would not admit that Mr. Campbell upon its face presented an, un- 


qualifiedly good certificate, sustaining his claim to the seat and a 


certificate such as the law requires, If there is lusage there, 
more than the law reouires, you strike it out and the certificate 
must stand as a warrw.t entitling him to the seat. Now, in this 


view of the case, why, I say, is Mr. Campbell not entitled prima 


facie to his seat? Nothing has ever been shown that would substan- 


tiate the claim that the certifieate had been obtained by fraud; but 
it stands there unchallenged as the honest legal act of the only oficer- 
in this nation who could give that certificate under the law, And 
what is there to oppose it? 

Mr. Speaker, from the moment that Mr. Cannon succeeded im 
securing the placing of his name upon the rolls of this House by the 
action of its Democratic Clerk, illegally and in violation of the law, 
I have no doubt that he regarded the contest then and there settled. 
I have no doubt that he considered the contest at an end and that 
he would be permitted to hold the seat which he and his co-religion- 
ists have disgraced for nearly twenty years. 

But it did not happen to be the law. And I say, further, that this. 
pretended certificate, this tabulated statement which they claim is 
evidence, was never attempted to be used by him, and if offered it 
could not have been legally passed upon by the Committee on Elec- 
tions for the reason that it was not taken as evidence in the case sub- 
mitted to them. 

I find, farther, it is one of the grand and glorious maxims of this. 
Government that its people, wherever they are, whether in districts, 
whether in counties, each and every one of them is entitled to rep- 
resentation; and you haye given your emphatic approval to that 
doctrine by declaring that each RR every Territory in this country 
shall be entitled to representation and to send a Delegate here. 

But we have the authority, you say, to refuse that Delegate a seat. 
Yes, gor havethe authority if you have a sufficient number of voters.. 
But have you the legal right to deprive this Territory of representa- 
tion simply because you have the numbers to do it with? Have 
you the right to say they shall not be represented? If a Delegate. 
comes here bringing a 15 certificate if you have a sufficient num- 
ber of votes you can send him away in disgrace, but you have not 
the right to do it. 

I say that Mr, Campbell in coming here with this contest is entitled 
to the thanks of this nation, And I say to each one of you who 
holds up his hands in holy horror at this crime that he is entitled 
to your votes. He has made this contest in good faith. He has. 
challenged and dared them to meet it, and they have not met it, 
but have failed in every particular. The certificate held by Mr. 
Campbell, I say, stands to-day clear as a sunbeam, and gives him the 
right that is given to every Delegate who comes here armed with 
that certificate to a seat in this House, to debate but net to vote. 
And I trust that such will be the decision of the House in this case.. 

I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman from Kansas, 
[Mr. HASKELL. 

Mr. HASKELL. How much time have I granted me by the- 
co of the gentleman from Iowa? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. RUSSELL.) Thirty-three minutes. 

Mr, HASKELL. I desire recognition later. 

Mr. CALKINS. Under the arrangement fixing eight hours as the- 
extreme limit of the debate, unless the gentleman from Kansas 
takes his time now, I would A to him that he may be crowded: 
out. No time can be reserved except in accordance with that ar- 
rangement., 

Mr. MOULTON. I hope the Speaker will keep a record of the- 
time occupied by the tive sides. 

Mr. HOUSE Mr. Speaker, a decent respect to the opinions of mak- 
nind requires that the House of E of the Forty-seventh 
Congress should at least pause and reflect before it adopts the course 
suggested and recommended by a majority of the Committee on, 
Elections in this case. A continuous and unbroken line of precedents 
from the foundation of the Government, and preserved intact amid 
all the mutations of parties, should not be disregarded without 
some grave and weighty reason. 

The newly awakened conscience which calls upon us to discard: 
precedents venerable for their soila, and so recently and so fre- 
quently admitted and followed by this House, may on examination: 
be found to draw its inspiration from some other source than a de- 
termination to be just and fear not. A deliberative body like this. 
House cannot lightly ignore its own action and throw contempt on 
its own deliberately established precedents and reasonably expect 
to serie the respect of mankind or meet the approbation of 1 85 
and enlightened public opinion. 

This is not the first time that George Q. Cannon has applied to the 
House of Representatives to be admitted as a Delegate from the Ter- 
ritory of Utah. This very same man, holding the same principles. 
he now holds, elected by the same people he now seeks to represent, 
came to the Forty-third Congress and claimed the right to be admit- 
ted as a Delegate. His seat was earnestly and ably contested, and 
the very point on which it is now sought to exclude him, to wit, his. 
polygamy, was pressed upon the consideration of the committee and 
the House. Yet after a most thorough investigation of the case he 
was deliberately allowed to take his seat by a House composed of 
an overwhelming majority of Republican members. Again Mr. Can- 
non applied to the Forty-fourth Congress to be admitted as a Dele-- 
gate. Hisseat was again contested, and the same point as to his polyg-- 
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amy was — made insthim, But the Forty-fourth Congress, 
com ofa majority of Democratic members, after a thorough 
examination of the points in his case, likewise decided in his favor, 
and he again took his seat in this Hall as the duly elected and le- 
gally qualified Delegate from Utah. He came again to the Forty- 
h Congress as the duly accredited Delegate from Utah, and the 
seat was accorded him. Again he came as a Delegate to the Forty- 
sixth Congress, and was allowed to take his seat. Thus for four con- 
secutive terms, with the approbation of both political parties, after 
a thorough examination of all the points now urged against him, 
this identical man has been allowed to sit upon this floor as the 
N of his people. 
ith an unquestioned and unquestionable majority of 17, 211 votes 
he presents himself to the Forty-seventh Congress and again asks 
that he be permitted to represent his pore here. But we are told 
in effect that although he may have n good enongh to sit as a 
Delegate in four previous Con the Forty-seventh Congress has 
so far pro in piety or ability, or both, or neither, that he is alto- 
pus an unfit person to take his seat here among the fastidious mem- 
rs that compose the present House of Representatives. I can un- 
derstand how a little cheap and ephemeral political capital may be 
made in this way by utilizing an aroused public sentiment against 
polygamy, but [cannot comprehend how this House can feel that it is 
“obeying the dictates of justice or law or precedent by adopting the 
course 1 by a majority of the committee. The committee seem 
determined to carry out the cue that was given by or given to the 
vernor of Utah. Cannon was denied a certificate of election by 
the governor, who, unable in the face of the conspicuous and indis- 
putable fact that Cannon had been elected by a vote of nearly twenty 
to one over his competitor, Mr. Campbell, organized himself into a 
judicial tribunal, decided that Cannon was nota naturalized citizen 
of the United States, that Campbell was a citizen, and gave the cer- 
tificate of election to 3 

Now, the governor, while he wore the ermine and figured in the 

judicial instead of the executive branch of the government, might 

ave correctly decided, so far as I know, that Campbell was a citi- 
zen of the United States, but how he ever brought his judicial mind 
to the conclusion that Campbell had been elected, and thus moved 
his executive mind to give him a certificate of election, is what no 
one ä expected to understand who is not able to combine 
within H the judicial and executive abilities of the remarkable 
public 5 appointed ay o President governor of Utah, 
and appointed by himself a special judge to pass on the questions 
of naturalization and polygamy as they presented themselves to his 

dual mind in Cannon’s case. The committee, in their report, reverse 
his honor on the naturalization question, and hold that his excel- 
lency slightly erred in giving a certificate of election to a man who 
only missed an election by a failure to get the votes of the people he 
aspired to represent. But they affirm the court on the polygamy 
question. e error of his honor in deciding that Cannon was not 
naturalized, and of his excellency in refusing him a certificate of 
-election, has so far kept Cannon out of a seat to which, under the 
law, he was as much entitled as any member upon this floor, and 
his exclusion is to be made final if the House should adopt the reso- 
lution proposed by the majority of the committee. 

As before intimated, the committee admit that Cannon is a natu- 
ralized citizen of the United States, and that he was duly and legally 
elected a Delegate to represent the Territory of Utah in the present 
Con They also admit that he possesses all the qualifications 
which the Constitution of the United States prescribes for a member of 
Con One would very naturally conclude after these admissions 
that the committee would find no obstacle and raise no objection to 
the admission of Cannon to his seat. Butsuch is found not to be the 
fact on an examination of the extraordinary report which the ma- 
jority havesubmitted tothe House. They take the ground that Can- 
non is not a member of the House, but merely a Territorial agent 
whom the House may admit to his seat or not, as they see fit. They 
insist that Congress has never prescribed the qualifications of a Dele- 

ate from a Territory, and that they have no right to pass a law de- 
ing such qualifications, and that no law can be passed in reference 
to such qualifications which this House could not disregard at will. 

Now, let us onure in the first place, whether Congress has ever 
by law preseri the qualifications of a Territorial Delegate. 

The Constitution of the United States provides that— 

The Congress shall have power to d of and make all needful rules and 
‘regulations respecting the Territory or other property of the United States. 

Laboring under the impression that this clause of the Constitution 
empowe them to do so, Congress at an early day passed the fol- 
lowing law; which has remained unchanged and unchallenged upon 
the statute-book ever since: 


Every Territory shall have the right to send a Delegate to the Honse of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States to serve during each Con who shall be elected 


governor dul, cate shall be given accordingly. 
s have a seat in the House of Representatives, with the 
debating but not of voting. 
In the organic law for the Territory of Utah Congress enacts— 
That the Constitation and laws of the United States are hereby extended over 
.and declared to be in force in said Territory of Utah, so far as the same or any pro- 
vision thereof may be applicable. 


ght of 


Now, among the provisions of the Constitution thus extended by 
statute over Utah, we find the qualifications of Representatives or 
members of Congress prescribed: they shall be twenty-five years of 
age, seven years citizens of the United States, and shall be when 
elected inhabitants of the State in which they shall be chosen. But 
it is said that these qualifications are not applicable to a Delegate. 
Why not? True he is not a member with füll powers, as he cannet 
vote, but in all other respects he is a member. He receives the same 

as a member, has a right to introduce measures of legislation 
as a member, is appointed by the Speaker of the House on Commit- 
tees to shape legislation as members are, the oath administered to a 
Delegate is the same as that administered to a member. The time, 
manner, and places of electin repay: es are the same as those pre- 
scribed for members. Vacancies in the cases of Delegates are filled 
in the same way as those occurring in the cases of members. Ifa 
contest arises, the case of a Delegate is treated precisely as that ora 
member, and the analogies between the two are fully recognized by 
law, by the rules of the House and its uniform practice. ithout a 
recognition of this analogy the case now under consideration could 
not have found its way under the rules of the House to the Commit- 
tee on Elections. 

The rule provides that subjects 5 to the election of members 
shall be referred to the Committee on Elections. The rule makes 
no mention of a Delegate at all. How then did this case get before 
the Committee on Elections? Clearly by a recognition of the anal- 
ogy between a Member and a Delegate; and the Committee, by the 
a ae di to deny this analogy, repudiate the only source of jurisdic- 
tion they have to touch the case at all. If the provisions of the Con- 
stitution relative to Members are not to be extended by N to 
Delegates, then the House has no power whatever to judge of the 
election or qualifications of a Delegate; nor has it any right to ex- 

1 him, for all these rights refer to Members only. Now, it will not 

o to derive the power to judge of the election of a Delegate, to expel 
him, or to examine his case by a committee of the House from the 
analogy between a Delegate and a Member, and yet deny the appli- 
cability of that analogy when the qualifications of the former are to be 

assed upon. No reason is given or can be given, or is attempted to 
yen why Congress did not mean by extending the Constitution 
of the United States over Utah to make the 9 ifications of a Dele- 
gate from that Territory the same as those of a Member by the close 
analogy between the two. If it had been intended to prescribe a 
higher standard of morality for a Delegate than for a Member, 
surely that intention would crop out somewhere in the legislation 
zolan to the iting ay higher d y 
any reason exists for requiring a higher degree of qualification 
for a Delegate than for a PEAN BAE EAE the e th search ef 
reasons to deny Cannon his seat would have discovered it and given 
us the benefit of it in their ay he which, it must be confessed, is 
not at all crowded with either logic or law to sustain the positions 
assumed. But it is said the election of a Delegate is not provided 
for by the Constitution. But such election is provided for by an 
act of Congress, which is as binding upon this House as the Consti- 
tution is. Congress has the power to pass all needful rules and reg- 
ulations for the Territories. In the language of the Supreme Court 
of the United State: 


The organic law of a Terri takes the place of a constitution or the fanda- 
mental law of the local present Ly = ‘tie 


And again: 
It (Co may do for the Territories what the people under the Constitution 
of tnd United § — may do for the States. 5 


The chairman of the committee who submitted the majority report 


says: 
3 are creatures of statute, and it would be competent at any time for 
the ive branch to abolish the office altogether. f 

Suppose this is true; it does not follow that one branch of Congress 
can abolish the office, or which amounts practically to the same 
thing, nullify the law by arbitrarily refusing, as it is claimed the 
House has a right to do, to allow the Delegate duly elected under 
the law to take his seat. But says the chairman of the committee 

urther: 

The writer of this Tepot goes further than that. He holds that it is incompe- 
tent for Congress Executive to impose on any future House the right of 
Delegates to seats with defined qualifications; that is to say, when the several laws 
were passed giving the Territories the right to this limited representation, those 
laws were binding yeh oe! the lower House, which permitted them to be or made 
it possible for them to be passed, and were persuasive only to the Houses of future 
Congresses. Š 

Then they were not laws. For if they are laws I fail to see how 
they are binding on the House that assisted in passing them and “ per- 
suasive only to the Houses of future Congresses.” It seems tome a 
new rule in the interpretation of statutes to hold that the lower House 
of Con is bound by a law because it participated in its passage, 
but a future House that had no hand in making the law, and did not 
therefore assent to it, is only bound by it in so far as it chooses to be. 

And again the chairman says in his report: 


territory of all the le, it operates onl on for 
lection En t to them to interfere with the business of the Senate 
or to act as members a 


That is true. The election of 2 Delegate does not extend to him 
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the right to interfere with the business of the Senate or to act asa 
member thereof. Neither does the election of a member of the House 
extend to him the right to interfere with the business of the Senate 
or to act as a member thereof; but what this proves or is intended 
to prove on the point in hand by the author of the report I do net 
know that I perceive. If it is meant to assert that as a Delegate can- 
not have anything to do with the proceedings in the Senate, and that 
therefore the Senate should have nothing to do with fixing his qualifi- 
cations, I fail to see the force of it. For, although the Delegate takes 
his seat in the House alone, he represents, as the report says, the 
common property and territory of all the people,” and it would seem 
that as the Senate as well as the House is clothed by the Constitu- 
tion with the power to pass all needful rules and re tions respect- 
ing this common property and territory of all the people, I do not 
see the impropriety in allowing the Senate a voice in prescribing the 
qualifications of the agent to represent this common interest, So far 
as the constitutional power is concerned it isextended to Congress, not 
to the House, and why it is Sage Sima for the Senate and the Execu- 
tive to have a voice in saying that a Territory shall have the right 
to elect a Delegate and to provide the manner in which he shall be 
elected, and yet be excluded from all participation in prescribing or 
defining the qualifications of the agent who is to represent the com- 
mon property and Territory, I must confess my inability to see. I 
am unable to extract any reason for such a position from the report, 
though I do not feel certain that the author of the report does not 
labor under the impression that he has furnishedone. I quote again 
from the report: 

This must not be construed into an opinion that the writer holds that the House 
of Representatives may disregard any law which Congress has the constitutional 
power to . Such laws are as binding upon this House as upon any citizen or 
court. Nor does the writer of this mean to be understood t it is not 
com t for Congress to provide, under the Constitution, for legislative repre- 
sentation of Territories; but it is denied that . 5 can bind the House by any 
law respecting the qualification of a Delegate. It cannot affix a qualification by 
law fora te and bind any House except the one . thereto The 
qualification of members is fixed by the Constitution. Hence they way not be 
added to or taken from by law. Butas to constitutional 
officers. Their qualification depends entirely upon such a standard as the body 
to which they are attached may make. It is urged this means a legal qualifica- 
tion. This is admitted, but that legal qualification is remitted to the body to 
which the Delegateis attached, because it is the sole judge of that requisition. 

Now, I have always understood a legal qualification to mean a 
qualification fixed and regulated by law. But here we have a “le- 

al” qualification preseri by no law, and the right to pass any 
aw fixing such a qualification absolutely denied. 

Mr. CALKINS. If the gentleman from Tennessee will allow me 
to interrupt him, I would remark that he seems to confuse two sub- 
stantive propositions which I have blended into one. He will see, 
and so will anybody who will look, that there are two classes of 
qualifications mentioned in the Constitution. The qualifications of 
one class are those prescribed, which every member must possess at 
the time he is elected. The qualifications, or rather bene ee 
tions, of the other class are such as may attach to the member after 
being elected; on account of which disqnalifications he may be ex- 
pelled ; so that in dealing with a Delegate, excluding him from the 
constitntional provisions and remitting him, if you please, to the 
general parliamentary law, which gives to every 1 body the 


i es to judge of the qualifications of its own members, the panon 
e Dele- 


of his legal 1 is remitted to the body to which 

ate is attached, which always has had the power residing in every 
3 of prescribing the qualifications of its own members, a 
power which it cannot divide with any other. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Does the gentleman base that prop- 
osition on the 1 55 to expel a member? 

Mr. HOUSE. I understand the idea ofthe gentleman from Indiana. 
I understand that the qualification a Member must under the 
Constitution the gentleman denies Congress has the right to prescribe 


toa 1 0 

Mr. OND, of Georgia. Will the gentleman from Tennessee 
allow the gentleman from Indiana to answer my question—whether 
he put that . on the right to expel a member? 

r. CAL. . No, sir; I put it on this basis 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. You used the word“ expel,” 

Mr. CALKINS. I did, in my remarks just now. I put it on this 
ground, that where any legislative body has the sole and exclusive 
right to judge of the qualitications of its members and where it is 
unfettered by constitutional restrictions, as I claim this body is with 
reference to Delegates, the two classes of qualifications which are 
recognized in the Constitution are consolidated in the House; and 
the House being relieved from that restriction which requires a two- 
thirds vote to expel for any cause, may Sse aul Be majority vote. 

Mr. HOUSE. I will go on. Iam perfectly willing the gentleman 
from Indiana should have an opportunity to make his explanation. 
I do not think I have done his argument any injustice, nor do I see 
his . has helped his argument at all. I quote further 


from the report: 
It [ the House] is unfettered by constitutional restrictions and cannot 
e oy of this ative to the branch of or the Executive. 


prero Congress 
the right to amend would follow, and the House = find itself in the 
awkward position of 8 Senate axing q 3 or the 
Executive e fi them, and by this means the power which by the 
Constitution alone in the House would be entirely abrogated. 


Mr. Speaker, I stand silent in the presence of this logic and this 
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law. The coolness with which this report assumes the very point 
in dispute and the dogmatic manner in which objections are dis- 
posed of are really refreshing, But as a matter of enriosity I would 
like to inquire what power is alluded to as residing under the Con- 
stitution alone in the House, and which would be abrogated by 
allowing the Senate and the Executive to have a voice in passing a 
law fixing the qualifications of Delegates? Certainly not the power 
vested in the House by the Constitution to judge of the election, re- 
turns, and qnalitications of itsown members, for the report expressly 
takes the ground that this clause of the Constitution has no refer- 
ence whatever to a Territorial Delegate, aud as this clause of the 
Constitution is not referred to by the report I am utterly at a loss to 
conjecture what constitutional right of the House would be abro- 
gated by the rer os of the law alluded to. In fact, in the report 
it is claimed that the House is wholly unfettered by any constitu- 
tioual restrictions in dealing with a Delegate, and yet it is asserted 
that if the Senate and Executive are allowed to have any voice in a 
law prescribing the qualifications of a Delegate a constitutional 
power which resides alone in the House would be abrogated. Igive 
it up. Iam unable to comprehend the logic of the report; it may 
be my misfortune and not the fault of the author. 

The position assumed in the majority report so far as Iam able to 
gather it is, to state it briefly, that Congress has the right nnder the 
Constitution to pass alaw—-both Houses and the Exeentive, of course, 
participating—providing that a Territory shall have the right to elect 
a Delegate; that when elected he shall be entitled to a seat in the 
Honse of Representatives, but that it is incompetent for (hem to so 
provide by law as to inform the people of the Territory what qnali- 

cations their Delegate must possess. Their right to elect is fixed 
hy law by which the seat of their Delegate when elected is assured 
to him, yet after the people exercising this lawful right and in strict 
compliance with the statute have gone to the tronble and expense of 
electing a man possessing all the qualitications which the Constitu- 
tion prescribes for a member of the House of Representatives, yet, 
when he arrives in Washington, presents his credentials, and asks to 
he allowed to take his seat, he is told,“ We know the law gives your 
Territory the right to be represented by a Delegate; we kuow you 
were duly and legally elected to that position; we admit that you 
pet all the qnalifications that the Constitution requires a mem- 

rof the lower House of Congress to possess, yet you do not suit 
our taste, or caprice, on the standard which we have erected outside 
the law, and therefore we have concluded not to admit yon. We 
claim the right to arbitrarily exelude you. We have, therefore, Mr. 
Sir ese proposed for the adoption of this House the following reso- 

utions: 

“ Resolved, that George Q. Cannon is not entitled to a seat in this 
Congress as a Delegate froin the Territory of Utah. 

re lved, that the seat of Delegute from the Territory of Utah be, 
and the same hereby is, declared to be vacant. 

Go tell your people that the Forty-seventh Congress is capable of 
taking that position, and 

“Tf any fool should ask thee 
Why we wear the crown, 


Tell him we wear the crown 
Because—it fits our head.” 


The people of the Territory thus denied the right of representa- 
tion by an open and arbitrary disregard of the law, may at the next 
election select a man that comes up to the moral standard fixed by 
this Congress, but the Congressional liver of the next House of Rep- 
resentatives may be in a torpid condition, and the new Delegate may 
be told that he takes his whisky straight, whereas he onght to have 
a in it; that he doesn’t wear his hair or his coat cut in the proper 
fashion; and that taken altogether a majority ofthe members of the 
House don’t like his looks at all, and don’t fancy the people that 
elected him, any way, and therefore they have concluded to close the 
doors of the House to him and declare his seat vacant. A right to 
representation, however loudly it may be proclaimed by law, is not 
worth much to a Delegate or his people when it ean be denied by 
8 body to which he is sent at the mere whim or caprice of its mem- 

rs. : 

Mr. Speaker, why this effort to disregard all precedent and to vio- 
late all law to keep out of his seat this Delegate from Utah who has 
no right to vote ? It seems that members wish to emphasize their 
abhorrence of polygamy by denying Cannon his seat. It strikesme 
that it would be much more creditable for members of Congress to 
emphasize their devotion to justice and their respect for law by re- 
fusing to trample either under foot, even though it might be done 
in obedience to a popular outcry, however well founded, against an 
odious practice. The right never demands of its votaries to call to 
their aid injustice and wrong to suppress an evil practice or an ob- 
noxious doctrine. It may be a matter of small concern whether Mr. 
Cannon is allowed to take his seat in the Forty-seventh Congress; 
but it is not a matter of small concern for this Congress to repudiate 
all its precedents, violate its own laws, and perpetrate an act of 
injustice even against a Mormon. Polygamy cannot be crushed ont 
in this way. Men can never be convinced of error by making them 
feel that tisy are the victims of injustice. A respect for the law of 
the land can never be promoted among any portion of our popula- 
tion by a disregard of the law on the part of the law-makers them- 
selves, This proposition to deny Cannon his seat had its beginning 
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in the arbitrary act of the governor of Utah, who, in plain violation 
of the law, denied him his certificate of election. It is now proposed 
to crown that illegal act by a vote of this House declaring that he 
is not entitled to his seat, when every well-informed member of this 
House knows he is so entitled, unless the last four Congresses stulti- 
tied themselves in admitting him. i 

Mr. Speaker, I cannot vote for the resolution proposed by a major- 
ity of the Committee on Elections. I cannot assent to their reason- 
ing, accept their legal conclusions or, surrendering my 85 to 

pular clamor, consent to establish a precedent so utterly untenable 
in itself and so dangerous in its tendencies. I cannot agree by my 
vote to clothe this House with arbitrary power to set the law at 
defiance or to trample on even the rights of a Mormon, however dis- 
tasteful his doctrine on the subject of the domestic relations may be 
tome. I cannot avoid feeling that by such an act I had struck a much 
severer blow to the instincts of my manhood than I had to the per- 
nicious doctrines of the Mormons. Several members of the Com- 
mittee on Elections, of the majority side, have favored the House 
with written reports, undertaking to set forth their reasons for deny- 
ing Cannon his seat, These reports seem to be characterized more by 
a feeling of passion and indignation than by that calm judicial tone 
which should pervade such opinions given to this House for their 
guidance. My colleague, [Mr. PETTIBONE, ] in the conclusion of the 
report which he submits, uses this extraordinary language: 

My voice and vote, then, is for a resolution denying to ee AY Cannon a seat 

e 


as a Del from Utah, because it is ais violation o of the 
House, and would be an insult to the sovereignty of the nation to t a self. 
admitted criminal violator of the laws of Congress to a seat in the body whereof 


we are members. 


His reasons seem to be that he wishes to preserve “the dignity of 


the House” and the sovereignty of the nation. It is sad to reflect 
upon how the dignity of the House of the Forty-third, Forty-fourth, 
Forty-fifth, and Forty-sixth Congresses was suffered to be impaired 
by the presence of this very man when that dignity was in the keep- 
ing of majorities of both Democratic and Republican members. What 
particular injury was inflicted on“ the sovereignty of the nation” by 

annon during the time he held his seat in those bodies I have never 
seen any account of; but Cannon is stigmatized as a “‘self-admitted 
criminal violator of the laws of Congress.” I fail to find in the rec- 
ord anything to justify this charge. I find a statement from Cannon 
to the effect that he belongs to the Mormon Church; that in accord- 
ance with the tenets of that church he had taken plural wives, who 
live with him, and have done so for many years, and have borne him 
children. Now, polygamy was not made a crime, nor was there any 
law in Utah prohibiting it until the act of 1862 was passed, and there 
is no evidence whatever that Cannon has married a wife since the pas- 
sage of that act. So far, then, as this record discloses, and I know 
nothing of Cannon’s marital relations outside of the record, he is not 
a self-admitted violator of any law of Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, I once heard of an old judge who made it a rule never 
to give a reason for any judgment he rendered. His theory was that 
if he should happen to decide a case correctly, he might give a wron, 
reason for it and thus impair the force of his opinion. I commen 
the example of the prudent old judge to the author of this report. 

Another gentleman of the majority [Mr. MILLER] also indulges in 
a separate report. The utter contempt of precedents, opinions, and 
decisions displayed by him compels admiration of his courage, what- 
ever impression may be left on the mind as to his 7 He 
seems to move under an intensity of excitement and a lixedness of 
posporo that bears down all opposition and defies all legal restraints. 

e evidently started on the war-path to take the scalp of polygamy 
und to return to an admiring constituency with this trophy dang- 
ling from his wampum belt. I quote a few lines from his report as 
illustrative of his animated animus: 

Whenever this hydra-headed monster of injustice, iniquity, and anti-republi- 
canism shall threaten the of this nation it is quite time that Congress ould 
assert its prerogatives; should 5 down ancient precedents, if they stand 
in its way; should disregard the o ms of any man, however reputable, it they 
are qu ever so persuasive, and call a halt on the enemy of free government. 
The exercise of such power is not the exercise of brute force.“ as some have 
denominated the majority action of this committee ; it is the exercise of that right 
which is as inherent in govertiments as in citizens, the right of self-defense, of self- 
preservation, the right and authority and duty of governments to protect their 
existence from all enemies, domestic as well as foreign. In doing As you ma 
run counter of a precedent or decision or opinion that once was highly esteemed ; 
so much the worse for the precedent. 

This red-hot sample of judicial logic ought certainly to commend 
this report to every member of the House who seeks by its perusal 
to reach the merits of this case. 1 quote these extracts from these 
reports as illustrative of the temper and spirit which seem to have 
inspired the investigation that conducted the majority to the remark- 
able conclusion at which they arrived. 

The very ground on which the majority claim the right to exclude 
Cannon, to wit, that it is a matter resting solely in the discretion of 
the House, and that the Senate and the Executive have no right to 
assist in passing any law touching the qualifications of a Delegate, was 
abandoned by them at the present session when they voted for a Sen- 
ate bill which provided that no polygamist should have a seat in this 
body as a Delegate from a Territory. Of course according to the doc- 
trine laid down inthe majority report that section of the anti-polyg- 


amy bill passed at the present session, so far as it seeks to deal wit 
the qualifications of a delegation, is null and void and not binding on 
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the House at all. The anthors of the majority report thus repudiate 
by their votes on that bill the very ground assumed in the report 
before it comes up for action in the House, They ought not toexpect 
others to accept their position when they themselves thus repudiate 
it-at the first opportunity. 

Mr. Speaker, anxious as I am to see the cancerous spot of polygamy 
eradicated from the body politic I felt constrained to vote against 
the bill passed at the present session. I did not believe that the 
bill would have the effect to destroy polygamy in Utah, and it con- 
tained provisions which I could not indorse In some of its featnres 
it is more worthy of the barbarous and proscriptive spirit which 
marked the legislation of three or four centuries ago than of the 
enlightened judgment and toleration of the present in the land of 
written constitutions and human rights. If it is determined, regard- 
less of all considerations arising from obedience to law, respect for 
constitutions and human rights, tocrush ont polygamy, let the Army 
be sent to Utah, and the mailed hand of military power exterminate 
it. But let us not pena to give the Mormon the right of trial by 
jury, and then pack the jury on him to insure his conviction. 

The Constitution gives to every man, whether he lives in Utah or 
Massachusetts, whether he is a Mormon or a Methodist, the right to 
a speedy trial by an im gee? er Now, when it is provided, as 
it virtually is in the bill passed at this session, that none but anti- 
Mormons shall compose the jury for the trial of a Mormon for the 
crime of polygamy the accused has not the benefit of an impartial 
jury to try him. But it is said if yon allow Mormons to sit on a jury 
vou can never convict one of ‘polygamy. That may be true. But 
does it follow thut it is therefore legitimate to substitute the packed 
jury of expediency for the impartial jury of the Constitution? The 
provisions of the law in question strikes the deadliest blow at the 

urity and impartiality of jury trial to be found anywhere in the 

egislative history of this country except in the reconstruction policy 
adopted toward the South after the late civil war, and that policy 
was admitted by its ablest advocates to be outside the Constitution. 

This law, if sustained by the courts, will establish a precedent 
which may in the future undermine the whole system of trial by 
jury. A packed jury is an insult to the Constitution and a travesty 
upon the administration of the law. It is true the law is only aimed 
at the Mormons, a sect living in a remote Territory of the United 
States with insufficient voting power to make them formidable in 
ee but this does not establish either its fairness or constitu- 
tionality. 

If it was proposed that in the trial of a Methodist or a Baptist or 
a Presbyterian all persons who belonged to the same church with 
the accused should be excluded from the jury, a cry would be raised 
from one end of this country to the other that would drive the ad- 
vocates of such a scheme into everlasting infamy and di The 
doctrine that if you cannot convict a man without packing a jury, 
on him it is therefore right, legal, constitutional to pack the jury, 
may be good logic with some, but I cannot embrace it though it be 
intended to apply only to the trial of a Mormon. But this is not 
the worst feature of this law. Section 8 of the law says that no 
polygamist, bigamist, or any person cohabiting with more than one 
woman shall be entitled to vote in any Territory or other placeover 
which the United States have exclusive jurisdiction, or be eligible 
for election or appointment to, or be entitled to hold any office or 
place of public trust, honor, or emolument in, under, or for any such 
Territory or place, or under the United States. Now the inquiry 
arises, who is a “ polygamist?” 

Webster defines a polygamist to be : ‘‘ One who practices polygamy 
or maintains the lawfulness thereof.” 

Johnson: “One that holds the lawfulness of more wives than 
one. 

Worcester: „An advocate of polygamy ;” and this is the first defi- 
nition he gives of the word. 

Craig: One who maintains the lawfulness of polygamy: * 

Renrick : One that holds the lawfulness of more wives than 
one. 

Ogilvie: “A person who maintains the lawfulness of polygamy.” 

Bailey : “One that holds the lawfulness of more wives than one at 
a time. 

It will thus be seen from the definitions given by these eminent 
lexicographers that a “polygamist” is not ony She man who prac- 
tices polygamy, but any one who believes that polygamy is not 
wrong. Now, I can very well conceive how a person from reading 
the Old Testament Scriptures may honestly believe that polygamy 
is not morally wrong, although he may never have practiced it and 
may have no intention of ever doing so. Yet for this opinion merely 
he is declared ineligible for election or appointment to any office, even 
the most insignificant. In the case of Reynolds vs. United States, 
98 United States Supreme Court Report, Chief-Justice Wait, after 
quoting Mr. Jefferson, says: 5 


Congress was d ved of all legislative power over mere opinion, but was left 
free to reach prods bh were in violation of social duties Aes subversive of gooi. 


The idea of excluding a man from holding office on account of his 
religious belief, whether he believe in polygamy, the transmigration 
of souls, the resurrection of the dead, or . in neither, is so pal- 

ably antagonistic to the whole spirit of our institutions and violat- 
ive of the Constitution that it would be an insult to the understand- 
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ing of any American citizen to attempt to argne the proposition. 
But the eighth section of this bill does this, and it scems to me was 
intended todo it. The definition of the word nsed not only warrants 
this conclusion, hut the proviso to the ninth section greatly strength- 
ens it. It is in these words: 

Provided, That said board of five persons shall not exclude any person other- 
wise eligible to vote from the polls on account of any opinion such person may en- 
tertain on the subject of bigamy or polygamy, nor shall they refuse to count any 
3232 v.... ĩͤ efter tee. EAN sail 
amy or $ f 5 
hae 8 upon the elections and qualiScetions of its members. 

The authors of the law recognizing the tact that the commissioners 
might deny a man the right to vote on account of his opinions merely, 
as they would clearly have a right to do under the eighth section, 
saw tit to expressly provide that they should not do so, but there is 
no provision of this sort in reference to eligibility to hold office. On 
the contrary, after saying that the commissioners might allow a man 
to yote who believed in but did uot practice polygamy, lest it might 
be inferred that they intended to restrict the anng o the word 
“í polygamist” as to eligibility to hold office, they in this immediate 
connection proceed to say “ but” each house of the Territorial Leg- 
islature shall have power to judge of the qualifications of its mem- 
bers, clearly giving to them the power to apply the eighth section 
in its full meaning to members elected to the Legislature, and to ex- 
clude a man therefrom on account of his religious belief or opinions. 
Not many Mormons, it is safe to assume, will ever take seats in that 
Legislature. But I insist farther in reference to the eighth section, 
thut it is a bill of attainder, which is prohibited by the Constitution. 
and is therefore beyond the power of Congress to pass even in refer- 
ence to those who practice polygamy. As has been seen, it prohibits 
all such persons from voting or holding office. 

The Supreme Court of the United States defines a bill of attainder 
to be ‘a legislative act which inflicts punishment without a judicial 
trial.” Is it ‘‘punishment” to deprive an American citizen of the 
right to vote and hold office? The same court say: 

All avocations, all business, all peream are alike open to every one, and that 
in the protection of these rights all are equal before the law. Any deprivation or 
suspension of any of these rights for past conduct is punishment, and can be in no 
otherwise defined. 

Now it seems to methat if the Supreme Court of the United States 
knows what a bill of attainder is, the eighth and ninth sections of 
this act are clearly in violation of the Constitution. When I took a 
seat in this House I took an oath to support the Constitution of the 
United States. I cannot and will not swear to a lie even to empha- 
size my abhorrence of polygamy or to punish a Mormon, and with 
my views of this act I 8 had to do so if I had voted for the 
bill when it passed. It would seem that after organizing a packed 
jury to convict, the authors of the bill ought then to have been will- 
ing to await a conviction before depriving American citizens of the 
right to vote or hold office. For what is an American citizen de- 
priren of those ds pew Iie may live in a land of boasted freedom, 

ut thus stripped of the rights and privileges that freemen most 
valne he is no better than a slave, 

The ninth and last section of the bill is a fitting conclusion to 
what preceded it. By this section all the offices in the Territory 
are declared vacant, and all duties relating to the registration of 
votes, the conduct of elections, the receiving or rejection of votes, 
and the canvassing or returning of the same, and the issuing of 
certificates or other evidence of election in said Territory are turned 
over to a board of five persons to be appointed by the President and 
confirmed by the Senate, not more than three of whom shall be mem- 
bers of one political party. Not more thanthree! That is enough 
Three is a majority of five. These five commissioners are to exercise 
the functions of their offices until other provisions are made by the 
Legislative Assembly of the Territory, The canvassand return of all 
the votes for members of the Legislative 5 to be returned 
to these commissioners, and they are to canvass the returns and issue 
certificates of election. In a word, the whole population of that 
doomed Territory are placed in the hands of a returning board—a 
tribunal forever as infamous in American history as the star cham- 
ber in English history. 

Let the carpet-bagger, expelled finally from every State in the 
American Union with the brand of disgrace stamped upon his brow, 
lift up his head once more and turn his face toward the setting sun. 
Utah beckons him to a new field of pillage and fresh pastures of pil- 
fering. Let him pack his grip-sack and start. The Mormons have 
no friends and no one will come forward to defend or protect their 
rights. A returning board, trom whose decisions there is no appeal, 
sent out from the American Co baptized with the spirit of 
persecution and intolerance, will enter Utah to trample beneath their 
feet the rights of the people of that far-off and ill-fated land. Mr. 
Speaker, I would not plage a dog under the dominion of a set of car- 
poe becgere re-enforced by a returning board, unless I meant to have 

im ro of his bone, A more grinding tyranny, a more absolute 

tism was never established over any people. 
e Mormons have been guilty of believing in, and some of them of 
5 polygamy. But they have been guilty of another sin also. 
hey have committed the offense of belonging to the Democratic 
arty. That Territory now has a population about large enough to 
>e admitted into the Union. It would not do to let it enter the Union 


des 


as n Democratic State. There is not now the least danger of it. 


After it has passed under the manipulations of the returning board, 
after her people have been driven from their homes under the op- 
premye laws that will be passed under the powers conferred by this 

w, after the carpet-bagger has gone in and taken possession, Utah, 
clothed in the habiliments of the Republican party, will be weleomed 
into the sisterhood of States. I did desire to notice some other feat- 
ures of this law, but time forbids. It was passed under the opera- 
tion of the previous question, and no one had the opportunity to 
discuss it or to point out its defects and imperfections. The Dele- 
gate sent here by the people of that Territory, by a barefaced act of 
usurpation on the part of the governor, was denied a certificate of 
election, aud was not allowed to take the seat to which he had been 
elected, or to speak in behalf of his people while they were being 
robbed of their rights, 

I have no faith whatever in this effort to deny Cannon his seat or 
in the law passed at the present session having the effect to dimin- 
ish polygamy in Utah. In my opinion it would have succumbed to 
the logic of events and the force of public opiuion. Railroads have 
bronght the Territory in contact and communication with the people 
ofthe States. A large anti-Mormon population will at no distant day 
settle in the Territory, and polygamy must give way before the irre- 
sistible force of an adverse public opinion. 2 as Utah remained 
isolated from-the rest of the world polygamy was secure, but when 
brought into communication with the rest of the world its disappear- 
. only a question of time. You cannot legislate men's 
religion or opinions out of them. Acts of injustice and persecution 
will cause them to adhere more stubbornly to their faith. 

The history of the world and of the ses een percents that 
have disgraced churches and governments establish this fact beyond 
controversy or doubt. The blood of the martyrs is the seed of the 
church” has held good in all the past and will prove true to-day. 
Mr. Madison, in his letter to Edward Everett, of March 19, 1823, says 
upon this subject: 

The settled opinion here is that religion is essentially distinct from civil gov- 
ernment and exempt from its cognizance ; that if new sects arise with absurd opin- 
ions or overheated imaginations, the proper remedies lie in time, forbearance, and 
example. 

There is more wisdom and trne religion in these few words of the 
father of the Constitution than can be fonnd in ull the test acts and 
test oaths and religious intolerance and B thut have ever 
disgraced the human race or dyed the white robes of Christianity in 
blood. [Great applause. ] 

(During the fo ct of the above speech, the hour having expired, 
on motion of Mr. REAGAN, by unanimons consent, Mr. Hovuse’s time 
was extended. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER was recognized. 

Mr. CALKINS. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will yield 
to me I will make a motion that the House adjourn, 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Iam quite willing to yield for that motion. 

Mr. CALKINS: I will submit the motion to adjourn after some 
gentlemen have been recognized who desire to ask unanimous con- 
sent. 

RECORDS OF THE REBELLION. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to call up a matter of printing. I ask 
the 13 consideration of the joint resolution in reference to the 
publication and distribution of the records of the rebellion. This 
was before the House a few days ago. I withdrew it then because 
some members did not seem to understand it. I gave an explana- 
tion of it at that time, and I think now its purport is well enough 
understood, so that the joint resolution may be put upon its passage. 
The object of passing this joint resolution is to prevent the publica- 
tion and distribution of another volume of this work in the manner 
in which such distribution has been heretofore carried on. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not informed for what purpose the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has risen. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Irise for the purpose of reporting back from 
the Committee on Printing the joint resolution (H. R. No. 150) con- 
cerning the publication and distribution of the official records of the 
rebellion, and ask its immediate consideration. 

Mr. ROBESON. Let the joint resolution be read, reserving the 
right to object. 

he joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, £o., That there shall be republished 7,000 copies of the first, second, 
and third volumes of the official records, Union and confederate, of the war of the 
rebellion, authorized to be published by the Act making appropriations for the 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881, 
and for other purposes,” approved June 16, 1880, to be distributed in the manner 
following, namely: 4,500 copies thereof shall be distributed by the Secretary of the 
Interior, at the request of Representatives and Delegates in Congress of the Forty- 
seventh Con Each Representative and Delegate shall furnish the Secretary 
of the Interior with the names aud addresses of tifteen public, college, or school 
libraries, or of individuals of his Congressional district or Territory, as tho case 
may be, to which addresses shall be sent the said volumes 1. 2, and 3; but one vol- 
ume of each of which shall be sent to the address of the Representative or Dele- 
gate, unless otherwise ordered by him. The remaining 2,500 copies of volumes 1, 2, 
and 3 of said official records herein authorized to be republished shall be distri- 
buted as follows: 1,000 copies, or aa many thereof as may be necessary, may be 
distributed by the Secretary of War among those persons who have contributed 
valuable documents. by gift or loan, to the records aforesaid ; 1,000 copies for the 
use of the Interior Department, for the supply of public, university, and colle; 
libraries ; and 500 copies to be delivered to the Secretary of the Interior to be sold 
for cost of publication with 10 per cent. in addition thereto. The Public Printer 
shall fw to the Secretary of the Interior a statement in writing of the amount 
to be charged for each volume of said records under this joint resolution; and the 
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same may be sold in single volumes or by subscription for entire sets, each volume 
to be paid for on delivery. 

Sec. 2. That the publication of the official records of the rebellion after volume 

3 shall be 10,000 het i to be distributed by the Secretary of the Interior to the 

addresses furnished him by Representatives and Delegates in Congress, as 5 

vided in the first section of this er resolution, namely. 4,500 copies; to the War 

ent for the use of the Executive Departments, 1,000 copies: to the War 

De: ent for the use of persons who have contributed valuable documents, by 

ee supply of public, university. 


or loan, to the records maidan 1,000 3 ; to the Interior Department for 
and college libraries, 1,000 copies; to Senators in 
Congress, 2,000 copies; and for sale as provided in section 1 of this act, 500 copies. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to considering at this time the 
joint resolution which has just been read ? 

Mr. DUNNELL. I would suggest to the gentleman from Illinois, 
(Mr. SPRINGER, ] reserving my right to object, that as the House is 
now quite thin, and a great many members have gone to their resi- 
dences, it would be more satisfactory if this matter could be bronght 
up to-morrow morning. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection to its going over as unfin- 
ished husiness, to come up to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that the gentleman 
withdraw it for the present. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Asit has been read and it will appear in the 
RECORD, I will withdraw it for the present, asking gentlemen to 
examine it. 

PROTECTION OF IMMIGRANTS. 


Mr. GUENTHER. I ask unanimous consent that House bill No. 
2744, to regulate the carriage of passengers by sea be now taken from 
the House Calendar and pee 1 will state that this bill was unani- 
mously reported favorably by the Committee on Commerce of the 
Forty-sixth Congress, and has been unanimously reported to this 
House by the Committee on Commerce of this Congress, It is a bill 
to protect immigrants on the high seas in transit to this country. 

se RANDALL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. GUENTHER. Certainly. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is this bill the same in every particular as the 
bill which the gentleman’s colleague [Mr. DEUSTER] had charge of 
in the last House? 

Mr. GUENTHER. It is identically the same. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will answer my friend from Pennsylva- 
nia, [Mr. parapet This bill is recommended by the United States 
district attorney of Wisconsin, by the district attorney of the United 
States at New York, and other officers of that port. It only applies 
the present laws in relation to sailing vessels to steamships, with a 
view to secure the safety, comfort, and health of emigrants. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not object to the bill, I only wanted to know 
if it was the same bill that Mr, DEUSTER had charge of. 

Mr. GUENTHER. It is identically the same bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As the bill has not been read, I hope it will be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The bill is as follows: 


A bill to regulate the carriage of passengers by sea. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That it shall not be lawful for the master of a steam - 
ship or other vessel whereon emigrant passengers, or | peep other than cabin 
passengers, have been taken at any port or place in a a country or dominion 
(ports and places in foreign territory contiguous to the United States excepted) to 
bring such vessel and passengers to won ll pos or place in the United States unless 
the com ents, spaces, and accommodations hereinafter mentioned have been 
provided, allotted, maintained, and used for and by such passengers during the 
entire voyage; that is to say, in a steamship, the compartments or spaces, unob- 
structed by cargo, stores, or goods, shall be of sufficient dimensions to allow for 
each and every passenger carried or brought therein one hundred cubic feet, if the 
5 or space is located on the first deck next below the uppermost deck 
of the vessel, or in apos or deck-honse constructed on the deck of the 
vessel, and one hundred and twenty cubic feet for each passenger carried or brought 
therein ifthe compartment or space is located on the second deck below the upper- 
most deck of the vessel; and it shall not be lawful to or brisg passengers on 
any deck other than the two decks above mentioned, and in the aforesaid poop or 
deck-houses. And in sailing vessels such ee shall be carried or brought 
only on the deck (not being an orlop deck) that is next below the appermost deck 
of the vessel, or in a poop or deck-house constructed on the main deck; and the 
compartment or space, unobstructed by cargo, stores, or goods. shall be of sutti- 
cient dimensions to allow one hundred and ten cubic teet for each and every ve 
eenger brought therein. And such passengers shall not be carried or brought i 
— between-decks, nor in any compartment, space, poop, or deck-honse, the clear 
height of which is less than seven let, and in the cabin or upper decks not less 
than six feet six inches. In computing the number of such gers carried or 
brought in any vessel, children under one year of age shall not be included, and 
two children between one and eight years of age shall be counted as onc n 
ger; and any person brought in such vessel who shall have been, during the voy- 
age, taken from any other vessel wrecked or in distress on the high seas, or have 
been picked up at sea from any boat, ratt, or otherwise, shall not be included in 
such computation. The master of a vessel coming to a port or place inthe United 
States in violation of either of the provisionsof this section 81 be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor; and if the number oi passengers other than cabin passengers 
carried or brought in the vessel, or in any compartment, space, poop, or deck- 
house thereof, is greater than the number allowed to be carried or brought there- 
in, respectively, as hereinbefore prescribed, the said master shall be fined for 
each and every passenger in excess of the proper number, and may also im- 
prisoned not exceeding six months. 

Sec. 2. That in every such steamship or other vessel there shall be a sufficient 
number of berths for the proper accommodation, as hereinafter provided, of all 
such passengers. There shall not be on any deck norin any compartmentor space 
occupied by such passengers more than two tiers of berths. The berths shali be 
1 constructed, and be separated from each other by partitions, as berths 
ord ly are separated, and each berth shall be at least two feet in width and 
six feet in length; and the interval between the floor or lowest part of the lower 
tier of berths and the deck beneath them shall not be less than six inches, nor the 
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interval between each tier of berths, and the interval between the uppermost tier 
and the deck above it, less than two feet six inches ; and each berth shall be occu- 

ied by not more than one passenger over eight years of nee but double berths of 

wice the above-mentioned width may be provided, each double berth to be occu- 
pied by no more and by none other than two women, or by one woman and two 
children under the age of eight years, or by husband and wife, or by a man and 
two of his own children er the age of eight years, or by two men personally 
acquainted with each other. All the male passengers upward of fourteen years 
of age who do not occupy berths with their wives s be berthed in the fore part 
of the vessel, in a compartment divided off trom the space or spaces appropriated 
to the other passengers by a substantial and well-secured bulk-head; and unmar- 
ried female passengers shall be berthed in a compartment separated from the 
spaces occupied by other passengers by a substan and well-constructed bulk- 
head, the opening or communication from which to any adjoining passenger space 
5! be so constructed that it can be closed and secnred. milies, however, shall 
not be 8 except with their consent. Each berth shall be numbered seri- 
ally, on the outside berth- , according to the number of ngers that may 
lawfully occupy the berth; and the berths oceupied by such passengers shall not 
be removed or taken down until they have been inspected by a customs officer 
as hereinafter provided. For any violation of either of the provisions of this sec- 
tion the master of the vessel shall be liable to a fine of $5 for each passenger car- 
ried or bronght on the vessel. 

Sec. 3. That every such steamship or other vessel shall have adequateprovision 
for affording light and air to the passenger-decks and to the compartments and 
spaces occupied by suca passengers, and with adequate means and appliances for 
ventilating the said compartments and spaces. ‘to compartments having sufti- 
cient space for fifty or more of such passengers at least two ventilators, each not 
less than twelve inches in diameter, shall be provided, one of which ventilators 
shall be inserted in the forward part of the compartment, and the other in the 
after part thereof, and shall be so constructed as to ventilate the com ent; 
and additional ventilators shall be provided for euch compartment in the propon 
tion of two ventilators for each additional fifty of such passengers carried or 
brought in the compartment. All ventilators shall be carried at least six feet 
above the uppermost deck of the vessel, and shall be of the most N form 
aud construction. In any steamship the ventilating apparatus provided, or any 
method of ventilation adopted thereon, which has n approved by the proper 
emigration oflicers at the port or place from which said vessel was shall 
be deemed a compliance with the foregoin eee, and in all vessels carry - 
ing or bringing such passengers there shall properly-constructed hatchways 
over the compartments or spaces occupied by such passengers, which hatchways 
shall be properly covered with houses or boody hatches, and the combings or sills 
of which shall rise at least one foot above the deck ; and the said houses shall have 
a door on each side, so constructed as to afford the greatest amount of light and 
air and of protection from wet that the case will admit; and there shall be proper 
companion-ways or ladders from each hatchway leading to the compartments or 
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spaces occupied by such passengers; and thesaid companion-ways or ladders shall 
be eee proc Maio and be provided with hand. rails or orcas rope, and such 
passengers shall have the free and unimpeded use of the whole of end tchway 


situated over the compartments or spaces appropriated to their use; and every 
vessel c ing or bringing such passengers shall have a properly located and 
constructed caboose and cooking range, or other 8 apparatus, the dimen. 
sions and capacity of which shall be suflicient to provide for properly cooking and 


preparing the food of all such passengers. In every vessel carrying or bringing 
such passengers there shall be at least two water-closets or privies, and an addi- 
tional water-closet or privy for every one hundred male passen on board, for 


the exclusive use of such male passengers, and an additional water-closet or privy 
for every fifty female ee on board, for the exclusive use of the female 
passengers and pon children on board. The aforesaid water-closets and privies 
shall be properly inclosed and ig N — 1 of mest ee, ee e all z 
separated from passengers’ spaces by substantial and pro constructed parti. 
tions or bulkheads ; and the water-closets and privies shall be L t and maintained 
in a serviceable and cleanly condition throughout the worsen ‘or any violation 
of cither of the provisions of this section, or for any neglect to conform to the re- 
quirements thereof, the master of the vessel shall be liable to a penalty not exceed- 


ing $250. 
Sec. 4. That every such steamship or other vessel shall have en board bee 
the voyage, properly stored and secured, a supply of and wholesome food, 
provisions, and water suficient to provide for the y distribution to each of 
such passengers while on board the vi an allowance of food and provisions 
equal, for the first twenty days of the voyage. in value to at least fifty centa, United 
States money, per head, and to be of good and wholesome character and of sufti- 
cient quantity, and to be served on tables with seats around as now is Customary 
in the second cabin of the transatlantic steamships, the computations of the tifty 
cents’ value to be made in bulk at the rate of $50 for every hundred passengers. 
Mothers with infants and young children shall be furnished the necessary quan- 
tity of wholesome milk or condensed milk for the sustenance of the latter. On 
sailing vessels and on steamships, for the time after the first twenty days of the 
voyage, an allowance of focd end provisions equal in quality and quantity toa 
Navy ration of the United States, and of water not less than t indecent dey A 
shall be furnished each of such passengers. Three meals shall be served daily, at 
regular and stated hours, of which hours suflicient notice shall be given. If any 
such passenger shall, at any time during the voyage, be put upon short allowance 
of food or water, the master of the vessel shall pay to such passenger $3 for each 
and every day the passenger may have been pat on short allowance, except in cases 
of accidents where the geen is obliged to put the on short allowance, 
And for every willful violation of any of the provisions of this section the master 
of the vessel shall be deemed guilty of a emeanor, and shall be fined not more 
than $500, and be imprisoned for a term not ex six months. The enforce- 
ment of this penalty, however, shall not affect the civil responsibility of the mas- 
ter and owners of the vessel to such gers as may have suffered from any 
negligence, breach of contract, or default on the part of such master and owners. 
SEC. 5, That in every such steamship or other vessel there shall be properly 
built and secured, or divided off from other spaces, two compartments or spaces 
to be used exclusively as 3 for such gers, one for men and the other 
for women. The hospitals shall be loontad in adeck-house constructed on the 
main deck or on the deck next below the uppermost deck of the vessel, and not 
elsewhere. The hospital spaces shall in no case be less than in the proportion of 
eighteen clear superticial feet for every fifty such Lee who are carried or 


brought on the vessel, and such hospitals shall be ppn with roper beds, bed- 
ding, and utensils, and be kept so filled and supplied throughout the voyage. 
And every steamship or other vessel carrying or bringing emigrant passengers, or 


8 other than cabin passengers, exceeding fifty in number, shall 
uly qualified and competent surgeon or medical practitioner, who shall be rated 
as such in the ship's articles, and who shall be provided with surgical instruments, 
medical comforts, and medicines proper and necessary for diseases and accidents 
incident to sea-voyages, and for the proper medical treatment of such passengers 
during the voyage, and with such articles of food and nourishment as may be 
proper and necessary for preserving the health of infants and young children ; and 
the services of such surgeon or medical practitioner shall be promptly given, in any 
case of sickness or disease, to any of the passengers, or to any infant or young 
child of any such passengers, who may n his services. Fora violation of either 


carry a 


of the provigions of this section the master of the vessel shall be liable to a penalty 
not exceeding $250. 
Sec, 6. That the master of every such steamship or other vessel is authorized 
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to maintain good discipline and such habits of cleanliness among such passengers 
as will tend to the 3 and promotion of health, and to that end he shall 
cause such regulations as he may adopt for such purpose to be posted ce board 
the vessel, in a place or places accessible to such passengers, and shall keep the 
same so posted up during the voyage. The said master shall cause the compart- 
ments and spaces provided fer, or oceupied by, such passengers to be kept at all 
times in a clean and healthy condition, and to be, as often as may be necessary, 
disinfected with chloride of lime or by some other equally efficient disinfectant. 
Whenever the state of the weather will permit, such passengers and their bed- 
ding shall be mustered on deck, and a clear and sufficient space on the uppermost 
deck of the vessel shall be set apart and so kept for the use and exercise of such 
passengers during the voyage. For each neglect or violation of any of the pro- 
visions of = section the master of the vessel shall be liable to a penalty not 
ex: 3 

Src. 7. That neither the officers, seamen, nor other persons employed on any 
such steamship or other vessel shall visit or frequent any part of the vessel pro- 
vided or assigned to the use of such passengers, except by the direction or per- 
mission of the master of such vessel first made or given for such purpose; and 
every officer, seaman, or other person n on board of such vessel who shall 
violate the provisions of this section shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
Inny be fined not exceeding $100, and be imprisoned not exceeding twenty days, 
for each violation; and the master of such vessel who directs or permits any ofli- 
cer, seaman, or other person employed oL board the vessel to visit or frequent any 
part of the vessel provided for or assigned to the use of such 3 or the 
compartments or spaces occupied by such passengers, except for the purpose of 
doing or an pn somi necessary act or duty as an oflicer, seaman, or other 
person employed on board of the vessel, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
und may be fined not more than orig for each time he directs or permits the pro- 
visions of this section to be violated. A copy of this section, written or printed 
in the language or languages of the 888 , shall, by or under the 
direction of the master of the vessel, be posted in a conspicuous place on the fore- 
castle and in the several parts of the vessel provided and assigned for the use of 
such ngers, and in each compartment or ee occupied by such passengers, 
and the same shall be kee a ees during the voyage; and if the said master 
— —— so to do, he shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be fined 
not more than $100. 

Sud. 8. That it shall not be lawful to take, carry, or have on board of any such 
steamship or other vessel any nitro-glycerine, anamtia or any other explosive 
article or compound, nor any vitriol or like acids, nor gunpowder, except for the 
— 5 use, nor any article or number of articles, whether as ca or ballast, 
which, by reason of the nature or quantity or mode of storage thereof, shall, either 
singly or collectively, be likely to endanger the health or lives of the gti pr 
or the safety of the vessel; and horses, cattle, or other animals taken on board of 
or brought in any such vessel shall not be carried on any deck below the deck on 
ee pecs are berthed, nor in any compartment in which ngers are 
berthed, por in any adjoining compartment except in a vessel built of iron, and 
of which the compartments are divided off by water-tight bulkheads extending 
to the upper deck. For aray violation of any of the provisions of this section 
the master of the vessel shall be deemed guilty of a emeanor, and shall be 
fined not exceeding $1,000, and be imprisoned for a period not exceeding one year. 

Sec. 9. That it shail not be lawful for the master of any such steamship or 
other vessel, not in distress, after the arrival of the vessel within any collection 
district. of the United States, to allow any person or persons, except a pilot, ofti- 
cer of the customs, or health oflicer, agents of the vessel, and consuls, to come on 
board of the vessel, or to leave the vessel, until the vessel has been taken in 
charge by an officer of the customs, nor, after so taken, without leave of 
such officer, until all the passengers with their have been duly landed 
from the vessel; and on the arrival of any such steamship or other vessel within any 
collection district of the United States, the master thereof shall deliver to the ofti- 
cer of customs who first comes on board the vessel and makes demand therefor a 
correct list, signed by the master, of all the passengers taken on board the vessel 
atany foreign port or place, specifying, 5 the names of the cabin pas- 
sengers, their age, sex, calling, and the country of which they are citizens, and 
the number of pieces of e belonging to each passenger, and also the name, 
age, sex, calling, and native country of each emigrant passenger, or passengers 
other than cabin passengers, and their intended ination or location, and the 
number of pieces of baggage belonging to each passenger, and also the location 
of the vee ee or space occupied by each of such > sy Hoy during the voy- 
age; and if any of such passengers died on the voyage thesaid list shall specify the 
name, age, and cause of death of each deceased passenger; and a duplicate of the 
aforesaid list of passengers, verified by the oath of the master, shall. with the 
manifest of the cargo, be delivered oy the master to the collector of customs on 
theentry of the vessel. Fora violation of either of the provisions of this sec- 
tion, or for permitting or neglecting to preventa violation thereof, the master of 
the vessel shall be liable to a tine not ex ing $1,000. 

Sec. 10. That in case there shall have occurred on board any such steamship 
or other vessel any death among such passengers during the voyage, the master 
or consignees of the vessel shall, within forty-eight hours after the arrival of the 
vessel within a collection district of the United 


before prese the sums of money aforesaid, shall be liable to a penalty of $50 
in addition to the sum required to be paid as aforesaid for each ger whose 
death occurred on the Orage, i All sums of money paid to any collector under the 


visions of this section s! 


tively; the cubic y Gerani of each com ment or 
n each space; the kind and qualit. 
r the voyage; the numberof deaths, an 
ed during the Alles d and of what disease; and in 


ty during the voyage, to report 


hat the provisions of this act shall apply to every steamship or other 

vessel whereon emigrant passengers, or passengers other than cabin passengers, 
are taken on board at a port or place in the United States for conveyance to any 
port or place in & foreign country, except foreign territory contiguous to the Unt 
States, and shall also apply to any vessel whereon such passengers are taken 


on board at any port or place of the United States on the Atlantic Ocean or its 
tributaries for conveyance to a port or place on the Pacific Ocean or its tributaries. 
or vice versa; and whether the voyage of said vessel is to be continuous from port 
te port or such ngers are to be conveyed from port to port in part by the ited 
of any overland route throagh Mexico or Central America; and before any su 
vessel shall be cleared from or may lawfully depart from the port or place where 
such passengers are taken on board, the master of such vessel shall fürnish to the 
collector of customs of the district from which such vessel is about to departa cor- 
rect list of all passengers who have been, or are intended to be, taken on board the 
vessel, and the said list shall specify the age, sex. and nationality of each A ners 
ger, and whether the said passengers are cabin or other passengers, aud the loca- 
tion of the compartment or space in the vessel provided and intended for the use 
of the passengers other than cabin passengers; and the said collector of customs 
may direct au examination of the vessel to be made by aninspector or other oflicer 
of the customs, who shall make the examination and report whether the provisions 
of this act have been complied with in respect to such vessel, and the said collector 
is authorized to withhold the clearance of such vessel until the coming in of such 
report; and if the said report shall show that any of the provisions of this act have 
not been complied with, the collector is authorized and directed to withhold the 
clearance of such vessel until the said provisions are complied with; and if the 
master of any such vessel shall willfully 8 or cause to be presented to the 
aforesaid collector of customs any false or fraudulent list or lists of such passen N 
or if — vessel leaves the aforesaid port or place without having been duly 
cleared by the collector of customs, the master shall be deemed guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and may be fined not exceeding $1,000, and be imprisoned not exceeding 
one year, aud the vessel shall be liable to seizure and forfeiture. 

Src. 13. That the amount of the several fines and penalties imposed by any 
section of this act upon the master of any steamship or other vessel carrying or 
bringing emigrant passengers, or passengers other than cabin passengers, for am 
violation of the provisions of this act, shall be liens upon such vessel, and suc 
vessel ay os libeled therefor in any circuit or district court of the United States 
where such vessel shall arrive or depart. 

Src. 14. That this act shall come into o 
the passaro of thisact; and sections 4252 to 4277, inclusive, of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States are, from and after said date, repealed; and this act may be 
cited for all purposes as the passenger act, 1882.“ 


Mr. GUENTHER. The purpose of the bill is to passa law for the 
protection of emigrants on the high seas in transit to this country, 
which will 1 nes only to sailing vessels, but also to steamships. 
In view of the unprecedented large emigration from Europe this 
year, which in all probability will run up to more than one million, 
it bevomes the imperative duty of this Congress, demanded alike 
by reasons of hygiene as well as by sentiments of charity, moral- 
ity, and humanity, that the gross abuses that have so long been 
practiced unpunished upon the helpless immigrant by the cupidity 
of soulless transportation companies, and the brutality and utter 
disregard for decency by officers and crew of many emigrant steam- 
ers, be checked and punished. 

This bill, if passed, will prevent the necessity of articles like these 
taken from the New York Herald, which I will cite further on. 

I feel assured, Mr. Speaker, that there is not a single gentleman 
on this floor who will not gladly by his vote aid in speedily placing 
upon our statute-books a law which will commend itself in the high- 
est degree to the generous heart, the philanthropy, and that human- 
itarian sense of the American people for which they are so justly 
renowned, 

I know, Mr. Speaker, that the statements I will refer to, although 
to gentlemen on this floor they may seem high-colored, portray the 
life in the steerage painfully correct. I know whereof i speak, for 
I was one of those unfortunates, a passenger in the steerage for 
twenty days in 1866, when I emigrated to this country; and when I 
recall the indignities, the cruelties, the inhuman treatment to which 
nearly seven hundred human souls were subjected by the officers and 
crew of that floating hell, I feel that I would not follow the dictates 
of my conscience, would not give vent to that sentiment which 
should pervade the heart of every true citizen of this great Republic, 
aud which is one of the noblest attributes of a free American, that 
love of all mankind, be they ever so lowly in station or poor in purse. 
I would feel that I were unworthy to sit in this Congress would I 
not, now that I have a chance, appeal to you and implore you, for 
God’s sake, for e sake, for the sake of millions who will 
come to these shores within the next few years, to put an end abso- 
lutely and forever to practices which are a disgrace to the civiliza- 
tion of the nineteenth century. 

The bill under consideration, which has so generously been given 
the unanimous recommendation of the Committee on Commerce for 
its adoption by this House, marks an important epoch in our naval 
legislation. It replaces all former defective and insufficient enact- 
ments upon the subject of sanitary provisions and other protective 
measures for the benefit of those who must face the“ perils of the 
deep“ in trying to better their condition in life, and who must al- 
ways, at best, battle with some disadvantages which no humane 
legislation can remove. In a word, the bill aims at the protection of 
the immigrant at sea, and upon its passage by this Congress will 
stand upon our statute-books as the “ passenger act of 18; an act 
by which thi, Congress will immortalize itself as having contributed 
one of the most veneticent measures to modern nautical legislation. 

Dr. Thomas.. Turner, medical director, United States Navy, says, 
speaking of this bill: 

A bill lating the carriage of persons by to be known as the passenger 
act of 1880," was 8 to the House of 8 on the stl of Apel, 
1880, by Hon PETER V. Devsten, M. C., of Milwaukee, Wisconsin. and is the latest 
proposed legislation that the writer has been able to obtain. It is proposed to 
examine the provisions of this bill, which has for its olject the amelioration of 
the conditions surrounding the emi t during his passage over the ocean, from 
a sanitary position, leaving those pointsinvolving the jurispradence and commer 
cial iuterests affected by the carriage of living human freight for the consideration 
of the merchant and the legislator. 

This act proposed will of course repeal the act of 1855, and, as stated in the out- 


ration and take effect ninety days after 
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set, marks the progress in nautical sanitation, and, in consequence, is an index of 
the general sanitary advance of the country. Apart from the dangers to public 
health that may occur from the introduction of contagious or infectious diseases 
into the United States by the avenue of immigration, it is a matter of serious in- 
. terest to the prosperity of the country that the health and lives of emigrants should 
be protected during their bcc saya oe by sea. 

The itude of the interests involved may here be presented: thus, there ar- 
rived at the port of New York during the last ten years (from 1870 to 1879 inclu- 
a worry emigrants, with 2,518 deaths, with a mean sea-voyage of thirteen 
and one- ys. 


This bill has been very carefully drawn, and is approved by the 
oficials most conversant with the needs and requirements of the 
case. at the port which has offered the best opportunities for ascer- 
taining them, namely, at New York. The first section changes the 
method of determining the amount of space to be allowed to each 

assenger from superficial to cubic measurement, in order to con- 

rm to the universal method of admeasurement of vessels for their 
tonnage. It allots to each steamship passenger carried on the first 
deck, next below the tates deck, or in a poop or deck-house on 
main deck, one hundred cubie feet of space, and on the second deck, 
below the uppermost deck, one hundred and twenty feet; forbid- 
ding, also, the carrying of passengers on any other decks, and regu- 
lates the height between decks at not less than seven feet. In sail- 
ing vessels passengers shall be carried on a deck not being an orlop 
deck, that is, next below the uppermost deck, or in a poop or deck- 
house built on the main deck, and shall be allotted one hundred and 
twenty cubic feet of space. 

The second section provides that there shall be a sufficient num- 
ber of berths and not more than two tiers thereof on any deck or 
space occupied by such passengers, such berths to be separated by 

artitions, and each at least two feet wide and six feet long; double 

rths to be of proportionate size. All male passengers not members 
of one family ha be berthed in the fore part of the vessel in a sp: 
arate apartment; and all female passengers not members of a family 
to be likewise berthed separately. Each single berth shall not con- 
tain more than one passenger, or two children not above eight years 
of age. 

Section three requires adequate provisions for light and air to such 
passenger decks, prescribing at least two ventilators for every com- 
partment calculated to hold fifty or more passengers, and a proper 
construction of the same, as also other sanitary precautions. 

Section four directs the proper storing of a sufficient supply of 
wholesome food, ample cooking apparatus, and distribution of daily 
supplies of food and water, even equal in quantity and quality to the 
regular naval ration, after the first twenty days of the voyage, and 
to be worth at least fifty cents per head during the first ay days. 

Section five provides for two hospital compartments for the two 
sexes, a competent surgeon or medical practitioner, surgical instru 
ments and medicines proper and necessary for the diseases and ac- 
cidents incident to sea-voyages. 

Section 6 contains general provisions for the maintenance of clean- 

iness. 

Section 7 prohibits the ship’s crew from entering or visiting the 
passenger compartments except upon orders from the master of the 
vessel. 

Section 8 prohibits the carriage of explosives as freight upon such 
EE vessels, or any other cargo likely to endanger health or 

ife, 

Section 9 prescribes inspection by customs officers upon arrival of 
vessel, delivery of correct list of all passengers to such officer by the 
master, and proper reports to be made in each case to the collector 
of the port. 

Section 10 provides for the payment of $10 to the collector of cus- 
toms for each passenger above the age of eight years who shall have 
died during the voyage. 

Section 11 directs proper admeasurement upon arrival of vessel, 
examination into condition during voyage, and forwarding of report 
to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Section 12 wakes the e e. of this bill applicable also to ves- 
sels leaving the ports of the United States, except for Canadian and 
Mexican ports. 

Section 13 makes the fines imposed for any violation of these sec- 
tions, as provided therein, a lien upon such vessel. 

Section 14 provides that the bill shall become operative ninety 
days after its passage, and shall be known as“ the passenger act of 
1882, 

It was in 1788, in the constitutional convention of Massachusetts, 
that the brilliant and eloquent statesman of the young Common- 
wealth, Fisher Ames, during one of his matchless speeches, uttered 
these prophetic words, which the present generation has the good 
fortune to see more than realized: 

The time, (he said,) I h will come when this excellent country will furnish 
food, and freedom which is better than food, which is the food of the soul, for fifty 
millions of happy people. 

Mr. Speaker, what then seemed the phantasmagorial delusion of 
a creative mind or the impassionate effusion of a patriotic heart filled 
with sanguine hopes is to-day a common matter of fact. A condi- 
tion of things scarcely within the scope of the wildest dreams of the 

atriotic enthusiast of a hundred years ago is not only fully real- 

by us, but the imperative duty even is recognized that these un- 
foreseen conditions require regulation by legislative enactments, and 


that many questions must be satisfactorily solved which owe their 
origin entirely to modern growth and recent development. Modern 
legislative acts mark, like so many mile-posts, the progress or retro- 
gression of civilization, 

One of these questions is the regulation in sanitary and other re- 
spects, during the voyage across the sea, of the t influx of im- 
migration from the Old World to the United States which now fur- 
nish food and freedom” already to over fifty millions of people, and 
still continue to exert the magnetic attraction so well indicated by 
the Massachusetts statesman. For there are other lands generously 
endowed by bounteous nature with fertility of soil, geniality of cli- 
mate, and other valuable resources; yet it is to the United States 
that the immigrant turns his longing eyes, and undergoes so many 
hardships until the goal is reached. The Crimea, the lower parts of 
Russ.ain Europe, the Danubian principalities, Algiers, Mexico, South 
America with its handreds of thousands of square miles—all these 
can compete with us in natural resources; yet the great stream of 
immigration from despotic Europe rolls its human waves almost un- 
interruptedly toward our shores, in quest of free homes. 

The present unprecedented prosperity of the United States bril- 
liantly illustrates the advantages to the country of immigration in 
the past. Its importance in the development of our vast unoccupied 
domain in recruiting our industries, and particularly its bearing upon 
Ameriean civilization and American institutions in the future cannot 
be overestimated. Nor is it possible to p e, even with the en- 
thusiasm of a Fisher Ames, what this Republic may be a hundred 
years hence; let us hope, Mr. Speaker, that the rapid strides of the 
past toward greatness and prosperity shall be as far outdone in the 

uture as the present has exceeded the 5 of the past. 

The wealth alone brought to our shores by immigration is difficult 
to determine. The mere physical uncultivated powers added by the 
immigration to the resources of our popl were estimated in the year 
1871 by the chief of the Bureau of Statistics, Mr. Edward Young, at 
86,243, 880, 800, and for the year 1870 alone, in which immigration had 
begun to increase to enormous proportions, at $285,000,000. But what 
estimate would do justice to the value to our country, its progress, its 
institutions, and its future of the high intellects, the mechanical 
skill, the genial, creative minds which have enriched our land, and 
left their impress in the development of wealth, comfort, commerce, 
industry, and even in the halls of legislation ? 

But while we may mel ey roud of our achievements, and in- 
dulge in sanguine ho or the future, it is well for us to remember 
that these great results have not been accomplished without great 
sacrifices. Wisdom and pradence, as well as humanity aud patriotic 
duty dictate that everything within our power should be done to in- 
crease the benefits and lessen the disadvantages which arise to the 
immigrant in his transmigration; and none of the latter invite our 
attention and demand rectification more than the transport of pas- 
sengers at sea. 

The first effort at legislative regulation in that respect was made 
by the act of March 2, 1819. This act determined the carrying capa- 
city of a vessel, so far as it concerned the passenger, according to the 
tonnage (custom-house measurement) to be two passengers to every 
five tons, The penalty for exceeding the limit of carrying capacity 
upon this basis was a forfeit of $150 for each and every passenger 
carried in excess. If this limit became exceeded by twenty, the vessel 
was forfeited to the United States. In the estimate for the number 
of ee the crew were not included. For the voyage across the 
Atlantic sixty gallons of water, one hundred pounds of salt provisions, 
one gallon of vinegar, and one huudred pounds of wholesome ship 
bread were to be provided for each and every passenger. The car- 
riage of live stock was left to the discretion of the master of the vessel ; 
and all his further obligations under this act were embodied in a pro- 
viso requiring him to deliver, upon arrival, a register of the age, sex, 
nationality, occupation, and designation of the country of which the 
passenger intended to become an inhabitant, and enumeration of 
deaths occurring during the voyage. Nothing is said about cleanli- 
ness, ventilation, daily allowance of food, its cooking and proper 

reservation, sleeping apartments, discipline, or any other provision 
indicating that the health, the physical or moral welfare of the im- 
migrant were matters of concern for legislation. This state of things 
remained materially unaltered fora period of fully tweuty-eight years, 
during which time, according to statistical estimates, over one and a 
half millions of immi ts came to the United States. Marked prog- 
ress was made by the act of February 22, 1847, which gave each pas- 
senger “‘ fourteen clear superficial feet” during a voyage within the 
tropics, and on an orlop thirty su cial feet. 

This “increase” in breathing chance, however, can be considered 
as scarcely more than an indication of a faint idea that a human 
being, if shut off from air altogether, is likely to die, and that the 
passenger will suffer more in a hot climate from want of sufticient 
air than he does in cold regions. The penalty for tran ing the 
limit of passenger-carrying capacity was a forfeiture of $50 for each 

assenger and imprisonment for a term not exceeding one year, and 
forfeiture of the vessel to the United States if the limit was exceeded 
by twenty. Tiers of berths, at least six feet in length and eighteen 
inches wide, well constructed, were required, and if more than two 
tiers existed, the space between the floor and deck of each tier was 
to be at least six inches. The first recognition of children as human 
beings entitled to protection is also embodied in that act; it required 
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two children under eight years to be computed in the number of pas- 


sengers as one adult, Children under one year did not “connt.“ 
This wise provision was omitted, however, from the act subsequently 
passed, the act of March 2, 1847; but better progress was made in the 
uct of May 17, 1848, which contained the first requirements for ven- 
tilation, increased the food in character, variety, and quantity, and 
regulated the daily supply; discipline and cleanliness were enjoined, 
and the superficial area was increased from fourteen to sixteen feet. 
What rapid strides in sanitary legislation these were. The act of 
March 3, 1849, brought little, if any, improvement, and it was not 
until the ge of the act of March 3, 1855, and after nearly four 
millions of immigrants had endured the hardships imposed upon them 
for want of proper protection, that the greatest advance in that di- 
rection was made. It consolidated all the good features of previous 
legislation while pen | their obnoxious features. Its greatest 
progress was indicated by foreshadowing the change from superficial 
to cubic feet of space allotted to each 8 and it reduced the 
tonnage allowance for the number of passengers carried; even a 
small hospital is provided for the sick, and inspection of the veasel 
required; penalties for overcrowding vessels are also incorporated. 
This act, as I shall presently show, proved unfortunately ineffective, 
und with the exception of an act intended to secure better protec- 
tion to female immigrants, of date of March 24, 1860, and the act of 
July 4, 1864, legislation on behalf of the immigrant had up to 1880, 
or : e a period of thirty-two years, remained thus virtually at a stand- 
still. 

On the 8th day of April, 1880, my coll o from the fourth district 
of Wisconsin [Mr. DEUsTER] presented a bill regulating the carriage 
of passengers by sea to the Forty-sixth Congress, and was subsequent- 
ly instructed by the Committee on Commerce to report its unani- 
mous recommendation for passage to the House. In doing so Mr. 
DEUSTER submitted the following official correspondence upon the 
subject; which I desire the Clerk to read. 

he Clerk read as follows: 


Custom House, New York CITY, 
Surveyor's Ofice, March 2, 1880. 


Sin: Sections 4252 to 4277, inclusive, of the Revised Statutes, relating to the car- 
riage of passengers in vessels, are, in the main, a re-enactment of the passenger 
law approved 3, 1855, and the act approved July 4, 1864. These acts were 
p at a time when emigrant passengers were carried mostly ee ee 

ut at this time such passengers are carried almost exclusively in steamships. 

Many violations of the passenger act have been, from time to time, reported from 
this office to the collector, espec wy for bringing an excess of ngers. As I 
had not learned that prosecutions for such violations had resulted in any punish- 
ment for the offenses, 1 requested the collector, referring him to the last reported 
violations, tomake inquiry of the United States district attorney in relation thereto, 
and the collector is informed by the United States district attorney that the courts 
have decided that the passenger act does not apply to steamships. A copy of the 
districtattorney's letter is herewith transmitted. It therefore seems that at presont 
there is no effective law of the United States to te the carriage of emigrant 
passengers in pene eer PAE only vessels that bring such passengers. 

The overcrowding of vessels, and the lack of proper accommodations and Fre 
visions for the maintenance and comfort of emigrant mgers while on ship- 
board, has recently been a subject of newspaper articles, rere. and unjustly 
criticising the neglect of the United States oficials to prosecute alleged violations 
of the passenger laws. The matter been brought to my attention by Hon. 
8. S. Cox, a reser tative from this city, and I have been requested by him to 
furnish him with such facts and such suggestions in relation thereto as would en- 
able him to have the subject duly presented to Congress. In view of the expected 
great increase of immicration during the year, more especially from Germany, and 
after a careful examination of the Revised Statutes and of the British laws regu- 
lating the carriage of passengers Sy sea, (the passenger acta 1855 and 1863,") and 
finding it dificult to su nest amendments to the sections of the Revised Statutes, 
I have prepared a new bill, which embraces all the essential provisions of the Re- 
vised Statutes and such provisions of the British laws as seem to be 3 to 
errs prosecutions for a violation of certain of those laws to be had inthe United 

tates. 2 

The first section of the bill changes the method of determining the amount of 
space to be allowed to each passenger from superficial to cubic measurement, to 
conform to the universal method of admeasurement of vessels for tonnage. The 

does not materially affect the amount of space allowed to each er, 
as most steamships are at least seven feet high between decks. The other sections 
of the bill are a consolidation of the statutes, with some provisions taken from 
the British law, 

The bill is submitted for your consideration. 

I have forwarded a copy of the bill to Mr. Cox, and have asked him to confer 
with you in relation thereto. 

ery respectfully, your obedient servant, 
CHARLES K. GRAHAM, Surveyor. 

Hon. JONN SHERMAN, Secretary of the Treasury. 


OFFICE OF THE UNITED STATES ATTORNEY 
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF New York, 
New York, January 7, 1880. 

Sin: I duly received your letter of the 5th December ultimo, reporting the case 
of the master of the steamship General Werder for violation of the nger act. 
You also inquire as to the status of various cases arising under said act, reported 
to this office from 1866 to 1874. 

In reply, I would say that libels were filed in a large number of said cases, but 
were overruled on the ground that the aet in question does not apply to steam-ves- 
sels, but mgd to sailin, ae The leading case is that of the steamer Manhattan, 
reported 2 Benedict, 88. is decision was aflirmed on appeal to the circuit court. 
‘The other cases were thereupon dropped. 

Under this interpretation of the law, I am of opinion that a prosecution could 
not be sustained against the master of the steamer General Werder. 


* ve tfully, 
n . STEWART L. WOODFORD, 
United States Attorney. 
Hon. E. A. MERRITT, Collector of the Port. 


Mr. GUENTHER. The bill under discussion is similar to the one 
pending before the Forty-sixth Congress, and the necessity of its 


passage has in the mean time only become all the more apparent. 
In a letter dated February 10, 1882, Mr. Graham, whose letter to 
Mr. Sherman has just been read, concludes as follows: 

The 8288 act of 1855 for the ee ee of immigrants has never been and 
cannot be enforced. * * There have been during the last two years one hun- 
dred complaints of overcrowding on board of immigrant senger steamshi 
some to the number of 250 (aggregating 8. 000) in excess of their capacity. 
agents of the companies ignore the law. 

The immigration the coming year will doubtless exceed all former years, and 
some action on this bill seems absolutely necessary. 


Respectfully, &c., 
CHARLES K. GRAHAM, Surveyor. 

Hon. RICHARD GuENTHRR, House of Representatives. 

This act will of course repeal the act of 1855, and mark our prog- 
ress in nautical sanitation; indeed, it will be an index of a general 
sanitary advance of the country, because, apart from the dangers to 
public health that may occur from the introduction of contagious 
or infectious diseases, it is a matter of serious interest to the pros- 

erity of the country that the health and lives of immigrants should 
be protected during their transportation by sea. 

Some idea may be formed of the magnitude of this question at the 
present time from the mere statement of the number of immigrants 
who arrived during the past ten years: 


he 


| 
Years. | Number. | Years. Number. 
294, 581 || 1877 130, 503 
266,818 || 1878 .. 153, 207 
140,141 || 1879 250, 565 
191, 231 1880 . 068 
7, 440 1881 719, 000 


In this connection the following letter will be of great interest: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, April 7, 1882. 


Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 3d instant 
asking the Department to furnish Len with a statement of the number of European 
immigrants to the United States since January 1, 1882, and also the number for the 


corresponding period of 1881. 

In compliance with your request I transmit herewith a statement which shows 
the number of immi. ts arrived in the United States from countries in Europe 
during the months of January and February, 1881 and 1882, prepared at the Burean 
of been sung tan 

ery respectfully, 
H. F. FRENCH, 
Assistant Secretary. 
Hon. RICHARD GUENTHER, 
Chairman Sub-Committee on Commerce, 
House of Representatives. 


Statement showing the number of immigrants arrived in the United States from coun- 
tries in Europe during the months of January and February, 1880, and also for the 
corresponding year 1881. 


Countries of Europe. 
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« JOSEPH NIMMO, In., 
Chief of Bureau. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Bureau of Statistics, April 5, 1882. 


These figures carry their own weight with them and, compared to 
the relatively insignificant immigration which led to the pa: eof 
the act of 1819, must in themselves make the urgent necessity of im- 
mediate legislation apparent to every mind. 

In his excellent treatise on the hygiene of emigrant ships,” read 
in December, 1880, before the American Public Health Association, 
the author, Dr. Thomas J. Turner, medical director, United States 
Navy, truthfully and pointedly says: 

One of the methods of determining the passenger capacity is constantly in use 
at the present time, and is jo avarice of Sato Je vessels and steam- 
ship companies. This method iy ean nothing else but to carry as many as can 
be put on board. It has no regard for the health or comfort of the emigrant, views 
him only as supplying so many dollars to the bank account, and isa marine inber- 
itance from the slave trade, with the horrors ofthe “middle passage.“ Although 
carrying an excess of passengers over that allowed by law renders a vessel liable 
toa penalty, official i ih o not show that any prosecution has resulted in the 
recovery of such penalty from vessels reported as violating the provisions of an 
act to secure the emigrant from the evils of overcrowding. That such overcrowd- 
ing, with its usual associations, takes place now, is to be seen from the following 
abstract from official records. At the port of New York, during the nine months 
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from J: 8 September, inclusive, the following vessels arriving were reported 
for overcrowding: 
REPORT OF THE CASTLE GARDEN. COMMITTEE. 

Kepak of the committee appointed by the commissioners of emigration of the State 

of New York to investigate the complaints of passengers of steamships Victoria, 

ecla, Ferdinand de Lesseps, Ville de Marseille, and Switzerland. 
CASTLE GARDEN, New York, August 31, 1880. 

To the Board of Commissioners of Emigration: 

The undersigned commissioners, members of the Castle Garden committee. beg 
toreport that a complaint having been made against the steamship Victoria, by Ed- 
ward Eicke. and 109 other steerage passengers, that the food furnished them dur- 
ing the voyage was of bad quality, not properly cooked and not equal to or accord- 
ing to contract, they, the unde ed, proceeded to an examination under chapter 
857, Laws of the State of New York of 1808. giving due previous notice to the con- 
signees and master of said vessel. 

he unde: commissioners held the examination at Castle Garden on the 
38th instant, examined the eee passengers: Edward Eicke, Chris- 
tian Rolfs, Victor Lindau, and Adolph Thenier. In behalf of the steamship Vio- 
toria, the evidence of Captain Rait, Dr. Plews, and Charles Ranken, chief steward, 


was taken. j 
E eeng the eviderre before them, the undersigned commissioners ascertained as 
follows: 

That the steamship Victoria sailed from London on Auron 14, 1880, with 243 
steerage passengers, and arrived at New York on the 26th instant. 

The testimony of the ngers that, until forty-eight hours after leaving port, 
there was no system in the distribution of food, and that the meals were served to 
them on their beds, is admitted by the officers, and no reason is given why this 
bad management should occur on a steamer regularly in the passenger trade. The 
passengers examined were unanimous in declaring that the salt meat furnished 
was hard, tongh, and unfit to eat, and that it was thrown overboard by them, It 
was claimed by the passengers that the dinners furnished from the 14th to the 20th 
of August were so bad that they did not, and could not, eat them. The quality of 
the potatoes and bread was also complained of, and 5 4 that the food was 
very badly cooked and not well serv A complaint had been made to the cap- 
tain during the voyage, and it was stated that a cee meal was served next day, 
but that rward no improvement was made in the food. In behalf of the ship. 
the oflicers claimed that, with the exception of one day, the meals served were good 
and wholesome. A copy of the bill of fare furnished to the sterage passengers was 
also submitted, from — ch it would appear that of the t nners served four 
were of fresh beef, and the remainder salt meat or salt fish. It was stated that 
the salt meats were ted and passed by the immigration officers at London, 
but no evidence was submitted that an inspection of each barrel had been made. 
The ship's doctor also stated that be inspected the meals, but only from a sample 
daily sent to him. It seems to be admitted that he inspected and passed the meal 
given on Saturday, August 21, which the captain and steward said was bad and 
unfit to have been served. The undersigned, from the evidence obtained, are of 
the opinion that the salt meats furnished the steerage passengers on the steamship 
Victoria were of bad quality, and that generally, in view of the fact that six 

ineas was charged and d for steerage passage from London to New York, 
tho passengers having to furnish their own bedding, &c., better food should be 

hed, and that it should be served in a much better and more systematic 


manner. 
C. F. ULRICH, Chairman. 
JAMES LYNCH. 
CASTLE GARDEN, New YORK, September 21, 1880. 
The Castle Garden committee beg tfully to report that upon certain com- 


ts of passengers of the steamship Hecla, which arrived from Liverpool Sop. 
ber 9 instant, your committee resolved upon an investigation under chapter 857, 
Laws of the State of New York for 1868. 

That 8 thereof your committee. having given due notice to the con- 
signees master of said vessel, proceeded to an investigation of said complaints, 
and examined fourteen of the steerage passengers. The statements of the master, 
surgeon, and stewards of the ship were received. From theevidence before them, 
a copy of which is herewith appended, your committee find as follows: that the 

furnished the ge pag was sour and the potatoes were not good, but there 
was a plentiful supply of other food; that the berthing” of the passengers was 
faulty, and, in consequence thereof, the indiscriminate mingling of the sexes in 
the sleeping berths is deserving of censure. That the couduct of the chief steer- 
age steward was reprehensible, and his neglect to enforce proper regulations in 
the steerage as to the distribution of food and in regard to maintaining order 
shows him to be unfit for the position. That there was no steerage stewardess on 
board, and in commerce many female passengers were subjected to insuli from 
the steerage stewards; that the ventilation of the steerage was not good and ov zht 
to be remedied. Your committee recommend that a copy of the evidence taken be 
transmitted to the Cunard 3 Company, with the request that the matters 
complained of on board the steamship Hecla be remedied, and a particular recom- 
mendation that the single female passengers be lodged in a separate compartment, 
and that a stecrage stewardess be employed on the ships carrying immigrant pas- 


sengers. 
C. F. ULRICH, Chairman. 
JAS. LYNCH. 
J. C. PINCKNEY. 


CASTLE GARDEN, New York, November 29, 1880. 
To the Board of Commissioners of Emigration: 

The Castle Garden committee respectfully report that a complaint was presented 
to them on November 12, 1880, by steerage peers’ who arrived p 5 p 
Ferd de Lesseps from Havre, to the effect that the food furnished the passengers 
was not wholesome, the ship not kept in a cleanly condition, and the sexes not 
properly separated; also, that the steamer was overcrowded and insufficiently 
manned and not seaworthy. After giving due notice to the officers and consignee 
ofthe steamer an investigation was held at Castle Garden November 13, 1880, and 
the testimony of several of the steerage passengers taken. It was ascertained that 
the steamship Ferd de Lesseps left Havre October 30, and arrived at the port of 
New York on November 12, with four hundred and thirty-nine steerage - 
gers. No deaths occurred during the voyage, and there was no serious 5 
among the passengers. Your committee areof opinion that the food furnished the 
2 passengers was suthicient in quantity and of quality. It was ad- 
mitted that fresh meat, soup, &c., were served daily. The manner of the distri- 
bution of the drinking water was, however, not and ought to be remedied. 
No evidence was adduced that the ship was uncleanly or overcrowded, nor that 
rhe was insufliciently manned or that she was in the least unseaworthy, the steamer 


being comparatively a new one. The knowledge of the passengers of these two 
latter su ts is of course necessurily limited, and they were doubtless mistaken 
as to the capacity of the steamer, which arrived at this port on schedule time and 


in good condition. The complaint, however, of the want of proper separation of 
the sexes in the steerage is fully borne ont, and your committee find cause 
to reiterate in the most emphatic terms their recommendation in this respect in 


tlartic Steamship Com- 
pany, and that energetic measures be taken by the board to compel the steamship 


companies bringing immi its here to have the sexes properly classified and 
lodged in different 8 z 7 
C. F. ULRICH, Chairman. 


CHARLES HAUSELT. 


CASTLE GARDEN, New Tonk, December 8, 1880. 
To the Board of Commissioners of Emigration : 

The Castle Garden committee respectfully state that a complaint having been 
made against the steamship Ville de Marseille by Herman Dupont and one hun- 
dred and eighty other steerage passengers, that the food furnished them during 
the voyage was of bad quality and insufficient; that the sexes were not properly 
separated, and the general accommodations not good, the committee on 
December 4, 1880, to an examination of the charges. The committee begs to re- 
port that the testimony received in the case is very conflicting in important par- 
ticulars ; the statements of passengers are contradicted by the officers of the shi y 
The passiga was long, owing to storms of unusual severity ; necessarily the dia- 
comforts of the passengers were greater; but making due allowance for the ex- 

erations of persons unaccustomed to life on shipboard, and the indifference of 

e sailor to the sufferings of the landsman., your committee believe that the testi- 
mony justifies the opinion that the s! passengers did not receive the treat- 
ment to which they were entitled. Your committee recommend that the General 
Transatlantic Company be advised that it is Sar goog! that the contracts with 
its steerage passengers be more strictly complied with, and that the proper and 
ony 8 of — and belgie 22 ve more 88 Sager to 
the separation of sexes, it a at the of embarkation the - 

rs are simply allowed to Vae on the steamer eur they can find 8 

s srggested to the General Transatlantic Company that some person be detailed 
toattend to the berthing of the gers, and also that compartments with 
signs indicating that they are for the occupancy of single men, single women, &c., 
be provided. It is suggested further that the company employ a steerage stew- 

ess for reasons that must be obvious. Your committee recommend that a copy 
of this report and of the evidence taken be sent to the General tlantio 
Company, and that the recommendations relating to the more systematic distribu- 
tion of food and water, to the separation of sexes, and the advisability of employ- 
ing steerage stewardesses be sent to all the steamship companies carrying immi- 


nts to this port. 
ves zii C. F. ULRICH, Chairman, 


CASTLE GARDEN, NEW York, December 13, 1880. 
To the Board of Commissioners of Emigration : 

The Castle Garden committee respectfully state that a complaint having been 
made against the steamship Switzerland by steerage passengers that the food 
was not furnished according to contract, that the sexes were not properly sepa- 
rated, and the general treatment not good.” the committee e on m- 
ber 9, 1880, to an examination of the charges. Yourcommittee begs to report that 
after hearing the testimony given in the case of the steamship Switzerland they 
find that the charges are not sustained. Your committee recommend, bowever, 
that the management of the line to which the steamship Switzerland belongs be 
requested to pay more attention to the berthing of passengers, and also that the 
bunks be numbered to correspond with a number to appear on the passage ticket. 
Your committee recommend that a copy of this rt and of the evidence given 
be sent to the Red Star Steamship Company, and that the recommendation re- 
lating to the numbering of the bunks in the steerage be sent to all the steamship 
companies carrying immigrants to this port. 

C. F. ULRICH, Chairman. 


Another method of determining the passenger capacity is constantly in use at 
the present tiure, and is based on the avarice of owners of vessels and steamship 
companies. This method recognizes nothing else but to carry as many as can be 

ut on board. It has no regard for the health or comfort of the emigrant, views 

im only as supplying so many dollars to the bank account, and is a marine in- 
heritance from the slave-trade with the horrors of the * middle * Al 
though carrying an excess of passengers over that allowed by law renders a vessel 
liable to a penalty, otieial reports do not show that any prosecution has resulted 
in the recovery of such 8 from vessels reported as Fonas ae provisions 
of any act to secure the emegrant the evils of overcrowding. That such 
overcrowding, with its usual associations, takes place now, is to be seen from the 
following abstract from official records. Atthe port of New York during the nine 
months of 1880, from January to September, inclusive, the following vessels arriv- 
ing were reported for overcrowding : 
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In September, 1880, the British steamship Hecla, 2,421 tons, superficial area 5,320 
mare feet, with accommodations, to law, for 380 passengers, carried 
370 passengers, of which number 159 were females, during a trip of twelve days. 
There were no compartments for the separation of the sexes on the st deck, 
and the stecrage passengers were 1 berthed without regard to sex. 
Five hundred and seventy-five vessels arived during these nine months, with 
172 deaths, as previously mentioned. Thirty-fourof the vessels were overcrowded, 
with 37 deaths. The mean duration of the passage across the Atlantic was 12.7+ 


a. 

Nithough most of the immigrants to our shores are carried in vessels under for- 
eign tlags and not directly amenable to onr laws, yet it is within the province of 
the Government, if not its duty, to provide for the health of its citizens ; and as 
these emigrants become the future citizens it certainly has the right to demand 
that they shall be protected by! ation in life and health in their transit of the 
ocean to their homes in the New World. 

DEATH IN THE STEERAGE—THE MORTALITY ON BOARD THE OHIO—PARENTS PRAY- 
ING WHILE THEIR CHILDREN DIED—COMPLAINTS FROM ANOTHER STEAMSHIP OF 
THE BREMEN LINE. 

The steamship Ohio, of the Bremen line, arrived on Friday with 1.342 passen- 

rs crowded into the steerage. ‘There were 272 children under ten years of age, 

56 being infants less than a year old. There was much sickness among them; 13 
died during the passage, and 1 at Castle Garden after the immigrants landed. All 
the deaths were sudden, and were not caused by the outbreak of any contagious 

d here were uo cabin ugers aboard. Complaints were promptly made 

to Superintendent Jackson, charging ill- ventilation. overcrowding, and man- 

ment generally; and an official communication was received by the emigra- 

— ey commissioners yesterday from the German consulate-general to the following 


effect: 
“New York, April 24, 1880. 

“GENTLEMEN: Having been informed that among the emigrants who arrived yes- 
terday in this port by the German steamship Ohio, from Bremen, an extraordi- 
narily large number of children (thirteen, as by inclosed list) died during this voy- 
age, and that some of the passengers made complaint at Castle Garden abont the 
insufficiency of their meals and the way the same were served to them on board 
the said steamship, I would ask your kindness to cause the complainants’ names 
and addresses tbe sent to this office. Hoping that I may be able to ascertain 
whether the German laws relating to the treatment of emigrants on board of Ger- 
man ships have e violated. Pe 

“ tlemen, yours, ve 2 y. 
We =) 1 * ERMAN A. SCHUMACHER, 
Consul-General." 

The following list of deaths was inclosed. It gives the date of death, the names, 

e disease, wor te es of the deceased children: 

April 8, Francisca Weyber, diphtheria, two years, two months. 

April 10, Otto Dreher, pneumonia, one year, four months. 

April 12, Fried. Schelawski, pneumonia, seven months. 

April 18, Wilhelm Poschelk, ee We two years, two months. 

April 15, Ernst Herm. Aug. Schutz, diphtheria, six years, three months. 

April 17, Aug. Carlvil Otto, atrophy, four months. 

April 19, Joseph Piotrowski, abdominal catarrh, one year, two months. 

April 19, Anna Bertha Huber, lung catarrh, four months. 

April 19, Fried. Ang. Carl be, pneumonia, seven months. 

April 19, Joseph Carlewinsk, abdominal catarrh, eight months. 

April 21, Fal. 8 diphtheria, three years, two months. 

April 22, O. A. C. Frank, abdominal catarrh, five months. 

Another death of a child yesterday among the passengers just landed 
from the steamer. A 

Wilhelmina Pischelke, in an affidavit, deposes that she is a widow, and when 
she started upon the voyage had her two children with her. Last Monday week 
her youngest, two years, was taken sick in the afternoon and died the same 
night. The air was so foul and close she thought that was the cause of the child s 
death. The ship was so crowded many passengers had to lie on the floor. The 
doctor was very attentive to the sick; and there was plenty of food, but no sys- 
tem in its distribution. 

Maria Schilafski and Friedrich Patofsky testified that the food was so unequally 
distributed that some passengers got too much, while others gut too little. 


LIFE IX THE STEERAGE—THE ILL TREATMENT TO WHICH POOR PASSENGERS ARK 
OBLIGED TO SUBMIT. 

Notwithstanding the fact that the steamshiplines pivin between the European 
ports aud New York are declared upon the highestauthority to make more money 
on their 3 passengers coming to America than they do from those who 
travel in the saloon or first cabin, there have been many well-founded complaints 
recently brought before the emigration commissioners concerning the 
ment to which immigrants and other steerage passengers are subjycted. 

The latest cry from the stee comes a number of ngers on the 
Anchor-line ateamer Alsatia, on her latest trip to this port. Owen McManus, 
an intelligent Scotch mechanic, complains that he was one of a hundred and sev- 
enteen others, who were subjected to treatment which he designates as cruel. He 
has traveled in the steerage of steamers on other lines, on previous visits to this 
country, and is, therefore, somewhat familiar with the customs of the steerage. 
He declares, in his written statement, that he and many others were unable to eat 
the food supplied in the steerage. The salt meat, he alleges, was unfit for human 
food, being hard, stringy, and tasteless; and fresh meat they were provided with 
only three times on the voyage. He tasted it once, and found it tainted; and was 
informed that on the other occasions it was no better. The salt fish was worse 
than the salt pork, and was thrown overboard untasted by his mess. Oatm 
porridge was supplied every morning for breakfast; but it was black and dirty, 
and often had black beetles in it. Mie Manus never saw any sugar on the ship. 
Treacle (molasses) was dealt out instead. What was called butter was furnished, 
but nobody could eat it. It was so rancid that even the officers of the ship joked 
about it. The coffee was very r. For dinner they had pea soup two or three 
times, and barley and rice broth on other days. It was always weak and watery. 
Potatoes were served every day for dinner. Sometimes they hey 2 as 


treat- 


but there was no improvement. The 
duty, he says. Two sick women [Mrs. 


Another cause of much com 
a OEI grey epee aloe aO «the poten 
ec recogn as being offe ‘or one o e pe officers, who 
mo le a practice of selling beds to the passengers. He also says thal he had a silk 


thefts which is al- 
rd, 


anus's bed was eal 


RECORD—HOUSE. 3017 


umbrella, a package containing clothing, a bottle of whisky, a d of tobacct, 
and other ee from him during the X Hie aa suber 

complain of similar losses. Another passenger, who accom Me 

roborated his story, and said that if necessary further e 
could be procured.—New York Herald, September 23, 1880. 


SCANDALOUS TREATMENT OF EMIGRANTS. 


The Castle Garden committee made a report stag par complaints inst 
the treatment of the steerage passengers on the steamer Heclaof the Cunard line. 
The report finds that the bread ed the was sour, and that the 
potatoes were not good ; that the berthing was 8 m consequence there- 
of, the indiscriminate mingling of the sexes in the sleeping-berths is deserving of 
censure ;" thatthe conduct of the chief steerage steward was reprehensible, and 
that he is unfit for his position; that there was no steerage stewardess on board 
and that many female passengers were subjected to insult from the steerage 
stewards ;" and that the ventilation of the steerage was not good. The committee 
recommend that a ret ha the evidence taken be sent to the Cunard-line company, 
with a request that the matters complained of be remedied, together with a rec- 
ommendation that the women passengers be lodged in rate apartments from 
the aon = that a steerage stewardess pad si on ar Wer d the oe 
engaged in immigrant-passenger trafic. © findings of the committee eir 
suggestions were concurred in by the Board.—New York Herald, September 29. 


A STEERAGE PASSENGER'S COMPLAINTS. 


In pursuance of his inquiries at Castle Garden a Herald reporter encountered 
a Mrs. St. Clair, who, accompanied by her six children, was a nger in the 
steerage by the Péreire. This lady, who was met on her arrival by her husband, 
a resident of Perth Amboy, New Jersey, complains bitterly of the food and gen- 
eral treatment received by herself and her family. One of the stee stewards, 
of whose nationality she cannot he ay with certainty, though she thinks he is a 
German, spoke English, and shortly after the vessel left Havre, she says, informed 
ler that he should not take the trouble todo sayang for her unless she gave him 
a fee. Being short of money she handed him all she could re, namely, two 
shillings; and from her after experience the investment would appear to have 
turned out anything but profitable. 

„Tue food serred out to us,“ said Mrs. St. Clair,“ was insufficient in quantity, 
and much of it was quite unfit to eat. For three or four days in suecession we ha 
salt pork. This was nearly all fat, and when cut into was quite black. The bread 
was sour; and this ste has served out tome five potatoes only, with this filthy 
pork, as a dinner for my six children and myself. This little one,” Mrs. St. Clair 
continued, placing her on the brown tresses of a delicate looking little maiden 
of some eleven summers, “ was so ill after we had been a few days at sea that I 
sent for the doctor. He came and from his manner I presume he did his best; 
but as I could not understand French nor he English, he must have found it some- 
what difficult to make a diagnosis of thecase. He called this second steward, and 
as I afterward understood from a passenger who was present and spoke a little 
English, ordered him to get some eggs and give me them for the child. I after- 
ward found out this inhuman fellow got the eggs and sold them to one of the 

ssengers. 
pe My child being unable to eat the food provided, was five days without taking 
any solid food; and when I told the fellow that I would complain to the captain, be 
safd: ‘Go and complain as fast as you please; he wouldn't understand a word 

you say.’ The doctor also left a bottle of brandy with this steward to be given 

the sick passengers who needed a stimulant, and its contents he sold to them at 
so much per glass. During the whole of the bad weather the bed on which my 
children had to lie was saturated with sea- water.“ —New York Herald, Tuesday, 
December 7, 1880. 


HORRORS OF THE STRERAGE—GRAVE CHARGES MADE BY PASSENGERS IN THE 
SWITZERLAND—A BOATSWAIN'S BRUTALITY—SAILOKS ILL TREATED AND ONE 
MAN WELL-NIGH KILLED. 

The steamer Switzerland, of the Red Star Line, sailed from Antwerp on the 20th 
of November and arrived at this pet yesterday after a stormy passage of eighteen 
days, bringing four huadred and thirty steerage passengers and thirty-two per- 
sons in the cabin. Nearly all of the former were German and Swedish immi- 

ts, but a small party of Englishmen, bound to Nebraska, were of the number. 

n their formal and sworn affidavits yesterday Edward tt and David Law. 
ton and others of the English party declare that the Switzerland was advertised 
to sail from Hull on the 17th and London on the 18th, and that the tickets they 
purchased for £4 18s. contain that contract. At the last moment, however, they 
were told that they must go to Antwerp ; that the Switzerland would not touch at 
the English necks at all. They were 8 shippes te Antwerp in two small 
coasters and lodged for a night in a filthy hotel, with ding made of wet shav- 
ings and straw. Next morning they were bustled on board the steamer, Spy Sion 

minutes being allowed for four hundred and thirt: gers to get aboard. 0 

were very rudely treated, even to the extent of being pushed and kicked. The 

found the steerage wet and dirty, so that the bedding soon became water-soak 

There was no separation of the sexes whatever, and the accommodations 

scant that several of the passengers could find no bunks and had to sl 

deck. eyo 2 oe 5 down in re first soni Eager to = ipes 

ments of the En: -speal passengers, during the whole long voyage oi t- 

een days the most disgraceful immorality prevailed. 5 s s 

A PERFECT PANDEMONIUM. 

To make matters worse, if that were possible, there were only three lights under 
steerage at night; and in this semi-darkness a perfect pandemonium prevailed. To 
use the language of one of the men. the was nothing less than a floating 
hell.” Only two gallons of fresh water were furnished in the morning for four 
hundred and thirty people to wash with. The officers of the ship, it is alleged, 
were surly. and sometimes brutal, and langhed at the rs’ complaints, 
N the second steward, who was more conrteous, hut could do little for them. 
David Lawton declares that he was able to get water to drink only twice during 
the whole voyage. The officers of the ship were mostly Germans, and when the 
passengers complained they pretended not to understand them. 

The names of the English passengers who unite in the complaints, as briefly 
giro above, are Edward Marryatt, David Lawton, Alfred Morrison Thomas 

ite, James Alexander, and George Septumus 4 

The complaint of the German steerage gers contains the names of no less 
than one hundred and thirty-six persons ; 
formal complaints and aftidavits laid before the 
Herman Koenig, Alfred Haecklaender, 
ments were of the same tenor as those of their E 


cor- 
ence in support of it 


\ 


oners, were 
Their state- 


The most fitting commentary upon the deplorable state of affairs 
are the same author's observations at the close of his treatise, when 
he says: 

And yet these owners of large steamship lines, boasting of their superior accom- 
modations and discipline, admitting the demonstrated facts of increased d 
and death rates, of the disease-producing effects of overcrowding. of all the viola- 
tions of the law, &c., in their vessels, at the same time the preventive 
measures proposed by the sanitarian as ient safeguards to the health of this 


— 
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mass of the population, with a sublimity than to which impudence can rise no 
higher, suggest a rise in the rates of fare for the emigrant in their floating stock- 
yards. 


The execution of the existing statutes for the protection of the emigrant is a 
sorry travesty upon even a feeble enforcement. The laws stand on the statute- 
book 7 and so long as they remain so will they be bright and shining exam - 
ples of ponderous wordi 

Full of sound and fury, signifying nothing.“ 

The remedy for all this is in the hands of the le . Enforce the law, or 
make a law that can be enforced. Prevent all landing on our shores of emigrants 
rather than subject them to the t degradations of the 8 permitted 
by laws now in existence, which are no more regarded than the bleating of a 


ep. 
There is no argument for overcrowding at the price paid for lives save 
The accursed greed of gain.“ 

The condition of the emigrant vessels arriving on our shores would be a dis- 
grace to barbarism. How much more so are they to our sham enlightenment? 

The report of Hon. Hamilton Fish to the United States Senate 
in 1854 upon the causes of sickness and mortality upon emigrant ves- 
sels is mainly devoted to demonstrating the fact of overcrowding as 
the most prominent of the causes for such sickness and mortality. 

The fourth national quarantine convention which met at Boston 
in 1860, formulated the sanitary law that should guide legislation 
upon the passenger capacity of all vessels in the following words: 

But in no case should the number of individuals to be accommodated on any ves- 
sel, or in any apartment . ed for the accommodation of crew or passengers, 
exceed in ratio one individual to every four hundred cubic feet of air space, to- 
gether with provision for effectual ventilation in all weathers. 

_ Effectual ventilation is one of the principal necessities upon pas- 
senger vessels, because defective ventilation is simply slow blood 
poimning, and blood poisoning is the foundation upon which a hun- 

ills to which human flesh is heir stand y to base their 
destructive assaults. All vessels engaged in the carriage of passen- 
gers should be fitted with some form of ventilating apparatus of the 
exhaust plan worked by steam. In all other sanitary respects it is 
hoped that this bill will meet the exigencies of the moment and af- 
ford that relief which through so many, many years has been asked 
for in vain. 8 

Mr. Speaker, if I were not presuming upon the indulgence of this 
House, and if it did not seem like carrying coals to Newcastle to 
give my own experience, when we have so many thonsand instances 
on record demonstrating the erying need of this reformatory legisla- 
tion, I could add, perhaps, an interesting chapter to the long register 
of abuses to which steerage passengers are subjected, for I was, in 
1866, one of the unfortunate ngers of the steamer Atlantic; a 
few years later an avenging Nemesis overtook that den of human 
misery and it found on the coast of Newfoundland. To what 
“ safe” hands our lives were intrusted may be inferred from the state- 
ment of the captain, Williams, while testifying during the investi- 
gation into the causes of the loss of the Atlantic, that “ ten good sea- 
men out of forty would be an unusually good crew.” Seven hundred 
passengers were crowded into the steerage where no more than half 
that number should have been put. The scenes in these dark holes 
during our stormy 8 of over three weeks baffle description. 
„Who enters here leaves hope behind” might have been appropri- 
ately selected for an inscription over the entrance to this hell-hole, 
where one thousand human beings were promiscuously stowed away 
undergoing privationsand horrors, while the excessive passage-money 
they had paid helped to fill the pockets of the unscrupulous ship- 
owners. Filled with deep sympathy for my suffering fellow-passen- 
gers, who were not even supplied with a sufficiency of the food such 
as it was, and forgetting my own disagreeable condition, I mustered 
courage enough to go to the captain and call his attention to the 
deplorable state of my fellow-passengers in a respectful manner, ask- 
ing him to order a sufficiency of food to be given these hungry peo- 
ple. The only answer I received, however, was a threat that if I 
said another word he would have me put in irons. 

It would be Utopian to hope for any reform to come from these 
8 ship-owners. On the other hand, every interest conceivable 
ould prompt us to afford prompt relief by the passage of this bill. 

The emigrants who leave European countries nowadays belon 
mostly to the agricultural classes. They come here and buy an 
settle our lands; they convert the wilderness into green pastures and 
productive fields, and thereby add so vastly to our national wealth. 

As to the superior character of the emigrants now leaving Germany, 
Consul Grinnell, of Bremen, writes to the Department at Washing- 
ton under date of April 1, 1881: 

The emi ts this year are, without oie, tage of the best agricultural and in- 
dustrial o taking money with them the savings of yar. the proceeds of 
their little tenements sold here, &c. My own ing and observa’ confirm 
the truth of the statement of the German journals, that Germany has never before 
lost such numbers of worthy and industrious people as are this year emigrating to 
the United States, and that the loss to the German Empire can scarcely be over- 


A review ina is i Ric journal of Germany (Hamburger Handelsblatt, of 
March 18, 1 case as follows: 

In conch: we cannot refrain from pointing to another very important fac 
which is of great direct significance, ly for eee The number o 
emigrants landed in the United States in the year 1878 was 153,207 ; in the follow- 

the number rose to 250,565, and in 1850 it reached the enormous figure of 

! According to other statistics, the average annual earnings of a workman 
amount to $625, one may safely presume that every able-bodied workman con- 
tributes every year one- ee the increase of the national wealth. 
Taking into consideration the period of time of the full working capacity of emi- 
ts, according to their ago and considering the much less workin, ity of 
— and the cost of raising the children which they bring em, one 


may fairly presume that during the last few years not only considerable cash capi- 
tal has been taken to the United States by the emigrants, but that every one of 
them carries to that country, in his labor, a capi which may be estimated at 
$1,200. The total value ot the labor thus c@aveyed to the United States during the 
last five years, may therefore be estimated at about seven hundred millions of 
dollars. Xo wonder that the United States of America prosper !" 

The countries of Europe look upon this emigration with jealous 
eyes. It is the marrow-bone that leaves them. It is not to be pre- 
sumed that the law-making powers of these countries will exert 
themselves to any great extent in favor of these people. On the con- 
trary, they look upon the privations which the emigrants have to 
undergo with a sort of grim satisfaction. 

But we, the representatives of the American people, who receive 
the benefits of this immigration, a people which is ever ready to 
stand by those who need our help, always willing to correct all 
abuses of human beings, should not now hesitate to pass a law which 
is so urgently required, 

In his letter to me of February 10, 1882,General Graham, surveyor 
of the port of New York, says, referring to this bill, “If you can un- 
earth this bill and have it passed it will be a good wog t 
The Committee on Foreign Affairs of the Forty-sixth Congress con- 
clnde a report accompanying a bill “to regulate immigration,” sub- 
mitted by the distinguished gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox, ] 
as follows: 

The committee therefore ask the prompt action of the Honse and the favorable 
consideration of the bill herewith re . Theyask it, finally, not only because 
experience and intelligence have indicated the best methods by which the immi- 
grant who comes to this country in good faith shall be protected. not ouly because 
the abuses of immi; ion should be corrected, but because such measures as the 
one reported will give additional attraction to those tremendous and unexampled 
forces of immigration out of which so much of our greatness and wealth as a people 
have grown. 

These words are applicable with equal force to this bill. 

I see by some newspaper that in January, February, and March of 
this year, there landed in New York alone 68,685 immigrants against 
45,543 for the corresponding period of last year; 32,702 in 1880, and 
10,329 in 1879. 

And still no law upon our statute-books to afford these people pro- 
tection, who from the moment they put their foot on an ocean 
steamer severed all their connection with their native land and 
resolved to eventually become American citizens. 

I could say nothing more appropriate in this respect than to repeat 
the closing passage of the report made to the Legislature of my 
State this year, by the board of immigration of the State of Wis- 
consin: 

In conclusion, this board would call again the attention of your honorable body 
to the fact that Con has made no provision re the regulation of immigra- 
tion and to protect grants while coming to country. 

It seems strange that Congress should remain indifferent to the protection of a 
class of poopie who not only add a valuable and importantelement to our popula- 
tion, bnt whose capital, labor, energy, and enterprise help in developing the re- 
sources of the country and in increasing the aggregate wealth. For sundry rea- 
sons, also, it is the duty of Congress to so control the trans tion of such large 
bodies of people as to their arrival in this country in sound health. There 
can be no doubt that the want of proper ventilation, the insufficient supply of 
water, and the inferior quality of the food supplied to emigrants on their way 
across the ocean, operates in developing and spreading contagious diseases among 
them, which are brome into this country and carried wherever they may go; 
and this, without any fault or means of prevention on their We do not speak 
of the suffering and loss of life which is incident to this condition of things. Surel 
it would be as humane as it would be prudent for this Government to take suc 
steps as shall secure good treatmentto them, while protecting ourselves against 


The immigration of such large numbers of people to this country is a matter of 
so much 9 that it seems difficult to understand why the General Govern- 
ment shculd not assume the responsibility of caring for them in every way that 
concerns their welfare and our own interest. There can be no question as to the 
need of some higher and stronger authority than now regulates the matter, to pre- 
vent the ill-treatment which is so often meted out to emigrants upon the high seas, 
and the wrongs inflicted upon them when they have reached our shores. 

If your honorable body can in any way assist in directing the attention of Con- 
gress to these facts, and securing such legislation as is needful, you will be con- 
ferring a boon upon every foreigner who sets his face toward this country, and 

romoting every region of the land which is waiting for industrious men and women 
help build up its prosperity and happiness. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, without a care for health, 
charity is vain. Humanity in its best sense begins with a sane body. 

The regulation of immigration has been decided by our highest 
court to be exclusively within the purview of Federal legislation. 
It is a part ofour ‘‘commerce.” Since steam-vessels have taken the 
place of sails, immigration has chosen the steam-marine for its 
transit over the sea. Immigrants are of that class which cannot 
afford cabin comforts. “ They are steerage passengers. We owe it to 
this class, which is doing so much for our land, to provide for their 
health, comfort, and safety. 

The reasons for this bill and others of a similar nature are em- 
phatic and cogent. We are aggrandizing our wealth of natural re- 
sources by immigration. We add to the energies of sun, soil, and 
climate the forces of muscle and mind. 

The agoi point to a million of immigrants this year. If this ad- 
ditional force to our army of labor be desirable, if in the lowest and 
mercenary sense itis profitable to add the brain and brawn of Europe 
to our own, let us regard such precautionary measures as this. 

During the past ten years, or rather from 1870 to 1879, over one 
million and a half of people have flocked to our shores, Our great- 
est immigration was in the past year; it was 669,354. In 1880 it was 


mmigra 
457,257. In 1879 it was only 177,526. This illustrates the increasing 
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growth. Europe gave us in 1880, 442,097; other countries of America 
gave us 142,225; Asia added 7,098, and Africa and the isles of the 
sea 2,283. Only yesterday 5,483 immigrants landed at Castle Garden, 
enough for a large town. You can estimate their uniary value 
at per capita in cash; besides the natural wealth of their sinews 
and energies. It would be run up to a half million, and uncounted 
possibilities of value beside. Considering merely the monetary value 
of this immigration, and counting each immigrant as representing in 
cash $80 each, and in potential capital at least $1,000 each, and since 
the value and number of immigrants has greatly increased and is 
increasing, hundreds of millions reprenent in a moneyed way the mag- 
nitude of this exodus from the Old World. Shall itnot be regarded 
in the census of values which make up the wealth of our nation? 
Does it not demand legislative protection? 

It matters not what brings these immigrants here. They come. It 
may be a crisis in labor and in finance abroad; it may be overtaxa- 
tion, discontent, and impending revolution. Sometimes it has been 
famine and bad land tenure; sometimes it is the conscription for 
armies and war. It may be the desire to better their condition; but 
they come. It matters not where they go when here. The North- 
west receives the largest number; but they go everywhere and be- 
come a part of the general order and system. They bring something 
else than muscle and mind. They bring skill and experience. It 
matters not whether the foreigner comes here to weave and spin, to 
delve for coal and mine for metal, to plow for corn and cotton, to raise 
grapes and make wine, or to share our educational facilities and our 
other institutions, or our civil and religious liberty without hin- 
derance—they come. 

But for their coming, as a writer in the North American Review 
states, the increase of our population, had it been confined to the ex- 
cess of births over deaths from our beginning as a nation until 1880, 
would not have given us 15,000, 000. A hundred years more and our 

pulation would, but for immigration, have been less than what it 
is now, 50,000,000. 

The measure before us has higher aims than the mere increase of 
wealth. It is humane. It appeals to our best emotions. This House, 
sir, has not been unmindful of philanthropic calls pertaining to sea 
and sea-going people. 

CASTLE GARDEN AXD ITS KINDRED BENEVOLENCES. 

In life-saving it is my pros to recognize the noblest acts of the 
American Congress. My bill to “regulate immigration,” which I re- 
ported from the Foreign Affairs Committee last Congress, is in the 
same humane direction, That bill was made necessary by the de- 
cision of our highest court against the validity of the capitation or 
other tax by the States for the sustentation of Castle Garden and 
its scheme of providing for the incoming immigrant. For reasons 
not now necessary to explain, that bill failed. After some fruitless 
attempts this session to reach a remedy for the emergency the New 
York delegation here met. They appointed a committee to frame 
an acceptable measure. My colleague [Mr. Van Vooruis] has 
had referred to the Committee on Commerce the bill produced from 
. It is substantially the bill I introduced last session. 
It provides for a tax npon the steamship companies of fifty cents a 
head. This is enough for the purposes of Castle Garden and its con- 
nate benevolences, The immigration having increased, the result- 
ing sum will be at least $350,000. This will enable each State where 
the immigrant may go, to give the immigrant proper guards against 
sharpers and sharks, to provide hospitality to the sick, and to return 
the criminal and paupers wrongfully sent hither. I trust that the 
bill of my colleague, [Mr. Van Vooruis, ] which omits the penalties 
and much of the elaborate machinery of my bill, will become a law. 
It is not fair to load New York State with the entire burden. So I 
believe the House will adjudge in fairness to New York; which has 
been already so provident if not prodigal in this direction. 

PERILS ON BOARD THE STEERAGE. 


But this bill before us does not deal with the immigrant after land- 
ing. It proposes to make his or her passage decent and comfortable. 
It proposes to remove the disadvantages and perils of shipboard. 
These are not confined altogether to icebergs, tempests, and other 
dangers of the deep. Many of them proceed from the selfishness and 

assions of bad men. The honorable gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 

UENTHER] may well baptize this bill as a most beneficent measure 
of nautical legislation. 

THE PASSENGER ACT OF 1882! 

It will be a lasting monument of the humane thoughts of the gentle- 
men from Wisconsin [Mr. DEUSTER and Mr. GUENTHER] who have re- 
portedit. It is prudent—jurisprudent. It is commerce; but it is com- 
merce exalted by humanity. It reflects equal honor upon the gentle- 
men whose Tentonic countrymen will hail their service here as worthy 
of the great race which is thronging to our shores. 

After the exhaustive statement of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
(Mr. GUENTHER] it is not necessary for me to refer to this bill in much 
detail. It has authoritative sanctions. The letterof the gallant sur- 
veyor of the port of New York, General Charles K. Graham, which is 
published in the RECORD, shows that I brought the matter to his at- 
tention in the winter or spring of 1880. The complaints were numer- 
ousand grievousasto the violation of the ngerlaws. These laws 
were inefficient and inapplicable to steamships. Complaints as to the 
ill ventilation and overcrowding of vessels, lack of room and comfort, 


were rife in the public press. United States officials were harshly 
criticised for failure to convict. It was seen that the old laws were 
so imperfect thata new code was needed. I suggested to the officers 
of the law in the custom-house that they prepare a bill to remedy the 
wrongs. ‘This is the bill before us; it draws from the Revised Stat- 
utes and the British laws the best provisions to secure the desired 
object. 

One of the great troubles in the execution of the existing law was 
the transitory nature of the testimony required to convict. Immi- 

ants could not be detained, and witnesses were wanting on the 
final trial. No convictions resulted. Ontrages had no punishment. 
The decks of the vessels continued to be crowded. ‘‘Outrages worse 
than death” were more than hinted at. The bill also undertakes to 
guard against the introduction of contagious disease. It would lessen 
the risk from this source. 

This bill would not suffice to answer its high purpose if it did not 
regard the question of food and its quality and preparation on ship- 
board. I have had personal observation of immi ts in transpor- 
tation, and I can vouch for the need of stringent rules for this pur- 
pose. In so far as a Federal statute can, it should insure good food. 
Sour bread and rotten potatoes are not as heinous in their results as the 
commingling of the sexes on board and the insults of stewards and 
others of the stronger sex, to which I can barely refer now. Such 
wrongs are bad enough on land, but much worse in the narrow steer- 
age. The CastleGarden commissioners have investigated many com- 
plaints of this nature, but their remedy needs the sanctions and penal- 
ties of Federal law. 

‘There is a recklessness which belongs to the mobile element, which 
is not confined to the waves, but to the habits engendered on ship- 
board. There is more need of stringent legislation, as officers are 
disposed to be tyrannical, and to a certain extent the absolutism of 
the officers is excusable. But the discipline of a vessel does not 
require either abuse or outrage. . 

It is to the credit of the great lines which run into New York that 
they are growing more vigilant to prevent and correct abuses, but 
there are lines not so responsible and heedful. This the testimony 
shows. True, these vessels are under foreign flags, but we have a 
right nevertheless to see to it that the health, morals, and lives of 
our future citizens shall be ee Not alone diphtheria, pnen- 
monia, catarrh, and other diseases are generated by foul air, bad 
ventilation, and overcrowding on shipboard; not alone is the death 
list of old and young increased by the avarice of owners of vessels, 
but the seeds of disease are sown which have their baleful and con- 
tagious fruit during subsequent life. 

These outrages are not stale. In the New York Sun of this week 
there is an account of a great arrival at Castle Garden. The scene 
is picturesque. Among the immigrants are over 2,000 Hollanders, in 
their flat caps and long coats, just as I saw them last summer in the 
meadows which Dutch genius and engineering has shut in from the 
sea. Much cheer and comfort is given to these sea-farers, on their 
way to their new homes, by the kindness of the commissioners, One 
dark spot casts its shadow over the scene. It is the revelation of the 
atrocious treatment of those who came in the steerage of the Sur- 
rey of the Royal Netherlands Steamship Company. She brought 
1,252 Hollanders, Her victims by death were ten. Four died after 
landing. The investigation showed that the food was poor and the 
steerage overcrowded. The water was bad; and a dying woman 
pleaded for milk, in vain. A worse outrage transpired. This is the 
story: 

Miss Wilhelmina Schlacter, who is on her way to Peoria, Illinois, made affidavit 
that on April 8 a steerage steward committed an t upon her while she was 
in her bunk and nearly all the other passengers were on deck. Friedrich Eiseler, 
who was in an adjacent bunk, corrobora: her statement, and added that when 
he interfered to protect the girl, the steward hit him with a bottle. 

Although this charge was examined by the commissioners of im- 
migration and was not considered as proven, yet when there is so 
much smoke there must be more or less of fire, or something worse, 

LIFK-SAVING SERVICE. 

This House will heed the cry of the steerage. It has heard with 
sympathy the cry of the shipwrecked clinging to the mast and in 
desperation signaling for succor. It lifts its Coston signal-light on 
the strand, and sends its message through the wintry and stormful 
air to“ buoy” both body and spirit in safety to the shore. God 
bless the kind hearts of the pa ik of this and former Congresses 
in their providing the means for the saving of human life. But our 
efforts are not ended by seconding the efforts of our brave surfmen in 
8 the stranded. We have a right to protect and save helpless 
women from outrage in the darkness of the night in the crowded and 
lightless steerage, when the vesselis a “ floating hell” of passion and 
lust. Let not our statutes remain as an ironic commentary on the 
incompetency and impotency of law to guard the purity of women. 

The experience of my friend who has charge of this bill [Mr. 
GUENTHER] is worth repeating. It should give such a momentum 
to this bill that will not stop till it passes the Senate and is signed 
by the President, He said: 

Mr. Speaker, if I were not presuming upon the indulgence of this Honse, and if 
it did not seem like carrying coals to Newcastle to give my own experience. when 
we have so many thousand instances on record demonstrating the crying need of 
this reformatory legislation, I could add, perhaps, an interesting chapter to the 


long register of abuses to which steerage passengers are subjected, for I was, in 
1866, one of the unfortunate passengers of the steamer Atlantic ; afew years later an 
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avenging Nemesis overtook that den of human misery and it foundered on the coast 
of Newfoundland, To what safe“ hands our lives were intrusted may be inferred 
from the statement of the captain, Williams, while testifying during the investi- 
m into the causes of the loss of the Atlantio, that ten good seamen out of 
orty would be an unusually good crew.“ Seven hundred passengers were crowded 
into the steerage where no more than half thatnumbershould have been put. The 
scenes in these dark holes during our stormy passage of eight weeks e descrip- 
tion. “ Who enters here leaves hope behind" might have been appropriately se- 
lected for an inscription over the entrance to this hell-hole, where one thousand 
human beings were promiscuously stowed away undergoing privations and hor- 
while the excessive passage-money they had paid helped to fill the pockets 
unscrupulous ship-owuers. ed with deep sympathy for my sufferin 
fellow- who were not even supplied with a sufliclency of the food suc 
as it was, and forgetting my own disagreeable condition, I mustered courage enough 
and call his attention to the deplorable state of my fellow- 
passen; respectful manner, asking him to order a sufficiency of food to be 
Aa ese hungry people. The only answer I received, however, was a threat 
if I said another word he would have me put in irons, 


ENGLISH DEATH-TRAPS AND NO INSPECTION. 


Mr. Speaker, I had promised myself this session to avoid over- 
much speaking. My committee relations command much quiet 
work, and I find no spare time for rhetoric. Indeed, I am tired of 
debating here where there is such a growing tendency to wrangle. 
But the subject of caring for human health and life is my excuse 
for this small me of the RECORD. In this connection may 
I ask attention to a bill kindred to this before us? I introduced it 
after the impotence of our law and its administration had been de- 
veloped by the loss of the rotten ship Bahama, in which fourteen 
lives were lost. My bill provided that all steam-vessels of other 
countries navigating any waters of the United States which are com- 
mon highways of commerce, or open to general or competitive nav- 
igation, except public vessels of those countries, shall be inspected 
acco to the laws made and provided for the inspection of steam- 
vessels of the United States other than public vessels. It will sur- 
prise members to know that while English laws strictly require 
every partes ship trading from an English port, no matter under 
what , to be inspected by English authorities, we have no in- 
spection over English ships trading to our ports. We cannot send 
an American rotten hulk to Liverpool, but the English can and do 
to New York. The inspector of steamboats at New York, Mr. Tower, 
in answer to a reporter of the Evening Post, said that— 


We have no way of knowing at this office, for we have no authority to inspect 
a vessel sailing from this port under a foreign fiag. As soon as an American ves- 
sel is in such a condition that the owners fear the result of an inspection by our 
officers they usually transfer her to some foreign owner, the English or some other 
flag is run up, and she can take out as many passengers and as much freight as 
she chooses, and we have no right to interfere. The vessels owned by Americans 
are inspected every year, and for this inspection the charges are $25 for the first 
hundred tons, and five cents additional for each ton above that figure. By plying 
under a foreign flag the owners of vessels escape this tax, and also escape the cost 
of needed repairs to the boats, and for necessary supplies, boats, &, If these 
vessels sailing under the ere eee flag should visitany port in England they would 
of course be inspected, but they take good care not to go there, and here the Eng- 
lish Government has no men to make inspections. One of the regular steamers 
to England could lose one-half of her boats on her way to this country, and if her 
agents here thought best she could return without replacing them. 

Captain Harvey, of the American Shipmaster's Association, said; Of the 
hundred or two hun steamers plying between this port and ports in South 
America, Canada, the West Indies, and the Mediterranean about ten or a dozen 
are American v. and are subjected to inspection every year. The others are 
never inspected unless the owners wish for any special reason to have them in- 
spected, when it is done by private companies. cannot say how many of these 
vessels are inan unseaworthy condition, for I do not care to say a vessel is unsafe 
unless I have proof of it; but I have no hesitation in saying that some of these 
steamers w. not be permitted to leave this port with au American certificate in 
the condition they 3 M 1 na ; 

vessels are, of course, required to comply wi e regulations imposed 

by the Plimsoll laws, but unless they go to a port in England, and leave that port 

th a load of passengers they are never examined under the passenger laws. 

They can bring out a cargo of freight from England to this port and then take as 

many ngers as they choose, and no one here has authority to prevent them, 
no ter what condition the vessel is in. x 


Again he was questioned : 
Would it be fair to subject a vessel plying between this port and English 
to inspection on both sides of the ocean ? 

In reply he said: 

Tt would only by 3 them as they treat us. All vessels of the American 
to submit to investigation in England, and no attention is paid 

I know that these En inspectors compelled the 

officers of one vessel of this line to put a new keel in the vessel when the boat 

was as sound in every respect as any of their own boats. 

I point to these matters as well to urge the Committee on Commerce 
to action as to call the attention of the House to our own remissness, 
The last House passed a bill like the one indicated upon my urgency. 
isi we may so pass it here that it will reach the Senate and Pres- 

ent. 

STARTLING DISASTERS. 

Few are aware of the startling record of disasters at sea by rea- 
son of unseaworthy vessels. During the past year the loss nnder 
the British flag was $900,000,000, There were one hundred and forty- 
four Ps alone lost—151, 000 tons! There was a total loss of life 
amounting to 1,459. Our record of the death-loss is comparatively 


light. Every day last year five vessels and four lives were lost on 


the seas b7 reason of such disasters. Many of these losses are from 
3 bad stowage, structural defects, and bad ma- 
chinery. Six were abandoned at sea because they were utterly untit. 
So long as we allow English vessels to escape inspection in our har- 
bors we share the responsibility of this terrific loss of life. No life- 


saving service of ours which concerns stranding can guard against 
the body of these losses, 

This fearful loss of life onght to arouse a general interest in the 
bill to which I am palling. attention, But, as in the case of the act 
of 1878, relating to our Life-Saving Service, it requires a great dis- 
aster to arouse proper feeling and prompt action. The loss of the 
Metropolis enabled me to interest Congress in that service in 1878, 
and the loss of the Bahama this year led me to present the bill for 
the inspection of foreign vessels. 

There was an ontery of alarm and indignation when the Bahama 
wentdown. Oneseacrippled her, She had norafts orlife-preservers. 
She wasadeath-trap. The New York journals called fora remedy. I 
introduced a resolution of inquiry here, which developed the weakness 
of the existing law. It could not and did not deal with English or 
foreign vessels, so as to require their inspection, as our own vessels 
were inspected, The last Congress had passed my bill to reach this ob- 
ject. TheSenateneglectedit. It is now before the Commerce Commit- 
tee. It is inthe hands of a sub-committee, or rather in charge of my 
friend from Ohio, [Mr. TOWNSEND,] who has shown such praise- 
worthy energy in the life-saving reorganization. I trust that he 
will soon report this bill. The facts for its passage may be briefly 
summarized, 

The Bahama, whose loss aroused this interest, was an old blockade 
runner—the Bermuda. She was unseaworthy and sold by her Amer- 
ican owners. She failed to obtain an American certificate. A 
Quebec company bought her. Like other roguish things she soou 
found an alias. She esca our inspection and laws. She is a 
specimen of the rotten hulks which are carrying our people to tho 
West Indies, or rather to watery graves. Mr. Osbon, of the Nautical 
Gazette, has called attention to these deceptive ships and these ter- 
rible perils. The board of supervising inspectors resolved to memo- 
rialize Congress on this subject. A committee was appointed, but 
nothing has been done, I do not know who outside of Congress is 
responsible—I know that we are—for this continuing peril of rotten- 
timbered or rotten iron vessels. Steamers outlawed abroad come 
here to furnish coffins to our citizens who travel. They may carry 
naphtha, nitro-glycerine 3 and what not that is dangerous. 
They tamper with sacred ife, They area black list; yet they steam 
away with our precious freight of souls and often give them a tomb- 
less death, with no witnesses but sky and sea! They use our ports 
and have the immunity which our own vessels do not get. 

Do you want examples, gentlemen of the Commerce Committee? 
Can you allow a little respite from other less important matters to 
listen to the story? 

Recall the narrow escape of the Hadji. She was inspected neither 
here nor in Canada, She traded from New York to the West Indies. 
I find this account of similar transactions in the Nautical Gazette. 
Let the committee call for the proof and it will come: 

“YE SHALL KNOW THEM BY THEIR FRUITS." 

When the Quebec Steamship Company purchased the blockade runner Teaser, 
now the Miramichi, she was at New Orleans. She was in such a condition as re- 
gai hull and boilers that it was im ible to get an inspection certificate. One 

iler was completely used up, the other one was tinkered up a little, and she was 
sent north, coming up inside the reef as far as it was possible. Her hull was in 
such a condition that an acquaintance who was on board of her actually drove a 
three-cornered file through her plating as if it were a bit of wet pasteboard. Sho 
was obliged to stop en route to New York and take in ballast to keep her from 
toppling over. When she arrived here the second boiler was tinkered up, and 
she was sent to Quebec to be fixed up. Her iron hull was so bad that she was 
treated to a suit of wooden sheathing, and new tubes pat in her boiler, and after 
being ‘‘titivated” up with some paint and putty, and treated to some cabin accom- 
modations, she comes out a first-class (!) si er. 

The company, which began business with a lot of old ‘‘rattle-traps,”’ in due 
season purchased the old wooden steamer Fah-Kee, which was condemned for 
active service under the American flag, and which for years lay rotting away at 
one of the Brooklyn ins, dried up in the summer's suns and weighted down 
with winter's ice and snow. Nobody wanted her until our Quebec company came 
along and secured ber as a fit companion for their other tubs. She was good 
enough for them. She undergoes the same process, hoists the blood-red flag of 
St. George, and, if we mistake not, passed in her chips“ and sunk on her firat 
voyage. Having cleared out the old junk-yards of the old ex-blockade runners 
anil craft of the Fah-Kee type, the Quebec company of late have seut over to the 
north country and imported some craft to fill up Soe papa occurring by the dropping 
out of their “pioneers.” Yet they still have a few more left of the same sort, 
which need inspecting by our local inspectors of steam-vessels. 

Why should not the fleet of this Quebec and Gulf Ports Steamship 
Company undergo the same inspection as our vessels? Not alone the 
Bahama, but the Canima was an old blockade runner. She, too, 
changed her name to escape scrutiny. The Nautical Gazette of Feb- 
rnary 25, 1882, states that— 

The character of the majority of steamers of this fleet is known among com- 
mercial men to be bad, and has been known to be so fora long time. With but 
few exceptions these steamers are, in the literal sense, unseaworthy and ought 
to be condemned. The best of the fleet itself goes far to show the character of 
these naval coffins. Five of them were notorious blockade runners, built for speed 
and built cheaply, and with the expectation that they would sooner or later be 
captured or have to be abandoned. They were so Poo constructed that when 
they were sold by the Goverument at the close of the war no one cared to buy 
them except to make up lines that had been broken up during the war, to be used 
as make-shifts until they could build decent vessels. We give the list of this re- 


markable fleet: 
Alhambra, 1,063 tons, built at Preston, England, 1865. Ex-blockade runner Ada 
Ex- blockade runner Ber- 


Wilson, rated 14 in 1876. 
Bahama, 1,009 tons, built at Stockton-on-Tees, 1861. 

muda, ex-New Orleans packet General Meade, and then changed to Bahama, 
Barbadoes, 1,850 tons, built at Hartlepool in 1880. 
Bermuda, 1,850 tons, lt at Sunderland in 1875, 
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Canima, 692 tons, built on the Clyde in 1863. Ex-blockade runner Princess Royal 
and ex-Juan G. Meiggs. 

Flamborough, 670 tons, built at Sunderland in 1867. 

pee mera tons, built at Sunderland in 1872. Nearly lost a few months ago in 
a gale of wind. 

iramichi, 727 tons, ex-blockade runner Teaser, built at London in 1863. 

Mauriel. 1 162 tons, built on the Clyde in 1872. 

Orinoco, 1864 tons, built at Hartlepool in 1889, 

Secret, 467 tous, ex-blockade runner, built at Seacombe in 1864. 

A majority of these vessels are ‘‘out-puts” from the notorious naval under- 
takers’ yards on the west coast of 3 e notorious for the 
mortality lists of their productions, while those g to be a higher standard 
are but little else than pot-metal tubs. If report be true, the Bahama, ex-General 
Meade, ex-Bermuda, dare not trade to Bermuda, because she could not get an in- 
spection certificate of good character, yet her owners, beaks on her agents here, 

ut her into trade between New York, where we have no right by law to inspect 
er, and Porto Rico, where no steam-vessel inspection laws exist, and thus evade 
the laws entirely which govern safety to human life and property. 
o 5 Bahama was well known along our docks, and it was by no means an envi- 
able one, 

Not a word as to the remedy in such cases as the one referred to. It can only 
be pcm ates 2 alaw whereby all steamers coming within the juris- 
diction of the United States shall be competion to submit to the same inspection 
laws as vessels of the United States are subjected to. Great Britain compels 
American steamers and sailing passenger vessels to comply with her inspection 
laws or else refuse to t them a clearance. This is it what we have been 
urging Congress to do for the past eleven years. If such a law was enacted the 

ama would have been condemned years ago, the City of Limerick would never 
have left this port in an unseaworthy condition. The enactment of such a law in 
is country would be the means of sorag hundreds of valuable lives annually and 
millions of property. It would tie up a fleet of ocean cofñns, such as are o 
and ma) bi yd Quebec and Gulf Ports Steamship Company, who tempt Provi- 
dence daily with their worthless old tubs. 

It was only the other day that a great steamer of the Inman line 
was on the dock to have her bottom painted. On inquiry it was 
discovered that a defect was found which demonstrated her unsea- 
worthiness. If the poe had got in their work the vessel would 
have gone to sea. screen was put up to hide the work from the 
curious bystanders. Yet with these facts staring this Congress and 
its committees in the face we do nothing. Flippant papers in New 
York and elsewhere make ignorant allusions to our legislation here, 
which discourage all individual effort, and when the remedy is pointed 
out fail to represent intelligently the popular outery. It requires 
that some Plimsoll—a character not unknown to legislation here— 
should break our rules and shriek “Murder! Murder!” in the dull ear 
of this House, to arouse its attention to this life-and-death matter, 
or so distract it from piracies upon the Treasury overplus as to give 
a little reflection to the needs of commerce and life upon the high seas. 

If you desire more specific information, let me refer you to our 
trade with Bermuda. It is a fair illustration. 

Our trade and lives are imperiled every day by reckless navigation 
to that island. The trade amounts to $500,000 per year—more than 
four times as much as to other countries from Bermuda. American 
visitors to Bermuda are carried by English vessels. ‘They seek health 
and respite at this winter resort. The ‘‘ vexed Bermoothes” has not 
improved since its stormy character was described in poetry. Pe- 
troleum and onions are the chief companions of our health-seeking 
people on these vessels. A friend who has been in the habit of truv- 


eling on these steamers writes to me thus: 

They were in no sense first-class steamers; and, although ably navigated, it 
was the opinion of all the Americans on board with whom I conversed that they 
were unseaworthy and totally unfit for the conveyance of such large numbers of 
passengers (they were always crowded in the winter) over such a route. I will 
add that nine-tenths of the passengers both going and coming were Ameri- 
cans visiting Bermuda for health or pleasure. But what was worse than the dan- 
gers to be anticipated from the defects in the vessels was the fact that a consider- 
able part of the cargo from New York was petroleum oil for illuminating purposes. 
I counted a large number of barrels of petroleum, which is prohibited by law from 
3 carried on American passenger vessels. When I remonstrated at the oftice 
in New York upon the very great risk of exposing the lives of passengers in this 
way I was informed that the practice was the same on all of the steamers to Ber- 
muda and that no accident had ever happened. These barrels of petroleum were 
stowed amidships and only protected the sparks from the funnel of the 
ateamer by some old tarpealins thrown over them. I was glad I had my life 


insured. 
NECESSITY OF LEGISLATION. 


When, Mr. Speaker, will Congress find leisure to give attention to 
these vital facts? We do find time to discuss tariffs and commis- 
sions; to anathematize the Mormon blotch on civilization. We do 
find time to spend money for public buildings, and have practiced 
some graces in relieving the overflowed sufferers in the Mississippi 
Valley. Congress has found time and means to provide for the roam- 
ing Indians and the more recent freedmen.“ It has granted pen- 
sions and pension arrears to soldiers. It has kept a useless national 
health commission, and it shows strong notions to provide us with a 
national drinking code. It sends par 55 seedlings, and clippings to 
our farming population. In fact it assumes a multitude of so-called 
eleemosynary functions of more or less questionable propriety. Yet 
the all-important duty of making proper protection of life aboard 
our vessels, and welcoming with prudent provision the millions of 
future tillers of our soil and builders of our roads, workers in our 
shops, and architects of our wealth has been neglected. Is it not 
passing strange? Is there any subject deserving more urgently the 
attention of our national law-makers ? 

CONCLUSION. 


In view, therefore, Mr. Speaker, of the needs to be remedied, of the 
humanity of the pending measure and those germane to it; in view 
of the demand of the Legislatures of States and of officers charged 
with the execution of nautical laws; in view of the precionsness of 
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human life afloat, and of the incoming masses who are thronging to 
our shores, and of the unexampled interest taken in their advent by 
economists, statesmen, and humane and liberty-loving men every- 
where, it behooves us to make decent, sanitary, and safe the trans- 
portation of those who are imbound in the golden round of our eiti- 
zenship and of the millions who are to mingle their fortunes with 
that of our Republic. Above all—as we remember our own mortality 
and those who are depending upon us for comfort, health, and felicity 
in this brief sojourn on our earth—it becomes us, on every oceasion, 
to vindicate the es and goodness of that civilization which we 
would advance, by making sacred, beyond all the wealth of the 
wildest dreams of avarice—the precious jewel of human life. For 
us as for all, this is written on the scroll of Fate: 


The flood of Time is rolling on. 

We stand upon its brink, whilst they are gone 

To glide in down death's mys us stream. 
ve ye done well! 


Mr. DEUSTER. Mr. Speaker, as has been stated, this bill is identi- 
cal with the one before the Forty-sixth Con , in which it received 
the unanimous indorsement of the Committee on Commerce, as it 
again has been indorsed by the same committee of the present Con- 
gress. The purports of the bill have been stated; but too much can- 
not be said in behalf of the urgency and necessity of the measure. 
It supplants defective and inoperative provisions heretofore made at 
various times and in an insufficient manner for so vital an interest 
to the whole country. Briefly reviewed, the bill contains the fol- 
lowing important provisions and Ses. pee 

The first section changes the method of determining the amount 
of space allowed each passenger from superficial to cubice measure- 
ment, in order to conform to the universal method of admeasure- 
ment of vessels for their tonnage. It allots to each steamship pas- 
senger carried on the tirst deck, next below the uppermost deck, or 
in a poop or deck-house on main deck, one hun cubic feet of 
space, and on the second deck, below the uppermost deck, one hun- 
dred and twenty feet; it forbids the carrying of passengers on any 
other decks, and regulates the height between decks at not less than 
seven feet. In sailing-vessels passengers shall be carried on a deck 
not being an orlop deck, that is, next below the uppermost deck, or 
in a poop or deck-house built on the main deck, and shall be allotted 
one hundred and twenty cubic feet space. 

This section applies all legislation for the protection of steerage 
passengers to steamships as well as sailing-vessels, and thereby re- 
moves the barrier which, under the rulings of our courts, had made 
it impossible heretofore to afford relief upon complaints made by 
steerage passengers against steamship companies, becanse under 
these rulings the present laws did not apply to steamships, but only 
to sailing-vessels. The courts thereby virtually declared steamship 
passengers, although they constitute at the present time 99 per cent. 
of all immigrants now crossing the 5 hed be at the mercy of these 
companies, This fact will become still more apparent by the fol- 
lowing extract from a letter of the surveyor of the port of New York, 
Mr. Charles K. Graham, addressed to Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, then See- 
retary of the Treasury, dated March 2, 1880, and embodied in the 
reports made pee this bill on behalf of the respective Committees 
on Commerce of the Forty-sixth and the present Congress: 

At present there is no effective law of the United States to regulate the carriage 
of emigrant ngers in steamships, the only vessels that bring such passengers. 
The overcrowding of vessels, and the lack of proper accommodations and Bin 
visions for the maintenance and comfort of emigrant 2 — while on shi 

have recently been a subject of ee articles, severely and anjustly 
criticising the neglect of the United States officials to prosecute alleged violations 
of the passenger laws. * * In view of the expected great increase of immi- 
prion during the year, more espécially from Germany, and after a careful exam- 
nation of the Revised Statutes and of the British laws regulating the carriage of 
ngers 1 acts 1855 and 1863“) —and finding it somewhat 
imeut to suggest amendments to the sections of the Revised Statu I have 
repared a new bill, which embraces all the essential provisions of the Revised 
Btatutes and such provisions of the British laws as seem to be to enable 
prosecutions for a violation of certain of those laws to be had in the United States. 

In regard to the determination of the carrying capacity of steam- 
ships, and the restriction of the number of passengers according to 
the dictates of the first principles of decency, due regard for public 
health, and protection to human life, I quote the words of a distin- 

ished scientist, Dr. Thomas J. Turner, before the American Public 

ealth Association, while reviewing this bill, then pending in the 
last Congress : 

A bill gulatin: the carriage of by sea, to be known as the , passenger 
act of 1880. was arinak tothe Hense of presentatives on the 8th of cone 
1880, by Hon. PETER V. Deuster, M. C., of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, and is the latest 
proposed legislation that the writer has been able to obtain. It is proposed to 
examine the provisions of this bill, which has for its object the amelioration of 
the conditien surrounding the emigrant penne: passage over the ocean, from 
a sanitary position, leaving those points involving the jurisprudence and commer- 
cial interests affected by the carriage of living human freight for the consideration 
of the merchant and the legislator. 

This act proposed will of course the act of 1855, and, as stated in the out- 
set, marks the progress in nautical sanitation, and, in 8 is an index of 
the general sanitary advance of the country. Apart from the dangers to public 
health that may occur from the introduction of contagious or infectious diseases 
into the United States by the avenue of immigration, it is a matter of serious in. 
terest to the pros; of the country that the health and lives of emigrants should 
be protected during their transportation by sea. 

One of the methods of determining the passenger capacity is constantly in use 
at the present time, and is based on the avarice of owners of vessels and steam- 
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ship companies. This method recognizes nothing else but to carry as many as can 
be put on board. It has no regard for the health or comfort of the emigrant, views 
him only as supplying so many dollars to the bank account, and is a marine inher- 
itance from the slave trade, with the horrors of the middle passage.” Although 
carrying an excess of passengers over that allowed by law renders a vessel liable 
to a penalty, official reports do not show that any prosecution has resulted in the 
recovery of such penalty from v reported as violating the provisions of any 
act to secure the emigrant from the evils of overcrowding. 
* * * * 


a * * 
The tude of the interests involved may here be imei thus there 
arrived at the port of New York during the last ten years (from 1870 to 1879 inelu- 


sive) 1,561,126 emigrants with 2,518 deaths, with a mean sea voyage of thirteen 
and one-half days. 


The other provisions of the bill, which has received the approval 
of all the United States officials competent to judge of its merits, are 
substantially as follows: 

Section 2 provides that there shall be a sufficient number of berths, 
and not more than two tiers thereof on any deck or space occupied 
by passengers, separated by partitions, and at least two feet wide 
can six feet long; double berths to be of proportionate size. All 
male passengers not members of one family shall be berthed in the 
fore part of the vessel in a separate apartment; all female passen- 

rs not of one family likewise berthed separately. Each single 
berth shall not contain more than one passenger or two children not 
above eight years of age. 

Section 3 requires adequate provisions for light and air to passen- 
ger decks, prescribing at least two ventilators for every compart- 
ment calculated to hold fifty or more passengers, and a proper con- 
struction of the same, as also other sanitary precautions. 

Section 4 directs the proper storing of a sufficient supply of whole- 
some food, ample cooking apparatus, and distribution of daily sup- 
plies of food and water, even equal in quantity and quality to the 
regular naval ration, after the first twenty days of the voyage, and 
to be worth at least fifty cents per head during the first twenty days. 

Section 5 provides for two hospital compartments for the two sexes, 
a competent surgeon or medical practitioner, surgical instruments 
and medicines proper and necessary for the diseases and accidents 
incident to sea voy: 

Section 6 contains general provisions for the maintenance of clean- 
liness. 

Section 7 prohibits the ship’s crew from entering or visiting the 
paenga compartments except upon orders from the master of the 
vessel. 

Section 8 prohibits the carriage of explosives as freight, or any 
other cargo likely to endanger health or life. 

Section 9 prescribes inspection by customs officers upon arrival of 
vessel, delivery of correct list of all passengers to such officer by the 
master, and proper reports to be made in each case to the collector 
of the port. < 

Section 10 provides for the payment of $10 to the collector of cus- 
toms for each passenger above the age of eight years who shall have 
died during the voyage. 

Section II directs proper admeasurement upon arrival of vessel, 
examination into condition during voyage, and forwarding of report 
to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Section 12 makes the provisions of this bill applicable also to ves- 
sels leaving the ports of the United States, except for Canadian and 
Mexican ports. 

Section 13 makes the fines imposed for any violation of these sec- 
tions, as provided therein, a lien upon such vessel. 

Section 14 provides that the bill shall become operative ninety 
days after its p: „and be known as“ the passenger act of 1882.” 

ong the elements which have contributed to the unexampled 
growth of the American Republic, immigration will always be recog- 
nized as the most important and principal factor. Periods during 
which Euro countries have slowly risen in their population have 
been 8 an unprecedented and miraculous growth on this side 
of the ocean, owing mainly to the inherited policy of the United 
States of inducing and fostering this prolific source of general wel- 
fare, prosperity, and national strength. If no other inheritage had 
come to the American people from its revolutionary heroes than the 
liberal promotion of immigration, that fact alone would have forever 
placed them high in the estimation of the world, in the light of 
modern knowledge, as among the wisest, best, and most discernin 
of statesmen who ever pointed the helm of the ship of state toward 
tness among the nations of the earth. They made this country 

e land of constitutional liberty, where the down-trodden and op- 
pressed of other nations ef find a refuge from tyranny and enjoy 
the blessings of freedom; they established political principles for 
which the best sons of any land could gladly exchange their rights 
of nativity; they gave back to humanity inherent Soman rights, 
asking in return only popular attachment to the principles which 
vouchsafed these rights, a claim that Washington so simply and 
yet so nobly asse in the words of his Farewell Address: 

Citizens, b f 

nes: 8 of a common country, that country has a right to 

To the wonderful resources bestowed by the lavishing hands of 
generous nature, which in themselves would have made this conti- 
nent the eagerly sought new field of labor for our venturesome race, 
they added the far greater attraction of priceless liberty, the greatest 
boon to manhood. They succeeded in transplanting that sacred feel- 


ing in man’s breast, the love of home, in the heart of the Swiss, who 
loves his cliffs; the German, who loves the beautiful forests and 
streams of Fatherland ; the Englishman, who loves his proud isle ; 
the Italian, who loves the sunny skies of his native land; the Irish- 
man, who loves his beautiful green Erin—from the land of their birth 
to the land of their adoption, to which they bring, not the dull devo- 
tion of enforced allegiance or unfelt duty, but the open heart that 
harbors fond attachment and renders willing homage. And eve 

ear that rolls by adding to the greatness of our country adds fres 

aurels to their memory, as their predictions are being more than ful- 
filled, until we find their utterances, once made in prophetic spirit, 
the reality of to-day, and until the sunshine of the present beautifully 
illuminates the pictures drawn by them in the past of their hopes for 
the future of our country. 

Not the least significant part of these hopeful predictions is the 
faith, expressed by many, of the ultimate irresistible magnetic at- 
traction which would make itself felt all over Europe and turn the 
eyes of all nations hitherward. So said the gifted Pownall, who filled 
snecessively the offices of lieutenant-governor of New Jersey, gov- 
ernor of Massachusetts, and governor of Sonth Carolina during the 
years of 1753 to 1761, and what prediction could have been more bril- 
liantly verified ?— 

America will seem every day to approach nearer and nearer to Europe. When 
the alarm which the idea of going to a strange and distant country gives to the 
homely notions of a European manufacturer or peasant shall thus be worn out, a 
thousand repeated repulsive feelings respecting their present home, a thousand 
attractive motives respecting the settlement which they will look to in America, 
will raise a spirit of adventure, and become the irresistible cause of an almost gen- 
eral immigration to that New World. 

And he then enthusiastically greets his country with this eloquent 
tribute: 

A nation to whom all nations will come; a power whom all powers of Europe 
will court to civil and commercial alliances ; a people to whom the remnants of all 
Polegate ome will fly ; whom the oppressed and injured of every nation will seek 

r refuge. 

The present witnesses the ample fulfillment of these eloquent words. 
A mighty stream of immigration pours upon the Atlantic shore its 
gigantic waves of human masses. Only to-day, as I learn, there 
arrived 9,000 immigrants at the port of New York, indicating that a 
continuation of such a wonderful outpouring of Europe's wealth of 
population will add millions to our people in the short space of one 
year. It is interesting to follow this stream of immigration in its 
meanderings through the past since its first small and insignificant 
beginning, though its course is often obscured by the absence or 
unreliability of the records to which we must look for our guidance. 
The present official history begins with the year 1819, in which the 
first passenger act (March 2, 1819) was adopted. No authentic infor- 
mation exists as to the progress and extent of immigration prior to 
that date. The current of migration commenced its flow from Eng- 
land, Ireland, and Scotland, and from Germany through French, 
Dutch, and British ports, being subject to many fluctuations during 
the period following the revolutionary war until 1819. It continu 


with considerable uniformity until 180d. A very accurate statistician, , 


Samuel Blodgett, in that year states that from the best records and 
estimates at present attainable” the immi ts arriving in this 
country did not average, for the ten years from 1784 to 1794, more 
than four thousand per annum. ‘The same authority states that, in 
1794, 10,000 persons were estimated to have arrived in the United 
States from foreign countries. 

Dr. Adam Seybert, member of the Honse of Representatives from 
Pennsylvania in 1818, assumes that 6,000 persons arrived annually 
from 1790 to 1810; however, to him as well as to the authorities con- 
sulted this average seemed generous. After 1806 many influences 
retarded immigration; the war between England and France, be- 
tween England and the United States, the difficulty in Europe for 
emigrants to dispose of their property at satisfactory prices after the 
Napoleonic wars, owing to general impoverishment, even hostile legis- 
lation, entered as an obstruction to the progress of immigration.. A 
striking instance of the latter is given by the act of the British Par- 
liament which allowed vessels to carry from Great Britain and Ire- 
land to the United States only one passenger for every five tons, 
while it allowed vessels to carry to other foreign countries one pas- 
senger for every two tons. The great famine of 1816 and 1817 entered 
as an important element into the history of immigration, stimulating 
it to an unprecedented extent. During 1817, 22,240 persons arrived 
at the ports of the United States, and thenceforth the influx steadily 
increased. 

The insufficient provisions for the wants and necessities of such 
large numbers of preg dae upon the crowded emigrant vessels added 
many sufferings to the hardships incident to an ocean voyage at the 
time, and there were no laws of the United States either limiting the 
number of persons which a passenger ship should be entitled to carry, 
or providing measures for the health or accommodation of passen- 
gers. The subject was then brought before Congress for the first 
time as meriting immediate attention, and in 1818 vill “regulating 
passenger ships and vessels” was read twice and referred. In De- 
cember of the following session it was again brought up by Thomas 
Newton, of Virginia, who explained its necessity. It was then read 
a third time and passed by the Honse. Both Senate and House sub- 
sequently amended it before its final passage and approval as the 
passenger act of March 2, 1819, 
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According to a table in De Bow’s Compendium of the United States 
Census of 1850 the progress of immigration from 1790 to 1820 was 
as follows: 


From 1790 to 1800 there were 50,000 arrivals. 

From 1800 to 1810 there were 70,000 arrivals. 

From 1810 to 1820 there were 114,000 arrivals. 

The following compilation, taken from the annual report of the 
Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Department, for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1881, shows the number of alien passengers 
and immigrants from 1621 to June 1, 1881: 


£. 
EFE] 
Period. ERA 
43E 
C] 
Year ended December 31— 
1840 
1841 
1842 = 
January 1 to September 30— | 
ps eee a E | 52,498 


Year ended December 31— 
1851 

1852 .. 

1853 .. 

1854.. 

Peri Alien Immi- 
passengers mts ar- 
arrived. 3 
— 
Year ended December 31— 
1855 r 
1856 200, 195, 857 
1857 250, 246, 945 
1858. 122, 872 119, 501 
1859. 121, 075 118, 616 
1860. 153, 418 150, 237 
1861. 91, 822 89, 724 
1862... 91, 826 89, 007 
1863 176, 214 174, 524 
1864 193, 416 193, 195 
1865 248, 111 247, 453 
January 1 to June 30— 

1806 167, 757 166, 112 
O44 967 
088 282, 189 
074 352, 768 
920 387, 203 
609 $21, 350 
978 404, 806 
141 459, 803 
949 313, 339 
632 227, 498 
991 169, 986 
019 141, 857 
776 138, 469 
954 177, 826 
196 457, 257 
163 669, 431 
/2%ͥͤͤͥãũũ ꝙß? a Xv 719, 000 


Alas! that there should be a dark, deep shadow, too, to this bright 
picture of the rapid growth, prosperity, and development of our 
country by immigration; but human and love of gain will 
stop at nothing, and the rich harvest reaped by those who carried 
these masses beyond the ocean has, thanks to their avarice and to the 
want of proper protection to these self-expatriated people, often 
yielded a rich harvest tothe fell destroyer, death! True, most of the 
eying vils to which the unhappy immigrant was once subjected 
have n greatly mitigated, if not altogether eradicated. But a 

at deal more, indeed, than I should wish in the interest of human- 
ity to exist still requires the strong arm of the law to be remedied 
until the dangers, trials, and h ips of anaccustomed ocean voy- 
ages to those intending hereafter to become part of our people shall 
at least not be made still more unendurable and fall npon them with 
increased weight by the tortuous impositions and inhuman treatment 
of those whose wealth is taken from the pockets of their very vie- 


ims. 
Shall I picture the miseries and perils which this mighty stream 


of immigrants has endured ever since emigration to this New World 
began? To give only an inadequate idea of losses of human life on 
board of ill-provided, ill-ventilated vessels, it may be stated that 
out of 98,105 poor Irish emigrants shipped to Canada by their land- 
lords after the great famine of 1846, 5,293 died at sea, 8,072 at Grosse 
Isle and Quebec in quarantine, and 7,000 in and about Montreal, 
making 20,365, besides those who afterward perished whose numbers 
will never be ascertained. Thus the Lark, reported at Quebec in 
1847 from Sligo, sailed with 440 passengers, of whom 108 died on the 
passage and 150 were sick, almost all of whom died a short time 
after landing. The Virginius sailed with 496 passengers, of whom 
158 died on the passage, 186 were sick, and the remainder landed 
feeble and tottering wretches, Of the passengers of the ship Cey- 
lon, which sailed from Liverpool in 1847, an eye-witness says the 
following: 

After having visited the tine establishment, as a member of the New 
York Academy of Medicine, for the purpose of inquiring into the medical history 
of the typhus fever, then extensively peoveling and crowding that institution 
with patients, I visited the ship Ceylon, Liverpool, which had come to anchor 
a few hours before, with a large of passengers. A considerable number had 
died upon the voyage, and one hundred and fifty were then ill with the fever, and 
were preparing for a removal to the hospital. Before any had yet left the ship 
we passed through the steerage, pene à more or less minute examination of the 
place and its occupants ; but the indescribable filth, the emaciated, half-nude figures, 
mney wis the petechial eruption disfiguring their faces, crouching in the bunks. 
or strewed over the decks and cumbering the gangways, broken utensils and 
débris of food spread recklessly about, presented a picture of which neither pen 
nor pencil can convey a full idea. We spoke to some little boys and girls who, 
when asked where were their parents, pointed to the ocean with sobs and tears, 
and cried, ‘Down there!“ Some were just rising from their berths for the first 
time since leaving Liverpool, herak been suffered to lie there during the whole 
voyage, wallowing in their own filth. 

Shocking as this case may seem, it has been frequently surpassed, 
at least so far as the numbers of the sufferers were concerned. Itis 
only twelve years ago that the ill-fated ship Leibnitz, of the no- 
torious Sloman Line, arrivedat New York. The boarding officer re- 

rts that he found the ship and the passengers in a most filthy con- 

ition,and that when boarding the Leibnitz he hardly discovered 
a clean spot on the ladder or on the ropes where he could put his 
hands and feet. As to the interior of the vessel, he states that it 
was not worse than the average of the steerages of other emigrant 
ships; but the lower oer the so-called orlop deck, was a perfect 
pest-hole, calculated to kill the healthiestman. In this hole it was 
impossible to see anything at a distance of two or three feet, and 
npon inquiring how it had been lighted during the voyage, we were 
told that some lanterns had been up there, but that on account of the 
foulness of the air they could scarcely burn. And in this place about 
one hundred and twenty passengers were crowded for seventy days, 
with short provisions and partly rotten, and for a greater part of the 
vofage in a tropical heat, suffering from the miasma below, above, 
and beside them. 

If a monument could be erected’ upon the waters to the memory ot 
each wretched emigrant that suffered and died upon the ocean on 
acconnt of ill-treatment, improper food, foul atmosphere, and all the 
other causes of the horrible cholera and the wasting ship-fever, I 
assure you that the whole route of the emigrant ship from Europe to 
America would long since have assumed the appearance of a crowded 
cemetery. And to these are not even added the thousands who are 
condemued to languish for months and years antil death relieves 
them from the sufferings of disease contracted upon the emigrant 
vessel, when, instead, their health ought to have been strengthened 
by the fresh, pure air upon the sea. 

Happily, many efforts have been successfully made during the past 
years to lessen the evils so often complained of, and to offer comfort 
and convenience where heretofore misery awaited the voyager. Com- 
petition has wrought many important changes in this res , and 
only wise legislation is needed to insure to the immigrant 
est degree of protection attainable under what will always, at best, 
be surronnded with disadvantages and hardships—his 3 
from his native country to the free, glorious soil of America. As 
such a measure of protection, this bill has received the sanctian of 
those charged with the execution of the laws, and deserves the sanc- 
tion of every humanitarian and well-wisher of our country. Its pas- 
sage will honor our modern pro and honor the legislative body 
that places it upon the statute-book of our country. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GUENTHER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EDUCATION. 


Mr, BUCHANAN, by unanimous consent, presented the following 
tition; which was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, and re- 
erred to the Committee on Edneation and Labor: 


We, the undersigned, citizens of the county of Carroll, State of Gorgias, deepl. 
impressed with the dangers which threaten our institutions because of ap — 
ing illiteracy of the voting population, as revealed in the last census, for the en- 
lightenment of whom nay of the States are unable to make adequate provision; 
and believing it to be the duty of Congress to provide for the public safety no less 
in time of peace than in time of war; and that the enfranchisement of the freed- 
men by the United States Government im m that Government the obli- 
gation to afford liberal aid to the States in their effort to prepare this class of citi- 
zens for the duties of citizenship, do earnestly pray that our Senators and Repre- 


e great- , 
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pt and efficient measures to avert 


this danger; that moneys raised, in uate amount, and from such sources as 
C may in its —— deem best, be distributed among the States and 
Territories, on the basis of illi and fi 


for the 0 of common schools con- 
all secure their application 


FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 


Mr. WALKER, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Fore Affairs, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 122, a 
bill (H. R. No. 5885) to provide for ascertainment of claims of Ameri- 
can citizens for spoliations committed by the French prior to the 
31st day of July, 1801; which was pl on the House Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


BONDS OF ARMY PAYMASTERS. 


Mr. WALKER also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5886) relating to the bonds of officersof the Pay Department of the 
Army and for the settlement of their accounts; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ADMIRALTY AND MARITIME JURISDICTION. 

Mr. SPAULDING, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (II. R. 
No. 5887) to amend sections 566 and 633 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, relative to certain proceedings in cases of admiralty 
and maritime jurisdiction; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JUDICIAL EXPENSES, ETC, 

Mr. SPAULDING also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 

os R. No. 5888) to amend section 2 of an act making appropriations 

‘or certain judicial of the Government for the fiscal year 

ending June 30, 1880, and for other purposes, approved June 30, 1879; 

which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
LIGHT-HOUSE BOARD. 

Mr. WARD, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, rted back the bill (H. R. No. re ER the opera- 
tion of the Light-House Board over the Atchafalaya Aver and its 
tributaries in Louisiana; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

REVENUE-MARINE SERVICE. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, by unanimous consent, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, rted back with a favorable recommenda- 
tion the bill (H. R. No. ) to promote the efficiency of the reve- 
nue-marine service; which ed poco on the House Calendar, «and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion to adjourn, the Chair will 
submit to the House certain requests of members. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. AINSLIE asked and obtained unanimous consent for the with- 
drawal from the files of the House of papers accompanying the bill 
for the relief of Eleanora Umber. 

" LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, was granted leave to print in the 
Recorp remarks in addition to those made by him on the Army ap- 
propriation bill. [See Appendix. ] 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. SIMON- 
TON, for one week. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker si the same że 

(s. No. 185) for the relief of the captain, owners, ofticers, 
and crew of the late United States private-armed brig General Arm- 
strong, their heirs, executors, administrators, agents, or assigns. 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. BURROWS of 
Michigan, Mr. ROBESON of New Jersey, and Mr. Cox of New York, 
as the conferees on the part of the House on the di ing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
No, 3830) making appropriations for the consular and diplomatic 
service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, 
and for other purposes, 

AMERICAN PEACE CONGRESS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which, with the accompanyin 
documents, was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, an 
ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : K 

I send herewith a copy of the circular invitation 8 to all the independ- 

a 60! 


ent countries of North and South America to participa: mgress, to 
be held in the city of Washington on the 22d of November next, for the purpose of 
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considering and discussing the methods of preventing war between the nations of 


ca. 

In giving this invitation, I was not unaware that there existed differences be- 
tween several of the republics of South America, which would militate inst 
the happy resulta which might otherwise be e: from such an assemblage, 

e differences indicated are such as exist between Chili and Peru, between 
exico and Guatemala, and between the states of Central America. 

It was hoped that these differences would disappear before the time fixe] for 
the meeting of the congress. This hope has not been realized. 

Having o that the authority of the President to convene such a congress 
has been questioned, I beg leave to state that the Constitution confers upon the 
President the power, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to make 
treaties, and that this provision confers the power to take all requisite measures to 
initiate them, and to this end the President may freely confer with one or several 
commissioners or delegates from other nations. The congress contemplated by the 
invitation could only effect pd Sm result by its conclusions eventually taking 
the form of a treaty of tween the states represented ; and besides the in- 
vitation to the states of North and South America is merely a preliminary act of 
which constitutionality or the want of it con hardly be afirmed. 

It has been suggested that, while the mternational congress would have no 
pra to affect the rights of nationalities there represented, still Congress might 

unwilling to subject the existing bel nps of the United States — the 
Isthmus elsewhere on the continent to muded and rendered uncertain by 
the A a oe of the opinions of a Congress composed largely of interested 
parties. 

I am glad to have it in my power to refer to the Congress of the United States, 
as I now do, the propriety of convening the suggested international con; t 


1 may thus be informed of its views, which it will be my pleasure to carry out. 
Inquiry having been made by some of the republics invited whether it is intended 
that this international congress shall convene, it is important that C should 


at as early a day as is convenient inform me, by resolution or otherwise, of its 
opinion in the premises. My action will be in Sarma with sach a : 


Cc TER A. 
EXECUTIVE MAnsiox, April 18, 1882. 
APPROPRIATIONS FOR LEVEES OF MISSISSIPPI. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which, with the accompany- 
ing documents, was referred to the Committee on Levees and Im- 
provements of the Mississippi River, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

1 transmit herewith a letter dated the 29th ultimo, from the Secretary of War 
inclosing copy of a communication from the Mississippi River commission, in 
which the commission recommends that an ee may be made of $1,010,000 
for closing existing gaps in levees,” in ition to the like sum for which an 
estimate has already submitted. 

The subject is one of such 3 that I deem it proper to recommend early 
and favorable consideration of the recommendations of the commission. Having 

iou of jurisdiction over the river Congress, with a view of improving 
its navigation and 1 the people of the valley from floods, has for years 
caused surveys of the river to be wade for the purpose of acquiring —— of 
the laws that control it, and of its phenomena. By act sporea June 28, 1879, the 
Mississippi River commission was created, composed of able engineers. Section 
4 of the act provides that it shall be the duty of said commission to take into 
consideration and mature such plan or plans and estimates as will correct perma- 
nently, locate, and deepen the channel and protect the banks of the M ppi 
River, improve and give safety and ease to the navigation thereof, prevent Ae. 
structive floods, promote and facilitate commerce, trade, and the postal service.” 

The constitutionality of a law making appropriations in aid of these objects gan- 
not be questioned. While the report of the commission submitted and the plans 
proposed for the river's 1 seem justified as well on scientific princi- 

les as by experience and approval of the people most interested, I desire to 
ave it to the 3 of Congress to decide upon the best plan for the perma- 
pean 1 complete improvement of the navigation of the river and for the proteo- 
on of the valley. 

The immense A and the widespread suffering of the ple dwelling near 
the river induce me to urge upon cones the propriety of not only making an 
appropriation to close the gaps in the levees occasioned by the recent floods, as 
recommended by the commission, but that Congress should inaugurate measures 
for the permanent improvement of the navigation of the river and security of the 
valley. It may be that such a system of improvement would as it progressed re- 
quire the appropriation of twenty or thirty millions of dollars, Even such an ex- 

* it must over several years, cannot be regarded as extrav- 
agant in view of the immense interests involved. The safe and convenient 
navigation of the Mississippi is a mattor of concern to all sections of the e 
but to the Northwest, with its immense harvests needing cheap transportation to 
the sea, and to the inhabitants of the river valley whose lives and property de- 

d EA the proper construction of the safeguards which protect them from tho 
Foods, t is of vital importance that a well-matured and comprehensive plan for 
improvement should be put into operation with as little delay as possible. The 
cotton product of the ion subject to the devas floods is a source of wealth 
— the nation and of great importance in keeping the balances of trade in our 


vor. 
It may not be inopportune to mention that this Government has imposed and 
collected some seventy millions of ier a tax on cotton, in the production of 
which the population of the Lower ppi is largely engaged, and it does not 
seem inequitable to return O ec of this to those who contributed it, par- 
ticularly as such an action also result in an important gain to the country at 
especially so to the great and rich States of the Northwest and the Mis- 


large, and 
sissippi Valley. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, April 17, 1882. 


COLLISIONS AT SEA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which, with the accom- 
panying documents, was referred to the Committe on Commerce, and 


ordered to be printed : 
To the House of Representatives: 
I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State and its accompanying 
the international regulations for preven collisions at sea; 


. concerning in nag 
I earnestly commend this important subject to the early and favorable consid- 


of Congress. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, April 17, 1882. 


INDIAN TRAINING SCHOOL, MINNESOTA. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the Honse the following message 


